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We propose a mechanism for the generation of magnetic fields on cosmological scales that is oper-
ative after recombination. An essential ingredient is an instability (of parametric resonance type) of
the electromagnetic field driven by an oscillating pseudo-scalar dark matter field, ϕ, that is coupled
to the electromagnetic field tensor via a ϕF ∧ F term in the Lagrangian of axion-electrodynamics.
We find that magnetic fields larger than the observational lower bounds can be generated soon after
recombination on scales of 1Mpc.

I. INTRODUCTION

There is increasing evidence 1 for the existence of mag-
netic fields on cosmological scales. Since such fields are
present in voids, it is natural to assume that they are pri-
mordial in origin. In particular, there is a lower bound
[5] on the amplitude of inter-galactic magnetic fields from
the non-observation of γ-ray cascade emission

B(r) > 10−17Gauss (1)

on length scales, r, larger than 10−1Mpc.2 The lower
bound on the magnetic field increases on smaller scales,
but on such scales the origin of the magnetic fields may
be astrophysical. We will not consider them in this letter.

The origin of cosmological magnetic fields remains a
mystery. One popular mechanism for the generation
of such fields relies on processes breaking the scale-
invariance in the electromagnetic sector that occur dur-
ing a primordial period of cosmological inflation (see e.g.
[7, 8]). They may occur if the inflaton, ϕI , is a pseudo-
scalar field coupling to the photon field via a ϕIF ∧ F
term (see [9–14]).3 In the presence of such terms in the
Lagrangian violating scale-invariance it is also possible
that magnetic fields are generated in cosmological phase
transitions [21]. A key challenge for the viability of this
particular mechanism is to show that magnetic fields are
generated on sufficiently large scales, because the typi-
cal length scale on which the magnetic field is produced
initially is smaller than the Hubble radius at the time of
the phase transition. The fact that, in magnetohydrody-
namics, an inverse energy cascade (flow of energy from
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1 See e.g. [1–4] for reviews on cosmological magnetic fields.
2 There is also an upper bound on the strength of the magnetic
field of B < 10−9Gauss on these scales derived from the non-
observation of magnetic field signals in the cosmic microwave
background [6].

3 This mechanism has been explored in the context of inflation in
many works (see, e.g., [15, 16].) A potential parametric reso-
nance instability was discussed in [17, 18], and in [16, 19, 20] it
was emphasized that the resulting magnetic field will be helical.

shorter to longer wavelength modes) has been established
may help the argument. However, in both mechanisms,
one faces the problem that the amplitude of the magnetic
field decreases between the time of the phase transition
and the present.
In this letter we propose a mechanism for the genera-

tion of magnetic fields on cosmological scales that be-
comes relevant after the time of recombination. Our
mechanism links magnetogenesis to the dark matter mys-
tery. We assume that dark matter is “wave-like” (see
[22, 23] for reviews of wave dark matter) and is described
by a pseudo-scalar axion field ϕ that couples to electro-
magnetism via the standard ϕF ∧ F term. We assume
that dark matter is created via a standard misalignment
mechanism and, hence, that the axion field ϕ starts to
oscillate coherently in our Hubble patch once the Hub-
ble rate H has fallen below the dark-matter mass, m.
The oscillations of the field ϕ induce a “tachyonic” res-
onance in the electromagnetic field, a phenomenon pre-
viously explored in different contexts, such as [24] (ax-
ion monodromy inflation), [25] (inflationary magnetogen-
esis), [26] (graviton-induced ALP decay), and [27] (gravi-
ton to photon conversion). In our scenario, magnetic
fields are generated at rather late times, namely after
the time of recombination.4

II. MAGNETIC FIELD GENERATION FROM
AN OSCILLATING ULTRALIGHT DARK

MATTER FIELD

As announced, we assume that dark matter comes from
a pseudo-scalar, ultralight dark-matter field ϕ with a po-
tential, V , that is quadratic in ϕ near its minimum,

V (ϕ) ≃ 1

2
m2 ϕ2 . (2)

Considerations of structure formation imply a lower
bound [30] on m of the order of m > 10−20eV (for

4 See also the parametric resonance instability to matter genera-
tion from an oscillating inflaton field at the end of the period of
inflation [28, 29].
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lower values of m, structures on scales probed by Lyman
α emitters would be suppressed). Assuming dark mat-
ter to be wavelike yields an upper bound on m, namely
m < 10eV; (see e.g. [31]). The field quanta of ϕ can be
identified with axion- or axion-like particles constituting
dark matter [32]. Axion fields are ubiquitous in string
theory, and it is not hard to argue for the existence of
fields with ultralight masses (see e.g. [33] for a recent
construction).

We will introduce a dimensionless measure of the dark
matter mass via

m ≡ m2010
−20eV . (3)

A homogeneous coherent scalar-field configuration will
remain frozen by Hubble damping until the time when
H ∼ m, where H is the Hubble expansion rate. Making
use of the Friedmann equation we find that this is the case
up to the time when the temperature T of the universe
drops below a value of roughly

T ∼ m
1/2
20 104Teq , (4)

where Teq is the temperature at the time of matter-
radiation equality. For our mechanism to be relevant for
an explanation of the observed cosmic magnetic fields,
we must require the coherence of the ϕ configuration to
persist until the time of recombination. This implies that
one must assume the mass m to be very small, since, in
this case, the field ϕ starts to oscillate at a rather late
time and, as a consequence, there is no time for its co-
herence to decay too early.

Axion fields typically interact with the electromagnetic
field as described by a Lagrangian

L =
1

2
∂µϕ∂µϕ− V (ϕ)− 1

4
FµνF

µν + gϕγϕFµν F̃
µν , (5)

where Fµν is the field strength tensor of the vector po-

tential Aµ, and F̃µν is its dual; the coupling constant gϕγ
has inverse mass units. Using the homogeneous Maxwell

equations to eliminate the electric field, E⃗, and assuming
that ϕ only depends on physical time t, one finds that
the Lagrangian in (5) yields the following equation for

the magnetic induction, B⃗,

−∆B⃗+
¨⃗
B+3H

˙⃗
B+

3

2
ḢB⃗+(

3

2
H)2B⃗−gϕγ ϕ̇∇⃗∧B⃗ = 0, (6)

where H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter, a is the scale
factor of the background space-time, and the overdot in-
dicates a derivatice with respect to physical time t, while
the field equation for ϕ, with V (ϕ) as in (2), is given by

□ϕ = −gϕγ E⃗ · B⃗ −m2ϕ . (7)

From the non-observation of events caused by inter-
actions of dark matter with photons there are mass-
dependent upper limits on the coupling constant gϕγ . A

conservative upper bound is (see e.g. [34] for a review
and [35] for a web site with updated bounds)

g̃ϕγ ≪ 1 , (8)

where

gϕγ ≡ g̃ϕγ10
−10GeV−1 . (9)

The interaction term in (5) violates CP symmetry
and affects the two photon polarization states differently.
Thus, it may lead to the generation of a helical magnetic
field.
Assuming that the axion field ϕ only depends on time,

the field equations (6) yield the following equations of
motion for the amplitudes, A±, of the electromagnetic
vector potential in Fourier space (see [3] for a detailed
discussion) (

∂2
η + k2 ± kgϕγa(η)ϕ̇

)
A± = 0 , (10)

where η is conformal time. Note that, in an expanding
background, k is the comoving wave number. The equa-
tions (6) and (10) are valid in the absence of an electro-
magnetic plasma, i.e., only during a period when photons
propagate without scattering. Thus, they are applicable
after recombination.
From (10) we conclude that, in the presence of a dy-

namical axion field, there is a “tachyonic” instability in
the evolution of A±. Depending on the sign of ϕ̇ this
instability affects different polarization modes. Under
our assumptions, ϕ is oscillating in time, and in this case
during half of the oscillation period one polarization state
is unstable, while during the other half of the period the
other state is unstable. Since a varies in time, the Floquet
exponent describing the exponential instability varies in
time, and thus, when integrated over time, an asymme-
try between the two polarization states arises, resulting
in a helical magnetic field.
The instability described here affects only long wave-

length modes. For an oscillating ϕ background, ϕ̇ ∼
ϕ0m, with ϕ0 the initial amplitude of oscillation at recom-
bination, the critical comoving wavenumber, kc, above
which the instability shuts off is given by

kc(η) ≃ gϕγmϕ0a(η) . (11)

Note that the instability shifts to higher values of k as
time increases. Since the instability sets in at the time
of recombination and proceeds rapidly, we focus on this
particular time.
We assume that the field ϕ accounts for most of the

dark matter in the universe. At the time of recombina-
tion mϕ0 must then be given by

mϕ0 ∼ T 2
rec , (12)

where Trec ∼ 10−1eV is the temperature of the universe
at the time of recombination. Hence, the comoving wave-
length, λc, below which the instability is shut off is given
by

λc ∼ g̃−1
ϕγ 10

−6Mpc . (13)
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Next, we provide an order of magnitude estimate of the
magnetic field generated according to our mechanism.
The instability in the evolution of the electromagnetic
field manifests itself in an exponential growth of A±(k)
with the Floquet exponent, µk, given by

µk =
(
gϕγamϕ(t)k

)1/2
, (14)

where t is physical time, and ϕ(t) here denotes the ampli-
tude of the envelope of the oscillating scalar field which
is equal to ϕ0 at the time of recombination. Note that
the Floquet exponent for the resonance increases with k
until k = kc. Since the phase space of Fourier modes
scales as k3, most of the dark matter energy flows into
modes with k ∼ kc. Evaluated at this value we obtain

µkc = gϕγamϕ(t) . (15)

The expansion of space is negligible, provided that
µk(t) > H(t). Taking into account the decay of the am-
plitude of ϕ, namely ϕ(t) ∼ T 3/2, where T is the tem-
perature at time t, and making use of the Friedmann
equations to determine H(t), the efficiency criterion at
time t becomes

gϕγmϕ0 > m−1
pl T

2
rec

( T

Trec

)3/2(Trec

T0

)
(16)

where T0 is the current temperature of the CMB. With
relation (12) we obtain the condition

g̃ϕγ > 10−6
( T

Trec

)3/2
(17)

for efficient resonance. Note that since µ decreases in
time less fast than H, it is possible that the efficiency
condition is not satisfied at T = Trec, but becomes satis-
fied later on.

Back-reaction will shut off the resonant production of
photons once a fraction F ≪ 1 of the dark matter den-
sity has been drained. This shutoff is expected to happen
shortly after the time of recombination. The power spec-
trum, PB(kc) of the magnetic field (which is the mean-
square value of B in a sphere of radius k−1) at the critical
scale kc is thus given by

PB(kc) ∼ FT 4
rec (18)

which corresponds to a characteristic position space value
of B on the scale kc of

B(kc) ∼ F1/2Gauss . (19)

Note that this is the amplitude at T = Trec, the time
when the instability takes place. Afterwards, the ampli-
tude of B will decay as a(t)−2.
The scaling law of the magnetic field on larger length

scales follows the one of the magnetic field in a phase

transition, which scales with wavenumber on length
scales larger than the characteristic wavelength of the
transition. It is thus given by (see [3] for a review)

B(k) ≃
( k

kc

)n
B(kc) , (20)

where n = 3/2 for the helical magnetic field component,
and n = 1 for the non-helical component. Evaluating the
result for n = 3/2, and making use of the field amplitude
(19) at the critical scale and the value (11) for the critical
wavenumber, the magnetic field on one Megaparsec scale
(k = k1 ≃ 10−38GeV) is found to be given by

B(k1) ∼ g̃
−3/2
ϕγ F1/210−15 Gauss , (21)

where we have included the dilution after energy transfer.
We conclude that the mechanism described here can

give rise to the growth of helical magnetic fields on Mega-
parsec scales sufficiently large to be compatible with ob-
servational bounds. Note that the scaling of our final

result, ∝ g̃
−3/2
ϕγ , follows from the fact that kc scales as

g̃ϕγ . This scaling relation only holds down to a value of
g̃ϕγ when (17) ceases to be satisfied.

III. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this letter we have proposed a plausible mecha-
nism for the generation of magnetic fields on cosmologi-
cal scales. Our mechanism works at late times – specif-
ically after the time of recombination. It is based on
the “tachyonic” instability of infrared modes of the elec-
tromagnetic field, which sets in if a coherently oscillat-
ing pseudo-scalar field ϕ is coupled to electromagnetism
through a ϕF ∧ F term in the Lagrangian. This term is
typical for an axion field ϕ, which we have assumed to
have an ultralight mass.
A key point of our proposal is that it provides a link

between dark matter and cosmological magnetic fields.
A mechanism similar to ours has been used recently [36]
to provide sufficient Lyman-Werner radiation to allow
DCBH (direct collapse black hole) formation from en-
ergy density fluctuations in the standard cosmological
scenario.
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[30] V. Iršič, M. Viel, M. G. Haehnelt, J. S. Bolton and
G. D. Becker, “First constraints on fuzzy dark mat-
ter from Lyman-α forest data and hydrodynamical sim-
ulations,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, no.3, 031302 (2017)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.031302 [arXiv:1703.04683
[astro-ph.CO]].

[31] D. Y. Cheong, N. L. Rodd and L. T. Wang, “A Quantum
Description of Wave Dark Matter,” [arXiv:2408.04696

http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.3891
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0207240
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0207240
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.7121
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.10525
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.0932
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9701063
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9209238
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9811206
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0002195
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201236
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201236
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9703005
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9703005
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0606534
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.5322
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.05802
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.08474
http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.0575
http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.2809
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.03254
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.11735
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.07749
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.05820
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.14800
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.08767
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04683
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.04696


5

[hep-ph]].
[32] SvP. Svrcek and E. Witten, “Axions In String

Theory,” JHEP 06, 051 (2006) doi:10.1088/1126-
6708/2006/06/051 [arXiv:hep-th/0605206 [hep-th]].ecek
and Witten

[33] H. Bernardo, R. Brandenberger and J. Fröhlich, “To-
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