Ultralight Vector Dark Matter Search with
Auxiliary Length Channels of Gravitational Wave Detectors
Yuta Michimura,1, ∗ Tomohiro Fujita,2 Soichiro Morisaki,2 Hiromasa Nakatsuka,2 and Ippei Obata3, 4
1

Department of Physics, University of Tokyo, Bunkyo, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan
Institute for Cosmic Ray Research, University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8582, Japan
3
Department of Physics, Kyoto University, Sakyo, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan
4
Max-Planck-Institut für Astrophysik, Karl-Schwarzschild-Str. 1, 85741 Garching, Germany
(Dated: August 25, 2020)

arXiv:2008.02482v2 [hep-ph] 24 Aug 2020

2

Recently, a considerable amount of attention has been given to the search for ultralight dark matter
by measuring the oscillating length changes in the arm cavities of gravitational wave detectors.
Although gravitational wave detectors are extremely sensitive for measuring the differential arm
length changes, the sensitivity to dark matter is largely attenuated, as the effect of dark matter is
mostly common to arm cavity test masses. Here, we propose to use auxiliary length channels, which
measure the changes in the power and signal recycling cavity lengths and the differential Michelson
interferometer length. The sensitivity to dark matter can be enhanced by exploiting the fact that
auxiliary interferometers are more asymmetric than two arm cavities. We show that the sensitivity
to U (1)B−L gauge boson dark matter with masses below 7 × 10−14 eV can be greatly enhanced
when our method is applied to a cryogenic gravitational wave detector KAGRA, which employs
sapphire test masses and fused silica auxiliary mirrors. We show that KAGRA can probe more than
an order of magnitude of unexplored parameter space at masses around 1.5 × 10−14 eV, without
any modifications to the existing interferometer.

INTRODUCTION

Despite strong observational evidence for the existence
of dark matter, its identity and properties remain a mystery. For decades, conventional dark matter searches
have focused on weakly interacting massive particles
(WIMPs) with masses around the weak scale. However, no evidence for WIMPs suggests the importance
of testing other dark matter candidates spreading over
a large target mass range of 10−22 eV . m . 1069 eV,
extending over 90 orders of magnitude [1]. Among various candidates, bosonic ultralight fields with masses of
10−22 eV . m . 1 eV are well motivated by cosmology
because they behave as classical wave fields, rather than
individual particles [2, 3].
Recently, a number of novel ideas have been proposed
to search for ultralight dark matter candidates using laser
interferometers at various scales [4–18], from centimeterscale optical cavities to kilometer-scale gravitational
wave detectors such as Advanced LIGO (aLIGO) [19, 20],
Advanced Virgo [21], and KAGRA [22, 23]. Laser interferometers are very sensitive to oscillating changes in the
phase velocity of photons or the optical path length and
are thus suitable devices to look for ultralight dark matter candidates that cause these effects. Axion-like particles can be searched for by measuring the phase velocity
difference between the left- and right-handed polarized
photons [4–8]. Scalar fields that cause time variation of
the fine structure constant or the particle masses can be
probed by measuring the size changes in mirrors or spacers of rigid optical cavities [9–12]. These fields can also
be searched for by measuring the acceleration caused by
the spatial gradient of the mass of the mirrors [13, 14].

The massive vector field weakly coupled to the standard model sector (also known as dark photon) via the
baryon number, B, or the baryon minus lepton number, B − L, has increasingly received attention as yet another ultralight dark matter candidate. The theoretical
attempts to identify U (1)B or U (1)B−L as gauge symmetry have been explored as a natural extension of the
standard model. Although U (1)B symmetry is anomalous in the standard model, the anomaly can be canceled
by introducing an additional degree of freedom, for example, the Green-Schwarz mechanism [24]. In this case,
the U (1)B gauge boson acquires its mass through the
Stueckelberg mechanism. On the other hand, U (1)B−L
is anomaly free, and can be gauged without additional
ingredients. The U (1)B−L gauge boson can also acquire
its mass via the Higgs mechanism. The mass is then
proportional to the gauge coupling constant. Therefore,
if the U (1)B−L gauge boson is an ultralight dark matter, we expect that its coupling to the standard model
is suppressed, and requires highly sensitive experiments
to detect it. Several proposals have been made to search
for such vector fields by measuring the oscillating forces
acting on mirrors with laser interferometers [15–18].
Among these proposals to probe various ultralight dark
matter candidates, the use of gravitational wave detectors is often considered, owing to their extremely √
high
displacement sensitivity, on the order of 10−20 m/ Hz
at around 100 Hz [20]. Although gravitational wave
detectors are highly sensitive to measure differential
length changes in two perpendicular arm cavities, length
changes driven by ultralight scalar or vector fields are
mostly common to arm cavity test masses, and most of
the effects are canceled out. The sensitivity to dark mat-
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ter couplings therefore relies on a slight asymmetry between the arms or slight difference in the phase of the
dark matter field at two distant test masses of the arm
cavity.
In this Letter, we propose the use of auxiliary length
channels of gravitational wave detectors, such as the
channels to monitor changes in the power and signal recycling cavity lengths and differential Michelson interferometer length, to enhance the sensitivity to dark matter
couplings. We especially consider vector fields and show
that the sensitivity can be improved compared to the
search using the main differential arm length channel,
when the main test masses and auxiliary mirrors have
different charges to which the dark matter is coupled.
This condition is satisfied for the coupling between the
U (1)B−L gauge field and cryogenic gravitational wave
detectors such as KAGRA, which employ sapphire test
masses and fused silica auxiliary mirrors.
In the following, we start by briefly introducing the interferometer configuration of KAGRA and aLIGO, and
define the length channels of the interferometer. Then,
we show how these channels are modulated by the coupling of the U (1)B and U (1)B−L gauge fields to the associated charge of the mirrors. Next, we describe the
prospected sensitivity curves for the coupling constant for
each length channel. Finally, we provide a brief discussion and conclude our results. Throughout this Letter,
we use natural units ~ = c = ǫ0 = 1.

LENGTH CHANNELS OF GRAVITATIONAL
WAVE DETECTORS

The interferometer configuration of KAGRA and
aLIGO is a dual-recycled Fabry-Pérot-Michelson interferometer, as shown in Fig. 1. It is based on a Michelson interferometer that has two Fabry-Pérot cavities of length
Lx = Ly ≡ Larm in perpendicular arms. The arm cavity is formed by the input test mass (ITM) and the end
test mass (ETM), and the main gravitational wave signal is imprinted in the differential arm length (DARM).
The differential Michelson interferometer length (MICH)
between the beam splitter (BS) and two ITMs are controlled at the dark fringe at the anti-symmetric port
where the DARM channel is obtained. Most of the input beam is reflected in the direction of the laser source,
where a power recycling mirror (PRM) is located. The
PRM and two ITMs form a power recycling cavity, and
its length, power recycling cavity length (PRCL), is controlled to effectively enhance the input power. Additionally, a signal recycling mirror (SRM) is located at the
anti-symmetric port to change the frequency response of
the interferometer by tuning the signal recycling cavity
length (SRCL). The length changes of these auxiliary degrees of freedom can be obtained from the reflection port
and the pick-off port of the power recycling cavity. Using
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FIG. 1. The schematic of a dual-recycled Fabry-PérotMichelson interferometer, such as KAGRA and aLIGO. ITM
(ETM): input (end) test mass, BS: beam splitter, PRM:
power recycling mirror, SRM: signal recycling mirror.

TABLE I. KAGRA interferometer length parameters used
for the sensitivity calculation [22]. See Fig. 1 for the length
symbols. Length lp′ (ls′ ) are the distances between the PRM
(SRM) and BS along the x (y) axis. For aLIGO, Larm =
3995 m. All values are in units of m.
KAGRA

Larm
3000

lx
26.7

ly
23.3

lp
66.6

ls
66.6

lp′
19.5

ls′
19.4

the length symbols in Fig. 1, changes in DARM, MICH,
PRCL and SRCL can be written as
δLDARM = δ(Lx − Ly ),

(1)

δLMICH = δ(lx − ly ),
δLPRCL = δ[(lx + ly )/2 + lp ],

(2)
(3)

δLSRCL = δ[(lx + ly )/2 + ls ],

(4)

respectively. Here, lp (ls ) is the folded optical path length
between PRM (SRM) and BS. The interferometer length
parameters are listed in Table I.
While the interferometer configuration is similar between KAGRA and aLIGO, the mirror substrate for the
arm cavity test masses are different. Where aLIGO employs room temperature fused silica mirrors for all the
mirrors, KAGRA employs sapphire for cryogenic test
masses, and fused silica for room temperature auxiliary
mirrors. Cryogenic cooling of the test masses is a promising way to reduce thermal noise, and future gravitational
wave detectors such as LIGO Voyager [25], Einstein Telescope [26], and Cosmic Explorer [27] also plan to operate
at cryogenic temperatures.
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we ignore it. The phase factor, δτ (t), can be regarded as
constant within the coherent time scale τ = 2π/(mv 2 ).
~˙ in
In the same way as the electric force F~ = −qeA
electromagnetism, the non-relativistic vector field accelerates a free-falling object i with a charge qD,i and mass
Mi as
qD,i p
2ρDM~eA sin (mA t − ~k · ~xi ) (7)
~ai (t, ~xi ) = ǫD e
Mi
≡ ai~eA sin (mA t − ~k · ~xi ).
(8)
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FIG. 2. The designed displacement sensitivity of KAGRA.
The designed DARM sensitivity for aLIGO is also shown for
comparison. Sensitivity data for KAGRA were obtained from
Ref. [28], and that for aLIGO were obtained from Ref. [29].

The designed displacement sensitivity of KAGRA for
each length degree of freedom is shown in Fig. 2. For
DARM, the sensitivity is limited by the seismic noise
and the thermal noise at low frequencies, and the quantum noise at high frequencies, as described in detail in
Ref. [30]. For auxiliary degrees of freedom, the sensitivity
is limited by the electronic noise in the mirror actuation
below ∼ 4 Hz for MICH and SRCL, below ∼ 40 Hz for
PRCL [31]. The actuator noise for PRCL is larger because power recycling mirrors are suspended by simpler
vibration isolation systems and require a larger actuation
range. The sensitivity at higher frequencies is limited by
quantum shot noise [22].

LENGTH CHANGES FROM VECTOR DARK
MATTER

We focus on the massive vector field coupled with B
ν
or B − L current JD
, whose Lagrangian is given by
1
1
ν
L = − F µν Fµν + m2A Aν Aν − ǫD eJD
Aν ,
4
2

(5)

where Fµν ≡ ∂µ Aν − ∂ν Aµ is the field strength, mA is
the mass of the vector field, and ǫD is the gauge coupling
constant normalized to the electromagnetic coupling constant e. The vector dark matter field at location ~x is
given by
√
2ρDM
~
~eA cos (mA t − ~k · ~x + δτ (t)),
(6)
A(t, ~x) =
mA
~ ρDM ≃
where ~eA is the unit vector parallel to A,
3
0.3 GeV/cm is the local dark matter density, and k =
mA v with v ≃ 10−3 being the local velocity of dark matter. Note that A0 is negligibly smaller than Ai , and hence

For a U (1)B gauge boson, qB /M = A/µ/mn ≃ 1/mn is
almost identical between different materials. Here, A is
the mass number, µ is the atomic mass in atomic units,
and mn is the neutron mass. For fused silica and sapphire, A/µ − 1 is 5.5 × 10−4 and 5.1 × 10−4 , respectively. On the other hand, for a U (1)B−L gauge boson, qB−L /M = (A − Z)/µ/mn, where Z is the atomic
number, and the neutron ratio (A − Z)/µ ≃ 0.5 would
be more distinguishable between different materials. For
fused silica and sapphire, the values are 0.501 and 0.51,
respectively.
Let us consider two test masses placed along the x
axis, separated by a distance Lx . The length changes
along the x axis from dark matter induced acceleration
can be calculated by
Z
Z
1
dt dt~ex · [~a1 (t, ~x1 )
δLx =
2
(9)
+ ~a1 (t − 2Lx , ~x1 ) − 2~a2 (t − Lx , ~x2 )],
where ~ex is the unit vector along the x axis. For
mA Lx ≪ 1, which is the case in the mass range KAGRA
and aLIGO can probe, the amplitude of the oscillating
length change is given by
" 
2

cos ΩA
m2A L2x
δLx,0 =
1
−
a
−
a
1
2
m2A
2
(10)

2 1/2
,
+a1 a2 (kLx cos Ωk )

~ and the x axis, and
where ΩA is the angle between A
~
Ωk is the angle between k and the x axis. At around
100 Hz, where ground-based gravitational wave detectors are most sensitive, mA ≃ 4 × 10−13 eV, and 2π/k ≃
3 × 109 m. Therefore, m2A L2x and kLx are on the order of
10−5 for kilometer-scale interferometers, and the length
changes are largely attenuated when a1 = a2 . In the case
where a1 = a2 , the m2A L2x term, which comes from the finite light travel time between two test masses, dominates
in the mass range mA ≫ v/Lx [40].
~
By taking the average over all possible directions of A
~
and k, we obtain
"  
2

q
m2A L2x
1
2
1
−
3
a
−
a
hδLx,0 i =
1
2
3m2A
2
(11)

1/2
.
+a1 a2 (kLx )2
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SENSITIVITY TO B AND B − L COUPLING

With apone-sided spectrum of the displacement sensitivity of Sd (mA ), the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
q to the

length changes from the vector field on average
is given by
√
Teff q
SNR = p
hδL2d,0 i,
2 Sd (mA )

hδL2d,0 i

(16)

where d runs from DARM, MICH, PRCL and SRCL.
When the total measurement time Tobs is shorter than
the coherent time τ , the dark matter field oscillation
can be regarded as coherent and Teff = Tobs . However,
when Tobs & τ , the phase factor δτ behaves as a random
variable√remaining constant for each period of τ , and
Teff = Tobs τ [45]. At 100 Hz or mA ≃ 4 × 10−13 eV,
the coherent time is τ ≃ 104 sec.
By setting
q the SNR to unity, we obtain the detectable
limit to hδL2d,0 i, which can be converted into the coupling constant ǫD using the equations above. Figure 3
shows the projected sensitivity of KAGRA and aLIGO
for B and B − L vector dark matter couplings. Here,
the displacement sensitivity shown in Fig. 2 and length
parameters in Table I are used, and Tobs is set to 1 year.
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For simplicity, we assumed that the directions of A
~k are not correlated, as the three components of A
~ are
in equilibrium, although vector dark matter might have
only had its longitudinal or transverse modes in the early
universe, depending on the production mechanism [33–
39]. A similar calculation can be performed for two mirrors along the y axis, and we can obtain the same result
for the angular average.
By substituting the above equations into Eqs. (2)–(4),
the average amplitude of the oscillating length changes
from the vector field can be written using the lengths in
Table I as
q
q
(12)
hδL2DARM,0 i = hδL2x,0 i + hδL2y,0 i
q
q
2 i + hδl 2 i
hδL2MICH,0 i = hδlx,0
(13)
y,0
q
′ )2 i + hδl 2 i
q
h(δlx,0 + 2δlp,0
y,0
2
hδLPRCL,0 i =
(14)
2
q
2 i + h(δl
′
2
q
hδlx,0
y,0 + 2δls,0 ) i
2
hδLSRCL,0 i =
. (15)
2
The effect of the folding mirrors of the recycling cavities is
negligible, since two folding mirrors are made of the same
material and the distance between the folding mirrors is
10–20 m for both KAGRA and aLIGO. Note that the
angular average can be computed independently for the
lengths along the x axis and y axis, since the two axes
are orthogonal.
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FIG. 3. The projected sensitivity for B (upper) and B − L
(lower) vector dark matter couplings of KAGRA and aLIGO
with the measurement time of Tobs = 1 year. The shaded
regions show bounds from fifth-force searches with Eöt-Wash
torsion pendulum [41, 42] (yellow) and MICROSCOPE satellite [43] (light blue). Bounds on the coupling constant of the
Yukawa potential α from these fifth-force searches are converted to ǫD using ǫ2D = αGm2n /(e2 /4π), where G is the gravitational constant. The bound for B coupling from 893 hours
of aLIGO O1 DARM data [44] is also shown for comparison.

For B coupling, DARM gives the best sensitivity for
almost the entire mass range, owing to the longest interferometer length. Below mA . 7 × 10−14 eV, the sensitivity from the kL term in Eq. (11) dominates, while
above that mass, the sensitivity from the m2A L2 term
dominates. For mA . 4 × 10−14 eV, auxiliary channels provide better sensitivity, which is due to the difference in the charge density qB /M between sapphire and
fused silica at the 10−5 level. On the other hand, for
B − L coupling, auxiliary channels provide better sensitivity for mA . 2 × 10−13 eV than DARM, owing to the
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difference in qB−L /M between sapphire and fused silica
at the 10−2 level. In particular, when the MICH channel is used, KAGRA can reach ǫB−L ≃ 4.5 × 10−26 at
mA ≃ 1.5 × 10−14 eV, which is more than an order of
magnitude improvement compared with the bounds set
by the MICROSCOPE experiment [43].
We note that there are various technical noises at low
frequencies that could degrade the sensitivity for vector
dark matter in a lower mass range. In aLIGO during its
first observing run O1,
√ the displacement sensitivity on
the order of 10−16 m/ Hz was achieved above ∼ 20 Hz
for auxiliary length channels [20]. At lower frequencies,
the beam splitter motion and electronic noises in the local
sensors for the damping control of the suspension resonances were larger than the seismic noise and actuator
noise. Such noises can be reduced by feed-forward cancellation techniques and improved local sensors [46].
It is worth pointing out that our scheme can be applied to KAGRA without any modification to the existing interferometer and without losing any sensitivity to
gravitational waves. The use of auxiliary channels has
an advantage over the main DARM channel in which it
is easier to differentiate dark matter signals from gravitational wave signals. This is because the length change
caused by gravitational waves is smaller than that for
DARM by two orders of magnitude, owing to the shorter
interferometer length. The sensitivity for the B − L vector dark matter similar to KAGRA can also be achieved
with aLIGO if the auxiliary mirrors are replaced with,
for example, sapphire mirrors. Changing the material of
the auxiliary mirrors has negligible impact on the gravitational wave sensitivity, since the coupling of the displacement noise of the auxiliary mirrors to DARM is smaller
than O(10−2 ) in the observation band [20].
CONCLUSION

We proposed the use of auxiliary length channels from
gravitational wave detectors to search for ultralight vector dark matter. We have shown that when our scheme
is applied to B − L vector dark matter search with the
cryogenic gravitational wave detector KAGRA, the sensitivity for mA . 2 × 10−13 eV can be improved, compared
with the search using the main differential arm length
channel and other fifth-force experiments. It is shown
that more than an order of magnitude of the unexplored
region can be probed at masses around 1.5 × 10−14 eV.
This is because KAGRA uses different substrates for the
test masses and auxiliary mirrors. The auxiliary channels
measure the changes in the lengths between the sapphire
test masses and fused silica auxiliary mirrors, which have
different B − L charge densities.
Future gravitational wave detectors also plan to use
cryogenic arm cavity test masses that are made of different substrates from that of room temperature auxiliary

mirrors. The sensitivity to ultralight dark matter depends on the detailed design of the auxiliary mirrors, but
the sensitivity improvement over the designed sensitivity
of KAGRA can be expected, not only for gravitational
waves, but also for signals from ultralight dark matter.
Our proposal opens up new possibilities for dark matter
searches using gravitational wave detectors.
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