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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the constraints of the transmon qubit, an improved version of
the charge qubit, on bosonic light dark matters. Phonon excitations induced by the scattering or
absorption of dark matter on a superconductor may destroy the Cooper pair, leading to the produc-
tion of quasiparticles made by the electron. By measuring the production rate of the quasiparticle
density, one may read out the coupling between dark matter and ordinary matter, assuming that
these quasiparticles are solely induced by dark matter interactions. For the first time, we show
constraints on the parameter space of the dark photon, light scalar dark matter, and axion-like
particles from the measurement of quasiparticles in transmon qubit experiments. This study offers
insights for the development of quantum qubit experiments aimed at the direct detection of dark

matter in underground laboratories.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Various astrophysical and cosmological observations have confirmed the existence of cold
dark matter (DM) [1, 2], which should be a non-baryonic, massive, and weakly interacting
particle; there is no cold DM candidate in the standard model (SM) of particle physics,
triggering the development of DM models. Among various promising DM candidates [3],
the foremost task is to detect DM signals in the laboratory.

In recent years, direct detection technologies for DM [4, 5] have developed rapidly. The
exclusion limits provided by experiments utilizing nuclear recoil technology have been contin-
uously strengthened, and numerous experiments employing electronic excitation have been
conducted to probe DM, enabling the detection of lighter DM candidates. However, these ex-
periments are mostly limited to non-relativistic DM candidates with a mass above the MeV
scale. Furthermore, when considering the DM absorption process, the detection threshold
can be lowered to the electroVolt (eV) level. In fact, there are also sub-eV DM models with
strong theoretical motivations, such as the axion and the dark photon. These particles can
be produced in the early universe through mechanisms like the misalignment mechanism
and parametric resonance, etc. Direct Detection of ultralight DM [6] is an important unre-
solved issue, and various proposals have been put forward to explore sub-eV DM. Electronic
excitations in targets with small excitation gaps can be applied to the detection of light
DM [7]. The expected target materials include Dirac materials [8], superconductors [9], and
narrow-gap semiconductors [10]. The emergence of collective excitations like phonon [11]
and magnon [12], resulting from DM-matter scattering or DM absorption within condensed
matter material, represents a promising avenue for DM direct detection. This is partic-
ularly relevant given that these excitations possess energies within the O(1 ~ 100) meV
range, aligning well with the energy scales characteristic of light DM. In brief, researchers
are actively exploring and employing a variety of methods to detect DM, yet no definitive
detection has been achieved. Utilizing new materials or technologies to detect light DM
presents an increasingly recognized challenge in the fields of high-energy physics and preci-
sion measurement physics. The path to the direct detection of DM remains a lengthy and

challenging journey.

In this study, we delve into the potential constraints imposed on light dark matter by

superconducting qubits [13]. These quantum qubits, constructed from superconducting ma-
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terials and maintained at ultra-low temperatures, have garnered significant interest among
quantum computing scientists for their enhanced coherence and stability. Recently, trans-
mon qubits [14] as DM detectors have been proposed. Refs. [15, 16] have showed how to
detect hidden photon and the QCD axion using the direct excitation of transmon qubits.
Refs. [17, 18] have shown constraint on the DM-nucleon scattering cross sections using the
latest transmon qubit measurements [13]. In addition, a transmon qubit prototype for DM
detection experiment has been designed in Ref. [19]. We focus on the case of the absorbable
DM. Light bosonic DM can be absorbed by the superconducting material into phonons via
DM-proton or DM-neutron interactions and the absorption rate can be calculated utilizing
the effective field theory developed in Ref. [20]. These phonon can break Cooper pairs when-
ever their energy is above meV, leading to to the production of quasiparticles. With the help
of transmon qubit measurements [13], we put constraints on the DM couplings with results
shown in Figs. 1 and 2, where constrains on the dark photon, light scalar DM and axion-like
particle DM are presented. These results are the first solid constraints on light bosonic DM
from quantum qubits experiments, and will insights for the development of quantum qubit
experiments aimed at the direct detection of dark matter in underground laboratories.
The remaining of this paper is organized as follows: In section II we briefly review the
local DM density near the sun and present specific bosonic DM models. Section III is devoted
to the numerical study of constraint on various DM couplings. The last part is concluding

remarks.

II. LIGHT BOSONIC DMS

Although the particle nature of DM remains elusive, astronomical observations offer good
estimates of the relic density of the Universe and the nearby DM density in the vicinity of
the Solar system. DM density near the Sun can estimated from stellar kinematics within
the Galaxy. The commonly used local DM density near the Solar system is approximately
0.4 GeV/cm? [21], which has an O(1) uncertainty and it may vary in the range ppy =
(0.2—0.6) GeV/cm? [22]. Alternatively, in case DM interacts strongly with the SM particles,
DM may become captured by celestial objects, including the Earth, resulting in a much larger
local density than the average density of the neighborhood [23].

In this paper, we study phonon signals that arise from the absorption of light bosonic DM



particles, specifically the dark photons (DP), light scalars, and axion-like particles (ALPs).
First we can consider the dark photon with its low-energy Lagrangian characterized by a
kinetic mixing with the SM [24-26]:
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where F, and X, are the field strength tensors for the SM photon and the DP, mx is the
DP mass, and ¢ is the kinetic mixing parameter. There are several interesting DP production
mechanisms that may address the correct abundance of DM. One of the simplest ways to
produce DP is the misalignment mechanism [27], another one is based on the tachyonic
instability arising when the DP couples to a misalignment axion [28], and a third one is
from the decay of cosmic strings [29]. DP on the Earth, may come from the burning of the
Sun with the DP flux proportional to the photon flux rescaled by a factor 2, or from the relic
density of DM, which is about 0.4 GeV/cm?. The absorption of DP by a superconductor
deposits energies in the term of phonon, which may subsequently break the Cooper pair.
This effect will be investigated in the next section.

Secondly, we consider a bosonic DM model of a light scalar particle, ¢, with its interaction

to the electrons and nucleon given by

LD Y dysoff (2)
f=e,p,n

Similar to the DP model, the relic abundance of the scalar DM can also be provided by
the misalignment mechanism. There is also modified definitions of the coupling between
the scalar DM and SM fermions. Note there are alternative definitions of the coupling
in literature. For instance, Refs. [30, 31] use a normalization that rescales the coupling
dyrs — dyspv/4mms /My in the Eq. 2, where my and M, are the fermion mass and Planck
mass scale, respectively.

The third model to be studied is the ALP, a generic prediction of many high energy
physics models including string theory. The ALP is one of the most theoretically motivated
DM candidate since it may also address the strong CP problem. The ALP DM can be
generated in the early universe via the misalignment mechanism. The predicted mass range
for the QCD axion is 107% eV < m, < 107° eV, while the preferred mass range of the ALP

can be larger since it do not necessarily solve the strong CP problem. In this paper we will
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focus on the the derivative ALP couplings

=9y %@aﬁﬂw (3)
where my is the fermion mass. Given these interactions, an ALP can be absorbed by the
electron, proton or neutron when it pass through a target, producing phonon signal. Free
parameters in this process includes: m,, g, and the ALP flux. The ALP flux may come from
the cosmic relic abundance controlled by ppy and its velocity distribution. Alternatively it
can be produced in stars [32], especially in the sun and other nearby stars. These flux will

be applied to the following analysis.

ITII. DETECTABILITY AT TRANSMON QUBITS

World-wide efforts toward “quantum advantage” [33-35] has intensified the competi-
tion in quantum information devices, such as circuit quantum electrodynamics devices [36].
Among these devices, the transmon qubit is one of the most widely used in various quantum
computing architectures. A transmon qubit [14], consisting of a large shunting capacitor
connected in parallel with the Josephson junction [37], is a modified version of the charge
qubit, aka a “Cooper-pair box”. The trasmon qubit has a long coherence time that is es-
sential for quantum computation. Its resistance to charge noise makes it an ideal device for
dark matter detections [15-19].

In this section we follow the strategy of Refs. [17, 18] to investigate the indirect detec-
tion sensitivity by using a transmon qubit to absorb a low mass DM particle. Ref. [14]
investigated the decoherence of a transmon qubit, using a single-junction superconducting
qubit made by aluminum. A quasi-particle density is measured as 0.04 £ 0.01 pm=3. It
is well-known that low temperature allows electrons to form Cooper pairs, bound via long
range interactions with phonons. When DM scatters with the superconducting aluminum,
its energy is partially deposited in the form of phonons, which can break Cooper pairs if
phonons have energy exceeding the binding energy of Cooper pairs and lead to an excess of
quasiparticles. The steady-state quasiparticle density n,, can be estimated using the mean

field results [38],

dng,
dt

=-TIgr-Ir+T¢ (4)
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FIG. 1: Left-panel: Projected sensitivity on the dark photon mixing x from the transmon
qubit, based on a sensitivity nq, < 0.04 pm~>. Existing DP-photon conversion limits (blue-
shaded) and direct laboratory search results from haloscope and electron recoil experiments
(light-brown) [41] are shown for comparison. Right-panel: projected sensitivity on the scalar

dark matter coupling dgee.

where I'g, I'r and I'¢ ar the recombination, trapping and generation rates, respectively.
I'r ~ fnép and I'r = ['zngp, while I'¢ can be related to the scattering of DM-off the
superconductor. T' = 40 um?/s for aluminium [38] and [y is set to be zero for simplicity.

For quasiparticles in equilibrium, one has
FG = fnép + FTTLQP (5)

which can be used to determine the DM-superconductor scattering rate or absorption rate
given the value of ngp. On the other hand, the quasiparticle generation rate can be written

as [17, 18]
I'e=— [ dww—-npr (6)

where € = 0.6 [39, 40] being the quasi-particle generation efficiency, and A = 340 peV
denotes the superconducting energy gap of aluminum, R is DM scattering or absorption
rate per unit time per unit target mass. Combing Eqgs. (6) and (5), one may derive a
constraint on the DM coupling strength for a given DM scattering rate or absorption rate.
In the following, we will consider low-mass DM candidates including an ALP, a scalar DM

and the dark photon, and derive their respective detection limits.

! Here we have included an extra factor pr in the formula, considering that R is DM interaction rate per

unit time per unit target mass.



A. Dark photon

Given the discussion above, we can place constraints on different types of bosonic DM
by measuring quasiparticles with a transmon qubit. First, let us calculate the energy depo-
sition by light bosonic dark matter. Recent studies [20, 42-45] have shown that the DM
absorption rate can be written in terms of in-medium self-energies. by the optical theorem,

the absorption rate of the Ath polarization of the DM, y, can be written as

1
= —m—xlm[H;X] (7)

A

XX receive

where H;\CX is the self-energy between two y particles of the Ath polarization. II
contributions from both electronic excitations and phonon excitations. Assuming the elec-
tronic band gap is much larger than the energy of phonon excitations and taking use of real
part of the electron self-energy given in Refs [43-45], one only needs to consider phonon
contribution to self energies, which has been studied in the Ref. [20].

As a result, the total absorption rate per unit target mass per unit time can be written

as
Rpp = PDP 211 [—L] (8)
Pr e(w)
where ppp is the local DP energy density. pr is the target energy density that depends on
the material. For aluminum at T = 1.2 K, pr is typically 2.7k/cm?. & is the DP-photon
kinetic mixing parameter, and the last term is the energy loss function (ELF), which is
evaluated using the public code DarkELF [46].

Taking Eq. (8) into Egs. (5) and (6), one is able to derive exclusion limits on the kinetic
mixing parameter, k. We show in the left-panel of the Fig. 1, the contour in the mpp — &
plane that may address the observed density of quasi-particles, where mpp is the DP mass. It
should be mentioned that these quasi-particles may also come from the thermal population,
ntot = pM 4+ nlh with [18]

qp qp’
2rkgT A
h B
TLZp = QV()A A exp (_k‘B_T) (9)

where vy = 1.2 x 10* pm=3peV ! being the Cooper pair density at the Fermi level in the
aluminum. It means that the curve in the plot only gives the exclusion limit on the parameter

space: regime above the curve is excluded. Alternatively, if one can precisely evaluate the
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FIG. 2: Left-panel: Transmon qubit constraint on the light scalar DM, where the light-blue
regime is excluded by the fifth force measurement [30] and horizontal line is the limit of the
White Dwarfs observations [47]. Right-panel: Transmon qubit constraint on the axion-like
particle in the m, — gqee plane (solid), based on a sensitivity estimate with ny, < 0.04 pm=3,
The current limit from measurements on the electron dipole moment g, — 2 is shown for

comparison (red shaded).

th DM . . . . . .
Ny, One can take n," as a distinctive signal of new physics beyond the SM, and a possible

signal of DM.

B. Scalar DM

For the scalar DM ¢, the absorption rate can also be derived from the optical theorem
by evaluating the self-energies in the medium. Here we adopt the assumption in Ref. [20]
that the coupling g4 is photon-like, and the total absorption rate can be given in the term
of the ELF [20],

R~ g—‘z’q—zﬁlm l—i} (10)
e w? pr e(w)
where ¢ and w are the momentum and energy of the incoming scalar DM, respectively. For
cold dark matter, q/w ~ 1073 after virialization. Alternatively, for relativistic ¢ produced
from the center of the Sun, ¢/w ~ 1. Here we will consider ¢ as the major component of
cold dark matter and take p, = 0.4 GeV/cm?.
We show in the right-panel of the Fig. 1 constraints on the scalar DM in the g4 — my

plane. Again, the region above the contour is excluded. To compare with other constraints



from stellar cooling [47] and fifth force [30], one needs to re-parameterize the coupling,
dy = goMy/(V4Amm,), where M, is the Plank mass. Constraints on the new coupling is
listed in the left-panel of the Fig. 2.

C. Axion-like particle

ALP is one of the most motivated wave-like dark matter candidates. To evaluate the
detectability of the transmon qubit on the ALP, we consider its derivative coupling to the
electron’s axial current g,... To simplify the calculation of the absorption rate, we assume
a naive ALP model in which guee/me = —Ggapp/mp and gann, = 0. With this parameter
choice the ALP absorption on test material can be calculated in the same manner, and the
absorption rate per unit time per unit target mass is

1 g2, w? pa 1
R~ —=¢—""Im|———~ 11
dm, €2 m? pr o e(w) (11)

where m, is the particle mass of the ALP field, p, is the local dark matter density.

We show in the right-panel of the Fig. 2 the exclusion limit on the g4.., where the shaded
region is excluded. Here we do not consider the axion coming from the sun, and take
pa ~ 0.4 GeV/cm? as the local energy density of the ALP on the earth. For the mass
range that we care, there are other constraints from solar neutrinos [48], red giants [49], as
well as solar axion measurement at the XENONnT and the PandaX4T [50, 51], which have
Gaee < 2.82 x 1071, < 1.9 x 1072 and < 4.38 x 107'2, respectively. These constraints are
much stronger than that from the current measurement result of the transmon qubit, and
we only show the constraint of the electron g-2 in the plot. Although this exclusion limit is
not stronger than limits from other observations, it provides the first direct detection limit
on the ALP-matter coupling in the meV-eV mass range. Further experiments with more
precise measurement and more systematic estimation of background will be able to explore

more competitive parameter space.

IV. DISCUSSION

Ultralight bosonic particles have emerged as compelling candidates for dark matter (DM)

due to their potential to address various cosmological and astrophysical mysteries. Detecting



these elusive particles, however, presents a significant challenge to the scientific community.
Recent studies and technological advancements are pushing the boundaries of what is pos-
sible. The use of quantum technologies in various cavity experiments, antenna experiments
and collective excitation experiments, etc., and the exploration of novel detection methods
are paving the way for potentially groundbreaking discoveries in our understanding of DM.
Recent studies showed that quantum qubit, a foundation for exploring quantum computing,
can serve as competitive devices for direct detection of light DM. In this paper, we explored
the constraints on light bosonic DM absorption from the measurement of quasiparticles in
the transmon qubit. Our result gives the first constraints on dark photon, scalar and axion-
like particle dark matter from existing transmon qubit measurements. This underscores the
growing interest and progress in quantum technologies to play a role in the search for dark
matter.

In prospect, developments in quantum qubits can provide a promising avenue for light
bosonic dark matter direct detection with more dedicated R&D. In this paper the projec-
tive limit is a proof-of-principle estimate based on the sensitivity to the equilibrium density
of quasi-particles in aluminum. Meanwhile, new detectors utilizing the fundamental ar-
chitecture of transmon qubits are quickly advancing toward single Cooper-pair breaking
sensitivity [52-54], demonstrating a notable reduction in the detection threshold and a sub-
stantial enhancement in sensitivity. When single quasi-particle sensitivity becomes a reality,
direct measurement of the DM-induced production rate with a larger test mass and over

longer exposure periods will likely improve the detection sensitivity significantly.
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