Deepest Sensitivity to Wavelike Dark Photon Dark Matter with SRF Cavities
R. Cervantes,1, ∗ C. Braggio,2, 3 B. Giaccone,1 D. Frolov,1 A. Grassellino,1
R. Harnik,1 O. Melnychuk,1 R. Pilipenko,1 S. Posen,1 and A. Romanenko1

arXiv:2208.03183v3 [hep-ex] 10 Oct 2022

2

1
Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia IL 60510
Dip. di Fisica e Astronomia, Università di Padova, 35100 Padova, Italy
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Wavelike, bosonic dark matter candidates like axions and dark photons can be detected using
microwave cavities commonly referred to as haloscopes. Traditionally, haloscopes consist of tunable
copper cavities operating in the TM010 mode, but ohmic losses have limited their performance.
In contrast, superconducting radio frequency (SRF) cavities can achieve quality factors of ∼ 1010 ,
perhaps five orders of magnitude better than copper cavities, which would lead to more sensitive
dark matter detectors. In this paper, we first derive that the scan rate of a haloscope experiment is
proportional to the loaded quality factor QL , even if the cavity bandwidth is much narrower than
the dark matter halo lineshape. We then present a proof-of-concept search for dark photon dark
matter using a nontunable ultrahigh quality SRF cavity. We exclude dark photon dark matter with
kinetic mixing strengths of χ > 1.8 × 10−16 for a dark photon mass of mA0 = 5.37 µeV, achieving
the deepest exclusion to wavelike dark photons by almost an order of magnitude.

Introduction.—There is overwhelming evidence that
84.4% of the matter in the universe is made out of dark
matter (DM) [1–7]. The ΛCDM model describes dark
matter as feebly interacting, nonrelativistic, and stable
on cosmological timescales. Not much else is known
about the nature of dark matter, particularly what particles beyond the standard model it is made of.
The dark photon (DP) is a compelling dark matter
candidate. It is a spin-1 gauge boson associated with a
new Abelian U(1) symmetry and is one of the simplest
possible extensions to the Standard Model (SM) [8–10].
The dark photon, having the same quantum numbers as
the SM photon, generically interacts with the SM photon through kinetic mixing [11, 12] described by the Lagrangian
1
L = − (F1µν F1µν + F2µν F2µν − 2χF1µν F2µν − 2m2A0 A02 ),
4
(1)
F1µν

F2µν

where
is the electromagnetic field tensor,
is the
dark photon field tensor, χ is the kinetic mixing strength,
mA0 is the DP mass, and A0 is the DP gauge field. If
both mA0 and χ are sufficiently small, then it is stable
on cosmological timescales [13]. The dark photon is then
an attractive dark matter candidate. If its mass is less
than an eV, the DPDM is in the wavelike regime, where
it is best described as a coherent wave oscillating at the
frequency of its rest mass rather than a collection of particles. The dark matter kinetic energy distribution sets
the degree of coherence of wavelike dark matter to be of
2
order vDM
∼ 10−6 [14, 15].
Several mechanisms could produce a relic of cosmic
dark photons. One simple example is the displacement
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of the DP field through quantum fluctuations during inflation [16]. These fluctuations in the DP field serve as
the initial displacement for dark photon field oscillations,
which commence once the Universe’s expansion rate falls
below the DP mass. Other mechanisms are possible and
are described in [10, 17].
Dark photon dark matter (DPDM) can be detected
through its mixing with the SM photon. If dark photons oscillate into SM photons inside a microwave cavity
with a large quality factor, then a feeble EM signal accumulates inside the cavity, which can be read by ultralow
noise electronics. This type of detector is called a haloscope and is often deployed to search for axionic DM [18].
The SM photon frequency f is related to the dark photon
energy EA0 by f = EA0 ≈ mA0 .
The dark photon signal power is [9, 19–21]
β
L(f, f0 , QL )
PS = P0
β+1
(
ηχ2 mA0 ρA0 Veff QL ,
if QL << QDM
P0 =
ηχ2 mA0 ρA0 Veff QDM , if QL >> QDM
2
R
dV E(~x) · A0 (~x)
R
Vef f =
dV r |E(~x)|2 |A0 (~x)|2

(2)
(3)
(4)

where η is a signal attenuation factor, ρA0 is the local density of dark matter, Veff is the effective volume of the cavity, QL is the cavity’s loaded quality factor, QDM is the
dark matter “quality factor” related to the dark matter
coherence time, and β is the cavity coupling coefficient.
The Lorentzian term is L(f, f0 , QL ) = 1/(1+4∆2 ), where
∆ ≡ QL (f − f0 )/f0 is a detuning factor that depends on
the SM photon frequency f , cavity resonant frequency
f0 , and QL . Veff is the overlap between the dark photon field A0 (~x) and the dark photon-induced electric field
E(~x). Equations 2, 3, and 4 assume that the cavity size
is much smaller than the DP de Broglie wavelength.
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The dark photon mass is unknown, so haloscopes must
be tunable to search through the χ vs. mA0 parameter
space. Thus the scan rate is a key figure of merit for haloscope experiments. Most of the haloscope literature has
focused on the case where QL << QDM because copper
cavities have been traditionally used. However, superconducting niobium cavities with QL ∼ 1010 [28] are readily
available for DPDM haloscope searches, and superconducting cavities resistant to multi-Tesla magnetic fields
with QL > QDM will soon be readily available [47–50].
This Letter first derives that the haloscope scan rate is
proportional to QL , even in the case that where QL >>
QDM and the DP signal power saturates (Eq. 2). This
conclusion strongly motivates the pursuit of ultrahigh Q
haloscopes. This Letter then reports a DPDM search using a nontunable 1.3 GHz cavity with QL ∼ 1010 . The
search demonstrates superior sensitivity enabled by the
ultrahigh quality factor and achieves the deepest exclusion to wavelike DPDM to date by almost an order of
magnitude.
The scan rate for an ultrahigh Q haloscope.—The haloscope scan rate is√strongly dependent on the SNR, where
SNR = (PS /Pn ) b∆t [22, 23]. Pn is the noise power, b is
the frequency bin width, and ∆t is the integration time.
Pn is the combination of the cavity’s blackbody radiation
and the receiver’s Johnson noise. The noise power can be
expressed as Pn = kb bTn , where kb is the Boltzmann constant, and Tn is the system noise temperature referenced
to the cavity.
It is common for a microwave haloscope experiment to
implement an isolator at nearly the same temperature
as the cavity. For such a system, Tn is constant and
independent of the cavity detuning ∆ and cavity coupling
β [24].
If QL >> QDM , the cavity width is smaller than the
dark matter halo lineshape width ∆fDM . The resulting
dark matter signal will follow the Lorentzian cavity response with bandwidth ∆fc = f0 /QL . Fortunately, a
haloscope is sensitive to a distribution of possible dark
photon rest masses corresponding to the cavity resonant
frequency fc . In other words, a single cavity tuning
step can probe the entire dark matter lineshape bandwidth, and the tuning steps need only to be comparable
to ∆fDM .
The frequency bin width b is typically chosen to
be comparable to the dark matter signal bandwidth.
Typical haloscope experiments use copper cavities with
QL << QDM , so b ∼ ∆fDM = f0 /QDM . However, if
QL >> QDM , the signal bandwidth is the same as the
cavity bandwidth and b ∼ f0 /QL . This means that
the noise power is inversely proportional the QL , i.e.,
Pn ∼ kb (f0 /QL ) Tn . The higher QL is, the lower the
noise power.
An estimate of the integration time can be
obtained
by
rearranging
the
SNR
equation
2
∆t = 1/b (SNR × Pn /PS ) .
The tuning steps are
∆f ∼ f0 /QDM . Putting all this together, the scan rate
for a dark photon haloscope consisting of an ultrahigh

Q microwave cavity, i.e., QL >> QDM is
df
∆f
=
∼ QL QDM
dt
∆t



ηχ2 mA0 ρA0 Veff β
SNRTn (β + 1)

2
.

(5)

The scan rate equation, Equation 5, happens to be the
same whether QL >> QDM or QL << QDM [25]. In both
cases, the scan rate is directly proportional to QL [26].
As a comparison, ADMX uses copper cavities with
QL ∼ 8 × 104 [27], whereas niobium SRF cavities can
achieve QL ∼ 109 − 1011 depending on the temperature
and cavity treatment [28]. This suggests that SRF cavities can increase the instantaneous scan rate of haloscope
experiments by as much as a factor of 105 .
Dark Photon Dark Matter Search with an SRF Cavity.—The Superconducting Quantum Materials and Systems (SQMS) Center, hosted by Fermilab, performs a
wide range of multidisciplinary experiments with SRF
cavities. An experiment studying the material properties of an SRF cavity for temperatures below 1 K was
underway when it was decided that a fixed-frequency
dark photon dark matter search should be performed
with the same cavity. This proof-of-principle search using a QL ≈ 8 × 109 , a HEMT amplifier, and the standard
haloscope analysis is enough to demonstrate superior sensitivity to wavelike dark photons compared to previous
searches.
The haloscope consists of a TESLA-shaped singlecell niobium cavity [29] with TM010 resonant frequency
f0 ≈ 1.3 GHz. The cavity is made of fine-grain bulk niobium with a high residual resistivity ratio of ' 300. The
cavity volume is 3875 mL, and the effective volume calculated from Equation 4 is Veff = 669 mL, assuming a
randomly polarized DP field. Electromagnetic coupling
to the cavities is performed using axial pin couplers at
both ends of the beam tubes.
The cavity underwent heat treatments in a customdesigned oven to remove the niobium pentoxide (Nb2 O5 )
and to mitigate the two-level system (TLS) dissipation [30, 31]. The central cell 1.3 GHz cavity is heat
treated at ∼ 450◦ C in vacuum for eight hours.
The cavity is cooled to ≈ 45 mK using a BlueFors
XLD 1000 dilution refrigerator. A double-layer magnetic shielding around the entire cryostat is used, and
magnetometers placed directly on the outside cavity surfaces indicate that the DC ambient magnetic field level
is shielded to below 2 mG.
A diagram of the microwave electronics is shown in
Fig. 1. A series of attenuators on the cavity input line
attenuates the room-temperature noise. The power from
the cavity is first amplified by a cryogenic HEMT amplifier (LNF-LNC0.3 14A [32]). At 1.3 GHz, the amplifier
noise temperature is 4.9(5) K and the gain is about 36 dB.
These values are obtained from the manufacturer’s calibration. The uncertainty in the amplifier noise temperature comes from private correspondence with Low Noise
Factory, and additional references include [33, 34].
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FIG. 1. The microwave electronics for the dark photon dark
matter search. Power from the cavity is amplified by a cryogenic HEMT amplifier and a room temperature amplifier before reaching the spectrum analyzer. A series of isolators prevent the cavity from being excited by the amplifier’s noise.

Between the HEMT and SRF cavity, there is a series of
three microwave isolators (QuinStar QCY-G0110151AS
circulators with the third port terminated) and a low
pass filter (Mini-Circuits VLFX-1350+). The isolators
prevent the HEMT amplifiers from injecting noise into
the cavity. According to the manufacturer datasheets,
the combined insertion loss is at maximum 2.5 dB.
The signal is further amplified at room temperature
using a Fairview FMAM1028 amplifier. The signal is
then injected into the appropriate measurement device
(spectrum analyzer, network analyzer, or phase noise analyzer).
The cavity’s resonant frequency is identified using a
self-excited loop [35, 36]. The thermal noise from the
output of the cavity is amplified, phase-shifted, and fed
back into the input of the cavity. The phase shifting is
performed with an ATM P2506. A power splitter feeds
the cavity’s output power to the spectrum analyzer to
monitor the response to the self-excited loop. The peak of
the power spectrum corresponds to the cavity resonance.
The cavity’s loaded quality factor QL is measured using a decay measurement [37]. This decay measurement
is implemented with a Keysight ENA Network Analyzer
E5080B. At the resonant frequency, the network analyzer
injects a 15 dBm signal with a bandwidth of 1 kHz into
the input transmission line. Port 2 of the VNA measures
the absolute power from the cavity output line. The network analyzer source is then turned off, and the output
power is observed to decay over several seconds until it
reaches an equilibrium. The measured power is fitted using Pt = A exp(−t/τL ), and QL = 2πf0 τL . Three decay
measurements were taken. Of the three trials, smallest
loaded quality factor measured is QL = 8.7 × 109 .
The antenna external quality factors are measured beforehand in a separate test stand following the procedure
outlined in Reference [38]. From the measured external quality factors Qe and the measured QL , the cavity
coupling coefficient of the cavity output port can be determined using β = (QL /Qe ) / (1 − QL /Qe ). From the
measured QL and Qe , β = 0.68 ± 0.11.
For this proof-of-principle measurement, there is no
tuning mechanism. A single power spectrum is measured.
In the absence of a discovery, an exclusion on the ki-

netic mixing strength χ is determined from the measured
power spectrum, the system noise temperature, and cavity properties. The relevant properties for determining
the dark photon signal power and system noise temperature are shown in Table I.
η
β
Veff
mA0
∆t
QL
Tn
b
0.56 0.68(11) 669 mL 5.3 µeV 1000 s 8.7 × 109 5.0(5) K 0.1 Hz
TABLE I. Operating parameters for the dark photon dark
matter search with the SQMS SRF cavity.

The signal attenuation factor η is determined from cascaded insertion loss of the three isolators and low-pass filter in between the cavity and cryogenic amplifier (Fig. 1).
From the manufacturer datasheets, the maximum combined loss is 2.5 dB. This leads to a signal attenuation
factor of η = 0.56. Since this is derived from cascading
the maximum loss of four devices, this value is treated as
a conservative lower bound.
For modeling the system noise temperature, the cryogenic electronics in Fig. 1 can be approximated as a cavity
connected to the first-stage amplifier by a transmission
line. The system noise temperature is then
Tn = Tcav + Tamp

(6)

where Tcav is the physical temperature of the cavity and
Tamp is the noise temperature of the cryogenic amplifier.
Boson statistics need not be considered in the Raleigh
Jeans limit (kb Tcav >> hf ). The three isolators and the
low-pass filter are not included in the thermal model because they are at the same temperature as the cavity.
The electronics beyond the cryogenic amplifier are also
not included in the thermal model because their contribution is suppressed by the Friis cascade equation [39, 40].
The amplifier noise temperature Tamp = 4.9(5) K dominates the system noise temperature. The cavity temperature, measured to be Tcav = 45(5) mK, is much less
than the uncertainty in Tamp .
The detector sensitivity is estimated from the operating parameters shown in Table I. The equation for sensitivity in χ is
s
χ=

SNR × Tn
β+1
β ηmA0 ρA0 Vef f QDM



∆fc
∆t

1/4
.

(7)

Equation 7 is derived from rearranging the SNR equation. For this estimate, the bandwidth b is set to the
cavity bandwidth, ρA0 = 0.45 GeV/cm3 , and QDM = 106 .
The SNR is also chosen to be two as this approximates a
90% exclusion limit. The parameters in Table I are converted to natural units, and the sensitivity is estimated
to be χ = 2.1 × 10−16 .
For the dark photon search, power from the cavity is
measured using the Rohde & Schwarz FSW-26 Signal
and Spectrum Analyzer. The cavity QL = 8.7 × 109 ,
so the frequency resolution needs to be b ∼ 100 mHz.
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FIG. 2. Raw spectrum as measured by the spectrum analyzer.
Assuming the spectrum is just noise, the raw spectrum is the
noise power of the system.

This sub-Hertz resolution is achieved using the spectrum
analyzer’s I/Q-analyzer mode. For these measurements,
a 312 Hz sample rate is used, and the sweep time of 10 s
is used. The spectrum’s center frequency is set to the
cavity’s resonant frequency. The frequency bin size is
100 mHz. After the data is recorded, the spectrum is
truncated even further so that the span is about 31 Hz
centered around the cavity resonance. On this frequency
scale, the power fluctuations are Gaussian without the
need for the application of a low pass filter (the SavitzkyGolay filter is typical of haloscope analysis [41, 42]). The
resulting power spectrum is shown in Fig. 2.
The manufacturer’s calibrated Tamp is corroberated
with the measured power Pm in Fig 2. Because Tn is
dominated by Tamp , Tamp ≈ Pm /(kb bGsys ), where Gsys
is the system gain and b = 0.1 Hz. Tamp ∼ 5 K is obtained if Gsys = 73 dB. This Gsys is consistent with the
cascaded amplifier gain of 76 dB (Fig. 1) and a reasonable insertion loss of 3 dB from the cables, connectors,
and a 1300 MHz bandpass filter (Lorch 6BC-1300/75-S)
installed immediately before the spectrum analyzer (not
shown).
Once the power spectrum is measured, the standard
haloscope analysis is applied to either find a spectrally
narrow power excess consistent with a dark photon signal or to exclude parameter space. The procedure for
deriving the exclusion limits follows the procedure developed by ADMX and HAYSTAC [41–43], and is adapted
for dark photon searches [9, 10, 19].
There are a few important deviations from the standard haloscope analysis for this search. First, only
one spectrum was measured, so combining many spectra at different RF frequencies is not necessary. Second,
the frequency range of interest is narrow enough such
that the measured power is unaffected by the frequencydependent gain variation of the electronics. So, the
Savitzky-Golay filter is not needed to remove this gain
variation. This is advantageous because the SavitzkyGolay filter is known to attenuate the dark matter signal
by as much as 10%-20% [41, 42].

Third, most of the data points in Fig. 2 used to verify the noise’s Gaussianity and determine the statistical
parameters are well outside the cavity bandwidth. Fortunately, in the absence of a dark matter signal, the statistical distribution of the power fluctuations is the same
inside and outside of the cavity bandwidth.
Fourth, past haloscope experiments with QL << QDM
typically convolved the spectra with the dark matter
halo lineshape to account for the signal being spread
across multiple bins. For this search, QL >> QDM , so
the signal will be Lorentzian from the cavity response.
So the spectrum is convolved with the cavity lineshape
L(f, f0 , QL ) = 1/(1 + 4∆2 ).
Fifth, a single measurement is sensitive to a range of
dark photon masses. Thus the excluded power on resonance is convolved with the dark matter halo lineshape.
This convolution was also performed in other dark photon searches with QL > QDM [44]. When performing this
convolution, it should be noted that the photon frequency
(which corresponds to the cavity frequency) is fixed, and
it is the dark photon mass that varies.
No spectrally narrow power excess with an SNR > 4
is found in the measured power spectrum. The excluded
parameter space using a 90% confidence limit is shown
in Fig. 3. The derived limit assumes dark photon dark
matter is randomly polarized and that the dark photon
energy distribution follows the standard halo model. The
excluded kinetic mixing strength is χ90% = 1.8 × 10−16
for a dark photon mass of mA0 = 5.370 µeV. This is
consistent with the expected sensitivity estimated from
Equation 7. This is also the deepest exclusion to wavelike
dark photon dark matter by almost an order of magnitude.
Outlook and the Potential of SRF Cavities for Axion
Dark Matter Searches—The exclusion in Fig. 3 is an impressive demonstration of how SRF cavities can benefit dark matter searches. But an honest dark matter
search with a finite probability of making a discovery requires that the haloscope tune through a broader range of
frequencies. SQMS is currently developing experiments
using tunable SRF cavities that will search through a
broader range of parameter space.
In addition to dark photons, there is a growing interest
in dark matter axions. Axions are particularly well motivated because they solve the strong CP problem [46].
Axion haloscope searches require multi-Tesla magnetic
fields to be sensitive enough to the QCD axion. The scan
rate for axion haloscope searches is still directly proportional to QL . Unfortunately, the performance of superconductors degrades under an external magnetic field.
Achieving high quality factors is thus a very active area
of research [47–50], and it seems likely that axion haloscopes with QL > 107 are achievable in the near future.
This experiment also demonstrates that axion haloscopes with QL ∼ 1010 are worth striving for. Applying a
hypothetical 8 T magnetic field to the dark photon data
in Fig. 2 would have led to an exclusion on the axionphoton coupling constant at gaγγ ∼ 4 × 10−16 , well be-
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fraction of the QCD axion parameter space has been explored. Perhaps a combination of ultrahigh Q cavities,
subSQL metrology [44, 51], multiwavelength detector designs [25, 52–58], and innovations in multi-Tesla continuous magnets will enable experiments to probe most of
the post-inflation QCD axion parameter space within the
next few decades.
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FIG. 3. Top: A 90% exclusion on the kinetic mixing strength
parameter space. Bottom: SQMS limits in the context of
other microwave cavity haloscopes. Figure adapted from [45].
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