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I exhibit a new class of quadratic effects of ultralight dark matter. Axions, dark photons, and
dilatons can exert rapidly oscillating forces, torques, and mass shifts on Standard Model particles.
These effects average to zero at first order, but shift particle properties at second order, in analogy to
the ponderomotive force in optics. Remarkably, these effects scale with the square of the amplitude
of the dark matter field, even when the field’s direct physical effects depend only on its derivatives. 1
calculate the resulting observables in electron ge —2 experiments using classical mechanics, recovering
results previously derived using field theory. When considered properly, these particular experiments

do not beat astrophysical bounds, but other precision experiments may have interesting sensitivity.
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Conventions and Notation

We use a mostly-negative spacetime metric and natural units, i = ¢ = 1, with rationalized units for electromagnetic
fields (i.e., ST units with €9 = po = 1). The electron has mass m. and charge ¢ < 0. Angle brackets denote time
averages over the dark matter oscillation timescale; observables are decomposed into slowly and quickly varying

components by O = (O) + AQ. For brevity, we define the dimensionless combination A = py,, /(m2 m?2).
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I. INTRODUCTION

Several recent works [1-3] have argued that in the presence of ultralight dark matter with dimensionless coupling g,
observables in electron g.—2 experiments can be shifted by a fractional amount proportional to g?p,,,/ (miMmg) =g\
Ref. [1] considered the dark photon, Ref. [2] considered the dilaton and axion-fermion couplings, and Ref. [3] considered
axion-fermion and axion-photon couplings simultaneously. Though these effects are quadratic in a small coupling g,
they are enhanced by 1/ miM and therefore appear to be extremely strong in the ultralight limit.

In Refs. [1-3], these shifts were computed using Feynman diagrams with a background-corrected dark matter
propagator, and applying techniques developed for thermal field theory [4]. These calculations are technically involved,
but physically opaque. In particular, axions and dark photons decouple in the limit m,,, — 0, so we would expect their
leading physical effects to scale with their time derivative, proportional to /pp,,, but A instead scales as (/pp,,/ Mpy )
the square of the amplitude. However, analogous effects exist even in classical electromagnetism. In plasma physics, it
is well-known that when an electron is placed in an electromagnetic wave with high angular frequency w and electric

field amplitude Eq(r), it experiences a time-averaged “ponderomotive” force [5-7]

(F) =~z V(B (1)

This force displays the same quadratic field dependence and 1/w? enhancement.

I will show, using elementary classical arguments, that dark photon, dilaton, and axion dark matter give rise to
analogous “dark ponderomotive” effects with the same scaling. Crucially, they only exist when the dark matter field
oscillates rapidly compared to a relevant experimental timescale, m,, > wp. The claims of strong sensitivity in
Refs. [1-3] are incorrect because they assume these effects continue to strengthen in the regime m,, < wo, where the
dark matter instead decouples.

For concreteness, we will focus on the leading electron g. — 2 experiment [8, 9], in which a nonrelativistic electron
of mass m, performs cyclotron motion in a uniform magnetic field B with angular frequency w. ~ ¢B/m., while
its spin precesses at angular frequency ws ~ (g./2)(¢B/m.). In this experiment, the characteristic frequency of the
electron’s motion is wg ~ we ~ ws ~ meV, and the difference ws — w, is measured. We will compute the shifts in the
time-averaged cyclotron and spin precession frequencies. For illustrative purposes, we will also compute the shift in
the electron mass, defined by the electron’s time-averaged energy at rest, as this quantity is particularly simple.

We will begin with the dark photon in Sec. II, as this case is most closely analogous to electromagnetism. Neglecting

O(vy,,) effects, it acts solely via an oscillating force proportional to the kinetic mixing e, which we will see yields
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Along the way, we will explicitly see why these effects only exist when m,,, > wp, and how the effect of the dark
photon smoothly shuts off in the limit m,,, — 0.

In Sec. III, we consider a dilaton ¢ with a Yukawa coupling g, to the electron. Here the leading effect is a variation
of the electron mass proportional to ¢, which does not directly contribute to dm. because it averages to zero, but

does shift w. and ws. We will also see that the leading contribution to the mass shift dm. appears at O(’UIQ)M), giving
oM 9 dwe
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In Sec. IV we consider the dimensionless axion-fermion coupling gq and axion-photon coupling g,. We will review

how the derivative and pseudoscalar forms of the axion-fermion coupling are equivalent, and show that the axion’s



sole leading effect depends on the cross term,
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Finally, in Sec. V we compare to existing literature, and discuss experimental implications.

II. DARK PHOTON

In vacuum, the dark photon field A’", with associated field strength F'*”, obeys the equation of motion
OuF"™ +m? A" =0. (5)

As a result, the modes of the dark photon field have mass m so each time derivative of the field yields a factor of

DM?

mp,,, while each spatial gradient yields a factor of mp,,v,,,, where v_,, < 1 is the nonrelativistic dark matter velocity.
The field obeys the condition 9, A" = 0, which implies A ~ v, A%, so that the dark electric field is

/
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while the dark magnetic field B’ =V x A’ is itself O(v,,,). The energy density is

L

1 0 1
(B'P +[BP) + g2, (AP = (A°) = SB[+ Sm2 A2 + OG2,). (7)
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Clear reviews of this material are given, e.g. in Refs. [10, 11]. Throughout this section, we will neglect the dark matter

velocity for simplicity. As a result, polarized dark photon dark matter is described by

A" = Agcos(mp,,t), |Ag| = 773&”’[ (8)

DM

with E' = —9A’/0t. For simplicity, we will assume the dark photon is unpolarized, which implies that

p
(Apa5) = Lo, ©)

The dark photon interacts with the electron through a small kinetic mixing €, so that in the mass basis, the electron
experiences an oscillating force, which leads to an oscillating shifts in its momentum. Defining F = (F) + AF and

p = (p) + Ap, the leading contributions to these shifts are
AF ~ qeE/, Ap ~ —qeA’. (10)

In a real g, — 2 experiment, the dark photon will be partially shielded by the trap, but we neglect this for simplicity.
We review how the electron responds to forces and torques in Sec. IT A, and compute ponderomotive effects in Sec. 11 B.

More technical derivations are deferred to Sec. I C, which can be skipped without loss of continuity.

A. Review: Relativistic Electrons

It will turn out that, even though the ponderomotive effects we will derive apply for a nonrelativistic electron, some
of these effects can only be found by considering the leading relativistic corrections to the electron’s dynamics. We

therefore begin by reviewing the equations of motion for a classical relativistic electron in an electromagnetic field.



First, the force on the electron is

d
de—rt):q(E—i-va) (11)

where p = ymev, which implies that in a uniform magnetic field, an electron orbits with the cyclotron angular

frequency w. = ¢B/(yme). As for the spin, in the nonrelativistic limit it obeys the equation of motion

as
dt

q9e
xB=
K 2me

SxB (12)

where g, is the electron g-factor. In the relativistic case, the Bargmann—Michel-Telegdi equation [12, 13] governs the

evolution of the spin four-vector S¥, equal to (0,S) in the electron’s rest frame. In terms of S, it reads

ds q9e v o8
— =S B—-—(v-B)v— E . 13
g ><<2me< ~y+1(v )V —v X >+7+1V><a (13)

Here, the field in parentheses is simply B’/~, where B’ is the magnetic field in the electron’s frame, and the final
term is the Thomas precession, containing the additional Wigner rotation due to the electron’s acceleration. If the

electron’s acceleration is governed by (11), then (13) reduces to Thomas’ equation,

S ¢ ge 1 ge v ge 7
dt—mesx(<2 1+7)B (2 1)7+1(v Byv— (5 - 1q)v<EB). (14)

Thus, the spin of an electron in a uniform magnetic field with v - B = 0 will precess with angular frequency

qB ge — 2
("’S ("’C N 15
* Me 2 (15)

This result is the basis for experimental probes of g — 2. Since g. — 2 is small, we will set g. = 2 for simplicity

throughout this work, which simplifies Thomas’ equation to

ds q 0
— = B — E). 1
p WneSx( 7+1v>< ) (16)

B. Ponderomotive Effects

Now we are prepared to calculate ponderomotive effects. First, the electron mass is defined by its time-averaged
energy at rest. In the presence of the dark photon, an electron that is on average at rest will “jitter” in place, giving

it a nonzero average kinetic energy. At leading order, its total energy is

A 2
Me + 0me = (yme) =~ me + % (17)
Thus, dark photon dark matter induces a fractional mass shift of
6m€ ~ <|Ap|2> o q2€2pDM _l 2 2)\ 18
me — 2m2  2m2 m2 2%°¢7 (18)
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This type of effect is well-known in optics, as it also occurs when an electron is placed in a rapidly oscillating electric
field. As reviewed in Ref. [14], it was introduced in the 1960s to describe intensity-dependent effects in Compton
scattering with laser pulses. A classical derivation of the mass shift, generalized to arbitrary pulse shapes, was
given in Ref. [15], and Ref. [16] contains a modern derivation which applies for more general fields. More recently,

Refs. [17, 18] discussed prospects for directly measuring the mass shift in electron beams.



As for the cyclotron frequency, it is changed because the dark photon modifies the average momentum an electron

has, for a given average velocity. To see this, we write the velocity with its first relativistic correction,

p _p 1pPp

= ~ — 19
v yme me 2 md (19)

Taking the time average, terms with an odd number of powers of Ap average to zero, so
~ P L Ap|? 2((A A 20
(v) 2 —= — o (I(p)*(P) + (|1API")(P) + 2((AP - (P))AP)) (20)

The final term can be simplified using (9), giving
1

((Ap- (p))Ap) = §<|Apl2><p>- (21)

Then in total, we have
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The cyclotron frequency is proportional to the right-hand side. The |{p)|? term gives the leading relativistic correction

to the cyclotron frequency, while the (|Ap|?) term due to the dark photon gives a fractional shift of

dwe
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This result can also be derived by explicitly considering all forces on the electron, as we will see below.
Finally, we consider the spin precession frequency for an electron at rest on average, v.= Av. The fastest method
is to note that, since the dark electric field acts analogously to an ordinary electric field, Thomas’ equation (16) still

holds if we replace E with €E’, so that

dS q 2 /
— = B-—A E) ). 24
dt vmesx< v+1 v (e )> (24)

At leading order in Av, we have Av ~ Ap/m,  A’, which is 7/2 out of phase with E’. Then the time average of
the second term vanishes, and we simply have w, ~ (¢B/(ym.)) where 1/v ~ 1 — |Av|?/2, which gives the shift

dws
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It is also possible to derive this directly from the Bargmann—Michel-Telegdi equation, as we will see below.

These three ponderomotive effects were previously derived in Ref. [1] using thermal field theory. That work’s results
for dm, and dw, agree with ours, but its dw; differs by a factor of 2. However, the numeric coefficients of that work
were originally derived in the ultrarelativistic limit, and may not be correct in the nonrelativistic limit [19].

In a real g, — 2 experiment, the observed shifts would differ from the ideal results computed here, for several reasons.
First, we have neglected shielding, which can strongly suppress the dark photon’s effect [20], since it depends on the
details of the experiment’s geometry. Second, we have assumed that the dark photon is unpolarized, so that its effect
on the electron is isotropic. However, dark photon dark matter can also be produced in a polarized state [10], in which
case dw, would depend on the relative orientation of the polarization and the plane of the electron’s orbit. There
are also subleading orientation-dependent effects due to the dark matter’s average velocity, which we have neglected.
This would give rise, for instance, to a dark analogue of the ordinary ponderomotive force (1).

Regardless, the derivations here illustrate how it is possible to have effects that scale with A. The force due to

the dark photon is proportional to ,/p,.,, but its oscillation period is proportional to 1/my,,. When m,,, > wo,



the electron is effectively free over this oscillation timescale, over which it accumulates a velocity of amplitude Av
P/ Moy All of the effects above depend on (Av)? « py,,,/m?2 . By contrast, when my,,, < wo, the electron would
be able to build up this speed. For instance, in the limit m_,, < wp, the dark photon exerts an effectively constant
force on the electron. This shifts the electron’s position in the trap by ~ |/py/k, where the coefficient & quantifies
the trap’s stiffness. As the dark matter oscillates, this small shift varies adiabatically, inducing an electron velocity

scaling as mp,,+/Ppn- Thus, in the limit m_,, — 0, the dark photon has no observable effect, as expected.

C. Alternative Derivations

To further justify the above results, we can also derive dw. and dws by explicitly considering how the electron
responds to forces and torques. First, taking the time derivative of (19) gives an acceleration of

F 1

~
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(Ip|*F +2(p - F)p). (26)

We now decompose F = (F)+AF and p = (p)+Ap and compute the time-averaged acceleration (a). For the quantity
in parentheses in (26), terms with an odd number of factors of AF and Ap time-average to zero. The ponderomotive

effect comes from the terms with two factors, which are
([P’F +2(p - F)p) D ((Ap - Ap)(F) +2(Ap - (F))Ap + 2(Ap - (p))AF + 2(Ap - AF)(p) + 2((p) - AF)Ap). (27)

We know the dominant contribution to the oscillating force is AF D geE’, which implies AF/(F) ~ (mp,, /wc)Ap/{(p) >
Ap/(p). Therefore, we would expect the last three terms above, which contain AF, to dominate.

However, it turns out that the time averages of these terms sum to zero. Since E’ and A’ are 7/2 out of phase with
each other, we have (E{A’) = 0, which implies that if AF = ¢¢E', then (Ap; AF;) = 0 and each term individually

averages to zero. Now, there is also a subdominant part of AF due to the force from the background magnetic field,
AF = qeE' + gAv x B ~ qcE' + iAp x B. (28)
Me

It is smaller than the direct dark photon force by w./m,,,, but it must be accounted for, since AF/F started out
parametrically larger by m,, /w.. With this contribution included, the fourth term in (27) still averages to zero,
because (Ap - AF) = 0. For an unpolarized dark photon, the third and fifth terms are nonzero, but cancel each other.

We are thus left with the first two terms of (27). Simplifying using (9) again, and using the fact that (p) - (F) =0
because (F) = ¢(v) x B, we conclude that

(a) = ) (1 1 s <|Ap|2>> 0

Me 2 m? 6 m2

in agreement with (22). The cyclotron frequency is proportional to (a), giving the same dw, as found before.
To describe spin precession, we take (13) with its first relativistic correction, with E — ¢E’ and g, = 2. Within the

correction terms, we can work to leading order in v = Av, which implies Av ~ Ap/m, and a ~ AF/m,, so that

as q 1 € , 1
__SXS)7 Q_—<B—ﬁ(ApB)Ap—m—eApXE>+2m2ApXAF (30)

dt me €
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The spin precession rate is proportional to (2). As we have argued above, (Ap x E’) vanishes, and using (28) gives

<n>zi(B— ! <<Ap-B>Ap+<Apr>xAp>) (31)

Me 2m?2
Using (9), the terms in brackets simplify to 1/3 and 2/3 times (|Ap|?) B, respectively, recovering the éw, found before.
We also learn that 2/3 of the shift is due to Thomas precession.



III. DILATON

Next, we consider a scalar field ¢ coupled to the electron mass. This corresponds to a Lagrangian
L= D) — (m. +g,6))¥ (32)

where ¥ is the electron Dirac field. For a field mode of momentum k and amplitude ¢g, the average energy density is
Lig 1 5 o5 1 2 P, 2 2 2 P, - 2

() = (562 + 5m2, 8+ 5IVOP ) = 2w+, + kP) = L2, + KP). (3)

The dark matter velocity distribution consists of an isotropic component shifted by the relative velocity of the labora-

tory and the galactic halo. We drop this “dark matter wind” effect for simplicity. We define v, so that the weighted

average of |k|? over all modes is m? v2 . Then the amplitude of the total field obeys, to order v2

o = ml (1402 )(67) ~ (6%). (34)

In Sec. IIT A, we will warm up by computing the O(g2)\) ponderomotive effects, where we can neglect v,,, and take ¢

to be spatially uniform. In Sec. III B, we derive the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian for the electron accounting for spatial

2
DM

gradients of ¢. In Sec. I11 C, we compute the associated forces and torques, and find the O(g2\v? ) mass shift.

A. Uniform Field Effects

By symmetry, a spatially uniform dilaton ¢ cannot directly affect the momentum or spin of an electron. However,
it does lead to a time-dependent shift in the electron mass, so that all instances of m, in the equations of motion of
Sec. IT A should be replaced with

Me = Me + G5O (35)

To see this explicitly, we can derive the electron’s nonrelativistic Hamiltonian using Pauli elimination, as was done

for the axion-fermion coupling in Ref. [21]. The four-component electron field obeys the equation of motion
(Zé9 — Me — gs(b - qA)\I/ =0 (36)

where we have set the scalar potential to zero, since we are only interested in situations with a uniform magnetic field.

We define two-component nonrelativistic spinors by

U — o t(metgso)t (g) (37)

which, in the Dirac representation of the gamma matrices, obey

0 =m0, (38)

(10 + 2me + 2959) Y = 7 - T Y, (39)

where we defined the kinetic momentum 7w = p — gA. We solve (39) for 1/3 at leading order in the nonrelativistic
expansion, plug the result back into (38), and define i9;¢p = He for
g (m9? (P-qA)P’-¢B-o

2me 21

(40)



This is simply the Pauli Hamiltonian with m. replaced with m., as anticipated.

Since the dilaton field averages to zero, this effect produces no mass shift on average, (m.) = me, at any order in gs.
However, at second order it produces shifts to the cyclotron and spin precession frequencies, because these quantities
depend on 1/m.. For example, for an electron at rest, the equation of motion (12) for the spin becomes

dsS q
At me + gsd
which corresponds to an average spin precession frequency of

ws=<£>:§(1+gg<¢2>). (42)

Me + gs® Me m2

SxB (41)

In addition, whenever the spin precesses, it has an oscillating component with an amplitude proportional to gs.
As for forces, the dilaton modifies the kinetic momentum to @ = (m. + gs¢)v but does not impose an oscillating

force, AF = 0. As a result, the acceleration is

1 e
a= p__9%P | (43)
Me + gs® me + gs¢
Taking the time average, noting that (¢) = 0, <¢¢> =0, and F = (F), gives an increased acceleration of

(a) = ) (1 + M) . (44)

Me m2

In addition, whenever the electron moves, its velocity has an oscillating component proportional to gs(v). From (42)

and (44), we conclude that the cyclotron and spin precession frequencies are shifted by

dwe dws
Yo _ T g2, (45)
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in agreement with Ref. [2].

B. Full Nonrelativistic Hamiltonian

Now we will calculate the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian, accounting for the leading corrections due to gradients of ¢.
For brevity, we temporarily drop subscripts on gs and m.. The final result is (60).
Since ¢ is no longer spatially homogeneous, it is unnatural to define nonrelativistic spinors as in (37). Instead, it is
more convenient to only factor out a phase of e~*™, so that v and 1/; obey
(i0y —go) =7 o, (46)
(10 +2m + gp) b = - T 1. (47)
To make power counting explicit, we will keep all powers of ¢ in the numerator for now. By comparison with (40),
the Pauli Hamiltonian itself is O(1/m), and the relevant linear and quadratic dilaton terms above appear at O(g/m?)
and O(g?/m?) respectively. We will therefore keep terms out to these orders. Fine structure corrections appear at
O(1/m?), but we will suppress them because they are irrelevant for the leading dilaton effects.

To begin, solving (47) for z/NJ approximately gives

- WO 10¢ + g ~
v = 2m v 2m v “3)
- (%_T (%_T%)>¢+O(l/m) (49)



where we iterated the equation in the second step, and defined II = 7 - o. Plugging this back into (46) gives

i0y + g¢ <£ 3 i8t+g¢£>> ”

. 11?2
100 = g0y + 2m v-I < 2m 2m 2m  2m (50)

First, let’s extract the O(g/m?) terms. The inner factor of id; + g¢ is irrelevant, as it leads to terms which are
suppressed by too many powers of 1/m. As for the outer factor of i9; 4+ g¢, the time derivative can act on v, which

yields gop ¢ at leading order in 1/m. We therefore have

9

1041 D Ry II(pI1 4 I19p). (51)
As for the O(g?/m?) terms, similar reasoning gives
. 1 . 2 g 2 2,2

At this point, we can define a fiducial Hamiltonian H by defining i0y¢) = H1p.
This Hamiltonian is not quite Hermitian, because the equations of motion preserve the magnitude of ¥ rather than

1. As in Appendix E of Ref. [21], we define a renormalized two-component wavefunction 1), whose norm is preserved,
/ Bx v = / d3x T by, (53)

If ) = S, then (53) holds if we take

;
Yo = M) ~ (H%) . (54)

Reading off S from (49), and keeping only terms out to O(g/m?), we find

a1 X 9 (H¢H Lo lH%;) . (55)
8m3  8m? 2 2
The proper nonrelativistic Hamiltonian is H = H + [M, H] + i0; M, which contains fine structure corrections which
we suppress, and additional O(g/m?) and O(g?/m?) terms due to the commutator of M with the g¢ term in H.
The resulting Hamiltonian is
2 g2

_ =9 2 2 9 2 1 22 12 2
H—g¢+2m o (I ¢+2H¢H+¢H)+8m3 <H¢ H+2H¢ +2¢H +H¢H¢+¢H¢H> (56)

which is manifestly Hermitian. As a check, note that when ¢ is spatially uniform, it commutes with II, so that

242\ 12
H:g¢+(1—@+gﬁ>—=
m m 2m

(71' : 0')2 + 0(93/m4) (57)
2(m + g¢) '

This contains the Hamiltonian found in Sec. IIT A, along with an explicit g¢ term which reflects the dilaton-induced

g9 +

shift in energy for an electron at rest.

More generally, we can evaluate (56) to find the terms that depend on gradients of ¢. The O(g/m?) terms yield

HO V20— ss o(m-0)’ + 505 (Vo o) o) o3

2m
where we simplified using (o - V)(o - V)¢ = V2¢. Similarly, the O(g?/m3) terms yield

2
o> (¢2(7r o)’ - %(W% - %WW ~2i(¢V¢-0) (m- a>) : (59)
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Here we are interested in (’)(g%f)M) ponderomotive effects, so not all contributions in the Hamiltonian will be relevant.
In particular, the terms above with two gradients acting on ¢ yield forces which in turn depend on their own gradients,
and are therefore O(v3 ). Furthermore, we can drop the final O(¢®) term in (59) because it only yields force
contributions which average to zero, so that its averaged effects only appear at even higher order in g.

Therefore, dropping irrelevant terms and restoring subscripts, our final Hamiltonian is

1 2 Z.gs
m (m- o)+ 2m? (Vo-o)(r- o). (60)

Note that it is slightly non-Hermitian, but this will not affect the calculations that follow.

H~ g9+

C. Velocity-Dependent Effects

We now calculate torques and forces using the Heisenberg equation of motion, dO/dt = 8;0 + i[H, O]. We always

work in the classical limit, so quantum expectation values are implicit below. First, the spin S = /2 evolves as

ds q 9s
Tl SxB mg((V¢ S)m — V¢ (m-9)), (61)
where we used the identities (a-o)o = a+io xaand (o xa)(o-b) = —axb+i((a-b)o — (a-o)b). This generalizes

our earlier equation (41) by adding a O(v.vy,,) torque due to the dilaton gradient, which to my knowledge has not
been previously pointed out, and may be of interest for precision experiments with relativistic electrons.
Next, to compute the acceleration we first define the velocity operator by
PR L (Vo-o)o. (62)
Me + gs 2m?2

v =i[H,x] ~

The corresponding acceleration a = i[H,v] + 0v/d¢ contains many terms. For simplicity, we keep only the leading
O(gs) terms, dropping terms which are suppressed by additional powers of gs, v,,,, the electron velocity v, or the

ratios my,, /me or ws/me. The final result, for a uniform magnetic field, is
1

ar~ p—— (qv xB—gs(Vo+ gbv)) (63)

where the V¢ term arises from the commutator of 7 with H O gs¢, and the ¢ term arises from 0v/ot. As expected,
this reduces to (43) in the absence of spatial gradients.

The equations of motion (61) and (63) can be used to compute O(gg)\viM) ponderomotive effects. In this work we
will consider just the mass shift for simplicity. For an electron on average at rest, we have AF ~ —g,V ¢. This leads
to a nonzero average kinetic energy from oscillatory motion, as for the dark photon, which shifts the mass by

gme _ (1API*) g2
Me 2m?2 2m2m?2 |

1
(Vo) ~ So2\e2,. (64)

This is what was found in Ref. [2]. However, there is another, subtler contribution to the mass shift, which occurs

because the gradient force pushes the electron to regions with higher ¢, which causes (¢) to become nonzero. We have

Ax~—F__ vy (65)

2
memDM

where the sign is positive, because the electron’s displacement is opposite in sign to its acceleration. This gives

dme _ gs(9) 9s g; 2
— D=~ = (Ax - Vo) ~ ———(|V|%). 66
0 B B (V) = e (V) (66)
Summing these effects gives a total mass shift of
ome 3
— ~ §ngUI2)M. (67)
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IV. AXION

Finally, we consider the axion’s derivative coupling gq and pseudoscalar coupling g, to the electron, and its coupling

g~ to the photon,

9d = = lg .
L= 5 (Opa) Uy — g, aViy° U — Zm_l aFF. (68)

€
Note that g4 and g, are both related to their dimensionful forms by a factor of 2m,, and the usual dimensionful
axion-photon coupling is gy = g,/me. Due to the number of couplings in play, we will neglect v, corrections for
simplicity, so that for an axion profile a(t) = agsin(my,,t), the amplitude obeys p,,, ~ mQDMa% /2. In the following

subsections, we consider each coupling in turn.

A. The Derivative Coupling

For the derivative coupling, it was shown in Ref. [21] that the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian is

H:M— Jd Va~0'—g—d(d(7r-o')—|—(7r-0')d). (69)

2me. 2m, 4m?

As in Sec. III B, we could have worked to greater accuracy to capture O(g5/m?) terms in the Hamiltonian. However,
since the axion is derivatively coupled, these terms are suppressed by additional time derivatives and spatial gradients,
making them irrelevant even for computing O(AU%M) ponderomotive effects. The most significant such term is H D
g3a*/8m3. Tt is a direct mass shift, but it has two time derivatives, and is thus suppressed by m?2  relative to the
analogous dilaton term. Thus, the effects identified in Sec. III A are not relevant for the derivative coupling.
Next, the force that follows from (69), in the presence of a uniform magnetic field B, is
FrgvxB- 9448 (70)
Me

where we have discarded axion terms which are parametrically suppressed, relative to the term kept here, by factors of

Upy OF Ws/my,,. Compared to the dark photon case (10), the leading axion-induced force is suppressed by m,,,, /me,

DM
so that none of the effects considered in Sec. II lead to relevant ponderomotive effects.

Finally, the axion also induces an additional spin torque,

%:mieSxB—i—i—in(Va—i-av) (71)
where we have dropped terms suppressed by more powers of v,,, or v.. (The full expression for the spin torque, at
all orders in v, is given in Ref. [22].) In principle, this torque could shift the spin precession frequency, either due to
axion gradients or due to the velocity induced by the axion’s force.

However, it turns out that no such effects occur for the derivative coupling alone. First, consider the spin torque
proportional to av. For an electron at rest on average, the force in (70) gives v = Av = —g4aS/m?. Comparing the
magnitudes of the axion-induced “effective” magnetic field and the real magnetic field, we have

. 2
—gdg’/q ~ g2 %. (72)
In the high m,, limit this effect seems to be even more important than the O(A) effects we have been encountering

throughout this work. However, the cross product S x Av for the axion-induced torque actually evaluates to zero.

Moreover, we have ¢B ~ m.w. ~ (20eV)?, so that for this experiment, ultralight dark matter always has mf)M < ¢B.
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As for the Va term, it causes the orientation of the spin to jitter about its mean value, but it does not change the
average spin precession frequency. This is easiest to see by considering the spin S’ in the frame rotating with angular
frequency ws = —¢B/m,, which obeys

dd—i‘/ = i—de S’ x Va. (73)
Decomposing S’ = (S’) + AS’, we see that components of Va transverse to (S’) give rise to the oscillating part AS’.

For an isotropic dark matter velocity distribution, we have

2
(a?) ~ §g¢27l)‘012>1v1' (74)

2,2
_ zgd”DM
3 m?2

e

(|AS'?)

Since S’ has fixed magnitude, this leads to a reduction of the magnitude of the average spin (S'),

[(S")]
|S']

1
~1- 2 ganv? . (75)

That is, the spin can never be fully aligned in a given direction. (Similar effects also occur for the dark photon and
dilaton.) However, d(S’)/dt vanishes, so that the spin precession frequency is unchanged. By comparison, Ref. [2] also
found that no shifts appear at O(g2)), but claims there is an O(gﬁ)\viM) correction to the spin precession frequency.

We will further discuss this discrepancy in the conclusion.

B. The Pseudoscalar Coupling

The pseudoscalar coupling is almost equivalent to the derivative coupling. It was shown in Ref. [21] (see also
Ref. [23]) that at linear order in the coupling, the resulting nonrelativistic Hamiltonian is equivalent to that of the
derivative coupling, up to a unitary transformation. However, at quadratic order additional terms arise, which can

shift the electron mass. To see this explicitly, note that the equations of motion for the pseudoscalar coupling are

i = (7 - o +igpa) 0, (76)

(10y 4 2me )Y = (- o — igpa) . (77)

Applying Pauli elimination, the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian contains the quadratic term

H> ——(r-o +igya)( 000) > % 78
s -0 +igpa)(mw- o —igpya) 2, (78)

in addition to other, subdominant terms. This gives a mass shift of dme/me ~ g2\/2, as was found in Ref. [2].
However, this result is misleading, as the pseudoscalar coupling is not shift symmetric at quadratic order. More
properly, one should start from the derivative coupling and apply a chiral field redefinition to the electron field. This

eliminates the derivative coupling while applying a chiral rotation to the electron mass term, giving
LD W(id — eigdWS/meme)\I! = U(id — (iagsy®) — (me — g2a?/2me))¥ + O(g3) (79)

along with an anomaly-induced axion-photon coupling, which we neglect. The resulting Lagrangian contains the
pseudoscalar coupling with g, = g4, but also an additional quadratic term which decreases the electron mass, cancelling
the purported mass shift, and restoring agreement with the result for the derivative coupling.

The more general lesson here is that quadratic effects of linear terms in the Lagrangian can contribute to observables
at the same order as the leading effects of quadratic terms in the Lagrangian. To consistently compute either class of

effects, it is important to consider the other.
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C. The Photon Coupling

In the presence of a background electromagnetic field, the axion-photon coupling leads to additional source terms
in Maxwell’s equations, which produce axion-induced fields E, and B,. For simplicity we neglect axion gradients, so

that the only effect of the axion is to modify Ampere’s law to
V xB=E+J+g,iB. (80)

For an experiment with a uniform background magnetic field B applied across a length scale R, it is well-known [24]
that the electric and magnetic fields induced by the axion’s “effective current” are suppressed in the limit m , R < 1,
scaling as E, ~ (gyaB)(m,,, R)? and B, ~ (g,aB)(m,,, R) respectively. This reflects the fact that the axion-photon
coupling only depends on the axion’s derivatives.

However, for the experiment of Ref. [8], the electron trap has radius R ~ cm ~ 107°eV. Thus, our assumption
My > wo automatically implies m,, R > 1, and in this case we instead have F, ~ B, ~ gyaB. Both E, and B,
contain contributions which vary in space on the small length scale 1/m,,,,, but spatially average to zero. We neglect
these terms for simplicity, since their effects should average to zero for a generic electron trajectory. The spatial

average of B, vanishes, so we are left with only the spatial average of E,,

graB
E, D —g,aB = —:n—e. (81)
The effect of the field in (81) is small compared to that of the dark photon, because
E, g B g c
BB he )

B € memy,  qEmy,
Thus, the axion-photon coupling does not induce ponderomotive effects at (’)(gi)\). However, it can produce an
O(gyga) effect in combination with the derivative coupling, because the latter yields forces and torques that depend
on the electron’s velocity. The leading velocity-dependent correction to the force, given in Ref. [21], is too suppressed,
but the velocity-dependent torque in (71) is relevant.

For concreteness, if we let a(t) = ag sin(m,,t), then the electron gains an oscillating velocity
qg'yB
v = ——— ag cos(mp,,t). (83)
mngl\/I oM
The average spin torque is proportional to
<B + g—pav> ~ <1 + gpg; a? COSz(mDMt)> B (84)
q m,

€

which leads to an increased spin precession frequency of

dwsg

= gdg,A (85)

Ws
in agreement with Ref. [3]. This shift is the leading ponderomotive effect of the axion. All other ponderomotive

2

effects, which we do not compute here, are suppressed by powers of ’U[2)M or v.

V. DISCUSSION
A. Comparison to Prior Work

In Refs. [1-3], shifts of the electron mass, cyclotron frequency, and spin precession frequency were computed by

considering tree-level Feynman diagrams with two external dark matter particles. Specifically, these works reinterpret
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those diagrams as loop diagrams with an internal dark matter line, whose propagator is modified by the dark matter
background. They then compute the non-Lorentz invariant correction to the electron self-energy, infer an effective
Hamiltonian, and simplify it with a Foldy—Wouthuysen transformation, after which the relevant shifts can be read off.
We have seen that their results almost always agree parametrically with what we have found classically, though in a
few cases the numeric coefficients differ.

For the dark photon, some disagreement in numeric coefficients is to be expected, as Ref. [1] drops some relevant
terms. In addition, for the O(v2 ) mass shift for the dilaton computed in Sec. IITC, the difference might arise either
because we account for more effects here, or due to an O(1) difference in the definition of v,,,.

The most serious discrepancy is the parametric difference in dws for the axion’s derivative coupling. In (75) we
found that, though the time-averaged spin (S) has a reduced magnitude, |S| ~ (1 4 g3 v2  /3)|(S)|, this averaged
spin precesses with an unchanged frequency. By contrast, Refs. [2, 3] find a shift of dw,/ws ~ gﬁ)\ng /3.

I speculate that this discrepancy is due to their use of “background-dependent spinors”, first introduced in Ref. [25],
which affect the wavefunction renormalization. In our language, this could correspond to writing the Hamiltonian in
terms of (S), without accounting for the fact that the spin torque still acts on the entire spin vector S. Interestingly,
it was already noted in the foundational work Ref. [4] that the choice of spinors affects the calculation of the electron
spin precession frequency in a thermal photon background, with several papers finding contradictory results. Since
that work, a number of additional prescriptions have been proposed [26-29], which each yield physically distinct
results. Reviews of Big Bang Nucleosynthesis, which takes place in a thermal background, have highlighted this issue
as an ongoing controversy which contributes a small theoretical uncertainty [30-33].

Regardless, this work shows that O()) effects can be computed classically. Refs. [1-3] claim that such effects are a
result of Bose enhancement, which had been neglected in earlier works. However, it would be more correct to say that
here, Bose enhancement is simply how the familiar classical fact that the effect of a field scales with its amplitude is
equivalently described in quantum language. There is nothing qualitatively missing from existing calculations which
treat ultralight dark matter as a classical field.

Our method is simple and physically transparent. In the field theoretic approach, many form factors appear, and it
must be explicitly checked that the electron charge is not renormalized and that the electromagnetic current remains
conserved; these facts are manifest in our classical approach. As we have discussed in Sec. I1 B, it is also manifest
that ponderomotive effects only apply when m,,, > wo. The field theoretic approach makes the same assumption,
since it effectively integrates out the axion, but only implicitly.

We could have computed O(\v?) effects as well, but we neglected them since v, < v, ~ 1072 in many precision
experiments. However, bound electrons effectively have v, ~ a ~ 1072, and electrons in storage rings have v, ~ 1. It
would therefore be interesting to compute dark ponderomotive effects using a fully relativistic particle Lagrangian or
Hamiltonian. Such calculations have been performed for point charges [34] and Dirac particles [35] in strong, rapidly
oscillating electromagnetic fields, and for particles in more general electromagnetic fields [16]. The case of dark matter

could be handled similarly, and would likely be simpler because the dark matter is always weakly coupled.

B. Experimental Implications

We have seen that for a generic dimensionless coupling ¢, an ultralight dark matter background can shift the

electron ge — 2 by ~ ¢*\ = ¢%p,,,/(m2m? ). Refs. [1-3] state that constraints from g. — 2 experiments become

more powerful than astrophysical bounds roughly when m,,, < 107'%eV, and become arbitrarily strong in the



15

limit m,,, — 0. However, in reality these effects only exist when m,,, > wo ~ meV. Since we numerically have
A=~ (3 x107%eV/my,,)?, in this regime ponderomotive effects are even weaker than the vacuum one-loop correction
~ ¢%/(167?), which in turn is much weaker than astrophysical bounds.

However, ponderomotive effects could be relevant in precision experiments with characteristic frequencies wy S
10~?eV ~ MHz. For example, rapidly oscillating forces and torques acting on Standard Model particles could affect
the gravitational force between pairs of such particles by O(g?)). This could produce violations of the equivalence
principle, visible in satellite, torsion pendulum, and atom interferometer experiments [36]. It would also be interesting
to consider signatures in storage rings, though this requires generalizing to relativistic electrons. On the other
hand, searches for “variations of fundamental constants”, e.g. with atomic clocks, are generally not sensitive to

ponderomotive effects. By definition, those experiments operate in the regime m,,, < wy, while ponderomotive

DM
effects require m,,, > wo.

Since ponderomotive effects appear at zero frequency, searches for them would inherently have broadband sensitivity
in my,,. They could be distinguished from backgrounds through their dependence on the local dark matter field’s
amplitude, which varies over the coherence time ~ 1/ (mDMng), and which for dark photons can be modulated
by electromagnetic shielding. In addition, some ponderomotive effects would depend on the dark matter’s relative
velocity, which varies diurnally and annually.

Since ponderomotive effects are second-order signatures of linear ultralight dark matter couplings, it is interesting
to compare them to the leading signatures of quadratic couplings, proportional to the square of the field. Generically,
we would expect them to be comparable, as they would both be O(1/A?) for a new physics scale A. One important
difference is that in the presence of these quadratic couplings, matter can locally affect the mass of the dark matter field.
This can shield the field on Earth, in which case many precision experiments become ineffective [37]. Interestingly,
shielding also produces a constant force due to reflection of the dark matter wind [38], though it differs parametrically
from our ponderomotive effects, which appear even in the absence of a dark matter wind. Alternatively, the field can
become unstable and grow to large values. For linear couplings, these complications do not appear.

As an example, several recent works [39-44] have noted that since the QCD axion coupling ~ (a/f,) G””G'W
breaks the axion’s shift symmetry, it induces O(1/f2) quadratic couplings, such as a? F**F, e and a?WV for a nucleon
or electron ¥. These couplings can yield competitive constraints at low my,, because they are not suppressed by
derivatives. However, working with these “exceptionally light” QCD axions comes at a cost. They require complex
model building to avoid tuning, and are strongly constrained [45-48] because the axion can develop large field values
inside stars, white dwarfs, and neutron stars.

By contrast, we have shown in Sec. IV C that an axion-like particle with only linear couplings to photons and
electrons, both of which depend only on the axion’s derivatives, can yield an observable effect proportional to a?.

This suggests that a variety of quadratic effects have yet to be found.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

I thank Ariel Arza, Itay Bloch, Jason Evans, Nicolas Rodd, and Samuel Wong for discussions. This work is supported
by the Office of High Energy Physics of the U.S. Department of Energy under contract DE-AC02-05CH11231.



16

[1] J. L. Evans, “Effect of Ultralight Dark Matter on g — 2 of the Electron,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 132 no. 9, (2024) 091801,
arXiv:2302.08746 [hep-ph].
[2] A. Arza and J. Evans, “Electron g — 2 corrections from axion dark matter,” arXiv:2308.05375 [hep-phl].
[3] J. L. Evans and J.-Y. Lyu, “Effective two-loop background contributions to ge — 2,” arXiv:2410.10715 [hep-ph].
[4] J. F. Donoghue, B. R. Holstein, and R. W. Robinett, “Quantum Electrodynamics at Finite Temperature,”
Annals Phys. 164 (1985) 233. [Erratum: Annals Phys. 172, 483 (1986)].
[5] H. Boot, S. Self, and R. R-Shersby-Harvie, “Containment of a fully-ionized plasma by radio-frequency fields,”
International Journal Of Electronics 4 no. 5, (1958) 434-453.
[6] E. S. Sarachik and G. T. Schappert, “Classical theory of the scattering of intense laser radiation by free electrons,”
Phys. Rev. D1 (May, 1970) 2738-2753.
[7] A. Zangwill, Modern FElectrodynamics. Cambridge University Press, 2013.
[8] X. Fan, T. G. Myers, B. A. D. Sukra, and G. Gabrielse, “Measurement of the Electron Magnetic Moment,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 130 no. 7, (2023) 071801, arXiv:2209.13084 [physics.atom-ph].
[9] X. Fan, An Improved Measurement of the Electron Magnetic Moment. PhD thesis, Harvard University, 2022.
[10] A. Caputo, A. J. Millar, C. A. J. O’Hare, and E. Vitagliano, “Dark photon limits: A handbook,”
Phys. Rev. D 104 no. 9, (2021) 095029, arXiv:2105.04565 [hep-ph].
[11] M. A. Fedderke, P. W. Graham, D. F. J. Kimball, and S. Kalia, “Earth as a transducer for dark-photon dark-matter
detection,” Phys. Rev. D 104 no. 7, (2021) 075023, arXiv:2106.00022 [hep-ph].
[12] V. B. Berestetskii, E. M. Lifshitz, and L. P. Pitaevskii, Quantum Electrodynamics, vol. 4 of Course of Theoretical Physics.
Butterworth-Heinemann, 1982.
[13] J. D. Jackson, Classical Electrodynamics. Wiley, 1999.
[14] T. Heinzl, “QED and Lasers: A Tutorial,” arXiv:2203.01245 [hep-ph].
[15] J. H. Eberly and A. Sleeper, “Trajectory and Mass Shift of a Classical Electron in a Radiation Pulse,”
Phys. Rev. 176 (1968) 1570-1573.
[16] I. Y. Dodin and N. J. Fisch, “Positive and negative effective mass of classical particles in oscillatory and static fields,”
Phys. Rev. E 77 (Mar, 2008) 036402.
[17] C. Harvey, T. Heinzl, A. Ilderton, and M. Marklund, “Intensity-Dependent Electron Mass Shift in a Laser Field:
Existence, Universality, and Detection,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012) 100402, arXiv:1203.6077 [hep-ph].
[18] C. Kohlfiirst, H. Gies, and R. Alkofer, “Effective mass signatures in multiphoton pair production,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014) 050402, arXiv:1310.7836 [hep-phl.
[19] J. Evans, private communication.
[20] S. Chaudhuri, P. W. Graham, K. Irwin, J. Mardon, S. Rajendran, and Y. Zhao, “Radio for hidden-photon dark matter
detection,” Phys. Rev. D 92 no. 7, (2015) 075012, arXiv:1411.7382 [hep-ph].
[21] A. Berlin, A. J. Millar, T. Trickle, and K. Zhou, “Physical signatures of fermion-coupled axion dark matter,”
JHEP 05 (2024) 314, arXiv:2312.11601 [hep-ph].
[22] A. J. Silenko, “Relativistic spin dynamics conditioned by dark matter axions,” Fur. Phys. J. C 82 no. 10, (2022) 856,
arXiv:2109.05576 [hep-th].
[23] C. Smith, “On the fermionic couplings of axionic dark matter,” Eur. Phys. J. C' 84 (2024) 12,
arXiv:2302.01142 [hep-ph].
[24] J. Ouellet and Z. Bogorad, “Solutions to Axion Electrodynamics in Various Geometries,”
Phys. Rev. D 99 no. 5, (2019) 055010, arXiv:1809.10709 [hep-ph].
[25] J. F. Donoghue and B. R. Holstein, “Renormalization and radiative corrections at finite temperature,”
Phys. Rev. D 28 (Jul, 1983) 340-348.


https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.091801
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.08746
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.05375
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.10715
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(85)90016-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207215808953862
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.1.2738
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.071801
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.13084
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.095029
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.04565
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.075023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.00022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.01245
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.176.1570
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.77.036402
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.100402
https://arxiv.org/abs/1203.6077
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.050402
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.7836
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.075012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.7382
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2024)314
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.11601
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10827-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.05576
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-12354-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.01142
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.055010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10709
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.28.340

17

[26] R. F. Sawyer, “Temperature-dependent wave function renormalization and weak interaction rates prior to
nucleosynthesis,” Phys. Rev. D 53 (Apr, 1996) 4232-4236.

[27] 1. A. Chapman, “Finite temperature wave-function renormalization: A comparative analysis,”

Phys. Rev. D 55 (May, 1997) 6287—6291.

[28] S. Esposito, G. Mangano, G. Miele, and O. Pisanti, “Wave function renormalization at finite temperature,”
Phys. Rev. D 58 (Oct, 1998) 105023.

[29] L. S. Brown and R. F. Sawyer, “Finite temperature corrections to weak rates prior to nucleosynthesis,”
Phys. Rev. D 63 (Feb, 2001) 083503.

[30] R. E. Lopez and M. S. Turner, “Precision Prediction for the Big-Bang Abundance of Primordial Helium,”
Phys. Rev. D 59 (1999) 103502, arXiv:astro-ph/9807279.

[31] P. D. Serpico, S. Esposito, F. Iocco, G. Mangano, G. Miele, and O. Pisanti, “Nuclear Reaction Network for Primordial
Nucleosynthesis: a detailed analysis of rates, uncertainties and light nuclei yields,” JCAP 12 (2004) 010,
arXiv:astro-ph/0408076.

[32] F. Iocco, G. Mangano, G. Miele, O. Pisanti, and P. D. Serpico, “Primordial Nucleosynthesis: from precision cosmology to
fundamental physics,” Phys. Rept. 472 (2009) 1-76, arXiv:0809.0631 [astro-ph].

[33] C. Pitrou, A. Coc, J.-P. Uzan, and E. Vangioni, “Precision big bang nucleosynthesis with improved Helium-4 predictions,”
Phys. Rept. 754 (2018) 1-66, arXiv:1801.08023 [astro-ph.CO].

[34] D. Bauer, P. Mulser, and W. H. Steeb, “Relativistic Ponderomotive Force, Uphill Acceleration, and Transition to Chaos,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 75 (Dec, 1995) 4622-4625.

[35] D. E. Ruiz, C. L. Ellison, and I. Y. Dodin, “Relativistic ponderomotive Hamiltonian of a Dirac particle in a vacuum laser
field,” Phys. Rev. A 92 (Dec, 2015) 062124.

[36] P. W. Graham, D. E. Kaplan, J. Mardon, S. Rajendran, and W. A. Terrano, “Dark Matter Direct Detection with
Accelerometers,” Phys. Rev. D 93 no. 7, (2016) 075029, arXiv:1512.06165 [hep-ph].

[37] A. Banerjee, G. Perez, M. Safronova, 1. Savoray, and A. Shalit, “The phenomenology of quadratically coupled ultra light
dark matter,” JHEP 10 (2023) 042, arXiv:2211.05174 [hep-ph].

[38] H. Day, D. Liu, M. A. Luty, and Y. Zhao, “Blowing in the Dark Matter Wind,” JHEP 07 (2024) 136,
arXiv:2312.13345 [hep-ph].

[39] H. Kim and G. Perez, “Oscillations of atomic energy levels induced by QCD axion dark matter,”

Phys. Rev. D 109 no. 1, (2024) 015005, arXiv:2205.12988 [hep-ph].

[40] A. Banerjee, D. Budker, M. Filzinger, N. Huntemann, G. Paz, G. Perez, S. Porsev, and M. Safronova, “Oscillating
nuclear charge radii as sensors for ultralight dark matter,” arXiv:2301.10784 [hep-ph].

[41] V. V. Flambaum and I. B. Samsonov, “Fluctuations of atomic energy levels due to axion dark matter,”

Phys. Rev. D 108 no. 7, (2023) 075022, arXiv:2302.11167 [hep-ph].

[42] C. Beadle, S. A. R. Ellis, J. Quevillon, and P. N. Hoa Vuong, “Quadratic coupling of the axion to photons,”
Phys. Rev. D 110 no. 3, (2024) 035019, arXiv:2307.10362 [hep-ph].

[43] H. Kim, A. Lenoci, G. Perez, and W. Ratzinger, “Probing an ultralight QCD axion with electromagnetic quadratic
interaction,” Phys. Rev. D 109 no. 1, (2024) 015030, arXiv:2307.14962 [hep-ph].

[44] M. Bauer, S. Chakraborti, and G. Rostagni, “Axion Bounds from Quantum Technology,” arXiv:2408.06412 [hep-ph].

[45] A. Hook and J. Huang, “Probing axions with neutron star inspirals and other stellar processes,” JHEP 06 (2018) 036,
arXiv:1708.08464 [hep-ph].

[46] R. Balkin, J. Serra, K. Springmann, S. Stelzl, and A. Weiler, “White dwarfs as a probe of exceptionally light QCD
axions,” Phys. Rev. D 109 no. 9, (2024) 095032, arXiv:2211.02661 [hep-ph].

[47] A. Gémez-Banén, K. Bartnick, K. Springmann, and J. A. Pons, “Constraining Light QCD Axions with Isolated Neutron
Star Cooling,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 133 no. 25, (2024) 251002, arXiv:2408.07740 [hep-ph].

[48] M. Kumamoto, J. Huang, C. Drischler, M. Baryakhtar, and S. Reddy, “Pi in the Sky: Neutron Stars with Exceptionally
Light QCD Axions,” arXiv:2410.21590 [hep-ph].


https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.53.4232
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.6287
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.105023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.083503
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.103502
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9807279
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2004/12/010
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0408076
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2009.02.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.0631
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2018.04.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.08023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.75.4622
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.062124
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.075029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.06165
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2023)042
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.05174
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)136
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.13345
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.015005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.12988
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.10784
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.075022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.11167
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.035019
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.10362
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.015030
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.14962
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.06412
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.08464
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.095032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.02661
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.251002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.07740
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.21590

	Ponderomotive Effects of Ultralight Dark Matter
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Dark Photon
	Review: Relativistic Electrons
	Ponderomotive Effects
	Alternative Derivations

	Dilaton
	Uniform Field Effects
	Full Nonrelativistic Hamiltonian
	Velocity-Dependent Effects

	Axion
	The Derivative Coupling
	The Pseudoscalar Coupling
	The Photon Coupling

	Discussion
	Comparison to Prior Work
	Experimental Implications

	References


