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Recently thePV LA S collaboration reported the ocbservation ofa rotation of linearly polarized laser
light lnduced by a transverse m agnetic eld —a signalbeing unexpected w ithin standard QED .Two
m echanism shave been proposed to explain this resul: production ofa single (pseudo-)scalar particle
coupled to two photons or pair production of light m illicharged particles. In thiswork, we study how
the di erent scenarios can be distinguished. W e sum m arize the expected signals forvacuum m agnetic
dichroism (rotation) and birefringence (ellpticity) for the di erent types of particles — ncluiding new
results for the case ofm illicharged scalars. T he sign of the rotation and ellipticity signals aswell as
their dependencies on experin ental param eters, such as the strength of the m agnetic eld and the
w avelength ofthe Jaser, can be used to obtain infom ation about the quantum num bersofthe particle
candidates and to discrim inate between the di erent scenarios. W e perform a statistical analysis
of all available data resulting in strongly restricted regions in the param eter space of all scenarios.
T hese regions suggest clear target regions for upcom ing experin ental tests. A s an illustration, we
use prelin nary PVLA S data to dem onstrate that near future data m ay already rule out som e of

these scenarios.

PACS numbers: 1480, 1220 Fv

I. INTRODUCTION

T he absorption probability and the propagation soeed
ofpolarized light propagating In am agnetic eld depends
on the relative orientation between the polarization and
the m agnetic eld. These e ects are known as vacuum
m agnetic dichroisn and birefringence, respectively, re—
sulting from  uctuation-induced vacuum polarization.

In a ploneering experim ent, the BFRT collaboration
searched for these e ects by shining linearly polarized
laser photons through a superconducting dipole m agnet.
No signi cant signalwas found, and a corresponding up—
per lim it was placed on the rotation (dichroism ) and el
lipticity (pirefringence) of the photon beam developed
after passage through the m agnetic eld H,E].

R ecently, how ever, a follow -up experin ent done by the
PVLA S collaboration reported the observation of a ro—
tation of the polarization plane of light after its passage
through a transversem agnetic eld in vacuum ﬁ]. M ore—
over, prelin nary resulspresented by the PVLA S collab—
oration at various sem inars and conferences hint also at
the observation of an ellipticity (poirefringence) @,B].

These ndings have initiated a number of theoreti-
cal and experin ental activities, since the m agnitude of
the reported signals exceeds the standard-m odel expec—
tations by far! If the cbserved e ects are indeed true
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1 The incom patibility w ith standard Q ED has recently been con—

signals of vacuum m agnetic dichroisn and birefringence

and not due to a subtle, yet unidenti ed system atic ef-
fect, they signalnew physics beyond the standard m odel
of particle physics.

O ne obvious possible explanation, and indeed the one
which was also a m otivation for the BFRT and PVLA S
experin ents, m ay be o ered by the existence of a new
light neutral spin-0 boson ]. In fact, this possbility
hasbeen studied In Ref. E], w ith the conclusion that the
rotation observed by PVLA S can be reconciled w ith the
non-observation of a rotation and ellipticity by BFRT , if
the hypothetical neutral boson has a m ass In the range
m 1 1:5) meV and a coupling to two photons in
therangeg (17 50) 10°Gev I.

C Jearly, these values aln ost certainly exclude the pos-
sbility that is a genuine QCD axion A m,ﬂ]. For
the latter, a massm lm eV inplies a Peccei uinn
symmetry 12, [13] breaking scalke fa 6 18Gev.
Since, for an axion, g ENF2 £) 4, [14, [14),
onewould need an extrem ely largeratio F=N j 3 10
of electrom agnetic and color anom alies in order to ar-
rive at an axion-photon coupling In the range suggested
by PVLAS. This is far away from the predictions of
any model conceived so far. M oreover, such a new,
axion-like particle A LP ) must have very peculiar prop—
erties [17,114,[19,[2d, 21,1221 in order to evade the strong
constraints on its two photon coupling from stellar en—

m ed again in a m ore carefiil wavepropagation study which
also takes the rotation ofthe m agnetic eld in the PVLA S setup
properly into account E, ﬁ]. T he proposal of a potential Q ED
e ect in the rotating m agnetic eldE[I is therefore ruled out.
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ergy loss considerations @] and from itsnon-observation
in helioscopes such as the CERN A xion Solar Telescope
(CAST) @]. A light scalar boson is furthem ore con—
strained by upper lim its on non-N ew tonian forces @].

Recently, an altemative to the ALP interpretation of
the PVLA S results was proposed @]. It is based on
the observation that the photon-initiated real and vir-
tualpair production ofm illicharged particles M CP s)

In an extermalm agnetic eld would alsom anifest itselfas
a vacuum m agnetic dichroism and ellipticity. In partic—
ular, it was pointed out that the dichroisn observed by

PVLAS may be com patble w ith the non-observation of
a dichroisn and elljpticity by BFRT , if the m illicharged

particles have a sm allm assm 0:1 eV and a tiny frac—
tional electric charge Q=e 10°. As hasbeen

show n recently @], such particlesm ay be consistent w ith

astrophysicaland cosn ologicalbounds (for a review , see

Ref. m]), if their tiny charge arises from gauge kinetic

m ixing ofthe standard m odelhypercharge U (1) w ith ad-
ditionalU (1) gauge factors from physicsbeyond the stan—
dard m odel @]. T his appears to occur quite naturally

in string theory R9].

Tt isvery com forting that a num ber of laboratory-based
Jow -energy tests ofthe ALP and M CP interpretation of
the PVLA S anom aly are currently set up and expected
to yield decisive results w thin the upcom ing year. For
Instance, the Q & A experin ent has very recently released

rst rotation data@]. W hereas the Q & A experim ental
setup is qualitatively sin ilar to PVLA S, the experin ent
operates In a slightly di erent param eter region; here, no
anom alous signalhas been detected so far.

T he interpretation of the PVLA S signal nvolving an
ALP that Interacts weakly w ith m atter w ill crucially be
tested by photon regeneration (som etin es called \light
shining through walls") experin ents @, @, @, @,@,

,137] presently under construction or serious consider—
ation , @, @, @, @, @, @]. In these experin ents
(cf. Fig.[dl), a photon beam is shone across a m agnetic

eld, where a fraction of them tums into ALPs. The
ALP beam can then propagate freely through a wall or
another obstruction w thout being absorbed, and nally
another m agnetic eld located on the other side of the
wall can transform som e of these ALP s into photons |
seam Ingly regenerating these photonsout ofnothing. An—
otherprobe could be provided by direct astrophysicalob—
servations of light rays traversing a pulsarm agnetosphere
In binary pulsar system s @].

C learly, photon regeneration will be negligbl for
M CPs. Their existence, however, can be tested by in -
proving the sensitivity of instrum ents for the detection of
vacuum m agnetic birefringence and dichroism E, B, @,
@,@,@]. A nother sensitive tool is Schw inger pair pro—
duction In strong electric elds, as they are available, for
exam ple, In accelerator cavities @]. A classical probe
forM CP s is the search or nvisble orthopositroniim de—
cays , @], for which new experim ents are currently
running ] or being developed |E5__1|,@].

From a theoretical perspective, the two scenarios are

FIG . 1l: Schem atic view of a \light shining through a wall"
experin ent. (P seudo-)scalar production through photon con-—
version In am agnetic eld (left), subsequent travel through a
wall, and naldetection through photon regeneration (right).

substantially di erent: the ALP scenario is param eter-
ized by an e ective non-renom alizable din ension-5 oper-
ator, the stabilization ofwhich alm ost nevitably requires
an underlying theory at a com paratively low scale, say In
betw een the electrow eak and theGU T scale. By contrast,
theM CP scenario in its sim plest version is rem iniscent to
QED ; it is perturbatively renom alizable and can rem ain
a stable m icroscopic theory over a w ide range of scales.

T he present paper is devoted to an investigation of
the characteristic properties of the di erent scenarios in
the light of all available data collected so far. A careful
study ofthe opticalproperties ofthe m agnetized vacuum
can indeed reveal In portant inform ation about m asses,
couplings and other quantum num bers of the potentially
nvolved hypothetical particles. This is quantitatively
dem onstrated by global ts to all published data. For
further illustrative purposes, we also present global ts
which include the prelin nary data m ade available by
the PV LA S collaboration at workshops and conferences.
W e stress that thisdata isonly used here to qualitatively
dem onstratehow the opticalm easurem entscan be associ-
ated w ith particle-physics properties. De nite quantita—
tive predictions have to aw ait the outcom e of a currently
perform ed detailed data analysis ofthe PVLA S collabo—
ration. Still, the resulting t regions can be viewed as a
prelim nary estin ate of \target regions" for the various
laboratory tests m entioned above. M oreover, the statis—
tical analysis is also m eant to help the theorists In de—
ciding w hether they should care at allabout the PVLA S
anom aly, and, if yes, whether there is a pre-selection of
phenom enologicalm odels or m odel building blocks that
deserve to be studied in m ore detail.

The paper is organized as ollows. In the next sec—
tion we summ arize the signals for vacuum m agnetic
dichroign and birefringence In presence of axion-like and
m illicharged particles. W e use these results in Sec.[I
to show how the di erent scenarios can be distinguished
from each other and how infom ation about the quan-
tum num bers of the potential particle candidates can be
collected. In Sec.[IV] we then perform a statistical anal
ysis lncluding all current data. W e also use prelin inary
PVLAS data to show the prospects for the near future.
W e summ arize our conclusions in Sec.[V].



II. VACUUM MAGNETIC DICHROISM ,
BIREFRINGENCE,AND PHOTON
REGENERATION

W e start here w ith som e general kinem atic considera—
tions relevant to dichroism and birefringence, which are
equally valid for the case of ALP and the case ofM CP
production.

Let K be them om entum ofthe incom ing photon, w ith
Xji= !, and ket B be a static hom ogeneous m agnetic

eld, which is perpendicular tok, as it is the case In all
of the afore-m entioned polarization experin ents.

T he photon-initiated production ofan ALP with m ass
m oran MCP wih massm , leads, for ! > m or
' > 2m , respectively, to a non-trivial ratio of the sur-
vivalprobabilitiesexp (  ;; () ofa photon after it has
traveled a distance ‘, for photons polarized parallel k or
perpendicular ? to B'. This non-trivial ratio m anifests
itselfdirectly In a dichroian : fora linearly polarized pho—
ton beam , the angle between the iniial polarization
vector and them agnetic eld willchangeto + after
passing a distance ‘ through the m agnetic eld, with

0
I
E?

Ey 1
cot( +  )=— AR ARG
@)
Here, Ey;, arethe electric eld com ponents of the laser
paralleland perpendicular to the extemalm agnetic eld,
and the superscript \0" denotes initial values. For am all
rotation angle , we have

W e w ill present the results for the probability exponents
x » PrALPsandM CPsin the follow ing subsections.

Let us now tum to birefringence. The propagation
soeed of the laser photons is slightly changed in the
magnetic eld owing to the coupling to virtual ALPs
or M CPs. Accordingly, the tine ;, () i takes for a
photon to traverse a distance ' di ers for the two po—
larization m odes, causing a phase di erence between the
two m odes,

=1 () 2 M): @)

This induces an ellipticity of the outgoing beam ,

=42<k(‘> > (W)sh@ ); for 1: @

Again, we will present the resuls for , PrALPs

and M CP s In the follow Ing subsections.

A . Production ofN eutral Spin-0 B osons

A neutralspin-0 particle can interact w ith two photons
via

l +
9 © e B?);  6)

® =g €& B); ®

if it is a pseudoscalar. In a hom ogeneousm agnetic back—
ground B, the leading order contribution to the conver-
sion (left half of Fig.[dl) of (pseudo-)scalars into photons

comes from the tetms B2 and E B, respectively.

T he polarization of a photon is now given by the di-
rection of the electric eld of the photon,E , whereas

is magnetic eld,B is perpedicular to the polariza-—
tion. Therefore, only those elds polarized perpendicu—
lar (parallel) to the background m agnetic eld w ill have
nonvanishingB B 6 0 E B 6 0) and interact wih

the (pseudo-)scalarparticles. A ccordingly, for scalarswe

have,

der,
> = and , ' = : )

Using Egs. [[)-[@) we deduce

+) — )

= ;and )= )y

(10)

W e can now sum m arize the predictionson the rotation

and the ellipticiy in (pseudo-)scalar ALP m od-
els w th coupling g and m ass m ,E]. Weassume a
setup as In the BFRT experin ent w ith a dipole m agnet
of length L. and hom ogeneousm agnetic eld B . The po—
larization ofthe laserbeam w ith photon energy ! hasan
anglk relativeto them agnetic eld. Thee ective num -
ber of passes of photons in the dipole is N ass. Due to
coherence, the rotation and ellipticity depend non-—
linearly on the length ofthe apparatus L and linearly on
the num ber of passes N p.5s, Instead of sin ply being pro-—
portionalto ‘= N ,sL; whereas the photon com ponent
isre ected at the caviy m irrors, the ALP com ponent is
not and leaves the cavity after each pass:
', !
B!

+) _ €)= Nopass gm_2 sin?

11)
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For com pleteness, we present here also the ux of re—
generated photons in a \light-shinihg through a wall"
experin ent (cf. Fig.[l). I the case of a pseudoscalar, it
reads

0 1,
2
N—( )y Npass+l i(BL )4@ sjn(L;n! )A .
reg_N_@ 2 16 g cos Lm 2 ’
4!
13)

where Ny is the orighal photon ux. For a scalar, the
cos isreplacedbyasin . Equation[3d) is orthe special
situation In which a dipolke oflength I and eldB isused

for generation as wellas for regeneration ofthe ALP s as

i is the case for the BFRT experin ent. Note that only

passes tow ards the wall count.

B. OpticalVacuum P roperties from
C harged-P article F luctuations

Let usnow consider the interactions between the laser
beam and them agnetic eld m ediated by uctuationsof
particlesw ith charge e and massm . For laser frequen—
cles above threshold, ! > 2m , pair production becom es
possbl in them agnetic eld, resulting in a depletion of
the Incom ing photon am plitude. T he corresponding pho—
ton attenuation coe cients y;, forthe two polarization
m odes are related to the probability exponents y;, by

14)

depending linearly on the opticalpath length ‘. A Iso the
tine y;» it takes for the photon to traverse the inter-
action region with the m agnetic eld exhibits the same
dependence,

k;? = nk;? ‘; (15)
where ny;, denotes the refractive indices of the m agne-
tized vacuum .

1. D irac Fem ions

W e begin with vacuum polarization and pair produc—
tion of charged D irac ferm ions @], arising from an in—
teraction Lagrangian

0¥ = e A 16)
w ith being a D irac spinor (\D so").

E xplicit expressions for the photon absorption coe -
cients y;; can be inferred from the polarization tensor

w hich is obtained by Integrating over the uctuations of

the eld. Thisprocess ! * hasbeen studied fre—

quently in the literature se of a hom ogeneous

for the ca
m agnetic eh@,@,@,@,@, ,@,@,@]:
B
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where = e?=4 isthe nestructure constant. Here,
TkD._fp () hasthe form of a param etric integral @],
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T he above expression has been derived in leading order
in an expansion forhigh frequency @,@,@,@,@,@L
|

> L

2
2m @0)

and ofhigh num ber of allowed Landau levels of the m it
licharged particles [61],

N, = Nbenda L t L B
2 12 eB ! 2B
1
12T ! 2
, 49 10 — - — 4 — ey
ev B !

In the abovem entioned laser polarization experim ents,
the variation is typically am all com pared to
B=B & 10 *.
V irtual production can occur even below threshold,
I < 2m T herefore, we consider both high and low
frequencies. A s ong asEq. [21)) is satis ed, one has@]

2 2
eB
Dsp _ D sp .
1qk;? =1 4_ m 2 Ik;? (¥ (22)
w ith
2 2
17 1 T i+ x
. N 33 1 3 7z 6
I, ()=27 — dv T
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Here, ) is the generalized A iry function,
Z %3
e (b) = dx sin tx ? ; (24)
0

and €] () = dey (t)=dt.

2. Spin-0 Bosons

T he optical properties of a m agnetized vacuum can
also be In uenced by uctuations of charged spin-0
bosons. The corresponding interaction Lagrangian is
that of scalar QED (index \sc"),

L*= P (ea) ¥ m’y f; D =¢ ieA;
@5)
wih ’ beihga complx scalar eld. The induced optical

properties have not been explicitly com puted before in
the literature, but can be inferred straightforw ardly from

the polarization tensor ound in [65]. A s derived in m ore
detail in appendices[A] and [B], the corresponding results
fordichroisn and birefringence are sim ilar to the fam iliar
D irac ferm ion case,

B\
sc sc 3 sc
5 . = = e TS ; 26
K; k; I () (26)
w here
p-z1
1 - 22 avk,, ——
ki? 21 ¢
0 h i
1 .11
§V2 k'’ 2 gvz 2 e7)
a )
8 q_
S5 5e Ok )e for 1,
@i G)  or 1.

The zero coe cient in Eq. [27) holds, of course, only to
leading order in this calculation. W e observe that the ?
m ode dom nates absorption in the scalar case in contrast
to the sonor case. Hence, the induced rotation of the
laser probe goes Into opposite directions in the two cases,
bosons and ferm ions.

T he refractive indices induced by scalar
read

uctuations

2

2
eB
2 L ()

& 4 m 8
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2 . 1 2
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A galn, the polarization dependence of the refractive In—
dices renders the m agnetized vacuum birefringent. W e
observe that the Induced ellipticities for the scalar and
the spinor case go into opposite directions. In particu—
lar, foran all , the ? m ode is slow er for the scalar case,
supporting an ellipticity signalwhich has the sam e sign
as that of N itrogen? . For the sphor case, it is the other
way round. A s a nontrivial crosscheck of our results for
the scalar case, note that the refractive indices for 1
precisely agree w ith the (Inverse) velocities com puted in
Egs. [B12) and [ 13) from theHeisnbergEulre ective
action of scalarQED .

W e conclude that a carefiil determ ination of the signs
of ellipticity and rotation in the case of a positive sig—
nalcan distinguish between spinorand scalar uctuating
particles3

Finally, et usbrie y comment on the case of having
both ferm ions and bosons. If there is an identical num —
ber ofbosonic and ferm ionic degrees of freedom w ith ex—
actly the sam e m asses and m illicharges, ie. if the m it
licharged particles appear in a supersymm etric fashion
In com plete supersymm etric chiral m ultiplets, one can
check that the signals cancel. An exactly supersymm et—
ric set ofm illicharged particleswould cause neither an el
Ipticity signalnor a rotation ofthe polarization and one
would have to rely on otherdetection principlesas, forex—
am ple, Schw Inger pair production in accelerator cavities
[47]. H ow ever, In nature supersym m etry isbroken resul—
Ingin di erentm asses forbosonsand ferm ions. Now , the

2 The sign of an ellipticity signal can actively be checked w ith a
residualgas analysis. F illing the cavity w ith a gas w ith a known
classical C otton-M outon e ect of de nite sign, this e ect can
interfere constructively or destructively w ith the quantum e ect,
leading to characteristic residual-gas pressure dependencies of
the total signal [4,19].

3 In the sense of classical optics, the ellipticities of the various
scenarios discussed here are indeed associated with a de nite
and unam biguous sign. T his is not the case for the sign of the
rotation which also depends on the experim ental set up: in all
our scenarios, the polarization axis is rotated tow ards the m ode
w ith the sm allest probability exponent in Eq. [2). In the sense
of classical optics, this can be either sign depending on the initial
photon polarization relative to the m agnetic eld. In this work,
the notion of the sign of rotation therefore refers to the two
experin entally distinguishable cases of either , >

? .

2 Or i <



signal typically decreases rather rapidly for large m asses
(m ore precisely when 1=m> becom es sm aller than
one) and the lighter particle species will give a much
bigger contribution. A ccordingly, or a su ciently large
m ass splitting the signalwould look m ore or lkess as ifwe
had only the lighter particle species, be i a ferm ion ora
boson.

ITII. DISTINGUISHING BETW EEN DIFFERENT
SCENARIOS

In principle, one can set up a series of di erent ex—
perin ents distinguishing between the di erent scenarios,
ALPsorM CPs. Forexam pl, a positive signalin a light-
shining-through-wall experim ent 31,132,133, 134,135, 13€,
31,138,139,140,141,142,143,1441 would be a clear signal for
the ALP interpretation, whereas detection ofa dark cur-
rent that is able to pass through walls would be a clear
signal for the M CP hypothesis [47]. But even wih a
PV LA S-type experin ent that m easures only the rotation
and ellipticity signals, one can collect strong evidence fa—
voring one and disfavoring other scenarios.

P erform ing one m easurem ent of the absolute values of
rotation and ellipticity, one can typically nd values for
the m asses and couplings in all scenarios, such that the
predicted rotation and ellipticity is in agreem entw ih the
experin ent.

O ne clkar distinction can already be m ade by m easur—
Ing the sign ofthe ellipticity and rotation signals. In the
ALP scenario, a m easuram ent of the sign of either the
rotation or the ellpticity is su cient to decide between
a scalar or pseudoscalar. M easuring the sign ofboth sig—
nals already is a consistency check; if the signal signs
tum out to be inconsistent, the ALP scenarios for both
the scalar and the pseudoscalar would be ruled out. In
theM CP scenario, a m easurem ent ofthe sign of rotation
decides between scalars and femm ions. If only the sign
of the ellipticity signalism easured, both options still re—-
m aln, since the sign of the ellipticity changes when one
moves from large to an allm asses: the hierarchy of the
refractive indices is nverted in the region of anom alous
dispersion. But at least the sign tells us if we are In the
region of large or an allm asses, corresponding to a an all

H ng > n- ny < n;
ALP 0 or 1
> 2 =
k ) MCP % (small ) MCP ; (arge )
ALP 0" or
< 5 M CP 0 (large
k ) ) ) MCP 0 (small )

TABLE I:Summ ary of the allowed particle-physics interpre—
tation arising from a sign analysis of birefringence induced
by di erent refractive indices ny;; and dichroisn induced by
di erent probability exponents ;, .

or large param eter, cf. Eq. [I9). This sign analysis is
summ arized in Tablkel[l.

M ore Inform ation can be obtained by varying the pa-
ram eters of the experim ent. In principle, we can vary all
experim ental param eters appearing in Egs. [I1), [@2),
[I7) and [22): the strength of the m agnetic el B, the
frequency of the laser !, and the length of the m agnetic

eld Inside the cavity L.

Let us start with the m agnetic eld dependence. For
the ALP scenario both rotation and ellipticity signalsare
proportionalto B2,

ALP B2; ALP BZ (30)
whereas forM CP ’'s we have
const
censt B 1
MCP exzp B Sna (31)
B3 B large
MCP B2 B anall
B3 B large:

In the left panels of Fig.[2 we dem onstrate the di erent
behavior (for the ellipticity signalthe B 3 -dependence is
not yet visble as it appearsonly atm uch stronger elds).
The m odel param eters for ALPs and M CP s are chosen
such that the absolute value of and m atches the
PVLAS results ( = 1064dnm,B = 5T,and L = 1m)
shown as the crossing of the dotted lines together w ith
their statistical errors. In a sin ilar m anner, the signals
also depend on the wavelength of the laser light, which
is shown in the center panels of F ig.[2.

Finally, there is one m ore crucial di erence between
the ALP and the M CP scenardo. P roduction of a sin—
gk particle can occur coherently. T his leads to a faster
grow th of the signal

ALP LZ; ALP LZ L snall:

(32)
In the M CP scenario, however, the produced particles
are essentially lost and we have only a linear dependence
on the length ofthe Interaction region,

MCP MCP
L; L:

(33)
T his is shown in the right panels of F ig.[2.

W e conclude that studying the dependence of the sig—
nalon the param eters of the experin ent can give crucial
Inform ation to decide between the ALP and M CP sce—
narios, aswe will also see in the follow Ing section.

Iv. CONFRONTATION W ITH DATA

In this Section, we want to confront the prediction of
theALP andM CP scenarios forvacuum m agnetic dichro—
ism , birefringence, and photon regeneration w ith the cor-
responding data from the BFRT E]and PVLAS [3,l4,I5]
collaborations, aswellas from the Q & A experin ent [3C].



IIIIIIIIII T 7T T[T 11

ALP
0.8 = MCP
0.6 :

0.4

|A8| [mrad]

0.2

Illlllllllllllll
|III|III|III|III

LI

o

0.8

0.6

0.4

¥l [mrad]

I LI I LI I LI I LI
| L1l | L1l | L1l | L1l
| LI | LI | LI | LI |

0.2

L1 1= |

llllllllllll

IIiIIIIlIIIIlIIIIlIIIIl

O IIIIIIIlIIIIlIIII_
0 ) 10 15

B [T]
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and the length L of the m agnetic region inside the caviy. For ALPs (dark green) and M CP s (light red). T he crossing of the

blue dotted lines corregponds to the PV LA S published rotation and prelin inary ellpticity signalforB = 5T,

andL = 1m.

T he corresponding experim ental ndingsare sum m arized
in Tables[I, [, and [, respectively.

In the Pllow ng we com bine these results in a sinple
statistical analysis. For sin plicity, we assum e that the
likellhood function L; of the rotation, the ellipticity and
the photon regeneration rate follow sa G aussian distribu—
tion in each m easurem ent iw ith m ean value and standard
deviation as indicated in Tables[I}HIV]. In the case ofthe
BFRT upper lim its, we approxin ate the lkelihhood func—
tionsby* L / exp (( hypo)?=@ 2...)). Taking these
Inputs as statistically independent valueswe can %stjm ate
the com bined log-likelhood function as InL ;L
[66]. W ih these assum ptions the m ethod of m axin um
likelihood is equjyalglt to the m ethod of least squares
with %= const 2 ,lL;.A more sophisticated sta-
tistical analysis is beyond the scope of this work and re—
quires detailed know ledge of the data analysis.

4 W e set the negative photon regeneration rate (Tab.[Il) at BFRT
for = 0 equalto zero.

= 1064 nm,

A . ALP hypothesis

Figure[d show s the results ofa t based on the pseu-—
doscalar (left panels) or scalar (right panels) ALP hy-—
pothesis. The BFRT upper lin s’ are shown by blue-
shaded regions. The Q & A upper rotation lin it is de—
picted as a gray-shaded region, but this lin i exerts li—
tle In uence on the global t in the ALP scenario. The
PVLAS resuls are displayed as green bands according
tothe 5 ocon dence level C L.) wih dark green corre—
sponding to published data and light green corresponding
to prelin nary results. The resulting allowed param e—
ter regionsat 5 CL are depicted as red- lled islands or
bands.

Both upper panels show the result from all published
data ofall three experin ents. H ere, the results for scalar

SAsfaras photon regeneration at BFRT is concermed, their pho—
ton detection e ciency was approxin ately 5.5% . Their laser
spectrum w ith average power hP i 3 W and average photon

uxNg = hP i=! was dom inated by the spectral lines 488 nm
and 514:55 nm . W e took an average value of 500 nm in our tting
procedure.
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or pseudoscalar ALP s are very sim ilar: in addition to
the allowed 5 region atm ’ 1:::2 10 3 &V also re-
ported by PVLA S ], w e observe further allow ed islands
for argerm assvalues. T he 2/dof. (degrees of freedom )
valies forthe tsareboth acoeptable with a slight pref-
erence forthe scalarALP ( 2/do.f=0.8) .n com parison
w ith the pseudoscalar ALP ( ?/d.o.f=13), cf. Table].

T his degeneracy between the scalar and the pseudo—
scalar ALP scenario is lifted upon the inclusion of the
prelin nary PVLA S data (center panels), since the nega-—

tive sign ofthe birefringence signalw ith ny < n, strongly
prefers the scalar ALP scenario. In addition, the size of
the prelin nary ellipticity result is such that the higher
m ass islands are ruled out, and the low m ass island settles
aroundm ’ 10 ev andg’ 2 10°Gev l. The
results from a t to PVLAS data only (oublished and
prelin inary) as displayed in the lower panels of Fig.[3
rem ain sim ilar.
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PV LA S value for the sign of the ellpticity singles out the large—

1

(am allkm ass) branch ofthe ferm ionic M CP 7 and the sn al-

(large-m ass) branch of the scalarM CP O, cf. Tablk[d, as is visble in the center and Iower panels.

B. M CP hypothesis

Fiure [4 shows the results of a t based on the
ferm jonic (left panels) or scalar (right panels) M CP hy-—
pothesis. The M CP hypothesis gives sin ilar results for
scalarsand fermm ions ifonly the published data is included
In the +t (upper panels). MCP massesm Jlarger than
01 eV areruled outby the upper lim itsofBFRT .But the
5 CL region show sa degeneracy tow ards am allerm asses.

Tt is interesting to observe that the available Q & A data
already approaches the ballpark of the PVLA S rotation
signal In the light of the M CP hypothesis, whereas it is
much less relevant for the ALP hypothesis.

Including the PVLA S prelin inary data, the t for
ferm ionicM CP sbecom es di erent from the scalarM CP
case: because of the negative sign of the birefringence
signal, only the lJarge- /an allm branch rem ains acospt—
able for the ferm ionic M CP, whereas the sn all- /large—



BFRT experim ent

R otation L=88m, = 5145nm, = =)
NPaSS j j Enlad] noise ﬁu:ad]
254 0:35 0:30
34 026 0:11
E lip ticity L=88m, =5145nm, = =)
Npass j j Elrad] noise [nrad]
578 400 110
34 1:60 0:44

R egeneration (L = 44 m,h i= 500 nm,Npass = 200)

frad] rate H z]
0 0:012 0:009
= 0:013 02007

TABLE II: Thevacuum rotation , ellipticity and photon
regeneration rate from the BFRT [Z]experin ent. For sim plic—
ity we take thenoise level  joise @and  noise quoted In Ref. [2]
as the standard deviation and . For the polarization
data, BFRT used a magnetic eld wih tin evarying am pli-
tudeB = Bo+ Boos(! nt+ n),whereBg = 325 T and

B = 062 T (cf. Appendix [C]). For photon regeneration,
they employed B = 37 T.

PV LA S experim ent

R otation (L= 1m,Npass = 44000, = =1)
fm ] j 3J00 '* rad-pass]
1064 39 02
532 63 10 (prelim inary)
E lipticity (L= 1m,Npa.ss = 44000, = =)
hm ] Lo 12 rad=pass]
1064 34 03 (prelim inary)
532 60 06 (prelim inary)

TABLE III: The vacuum rotation and ellipticity per
passmeasured by PVLA S, for B = 5 T . The rotation of po—
larized laser light with = 1064 nm is published n Ref. [3].
P relin nary results are taken from Refs. [4,15] and are used
here for illistrative purposes only.

Q & A experim ent

R otation L=1m, = 1064dnm, = =)
Npass El’l]’_ad]
18700 04 53

TABLE IV : The vacuum rotation
ment B0]experiment B = 233 T).

from the Q & A experi-
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’=do.f. HALP 0 |aLP 0" |[McP i|McCP O

BFRT,PVLAS,

Q & A published data 13 0.8 74 73

dof= 6)

+ PVLAS

prelin inary data 62.0 6.3 157 120
dof= 9)
only PVLAS

pub.+ prelin .data
dof= 2)

1184 18.9 40.0 15.7

TABLE V :Summ ary ofthe 2 /d o f. analysis for the di erent
scenarios and based on di erent data sets. R ow s and colum ns
correspond to the row s and colum ns of panels in Figs.[3 and

[A.

m branch is preferred by the scalar M CP, cf. Tablk
. 2 2=d.o.f. comparison between the form fonic M CP
( ?’=dof= 15:7) and the scalarM CP ( *=dof= 1290)
points to a slight preference for the scalarM CP scenario.

This preference is much m ore pronounced In the t
to the PVLA S data (published + prelin nary) only, cf.
Tablk[V]. The best M CP candidate would therefore be
a scalar particle with massm '’ 007 &V and charge
parameter ' 2 10°.

C. ALP vs.MCP

Let us st stress that the partly prelin lnary status
of the data used for our analysis does not yet allow for
a clear preference of either of the two scenarios, ALP
or MCP. Based on the published data only, the ALP
scenariosgive a better t, sihcetheupper lin tsby BEFRT
and Q & A leave an unconstrained param eter space open
to the PVLA S rotation data. By contrast, the BFRT
and Q & A upper lim its already begin to restrict theM CP
param eter space ofthe PV LA S rotation signalin a sizable
m anner, which explains thebetter ?/d.of. orthe ALP
scenario.

Based on the (In part prelin inary) PVLA S data alone,
theM CP scenario would be slightly preferred in com par-
ison wih the ALP scenario, see Tablk [V, bottom row .
The reason is that the PVLA S m easurem ents of bire-
fringence and rotation forthe di erent laser wavelengths
show a better intemal com patibility in the scalar M CP
case than In the scalar ALP scenario.

V. CONCLUSIONS

T he signalobserved by PVLA S { a rotation of linearly
polarized laser light nduced by a transverse m agnetic
eld { has generated a great deal of interest over the
recent m onths. Since the signal has found no explana—
tion w ithin standard QED or from other standard-m odel



sectors, i could be the rst direct evidence of physics
beyond the standard m odel.

T he proposed attem pts to explain this resul &ll nto
tw o categories:
1. conversion of lJaser photons into a single neutral soin-0
particle (scalar or pseudoscalar) coupled to two photons
(called axion-like particle or ALP ) and
2. pair production of ferm ions or bosons with a small
electric charge (m illicharged particlesorM CPs).
T he corresponding actions associated w ith these tw o pro—
posals should be viewed aspure Iow energy e ective eld
theoriesw hich are valid at laboratory scales at which the
experin ents operate. A naive extrapolation ofthese the—
ordes to higher scales generically becom es Incom patible
w ith astrophysicalbounds. In this paper, we have com —
pared the di erent low-energy e ective theories In light
ofthe presently availbble data from optical experin ents.

W e have sum m arized the form ulas for rotation and ek
Ipticity in the di erent scenarios and contributed new
results for m illicharged scalars. W e have then studied
how optical experin ents can provide for decisive infor-
m ation to discrim nate between the di erent scenarios:
this nformm ation can be obtained in the form of size and
sign of rotation and ellipticity and their dependence on
experim ental param eters like the strength of the m ag—
netic eld, the wavelength of the laser and the length of
the m agnetic region.

Ourm ain results are depicted in Figs. [3 and [4 which
show the allowed param eter regions for the di erent sce—
narios. On the basis of the published data, none of
the scenarios can currently be exclided. The ram ain—
Ing open param eter regions should be regarded as good
candidates for the target regions of fiture experin ents.
A s the prelin nary PV LA S data illustrates, near future
opticalm easurem ents can firther constrain the param e-
ter gpace and even decide between the di erent scenar-
jos. For instance, a negative ellipticity n, < n, together
w ih a rotation corresponding to probability exponents

x > » would rule out the scalar or pseudo-scalar ALP
Interpretation altogether.

Be i from optical experin ents like PVLA S or from
the proposed \light/dark current shining through a wall"
experin ents, we w ill soon know m ore about the particle
Interpretation ofPVLAS.
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APPENDIX A:BIREFRINGENCE IN THE
SMALL-! LIM IT:EFFECTIVE ACTION
APPROACH

Since the sign of the ellpticity signaling birefringence
can be a decisive piece of Inform ation, distinguishing be-
tween the soin properties of the new hypothetical par-
ticles, let us check our results w ith the e ectiveaction
approach [62]. Since the formulas in this appendix are
equally valid for the M CP scenario as well as standard
QED ,wedenote the coupling and m assofthe uctuating
particle wih ~, ore, and v w ith the dictionary:

MCP: e= g ~= ; m=m ;

QED: e=¢ ~= ; @Al
The e ective action in one-loop approxin ation can be
w ritten as
Z
'hl= F o+

X

B1= SuB1+ By @2)
w here we have introduced the eld-strength nvariant F
corresponding to the M axwell action. The two possble

invariants are

1 1 1
F=ZF F =-@2 E?; G=-F B = E B:
4 2 4
@A 3)
withe =1 F . Also useful are the two secular

2
Invariants a;b, corresponding to the eigenvalies of the

eld strength tensor,
R — S

a= F2+ G2+ F; b= F2+G2 F; @4
w ith the inverse relations
1
$3= ab; F=5<a2 B): @5)

Let us start with the ferm jon-induced e ective action,

ie., the classic HeisenbergEulr e ective action. The
one—loop contribution reads
Z 7,
, 1 ds i
D
sp 82 , , s
2 2
eas cot (eas) ebs coth (ebs) + 3 (es)°F 1 A 6)
Expanding this action to quartic order in the eld
strength results in
Z
ésp: C]ESPF2+CESPG2 ; @7
X
w here the constant prefactors read
g ~? 14 ~?
D sp D sp
= ——; = = 8
45m 4 % 45m 4 @8

It is straightforward to derive the modi ed M axwell
equations from Eq. [A 7). From these, the dispersion rela—
tions for the tw o polarization eigenm odes ofa plane-w ave



eld in an extermalm agnetic eld can be determ ined6l ],
yielding the phase velocities in the low -frequency lim i,
v, =1 GDSPB 2sin® g ;

vo=1 ¢&FB%si® 5:

@9
O bviously, the ? m ode is slightly faster than thekm ode,
since the coe cient & ¥ < ¢ ¥
Next we tum to the e ective action which is induced
by charged scalar uctuations, ie., the H eisenberg-Euler
e ective action for scalar QED . The one-loop contribu-—
tion now reads

AN
1 _ 1 ﬁ’ in?s
se 16 2 , , §°
eas ebs 1 2
; ; — (es)°F 1 ®10)
sin (eas) sinh (ebs) 3

Therearethreedi erencesto the ferm lon-induced action:
the m inus sign arises from G rassm ann Integration in the
ferm jonic case. The factor of 1/2 com es from the di er-
ence betw een a trace over a com plex scalar and that over
a D irac spinor. The replacem ent of cot and coth by in-
verse sin and sinh is due to the Pauli spin— eld coupling
In the form ionic case.

E xpanding the scalar-induced action to quartic order

In the el strength results in
Z
«=  GFP+ 67 @11)
w here the constant prefactors this tin e read
7 ~2 1 ~2
= ——; = —— 12
& 90m4 % ®12)

Oms’

T he velocities of the tw o polarization m odes then results
n

v, =1 &B?sih® 5; w=1 ¢&B?sin® 5: A13)
Thistin e, the ? mode is signi cantly slower than the k
m ode, since the order of the coe cients is now reversed
&> g

In a birefringence experim ent, the induced ellipticity

In the two cases is di erent In m agnitude as well as In
sign. A Iready at this stage, we can expect that the sam e
di erence willalso be visbl in the dichroisn . At higher
frequencies, the slowerm ode necessarily has to exhibit a
stronger anom alous digpersion. By virtue of dispersion
relations, we can expect that thisgoesalong w ith a larger
attenuation coe cient. A s a resul, the direction of the
Induced rotation w illbe opposite for the two cases, as is
con m ed by the explict result in Sect[IIB 2.

APPENDIX B:POLARIZATION TENSORS

T he polarization tensor in an extemal constant m ag—
netic eld can be decom posed into

(]{ﬁ)= OPO + kPk + ?P? ’ CB].)

12

w here the P; denote orthogonalpro gctors, and only the
k;? com ponents are relevant for the dichroism and bire-
fringence experin ents; the corresponding pro ctors Py,
refer to the polarization eigenm odes discussed in the
main text [64,167]. D ropping tem s of higher order in
the light cone deform ation k? / 0 as a selfconsistent
approxin ation, the coe cient functions can be w ritten
as

is .
76 0Nk;?l

B2)
w here the upper com ponent holds for the spinor case and
the lower for the scalar case. The phase reads in both
cases

n? 12 g2 1 ? 1lcos eBs coseBs
0 ' 5 4 2  eBssneBs
1 23\2
" m?+ | sin? B(T)(eas)zz ®3)

For com pleteness, ket us list the integrand functions of
the spinor case  rst,

Dsp eBscos eBs
Nk = —
smeB s
2 sin eBs
eBsooteBs 1 + —
smeB s
D sp eBscos eBs eBssin eBs coteBs
N, +
j sineB s sineB s

. 2eB s(cos eBs coseB s)

B4)

sin®eB s

T he corresponding low est-order expansions in eB s which
are relevant for the desired approxim ation are

1 1
D sp 2 2 2
N = -1 1 = eB s)”;
k 2( ) 3 ( )
1 1 1
D sp 2 2 2
N, ==-( -+ = eB s)”: 5
: 2( ) 2 6 ( ) ®5)

Tnserting these expansions into Eq. [B2), the param eter
Integrations can be perform ed, resulting in the expres-
sions listed In Sect.[IIB1l. Note that the expansion co-
e cients n Eq. BY) also pop up In the nalresult for
the absorption coe cients and the refractive indices, see
below .

T he corresponding integrand functions for the scalar



case read® [63]

s eB s 5 sin eBs
NF= —— ilsorenlll ®6)
sneB s sneB s
eBssin eBs
sC _
N =+ ————
sin“ eB s
eB s
——— 1+ o eBs 2coseBscos e€Bs :
sin” eB s

T he corresgponding expansions are

%) €B s)%; B7)

sc _
N, =

—
=

%) €Bs)’:

NI N
o

NIE W) -
|

N =
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T he overallm inus sign di erence between Egs.[B5) and

[B7) willbe used to cancelthe m inus sign di erence be—
tween the scalar and the spinor case in Eq. [B2). Apart

from the overall factor of 2, the desired form ulas for the

scalar case can be directly constructed from the spinor

case by sin ple replacem ents as suggested by a com pari-
son between Egs. [BH) and B7).

W ih the ndings of this section, we can directly ob-
tain the resuls for the photon absorption coe cientsand
refractive indices as given In the m ain text.

APPENDIX C:ROTATION AND ELLIPTICITY AT BFRT

The BFRT experin ent uses a m agnetic

eld wih tim evarying amplitude B = By +

Bcoos(!lpt+ n). The

m easured rotation and ellipticity correspond to the Fourder coe cient of the light intensity at frequency !y, . To a

good accuracy, the Fourder coe cient can be read o

from the
w ith respect to B . The rotation e ect for foerm ionicM CP s Iinear to cos(!, t+

rst-order Taylor expansion of the optical functions
o ) Isgiven by Egs. @) and [I7) or

B =Bgand (= Bo) with
I h i
_7Z 1 ) 1
pw_ 43 B 4 1 4 1 2 4 1 L 3V, 3t v, c1)
= v — _—— - b - = -
ki? 0 By ol ¢ T g1 v 37 41 ¢ @ V)
0
T he linear term for the ellipticity is given by Eq. [4) and 22) ©orB = B with
n # v? 1 v?
4 Z . 2 . A ; _+ _
Dep_ AL 3 3 . 2 B Oh 2t 6 1 3 h 2t 1 3o’ 2 6
I F=25 — vo—— & (£5)° + — & (52)°
7 0 0 3 Bo v 0l ¥ v L )3
c2)
T he corresponding equations in the case of scalarM CP s are analogous.
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