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Dark photons, aside from constituting non-relativistic dark matter, can also be generated rela-
tivistically through the decay or annihilation of other dark matter candidates, contributing to a
galactic dark photon background. The production of dark photons tends to favor specific polariza-
tion modes, determined by the microscopic coupling between dark matter and dark photons. We
leverage data obtained from previous searches for dark photon dark matter using a superconducting
radio-frequency cavity to explore galactic dark photon fluxes. The interplay of anisotropic directions
and Earth’s rotation introduces a diurnal modulation of signals within the cavities, manifesting dis-
tinct variation patterns for longitudinal and transverse modes. Our findings highlight the efficacy
of superconducting radio-frequency cavities, characterized by significantly high-quality factors, as
powerful telescopes for detecting galactic dark photons, unveiling a novel avenue in the indirect
search for dark matter through multi-messenger astronomy.

Introduction — Dark photon, posited as a minimal ex-
tension to the Standard Model (SM) via an additional
U(1) gauge group, arise from speculative new physics
theories such as extra dimensions or grand unification [1-
4]. They are considered a substantial candidate for dark
matter, particularly distinguishing themselves as coher-
ent vector waves at sub-eV mass scales [5, 6]. This results
in an effective electric current due to kinetic mixing with
standard model photons. To probe this intricate interac-
tion, various experimental approaches have been under-
taken [7-36]. Notably, superconducting radio-frequency
(SRF) cavities have shown exceptional promise, offering
the most stringent constraints thus far [26, 30, 32] due to
their extremely high quality factor.

Beyond merely serving as a component of dark mat-
ter in a standard halo distribution, dark photons may
manifest across various cosmic scenarios [37], such as an
isotropic cosmological background. Additionally, dark
photons generated from dark matter decay or annihila-
tion contribute to a galactic background with a distinct
directionality emanating from the galactic center. The
detection of these galactic dark photons thus serves as
an indirect detection of dark matter. Their anisotropic
distribution on Earth results in diurnal signal modula-
tion in direction-sensitive detectors [38], which can be
utilized as distinctive indicators of their galactic origins.
Moreover, analyzing the polarization and spectral char-
acteristics of dark photons offers in-depth insights into
the nature of dark matter interactions, a subject further
explored in a companion theoretical paper.

In this work, we initiate the search for galactic dark
photons using an SRF cavity. We demonstrate that
the projection of dark photon wavefunctions onto cav-

ity modes will result in a polarization-dependent mod-
ulation of signatures. Utilizing datasets initially assem-
bled for dark photon dark matter (DPDM) searches [32],
we establish pioneering constraints for galactic dark pho-
tons across two distinct polarization modes. Our anal-
ysis considers the spectra of galactic dark photons from
two models: a flat spectrum emanating from four-body
cascade decay [38] and a narrow spectrum (1/500 of cen-
tral frequency) associated with two-body parametric de-
cay. This exploration expands the capabilities and reach
of current dark matter research methodologies, utilizing
cavities for the multi-messenger, indirect detection of ul-
tralight dark matter. We navigate a vast, previously un-
tapped parameter space, capitalizing on the exceptional
quality factor of the SRF cavity, which offers unique ad-
vantages compared with traditional copper cavities [38].
Galactic Dark Photons from Dark Matter De-
cay — We begin by characterizing the wavefunctions
and correlations inherent to a general dark photon back-
ground. The wavefunction X* is formulated in the fre-
quency domain as:
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where the frequency w and spatial momentum k adhere
to the dispersion relation w? = |I;|2 + m% for the dark
photon mass mx. Xp signifies the amplitude for each
polarization mode P, incorporating one longitudinal (L)
and two transverse (T) components, while e is the as-
sociated polarization vector basis.

Considering the non-coherent nature of dark matter
decay, galactic dark photons are expected to manifest



as a stochastic Gaussian field. This is quantified by the
two-point correlation function:

(Xp(w, k) Xpr (W, k)*) = 6(w—w)6? (k—k")opp Sp(w, k).
(2)
Here, (---) denotes the ensemble average and Sp(w, k)

is the power spectral density (PSD) of the P-mode dark
photon from direction k. The total energy density of the
dark photon is obtained by integrating w?Sp(w, k) over
the frequency spectrum.

The polarization states of the dark photon are con-
tingent upon its interactions with dark matter fields. We
examine scenarios where either longitudinal or transverse
modes are predominant. Specifically, the longitudinal
mode often arises in dark Higgs models, where a scalar
field ® decays into two relativistic dark photons through
an interaction Lagrangian proportional to ®X*X,,. Con-
versely, transverse modes are typically generated through
axion-photon-like interactions, denoted by a term pro-
portional to ®X WX # where X,,, represents the dark
photon field tensor and X" its dual. Comprehensive
derivations of these models and the dependencies of their
couplings are elaborated in the Supplementary Material.

In the interaction models under consideration, a mas-
sive scalar field’s decay into two dark photons may in-
duce parametric instability [39-60], rapidly diminishing
the scalar field through Bose-enhanced dark photon pro-
duction [61]. In conventional virialized scalar halos, such
instabilities might be moderated by gravitational redshift
when couplings are sufficiently weak [49], albeit at the
cost of reducing the decay products to near indetectable
levels. To address this, we consider that a fraction of the
scalar dark matter aggregates into dense clumps nested
within broader, more diffuse miniclusters [62-76]. Within
these dense regions, an equilibrium between dark photon
production and escape, limited by the clumps’ size, cul-
minates in a saturated state of dark photons. The clumps
achieve stability via a balance of parametric decay and
accretion, resulting in a steady and substantial dark pho-
ton flux that eclipses that from mere perturbative decay,
akin to saturated superradiant clouds in axion-photon
systems [41, 55]. The parametric instability band pre-
dominantly shapes the resulting dark photon spectrum,
related to the scalar clumps’ core size [42, 50]. Assum-
ing a virialized velocity distribution with a dispersion of
1073 ¢, the produced dark photons exhibit a bandwidth
approximately 1/500 of the central frequency. An alter-
native production mechanism involves a scalar dark mat-
ter field decaying into two intermediate states, ®, which
then undergo cascade decay into four dark photons [38].
Here, the dark photon spectrum is broadly flat, confined
within a frequency range dictated by the dark matter
mass. We categorize the two production mechanisms as
follows:

e Two-body parametric decay;
e Four-body cascade decay.
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FIG. 1: Top: Schematic of the single-cell 1.3 GHz ellipti-
cal cavity utilized in this study with incoming dark pho-
ton fields from direction k (orange) The angle between
k and the cavity’s symmetry axis leay is denoted as W.
The electric fields of the targeted cavity mode TMy( are
illustrated with red arrows, their length proportional to
the field strength. Bottom: The overlap factor between
the TMy19 mode and incoming dark photon fields of dif-
ferent polarization modes, as defined in Eq. (3), assuming
k| = wp for a relativistic dark photon.

In both scenarios, local dark photon flux densities may
soar to 1000 p.,, compatible with cosmological constraints
on dark matter decay [38, 61], where p signifies the local
electromagnetic photon density [77]. The angular distri-
bution of the incoming dark photon flux adheres to the
line-of-sight integral of the dark matter density, often re-
ferred to as the J-factor in dark matter indirect detection
literature [78].

Cavity as a Dark Photon Telescope — When dark
photon fluxes transit through a cavity, they can poten-
tially excite a cavity mode if their frequency aligns with
the resonant frequency of the cavity, a process facilitated
by kinetic mixing with electromagnetic photons [32]. I

the interaction picture, dark photons contribute to an ef—
fective electric current Jeﬁ‘ =€em XX where € denotes the
kinetic mixing coefficient, and X represents the spatial
component of the dark photon wavefunction. As eluci-
dated in the Supplementary Material, the rate of excita-
tion depends on the overlap between X and the cavity
mode’s electric field Eo, quantified by the parameter:
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where ép is the spatial unit directional vector of the
polarization basis e}, and the integral is taken over
the cavity’s volume V. Typically, the phase factor
e *7 is approximated as 1 for the overlap function for
DPDM [32], due to the de-Broglie wavelength 1/|k| of the
non-relativistic field being considerably longer than the
cavity scale. For axisymmetric cavity modes, the angular
dependence reduces to the polar angle ¥ = —k- anv, with
leav representing the cavity’s symmetry axis, as depicted
in the top panel of Fig.1. We numerically evaluate the
overlap factor Cp(¥) for the TMg19 mode of a single-cell
1.3 GHz elliptical cavity utilized in this study, illustrated
in the bottom panel of Fig.1. The longitudinal mode,
with é (k) aligned with %, achieves maximum overlap at
U = 0 and diminishes to zero at ¥ = 7/2. The two
transverse circular polarized modes, indistinct from one
another, display an inverse variation compared to the lon-
gitudinal mode. These evaluations assume a relativistic
limit for the dark photon, where |E | is nearly equal to the
mode’s resonant frequency wy.

The PSD absorbed by the cavity from dark photon
fields bears resemblance to that from DPDM [32]:
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(4)
The distinction comes with the factor |é; p|? denotes the
magnitude square of the spatial component of the polar-
ization basis e». This factor equates to 1 for transverse
modes and escalates to w? /m% for the longitudinal mode,
suggesting that a relativistic longitudinal mode could sig-
nificantly enhance signal power compared to transverse
modes, given the same spectra. Here, Q)1 indicates the
cavity’s loaded quality factor, determining the resonance
bandwidth. In the Galactic frame, the Earth’s rotation
leads to temporal variations in the cavity’s symmetry
axis anv(t) and the associated ¥(¢). Consequently, these
changes result in polarization-dependent modulations in
the PSD, which can be leveraged as distinct signatures
for the detection of galactic dark photons.
Constraining Galactic Dark Photons through Di-
urnal Modulation Analysis — We now embark on a
search for the diurnal modulation of signals stemming
from galactic dark photons, leveraging data from a pre-
vious DPDM search employing a single-cell elliptical nio-
bium SRF cavity [32]. The cavity was equipped with
a frequency tuning mechanism [79, 80] and an ampli-
fier circuit, and maintained in liquid helium at a tem-
perature of approximately 2K. The experimental plat-
form [81-86] facilitated the calibration of relevant pa-
rameters, including the loaded quality factor Qr, cou-
pling factor [, net amplification factor Gyet, and the res-
onant frequency of the TMg19 mode, centered around
wo ~ 2w1.3 GHz, along with its stability range for each
scanning process. Each scan step was approximately
5 minutes, with 100seconds dedicated to data acquisi-
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FIG. 2: Normalized power excess from experimental data
(black dots) for each scan step as a function of mea-
surement time, and the predicted modulation signals
from galactic dark photons for two polarization modes
(blue and red lines, respectively). The right panel illus-
trates the distribution of normalized power excess, fit-
ting a Gaussian distribution with no deviations exceed-
ing 4-sigma. The experiment’s initial time, ¢y, was UTC
22:23:52, April 12, 2023. The two runs are delineated
by the gray region. The modulation signals are cus-
tomized for the detector’s location (116.4°E, 39.9°N, Bei-
jing) and orientation (cavity’s symmetry axis pointing to-
wards Earth’s center), with the signal normalization set
to the 90% exclusion bound.

tion and the remainder to frequency tuning and param-
eter calibration. During two continuous operational pe-
riods from April 12-14 and 23-26, 2023, we completed
Npin = 350 and 800 scan steps respectively, covering a
total frequency range of 271.37 MHz.

In our analysis, only the received power at the reso-
nant frequency bin with a bandwidth of 2711.5 Hz [32],
denoted by P for the i-th step, was considered. The
dominant noise contribution typically comes from the
amplifier. For each run, we computed the average and
standard deviation of P?, denoted as P and op, re-
spectively, and determined the normalized power excess
§' = (P* —P)/op. These are depicted as black dots in
Fig. 2, fitting well with a standard normal distribution
without 4-sigma excess. Unlike Ref. [32], where constant
fit and normalized power excess were calculated every 50
contiguous bins for environmental stability, the current
search aggregates all bins from the two runs without sup-
pressing potential diurnal variations.

The expected power signal induced by galactic dark
photons at scan step i is given by:

’P:lg( ) = Ghet nblnﬁ +1 871' Q2 Z s1g (5)

Here, wé is the cavity’s resonant frequency, and npi, =~
84% accounts for the signal leakage outside the bin due



to variations in the resonant frequency. As the total scan
range of 271.37 MHz is less than the considered galac-
tic dark photons’ bandwidth, we assume the spectrum
Sp(w}, k) in Eq. (4) remains constant with respect to wj.
The diurnal signal variation is calculated by consider-
ing the detector’s location (116.4°E, 39.9°N, Beijing) and
orientation (symmetry axis pointing towards Earth’s cen-
ter), along with Earth’s rotational changes in the Galac-
tic frame, as detailed in the Supplementary Materials.
The time variation during each scan is negligible com-
pared to the diurnal variation timescale. Analogous to
§', we define 6%, = (Pl, —%iPl,/Noin)/op for the signal
variations, exemplified in Fig. 2 for the two polarization
modes.

We evaluate the hypothesis of galactic dark photons
characterized by mass mx and kinetic mixing coefficient
€ utilizing the following probability function:
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where Fj2 quantifies the uncertainties of the involved pa-
rameters, collectively accounting for less than 5% [32].
The 90% exclusion limit derived from this probability
function is depicted in Fig. 3, showcasing constraints for
the two benchmark spectra: a flat spectrum from four-
body cascade decay, and a 1/500 bandwidth around the
central frequency of approximately wy from two-body
parametric decay. Both spectra are normalized to a dark
photon energy density of px = 1000 p.,. We constrain our
analysis to regions where dark photons are relativistic,
specifically where myx < w/10, as non-relativistic regions
lead to a mix of polarization modes and diminish the
diurnal modulation. Notably, the longitudinal mode is
more significantly constrained than the transverse modes,
attributed to the distinct factors |er|> = w?/m% and
|er|? = 1 in the signal power expression (Eq.(4)). The
constraints for the four-body cascade decay also depend
on the mass of the original dark matter particle, which
influences the bandwidth of Sp and thus the amplitude
at the cavity’s resonant frequency. The gradient color
region in the figure indicates the variation in exclusion
for dark matter masses ranging from 4wy (bottom) to
100wy (top). Alternatively, the two-body parametric
decay leads to dark photons with energy half that of
the dark matter particle mass, requiring the latter to
be around 2wy for our analysis. We also juxtapose our
findings with established constraints on kinetic-mixing
dark photons from various sources. This includes light-
shining-through-walls (LSW) experiments such as Dark
SRF [30], which use SRF cavities similar to ours, along-
side a spectrum of previous results [87-92], combined
constraints from fifth-force searches [93-97], and the ef-
fects on the cosmic microwave background (CMB) from
photon-dark photon oscillations [98, 99].

Conclusion — In this study, we have investigated galac-
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FIG. 3: The 90% exclusion limits on the kinetic mix-
ing coefficient e for galactic dark photons with mass mx.
The top and bottom panels correspond to the two pro-
duction mechanisms: four-body cascade decay and two-
body parametric decay, respectively. Exclusions for the
longitudinal and transverse polarization modes are shown
in blue and red. For context, we include established con-
straints from light-shining-through-walls (LSW) exper-
iments like Dark SRF [30] using similar SRF cavities,
and earlier results [87-92], fifth-force searches [93-97],
and CMB distortions from photon-dark photon oscilla-
tions [98, 99]. The gradient color in the four-body cas-
cade decay panel indicates variations in the dark matter
particle mass from 4 wq (bottom) to 100wy (top). For the
two-body parametric decay, the dark matter mass is set
at approximately 2wp. All exclusions assume the energy
density of galactic dark photons is 1000 p,.

tic dark photons as decay products from scalar dark mat-
ter, demonstrating the SRF cavity’s sensitivity to their
largely unexplored parameter space in terms of mass and
kinetic mixing coefficient. The two production mech-
anisms we analyzed allow for ultralight bosonic dark
matter decay without exponential depletion of the back-
ground, thus providing a novel avenue for the indirect
detection of scalar dark matter via dark photons. Owing
to their anisotropic distribution, the induced signal in a
cavity at rest with respect to the Earth undergoes a diur-



nal modulation. This modulation pattern is sensitive to
the polarization mode of dark photons, with constraints
being particularly stringent for the longitudinal polar-
ization mode. The exceptional sensitivity of our study is
largely attributed to the extremely high quality factor of
the SRF cavity. This high quality factor results in a nar-
row bandwidth, which inherently supports low noise lev-
els, thus enabling the exclusion of galactic dark photons
across a spectrum bandwidth substantially broader than
the cavity’s own bandwidth. This approach mirrors the
methodology employed in DPDM searches [26, 30, 32],
showcasing the effectiveness of SRF cavities in probing
wide spectral ranges of dark photon signatures.

Enhancements to the SRF cavity’s sensitivity to dark
photons are possible through the integration of advanced
readout systems. Innovations such as quantum non-
demolition photon counting [16, 100], squeezing tech-
niques [101-106], and multi-mode couplings [107-111] of-
fer pathways to significantly mitigate noise, which is pre-
dominantly amplifier-based in current configurations.

Looking ahead, as more cavities become operational,
the establishment of a network of detectors [37, 112, 113]
with extensive long-baseline separation [31] will enable a
detailed analysis of the general properties of dark pho-
tons. Long-baseline interferometry and analyzing the
relative amplitude from the projection of the dark pho-
ton wavefunction will allow for the precise localization
and characterization of incoming dark photons, includ-
ing their polarization modes [37]. Furthermore, an array
of strategically positioned and oriented detectors can in-
vestigate the presence of chiral components in the dark
photon sector [37]. This multifaceted approach not only
provides insights into the macroscopic behavior of dark
photons but also delves into their microscopic nature, en-
hancing our understanding of their origins. Additionally,
integrating these cavity networks with other astrophysi-
cal observations [114], such as gravitational waves, paves
the way for new frontiers in multi-messenger astronomy
and cosmology.

The versatility of SRF cavities extends well beyond the
realm of dark photon detection. They also hold poten-
tial for axion searches and the detection of high-frequency
gravitational waves through heterodyne upconversion, a
process where a bosonic field facilitates a transition from
an injected pump mode to a signal mode [111, 115-123].
This unique capability positions SRF cavities as instru-
mental in searches for galactic axions [38] at frequencies
significantly lower than their resonant frequencies, show-
casing their broad applicability in the field of particle
physics and astrophysics.
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Supplemental Materials: SRF Cavity as Galactic Dark Photon Telescope

I: CAVITY RESPONSE TO GENERAL DARK PHOTON BACKGROUND

This section delves into a comprehensive calculation of the signal generated in a cavity by a general background of
kinetically mixing dark photons. The background is characterized by an angular-dependent power spectral density
(PSD) function. Unlike non-relativistic dark photon dark matter (DPDM), a relativistic dark photon can exhibit
a position-dependent phase factor in the cavity signal, owing to its de Broglie wavelength being comparable to the
cavity size.

General Dark Photon Background

We examine a dark photon X* with mass mx and momentum k in the Galactic frame. As a massive vector boson,
it encompasses three degrees of freedom: the longitudinal (L) and two transverse modes (left/right-hand circularly
polarized states, T; and T, respectively). Polarization (P) basis vectors e/, are introduced, conforming to the unitary

gauge and normalization condition e’fgei = —1, and takes the forms:
el;“l = (07 (éT1 - iéTz) /\/5)7
el;} = (07 (éTl + iéTz) /\/5)7 (Sl)

et = (k/mx,wk/mx).
Here, I%, ér, and ép, form a Cartesian orthogonal basis parameterized in the Galactic frame as:
k
ér, = (cos by, cos ¢y, cos O sin ¢, —sin by, ) , (S2)

éTQ = (7Sin d)k,COS ¢)k30) )

(sin Oy, cos Py, sin Oy, sin ¢y, cos ) ,

using spherical coordinate (6, ¢x). The dark photon energy w satisfies the dispersion relation w? = |E\2 + m?x.
It’s notable that the spatial components of the transverse basis, €7, = (ér, Fiér,)/ V2, are unit vectors, while
the longitudinal one is |€,| = w/mx. Therefore, for relativistic dark photons, the longitudinal mode can produce
significantly larger signals in a cavity, as will be discussed further.

A general time-dependent dark photon field is a sum of dark photons with various momenta:

« . ~ o d A
Xﬂ(uf) = /Z XP(OJ, k) el;) el(wt—k~1) % d2k, (83)
P

where X p(w, ]%) represents the corresponding field amplitude. As the production mechanisms considered in this study
are based on incoherent decay of dark matter from different locations in the galaxy, the dark photon field should be
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a sum of incoherent waves. Thus, we treat Xp(w, l%) as a Gaussian stochastic field, characterized by its two-point
correlation function:

(Xp(w, b)Xp (W, K)*) = 6(w —w)o*(k — k)opp Sp(w, k). (54)
In this expression, (---) denotes the ensemble average. Sp(w, IAc) is the dark photon PSD, reflecting the dark photon

spectrum from the direction k of polarization mode P. The normalization of the PSD leads to the dark photon energy
density

1 A N
px = g /w2 3 Sp(w, k) dwd2i. (S5)
P

Cavity Response to Dark Photons

We analyze the behavior of a cavity during the transit of a dark photon, particularly in the context of kinetic mixing
with electromagnetic photons A*. The interaction Lagrangian in the interaction picture is given by em?XA”X 1, Where
€ represents the kinetic mixing coefficient. In this scenario, the dark photon functions as an effective current, altering
the electromagnetic field equation:

OE(t,Z) = em% 9, X. (S6)
Here, the electric field E can be expressed as a sum of orthogonal eigenmodes within the cavity:
E(t,7) =) () En(@). (S7)
The mode basis functions E,, comply with:
(V2 +w2)Bn(7) = 0, / By B, d%F = 6y, (38)
1%

where w,, are the resonant frequencies, and &, (¢) describe their temporal evolutions. Integrating Eq. (S6) and (S7)
into Eq. (S6) and considering cavity dissipation, we can solve for &y in the frequency domain as detailed in [32]:

iem3 w Y iRF o B e 13
= X Jk)d k - B d°z. S9
o) > / p(w, k) /V R gy, . By () 47 (59)

w? — w2 + iwew/Q L,

Here, @, is the loaded quality factor of the Ey mode. The two-point correlation function of &;(w) contributes to the

signal power in the cavity as (¢ (w)¢l (W) = bpprd(w— w’)SSIiDg(w). Utilizing Eq. (S4), we obtain the expression for
SE
sig

emi Vep|?

w—wp)? +wi/QF

Shw) = / Sp(w, B)Cp(k)a2k, (S10)

where we apply @1 > 1 to simplify the Lorentz resonant factor. The dark photon overlapping form factor Cp(];’) is
defined as:

(S11)

As previously discussed, the factor |€p|* in Eq. (S10) enhances the longitudinal mode’s contribution to the signal for
relativistic dark photons. The form factor is maximized when the dark photon wavefunction, proportional to ép,
aligns with the electric field Ey. Compared to non-relativistic DPDM [32], the form factor here includes an additional
phase factor e kT , which could potentially suppress the signal. As the TMg19 mode of the axis-symmetric cavity in
our study lacks an azimuthal component, the two transverse modes, T; and T;., have identical form factors.
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II: GALACTIC DARK PHOTONS FROM DARK MATTER DECAY

This section delves into the production of galactic dark photons as a result of dark matter decay. We initially
explore various coupling types, each leading to distinct dominant polarization modes. When the coupling strength is
significant, two-body decay can exponentially deplete the scalar dark matter background; otherwise, it may yield a
dark photon flux too weak for detection. We then introduce two alternative production mechanisms, detailing how
they can generate observable galactic dark photons.

Perturbative Decay Widths

We examine three interaction types between a scalar field ¢ and dark photons: dark Higgs-like g ®X, X", dilaton-
like g4®X,, X", and axion-like g,®X Wf( k¥ Assuming the scalar mass mg is much larger than the dark photon
mass my, the corresponding decay widths for either longitudinal or transverse modes are summarized in Table. S1.
The dark Higgs-like interaction, originating from spontaneous symmetry breaking and characterized by gi = v2emx
(with e as the dark charge of the dark Higgs), predominantly decays into longitudinal modes. Both dilaton-like and
axion-like interactions, frequently proposed in theories featuring extra dimensions [1, 3, 124-126], mainly produce
transverse modes of dark photons. In our analysis, we consider purely longitudinal or transverse modes of dark
photons following dark matter decay.

gu®X, X" ga® X, XM Ga® X, XM
2 4 2 4 2 3
(@ — XrX71) 9H mq; gaMx 9aMe
4dmme 2m5 2mme 47
@ — X1X1) my  gir gamx /
EEEI 8mA drme 2mme

TABLE S1: Perturbative decay widths for three distinct interactions between a scalar particle ® and dark photons X*,
focusing on the relativistic limit where the final-state dark photons are significantly lighter than the scalar (myxy < mq).
The total decay widths are categorized based on the polarization modes of the dark photons, distinguishing between
transverse and longitudinal modes.

Two-body Parametric Decay

In scenarios with a coherent oscillating scalar background ® = ®,cosmgt, the decay rate of a scalar into dark
photons with the same momentum as previously generated particles is enhanced due to Bose enhancement in the final
state phase space, fostering exponential growth in dark photon density. This phenomenon is evident from the dark
photon’s equation of motion:

X+ (k* + m% + gcosmat) X =0, (S12)

where ¢ is a parameter dependent on the coupling between ® and the dark photon. For example, ¢ = g, ®okme in the
case of axion-photon coupling, and ¢ = gy®g or gyPem3 /(2m%) for dark Higgs-like coupling with transverse and
longitudinal modes of dark photon, respectively. The above equation (S12) is analogous to the Mathieu equation, which
predicts several instability bands in momentum space [127, 128]. Within these bands, one can expect a significant
exponential increase in occupation number, a process typically referred to as parametric resonance. The first band
typically has the broadest bandwidth and can be analyzed either numerically or through semi-analytic methods like
Floquet theory [42, 129, 130] or non-adiabatic condition checks [131], yielding the range:
mg, 2 2 mg

T*QSIC +mX§T+Q- (S13)
Under the assumption that me > mx, the first instability band centers around me¢ with a bandwidth Ak = g, Pome
for axion-photon coupling, and Ak = 2g5Py/me and gy Pome/ m_2X for the transverse and longitudinal modes in dark
Higgs coupling. Both numerical and Floquet theory analyses suggest that the exponential growth rate approximately



13

equals the bandwidth Ak. Consequently, the production of dark photons is predominantly in the longitudinal mode
from dark-Higgs coupling, consistent with perturbative analysis.

Alternatively, this exponential growth can be effectively described in kinetic theory, where the decay rate is signif-
icantly amplified by the dark photon occupation number fx [39, 45-47, 59]:

dg—;{:an>(l+2fX)I‘(<I>—>XX)+---. (S14)
Here, nx and ng¢ represent the number densities of dark photons and the scalar dark matter background, respectively,
with --- denoting other terms influencing the density. In the narrow bandwidth limit, where Ak < mg /2, the
occupation number can be approximated as fx ~ 2mnyx / (szk). The exponential growth factor, derived directly
from Eq. (S14), is 87°neTl(® — X X)/(k?Ak). This factor approximates to Ak when considering ne ~ ps/mae =~
me®2/2 and k ~ mg /2.
We can estimate the critical energy density of dark photons, perit, at which Bose-enhanced decay becomes significant,
by considering the occupation number fx to be of the order of 1. This leads to the following expression:

Amk2dk
Perit = /ETQT)S‘/’“Q +m% ~ 21 %107, (S15)

where we assume the bandwidth of the dark photon, Ak, to be 1072k and k =~ mae/2 ~ 2r1.3 GHz. Here, p, =
0.26eV/ em?® represents the local electromagnetic photon density [77]. When the density of dark photons surpasses
Perit, their population begins to exhibit exponential growth, which could potentially disrupt the stability of the dark
matter halo. To mitigate this, a suitably weak coupling constant must be chosen. For example, in the case of
axion-dark photon coupling, the resulting local dark photon density from perturbative decay can be approximated as
px ~T'(® — XX) ng rg o g2. In this approximation, ng = 0.3GeV/cm? is the local dark matter density, and
we use r¢ = 10kpc as a typical galactic scale. This suggests that g, should be less than approximately 1076 GeV~!
to keep px below peis. However, it’s still possible for an initially small dark photon density to grow beyond pei¢ at
a later stage. To suppress such growth, one must consider dissipative effects on the dark photon density, such as an
escape rate due to the finite size of the boson background or gravitational redshift from the dark matter profile [49],
both of which impart an exponential decay rate with a factor of 1/R, where R denotes the typical length scale of
the boson background or gravitational potential. By comparing the exponential growth rate, roughly Ak, with the
decay rate of 1/R, a similar condition is deduced for axion-photon coupling when considering gravitational redshift
in the Milky Way: g, < 107% GeV ™! [49]. Nonetheless, within this parameter range, the energy density of the decay
products of dark photons is too low to be detectable.

To address the paradox of achieving sufficiently large dark photon fluxes without depleting the dark matter halo,
we consider a scenario where a fraction of the dark matter profile consists of scalar clumps. Formed due to early
universe’s small-scale density perturbations [64, 68, 69, 71], these clumps are considerably denser than the average dark
matter halo. The inner region of these clumps, often termed as a boson star, is surrounded by a minicluster [62-76],
with densities ranging between that of the boson star and the ambient halo profile. The production of dark photons
through Bose-enhancement predominantly occurs within the boson star region, eventually attaining a saturation phase
for both the dark photon field and the scalar background [55, 56]. The dark photon field’s equilibrium is upheld by
equilibrating the parametric decay rate, approximately Ak, with the escape rate from the boson star, about 1/Rps,
where Rpg ~ 1/(mgvg) denotes the boson star radius:

Saturation of dark photon: 9P me = mauo. (S16)

Here, ®F** symbolizes the saturated boson star field value. The dark photon’s bandwidth is characterized by a
quality factor Qx = me/(2Ak) = 1/(2vg). Assuming vy approximates the typical virial velocity of the Milky Way
(~ 1073 ¢), we derive @x ~ 500. The boson star’s equilibrium hinges on balancing energy acquisition from accretion
in the surrounding minicluster and energy loss due to parametric decay into dark photons. The accretion rate,
derived from simulations, is approximately 1/(0.37ye1), where 7o & 2v2m3v2/(30gn3;cm?) is the relaxation time
from the minicluster [69, 132-136], characterized by number density nyc and self-interaction cross-section 021. For
a quartic self-interaction, op = m3 /(87 f3), with fp being the symmetry breaking scale or decay constant for axion-
like particles. The parametric decay rate is given by 2I'(® — X X) fx. Consequently, the boson star’s equilibrium
condition is:

Saturation of boson star: 1/(0.3Tpe1) = 2T(® — X X) f52, (S17)
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where f52 is the saturated dark photon occupation number. These two saturation conditions, as outlined in Eq. (S16)
and (S17), can dynamically be achieved from an initially low-density boson star. The relaxation process exponentially
amplifies the boson star field value, and upon reaching ®F* as per Eq. (S16), the dark photon starts accumulating,
rapidly saturating f3* and subsequently quenching the exponential growth of the boson star. During the saturation
phase, the boson star continuously feeds from the minicluster, converting it into steady dark photon fluxes. To contrast
with decay from a smoothly distributed dark matter halo, we introduce an effective decay width for the parametric
decay process originating from the boson star:

Tpp = (S18)

n
0.3TT61’

where 7 represents the mass fraction of boson stars in the overall dark matter halo. The effective decay’s number
spectrum is presumed to be flat within the bandwidth Ak = me/(2Qx):

dNpp 4QX me me
- - - 5 1
12 = e (e o= ). (19)

where O(- -+ ) represents the Heaviside step function.

The feasibility of the saturated boson star model can be evaluated using a set of realistic benchmark parameters.
Consider, for example, a dark matter particle with mass me = 471.3 GHz, a decay constant fe = 10° GeV, and
a minicluster number density nyc = 10%° cm ™3 [64, 66, 67]. Given these parameters, the relaxation time 7o is
calculated to be approximately 107 years, significantly shorter than the age of the universe, ty ~ 1.37 x 10° years [77].
Setting the boson star mass fraction of the total dark matter mass to n = 0.1% aligns the effective decay width with
the inverse of ¢y, which is crucial for normalizing the local energy density of dark photons in the main text. If we
adopt a coupling constant g, = 107" GeV ™!, the saturated boson star field value, ®5*, is predicted to be around
fo/100, as inferred from the condition (S16). This ensures the stability of the boson star, preventing its collapse due
to self-interactions [137, 138]. Furthermore, this choice of g, effectively avoids triggering parametric resonance within
miniclusters, assuming they typically have a radius of about 10" m (64, 66, 67, 76].

Four-body Cascade Decay

An alternative approach to circumvent the rapid depletion of the scalar dark matter background is by treating the
scalar ® as an intermediate state in the decay chain from dark matter y to dark photon X*. This transforms the
decay process into a cascade sequence, represented as

X — ®D — XFXPXFXH, (S20)

which is analogous to the galactic axion production explored in Ref.[38]. The kinematics inherent in this four-body
decay process significantly expand the final state phase space. Specifically, in the regime where mg < mpy (with
mpym denoting the dark matter particle x’s mass), the spectrum of the dark photons generated in each decay instance
can be approximated as a uniform distribution up to a limit of mpy /2 [139, 140]:

(S21)

dNep 8 o (mDM —w)
dw o mpwm 2 '

The decay width of the x is primarily governed by the initial decay process x — ®®, denoted as ['cp.

Angular Spectral Density

Both the two-body parametric decay and the four-body cascade decay processes occur throughout the galaxy. To
calculate the flux at Earth, it’s necessary to integrate along the line of sight (l.o.s.) in a specific direction, resulting
in the differential flux [78]:

ddx o pp" dNpp/cp / pPM(r(s,0,)) ds
= = — J(0x)T e J(0) = _— ] —. S22
d?kdw 4™ mpm (6)T'ep/cD do 7 (@) Lo.s. paM re (822)

Note that mpy = me for parametric decay, while mpm = my, for cascade decay. We employ spherical coordinates
in the Galactic frame, with Earth at the origin and the Galactic Center (GC) as the —2 axis, defining k = (0, ¢x)-
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We assume a spherically symmetric dark matter halo density pP™(r) that varies with distance 7 from the GC. The
parameter ro = 8.33kpc is the distance from Earth to the GC. The factor J(6);) quantifies the line of sight integral
of the dark matter density, with r(s,0;) = (r3 + s*> — 2rgscos 0;)'/2. From the differential flux (S22), we derive the
local dark photon energy density:

do 1
pPx = // — X w2msin 01, d0y, dw = *TngMFPD/CD / J(0y;) sin 0y, dby,. (S23)
d2k dw 2

The dark matter distribution is modeled using the Navarro, Frenk, and White (NFW) profile [141]:

B+ D)2 (S24)

DM _
P (T) = Ps r e

with scale parameters ry = 24.42kpc and ps = 0.184 GeV/ em?®. For the scenario involving parametric decay from
boson stars, it is assumed that the distribution of the boson stars adheres to the NFW profile. We adopt the
assumption that the effective decay rate I'pp,cp attains its maximum value consistent with existing cosmological
constraints [77, 142]:
Tep/cp & 3-6tu ~ 4.97 x 10 years. (S25)
Incorporating Eq. (S24) and (S25) into Eq. (S23) yields a maximally allowed flux of dark photons, approximately
px ~ 1000 p, [38].
Comparing Eq. (S5) and (S23), we derive the relationship between the angular spectral density and differential flux:
AN 47T2 d@X

S T (526)

This relationship forms the basis for two benchmark angular spectral densities discussed in the maintext:

SEP(w, ) = 292X 5406 (mDM o — DM |) 7

Cwm? 4 2

oo ! e (s27)
SOy =_2TPX _ 70000 DM
PPwh) = S 000 (T ).

where J = / J(R)d2h/(4x) ~ 2.19,
To calculate the modulation of galactic dark photon signals, it is necessary to consider the variation of the cavity’s

symmetry axis in the Galactic frame, denoted as leay (t) = (Bcay (t), deav(t)). For simplicity, we set the azimuthal angle
of the Earth’s rotation axis at 0, leading to the following geometric relationships:

€08 Ocay (t) =€0s 0o COS Yeay €OS (2724 + Acavy — @) + 8in dge sin @eay,

S28
Sin Oeay (t) SIN Geay () = €OS Peay SN (27t /24 + Aeay — @GO) - (528)

In this context, (peayv, Acav) = (39.9°,116.4°) represent the latitude and longitude of the cavity, which is oriented
towards the Earth’s center throughout the experiment. The coordinates (dgc, agc) = (—29.0°,266.4°) specify the
declination and right ascension of the GC in the celestial sphere. The time variable ¢ is expressed in hours, based on
the J2000 standard time system [143]. Practically, due to the axial symmetry of the dark photon angular spectrum,
the modulation of the cavity signal does not exhibit sensitivity to variations in ¢cay(t).

III: DATA ANALYSIS

The data for this study were sourced from DPDM searches as detailed in Ref. [32]. The relevant parameters, along
with their associated uncertainties, are systematically cataloged in Table. S2.
Given the Gaussian nature of the measured data, we utilize the following probability function:

- <5i/(§éig - (E/Ercf)2>2

2(0f1)? ’

Pr (6" | e,mx) Hexp (S29)
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Value Fractional Uncertainty
V 3900 mL <1%
B 0.634 +£0.014 1.4%
Gret  (57.30£0.14)dB 3.1%
Qr  (9.092 +0.081) x 10° /

TABLE S2: Calibrated parameters for the SRF and amplifier used in the study, including average values, uncertainties,
and fractional uncertainties on the dark photon-induced signal, denoted by F,

where Ssiig = (5éig|€:Eref is introduced alongside an arbitrary reference value €,f to account for both measurement error
and uncertainties from calibrated parameters. Employing the error propagation formula, we deduce the combined
uncertainty for 6°/3%. , labeled as o7,

2

9 1 (64)2 86’1

(0i)” = st——71 ( By . (S30)
(0) (%)

Here, j represents various calibrated parameters with o; as their respective uncertainties. The first term in Eq. (S30)

signifies the measurement error, assuming a standard deviation of 1 for 6°. Substituting Eq. (S30) into Eq. (S29)
simplifies the probability function to:

sig?

Pr (8" | e,mx) Hexp ( — (51 5‘2’%) > , (S31)

as utilized in the main text. The fractional uncertainty is defined as:

0k o
Fj=—28 0 2
J a] 5;1g (S'?’ )

The relevant contributions include j = Gpet, 5, and V:

ZF2 "—V+ LR N PR/ (S33)
B 1+8 e

net
with mean values and uncertainties presented in Table.S2. Note that Gyet is evaluated as (57.30 £ 0.14) dB—
10(5-730£0.014)

Using the probability function (S31), we can determine the 90% exclusion limit for the kinetic mixing parameter,
denoted as €gqgy,, by solving:

ﬁng% Pr (5i | €, mX) de?

= , = 90%. S34
Jo Pr(d%| e, mx)de ’ (534)
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