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Abstract

Ultra-high frequency gravitational waves in the MHz to THz regime promise a unique possibility to

probe the very early universe, particle physics at very high energies and exotic astrophysical objects - but

achieving the sensitivity required for detection is an immense challenge. This is a brief summary of re-

cent progress in electromagnetic high-frequency gravitational wave searches, which are based on classical

electromagnetism in a space-time perturbed by gravitational waves. A particular focus is given to syner-

gies with axion searches and atomic precision measurements. This article was prepared as proceedings for

Moriond EW 2023.

1 Introduction

Due to their extremely weak coupling to matter, gravitational waves (GWs) can traverse the universe nearly

unperturbed, providing a unique window to probe the epoch before the decoupling of the cosmic microwave

background (CMB), when the universe was opaque to electromagnetic (EM) waves. Taking into account cos-

mic expansion, earlier times and hence higher energies correspond to smaller characteristic physical scales,

and cosmological processes at earlier times thus source GWs at higher frequencies, reaching around 100 GHz

for thermal processes around the scale of grand unification. At these energy scales, a plethora of different

possible extensions of the Standard Model of particle physics are viable and well motivated, some of which

entail processes which yield a significant amount of relic GWs.

While probing a stochastic background or GWs from the early universe is a driving motivation for search-

ing for these elusive signals, a more achievable target are exotic astrophysical objects such as mergers of

light primordial black holes [1] or GWs emitted from superradiance of axion clouds around primordial black

holes [2]. These can lead to locally relatively high energy densities in GWs, facilitating detection if such an

object happens to be sufficiently close to the observer. Motivated by this and for simplicity, we will here focus

on a toy model comprising of a coherent GW, i.e. a monochromatic plane wave.

Identifying the most promising detection strategy for GWs above a kHz remains very much an open chal-

lenge, with several concepts summarized in the ultra-high frequency GW living review [3]. Here, we will focus

on recent progress on EM GW detectors, many of which have been inspired or directly make use of axion

searches.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

30
6.

04
49

6v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  7
 J

un
 2

02
3



2 Axion inspired searches

Starting from electromagnetism with a general metric

S = SG +SE M =
∫

d 4x
p−g

(
1

2
M 2

P R − 1

4
FµνgαµFαβgβν

)
, (2.1)

with the field strength tensor Fµν = ∂µAν−∂νAµ, we expand around a flat background perturbed by a grav-

itational wave, gµν = ηµν +hµν with |hµν| ¿ 1, to obtain the equations of motion of electromagnetism in

linearized gravity. Expanding the first term gives [4]

SG =−1

8

∫
d 4x

(
∂µhαβ∂

µhαβ− (∂µh)(∂µh)+2∂µhµν∂νh −2∂µhµν∂ρhρν
)
+O (h3) , (2.2)

which describes the propagation of GWs with h ≡ hµµ. Here and in the following, we have made powers of

h explicit, so all indices are understood to be lowered and raised using the flat metric. The second terms

yields [5, 6]

SE M =
∫

d 4x

(
−1

4
FµνFµν− 1

2
jµeff Aµ

)
+O (h2) , (2.3)

where the effective current jµeff can be expressed through polarization and magnetization vectors [7],

jµeff = (−∇·P,∇×M+∂t P) , (2.4)

with

Pi =−hi j E j + 1

2
hEi +h00Ei −εi j k h0 j Bk , Mi =−hi j B j − 1

2
hBi +h j j Bi +εi j k h0 j Ek . (2.5)

This effective current describes the generation of an induced EM field in the presence of a gravitational wave

and a background EM field, and thus formally resembles the effective flux generated by axions in the presence

of external EM fields.

LC circuit resonators. Existing and planned low-mass axion haloscopes such as ABRACADABRA [8–10],

ADMX SLIC [11], BASE [12], DMRadio [13–15], SHAFT [16] and WISPLC [17] us a resonant LC circuit to search

for tiny oscillating induced magnetic fields generated by a dark matter axion background in the presence of

a strong external static magnetic field B0. From Eqs. (2.3) - (2.5) we see that the same setup is in principle

also suited for detecting GWs. The resulting magnetic flux induced by a coherent GW can be computed using

standard methods of electromagnetism in dielectric media and parametrically scales as [7, 18]

Φh ∼ e−iωt B0 h (ωL)nL2 , (2.6)

where ω denotes the GW frequency, L the characteristic size of the detector and the integer n ≥ 2 depends on

the detector geometry. Since all these experiments operate in the quasi-static limit, ωL ¿ 1, smaller values

of n imply a better GW sensitivity. However, the cylindrical symmetry often used in axion experiments to

maximize the sensitivity to the axion cancels the leading order contribution to the GW induced flux [18].

This can, luckily, be relatively easily remedied by measuring the induced magnetic field with a pick-up loop

configuration that breaks the cylindrical symmetry.
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Bounds on the GW strain from existing and planned axion haloscopes can be obtained by bootstrapping

the bounds and predicted sensitivities for the axion searches. The magnetic flux induced by an axion a of

mass ma constituting all of dark matter ρDM is given by

Φa ∼ e−i ma t B0 gaγγρ
1/2
DML3 . (2.7)

Taking into account the differences in duration and coherence, comparing Eqs. (2.6) and (2.7) allows a recast-

ing of bounds on gaγγ in terms of GW strain h [18]. Fig. 1 shows (in purple) the recasted limit from ADMX

SLIC as well as the expected sensitivity (dashed) of WISPLC and the DMRadio program (m3 and GUT) to a

coherent GW [18].

Microwave cavities. In axion experiments based on microwave cavities, such as ADMX [19], CAPP [20],

HAYSTAC [21] or ORGAN [22], the induced EM field is resonantly enhanced in a cavity with high quality factor

Qem. The coupling of a GW to an EM resonance mode yields an induced EM field E (em)
h ∼ ηnQem (ωL)h B0 e iωt ,

where B0 indicates the static externally applied EM field and ηn the coupling coefficient between the effec-

tive source term (2.4) and the n-th cavity mode. Comparing the power spectral density of this signal with

the noise power spectral density of the respective instrument gives an estimate of the achievable GW strain

sensitivity [6].

Alternatively, the static external field can be replaced by loading the cavity with a pump mode, as in the

MAGO prototype which was designed for GW searches [23, 24]. In this case also the mechanical coupling

between the GW and the cavity walls is relevant and the induced EM fields are obtained as [25]

E (em)
h ∼Qem (ωL)2 h E0 e i (ω0±ω)t and E (mech)

h ∼Qem min[1,(ωL)2/c2
s ]h E0 e i (ω0±ω)t , (2.8)

respectively, where E0 and ω0 indicate the amplitude and frequency of the externally applied EM field and

cs is the speed of sound of the cavity material. In blue, Fig. 1 shows the projected sensitivity of the existing

axion experiments ADMX, CAPP, HAYSTAC and ORGAN as well as an estimate of the achievable sensitivity

of MAGO 2.0 including the mechanical cavity resonances and assuming that the vibrational noise has been

attenuated down the the irreducible thermal component (dashed). A significantly increased sensitivity has

been suggested based on reading out the power of the interference term proportional to E0Eh instead of

E 2
h [5], it remains however disputed how this could be concretely achieved [6].

Photon regeneration experiments. Photon regeneration experiments such as light-shining-through-the-

wall experiments and axion helioscopes rely on the interconversion of axions and EM waves in the presence

of an external transverse magnetic field. Similarly, EM waves and GWs undergo oscillations according to the

(inverse) Gertsenshtein effect, as can be seen by deriving the equations of motion from Eqs. (2.2) and (2.3). In

particular, the second term in Eq. (2.3) acts as a source term for the EM wave (GW) which is proportional to

the GW (EM wave) amplitude. Working for simplicity in the transverse traceless (TT) gauge [26],(
∂2

t −∂2
`+m2

γ

)
Aλ =−B0∂`hT T

λ , (∂2
t −∂2

`)hT T
λ = κ2B0∂`Aλ , (2.9)

with ` indicating the propagation direction, κ2 = 16πGN , λ = {+,×} and mγ is the effective photon mass.

From this, the conversion probability of GWs to photons after a propagation distance ∆` in the limit mγ¿ω
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Figure 1: Sensitivities of high-frequency EM GW detectors to a coherent GW with amplitude h for existing experiments (solid) and

proposed experiments (dashed): microwave cavities [6, 25], LC circuits [18], frequency modulation [39], cosmological detectors [41]

and photon regeneration experiments [35]. For reference, the dotted black line shows the cosmological bound on the radiation

energy density for an isotropic and stationary GW background.

is obtained as

P (∆`) ' 1

4
κ2 B 2

0 `
2
osc sin2

(
∆`

`osc

)
' 1

4
κ2 B 2

0 ∆`
2 , (2.10)

with the oscillation length `osc = 2/
√

m4
γ/(4ω2)+κ2B 2

0 . Based on this, limits and projected sensitivities of

ALPS [27, 28], CAST [29], IAXO [30], JURA [31] and OSQAR [32, 33] have been used to set limits on the en-

ergy density of a high-frequency stochastic gravitational wave background [34, 35], ρSGWB = 4π2
∫

d ln f f 2h2
c .

Comparing this to the energy of a coherent GW, ρ ∼ 2h2ω2/κ2, we see that for a broadband detector, ∆ f ∼ f ,

the bounds on hc can equivalently be taken as bounds on the amplitude h of a coherent signal. Existing axion

experiments target optical or x-ray frequencies, however proposals have been made to lower this to the GHz

range [35], depicted as dashed orange lines in Fig. 1.

3 Frequency modulation

An alternative way to use EM waves as a probe of GWs is the impact of GWs on the propagation of the EM wave

as well on the position of the EM emitter and absorber. Contrary to the methods described in the previous

section, this calculation is linear in the EM field, i.e. no background EM field appears. The most commonly

known effect is the one exploited in interferometers such as LIGO/VIRGO/KAGRA and LISA, as well as in the

Holometer [36] targeting the high-frequency regime. The GW changes the proper distance in the interferom-

eter arms, resulting in a measurable phase shift (at constant photon frequency).

Here, we focus on a different effect, which is the modulation of the photon frequency, ωγ = −gµνpµuν,

with pµ the photon momentum and uν the four-velocity of the observer. All three quantities on the right hand

side can obtain corrections due to a passing GW, with the change in pµ described by the geodesic equation
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and the change in uν depends on the boundary conditions of the sender (S) and detector (D), i.e. if these are

freely falling or rigidly mounted. For example, for sender and detector in free fall the relative frequency shift

is [37–39]
ωD
γ −ωS

γ

ωD
γ

= h+ cos2(ϑ/2)
{

cosϕS(t )−cos
[
ωL(1−cosϑ)+ϕS(t )

]}
, (3.1)

where ϑ is the angle between the photon and GW propagation direction and ϕS(t ) ∼ cos(ωt ) is the GW phase

at the location of the sender at time t . The GW thus leads to a frequency modulation with amplitude h of the

photon frequency as measured by the detector.

Atomic clock techniques allow extremely precise optical frequency measurements with remarkable progress

over the last years, currently reaching resolutions of the order ∆ f / f ∼ 10−18 [40]. However, detecting a MHz

- GHz frequency modulation is much more challenging. Liberally using Heisenberg’s uncertainty relation,

precise frequency measurements require long integration times, ∆t ∼∆ f −1, which will average away the GW

signal since ∆t À f −1. A possible solution is an ‘optical rectifier’, i.e. a shutter which only allows photons to

pass for a fraction of the GW period [39]. An estimate for the achievable sensitivity is shown as dashed gray

line in Fig. 1, for a 1m instrument, one day of measurement time, using a mW optical laser and assuming a

frequency resolution to static freqeuncy shifts of ∆ f / f ∼ 10−21.

4 Cosmological detectors

Cosmological high-frequency GW detectors combat the tiny conversion probability of GWs to photons (see

Eq. (2.10)) by enhancing the ‘detector volume’ to astrophysical or cosmological scales, at the price of reduced

knowledge of the environmental conditions compared to laboratory experiments. For example, exploiting

the inverse Gertsenshtein effect in large scale cosmic magnetic fields in the dark ages, gravitational waves in

the GHz range can be converted into photons detectable by radio telescopes [41], such as EDGES [42] and

ARCADE 2 [43]. The resulting bound reflects our poor knowledge of the strength of these cosmic magnetic

fields: the green solid line in Fig. 1 is based on the lower limit on the magnetic fields from blazer observations,

the dashed line assumes the upper limit based on CMB observations.

Other astrophysical environments which have recently been considered in a similar spirit are the deple-

tion of CMB radiation into GWs [44], as well as GW to photon conversion in neutron stars and the magneto-

sphere of planets [45, 46].

5 Discussion

Fig. 1 summarizes sensitivities (obtained by recasting or achievable by re-analyzing existing experiments) as

well as future prospects. Given the range of different experiments, different search strategies and possible

GW signals comparing apples with apples is a challenge and requires knowledge of the detector bandwidth,

scanning strategy (when applicable), data analysis procedure, duration and coherence of the GW signal. For

simplicity, we have chosen here to quote sensitivities to coherent signals as for many of the proposed experi-

ments, this is the first toy model to consider. However, we note that sourcing a GW signal which stays in-band

for hours or days at these high frequencies is extremely non-trivial - though not impossible as the example
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of superradiance demonstrates. More realistic approaches include the introduction of a coherence ratio fac-

tor taking into account the limited coherence and duration of the GW [18], presenting results in terms of the

noise power spectral density [25] and using simplified benchmark signals [18, 39]. Moving forward, it will be

crucial to address this question in a coherent manner.

Another pertinent question is the coordinate system, or gauge, employed. While of course physical ob-

servables are invariant under the choice of gauge, once the gauge is fixed it needs to be applied throughout

the computation, describing both the GW and the experimental setup. A rigid experimental setup is more

easily described in the proper detector frame, where the coordinates are fixed by an idealized rigid ruler. A

free-falling experimental setup (as e.g. the mirrors in LIGO but also any system where the GW frequency lies

above the lowest resonance mode of the system) is, on the other hand, more easily described in the TT frame.

The list of proposals presented here is of course incomplete. We have focused on proposals deriving

directly from the interaction of electromagnetism and gravity. It should however be noted that other me-

chanical proposals such as bulk acoustic wave devices [47] and levitated sensors [48], have already advanced

to dedicated science runs for GW searches in the MHz regime. Moreover, including charged particles and

considering the impact of a passing GW on the Dirac equation has lead to the proposal of magnon detec-

tors [49, 50]. A more controversial suggestion is the Gaussian beam proposal [51], which, if open questions

around the current noise estimates can be addressed, promises a very competitive sensitivity.

In summary, Fig. 1 demonstrates the increase in interest, activity and achievable sensitivity in recent years.

It also shows that a lot of the most competitive proposals are small scale experiments (by the nature of the

targeted frequency range), using synergies with other precision measurements or particle physics searches.

Expected advances in this domain may thus provide chances for spin-offs leading to significant improve-

ments over current proposals. However, the path to detecting, or setting bounds on realistic GW signals is still

far and very challenging. At the moment, even the most optimistic proposals are a few orders of magnitude

away from possible astrophysical coherent signals. Reaching the sensitivity needed to probe cosmological

stochastic backgrounds is even more challenging, however rewarded by a very strong theory motivation: not

only are there a range of models which predict such signals but high-frequency GWs are moreover the only

conceivable way of probing many of these ideas.
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