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We present a way to search for light scalar dark matter (DM), seeking to exploit putative coupling
between dark matter scalar fields and fundamental constants, by searching for frequency modulations
in direct comparisons between frequency stable oscillators. Specifically we compare a Cryogenic
Sapphire Oscillator (CSO), Hydrogen Maser (HM) atomic oscillator and a bulk acoustic wave quartz
oscillator (OCXO). This work includes the first calculation of the dependence of acoustic oscillators
on variations of the fundamental constants, and demonstration that they can be a sensitive tool for
scalar DM experiments. Results are presented based on 16 days of data in comparisons between the
HM and OCXO, and 2 days of comparison between the OCXO and CSO. No evidence of oscillating
fundamental constants consistent with a coupling to scalar dark matter is found, and instead limits
on the strength of these couplings as a function of the dark matter mass are determined. We constrain
the dimensionless coupling constant de and combination |dme−dg| across the mass band 4.4×10−19 .
mϕ . 6.8 × 10−14 eVc−2, with most sensitive limits de & 1.59 × 10−1, |dme − dg| & 6.97 × 10−1.
Notably, these limits do not rely on Maximum Reach Analysis (MRA), instead employing the more
general coefficient separation technique. This experiment paves the way for future, highly sensitive
experiments based on state-of-the-art acoustic oscillators, and we show that these limits can be
competitive with the best current MRA-based exclusion limits.

The nature and composition of Dark Matter (DM) is
currently one of the most pressing questions in physics.
The DM particle composition and interaction properties
remain unknown, despite decades of astronomical and
cosmological observations indicating that it is the domi-
nant matter component of the Universe. Many different
DM candidate particles and corresponding detection ex-
periments have been proposed [1–8], but as of yet, no
confirmed detections have occurred. In this work, we in-
vestigate DM models which add ultra-light scalar fields
to the Standard Model (SM). These kinds of models con-
sider non-trivial couplings of putative DM particles, such
as the string theory dilaton, and moduli fields to the ordi-
nary SM fields [9–13]. The introduced scalar DM particle
mass is predicted to cause oscillation in some of the fun-
damental constants of nature, at a frequency equivalent
to the DM particle mass, with measurable effects, and
potentially inducing violations of Einstein’s Equivalence
Principle (EEP) [10, 14, 15]. Consequently, searching
for variations in the fundamental constants, or violations
of the EEP can be viewed as searches for scalar dark
matter candidates. Such experiments are already well
developed [16–25], and are motivated from various areas
of physics, beyond the search for DM.
If such DM-SM couplings exist, oscillations in fundamen-
tal constants will frequency modulate various types of
clocks and oscillators, measurable via clock comparison
experiments if the oscillators or clocks exhibit different
dependences on the fundamental constants. Clock com-
parisons present a powerful tool for searching for such
variations, owing to the high stability of modern fre-
quency standards [23, 26–28].

Confounding these experiments is the fact that the DM
particle mass, as well as the strength of its coupling to
the SM, is unknown, and only weakly constrained [29].
As a result there is a large parameter space to search,
and experiments are required which search for a range of
DM particles masses, corresponding to frequency stan-
dards which are stable over different time-scales.
In this work we search for variations in the fundamen-
tal constants caused by a massive scalar field constitut-
ing the local DM halo. We present limits on the possi-
ble variation of linear combinations of fundamental con-
stants, thus placing experimental constraints on the cou-
pling of a DM scalar field to the SM. In particular, we
contribute new constraints to the relatively unexplored
higher mass area of the putative scalar field’s parameter
space; 4.4×10−19 . mϕ . 6.8×10−14eVc−2. We achieve
this by monitoring frequency fluctuations of a quartz
crystal bulk acoustic wave oscillator (OCXO), compared
against both cryogenic sapphire oscillator (CSO) and hy-
drogen maser reference clocks (HM), each of which ex-
hibits a different dependence on the fundamental con-
stants.
We consider the massive scalar field model of Dar-
mour and Donoghue [30], parametrised by the action
[15, 31, 32]

S =
1

c

∫
d4x

√
−g

2κ
[R− 2gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− V (ϕ)]

+
1

c

∫
d4x
√
−g[LSM(gµν ,Ψ) + Lint(gµν , ϕ,Ψ)],

(1)

with κ = 8πG/c4, where G is Newton’s constant, R the
Ricci scalar curvature tensor of space-time metric gµν ,
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and ϕ is the dimensionless, massive scalar field with a

quartic potential V (ϕ) = 2 c
2

~2m
2
ϕϕ

2 where the normalisa-
tion has been chosen so that mϕ has dimensions of mass.
The Lagrangian density of the SM fields Ψ is given by
LSM, while Lint gives some interaction between the scalar
field and the SM. For this work, as is common, we con-
sider linear couplings for Lint given by equation (12) of
Ref. [30]. Linear couplings are often considered to be
the most “simple” and therefore most “compelling” cou-
plings to the SM, taking the form

Lint = ϕ

[
de

4/mu0
F 2
µν −

dgβg
2g3

(FAµν)2

−c2
∑

i=e,u,d

(dmi
+ γmi

dg)miψ̄iψi

]
,

(2)

where Fµν is the electromagnetic Faraday tensor, µ0 the
magnetic permeability, FAµν is the gluon strength tensor,
g3 the QCD gauge coupling, β3 is the β function for the
running of g3, mi is the mass of the fermions, γmi

is
then the anomalous dimension giving the energy running
of the masses of the QCD coupled fermions, and ψi de-
notes the fermion spinors. The constants of interest dj
for j = mu,md,me, g, e are dimensionless coupling con-
stants that parametrise the scalar field coupling to the
SM matter fields, defining the strength of the interac-
tion in a corresponding SM sector, and equivalently, the
magnitude of any oscillations in the corresponding fun-
damental constants.
Choosing this Lagrangian for the scalar field interaction
leads to a group of fundamental constants displaying de-
pendencies on ϕ of the following forms:

α(ϕ) = α (1 + deϕ) , (3)

mi(ϕ) = mi (1 + dmi
ϕ) , for i = e, u, d (4)

ΛQCD(ϕ) = ΛQCD (1 + dgϕ) . (5)

Where α is the fine structure constant, mi denotes
fermion mass (electron (e), up (u) or down (d) quarks),
and ΛQCD represents the QCD mass scale. We also note
that the mean quark mass m̂ = (mu +md)/2 displays a
similar dependency on ϕ:

m̂(ϕ) = m̂ (1 + dm̂ϕ) , with dm̂ =
mudmu

+mddmd

mu +md
.

(6)
The periodic evolution of the scalar field is given by the
description in Ref. [31] which borrows from the cosmo-
logical string-theory dilaton model of Ref. [10];

ϕ =
4πGσ~2

m2
ϕc

6
+ ϕ0cos(ωϕt+ φ), with ωϕ =

mϕc
2

~
. (7)

Here; σ = δLint/δϕ is a source term which is due to
the non-minimal coupling between the scalar field and
matter. For short time periods (t � 1/H) this term

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the initial experimental set up
of the OCXO-CSO experiment. An amplifier and attenuator
(α) are used to prevent injection locking of the quartz oscil-
lator. Injection locking results in spurious bright lines in the
spectrum of PLL correction voltage

can be considered a constant. Following the description
presented in Ref. [31], we identify the scalar field as DM
with energy density,

ρDM =
c6

4πG~2
m2
ϕϕ

2
0

2
. (8)

It is thus possible to experimentally probe the cou-
pling of a DM scalar field to matter, by searching for
ϕ dependent variations in dimensionless ratios of fun-
damental constants. This can and has been achieved
by making comparison measurements between differing
frequency standards whose frequency ratio is depen-
dent on some combination of the dimensionless factors:
mu/ΛQCD, md/ΛQCD, me/ΛQCD and α. An experiment
of this nature is thus able to probe scalar field couplings
linear in de and dmi − dg, by considering equations (3)
to (8), and the local dark matter parameters.
It is often difficult to extract an exclusion limit on indi-
vidual coupling parameters, owing to these combinations.
There are two common methods for extracting informa-
tion on individual parameters. One is known as ‘Maxi-
mum Reach Analysis’ (MRA) in which a series of models
are considered where it is assumed that the field in ques-
tion only couples to one SM sector in each model, thus ex-
cluding one non-zero coupling parameter at a time. The
other method is to take multiple sets of data with differ-
ing dependencies on the constants, so that linear combi-
nations of different parameters can be separated. This
is known as ‘coefficient separation’ and is the technique
that we employ in this work. By introducing a mechan-
ical resonator, which depends in a different way on the
fundamental constants to various photonic and atomic
oscillators, we are able to separate coefficients which have
not been separated before.

In one of our experiments we analysed fluctuations of
the phase difference δφ21 between a 10 MHz NEL Fre-
quency Controls Inc. ultra low phase noise OCXO and a
10 MHz signal synthesised from a microwave CSO [33].
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Fig. 1 shows a schematic diagram of that experiment.
Here, the reference 10 MHz signal was synthesized by
shifting the CSO frequency by approximately 39 MHz to
make it sufficiently (within tens of Hz) close to 11200
MHz before dividing it 112 times. The auxiliary 39 MHz
signal was supplied by a Direct Digital Synthesizer (DDS)
phase-locked to a 10 MHz CH1-75A active HM. In an-
other similar experiment, the 10 MHz reference signal
was supplied straight from the same HM.
A Phase-Locked Loop (PLL) was employed to keep mean
frequency of the OCXO equal to that of the 10 MHz ref-
erence. This was necessary to permit long-term measure-
ments of the phase difference fluctuations δφ21.
The spectral density of the δφ21 was inferred from the
spectrum of PLL correction voltage δucorr (Fig. 1) via
the following relationship

Su(F) =

∣∣∣∣ γ

1 + γ

∣∣∣∣2( F
df/du

)2 (
Sδφ(F) + S

n/f
φ (F)

)
, (9)

where F denotes the Fourier frequency, γ is the loop
gain, df/du is the frequency-voltage tuning coefficient of
the quartz oscillator, Sδφ is the spectral density of phase

difference fluctuations and S
n/f
φ is the spectral density of

the PLL phase noise floor.
All parameters of the PLL in Eq. (9) can be determined
experimentally, thus monitoring the PLL voltage signal
δu allows us to measure phase noise variations ϕ21 that
are synchronous with variations in the beat frequency
δf21 = δf2 − δf1 of two different frequency standards.
We now consider how a variation in the fundamental con-
stants will affect the beat frequency between each combi-
nation of these frequency standards. To do this we write
the dependence of each standard’s mode frequencies as a
combination of the dimensionless constants α, mq/ΛQCD

and me/mp ∝ me/ΛQCD [17]. Here we are assuming the
constants stated above are functions of ϕ as per eqs. (3)
to (5), while any other factors contained in the mode fre-
quency dependence are true constants [34].
The derivation of the dependence of the quartz oscillator
mode on the fundamental constants is discussed in the
supplementary material for this letter [35] and is found
to be given by

fQ ∝ meα
2

√
me

mp
∝ meα

2

√
me

ΛQCD
. (10)

The dependencies of both the CSO and Maser frequencies
are given in Appendix A of Ref. [34],

fCSO ∝ meα, (11)

fHM ∝ meα
4

(
me

mp

)
∝ meα

4

(
me

ΛQCD

)
. (12)

By normalizing variations in beat frequency with respect
to the shared carrier frequency f0 = 10 MHz, we have,

for the quartz against the CSO:

δfCSO − δfQ
f0

= −δα
α
− 1

2

(
δme

me
− δΛQCD

ΛQCD

)
= −

[
de +

1

2
(dme

− dg)
]
ϕ0,

(13a)

δfHM − δfQ
f0

= 2
δα

α
+

1

2

(
δme

me
− δΛQCD

ΛQCD

)
=

[
2de +

1

2
(dme

− dg)
]
ϕ0.

(13b)

Where we have used eqs. (3) to (5), and ϕ0 has been
given by eq. (8).
We obtained two initial datasets as per the procedure
outlined above. For the CSO-OCXO comparison, data
collection took place over just two days, whilst the HM-
OCXO data was taken continuously over 16 days. For
both datasets, PLL correction voltage time series were
collected with a sampling rate of 2.2 Hz. The spectral
density of fractional frequency noise; Sy, in units of 1/Hz,
was determined by taking the Fourier Transform (FT) of
the beat frequency fluctuations δf21 and normalizing by
the carrier frequency. The range of analysable Fourier
frequencies is then determined by the sampling rate of the
measurement apparatus and the total integration time.
In addition to these two initial datasets, further measure-
ments were made at later times over shorter periods in or-
der to provide further complementary results. The CSO-
OCXO and HM-OCXO experiments were sampled again,
at a higher rate (33 Hz) for 12 hours in order to exclude
large noise sources in the initial data, as well as generat-
ing fractional frequency noise data at higher frequencies.
This data will be subject to the same DM search anal-
ysis in the proceeding section, giving less stringent but
complementary results. Finally, a further OCXO-OCXO
control experiment which displays zero DM sensitivity
was run for 12 hours, in order characterise spurious sys-
tematic noise sources in the main data.

The goal of this analysis is to determine a limit cor-
responding to the weakest possible scalar field-standard
model coupling strength that can be confidently excluded
in the case of no detection. The general procedure is
as follows. The power spectral density of fractional fre-
quency noise, Sy, is searched for large deviations from the
mean value at a range of Fourier frequencies, which would
correspond to signals consistent with dark matter. A
threshold “cut” value is chosen, and above this cut value
any deviations from the mean are considered dark matter
candidates. If all such signals can be excluded as either
spurious or systematic noise, they are excluded as dark
matter candidates, no detection is reported, and we move
to derive exclusion limits. A signal size is determined via
simulation, which corresponds to the minimum size of
a dark matter signal, and thus DM-SM coupling, which
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FIG. 2. Power Spectral Density (PSD) of frequency noise for
both initial and later runs of the CSO-OCXO experiment are
shown by the blue and orange traces respectively. Also shown
in Red is the excluded power to 95% confidence, given by MC
simulations. Similar confidence limits were also obtained for
the HM-OCXO frequency noise data.

we would expect to pass the chosen threshold cut value
with 95% confidence. Given we have excluded all signals
above the cut, this simulation-determined signal strength
corresponds to our 95% confidence exclusion limit, as we
would have expected a signal of this size to remain in
the data, survive the cut, and not be excluded, if it were
present. This limit can then be directly used to exclude
some coupling parameter space for the chosen DM model.
A more detailed discussion on the analysis method is pre-
sented in the supplementary material.

An example of the 95% confidence exclusion limits in
terms of frequency fluctuation signal strength for the
CSO-OCXO experiment are as shown in Fig. 2, simi-
lar limits were also computed for the HM-OCXO exper-
iment. The excluded amplitude of frequency variation is
given by the square root of these limits (when converted
back from fractional to absolute frequency), which can
then be substituted into Eqs. (13) to give experimental
exclusion limits on two different linear combinations of
de, dme and dg (a different set of coupling parameters for
each type of oscillator comparison). We then utilise co-
efficient separation to provide further limits, effectively
solving linear equations for |de| and |dme

− dg|. Fig. 3
presents these final exclusion limits derived from both the
initial sets of data, and the later higher frequency data,
displayed as one combined limit.
We note that previous literature limits in this region
[20, 32] have been approximated by applying MRA to ex-
perimental data from EEP and WEP tests. MRA is per-

FIG. 3. Individual limits on coupling constants |de| and
|dme − dg| derived in this work are shown in Red and Or-
ange, corresponding to the initial data collection run, and
higher frequency run respectively. The best known limits in
the region, as approximated in Ref. [32] by performing MRA
on results given by the Eöt-Wash torsion balance EP test [18]
and MICROSCOPE’s WEP test as well as limits on de by
the SYRTE fountain clock, are shown by the Blue Cyan and
Magenta limits respectfully [24]. We also further present a
projected estimate in Green, for a potential future experi-
ment that would utilise new low phase noise oscillators over
a 5 year period.

formed by effectively assuming experimental sensitivity
to only one coupling parameter, setting all other param-
eters to zero. While this method has produced the most
competitive limits to date; we note that it is an idealistic
estimate, and underpinned by the inherent assumption
that any cancellation between multiple parameters is un-
likely [36, 37]. In deriving our exclusion limits we have
considered no case were the coupling to specific SM sec-
tors is temporarily ignored, making them more general.
Although such results are obviously inherently less sen-
sitive, they are of slightly different and complimentary
significance to those produced by MRA.
Recent developments in CSO and OCXO oscillator tech-
nologies are giving rise to a new wave of low phase and
frequency noise oscillators, far superior to the devices
used in this experiment. We have included projected
limits in Fig. 3, as well as frequency stability perfor-
mance in Fig. 1, for a similar hypothetical experiment
that searches for variations in CSO-HM and CSO-OCXO
frequency differences, using current best-case noise char-
acteristics for such devices from Refs.[23, 38, 39]. A 5
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year experimental run time in this scenario will achieve
general sensitivity limits via coefficient separation that
are comparable with those produced by the approxima-
tions of MRA. The process for determining these exclu-
sion limits, along with the assumptions made about os-
cillator performance, are outlined in the supplementary
material. Further improvements to sensitivity could be
made by operating the quartz oscillator in a cryogenic en-
vironment, where these oscillators see a boost in quality
factor of several orders of magnitude [23, 40, 41]. How-
ever, due to several practical challenges [42, 43], such a
system is yet to be experimentally realized.
In conclusion, we present exclusion limits on scalar dark
matter coupling to the standard model over several or-
ders of magnitude in dark matter particle mass, based on
frequency comparisons of stable oscillators. We exclude
parameter space for the coupling constant de and combi-
nation dme

− dg. These results epresent an improvable,
purpose-built experimental contribution to a largely un-
explored region of scalar field DM parameter space. The
results we have presented are via the coefficient separa-
tion method. Although these results are several orders of
magnitude less sensitive than those produced by MRA,
the fact that these, and any future such limits are not re-
liant on the assumptions of MRA is a significant strength
of this technique. The limits presented here compliment
those produced by MRA, as well as other experimental
searches in neighbouring regions. Additionally, these re-
sults represent the first experimental means to exclude
the coupling constant combination dme

− dg in isolation,
as atomic transition searches display no sensitivity to this
combination. Furthermore, we present projected exclu-
sion limits for future iterations of this experimental tech-
nique, and show that it has the potential to be competi-
tive with the best MRA limits, without making the same
assumptions. We also demonstrate for the first time the
power of quartz oscillators as a tool for scalar dark matter
detection, and present the derivation of the dependence
of the frequencies of such resonators to the fundamental
constants.
This was funded by the ARC Centre for Excellence for
Engineered Quantum Systems, CE170100009, and the
ARC Centre for Excellence for Dark Matter particle
Physics, CE200100008, as well as ARC grant number
DP190100071.
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H. H. T. Thi, C. Türkoğlu, M. Uffinger, A. Ulrich,
I. Usherov, S. Wawoczny, M. Willers, M. Wüstrich,
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[44] L. c. v. F. Pašteka, Y. Hao, A. Borschevsky, V. V. Flam-
baum, and P. Schwerdtfeger, Material size dependence

https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/20/202001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/20/202001
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.115.201301
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.115.201301
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.64.123
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.64.123
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.87.122004
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.81.022003
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.100.041101
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.61.022001
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.91.015015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.011802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.151301
https://doi.org/10.1109/tuffc.2018.2824845
https://doi.org/10.1109/tuffc.2018.2824845
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.120.141101
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.07055
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep02132
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ns.38.120188.003535
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ns.38.120188.003535
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.82.084033
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.117.061301
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.117.061301
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.98.064051
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.98.064051
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4709479
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4709479
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.27.1705
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.27.1705
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.119.201102
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.119.201102
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.119.201101
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.119.201101
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevx.6.011018
https://doi.org/10.1109/tuffc.2012.2152
https://doi.org/10.1109/tuffc.2012.2152
https://doi.org/10.1109/tuffc.2012.2152
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cryogenics.2013.06.001


7

on fundamental constants, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 160801
(2019).

[45] D. J. Griffiths, Introduction to Quantum Mechanics
(Prencitce Hall, Englewood Clirrfs, N.J., 1995).

[46] J. Gilman, Micromechancis of Flow in Solids (McGraw-
Hill, New York, N.Y., 1969).

[47] E. J. Daw, A Search for Halo Axions, Ph.D. thesis, Mas-
sachusetts Institute of Technology (1998).

[48] P. J. McMillan, Mass models of the milky way, Monthly
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 414, 2446
(2011).

[49] G. P. Centers, J. W. Blanchard, J. Conrad, N. L.
Figueroa, A. Garcon, A. V. Gramolin, D. F. J. Kim-
ball, M. Lawson, B. Pelssers, J. A. Smiga, A. O.
Sushkov, A. Wickenbrock, D. Budker, and A. Dere-
vianko, Stochastic fluctuations of bosonic dark matter
(2019), arXiv:1905.13650 [astro-ph.CO].

Supplementary Material: Bulk Acoustic Wave
(BAW) Oscillator Fundamental Constant

Dependence

In determining the dependence of a BAW resonator on
the fundamental constants of nature; we begin with the
assumption that the BAW phonon resonant frequencies
are of the general form

f =
nv

L
, (14)

where v is the speed of sound in the material, L is the
relevant length parameter of the resonator, and n is a
constant. We will now consider how each of these pa-
rameters depends on fundamental constants.
The lengths of solids are (to first order) proportional to
the Bohr radius, a0, the characteristic scale for the size
of atoms [44, 45]. Thus for a solid, such as a BAW res-
onator,

L ∝ a0 ∝ α−1 me
−1. (15)

Of course, the overall lengths of solids depends on both
atomic radius and inter-atomic spacings, but it can be
shown [44] that to first order these lengths (and indeed
the inter-atomic spacings themselves), depend only on
the Bohr radius.
The speed of sound in a medium is given by

v =

√
K

ρ
. (16)

Here K is the relevant elastic modulus for the type of
sound wave and material, and ρ is the density. For the
following we consider K to be the Bulk modulus. Given
all elastic moduli in solids depend on the balance of the
same electrostatic attractive and repulsive forces between
atoms, we assume that they depend on the fundamental
constants in the same way, and thus sound waves depend

in the same way regardless of the modulus chosen. We
can rewrite the velocity as

v =

√
K L3

m
, (17)

by expressing density in terms of L and m, the mass.
Given that the majority of the mass of a BAW is baryons,
the variation of m with constants can be considered pro-
portional to variation of mp, assuming that it is some
large multiple of the proton mass.
According to [46], for solids with electrostatic inter-
atomic bonding, such as quartz

K = Ar0
−4, (18)

where A is a (dimensionful) constant relating to the at-
tractive forces between atoms, and r0 is the inter-atomic
spacing. Earlier we saw that the inter-atomic spacings
depend on the Bohr radius, so this dependence is known.
Dimensionally speaking, we can see that A has dimen-
sion [Nm2], since K has dimensions of [Nm−2] and r0

−4

has dimension [m−4]. According to [46] A represents the
(electrostatic) attraction term between atoms. Combin-
ing these pieces of information, for our purposes, in terms
of dependence on fundamental constant, we assume that
A is proportional to the Coulomb force, FC (dimensions
[N]), and the square of the characteristic inter-atomic
length scale. FC is given by

FC = α~c
z1z2
r2

, (19)

where zi is the atomic number of element i, and r is the
relevant length scale. For the purpose of the fundamen-
tal constant dependence it does not matter which length
scale we consider, since they all change with fundamental
constants in the same way to first order. This ultimately
leads us to

A ∝ FC × r2 ∝ α. (20)

This is also the dependence of the Coulomb constant on
the fundamental constants, which supports this analysis.
This, combined with (15) and (18), yields

K ∝ α5me
4. (21)

Substituting (17) into (14) gives us

f =
n
√

KL3

m

L
. (22)

Finally, substituting (21) and (15), in terms of fundamen-
tal constants (assuming n is a true constant), we arrive
at

f ∝
√
KL

m
∝

√
α4me

3

mp
∝ meα

2

√
me

mp
. (23)
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FIG. 4. Example of the candidate signal characterisation pro-
cess. Spurious signals in the high frequency data (orange
trace) are characterised as noise sources by either comparing
with DM insensitive BAW-BAW noise data, or by looking
at the signal’s width and comparing to that of a character-
istic DM signal at the corresponding frequency. In the fig-
ure shown, 50% of spurious signals were characterised by the
BAW-BAW data, while all signals were also found to be far
too broad to be associated with DM.

Data Analysis Considerations

As discussed in the main body of this work, in order to
achieve our goal of determining the limit corresponding
to the weakest coupling strength that can be excluded
in the case of no detection, we employed a modified ver-
sion of the power bin search analysis method presented
by Daw in Ref. [47]. Here we present a discussion of
the method and the main considerations that were made
when applying it to this work.
In performing the power bin search method, data ac-
quired over a broadband frequency-binned range is
searched for characteristics that correspond to the effect
expected to be induced by a DM signal. In the case of
[47] as well as that of our work, the statistic that de-
fines the search is either power excess above the mean
level in a single frequency bin, or the total power excess
given by the summation of a small number of consecutive
bins. Threshold cuts can then be made to the data to
identify candidate bins that contain large power excess
potentially due to DM signals. These remaining DM can-
didates are then systematically eliminated by identifying
spurious non-DM related noise signals in the frame of the
experiment that co-align at candidate frequencies. If all
candidates above the chosen threshold power level can
be removed in this way, the threshold can be used to
compute a statistical exclusion limit on the DM coupling
strength.
The motivation behind choosing between single or mul-

tiple bin search channels is derived from consideration of

FIG. 5. Allan variance of the oscillators used in these experi-
ments are shown by the green and blue points. Also included
in the red, magenta and cyan points are the expected Allan
variances for the oscillators presented in Refs.[23, 38, 39], that
we plan to use for future experiments.

the DM signal’s linewidth (if the DM signal is distributed
over a large enough band it will deposit power into mul-
tiple neighbouring frequency bins), hence the most opti-
mal search channel is defined by our assumptions of the
shape of a DM signal. In this work we are considering a
scalar field that constituted the entirety of the local DM
halo, thus we assume that this field has been thermalised
by its motion in the galactic gravitational potential and
therefore any signal, when converted to frequency space,
will be defined by a Maxwell Boltzmann distribution of
linewidth 10−6×ωϕ [48]. This then defines two regimes in
the frequency band spanned by our data; the first occurs
at low frequencies (DM masses) where the DM linewidth
is small and thus its frequency distribution will be com-
pletely contained by a single bin. For the data in this
regime we conduct a single bin search as described above.
The second regime occurs at frequencies where the DM
signal’s linewidth becomes larger than the width of each
frequency bin. For the data in this regime we conduct a
3-bin search, as this provides the most optimal matching
of signal linewidth to bin width across this regime of the
data set.
We also acknowledge that recent theoretical develop-
ments [49] suggest that for integration times less than
the coherence time of the DM signal (the first regime in
our case), the DM signal exhibits a stochastic fluctuat-
ing amplitude, instead of the assumed fixed value ϕ0. For
this work, as in the other previous works that we have
presented, we assume a deterministic approach where the
scalar field amplitude is fixed to an RMS value ϕ0. In
order to provide exclusion limits across the entirety of
our dataset, we must make the claim that no spurious
DM-like signals were identified above a threshold cut. In
order to support this claim we characterised all large spu-
rious signals seen in the data as non-DM noise by one of
three different strategies. The first strategy was to utilise
the DM insensitive OCXO-OCXO data to find any large
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FIG. 6. PSD of frequency noise for all initial and later runs are shown by the blue and orange traces respectively. Also shown
in Red is the excluded power to 95% confidence.

signal peaks at coincident frequencies, thus associating
these signals as systematic background noise. Similarly,
large signals seen in the 0.1-1 Hz frequency band of the
initial data could be characterised as noise by looking at
the DM sensitive data from the later higher frequency
run, in which these large signals do not reoccur. The
final method for characterisation is to measure the band-
width of such signals and compare the measurement to
the expected bandwidth of a DM induced effect. As dis-
cussed in the preceding section, a DM associated signal
would exhibit a bandwidth of 10−6 × fm, which for our
data corresponds to a width of at most 3 consecutive
frequency bins. This allows us to exclude all signals of
width > 3 bins as non-DM associated noise.
Using a combination of these three strategies, all spuri-
ous signals of large frequency noise excess were able to be
characterised as non-DM related noise sources, hence we
can claim zero DM detection events and move to deter-
mine exclusion limits. In the regions of frequency space
where these large signals exist, we simply raise our limits
accordingly as to show reduced sensitivity to DM signals
in these areas.
We utilised Monte Carlo (MC) simulations to convert our
threshold frequency noise cut into a 95% confidence limit
on the magnitude of frequency shifts induced by a DM
scalar field. The simulation’s algorithm constructs a mul-
tiple bin wide ‘window’ by superimposing a synthesised

DM signal injected at some random frequency with a
Gaussian-like noise distribution defined by the raw data’s
statistics. The injected signal’s power is then varied until
it passes the threshold cut in 95% of simulations. As we
interpret our data as containing zero detection events, we
define the threshold cut as the power level given by the
bin with the highest signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in each
window of the real data, this defines the minimum DM
SNR we can exclude. The ensemble of power levels deter-
mined by this MC simulation for each window then gives
the confidence limit on excluded frequency noise power.
In order to estimate sensitivity for a future, improved ex-
periment, we begin by collecting and constructing models
of frequency noise in cutting edge oscillators. We take the
results presented in Ref. [23] for an estimate of Quartz
BAW phase noise, Ref. [38] for an improved CSO esti-
mate, and the values quoted in the technical manual Ref.
[39] for an optimistic HM estimate. Using the gathered
frequency noise models we then compute fractional fre-
quency noise power for each oscillator, and add the noise
for each set of compared oscillators in quadrature. This
gives an estimate of the fractional frequency noise power
for a two resonator system, as used in this work.
We consider employing a dynamic bin search method (in
which we have a varying integration time) on 5 years
worth of frequency noise measurements. In order to esti-
mate the smallest fractional frequency noise power which
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we could exclude from such data, we employ the well
known Dicke Radiometer equation

SNR =
Sy2exc
Sy2noise

√
T × BW =

Pyexc
Sy2noise

√
T

BW
, (24)

where Sy2 is the spectral density of fractional frequency
fluctuations in units of Hz−1 with corresponding spec-
trum of fractional frequency fluctuations Py, T is the to-
tal measurement time, and BW is the spectral bin width.
Thus, setting an SNR goal of 1 allows us to estimate the

lowest fractional frequency noise power we could exclude
(Pyexc) in a two resonator experiment. Following the pro-
cedure in the main body, taking the square root of this
limit gives the excluded amplitude of frequency variation
which can then be substituted into an equation similar to
that of Eqs. (13) to give limits on a linear combination
coupling constants. We found that the best limits on |de|
and |dme − dg| would be given by performing coefficient
separation on a CSO-HM, CSO-BAW combination, the
results of such a projection are presented in the text in
Fig. 3


	Searching for Scalar Dark Matter via Coupling to Fundamental Constants with Photonic, Atomic and Mechanical Oscillators
	Abstract
	 References
	 Supplementary Material: Bulk Acoustic Wave (BAW) Oscillator Fundamental Constant Dependence
	 Data Analysis Considerations


