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Numerous observations suggest that there exist undiscovered beyond-the-Standard-Model parti-
cles and fields. Because of their unknown nature, these exotic particles and fields could interact with
Standard Model particles in many different ways and assume a variety of possible configurations.
Here we present an overview of the Global Network of Optical Magnetometers for Exotic physics
searches (GNOME), our ongoing experimental program designed to test a wide range of exotic
physics scenarios. The GNOME experiment utilizes a worldwide network of shielded atomic mag-
netometers (and, more recently, comagnetometers) to search for spatially and temporally correlated
signals due to torques on atomic spins from exotic fields of astrophysical origin. We survey the tem-
poral characteristics of a variety of possible signals currently under investigation such as those from
topological defect dark matter (axion-like particle domain walls), axion-like particle stars, solitons of
complex-valued scalar fields (Q-balls), stochastic fluctuations of bosonic dark matter fields, a solar
axion-like particle halo, and bursts of ultralight bosonic fields produced by cataclysmic astrophysical
events such as binary black hole mergers.
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I. INTRODUCTION

There are widespread hints from nature suggesting
there exist exotic, heretofore undiscovered particles. Per-
haps the most prominent hint is the accumulated ev-
idence for dark matter. A leading hypotheses to ex-
plain dark matter is that it consists of ultralight bosons
such as axions or axion-like particles (ALPs) with masses
ma � 1 eV [1, 2]. Such ultralight bosonic dark matter
(UBDM) can couple to Standard Model particles through
a variety of “portals” [3, 4], one of which is the direct in-
teraction of the UBDM field with atomic spins [5, 6]. If
such an interaction exists, a UBDM field would generate
a spin-dependent energy shift similar to that caused by
the Zeeman effect due to an external magnetic field. This
opens the possibility of using atomic-spin-based magne-
tometers [7, 8] to search for UBDM.

Several experiments use atomic magnetometers and
nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) techniques to search
for the interaction of UBDM fields with spins [9–20]. The
results of these experiments are interpreted using mod-
els that assume that the UBDM is a virialized ensem-
ble of non-interacting bosons described by the standard
halo model (SHM) [21–23]. These isotropic SHM UBDM
models typically ignore any small-scale structure in the
dark matter halo, beyond the stochastic fluctuations of
the UBDM due to its finite coherence time [24–27]. Thus
the sensors in these experiments are assumed to be quasi-
continuously bathed in the UBDM field.

The Global Network of Optical Magnetometers for
Exotic physics searches (GNOME) [28–30] tests a differ-
ent hypothesis. Perhaps the energy density of the UBDM
field is concentrated in large composite structures. In this
case, most of the time the Earth would be in a region of
space where there is little or no dark matter [31]. In this
case, the Earth would only occasionally and briefly pass
through dark matter, leading to rare and short-lived sig-
nals in dark matter detectors. In principle, a single sen-
sor could detect such transient events. However, it would
be exceedingly difficult to confidently distinguish a sig-
nal generated by an encounter with a composite UBDM
structure from “false positives”. Such false positives can
be induced by occasional abrupt changes of sensor oper-
ational conditions (such as those due to electronic noise
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spikes, laser mode hops, or vibrations). The GNOME
is a time-synchronized array of atomic magnetometers,
widely distributed geographically (Fig. 1). The design of
GNOME enables vetoing of false positive events, suppres-
sion of uncorrelated noise, and confident identification
of transient signals attributable to exotic, beyond-the-
Standard-Model physics.

In this paper, we review a variety of theoretical mod-
els describing sources of transient signals potentially de-
tectable with GNOME. We focus in particular on phe-
nomenological descriptions of the temporal characteris-
tics of the signals that would manifest in the GNOME
sensors, which informs our data-analysis strategies.

II. INTERACTIONS BETWEEN ATOMIC
SPINS AND ULTRALIGHT BOSONIC FIELDS

The optical atomic magnetometers (OAMs) [7, 8] com-
prising GNOME are sensitive to interactions of atomic
spins F with hypothetical exotic fields Υ, as well as
magnetic fields B, where F is the total atomic angular
momentum. For the exotic spin-dependent interactions
considered here, the Hamiltonian has the form:

HΥ = −
∑

i=e,p,n

gΥi
Si
|Si|
·Υ = −

∑
i

gΥiσi
F

|F |
·Υ , (1)

where gΥi is the coupling constant characterizing the in-
teraction of Υ with the fermion spin [where the fermions
considered include electrons (i = e), protons (i = p), and
neutrons (i = n)], σi is the fractional fermion spin polar-
ization for a given atom (see the Supplemental Material
in Ref. [30]), F is the total atomic angular momentum
of the atomic state probed, and |Si| = 1/2 and |F | are
the maximum spin projections. The exotic-field Hamil-
tonian HΥ can be compared to the Zeeman Hamiltonian
describing the interaction of atomic spins with a mag-
netic field:

HB = gFµBF ·B , (2)

where gF is the Landé g-factor, µB is the Bohr magne-
ton, and B is the external magnetic field experienced by
the atom. Comparing Eqs. (1) and (2), it is evident that
the physical manifestations of the ordinary magnetic field
coupling and the coupling of exotic fields to spins are
analogous. Furthermore, by measuring OAM response
to B, the response to an exotic field Υ can be inferred
[32]. Therefore, we can consider Υ to be a “pseudo-
magnetic” field: a field that shifts Zeeman energy levels
and generates torques on atomic spins, but does not cou-
ple proportionally to spins of different species according
to their gyromagnetic ratios (i.e., comparing across dif-
ferent atomic species,

∑
i gΥiσi/ |F | is not proportional

to gFµB). Furthermore, unlike a magnetic field, it may
be the case that Υ has nonzero divergence (see, for ex-
ample, Ref. [33]).
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GNOME

Berkeley, CA, USA
Hayward, CA, USA
Los Angeles, CA, USA
Oberlin, OH, USA
Lewisburg, PA, USA
Fribourg, Switzerland
Mainz, Germany
Jena, Germany
Krakow, Poland
Belgrade, Serbia
Be'er Sheva, Israel
Beijing, China
Hefei, China
Daejeon, South Korea
Canberra, Australia

FIG. 1. Map and list of locations of GNOME stations. Note that the Fribourg station was moved to Jena in 2018.

In order to reduce environmental noise from ambient
magnetic fields, the atomic vapor cells that contain the
gases at the heart of GNOME’s OAMs are placed in-
side multilayer magnetic shields composed of soft ferri-
magnetic or ferromagnetic materials (such as mu-metal)
[34]. As noted in Ref. [35], if the exotic field Υ interacts
primarily with electron spins, there is an approximate
cancellation of the effect of the field Υ on electron spins
within the magnetic shield. This is due to the fact that
it is the electron spins within shielding materials such
as mu-metal that respond to the external magnetic field,
so they similarly respond to an electron-coupled field Υ.
This response generates a corresponding magnetic field
approximately cancelling the electron-spin-dependent en-
ergy shift within the shield [35].1 Consequently, GNOME
OAMs are primarily sensitive to exotic field couplings
to nuclear spins. At present, GNOME OAMs use al-
kali atoms such as rubidium (Rb) and cesium (Cs) whose
nuclei have valence protons, and thus GNOME predomi-
nantly measures interactions of exotic fields with the pro-
ton spin Sp [36, 37].

The principal hypothesis GNOME has sought to test
is that dark matter is composed of ultralight spin-0
bosons known as axions or axion-like particles (ALPs).
Such exotic spin-0 bosons are ubiquitous features of
the theoretical landscape beyond the Standard Model.
The axion originally emerged from a proposed solu-

1 Note that cancellation of the effects of an electron-spin-coupled
Υ is not exact within the ferromagnetic shielding due to im-
perfect shielding and nonzero nuclear magnetic moments. If
the techniques of noble-gas-alkali-metal comagnetometry are em-
ployed (see Sec. III E), electron-spin-coupled fields Υ are mea-
surable inside the shields because the nuclear spins of the noble
gas respond to the Υ-induced magnetic field from the shielding
material.

tion to the strong-CP problem [38–41], the mystery of
why nucleon EDMs and CP-violating nuclear electromag-
netic moments are many orders of magnitude smaller
than nominally predicted by quantum chromodynam-
ics (QCD). Since then, a variety of other beyond-the-
Standard-Model theories have emerged predicting simi-
lar spin-0 bosons known as ALPs [1, 42–45]. Axions and
ALPs are commonly thought to be ultralight (masses
ma � 1 eV). They can be copiously produced in the
early universe [46–52] and have all the requisite charac-
teristics to be the dark matter [2, 52–54].

The most commonly considered manifestation of a cou-
pling between an ALP field ϕ and atomic spins is given
by the Lagrangian [55]

Ll =
(~c)3/2

fl
Jµ∂µϕ , (3)

where fl is the characteristic energy scale associated with
the spin “portal” between ALPs and fermions (the sub-
script l denoting that the interaction is linear in the ALP
field ϕ) and Jµ is the axial-vector current for fermions ψ,

Jµ = ψ̄γµγ5ψ , (4)

where γµ and γ5 are Dirac matrices. The corresponding
Hamiltonian Hl can be derived from the Euler-Lagrange
equations (see, for example, Refs. [1, 56]):

Hlψ = − (~c)3/2

fl
γ0γ

µγ5(∂µϕ)ψ . (5)

In the nonrelativistic limit, where the spacelike compo-
nent of the derivative of ϕ is much larger than the time-
like component,

Hli = − (~c)3/2

fli

Si
|Si|
·∇ϕ , (6)
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where the subscript i specifies the interaction with
fermion i = e, p, n. Comparing Eq. (6) to Eq. (1), we see
that the coupling constant for ALPs in the above param-

eterization is given by gΥi = (~c)3/2
/fli and the exotic

pseudo-magnetic field is described by Υl = ∇ϕ. Note
that not only does Hl generate an interaction between
spins and the spatial gradient of ϕ, but Hl also generates
an interaction between spins that move with respect to
the ALPs, since the momentum is related to the gradient
operator via p = −i~∇. The latter interaction is often
referred to as the “axion wind” [5, 55, 57, 58].

We also consider an alternative “quadratic” coupling
between spins and the gradient of the intensity of the
ALP field, ∇ϕ2 [31]. Whereas the QCD axion associated
with the Peccei-Quinn solution to the strong-CP problem
[38, 39] generally possesses the linear gradient interaction
described by Eqs. (3) and (6) [55], the quadratic gradi-
ent interaction can arise in effective field theories pre-
dicting ALPs not associated with the QCD sector [59].
It is possible that under certain circumstances (see, for
example, Refs. [60–62]), linear-in-ϕ interactions may be
suppressed, and the interaction of photons, electrons and
nuclei with scalar fields starts at the quadratic order, ϕ2.
A very important consequence of such a modification is
the relaxation of the most stringent astrophysics bounds
compared to the linear case [59], opening up a parame-
ter space for the direct searches of ϕ2 coupling to spins.
Also note that quadratic-in-ϕ interactions are required
for complex-valued ϕ, as is the case for the Q-ball sce-
nario discussed in Sec. IV C. Furthermore, there are novel
experimental signatures and modalities that can be em-
ployed to search for the quadratic-in-ϕ interactions [63].

The Lagrangian describing the quadratic gradient cou-
pling between an ALP field and atomic spins is given by
[31]

Lq =
~2c2

f2
q

Jµ∂µϕ
2 . (7)

The corresponding Hamiltonian is described by

Hqψ = −~2c2

f2
q

γ0γ
µγ5

(
∂µϕ

2
)
ψ , (8)

and in the nonrelativistic limit the Hamiltonian describ-
ing the interaction of ϕ with the spin of fermion i is
approximately

Hqi = −~2c2

f2
qi

Si
|Si|
·∇ϕ2 . (9)

Comparing Eq. (9) to Eq. (1), we see that the coupling
constant for ALPs in the above parameterization is given
by gΥi = (~c)2

/f2
qi and the exotic pseudo-magnetic field

is described by Υq = ∇ϕ2.2

2 Note that, as defined here, the units of Υq = ∇ϕ2 differ from

It is of interest to note the discrete symmetry prop-
erties of the interactions described by Eqs. (6) and (9).
Consider as a reference the discrete symmetry proper-
ties of the standard Zeeman interaction of Eq. (2). The
atomic angular momentum F is even under parity (P-
even), since it is an axial- or pseudo-vector, and odd
under time-reversal (T-odd), since angular momentum
reverses its sign when time runs backward. The mag-
netic field B, generated by current flow, is also P-even
and T-odd, and thus HB is P- and T-even. For the lin-
ear gradient interaction of Eq. (6), the pseudoscalar ALP
field ϕ is P-odd and T-odd and the gradient ∇ is P-odd
and T-even, and thus ∇ϕ is a P-even, T-odd quantity,
matching the discrete symmetry properties of the mag-
netic field. Consequently, Hl ∝ S ·∇ϕ is P- and T-even.
On the other hand, for the quadratic gradient interaction
of Eq. (9), ∇ϕ2 is P-odd and T-even because of the extra
factor of the ALP field ϕ, which means that the quan-
tity S ·∇ϕ2 is P- and T-odd. Based on CPT invariance
(where C is the charge conjugation symmetry), it follows
that Hq describes a CP-violating interaction, and as a
result could play a role in baryogenesis [64].

III. GNOME OVERVIEW

The idea of the GNOME experiment is to carry
out synchronous measurements of spin-dependent in-
teractions using OAMs operating within magnetically-
shielded environments in distant locations. In this sec-
tion we review the basic feature of the GNOME network,
give an overview of the data collected so far, and describe
ongoing improvements to the GNOME sensors that will
significantly enhance the network sensitivity.

A. GNOME magnetometers

As mentioned above, OAMs utilize the interaction of
atomic spins with external magnetic fields [7]. Typically,
alkali metal vapors, contained in glass cells, are used for
the measurements. To prevent spin-depolarizing colli-
sions with cell walls, which can limit the OAM sensitiv-
ity, either the walls are coated with special (e.g., paraf-
fin) layer or the cells are filled with an additional inert
gas (e.g., noble gas) to slow down diffusion. In OAMs,
the atoms are optically polarized, resulting in optical
anisotropy of the medium. As the spins of the polar-
ized atoms precess due to a nonzero magnetic field (or,
perhaps, due to an exotic field coupled to atomic spins),
detection of the corresponding change in optical prop-
erties of the medium provides quantitative information

those of Υl = ∇ϕ. The correct units for the associated Hamil-
tonian, described by Eq. (1), are obtained through the respec-
tive coupling constants gΥ also having different units for the
quadratic and linear ALP gradient interactions.
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about the field. The signals of the GNOME magnetome-
ters are recorded using a custom data acquisition (DAQ)
system [65], providing accurate timing from the Global
Positioning System (GPS).

In the first incarnation of the GNOME, various OAMs
employed different elements (Rb and Cs) and were based
on different techniques; spin-exchange-relaxation-free
(SERF) [66], Mx [67], and nonlinear-magneto-optical-
rotation (NMOR) [68] magnetometers were used for the
measurements. On the one hand, this diversity offers
flexibility, opens a greater range of theoretical parameter
space for exploration, and improves the robustness of the
network. On the other hand, it results in sensors having
different sensitivities and bandwidths, which complicates
data analysis. In general, however, magnetometers used
in the GNOME have an operational sensitivity better
than 1 pT/

√
Hz, corresponding to a sensitivity to Zee-

man energy shifts below 10−17 eV/
√

Hz, and bandwidths
up to 100 Hz [29].

Although OAMs enable searches for non-magnetic spin
couplings, the devices are highly sensitive to magnetic
fields. Therefore, despite shielding from the external en-
vironment, uncontrollable magnetic disturbances are a
significant source of noise. In order to reduce magnetic
noise, the next generation of the GNOME experiment
(Advanced GNOME) is using comagnetometers [69, 70]:
sensors with limited sensitivity to magnetic fields that
still maintain sensitivity to non-magnetic spin couplings.
Comagnetometers are briefly described in Sec. III E.

B. Monitoring of glitches

While by its nature the GNOME can suppress uncorre-
lated noise and false positive events, additional measures
are implemented in the network to further increase the
data quality and trustworthiness of each station. In or-
der to veto signatures in the data which might have been
produced by technical issues or changing experimental
conditions (e.g., mechanical shocks, magnetic or electric
pulses from neighboring technical devices), each GNOME
station features a tailored automated system to continu-
ously check for environmental perturbations. The system
is based on the Arduino microcontroller board MEGA
2560 additionally equipped with the Arduino 9 Axes mo-
tion shield (magnetometer, accelerometer and gyroscope,
three axes each) in a separate “sensor box”. The sensor
box is mounted on the optical table of the GNOME sta-
tion near the magnetic shielding. In this way, it can check
for mechanical shocks or vibration of the optical setup.
In addition, the system features additional analog volt-
age inputs, which are used to monitor the operational
status of the station (e.g., magnetometer signal ampli-
tude, error signal of the magnetometer feedback and/or
the laser lock, readings of temperature sensors, and sig-
nals of a photo diode monitoring laser or ambient light
power). For each GNOME station, depending on the
specific setup, the system is set to monitor its critical

parameters.
A dedicated Python-based software allows the system

to display, save, and define “sane” ranges for all moni-
tored parameters. If one of the parameters falls out of the
“sane” range, the system will output a signal to the DAQ
system indicating the data recorded meanwhile should be
rejected in data analysis. The software writes a log file
allowing one to trace back the event to the individual
monitored parameter. It is also possible to set alarms to
notify station operators about irregularities over email
and/or the Telegram app.

C. Calibration pulses

A possible concern with the continuous operation of
the magnetometers over the course of several months is
variation in the calibration and bandwidth of the detec-
tors. Such variations could result from drifts in laser
power, laser frequency, or temperature of the vapor cells.
To monitor this, a series of oscillating magnetic fields
are periodically applied to each magnetometer station via
coils inside the magnetic shields. The frequency of the
applied magnetic field is stepped from 1 to 180 Hz over
the course of 9 s using a programmable function gener-
ator.3 During the most recent experimental campaign
(Science Run 5), the pulse sequence was applied hourly.
The response of the magnetometers at the different fre-
quencies provides a convenient check on the operation of
the magnetometers as well as a method for measuring the
frequency response and bandwidth of the detectors. The
pulses also provide a test of the timing of the stations.
The pulses are triggered by the GPS pulse-per-second
(pps) signal of the GNOME DAQ system or a time syn-
chronized computer clock. These tests indicate that the
stations are synchronized at a level of better than the
sample period, Tsamp = 1/512 s.4

D. The GNOME experiment so far

To date, the GNOME collaboration has completed
five “Science Runs” as well as a number of test and
calibration runs. According to Eqs. (6) and (9) and
the surrounding discussion in Sec. II, GNOME sensors
seek to measure characteristic global patterns of pseudo-
magnetic fields Υ. Typically, GNOME magnetometers
are sensitive to the projection of Υ along a particular
sensitive axis. Thus the amplitudes of signals from ex-
otic fields Υ scale proportionally to m̂ ·Υ, where m̂ is

3 The pulse sequence used in a recent Science Run 5 was 1 Hz for
4 s, 10 Hz for 2 s, 35 Hz for 1 s, 55 Hz for 0.6 s, 70 Hz for 0.4 s,
80 Hz for 0.2 s, 90 Hz for 0.2 s, 110 Hz for 0.2 s, 130 Hz for 0.2 s,
160 Hz for 0.1 s, and 180 Hz for 0.1 s.

4 The GPS DAQ system provides timing with a precision better
than 100 ns.
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FIG. 2. One-day rolling average of the GNOME noise level according to Eq. (10) over the course of the first five Science Runs.
The standard deviation at each magnetometer is calculated using the data for one second. Then this information is averaged
for one hour. The color of the line indicates the number of active stations as indicated on the color map legend at the upper
right.

a unit vector pointing along the sensitive axis of a mag-
netometer. Since the direction of the field Υ is essen-
tially unknown, in order to assess the sensitivity of the
GNOME, this directional sensitivity must be taken into
account. Additionally, the various parameters of indi-
vidual sensors must be considered along with the rela-
tionship between the sensor response and the underlying
physical theory (which must account for atomic and nu-
clear structure [36, 37]). These issues are discussed in
more detail in Refs. [30, 71, 72].

A summary of the network performance for the five
GNOME Science Runs is shown in Fig. 2. Since the
GNOME data can be utilized in different ways to test
different exotic physics hypotheses, discussed in Sec. IV,
for simplicity we adopt for the summary a relatively sim-
ple, model-independent evaluation. The plot in Fig. 2
shows the one-hour-average noise level as defined by

σnetwork ≡
√

1∑
j σ
−2
j

, (10)

where σj is the variance of magnetometer j, calculated
using the standard deviation for each second of data. As
can be seen from Fig. 2, the GNOME experiment has
accumulated over a year of data sensitive to pseudo-
magnetic fields with equivalent magnitudes . pT that
can be searched for a variety of exotic physics signals.

E. Advanced GNOME: noble gas comagnetometers

The further development of the GNOME experiment
focuses on the diversification and upgrade of the sen-
sors implemented in the network. There are three main

directions for the improvement of sensors: enhancing
their sensitivity, increasing their bandwidth, and expand-
ing the types of couplings probed. Although a num-
ber of various experimental techniques could be used for
GNOME sensors (e.g., spin-based amplifiers [73], noble
gas masers [74, 75], dual-species nuclear-spin comagne-
tometers [76, 77], alkali comagnetometers [78–80], liquid-
state NMR comagnetometers operating in the zero-to-
ultralow field (ZULF) regime [81, 82], etc.), efforts are
presently focused on developing self-compensating noble-
gas-alkali-metal comagnetometers [69, 70] for implemen-
tation in the “Advanced GNOME” experiment [32, 83].

In addition to the coupling of exotic fields to pro-
ton spins, which was the only coupling probed at a
competitive level by the first-generation GNOME [30],
self-compensating noble-gas-alkali-metal comagnetome-
ters can also probe both neutron and electron spin cou-
plings. The ability to measure neutron spin couplings
to Υ comes from the fact that the noble gases (such as
3He) employed in these sensors have nuclei with valence
neutrons [36].5 However, the reason for the ability of
these sensors to measure electron spin couplings is some-
what more subtle. If we assume that Υ couples primarily
to electron spins, then the ferromagnetic (or ferrimag-
netic) shielding responds to Υ by creating an induced
magnetic field that cancels the effect of Υ on electrons
within the shield where the vapor is located [35]. How-
ever, if we assume no coupling of Υ to neutron spins,

5 Note that 3He-alkali-metal comagnetometers retain sensitivity to
proton couplings via a reasonably well-measured and understood
proton-spin polarization in the 3He nucleus and the proton-spin
polarization of the alkali metal nucleus [36].
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then neutrons will respond to the induced magnetic field
from the shields and thus a detectable effect is generated.
This further highlights the advantages of comagnetom-
etry for exotic physics searches with the GNOME. At
sub-Hz frequencies, the sensitivity of the comagnetome-
ter is also significantly improved by the suppression of
the magnetic field response due to the self-compensation
regime in which the comagnetometer is operated.

Initial tests of Advanced GNOME sensors demonstrate
a sensitivity at the level of 10−21 eV/

√
Hz (at 1 Hz)

for exotic fields coupling to neutron spins, and about
10−19 eV/

√
Hz (at 1 Hz) for the proton spin coupling

(surpassing that of GNOME magnetometers by a factor
of 100), see Fig. 3. For the electron spin couplings, the ex-
pected sensitivity is comparable to the sensitivity of the
first-generation GNOME magnetometers to the proton
exotic spin couplings. The noble-gas-alkali-metal comag-
netometers have an optimal sensitivity to the nuclear spin
couplings for frequencies below a few hertz. However,
enhanced sensitivity to exotic fields (as compared to the
first-generation of GNOME magnetometers) is expected
over the whole bandwidth of the ordinary magnetome-
ters, even at frequencies for which the comagnetometer
performance is sub-optimal.

The Advanced GNOME sensors also bring another sig-
nificant qualitative advantage for exotic physics searches.
The difference in the response to the magnetic and non-
magnetic spin couplings can be used to discriminate
events of magnetic origin from those driven by non-
magnetic spin couplings, just from a single sensor readout
[32]. Although ultimate verification of a global exotic
physics event will rely on the correlation between sig-
nals observed in multiple GNOME stations, more effec-
tive discrimination between magnetic and non-magnetic
signals will enable efficient suppression of the “false pos-
itive” rate and therefore improve the overall sensitivity
of the network.

IV. SEARCH TARGETS AND THEIR SIGNALS

By analyzing correlations between signals from the
geographically separated magnetometers and comagne-
tometers comprising GNOME, it is possible to probe a
wide variety of exotic beyond-the-Standard-Model hy-
potheses. In this section we survey some exotic physics
scenarios that can be searched for using GNOME data
and highlight examples of their particular temporal sig-
natures.

A. Axion domain walls

The first proposed search targets for GNOME were
axion or ALP domain walls [28, 31]. Domain walls are
topological defects that form between regions of space
in which the ALP field possesses different, but energy-
degenerate, vacuum states [84, 85]. Such a scenario arises

due to the non-trivial vacuum topology that ALP fields
typically possess: there can be multiple local field energy
minima (and corresponding vacuum states) that, in the
abstract space describing the field, are not “simply con-
nected” in a topological sense [86]. When spontaneous
symmetry breaking occurs in the early universe, differ-
ent regions of space (domains) acquire different vacuum
states. The domain walls are the field configurations at
the boundaries between these domains. In order for the
ALP field to transition from one energy minimum to an-
other across these boundaries, the ALP field necessarily
acquires values above those corresponding to the mini-
mum energy. These non-vaccuum states are associated
with considerable potential energy, and the change of the
field over space means that the ALP field has a nonzero
gradient.

1. Theoretical description

ALP domain walls are macroscopic field configurations
that could be stable and long lived, and continue to exist
today [85]. They can be of astrophysical extent, poten-
tially much larger than the size of Earth. If the ALP field
primarily manifests in the form of domain walls, the as-
sociated energy density would be concentrated into com-
pact spatial regions. While in most theoretical models
such domain walls are unstable [84, 87], in some other
models [31, 85, 88] domain walls can compose a signifi-
cant fraction of dark matter. These objects can be con-
sidered virialized in the galaxy according to the standard
halo model (SHM). Based on this assumption, the rate
and duration of the ALP domain wall encounters can be
estimated. A region of theoretically plausible parameter
space is expected to have an average encounter rate with
Earth of a year or less [31, 88]. This opens the possibility
to directly search for such encounters. Atomic magne-
tometers and comagnetometers are sensitive to domain
walls, since the ALP-field gradient can interact with the
spin of electrons, neutrons and protons [see Eqs. (6) and
(9)].

2. Signal model

Consider an ALP domain wall in the yz-plane (x = 0)
separating two degenerate ALP vacuum states as pic-
tured in the upper diagram in Fig. 4. The solution of the
field equations for ϕ yields [30, 31, 89]

ϕ(x) = ϕ0 arcsin [tanh (x/λc)] , (11)

where ϕ0 is a constant proportional to the spontaneous
symmetry-breaking scale associated with the ALP and
λc = ~/(mac) is the Compton wavelength of the ALP of
mass ma. Atomic spins can interact with the ALP field
through the linear and quadratic gradient interactions of
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FIG. 3. Sensitivities of Advanced GNOME stations in Mainz (left) and Kraków (right) obtained during a Test Run in
January 2023, compared with the typical sensitivity of the first-generation GNOME stations during Science Run 5 (see Fig. 2).
Red curves: sensitivities of the comagnetometers to the neutron exotic spin couplings; blue curves: sensitivity of the
comagnetometers to the proton spin couplings; black curves: magnetometer sensitivities to exotic proton couplings. The
sensitivities are presented in terms of Zeeman-like energy splitting generated by the considered perturbation. The presented
data sets were undersampled for illustration purposes.

Eqs. (6) and (9), which can be described by the pseudo-
magnetic fields

Υl = ∇ϕ(x) =
ϕ0

λc
sech (x/λc) x̂ (12)

and

Υq = ∇ϕ2(x) =
2ϕ2

0

λc
arcsin [tanh (x/λc)] sech (x/λc) x̂ ,

(13)

respectively. The signal measured by a GNOME sensor
is ∝ m̂ ·Υ, where m̂ is directed along the sensitive axis
of the magnetometer. The expected time-dependent line-
shapes for the linear and quadratic couplings are shown
in the lower plots of Fig. 4. While all the GNOME sensors
experience a common transient pseudo-magnetic field Υ,
because of the varying directions of their sensitive axes m̂
(as well as differences in the magnetometers employed),
the signals in different sensors would have varying am-
plitudes and signs. For a given relative velocity between
the ALP domain wall and Earth, there is a characteristic
signal timing and amplitude pattern that can be used to
distinguish true domain-wall-crossing events from spuri-
ous noise [30, 71, 90]. Once an event is detected, one can
relate the signal properties (width and the amplitude of
the signal, as well as the inferred expected distribution
of domain walls) to ALP parameters, including the mass
of the ALP and the interaction and symmetry-breaking
scales [30].

The GNOME collaboration has developed data analy-
sis algorithms to search for ALP domain walls [71, 90],

and has completed a full analysis of the data from Sci-
ence Run 2 carried out in 2017 [30]. Our searches did
not find any statistically significant signals above back-
ground that could point to the existence of ALP domain
walls. Consequently, our results can be interpreted as
constraints on the properties of ALP domain walls. The
excluded (model-dependent) ALP parameter space cov-
ers masses in the range ∼ 10−15 − 10−7 eV [30]. A new
analysis procedure is currently being developed to im-
prove on the sensitivity to narrower domain wall widths
with respect to our previous work [30]. The new analy-
sis is based on a preselection of candidate signals groups
occurring within a given time window. Then each group
is tested for consistency with the domain wall crossing
model. This allows an efficient scrutiny of the data com-
pared to the previous method. In Ref. [30] all possible
domain wall configurations were scanned and their agree-
ment with the data were evaluated. The new procedure
results in a comparatively less computer-intensive rou-
tine.

B. Axion stars

Instead of the ALP dark matter being primarily in the
form of topological defects such as domain walls as dis-
cussed above in Sec. IV A, it may be the case that inho-
mogeneities in the dark matter distribution provide seeds
that enable ALP self-interactions or gravity to attract
together a large local density of ALPs, thereby forming
a spherical bound-state (see Refs. [91–94] and references
therein). Such spherical bound states are referred to as
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FIG. 4. Upper diagram: schematic depiction of a GNOME
sensor passing through an ALP domain wall (thickness ≈
RE/10), indicating with the long black arrow the trajectory
of the sensor along v (parallel to k, along x̂, v ≈ 10−3c) and
the sensitive axis of a GNOME sensor (blue arrow, tilted at
45◦ to x̂). The plots below show example signals due to the
linear spin coupling (middle plot) and quadratic spin coupling
(lower plot) from an ALP-domain-wall encounter correspond-
ing to the schematic at top.

axion or ALP stars, and they may constitute a signif-
icant fraction of the dark matter density [91]. Under
certain conditions, ALP stars are stable under perturba-
tions and radiative decay [95–98], and can be efficiently
formed in the early Universe [99–102]. The extensive
theoretical studies of ALP stars to determine their evo-
lution, stability, and characteristic radii and masses for
different models of the ALP self-interaction establish that
ALP stars are, indeed, a plausible dark matter scenario
[91, 103, 104]. As described in Ref. [105], ALP stars are a
compelling search target for the GNOME, since there is a
range of masses and radii for ALP stars (not ruled out by
existing empirical observations) for which the terrestrial

GNOME
sensor

Earth’s rotation axis

sensitive
axis

Axion star

trajectory

x

z

FIG. 5. Upper diagram: schematic depiction of a GNOME
sensor passing through an ALP star, indicating with the long
black arrow the trajectory of the sensor along v (parallel to
k, along x̂), the initial direction of the sensitive axis of the
GNOME sensor (blue arrow, along x̂), and the axis of Earth’s
rotation (dashed red arrow, 45◦ to the x-axis). Lower plot:
example signal due to the linear spin coupling [Eq. (19)] from
an ALP star passage corresponding to the above schematic.
For this example, the ALP star radius R ≈ 200RE , v = 10−3c,
and at t = 0 the sensor is located at (x0, y0, z0) = (2R, 0, R/2),
where the origin is defined to be the center of the ALP star.
The ALP field oscillation frequency is chosen to be ω = 2π×
10 Hz, and we assume ω ≈ ωc, neglecting the binding energy.
The ALP-star signal in the plot is based on the exponential
model, Eq. (16). The inset plot shows an ≈ 1 s long segment
of the simulated signal.

encounter rate can be sufficiently high (at least once per
year) that a detection would be feasible. ALP stars can
interact with atomic spins via the linear or quadratic gra-
dient interactions [Eqs. (6) and (9)]. Thus if an ALP star
passed through Earth, it would cause oscillatory pseudo-
magnetic field pulses in GNOME sensors that, in prin-
ciple, could be within the sensitivity range of GNOME
[105].



10

1. Theoretical description

Axion or ALP stars held together via self-interactions
are called oscillons [106] or axitons [107]. There have
been a number of theoretical studies of such composite
systems, and a few general features are observed. Mod-
els of oscillons and axitons demonstrate that they can
persist in a stable or quasi-stable regime [108–110], how-
ever if the ALP density is too large, they tend to radiate
ALP waves and lose mass [91]. Sufficiently dilute ALP
stars can be stable over long time scales [108, 109, 111].
The ALP fields bound in the form of oscillons have a
characteristic field oscillation frequency ω which is some-
what smaller than the ALP Compton frequency ωc. This
stems from the fact that, while free ALPs oscillate at the
Compton frequency ωc, because the energy of the ALPs
in the star is reduced by a binding energy εb, the oscilla-
tion frequency of ALPs in the oscillon is given by

ω = ωc − εb/~ . (14)

This is a key difference between the ALP domain walls
considered in Sec. IV A and the ALP stars considered
here: the ALP field of the domain wall does not os-
cillate, being a topological defect related to the ALP
field potential energy, whereas the ALP field of the star
does oscillate, since most of the field energy is in the
form of kinetic energy. The mass M of an oscillon is
M ≈ N

(
ma − εb/c2

)
, where N is the number of ALPs in

the star.
Alternatively, axion stars could be held together by

gravity [95–98, 112–115]. However, in this case it may be
expected that gravitational tidal forces due to the Sun,
Earth, and other bodies in the solar system could cause
distortions and disruptions of the axion star [116], com-
plicating the details of the shape profile in ways that are
difficult to predict. Thus, for simplicity, here we focus
on the oscillon or axiton models where self-interactions
stronger than gravity dominate.

2. Signal model

A number of different approximate analytic wavefunc-
tions for ALP stars have been studied in the literature
(see Ref. [94] for a review). Two of the more widely used

radial wavefunctions Ψ(r), where r is the radial distance
from the center of the ALP star, are the Gaussian ap-
proximation,

Ψ(r) =

√
Nκ3

π3/2R3
e−κ

2r2/(2R2) , (15)

and the exponential approximation,

Ψ(r) =

√
Nκ3

πR3
e−κr/R , (16)

where R is the characteristic radius of the ALP star en-
closing 99% of its mass and κ is a numerical parameter
(κ = 2.8 for the Gaussian wavefunction and κ = 4.2 for
the exponential wavefunction [94]). In Ref. [94] it is ar-
gued that, in fact, a more accurate description of an ALP
star in many relevant scenarios is given by a “linear-plus-
exponential” wave function:

Ψ(r) =

√
Nκ3

7πR3

(
1 +

κr

R

)
e−κr/R . (17)

In any case, the ALP field as observed from the reference
frame of a GNOME sensor is given by

ϕ(r, t) = Ψ(r) cos (k · r − ωt+ θ) , (18)

where k is the ALP wave vector, r is the distance from
the center of the ALP star to the sensor, and θ is a ran-
dom phase. Since the ALP field in the star is essentially
a Bose condensate with long coherence time [91], we can
treat the phase θ as constant throughout the duration
of the passage of the GNOME sensor through the ALP
star, and for simplicity in the following discussion we set
θ = 0.

The expected signal in a GNOME sensor can be cal-
culated based on the exotic pseudo-magnetic fields Υl =
∇ϕ and Υq = ∇ϕ2 obtained from the expression (18),
where (as above) the subscripts denote the linear or
quadratic fields:

Υl = (∇Ψ) cos (k · r − ωt)− kΨ(r) sin (k · r − ωt) ,

=
∂Ψ

∂r
cos (k · r − ωt)r̂ − mav

~
Ψ(r) sin (k · r − ωt)k̂ ,

(19)

and

Υq =
(
∇Ψ2

)
cos2 (k · r − ωt)− 2kΨ(r) cos (k · r − ωt) sin (k · r − ωt) ,

= 2Ψ(r)
∂Ψ

∂r
cos2 (k · r − ωt)r̂ − 2mav

~
Ψ(r) cos (k · r − ωt) sin (k · r − ωt)k̂ . (20)

There are two generally non-orthogonal components of the signal along k̂ and r̂, which change in magnitude as
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the GNOME sensor passes through the ALP star. Note
that the sensitive axis m̂ changes in time as Earth ro-
tates, so this can introduce additional time dependence
of the signal which is ∝ m̂ · Υ. Figure 5 shows an ex-
ample of a simulated signal in a GNOME sensor passing
through an ALP star for a particular set of parameters.
Both the direction and magnitude of Υ change as the
GNOME sensor passes through the ALP star, as well as
the direction of m̂, leading to the somewhat complicated
time-dependence.

The GNOME collaboration is currently developing an
analysis method to search for ALP stars exhibiting this
type of signal using the excess power statistic [117].

C. Q-balls

Another class of compact composite dark matter ob-
jects are Q-balls or Q-stars [118–121]. Q-balls are non-
topological solitons: bound states of a complex scalar
field ϕ. If complex scalar field ϕ obeys global U(1) sym-
metry, and has a non-zero net charge density Q, the self-
interaction of the scalar field makes it energetically fa-
vorable for the field to fragment into clumps, called Q-
balls [122, 123]. In some models, Q-balls could comprise
the entirety of dark matter [124, 125]. There are also
various theoretical extensions of the Q-ball concept, in-
volving, for example, multiple scalar fields [126] or local
U(1) symmetries instead of global [127]. The distinc-
tion between Q-balls and ALP stars is somewhat sub-
tle. Q-balls, because of the global U(1) symmetry, are
true solitons since they are stable due to the conserved
charge associated with ϕ. On the other hand, oscillons,
our model for ALP stars, represent “quasi-solitons” be-
cause, while under particular conditions they can be very
long-lived, they are technically unstable. The Q-ball is
composed of a complex field, whereas the oscillon is com-
posed of a real field. For both Q-balls and oscillons, an
attractive potential is required for formation. As we see
in the following, the differences between the underlying
theoretical models describing oscillons and Q-balls lead
to distinct experimental signatures in GNOME.

1. Theoretical description

The complex scalar field of a Q-ball takes the form
[118]

ϕ(r, t) = Ψ(r)eiωt , (21)

where ω . ωc is the angular oscillation frequency. The
stability of the Q-ball is a consequence of its conserved
charge Q

Q =
ω

~2c3

∫
|ϕ(r, t)|2 d3r . (22)

The necessary conditions for Q-ball formation are that
Q 6= 0 averaged over the whole space and the existence of

a self-interaction potential U(Ψ) possessing at least two
distinct minima at Ψ = 0 and at Ψ = Ψ0 [118–121]. In
this case, there are regions of space with different vacuum
energy values, and the regions where Ψ = Ψ0 can deform
but not disappear because of the conserved charge Q. A
characteristic feature of the Q-ball is that the potential
energy of the field, U(Ψ), is nonzero in the Q-ball’s tran-
sitional surface region where the field goes from Ψ = 0
to Ψ = Ψ0. Therefore the Q-ball’s energy is minimized
when its surface area is minimized, leading to a spherical
bound-state. Furthermore, it is energetically favorable
for the constituent particles corresponding to the field ϕ
(ALPs in our considered case) to remain within the Q-
ball in the case where ω . ωc, since ALPs inside the Q-
ball have energy ~ω while those outside the Q-star have
energy ~ωc. The values of ω2 and ω2

c are proportional
to ∂2U/∂Ψ2 at the respective potential minima inside
(Ψ = Ψ0) and outside (Ψ = 0) the Q-ball, and can thus
be different [118, 121]. The condition ω . ωc ensures
stability of the Q-star with respect to radiative decay via
ALP emission.

2. Signal model

The precise form of Ψ(r) depends on details of the po-
tential function, and, although there are special forms of
U(Ψ) admitting analytic solutions [128–130], in general
numerical computation is required. However, there have
been a number of analyses, for example Refs. [131–133],
that have derived useful approximate radial profile func-
tions that closely correspond to numerical solutions. For
simplicity of mathematical description, here we adopt the
form given by Ref. [131],

Ψ(r) =
C0√

1 + C1 cosh (αr)
, (23)

where C0, C1, and α are constants determined by fitting
to numerical solutions for various potentials and values
of Q and ω. In contrast to the cases of ALP domain walls
and ALP stars as described in Secs. IV A and IV B, for
the complex-valued field ϕ(r) forming Q-balls [Eq. (21)],
any couplings of spins to ϕ(r) must be quadratic in ϕ(r)
[134]. This is required in order to respect the global U(1)
symmetry that endows the Q-ball with its charge: from
a mathematical point-of-view, interactions must involve
products of ϕ(r) and ϕ(r)∗ to give a real-valued energy.
Therefore we consider the pseudo-magnetic field Υq aris-
ing from the quadratic interaction,

Υq = ∇|ϕ(r, t)|2 = ∇Ψ2(r) , (24)

= αC2
0C1

sinh (αr)

[1 + C1 cosh (αr)]
2 r̂ . (25)

Figure 6 shows a schematic example of the signal that
would be measured by a GNOME sensor passing through
a Q-ball. In contrast to the ALP star considered in
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FIG. 6. Upper diagram: schematic depiction of a GNOME
sensor passing through an astronomically large Q-ball (radius
≈ 100RE), indicating with the long black arrow the trajec-
tory of the sensor along v (parallel to k, along x̂, v ≈ 10−3c),
the initial direction of the GNOME-sensor sensitive axis (blue
arrow, along x̂), and the axis of Earth’s rotation (dashed red
arrow, 45◦ to the x-axis). The purple curve below shows the
profile function of the Q-ball. Lower plot: example signal due
to the quadratic spin coupling from a Q-ball passage corre-
sponding to the above schematic.

Sec. IV B, the signal of the Q-ball does not exhibit os-
cillatory behavior, and is in fact more similar to the sig-
nature of an ALP domain wall considered in Sec. IV A.
However, there is the notable difference that for a Q-
ball there should be two correlated time-separated sig-
nals corresponding to entry and exit from the Ψ = Ψ0

region, offering a unique signature pattern that can be
exploited for noise rejection.

Note that the signal pattern in GNOME correspond-
ing to a Q-ball encounter (Fig. 6) closely resembles that
from two consecutive domain-wall encounters (Fig. 4),
or a domain-wall encounter with a quadratic coupling in
the case of a domain wall that is “thick” compared to
the size of Earth. This suggests that our data analy-
sis strategies applied to domain-wall searches [30, 71, 90]
can be adapted to the case of Q-balls. Development of an
analysis algorithm based on this concept is under way.

FIG. 7. Visualisation of the dark matter field oscillating at
its Compton frequency with fluctuations of the envelope func-
tion.

D. Dark-matter field fluctuations

Unlike the compact dark matter objects described so
far, in this section we consider the more commonly as-
sumed model for UBDM, namely that the UBDM field is
spread more evenly throughout the galactic halo volume
and not concentrated in large, compact objects. Due to
their ultralight nature and (if they constitute a sizable
fraction of the dark matter) their enormous number den-
sity, ALPs can be treated as classical plane waves. In
the standard halo model (SHM), ALPs are virialized in
the gravitational potential of the Milky Way, and their
energy is given by ~ω ≈ mac

2 + mav
2/2 where ω is the

observed ALP field oscillation frequency and v ∼ 10−3c
is the ALP velocity. Due to the ALPs’ randomized ve-
locities, different ALP field modes interfere with one an-
other resulting in a net field that stochastically fluctu-
ates on a characteristic time scale given by the ALP field
coherence time τ coh ∼ ~/(mav

2) [24]. Given that the
virial velocity of dark matter in the Milky Way galaxy
at the location of our solar system is ≈ 10−3c [135, 136],
τ coh ∼ 106×(2π/ωc). This means that the ALP field fluc-
tuations occur on a time scale that is a factor of a million
slower than the ALP field oscillations. The stochastically
varying properties of the virialized ALP field are well-
described by the Rayleigh distribution [25, 137], which,
notably, also describes thermal (chaotic) light. If the co-
herence length of the virialized ALP field, λcoh, is large
compared to the diameter of Earth, GNOME magne-
tometers could detect common mode fluctuations of the
ALP dark matter field.

There are several experiments aiming to detect the ul-
tralight dark-matter field through an observation of a
resonant spin coupling to ALPs at their Compton fre-
quency [9–20]. Such measurements can also be per-
formed with GNOME and Advanced GNOME sensors.
Given the close analogy between the behavior of virial-
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ized ALP fields and thermal light, we can take full ad-
vantage of the fact that GNOME is a network of spa-
tially distributed sensors by implementing a detection
scheme similar to Hanburry-Brown-and-Twiss intensity
interferometry [138] as recently proposed in Ref. [63].
The quadratic ALP interaction with spins [Eq. (9)] leads
to a signal in GNOME magnetometers related to the in-
tensity of the ALP field, ϕ2(r, t). A measurement of the
stochastic intensity-like fluctuations of the dark matter
field amplitude can be performed using GNOME by cor-
relating time series from distant sensors in order to detect
the common-mode signal. Instead of detecting fast oscil-
lations at ≈ ωc, the slowly varying (at characteristic fre-
quency ∼ 10−6ωc) ALP field envelope function would be
measured. In this way, the probed ALP mass range could
be extended to masses several orders of magnitude larger
in comparison to resonant measurements performed with
the same bandwidth-limited sensors: GNOME’s ∼ 100-
Hz-bandwidth sensors could search for ALPs with Comp-
ton frequencies up to ∼ 100 MHz [63].

1. Theoretical description

At each point in space, the dark matter field can be
described as a superposition of plane waves representing
individual modes of the ALP field (i.e., summing over all
the individual ALPs composing the field),

ϕ(r, t) =

N∑
n=1

A√
N

cos(ωnt− kn · r + θn) . (26)

The amplitude is defined to be A = ~
√

2ρdm/(mac) so
that the average ALP field energy density corresponds
to the average dark matter density ρdm. The n-th ALP
has a random velocity vn corresponding to the wave vec-
tor kn = mϕvn/~. Based on the SHM, the probability
distribution function of the velocities, vn, follows a dis-
placed Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution:

flab(v) ≈ 1

π3/2v3
0

exp

[
− (v − vlab)2

v2
0

]
, (27)

where |vlab| ≈ 233 km/s is the Sun’s velocity with respect
to the Galactic rest frame and v0 ≈ 220 km/s is the
velocity dispersion of the ALPs.

The n-th oscillation frequency is mostly determined by
the Compton frequency ωc = mϕc

2/~, but shifted due
to the relativistic Doppler effect for particle waves. For
vn/c� 1 the effect can be approximated by [27]

ωn = ωc

(
1 +

v2
n

2c2

)
. (28)

The fluctuations of the dark matter field in time arise
from the random directions, phases, and spread in fre-
quencies of constituent waves. See Fig. 7 for a visualisa-
tion of the ALP dark matter field amplitude as a function
of time.

FIG. 8. Auto-correlation of a simulated ALP dark matter field
ϕ, the low-frequency component of its square ϕ2

s associated
with stochastic fluctuations, and two gradient components
perpendicular and parallel to vlab: namely ∇⊥ϕ2

s and ∇‖ϕ2
s,

where the subscript s denotes the low-frequency component
associated with stochastic fluctuations.

2. Signal model

Assuming the quadratic coupling Hamiltonian
[Eq. (9)], the pseudo-magnetic field is given by
Υq = ∇ϕ2 and the signal observed in a GNOME sensor
is ∝ m̂ · Υq. As the detectors have limited bandwidth
∆ω, for the case where ∆ω � ωc the fast oscillations
at 2ωc are not observable in the measurement. The
measured pseudo-magnetic field can be approximated
by the near-dc component

Υq = ∇ϕ2 ≈ A2

2N

N∑
n,m=1

knm sin(ωnmt− knm · r + θnm),

(29)

where ωnm = ωn − ωm, knm = kn − km, and θnm =
θn − θm. Such a signal can be well characterized by two
parameters: coherence time and amplitude.

For a solitary magnetometer or comagnetometer, a
UBDM signature would be difficult to distinguish from
comparably large background noise. Our strategy for
analysis of GNOME data, presently underway, is to mea-
sure the cross-correlation between data measured at dif-
ferent stations. For stations with aligned sensitive axes
and separations . λcoh and time delays . τ coh, UBDM
quadratically coupled to atomic spins could generate a
common-mode signal that might be distinguishable from
uncorrelated background noise for sufficiently strong in-
teractions. Figure 8 shows the auto-correlation func-
tion of simulated ALP signals, which is equivalent to the
cross-correlation between stations with aligned sensitive
axes within a coherence patch (ignoring any contribu-
tion from uncorrelated noise). The width of the correla-
tion feature is ≈ τ coh in relative time shift units. This
technique of intensity interferometry will enable a search
for the quadratic coupling to ALPs over a mass range
∼ 10−14 eV – 10−9 eV using GNOME [63].
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E. Solar axion halo

Another theoretical possibility, closely related to the
axion star model described in Sec. IV B, is that tidal
shearing forces may enable astrophysical bodies such as
Earth and the Sun to capture UBDM in their gravita-
tional fields and form a local halo [139–143], see Fig. 9.
In these models, the Earth or Sun effectively acts as a
seed in the formation process of the axion star. If such a
process occurs, there would be a substantial overdensity
of the ALP field near these bodies as compared to the av-
erage dark matter density as discussed in Refs. [139, 141].
Possible mechanisms for capture of dark matter by dense
astrophysical bodies have been studied, for example, in
Refs. [144–149], and continue to be actively investigated.

1. Theoretical description

Here we assume the model of a gravitationally bound
solar ALP halo described in Refs. [139, 141], and also
assume that the halo is non-rotating (i.e., at rest with
respect to the Sun). For a solar halo, the ALP field
amplitude at the position of Earth exponentially decays

over a characteristic length scale given by

R? ≈
~2

GNM�m2
a

, (30)

where GN is Newton’s gravitational constant and M� is
the Sun’s mass. For the solar ALP halo to extend to the
position of Earth, we require R? & 1 AU. This imposes
the requirement that mac

2 . 10−14 eV. The ALP field
oscillates at ≈ ωc with a coherence time τ coh & maR

2
?/~.

For mac
2 . 10−14 eV, the coherence time is longer than

∼ 107 s; therefore, we can treat oscillations of the ALP
field as effectively single frequency (i.e., monochromatic).
Thus the ALP field can be described as [139, 141]:

ϕ(r, t) ≈ ϕ0 cos (ωct− k · r + θ)e−r/R? , (31)

where ϕ0 is a constant determined by the overall energy
density in the solar ALP halo and θ is a random phase,
constant over the coherence time and coherence length.
For simplicity, in this example we set θ = 0.

2. Signal model

The exotic pseudo-magnetic field due to a solar ALP
halo for the linear spin interaction is given by

Υl = ∇ϕ(r, t) = ϕ0e
−r/R?

[
k sin (ωct− k · r)− r̂

R?
cos (ωct− k · r)

]
, (32)

and for the quadratic spin interaction is given by

Υq = ∇ϕ2(r, t) = ϕ2
0e
−2r/R?

[
k sin (2ωct− 2k · r)− 2r̂

R?
cos2 (ωct− k · r)

]
. (33)

We note that in both cases there are two components of
Υ in the lab frame [141]: (1) a radial component from the
spatial ALP gradient directed toward the Sun’s position
and (2) a transverse component along k due to the ALP
wind interaction [5, 6]. Because the relative velocity of
Earth with respect to the Sun is dominated by its orbital
motion (∼ 100 times faster than the velocity component
due to Earth’s rotation about its axis), it turns out that
all GNOME sensors have approximately the same k and
thus see the same field. The amplitudes of the radial
and transverse components of Υ are relatively constant
in time, so the signal observed in a particular GNOME
sensor has a predictable daily modulation due to the time

dependence of r̂ · m̂ and k̂ · m̂ caused by the rotation of
Earth. An example of the time dependence of such a
signal is shown in the lower plot of Fig. 9.

Analysis of GNOME data to search for a solar ALP
halo is in progress. The strategy is to search for a per-

sistent single-frequency signal in cross-correlation data
between stations, and then use the predicted daily mod-
ulation to distinguish between a signal from a solar ALP
halo and systematic backgrounds.

F. Exotic Low-mass Fields (ELFs) emitted from
black hole mergers

In Ref. [56], a subset of the present authors considered
a possibility that bursts of ultrarelativistic scalar fields
can be produced in the course of some high energy astro-
physical event such as a supernova explosion, a binary
black hole merger, or in conjunction with a fast radio
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FIG. 9. Upper diagram: Schematic diagram of Earth moving
through a solar ALP halo. The pseudo-magnetic field associ-
ated with a solar ALP halo coupling to atomic spins has both
a radial component in the −r̂ direction due to the spatial
gradient and a transverse component due to the “ALP wind”
directed along the ALP halo’s relative velocity with respect
to the lab frame, k̂. Lower plot: example signal due to the
linear spin coupling. Signal is shown over four days, exhibit-
ing an envelope function due to the daily modulation of the
signal due to the rotation of the GNOME sensor’s sensitive
axis with respect to the pseudo-magnetic field Υ. Inset shows
the fast oscillation at the Compton frequency.

burst via some as yet unknown coherent process6 (see,
for example, Ref. [151]). These “exotic low-mass fields”

6 Note that due to the energy-time uncertainty relation, if the high-
energy astrophysical event generating the ELF has duration τ0,
the corresponding spread in energies of the emitted ELF wave
packet is & ~/τ0. Thus the spread in frequencies at the source is
∆ω0 & 2π/τ0. Our discussion here assumes coherent production,
which requires ∆ω0 � ω. To interpret results in terms of the
model presented here and in Ref. [56], we must restrict consider-
ations to the regime where the relativistic energy ε = ~ω of the
ELF satisfies ε� ~/τ0, as noted in Ref. [150].
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FIG. 10. Example signal of an ELF measured by a GNOME
sensor based on Eq. (34), with ω0 = 2π × (0.5 Hz), τ = 10 s,
and δt = 10 s.

(ELFs) would thus have large mode occupation numbers,
enabling their treatment as classical waves with oscilla-

tion frequency given by ~ω =
√
m2c4 + p2c2 ≈ pc. Such

ELFs can be searched for with GNOME.

1. Theoretical description

Consider a scenario where some energy ∆E is radiated
isotropically in the form of a Gaussian ELF burst with
duration τ0 at the source. The Klein-Gordon equation
for ϕ(r) can be solved to obtain

ϕ(t) ≈A0

R

√
τ0
τ

exp

(
− (t− ts)2

2τ2

)
× cos

(
ω0(t− ts)−

ω0

4δt
(t− ts)2

)
, (34)

where ω0 is the central frequency of the wave packet,
τ the duration of the pulse as measured by sensors on
Earth, ts = R/vg represents the transit time of the ELF
pulse from a source at distance R from Earth, and vg the
group velocity. The delay time between an electromag-
netic or gravitational wave trigger and an ELF pulse is
δt = R/vg − R/c. In terms of the total energy released,
the amplitude A0 is given by

A0 ≈
1

π1/4

(
1

ω0

√
c∆E

2πτ0

)
. (35)

Equations (34) and (35) describe a Gaussian wavepacket
which disperses with a chirp rate

dω(t)

dt
= − 1

τ0τ
= − ω0

2δt
. (36)

Notably, the chirp rate is constrained by the central fre-
quency and the delay from the electromagnetic or gravi-
tational wave trigger.
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2. Signal model

As a consequence of the couplings described in Eqs. (3)
to (9), the existence of scalar fields with a form such as
that described by Eq. (34) would lead to pseudo-magnetic
fields in GNOME due to interaction terms proportional
to S ·∇ϕ(r, t) and S ·∇[ϕ(r, t)]2. A signal due to an
ELF event (Fig. 10) would therefore: (1) originate from
the same source as the electromagnetic or gravitational
wave trigger; (2) have a spatial pattern in the GNOME
network given by the projection of the ELF velocity vec-
tor on the axes of the sensors in the network; and (3)
have a characteristic chirp pattern given by Eq. (36). Us-
ing these characteristics, we have designed an analysis
algorithm to search for ELF signals in GNOME data.
Measurements from the GNOME sensors are projected
into the time-frequency plane with a resolution chosen
to match the expected signal dispersion. We then con-
struct a network-wide test statistic and search for signals
consistent with ELFs in the GNOME data in intervals of
time shortly after reported binary black hole merger and
fast radio burst events.

FIG. 11. Accessible masses for ELFs from sources located at
distances R = 1500 Mpc and R = 0.01 Mpc. The left and right
edges of the bands are set by the delay times 10 s < δt < 10 hr.

We show in Fig. 11 the range of masses that are ac-
cessible by GNOME given the bandwidth of the magne-
tometers, assuming an observation time of 10 hours after
the trigger. Thus GNOME can act as a “telescope” to de-
tect ELF signals from sources that generate ALP bursts
of sufficient intensity.

G. Other potential candidates

There are many other exotic physics scenarios that can
potentially be searched for using data from the GNOME
experiment, demonstrating the versatility of the general
approach. For example, as already noted, it may be
that there are relatively strong interactions between par-
ticles in the dark sector. Such interactions could cause
dark matter particles to coalesce into large composite
“blobs” [33]. In contrast to the axion star, Q-ball, and so-
lar axion-halo scenarios already considered above, which

are composite states of ultralight particles, there could
be dark matter blobs formed from heavy fermions or
bosons that exert long-range forces mediated by other
fundamental constituents of the dark sector [33, 152].
Other possible search targets for the GNOME experi-
ment are ALP waves emanating from black hole super-
radiance [153] or from the collapse of axion stars [151].
In related work, unshielded magnetometer networks have
been used to search for signals from dark (or hidden) pho-
tons [154, 155] and axions [156].

Yet another possible search target for GNOME are
UBDM streams, in particular those gravitationally fo-
cused by other bodies in the solar system. Cosmolog-
ical simulations indicate that up to 1012 small-velocity-
dispersion (compared to that in the SHM) streams of DM
may be present in the vicinity of the solar system [157].
The deflection experienced by these particles depends
on the mass distribution of the source of gravitational
focusing, is independent of the DM particle mass, and
is inversely proportional to the square of its velocity.
For UBDM, its wave nature has to be considered for a
full description of the spectral signatures due to gravi-
tational focusing [158] Generally, for deflection of parti-
cles by the gravitational potential of the Earth, efficient
focusing on Earth’s surface (where GNOME operates)
occurs for particles with velocities of approximately 10
to 20 km/s [159, 160]. In this case, flux enhancements
of up to 109 are predicted. Gravitational deflection by
other objects in the solar system, such as Jupiter, can
also generate flux enhancements on Earth. This requires
larger stream velocities of approximately 10−3 c and re-
sults in smaller enhancements of only 106 [161]. Again,
the networked approach of GNOME offers several ad-
vantages when searching for such gravitationally focused
streams. Namely, the small size of such stream foci, on
the order of a few km for deflection in Earth’s gravita-
tional potential and much less for that of Jupiter, leads to
transient signals lasting only about 10 s. This can be diffi-
cult to distinguish from noise when only a single detector
is employed. For long streams, there is a chance of the
detecting the enhanced DM flux daily with one or more
detectors over the course of several weeks. Obviously, the
likelihood of encountering the high flux regions increases
with the number of sensors in a network. A network also
allows for precisely determining the spatial direction of
the stream, which can help to better understand the ori-
gins of such streams when detected, although this can be
a complex endeavor as upstream sources of gravitational
deflection also have to be considered. Furthermore, sen-
sors at approximately the same latitudes could produce
correlated signals from the same focused-DM source (Fig.
12). The geographical locations of GNOME sensors make
it viable for such correlations.

While GNOME is primarily a tool for detection of tran-
sient “new-physics” signals, its sister experiment, the
Cosmic Axion Spin-Precession Experiment (CASPEr)
[9, 11, 16], is searching for oscillating (but not neces-
sarily transient) effects of galactic dark matter and dark
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FIG. 12. Example of a low velocity UBDM stream (red) grav-
itationally focused into a small region on Earth’s surface, the
trajectories are approximately following predictions made in
Ref. [159]. As Earth rotates around its axis, the focus follows
a path (yellow) along a fixed latitude.

matter concentrated in the Sun- and Earth-bound ha-
los. CASPEr operates simultaneously in two locations,
Boston University (USA) and the Helmholtz Institute,
Johannes Gutenberg University, Mainz (Germany). The
central idea of CASPEr is that it is a nuclear mag-
netic resonance (NMR) experiment, where the role of
the transverse oscillating magnetic field “B1” is rele-
gated to the ambient Axion/ALP field either through
its coupling to gluons (CASPEr-electric) or via its gradi-
ent interactions [see Eqs. (6) and (9); CASPEr-gradient].
While CASPEr will reach up to Compton frequencies
≈600 MHz, it has already ventured into the much lower-
frequency range [12, 13], from near DC to several hertz.
The low-frequency range has also been explored by vari-
ous other experiments [10, 17, 18, 20, 26].

The Advanced-GNOME comagnetometers [32, 83] are
ideally suited to contribute to “CASPEr-like” searches in
the Compton frequency range from near-DC to several
hundred hertz, with the sensitivity that is estimated to
be competitive to the best previous searches. The results
of the first experiments in this direction may be expected
already at the early stages of Advanced GNOME, as a
search in this mode does not require the full network ca-
pabilities. However, as with GNOME, we expect that
the network will be immediately useful in vetoing spuri-
ous signals from various laboratory inferences, which will
likely be different in different laboratories. Moreover, the
network offers interesting possibilities of correlating the
stochastic behavior of the signal in different stations that
may offer an additional tool for discriminating the new-
physics signals.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

The idea of GNOME is to carry out synchronous mea-
surements using optical atomic magnetometers and co-
magnetometers operating within magnetically shielded
environments in distant locations. The GNOME exper-
iment searches for a class of signals different from that
probed by most other experiments, namely transient and
stochastic effects that could arise from ALP fields of as-
trophysical origin passing through Earth during a finite
time. By analyzing the correlation between the signals
from multiple, geographically separated sensors, it is pos-
sible to probe a wide variety of exotic physics scenarios.

When the idea of GNOME was conceived, ALP do-
main walls were the sole targets of the search [28, 31].
As the collaboration expanded and matured, we gradu-
ally realized that there are many more interesting physics
scenarios that can be investigated with this tool, as, we
hope, we have been able to convince the reader of this
“GNOME science-case” article. Extrapolating from the
first 10 years of the GNOME collaboration’s work, we
may only expect the science case to continue its expan-
sion, hopefully leading to a discovery of “new” physics.

The advent of GNOME was soon followed by the
establishment of networks of atomic clocks [88] intro-
duced to search for scalar UBDM whose effect is to
produce apparent oscillation of fundamental constants,
rather than causing spin precession. At the same time,
it was realized that certain UBDM candidates like the
relaxion [162, 163] may have mixed intrinsic parity and
displaying both the scalar and pseudoscalar proper-
ties. This provides a motivation for building hybrid-
sensor networks (for example, (co)magnetometer-clock
networks) to cross-correlate the signals and enhance the
background-suppression capabilities. We expect this
cross-network approach to become commonplace in fu-
ture work. Moreover, GNOME is planning future science
runs to be synchronized with gravitational-wave detector
networks such as LIGO/VIRGO in order to carry out
“exotic” multimessenger astronomy [56].

It appears that the science case for search networks
such as GNOME is mostly limited by our current scien-
tific horizons and there are, in fact, many other interest-
ing and unexpected signals we could be looking for, had
we better imagination. But could we perhaps look for
such signals before we realize what they are? It appears
that modern machine-learning approaches indeed offer us
such an exciting opportunity. It might work along the fol-
lowing lines: a machine-learning system is trained on the
data from GNOME (and/or an expanded hybrid-sensor
network) and establishes the “normal” dynamic state of
the network. It is then further trained on a variety of
new-physics scenarios. As a result of the training that
can continue for the lifetime of the experiment, the arti-
ficial intelligence (AI) system would be able to recognize
unusual events or patterns on the network. While this
may look like a remote prospect, one should recognize
that the task at hand is not too different from that of
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detection of unidentified threats, which is routinely done
at present by automated security systems.

In conclusion of our overview of the “GNOME sci-
ence”, we mention that, apart from fundamental physics,
magnetometer networks may also be useful in more
“down-to-Earth” applications such as, for example, the
study of magnetic signal patterns in urban environments
and what they reveal about cities [164, 165].
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