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We explore the potential of conducting an experiment on the Chinese Space Station (CSS) to constrain

beyond-the-standard-model (BSM) long-range spin- and velocity-dependent interactions, which are mediated

by the exchange of an ultralight
(

m
z
′ < 10

−10eV
)

or massless intermediate vector boson. We demonstrate

that the proposed experiment on the CSS offers several advantages compared to ground-based experiments. The

high speed can enhance the sensitivity to velocity-dependent interactions. The periodicity allows efficient ex-

traction of signals from background noises, thereby strengthening the experiment’s accuracy. Combining these

advantages, one can improve the existing bounds on such interactions by up to five orders of magnitude. With

advancements in sensor technology, we anticipate a further enhancement of four orders of magnitude, resulting

in a total potential improvement of up to nine orders of magnitude.

Introduction.— The Standard Model of Particle Physics

(SM) has proven to be the most successful theory for describ-

ing the fundamental building blocks of nature and their inter-

actions. Various approaches across multiple fields of physics

have extensively tested it. However, new physics beyond the

SM is eagerly sought to explain unresolved phenomena such

as dark matter [1], dark energy [2], strong CP violation [3],

the matter-antimatter asymmetry [4], and the hierarchy prob-

lem [5]. Among the numerous attempts to extend the Stan-

dard Model, the idea of an additional fundamental interac-

tion—beyond the well-known strong, weak, electromagnetic,

and gravitational forces—has emerged as one of the most

promising solutions. This hypothetical interaction is often

called the fifth force [6, 7].

Hypothetical fifth forces can generally be classified into

two categories: those that depend on spins [8–10] and those

that do not [11]. The former, also known as exotic spin-

dependent interactions, could be interpreted as new types

of long-range forces mediated between fermions via novel

light or massless particles including spin-0 axion-like parti-

cles (ALPs) [3, 12, 13], spin-1 bosons [9], and dark pho-

tons [14, 15], all of which are also leading candidates for dark

matter or dark energy.

Moody and Wilczek first proposed the formalism for the ex-

otic spin-dependent interactions associated with the axion [8].

Later, it was shown that any interaction mediated by scalar and

vector bosons can be expressed via 16 individual terms with

their spin, mass, distance, and relative velocity [9]. These po-

tentials were revisited recently [10], where they were catego-

rized by the types of physical couplings instead of the spin-

momentum structure [9]. Meanwhile, various experiments

have been proposed or performed to search for them, such as

torsion balance or pendulum experiments [16–20], resonance

string experiments [21], spectroscopy [22, 23], comagnetome-

ters [24–29], trapped ions [30], nitrogen-vacancy center in di-

amond [31, 32], neutron or polarized 3He atoms [33] or other

macroscopic experiments [34–36]. These experiments typi-

cally use a large collection of particles as a polarized spin

source or an unpolarized mass source, and spin sensors, i.e.,

sensitive systems for measuring the resulting shifts in spin en-

ergy levels.

Depending on the size of the spin source, these experi-

ments can be roughly divided into two categories: those us-

ing laboratory sources and those using the Earth [28, 34–38],

the Moon or the Sun [39–41] as an enormous source. B.R.

Heckel proposed to utilize the unpolarized matter in the Earth

or the Sun to search for exotic velocity-dependent potentials

between polarized electrons and unpolarized matter in the Sun

and Moon [39]. Later, L. Hunter proposed utilizing the Earth

as an enormous polarized geoelectron source to investigate ex-

otic spin- and velocity-dependent interactions [35, 36]. De-

spite the additional loss due to the distance from the polarized

electrons and nucleons to the sensor, the enormous geoelec-

tron and nucleon source significantly improves the sensitiv-

ity of detecting exotic spin- and velocity-dependent interac-

tions [34–36]. Relevant studies include experiments carried

out by researchers from the National Institute of Standards and

Technology [42], the University of Washington [37], Amherst

College [34–36, 43], Tsinghua University [44], and California

State University [38].

Compared to laboratory detection, the main drawbacks of

using the Earth as a spin or mass source are the inability to

modulate the source and the location of the experiment ar-

tificially, as well as the limited relative velocity originating
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from the Earth’s rotation. Motivated by these limitations, we

propose placing a spin sensor in the Chinese Space Station

(CSS), which offers a relative speed of about 7800 meters per

second, approximately 30 times that of the ground-based ex-

periments [35, 36, 39]. The CSS also covers the Earth’s sur-

face between 42◦ north and south latitude, allowing experi-

ments to be conducted in diverse locations, a key advantage

as emphasized in Refs. [34, 45]. Temporally, with the space

station circling the Earth and its self-rotation, one anticipates

unique periodic signals due to the geomagnetic field. Spa-

tially, measurements can be performed at any position, en-

abling the exploration of the most stringent constraints under

the same sensitivity. Overall, this experiment has unique ad-

vantages for force ranges exceeding one kilometer compared

to former ground-based experiments.

Framework.— We focus on velocity-dependent interactions

in the present work. To better demonstrate the proposed exper-

iment’s advantages, we use the same framework employed by

L. Hunter [35]. Following Ref. [46], the six exotic velocity-

dependent spin-spin interactions are:

V6,7 =−
~

8πc2

(
g1V g

2
A

2M1

+
g1Ag

2
V

2M2

)

× [(σ̂1 · v) (σ̂2 · r̂)± (σ̂1 · r̂) (σ̂2 · v)]

×
(
1 +

r

λ

) e−r/λ

r2
, (1)

V8 =
g1Ag

2
A

4πc2
[(σ̂1 · v) (σ̂2 · v)]

e−r/λ

r
, (2)

V14 =
g1Ag

2
A

4πc
[(σ̂1 × σ̂2) · v]

e−r/λ

r
, (3)

V15 =−
g1V g

2
V ~

2

8πc3M1M2

× [(σ̂1 · (v × r̂)) (σ̂2 · r̂) + (σ̂1 · r̂) (σ̂2 · (v × r̂))]

×

(
3 +

3r

λ
+

r2

λ2

)
e−r/λ

r3
, (4)

V16 =−
~

8πc3

(
g1V g

2
A

2M1

+
g1Ag

2
V

2M2

)

× [(σ̂1 · (v × r̂)) (σ̂2 · v) + (σ̂1 · v) (σ̂2 · (v × r̂))]

×
(
1 +

r

λ

) e−r/λ

r2
, (5)

where gV/A denotes the vector (V ) or axial (A) coupling con-

stant of fermion 1 or 2 with spins σ̂1/2 and masses M1,2. The

distance and relative speed between the two fermions are de-

noted by r and v, r̂ is the unit vector of relative coordinate,

λ = ~/m′c is the reduced Compton wavelength of the boson

of interest of mass m′, representing the scale of the forces, ~

is the reduced Planck constant, and c is the speed of light in a

vacuum.

FIG. 1: Schematic layout of the proposed experiment. σ̂1

represents the spin-sensitive direction of the apparatus on the

CSS, and σ̂2 represents the direction opposite to the

geomagnetic field. r′CSS and r
′ represent the radial position

vector of the CSS and the geoelectron, respectively.

Although V4+5 could not provide the most stringent

bounds as those lowest-order terms, it can probe different

spin/velocity structures and confirm which types of couplings

the exchanged boson has. Meanwhile, V12+13 has the form of

a Yukawa potential multiplied by the factor σ · v, which may

provide the only access to some couplings that might vanish

in velocity-independent cases [7]. Similarly, the proposed ex-

periment can also shed light on these two interactions due to

the much larger relative velocity, which read [7, 36, 47]:

V4+5|V V =
geV g

N
V

16πme
σe · (v × r̂)

(
1

r2
+

1

λr

)
e−

r

λ , (6)

V4+5|AA =
geAg

N
A

16π

me

m2
N

σe · (v × r̂)

(
1

r2
+

1

λr

)
e−

r

λ , (7)

V12+13 = g1Ag
2
V

~

4π
σ1 · v

e−r/λ

r
. (8)

We first establish a model for the Earth to describe the

exotic velocity-dependent interactions between the Earth as

the source and the spin sensor on the CSS. The model in-

volves its geoelectron density [34, 48–50] and nucleon den-

sity [36, 48, 51, 52], which are both denoted by ρ (r′), the

internal temperatures T (r′) [53], where r′ represents the dis-

tance between the source particle and the center of the Earth,

as well as the distribution of the geomagnetic field, B, both

inside and outside the Earth. For further details, we refer to

the Supplemental Material.

If the exotic interactions are not detected, Vtotal would be

less than the energy bound established by the spin coupling

energy measured by the spin sensor in the sensitive direction,

as in various experiments. This, in turn, sets the upper bounds

for the unknown coupling constants of the fifth force.
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FIG. 2: Periodicity of expected signals. The starting point of the Time axis is arbitrarily chosen to be July 1st 2024.

Results and discussions.— Due to the Yukawa-type e−r/λ

factor, more geoelectrons and nucleons in the mantle con-

tribute as λ increases. For λ = 102.5 km, this approximates

the CSS orbital altitude, while for λ = 105 km, it is roughly

twice the Earth’s radius, beyond which the potentials satu-

rate. Therefore, in the following, we take λ = 102.5 km or

λ = 105 km as typical examples to show the results. For λ
well below the CSS’s altitude, the improvements due to the

high speed will be suppressed since the minimal r is the or-

bit altitude rather than approximately zero, as in ground-based

experiments.

In Ref. [34], using the measurements from two local

Lorentz in-variance experiments [39, 54], bounds on the cou-

pling constants of different velocity-dependent spin-spin in-

teractions between two electrons for various ranges of λ were

obtained. In the present work, to demonstrate the periodic-

ity of the signal expected in the proposed experiment, we first

take these bounds for electron-electron (e-e) interactions be-

tween velocity-dependent spin-spin potentials as inputs to ex-

tract V ′
total to be measured on the CSS. The expected results

corresponding to λ = 102.5 km and λ = 105 km are shown in

Fig. 2.

All these potentials show clear periodicity as the CSS orbits

the Earth. Such periodicity will be beneficial for extracting

signals from background noises, thereby improving the ex-

periment’s accuracy. Additionally, the line shapes of various

interactions differ significantly, indicating the possibility of

distinguishing the contributions from these exotic interactions

in the proposed experiment. This provides unique opportuni-

ties to determine the magnitude of the couplings and identify

the types of interactions observed.

Once the CSS’s trajectory covers the entire area, we can

create a contour plot identifying the most sensitive position

for each interaction. This can be determined as shown in the

Supplemental Material, resulting in the lowest bounds for the

coupling constants. In Fig. 3, we present the expected low-

est bounds for all six exotic velocity-dependent spin-spin in-

teractions’ couplings for e-e interactions as functions of the

effective range λ, assuming the same sensitivity as the spin

sensors used in the LLI experiment in Seattle. In that exper-

iment, the upper limits on the interactions were measured to

be βN < 5.9× 10−21 eV oriented north and βE < 8× 10−22

eV oriented east.

Similar to the bounds obtained in the ground-based experi-

ment [35], the bounds on the e-e couplings with spin-oriented

north (N) are usually not as stringent as those with spin-

oriented east (E). The coupling constants for most interactions

are expected to be more constrained by at least three orders of

magnitude. In those less sensitive regions, an improvement of

at least one order of magnitude can still be expected.

The bounds on the couplings of V6 (Fig. 3(a)) are approx-

imately 2.4 orders of magnitude more restrictive than those

in Refs. [34, 35] for λ = 102.5 km, and at least 1.3 orders

of magnitude more constrained in the flatter regions. For V7

(Fig. 3(b)), the bounds on the couplings are lowered by ap-

proximately 1.6 orders of magnitude across the entire range.

In addition, the proposed experiment can measure V6 for λ
less than 102 km, which is inaccessible to previous experi-
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FIG. 3: Expected bounds on long-range spin-spin velocity-dependent couplings for electron-electron (e-e) interactions. The

blue curves represent the expected constraints with the sensory precision of Ref. [34, 35]. (a) Vector-axial (V-A) couplings

[Eq. 1 with the + sign] for V6. (b) (V-A) couplings [Eq. 1 with the − sign ] for V7. (c) (A-A) couplings [Eq. 2] for V8. (d)

(A-A) couplings [Eq. 3] for V14. (e) (V-V) couplings [Eq. 4] for V15. (f) (V-A) couplings [Eq. 5] for V16.

ments [35]. Moreover, since V6+7 would be more meaning-

ful than V6 or V7 individually for experiments [7], based on

Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 3(b), we can further constrain V6+7, which

is shown in the Supplemental Material.

The constraints on V8 (Fig. 3(c)) can improve by up to five

orders of magnitude for λ = 102.5 km and by at least 3.2

orders of magnitude in the flatter regions. The upper limits

for V16 (Fig. 3(f)) are further lowered by up to four orders of

magnitude for λ = 102.5 km and are at least three orders of

magnitude more constrained in the flatter regions.

The upper limits for V14 (Fig. 3(d)) decrease by up to three

orders of magnitude for λ = 102.5 km and by at least 2.5 or-

ders of magnitude for λ = 105 km. For V15 (Fig. 3(e)), the

behavior is quite different. The couplings are approximately

three orders of magnitude more restrictive for λ = 103.5 km

compared to Refs. [34, 35], while as λ increases, the improve-

ment becomes less pronounced, indicating a more sensitive λ
dependence. In Ref. [35], V15 is found to be less reliable than

other potentials, especially at short ranges, because it is more

susceptible to local inhomogeneities. On the other hand, the

proposed experiment can overcome this limitation and provide

a more accurate constraint.

Meanwhile, for the long-range spin-velocity dependent in-

teractions for electron-nucleon (e-N ) interactions, we find

that the improvement is mainly in the region where λ is longer

than the height of the CSS. As depicted in Fig. 4, the improve-

ment is around 1.5 orders of magnitude in the flatter areas. At

the same time, similar to the spin-spin velocity-dependent in-

teractions, the progress is most significant when λ = 102.5

km. For V4+5|V V and V4+5|AA(Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b)), the

improvement can be approximately 2.5 orders of magnitude.

In contrast, it is two orders of magnitude for the odd-parity

spin-velocity term V12+13(Fig. 4(b)). We note that the con-

straints on V4+5|V V can set new limits on the vector coupling

constant gV of the z′ particle. See the Supplemental Material

for more details.

Furthermore, impressive improvements have been made in

sensor sensitivity, such as the K-Rb-21Ne co-magnetometer

proposed for future experiments, which can offer improve-

ment of one to three orders of magnitude [55]. Com-

pared to the previous experiments with energy resolutions

around 10−21 ∼ 10−22 eV/Hz1/2, the proposed experiments

equipped with the newly developed spin sensor are expected

to achieve 10−23 eV/Hz1/2. Moreover, after 100 hours of ac-

cumulations, an additional three orders of magnitude would

be further enhanced. We thus anticipate an overall extra im-

provement by four orders of magnitude [29, 56] once the novel

spin sensor is utilized, as depicted in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4.

Summary.— In the present work, we proposed a novel ap-

proach to constrain further the coupling constants of long-

range velocity-dependent interactions, i.e., the fifth force.

Taking the Earth as an enormous source, we propose placing
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the spin sensor on the Chinese Space station to overcome the

limitations of ground-based experiments, such as fixed posi-

tions and slow speed. Based on the periodic movement of

the CSS, we simulate the strength of the interactions. Addi-

tionally, by utilizing the speed of the CSS in the near-earth

orbit, which is much higher than that in any ground-based ex-

periments, the bounds on most of the six velocity-dependent

spin-spin interactions are expected to be at least three orders

of magnitudes more restrictive than earlier measurements. In

contrast, the bounds on the two spin-velocity terms are ex-

pected to be more restrictive at least 1.5 orders of magnitude.

Specifically, for V8, V14, and V16, the improvements could be

up to four or five orders of magnitude.

Previous works [34, 45] have underscored the importance

of the location of such experiments. In our study, the flexi-

bility of the CSS allows it to cover different regions over time

and identify optimal locations for detecting the fifth force with

its varying velocities. We believe such an experiment will be

highly efficient in pinpointing the best areas to achieve the

strongest signals, thereby significantly enhancing the current

limits.

Meanwhile, the line shapes from various interactions differ

significantly from one another. This indicates the possibility

of distinguishing the contributions from these interactions in

the proposed experiment and further identifying the dominant

one. Such periodicity will also be beneficial for extracting

signals from background noises, thereby improving the ex-

periment’s accuracy.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Model of the Earth and the CSS

The model is based on Ref. [34], which assumes that the Earth’s paramagnetism is predominantly due to unpaired d-shell

electrons in the iron ions contained within the Earth’s mantle and crust minerals. Using this assumption, the density of geoelec-

trons was calculated. In the model, density and temperature distributions are considered spherically symmetric, and the Earth’s

core magnetization is assumed to be negligible, as predicted by density functional theory calculations [35]. Additionally, we

adopted the temperature model from Ref. [57], along with the updated World Magnetic Model (WMM 2020) [58, 59], which is

valid from 2020 to 2025 for the Earth’s magnetic field.

The planetary position and velocity of the CSS can be accurately obtained using the Skyfield package with the corresponding

TLE code. In this work, we use v (r′, θ′, ϕ′, r′CSS, θ
′
CSS, ϕ

′
CSS) to represent the relative velocity between the spin sensor on

the space station and a specific geoelectron in the Earth’s mantle. Here, r′, θ′, ϕ′, r′CSS, θ′CSS, and ϕ′
CSS denote the spherical

coordinates of the geoelectron and the space station, respectively, with the center of the Earth as the origin, as shown in Fig. 1.

The velocity resulting from the Earth’s rotation is given by v
′ = Ω × r

′. By combining this with v
′
CSS, we can determine the

relative velocity v = v
′
CSS − v

′, which is necessary for our calculations.

When summing up the interactions between each polarized geoelectron inside the Earth and the spin sensor on the CSS, the

total potential can be calculated as follows:

Vtotal =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∫ Rs

RCM

r′2 sin θ′ρ (r′)
2µbB

kBT (r′)
× V (r,v) dr′dθ′dϕ′, (9)

where µB is the Bohr magneton, kB is the Boltzmann constant, and T is the temperature. The integration is over all the volume

from the core-mantle boundary (RCM) to the surface (Rs). Note that the relative speed v is the sum of the Earth’s rotation and

the speed of the CSS, which is far beyond the velocities achievable in laboratory settings [36].

We modulated the Earth as a nucleon source for the two spin-velocity terms. To calculate the expected potentials between the

electron and the nucleon, we can calculate the potentials as follows:

Vtotal =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∫ Rs

0

r′2 sin θ′ρ (r′)× V (r,v) dr′dθ′dϕ′, (10)

The difference from the e-e study is that the ρ (r′) here represents the density of Earth’s un-polarized nucleon density instead

of the polarized electron density. Also, the integration should cover the entire space of the Earth, i.e., from the center of the

Earth to the surface (Rs).

Counter Plot

In Fig. 5, we use the TLE code mentioned earlier to generate the contour plot. Due to the vector-based geographic relationships

involved in the calculations, the potential measured at a given position may vary depending on the direction the CSS approaches.

This means that the potential detected when the CSS travels from south to north may differ from when it travels from north to

south. However, as long as the TLE data remains unchanged, the contour plot will stay fixed. Consequently, as the CSS orbits the

Earth, the signals it receives will exhibit periodicity with each orbit. Although slight differences may arise between the signals

due to the variation in angular velocities, the overall periodicity is sufficient to apply some signal processing techniques to help

distinguish signals from background noises, thereby improving the experiment’s accuracy.

In previous works [34, 45], it was proposed that conducting experiments in southern Thailand would yield about twice the

sensitivity compared to those performed in Amherst due to the stronger and more parallel surface magnetic field in Thailand.

This highlights the importance of the experiment’s location. In our study, the flexibility of the space station allows it to cover

different regions over time, enabling the identification of optimal locations for detecting new interactions with varying velocities.

We believe such an experiment will be highly efficient in pinpointing the best areas for achieving the strongest signals, thus

significantly improving the sensitivity limits.

Compared to the previous works by L. Hunter et al. [34, 35, 60], we found that the bounds on the electron (e) energy, when its

spin is oriented north (N), are generally less restrictive than when oriented east (E). This suggests that the most restrictive bounds

are likely to be obtained through measurements in the eastward direction. Another key difference is that, unlike experiments

conducted on Earth, the potential of long-range interactions, V
′

, does not always maintain the same sign in space. As the CSS

orbits the Earth, the angles between σ̂1, σ̂2, r, and v continuously change. As a result, it is natural to observe the potential

oscillating between positive and negative values, as illustrated in Fig. 2.



8

FIG. 5: Contour plots of the potentials expected as the CSS travels from south to north. (a) V6. (b) V7. (c) V8. (d) V14. (e) V15.

(f) V16.

Constrain on V6+7

Among all the 16 potentials mentioned in Ref. [9], certain potentials, for instance, V4,5 and V6,7 are symmetric and

(anti)symmetric concerning the exchange of the particle spins. However, in experiments employing one polarized test mass

and one spin source, only a linear combination of V6 and V7, i.e., V6±7, is accessible [7]. As a matter of fact, we study V6+7 in

the following, which reads:

V6+7 = −
~

4πc2

(
g1V g

2
A

2M1

+
g1Ag

2
V

2M2

)
× [(σ̂1 · v) (σ̂2 · r̂)]×

(
1 +

r

λ

) e−r/λ

r2
(11)

Using the same method mentioned above, we can constrain the potential with Eq. 9. The bounds on the Vector-Axial (V-A)

couplings of V6+7 (Fig. 6) are approximately 1.7 orders of magnitude more restrictive than those in Refs. [34, 35] for λ = 102.5

km, and at least 1.4 orders of magnitude more constrained in the flatter regions.

New Limits on the z′ Particle

The proposed experiment can set new limits on |f4+5| ≤ 8.2 × 10−32 for neutron-nucleon (n-N ) interactions and |f4+5| ≤
1.5× 10−29 for proton-nucleon (p-N ) interactions for a force range of λ ≥ 105.5 km with the sensory precision of Ref. [36, 38,

54]. Similar to Ref. [29], we can set new limits on the vector coupling constant gV of the z′ particle.

To give an expected upper limit on the z′ particle, we assume that the sensor has the same neutron and proton mass contribution

and fraction factors for neutron and proton polarization in the 21Ne nucleus of Ref. [29], i.e., ζNe
n = 0.58, ζNe

p = 0.04 and the

neutron and proton mass contribution in the Earth is ζEarth
n = 0.514 and ζEarth

p = 0.486 [36].
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FIG. 6: Expected bounds on long-range spin-spin velocity-dependent couplings for electron-electron (e-e) interactions. The

blue curve represents the expected constraints with the sensory precision of Ref. [34, 35].

From f4+5 = 1

2
gAgA − 3

2
gV gV , assuming that gAgA = 0, we have

∣∣(ζNe
p gpV + ζNe

n gnV
) (

ζEarth
p gpV + ζEarth

n gnV
)∣∣ ≤ 5.5× 10−32. (12)

If we set gpV = 0 in Eq. 12, we can constrain the |gnV | ≤ 4.3 × 10−16. Meanwhile, if gnV = 0, we can constrain the

|gpV | ≤ 1.7× 10−15.

Assuming that gV gV = 0, we have

∣∣(ζNe
p gpA + ζNe

n gnA
) (

ζEarth
p gpA + ζEarth

n gnA
)∣∣ ≤ 1.6× 10−31. (13)

If we set gpA = 0 in Eq. 13, we can constrain the |gnA| ≤ 7.3 × 10−16. Meanwhile, if gnA = 0, we can constrain the

|gpA| ≤ 2.9× 10−15.
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FIG. 7: Expected constraint on the z′ particle. The red and blue dash-dotted curves represent the expected constraints with the

sensory precision of Ref. [36, 38, 54].

In Fig. 7, we compare the current limits and the expected constraint from the proposed experiment on gV , which is the

vector coupling constant between z′ and standard model particles. The bounds on the z′ (Fig. 7) are approximately 0.8 orders

of magnitude more restrictive than those in Refs. [28] for mz′ = 10−12.2045 eV (λ = 102.5 km), and at least 0.6 orders of

magnitude more constrained in the flatter regions.


