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We formulate axion-electrodynamics and magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) in the cosmological con-
text assuming weak gravity. The two formulations are made for a general scalar field with general
f(¢)-coupling, and an axion as a massive scalar field with ¢*-coupling, with the helical electromag-
netic field. The a-dynamo term appears naturally from the helical-coupling in the MHD formula-
tion. In the presence of the electromagnetic coupling, however, the Schrodinger and hydrodynamic
formulations of the coherently oscillating axion are mot available for the conventional ¢ coupling;
instead, ¢? coupling allows successful formulations preserving the dark matter nature of the axion

to nonlinear order.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The axion as a coherently oscillating massive scalar
field is a fuzzy dark matter (DM) candidate [15]. The
axion electrodynamics (ED) is a central topic in exper-
imental searches for the DM axion or axion-like parti-
cles in the laboratory ﬂa—@] The pseudo-scalar nature of
the axion allows a natural coupling with the helical elec-
tromagnetic (EM) field. The helical coupling can cause
magnetic helicity generation, which has important im-
plications in enhancing the large-scale magnetic field via
dynamo action and inverse cascade ﬂQ, @] The origin
and evolution of the magnetic field on the cosmic scale,
unknown at the moment, are tied with the cosmological
evolution. Thus, helically coupled axion is a subject of
central importance in high-energy physics, astrophysics,
and cosmology @]

Magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) is a convenient ap-
proximation for handling the EM field interacting with a
conducting fluid. Here, we aim to provide the complete
sets of equations for the ED and the MHD combined with
a general scalar field and an axion as a massive scalar
field, in the presence of additional coupling between the
scalar field and the helical EM field. We consider the
weak gravity limit in the cosmological context.

For a coherently oscillating axion, under the Klein
transformation, we can derive the Schrédinger equa-
tion in the non-relativistic limit. Further applying the
Madelung transformation, we have the quantum hydro-
dynamic equations revealing the nature of axion as the
fuzzy (or cold) DM candidate ﬂﬂ—@] With the EM cou-
pling, however, such transformations are not available for
the conventional ¢-coupling commonly used in direct de-
tection experiments of axion as the DM ﬂﬂ@], for strong
coupling, the DM nature of the axion is lost. Instead,
a ¢2-coupling allows successful transformations preserv-
ing the DM nature with coherent oscillation even to the
nonlinear order.

We consider a scalar field generally coupled with the

helical EM field. The Lagrangian density is
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where Ly, is the fluid part, R is the scalar curvature, A
is the cosmological constant, ¢ is the scalar field, Fyp is
the EM field strength tensor with Fjy its duel tensor, J¢
is the electric four-current, and A, is the four-potential;
F, F® = —4FE°B, is parity-odd and leads to asymmetry
between the two circular polarization states, thus helical.
Here, assuming weak gravity limit (see below) in cos-
mological context we will formulate the ED and MHD for
a general scalar field with V(¢) and f(¢) without using
the transformations, and for an axion with massive V' and
f= %(;52 with the transformations. These are the scalar
field-ED and MHD in Sections [Il and [T} and axion-ED
and MHD in Sections [¥] and [V], respectively. In Section
[VT we investigate the gravitational and magnetic insta-
bilities of the axion-MHD. Section [VIIl is a discussion.

II. SCALAR FIELD-ED

Maxwell’s equations, in the normal (laboratory) frame
of reference, are modified by the axion-coupling as
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with the axion-induced electric charge and current den-
sities, respectively ﬂa, ]
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where a(t) is the cosmic scale factor. These are Gauss’s
law, Ampeére’s law, no monopole condition, and Faraday’s
law, respectively, and are valid in the weak gravity (see
later) limit. We use the Gaussian unit [21).

The Klein-Gordon equation gives ﬂa]

4. A
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We kept the gravitational potential ® in the weak gravity
limit, as the mass term in the scalar field potential Vs

already c? order; for a massive field, V = ;mhf ¢%. We

have Fava“b = —4E - B which is related to the time
derivative of the magnetic helicity, fv A -Bd®z with B =
V x A [22].

For the fluid, for simplicity, we consider only the con-
tinuity and Euler equations in the non-relativistic limit
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where o, v, p and II;; are the density, velocity, pressure
and anisotropic stress, respectively. The right-hand side
of Eq. @) is the Lorentz force. The g4,-coupling cou-
ples the EM field with the scalar field only, and does not
directly affect the fluid conservation equations.

For the gravity, with goo = —(1+2®/¢?), g;j = a*(1 —
20 /c?) and 2° = ct, we have Nﬁ]
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We kept fluid variables (energy density u = oc? and pres-
sure p) to the weak gravity (®/c? ¥/c?> < 1) and slow-
motion (viv;/c? < 1) limits; in non-relativistic limit we
can ignore the pressure term. We note that the EM and
the scalar fields are still fully relativistic, and this is why
we kept two different potentials ¢ and V¥; in the weak
gravity limit, gg;-component is non-vanishing as well.
The consistent weak gravity limit combined with the rela-
tivistic matter parts is available in the uniform-expansion
gauge, setting the trace of extrinsic curvature uniform in
space ﬂﬁ, ] The ggy-coupling term does not directly
appear in gravity because it does not contribute to the
energy-momentum tensor. Notice that only & couples
with the fields and the fluid; this is because we consider
the non-relativistic order in fluid. For weak gravity limit
combined with fully relativistic matter, see & |ﬁ7

These complete the scalar field-ED in the weak gravity
combined with the non-relativistic fluid: the complete set
is Egs. ([@)-([I0). We considered general V(¢) and f(¢) in
the cosmological context. In the Friedmann background,
Egs. @), @), (@) and () include the background or-
der equations, and in perturbation analysis we may sub-
tract the background order, see Section [VII The Fried-
mann background cannot accommodate the EM field. By
setting @ = 1 and A = 0, we recover equations in the
Minkowski background.

Our basic equations in [@)-([II) are derived from the
fully relativistic formulation by sequentially taking the
weak gravity, slow-motion and non-relativistic limits. A
fully relativistic extension of the present work is currently
in progress [25].

III. SCALAR FIELD-MHD

The MHD approximation considers 4woT > 1 where o
is the electrical conductivity and T is the characteristic
time scale of variation of the EM fields [26]. In the slow-
motion limit, MHD (i) adopts a simple form of Ohm’s

law as
) 1
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c

(ii) the displacement current term in Ampere’s law is
negligible, (iii) E? term in Eq. (0) is negligible, and (iv)
in ordinary MHD, o.E is negligible compared with the
second Lorentz force term, but not in the presence of
the gg~-coupling; using the Ohm’s law, we can show that
only V - E term coming from p.E using Gauss’ law is
negligible compared with the second Lorentz force term
[see Eq. (IT)].

In the MHD, the fundamental dynamic variables are
hydrodynamic ones like o, v, and the magnetic field B;
in our case, we have additional scalar field variable ¢
and gravity ®. The Ohm’s law determines E, Gauss’ law
determines g, and Ampere’s law determines j,; these are
respectively,

(12)
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Notice that in our case with g4,-coupling, E and j. are
coupled; we may truncate it (using smallness of either
1/o or g4) at some point depending on the situation.
Using the Ohm’s law and Ampere’s law in Eq. ([I3]),
and assuming constant o, the Faraday equation gives
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The second term in the left-hand side is the flux conserv-
ing induction term (in the absence of the other terms



the magnetic field is frozen-in with the fluid), and the
third term is the diffusion. The right-hand side can work
as the scalar field source for the magnetic field; espe-
cially, the first term can work as the a-dynamo ﬂﬂ] with
a = cgyyf/o [28 R29]. For an ideal MHD (0 — oo),
the g4-coupling disappears. One remaining equation is
V -B = 0. Linear solutions with exponential growth are
given in Eq. ([5).

For the fluid, the continuity equation in (8) remains
the same. The Euler equation in (@), using the Gauss’
and Ampere’s laws in Eq. ([I3]), gives

' 1 1 1 ;
VA IVt v VY 4 -VE 4 — (Vp+vjng)
a a a oa

_ (VxB)xB 1
= frea T 90 B BVF (15)

Notice the presence of gg.-coupling contribution in the
scalar field-MHD while such a term is absent in the orig-

inal scalar field-ED. Using the Ampere’s and Ohm’s laws
in Eq. (I3]), we have
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For E-term in the right-hand side, we may again use the
Ohm’s law with a truncation, see below Eq. ([I3). For
the scalar field, Eq. () remains the same and we only
need E - B expressed in the MHD approximation as in
Eq. (IG). In the ideal MHD limit, we have E - B = 0,
and the gg-coupling entirely disappears. For the gravity,
Equation (I0) remains the same except for the absence
of E%-term.

These complete the MHD approximation coupled with
a scalar field with general V(¢) and f(¢): the complete
set is Eqs. ([3)-(I6) together with Eqgs. (@), ) and (I0)

for the scalar field, fluid and gravity.

IV. AXION-ED

A. Klein transformation

From now on, we consider a massive field with f = %¢2
and call it axion; notice the difficulty, in the presence
of gg¢y-coupling, of applying the following two transfor-
mations with time-average for the conventional coupling

with f = ¢. The Klein transformation is @, |&_1|]
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where ¢ is a real scalar field, and ¢ is a complex wave
function; w. = mc?/h is the Compton frequency. This
ansatz is valid if the scalar field oscillates with Compton
frequency. On sub-Compton scale, the Laplacian term
in Eq. (@) dominates and the scalar field does not os-
cillate. Thus, the Klein transformation works only on
super-Compton scale ﬂﬁ]

Ignoring the rapidly oscillating parts (by taking time
average), we have f = h%04/(2m?), and Eq. (@) gives
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Equation (@), in the non-relativistic (¢ — co) limit [19],
gives
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which is the Schrodinger equation in expanding back-
ground, including the gravity and the EM coupling. For
the gravity, from Eq. ([I), we have
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where we ignored (by time-average) oscillating parts and
took the non-relativistic limit for the axion; we have not
imposed the non-relativistic condition in the EM part.

B. Madelung transformation

The Madelung transformation is ﬂﬂ]
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Equation ([I8) gives
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Imaginary and real parts, respectively, of Eq. (I9) give
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where we identified vy = 1Vu, thus V x v, = 0. The
potential-flow nature of the axion velocity is an impor-
tant characteristic of the axion fluid; the quantized vor-
tices (see below) appear in the Schrédinger formulation
in Eq. (I9), and their cosmological roles are studied in
m—@] The first term in the right-hand side of Eq. ([24])
is the quantum stress HE] Notice the difference in the
EM parts between Eqs. (@) and (24)).



The non-equivalence between the Schrodinger formu-
lation and the hydrodynamic formulation by Madelung
is recognized in the literature: while the hydrody-
namic formulation has potential flow without vortex, the
Schrodinger formulation has quantized vortices [35, [36].
The single valuedness of the wave function demands the
circulation around any closed path to be quantized

Fz?ﬂav-dﬁz]{c(vw-dﬂz]{cdu:n%, (25)

where n is an integer and n # 0 for a path encircling
vanishing density [37]. Using Stokes’ theorem, the circu-
lation is related to the vorticity & = %V X V as
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The hydrodynamic formulation reveals the fuzzy DM
nature of axion preserved for ¢?-coupling; for ¢-coupling,
however, these two transformations are not possible, and
the DM nature is lost to nonlinear order, see later. For
the gravity, Eq. (20) remains the same with o, = m/|y)|?.

Combining with the fluid equations in (8) and (@) and
Maxwell’s equations in (2])-([6l) we have the complete sets
of axion-ED in either the Schrodinger formulation or the
fluid formulation for the axion field.

V. AXION-MHD

Now, we present the azion-MHD approximation for ¢2-
coupling. The MHD conditions in Egs. (I2) and (I3)
remain the same. Using the Ohm’s law and Ampere’s
law in Eq. ([3), and assuming constant o, the Faraday
equation gives
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The first term in the right-hand side works as the a-effect
of mean field dynamo with o = C;:lg;’: 04. In dynamo the-
ory, the a-term arises from the induction term using the
mean field MHD ﬂﬂ, @, @], kinetic energy is converted
to the magnetic one by turbulent motion. Here the g4-
coupling directly causes the a-term for a finite o. Linear
solutions with exponential growth are given in Eq. (45]).

For the fluid, the continuity equation in (&) remains
the same. The Euler equation in (@), using the Gauss’
and Ampere’s laws in Eq. ([I3]), gives
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Using the Ampere’s and Ohm’s laws in Eq. (I3]), we have
B - (V x B)
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These complete the axion-MHD with ¢?-coupling: the
complete set is Egs. 27)-29) together with Egs. (I3)
and (8)) for the EM field and fluid. For the gravity, Eq.
20) is valid without the E? term. For the axion, we
have either the Schrédinger formulation in Eq. (I9) or
the Madelung’s hydrodynamic formulation in Eqs. (23)
and (24), with E - B in Eq. (Z9). In the ideal MHD, the
gs~-coupling effect entirely disappears.

VI. INSTABILITIES OF AXION-MHD
A. Gravitational instability

As an application, we consider gravitational instabil-
ity of the fluid and axion caused by the MHD with ¢?-
coupling. We set o — o+ o = 0(146), and similarly for
p and g4 . We keep to the linear perturbation orders in
the fluid and the axion, but keep nonlinear order in the
magnetic field. To the background order, Egs. (&), (23)

and (20) give
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For perturbed parts, we subtract the background equa-
tions.
For the fluid perturbation, Egs. ) and (@) give
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Keeping nonlinear order only in EM field, Eq. (@) gives
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By taking divergence and curl operations, we have
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where & = %V X v; we ignore g4~ contributions which
already involve perturbed axion density in nonlinear con-
text. Thus, the ideal MHD can source the density and



the angular momentum m, |4_l|] We note that, although
we kept only to the linear order in perturbed fluid vari-
ables (by ignoring writing the nonlinear terms), what is
generated by the magnetic field is nonlinear order fluid
perturbations.

For the axion perturbation, Eqgs. (23) and 24]) give
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By taking divergence and curl operations, we have
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where &y = éV X vg. The gg,-coupling sources axion

density perturbation for a finite o, whereas the vorticity
of the axion is free from the coupling due to the po-
tential nature of vg4. In hydrodynamic formulation, we
have &y = 0 exactly to nonlinear order, see Eq. ([24)); to
make the hydrodynamic formulation equivalent to the
Schrédinger formulation we need additional quantized
vortices added by hand [36]. For gravity, Eq. @20) gives
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Combining Eqs. (34), (B8) and (@T), assuming zero-

pressure, we have
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B. Magnetic instability

For magnetic field, to the linear order, Eq. [27) gives
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In the case of general scalar field, from Eq. ([[d)) we
have h%04/(2m?) — f. In Fourier space with B(k,t) =
[ d®ze~™®*B(x,t), and using the orthonormal hehclty
(circular polarization) basis [21] (€4,6_,83) with éx =
(€14i6s)/v2, 83 =k/k,and B= B,e,+B_e_+ Bses,

we have
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with solutions [28, 29, [42]
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and B3 pure decaying. The first term is diffusion

damping. The second term causes exponential growth

of the magnetic field for small enough k& and steady

0¢/(ca), with maximum growth rate for k = xhia

and the s stem tends toward to maximal hellclty state
ﬁ The maximal helicity state can cause

1nverse cascade of the magnetic energy to larger scales

E, 1d, 2.

VII. DISCUSSION

Assuming weak gravity, we formulated ED and MHD
for a general scalar field with a general f(¢)F F-coupling

and a coherently oscillating axion with ¢?F F-coupling.
The latter axion formulations use the Schrodinger and
the hydrodynamic formulations for the axion available
for the ¢2-coupling. We also presented the gravitational
instability of the fluid and axion caused by the MHD and
the magnetic instability caused by the axion.

In the presence of the EM coupling, the Schrodinger
or hydrodynamic formulations are not available for the
conventional ¢-coupling. This conventional coupling can
cause deviation in the DM nature of the axion. In the
laboratory experiments the trouble is avoided by assum-
ing sufficiently small coupling of g~ ﬂ] For example, in
the experimental setting at the laboratory, with strong
static aligned B, and g4~ assumed to be sufficiently small,
the generated E is small as well, thus Eqs. [2) and (3)
give E = —g4,B - V¢, and right-hand sides of Eqs. (]
and () are negligible.

For non-negligible g4 term with ¢-coupling in Eq. (),
however, the coherent oscillation of the axion cannot be
maintained. In a perturbative sense, as the EM correc-
tion in Eq. (@) is already second-order, we can apply the
Klein and Madelung transformations to the linear order,
with consequent Schrodinger and hydrodynamic formu-
lations. But, from the second order, the fuzzy (or cold)
DM nature of the axion is threatened.

If the g4y term with ¢-coupling in Eq. () can be
ignored, we can proceed the two transformations in
Eqgs. () and 1)), and consequently, Eq. (I9) for the
Schrodinger equation and Eqs. (23) and @4) for the
axion-fluid equations are valid without the E - B terms.
Still, we have trouble employing the transformations in
the axion-induced charge and current densities in Eq. (),
and we have to use the field (¢) instead of the wavefunc-
tion (¢) or the fluid quantities (o4 and vy) in the ED or
the MHD equations.

We can estimate the effect of axion-coupling on the
MHD. In a static medium, the right-hand sides of Egs.
(@) and 7)) can be estimated as (gg~f/0)cV x B with
[ = h20s/(2m?) for ¢*-coupling. In our convention,



9oy [, thus gey f /o are dimensionless. For the axion-
coupling term to be important in the Faraday equation,
we need the coupling constant to be g4 ~ o/ f which be-
comes 2m?a/(h?p4) for ¢*-coupling. In non-relativistic
fully ionized plasma, the conductivity is given as o ~
(ksT)3/2/(e*ml?) ~ 3x 10MT%? /sec with Tuy the tem-
perature in eV unit [45]. Using 94 ~ Hps with H =
100hkm/sec/Mpe, 0p = Qpoer and oo = 3H?/(87G),
we have ggy ~ 4 X 10’7m§2Tf\é2/(Q¢h3) cm/eV where
maoz = me?/(10722eV).

Although the coherent oscillation is preserved, the ¢*-
coupling is difficult to motivate in high-energy physics,
and calling the case an axion may cause controversy. De-
spite lacking physical motivation as an axion, the success-

ful formulation of the ¢>-coupling in the MHD, structure
formation, and source for a-dynamo may deserve further
study.
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