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Abstract

The nature of dark matter in the Universe is still an open question in astro-
physics and cosmology. Axions and axion-like particles (ALPs) offer a compelling
solution, and traditionally ground-based experiments have eagerly, but to date
unsuccessfully, searched for these hypothetical low-mass particles that are
expected to be produced in large quantities in the strong electromagnetic fields
in the interior of stars. This work offers a fresh look at axions and ALPs by lever-
aging their conversion into X-rays in the magnetic field of the Sun’s atmosphere
rather than a laboratory magnetic field. Unique data acquired with the Nuclear
Spectroscopic Telescope Array (NuSTAR) during the solar minimum in 2020
allows us to set stringent limits on the coupling of axions to photons using state-
of-the-art magnetic field models of the solar atmosphere. We report pioneering
limits on the axion-photon coupling strength of 6.9×10−12 GeV−1 at 95% confi-
dence level for axion masses ma ≲ 2×10−7 eV, surpassing current ground-based
searches and further probing unexplored regions of the axion-photon coupling
parameter space up to axion masses of ma ≲ 5 × 10−4 eV.

Keywords: axions, ALPs, NuSTAR, axion helioscope, dark matter

Introduction

While the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics has successfully explained multiple
observed phenomena and predicted experimental outcomes concerning fundamental
particles and their relation to three of the four fundamental forces, it still falls short
of explaining the strong charge-parity (CP) problem in quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) and the nature of dark matter, amongst other problems. Interestingly, both of
these questions can be addressed by a common solution, proposed over 45 years ago by
R. Peccei and H. Quinn [1], which results in the existence of a low-mass, pseudo-scalar
boson, the QCD axion [2–7]. Furthermore, axion-like particles (ALPs), or non-QCD
axions, are invoked in various beyond-the-standard model scenarios, theoretically well-
motivated at the low energy frontier of particle physics. ALPs are light pseudo-scalar
particles that mix with photons similarly to axions but do not exhibit the axion-typical
relation between mass ma and the Peccei-Quinn scale fa ∝ 1/ma. While ALPs might
not solve the strong CP problem, they could compose all or part of the dark matter.
We will use the term “axion” to refer collectively to both QCD axions and ALPs.

Numerous searches, both in the laboratory and in the sky, have been designed to
look for these particles [8–10]. Experiments mostly rely on the axion coupling to pho-
tons [11], described by the effective Lagrangian term L ∝ gaγaE · B, where a is the
axion field, E and B denote the electric and magnetic fields, respectively, and gaγ is
the strength of the axion-photon coupling. Such an interaction leads to the Primakoff
effect —the conversion of photons into axions (and vice versa) in the presence of an
electromagnetic field. Due to its vicinity, the Sun can be a bright source of axions. Rel-
ativistic axions can be produced in the solar core by Primakoff conversion of thermal
X-ray photons on nuclear and electron electric fields. These axions are then converted
back into photons in the magnetic field of the Sun’s atmosphere [12]. This process
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leads to an axion-generated X-ray flux with distinctive spectral and spatial properties
that can be exploited to distinguish it from well-known solar X-ray emission processes
and instrumental background in X-ray telescopes.

Solar X-ray observations have improved steadily in resolution and sensitivity, mak-
ing it possible to search for signatures from axions of solar origin. First attempts at
using satellite missions as axion searches were made with the Yohkoh/SXT instrument
[13], which operated between 1991 and 2001. Carlson & Tseng [12] used some of these
data to derive first estimates on upper limits for the axion-photon coupling. More
recent solar observatories, such as RHESSI [14, 15] and Hinode/XRT [16], were used
with similar approaches. However, due to the high background rates and optimiza-
tion of these instruments for bright solar X-rays, dedicated solar missions are not very
suitable for weak-signal dark matter searches. NASA’s Nuclear Spectroscopic Tele-
scope Array (NuSTAR) [17] is the first highly sensitive X-ray astronomy instrument
designed to observe faint astrophysical sources while also being capable of monitoring
the Sun during periods of low solar activity. With its large effective area and low back-
ground, NuSTAR achieves more sensitive limits than other observatories, as detailed
in the following Sections.

Using NuSTAR solar observations, we conduct a search for axion-induced X-ray
emission (see Fig. 1). We observe no evidence of an axion signal above background and
therefore set upper limits on the axion-photon coupling strength, significantly improv-
ing existing bounds from laboratory searches [20–29] and matching the sensitivity of
current astrophysical bounds [30–48].

Fig. 1: NuSTAR spacecraft [18] (right) searching for X-ray photons (blue line) from
axion-to-photon conversion in the solar atmosphere (left). Axions (green dashed line)
are created in the hot plasma of the solar core via the Primakoff effect due to the
presence of electric fields (γ∗

E) and get back-converted into X-ray photons by means
of the inverse-Primakoff effect in the presence of the magnetic fields (γ∗

B) in the solar
atmosphere [19].
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Modeling of the Axion Flux and Solar Atmosphere

Black-body photons in the solar core are converted into axions due to the electric
fields of the charged particles in the hot plasma γ+(e−, Ze) → a+(e−, Ze) [11]. The
current understanding of stellar nucleosynthesis [49] provides an explanation for the
energy source of the stars —the core is the only location of the Sun that produces
an appreciable amount of heat via fusion reactions, e.g., the proton-proton chain. Its
temperature is Tc ∼ 1.3 keV and its dimension is about 20% of the solar radius,
with an estimated density of ρc ∼ 1.5 × 105 kg/m3. The axion emission from the
Sun’s core is directly related to the temperature of its plasma, Ea ∼ 2.7 × Tc, due
to the strong temperature dependence of the number of thermal X-rays produced.
Given the temperature gradient within the Sun’s interior, the axion spectrum varies
with radius (see Fig. 2). The total differential axion flux from the solar core can be
calculated by taking into account the standard model of the Sun and its luminosity
L⊙ = 3.85× 1033 erg s−1 [23, 50].

The differential solar X-ray flux arising from axion-photon conversion in the Sun’s
atmosphere (left side of Eq. (1)) is determined by the axion flux produced in the solar
interior (first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (1)), and the probability that axions
convert into photons as they exit the solar atmosphere (Pa→γ)

dNγ

dE dAdt dΩ
=

dNa

dE dAdt dΩ
Pa→γ , (1)

Fig. 2: Left: Solar axion surface luminosity depending on energy and the radius r/R⊙

on the solar disk. The flux (
dNa/g

2
10

dE dAdt dA⊙
) is given in units of axions keV−1cm−2s−1 per

unit surface area on the solar disk. Right: Differential solar axion spectrum, derived
by integrating the model shown on the left up to different values of r/R⊙ in units of
the solar radius R⊙. The total axion flux is shown in blue, while the expected axion
flux from 10% of the solar radius is shown in orange. The peak of the spectrum moves
towards lower energies if the integration radius moves towards the outer rim of the
solar disk. The axion signal expected in a concentric annulus comprising the 15-to-
30% radius of the Sun is shown in green [23].
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with dE, dA, dt, and dΩ being the elements of energy, area, time, and solid angle,
respectively. As shown in Fig. 2, the resulting axion flux peaks at energies ∼ 4 keV
in the solar core. These features are imprinted on the spectral and morphological
properties of the resulting X-ray emission in Eq. (1). Accurate theoretical calculations
of the axion flux are available in the literature, and we based our analysis on the results
of [50]. Since both the creation of axions from solar-core X-rays and their conversion in
the magnetic field of the solar atmosphere are due to the Primakoff process, the total
X-ray signal at Earth scales as g4aγ . The highly relativistic axions produced in the core
emerge at the Sun’s surface along approximately radial trajectories. The probability
of conversion into photons is then given by1

Pa→γ(h) =
1

4
g2aγ

∣∣∣ ∫ h

0

dh′B⊥(h
′) ei

∫ h′
0

dh′′q(h′′) e−
1
2

∫ h
h′ dh

′′Γ(h′′)
∣∣∣2, (2)

where h is the altitude from the visible surface of the Sun, B⊥ is the component of
the magnetic field perpendicular to the direction of propagation of the photon, and
q(h) = (ω2

p(h) − m2
a)/2E is the momentum exchanged between the photon in the

medium and the axion, both carrying energy E. The plasma frequency of the medium
is ωp =

√
e2ne/me, where e andme are the electric charge and the mass of the electron,

respectively, while ne is the height-dependent number density of free electrons plus
that of bound electrons with ionization energy much smaller than the X-ray energy. In
natural units, the plasma frequency is equivalent to an effective mass of the photon.

The behavior of the probability function Eq. (2) is controlled by the functions Γ

and q. The phase
∫ h

0
dh′q(h′) governs the axion-to-photon conversion. The presence of

this factor may suppress the conversion probability, though there are circumstances
in which this is not the case. For instance, when the phase term is constant, and thus
it disappears upon squaring in Eq. (2). Further details are given in Appendix A. The
term containing Γ in Eq. (2) represents the absorption between altitudes h′ and h of
the arising X-rays in the solar atmosphere [52, 53].

The properties of the conversion depend sensitively upon the Sun’s atmospheric
structure —specifically on its magnetic field and plasma density. Previous works have
made use of different approximations for the model of the solar magnetic field and
plasma density. For example, [12] used a global dipole model of the solar field, while [15]
and [16] used the 1D semi-empirical model VAL-C [54] in combination with plausible
ad hoc assumptions about the magnetic field. Here, we extract our magnetic field
model from realistic state-of-the art MHD simulations, representative of the quiet Sun
atmosphere, which is the appropriate condition for the solar NuSTAR observations.
The magnetic field model used in this work is shown on the top panel of Fig. 3 as a
function of the height above the Sun’s visible surface.

At low altitudes, below 400 km, we used the model from [55], obtained with the
MURaM radiative MHD code [57, 58], which resulted from a magneto-convection
simulation with small-scale dynamo action. This three-dimensional (3D) model has
periodic boundary conditions in the horizontal plane perpendicular to the solar radius

1We use natural (c = ℏ = 1) and Heaviside-Lorentz (ϵ0 = µ0 = 1) units. Magnetic fields are converted

to these units as 1 Gauss = 1.953 × 10−2 eV2 [51].
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Fig. 3: Top: Modeling of the transverse component of the solar atmospheric magnetic
field: Rempel [55] (blue line), Predictive science [56] (orange line), and power-law
interpolation between both models (dashed black line). Bottom: Contributions to
axion plasma frequency from free electrons (blue line), hydrogen (orange line), and
total added contribution (black line). In both view-graphs: shaded regions for the
photosphere (orange), chromosphere (yellow), and corona (green).

vector through the observed point on the solar disk. This model of the solar photo-
sphere is representative of the “quiet” inter-network regions of the solar visible surface,
which occupy most of the solar disk at any given time during the solar activity cycle.
The magnetic field of this 3D model is rather tangled at scales below the spatial res-
olution of today’s solar telescopes and has a mean field strength of 170 Gauss at the
model’s visible surface. It produces a depolarization of the linear polarization signals
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in photospheric spectral lines that agrees with observations [59, 60]. The blue curve
on the top panel of Fig. 3 shows the variation with height of ⟨|B⊥|⟩, calculated at
each height in the model by spatially averaging the |B⊥| values of all points in the
horizontal plane perpendicular to the solar radius vector.

For the coronal magnetic field, we use the publicly available model from the Predic-
tive Science Inc. (PSI) MHD simulation relative to the July 2nd, 2019 solar eclipse [56],
when the Sun was in a quiet phase, as it was during our observation (see Appendix C.1
for more details). The PSI simulation provides a three-dimensional model of the coro-
nal magnetic field up to an altitude h = 29R⊙. To extract ⟨|B⊥|⟩, we determine from
the 3D model the component of the magnetic field perpendicular to the line of sight
from Earth pointing towards the center of the Sun, averaged over a perpendicular disk
of radius 0.1R⊙, corresponding to our signal region. We repeat this procedure 120
times, successively rotating the model by an azimuthal angle of 3◦. Finally, for each
h, we take the median of the 120 possible values of ⟨|B⊥|⟩ to obtain the result shown
by the orange line on the top panel of Fig. 3.

The Predictive Science simulation does not have the resolution to determine the
behavior of the magnetic field below h ∼ 0.1R⊙, while the model from [55] is reliable
for h < 400 km. There is no firm knowledge of the magnetic field between these two
regions. Therefore, we choose a simple power law interpolation, indicated in the top
part of Fig. 3 by a dotted line. The resulting perpendicular magnetic field strength
is about 1.4 G at an altitude of 10,000 km. The magnetic field in this region is most
relevant to the conversion probability for ALP masses ≳ 10−4 eV.

For the free electron and hydrogen density, we use the model from [61], also rep-
resentative of the quiet Sun. This model is, in turn, based on model VAL-C of the
chromosphere from [54] and the coronal model by [62]. Our approach describes only
the quiet Sun and ignores the additional coronal density associated with the streamer
belt. In addition to free electrons and hydrogen, we consider the contribution to the
plasma density from helium (He). We assume that its density profile follows the one
of hydrogen (H) and take a relative abundance nH/nHe = 0.06 [63–65]. We do not
include the contribution of heavier elements to the plasma frequency since it is negligi-
ble given their low abundances. In the chromosphere, the ionization fraction is small,
and the plasma frequency results from the density of electrons bound to atoms, mainly
hydrogen, as shown on the bottom panel of Fig. 3. In the corona, the temperature is of
order 106 K, implying that hydrogen and helium are fully ionized. Due to their higher
mass, the contribution from nuclei to the plasma frequency is suppressed compared to
that of free electrons.

The absorption coefficient is given by the sum over i of Γi = niσi, where ni is
the number density of species i and σi is the total photon cross-section on species
i. To compute Γ, we consider all elements up to an atomic number Z = 30. The
element abundances are taken from the CHIANTI database [66, 67]. In particular,
we use the Schmelz extended model of coronal abundances, derived from [63–65]. For
each element, we take the total photon cross-section from the XCOM database by
NIST [68]. The processes involved in the X-ray attenuation are coherent (Rayleigh)
and incoherent (Compton) scattering, as well as photoelectric absorption.
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Fig. 4: Number of photons due to axion conversion per unit energy, area and time,
for an axion-to-photon coupling g10 = 1, where g10 = gaγ/(10

−10 GeV−1).

In Eq. (2), the integration starts from h = 0 and extends up to an altitude h =
29R⊙, which is where our models stop and which is well above the height at which Paγ

saturates. Fig. 4 shows the expected signal as a function of the axion mass and of the
X-ray energy. This is obtained by integrating Eq. (1) over the signal region discussed
in the next Section. We can see that, as expected, the signal peaks at around 4 keV.
As discussed in detail in Appendix A, the conversion probability grows as the plasma
density drops until the resonance condition is met at the location where ma = ωp. At
altitudes sufficiently larger than the resonance location, Paγ does not grow anymore
but rather oscillates about a constant value. For masses smaller than 10−6 eV, the
resonance condition ma = ωp is achieved well inside the corona in regions where the
magnetic field is quickly dropping or at altitudes beyond those covered by our model.
This implies that the presence of a resonance has a mild impact on Paγ . For higher
masses, the resonance condition is met at lower and lower altitudes, stopping the
growth of Paγ earlier. This explains the drop in the photon counts for ma ≳ 10−6 eV
seen in Figure 4.

NuSTAR observations

Data for our solar observations were acquired using the Nuclear Spectroscopic Tele-
scope Array (NuSTAR), a NASA small-explorer (SMEX) mission [17]. NuSTAR uses
two grazing-incidence telescope modules focusing X-rays in the range of 3 − 79 keV
onto two focal plane detectors, which are pixelated cadmium zinc telluride (CdZnTe)
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sensors. Thanks to the mirror coatings and the detector configuration, NuSTAR is
the first focusing X-ray telescope for hard X-rays in space, superior to other astro-
physical X-ray telescopes at high energies. The ability to point at the Sun makes this
mission a unique instrument among focusing X-ray telescopes, and since September
2014, a little over two years after launch, NuSTAR’s annual observing program has
included pointings to the Sun for the study of active regions, X-ray bright points, and
flares [69].

On 21 February 2020, NuSTAR was pointed to the solar disk center for 23,307
seconds of live exposure for the joint purposes of conducting a solar axion search, and
the study of X-ray bright points on the solar photosphere [70]. The timing coincided
with the minimum of the 11-year cycle of solar activity, which benefited both projects
by eliminating interference from bright solar active regions or solar flares in or out of
the 12′ × 12′ field of view. To look for the predicted axion spectrum, the counts in
the pixels within 0.1 solar radii (1.6′) of the disk center were accumulated, while an
annulus from 0.15 to 0.30 solar radii was used to accumulate a background spectrum.
Below 3 keV, the background is dominated by emission from the solar atmosphere and
X-ray bright points [70], but above 4.5 keV it is dominated by “stray light” – cosmic
photons that have not interacted in the optics – and detector-intrinsic radioactivity,
and is fairly uniform on the detector plane in the 4–15 keV energy range. Figure 5
(left panel) shows the total counts in the signal region as a function of energy (red
dots), along with the background (cyan line) derived from the outer annular region,
re-scaled by the respective areas of the regions, smoothed with a running polynomial
fit, and adjusted slightly for the known gradient of cosmic background X-rays across
the detector chips (see Appendix B). The right panel shows the subtracted spectrum
(grey dots) and expected axion flux for the obtained 95% confidence level (C.L.) limit
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Fig. 5: Left: NuSTAR observed spectrum in the signal region (red) in comparison
with the area-scaled background spectrum (cyan). Data have been rebinned from raw
0.04 keV bins to 0.2 keV bins for display purposes. Right: Background-subtracted
spectrum (grey dots) and spectral shape of the axion component folded through the
instrument response. The spectrum from axion conversion with gaγ set to the 95%
upper limit (green line) is shown for an axion mass of ma = 10−7 eV.
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of gaγ (green line). For clarity, we have opted to plot the obtained background spectra
without its statistical uncertainty. This decision is based upon the fact that the overall
statistical error of the background is about a factor two smaller than the statistical
uncertainty associated with the observed spectrum in the signal region. In fact, an
important feature of our data treatment is that the detector background is measured
over an area 5.3 times larger than the signal region. The use of these data to estimate
and subtract the true experimental background (grey dots of right panel in Fig. 5) is
the most sensitive step in the NuSTAR analysis.

Details on the data processing and preparation for the NuSTAR solar data
(Observation IDs 80512218001, 8051222X001 with X = 0, 1 − 6, 8) can be found in
Appendix B. The processing of the data is based on the standard NuSTAR Data
Analysis Software (NuSTARDAS) version 2.0.0 with calibration database (CALDB)
version 20209012 and has been expanded to account for the special case of solar obser-
vations. The same Appendix furthermore discusses details of the background selection
and scaling.

Data Analysis

The expected number of photons from axion conversion in a given NuSTAR energy
bin i coming from the region j is

Nax,j
γ (Ei) = Aj

eff(Ei)∆t

∫ Ei+∆E/2

Ei−∆E/2

dE ϵNS(E)
dN j

a

dAdt dE
(E)Pa→γ(E) , (3)

where Aj
eff is the telescope effective area [71], ∆t = 23, 307 s is the duration of the

observation (live time), ∆E is the width in energy of each bin (40 eV), and ϵNS is
the NuSTAR energy response function described in [72]. The label j = s, b indicates
signal (r < 0.1R⊙) or background (0.15R⊙ < r < 0.3R⊙) regions.

The axion flux from Primakoff conversion in the Sun’s core [23] is shown on the
left panel of Fig. 2. A⊙ represents the transverse area of the solar disk, expressed in
units of R2

⊙. The right panel of Fig. 2 shows the total axion flux and the axion flux
arising from our signal and background regions.

The total number of X-ray photons expected in the signal region is

Ns
γ = Nax,s

γ +NB,s
γ , (4)

where NB,s
γ refers to the background X-ray emission in the signal region, i.e., radiation

produced by processes other than the axion conversion. To determine NB,s
γ , we use

photon counts in the background region as follows.
We assume that the number of background X-ray photons per unit area is constant

across the Sun’s disk. Then, we can write

NB,s
γ = NB,b

γ

As
⊙

Ab
⊙

= (N b
γ −Nax,b

γ )
As

⊙
Ab

⊙
, (5)
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where N b
γ is the number of detected photons in the background region, while As

⊙
and Ab

⊙ are the transverse areas of the signal and background regions, respectively.
Therefore, the total number of X-ray photons expected in the signal region and in an
energy bin i can be rearranged as

λi ≡ Ns
γ = bi + g410 νi , (6)

with signal

νi ≡ Nax,s
γ (Ei)−Nax,b

γ (Ei)
As

⊙
Ab

⊙
, (7)

and background

bi ≡ N b
γ

As
⊙

Ab
⊙

. (8)

In Eq. (6), g10 ≡ gaγ/10
−10 GeV−1. We assume independent Poisson statistics in each

energy bin and compute the likelihood as

L ∝
∏
i

e−λiλni
i

ni!
, (9)

where ni is the number of photons detected in the i-bin. To extract our limit, we
consider the energy range from 4 to 11 keV and apply the prior Θ(g410), where Θ is
the Heaviside step function. We integrate the Bayesian posterior probability density
function (PDF) from zero to the point where it encompasses 95% of the total PDF
area.

The overall systematic error on the limit presented is discussed in the Supplemental
Material (see Appendix C.2). We take into consideration not only the model uncer-
tainties of the solar atmosphere magnetic field, our biggest source of systematics, but
also the solar axion flux uncertainties and the background systematic of the NuSTAR
detector. We obtain that the combined effect of these systematics can either improve
our limit on gaγ by 20.4% or worsen it by 27.3%. We, therefore, consider our approach
appropriate and conservative.

Results and Discussion

With the statistical analysis described above, the solar axion observation data of NuS-
TAR provides a constraint of 6.9× 10−12 GeV−1 at the 95% CL on the axion–photon
coupling strength gaγ for axion masses ma ≲ 2× 10−7 eV. The limit is shown in blue
in the wider ma−gaγ landscape of Fig. 6. While NuSTAR’s limits are nearly indepen-
dent of the axion mass for ma ≲ 2 × 10−7 eV, they weaken for larger masses due to
the loss of coherence in the conversion probability described in Eq. (2), i.e., when the
axion mass exceeds the plasma frequency at relatively low solar atmosphere heights.

In Fig. 6, the NuSTAR limits are compared to past and future ground-based axion
helioscopes (horizontal lines). These experiments look for a signature similar to the
one discussed in this work but make use of strong laboratory magnets for axion-photon
conversion. Their advantage is clearly the possibility of controlling the magnetic field
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Fig. 6: NuSTAR’s 95% CL exclusion on the gaγ coupling strength (blue line). Regions
excluded by this work are shown in shaded blue. We show existing bounds from halo-
scopes [28, 73–100] (in dark red) and the CAST helioscope [21–26] (in light red). We
additionally show sensitivity forecasts for the light-shining-through-walls experiment
ALPS-II [101] and future helioscopes BabyIAXO and IAXO [29, 102, 103].

and plasma frequency in the laboratory, whilst, in the case of the Sun, these are given.
On the other hand, the Sun is an extremely well-studied target, and, contrary to
many other celestial objects, this allows us to narrow down the systematic uncertainty
associated with the magnetic field model at a level that it does not represent a major
issue for the axion bounds (see also Supplemental). At low axion masses, the NuSTAR
limit provides a dramatic improvement over the CAST constraint [26] (light red), and
it is in between the future babyIAXO [102] (dashed-dotted, data-taking scheduled
to start in 2028) and IAXO [29] (dashed, expected in the 2030’s) experiments. Still,
terrestrial helioscopes can cover the relevant range of meV axion masses, which, due
to the properties of the solar plasma and magnetic field, is difficult to constrain with
observations from X-ray satellites.

Contrary to haloscope experiments [28, 73–100], helioscopes, and thus our work,
do not assume axions to be dark matter, since the axion flux is inevitably produced
by the Sun. For consistency, the luminosity associated with the axion flux has to
be only a small fraction of the total solar luminosity in order to avoid large energy
losses due to axion escape [104]. The measured solar neutrino flux and helioseismology
require g10 ≲ 4.1 [105]. The bounds reported here are well below this limit. In this
regime, the precision in the theoretical computation of the axion flux is at the few
percent level [106], as discussed above and in the Supplemental. Therefore, it does
not represent a major systematic issue. This is important when limits are compared
to experiments such as light-shining-through-walls, where the initial photon flux is
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instead produced in the laboratory. In Fig. 6, we report the projected sensitivity of
ALPS-II laser propagation experiment at DESY [101] (dotted line), for comparison.

We note that there is a wide range of masses where the NuSTAR analysis presented
here explores the ma − gaγ parameter space with unprecedented sensitivity, beyond
the reach of any near future helioscopes, haloscopes, or light-shining-through-walls
experiment, setting the limit at g10 ≲ 0.07.

There are other astrophysical probes with sensitivity at the level of the NuSTAR
limit. On the other hand, as discussed in the Supplemental Material, those bounds on
axions can be derived only with a higher level of systematic uncertainty associated
with the modeling of the expected signal.

Further observations with NuSTAR might help to tighten the bound. Simple addi-
tional observing time is not expected to play a major role since the bound on gaγ
scales with t−1/8.

Then, and probably most importantly, X-ray observations near a solar eclipse can
allow us to include a more accurate Sun’s magnetic field model, possibly leading to
higher expected X-ray flux. In this work, we have been conservative about the magnetic
field strength, disregarding, e.g., small-scale features that can be mapped with higher
precision if the X-ray observations are performed simultaneously with white light
corona and photospheric magnetic field observations.

The reported NuSTAR bound and, more generally, the technique of using an X-ray
satellite as an axion haloscope are likely to become a standard in the axion quest.

The data supporting the plots in this paper and other findings of this study are
available from the corresponding authors upon request.
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Supplementary Information

This Supplementary Information file contains data and additional methods in
support of the paper.

A Conversion probability

To determine the axion-photon conversion probability, we use the ingredients described
in the previous Sections, and we numerically integrate Eq. (2) up to an altitude h =
29R⊙, which is the upper boundary of our model. In order to illustrate the contribution
of different layers of the solar atmosphere, in Fig. 7, we show the conversion probability
as a function of the altitude above the photosphere, as if the conversion would stop at
h and the photons were then detected by NuSTAR. We show this quantity for several
axion masses at an energy of E = 4 keV and for a coupling gaγ = 10−10 GeV−1.

At altitudes h < 10−4R⊙, the conversion probability does not grow because of
a lack of coherence (qh ≫ 1), and the X-ray emission is suppressed. The conversion
probability starts to grow in correspondence with the plasma density dropping. In
fact, when this happens, and as long as the axion mass is negligible compared to the
plasma frequency, the phase φ =

∫
dh q becomes approximately constant and factors

out in Eq. (2). At the same time, absorption is reduced, and the conversion becomes
effective.

When the plasma frequency crosses the axion mass, i.e., the resonance condition,
q = (ω2

p−m2
a)/2E changes sign and is dominated by the axion mass contribution. After

this point, the complex oscillation of the phase φ becomes relevant again in Eq. (2),
especially for larger axion masses, which lead to smaller oscillation wavelengths. This
effect and the decrease of the magnetic field lead to a flattening of the growth of the
conversion probability. Since the plasma frequency is never smaller than 10−9 eV,
see Fig. 3, in the range of altitudes explored by our model, for ma ≲ 10−9 eV, the
resonance condition is not fulfilled. For such masses, the conversion probability flattens
in correspondence with the drop of the magnetic field in the corona. Note that for low
axion masses, the contribution function for photon production, dP/dh, actually peaks
in the middle and upper corona. We conservatively ignore the photon production at
still greater heights, ranging up to 1 AU.

Fig. 4 shows the expected photon flux from our signal region R < 0.1R⊙. To better
visualize the flux for ma > 10−5 eV, Fig. 8 displays the X-ray spectra for several
axion masses. For the largest axion mass shown, ma = 4 × 10−3 eV, the effect of
photoelectric absorption is clearly visible. In particular, we see an increased absorption
for X-ray photons with energy larger than the K-edge energy of iron at 7.112 keV. For
the axion masses for which our results surpass those of CAST, the presence of K-edges
is, however, irrelevant.
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Fig. 7: Top: Overview of the conversion altitude for different axion masses ranging
from 10−7 to 10−3 eV. Curves for lower axion masses are not shown because they
would be superimposed to the curve for ma = 10−7 eV. This saturation is reflected in
our X-ray spectrum (see Fig. 4) and bound becoming independent of the axion mass
from ma ≲ 10−7 eV. The photosphere, chromosphere, and corona regions of our Sun’s
atmosphere are shown in orange, yellow, and green, respectively. Bottom: Closeup of
the chromosphere and corona, where the probability of conversion is maximized.
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Fig. 8: X-ray spectra reaching NuSTAR satellite depending on axion mass. Notice
how the K-shell absorption due to iron presence in our Sun happens for considerably
large axion masses ma ≳ 10−3 eV. These axions fulfill coherence of conversion in
deeper layers than the chromosphere, and their overall flux contribution is considerably
smaller (4 orders of magnitude less) than in the case of ma ∼ 10−7 eV.

B Experiment and Data Acquisition

B.1 NuSTAR’s Solar Observation Campaigns

NuSTAR has observed the Sun several times since 2014, and an overview of these
with quick-look plots is available at [107]. These have predominantly targeted weakly
flaring active regions, often not at disk center [69, 108], and so have not been optimal
for axion searches. Even when NuSTAR points at quieter regions of the solar disk,
stray X-rays that experience only one reflection in the two-stage optics, called “ghost
rays,” can still be detected from active regions outside the 12′ × 12′ field of view [69].
Thus, the whole solar disk needs to be quiet for optimal axion searches. The minimum
in the 11-year solar activity cycle hence provides a unique opportunity to study the
quiet Sun emission, and NuSTAR had several campaigns targeting it through 2018-
2020. Of these, the 21-Feb-2020 campaign is the best for axion work as it is a long dwell
at the disk center, during a period of very low solar activity, 9 orbits of observations
producing about 23.3 ks of data in each of the two NuSTAR telescope modules. Even
during this time, there are faint X-ray features in the solar atmosphere, X-ray bright
points, detailed analysis of which are presented in [108]. These features have spectra
consistent with optically-thin thermal emission sources. In the majority, the effective
temperature of this emission is ≤3 MK (with occasional short-lived brightening closer
to 4MK). Such sources produce X-ray spectra very sharply decreasing with photon
energy, and essentially undetectable above other background sources above 4-5 keV.
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There are other NuSTAR solar disk center observations from the time during this solar
minimum, but these were taken as part of mosaics of the whole solar disk, such that
they only constitute about 100s (0.1 ks) of data. The next solar minimum is not until
∼2030, therefore the 2020 NuSTAR observations are the best available X-ray satellite
data for axion analysis.

B.2 Processing NuSTAR data for solar observations

NuSTAR collected quiet Sun data over nine spacecraft orbits from 04:51 GMT to
22:41 GMT on February 21, each orbit yielding observations of less than one hour
each. Its 12′ square field of view (FOV) captured 18% of the solar disk. Although the
satellite orbit was chosen to minimize the effects of passage through the South Atlantic
Anomaly (SAA) [17], most observations contained observational gaps or dead times
due to such passages. The SAA is a geomagnetic anomaly where a weakened magnetic
field in the southern area of the Atlantic Ocean exposes spacecraft like NuSTAR in
low-Earth orbit to Earth’s inner radiation belt at altitudes all the way down to the
upper reaches of the atmosphere [109].

Because the Sun drifted slowly across the FOV during data collection, we adjusted
the coordinates of the solar center data collection region in 10 to 15-minute intervals
to minimize the effects of this drift. Separate data files were extracted for each interval
of each orbit. Information about each orbit can be found in Table 1.

Observation No. ID On-Target (GMT) Time (min) Correction

1 80512218001 05:16:13 - 06:15:48 59.6 0.934

2 80512220001 08:38:10 - 09:29:06 50.9 0.962

3 80512221001
10:06:09 - 10:09:56
10:22:18 - 11:05:44 47.2 0.965

4 80512222001
11:42:48 - 11:51:42
12:06:02 - 12:42:23 45.3 0.981

5 80512223001
13:19:26 - 13:33:56
13:49:18 - 14:19:02 44.2 0.974

6 80512224001
14:56:05 - 15:16:44
15:32:30 - 15:55:40 43.9 0.960

7 80512225001
16:32:44 - 17:00:28
17:15:26 - 17:32:19 44.6 0.981

8 80512226001
18:09:22 - 18:46:09
18:57:58 - 19:08:58 47.8 0.999

9 80512228001 21:22:39 - 22:22:15 59.6 0.945

Table 1: Basic information for each orbit of solar data collected on February 21,
2020, with NuSTAR. Orbits with two time intervals were interrupted by a period
of passage through the SAA. The last column shows the scaling factor by which
the background collected in the outer annulus region was multiplied to account
for the known gradient of stray light background across the chip.
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The data were processed using the NuSTAR Data Analysis Software (NuSTAR-
DAS) version 2.0.0 to produce scientific products. NuSTARDAS is integrated into
the NASA-HEASARC HEASoft software frame (version 6.28), which we downloaded
along with the CALDB calibration database (version 20209012) [110]. There were three
major data processing steps: data calibration, data screening, and product extraction.

All 32 NuSTAR grades of data were collected without filtering, where each grade
represents a unique pattern of energy deposition across the pixels [110]. This produced
level 0 data, raw telemetry packets which were then formatted to Level 1 FITS files
prior to the calibration step. We processed Level 1 data through the software module
nupipeline to produce Level 1a calibrated files and Level 2 calibrated and cleaned files.
Calibration involves processes including, but not limited to, nuhotpix, (searching for
hot pixels), nucalcpha (assigning each event an energy and grade), and nucoord (con-
version of raw coordinates to detector and sky coordinates). Screening (also referred
to as cleaning) involves processes such as nucalcsaa (calculation of SAA passages),
nulivetime (correction of event file dead times), and nusplitsc (splitting of cleaned
event files into separate files for each time the spacecraft switched which cameras were
used for attitude determination).

The initial processing was followed by selection of the source and background
regions. The source region is a circle centered at the solar disk center with radius
0.1R⊙ (1.6’), and the background region is an annulus from 0.15 to 0.30 solar radii.
Wedges were occasionally excluded from the background annulus where examination
of the energy range from 3.5-4.0 keV showed an X-ray bright point. Generally, no
obvious excess was visible above 4.0 keV, but we removed these regions in case their
aggregate contained a slight excess not clearly visible in any one image. This method
avoids bias by not using the data that actually contribute to the analysis (>4.0 keV) to
decide what areas to excise. The editing of the annulus region was done separately for
each 10–15 min sub-interval of each orbit. Figure 9 shows the signal and background
regions superimposed on data for all the intervals of one orbit.

The first part of the entire nuproducts product extraction sequence includes the
following functions: nuproducts extracting refined PHA files and light curves by slicing
out our chosen time intervals and the shapes of our supplied region files; ‘numkarf’,
creating ancillary response files (ARFs) which detail the telescope modules’ responses
as a function of position on the detectors and energy; and ‘numkrmf’, creating redis-
tribution matrix files (RMFs) which detail the detectors’ response as a function of
photon energy. We executed nuproducts for each source and background region by sup-
plying directories, IDs, event files, region files, time interval files, and setting automatic
background scaling and extraction to ‘no’.

The second part of the nuproducts sequence is called ‘nubackscale’, where we
extracted our own background scaling variables separately. These variables define what
proportion our source and background regions are of the entire FOV without hot/bad
pixels and detector gaps. We executed ‘nubackscale’ by supplying the PHA files of
both the source and background from the previous step as well as other reference files
pertaining to the observation ID. This added a BACKSCAL keyword to new PHA files,
which we used in follow-on steps.
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Fig. 9: Data extraction regions for orbit 80512226001, telescope module A. Colour
scale: counts from 3.5-4.0 keV, binned to 4x4 detector pixels; darkest blue = 1 count,
white = 53 counts. The inner circles are the extraction regions for the disk center
source (1.6’ radius), and the outer annulus segments are the background extraction
region, avoiding the solar X-ray bright point at the bottom of the image and the faint
one at the upper left. The contours running from red to white were used sequentially
during this orbit to track the motion of the Sun on the sky.

“Stray light” (cosmic diffuse X-rays that enter the detector without encountering
the optics) is our dominant source of background and has a distinctive gradient pattern
across the detector plane, based on variable shadowing by the spacecraft structure
and optics [111]. Using the nuskybgd package, we determined the effect of this pattern
on each of our source and background annulus regions. On average, the stray light
background per detector pixel should have been 0.965 times as high in the source
(signal) region than in the background annuli; thus, we scaled down the background
calculated in Equation 8 by this factor.

C Sensitivity of the results to model uncertainties

C.1 Coronal modeling for NuSTAR axions

To model the axion conversion in the solar atmosphere, we need estimates of the
full magnetic structure of the corona. This can be done with an MHD model based
upon the photospheric magnetic observations, and we are lucky to have access to the
Predictive Sciences model for the 2-July-2019 total eclipse epoch, as described in [56].
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Note that this model describes an epoch a few months before the NuSTAR observations
on 21-Feb-2020, and there has been some evolution. One can see a reduction in solar
activity from the two Hinode X-Ray Telescope snapshots in Fig. 10. This isolated
active region was facing Earth at the time of the eclipse and is the only activity present
in the three-dimensional PSI model we are considering.

Fig. 10: Soft X-ray images of the full solar disk from the Hinode X-Ray Telescope
[112, 113]. The 2019 image (left) shows an active region near the disk center. The
image at the right, during the NuSTAR observations, shows only a few X-ray bright
points, the brightest of which is the one that also appears near the bottom of Figure 9.

Based on SDO’s Helioseismic and Magnetic Imager (SDO/HMI) magnetograms
from these two times, the standard Potential-Field Source-Surface (PFSS) magnetic
extrapolation can show us what the “magnetic skeleton” of the solar corona looks like.
The PFSS model mathematically constructs a global magnetic model by assuming
a potential field – this allows no currents to thread the corona as must physically
happen, but it captures their presence by an ingenious ad hoc requirement that the
field becomes radial at 2.5R⊙. The artificial surface currents at this “source surface”
simultaneously modify the interior field in a reasonable imitation of the photospheric
sources (magnetic active regions, often with sunspots) and also allow for a solar wind
(the radial field). Note that the field in the vicinity of the source surface will be greatly
distorted.

These models are available online and can help us visualize the evolution of the
corona between the PSI model date and that of the NuSTAR data. To check the
soundness of the magnetic field model we use in our fiducial analysis (see Figure 3, we
compute |B⊥| within the disk of radius 0.1R⊙ facing Earth at the time of observation
in the PFSS model. We can see from Figure 11 that the two models are in agreement,
increasing our confidence in our result.
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Fig. 11: Our fiducial magnetic field model (blue, dashed black, and orange) derived
from the PSI simulation for the 2019 eclipse in comparison to the PFSS model for the
day of NuSTAR observations (green). The two models are in excellent agreement in
the range of altitudes where the PFSS result is reliable.

C.2 Systematic uncertainties

Sources of systematic uncertainty on our bounds are the solar magnetic field, the solar
axion flux, and the NuSTAR background. We first study how our bounds change as we
vary the profile shape and the normalization of the coronal magnetic field model. Our
photospheric model is already a conservative estimate given that it is representative
of the inter-network regions of the quiet Sun, without contributions from network and
active regions.

To estimate the uncertainty coming from the profile shape of the coronal magnetic
field, we recompute our bound in the limit of vanishing axion mass for 120 profiles
obtained by successively rotating the model by 3◦ angle, as described in the main
text. The bounds for larger axion masses will be affected to a lesser extent by changes
in the coronal magnetic field, as can be seen from Fig. 7. For each orientation, we
average over a perpendicular disk of radius 0.1R⊙. To isolate the dependence on the
shape, we rescale each profile such that ⟨|B⊥|⟩ at an altitude h = 0.1R⊙ matches that
of our fiducial model. Notice that this also agrees with the PFSS model for the day
of observation. We re-calculate the bound for each of the 120 profiles and report the
systematic error in Table 2 as the percent variation of the bound that corresponds to
the 16% and 84% percentiles.

The uncertainty due to the coronal magnetic field’s normalization is estimated
from the PFSS model’s variance over the perpendicular disk of radius 0.1R⊙ at an
altitude h = 0.1R⊙. The value of ⟨|B⊥|⟩ at this altitude is 0.174 G in our reference

21



Quantity Systematic effect on gaγ

Coronal ⟨|B⊥|⟩ shape −18% +26%

Coronal ⟨|B⊥|⟩ normalization −9.3% +7.9%

Solar axion flux −1.5% +1.5%

NuSTAR background −1.5% +1.6%

Table 2: Sources of systematic uncertainty and their
effect on our bound for vanishing axion mass.

model. From the PFSS we estimate the 1σ interval 0.141 G < |B⊥| < 0.210 G. The
variance estimated for this altitude is larger than the variance for h > 0.1R⊙ and
h = 0.1R⊙ is the lowest altitude for which we use the coronal model from PSI. For
our error estimate, we rescaled our fiducial magnetic field by an overall factor, such
that its value at h = 0.1R⊙ is either 0.141 or 0.210 G. Changing the magnetic field in
this range yields the percent change in the bound reported in Table 2.

Another source of uncertainty is the solar axion flux. Ref. [106] quotes a systematic
uncertainty of 6% due to the solar model. Such an overall rescaling impacts our bounds
in a minor way, as shown in Table 2. Additionally, we have considered a potential
background dependency due to the Cosmic X-ray Background. However, no such effect
was detected within the statistical limits of the NuSTAR data utilized. Nevertheless,
based on previous systematic studies of the NuSTAR apparatus [114], we account for
the possibility that the background may have been misestimated by a factor of ±1.5%.
The last line of Table 2 shows how our bound for ma → 0 is affected if the photon
counts in the annulus are increased or decreased by that quantity.

D Comparison to astrophysical bounds

In addition to the limits presented in Fig. 6, other competitive, but also more model-
dependent, astrophysical bounds on the axion-to-photon coupling gaγ have been
reported in the literature. We show them in Fig. 12. The limits presented in light
green arise from a variety of observations. More in detail, Refs. [30–37] searched for the
imprint of the axion-photon mixing in the measured energy spectra of extra-galactic
gamma-ray and X-ray sources. They require some assumptions concerning the regular
and turbulent components of the magnetic field where the conversion occurs. Other
interesting targets exploited to constrain the axion-photon conversion are super-giant
stars [38], stars in external galaxies [39], magnetic white dwarfs [40, 41], pulsars [42],
super star clusters [43] and the supernova SN1987A [44, 45]. While being excellent
targets for axion searches, these systems have uncertainties on the magnetic field and
plasma density that can be significant, impacting the associated bounds.

The astrophysical bounds shown in purple in Fig. 12 from neutron stars [46, 47] or
from the explosion of hypothetical axion stars [48], assume that all the dark matter is
in the form of axions. On the contrary, the limits derived in this paper, as well as the
previously discussed bounds, do not rely on this assumption. Finally, the dark green
area in Fig. 12 corresponds to the limits from globular clusters derived from the R
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Fig. 12: NuSTAR’s 95% CL upper limit on the axion–photon coupling strength gaγ
from our work (blue line). Bounds from haloscopes [28, 73–100] are shown in dark
red while the CAST helioscope constraint [21–26] is in light red. The dark green area
corresponds to the limits from globular clusters derived from the R parameter [115],
while the light green regions are the astrophysical bounds derived in [30–45]. The
astrophysical bounds in purple from [46–48] rely on the assumption that all the dark
matter is in the form of axions. The code to generate this plot was adapted from
https://github.com/cajohare/AxionLimit.

parameter [115], which measures the number ratio of horizontal brunch over red giant
stars in globular clusters. The level of this bound is similar to the one obtained from
the R2 parameter [116], the ratio of stellar populations on the asymptotic giant branch
to the horizontal branch.

As shown in Fig. 12, several of the methods discussed in this Section appear quite
promising in the search for axions. On the other hand, the associated limits entail quite
larger levels of uncertainty when compared to the constraints derived in this work and
those shown in Fig. 6. As mentioned above, this is mainly related to the modeling of
the axion production and conversion in the above astrophysical targets, a task that is
often quite complex and relies on parameters that might not be precisely known.

In this respect, the search conducted in this paper presents an advantage because
the Sun provides an environment where model uncertainties can be conservatively
estimated, enabling the extraction of reliable and tight bounds on axions.
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