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We study the impact of axions or axion-like particles on birefringent (i.e., polarization changing)
scattering of x-ray photons at the Coulomb field of nuclei superimposed by optical lasers of ultra-
high intensity. Applying the specifications of the Helmholtz International Beamline for Extreme
Fields (HIBEF), we find that this set-up can be more sensitive than previous experiments such as
PVLAS in a large domain of parameter space. Furthermore, by changing the pump and probe laser
orientations and frequencies, one can scan different axion masses.

Introduction After the discovery of the Higgs parti-
cle [1], axions or axion-like particles are one of the most
favorite candidates for new physics beyond the standard
model. One way to motivate them is to consider the elec-
tromagnetic field strength tensor Fµν and its dual F̃µν

which can be contracted to yield the two lowest-order
Lorentz invariants FµνF

µν = 2(B2 −E2) = −F̃µν F̃
µν as

well as F̃µνF
µν = −4B · E. The former generates the

Lagrangian density of electromagnetism while the lat-
ter is usually discarded because it is a total derivative.
However, this argument is only valid if the pre-factor in
front of this term F̃µνF

µν is a constant. If this pre-factor
is a dynamical field ϕ, i.e., space-time dependent, this
term does generate a non-trivial (effective) interaction
Lagrangian of the form (ℏ = c = 1)

Lint = gϕϕB ·E , (1)

where gϕ denotes the (effective) interaction strength.

Since the term F̃µνF
µν is odd under parity P, the ax-

ion field ϕ is usually considered a pseudoscalar field.
Apart from this effective field theory approach, ax-

ions were originally proposed as a possible solution to
the strong CP problem in quantum chromo-dynamics
(QCD), see, e.g., [2–8]. In the following, axions and
axion-like particles will be used synonymously. Modeling
the axion field as a massive scalar field weakly coupled to
the other standard model particles, it could also be a can-
didate for dark matter [9–18] and would have important
consequences for cosmology, see, e.g., [19–26].

In search of observable effects, astronomical data pro-
vide very important sources [27]. Similar to neutrinos,
weakly coupled and long lived axions could provide a
cooling mechanism for stars and other astrophysical ob-
jects (such as white dwarfs [28]), mostly due to their
coupling (1) to photons. In fact, the apparent absence of
such effects for our sun, for example, leads to significant
restrictions on the parameter space of axions [29].

Nevertheless, such astronomical observations cannot
supersede laboratory experiments. On the one hand, a
direct and active experimental manipulation is qualita-
tively different from an indirect observation, in particu-
lar since our conclusions drawn from the latter depend on
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FIG. 1. Axion s-channel contribution to light-by-light scat-
tering. The initial and final x-ray photons with momenta kin
and kout interact with the field of the optical laser kL and the
nuclear Coulomb field kC via the internal axion propagator
(dashed line).

our correct understanding of stellar dynamics etc. On the
other hand, there are many reasons why axions detected
in the laboratory could still be consistent with astronom-
ical observations (especially if they occur on very differ-
ent scales) [30–37], for example interaction effects such as
running coupling constants or axion confinement [38, 39].

Laboratory searches for axions include “light shining
through wall” experiments [40–51] based on the creation
of axions from electromagnetic fields via the coupling (1).
Then, after propagating a macroscopic distance (through
the wall), the axion is converted back into an electromag-
netic signal. As a qualitatively different class of scenarios,
effective photon-photon interactions (light-by-light scat-
tering) could be mediated by an internal axion line [52–
63], see also Fig. 1. In this case, the axion does not prop-
agate a macroscopic distance and thus such experiments
would also be sensitive to axions which are not quasi-free
and long-lived (at the scales relevant to the experiment).

Prominent examples for the second class are PVLAS
(“Polarizzazione del Vuoto con LASer”, i.e., polarization
of the vacuum with a laser) [64–66], BMV [67, 68] and
OVAL [69]. Using a strong and static magnetic field as
the pump field for polarizing the vacuum, the goal was
to detect this change with an optical laser as the probe
field. The sought-after signal was then a rotation or flip
of the optical laser polarization, i.e., quantum vacuum
birefringence.

In this work, we study an alternative scenario which is
motivated by a recent proposal [70] for detecting quan-
tum vacuum birefringence as predicted by quantum elec-
trodynamics (QED). As the probe field, we envision x-ray
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photons generated by an x-ray free electron laser (XFEL)
because their high frequency increases the signal. The
pump field is supposed to be a superposition of an op-
tical laser and the Coulomb field of a nucleus. Both of-
fer pump field strengths much larger than in PVLAS,
while the spatial inhomogeneity of the Coulomb field fa-
cilitates a finite scattering angle (in the mrad regime)
which helps us to discriminate the signal photons from
the background (the main XFEL beam).

Geometry To illustrate our main idea, let us start
with the most simple set-up. The initial x-ray photon
is described by its energy ωin, momentum kin = ωinnin,
polarization ein, and analogously for the final x-ray pho-
ton with ωout, kout = ωoutnout and eout, as well as for
the optical laser photon with ωL, kL = ωLnL and eL.
Finally, the Coulomb field of the nucleus is represented
by the wavenumber kC (and zero frequency).
In order to obtain a resonant enhancement of our signal

(see below), we consider the case where the optical laser
photon is absorbed (instead of emitted) such that energy
and momentum conservation read

ωout = ωin + ωL , kout = kin + kL + kC . (2)

Since we consider the birefringent ein ⊥ eout signal in or
close to forward direction nin ≈ nout, the direct inter-
action (1) between the initial and final x-ray photons is
suppressed and hence we focus on the s-channel in Fig. 1
and neglect the t-channel (see below).

As a consequence, each vertex (1) combines an x-ray
photon with either the optical laser or the Coulomb field.
By adjusting the polarization and propagation unit vec-
tors appropriately, we can select the various possibilities.
For example, in the fully perpendicular case nL∥eout and
eL∥nin, the optical laser cannot couple to the final x-ray
photon since their electric and magnetic fields are orthog-
onal to each other. Thus, the magnetic component of the
optical laser can only couple to the electric component of
the initial x-ray photon while the Coulomb field couples
to the magnetic component of the final x-ray photon.

Axion Propagator The lowest-order Feynman dia-
gram of the process under consideration is displayed
in Fig. 1. In terms of the four vectors kin and kL, the four-
momentum of the internal axion line reads p

ϕ
= kin+kL

and thus its contribution to the amplitude becomes

g2ϕ
(kin + kL)

2 −m2
ϕ

=
g2ϕ

ωinωL − kin · kL −m2
ϕ

, (3)

where we have assumed that axion can be described by
the standard propagator of a scalar field with mass mϕ.

For the geometry discussed above, we have kin ⊥ kL

and thus the amplitude would be enhanced strongly near
the resonance ωinωL ≈ m2

ϕ corresponding to an axion

mass of order O(102 eV). By varying the angle between
the optical laser and the XFEL, one can scan different
axion masses (see below).

In fact, exactly on resonance ωinωL = m2
ϕ, the ampli-

tude would actually diverge in the case of perfect plane
waves. Of course, this implies that higher orders in gϕ
should be taken into account. A simple way of effec-
tively doing this could be to include self-energy terms in
the propagator containing an imaginary part which then
corresponds to a decay rate Γϕ ∼ g2ϕ. In our case, this is
not necessary since the optical laser is not a perfect plane
wave, but a focused beam – with a finite momentum
spread ∆kL which thus regularizes the amplitude (3).
Coulomb Field In the scenario considered above, the

fourth external photon line represents the Coulomb field
of the nucleus. Inserting the Fourier transform of the
Coulomb field∫

d3r eikC·r Q

4πr2
er = iQ

kC

k2
C

, (4)

we see that the B ·E coupling (1) requires a component
of kC parallel to the magnetic component of the outgo-
ing x-ray photon in order to obtain a non-zero ampli-
tude. In the fully perpendicular case nL∥eout and eL∥nin

considered here, this implies that the final photons must
be scattered out of the plane spanned by the two initial
beams kin and kL.
As another important point, the 1/r2 scaling from the

Coulomb field cancels the r2 volume factor in the d3r
integration. As a consequence, the spatial integration is
cut off by the momentum kC resulting in a potentially
large interaction volume – which may even span many
XFEL wavelengths. To exploit this large interaction vol-
ume, we consider cases where not just kL but also the
momentum transfer kout − kin and thus also kC are in
the optical or near-optical regime, see below.
Amplitude Combining the results above, the ampli-

tude for the process under consideration reads

As = g2ϕ
ωin(ein · [kL ×AL])([kout × eout] · kC)

ωinωL − kin · kL −m2
ϕ

Q

k2
C

, (5)

where AL denotes the vector potential of the optical
laser. As explained above, the realistic description of
a laser focus which is localized in space requires the av-
erage over a finite momentum spread

∫
d3kL, which we

implement with a distribution function AL(kL). This av-
eraging procedure then also regularizes the resonant sin-
gularity of the axion propagator at ωinωL−kin ·kL = m2

ϕ.
A finite temporal duration of the optical laser pulse

would correspond to a spread in its frequency ωL = |kL|
but we neglect this spread here and focus on a fixed fre-
quency ωL = |kL| for simplicity.
Experimental Parameters Taking the specifications of

the Helmholtz International Beamline for Extreme Fields
(HIBEF) as an example, we consider the following exper-
imental setup, as illustrated in Fig. 2. The optical laser is
characterized by its frequency ωL = 1.5 eV, focus inten-
sity E2 = 4×1021W/cm2, with a 3 µm waist and a diver-
gence of ±15 degrees. We model the optical laser focus by
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a superposition of plane waves with the same frequency
ωL and a Gaussian distribution for the transversal mo-
mentum spread. Assuming a repetition rate of 5 Hz [71],
one could carry out an experiment with O(103) shots in a
matter of minutes, such that we set O(10−3) birefringent
x-ray photons per shot as our detection threshold.

FIG. 2. Sketch of the experimental set-up.

For the Coulomb contribution to the pump field, we
assume the same scenario as already studied in [70] where
the optical laser (or a suitable pre-pulse) fully ionizes a
100 nm size carbon target and blows out almost all the
electrons, leaving behind a cloud of NC = 108 nuclei. As
an important point, these nuclei are very close together
(before the Coulomb explosion) such that the scattered
x-rays with momentum transfer in the eV regime cannot
resolve single nuclei and thus the amplitudes of all these
nuclei add up coherently – resulting in an effective single
giant nucleus with charge NCQ.

We probe the Coulomb-assisted optical laser back-
ground using an XFEL pulse of frequency ωin = 10 keV,
comprising NXFEL = 1012 photons per shot, with a
beam waist of 5 µm and a 80 µrad beam divergence
[71, 72]. The combined momentum transfer supplied
by pump field, being in the near-optical regime, scat-
ters the XFEL photons outside of this 80 µrad cone.
Combining this consideration with the Coulomb target
specifications above, we thus search for a signal between
80 µrad < θ < 2 mrad.
Axion Signal Now we are in the position to estimate

the signal strength. As motivated above, we focus on
the s-channel amplitude as the dominant contribution,
the t-channel and the pure QED term are discussed in
the Appendix. Although only the absorption case (2)
yields a resonant enhancement and is thus the most im-
portant contribution, we also include the emission case
for the sake of completeness and sum over both cases
ωout = ωin ± ωL. Furthermore, we sum the diagram in
Fig. 1 and the reverse sequence (exchanging optical and
Coulomb field interactions). Averaging the optical pho-
tons over the transverse momentum spread, we obtain
the birefringent (ein ⊥ eout) differential cross section

dσ

dΩ
=

∑
±

|As
±|2

4(2π)2
, (6)

where we have used that ωout/ωin ≈ 1. Subscripts ±
label summation over both cases of absorbed and emitted
optical photons ωout = ωin ± ωL.

FIG. 3. Differential cross section dσ/dΩ according to Eq. (6)
in units of 10−30 eV−2 for two geometries and mϕ = 180 eV
as well as gϕ = 10−2GeV−1.

To illustrate the impact of the geometry, we plot
Eq. (6) in Fig. 3 in the range 80 µrad<θ< 0.1 rad and
0 < φ < 2π for two scenarios. In the left plot, we consider
the fully perpendicular case, nL∥eout and eL∥nin. As ex-
plained after Eq. (4), in this case scattering is dominant
out of the plane spanned by nL and nin, i.e., for φ = π/2
or 3π/2. In contrast, the right plot in Fig. 3 corresponds
to the rotated laser polarization eL ⊥ nin. In this case,
the electric component of the optical laser couples to the
magnetic component of the x-ray at one vertex while the
Coulomb field couples to the magnetic component of the
x-ray at the other vertex. For a birefringent signal, these
two directions must be perpendicular such that scatter-
ing is now dominant in the plane spanned by nL and nin,
i.e., for φ = 0 or π. As discussed below, in order to sup-
press a possible background from the residual electrons,
the first scenario (left plot in Fig. 3) might be advanta-
geous in comparison to the second (right plot in Fig. 3).
To determine the total number Nsignal of signal pho-

tons, we integrate (6) over the domain of scattering an-
gles discussed above 80 µrad < θ < 2 mrad. Taking into
account the XFEL photon number NXFEL per shot mul-
tiplied by the number 103 of shots and the size of the
XFEL focus wXFEL = 5 µm, we find

Nsignal ≈ 103
NXFELN

2
C

w2
XFEL

2π∫
0

dϕ

2·10−3∫
8·10−5

dθ sin θ
dσ

dΩ
, (7)

where the factor N2
C arises from the coherent addition of

the large number NC of nuclei.
In Fig. 4 we plot the domain of accessible axion pa-

rameter space as the coupling gϕ and mass mϕ for which
Nsignal ≥ 1 in (7), i.e., one or more signal photons per
thousand XFEL shots. We display three optical laser ori-
entations, the fully perpendicular case kin ⊥ kL sketched
in Fig. 2, here labeled ϑ = π/2, as well as the cases
ϑ = π/4 and ϑ = 3π/4, where ϑ denotes the angle be-
tween the optical laser and the XFEL.
As already discussed after Eq. (3), varying this angle

effectively amounts to scanning different ranges of the
axion mass. Indeed, when going from ϑ = π/4 to 3π/4,
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the resonance shifts to higher axion masses and becomes
more narrow. As a result, the enhancement of the signal
at resonance increases. E.g., the case ϑ = 3π/4 produces
the strongest signal and is most sensitive to axion masses
around mϕ = 225 eV. The probability (∝ g2ϕ) to detect
axions in this light-by-light scattering experiment is thus
a hundred times that of PVLAS.

FIG. 4. Accessible parameter space based on Nsignal ≥ 1
from Eq. (7) in terms of axion mass mϕ and coupling gϕ. The
optical laser orientations relative to the XFEL (at ϑ = 0) are
ϑ = 3π/4 (blue solid curve), ϑ = π/2 (red dashed curve) and
ϑ = π/4 (purple dot-dashed curve). The green shaded region
in the top left corner denotes the parameter region probed by
PVLAS.

Background Processes In view of the smallness of the
signal, a discussion of its detectability should also include
an estimate of possible background effects which might
induce a false signal. These background effects are ba-
sically the same as already discussed in [70] devoted to
the pure QED birefringence effect (see [72–95] and Ap-
pendix). Even without the optical laser, the nuclei could
scatter x-ray photons via Thomson scattering, internal
(nuclear) resonances, or Delbrück scattering, but these
effects are too weak or do not generate a birefringent
signal (to lowest order), see also [70]. As shown in the
Appendix, including the pure QED vacuum birefringence
effect does not alter our results significantly – at least
near the axion resonance, which is the most important
region here. Note that the pure QED vacuum birefrin-
gence effect would also yield a contribution without the
Coulomb field of the nuclei (i.e., just from the optical
laser, see, e.g., [72, 76–81]), but then the scattering angle
would typically be much smaller (far below mrad).

Hence, presumably the most relevant background pro-
cess is Compton or Thomson scattering from residual
electrons. According to the particle-in-cell (PIC) sim-
ulations shown in [70], for example, there are O(104)
electrons left in the interaction region. Inserting the dif-
ferential cross section dσ/dΩ = O(10−17µm2) for Thom-
son scattering and the solid angle of order O(10−5), we
see that the scattering contributions from O(104) elec-

trons can be neglected if they add up incoherently. If
the scattering amplitudes from these electrons would add
up coherently, however, they could produce a detectable
number of signal photons (within 103 shots with O(1012)
XFEL photons each). Fortunately, the majority of these
signal photons would have the same polarization as the
incoming XFEL beam, i.e., they would not yield a bire-
fringent signal. Birefringent Compton or Thomson scat-
tering is further suppressed. For free electrons, it van-
ishes in forward direction as θ4, which would thus be
negligible in our case. For electrons in the presence of a
laser field, the suppression depends on the geometry [96].
If the magnetic field of the optical laser BL is parallel to
the XFEL propagation direction (Faraday case), as in
the right plot in Fig. 3, the cross section for birefrin-
gent scattering is suppressed by an additional factor of
(qBL/mωin)

2, i.e., the square of the inverse combined
Keldysh parameter [97, 98]. For our case, this gives an
additional suppression by five orders of magnitude. If
the magnetic field of the optical laser BL is perpendicu-
lar to the XFEL propagation direction (Cotton-Mouton
case), as in the left plot in Fig. 3, the suppression is even
stronger [96]. As a consequence, the residual electrons do
not pose a problem – unless there are too many of them.

Conclusions We have evaluated the axion contribu-
tion to birefringent light-by-light scattering for an XFEL
probe and Coulomb-assisted optical laser pump. Special
emphasis is placed on the resonant axion contribution
which allows us to scan different axion masses by chang-
ing the involved parameters such as the angle ϑ between
the XFEL and the optical laser. Furthermore, the ax-
ion resonance facilitates a sensitivity surpassing that of
PVLAS, permitting the most stringent laboratory-based
probe of virtual axion contributions.

Complementary to astrophysical bounds (e.g., [27]),
such laboratory-based probes are also sensitive to ax-
ions which evade these bounds in some way. Examples
could be interaction effects such as running coupling or
confinement, see, e.g., [38, 39], which invalidate the pic-
ture of long-lived and free-streaming axions. Although
we treated the axion field as a free massive scalar field
for simplicity, our results can be generalized to this case
by inserting the effective axion propagator into our am-
plitude. If this propagator displays one or more quasi-
particle peaks, we would again obtain axion resonances.
The width of these quasi-particle peaks (related to their
life-time) would then be added to the width generated by
the angular spread of the optical laser.

Outlook In order to advance the sensitivity further,
one could use more intense optical lasers or XFELs or
tighten the XFEL beam waist [71]. Another avenue
is to explore different targets. For example, exploiting
the recently observed phenomenon of relativistic trans-
parency [99], one could envision a 10-40 nm thick foil or
sheet which facilitates a much larger number of ionized
nuclei in the optical laser focus.
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Axion s-channel amplitude We compute the s-
channel amplitude (first diagram in Fig. 5)

As
± = As

CL± + As
LC± , (8)

including both cases of absorbed and emitted optical pho-
tons, labelled with subscripts ±. ‘CL’ labels the sequence

where the axion is generated by the XFEL-Coulomb field
collision followed by conversion back into an XFEL pho-
ton via coupling to the optical laser, and ‘LC’ the oppo-
site sequence. We present the more involved CL case in
detail, which simplifies in the LC case.
Expressed as integrals over the optical laser momen-

tum transfer kL,

As
CL± = − ig2ϕ

∫
d3kL
(2π)3

kαine
β∗
in ϵµναβk

µ
CA

ν
C(kC)

(kout ∓ q)2 −m2
ϕ

× kαoute
β
outϵµναβk

µ
LA

ν
L(kL) ,

As
LC± = As

CL±(kout ↔ −kin, eout ↔ ein) . (9)

The energy-momentum conservation (see (2)) is, in more
general form including both emitted and absorbed optical
photon cases,

ωout = ωin ± ωL , kout = kin ± kL + kC . (10)

Applying the Coulomb potential (4) and the optical laser
using a Gaussian distribution function, the products with
the Levi-Civita tensors in (9) are given by

kαine
β∗
in ϵµ0αβk

µ
CA

0
C(kC) = −2π

Qδ(k0C)

k2
C

e ∗
in · (kC × kin),

kαoute
β
outϵµναβk

µ
LA

ν
L(kL) = (2π)2δ(ωL− |kL|)

|E|
ωL

× e−(1−nL·NL)ω
2
L/w

2
⊥

w2
⊥

eout · ((ωoutkL − ωLkout)× eL) ,

(11)

including 2πδ(k0C) = 2πδ(ωout ∓ ωL − ωin) to account
for the time-independence of the Coulomb field. NL la-
bels the propagation direction of the optical laser pulse,
and width w⊥ = ωL/6 gives the transverse momentum
spread. From (11), a general expression for any XFEL
and optical laser configuration, we recover the special
case in (5) by taking CL → LC, and the fully perpendic-
ular case nL∥eout and eL∥nin.
We plug (11) into the amplitude (9) and integrate |kL|

to get

As
CL± = i

g2ϕQ|E|ωinωoutω
2
L

w2
⊥

δ(ωout ∓ ωL − ωin) (12)

×
∫

dΩL
e−(1−nL·NL)ω

2
L/w

2
⊥

k2
C

× e ∗
in · (kC × nin)eout · ((nL − nout)× eL)

∓2ωoutωL(1− nL · nout)−m2
ϕ

,

with resonant contributions for the axion mass range

mϕ <
√
4ωoutωL . (13)

At larger masses outside this range, the off-resonance am-
plitude can be immediately carried out numerically and
applied to compute the cross section (6).

http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.14215
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.03350
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A =

kin

kL

kout

kC

ϕ
+

kin kout

kL kC

ϕ
+

kin kout

kL kC

e e
+ · · ·

FIG. 5. Axion s and t-channels and QED box diagram for Coulomb-assisted light-light scattering.

For the range of axion masses (13), further steps can
simplify the numerical evaluation. We choose coordinates
such that the scattered photon nout points along θL = 0,
so that the pole in (12) depends only one coordinate:
nL · nout = cos(θL). The resonance is located at

θL = θres ≡ arccos
(
1−

m2
ϕ

2ωoutωL

)
. (14)

Shifting the integration over θL as θL → θres + θL, and
expanding the denominator in the last line of (12) in
powers of θL,

1

2ωoutωL(1− cos(θres + θL))−m2
ϕ + imϕΓ

(15)

=
1

2ωoutωL sin(θres)

1

θL + i
mϕΓ

2ωoutωL sin(θres)

.

We plug (15) into (12) and integrate θL using the relation∫
dxf(x)/(x+ iΓ) = −iπf(−iΓ) + P

∫
dxf(x− iΓ)/x.

The same procedure follows for computing the ampli-
tude for the reverse sequence As

LC±. Aside from the re-
placement kout ↔ −kin, eout ↔ ein, we integrate over
dΩq with nin pointing along θL = 0 instead, which is
simpler to implement numerically.

Axion t-channel amplitude We compute the t-channel
amplitude described by the second diagram in Fig. 1. The
amplitude

At
± = − ig2ϕ

∫
d3kL
(2π)3

kαine
β∗
in ϵµναβk

µ
oute

ν
out

(kout − kin)
2 −m2

ϕ

(16)

× kαCA
β
C(kC)ϵµναβk

µ
LA

ν
L(kL) ,

with kC following (2). The products with the Levi-Civita
tensors

kαine
β∗
in ϵµναβk

µ
oute

ν
out = ein · ((ωinkout − ωoutkin)× eout) ,

kαCA
β
C(kC)ϵµναβk

µ
LA

ν
L(kL) = −(2π)3δ(ωL − |kL|)

× Qδ(k0C)

k2
C

|E|
ωL

e−(1−nL·NL)ω
2
L/w

2
⊥

w2
⊥

eL · (kC × kL ) . (17)

Carrying out the integration, the same steps as in the
s-channel case follow.

We note that the amplitude (16) gives exclusively off-
resonant contributions: the scalar propagator denomi-
nator is −2ωoutωin(1 − nout · nin) − m2

ϕ. All terms are
the same sign for both cases where the optical photon is
absorbed and emitted.
QED amplitude We evaluate the QED amplitude, the

third diagram in Fig. 1. The standard procedure of com-
puting the Feynman diagram would be more challenging
than the tree-level axion contribution, due to the spatial
dependence of Coulomb field being sharply varying on
the electron Compton wavelength scale.
A simplified approach comes from considering how

energy-momentum conservation governs the possible
momentum transfer from the Coulomb field, entering
through one of the four external photon lines. The XFEL
and optical laser external photon lines restrict the pos-
sible Coulomb momentum transfer to order eV, many
orders of magnitude below the electron mass scale. In
addition to energy-momentum conservation restrictions,
only within the deflection angle θ < 2mrad (eV momen-
tum transfer) is the signal coherent. Thus while the com-
bined probe and pump fields are sharply varying in time
and space as seen by the ∼ 100eV axion, they are smooth
for the (511keV) electron.
We consider exclusively the pseudoscalar B · E-

dependent light-light scattering contributions, so that the
effective Lagrangian

L =
E2 −B2

2
+ LQED + Lϕ , (18)

with the Maxwell contribution followed by QED and ax-
ion interactions to light-light scattering order. The pseu-
doscalar (B·E-dependent) QED e+e− contribution [73–
75] and the axion contribution Lϕ in the heavy mass limit
(quasi-constant field ω ≪ mϕ) [52, 54, 58]

LQED =
14α2

45m4
e

(B·E)2 , Lω≪mϕ

ϕ =
g2ϕ
2m2

ϕ

(B·E)2 , (19)

where α = e2/4π = 1/137 and me is the electron mass.
Taking the ratio of the two contributions,

LQED

Lω≪mϕ

ϕ

=
28α2

45m4
e

m2
ϕ

g2ϕ
. (20)
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We obtain the QED amplitude by multiplying the ALP
amplitudes by the ratio (20) and taking the heavy axion
mass limit:

AQED
± =

28α2

45m4
e

m2
ϕ

g2ϕ
lim

ω/mϕ→0
(As

± + At
±) , (21)

for comparison see (9) of [70], using a constant magnetic
field in place of the optical laser.

FIG. 6. Number of scattered photons Nsignal in (7), as
a function of mϕ, at fixed coupling gϕ = 2.5 · 10−3GeV−1.
Plots show the axion s-channel contribution (blue, solid), the
combined effect of axion s and t-channels, QED, and their
interference (black, dot-dashed), and exclusively QED (red,
dashed). For all plots the optical laser configuration is: ϑ =
3π/4, with polarization eL · ein = 0.

Axion-QED interference effects It is important to
note that the main result in this work is based on the res-
onant axion interaction, where the s-channel axion con-
tribution dominates. At lighter or heaver axion masses,
off of the resonant peaks in Fig. 4, QED and axion-QED
interference effects become important. To quantify such
effects we apply the QED result (21) alongside both the
s (12) and t-channel (16) axion amplitudes to compute
the cross section for all diagrams. We plot the deflected
photons per XFEL shot in Fig. 6 comparing the dominant
at resonance s-channel to the total signal considering all
diagrams and their interference.

As expected at resonance, the axion s-channel diagram
(blue, solid) dominates, with a signal an order of mag-
nitude stronger than the QED effect. Slightly off the
resonance, the total axion and QED contribution (black,
dot-dashed) exhibits constructive interference at heavier
masses above resonance and destructive interference at
lighter masses, due to the sign flip in the axion propa-
gator. Far from resonance, the purely QED contribution
(red, dashed) dominates.
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