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We propose detecting dark photon (DP), a major candidate for wave dark matter, through po-
larimetry. The DP can modify Maxwell’s equations, due to its kinetic mixing with regular photon,
inducing an oscillating component in the electromagnetic field. This may leave an imprint in polari-
metric light signals, characterised by a distinctive wave pattern in spacetime. As a demonstration,
we apply this methodology to investigate ultralight DP produced through the superradiance of su-
permassive black holes. Then using the polarimetric measurements of the radiation from M87∗ at
the Event Horizon Telescope, we show that all Stokes parameters can serve as a probe in conducting
this task. Especially, the absence of significant temporal variation in the linear-polarisation position
angle of the M87∗ images allows us to set novel limits on the photon-DP mixing parameter over
the rarely-explored DP mass range of 10−22–10−20eV, with the best reach of ∼ 10−8 achieved at
∼ 10−20.2eV. Given the universality of its underlying physics, we expect the DP polarimetry to be
broadly applied for the DP detection in laboratory experiments and astronomical observations.

INTRODUCTION

Despite compelling evidence [1–3] for their existence,
the nature of dark matter (DM) remains elusive. The
null results from direct DM detections [4–6] and com-
plementary searches at the Large Hadron Collider chal-
lenge the conventional model of weakly interacting mas-
sive particles, where the DM mass is typically at elec-
troweak scale, advocating for alternative models. Among
the suggested possibilities, bosonic particles with a mass
of ≲ 1eV emerge as an intriguing DM candidate. With
their wave nature overshadowing their particle character-
istics, these bosons are often referred to as “wave DM”
(for a review, see, e.g., [7]) and possess unique astrophys-
ical and cosmological implications [8–14].

One representative example of wave DM is dark pho-
ton (DP) [15], a massive Abelian vector boson (A′) that
interacts with the Standard Model of particle physics
through a kinetic mixing with the regular photon (A),
described by the Lagrangian L ⊃ − ε

2F
′
µνF

µν . Here,
F ′
µν and Fµν represent the field strengths of the DP

and the photon, and ε is their kinetic mixing parameter.
In last decades, extensive experiments and observations
have been taken and many novel methods have been pro-
posed for investigating the DP non-gravitational prop-
erties [16–23]. These efforts primarily leverage mixing-
induced DP-photon conversions and interactions of the
DP with charged particles, yielding stringent constraints
on its mixing parameter across a wide mass range (see,
e.g., [24], for a summary of existing limits). However, the
ultralight mass region of ≲ 10−18eV [25], including the
well-known fuzzy DM scenario [11, 26] which offers a po-
tential solution to the “small-scale” structure problems,
remains rarely explored.

To address this challenge, in this Letter we propose
detecting the DP through polarimetry. This optical
methodology has been broadly utilised to detect axions
or axion-like particles, another prominent candidate for
wave DM. When linearly polarised light travels across
an axion field or DM halo, its polarisation position an-
gle (PA) can be rotated due to a topological effect in-
duced by the axion Chern-Simons coupling. This phe-
nomenon is commonly referred to as “cosmic birefrin-
gence (CB)” [27, 28]. Over the past decades, various
polarimetric observation tools or methods have been de-
veloped to measure this effect, including Cosmic Mi-
crowave Background (CMB) [29–31], pulsar polarisation
arrays [32, 33], supermassive black holes (BHs) [34–37],
and Crab Nebula [38, 39], etc.
In contrast to the case of the axion or axion-like DM,

the DP polarimetry is based on the effective current in
the Maxwell’s equations which arises from the photon-
DP kinetic mixing. This effect induces an oscillating
component in the electromagnetic (EM) field, and in the
magneto-optic media (e.g., plasma) may leave an im-
print in the polarimetric light signals such as Faraday
rotation (FR) and dichroism, characterised by a specific
wave pattern in spacetime. Given the universality of its
underlying physics, the DP polarimetry can be applied
for the DP detection in both laboratory experiments and
astronomical or cosmological observations. For demon-
stration, below we will consider supermassive BHs which
are usually surrounded by dense thermal plasma as a
platform for performing this investigation.
The ultralight DP is known to be subject to super-

radiance near a spinning or Kerr BH, by draining its
energy and angular momentum. When their Compton
wavelength is comparable to the BH horizon, requiring
the BH to be supermassive, a macroscopic cloud of DPs
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can be exponentially populated, forming a coherent state.
The cloud profiles are characterised by a set of quantum
numbers (n, j, l,m), similar to electron eigenstates of a
hydrogen atom. Thus, such a system is often dubbed
“gravitational atom” [40]. The signatures of the ultrlight
DP thus can be sought through polarimetric observations
of the supermassive BHs such as the one at the center of
the galaxy Messier 87 (M87∗) using the Event Horizon
Telescope (EHT) [41]. Below, while emphasizing the role
of the FR observable in constraining the photon-DP ki-
netic mixing, we will show that other Stokes parameters
can also serve as a sensible probe in conducting this task.

DARK PHOTON POLARIMETRY AND BLACK
HOLES

The Maxwell’s equations with a photon-DP kinetic
mixing are given by

∂µF
µν = −(Jν + J ′ν) . (1)

Here, Jν denotes a regular EM current, and J ′ν =
−εµ2A′ν + O(ε2) is induced by the DP through its ki-
netic mixing with the photon. Since these equations are
linear, the components of the EM field strength sourced
by J ′ν can be isolated from the others when studying the
DP polarimetry.

For gravitational atoms with a DP cloud, the DP field
in Eq. (1) should be interpreted as the cloud profile. To
the leading order of gravitational fine-structure constant,
namely α = GMµ, the profile for the fastest-growing
mode (n, j, l,m) = (1, 1, 0, 1) is given by [42, 43]

A′
0 =

√
Mc

√
πµ2r

5/2
c

e−r/rc sin θ sin(ωt− φ+ ϕ0) ,

A⃗′ = −
√
Mc

√
πµr

3/2
c

e−r/rc{cos(ωt+ ϕ0), sin(ωt+ ϕ0), 0} .

(2)
Here, r is understood as the “r − r+” in the Boyer-
Lindquist coordinate system, with r+ being the Kerr BH
horizon, the direction of θ = 0 is aligned with the BH
spinning axis, and φ is azimuthal angle. Additionally,
rc = rg/α

2 = 1/(GMµ2) is the gravitational Bohr ra-
dius, with M being the BH mass and rg = GM repre-
senting the half Schwarzschild radius, Mc ∼ 0.1αM is
the DP cloud mass for α ≪ 1, ω ≃ µ(1−α2/2) is the DP
eigenenergy, and ϕ0 is a random constant phase. We will
take this profile below for the proof of concept.

Given the J ′ν , the DP-induced EM fields are then
solved to be

B⃗A′(t, x⃗) =

∫
dt′dx⃗′G(t, x⃗; t′, x⃗′)

(
∇× J⃗ ′(t′, x⃗′)

)
,

E⃗A′(t, x⃗) = −
∫

dt′dx⃗′G(t, x⃗; t′, x⃗′)
(
∇J ′0 + ∂t′ J⃗

′(t′, x⃗′)
)
.

(3)

Here, G(t, x⃗; t′, x⃗′) is Green’s function (GF), with (t′, x⃗′)
and (t, x⃗) denoting the positions of the source or the DP

cloud and the EM field, respectively. As A′
0 ∼ α|A⃗′| and

1/rc ∼ αµ, the contribution of ∇J ′0 to EA′,i(t, x⃗) can be
neglected.
A rigorous treatment of the GF requires summing the

eigenfunctions in the Kerr metric after applying separa-
tion of variables, as illustrated in [44]. However, the sig-
nal signature primarily forms on the BH accretion disk,
whose inner edge is located outside the photon sphere
and not very close to the event horizon (r+ ∼ rg). The
metric in this area differs from that of flat spacetime only
up to a factor of ∼ O(1). Therefore, we will take the GF
in the flat spacetime as a leading-order approximation
in this exploratory study. Moreover, the current J ′ is
exponentially suppressed in the region of r > rc, so we
expect the PA polarimetry to be particularly relevant for
rg < r ≪ rc. In this context, the DP-induced EM fields
are approximately given by:

BA′,r = 0,

BA′,θ ≈ 0.2εα11/2Λ

(
r

rg

)
cos(ωt− φ+ ϕ0),

BA′,φ ≈ 0.2εα11/2Λ

(
r

rg

)
cos θ sin(ωt− φ+ ϕ0),

EA′,r ≈ 0.3εα7/2Λ sin θ sin(ωt− φ+ ϕ0),

EA′,θ ≈ 0.3εα7/2Λcos θ sin(ωt− φ+ ϕ0),

EA′,φ ≈ −0.3εα7/2Λcos(ωt− φ+ ϕ0).

(4)

Here, BA′,r is zero because the axial symmetry of J⃗ ′ ren-
ders it curl-free in the radial direction. The characteristic
α scalings of EA′ and BA′ , i.e., BA′ ∼ α2EA′ ∝ α11/2,
arise from the cancellation of lower-order terms in the
small α expansion, different from those at r ∼ rc. Λ =
1/(rg

√
πG) is a factor characterising the strength of the

DP-induced EM field for a given gravitational atom. Its
value is solely determined by the BH mass and is equal
to 7.3 × 109G or 2.2 × 1014V/m for the M87∗, where
M ≈ 6.5× 109 M⊙.
The BH accretion disk is not in rest in the observer

frame. It is convenient then to denote the total EM field
strength in the plasma frame as E⃗ with E = |E⃗ | and B⃗
with B = |B⃗|. Then in the direction transverse to the

boost, the DP-induced components E⃗A′ and B⃗A′ are re-
lated to B⃗A′ and E⃗A′ through the Lorentz transformation

EA′ ∼ γp(βpBA′ + EA′),

BA′ ∼ γp(−βpEA′ +BA′),
(5)

where βp and γp are plasma velocity and boost factor
in the observer frame. Notably, the strong DP-induced
electric field could be efficiently screened by plasma at
the BH disk. Take the M87∗ as an example. Its environ-
mental plasma is relativistic, with a thermal temperature
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∼ 1011 K and an electron number density ∼ 105/cm3,
which results in a Debye length of λD ∼ 10−100m. This
implies that in the M87∗ plasma the DP-induced elec-
trostatic effect can persist only a distance much shorter
than the BH horizon and the cloud geometric size. The
strength of the DP-induced electric field in the plasma,
as a yield of the DP-induced effective charge inside Debye
sphere, is thus negligibly small. So the electric field in the
observer frame E⃗A′ is estimated to be ∼ −βpB⃗A′ , which

further contributes to B⃗A′ by an amount ∼ −β2
pB⃗A′ . As

βp is ∼ O(0.1) for the M87∗, finally we have B⃗A′ ∼
γpB⃗A′ . This is consistent with the assumptions taken for
the ideal magnetohydrodynamics simulation in Ref. [45].
Also, the potential synchrotron radiation and cascade
production of electron-positron pairs caused by the un-
screened DP-induced electric field [43] may not be effi-
cient.

The B⃗A′ field can modify radiative transfer in the BH
plasma in an oscillatory way, leaving an imprint in the
time series of its polarimetric data. Generally, the polari-
metric features of a radiation field are described by Stokes
parameters (I,Q, U, V ), where the linear polarization PA
is given by χ ≡ 1

2 arg(Q+ iU). These parameters evolve
during light propagation according to the radiative trans-
fer equation [46, 47]:

d

ds


I
Q
U
V

 =


jI
jQ
jU
jV

−


αI αQ αU αV

αQ αI ρV ρU
αU −ρV αI ρQ
αV −ρU −ρQ αI




I
Q
U
V

 ,

(6)

where jI,Q,U,V are the plasma emissivity coefficients,
αI,Q,U,V are the plasma absorption coefficients, and
ρI,Q,U,V are the Faraday mixing coefficients. It is con-
venient to align the U parameter with the magnetic field
such that jU = αU = ρU = 0 [48]. The remaining coeffi-

cients depend on the total B⃗ [47] and hence are subject

to a mediation by the DP-induced B⃗A′ component.
Let us consider the weak-B⃗ limit of radiation frequency

ν ≫ νB = eB
2πme

, which applies for most of the param-
eter space we are exploring. For thermal plasma, the
j, α and ρ coefficients with a non-“U” subscript are
proportional to the plasma electron density ne. The
emission coefficients contain a factor of exp[−( 27ν4νc

)1/3],

where νc = 3 sin θBθ
2
eνB/2 is a characteristic frequency,

with θe = T/me, and θB is the angle between the light
wave vector and the magnetic field direction. The ab-
sorption coefficients are determined by Kirchoff’s Law
jI,Q,U,V = fναI,Q,U,V , where fν = ν3/(eν/T − 1) is a
blackbody function [49]. Thus, these coefficients are ex-

ponentially suppressed for a weak B⃗ field. On the other
hand, the Faraday mixing coefficient ρV is linear in B, up
to a mild logarithmic B term, and has a temperature de-
pendence of ∝ θ−2

e log θe for θe ≫ 1. Another coefficient
ρQ is ∝ B2θe and enhanced by the plasma temperature

in the same case [48]. As the M87∗ plasma is relativistic,

this implies that while the DP-induced B⃗A′ generates an
oscillating imprint in FR, it may convert the U param-
eter to the V parameter, yielding an additional effect of
dichroism.

POLARIMETRIC CONSTRAINTS ON PHOTON -
DARK PHOTON KINETIC MIXING

Next, we will apply the polarimetry for detecting the
ultralight DP, utilising the EHT polarimetric data of
M87∗. The evolution of the Stokes parameters within the
DP cloud is tracked using the public relativistic polarised
radiative transport code IPOLE [50–52], by incorporating
the DP-induced oscillating component into the EM field.
Simultaneously, the radiatively inefficient accretion flow
model [53] is adopted:

ne = n0
e

(
r + r+
rg

)−1.1

e−
cot2 θ
2H2 , (7)

to describe the environmental electron number density of
the M87∗. Here, we set H = 0.3 and n0

e = 3.4× 105/cm3

to ensure that the image intensity predicted by IPOLE

matches with the EHT observations, with the effects of
the DP cloud turned off.
Let us consider the FR observation at the EHT first.

Four polarimetric images of M87∗ were captured on April
5, 6 and April 10, 11 of 2017, respectively [54]. For sensi-
tivity analysis, we introduce a universal sky plane for all
M87∗ images using a polar coordinate system (r̃, φ̃). The
pole is positioned at the centre of the M87∗ image, with
the polar axis aligned with the spin projection of M87∗

onto the plane. The intensity-weighted average PA for
the a-th image, sorted chronologically, is defined as

⟨χ(φ̃, t)⟩ai =
1

2
arg (⟨Q× I⟩ai + i⟨U × I⟩ai ) , (8)

where, as noted in [54], the average is performed over φ̃
within its i-th bin, with a width of 10◦. We can define an
observable then to measure the variation of ⟨χ(φ̃, t)⟩ over
two successive days (from 5 to 6 and 10 to 11 in April):

∆⟨χ(φ̃, t)⟩ãi =

∫
tobs

dt

tobs

(
⟨χ(φ̃, t)⟩2ã−1

i − ⟨χ(φ̃, t)⟩2ãi
)
,

(9)

where ã = 1, 2 denotes the ã-th pair of images and
tobs = 6 hours accounts for the EHT’s imaging time on
each observation day (note that the de facto imaging time
on each day differs slightly, and the uniform choice of tobs
in (9) is taken for convenience.). This design is intended
to mitigate the impacts of temporal variation in the ac-
cretion disk over longer time scales. The posterior dis-
tribution of log10 ε for a given DP mass µ is then given
by P (log10 ε|{∆⟨χ(φ̃, t)⟩ãi }, µ). In the analysis, the “i” is
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restricted to the φ̃ bins that are approximately Gaussian,
ensuring ⟨χ⟩ to be well reconstructed [34].

21.5 21.0 20.5 20.0
log10(  / eV)

8

6

4

2

0

lo
g 1

0

FR
IA ′ < 0.1Jy
|v| A ′ < 1%

-2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0
log10

FIG. 1: 95% CL exclusion limits on the photon-DP kinetic
mixing parameter ε, using the EHT polarimetric images of the
M87∗. The green shaded region has been excluded by the im-
age FR observation. The blue and red shaded regions are ex-
cluded by the observations of image intensity and dichroism,
assuming an precision of current EHT level. In the hatched
region, the IPOLE calculation becomes not reliable, since the
radiative transfer coefficients in Eq. (6) are computed in IPOLE

by employing the public SYMPHONY code [48], where numeric
fitting functions are used assuming ν ≫ νB.

We demonstrate in Fig. 1 the 95% CL FR limits on
the photon-DP kinetic mixing parameter ε, using the
EHT polarimetric images of the M87∗. Here we have
assumed flat priors for log10 ε and the constant phase
ϕ0 and marginalised the latter away. The analysis is
restricted to α < 0.3 to meet the superradiance condi-
tion for the considered DP cloud mode of (n, j, l,m) =
(1, 1, 0, 1) [55]. These limits approximately scale with the
DP mass as ∼ µ11/2. For ν ≫ νB, the DP-induced FR is
∼

∫
dl neBA′ , with the integration performed along the

light trajectory. Since the integrand is proportional to
BA′ ∝ BA′ ∝ εα11/2, such scaling behavior is expected
for a given precision of the FR measurement. Notably,
as the cadence of ∆T = 1day for the analyzed image
pairs represents a fraction of ∆T/Tosc of the full signal
oscillation period, the signal magnitude will be reduced
for µ ≲ 10−20 eV where ∆T/Tosc becomes ≲ 1. However,
such a reduction can be compensated for by a factor of
1/ω brought in from performing the integration of

∫
dl,

which yields a signal magnitude ∼ 1
ω × ∆T

Tosc
∝ ∆T . This

implies that, if the four M87∗ images are paired with a
longer cadence, or the M87∗ is imaged over a longer pe-
riod later, the exclusion limits from the FR observation
could be enhanced in the considered mass range.

Besides Q and U , the Stokes parameters I and V are
also subject to influence by the DP-induced magnetic
field and hence can be applied as a probe for the DP. As
a demonstration, let us consider two EHT observables.

One is total compact flux density of the images Fcpct

and has been measured with a precision of ∼ 0.1 Jy at the
EHT [56]. Another one is average fractional circular po-
larization ⟨|V |⟩ =

∫
dσ |V |/

∫
dσ |I|, where

∫
dσ denotes

an integration over the M87∗ image. The EHT precision
of measuring ⟨|V |⟩ is currently ∼ 10−2 [57]. To esti-
mate the sensitivity potential of these two observables,
we require the magnitude of the BA′ -induced oscillations
in these two observables to be smaller than their mea-
surement precisions. The excluded parameter regions are
also displayed in Fig. 1, as blue and red shaded bands,
respectively. Different from the FR analysis above, we
have not considered temporal variation of the measured
values over the observation period here. These results
thus should be interpreted as “projected limits” based
on the current EHT precision level.
These exclusion limits of ε demonstrate a feature of

scaling with µ11/2, consistent with our expectation. How-
ever, the exclusion power of Fcpct and ⟨|V |⟩ become rel-

atively weak for a strong B⃗A′ field, yielding an exclu-
sion band in both cases. This outcome is caused by
the variation of |dI/dB| and |dV/dB| as the BA′ or the
B increases. As a qualitative discussion, we can turn
off the Faraday mixing coefficients and decouple the V
parameter from the radiative transfer equation. Then
for homogeneous and thermal plasma [58] we have I =
fν [2− exp(−(αI + αQ)L)− exp(−(αI − αQ)L)], where
L is plasma thickness. Then we can find |dI/dB| ∝
B−4/3 for weak B, and exponentially suppressed for
(αI ± αQ)L ≳ 1 where B becomes relatively strong and
I gets saturated. Similarly, the Faraday mixing param-
eter ρQ, which is key for rotating the U parameter to
the V parameter, is proportional to B2 for small B while
becomes exponentially suppressed as B becomes large.
The exclusion band obtained from measuring ⟨|V |⟩ thus
gets explained. In conclusion, all of these polarimetric
observables have roughly comparable sensitivities at the
EHT in probing for the photon-DP mixing parameter if
this parameter is relatively small or the DP-induced B⃗A′

is relatively weak.

SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this Letter, we have proposed and developed the
DP polarimetry as a universal methodology to detect the
DP. As a demonstration, we applied this methodology to
search for the ultralight DP produced through the su-
perradiance near supermassive BHs. Then using the po-
larimetric measurements of the radiation from the M87∗

at the EHT, we showed that all Stokes parameters can
probe for and set novel limits on the photon-DP kinetic
mixing parameter.
Besides improving the sensitivity analysis in this proof-

of-concept study, several significant scientific tasks can
be readily recognized for next-step explorations. For



5

example, we can extend this analysis to probe a high-
mass region of the ultralight DP by incorporating addi-
tional data like the Sagittarius A* images [59]. Moreover,
we can generalize the application of the DP polarime-
try for the DP detection to the laboratory polarimetric
experiments and other astronomical or cosmological po-
larimetric observations. Finally, an effective current can
be induced also by the axion Chern-Simons coupling in
the Maxwell’s equations, enriching the axion polarime-
try. Different from its DP counterpart, this current is
proportional to the existing magnetic field strength. We
leave these explorations to future work.

Note Added: When this Letter was in finalization,
the paper [60] appeared on arXiv. Although this paper
aims to address the detection of the ultralight DP also,
it employs a completely different method based on the
DP interactions with charged particles (inverse Compton
scattering).
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