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Abstract: Haloscopes are resonant cavities that serve as detectors of dark matter axions
when they are immersed in a strong static magnetic field. In order to increase the volume
and improve its introduction within dipole or solenoid magnets for axion searches, various
haloscope design techniques for rectangular geometries are discussed in this study. The
volume limits of two types of haloscopes are explored: based on single cavities and based
on multicavities. For both cases, possibilities for increasing the volume in long and/or
tall structures are presented. For multicavities, 1D geometries are explored to optimize
the space in the magnets. Also, 2D and 3D geometries are introduced as a first step for
laying the foundations for the development of these kind of topologies. The results prove
the usefulness of the developed methods, evidencing the ample room of improvement in
rectangular haloscope designs nowadays. A factor of three orders of magnitude improvement
in volume compared with a single cavity based on WR-90 standard waveguide is obtained
with the design of a long and tall single cavity. Similar procedures have been applied for
long and tall multicavities. Experimental measurements are shown for prototypes based on
tall multicavities and 2D structures, demonstrating the feasibility of using these types of
geometries to increase the volume in real haloscopes.
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1 Introduction

Axions and other particles consistent with the Standard Model that might be part of
dark matter have sparked a lot of attention in the recent decades. The strong Charge
Conjugation-Parity issue [1, 2] might be solved by axions, the particles predicted by Wein-
berg [3] and Wilczek [4]. Five years later, it was predicted that axions could possibly be a
dark matter candidate using the misalignment idea [5–7].

Over the last thirty years, numerous research groups have developed experimental sys-
tems to search for dark matter axions [8]. These experiments make use of the inverse
Primakoff effect [9]. In turn, depending on the origin of the axion source, these detection
techniques can be divided into three types: Light Shining through Walls (LSW), helio-
scopes and haloscopes. The first one generates axion particles by itself (artificially), while
helioscopes and haloscopes are based on external natural sources (the sun and the galactic
halo, respectively). All of them use the axion-photon conversion determined by a strong
external static magnetic field. In addition, by making use of high quality factor resonators
(like microwave cavities), this transformation can be boosted in the case of haloscopes [10].

Several components make up the entire axion detection system. To begin, because of
the extremely low axion-photon coupling, a cryogenic environment with temperatures in the
Kelvin range is required to reduce the thermal noise. Second, the received radio frequency
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(RF) power of the haloscope is amplified, filtered, down-converted and detected by a cou-
pled receiver, adding very low noise levels. Finally, the receiver performs an Analog-Digital
conversion and a Fast Fourier Transform for data post-processing [11].

The major goals of an axion detection system are to enhance the axion-photon detection
RF power and to improve the axion-photon conversion sensitivity of the haloscope. This
power is determined by the axion characteristics as well as the haloscope (cavity in this
case) parameters, as shown in the following equation [12]:

Pd = g2
aγ

ρa
ma

B2
e C V

β

(1 + β)2 Q0 (1.1)

where β is the extraction coupling factor (with β = 1 for critical coupling operation regime
to achieve the maximum power transfer), gaγ is the unknown axion-photon coupling coef-
ficient, ρa is the dark matter density, ma is the axion mass (proportional to the working
frequency of the experiment), Be is the magnitude of the static external magnetic field
~Be, C is the form or geometric factor, V is the haloscope or cavity volume and Q0 its
unloaded quality factor. Here the Q0 is assumed to be much lower than the axion quality
factor (Qa ≈ 106) [13]. It should be emphasized that the external static magnetic field
( ~Be) depends on the magnet employed in the experiment (dipole or solenoid) and its spa-
tial distribution and polarization must be considered in order to boost the axion-photon
conversion. In addition, β = 1 (which is known as the critically coupling condition) is
achieved employing only one port. In a practical set up, there is usually a second port in
the haloscope, but it is very undercoupled during the data taking operation. In fact, this
second port is only employed for testing and for the electromagnetic characterization of the
cavity resonance.

The form factor provides the coupling between ~Be and the radio frequency electric field
( ~E) induced into the cavity by the axion-photon interaction. It can be written as:

C =
|
∫
V
~E · ~Be dV |2∫

V | ~Be|2 dV
∫
V εr | ~E|2 dV

(1.2)

where εr is the relative electric permittivity filling the cavity medium (generally air or
vacuum). On the other hand, from equation 1.1 the axion-photon conversion sensitivity of
the haloscope for a given signal-to-noise ratio ( SN ) can be obtained as [12]

gaγ =

(
S
N kB Tsys (1 + β)2

ρaC V β Q0

) 1
2 1

Be

(
m3
a

Qa ∆t

) 1
4

(1.3)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant, Tsys is the noise temperature of the system and ∆t

is the time window used in the data taking. Then, the factors that can be adjusted and
optimized in the design of a haloscope are β, C, V and Q0.
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The main objective of this work is to analyze the possibilities of increasing the volume
of a haloscope based on rectangular cavities to effectively improve the axion detection sen-
sitivity. In addition, other important concepts are discussed such as the improvement in
mode clustering or mode separation, which is a key feature of a microwave-cavity haloscope
to avoid the degradation of the form factor and the quality factor [14] as the following sec-
tions show. The maximum volume allowed in a haloscope design depends mainly on four
factors: the cavity shape (rectangular or cylindrical), the operation electromagnetic mode
and frequency, whether the multi-cavity concept is used or not, and the geometry and type
of magnet (and hence the direction of the magnetic field) where the axion measurement
campaign will be carried out.

As commented before, this work is focused on rectangular geometries. The resonant
frequency of this kind of cavities for TEmnp and TMmnp modes is expressed as

fmnp =
c

2
√
µrεr

√(m
a

)2
+
(n
b

)2
+
(p
d

)2
(1.4)

where c is the speed of light in vacuum, µr is the relative magnetic permeability of the
medium inside the cavity (µr = εr = 1 is assumed in this work), m, n, and p are inte-
gers that denote the number of maxima of the electric field along the x, y, and z axis,
respectively, and a, b and d are the width, height and length of the cavity, respectively.
For TEmnp modes the allowed indexes are: m = 0, 1, 2, ...; n = 0, 1, 2, ...; p = 1, 2, 3, ...,
although m and n can not be zero simultaneously. For TMmnp modes: m = 1, 2, 3, ...;
n = 1, 2, 3, ... and p = 0, 1, 2, .... As indicated by this equation, resonant frequencies are
dependent on the three cavity dimensions. This relationship actually suggests difficulties
to increase at the same time volume and frequency, and without increasing mode clustering.

The most used magnets in dark matter axion detection experiments are solenoids, as
shown in Figure 1a. Particularly, they are used by ADMX [15] and HAYSTACK [16]. These
magnets create an axial magnetic field (along z−axis) and the cavity is usually cylindrically
shaped, aligning the direction of the electric field of the TM010 cylindrical mode with the
external magnetic field of the magnet and thus providing a good form factor. This paper
will, however, discuss how rectangular cavities can also be optimized for this type of mag-
net. Meanwhile, powerful accelerator dipole magnets (see Figure 1b), such as the CAST
magnet, produces a transverse magnetic field with an intensity of around ∼ 9 T, and it
was available in the early stages of the RADES project. In this case, the selected cavity
type was rectangular, where the electric field of the TE101 rectangular mode is vertically
polarized and, therefore, mostly parallel to the dipole static magnetic field [12]. Other ex-
ample is BabyIAXO, a superconducting toroidal magnet whose magnetic field pattern can
be consulted in [17] and it can be considered in this work as a dipole magnet for simplicity.
Figure 1 shows the optimum orientation of a rectangular and cylindrical cavities for dipole
and solenoid magnets, respectively. In Table I a description of the most common magnets
used or to be used by several research groups is shown. For this work, a constant magnetic
field ~Be = Be ŷ in the dipole and quasi-dipole [17] magnets has been selected as approxi-
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Figure 1: Examples of (a) a solenoid magnet bore with a cylindrical cavity of radius r and
height h operating with the TM010 cylindrical mode and (b) a dipole magnet bore with a
rectangular cavity of width a, height b and length d working with the TE101 rectangular
mode. The direction of the magnetic field is mostly in the z−axis for the solenoid magnet
and in the y−axis for the dipole magnet. Light blue objects represent solenoid and dipole
magnets, while darker blue objects represent microwave cavities.

Magnet Type B (T) T (K) φ (mm) L (m) References

CAST Dipole 9 1.8 42.5 9.25 [18]
BabyIAXO Quasi-dipole ∼ 2.5 4.2 600 10 [17]

SM18 Dipole 11 4.2 54 2 [19]
Canfranc Solenoid 10 0.01 130 0.15 [20]

MRI (ADMX-EFR) Solenoid ∼ 9 0.1 650 0.8 [21]
HAYSTAC Solenoid 9 0.127 140 0.56 [16]
CAPP-8TB Solenoid 8 0.05 165.4 0.476 [22]

Table I: Characteristics of different magnets for axion data taking. φ and L are the
diameter and the length, respectively, of the magnets.

mation for the calculation of the form factor.

In general, the length of the dipole magnet bore is much longer than its diameter. This
is the case of the CAST and BabyIAXO magnets with diameters of 42.5 and 600 mm and
lengths of 9.25 and 10 m, respectively [17, 18]. On the other hand, the length and diam-
eter of the solenoid magnet bores are quite similar. This is the case of the Canfranc and
MRI (ADMX-EFR) magnets, with diameters of 130 and 650 mm, and lengths of 150 and
800 mm, respectively [20, 21]. Then, the first idea to take advantage of the bore in dipole
magnets is to increase the total length of the haloscope. With this purpose, the length of
the sub-cavities can be increased employing the multicavity concept [14, 23]. However, it
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will be shown that the use of new topologies including tall structures on both dipole and
solenoid magnets are also very interesting concepts.

In section 2 the limits in volume in a haloscope based on a single cavity (in terms
of mode separation or mode clustering) are demonstrated. In section 3 some important
concepts are introduced to design a haloscope based on the multicavity concept in order to
increase its volume as much as possible. In section 4 a first step for laying the foundations
for the development of the previous structures to exploit even more the space available in
the bore of the magnets is further elaborated. Finally, in section 5 the conclusions and
future prospects of this work are examined.

2 Single cavities

For rectangular cavities working in dipole magnets the TE101 mode is selected since it is the
one that maximizes the form factor described in equation 1.2. For this mode, the height of
the cavity b does not affect the resonant frequency fTE101 since n = 0, so it can be increased
as desired in order to increase the cavity volume. However, there is a limit where the cavity
height cannot be increased due to the proximity of the higher modes with n 6= 0 (closeness
with the TE111 in this case), which may hinder the correct identification of the mode and
can even reduce in some cases the form factor.

Also, studying equation 1.4, it is observed that the best option to increase the length of
the haloscope without decreasing the resonant frequency is by reducing slightly the width
for the TE101 mode. This reduction is small compared to the gained length, so the total vol-
ume will increase. Additionally, when the length of the cavity is much larger than its width
the resonant frequency becomes almost independent on the cavity length fTE101 ≈ c

2a . Here,
again, length limit is imposed by the proximity of the next resonant mode (mode clustering
with the TE102 in this case). In the following sections, several strategies for increasing the
volume of haloscopes without lowering the resonant frequency of the TE101 mode will be
discussed.

2.1 Long cavities

As previously stated, the limitation to increase the length, d, of a rectangular single cavity
is based on the mode separation between the modes TE101 and TE102. Figure 2a plots the
relative mode separation (∆f =

|faxion−fneighbour|
|faxion| × 100 %, where faxion is the resonant fre-

quency of the mode induced by the axion-photon conversion and fneighbour is the resonant
frequency of the closest mode) for a rectangular cavity as a function of d/a, which is valid
for any resonant frequency of TE101 and height b.

The results show a rapid decrease of the mode separation when d/a increases. If the
next mode is far enough away in frequency, the form factor will be the theoretical maximum
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Figure 2: (a) Relative mode separation between modes TE101 and TE102 of a rectangular
cavity as a function of d/a for any frequency and (b) Q0 of the TE101 mode as a function
of d/a for three frequencies (0.4, 8.4 and 90 GHz).

for any cavity size: CTE101 = 64/π4 = 0.657, obtained from equation 1.2.

The unloaded quality factor of a TE10p mode in a rectangular waveguide cavity res-
onator without dielectric losses can be expressed as [24]

Q0 =
1

2

√
π σ

ε0 f10p

b
(
a2 + d2

)3/2
ad (a2 + d2) + 2b (a3 + d3)

(2.1)

where σ is the electrical conductivity of the cavity walls (σ = 2 × 109 S/m is assumed,
which corresponds with copper at cryogenic temperatures), ε0 ≈ 8.854× 10−12 F/m is the
vacuum electric permittivity, f10p is the resonant frequency of a TE10p mode, and p is the
number of the sinusoidal variations along the longitudinal z−axis (p = 1 for the working
mode). In addition, equation 2.1 shows that the unloaded quality factor decreases with
higher frequencies, which is equivalent to reduce the cavity width. From Figure 2b it can
be concluded that the Q0 parameter is also length independent for high d values.

The minimum accepted mode separation (mode clustering) depends on the measured
quality factor, which in turn, depends on the cavity material and the quality of manufac-
turing process. Larger Q0s lead to sharper resonances and hence modes can get closer in
frequency. In general, in a conservative approach, we can expect that the unloaded quality
factor of the fabricated prototype will be half of the theoretical due to manufacturing tol-
erances in the fabrication process (roughness at inner walls, quality in soldering, metallic
contact if screws are used). As a quantification of the mode clustering on the energy loss,
in Figure 3a the form factor versus d/a for several Q0 values is plotted. This plot shows
how for high Q0 values, the detriment in C is lower. The form factor in Figure 3a has been
computed with equation 1.2 taking into account the perturbation of the electric field (and
thus its C detriment) due to the influence of the electric field of the next resonant mode
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Figure 3: (a) Form factor versus d/a for several Q0 values and (b) example of two close
resonances with amplitude difference of ∆|S21| = 20 dB at the resonant frequency of the
mode TE101.

(TE102 mode in this case) when they are very close. As a consequence of this behaviour,
the electric field influence of the next mode is higher if the difference in the transmission
parameter S21 of both resonances of modes TE101 and TE102 at frTE101 (∆|S21|) is lower.
A form factor of C = 0.65 is selected as our minimum accepted reduced value due to mode
clustering. It is considered that the cavity length might be increased even if C decreases,
as long as the Q0 × V × C factor (the haloscope figure of merit) continues rising. How-
ever, to be conservative, this value is kept as a reasonable limit. This bound also ensures
the right measurement of the resonant frequency fr and unloaded quality factor Q0 in the
experiment. Anyway, if the response of the cavity exhibits two resonances very close or
even combined (due to lower than expected quality factors), there are methods to extract
the original shape of each resonance and compute the relevant two parameters (fr and Q0)
[25]. In Figure 3b an example of two resonances with Q0 = 2 × 104 and d = 1400 mm
(or d/a ≈ 79) for 8.4 GHz is shown, which provides a form factor of C = 0.65 (∼ 99% of
Cmax = 0.657). The graphs from Figure 3 help to choose the guard frequency to avoid a
high form factor detriment.

To illustrate the discussion, an X band example is designed with a = 17.85 mm,
b = 10.16 mm and d = 1400 mm. For this design, the distance between the axion mode
and its first neighbour is 2.05 MHz (or 0.024 %). Moreover, the volume is V = 253.9 mL,
which means an improvement of a 38 factor from a standard WR-90 cavity (a = 22.86 mm,
b = 10.16 mm and d = 28.55 mm, with volume V = 6.73 mL). In Table II a summary of
the obtained improvements in this comparison is shown.

It can be observed in Table I that this long cavity fits perfectly in a dipole magnet
as CAST. However, for a solenoid magnet the cavity length should be reduced to fit with
the bore diameter. For example, in MRI (ADMX-EFR) a maximum length d ≈ φMRI =
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a (mm) b (mm) d (mm) V (mL) Q0 C Q0 × V × C (L)

22.86 10.16 28.55 6.63 4.6× 104 0.657 200.37

17.85 10.16 1400 253.9 3.9× 104 0.65 6436.37

Table II: Comparison of the operational parameters of a standard rectangular resonant
cavity employed for resonating at 8.4 GHz with a very long cavity (large d) for the same
resonant frequency.

650 mm is imposed. In fact, the longitudinal axis of the cavity should be oriented in the
radial axis of the solenoid magnet (x or y−axis in Figure 1a) due to its magnetic field
direction, as it was explained in the previous section. In this case, there is a lot of unused
space along the longitudinal axis of the solenoid magnet (z−axis in Figure 1a). Anyway,
the increased volume from a standard cavity is still high.

For the limit case shown in Table II, the haloscope sensitivity achieved is very good at
one frequency, but special care must be taken if a certain frequency range is to be swept
because there are likely to be many mode crossings. Therefore, when designing one of these
structures, its dimensions will be limited by a tradeoff between the volume achieved and
the number of mode crossings tolerated, again taking into account the dimensions of the
magnet chosen.

2.2 Tall cavities

Similarly to the longitudinal dimension of a single resonant cavity, the vertical dimension b
can be increased up to a limit imposed by the proximity of the next modes (mode clustering
between the TE101 with the TE111/TM111). In the case of the tall cavities, the width a is
not reduced. With the increasing of the waveguide height (b), the Q0 value is increased up
to half of the limit, as shown in Figure 4a. For example, at 8.4 GHz (X band) a Q0 = 105 is
obtained for heights b between 500−2000 mm. For ∼ 400 MHz (UHF band) and ∼ 90 GHz
(W band) the quality factor takes values around Q0 = 4.7 × 105 and Q0 = 3.1 × 104,
respectively, as it can be seen in Figure 4a. For completeness, in Figure 4b the frequency
proximity with the nearest mode for X band frequencies (d = 28.55 mm) is also represented.
Similarly to the plot in Figure 2a, the results show a behaviour with a rapid increase of the
mode separation for low values of b/a, while for high values ∆f starts to stabilise at values
close to zero.

To find the minimum accepted mode separation, the same limit of Cmin = 0.65 is
imposed. The form factor versus b/a for several Q0 values taking into account that now
the electric field contribution that affects negatively C is the one from the TE111 mode is
plotted in Figure 5. As it was the case for long cavities this plot shows how for high Q0

values the detriment in C is lower.

If the same analysis is repeated as for the long cavities at X band to determine the
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Figure 4: (a) Q0 of the TE101 mode as a function of b/a for three frequencies (0.4, 8.4 and
90 GHz), and (b) relative mode separation between the modes TE101 and TE111/TM111 of
a single cavity as a function of b/a for d = 28.55 mm (X band).
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Figure 5: Form factor versus b/a for several Q0 values.

minimum accepted mode separation, a limit value of b = 1500 mm (or b/a = 66) is ob-
tained, taking into account an unloaded quality factor after fabrication of Qreal0 ≈ 50000

(half of the theoretical one).

In this example, with a = 22.86 mm, b = 1500 mm and d = 28.55 mm the distance
between the axion mode and its first neighbour is 0.59 MHz (or 0.007 %). For this case the
volume is V = 978.98 mL, which means an improvement of a 148 factor from a standard
WR-90 cavity. A summary of these improvements is shown in Table III.

Focusing on Table I, it can be observed how the height of this tall cavity has to be
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a (mm) b (mm) d (mm) V (mL) Q0 C Q0 × V × C (L)

22.86 10.16 28.55 6.63 4.6× 104 0.657 200.37

22.86 1500 28.55 978.98 105 0.65 6.4× 104

Table III: Comparison of the properties of a standard rectangular resonant cavity em-
ployed for resonating at 8.4 GHz with a very tall cavity (large b) for the same resonant
frequency.

decreased until it fits into the longitudinal axis of a solenoid magnet. For example, in MRI
(ADMX-EFR) a maximum height b = LMRI = 800 mm is imposed. Anyway, the gained
volume from a standard cavity is again very high. For a dipole magnet the only option
to have a substantial benefit is BabyIAXO, whose φBabyIAXO = 600 mm diameter bore
can be used to fit this tall structure in the radial orientation (y−axis in Figure 1b). With
this scenario, there is a lot of unused space on the longitudinal axis of this magnet (z−axis
in Figure 1b), that can also be exploited with the novel ideas proposed on the next sections.

Similarly to the previous section, for the case shown in Table III, the sensitivity value
obtained in the haloscope is considerably high at one frequency, but many mode crossings
could appear if a tuning system is employed. Thus, at the designing step, the dimensions
will be restricted by a tradeoff between the increase in the volume, the number of mode
crossings, and the magnet.

2.3 Large cavities

The last idea for increasing the volume of a single cavity is to increase both length and
height dimensions at the same time. As mentioned above, to maintain the same resonant
frequency in a very long cavity the width should be slightly reduced. On the other hand,
the resonant frequency does not depend on the height as explained in the previous sections.
Then, the mode clustering problem needs now to consider two mode approximations to our
working mode: TE102 (because of the longitudinal dimension d) and TE111 (because of the
vertical dimension b). The relative mode separation follows the behaviour from Figure 6a,
which shows the case for X band frequencies (d = 28.55 mm). The results show once again
a rapid decrease of the mode separation when d/a and/or b/a increases.

The behaviour of the quality factor is depicted in Figure 6b. For the X band example,
a width of a = 17.85 mm is necessary for maintaining fr = 8.4 GHz. For d and b between
500− 2000 mm the cavity provides a Q0 = 7.2× 104, as it is shown in the inset of Figure
6b. Note how the Q0 is a bit lower as compared to the tall cavity because the width has
been slightly reduced in order to compensate the increase of length.

Moreover, in order to fix the minimum mode separation, we accept a form factor of
C = 0.65. Now the electric field contributions that affect unfavorably C are both from the
TE102 and TE111 modes. The behaviour of the form factor with d/a, b/a and Q0 follows
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Figure 6: (a) Relative mode separation between the modes TE101 and TE102 or TE111 (the
closest one, depending on the b/a and d/a values) for X band frequencies (a = 17.85 mm).
(b) Quality factor of the TE101 mode as function of b/a for three frequencies (0.4, 8.4 and
90 GHz) for five d/a cases. In both pictures, the insets depict a zoom to differentiate all
the d/a cases.

a similar performance compared to Figures 3a and 5. For 8.4 GHz, the limit is reached
with the values b = 1100 mm and d = 1600 mm, taking into account an unloaded quality
factor after fabrication of Qreal0 ≈ 3.6× 104 (half of theoretical). In Table IV a summary of
the achieved improvements is collected. It can be seen an impressive enhancement in the
Q0 × V × C factor of 7336 versus the standard rectangular resonant cavity.

a (mm) b (mm) d (mm) V (mL) Q0 C Q0 × V × C (L)

22.86 10.16 28.55 6.63 4.6× 104 0.657 200.37

17.85 1100 1600 3.14× 104 7.2× 104 0.65 1.47× 106

Table IV: Comparison of the operational parameters of a standard rectangular resonant
cavity employed for resonating at 8.4 GHz with a very long and tall cavity (large d and b)
for the same resonant frequency.

With these results and analyzing the data from Table I, it can be seen how in dipole
magnets the best orientation for this kind of cavities is obtained by matching both longi-
tudinal axis of the cavity and magnet bore since they have the highest dimension values,
and both electric field of the cavity and magnetic field of the magnet are aligned. For
example, in BabyIAXO the vertical cavity dimension can be increased until b = 600 mm
(y−axis in Figure 1b), and the length can be extended to its limit d = 1600 mm (z−axis in
Figure 1b), which with a = 17.85 mm gives a volume of V = 1.71×104 mL representing an
improvement of 2580 in volume compared with a standard cavity. For a solenoid magnet,
the height dimension must match the longitudinal axis of the bore (z−axis in Figure 1a),
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and the haloscope length can occupy all the bore radial axis (x or y−axis in Figure 1a).
For example, at the MRI (ADMX-EFR) solenoid magnet a haloscope of a = 17.85 mm,
b = 800 mm and d = 650 mm, which implies a volume of V = 9282 mL, could be installed.
This means reducing by half the volume compared to the case in the BabyIAXO dipole
magnet. However, this reduction can be compensated by the lower working temperature
(lower Tsys in equation 1.3) and higher magnetic field values employed in ADMX (see Ta-
ble I).

Figure 7 shows for reference several drawings of each type of cavity with its limit di-
mensions: long, tall, and large (long and tall) haloscopes.

d

(a)

b

(b)

b

d

(c)

Figure 7: (a) Long cavity of d = 1400 mm, (b) tall cavity of b = 1500 mm and (c) long
and tall structure of b = 1100 mm and d = 1600 mm.

Finally, as occurs for tall or long cavities, for the case shown in Table IV, the haloscope
sensitivity obtained is very good at one frequency, but many mode crossings could appear
with frequency tuning. Thus, the final dimensions of the designed cavity should consider
the tradeoff between the volume, the number of mode crossings, and the magnet bore size.

3 1D multicavities

The RADES team has been employing the multi-cavity concept over the last six years in
order to increase the volume of haloscopes in the longitudinal axis without decreasing the
frequency [12]. In contrast to the long cavity concept, the z−axis multicavity designs can
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make use of wider rectangular waveguides (for example WR-90 for X band).

Several small haloscope prototypes have been designed and manufactured by this ex-
perimental group. Among them, an all inductive structure based on five subcavities and
two alternating structures with two different number of subcavities (N = 6 and N = 30,
where N is the number of subcavities) are shown in Figure 8. Results of the first two

Figure 8: Manufactured RADES cavities: all-inductive irises with five subcavities (top-
left), alternating inductive/capacitive irises with six subcavities (top-right) and alternating
inductive/capacitive irises with thirty subcavities (bottom).

structures are presented in [11, 12, 14, 23, 26].

For the design of the haloscope multicavity structures, the coupling matrix has been
employed as a supporting tool. The theoretical concepts of this method can be found in
[23, 27]. In the case on 1D multicavities, the following matrix has been employed for the
development of the geometrical parameters in the studied structures of this work:

M =



Ω1 M1,2 0 0 · · · 0 0 0

M1,2 Ω2 M2,3 0 · · · 0 0 0

0 M2,3 Ω3 M3,4 · · · 0 0 0

0 0 M3,4 Ω4 · · · 0 0 0
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
0 0 0 0 · · · ΩN−2 MN−2,N−1 0

0 0 0 0 · · · MN−2,N−1 ΩN−1 MN−1,N

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 MN−1,N ΩN


(3.1)

whereMi,j are the impedance inverters values in the normalised low-pass prototype network
and Ωq is the difference of the resonant frequency in the q-th subcavity with respect to the
axion frequency [27]. Mi,j is related to the physical interresonator coupling k selected
in the design. In order to extract its value a low-pass to band-pass transformation (Ω =(

f
faxion

− faxion
f

)
1
fB

, where fB = BW
faxion

is the fractional bandwidth and BW the bandwidth)
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is usually carried out [27]. In this paper a bandwidth BW = 100 MHz is employed for all
the multicavity designs. With these considerations, the relation with the coupling value is
given by [27]:

Mi,j =
ki,j
fB

, (3.2)

where ki,j is the physical coupling value between the resonators i and j. More details about
these parameters can be found in [27]. The Ωq values can be extracted with the condition
M × 1TN = 0TN, where 1N is a 1-vector of size N and 0N is a 0-vector of size N [23, 27].
The matrix dimension (N × N) depends on the number of subcavities. In addition, as it
can be seen, the values of the elements outside the three main diagonals of the matrix are
zero. This translates into the fact that resonators that are not contiguous have no physical
coupling.

At first glance, it might be thought that there would be no problem of resonant mode
clustering since the TE102 mode is far away as it has a small subcavity length. However,
the multicavity structure introduces additional resonant modes that are associated with the
eigenmodes of the coupled cavity system, the so-called configuration modes [23]. These con-
figuration modes exist for any TEmnp resonant mode. Their resonant frequencies become
closer to the axion eigenmode as the number of subcavities increases and as the interres-
onator coupling value k decreases. The theory and extraction methods of the physical
coupling k can be found in [14]. The number of configuration modes of the coupled cavity
system for each TEmnp mode is equal to the number of subcavities.

Due to the loading effect of a coupling window [27], higher interresonator couplings
lead to shorter subcavity lengths in order to keep the same resonant frequency. This effect
is small for the frequency of our examples (8.4 GHz) where the lengths could vary around 1

or 2 mm. However, for very high k values the iris windows need to be opened significantly
leading to a substantial loading effect. For other frequency bands like UHF, this effect
will have to be taken into account even for relatively low values of k. Once again, there
is a trade-off between volume and mode separation. In Figure 9 an 8.4 GHz example can
be observed to compare the figure of merit (Q0 × V × C) of both single and multicavity
designs (with |k| = 0.0377, a similar value to the one usually employed in RADES [14])
as a function of the total volume (increasing the length d for the single cavity case and
increasing the number of cavities N for the multicavity case) 1. All the simulation results
in this work are obtained from the Computer Simulation Technology (CST) Studio Suite
software [28] in the Frequency Domain.

The multicavity design procedure is based on the following steps: first, the working
frequency or axion search frequency (for the TE101 mode in our case) and a physically
realisable interresonator coupling k are chosen [23]. Secondly, the coupling matrix method
is applied as described in [23], which gives the natural frequencies of each subcavity of the

1A similar study could be done comparing both single and multicavity structures but increasing the
height b and the number of cavities N in the vertical direction, respectively.
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Figure 9: Figure of merit Q0 × V × C of a large single cavity versus both theoretical and
designed multicavity structures. Each dot at the designed multicavity line (blue line) cor-
responds with a different number of subcavities, from left to right: N = 5 to 30 subcavities.
The first case (N = 5) correspond with the first RADES haloscope (see Figure 8 (top-left)),
whose behaviour is detailed in [23].

array. Finally, an iterative optimization is carried out in which the subcavities are tuned to
resonate at the correct frequency and the irises are adjusted to provide the chosen physical
coupling.

Instabilities in the design results are observed due to high sensitivity in the form factor
at the optimization process which becomes more complex with an increase in the number of
cavities (as depicted in Figure 9). Overcoming these difficulties would result in an improve-
ment similar to the theoretical multicavity curve, which is better than the improvement
that can be obtained with a single cavity and, therefore, the multicavity concept seems
the best option for increasing the sensitivity of the axion detection system. Regarding the
quality factor, it has been extracted from the study of Figure 9 that it is independent of
the number of subcavities. For this comparison, the multicavity has a value slightly higher
because a standard width a = 22.86 mm is being used (for the single long cavity design it
has to be reduced to a = 17.85 mm) and the Q0 depends strongly on this dimension, as it is
explained in previous sections. Under these considerations (see Table II), for a = 22.86 mm
the quality factor takes values around 4.6× 104 and for a = 17.85 mm it is Q0 ≈ 3.9× 104.
Therefore, the difference in the slope of the Q0 × V × C behaviour between single cavities
and multicavities is given by Q0.

Regarding the mode clustering issue, there is a solution to shift the neighbour configu-
ration modes of the TE101 mode away from the axion one for the multicavity designs. This
procedure is based on alternating the signs of the couplings which is practically achieved
by using the two types of irises (capacitive or horizontal window, and inductive or vertical
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window) as discussed in [14]. For an all-inductive design (k < 0), the axion mode corre-
sponds with the first configuration of the TE101 mode, and for an all-capacitive haloscope
(k > 0) it corresponds with the last one. However, for an alternating inductive/capacitive
structure the axion mode will be the central one (when there is an odd number of cavities)
or the mode in the position N

2 + 1 (when there is an even number of cavities), where the
distance between the configuration modes is higher. Figure 10a plots an example of the S21

scattering parameter magnitude as a function of the frequency for the three previous cases
(all capacitive, all inductive or alternation of both types of irises) in a multicavity based
on six subcavities with |k| = 0.0377. As it can be seen, the all-inductive and all-capacitive
multicavities provide the axion mode at their first and last resonances, respectively, while
for the alternating structure it is positioned in the position N

2 + 1 = 4. In Figure 10b2

the relative mode separation between the closest configuration mode to the axion one is
observed for these three cases plus the single long cavity case in an X band structure. Also,
in Figure 10c the dependency of the relative mode separation with the physical coupling
value is plotted. In addition, the behaviour of increasing the volume with different |k| values
and types can be observed in Figure 10d. The results of the multicavity case in these plots
have been generated with the formulation described in [23] (for the all inductive/capacitive
case) and [14] (for the alternating case).

As it can be seen in Figure 10b, the alternating concept provides a great improvement
in terms of mode separation. However, the manufacturing of mixed capacitive and induc-
tive irises is complicated, which makes the construction of alternating multicavities more
difficult as compared with the all inductive multicavity case. Also, although the largest
frequency separations are achieved with the highest values of |k|, as it is depicted in Fig-
ures 10c and 10d, in the practical design of multicavity haloscopes intermediate values of
physical coupling are chosen so that the loading effect of the couplings does not reduce the
subcavity lengths excessively as reported previously [23].

Another advantage of the multicavity concept compared with single cavities is that
the extraction of the RF power (with a coaxial to waveguide transition, for example) in a
critical coupling regime (that is β = 1) is easier. This is because in a multicavity structure
there is a maximum value of the electric field in each subcavity for the resonant mode,
while in a single cavity there is only one maximum inside the whole structure. For mul-
ticavities, the concentration of the electric field in the center of the subcavities decreases
with higher |k|. Thus, another trade-off between the relative mode separation (requiring
high |k|) and the extraction of the coupling power (more efficient with low |k|) is found here.

After introducing the concept of 1D multicavity for z−axis connected small subcavities,
in the next sections it is generalized for long, tall and large subcavities connected in different
axes.

2For this plot, a reasonable assumption has been made for the multicavity case: same subcavity volume
for any N . In practise, the difference in length is minimum during the calculation of the final volume, which
is the parameter that is represented in this plot.
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Figure 10: Comparison of the cases all inductive irises, all capacitive irises and alter-
nating couplings inductive/capacitive irises for a design example working at 8.4 GHz with
|k| = 0.0377: (a) S21 scattering parameter magnitude as a function of the frequency for
a 6 subcavities multicavity of each type, (b) relative mode separation between the closest
eigenmode to the axion one versus volume, (c) relative mode separation versus the absolute
value of the physical coupling k for N = 90, and (d) relative mode separation between the
closest mode to the axion one versus volume for several physical coupling values and types.
For the all inductive/capacitive and alternating cases several |k| values have been used
(from bottom to top: |k| = 0.01, 0.03, 0.05, 0.07 and 0.09). The single long cavity case has
been added in (b), (c) and (d) for comparison. In (c) a single cavity length d = 2700 mm
has been employed in order to produce the same volume than the multicavity.

3.1 Long subcavities

As a novel concept for taking advantage of the volume available in the bore of a dipole or
solenoid magnet, the combination of both long and multicavity concepts must be consid-
ered. This principle is based on increasing the length of the subcavities in the multicavity
array, reducing slightly the width a to maintain the proper operational frequency. As a
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small drawback, the reduction of the width in the subcavities yields to a small lowering of
the quality factor, as explained previously.

There are three possibilities for coupling (or stacking) the subcavities in a 1D multi-
cavity structure: in length, in height or in width. Figure 11a shows these types of stackings
in a multicavity based on three long subcavities. From Figure 11b to Figure 11g3 examples

y z

x

Stacking

in length

Stacking

in height
Stacking

in width

(a)
L

d

(b)
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d

(c)
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d

(d)
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(e)

L

d

(f)
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(g)

Figure 11: (a) Possibilities to stack three long subcavities to create a multicavity. Im-
plementation of these multicavity stackings in dipole and solenoid magnets. For dipole
magnets: (b) in length, (c) in height, and (d) in width. For solenoid magnets: (e) in length,
(f) in height, and (g) in width.

for each type of stacking in both dipole and solenoid magnets are shown. The stacking in
length direction is the case employed in RADES (with standard subcavity lengths) so far
(see manufactured prototypes in Figure 8) making use of the scenario from Figure 11b for
the CAST dipole magnet.

3Note here how for solenoid magnets the vertical direction of the multicavity (y−axis in Figure 11a)
is now oriented towards the longitudinal direction of the bore (this is, z−axis in Figure 1a) to align the
electric field of the haloscope with the static magnetic field of the magnet.
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In the case of a multicavity employing the length direction (z−axis in Figure 11a),
longer subcavities lead to lower coupling values |k| (for the same operating frequency).
This occurs due to the distance from the electric field maximum to the coupling iris, since,
with higher subcavity lengths less energy reaches the irises. There is a limit in length where
the irises cannot provide the correct k value independently on their geometry. For this
reason, the use of very large subcavities in a multicavity design stacked in length is not
possible. When designing, one has to find the maximum length where the physical coupling
is still realizable. This effect is independent of the number of subcavities.

For this type of multicavities, there is a great room to increase the number of subcavi-
ties and their lengths if a dipole or similar magnet is employed due to the great length of the
bore (10 m in the case of BabyIAXO). However, for solenoid magnets, the 1D multicavity
concept using the length for the stacking of the subcavities (Figure 11e) is not the best
proposal since the limiting dimension is the diameter. Thus, for the greatest solenoid bore
from Table I (the one from MRI (ADMX-EFR) magnet) a maximum haloscope length of
650 mm (the diameter of the bore) is imposed. This can easily be achieved with one single
cavity. In case of necessity of using 1D multicavites with stacking in length, a multicavity
based on not very long subcavities (13 subcavities of d = 50 mm, for example) could be
designed, although it will be shown below that there are more efficient solutions to increase
the volume of a multicavity in solenoid magnets.

For the other two stacking possibilities (x and y−axis in Figure 11a), the energy that
reaches the irises is very high due to the lower distance from the center of the cavity (where
the maximum electric field is stored) to the iris. Then, the use of any subcavity length inde-
pendently of the interresonator coupling value k employed is possible. Nevertheless, there
are some limitations again for these new staking directions, due to the bore size in both
dipoles and solenoids. In dipoles, for the long multicavity stacked in height (Figure 11c)
and in width (Figure 11d) the longitudinal axis of the bore should be employed as the limit
for the length of the subcavities, and the diameter of the transversal section of the bore
limits the stacking direction of all the subcavities. This implies a great freedom in length
d (LBabyIAXO = 10 m), but also a limitation in the number of subcavities N that can be
stacked (φBabyIAXO = 600 mm).

In solenoids, for long subcavities stacked in height (Figure 11f), the longitudinal axis of
the subcavities can be oriented in any radial bore axis (d limited to φMRI = 650 mm) and
the subcavity stacking in the longitudinal bore axis (N limited to LMRI = 800 mm). On
the other hand, for stacking a long multicavity in width for solenoid magnets (Figure 11g),
both array stacking and longitudinal axis of the subcavities should consider any radial bore
axis. In this case, both d and N are not limited to φMRI = 650 mm, but to a lower value
due to the cylindrical shape of the bore. If the length of the subcavities covers the whole
radial axis (d ≈ φMRI = 650 mm), only one subcavity could be added. However, if the
length d is reduced to a more moderated value, N can be increased. For example, if a square
area footprint is desired at the MRI solenoid bore, a maximum d = φMRI

2

√
2 = 459.62 mm
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value (equation for fitting a square into a circle) should be implemented. A more efficient
geometry could be implemented in this case by using different lengths for each subcavity
taking advantage of almost all the bore circle area for increasing even more the volume of
the haloscopes (envisaged work is expected in this subject).

In Figures 12a, 12b and 12c it is observed a comparison study of these three types of
coupling directions for X band in a two subcavities structure employing an inductive or
capacitive iris varying the volume, which depends only on the subcavity length since the
height (b = 10.16 mm), the width (a = 22.86 mm) and the number of subcavities (N = 2

for simplicity) is fixed. These results are valid for both dipole and solenoid magnets as long
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Figure 12: Influence on the design parameters of each type of coupling (inductive or capac-
itive) when the coupling is introduced along each direction (longitudinal (length), horizontal
(width) or vertical (height)) in a structure composed of two coupled long subcavities (with
b = 10.16 mm and a = 17.85 mm): (a) form factor, (b) quality factor, and (c) Q0 × V ×C
factor. The volume depends only on the length as the number of subcavities is fixed to two.

as the approximation of ~Be = Be ŷ for dipoles and ~Be = Be ẑ for solenoids is accomplished.
In that case, the form factor C is equal in both situations.
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In multicavities with long subcavities, the limit in the number of subcavities N and in
the subcavity length d is imposed by the mode separation, according to the results provided
in Figure 10b, similarly to the limit in the length of single cavities (described in section 2.1).
Nevertheless, the size of the magnet bores is generally rather smaller than these limits for
any stacking direction in a multicavity haloscope. In the example of Figures 12a, 12b and
12c it is reduced to N = 2 for simplicity.

A coupling value of |k| = 0.025 is used for this study, which is a typical value employed
in the RADES collaboration. Figure 12 shows how for the longitudinal (or in length) cou-
pling option the curves (both inductive and capacitive) are limited to volume values lower
than 50 mL. This is due to the length limitation in the subcavities for this kind of coupling
direction as previously explained (the required coupling |k| = 0.025 cannot be obtained with
larger lengths). For the other four curves there is no such limitation so this study can be
continued with higher volumes if necessary. Analysing the Q0×V ×C plot in Figure 12c it
can be seen that the vertical (or in height) direction is the best option for long subcavities.
However, depending on the type and dimensions of the magnet the x−axis direction option
could be more appropriate.

For the vertical coupling direction it is not obvious how to design an inductive/capacitive
iris. For this reason, a previous study varying the position and dimensions of a rectangular
window has been carried out to find the inductive and capacitive behaviour. For an induc-
tive operation the window is positioned at the center of the subcavity with a quasi-square
or rectangular shape (see Figure 13a). For a capacitive iris it is displaced to one side along

Inductive iris

(a)

Capacitive iris

(b)

Figure 13: Sketch of a multicavity based on 2 subcavities stacked in height employing (a)
an inductive iris window, and (b) a capacitive iris window.

the width with a thin rectangular shape (see Figure 13b).

All these studies have been carried out for the all-inductive and all-capacitive multi-
cavity cases. However, as seen previously, the alternating case is the one that provides the
largest frequency separation between adjacent modes. Therefore, as a proof of concept an
alternating multicavity haloscope coupled in the vertical axis and based on N = 4 long
subcavities of d = 100 mm has been designed.
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The selected physical |k| value for the interresonator couplings is 0.025, and the result-
ing coupling matrix (utilising equation 3.2) is:

M =


−0.5 0.5 0 0

0.5 0 −0.5 0

0 −0.5 0 0.5

0 0 0.5 −0.5

 (3.3)

which has been employed for the design of the structure with the methods described in
[23, 27]. Considering the non-zero off-diagonal elements, an alternating behaviour can be
observed (positive sign for capacitive couplings and negative for inductive couplings).

Figures 14a and 14b show the final aspect of the haloscope evidencing the geometry
and position of each type of coupling in this kind of multicavity (subcavities stacked in
height). In Figure 14c the simulated S21 scattering parameter magnitude as a function of
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Figure 14: Alternating 1D vertically-coupled multicavity haloscope design based on four
long subcavities with two capacitive and one inductive irises: (a) left piece of the structure,
(b) right piece of the structure, and (c) S21 scattering parameter magnitude as a function
of the frequency.
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the frequency is shown.

The dimensions of the structure according to Figures 14a and 14b are: length (z−axis)
and height (y−axis) of all the subcavities d = 100 mm and b = 10.16 mm, respectively; inter-
nal subcavities width ain = 18.3 mm (x−axis); external subcavities width aext = 17.9 mm;
capacitive iris length Czcap = 12.4 mm (z−axis); capacitive iris width Cxcap = 2 mm
(x−axis); inductive iris length Czind = 35.5 mm; inductive iris width Cxind = 10 mm and
thickness of all the irises t = 2 mm (y−axis). The capacitive windows are positioned at
one side in width (x−axis) and centered in length (z−axis), while the inductive window is
placed at the center both in width and length of the subcavities.

As it can be seen, the number of resonances inside the working band (from 8 to 8.8 GHz)
is four, which, as expected, matches with the number of subcavities N = 4 (four configu-
ration modes of the TE101 resonance in the coupled cavity system). If the magnitude of
the electric field of these four eigenmodes (see Figure 15) is observed, the axion mode is
identified as the third one (the one with all the subcavities in synchrony [14]), verifying
the alternating behaviour (since there is an even number of subcavities). The configuration

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 15: Magnitude of the electric field of the configuration modes in the structure
shown in Figure 14: (a) [+ – – +], (b) [+ – + –], (c) [+ + + +] and (d) [+ + – –], where
” + ” and ”–” represent a positive and negative E-field level in each subcavity, respectively.

eigenmodes associated to the TE101 resonant mode that appear in Figure 15 are enumer-
ated in Table V, together with the resonant frequencies.

Due to the low number of subcavities used (N = 4) the relative mode separation of
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Frequency (GHz) Configuration

8.231 [+ – – +]
8.326 [+ – + –]
8.439 [+ + + +]
8.626 [+ + – –]

Table V: Description of the configuration modes of the TE101 mode that appear in
Figure 15.

this structure (∆f = 1.3 % or 113 MHz) is far from our limits. The proximity of the next
resonant mode (TE102) is not a relevant issue because it is even further in frequency (and
outside the frequency range represented) due to the moderate d value.

The measured resonant frequency of the axion mode is f = 8.439 GHz, which is a good
result compared to the goal 8.4 GHz. The quality and form factors are Q0 = 39579 and
C = 0.654, respectively, which is in line with the results from Figure 12 for the vertical
coupling option in inductive and capacitive irises for lengths of d = 100 mm (V ≈ 37 mL
for two subcavities). This validates the theoretical analysis presented in this section. The
resulting total volume of the haloscope is V = 74 mL and the total Q0×V ×C is 1915.47 L,
which is 9.56 times that of a single standard WR-90 cavity.

3.2 Tall subcavities

As discussed in section 2.2 the tall structure is a good alternative for increasing the volume
of haloscopes. This concept can be applied also in 1D multicavity structures increasing the
vertical dimension of the subcavities. As in the case of the long subcavities in the previ-
ous section, there are three possibilities for coupling (or stacking) the subcavities in a 1D
multicavity structure: in length, in height or in width. Figure 16a depicts these types of
stackings in a multicavity based on three tall subcavities. From Figure 16b to Figure 16g
examples for the three stacking directions in both dipole and solenoid magnets are displayed.

For dipole magnets, the tall subcavities stacked in length (Figure 16b) have to orient
their heights towards the y−axis which implies a limitation in the b value (φBabyIAXO =

600 mm), while the array stacking direction has to be oriented towards the longitudinal bore
axis yielding to a great freedom to increase the number of subcavities N (LBabyIAXO =

10 m). In the case of tall subcavities stacked in height for dipole magnets (Figure 16c)
both the subcavity heights and array should be oriented towards the y−axis, so a serious
restriction is presented in both b and N (φBabyIAXO = 600 mm limiting the total haloscope
height). In case of necessity of using 1D multicavites with stacking in height, a multicavity
based on not very tall subcavities (15 subcavities of b = 40 mm, for example) could be
designed although it will be shown below that there are more efficient solutions to increase
the volume of a multicavity in dipole magnets. Finally, for tall multicavities stacked in
width for dipoles (Figure 16d) both the subcavity heights and array should be oriented on

– 24 –



y z

x

Stacking

in length

Stacking

in height

Stacking

in width

(a)
L

b

ϕ

(b)

L

b

ϕ

(c)

L

b

ϕ

(d)

Lb

(e)

L

b

(f)

L
b

(g)

Figure 16: (a) Possibilities to stack three tall subcavities in different directions to create a
multicavity. Implementation of these multicavity stackings in dipole and solenoid magnets.
For dipole magnets: (b) in length, (c) in height, and (d) in width. For solenoid magnets:
(e) in length, (f) in height, and (g) in width.

the transverse plane of the bore, but in different directions (observing Figure 1b, x−axis
for the stacking direction and y−axis for the subcavity heights). This situation is very
similar to the long subcavities stacked in width for solenoids (see Figure 11g) so analogous
considerations are applied here for the limitation in the b and N values taking into account
the cylindrical shape of the bore.

For solenoid magnets, the tall subcavities stacked in length (Figure 16e) have to ori-
ent their heights towards the longitudinal bore axis (maximum cavity height value of
b = LMRI = 800 mm) and the array stacking direction towards any radial bore axis
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(N limited to φMRI = 650 mm). In the case of tall subcavities stacked in height for
solenoid magnets (Figure 16f), both the subcavity heights and array should be oriented
towards the longitudinal bore axis, so a serious restriction is presented in both b and N

(LMRI = 800 mm for the total haloscope height). This situation is not efficient, similarly
to the long multicavities using the length for the stacking of the subcavities for solenoids
(Figure 11e), since the greatest solenoid height from Table I is L = 800 mm and this can
easily be achieved with one single cavity. The rest of the stacking directions are more suit-
able for this type of multicavities as both the length and a radial axis are utilised. Finally,
for tall multicavities stacked in width in solenoids (Figure 16g), the situation is the same
that the tall subcavities stacked in length.

A similar study as that of the previous section has been carried out for the direc-
tion of coupling in the three axis (in length, in height and in width) employing a physical
coupling value of |k| = 0.025, and increasing the height of the subcavities in a prototype
based on N = 2 subcavities. In Figure 17 the behaviour of these types of couplings ver-
sus the multicavity volume (which depends only on the height of the subcavities b) is shown.

Figure 17 shows that the coupling along the vertical direction with inductive iris has a
height limitation with volume values around 50 mL to provide for the correct coupling value.
The situation is similar to what happens for long subcavities with the in-length coupling
direction. For the other options, there is no such restriction and the limit is imposed by the
mode clustering issue. Figure 17c shows that the in-lenght and in-width coupling with in-
ductive irises and the in-height coupling direction with capacitive irises are the best options
for the tall subcavities due to its high Q0×V ×C values when b (or the volume V ) increases.

Regardless of the magnet dimensions, the limit in the number of subcavities N and in
the subcavity height b is imposed by the same criteria as the single cavities (as was the case
for long multicavities): the mode separation described in section 2.1, but according to the
results provided in Figure 10b. Nevertheless, as stated previously, the size of the magnet
bores is generally much smaller than the haloscope limits for any stacking direction in a X
band multicavity design.

The design and manufacturing of an all-inductive 1D multicavity of N = 4 tall sub-
cavities with b = 300 mm employing the in length stacking direction (Figure 18a) has been
carried out for validation. This structure could fit perfectly in both BabyIAXO dipole and
MRI solenoid magnets (with the orientations depicted in Figures 16b and 16e, respectively).

Again, the selected |k| value for the physical couplings is 0.025 and the extracted
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Figure 17: Influence on the design parameters of each type of coupling (inductive or
capacitive) when the coupling is introduced along each direction (longitudinal (or in length),
in width and vertical (or in height)) in a structure composed of two coupled tall subcavities:
(a) form factor, (b) quality factor, and (c) Q0 × V × C factor. The volume depends only
on the height as the number of subcavities is fixed to two.

coupling matrix is the following:

M =


0.5 −0.5 0 0

−0.5 1 −0.5 0

0 −0.5 1 −0.5

0 0 −0.5 0.5

 (3.4)

The signs of the M12, M23 and M34 elements (and their symmetrical pairs) are negative
because the structure is based on all inductive irises.

In Figure 18b a picture of the manufactured prototype is shown. Figure 18c plots the
S21 scattering parameter magnitude as a function of the frequency for both simulation and
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Figure 18: Manufactured haloscope prototype based on four tall subcavities with three
inductive irises employing the longitudinal coupling direction: (a) model of one of the two
symmetrical halves, (b) picture of the manufactured structure divided in two symmetrical
halves, and (c) S21 scattering parameter magnitude as a function of the frequency (simula-
tion versus real measurements at room temperature).

measurements, which are in good agreement.

The dimensions of the prototype are: height and width of all the subcavities b = 300 mm
and a = 22.86 mm, respectively, internal subcavities lengths din = 26 mm, external subcav-
ities lengths dext = 27 mm, inductive width ai = 9 mm and thickness of the irises t = 2 mm.
The total dimension of the haloscope taking into account the external copper thickness of
tCu = 5 mm are width ah = 32.86 mm, height bh = 310 mm and length dh = 122 mm.

From simulations, considering copper walls, a quality factor value of Q2K
0 = 76000 is

obtained for the axion mode (at 8.227 GHz) at cryogenic temperatures, and Q300K
0 = 13200

at room temperature. The measurements from the manufactured structure provide a value
of Q300K

0 = 7300 (55.3% of the simulation result), which corresponds with a typical reduc-
tion of manufactured Q0 compared with other RADES structures [23]. The degradation in
Q0 can be explained from different reasons, mainly due to manufacturing roughness and
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RF surface current discontinuities as a result of the fabrication cuts.

Regarding the form factor, a value of C = 0.625 has been obtained (from simulations),
which can be further increased with an optimisation process. The configuration modes
associated to the modes (resonances) that appear in the plot are enumerated in Table VI.

Freq. (GHz) Resonant mode Configuration

8.227 TE101 [+ + + +]
8.241 TE111 [+ + + +]
8.288 TE121 [+ + + +]
8.338 TE101 [+ + – –]
8.352 TE111 [+ + – –]
8.363 TE131 [+ + + +]
8.398 TE121 [+ + – –]

Table VI: Description of the configuration and resonant modes that appear in Figure 18c
from real measurements.

The relative mode separation of this structure is ∆f = 0.17 % (14.3 MHz) which
matches with Figure 4b for b/a = 300/22.86 = 13.12. The proximity of the next configura-
tion mode ([+ + – –]) is not a problem because it is relatively far in frequency (1.35 % or
111.4 MHz), and given the low number of subcavities (N = 4), this is expected. The result-
ing total volume of the haloscope is V = 743 mL, and the total Q0×V ×C is 3.53× 104 L,
which is 176.14 times that of a single standard WR-90 cavity.

Tall structures provide an additional benefit to alleviate the mode clustering issue: the
presence of transmission zeros. They are created due to the interaction between cavity
higher order modes when they are close in frequency. For example, a transmission zero
appears at the right side of the axion mode (TE101) due to the interaction between this
mode and the TE111 resonance (phase cancellation between signals coupled to both modes
[29]).

3.3 Large subcavities

A powerful strategy to increase the volume of a haloscope is to combine all the previous
ideas: 1D multicavity concept with large (that is, long and tall) subcavities. Regarding
the best stacking direction in large multicavities, it is expected to be very similar to that
in long multicavities and tall multicavities. Considering only the mode separation limits,
and observing Figures 12 and 17, it can be concluded that the coupling direction option
with the best Q0 × V × C factor value is the vertical (or in height) one with capacitive
iris for both dipole and solenoid magnets. However, the best stacking direction option also
depends on the magnet employed due to its dimensions taking into account the illustrations
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shown in Figures 11 and 16.

For example, in the BabyIAXO dipole magnet a long and tall multicavity structure
stacked in width (similar to the cases from Figures 11d and 16d but with long and tall
subcavities) with a = 17.85 mm, b =

φBabyIAXO

2

√
2− 2tCu = 414.26 mm, and d = 1600 mm

(limited to avoid mode clustering issues, as depicts Table IV) with N = b b
a+tc = 20 subcav-

ities (where t = 2 mm is the thickness of the irises) could be implemented, which implies a
volume of V = 236.75 L. In the MRI (AMDX-EFR) solenoid magnet a multicavity stacked
in width (similar to the cases from Figures 11g and 16g but with long and tall subcavities)
with a = 17.85 mm, b = LMRI = 800 mm, and d = φMRI

2

√
2 − 2tCu = 449.62 mm, with

N = b d
a+tc = 22 subcavities could be implemented, providing a volume of V = 141.52 L.

Comparing the volume in both examples the BabyIAXO case provides a greater value.
However, despite the lower volume value (141.52 L versus 236.75 L) and observing equa-
tion 1.3, the lower system temperature (0.1 K versus 4.2 K) and the higher magnetic field
(9 T versus 2.5 T) of the MRI (AMDX-EFR) magnet (see Table I) make this bore much
more recommended between these two examples.

An all-inductive multicavity haloscope based on N = 4 large subcavities of d = 100 mm
and b = 100 mm employing the in-width direction for the couplings has been designed in
this paper as a preliminary proof of concept. Figure 19a shows the physical model of the
haloscope. In this case the selected physical coupling |k| value and the resulting coupling
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Figure 19: All-inductive multicavity haloscope design based on four subcavities with three
inductive irises combining the long and tall cavity concepts: (a) picture of a symmetrical
half of the structure, and (b) simulated magnitude of S21 scattering parameter as a function
of the frequency for T = 2 K.

matrix is that to the four tall subcavities design (see equation 3.4) from the previous sec-
tion. Figure 19b shows the CST simulation for the S21 scattering parameter magnitude
as a function of the frequency. The dimensions of the structure are: length and height of
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all the subcavities d = 100 mm and b = 100 mm, respectively; internal subcavities width
ain = 17.6 mm; external subcavities width aext = 17.85 mm; and width and thickness of
all the inductive irises ai = 8.9 mm and t = 2 mm, respectively.

A quality and form factor values of Q0 = 58327 (at T = 2 K) and C = 0.464, re-
spectively are obtained for the TE101 mode. The form factor for this structure was not
optimized (envisaged work is expected in this topic). The eigenmodes that appear in the
plot are listed in Table VII.

Freq. (GHz) Resonant mode Configuration

8.124 TE101 [+ + + +]
8.26 TE111 [+ + + +]
8.277 TE101 [+ + – –]
8.409 TE101 [+ – – +]
8.415 TE111 [+ + – –]
8.49 TE101 [+ – + –]
8.544 TE111 [+ – – +]
8.62 TE111 [+ – + –]
8.657 TE121 [+ + + +]

Table VII: List of the configuration and resonant modes shown in Figure 19b.

The relative mode separation of this prototype is ∆f = 1.67 % (136 MHz) which is not
far from the value provided in Figure 4b for b/a = 100/17.7 = 5.65 (1 %). The position
of the ports (at the center of the subcavities) avoids the excitation of the TE102 resonance
since this mode has a zero electric field at that position. However, if this mode appeared it
would satisfy the mode separation shown in Figure 2a for d/a = 100/17.7 = 5.65 (4.45 %).
Similarly to the previous structure (tall multicavity with N = 4), the distance of the next
configuration mode ([+ + – –]) is not a problem because it is far in frequency (1.88 % or
153 MHz) due to the low number of subcavities employed in this multicavity structure.
Similar to the example shown in the previous section (tall structures), the response of this
multicavity also shows transmission zeros produced between resonant modes, aiding their
separation when they are close in frequency.

The volume of this haloscope is V = 714 mL, resulting to a Q0 × V × C value of
1.9× 104 L, which is 96.44 times that of a single standard WR-90 cavity.

4 2D and 3D multicavities

A straightforward generalization of 1D multicavities leads to the definition of 2D and 3D
multicavities, which can be interesting geometries in order to fit the available room in some
magnets. In addition, they can provide transmission zeros which can be used for rejecting
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nearby modes to the axion one. These topologies employ a type of interresonator coupling
known as cross-coupling and they are created by irises that connect non-adjacent subcavities
[27]. To achieve this goal, the simplest way is to fold the array of subcavities either verti-
cally or horizontally thus making possible to introduce iris windows between non-adjacent
cavities, therefore obtaining a 2D array of subcavities. If the original in-line topology is
folded along two different axis the resulting structure would be a 3D array of subcavities.
In Figure 20 several examples of 2D (vertically or horizontally folded) and 3D multicavity
structures can be observed. Note that diagonal cross-couplings could also be incorporated
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Figure 20: Examples of 2D and 3D structures with cross-couplings: (a) horizontally folded
structure based on ten subcavities with four cross-couplings (a topology diagram is shown at
the right-bottom corner), (b) vertically folded structure with the same topology properties,
and (c) 3D structure based on 12 subcavities with nine cross-couplings. In the topology
diagrams, a solid line denotes the main coupling path while a dashed line indicates a cross-
coupling.

if needed (for instance, between the first and the second last subcavities), but they are not
included in these examples.

The coupling matrices associated to the 2D and 3D examples shown in the topology
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diagrams from Figure 20 are the following:

M2D =



Ω1 M1,2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 M1,10

M1,2 Ω2 M2,3 0 0 0 0 0 M2,9 0
0 M2,3 Ω3 M3,4 0 0 0 M3,8 0 0
0 0 M3,4 Ω4 M4,5 0 M4,7 0 0 0
0 0 0 M4,5 Ω5 M5,6 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 M5,6 Ω6 M6,7 0 0 0
0 0 0 M4,7 0 M6,7 Ω7 M7,8 0 0
0 0 M3,8 0 0 0 M7,8 Ω8 M8,9 0
0 M2,9 0 0 0 0 0 M8,9 Ω9 M9,10

M1,10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 M9,10 Ω10


(4.1)

M3D =



Ω1 M1,2 0 0 0 M1,6 0 0 0 0 0 M1,12

M1,2 Ω2 M2,3 0 M2,5 0 0 0 0 0 M2,11 0
0 M2,3 Ω3 M3,4 0 0 0 0 0 M3,10 0 0
0 0 M3,4 Ω4 M4,5 0 0 0 M4,9 0 0 0
0 M2,5 0 M4,5 Ω5 M5,6 0 M5,8 0 0 0 0

M1,6 0 0 0 M5,6 Ω6 M6,7 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 M6,7 Ω7 M7,8 0 0 0 M7,12

0 0 0 0 M5,8 0 M7,8 Ω8 M8,9 0 M8,11 0
0 0 0 M4,9 0 0 0 M8,9 Ω9 M9,10 0 0
0 0 M3,10 0 0 0 0 0 M9,10 Ω10 M10,11 0
0 M2,11 0 0 0 0 0 M8,11 0 M10,11 Ω11 M11,12

M1,12 0 0 0 0 0 M7,12 0 0 0 M11,12 Ω12


(4.2)

The three main diagonals of both matrices have the same behaviour as in equation 3.1.
However, for 2D and 3D topologies an anti-diagonal with non-zero value appears due to
the new cross-couplings. In addition, for 3D structures other cross-couplings can appear
due to the folding introduced in the two axes (horizontal and vertical) as depicts the model
shown in Figure 20c. This is the case of the elements M1,6, M2,5, M7,12 and M8,11 (and its
symmetrical pairs).

As a first proof of concept, a rigorous study has been carried out in which different
types of topologies have been tested on an all-inductive 2D multicavity structure. The
study was conducted on N = 6 subcavities folded horizontally (three subcavities per row),
each subcavity with standard dimensions. The main objective of this study is to find a
topology that rejects the next eigenmode to the axion one in order to improve the mode
clustering issue. This has been achieved with only one cross-coupling just placing a window
iris between the first and last (6th) subcavity. This prototype has been designed, optimized
and manufactured.

In the design of this structure the following coupling matrix has been employed for the
development of the geometry parameters:

M =



1 −0.5 0 0 0 −0.5

−0.5 1 −0.5 0 0 0

0 −0.5 1 −0.5 0 0

0 0 −0.5 1 −0.5 0

0 0 0 −0.5 1 −0.5

−0.5 0 0 0 −0.5 1


(4.3)
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As it can be seen in equation 4.3, a non zero value is selected for the elements M16 and
M61 due to the use of a cross-coupling iris. From this coupling matrix it can be observed
that the sign for all the interresonator couplings is negative (k < 0). This indicates that the
structure can be implemented with all irises of inductive type (even for the cross-coupling
one). The model of this structure is shown in Figure 21.
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Figure 21: Model of a 6 subcavities 2D multicavity structure folded horizontally (two
symmetrical rows with three subcavities per row). It is based on an all-inductive coupled
multicavity structure. An inductive iris between the 1st and 6th subcavity is introduced
thanks to the physical folding applied in the horizontal plane.

Two pictures of the fabricated prototype are shown in Figures 22a and 22b. The optimi-
sation process has been based on adjusting the frequency position of one of the transmission
zeros to cancel the closest mode. This cancellation of the closest mode can be observed
in Figure 22c which plots the S21 scattering parameter magnitude as a function of the
frequency for the optimized design in comparison with experimental results and with the
response of a multicavity based on 6 subcavities without cross-couplings.

The final dimensions of this structure (see Figure 21) are: a = 22.86 mm, b = 10.16 mm,
d1 = 26.516 mm, d2 = 26.845 mm, d3 = 26.503 mm, a12 = a23 = 9.921 mm, a34 =

8.894 mm, a16 = 9.203 mm, and thickness of all the inductive irises t = 2 mm.

As it is shown in Figure 22c, the mode separation from the axion mode (obtained
at 8.013 GHz) to the next eigenmode is ∆f = 127 MHz in simulation and 111 MHz in
measurements (without cross-coupling it is 34 MHz). A good agreement is observed be-
tween simulation results and measurements. From simulations employing copper material a
Q2K

0 = 40000 is predicted for the axion mode at cryogenic temperatures and Q300K
0 = 6800

at room temperature. The measurements from the manufactured structure at room tem-
perature provide a value of Q0 = 4000 with the copper coated structure, a 60% of the
simulation result. The obtained form factor for this mode is C = 0.702. Note how for this
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Figure 22: Structure based on six subcavities with a cross-coupling between the first and
the last subcavities: (a) picture of the manufactured pieces (three parts), (b) topology dia-
gram and copper coated final structure already mounted, and (c) S21 scattering parameter
magnitude as a function of the frequency (simulation versus measurements at room tem-
perature). The analytical response of a 6-subcavities structure without the cross-coupling
M16 has been added to show the cancellation of the closest mode using one transmission
zero.

multicavity structure a form factor higher than the theoretical one for a single cavity is
obtained. This occurs due to the use of several subcavities connected by irises, in which
one of the configuration modes is cancelled by one transmission zero. Therefore, these
transmission zeros provide a good avenue not only for improving the mode clustering, but
also to slightly increase the form factor. Even higher performances could be achieved when
2D and 3D geometries are combined with long, tall or large subcavities (and with the alter-
nating coupling concept) regarding the main topics covered for multicavities in this work:
the Q0 × V × C factor, the mode clustering (∆f), the realizable interresonator physical
coupling (k), the use of transmission zeros by cross-coupling and the bore sizes in dipole
and solenoid magnets (see examples in Figures 11 and 16).

In the case of this prototype, the total volume obtained is V = 38 mL, and the
Q0 × V × C factor is 1067 L, which is 5.33 times that of a single standard WR-90 cavity.

As a final study of this work, an interesting 2D geometry is now proposed to use more
efficiently the available magnet bore footprint. The design is simpler than the previous
one, since it has no cross-couplings (and therefore there are not transmission zeros). The
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idea is based on introducing a meander multicavity geometry, as it is shown in Figure 23a.
Also, in Figure 23b the S21 scattering parameter magnitude as a function of the frequency

b

a

d1

a12

a34

td2

d3

a23

a

a

a45

d4

d5

d4
a45

a34

d1

d2

d3

a23a12

(a)

8.2 8.4 8.6 8.8 9 9.2 9.4

Freq. (GHz)

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

|S
2

1
|
(d

B
)

Axion mode

(b)

Figure 23: Structure based on nine subcavities with a meander shape (2D geometry): (a)
picture of the model, (b) simulated S21 scattering parameter magnitude as a function of
the frequency.

is shown. The axion mode is the first resonance in the response since the structure is based
on all inductive irises.

Although the geometry of this structure is 2D, topologically it is 1D, since it implements
only couplings from adjacent resonators. This can be observed in its coupling matrix:

M =


0.5 −0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
−0.5 1 −0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 −0.5 1 −0.5 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −0.5 1 −0.5 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −0.5 1 −0.5 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −0.5 1 −0.5 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 −0.5 1 −0.5 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 −0.5 1 −0.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −0.5 0.5

 (4.4)

The final dimensions of this structure (see Figure 23a) are: a = 22.86 mm, b =

10.16 mm, d1 = 25.2 mm, d2 = d3 = d4 = d5 = 22 mm, and width and thickness of
all the inductive irises a12 = a23 = a34 = a45 = 10.25 mm and t = 2 mm, respectively. This
design provides an axion mode frequency of fa = 8.385 GHz, and a form and quality fac-
tors of C = 0.684 and Q2K

0 = 41475, respectively which corresponds with very good results
compared to previous designs from RADES and the ones shown in this work. The mode
clustering value ∆f is 30.8 MHz (0.37%), in accordance with the results from Figure 10b.
The resulting total volume of the haloscope is V = 49.14 mL, and the total Q0 × V ×C is
1394.05 L, which is 6.96 times that of a single standard WR-90 cavity.

The benefits of this haloscope geometry are based on its quasi-square shape. In this
case, the detector provides a footprint of 72.58× 76.4 mm2 (along width and length), while
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in a 1D geometry these nine subcavities give an elongated shape of 22.86×286.4 mm2. This
quasi-square area may be more appropriate in some cases where the magnet bore is limited
in all dimensions (as it occurs with some solenoid magnets, see for instance Figure 11g). In
practise some of the ideas proposed in this paper can be combined to use more efficiently
the available space in magnet bores extensively used by the axion search community.

5 Conclusions and prospects

In this work, the volume limits of rectangular haloscopes have been explored. The increase
of this parameter improves the axion detection sensitivity, which has been a major moti-
vation in recent years. Different strategies for increasing the volume, taking into account
certain constraints such as the frequency separation between adjacent modes (mode clus-
tering) and the variation of the form and quality factors, are presented. Also, exhaustive
studies with single cavities and 1D multicavities and, in a more introductory way, 2D and
3D multicavities achieving large Q0 × V × C factors, are shown in this work. The com-
patibility of these haloscopes with the largest dipole and solenoid magnets in the axion
community has been demonstrated. Several practical designs have been manufactured and
measured, providing good results in quality factor and mode clustering, illustrating the
capabilities of some of these studies while serving as validation.

It has been found that among the single cavities, large cavities provide the best
Q0 × V × C performance. In addition, it has also been shown that, despite their greater
complexity in the design process, the use of multicavities can lead to an improvement in
this factor. Nevertheless, when searching the axion in a range of masses, the increase in
volume is limited by the number of mode crossings that can be tolerated. On the other
hand, novel results have been obtained in this paper where the appearance of transmission
zeros in some multicavity designs allows to shift or suppress modes close to the axion one
and thus it reduces both the mode clustering at one frequency and the possible mode cross-
ings in a range of frequencies. These techniques are intended to serve as a manual for any
experimental axion group wishing to search for volume limits in the design of a haloscope
based on rectangular cavities to be placed inside both dipole and solenoid magnets. Nev-
ertheless, these strategies and analysis are also useful for any application where increasing
the volume of the device, for a given frequency, is a goal.

A wide range of promising possibilities opens up from this analysis, depending on the
type and configuration of the data taking magnet. The strategies described in this work
allow to make the best use of the bore space with the aim of maximizing the sensitivity of
axion search experiments. In this sense, the study of the geometry limits employing several
ideas proposed in this work, as the alternating coupling in 1D multicavites or the long, tall
and large subcavities in 2D/3D multicavites is a recommendable task for the design of a
high competitive haloscope in the axion community. Also, the extrapolation of all these
studies and tests to cylindrical cavities is being investigated by the authors for a future
work.
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