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The kinetically mixed dark photon is a simple, testable dark matter candidate with strong the-
oretical motivation. Detecting the feeble electric field dark photon dark matter produces requires
extremely sensitive detectors. Bulk acoustic resonators (BARs), with their exceptionally high-
quality phonon modes, are capable of achieving incredible sensitivity to gravitational waves in the
MHz to GHz frequency range. The BAR phonons are typically read out by detecting the electric
field generated by the BAR materials’ piezoelectricity. Here we show that this piezoelectricity also
rewards such detectors sensitivity to dark photon dark matter, as the dark electric field can reso-
nantly excite BAR phonons. A single 10 g piezoelectric BAR in a large, cold, environment can be
orders of magnitude more sensitive to the kinetic mixing parameter than any current experiment,
with only a month-long exposure and thermally-limited backgrounds.

Ultralight bosons, with sub-eV mass, are particularly
compelling dark matter (DM) candidates. They can
be produced by a plethora of cosmological mechanisms,
and naturally arise in many Standard Model extensions,
e.g., pseudoscalar axions are a promising solution to the
Strong CP problem [1–4], and massive vectors appear
when spontaneously breaking gauge groups. The diver-
sity of couplings ultralight bosons can have with the Stan-
dard Model necessitates using a range of experiments to
search for them. For example, cavity haloscopes (e.g.,
ADMX [5]), are sensitive to the electromagnetic fields
generated by an axion passing through an external mag-
netic field [6], and single-phonon based direct detection
experiments (e.g., TESSERACT [7]), are sensitive to
phonons created by the absorption of ultralight DM [8–
12]. Sensitive detectors primarily used for other physics
purposes have also synergized with the effort to search
for ultralight bosonic DM. For example, Weber bars [13]
and resonant mass detectors [14], primarily used for kHz
frequency gravitational wave (GW) detection, have been
shown to sensitive to scalar DM which can oscillate fun-
damental constants and generate strain [15, 16]. For re-
cent reviews of ultralight DM, see Refs. [17, 18].

Here we focus on a specific spin-1 ultralight DM can-
didate, the kinetically-mixed dark photon, whose inter-
action Lagrangian is given by,

L ⊃ −1

4
VµνV

µν +
m2

V

2
V µVµ − κ

2
VµνF

µν , (1)

where Vµ is the dark photon field, mV is the dark photon
mass, κ is the kinetic mixing parameter, Vµν = ∂µVν −
∂νVµ, and F

µν is the electromagnetic field strength ten-
sor. The relic abundance of dark photon DM can be
generated cosmologically by a variety of different mecha-
nisms, including the misalignment mechanism (with ad-
ditional non-minimal gravitational couplings) [19], infla-
tionary production from quantum mechanical fluctua-
tions [20, 21], topological defect decay [22] or via reso-
nances with additional particles [23–26]. However it has
recently been shown that if the dark photon mass is gen-
erated via a Higgs mechanism, defect production can

spoil the aforementioned production mechanisms [27];
further model-building can be done to alleviate these
strong constraints [28].

In this Letter we show that cm-scale piezoelectric bulk
acoustic resonators (BARs) can search for dark photon
DM beyond the reach of any current experiment. Their
piezoelectric nature allows the dark photon electric field
to resonantly drive excitations of BAR phonons, which
can possess exceptionally high quality factors, attaining
values as large as 1010 [29]. Such piezoelectric BARs have
been used previously to search for scalar DM [15, 16]
and high-frequency GWs [30–32]. A single 10 g piezo-
electric BAR placed in large, shielded environment, e.g.,
the Colossus dilution refrigerator under construction at
Fermilab [33], can achieve orders of magnitude better
sensitivity to the kinetic mixing parameter than current
cavity-based searches, with only a month of exposure
time.

We begin with a discussion of the phonons modes in-
side BAR devices, illustrating how the boundary condi-
tions can localize phonon mode profiles. We then derive
the signal power delivered to a piezoelectric BAR due
to dark photon DM, and assess the overall sensitivity
to κ with a variety of choices for the BAR dimensions
and experimental configurations. Throughout we work
in natural units where c = h̄ = kB = 1.

Bulk Acoustic Resonator Phonons. A BAR is a
crystal fabricated to host acoustic phonons with large
quality factors (Qp). Since the longest wavelength (low-
est frequency) acoustic phonons inside a BAR are de-
termined by the device dimensions, their profiles can be
engineered by changing the BAR geometry. A common
choice for the BAR shape is a plano-convex geometry, or
a cylinder whose top is an inverted parabola [30]. This
geometry admits phonon modes with Gaussian profiles
which taper towards the edge; a crucial feature to expo-
nentially avoid losses from the BAR edge [34]. A cross
section of the plano-convex BAR we consider here is
shown in Fig. 1. L(x, y) = L0 − ∆(x, y) is the length
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FIG. 1. Cross-section schematic of a plano-convex bulk acous-
tic resonator. The device dimensions, h,R, L0 are outlined in
black, and the x, y-dependent distances (L(x, y) and ∆(x, y))
are highlighted in blue. An example Gaussian phonon mode
profile is shown in red, with a radius rn given in Eq. (4).

in the ẑ direction and L0 is the length in the center
(x = 0, y = 0). ∆(x, y) = h (x2 + y2)/R2, is the height
profile of the inverted parabolic top, h is the “dip” height,
and R is the BAR radius. The typical hierarchy of length
scales is h≪ L0 ≪ R.
The phonons that can occupy the BAR are those which

satisfy the elastic wave equation and boundary condi-
tions. We assume stress-free boundary conditions on the
surface, although because the phonon mode profiles will
be exponentially suppressed in the x̂, ŷ directions the
stress-free boundary criteria is only important for the
boundaries in the ẑ direction. The phonons can be read
out without imposing stress in the ẑ direction due to the
BAR piezoelectricity. Phonons in the BAR will generate
an electric field that can be sensed by disconnected elec-
trodes spatially separated from the BAR in the ẑ direc-
tion, as in Ref. [30]. This requires that the electric field
generated is in the ẑ direction. Different piezoelectrics
will have different phonon modes that can generate elec-
tric fields in the ẑ direction. For simplicity, we focus on a
crystal whose generated electric field in the ẑ direction is
dominantly due to a displacement in the ẑ direction, i.e.,
u ≈ u ẑ. Correspondingly, this means that the detector
is directional, and most sensitive to the ẑ component of
the dark electric field.

A derivation of the phonon mode profiles, Un(x), and
the necessary approximations to solve for them, are dis-
cussed in detail in the Supplemental Material, and anal-
ogous derivations can be found in Refs. [11, 30, 35]. The
relevant mode profiles are given by,

Un(x) =
1√

Mnωn

cos

(
nπz

L(x, y)

)
exp

(
−x

2 + y2

2 r2n

)
, (2)

where n ≥ 1, Mn = ρ πr2nL0, ρ is the BAR mass den-
sity, ωn is the phonon energy, and Un is normalized to∫
U2
n d3x = (2ρωn)

−1. The displacement operator is
quantized in terms of these mode profiles as, u(x, t) =∑

n Un(x)
[
bne

−iωnt + b†ne
iωnt

]
, where b†n, bn are the rais-

ing and lowering operators, respectively, which satisfy the

canonical commutation relations, [bn, b
†
n′ ] = δnn′ . The

frequency of the nth mode is,

ωn

2π
=

ncl
2L0

∼ 5MHz× n

(
cl

10 km/s

)(
1mm

L0

)
, (3)

where cl is the longitudinal speed of sound. The Gaussian
phonon mode profile radius, rn, is,

rn
R

=

(
ct
ωnR

)1/2 (
L0

2h

)1/4

∼ 10−1

n1/2

(
L0

1mm

)3/4 (
10 cm

R

)1/2 (
10µm

h

)1/4

, (4)

where ct is the transverse sound speed, and we have as-
sumed ct ≈ cl in the parametric expression. There are
two competing factors in the optimization of rn for dark
photon detection. rn must be small to minimize losses
through the edges (and therefore achieve a large Qp),
but it must also be large to increase the effective mass of
the detector, Mn, which increases the coupling to dark
photons, which we will now discuss in detail.

Signal. The dark photon interaction in Eq. (1) will gen-
erate an effective, “dark”, electric field, E′, which couples
to phonons in the piezoelectric BAR. This can be under-
stood as a direct mixing between the photon and dark
photon, as in Eq. (1), or by transforming to the mass
basis, Aµ → Aµ − κVµ. In the mass basis Vµ couples to
U(1)EM charged fields, ψ, as κQVµψ̄γ

µψ, whereQ is their
electromagnetic charge, and therefore κVµ acts as an ef-
fective electromagnetic potential. In the long-wavelength
limit the dark electric field generated is dominated by
the time derivative of the vector potential, and in free
space is, E′ ≈ κ∂tV ≈ κ

√
2ρV ϵV cos (mV t), where ρV ≈

0.4GeV/cm3 is the local DM density, and ϵV is the dark
photon polarization. The dark photon can be considered
long-wavelength since its de Broglie is much larger than
the experiment, λV = 2π/(mV v) ∼ 100m (µeV/mV ),
where v ∼ 10−3 is the typical local DM velocity.
There are two effects which suppress the dark elec-

tric field inside the BAR relative to free space: screening
and shielding. Since the BAR is also dielectric the dark
electric field is suppressed, E′ ≈ κ

√
2ρV ϵV cos (mV t)/ε0,

where ε0 is the low-frequency dielectric constant. The
more subtle suppression is due to any conductive walls
around the BAR. While these are necessary to shield the
experiment from environmental electric fields, they also
impose conditions on the electric fields which can exist
inside the shield. While the exact suppression depends
on the shield geometry, parametrically, the shielding sup-
pression is [36],

E′ ≈ κ
√
2ρV ϵV
ε0

cos (mV t)min{1, (mVRs)
2} , (5)

where Rs is the size of the shield. Therefore one needs
mV ≫ 1/Rs ∼ 10−1 µeV (1m/Rs) to be unaffected by
shielding.
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Design
Resonator Experiment

Length (L0) Dip height (h) Radius (R) Mass (M) Shield Size (Rs) Temperature (T )

MAGE 1 mm 0.5 mm 15 mm 2 g 10 cm 4 K
MAGE - cold 1 mm 0.5 mm 15 mm 2 g 10 cm 10 mK

Colossus - Broad 1 cm 44 µm 15 cm 2 kg 1 m 20 mK
Colossus - Peak 62 µm 10 nm 15 cm 10 g 1 m 20 mK

Cryo Tank - Broad 1 cm 44 µm 15 cm 2 kg 10 m 4 K
Cryo Tank - Peak 620 µm 11 nm 15 cm 110 g 10 m 4 K

TABLE I. Summary of the experimental parameters assumed for each design. “Resonator” parameters define the physical
dimensions, and mass M ≈ ρ πR2L0, of the BAR. “Experiment” parameters define the size of the shielding environment, Rs,
and the physical temperature of the BAR, T . Experimental parameters for the MAGE designs are from Ref. [32], and the
parameters of the “Colossus” dilution refrigerator are from Ref. [33].

The dark electric field interacts with the BAR via the
interaction Hamiltonian, δH = −

∫
E′ · P d3x, where

P i = eijkpt ∇juk is the polarization vector expressed in

terms of the piezoelectric coefficients, eijkpt , and displace-
ment operator. Given the device geometry in Fig. 1, with
L0 ≪ R, the polarization vector will be dominated by the
gradient in the ẑ direction. Additionally, our focus is on
targets which dominantly couple the ẑ components of the
displacement and electric fields, i.e., ezzzpt ≫ eizkpt , for i, k
not equal to z. In this limit the interaction Hamiltonian
is,

δH ≈ −κ
√
2ρV

ept
ε0

cos θV cos (mV t)

∫
[∇z u] d

3x , (6)

where cos θV = ϵV · ẑ, and ept ≡ ezzzpt .
Given the interaction Hamiltonian in Eq. (6) we

use Fermi’s Golden rule to compute the excitation
rate, or signal power deposited to the system: Ps =
2πmV |⟨n|δH0|0⟩|2δ(mV − ωn), where δH = δH0 e

imV t +
h.c.. However, since neither the dark photon or phonon
mode are perfect resonances the delta function will be
smeared by the larger of the linewidths. Including this
smearing, and evaluating the ⟨n|δH0|0⟩ matrix element
using Eq. (6) and |n⟩ = b†n|0⟩, the signal power is,

Ps = 32κ2
ρV
ρ2

e2pt
ε20

Mn

L2
0

m2
V γn cos

2 θV
(m2

V − ω2
n)

2 + (ωnγn)2
, (7)

where γn = ωn/Qs is the signal linewidth which has a
quality factor of Qs = min{Qp, QDM}, where QDM ∼ 106

is the effective dark photon quality factor [18]. Since
acoustic phonons in BAR devices regularly achieve qual-
ity factors between 106 − 1010 [29, 30, 34], they are well
in the limit of Qp ≫ QDM, and therefore Qs ∼ 106. On
resonance, mV = ωn, Eq. (7) simplifies to,

P res
s = 32κ2

ρV
ρ2

e2pt
ε20

Qs

mV

Mn

L2
0

cos2 θV . (8)

Sensitivity. We assume that read out of the phonons
generated by the signal power in Eq. (8) is done via lin-
ear amplification of the voltage generated between elec-
trodes spatially separated in the ẑ direction from the

BAR, as in Ref. [30]. The signal-to-noise ratio, SNR,
can then be determined by the Dicke radiometer equa-
tion, SNR =

√
Tobs/∆ν Ps/Teff [42], where Tobs is the

observation time, Teff is the effective noise temperature,
and ∆ν = ω/(2πQp) is the bandwidth [43]. Teff is pri-
marily determined by thermal and amplifier noise contri-
butions [30]. We assume that the amplifier operates at
the standard quantum limit (SQL), such that its noise
temperature is ω ≈ mV [44] when T < ω, where T is
the physical temperature. The effective noise tempera-
ture of the system, with an amplifier that achieves the
SQL, is then Teff = max{T,mV }; the system is limited
by thermal noise when mV < T (Teff = T ) and limited
by quantum noise when T < mV (Teff = mV ).

The challenge of SQL readout at dilution refrigerator
temperatures in the MHz to 10 GHz frequency range
is shared by many ongoing axion and dark photon ex-
periments. For frequencies below 10MHz DC super-
conducting quantum interference devices (DC SQUIDs)
are commonly used [36], and have shown thermally lim-
ited operation at T = 4K, with initial measurements
indicating improvements as the SQUID is cooled [45].
In the 10 MHz to GHz frequency range readouts us-
ing AC SQUIDs have been estimated to be thermal
noise limited for T = 100mK [36, 46]. The GHz and
above frequency range has more options: HEMT am-
plifiers are commercially available but typically do not
reach the SQL [46], and Josephson parametric ampli-
fiers (JPAs) can achieve the SQL but have limited band-
width [47] (although “traveling-wave” JPAs can improve
bandwidth [47]). Lastly we note that single phonon de-
tection techniques [11] can avoid quantum noise entirely.

The specific BAR material we consider is x-cut quartz
(SiO2), whose relevant electromagnetic and mechanical
parameters are given in Table II. Quartz has been used
extensively in BAR applications [30–32, 34, 48]. The
crystal cut determines the orientation of the crystal axes
with respect to the BAR axes, shown in Fig. 1. X-cut
quartz is oriented such that the crystal x̂ axis is parallel
to the BAR ẑ axis. This orientation maximizes the cou-
pling between the ẑ components of the dark electric field
and BAR phonon since the largest piezoelectric coeffi-
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FIG. 2. Projected sensitivity of a single piezoelectric BAR to the kinetic mixing parameter, κ (Eq. (1)), for the designs in
Table I, averaging over the DM polarizations (cos θV → 1/

√
3). The sensitivity of the first ten resonances is indicated by dots;

for higher modes the sensitivity lies along the extending line. Dots and solid lines assume Tobs = 1month. Dashed lines show
the scanning sensitivity, assuming Tobs = 1yr, and simultaneous readout of all phonon modes, for each e-fold in mV . The
minimum detectable mass for each design is mmin

V = πcl/L0. The prominent turnover at mV ∼ 1/Rs is due to shielding effects
(Eq. (5)). Gray shaded regions are excluded cosmologically [19], orange shaded regions are excluded by recent Parker Solar
Probe (PSP) bounds [37], and red shaded regions are excluded by current haloscope experiments [38]. The gray line is the
projected “Gen. II” sensitivity of a qubit-coupled high-overtone BAR (qc-hBAR) using single phonon readout [11]. Dotted
gray lines are projections for the ALPHA [39], DM-Radio [36], Dark E-field [40], and MADMAX [39, 41] experiments.

cient in SiO2 is exxxpt ≡ ept [49–51] (which is ezzzpt in BAR
(Fig. 1) coordinates). X-cut quartz has been considered
specifically as a BAR in Ref. [48].

With the material parameters for x-cut quartz in Ta-
ble II we can now compute the expected sensitivity to the
kinetic mixing parameter, κ, using the Dicke radiometer
equation discussed previously. The sensitivity to κ is
given parametrically as,

κ ∼ 10−16

(
mV

10−2 µeV

)5/4 (
L0

1mm

)1/4 (
h

10µm

)1/4

×
(
10 cm

R

)1/2 (
108

Qp

)1/4 (
Teff

10mK

)1/2 (
month

Tobs

)1/4

,

(9)

assuming an SNR = 1. Note that this scaling assumes no
shielding suppression, which is included by multiplying
by max{1, (mVRs)

−2}, as discussed before Eq. (5). The
improvement to the sensitivity from Qp, Teff, and Tobs
is a direct consequence of the Dicke radiometer equation,
and a larger BAR radius, R, simply increases the effective
mass, Mn, since rn ∝ R1/2 (Eq. (4)). The dependence of
the sensitivity on L0 and h is a bit more subtle. While
increasing L0 increases Mn, it also increases the phonon
mode wavelengths. This is detrimental to the sensitivity
since the dark electric field couples to the BAR phonons
via ∇zu. However, L0 cannot be too small since there
is another trade-off: the smallest DM mass a BAR de-
vice is sensitive to is mmin

V = πcl/L0. The sensitivity in
Eq. (9) also improves with smaller dip heights, h. This
is because decreasing h increases rn (Eq. (4)), and there-
fore increases Mn. However again there is a trade-off.

Material: SiO2 (X-Cut Quartz) Ref.

Mass density ρ 2.6 g/cm3 [49]
Static dielectric ε0 4.5 [52]
Piezoelectric coeff. ept 0.14C/m2 [49, 50]
Sound speeds (cl, ct) (5.9, 4.3) km/s [49, 50]

TABLE II. Relevant material parameters for x-cut quartz
(SiO2). All parameters are from the Materials Project [51]
for material ID mp-7000. Sound speeds are averaged values
using the Voigt-Reuss-Hill bulk and shear moduli.

The smaller h is, the less “trapped” the phonon mode is,
and the worse its quality factor, Qp, will be. Therefore
h should be chosen to be large enough to ensure high-
quality phonons exist, but small enough to optimize the
sensitivity.

In Fig. 2 we compare the sensitivity of different res-
onator geometries and shield configurations assuming
Qp = 108. The specific parameters for each of the de-
signs are given in Table I, and the design names are color-
coordinated with the projected sensitivity lines in Fig. 2.
Current and projected bounds from other experiments
are compiled with the help of Ref. [38]. The projected
sensitivity of the first ten resonances which couple to the
dark electric field are shown as dots, and then extended
as a line for visual simplicity. The dots and solid lines
assume Tobs = 1month.

Since the dark photon mass is unknown, it is also
important to understand the sensitivity when the dark
photon mass is scanned. In a single-mode experiment
approximately QDM ∼ 106 scan steps are required per
e-fold in mV [53], reducing the observation time per step
by QDM and requiring Tobs → Tobs/QDM in the Dicke
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radiometer equation [54]. However, if multiple, Nm,
linewidths are read out simultaneously the number of
scan steps is reduced, increasing the observation time per
step to TobsNm/QDM. The dashed lines in Fig. 2 show
the scanning sensitivity assuming Tobs = 1yr, and simul-
taneous readout of all phonon modes, for each e-fold in
mV (Nm ∼ mV L0/(πcl) [55]). To realize this scanning
sensitivity the BAR frequencies must be tuned. While
active electromagnetic tuning has been demonstrated in
Ref. [56], complete scanning between each resonance will
likely require BARs of different L0, or other forms of
electric or mechanical tuning [57, 58].

The “MAGE” design (left panel, Fig. 2) roughly cor-
responds to the ongoing high-frequency GW experiment
(Multi-mode Acoustic Gravitational wave Experiment
(MAGE) [32]) which uses a quartz-based BAR. A prede-
cessor to MAGE has already been built and operated at
3.4 K [31], and used to place bounds on scalar DM [15, 16]
and high-frequency GWs [30–32]. The BAR and shield
dimensions in Table I are from Ref. [32]. Fig. 2 shows
the sensitivity if readout at the SQL can be achieved over
the entire frequency range. The sensitivity of the current
MAGE experiment is limited to simultaneous readout of
30 modes due to readout electronics [32], and frequencies
below O(10MHz) due to the DC SQUID [45]. A dedi-
cated analysis of MAGE data to search for dark photons
is left for future work. “MAGE-cold” assumes the same
BAR and shield already built, but operated at dilution
refrigerator temperatures, T = 10mK.

A main limitation in the MAGE design is its small,
Rs ∼ 10 cm, shield. Effectively searching for dark pho-
ton DM at sub-GHz frequencies requires a large, cold
environment. The largest volume dilution refrigerator,
“Colossus” [33], is currently being constructed at Fer-
milab and will have a volume of roughly 1m3 cooled
to T = 20mK. We consider the sensitivity of two dif-
ferent BARs operating inside Colossus (middle panel,
Fig. 2). In the first, labeled “Peak”, L0 is chosen to max-
imize the peak sensitivity at the shielding effect bound-
ary, mV ∼ 1/Rs (Lpeak

0 ≈ πclRs). In the second, la-
beled “Broad”, L0 is chosen to broaden the sensitivity
in mass, down to mV ∼ 1 neV. In both setups h is cho-
sen such that rn ≪ R, which parametrically happens as
long as h >∼ L0(L0/R)

2. Lastly, the “Cryo Tank” config-
uration (right panel, Fig. 2) shares the same “Peak” and
“Broad” resonator dimension optimizations as “Colos-
sus”, but is operating inside a much larger shield, at a
warmer T = 4K.

Discussion. Phonons in bulk acoustic resonator (BAR)
devices have been shown to be exceptionally sensitive
probes of new physics, from scalar DM [15, 16] to high-
frequency GWs [30–32]. Here we show that piezoelec-
tric BARs, such as quartz (SiO2), have additional sen-
sitivity to dark photon DM. The incoming dark photon
generates an electric field which, due to the BAR piezo-

electricity, resonantly excites the phonons in the BAR.
We have shown that a single, O(10 g) mass piezoelectric
BAR with thermally-limited backgrounds can be orders
of magnitude more sensitive to the kinetic mixing param-
eter, κ, than ongoing experiments with only a month of
exposure (Fig. 2). This is a novel avenue to search for
physics beyond the Standard Model with existing BAR
experiments, such as MAGE [32], and inspires a new ap-
proach to dark photon DM direct detection.
Piezoelectric BARs may have uses in other, com-

plementary, searches for physics beyond the Standard
Model. In an external magnetic field of strength B0 an
axion will convert to an electric field [6]. If this conver-
sion happens within the piezoelectric BAR the signal will
be similar to the dark photon DM signal considered here,
and the sensitivities from Fig. 2 can be rescaled [59],

gaγγ ∼ 10−16

GeV

( κ

10−15

)(
ma

10−2 µeV

)(
1T

B0

)
, (10)

where ω = ma is the axion mass. If nuclear spin polar-
ization can be achieved additional axion couplings can be
searched for via the “piezoaxionic” effect [58]. Further-
more, a kg-scale, cold SiO2 target shows great promise
as a target for light, sub-GeV DM scattering in to higher
energy, O(meV), phonons [60]. It is therefore worth con-
sidering if such a target can be multi-purpose, capable of
simultaneously sensing single O(meV) phonons and mea-
suring the O(µeV) phonon population, or if piezoelectric
readout of down-converted higher energy phonons is pos-
sible.
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[35] P. Rosso Gómez, “Engineering eigenstates in
high-overtone bulk acoustic resonators,” 2022.

[36] S. Chaudhuri, P. W. Graham, K. Irwin, J. Mardon,
S. Rajendran, and Y. Zhao, “Radio for hidden-photon
dark matter detection,” Phys. Rev. D 92 no. 7, (2015)
075012, arXiv:1411.7382 [hep-ph].

[37] H. An, S. Ge, J. Liu, and M. Liu, “In-situ
Measurements of Dark Photon Dark Matter using
Parker Solar Probe: Going beyond the Radio Window,”
arXiv:2405.12285 [hep-ph].

[38] C. O’Hare, “cajohare/axionlimits: Axionlimits,”
https://cajohare.github.io/AxionLimits/, July,
2020.

[39] G. B. Gelmini, A. J. Millar, V. Takhistov, and
E. Vitagliano, “Probing dark photons with plasma
haloscopes,” Phys. Rev. D 102 no. 4, (2020) 043003,
arXiv:2006.06836 [hep-ph].

[40] B. Godfrey et al., “Search for dark photon dark matter:
Dark E field radio pilot experiment,” Phys. Rev. D 104
no. 1, (2021) 012013, arXiv:2101.02805
[physics.ins-det].

https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.51.1415
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.08.064
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.06598
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.015014
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.015014
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.12786
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.12786
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.015010
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.015010
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.06314
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.17308
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.17308
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.10542
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.117.306
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/11/1/001
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/11/1/001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.1138
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.1138
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.031102
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.031102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.01798
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.151301
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.151301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.07574
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.14915
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.08704
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.08704
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/06/013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.5902
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.5902
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.103520
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.103520
https://arxiv.org/abs/1504.02102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1504.02102
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)283
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03828
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.063529
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.063529
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.03312
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/04/015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.07208
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.035036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.07195
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135136
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.07188
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.075002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.07196
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.18397
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.14774
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.14774
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep02132
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep02132
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.102005
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.102005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.2334
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.071102
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.071102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.05859
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-55260-w
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.00715
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/1302/1/012030
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/1302/1/012030
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10077
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.075012
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.075012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.7382
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.12285
https://cajohare.github.io/AxionLimits/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.043003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.06836
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.012013
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.012013
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.02805
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.02805


7

[41] MADMAX Collaboration, P. Brun et al., “A new
experimental approach to probe QCD axion dark
matter in the mass range above 40 µeV,” Eur. Phys. J.
C 79 no. 3, (2019) 186, arXiv:1901.07401
[physics.ins-det].

[42] R. H. Dicke, “The Measurement of Thermal Radiation
at Microwave Frequencies,” Rev. Sci. Instrum. 17 no. 7,
(1946) 268–275.

[43] The bandwidth is proportional to 1/Qp versus 1/QDM

since we are in the regime where QDM ≪ Qp [61].
[44] C. M. Caves, “Quantum limits on noise in linear

amplifiers,” Phys. Rev. D 26 (1982) 1817–1839.
[45] M. Goryachev, E. N. Ivanov, F. van Kann, S. Galliou,

and M. E. Tobar, “Observation of the Fundamental
Nyquist Noise Limit in an Ultra-High Q-Factor
Cryogenic Bulk Acoustic Wave Cavity,” Appl. Phys.
Lett. 105 (2014) 153505, arXiv:1410.4293
[physics.ins-det].

[46] J. A. B. Mates, G. C. Hilton, K. D. Irwin, L. R. Vale,
and K. W. Lehnert, “Demonstration of a multiplexer of
dissipationless superconducting quantum interference
devices,” Applied Physics Letters 92 no. 2, (Jan., 2008) .

[47] C. Macklin, K. O’Brien, D. Hover, M. E. Schwartz,
V. Bolkhovsky, X. Zhang, W. D. Oliver, and I. Siddiqi,
“A near–quantum-limited josephson traveling-wave
parametric amplifier,” Science 350 no. 6258, (Oct.,
2015) 307–310.

[48] T. Yoon, D. Mason, V. Jain, Y. Chu, P. Kharel, W. H.
Renninger, L. Collins, L. Frunzio, R. J. Schoelkopf, and
P. T. Rakich, “Simultaneous brillouin and piezoelectric
coupling to a high-frequency bulk acoustic resonator,”
Optica 10 no. 1, (Jan., 2023) 110.

[49] A. Jain, S. P. Ong, et al., “Commentary: The materials
project: A materials genome approach to accelerating
materials innovation,” APL Materials 1 no. 1, (July,
2013) .

[50] M. de Jong, W. Chen, H. Geerlings, M. Asta, and K. A.
Persson, “A database to enable discovery and design of
piezoelectric materials,” Scientific Data 2 no. 1, (Sept.,
2015) .

[51] https://next-gen.materialsproject.org/.

[52] I. Petousis, D. Mrdjenovich, E. Ballouz, M. Liu,
D. Winston, W. Chen, T. Graf, T. D. Schladt, K. A.
Persson, and F. B. Prinz, “High-throughput screening
of inorganic compounds for the discovery of novel
dielectric and optical materials,” Scientific Data 4
no. 1, (Jan., 2017) .

[53] An e-fold in mV is a range of masses whose maximum is
e times the minimum, e.g., 1µeV ≤ mV ≤ 2.7µeV.

[54] We note that the observation time per step while
scanning, Tobs/QDM, must also be greater than the
thermalization time, τth = Qp/ω [16], which is
approximately satisfied for all ω shown in Fig. 2.

[55] This is the number of dominantly coupled modes which
have mode functions given by Eq. (2). Additional, more
weakly coupled, modes may also prove to be useful, and
are discussed in detail in the Supplemental Material.

[56] W. M. Campbell, S. Galliou, M. E. Tobar, and
M. Goryachev, “Electro-mechanical tuning of high-Q
bulk acoustic phonon modes at cryogenic
temperatures,” Appl. Phys. Lett. 122 no. 3, (2023)
032202, arXiv:2207.01176 [physics.app-ph].

[57] Y. Liu, Y. Cai, Y. Zhang, A. Tovstopyat, S. Liu, and
C. Sun, “Materials, design, and characteristics of bulk

acoustic wave resonator: A review,” Micromachines 11
no. 7, (June, 2020) 630.

[58] A. Arvanitaki, A. Madden, and K. Van Tilburg,
“Piezoaxionic effect,” Phys. Rev. D 109 no. 7, (2024)
072009, arXiv:2112.11466 [hep-ph].

[59] A. Berlin and T. Trickle, “Absorption of Axion Dark
Matter in a Magnetized Medium,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 132
no. 18, (2024) 181801, arXiv:2305.05681 [hep-ph].

[60] S. M. Griffin, K. Inzani, T. Trickle, Z. Zhang, and
K. M. Zurek, “Multichannel direct detection of light
dark matter: Target comparison,” Phys. Rev. D 101
no. 5, (2020) 055004, arXiv:1910.10716 [hep-ph].

[61] R. Cervantes et al., “Deepest sensitivity to wavelike
dark photon dark matter with superconducting radio
frequency cavities,” Phys. Rev. D 110 no. 4, (2024)
043022, arXiv:2208.03183 [hep-ex].

https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6683-x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6683-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07401
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07401
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1770483
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1770483
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.1817
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4898813
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4898813
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4293
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4293
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2803852
https://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa8525
https://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa8525
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/optica.474022
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4812323
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4812323
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2015.53
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2015.53
https://next-gen.materialsproject.org/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2016.134
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2016.134
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0131361
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0131361
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.01176
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/mi11070630
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/mi11070630
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.072009
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.072009
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.11466
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.181801
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.181801
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.05681
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.055004
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.055004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.10716
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.043022
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.043022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.03183


8

Supplemental Material: Phonon Eigenmode Derivation

Tanner Trickle

In this Supplemental Material we provide a derivation of the phonon eigenmode profiles in Eq. (2) of the Letter.
We will closely follow the derivation presented in Ref. [11]; similar derivations can be found in Refs. [30, 35]. The
phonon eigenmodes are solutions to the elastic wave equation that satisfy the boundary conditions at the edges of
the bulk acoustic resonator (BAR). Our goal here is to specify the necessary simplifying approximations to gain an
analytic understanding of these eigenmodes. A general analysis of these eigenmodes in an anisotropic medium requires
dedicated numerical analyses, which we leave for future work.

Our first simplifying approximation is that the BAR crystal is isotropic, such that the mechanical wave equation
for the displacement, u, is determined by only the transverse, ct, and longitudinal, cl, sound speeds,

∂2u

∂t2
≈ c2l ∇(∇ · u)− c2t ∇×∇× u . (S.1)

Even in the isotropic limit the wave equation couples the components of u. However solutions where u dominantly
oscillates in a given direction exist in approximation. For example, u ≈ u ẑ is a solution when u varies slowly in x̂, ŷ:
∂u/∂x ∼ ∂u/∂y ≪ ∂u/∂z. In this limit Eq. (S.1) admits solutions where the x̂ and ŷ components of u will always
be small, and the equation of motion for u is,

∂2u

∂t2
≈ c2l

∂2u

∂z2
+ c2t

(
∂2u

∂x2
+
∂2u

∂y2

)
. (S.2)

We now consider the boundary conditions which must be imposed to find the eigenmode solutions to Eq. (S.2).
We assume stress-free boundary conditions on each of the BAR surfaces. Since the solutions we are interested in will
vanish exponentially near the edge of the BAR, in the x̂ and ŷ directions, the only non-trivial boundary condition is
on the top and bottom surfaces in the ẑ direction. Mathematically the stress-free condition is,

n̂ · σ|z=0 = n̂ · σ|z=L(x,y) = 0 , (S.3)

where n̂ is the vector normal to the surface, σij = λδij(∇ ·u) +µ(∇iuj +∇jui) is the stress tensor, λ = ρ(c2l − 2c2t ),
and µ = ρc2t . In the limit where the x̂ and ŷ components of u are negligible (x̂ · u ∼ ŷ · u ≪ u), u varies slowly in
x̂ and ŷ (∂u/∂x ∼ ∂u/∂y ≪ ∂u/∂z), and the top surface position, L(x, y) = L0 −∆(x, y), does not vary rapidly in
x̂, ŷ (∂∆/∂x ∼ ∂∆/∂y ≪ 1) the boundary condition in Eq. (S.3) reduces to,

∂u

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=0

=
∂u

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=L(x,y)

≈ 0 . (S.4)

Even in this approximation, implementing the boundary condition is non-trivial due to the x, y dependence of the top
surface position in ∆(x, y). However assuming ∆(x, y) is a perturbation, we can change variables,

ζ ≡ z

L(x, y)
(S.5)

and move the x, y dependence in the boundary conditions to the equation of motion such that the system is reduced
to,

∂2u

∂t2
≈ c2l
L2
0

(
1 +

2∆

L0

)
∂2u

∂ζ2
+ c2t

(
∂2u

∂x2
+
∂2u

∂y2

)
,

∂u

∂ζ

∣∣∣∣
ζ=0

=
∂u

∂ζ

∣∣∣∣
ζ=1

= 0 . (S.6)

We look for solutions to Eq. (S.6) of the form,

un = cos (nπ ζ)Tn(x, y) e
±iωn(1+ δ)t , (S.7)

where ωn ≡ clnπ/L0, and δ is a small, free parameter. Note that these solutions satisfy the boundary condition in
Eq. (S.6). Substituting Eq. (S.7) in to the equation of motion in Eq. (S.6), and using the plano-convex top surface
function, ∆(x, y) = h(x2 + y2)/R2, renders an equation of motion for Tn(x, y),

δ Tn = − c2t
2ω2

n

(
∂2Tn
∂x2

+
∂2Tn
∂y2

)
+

h

L0R2

(
x2 + y2

)
Tn . (S.8)
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This equation of motion is mathematically identical to the Schrödinger equation for a particle of mass m = ω2
n/c

2
t

in a 2D simple harmonic oscillator with natural frequency ω =
√

2h/(mR2L0). The solutions are indexed by n =
{nx, ny, n},

Tn(x, y) =

[
e−x2/(2r2n)Hnx

(
x

rn

)][
e−y2/(2r2n)Hny

(
y

rn

)]
, δn =

ct
ωnR

√
2h

L0
(nx + ny) , (S.9)

where Hi are the Hermite polynomials, nx ≥ 0, ny ≥ 0, and rn is given in the main Letter in Eq. (4). The total
phonon eigenmodes are then,

Un(x) = Nn cos

(
nπz

L(x, y)

)
exp

(
−x

2 + y2

2r2n

)
Hnx

(
x

rn

)
Hny

(
y

rn

)
, Nn =

√
1

Mn ωn

√
1

2nx+ny nx!ny!
(S.10)

which have energy ωn = (nπcl/L0)(1+ δn), and Un are normalized to
∫
U2
n d3x = (2ρωn)

−1 (assuming rn ≪ R) such
that Un corresponds to a single phonon solution.
The eigenmodes reported in Eq. (2) of the main Letter correspond to the nx = ny = 0 solutions. The nx = ny = 0

modes are the focus since they have the strongest coupling to a long-wavelength dark electric field. To see this
explicitly we can compute the on-resonance power in Eq. (8) for any even nx, ny (P res

s (nx, ny)) by a simple rescaling,

P res
s (nx, ny) = P res

s × N 2
n

N 2
n

×


[∫

e−x2/(2r2n)Hnx(x/rn) dx

] [∫
e−y2/(2r2n)Hny (y/rn) dy

]
[∫

e−x2/(2r2n) dx

] [∫
e−y2/(2r2n) dy

]


2

≈ P res
s × 1

2nx+ny nx!ny!
×


[∫

e−x2/(2r2n)Hnx(x/rn) dx

] [∫
e−y2/(2r2n)Hny (y/rn) dy

]
2πr2n


2

= P res
s × 1

2nx+ny nx!ny!
×
(

nx!ny!

(nx/2)! (ny/2)!

)2

, (S.11)

which behaves as P res
s (nx, ny) ∼ P res

s × (nxny)
−1/2 for large nx, ny.
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