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Compact stellar objects like supernovae and neutron stars are believed to cool by emitting axions
predominantly via axion bremsstrahlung (NN → NNa), pion conversion (π−p+ → Na) and photo-
production (γN → Na). In this paper, we study in detail the photo-production channel, from the
unavoidable anomaly inducedWess-Zumino-Witten term∝ ϵµναβ Fµν ∂αaωβ in conjunction with the
low energy pion photo-production data. We found that for heavier axions, i.e., ma ∼ O(100) MeV,
photo-production processes can be dominant compared to the usual axion emission processes. In
addition, the spectrum of axions emitted in the process is significantly harder than those originating
from bremsstrahlung.

I. INTRODUCTION

Searches for new physics much lighter than the elec-
troweak scale have gained a lot of attention in the re-
cent past. Among all the possible candidates, axions or
axion-like particles are perhaps the most well-motivated.
Axion emerges as the pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson
of a spontaneously broken U(1) symmetry [1–4] and of-
fers a compelling solution to the long-standing strong-
CP problem [5] of the Standard Model (SM). More-
over, axions can also be a natural dark matter candi-
date [6–8], address the hierarchy problem [9–11] and play
a crucial role in resolving the matter-antimatter asymme-
try [12, 13] of the Universe. Naturally, axion furnishes
complementary means to probe physics beyond the SM
at multiple frontiers.

While the axion can have a myriad of couplings with
the SM particles, the most minimal effective Lagrangian
addressing the strong CP problem, up to terms required
for renormalization is given as:

L = LSM +
αs

8π

a

fa
GG̃+

1

2
(∂µa)

2 − 1

2
m2

a0
a2 , (1)

where G is the field strength tensor of the gluon and
a is the axion with decay constant fa. For lighter ax-
ions, ma ≲ O(GeV), it is convenient to rotate away the

aGG̃ coupling by a chiral transformation of the SM quark
fields. The ensuing Lagrangian generates axion-quark ki-
netic and mass mixing terms and can be matched with an
effective theory such as Chiral perturbation theory (χPT)
containing mesons. This effective description provides
a powerful framework to study non-perturbative effects
such as axion-pion mixing and has been used to constrain
large parts of axion parameter space from intensity fron-
tier experiments such as beam dump [14–16], rare decays
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of pions [17–19] and kaons [20–27], etc. However, for
heavy QCD axions, ma ≳ O(1) GeV, the power counting
of χPT breaks down and one generally relies on pertuba-
tive computations to probe axions [28–31], mostly from
rare B-decays.
On the other hand, the cosmic frontier provides com-

plementary means to probe axions as it is sensitive to
lighter masses, e.g., ma ≲ O(100) MeV. For example,
nuclear reactions or thermal processes inside the stellar
interior such as White Dwarf (WD), Neutron Star (NS),
Supernova (SN), etc., are potentially powerful sources of
axions. The emission of axions from such compact stel-
lar objects might result in a more efficient transport of
energy compared to the SM neutrinos, leading to obser-
vational changes. This lead the authors of Ref. [32, 33] to
propose the following bound on the emissivity of axions

Qa

ρ
≲ 1019 erg s−1g−1 , (2)

evaluated at a temperature T = 30 − 50 MeV and
around the nuclear saturation density. Traditionally, ax-
ion bremsstrahlung, i.e., NN → NNa [34, 35], where
N = (p, n) is a nucleon, was considered to be the most
dominant channel of axion production in the core of
the SN. Although previous studies assumed One Pion
Exchange (OPE) approximation, large suppression was
found while going beyond OPE [36]. Nevertheless, using
Eq.(2), earlier bounds were drawn on the axion mass and
effective axion-nucleon coupling [37–43]. More recently,
it was argued that pion conversion [44, 45] could poten-
tially enhance the emissivity by a factor of few [46, 47], so
is the existence of quark matter in the core of the SN [48].
We summarize those contributions and the relevant op-
erators in Table I.
In this minimal scenario, it is natural to ask whether

there exist any other unavoidable interactions of axions
or not. For example, in the SM, there exists Wess-
Zumino-Witten (WZW) interactions [51–60] which can
account for certain processes including anomalies that
can not be generated in the usual χPT. This is because
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Process Coupling Refs

NN → NNa (CaN/2fa) N̄γ5γµN ∂µa [34, 35]

π−p → Na (CaN/2fa) N̄γ5γµN ∂µa [40, 46]

Nγ → Na i (CaNγ/2) a N̄γ5σµνN Fµν [49, 50]

Nγ → Na (κ/fa) ϵ
µνρσ Fµν ∂ρa ωσ This work

TABLE I. Interactions relevant for axion emission from a su-
pernova. The coefficient κ is defined in Eq. (6).
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FIG. 1. Cross-section of the γp → pa against the data from
the PIONS@MAX-lab Collaboration [63] presented in [64–
66]. In blue we present a fit on the data that we used for
computing the emissivity.

low-energy effective theories such as χPT can often pos-
sess more symmetries such as spurious parity than its
UV counterpart QCD. Interestingly, in the presence of
background gauge fields (such as ω, ρ mesons, etc.), the
physics of WZW interactions are quite rich [58]. Re-
cently it was shown that even in SM, such interactions
open up new channels for the cooling of young neutron
stars [57, 61, 62]. In this paper, we study the implications
of photo-production γn → na and WZW terms in the
presence of axions leading to novel interactions. We also
compare our process with the usual photo-production
channels.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II we
discuss in detail the different processes pertaining to ax-
ion photo-production. After briefly reviewing the widely
used dipole operator, we point out the novel Wess-
Zumino-Witten interaction which results in the photon
initiated axion production in neutron rich stellar objects.
We compute the emissivity for both degenerate and non-
degenerate environments and found that this contribu-
tion is sub-leading compared to the usual processes. Fi-
nally, we also point out a complementary way of esti-
mating the total emissivity from an entirely data-driven
approach. Using low energy data of photon initiated pion
production (see fig. 1), we estimate the overall axion

photo-production rate. Interestingly, this model inde-
pendent study provides a comparable limit on the axion
parameter space, for ma ∼ O(100) MeV. We also point
out the hardness of the emitted axion spectrum and com-
ment on its prospect of detection. Finally, in section III,
we conclude.

II. PHOTO-PRODUCTION OF AXIONS

In this section, we provide a comparative study of
the usual dipole induced axion photo-production chan-
nel with the novel WZW interaction and data driven ap-
proach.

A. Dipole induced photo-production:

Photo-production of axions can occur via the direct
coupling of axions to nucleons and photons. This is usu-
ally induced through the unavoidable electric dipole por-
tal, such as i (CaNγ/2) a N̄γ5σµνN Fµν . Implications
of such an interaction have been studied in depth in[50],
however, the bounds obtained on the axion decay con-
stant are roughly around fa/GeV ≳ 6 × 105. This is
indeed subleading compared to the prototypical axion
cooling channels and even other photo-production pro-
cesses stemming from the WZW and data driven contri-
bution. As a consequence, we will neglect the possible
cross terms between the other channels and the electric
dipole that could arise. Nevertheless, dipole induced in-
teractions can have interesting signatures in future neu-
trino experiments.

B. Wess-Zumino-Witten induced
photo-production:

To generate WZW interactions, one considers the 5-
dimensional action [51, 52] which is invariant under chiral
symmetry, where the boundary is identified with our 4-
dimensional spacetime, e.g.,

SWZW(Aµ, U) = Nc

∫
D

d5y ω ,

ω = − i

240π2
ϵµνρστ Tr (Uµ Uν Uρ Uσ Uτ ) . (3)

Here U = U†∂µU with U = Exp (2iπaT a/fπ). πa are the
pion fields with decay constant fπ and Aµ’s are the gauge
fields. The coefficient Nc = 3 is fixed by matching with
QCD. Any arbitrary subgroup of the chiral symmetry can
be gauged but only in the 4-dimension using the trial and
error method. The full result has been nicely tabulated
in [52] (also see [51, 53–56]). Meson fields such as ω can
be introduced as a background vector field as prescribed
in Ref. [57] by replacing Ãµ = Aµ + Bµ in the effective
action. If the fundamental gauge fields are vector-like,
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FIG. 2. Cooling of supernovae and neutron stars via Nγ →
Na induced by axion-WZW interactions. The cross indicates
pion-axion mixing.

i.e., AL = AR, one needs to add appropriate counter-
terms to maintain gauge invariance and conservation of
vector current. Finally, tracking interactions with the
pion fields (see Appendix A for details), we find

Lπ0

WZW ⊃ Nc ϵ
µνρσ

24π2
Fµν

[
e2

4

π0

fπ
Fρσ + egω

∂ρπ0

fπ
ωσ

]
. (4)

Starting from Eq. (1), axions can be incorporated in
this framework by a suitable chiral transformation on the
SM quark fields. This generates a mass-mixing between
the axion and pion fields (shown by a cross in Fig. (2)).
The mixing angle can be approximated as[67–69]

θπ0−a ≃ fπ
2fa

(
md −mu

mu +md

)
≡ fπ

fa
CA . (5)

We then trade the mixing angle between axion and
pion fields, which generates axion-photon coupling and
the desired interactions of the form

La
WZW ⊃ κ

fa
ϵµνρσ Fµν ∂ρa ωσ , κ =

CANc

24π2
egω . (6)

On the other hand, nucleons interact with the vector
meson fields ω via

L0 = N̄
(
i�∂ − gω�ω −mN

)
N , (7)

where gω is estimated using nuclear physics and its value
depends on the fitting model at hand. It is however esti-
mated to be roughly gω ≈ 10 − 12 [70]. More generally,
from the total cross-section for the pion production, we
can obtain the rate for the axion production

σγn→na = θ2π0−aσγn→nπ0
, (8)

in the regime E ≫ ma,mπ.

1. Computing the emissivity

As depicted in Fig. 2, Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) provide an
efficient production channel of axions in a nucleon rich en-
vironment. The coupling fa, dictates whether the axions
can come out of the stellar object or get trapped inside it.

In the former case, axions can carry a part of the internal
energy of the core with them, resulting in the cooling of
the star. To estimate, we compute the emissivity Q, de-
fined as the emitted energy per unit volume and per unit
time. We take into account both neutron degenerate (D)
as well as non-degenerate (ND) scenarios, mimicking the
situation inside an NS and SN respectively. The emissiv-
ity for axion photo-production γN → Na is given by

QNγ→Na ≡
∫

d3p⃗γfγ (pγ)

(2π)32Eγ

∫
d3p⃗N1

(2π)32EN1

d3p⃗N2

(2π)32EN2

gγ gN

∫
d3p⃗a

(2π)32Ea
Ea⟨|M|2 ⟩fN (EN1

) (1− fN (EN2
))

× (2π)4δ(EN1 − EN2 −Q0) δ
3(p⃗N1 − p⃗N2 − q⃗) , (9)

≈
∫

gγd
3p⃗γ

(2π)3
fγ(pγ)

∫
gNd3p⃗N
(2π)3

fNσγN→Na(Eγ)Ea ,

where σ(Eγ) is the integrated cross section. where
gγ(N) = 2 are the dof. of the photon (neutron), fN is
the neutron distribution function, Ei and p⃗i are the en-
ergies and three-momenta of the ith species and Q0 ≡
Ea − Eγ , q⃗ ≡ p⃗a − p⃗γ . The kinematics of the process
is similar to a fixed target experiment where the initial
neutron is assumed to be at rest. Due to the momentum
transfer, the final neutron receives a kick and we con-
sider them to be nearly non-relativistic thereby expand-
ing their energies as ENi

≈ mN + O(p⃗2Ni
/2mN ). The

nucleon density is given by

nB ≡
∫

d3pN
(2π)3

gNfN , nB = 4.5× 106ρ15 MeV3 .

Thus the emissivity from photo-production finally sim-
plifies to

QNγ→Na ≈
∫

dEγ

π2
E3

γfγ(pγ)nBσγN→Na(Eγ) , (10)

We now turn to the computation of the emissivity us-
ing Eq.(10).

2. Emissivity from WZW term alone

We first compute the emissivity from the WZW term
only. The spin averaged cross section reads

σWZW(Eγ) ≈
1

3π

κ2g2ω
f2
am

4
ω

√
1− m2

a

E2
γ

E2
γ(E

2
γ −m2

a) . (11)

Here, θ is the angle between the axion and photon three
momenta. The kinematics of the process dictates Ea ∼
Eγ when mγ ≪ T . This is a reasonable approximation
as in the core of SN, the photons acquire a mass of the
order of mγ ∼ O(10) MeV × (Yeρ14)

1/3, where Ye is the
electron fraction. Since T/mγ ∼ (3− 4), we therefore do
not expect the mass of the photon to play a significant
role.
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3. Non-degenerate scenario

For ND neutrons, the absence of Pauli blocking helps
us to further simplify Eq. (10) as 1− fN (pN ) ≈ 1. Using
the thermal distribution for photons [71] and integrating
the axion energy from (ma,∞), we find

QWZW,ND
Nγ→Na ≈ gγg

2
ω

κ2nb

2π3

T 2

f2
a

m4
a

m4
ω

[
4maT K3

(ma

T

)
+(m2

a + 35T 2) K4

(ma

T

)]
, (12)

where K3,4 are the Bessel function of type three and four
respectively. In the limit of ma → 0, the expression in
Eq.(12) further simplifies to

QWZW,ND
γN→Na

1032 erg/s/cm
3 ≈ 2.2 g410 T 8

40 ρ15

(
CA10

9

fa/GeV

)2

, (13)

here we define T40 as (T/40 MeV) and g10 ≡ (gω/10).
The temperature dependence in Eq. (13) can be under-
stood as the phase space scales as T 3, the cross-section
and emitted energy as T 4 and T respectively.

4. Degenerate scenario

The derivation of the cooling rate is more involved
when neutrons are degenerate inside a medium. We
closely follow the derivation of Ref. [61] (see also Ap-
pendix B) to write the emissivity in terms of the mo-
mentum transfer and obtain,

QWZW,D
γN→Na

1032erg/s/cm
3 ≈ 0.66 g410T

9
40

(
CA 109

fa/GeV

)2

. (14)

The final emissivity is given by the minimum of the de-
generate and the non-degenerate expressions: QWZW =
Min[QWZW

D , QWZW
ND ]. At the saturation density ρ ∼ ρ0 ≈

0.3× 1015g cm−3, we obtain that the rate is

QNγ→Na =

{
QNγ→Na

D T ≲ 40MeV

QNγ→Na
ND T ≳ 40MeV

(15)

and we conclude that for the SN, it suffices to use the
ND limit. On Fig. 3, we show the emissivity of the
photo-production and compare it with pion conversion
and bremsstrahlung.

At this point, it is worth mentioning that the high
densities in the SN cores lead to the modification of the
masses and the couplings. In Appendix C, we find a very
modest in medium uncertainties

Q⋆
Nγ→Na

QNγ→Na
≈ m4

ω

g4ω

g4ω⋆

m4
ω⋆

∈ [0.8, 1.5] . (16)

From those considerations, it is clear that cooling from
the WZW term is subdominant by at least an order

of magnitude compared to the prototypical processes as
shown in Eq. (2). Although the result strongly depends
on the effective coupling gω, we note that it is con-
strained by nucleon phase-shift and photon-proton scat-
tering data 1. Therefore, in this work, we consider it to
be gω ∼ gπ.

C. Data-driven approach of axion
photo-production

In this section, we take a complementary approach
and propose a data-driven way of probing the axion pa-
rameter space. Recently the PIONS@MAX-lab Collab-
oration [63] measured the total photo-production cross-
section of pions near the threshold. The collected data
of pγ → pπ0 in the region Eγ = 145 − 180 MeV [64]
fits well with the predictions from SAID MA19 [65] and
MAID2007 [66].
Similarly, the A2 collaboration at MAMI reported a

new and precise determination of the differential and to-
tal cross section for pγ → pπ0 in the energy range Eγ =
180−500 [72]. We fit the pion photo-production cross sec-
tion using these data points, as shown in Fig.1. This, in
turn, allows us to determine the axion photo-production
cross-section, i.e., σγN→Na in an entirely data-driven
way. Integrating from threshold Eγ ∈ [145, 500] MeV,
we obtain a characteristic fit for the axion emissivity as

Qdata

1033 cm−3s−1erg
≈ 1.54

(
CA10

9

fa/GeV

)2

ρ15 T 6.73
40 , (17)

where the exponent of the temperature 6.73 provides a
good fit to the numerical evaluation with χ2 of 0.6 for
Temperatures T ∈ [30, 50] MeV and is presented in Fig.3.
Clearly, the data-driven contribution to axion emissivity
dominates over the WZW term. In the regime where
data is not present, i.e., Ea ∈ [0,mπ], we compute the
emissivity via the WZW term alone. This emissivity is
compared with other sources of axions during SN in Fig.3.

D. Additional suppressing effects:

We now discuss the inclusion of subtleties that might
modify the cooling computation, namely, the absorption
in the core and the lapse effect.

1. Absorption and decay inside the SN core

The cooling argument in Eq. (2) applies only when the
axions can free-stream through the SN core and do not

1 We thank Andrea Caputo for pointing those available data to us.
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get trapped[38]. Absorption proceeds via aN → γN and
NNa → NN , [73–75]. For the mean free paths we obtain

Lapn→pn
a

10 Km
≈ 102

XpC2
ap

(
fa

109GeV

)2
Ea

1 GeV
, (18)

and

LaN→Nγ
a

10 Km
≈ ρ−1

15

C2
A

250

g410

(
fa

109 GeV

)2(
1 GeV

Ea

)4

. (19)

This translates into a lower and an upper bound on the
energy of the escaping axion. Therefore, Eq. (12) was an
estimate based only on free-streaming axions. We impose
these cut-offs on the axion energy while deriving the final
limits on the axion parameter space, shown on Fig. 4.

Moreover, if the axion is massive, it can decay to two

photons due to the unavoidable coupling L ⊂ GaγγaE⃗ ·B⃗.
The rate for this decay is [76]

La→γγ =
64π

G2
aγγ

√
E2

a −m2
a

E4
a

≈ 4× 104 km

(Gaγγ/10−9GeV−1)2
Ea/100 MeV

(ma/100 MeV)4
. (20)

Since Gaγγ ∼ 1/(4πfa) (which is generated at loop level
in our minimal model), we conclude that for fa ≳ 107

GeV and ma < 300 MeV, the axion is always stable on
the scale of the core. We will not consider this possibility
anymore.

2. Lapse effects

The proto-neutron star is a very dense environment
and gravitational effect will impact the emissivity via
mostly two mechanisms:

1. The overall energy of the emitted axions is red-
shifted,

2. Heavy axions will be trapped[74, 75, 77].

To account for this effect, we introduce a lapse factor
α(M, r) ≃

√
1− 2M/r2, and the emissivity gets modified

to[76]

Q lapse effects
Nγ→Na ≈

∫
ma
α

dEγ

π2
E3

γfγ(pγ)nBσ × α2 , (21)

where α ≡ α(MSN, RSN). For RSN = 10 km and MSN =
Msun, α ≈ 0.84.

2 We caution the reader that this expression neglects contributions
from the pressure and energy of the stellar medium.

30.0 32.5 35.0 37.5 40.0 42.5 45.0 47.5 50.0

T (MeV)

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

101

Q
×

10
34

er
g/

s/
cm

3

χ2 = 0.6

QγN→Nadata

γn→ na (Fit)

np→ npa

π−p→ na

π0p→ pa

FIG. 3. Comparison of the emissivity rates from axion
bremsstrahlung and pion conversion from [47, 78] with WZW
photo-production (blue line). The black dot points are the
numerical estimates of the emissivity integral, while the blue
line is the fit presented in Eq.(17). For photo-production, we
find that the data-driven approach contributes dominantly.

E. Implications of the photo-production

We summarize our results in fig. 4 where we show that
photo-production alone can exclude regions, if ma ≲ 100,
with fa ≲ (0.4, 1)×108 GeV for T ∼ (35, 45) MeV respec-
tively. This is however subleading to the previous con-
straints, deduced from simulations in[75], which reaches
fa ≲ 0.77 × 109 GeV for ma ≲ 50 MeV in most of the
parameter space. The trapping region beyond fa ≲ 107

can in principle be probed through detailed simulations
including both the WZW and the bremsstrahlung type
of interaction, however, it is beyond the scope of our
present analysis. We also attract attention to the cor-
ner of large ma axions, which might exceed the previous
bounds. Even if they have been introduced in a phe-
nomenological way in this study, a more complete inclu-
sion of lapse effects and decay of the axion in flight might
influence this conclusion and would need further numer-
ical investigation.

It is also important to mention that the landscape
of QCD axion models is quite broad. Without going
into the details of such different scenarios, we consider
a minimal situation given by Eq. (1), similar to the
KSVZ [85, 86] framework. However, we find that sim-
ilar conclusions hold in other types of axion models such
as DFSZ [87, 88].
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0.5

FIG. 4. Final exclusion plot due to the photo-production.
The red and blue region corresponds to limits from the emis-
sivity from photo-production processes. The blue region is
devoid of any lapse correction while the red region takes it
into account with (α = 0.84). For all curves, we considered
a KSVZ axion model with CA ≈ 0.2. Exclusion limits from
beam dump experiments [14–16], rare decays of K [23, 27]
and B-mesons [28–30] are shown in magenta and green respec-
tively. We recast the previous bounds [75] on axion parame-
ter space from bremsstrahlung and pion conversion in yellow.
Limits on effective axion-photon coupling gaγγ [79, 80], from
HB stars [81, 82], CAST [83], Sumico [80] and light shining
through wall [84] are important but not relevant for our re-
gion of interest.

F. Emitted Spectrum

The emissivity is related to the number density of par-
ticles emitted via

Qa =

∫
dEaEa

d2na

dEadt
, (22)

where the spectrum is defined as the number of axions
emitted per interval of energy and time. Comparing with
Eq. (10), it is straightforward to obtain the spectrum
in the ND limit and for ma ≪ T . Furthermore, the
total emitted flux is well approximated by integrating
the spectrum over the radius of the star in the optically
thin limit. Taking RPNS ≈ 10 Km, we obtain, in the
range Ea ∈ [0, 145]

d2NWZW
a

dEadt
≈ CWZW

f ρ15

(
CA10

9

fa/GeV

)2

g410

(
Ea

MeV

)6

e−Ea/T ,

CWZW
f = 1.8× 1040 MeV−1s−1 , (23)

and in the range Ea ∈ [145,∞],

d2Ndata
a

dEadt
≈ Cdata

f ρ15

(
CA10

9

fa/GeV

)2σdata
γn→nπ0

µb

(
Ea

MeV

)2

e−Ea/T

Cdata
f ≈ 8.4× 1048MeV−1s−1 . (24)

As shown in Fig. 5 by the blue curve, the total flux
from the WZW photo-production is distinctively differ-
ent from axion bremsstrahlung, with a comparatively
harder spectrum.
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FIG. 5. Spectrum of axions due to WZW photo-production
(blue) and bremsstrahlung [89] (black). We observe that
the number of axions from photo-production is always at
least one order of magnitude below the contribution from
bremsstrahlung.

G. Axion detection prospects

Finally, we discuss the prospect of detecting such ax-
ions in Water Cerenkov experiments [39] such as Hyper-
Kamiokande with fiducial mass 374 ktons [90]. Usu-
ally, axions emitted during future galactic SN can in-
teract with the detector via the channels ap → pγ and
ap → nπ+ [50]. Around the peak of the WZW axion
spectrum, i.e., Ea ∼ 200−300 MeV, the cross-section for
ap → nπ+ is dominated by the ∆(1.23 GeV) resonance
and roughly translates to σap→Nπ+ ≈ 10−25C2

A(fπ/fa)
2

cm−2 [91]. Assuming Nt target particles, we evaluated
the number of pions produced during such interaction
can be obtained:

dNπ

dt
≈ 0.2 ρ15 C4

A

(
109

fa/GeV

)4(
Kpc

d

)2

×
(
Mdetector

kton

)(
g/mol

mH2O

)
, (25)

where mH2O = 18g/mol the molecular mass of water. A
SN at a distance of 0.2 Kpc with axions having fa =
109 GeV, would only roughly produce ∼ 1 pion in the
Hyper-Kamiokande, on a timescale of 10 seconds. This
production is thus likely negligible.
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III. SUMMARY & OUTLOOK

In summary, we study in detail the emissivity during
supernovae originating from axion photo-production, i.e.,
γN → Na. We use the experimentally obtained scat-
tering rates available in the range Eγ ∼ Ea ⊂ [145, 500]
MeV together with the contribution from the WZW term
ϵµναβFµν ∂αa ωβ . We find that photo-production is sub-
dominant with respect to the usual axion bremsstrahlung
process NN → NNa, as depicted in Fig. 4 in most of the
parameter space. It could however bring relevant correc-
tions in the range of massive axions ma ≳ 100 MeV, but
we emphasize that such a claim would require further
numerical computations [92]. Moreover, the spectrum of
such axions is distinctively harder compared to the proto-
typical SN cooling processes, with a peak in the spectrum
around Ea ∼ (5− 6)T .
Alternatively, photo-production of axions can also be

probed at GlueX[93], where the photon beam of ∼ 10
GeV hits a fixed target and produces a plethora of
mesons. As far as degenerate neutron stars are con-
cerned, we find that the cooling rate scales as T 9 and
is subdominant compared to NN → NNa.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

SC thanks the Science and Engineering Research
Board, Govt. of India (SRG/2023/001162) for financial
support. MV is supported by the “Excellence of Science
- EOS” - be.h project n.30820817, and by the Strate-
gic Research Program High-Energy Physics of the Vrije
Universiteit Brussel. AG is supported by the “Generali-
tat Valenciana” and CSIC through the GenT Excellence
Program (CIDEIG/2022/22). MV thanks IFIC (Valen-
cia) and CSIC for their hospitality during the completion
of this project and Alberto Mariotti for comments on the
draft. Authors would also like to thank Andrea Caputo,
Stefan Stelzl, Konstantin Springmann and Michael Stadl-
bauer for very helpful discussions on the draft.

Appendix A: Wess-Zumino-Witten Interactions

The dynamics and interactions of Goldstone bosons as-
sociated with the spontaneous breaking of chiral symme-

try is aptly described by the Chiral Lagrangian (χPT).
At the leading order, the Lagrangian consists of terms

L =
f2
π

4
Tr
(
DµU

†DµU + U†χ+ χ†U
)
, (A1)

where DµU = ∂µU − irµU + iUℓµ. rµ and ℓµ describe
left and right-handed currents which can be used to con-
struct the vector and axial vector currents. Moreover,
χ = 2B0M, where χ is the isospin symmetry breaking
spurion with M denoting the quark mass matrix. Con-
stants B0 and fπ are fixed by experiments. However,
Eq. (A1) possesses more symmetries such as spurious
parity and charge conjugation compared to its under-
lying UV theory, i.e., QCD. As a result, χPT in Eq. A1
fails to describe processes such as K+K− → π+π−π0

and π0 → γγ, which are otherwise allowed in QCD. Such
interactions can be restored in the Chiral Lagrangian
by the Wess-Zumino-Witten term. In the geometric
representation of the WZW form, one considers a 5-
dimensional action, whose boundary is identified with
4-dimensional space in the form

SWZW (U) = κ

∫
D

d5y ω , where

ω = − i

240π2
ϵµνρστ Tr [ Uµ Uν Uρ Uσ Uτ ] . (A2)

Here, we define Uµ = U†∂µU and U ≈ Exp (2iπaT a/fπ)
with fπ = 93 MeV. Under chiral symmetry, U transforms
as U → RUL† with R and L describing the SU(2)R and
SU(2)L transformation matrices. Note that Eq. (A2)
correctly describes the process K+K− → π+π−π0. To
generate π0 → γγ or similar processes, one has to gauge
SWZW . However, any gauging has to be done in the 4-
dimension. In principle, any arbitrary subgroup of the
WZW action can be gauged and the resultant terms are

SWZW (U,AL, AR) = SWZW (U)

+
Nc

48π2

∫
d4x ϵµνρσ Zµνρσ ,(A3)

where the full expression of Zµνρσ has been nicely tabu-
lated in Ref. [52]. However, for our work, we only track
the pion fields and therefore the relevant terms are

Zµνρσ(U,AL, AR) ⊃ i Tr
[
{(∂µAνL

)AρL
+AµL

(∂νAρL
)} ∂σU U−1 + {(∂µAνR

)AρR
+AµR

(∂νAρR
)}U−1∂σU

]
+i Tr

[{
(∂µAνR

) U−1AρL
∂σU +AµL

U−1(∂νAρR
) ∂σU

}]
. (A4)

Expanding in pion fields, ∂µU can be written as

∂µU = i
∂µπ0

fπ

(
1 0

0 −1

)
+ ... . (A5)

This choice results in a canonically normalized kinetic
term from π0. Moreover, in the SM, the gauge fields are
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expressed as

AL = g2W
a τ

a

2
+ g1W

0

(
1
6 0

0 1
6

)
, (A6)

AR = g1W
0

(
2
3 0

0 − 1
3

)
. (A7)

The physical gauge fields A and Z are introduced after
electroweak symmetry breaking and they are related with
W 0 and W 3 fields via the weak rotation angle θw as

W 0 = −sWZ + cWA, W 3 = cWZ + sWA . (A8)

Using g1cW = g2sW = e, Eq. (A7) becomes

AL = g2sW
A

2

(
1 0

0 −1

)
+ g1cWA

(
1
6 0

0 1
6

)
, (A9)

= eA

(
2
3 0

0 − 1
3

)
= AR . (A10)

To introduce the vector mesons fields, we use the
background field method presented in Ref. [57] where

ÃL,R = AL,R +BL,R (the charge as been included inside
the definition of the field), including both the fundamen-
tal and background gauge fields. As a result, we make

the following replacement AL,R → ÃL,R in Eq. (A4). The
background field ω is then identified as

BV =
2gω
3

ω

(
1 0

0 1

)
, BA = 0 , (A11)

⇒ BL = BR =
BV

2
=

gω
3

ω

(
1 0

0 1

)
. (A12)

Using the definition of AL,R and BL,R as well as Nc = 3,
fixed by matching with QCD, we find from Eq. (A4)

LWZW ⊃ Nc

24π2
egω

∂ρπ0

fπ
ϵµνρσFµν ωσ

+
Nc

96π2
e2 ϵµνρσ

π0

fπ
FµνFρσ . (A13)

The coefficient Nc = 3 is fixed by matching with QCD.

Appendix B: Computation of the emissivities for the
axion

In this section, we present the computation of the emis-
sivities of the WZW photo-production reaction γN →
Na for the non-degenerate case and then for the degen-
erate case.

1. Emissivity in the non-degenerate case

We study the 2 → 2 interaction γN → Na in the
non-degenerate limit. In the centre of mass frame of the

collision, ECM = EN1
+ Eγ = EN2

+ Ea. The matrix
element takes the form

⟨|M|2⟩ = 8
κ2m2

Ng2ω
f2
am

4
ω

(
E2

γ |p⃗a|2 sin2 θ
)
+O(p2F /m

2
N ) ,

(B1)

with κ ≡ CAgωeNc/24π
2. We also neglect mγ com-

pared to the energy scale. θ is the angle between the
incoming neutron and the outgoing axion and pF is the
Fermi momentum of neutrons. Also, Ei and p⃗i are the
energy and three-momenta of the ith species. In the CM
frame ECM ≡ EN1 + Eγ = EN2 + Ea, Eγ ≈ Ea and
E2

a = p2a + m2
a. The cross-section for the Nγ → Na

process is given by

dσNγ→Na

dΩ
=

|p⃗a|
|p⃗γ |

⟨|M|2⟩
64π2E2

CM

θ (Ecm −mN −ma) ,

≈
√
E2

a −m2
a

Eγ

⟨|M|2⟩
64π2m2

N

θ(ECM −mN −ma) .

(B2)

The emissivity rate in the non-degenerate limit is ex-
pressed as

QγN→Na
ND ≈

∫
gγd

3p⃗γ
(2π)3

fγ(pγ)

∫
gNd3p⃗N
(2π)3

fN

∫ ⟨|M|2⟩
4EN1

Eγ

(2π)4δ4

(∑
i

pi

)
d3p⃗2d

3p⃗a
(2π)64EaEN2

Ea . (B3)

which can be further simplified with

QγN→Na
ND ≈

∫
gγd

3p⃗γ
(2π)3

fγ(pγ)

∫
gNd3p⃗N
(2π)3

fNσ(Eγ)Ea ,

σ(Eγ) ≈
1

3π

κ2g2ω
f2
am

4
ω

√
1− m2

a

E2
γ

E2
γ(E

2
γ −m2

a) , (B4)

where σ(Eγ) is the integrated cross section. The nucleon
density is given by

nB ≡
∫

d3pN
(2π)3

gNfN , nB = 4.5× 106ρ15 MeV3 .

Plugging Eq.(B5) in the emissivity Eq.(B4), we obtain

QNγ→Na
ND ≈ gγnB

3π

κ2g2ω
f2
am

4
ω

∫ ∞

ma

dEγ

2π2
fγ(pγ)E

7
γ(1−m2

a/E
2
γ)

3/2 .

(B5)

The two limiting conditions are:

1. ma/T → 0: In the limit ma/T → 0, we can approxi-

mate
√

1− m2
a

E2
γ
→ 1. This results in

QNγ→Na
ND ≈ gγnB

3π3

4π8

15

κ2g2ω
f2
am

4
ω

T 8 ≈ 27gγnB
κ2g2ω
f2
am

4
ω

T 8 .

(B6)
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Using the values and the normalization of the param-
eters explained in the main text along with gγ = 2, we
get

QWZW,ND
γN→Na

1032 erg/s/cm
3 ≈ 2.2 g410 T 8

40 ρ15

(
CA109

fa/GeV

)2
.

(B7)

2. ma/T ≳ 1: In the opposite limit ma/T ≳ 1, the mass
of the axion cannot be neglected anymore and the ex-
pression becomes

QNγ→Na
ND

4× 1028erg/s/ cm
3 ≈

(
CAmN109

fa

)2

g410 ×

ρ15G(ma, T40) , (B8)

where we defined the G function in terms of the Bessel
functions as

G(ma, T ) ≡ 3m4
aT

2

(
4maTK3

(
ma

T

)
+(m2

a + 35T 2)K4

(
ma

T

))
. (B9)

2. Emissivity in the degenerate case

We now evaluate the emissivity in the presence of
strongly degenerate neutrons. The full expression is pro-
vided in a convenient form as

QNγ→Na
axion = 2

κ2

f2
a

∫
d3p⃗γ
(2π)3

gγ
fγ
2Eγ

∫
d3p⃗a

(2π)32Ea

×
[
2EγEa(pγ · pa)− (pγ · pa)2

]
S(qµ)Ea . (B10)

where we define Q0 ≡ E2−E1 = Eγ−Ea , q⃗ = p⃗γ− p⃗a.
The response function is defined as

S(qµ) ≡gN1

∫
d3p⃗N1

d3p⃗N2
m2

N

(2π)6 EN1 EN2

fN (EN1
)(1− fN (EN2

))× (2π)4 × δ(EN1 +Q0 − EN2
)δ3(p⃗N1

− p⃗N2
+ q⃗)

Θ(EN1
−mN )Θ(EN2

−mN ) , (B11)

and can be computed while identifying z = Q0/T and
|q⃗| ≡ q. We obtain the final form of the response function

S(Q0, q) =
M2

N Q0

πq

1

1− e−z
Θ(µ− E−). (B12)

E− =

√(
mN +

Q0

2

)2

+

(√
q2 −Q2

0

2
− mNQ0√

q2 −Q2
0

)2

−
(
mN +

Q0

2

)
. (B13)

which can be simplified further

E− ≈
√

m2
N +

(
mNQ0√
q2 −Q2

0

)2

−mN . (B14)

To perform the integral over pa, we make the following
change of variables

qdq = EaEγd cos θ, dQ0 = dEa ,

−→
∫

d3pa
(2π)32Ea

=

∫
dQ0dqq

(2π)22

1

Eγ
, (B15)

and the integral becomes

QNγ→Na
D =

gγκ
2

f2
a

∫
d3pγ
(2π)3

fγ
Eγ

∫
dQ0 dq

(2π)22Eγ

M2
N Q0

π

×
[
2EγEa(pγ · pa)− (pγ · pa)2

]
Eγ −Q0

1− e−Q0/T
Θ(µ− E−) .

(B16)

The expression between the parenthesis in Eq.(B16)
can be rewritten[

2EγEa(pγ · pa)− (pγ · pa)2
]
=

[
(EγEa)

2 − (p⃗γ · p⃗a)2
]

≈ (q2 −Q2
0)

4

(
− (q2 −Q2

0) + 4Eγ(Eγ −Q0)

)
. (B17)

To perform the integral, we need to define the bound-
aries of integration. Kinematics impose the condition
that q variable varies from q ∈ [Q0, 2Eγ − Q0]. The
Theta function in Eq.(B16) combined with the expres-
sion for E− in Eq.(B14) further impose the lower bound
on the q region of integration as b|Q0|. In the end, we
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get

q ∈
[
b|Q0|, 2Eγ −Q0

]
, a ≡ (µN/MN + 1)2 − 1 ,

b ≡
√

a+ 1

a
. (B18)

Taking the typical value µN = 300 MeV, we find b ≈ 1.56.
We will use those two values as a range of uncertainty for
the degenerate density of the proto-NS. This induces that
the Q0 integral should be performed between

Q0 ∈
[
− 2

b− 1
Eγ ,

2

b+ 1
Eγ

]
. (B19)

We can further separate the parameter space into the
region of

Q0 ∈
[
− 2

b− 1
Eγ , 0

]
, Q0 ∈

[
0,

2

b+ 1
Eγ

]
. (B20)

The integral over q can be trivially performed and by
finishing the integration numerically, we obtain

QWZW,D
γN→Na

1032erg/s/cm
3 ≈ 0.66 g410T

9
40

(
CA 109

fa/GeV

)2

. (B21)

Appendix C: Sources of uncertainty of WZW
emissivity

In this subsection, we briefly discuss the main sources
of uncertainty associated with the WZW photo-emission
of axions. As we will see and as we foresaw in the main
text, this essentially comes from the uncertainty on the
values of nuclear physics quantities in an extremely dense
medium like a SN and the uncertainty on the value of
gω. We conclude that the uncertainty from the coupling
largely dominates the final uncertainty on the emissivity.

1. In medium uncertainties

The Brown-Rho scaling dictates that the variation
of the mass of the vector mesons follows the neutron
mass[94]:

f⋆
π

fπ
≈ m⋆

ω

mω
≈ m⋆

N

mN
⇒ g⋆ω

gω
≈ g⋆π

gπ
≈ g⋆A

gA
. (C1)

where the ⋆ indicates that the quantity is evaluated in
the dense environment of the NS [41, 71, 89]. The mN

dependence is obtained from [89, 95]. For the gA de-
pendence, we use two different scaling laws: thick line
from[41, 96] and dashed line from[97, 98], g⋆A/gA ≈
1/(1+(1/3)(m⋆

N/mN )(ρ/ρ0)
1/3). In the case of the axion

bremsstrahlung, such effects led to only moderate uncer-
tainties in the coupling[41, 99]. For ρ/ρ0 ∈ [0.5, 1], the
uncertainties in the WZW photo production amounts to

Q⋆
Nγ→Na

QNγ→Na
≈ m4

ω

g4ω

g4ω⋆

m4
ω⋆

∈ [0.8, 1.5] . (C2)

We conclude that the uncertainty on the emissivity from
the in-medium effect is very mild.
We however emphasize that the in-medium corrections

to the data-driven approach will not scale in this simple
way and can receive large corrections.

2. The value of gω

As we discussed in the main text, one of the main
sources of uncertainty of our work comes from the value
of the coupling gω itself, since the emissivity scales like
g4ω and thus the bound on fa scales like g2ω. To allevi-
ate this uncertainty on the coupling, we adopted a data-
driven approach in all the regions where data for the
pion-photo-production was available. We then fitted the
cross-section and applied the mixing angle to obtain a
cross-section for the axion photo-production. In Fig. 1
we present the data points used and our fit.
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Bartolomé, Z. Ahmed, J. R. M. Annand, H. J. Arends,
K. Bantawa, M. Bashkanov, R. Beck, M. Biroth,
N. Borisov, A. Braghieri, S. A. Bulychjov, F. Civi-
dini, C. Collicott, S. Costanza, A. Denig, E. J. Downie,
P. Drexler, S. Fegan, M. I. Ferretti Bondy, S. Gard-
ner, D. Ghosal, D. I. Glazier, I. Gorodnov, W. Gradl,
M. Günther, D. Gurevich, L. Heijkenskjöld, D. Hornidge,
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