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Axion particles are among the best candidates to explain dark matter and resolve the strong CP problem in
the Standard Model. If such a particle exists, the core of stars will produce them in large amounts. For the first
time, we predict the axion spectra and their associated luminosities for several low-mass stars – one and two
solar masses stars in the main sequence and post-main sequence stages of evolution. Equally, we also compute
the x-ray excess emission resulting from the conversion of axions back to photons in the presence of a strong
magnetic field in the envelope of these stars. Hence, a given star will have a unique axion spectrum and La axion
luminosity. And if such star has a strong magnetic field in its stellar envelope, it will also show a characteristic
x-ray spectrum and Laγ x-ray luminosity. Such radiation will add up to the x-ray electromagnetic spectrum and
LX luminosity of the star. The present study focuses on axion models with an axion-photon coupling constant,
5 10−11GeV−1, a value just below the most recent upper limit of 6.6 10−11GeV−1 found by CAST and
IAXO helioscopes. The range of axion parameters discussed here spans many axion models’ parameter space,
including the DFSZ and KSVZ models. We found that axions with a mass in the range 10−7 to 10−5 eV and an
axion-photon coupling constant of 5 10−11GeV−1 produce an axion emission spectra with an averaged axion
energy that varies from 1 to 5 KeV, and an La ranging from 10−6 to 7 10−3 L⊙. We also predict that Laγ varies
from 5 10−8 to 10−5 L⊙ for stars with an averaged magnetic field of 3 104 G in their atmospheres. Most of
these Laγ predictions are larger than the LX observed in some stars. Therefore, such preliminary results show
the potential of the next generation of stellar x-ray missions to constrain several classes of axion models.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The axion or their closest relatives – the axionlike particles
(ALP) are among the most popular candidates that are being
proposed to explain the existence of dark matter. An ALP is
a ultralight pseudoscalar boson a predicted by several exten-
sions of the Standard Model [SM, e.g., 28]. ALPs are well-
motivated particles that occur in many extra-dimension theo-
ries, like string theory and notably the M theory [e.g., 54, 85].
Nowadays, all these types of particles capable of solving the
strong CP problem are many times referred to as QCD axion
[25]. In this article, we opt to call all these different kinds
of particles, ALPs included, simply by "axions" if not stated
otherwise.

Many of these SM extensions predict the existence of ax-
ion channels’ with photons γ and electrons e [67, 86,
87]; such processes are regulated by the coupling con-
stants gaγ or gae respectively. Two large classes of ax-
ion models are currently quite popular in the literature, the
Dine-Fischler-Srednicki-Zhitnitsky [DFSZ, e.g., 30] and the
Kim–Shifman–Vainshtein–Zakharov [KSVZ, e.g., 45, 81] in
which the anomaly is carried by SM quarks or new colored
fermions, respectively [e.g., 44]. The two axion channels
mentioned above occur in DFSZ and KSVZ models, although
the axion-electron interaction is more common in the grand
unification theories or GUTs [e.g., 42]. In astrophysical sce-
narios both processes can exist, the dominant spectrum will
depend mostly on the magnitude of the relative values of gae
and gaγ [e.g., 28]. In this work we will focus on the latter
process.

The axion-photon channel gives rise to the Primakoff produc-

tion of axions inside stars. Indeed, Primakoff [68] discovered
that in the presence of external electric and magnetic fields
photons convert into axions. Although many works compute
the axion emission spectrum for the Sun, this has not yet been
done for other low-mass stars. A detailed calculation of the
solar axion emission spectrum is found in Andriamonje et al.
[2] and references therein. A more detailed study by Guarini
et al. [39] found that solar large-scale magnetic fields enhance
the axion emissivity by the coherent conversion of thermal
photons to axions. It was also reported that, in the Sun, the
plasmon-axion conversion could compete with the Primakoff
production of axions [58]. Equally, Caputo et al. [21] found
that, depending on the strength and nature of the solar mag-
netic field, the plasmon-axion conversion dominates over Pri-
makoff production for energies lower than 200 eV .

Here, we are interested in studying for the first time the ax-
ion spectrum emitted inside low-mass stars and the electro-
magnetic spectrum excess produced by the axion-to-photon
conversion in the atmosphere of the same stars. Accordingly,
we will compute the Primakoff production of axions inside
stars and their transformation back to x-ray radiation by in-
verse Primakoff production in the stellar surface. Since we
compute the spectra of axions in the energy range from 1 to
15 KeV, the contribution of addition mechanisms mentioned
above and in the Refs. [21, 39, 58] is negligible. This study
is of interest for the next generation of stellar x-ray observa-
tional missions, for which the high precision measurement of
the electromagnetic field will make it possible to put a strin-
gent constraint on several classes of axion models. Low-mass
stars with masses varying from 1 to 2 solar masses are good
observational targets to study the impact of axions on the stel-
lar evolutions. Among other reasons, we highlight the follow-
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ing ones: (i) these stars are very abundant in the Universe; (ii)
the internal structure of these stars, including our own Sun, is
very well known (by means of helio- and asteroseismology),
much better than for more massive stars (which are much less
abundant in the Universe); (iii) the atmosphere of these stars
and their magnetic fields are well understood.

We organize the article in seven sections: In Sec. II we explain
the motivation for the axion existence in particle physics, cos-
mology and astrophysics; in Sec. III, we motivated the interest
of using low mass stars to study the axion properties; in Sec.
IV we explain how the axions are produced inside low-mass
stars, and compute the axion spectrum for these stars in the
main-sequence and post-main sequence phases; in Sec. V we
present the model used to calculate the x-ray spectrum of ax-
ions; in Sec. VI we analyse and discuss the x-ray emission
from axions for several stellar models. And finally, in Sec.
VII, we summarize and present our results. If not stated oth-
erwise, we work in natural units where the speed of light in
the vacuum, the Planck constant and the Boltzmann constant
are set to unity h̄ = c = kB = 1.

II. AXION MOTIVATION IN PARTICLE PHYSICS AND

ASTROPHYSICS

The axion appeared originally on a pioneer generalization of
the standard model that was made by introducing a new global
symmetry known now as the Peccei-Quinn symmetry [67].
Such transformation allows to explain the absence of the CP
violation in the strong interaction (the so-called QCD strong
CP problem). This first model was proposed by Peccei &
Quinn [67], as well as by Weinberg [86] and Wilczek [87] and
since then is known as the Weinberg-Wilczek-Peccei-Quinn
model. The axions in this model have a symmetry-breaking
scale of the order of the electroweak scale. Since this model
has been ruled out, many alternative models (usually referred
to as ALP models) are being developed where the symmetry-
breaking scale becomes arbitrary.

The success of the axion theories has motivated many ex-
perimental physicists to propose and develop experiments to
search for such particles: several detectors around the world
are actively searching for the axions using the inverse Pri-
makoff effect. The most well known of these detectors is the
CERN Axion Solar Telescope or CAST [i.e. 19]. The most
recent upper limit obtained CAST fixed the upper limit of
the axion-photon coupling in 6.6 10−11GeV−1 at 95% confi-
dence level [1]. Moreover, a new generation of experiments is
being built to continue the CAST research, like International
Axion Observatory [i.e., IAXO, 4] or the dielectric haloscope
MADMAX [i.e., MAgnetized Disk and Mirror Axion eXper-
iment , 33, 46]. However many other detectors based on dif-
ferent experimental techniques and strategies have been pro-
posed during the last decade to look for axions, like multilayer
optical haloscopes [13], plasma haloscopes [50], dish anten-

nae [41], and a new class of detectors based on Antiferromag-
netically doped topological insulators [TOORAD; 55].

Axions are excellent candidates to explain many features that
occur during the formation and evolution of the Universe, in-
cluding inflation, dark radiation and dark energy [e.g., 92].
The production and existence of axions has been suggested in
many cosmological and astrophysical contexts, such as pure
axion stars and hybrid axion stars [i.e., 22, 65, 91], to mention
a few. In some scenarios, the gravitational field of a recently
formed axion star can capture neutral hydrogen leading to the
appearance of a hypothetical mix of stars [12]. Unlike pure
axion stars, due to the electromagnetic emission these should
be easy to observe. Axions are now known to produce many
other astrophysical phenomena. For instance, they produce an
unique electromagnetic spectrum stimulated by the presence
of strong magnetic fields during the core-collapse of a super-
nova [59], or trigger superradiant instability of spinning black
holes [23].

III. AXIONS, STARS AND MAGNETIC FIELDS

The impact of axions on stars has already been discussed for
a diverse population of stellar objects. In general, the pres-
ence of axions inside stars leads to the formation of efficient
energy-loss mechanisms. Due to this it has been possible to
put constraints to the properties of such particles, for instance
using the Sun [89], red giant stars[90], white dwarfs [27] and
neutron stars [66]. There are already many observations of
stars at different stages of their evolution that show trends of
high energy losses and unique features in their electromag-
netic spectra. In many of these cases, the standard cooling
mechanisms are unable to explain such astronomical phenom-
ena. The only way to describe these observations is to propose
non-standard cooling channels; for which axion emission is a
very plausible solution [e.g., 37, 38, 43, 72].

The fact that the structure of low-mass stars is much better
known than other stars also results from the high-quality data
already available and possible to be obtained by the current
[47, 56] and future [74] asteroseismology missions. Aster-
oseismology probes the internal structure of these stars with
unprecedented precision. These high-quality observations al-
low to obtain a detailed knowledge of the thermodynamical
structure of many low-mass stars at different stages of evolu-
tion: main-sequence, sub-giant and red-giant phases. Such a
unique set of asteroseismic data combined with high-precision
spectroscopic observations make such stars a unique precision
laboratory of experimental physics study to the properties of
new particles like axions.

Particularly relevant for this study is the existence of mag-
netic fields in these stars. In the last seven decades power-
ful techniques based on the Zeeman effect [e.g., 7, 32] and
spectropolarimetry [e.g., 31] have made possible the detec-
tion and measurement of magnetic activity of several star’s
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types across the HR diagram. Recent measurements found
that main sequence and sub-giants stars with masses below
2.5 M⊙ have surface magnetic fields that vary between 0.5
and 40 kG [e.g., 18, 48, 49]. Classical examples of magnetic
main-sequence stars are HD 215441 (B ∼ 3.4× 104 G), HD
154708 (B ∼ 2.45×104 G), HD 137509 (B ∼ 2.9×104 G),
and HD 75049 (B ∼ 3 × 104 G) [see 34, and references
therein]. Such stellar activity usually is accompanied by a
significant x-ray emission, i.e., a large luminosity in the x-ray
energy band of the electromagnetic spectrum. See et al. [79]
found that for main-sequence stars with masses smaller than
1.5 M⊙, LX varies from 10−6 to 10−4 L⊙, where emissions
have a sinusoidal behavior with periods varying from a few
days to a month. This intense x-ray radiation is particularly
prominent on the chemically peculiar Ap and Bp stars [76].
Since dynamo processes are at the origin of magnetic fields
in the outer layers of all these stars [e.g., 52], for which their
intensities change from the equator to the poles of the star and
over long stellar cycles [57, 78]. Baliunas et al. [11] reported
for the first time in a systematic manner the existence of sun-
like magnetic cycles on low mass stars by measuring the chro-
mospheric variations on these stars. Consequently, most of the
x-ray emission in these stars will be strongly time-dependent.
For some of these stars it is even possible to observe such
x-ray time variability. Recently the XMM-Newton satellite
has discovered such a long-term X-ray magnetic cycle in ǫ-Eri
[24]. Such x-ray time dependence results from the variability
of the stellar magnetic field. As we will discuss later, such
magnetic field time dependence induces a variation on the x-
ray spectrum resulting from axion conversion to photons in
the stellar atmosphere.

IV. AXION PRIMAKOFF EMISSION SPECTRUM IN STARS

The phenomenology commonly used to describe all axions
(including ALPs) result from these being very light particles
with relatively low masses and very weak interactions. These
particles interact so weakly with other particles that they have
in the past been referred to as invisible [e.g. 30, 45]. Axions
behave similarly to neutrinos, like them they provide an addi-
tional cooling mechanism in stars, their impact on the evolu-
tion of a star is well documented [e.g., 3, 69].

The interior of stars is a relatively well understood weakly
coupled plasma which permits the precise calculations of ax-
ion production reactions [44]. Although many different types
of axion reactions occur inside stars, the most crucial axion
reaction is the axion-to-photon coupling – Primakoff reaction,
that drives the production of axions in photon collisions with
charged particles (Z) in the stellar plasma: γ + Z → a + Z
[e.g., 42, 70]. This process that produces (or annihilates) ax-
ions reads

Laγ = −gaγ
4

FµνF
µνa = gaγE ·B a, (1)

where a is the axion field, F and F̃ the electromagnetic field-

strength tensor and its dual, E and B are the electric and mag-
netic fields, and gaγ the axion-photon coupling constant. Such
interaction implies the conversion of γ into a (and its reverse)
in the presence of external electric and magnetic fields.

The hot plasma of the interior of most stars is an excellent
source for the production of axions with an energy of several
keV, by the transformation of thermal x-ray photons into ax-
ions in the electric fields of the charged particles [70]. The
transition rate for a photon of energy E into an axion of the
same energy by the Primakoff effect in a stellar plasma is

Γγa =
g2aγTk

2
s

32π

[(

1 +
k2s
4E2

)

ln

(

1 +
4E2

k2s

)

− 1

]

, (2)

where T is the temperature and ks the screening scale. ks in
the Debye-Hückel approximation is

k2s =
4παem

T

(

ne +
∑

nuclei

Z2
j nj

)

, (3)

where αem is the fine-structure constant, ne and nj are the
number densities of electron and of the jth ion of charge Zj .
Thus, the axion flux spectrum produced by the star up to a
certain dimensionless radius (0 ≤ r ≤ 1) is obtained from

(

dΦ

dE

)

a

= 2π

∫ r

0

ϕa(r, E) rdr, (4)

where r = R/R⋆ and R⋆ is the total stellar radius. ϕa(r, E)
is the stellar axion luminosity at the dimensionless radius [2],
accordingly

ϕa(r, E) =
R3

⋆

2π3D2
AU

∫ 1

r

EkΓγa

eE/T − 1

xdx√
x2 − r2

, (5)

where DAU is the fiducial distance from the Earth to the star.
The wave number k is

k2 = E2 − ω2
pl, (6)

where ωpl is the electron plasma frequency. This last quantity
is given by

ωpl =

√

4παemne

me
, (7)

where me is the electron mass. The total axion flux at the 1
A.U. is

Φa = 2π

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

ωpl

ϕa(r, E) dE rdr, (8)

the mean axion energy is

〈Ea〉 =
2π

Φa

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

ωpl

ϕa(r, E)E dE rdr, (9)

and the total axion luminosity is La = 4πD2
AUΦa.
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FIG. 1: The radial distribution of the axion energy loss rate (dΦ/dE)a in the core of the star for the models: top panels - A⊙ (Sun) and
A1; lower panels - A2 and B3. The description of the models is on Table I. The contours correspond to the variation of (dΦ/dE)a (as a
percentage) between the centre and the surface of the star. In this representation, (dΦ/dE)a is independent of gaγ .

In Table I we summarized the main characteristic of the stel-
lar models considered in this study. Figure 1 shows the con-
tour plot of the axion luminosity inside the star [Eq. (4)] as a
function of the axion energy E and the dimensionless radius
for some stellar models. Figure 2 shows the axion emission
spectra of the same stellar models present in Table I. For con-
venience we consider that all stars are located at a fiducial
distance of 1 A.U.

The stellar models were computed with the release version
12115 of the stellar evolution code MESA [60–64]. For the
computation of these stellar models, we assume the input
physics used for the standard solar model (SSM) but with
the necessary adaptation for these stars. The SSM is a refer-
ence solar model: a one-dimensional stellar evolution of one
solar mass star allowed to evolve in time until the present-
day solar age, 4.57 Gyrs, having been calibrated to the val-
ues of luminosity and effective temperature of the present
Sun, respectively, 3.8418 × 1033 erg s−1 and 5777 K, as
well as the observed abundance ratio at the Sun’s surface:
(Zs/Xs)⊙ = 0.0181, where Zs and Xs are the metal and hy-

drogen abundances at the surface of the star [8, 10, 84]. The
details of this SSM in which we use the AGSS09 (low-Z) so-
lar abundances [6] can be found in Lopes and Silk [51] and
Capelo and Lopes [20]. All the generated one and two-solar
mass models start in the pre-main sequence, assuming the star
was initially chemically homogeneous and fully convective.

The SSM corresponds to the model A⊙ in Table I. In Figs. 1
(top-left panel) and 2 (top and lower panels – blue light curve)
is shown the solar axion luminosity contours and the axion so-
lar spectrum, respectively. In the first line of columns 7 and 8
of Table I are shown some characteristics of the axion emis-
sivity for the Sun. In particular, we check that for an axion
model with gaγ = 10−10 GeV −1, the total solar axion flux
at the Earth is 3.75 1011 cm−2s−1 near the value predicted
originally by van Bibber et al. [89], which corresponds to a
luminosity 1.9 10−3L⊙. The properties of this axion model
are consistent with the axion emissivity contours and emis-
sion spectrum found in the literature for the Sun, for instance
by Andriamonje et al. [2] and Arik et al. [5], respectively.
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Table I shows five solar-mass star models at different stages
of evolution from the pre-main sequence up to the red giant
phase, and another four models for two solar-mass stars at
identical evolution stages. Conveniently, we choose the fidu-
cial value of gaγ = 5 10−11 GeV−1; this value is slightly
lower than the current upper limit found by CAST helioscope
[1]. Figure 1 also shows that the axion emission always occurs
in the stellar core, within a radius smaller than 0.5R⋆. The
magnitude and energy range of the axions emitted is strongly
dependent on the physics of the stellar core [cf. Eqs. (2) and
(3)]. Specifiably, the core’s temperature and density for these
stars varies from 5.2 106 to 2.5 107 oK and from 3 to 1.5 103

g cm−3.
This dependence of the axion emissivity on the structure of

the star leads to quite distinct axion spectra shapes in com-
parison with the Sun (see Fig. 2). For instance, one of the
two solar-mass stars has an axion spectrum that is 15 times
larger than the solar one (compare A⊙ and B1 models in Fig.
2). Moreover, the average axion energy 〈Ea〉 and axion lu-
minosity La vary significantly between models (see Table I).
Equally, the axion luminosity changes by several orders of
magnitude from 10−3 to 10−6L⊙ (see Table I), and the shape
of the axion spectra changes slightly with the star; the more
massive stars have a more intense axion emission spectrum as
shown in Fig. 2.

V. INVERSE PRIMAKOFF INTERACTION

In some regions of the atmosphere of most stars, the stellar
plasma has the conditions to naturally stimulate the conver-
sion of axions to photons [93]. The inverse Primakoff reaction
occurs when the energy of the photons is sufficiently far above
all resonances [Eq. 6]. Since we are concerned with axions
with energy in the KeV range this condition automatically sat-
isfies [89]. Typically, such an axion process occurs in a region
made of a plasma of low density and metallicity immersed in
a strong magnetic field. To that end, we will assume that the
inverse Primakoff reaction occurs in a magnetized region of
the star with a low density. This condition is satisfied in the
outer layers of most main-sequence and post-main sequence
stars since most of the stellar mass locates in the internal re-
gion of the star. For instance for a star like the Sun, 98% of
its mass is below 0.7 of its radius [20]. The external layer of
these stars with very low densities are known to be responsi-
ble for the generation of a strong magnetic field by dynamo
action when in the presence of differential rotation and merid-
ional flows [52]. Accordingly, as predicted by many stellar
dynamo models, we assume the existence of a magnetic layer
located between the upper layers of the star and lower part of
the stellar atmosphere, where the near-surface convection in-
fluences the local magnetic fields. This most external layer is
responsible for the magnetic activity observed in many stars
[e.g., 14, 17, 53]. Such large concentrations of a magnetic
field emerging on the stellar surface lead to the formation of
active regions encompassing magnetic features, such as dark
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FIG. 2: Axion emission spectrum (dΦ/dE)a due to Primakoff axion
production: We compare the axion emission fluxes for stars with 1
and 2 solar masses obtained from up-to-date stellar evolution mod-
els. The different curves correspond to models shown in Table I: top

panel: A1 (0.01 Gyr, red curve); A2 (10.61 Gyr, green curve); A3

(11.37 Gyr, blue curve); A4 (11.58 Gyr, cyan curve); A5 (12.16 Gyr,
brown curve); lower panel: B1 (0.02 Gyr, red curve);B2 (0.7 Gyr,
gree curve); B3 (0.98 Gyr, blue curve); B4 (1.05 Gyr, cyan curve);
The Sun (A⊙, 4.6 Gyr, orange curve) is plotted in both panels. For
the calculation of the axion spectrum, we use an axion–photon cou-
pling of gaγ = 5× 10−11 GeV−1.

spots and bright faculae [80, 83].

Under the approximation that all axions travel along radial tra-
jectories in the stellar atmosphere, and the hypothesis that the
stellar magnetic field varies in a length scale much larger than
the photon and axion wavelengths, we can derive an analytic
expression for the axion conversion to photons using a WKB
approximation [71]. Accordingly, the propagation of the pho-
ton and axion in the radial direction with a Energy E is given
by

[

i∂r + E + Â

]

· V̂ = 0, (10)

where V̂ is a 3 component vector and Â is a 3 × 3 symmet-
ric matrix that defines the interaction of the photon-axion pair
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Star Mass Age Radius Lum. Temp. 〈Ea〉 La Laγ

M⊙ Gyr R⊙ L⊙ 103oK KeV L⊙ L⊙

A⊙ 1.0 4.6 1.0 1.0 5.87 4.2 4.6 10−4 3.7 10−7

A∗
⊙ 4.2 1.8 10−5 5.9 10−10

A∗∗
⊙ 4.9 10−8

A1 1.0 0.01 1.41 0.59 4.27 1.6 1.1 10−5 1.6 10−8

A2 1.0 10.6 1.45 1.92 5.64 4.8 6.8 10−4 1.1 10−6

A3 1.0 11.4 1.75 2.10 5.3 4.7 4.4 10−4 1.1 10−6

A4 1.0 11.6 2.01 2.25 5.0 4.4 2.4 10−6 1.1 10−7

A5 1.0 12.2 6.0 15.3 4.7 1.5 4.2 10−6 2.1 10−7

B1 2.0 0.02 1.63 16.1 9.1 5.3 6.9 10−3 1.4 10−5

B∗
1 5.3 2.8 10−4 2.2 10−8

B∗∗
1 1.0 10−6

B2 2.0 0.7 2.42 19.9 7.84 5.0 5.1 10−3 2.3 10−5

B3 2.0 1.0 3.50 28.8 7.15 5.2 1.1 10−6 2.1 10−7

B4 2.0 1.1 16.2 101.9 4.56 0.7 1.1 10−6 2.0 10−7

TABLE I: Comparison of the axion properties of several stellar mod-
els, including an up-to-date standard solar model of the Sun [20].
The table shows different stellar quantities such Mass, Age, Ra-
dius, Luminosity (Lum.), Temperature (Tem.), Axion Luminosity
and x-ray axion Luminosity (see the main text). The axion has
a mass of ma = 10−7 eV and axion–photon coupling gaγ =
5 10−11 GeV−1. The magnetic conversion layer in the star has
a thickness of ∆R⋆ = 0.15R⋆ and an average magnetic field of
B = 3 104 G. In the calculation of the model pairs: A∗

⊙ and B∗
1 , and

A∗∗
⊙ and B∗∗

1 , we assume gaγ = 10−11GeV−1, and ma = 10−5eV
respectively.

with the magnetic field B. The vector V̂ reads

V̂ =







V⊥

V‖

Va






, (11)

where V‖(r) and V⊥(r) denotes the vector potential in the
plane normal and perpendicular to the direction of the propa-
gation and parallel to the external magnetic field, while Va(r)
is the axion field. The matrix A reads

Â =







∆⊥ 0 0

0 ∆‖ ∆B

0 ∆B ∆a






. (12)

Here, we follow the notation of Raffelt and Stodolsky
[71]. The quantities ∆⊥(r) = 4/2E ξ sin2 φ, ∆‖(r) =

7/2 Eξ sin2 φ and ∆B(r) = (gaγ/2)B(r) sinφ are terms
that define the interaction of the axion with the magnetic
field, and ∆a = −m2

a/(2E) is a term that incorporates

the axion mass ma and is responsible for the small differ-
ence momenta between axion and photon states. B(r) is the
strength of the magnetic field at radius r and φ is the angle
between the magnetic field and the photon momentum, and
ξ(r) = (αem/45π)[B(r)/Bc]

2 where Bc = m2
e/e is a criti-

cal magnetic field strength.

In the following, we discuss the conversion of photon to ax-
ion mixing as a photon propagates through a highly magne-
tized medium. Following Raffelt and Stodolsky [71], if the
magnetic field is homogeneous, the subsystem of equations
(V‖, Va) on the system of equations (10) [also the second and
third lines of (11) and (12)] can be computed separately from
the equation V⊥ (also the first line of 11 and 12). Therefore,
the leading stationary wave Eq. (10) reduces to two decou-
pled systems of first-order differential equations [e.g., 35, 66].
Accordingly, the subsystem of Eqs. (V‖, Va) reduces to the
simplified stationary wave equation

[i∂r + E +A] ·V = 0 (13)

where V is a vector (similar V̂) with only two component that
defines the amplitudes of photon and axion states, A is a 2×2
symmetric matrix (similar Â) that defines the interaction of
the axion with the magnetic field. Accordingly, V reads

V =

(

V‖

Va

)

(14)

and A takes the form

A =

(

∆‖ ∆B

∆B ∆a

)

. (15)

Fortin and Sinha [35] have made a detailed study of the con-
version of axionlike particles to photons in a electromagnetic
background have shown that Eq. (13) is valid also in the
high-magnetization limit where the electron cyclotron fre-
quency ωc =

√
αeB/(mec) is much larger than electron

plasma frequency ωpl [see Eq. 7] and E (ωc ≫ E and
ωpl). Equation (13) can be diagonalized by rotating the fields,
V

′ = R(−θ) ·V, where R(θ) is the two dimensional unitary
rotation matrix. R(θ) is given by

(

cos θ − sin θ

sin θ cos θ

)

, (16)

where θ is a mix angle satisfying the relation

tan (2θ) =
2∆B

∆‖ −∆a
. (17)

Accordingly, the wave Eq. (13) becomes diagonal in the ′
referential of the rotation vector V′, thus

[i∂r + E +A
′] ·V′ = 0. (18)
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Here the matrix A
′ reads

A
′ =

(

∆′
‖ 0

0 ∆′
a

)

. (19)

where ∆′
‖ = λ1 and ∆′

a = λ2 with λj =

1/2
[

∆‖ +∆a − (−1)j(∆‖ −∆a)/ cos (2θ)
]

(j = 1, 2).

Following Raffelt and Stodolsky [71] the previous calcula-
tion is greatly simplified if we define phases relative to the
unmixed component, and neglect a common phase. The so-
lution can be found by first performing a matrix rotation to
an eigenstate basis where the propagation matrix is diagonal,
propagating the two eigenstates independently, and then rotat-
ing back to the photon-axion basis. This yields an evolution
equation for the mixing components in the original referential
as

(

V‖

Va

)

(r) = M(r) ·
(

V‖

Va

)

(0) (20)

where M is

M = R(θ) ·MD ·R(−θ) (21)

and MD is given by

MD =

(

e−i(∆′
‖−∆‖)r 0

0 e−i(∆′
a
−∆‖)r

)

. (22)

The probability for an axion-photon transition amplitude
[42, 89] is computed from the off-diagonal terms in M(12)

of Eq. (21). Therefore, the probability of an axion being con-
verted to a photon is

Paγ = sin2 (2θ) sin2
[

∆Br

sin (2θ)

]

. (23)

The strength and geometry of the magnetic field in the at-
mosphere of a main sequence and post main sequence star
varies in a complicated manner, in such a way that the extrac-
tion of the averaged poloidal and toroidal components of B is
quite diverse between these stars. Moreover, it was found that
the degree of complexity of the magnetic field appears to be
independent of the stellar mass. For instance in these stars the
geometry surface magnetic fields varies from purely poloidal
to non-poloidal (complicated) geometries [49]. In principle,
we can consider more complex magnetic field configurations
to compute Paγ , but the estimation obtained is largely identi-
cal to the one computed with Eq. (23). Moreover, to simplify
the calculation of the x-ray spectrum produced by this inverse
Primakoff reaction, we will assume the process occurs in the
presence of an averaged magnetic field B located in a fiducial
layer of thickness (of a fixed percentage of the stellar radius)
∆R⋆ in the exterior of star.

In real stars, the axion magnetic conversion layers will have a
very complex structure, with varying density, chemical com-
position and magnetic fields. Nevertheless, our model allows

0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 2030
E(KeV)

10-30

10-25

10-20

10-15

10-10

10-5

100

P
a
γ

FIG. 3: The conversion probability of an axion to photon Paγ as
a function of the energy. The Paγ is obtained by varying some of
the parameters of the reference axion model (see end of this cap-
tion): (a) red and yellow curves correspond to Eqs. (23) and (24)
with ma = 10−7 eV (continuous curve), 10−6 eV (dashed curve)
and 10−5 eV (dotted-dashed curve); (b) blue and cyan curves cor-
respond to an axion model identical to (a) with ma = 10−4 eV
and ∆R⋆ = 0.005 R⊙; (c) green and yellow curves correspond
to an axion model identical to (a) with ma = 10−3 eV and
∆R⋆ = 0.001 R⊙; (d) dashed green and yellow curves corre-
spond to a axion model identical to (c) with φ = 10−3π; Refer-

ence axion model gaγ = 5 × 10−11 GeV−1, ma = 10−7 GeV,
B = 3× 104 G, φ = π/2 and ∆R⋆ = 0.15 R⋆ (see main text). For
comparison, we also show Paγ for the conversion of axions to pho-
tons occurring inside an experimental axion detector (with a mag-
netic field B and dimension Dm): (e) red curve corresponds to an
axion with ma = 1× 10−3 eV, and a detector with B = 9× 104 G
and Dm = 10 m [93]; (f) blue curve corresponds to conversion to an
axion with ma = 8×10−4 eV and a detector with B = 3×10−1 G
and Dm = 6 × 105 m; Dm is identical to ∆R⋆ for a star (see main
text)[36, 82].

us to obtain for the first time an estimation of the excess of
x-ray radiation due to inverse Primakoff reaction. Therefore,
we assume the magnetic layer has a thickness of ∆R⋆ = 0.15
and is crossed by constant magnetic field B.

As we will find out in the next section, the electromagnetic
emission coming from these axions will appear as an addi-
tional photon source in the x-ray energy range of the electro-
magnetic spectrum above the stellar background.

Under the previous assumptions, and since we are interested
in the weak-mixing axion regime where θ ≪ 1, from Eq. (17)
we compute θ ≈ ∆B/(∆‖ −∆a), and by using this result on
Eq. (23) we obtain

Paγ ≈ 4
∆2

B

∆2
a

sin

(

∆a∆R⋆

2

)

(24)

with ∆2
B/∆

2
a = g2aγB

2E2/m4
a sinφ. The derivation of the

previous expression is possible, since for axions with a very
low mass, we have |∆a| ≫ ∆‖ and θ ≈ ∆B/∆a.
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Figure 3 shows Eqs. (23) and (24) in comparison with other
expressions in the literature. We start by noticing that for all
parameters considered in this study, the two expressions are
equivalent. In this figure, we choose a set of axion parame-
ters that better shows the similitude of the inverse Primakoff
reaction occurring in the external layers of stars and on axion
detectors. The numerical results obtained with our analytical
expressions are identical to others found in the literature to
determine the conversion of axions to photons in experimen-
tal detectors, for instance Zioutas et al. [93] and Sikivie [82].
Paγ [see Eq. 24] function is strongly dependent on the ax-
ion parameters (mass, energy and axion-photon coupling con-
stant) and the magnitude of the magnetic field, as shown by
the approximative Eq. (24) and confirmed in Fig. 3. Some of
Paγ results show a oscillatory pattern (see cases (a) , (b) and
(c) in Fig. 3), as well as the Paγ of Zioutas et al. [93]. This
behavior is related to the mass of the axion ma and ∆R⋆ (see
Eq. 24). In an axion detector, Dm replaces ∆R⋆, where Dm

is the dimension of the region where B is applied Zioutas et
al. [93]. We also observe that Paγ depends on the phase φ as
shown by the analytical approximation (24), leading in some
cases to the Paγ functions varying by a few orders of magni-
tude (see cases (c) and (d) in Fig. 3). Nevertheless, without
loss of generality, we opt to choose φ = π/2 or sinφ = 1 if
not stated otherwise.

VI. AXION ELECTROMAGNETIC INVERSE PRIMAKOFF

SPECTRUM

Here, we calculate the electromagnetic spectrum related
with the inverse Primakoff reaction. Such spectrum is ob-
tained as the product of the axion emission spectrum coming
from the stellar interior [Eq. 4] and the axion-to-photon con-
version probability Paγ [Eq. 23]. Accordingly, the flux of
axion-induced x-ray photons at 1 A.U. is calculated as

(

dΦ

dE

)

aγ

= Paγ

(

dΦ

dE

)

a

, (25)

where (dΦ/dE)a is given by Eq. (4) for r = R⋆.

The total axion flux conversion to x-ray flux at an 1 A.U. dis-
tance, the correspondent luminosity, and the mean x-ray axion
energy is computed in a similar way to Eqs. (8) and (9), but
now modified by the conversion probabilityPaγ [Eq. 23]. Ac-
cordingly

Φaγ = 2π

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

ωpl

ϕa(r, E)Paγ dE rdr, (26)

the corresponding x-ray luminosity is Laγ = 4πD2
AUΦaγ .

The predictions of the x-ray axion luminosities for the stars
studied in this work are shown in column 9 of Table I.

Figure 4 show the typical x-ray spectra generated by the mag-
netic layer located in the external layers of the stars (see Table

I). All these x-ray axion spectra are a few orders of magni-
tude smaller that the axion spectra coming from the core of
the star, accordingly the x-ray axion luminosity varies by the
same other of magnitude (see column 9 of Table I).

We found that some of the x-ray axion spectra have a unique
sinusoidal shape that is related to the mass of the axion, as
illustrated in Fig. 4 [panels (b) and (d)]. Such periodic be-
havior is more pronounced for axions with a lower mass, the
variation of the mass of the axion leads to spectra with similar
sinusoidal shapes but different periodicities.

Since such stars’ magnetic field is time-dependent like the
stellar magnetic cycle [11, 52], the x-ray spectrum produced
from the interaction of axions with the stellar magnetic fields
(see section and references therein) will also vary in time.

The spectra calculated here are initial estimates of the aver-
aged x-ray emission rate of axion conversion in the atmo-
sphere of a star. To make reliable predictions of the x-ray
emission spectra is necessary to include a more detailed ac-
count of the stellar atmosphere structure. Indeed, the atmo-
spheres of low-mass stars, among others, present a large diver-
sity in terms of thermodynamics properties, chemical compo-
sition and intensity and topology of the magnetic fields. Only
by including a detailed description of the atmosphere of such
stars, it is possible to make a reliable prediction of the x-ray
emission coming from converting axions to x-rays in stellar
atmospheres.

It is worth mentioning that axion spectra and the x-ray spectra
of the axion emission are strongly dependent on the axion-
photon coupling constant and the mass of the axion. For
instance, if the value of the axion-photon coupling constant
changes from 5× 10−11GeV−1 to 10−11GeV−1, La for the
Sun and a two-solar mass star decreases by an order of magni-
tude, while Laγ decreases by 3 orders of magnitude (compare
model A∗

⊙ with A⊙, and B∗
1 with B1 in Table I). If similarly,

when we vary ma from 10−7 eV to 10−5 eV , then Laγ de-
creases by one order of magnitude (compare model A∗∗

⊙ with
A⊙, and B∗∗

1 and B1 in Table I).

Nevertheless, we can find a combination of parameters, such
as gaγ = 5 × 10−11 GeV−1 and ma = 10−7 eV (as show
in Table I) for which the x-ray axion luminosities of these
stars vary between 10−5 and 10−7L⊙. Such luminosities are
comparable or even larger than the x-ray luminosity currently
measured for many low-mass stars: 10−4 to 10−7 L⊙ [79].
This result shows the potential of x-ray stellar astronomy to
put constraints in low mass axion models.

VII. CONCLUSION

Stars are commonly used to test new particles and interac-
tion channels, mostly because many of such interactions oc-
curring inside stars are strongly dependent on temperature,
density and chemical composition of the stellar plasma. By
taking advantage of similar behaviors for the axion, we study
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FIG. 4: x-ray emission spectrum (dΦ/dE)aγ due to inverse Primakoff photon production: Comparison spectra calculated for stellar models
of one (top panels: a, b) and two (lower panels: c, d) solar masses shown in Fig. 2 and Table I. The mass of the axion is equal to: 10−7 eV
(a) and 10−5 eV (b) for models A⊙, A1, · · · , A5; and 10−7 eV (c) and 10−5 eV (d) for models A⊙, B1, · · · , B4. In all these models the
axion magnetic conversion layer has a thickness of 0.15R⋆ and an averaged magnetic field of 3 104 G.

how such particles are generated inside main-sequence and
post main-sequence stars. We have confirmed previous com-
putations done for the present Sun and found that for other
low-mass stars the axion spectrum changes in intensity and
shape by a few orders of magnitude, depending significantly
on the mass and age of the star.

We found that stars with external magnetic fields could have
an excess of radiation in the x-ray energy range of the elec-
tromagnetic spectrum resulting from the conversion of axions
into photons by their atmospheric magnetic field. We also es-
tablish that for stars with an averaged magnetic field above 30
kG for some axion models, this can lead to the production of
an x-ray excess in their electromagnetic spectra. These stars
will have an excess of x-ray electromagnetic radiation above
10−5 L⊙, if the axions have an axion-photon coupling con-
stant above 5 10−11GeV−1 and an axion mass of the order
of 10−7eV. These values correspond to a region of the axion
parameter space ma – gaγ that is not been probed by current
axion detectors including the CAST collaboration as reported
in Anastassopoulos et al. [1]. We predict that main sequence
and post-main sequence stars can have x-ray luminosities due

to axion emission above 10−5 L⊙ which is larger or compara-
ble to the x-ray luminosity measured in some low-mass stars
[79].

Therefore, this work shows that if high precision stellar x-
ray observations are made available by the next generation of
satellites, it will be possible to constrain the ma – gaγ pa-
rameters using another axion mechanism operating low-mass
stars, rather than the classical axion energy-loss that is known
to affect the evolution of the Sun and horizontal branch stars.
By taking advantage of a large number of stars expected to
be observed by the next generation of x-ray missions, this
novel method should allow us to enhance the current axion
constraints by using measurements of stellar x-ray luminosi-
ties. Moreover, by using a large ensemble of stars including
more massive stars such result can possibly be extended for
axion models with masses varying from 10−7 to 10−5eV, a
region of the axion parameter space not continuously probed
by current detectors. In that way, such study could comple-
ment the few but important measurements in that axion mass
range made by haloscopes.
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Moreover, this study could also contribute and complement
other methods to put constraints using the x-ray emission re-
sulting from the interaction of stellar axions with the galac-
tic magnetic field between the source of axion and the Earth.
Dessert et al. [26] using x-ray data from the Quintuplet and
Westerlund 1 super star clusters, were able to found upper
limits to the axion-photon coupling and axion mass with a
95% confidence level: gaγ <∼ 3.6 × 10−12 GeV−1 and
ma

<∼ 5 × 10−11 GeV. This constraint is obtained under
the usual assumption that the magnetic field is homogeneous
between the location of stellar clusters and Earth.

The existence of axions is complicated to establish mainly
since the axion is a low mass particle with a weak interaction
with standard ones. For this reason, many classic phenomena
can mask the astrophysical signature of the axion. As in many
other situations in physics, a possible discovery of axions will
only be possible if we can find different astrophysical scenar-
ios that can be explained by the same axion particle. Therefore
the study of the x-ray spectra produced by the interaction of
the axion with the magnetic fields, either in the atmosphere
of the stars or in the galaxy, can contribute significantly to
resolve this problem.

Finally, this study is of interest for the future search of ax-
ion signatures in stellar astrophysics scenarios, namely when
looking for signatures of the production of axions in stars. It
is also useful to take advantage of a large amount of high-
quality observational data that will be made available by some
present, and future astronomical observatories and astrophys-
ical space missions. As shown in this work, a prominent ax-
ion signature to look for is an excess of radiation in the x-
ray energy band of the electromagnetic spectrum (that cannot
be explained by the standard magnetism of stars) – the next
generation of x-ray satellites will be a powerful tool to test
such class of axion models. Among others, we mention the
Nuclear Spectroscopic Telescope Array mission or NuSTAR
[this is a x-ray telescope launched in 2012, operating in the
band from 3 to 79 keV 40], and the Time-Resolving Observa-
tory for Broadband Energy x-rays [STROBE-X; 73] mission.
The latter is a future x-ray satellite expected to observe in the
energy range: 2 to 60 KeV, exactly the energy range where
axion models are expected to have the maximum emission.

In this preliminary study, like in others found in literature, we
do not consider the diversity of spectral properties of the stel-
lar atmosphere and magnetic fields found in such low-mass
stars (and many others across the HR diagram) in our calcu-
lations. We also neglect the time variability observed in the
magnetic fields of the Sun and many other stars. However, we
expect that a detailed prediction of the x-ray radiation emitted
resulting from axion interaction with the stellar magnetic field
should take such effects into account. Nevertheless, we be-
lieve that the overall result found in this study should remain
valid.
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