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Millicharge particles (mCPs) are viable dark matter candidates motivated by many standard
model extensions. We show that despite of the tiny coupling with the photon, millicharged dark
matters can convert efficiently to photons through annihilation processes in the Earth magnetic
field background, which generates a monochromatic quasi static magnetic field signal with angular
frequency being twice the millicharged particle mass. By recasting null results from the SuperMAG
and the SNIPE Hunt collaborations, we constrain the effective charge of bosonic millicharged dark
matter in the mass ranges 10−18 −3.5×10−17 eV and 10−15 −10−14 eV. Our bounds surpass current
stellar cooling constraints by more than ten orders of magnitude, making this proposal a powerful
tool to search for millicharged dark matter.

Introduction. Identifying the nature of dark matter
has been one of the frontiers in modern physics. Mil-
licharged particles (mCPs), i.e., quantum fields with elec-
tric charges much smaller than the one e of the electron,
are natural candidates [1–5]. mCPs can arise from mod-
els where the visible and a dark sectors are kinetically
mixed [3, 6–10], or from models where these particles
are directly charged under the U(1)Y in the UV theory
[11–13]. They are also widely predicted in string theory
compactifications [11–16], and grand unification theories
[17–19].

The masses of mCPs can span in a wide range. De-
pending on their masses, mCPs could have been pro-
duced in the early universe either via the freeze-in mech-
anism [20–23] or the misalignment mechanism [24–28]. In
particular, the bosonic mCPs can be of a low mass (pos-
sibly even sub-eV) [29, 30], which might offer a solution
to the small-scale structure problems and be relevant to
astrophysical observations [31–33]. For example, mCPs
with masses on the order of a few tens of MeV could
account for the anomaly in the 21-cm signal if a small
fraction of the dark matter is composed of them [34–38].

There have been various experiments and proposals
capable to search for mCPs. They include cavities filled
with strong electric field to probe Schwinger pair pro-
duction [39–41], observation of the invisible decays of
positronium [42], lamb shift of the hydrogen atom [43],
laser polarization experiments [44–47], Cavendish exper-
iment for testing Coulomb’s Law [48], timing of radio
waves from pulsars and fast radio bursts [49], and di-
rect deflection type experiments [50–52]. Meanwhile, as-
trophysical observations including the SN1987A [53, 54]
and stellar evolution [55–59] have placed very strong con-
straints, and even more stringent ones can be obtained
from galactic large scale magnetic fields [60] and cos-

mological measurements [30, 61], although the latter are
highly model-dependent (for comprehensive reviews, see
also [62, 63]).

In this work we propose a novel method to search for
ultralight mCPs by detecting their induced magnetic sig-
nal on the Earth’s surface. In the Earth’s geomagnetic
field background, a pair of mCPs can annihilate into a
photon efficiently when the Compton wavelength of mCP
field is bigger than the Earth size. Then a monochro-
matic quasi static magnetic field signal with angular fre-
quency equal to twice the mCPs mass will be produced
at any locations of the Earth’s surface. It is crucial to
note that the effective current produced by the mCPs
exhibits an inverse proportionality to the square of the
mCP mass mϕ, i.e., Jϕ ∼ 4e2

mB0 Reρ/m2
ϕ, where em is

the millicharge, B0 is the Earth’s geomagnetic field, Re is
the Earth’s radius, and ρ is the local dark matter energy
density. This characteristic renders it extremely sensi-
tive to ultra-light mCPs. In contrast, the effective cur-
rent from dark photon dark matter JA′ is proportional to
the dark photon mass mA′ as JA′ ∼ ϵ mA′

√
2ρ [64, 65],

where ϵ is the kinetic mixing parameter. For axions, the
corresponding effective current Ja shows no dependence
on the axion mass ma as Ja ∼ gaγB0

√
2ρ [66], where gaγ

is the coupling of axion with two photons.
By reinterpreting null results for axion and dark pho-

ton searches from the SuperMAG [64–66] and SNIPE
Hunt [67] collaborations, we estimate a world-leading
bound on ultralight mCPs dark matter, which surpasses
the existing constraints from stellar cooling by more than
ten orders of magnitude. Consequently, it is expected
that future dedicated measurements of the magnetic ac-
tivity on the Earth’s surface will open up new avenues
for the exploration of mCPs on different mass ranges and
smaller values of em.
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Figure 1. Middle: Natural Earth’s cavity formed between the Earth’s surface and the ionosphere. It shows the radial
component of the dark matter effective current J⃗eff passing through a chosen Amperian Loop. The generated magnetic field
B⃗ can be probed by the magnetometers (orange symbols) placed over the surface of the Earth. Lower Left: It shows the 3D
version of the Middle, in where the effective current is depicted from Eq. (7). Upper Right: It shows the annihilation of two
millicharged particles in the external magnetic field background.

mCP Electrodynamics. The interaction between
the ultralight bosonic mCP field ϕ and the photon field
Aµ is described by the following lagrangian

L = Dµϕ(Dµϕ)∗ − m2
ϕ|ϕ|2 − 1

4FµνF µν , (1)

where Dµ = ∂µ + iemAµ is the covariant derivative and
Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the electromagnetic strength ten-
sor. Since the occupancy number for mCP with mass
below the eV is quite high, we can treat the mCP field as
a classical wave, and derive the induced electromagnetic
signal from the modified Maxwell’s equations.

For a given external electromagnetic field Aµ =
(A0, −A⃗), after neglecting small nonlinear terms, the
equations of motion (EoMs) are then written as

∂µF µν = Jν
m − 2e2

mAν |ϕ|2 ≡ Jν
eff, (2)

(□ + m2
ϕ)ϕ = −iem∂µAµϕ − 2iem∂µϕAµ

+e2
mAµAµϕ. (3)

where Jν
m = iem(ϕ∗∂νϕ−ϕ ∂νϕ∗) is the millicharged cur-

rent. Due to the very small coupling em, we can adopt
perturbation theory to find the solutions to Eqs. (2) and
(3). These EoMs are gauge invariant under the transfor-
mation A′

µ = Aµ + ∂µΛ and ϕ′ = ϕ e−iemΛ, where Λ is
the arbitrary gauge function. We choose Coulomb gauge,
∇⃗ · A⃗ = 0 and A0 = 0, and expand the millicharged field
to first order in em as ϕ = ϕ0 + ϕ1, where the zeroth-

order term is the charge symmetric millicharged field
background given by ϕ0 =

√
2ρ

mϕ
cos(k⃗ϕ · x⃗ − mϕt), with

kϕ being the momentum of the mCPs1. The background
field satisfies (□+m2

ϕ)ϕ0 = 0 while the first-order term ϕ1
is determined by the differential equation(□ + m2

ϕ)ϕ1 =
−2iem∇⃗ϕ0 · A⃗ under the boundary condition ϕ1 = 0 for
|x⃗| → ∞. Once ϕ1 is known, we can reduce Eq. (2) to

□A⃗ = 2emϕ0Im(∇⃗ϕ1) − 2e2
mA⃗ ϕ2

0. (4)

The first term of the right-hand side of the above equa-
tion is suppressed by the mCP velocity, v ∼ 10−3, be-
cause of the gradient operator. The second term is the
effective current that gives us the main contribution for
the signal. This effective current features a 1/m2

ϕ depen-
dence, which as mentioned in the introduction, is quite
different from the cases of axion and dark photon dark
matter [64–66], and provides an opportunity to search for
the millicharged dark matter in very low mass range.

Experimental setup and Sensitivity. Let us con-
sider a region of size L that is bounded by a conducting
shielding. A dark matter induced oscillating effective cur-
rent Jeff drives an electromagnetic field inside the region

1 To satisfy charge symmetry, the field may also by multiplied by
the factor eiχ, where χ is an arbitrary constant phase. However,
this constant phase is not physical and does not intervene in
neither the calculations nor the results, therefore we just choose
it equal to zero.



3

that is damped in the boundaries. When the frequency
of the oscillating current is much smaller than 1/L, the
signal is dominated by a quasi static magnetic field whose
strength is roughly of the form B ∼ JeffL. Based on this,
novel experimental ideas for axions [68, 69] and also dark
photons [70] were proposed at the laboratory scale for
masses between 10−10 and 10−6 eV, where one can bene-
fit from resonant signal enhancements and strict control
of the background noise.

In this work, we propose to search for bosonic mil-
licharged dark matter by applying the same principle
mentioned above to the huge natural Earth conduct-
ing cavity. As illustrated in Fig. 1, the Earth can play
a role of a natural cavity, shielded from below by the
Earth’s surface and from above by the ionosphere (or
interplanetary medium). We set the Earth’s radius as
Re = 6371.2 km, therefore the proposal applies for masses
below 1/Re ∼ 10−14 eV. For such low masses, we benefit
in sensitivity due to the Earth size and the 1/m2

ϕ scaling
of the signal, then using high precision magnetometers
situated over the surface of the Earth, it is possible to
probe ultralight mCPs dark matter in a wide unexplored
parameter space.

The profile of the vector potential A⃗ above the Earth’s
surface is determined by the profile of the geomagnetic
field B⃗ extended over the whole Earth’s region. We use
the updated IGRF model [71] to describe the geomag-
netic field from the atmosphere into the mantle, while for
the inner and outer core, we model it by resorting to the
electric current that produces it. The most popular the-
ory about the origin of the Earth’s magnetic field is the
geodynamo, in which the geomagnetic field is generated
by electric currents J⃗ in the Earth’s outer core [72, 73].
Currents in the solid inner core and the mantle are van-
ishing. To get the profile of J⃗ , we use polynomial func-
tions that fit the rms value of the geomagnetic field B
over the outer core and respect appropriate boundary
conditions. Then, the magnetic field B⃗ and vector po-
tential A⃗ can be calculated by solving ∇ × B⃗ = J⃗ and
∇ × A⃗ = B⃗, respectively, together with the conditions
∇⃗ · B⃗ = 0 and ∇⃗ · A⃗ = 0. See all the details of this
calculation in Supplementary Material.

As a result, the external vector potential above the
Earth’s surface, i.e., r ≥ Re, is given by

A⃗ = − B0Re

(
1.01β

(
Re

r

)3
(2Y⃗10 − Ψ⃗10)

−
√

4π

3

(
Re

r

)2
Φ⃗10

)
, (5)

where B0 = 2.94×10−2 mT is the total geomagnetic field
at the equator of the Earth’s surface and Y⃗10, Ψ⃗10, Φ⃗10
are vector spherical harmonics (VSH). The parameter β
accounts for the uncertainty in the rms value of the geo-
magnetic field B in the outer core. The value of β ranges

between 1 and 4.6.

Knowing the external vector potential A⃗, we can an-
alytically solve Eq. (4). For our mass range of interest,
where mϕ ≪ 1/Re is satisfied, Eq. (4) can be approxi-
mated to the magneto quasi static equation

∇⃗ × B⃗ = J⃗eff, (6)

where B⃗ = ∇⃗× A⃗ is the magnetic field signal and J⃗eff the
dark matter effective current given by

J⃗eff =2e2
m ρB0Re

m2
ϕ

(
1.01β

(
Re

r

)3
(2Y⃗10 − Ψ⃗10)

−
√

4π

3

(
Re

r

)2
Φ⃗10

)
e−2imϕt. (7)

In our calculation, we use the fact that both the Earth
surface and the ionosphere layers are well conductors.
Then, Eq. (6) can be solved with the boundary condi-
tion B⃗r = 0 at r = Re and r = Re + h, where B⃗r is
the radial component of the magnetic field and h is the
ionosphere height. We note that, at very low frequen-
cies and depending on solar activity and other factors,
the ionosphere may not be a good conductor that can
damp the electromagnetic active mode completely. In
such a case the upper boundary would be the interplan-
etary medium. For more details of the ionosphere and
interplanetary medium conducting properties, see Ref.
[64].

Finally, by solving Eq. (6) together with the condition
∇⃗·B⃗ = 0, the magnetic field signal at the Earth’s surface
is given by

B⃗(t) =e2
m ρB0R2

e

m2
ϕ

(√
4π

3
h

Re
Ψ⃗10

−2.02β Φ⃗10

)
e−i2mϕt. (8)

The dominant contribution comes from the Φ⃗10 term
of the signal. The suppression factor h/Re ≪ 1 in
the Ψ⃗10 term can be understood from the Ampere’s
law

∮
d⃗l · B⃗ =

∫
dS⃗ · J⃗eff, where an integral loop is

shown in Fig. S2 in the Supplementary Material. For
pure tangential components of the effective current in
Eq. (7), i.e. the Φ⃗10 term, the integral

∫
dS⃗ · J⃗eff gives

∼ πRehJeff, while
∮

d⃗l · B⃗ becomes ∼ BRe, resulting in
|B| ∼ πRe(h/Re)Jeff. On the other hand, for radial com-
ponents of the effective current, such as the Y⃗10 term in
Eq. (7), we can use the amperian loop shown in Fig. 1
to obtain

∫
dS⃗ · J⃗eff ∼ πR2

eJeff, leading to B ∼ πReJeff.

For Re = 6371.2 km, B0 = 2.94 × 10−2 T, β = 1 and
ρ = 0.3 GeV/cm3, we notice that the amplitude of the
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Figure 2. Projected sensitivity on millicharged dark matter in the (mϕ, em) space of parameters. The red and purple shaded
regions are roughly exclusions by reinterpreting the null results of searching for axion from the SuperMAG and SNIPE Hunt
collaborations. The dashed (solid) lines correspond to β = 1 (4.6) reflecting the uncertainty on the geomagnetic field rms value
over the Earth’s outer core. We also plot experimental constraints from accelerators [58], Lamb shift [43], Ortho-Positronium
[42], accelerator cavities [44] and PVLAS experiment [47]. Previous astrophysical and cosmological observation bounds (brown
solid lines) including CMB observations of the Sunyaev-Zel’dovich effect [74], SN1987A [54], red giants [58], white dwarfs [58]
and BBN [75] are also shown. The dashed black lines are projected sensitivities from superconducting radio-frequency cavities
[40] and millicharged condensates [76]. Additionally, a constraint from photon time delay of pulsars induced by the mCP is
included (See Supplemental Material for a derivation of this constraint).

magnetic field signal is

|B| = 696 pT
( em

10−27

)2
(

10−14 eV
mϕ

)2

, (9)

meaning that for our mass ranges of interest, which cor-
respond to signal frequencies below 5 Hz, a mCP field can
produce a magnetic field signal of hundreds of pT for mil-
licharges down to em = 10−27. Current unshielded mag-
netometers can easily reach this sensitivities. To have
an idea, in the first campaign of the SNIPE Hunt col-
laboration, magnetometers with 300 pT/

√
Hz were used

[67].

A straightforward concern for a dedicated experimen-
tal exploration are the background noises. For the fre-
quencies that interests us, the dominant magnetic field
sources are anthropogenic [77], so to get optimal sensi-
tivity, the experiment can be set up in a remote location,
far from urban environments. Moreover, the dark mat-
ter signal oscillates at a particular frequency that makes
it easy to be distinguished from static sources, such as
the strong static Earth’s geomagnetic field. In fact, it

was demonstrated in the first SNIPE Hunt expedition,
that the amplitude spectral density of the measurements
were flat and corresponded to the noise floor of the mag-
netometers, with the exception of a 60 Hz peak associ-
ated with the laptop used for data acquisition. While
a few narrow peaks at one of the measurement stations
are attributed to noise with unknown origin since the
dark matter signal should be present in all stations at all
times. In addition, since the reach of the SNIPE Hunt
is now limited by the sensitivity of the magnetometers
[67], rather than by the geomagnetic noise, future ded-
icated experiments using high-precision magnetometers
with sensitivity up to order 20 fT/

√
Hz [78–81] will re-

sult in stronger sensitivity.
In Fig. 2, we show constraints for dark matter mCPs

by recasting the null results of searching for axion and
dark photon from the SuperMAG [64–66] and SNIPE
Hunt [67] collaborations. The SNIPE Hunt collabora-
tion performed coordinated measurements with a net-
work of magnetometers located in the US, in three dif-
ferent stations far from human-generated magnetic noise.
Each station used a vector magnetoresistive sensor with
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sensitivity of 300 pT/
√

Hz over a frequency range of
0.1 − 100 Hz [67] to measure the signal. The SuperMAG
data consist of measurements taken with a one-minute
cadence across several tens of years, with contributions
from O(500) stations all over the world [64–66]. To ob-
tain the SNIPE Hunt constraints for dark matter mCPs,
we first calculate the magnetic field amplitude |B⃗a| by
using the constraints found in Ref. [67] for three different
stations and then we obtain an averaged value. In the
same frequency, we equal this average to the counterpart
magnetic field signal in Eq. (8) to estimate the bounds
on em. For the SuperMAG constraints, since the data
are collected with many stations situated over the world,
we instead average the B⃗a over the Earth’s surface to
get magnetic field expressions independent on the Earth
location. Then we proceed in the same way as done for
SNIPE Hunt. As we can see in Fig. 2, the estimated
constraints surpass previous bounds from stellar cooling
by over ten orders of magnitude in the case of SNIPE
Hunt and over seventeen orders of magnitude for Super-
MAG, which could be further improved by using more
high precision magnetometers [78–81].

Conclusion. We have presented a novel approach to
probe the ultralight millicharged dark matters (mCPs)
by measuring their geomagnetic signals. Using classical
field theory we calculated the quasi static monochromatic
magnetic field signal sourced by the effective current as-
sociated with the millicharged dark matter field, which
shows a unique inverse proportionality to the square
of the mCPs mass. By reinterpreting the data from
the SuperMAG and SNIPE Hunt experiments, we have
estimated stringent constraints on the effective charge
of dark matter bosonic mCPs in specific mass ranges.
These constraints are up to seventeen orders of magni-
tude stronger than stellar cooling bounds. Finally, the
search for mCPs as a dark matter, by monitoring the
Earth’s magnetic activity utilizing high-precision mag-
netometers, holds great potential for further advance-
ments in this field. Future dedicated measurements of
the Earth’s magnetic activity are expected to yield even
stronger sensitivity and the possibility to explore dark
matter mCPs in other mass ranges, facilitating a deeper
understanding of the nature of dark matter.
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FORMAL SOLUTION FOR THE VECTOR POTENTIAL

In this section, we show explicitly how to extract the vector potential for a given magnetic field model. The vector
potential A⃗ can be found by solving ∇⃗ × A⃗ = B⃗. We write B⃗ and A⃗ in a vector spherical harmonics (VSH) expansion
as

B⃗(x⃗) =
∑
ℓ,m

(
Br(r)Y⃗ℓm(θ, φ) + B1(r)Ψ⃗ℓm(θ, φ) + B2(r)Φ⃗ℓm(θ, φ)

)
, (S.1)

A⃗(x⃗) =
∑
ℓ,m

(
Ar(r)Y⃗ℓm(θ, φ) + A1(r)Ψ⃗ℓm(θ, φ) + A2(r)Φ⃗ℓm(θ, φ)

)
, (S.2)

Where the Bi and Ai coefficients are also functions of ℓ and m. The curl of the background vector potential is given
by

∇⃗ × A⃗ =
∑
ℓ,m

(
−ℓ(ℓ + 1)

r
A2 Y⃗ℓm −

(
dA2

dr
+ A2

r

)
Ψ⃗ℓm +

(
−Ar

r
+ dA1

dr
+ A1

r

)
Φ⃗ℓm

)
. (S.3)

By comparison we find the following set of first order ordinary equations for the components of the vector potential

− ℓ(ℓ + 1)
r

A2 = Br,

dA2

dr
+ A2

r
= B1,

dA1

dr
+ A1

r
− Ar

r
= B2,

dAr

dr
+ 2Ar

r
− ℓ(ℓ + 1)A1

r
= 0. (S.4)

where the last line is the gauge constraint ∇⃗ · A⃗ = 0. From the first line of the Eq. (S.4) we extract

A2 = − r

ℓ(ℓ + 1)Br, (S.5)

and the second line is just a redundancy of this (from ∇ · B⃗ = 0). A1 and Ar can be figured out by solving the system
composed by the last two lines in Eqs. (S.4). We decouple this system finding a second order equation for A1 given
by (

r2(rA1)′)′

r3 − ℓ(ℓ + 1)
r2 A1 = 1

r3

(
r3B2

)′
. (S.6)

A formal solution for the above equation is found through

A1 =
∫

dr′Gℓ(r, r′) 1
r′2

d

dr′

(
r′3B2(r′)

)
, (S.7)
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where Gℓ(r, r′) is the Green’s function given by

Gℓ(r, r′) = − 1
2ℓ + 1

{
(r/r′)ℓ−1

, r < r′

(r′/r)ℓ+2
, r > r′ . (S.8)

Once we get A1 explicitly, Ar is directly found by

Ar = r
dA1

dr
+ A1 − rB2. (S.9)

MODEL FOR THE GEOMAGNETIC FIELD AND VECTOR POTENTIAL PROFILE

For clarity and later convenience, we note that there are three main regions for the structure of the Earth interior;
the mantle, the outer core, and the inner core. These regions are separated by the Core-Mantle Boundary(CMB) and
the Inner-Core Boundary (ICB), located at Rcmb = 3486 km and Ricb = 1216 km from the Earth center, respectively.
The usual term ‘the core of the earth’ refers to the combination of the inner core and outer core. We take the radius
of the Earth as Re = 6371.2 km.

We are interested in the profile of A⃗ for r ≥ Re. From Eq. (S.5) we get that the component A2 is determined
directly from Br. For this we can make use of the conventional IGRF model for the Earth’s geomagnetic field, which
is valid for r ≥ Rcmb and can be written as

B⃗(x⃗) =
∑
ℓ,m

Cℓm

(
Re

r

)ℓ+2 (
(ℓ + 1)Y⃗ℓm(θ, φ) − Ψ⃗ℓm(θ, φ)

)
, Rcmb ≤ r, (S.10)

where the Cℓm are coefficients given, for instance, in reference [71]. The spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ) are attached
at the Earth center with θ and φ being the latitude, and longitude, respectively. We have

A2 = −
∑
ℓ,m

Cℓm

ℓ

Rℓ+2
e

rℓ+1 , Rcmb ≤ r. (S.11)

As seen from Eq. (S.7) and Eq. (S.9), to get the profiles for the components A1 and Ar, we need a model for the
magnetic field component B2 for all values of r. It is clear from the IGRF model (Eq. (S.10)) that this component is
absent for r ≥ Rcmb. In fact, as will shown later, it only exists in the outer core, for Ricb ≤ r ≤ Rcmb. Unfortunately,
there is no precise model for the B2 profile. However, so far it is possible to infer a rms value of the total magnetic
field over the outer core volume Vd, defined as

Brms =

√
1

Vd

∫
[B⃗(r, θ, φ)]2dV , (S.12)

where the integration in the radial coordinate is performed in the range Ricb ≤ r ≤ Rcmb. As pointed out in Refs.
[82–85], the real value of Brms ranges from 2.5 to 10 mT. As we only have values for the total rms magnetic field, we
need to have an idea of the other components, namely, Br and B1, to deduce the profile of B2.

To construct our model for the magnetic field in the core we use the fact that it is produced by electric currents J⃗
that are only present in the outer core, i.e., for Ricb ≤ r ≤ Rcmb. Thus, we assume the following constraints:

1). the electric current merely lies in the outer core and is responsible for generating the full geomagnetic field inside
and outside the Earth. The profile of the current is continuous and smooth.

2). the inner core has a constant magnetic field with magnitude Bic = 6 mT [86].

3). the outer core has a rms magnetic field value between 2.5 mT and 10 mT.

4). the profile for the magnetic field is continuous and smooth.

To find the magnetic field sourced by electric currents J⃗ in the outer core, we need to solve the system composed
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by the equations ∇⃗ × B⃗ = J⃗ and ∇⃗ · B⃗ = 0. As for B⃗ and A⃗, we also write J⃗ in a VSH expansion as

J⃗(x⃗) =
∑
ℓ,m

(
Jr(r)Y⃗ℓm(θ, φ) + J1(r)Ψ⃗ℓm(θ, φ) + J2(r)Φ⃗ℓm(θ, φ)

)
. (S.13)

Due to the similarities of this system to the equations used to find the vector potential, we write the same solutions

B2 = − r

ℓ(ℓ + 1)Jr,

(S.14)

B1 =
∫

dr′Gℓ(r, r′) 1
r′3

d

dr′

(
r′3J2(r′)

)
,

(S.15)

Br = r
dB1

dr
+ B1 − rJ2. (S.16)

From now, for convenience, we use the defined quantities x = r
Re

, b⃗ = B⃗
B0

and j⃗ = ReJ⃗
B0

, where B0 = 2.94 × 10−2 mT
and is related to the coefficient C10 in Eq. (S.10) by C10 = −

√
4π/3B0. B0 can also be interpreted as the value of

the geomagnetic field at the equator of the Earth surface in a simple dipole model. As the uncertainty in the values
of Brms is around 60%, we only consider the coefficients ℓ = 1 in all VSH expansions since higher orders contribute
with corrections of only about 10% (at least for the IGRF model). We model the current density as the polynomial
expansions

j2 = (a0 + a1x + a2x2 + a3x3 + a4x4 + a5x5)δm0, (S.17)
jr = −2β̃(x − xicb)4(xcmb − x)3δm0. (S.18)

From ∇⃗ · j⃗ = 0 it is found that j1 = jr + xj′
r/2. The coefficients ai are found after imposing the boundary conditions

j2(xicb) = 0, j2(xcmb) = 0,

j′
2(xicb) = 0, j′

2(xcmb) = 0,

b1(xicb) = 1√
2

Bic

C10
, b1(xcmb) =

√
4π

3
1

x3
cmb

, (S.19)

where b1 is calculated through Eq. (S.15). The profile of jr satisfies a vanishing value for jr, j1 and their derivatives
at the outer core boundaries. The (x − xicb)4 of the jr profile makes the current density tends to be more prominent
at locations closer to the boundary with the mantle. Finally, we use Eq. (S.12) to calculate β̃, assuming the value for
Brms ranges between 2.5 and 10 mT. We get β̃ = 1.2 × 108β, where β is a value ranging from 1 to 4.6, that accounts
for the uncertainty in Brms. The profiles for the three components of the magnetic fields in the Earth interior are
plotted in Fig. S1.

Using Eq. (S.7) and Eq. (S.9) and integrating by parts, we write the final expression for the vector potential as

A⃗ = −B0Re

(
1.01β

(
Re

r

)3
(2Y⃗10 − Ψ⃗10) −

√
4π

3

(
Re

r

)2
Φ⃗10

)
, Re < r. (S.20)

As a final note, in Fig. S2, we show the illustration for the subdominant signal from the tangential effective current
J⃗eff = Jeff,tΦ⃗10 that is proportional to the second term in Eq. (S.20). From the Ampere’s law

∮
d⃗l · B⃗ =

∫
dS⃗ · J⃗eff,

the Ampere loop showed in the Fig. S2 gives us 2πReB ≈ 2πRehJeff,t and thus B ≈ Re(h/Re)Jeff,t suppressed by
the height of the ionosphere h ≪ Re. While the radial effective current J⃗eff = Jeff,rY⃗10 give us 2πReB ≈ πR2

eJeff,r and
thus is dominant signal of the form B ≈ ReJeff,r/2 as shown in the Fig. 1 of the main text.
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Figure S1. The profiles for br(x), b1(x), and b2(x) of the magnetic fields in the Earth interior, with x = r/Re.
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Figure S2. Right: Natural Earth’s cavity formed between the Earth’s surface and the ionosphere. It shows the tangential
component of the dark matter effective current J⃗eff passing through a chosen Amperian Loop. The generated magnetic field B⃗
can be probed by the magnetometers (orange symbols) placed over the surface of the Earth. This shows schematically how for
tangential components the generated magnetic field signal is suppressed by the ionosphere height h. Left: 3D version of the
Right.

CONSTRAINT FROM PHOTON TIME DELAY OF PULSARS

We start from the Lagrangian describing the millicharged dark matter (mDM) ϕ coupling with photons Aµ

L = (∂µϕ)2 − 1
2m2

ϕϕ2 − iemAµϕ∗∂µϕ − iemAµϕ∂µϕ∗ − e2
mϕ2AµAµ − 1

4FµνF µν , (S.21)

with em the millicharge, mϕ the mass of mDM and Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the electromagnetic field tensor. The
E.o.M. of photons follows as,

□2Aµ + e2
mϕ2Aµ = emJµ

eff , (S.22)

where Jµ
eff = i(ϕ∗∂µϕ − ϕ∂µϕ∗) ∼ 2emAµ|ϕ|2 is the effective current. Note that the dark matter is typically assumed

to be charge neutral thus contribute nothing to photons. To evaluate the response of mDM to a passing-by photon,
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one can estimate emAµ, which results in a plasma mass mpl from the mDM approximated as,

eJµ
eff ≈ 2e2

mϕ2Aµ ≈ m2
plA

µ. (S.23)

By assuming mϕ is much smaller than the photon frequency ω, one can Fourier transform Eq.(S.22) and use WKB
approximation to neglect the oscillation of the mDM, arriving at,

(−ω2 + k2 + e2
mϕ2)Aµ = 0. (S.24)

While the dispersion relation of photons is then modified as,

ω2 = k2 + e2
m⟨ϕ2⟩ ≈ k2 + 2e2

mρ/m2
ϕ, (S.25)

where the ρ is the energy density of the mDM. The group velocity dispersion can be calculated as:

vg = dω

dk
= k

ω
≈ 1 − e2

mρ

m2
ϕω2 . (S.26)

This will give rise to the change in the time of arrival (TOA) of a photon in the background of the mDM halo.
Specifically, the TOA difference of a photon of ω relative to photon with ultra high energy vg = 1 from a distant
pulsar can be estimated as,

∆teff(ω) =
∫ dl

vg
− dl ≈ e2

m

m2
ϕ

(ω−2)
∫

ρdl ≡ e2

me
(ω−2)DMeff , (S.27)

where we introduce DMeff ≡ e2
mme

e2m2
ϕ

∫
ρdl as the effective dispersion measure. Here, e, me is the electron charge and

mass. In the standard model, time delay could be induced by the galactic electrons. Similarly, we can write down the
TOA difference from galactic electrons with number density ne

∆te(ω) ≈ e2

meω2

∫
nedl ≡ e2

me
(ω−2)DMe, (S.28)

where the dispersion measure DMe for the electron is defined.
We have values for DMe in astronomy for observed pulsars, roughly DMe ∼ 20 pc/cm3 at a distance of d ∼ 400 pc.

Thus we can conservatively constrain millicharge dark matter by requiring DMeff ≤ DMe. With the approximation

DMeff ≡ e2
mme

e2m2
ϕ

∫
ρdl ≈ e2

mme

e2m2
ϕ

ρd, (S.29)

we find the constraint on the em as

em ≤ 6.61 × 10−23 ×
( mϕ

10−14 eV

)
×

(
DMe

20 pc/cm3

) 1
2

×

(
0.3 GeV/cm3

ρ

) 1
2

×
(

400 pc
d

)
. (S.30)
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