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Heavy axions that couple to both quantum electrodynamics and quantum chromodynamics with
masses on the order of MeV – GeV and high-scale decay constants in excess of ∼108 GeV may arise
generically in e.g. axiverse constructions. In this work we provide the most sensitive search to-date
for the existence of such heavy axions using Fermi-LAT data towards four recent supernovae (SN):
Cas A, SN1987A, SN2023ixf, and SN2024ggi. We account for heavy axion production in the proto-
neutron-star cores through nuclear and electromagnetic processes and then the subsequent decay of
the axions into photons. While previous works have searched for gamma-rays from SN1987A using
the Solar Maximum Mission that observed SN1987A during the SN itself, we show that using Fermi
Large Area Telescope data provides an approximately five orders of magnitude improvement in flux
sensitivity for axions with lifetimes larger than around 10 years. We find no evidence for heavy
axions and exclude large regions of previously-unexplored parameter space.

Introduction Heavy axions are motivated extensions
to the Standard Model that are closely related to the
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) axion, which may
solve the strong-CP problem and explain dark matter
(DM) [1–7]. The QCD axion is an ultra-light pseudo-
scalar whose small mass is generated by non-perturbative
QCD effects. Heavy axions would interact with the Stan-
dard Model through the same operators as the QCD ax-
ion but would acquire their dominant mass contributions
by interactions with other sectors, such as instantons of
non-abelian dark sectors or through string theory instan-
tons such as Euclidean D-branes. String axiverse con-
structions, for example, argue for a nearly log-flat dis-
tribution of axion masses including the ∼MeV – GeV
masses considered in this work [8–19]. Heavy axions may
leave unique, observable signatures in a variety of astro-
physical and cosmological probes. (See Fig. 1.)

In this work we probe new regions of heavy axion pa-
rameter space in the MeV to GeV mass range for ax-
ions that couple to quantum electrodynamics (QED) and
QCD through operators of the form

L ⊃ a

Fa

[αem

8π
EFµν F̃

µν +
αs

8π
NGa

µνG̃
a,µν

]
, (1)

with E (N) the electromagnetic (color) anomaly coef-
ficient, αEM (αs) the electromagnetic (QCD) fine struc-
ture constant, F (G) the QED (QCD) field strength, and
2πFa the periodicity of the axion field from hidden-sector
instantons (not shown), which dominate the axion’s po-
tential. While such heavy axions that couple to both
QCD and QED do not solve the strong-CP problem, they
allow for a standard, lighter QCD axion that does (see
the Supplementary Materials (SM)). We search for these
axions using Fermi Large Area Telescope (LAT) gamma-
ray data towards the past supernovae (SN) Cas A and SN
1987A along with more recent SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi.
Our work builds upon previous searches for heavy ax-
ion production and decay from SN1987A [21–24]. Cru-
cially, however, prior works only make use of data from
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Figure 1. Excluded regions found in this work (at 95% con-
fidence or greater) in the ma-gaγγ parameter space for heavy
axions that couple to QED (with anomaly coefficient E) and
QCD (anomaly coefficient N) with E/N = 8/3, as in GUT
models, from gamma-ray observations with the Fermi-LAT
towards SN1987A, Cas A, SN2023ixf, and SN2024ggi, along
with SMM gamma-ray observations of SN1987A. (Note that
the SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi results are joined together.)
We find no evidence for an axion-induced signal. Addition-
ally, we show in light gray constraints we derive from compar-
ing the diffuse SN axion-induced gamma-ray background to
Fermi data and from the cooling of SN1987A (see the SM). In
dark gray we show the irreducible axion background (‘Freeze-
in’) constraint [20]. In dashed gray (black) we indicate con-
tours of constant axion lifetime (axion-proton coupling); see
also SM Fig. 3 for the constraints illustrated in terms of gapp
and fa. We also show the mass ma,res where gaγγ vanishes,
ΛQCD ≈ 300 MeV, below which axion-pion mixing occurs,
and 3mπ, above which the axions can decay to three pions.

the Solar Maximum Mission (SMM), which famously col-
lected data in the direction of SN1987A (through its side
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shielding) when the SN exploded but did not observe a
gamma-ray burst [25, 26]. On the other hand, as we show
in this work much stronger constraints on heavy axions
are obtained using Fermi-LAT data towards SN1987A
from 2008 onwards. The reason is that the Fermi-LAT,
which is a far superior instrument relative to the SMM,
is able to achieve approximately five orders of magnitude
stronger flux limits on the ∼100 MeV flux from SN1987A
relative to the SMM and is able to probe axions with
lifetimes much longer than 10 years. While SN2023ixf
has been considered before for heavy axions [27] in the
context of Fermi-LAT data, we are able to achieve supe-
rior sensitivity to axions relative to that work both by
accounting for axion-nucleon production and by using a
more appropriate set of data quality cuts, which removes
crucial instrumental gaps that limited the analysis in [27].
We provide the first analysis of SN2024ggi using Fermi-
LAT and find no significant evidence for axions for that
or any of the other SN.

Our work complements the search for QCD and ultra-
light axions using gamma-ray data towards SN including
SN1987A [22, 28–33]. These searches account for the
same axion production mechanisms considered here but
then the conversion of those axions to photons on Galac-
tic and stellar magnetic fields.

Heavy axion theory While most works have only
allowed heavy axions to have couplings to electromag-
netism [21–23] (but see [24, 34]), here we argue that
generically we expect heavy axions to couple both to
QCD and to QED with roughly equal strengths (see (1)).
Allowing for QCD couplings, as we show, qualitatively
changes how one goes about searching for the axion de-
cays because generically we are able to probe much higher
decay constants in this case, which corresponds to longer
axion lifetimes.

The axion-photon coupling in the infrared (IR) below
the QCD confinement scale, for ma ≪ mπ with mπ the
pion mass, is [35]

gaγγ ≈ αem

2πfa

(
E

N
− 1.92

)
, (2)

where fa ≡ Fa/N is the axion decay constant; this equa-
tion receives substantial corrections for ma near and
above the pion mass, as we discuss in the SM. In addition
to the axion couplings to gauge bosons in (1), the axion
could also have UV derivative couplings to SM fermion
axial currents. We do not consider such contributions
here to be conservative. In the IR the axion acquires
derivative couplings to nucleons,

L ⊃ ∂µa

2fa

[
Cappp̄γ

µγ5p+ Cannn̄γ
µγ5n

]
, (3)

due to the axion coupling to GG̃. In particular, the
dimensionless coefficients that appear above are given
by Capp ≈ −0.50 and Cann ≈ −0.02 in the limit
ma ≪ mπ [36]; we define dimensionless couplings such as
gapp = mpCapp/fa with mp the proton mass, see Fig. 1.

(See the SM for the couplings at ma ∼ mπ.) In addition,
the axion acquires axion-nucleon-pion and axion-nucleon-
∆ interactions (see, e.g., [33, 37, 38]).
If the Standard Model unifies into a grand unified the-

ory (GUT), then the axion necessarily must have non-
trivial N and E [39, 40]. More precisely, let us assume
that the axion is neutral under the GUT gauge group and
a “standard” embedding of the Standard Model in the
GUT theory, e.g. for which the Standard Model arises
from an SU(5) subgroup of the potentially larger group
G. This includes an SU(5) GUT with 5+10 matter con-
tent, SO(10) with 16 matter, and E6 with 27 matter.
In this case, E/N = 8/3 [39]. We use E/N = 8/3 as a
benchmark throughout this work.
In contrast to this work, much effort is focused at the

moment on searching for ultra-light axions (with masses
much less than the QCD-induced axion mass ma,QCD)
that couple to QED (i.e., have E ̸= 0) – see, e.g., [41–
43] for reviews. Such axions are targets for a number of
astrophysical observations ranging from CAST searches
for axions from the Sun [44–46] to X-ray spectral modu-
lations [47–50] to magnetic white dwarf polarization [51]
to X-ray searches for axion production and conversion
in star clusters and galaxies [52, 53], among many other
possibilities [54–59]. These axions, if they exist, must
have N = 0 as otherwise their light masses would be
fine-tuned (but see [60]), though we note that this im-
plies such ultralight axions with E ̸= 0 are unlikely to
arise in GUT theories [39, 40].
Heavy axion induced gamma-ray flux from su-

pernovae In this work we focus on core-collapse SN that
lead to neutron stars (NSs). The hot proto-NSs (PNSs)
produce an abundance of axions, as described below, in
the ∼10 s after collapse. After exiting the PNS photo-
sphere, the axions decay into photons with the partial
lifetime

τa→γγ ≈ 4 · 103 yr

(
100 MeV

ma

)3(
10−15 GeV−1

gaγγ

)2

.

(4)

For ma ≥ 3mπ, with mπ the pion mass, the decays a →
3π0 and a → π0π+π− become kinematically possible.
We account for these additional decay channels in our
computation of the signal flux (see the SM for details).
For a SN at a distance RSN from the Earth, the differ-

ential gamma-ray flux received on Earth (in units of e.g.
cts/cm2/s/GeV) is [23]

d3Fγ

dEγdt dcθ
=

2

τa→γγ

|cθ|
(t/RSN + 1− cθ)

2

dNa/ dEa

4πR2
SN

× ma

pa
exp

[
−RSN

τa

2Eγ

ma

(
t

RSN
+ 1− cθ

)]
×Θcons. (Eγ , t, cθ) , (5)

where Eγ is the observed gamma-ray energy, t is the
time delay relative to the arrival of a photon emitted
at the onset of the SN explosion (in the limit t much
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larger than the duration of the explosion itself, which is
approximated as instantaneous), and cθ ≡ cos θ with θ
the angle between the gamma-ray arrival direction and
the line-of-sight to the SN. We denote the axion mo-
mentum pa =

√
E2

a −m2
a and total axion lifetime τa =

(Γa→γγ + Γa3π)
−1. Note that the flux is proportional to

the axion emission spectrum dNa/dEa, where the axion
energy Ea is implicitly a function of (Eγ , t, cθ). Above,
we also introduce a Heaviside function Θcons.(Eγ , t, cθ)
that enforces that the axion decays outside of the SN
photosphere. We emphasize that even light, relativistic
axions can give time-delayed signals because the axions
can leave the SN at large angles to the line of sight and
then decay to photons that arrive at Earth with signifi-
cant time delay.

To compute the axion emission spectrum dNa/dEa, we
follow Ref. [33]. We use three different 1-D spherically
symmetric SN simulations from the Garching Core Col-
lapse Supernova Archive [61, 62]: SFHo-18.6, SFHo-18.8
and SFHo-20.0. Our fiducial model for SN1987A is, as
in [33], SFHo-18.6, which assumes an 18.6 M⊙ progeni-
tor and leads to a NS mass 1.553M⊙, consistent with the
inferred remnant mass for SN1987A [63]. On the other
hand, SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi are expected to have
arisen from red supergiant (RSG) progenitor stars, unlike
the case of SN1987A for which the SN was a blue super-
giant (BSG), with masses ∼9 – 14 M⊙ [64–68] (see SM
Tab. I for a list of the known properties). The low progen-
itor masses of these core collapse SN strongly suggest that
the remnants are NSs and not black holes, though little
information is known about the resulting NS masses. To
be conservative we thus use the lowest NS progenitor
masses from the suite of simulations we consider from
the Garching archive; in particular, we use the SFHo-
18.8 model for SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi, which has a
1.351M⊙ NS mass. In the SM we show that our results
are not strongly affected by different choices of the SN
simulation.

We compute the axion luminosity integrated over the
first ∼10 s of the SN as in [33] from the 1-D radial pro-
files, as shown in SM Fig. 4 for two example axion masses
and assuming the GUT benchmark scenario E/N = 8/3.
Following the discussion in Ref. [33], we consider ax-
ion emission from the Primakoff process, bremsstrahlung
from nucleons, and pion-to-axion conversion off nucle-
ons, through a four-point interaction or via intermediate
nucleon or ∆ exchanges [69–71]. Additionally, we ac-
count also for photon-photon coalescence, which becomes
kinematically allowed and relevant for ma ≳ 2ωpl, where
ωpl denotes the photon plasma frequency. Note that the
hadronic production processes dominate by multiple or-
ders of magnitude over the production processes solely
involving photons. The axion luminosity could be fur-
ther enhanced by density-dependent effects beyond what
we account for [72, 73]. Lastly, following Ref. [74], we also
account for the reabsorption of axions within the PNS.

Fermi data analyses We analyze Fermi-LAT data
collected since its launch in 2008 for evidence of heavy

axion induced gamma-ray signals due to axion decay to
two photons for the four SN targets considered in this
work. Our analyses of Cas A and SN1987A are qualita-
tively different from those of SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi
because the former SN occurred prior to the launch of
Fermi while the latter two SN happened while Fermi was
actively collecting data. We begin by describing our anal-
ysis of the data for SN1987A.

The axion lifetimes of primary interest for our study of
SN1987A are much longer than the ∼35 years since the
explosion of the SN. Thus, we stack the Fermi data – sub-
ject to the binning described below – over time for the
period between 2008-08-04 and 2024-12-02. (Our data
reduction procedure and set of quality cuts are fully de-
scribed in App. B.) We reduce and analyze the data for
the top quartile of SOURCE data as ranked by the point
spread function (PSF); we chose to not analyze the other
quartiles of data for SN1987A because of their poorer an-
gular resolution at low energies. We bin the data spatially
using HEALPIX [75, 76] with nside = 512 and in energy
using 10 logarithmically spaced energy bins between 100
MeV and 1 GeV.

We analyze the data in each energy bin independently
using a spatial template fit including all pixels in the re-
gion of interest (ROI) that have pixel centers within 5◦

of SN1987A. We model SN1987A as a point source (PS)
broadened only by the PSF, and we constrain emission
associated with this source profiling over nuisance pa-
rameters for our background model. The background
model includes a spatial template for Galactic diffuse
gamma-ray emission, which we model using the Fermi
gll iem v07 (p8r3) diffuse model. We account for unre-
solved extragalactic and instrumental backgrounds using
an isotropic template that follows the exposure map. Ad-
ditionally, we include all 6 of the PSs in the 4FGL PS cat-
alog with greater than 3σ detection significance [77, 78]
within 5◦ of the SN. We also include the four extended
emission templates within 5◦ of the SN. Each of these
spatial background templates (12 in total) is assigned an
independent nuisance parameter in each energy bin that
rescales the expected flux associated with that template.
We profile over the nuisance parameters associated with
the nuisance templates in each energy bin, using a Pois-
son likelihood, to construct the profile likelihood for the
flux associated with the signal template. (See App. B.)
The resulting best-fit fluxes and associated 1σ uncertain-
ties for SN1987A PS emission are shown in Fig. 2. We
note that the lowest two energy bins have positive, cen-
tral flux estimates that are 1.7σ and 1.3σ away from zero,
though given the low significance we are unable to claim
a detection of emission associated with the SN in any
individual energy bin. Furthermore, we emphasize that
due to the number of nearby astrophysical PSs and ex-
tended emission regions any detection would be difficult
to definitively associate with the SN and not other emis-
sion regions within the LMC.

Given the set of profile likelihoods in the individ-
ual energy bins we construct a joint profile likelihood
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Figure 2. The spectra from each of the targets considered
in this work from analyses of the Fermi-LAT data since the
launch of Fermi in 2008. For SN1987A and Cas A (which only
includes data to ∼320 MeV due to astrophysical contamina-
tion at higher energies and is considered as a PS here) we stack
in time all data since the SN, while for the two more recent
SN we use the data prior to the SN as data-driven background
templates to analyze the data post SN. Here, we present re-
sults for our v1 data sets for SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi, which
are the data sets containing data from the SN explosions until
Dec. 2, 2024, though we also analyze shorter-term data sets
to look for signals with shorter lifetimes (see text). We illus-
trate the best-fit axion-induced signal for SN1987A, which has
∼2σ detection significance. The best-fit axion parameters are
(ma, gaγγ) ≈ (234 MeV, 5.3× 10−15 GeV−1) for E/N = 8/3.
Data points are staggered in energy for presentation only.

p(d|Maxion,θ), with d the observed Fermi data counts
vector, as a function of the signal model Maxion parame-
ter vector θ by the product of the profile likelihoods in the
individual energy bins evaluated at the predicted signal
flux. Here, θ is the combination of axion model parame-
ters. In the GUT benchmark model with E/N = 8/3 we
may express all couplings in terms of gaγγ . In this case,
we find the best-fit axion mass and coupling combination
(ma, gaγγ) ≈ (234 MeV, 5.3× 10−15 GeV−1), with a dis-
covery test statistic (TS) of TS ≈ 6.4. Given that the
axion model is a 2-parameter model, this corresponds to
a p-value of p ≈ 0.04 (around 2σ evidence in favor of the
signal model). In Fig. 2 we illustrate the axion model
prediction for the best-fit mass and coupling on top of
the flux data. Note that at the best-fit point the axion
lifetime is only ∼10 yrs, such that incorporating timing
information, which we do not do in this work, could pro-
vide additional insight into the axion origin of the signal.

We set 95% one-sided upper limits on gaγγ as a func-
tion of ma, illustrated in Fig. 1 by the lower bound on the
excluded region. Note that this analysis is not sensitive
to lower axion masses than shown due to the kinematic
and geometric constraints imposed by the fact that the
signal must be time delayed by ∼20 years (see the SM).

The upper bound on the excluded region arises from the
fact that at fixed ma as one increases |gaγγ | the lifetime
of the axion falls and eventually becomes much less than
the ∼20 years between the SN and the launch of Fermi.
Precisely, the upper boundary of the excluded region for
SN1987A is set by applying Wilks’ theorem to the profile
likelihood at fixed ma as a function of |gaγγ | expanding
about the local best-fit value at large |gaγγ | to determine
the one-sided lower bound on |gaγγ |. (Note that if no
lower boundary exists for the exclusion region, we do not
attempt to construct an upper boundary.)

Our analysis of Fermi-LAT data towards Cas A is
similar to that of SN1987A with a few key differences.
First, while there are only three significant 4FGL PSs
near Cas A, the SN is much closer to the Galactic plane
(at ℓ ≈ 111.74◦, b ≈ −2.13◦). We thus use a reduced-
size ROI of 3◦ in radius to be conservative in mitigating
mismodeling due to Galactic diffuse emission along the
plane. We also account for the fact that, depending on
the axion parameters, the spatial extension of the axion-
induced signal could surpass the spatial extension of the
PSF (see SM Fig. 13); indeed, we find that the 68% con-
tainment radius of axion-induced emission could reach
∼8◦ due to the long baseline between the SN, which oc-
curred around 1674, and today. Given fixed axion model
parameters we self-consistently compute the spatial mor-
phology of the axion signal, convolve it with the PSF, and
then search for evidence of this spatial component in the
Fermi-LAT data. We use only the first five energy bins
(E ≲ 320 MeV), since non-thermal emission associated
with the SN shock-wave has been detected above ∼500
MeV [79]. We find no evidence for an axion-induced sig-
nal, with the discovery TS being TS ≈ 1.4 for a two-sided
test and TS = 0 for a one-sided test, since the best-fit
coupling is negative. The upper limit under the null hy-
pothesis from the Cas A analysis is shown in Fig. 1, while
Fig. 2 shows the spectral data for the analysis assuming
no spatial extension of the signal beyond the PSF.

Our analyses of SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi differ from
those of SN1987A and Cas A because the former SN went
off while Fermi was collecting data. We thus use the data
collected by Fermi prior to the SN as a data-driven back-
ground template. We model the data collected since the
SN, which we refer to as the signal data sets, by a combi-
nation of the data-driven background template and the
signal, which is modeled as a PS. We construct three dif-
ferent signal data sets differing in the time interval of
incorporated data. Our v1 signal data set incorporates
data from 1 day prior to the first optical signal of the SN
(2023-05-18 for SN2023ixf and 2024-04-11 for SN2024ggi)
to 2024-12-02. We chose 1 day prior to the optical sig-
nal from the SN to ensure that the SN itself is captured
within the signal data set since the optical signal is ex-
pected to lag the SN by around 0.6 days for SN2023ixf
and 0.3 days for SN2024ggi [80, 81]. Our v2 (v3) data
sets only includes data to 30 (3) days after the onset of
the optical signals; these data sets are useful for searching
for shorter-lived axion signals.
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Given that the analyses of the more recent SN are more
straightforward than those of SN1987A and Cas A, we
analyze independently the data from the top 3 quartiles
of SOURCE data as ranked by the PSF and then construct
a joint likelihood. To combine the results from the v1, v2,
v3 data sets we take the strongest limit at a given mass
from that ensemble (see the SM for individual limits). In
Fig. 2 we illustrate our recovered fluxes for the analyses
of the v1 data sets joined over PSF quartiles.
We find no evidence for axions in our analyses of any of

the data sets for SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi (TS < 5 in all
cases). We illustrate the excluded regions from these SN
in Fig. 1. For presentation purposes, we construct joint
likelihoods for the v1, v2, and v3 data sets over both SN
and present the joint upper limits in Fig. 1. (See the SM
for results shown individually for each SN.)

To determine the upper boundaries of the excluded re-
gions for the two recent SN we account for two physical
effects. First, Fermi is on a ∼96.5 minute orbit and has
an instantaneous field of view that covers ∼1/5 of the sky.
Given that we do not know the precise times of the SN,
to be conservative, we thus assume that the effective area
of Fermi is precisely zero for the first 90 minutes follow-
ing the SN. (Beyond the first 90 minutes we approximate
the effective area as constant in time.) This means that
short-lived axion signals, even if bright after the explo-
sion, contribute an exponentially suppressed amount of
flux to our signal model if the axion lifetime is less than
90 minutes. (In contrast, Ref. [27] analyses Fermi-LAT
data towards SN2023ixf with the additional data qual-
ity cut ABS(ROCK ANGLE)<52, which leads to a roughly
three-day gap in exposure; our sensitivity to short-lived
axions is stronger than that of [27] for SN2023ixf in part
because we do not include this quality cut.) Secondly,
we account for the fact that axions must decay outside
of the progenitor star.

We note that there are noticeable features in the upper
limits shown in Fig. 1 for ma near the pion mass mπ [24].
The reason is that fa|gaγγ | formally diverges as ma →
mπ, while fa|gaγγ | → 0 as ma → ma,res, with ma,res ≈
0.82mπ in the GUT scenario [82].
In Fig. 1 we also show our results from our reinter-

pretation of the SN1987A SMM data in the context of
the GUT axion model (see the SM), though the excluded
region is subdominant compared to those from Fermi ex-
cept at high gaγγ . On the other hand, in the scenario
where the heavy axion only couples to QED and not to
QCD, which we argue in this Letter is not a well moti-
vated UV scenario, we show in the SM that the analyses
of SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi Fermi data still give leading
constraints but that the Fermi data towards SN1987A
and Cas A are not constraining because we are not able
to probe long enough lifetimes in that case for the ax-
ion to give an appreciable signal after the time delay
since the SN. Thus, the application of Fermi data to-
wards SN1987A and Cas A requires the axion to couple

to QCD in addition to QED.
Note that in Fig. 1 we illustrate in gray constraints

from existing searches for heavy axions, most of which
use SN as probes (an exception being the decay of the
irreducible axion background produced through freeze-in
in the early universe [20]). As detailed in the SM, we re-
compute the existing SN bounds [74, 83, 84] to account
for production through nucleons and trapping in the the-
ory with E/N = 8/3; we find that constraints for the
decay of the diffuse SN axion background are especially
relevant. Note also in Fig. 1 our constraints are formally
not valid in the gray region labeled ‘SN1987Aν’, though
this region is already excluded, because in this region of
parameter space the back-reaction of the axion energy
loss is important and not accounted for. We do not show
constraints from more model-dependent searches that re-
quire the axion to be DM or make other early-Universe
assumptions [85–91].
Discussion In this work we produce leading con-

straints on heavy axions that couple to both QED and
QCD, as generically expected for axions much more mas-
sive than the QCD axion. We show these axions may
be produced within the first few seconds after a core
collapse SN and then decay at later times, giving long-
lasting gamma-ray signals that may be observed days to
years to centuries after the SN with instruments such as
Fermi. We search for evidence of axion-induced gamma-
rays from four recent and nearby core-collapse SN: Cas
A, SN1987A, SN2023ixf, and SN2024ggi. We find no sig-
nificant evidence for axion-induced gamma-rays.
Our work could be improved in the future by further

incorporating temporal information into the data analy-
sis instead of simply working with time-stacked data sets.
In the future our results will likely be improved by new
SN. Most optimistically, a future Galactic SN would pro-
vide transformative sensitivity to an axion signal, as we
show in the SM. To best take advantage of such a sig-
nal, however, we must work towards future gamma-ray
observatories beyond the Fermi-LAT having full-sky con-
tinuous coverage to ensure no time gaps between the SN
explosion and the gamma-ray observations [33].
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A. PROPERTIES OF THE SUPERNOVAE
STUDIED IN THIS WORK.

In this work we derive constraints on the heavy-axion
parameter space from gamma-ray observations of Cas
A, SN1987A, SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi. SN1987A was
a type II SN in the Large Magellanic Cloud, at a dis-
tance of ∼50 kpc from Earth. The progenitor star was
a blue supergiant (BSG), Sanduleak -69 202, with ra-
dius R ≃ 45 ± 15R⊙. Recent observations and simu-
lations of SN explosions and the evolution of NSs point
toward a progenitor mass of (18−20)M⊙ and a NS mass
of (1.22 − 1.62)M⊙ [63]. Less is known for SN2023ixf
and SN2024ggi. The first was a type II-L SN located
in the Pinwheel Galaxy, at a distance of ∼6.4 Mpc from
Earth and has a candidate red supergiant (RSG) progen-
itor of approximately 11 M⊙. The second was a type II
SN in NGC3621 at a distance of ∼7.2 Mpc from Earth
and has a candidate RSG progenitor of approximately
13 M⊙. The masses of the remnant NSs are not known,
and we assume that both SN have given birth to NSs
with lower masses than SN1987A. On the other hand
Cassiopea A (Cas A) is the remnant of SN1680 and the
youngest SN remnant observed in the Milky Way at a
distance of d ≈ 3.4 kpc [92]. Analysis of its X-ray spec-
trum suggests a radius R ∈ [8.3, 10.3] km and a mass
MNS ∈ [1.65, 2.01]M⊙ [93, 94]. Note that for sufficiently
large axion-photon couplings the signal flux depends on
the radius of the SN photosphere Rps. In our computa-
tions we assume Rps and RSN take the central values of
the ranges listed in SM Tab. I.

In this work we use the spherically-symmetric SN sim-
ulations including PNS convection [95, 96] from [62] that
may be found in the Garching Core-Collapse Supernova
archive [61] (see [97–99] for further details of the incor-
porated microphysics). For SN1987A we use SFHo-18.6
as our fiducial simulation as it assumes an 18.6 M⊙ pro-
genitor and a NS mass of 1.553 M⊙. For SN2023ixf and
SN2024ggi our fiducial simulation is model SFHo-18.8
which assumes an 18.8 M⊙ progenitor, and a NS mass of
1.351 M⊙. Finally we use SFHo-20.0 as our fiducial sim-
ulation for Cas A, which assumes a 20.0 M⊙ progenitor
and a NS mass of 1.947 M⊙.

B. FERMI DATA REDUCTION AND ANALYSIS

We use FermiTools to reduce 853 weeks of Pass 8
Fermi gamma-ray data collected from August 4th, 2008,
to December 2nd, 2024, restricted to the SOURCE
event class photon classification. We apply the recom-
mended quality cuts of DATA QUAL>0, LAT CONFIG==1,
and zenithangle<90. We produce counts and exposure
maps binned into HEALPIX maps with nside=512. The
data are binned in 40 logarithmically spaced bins be-
tween 100 MeV and 1 TeV. In Supp. Figs. 7, 8, 9 we
show images of the data within the vicinity of each of
our targets.

As described in the main Letter, we analyze the data
differently for SN1987A and Cas A versus the two more
recent SN in 2023 and 2024, since for the latter we may
use the collected data prior to the SN as data-driven
background models. We begin by providing additional
details for the SN1987A analysis. For that analysis, we
analyze the data summed over the full time duration
given above. We search for emission associated with a PS
at the location of SN1987A. In that sense, the SN1987A
search is analogous to the typical PS searches performed
with Fermi-LAT data. However, the analysis is compli-
cated by the number of gamma-ray sources in the LMC.
Due to the astrophysical gamma-ray backgrounds in the
LMC, we chose to only analyze the top quartile of SOURCE
data as ranked by the point spread function (PSF) for the
SN1987A analysis. (See Supp. Figs. 5 for illustrations
of the PSF containment radii for different PSF quar-
tiles.) This is because the lower-resolution data quartiles
have degraded angular resolutions, which complicates the
low-energy analysis in the complicated regions around
SN1987A. This problem is exacerbated by the fact that
we care about low energies down to 100 MeV and the
Fermi PSF degrades significantly at low energies, mak-
ing it all the more difficult to differentiate emission from
SN1987A from emission from nearby sources.
We analyze the data within each energy bin indepen-

dently in a 5◦ radius ROI around SN1987A with a Poisson
likelihood. Specifically, in energy bin i we compute the
likelihood

pi(d|M,θ) =

Npix∏
j=1

µi,j(θ)
ni,j

ni,j !
e−µi,j(θ) , (6)

where d = {ni,j} is the data set consisting of counts in
energy bin i and pixel j. The mean expected number of
counts µi,j is a function of the model parameter vector
θ, which for the signal plus background model M is

µi,j(θ) =Asig,iT
sig
i,j +Abkg,iT

bkg
i,j +Aiso,iT

iso
i,j

+

NPS∑
k=1

Ak
PS,iT

PS,k
i,j +

Next∑
k=1

Ak
ext,iT

ext,k
i,j .

(7)

Here, NPS (Next) denotes the number of PSs (extended
emission regions) considered in the analysis. The tem-
plates T sig (T iso) (T bkg) (TPS) (T ext) denote the appro-
priate spatial templates, at fixed energy index i, for emis-
sion associated with the source (diffuse model) (isotropic
emission) (PSs) (extended emission). The template T bkg

is the (p8r3) diffuse model, appropriately reprocessed
for our data selection criterion. The isotropic template
is taken to follow the exposure map, which is produced
in the data reduction process and is approximately con-
stant over our ROI. We select all PSs in the 4FGL
catalog within 5◦ of SN1987A that have discovery sig-
nificance larger than 3σ in the 4FGL-DR4 PS catalog,
and we include all four Fermi extended emission tem-
plates associated with the LMC [77, 78]. There are 6
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PSs that pass that cuts described above, which we in-
clude in our analysis, while the extended emission tem-
plates are LMC-FarWest, LMC-30DorWest, LMC-Galaxy,
and LMC-North. The closest of the 6 PSs to SN1987A
is 4FGL J0537.8-6909, being ∼0.23◦ away from the SN.
This particular source is identified with the pulsar wind
nebula N 157B, which also is known to produce high-
energy gamma-rays extending above a TeV [100]. Note
that we forward model the signal (PS) template along
with the other PS and extended emission templates
through the instrument response using the FermiTools.
In total, our model M, in a given energy bin, has 12
nuisance parameters for the background templates along
with 1 signal parameter Asig,i for the signal flux associ-
ated with the PS in that energy bin.

We construct a suite of 10 profile likelihoods as func-
tions of the {Asig,i}10i=1 by maximizing the likelihoods
at fixed Asig,i over the ensemble of nuisance parameters
(see, e.g., [41]). We refer to these profiled likelihoods as
pi(d|Asig,i). We use these profile likelihoods to extract
the best-fit spectra and associated uncertainties for the
SN. We also use these profile likelihoods for our analyses
in the context of the axion model.

The axion model predicts signal flux in each energy
bin. We thus construct the likelihood

p

(
d|{gaγγ ,ma,

E

N
}
)

=

10∏
i=1

pi

(
d|Asig,i

(
gaγγ ,ma,

E

N

))
,

(8)

where the product is over the 10 energy bins included
in this analysis. The axion model predicts a unique sig-
nal flux in each energy bin, Asig,i(gaγγ ,ma), as a func-
tion of the axion mass and axion-photon coupling, for a
given fixed value of E/N . We use the likelihood in (8)
to search for evidence in favor of the axion model and to
constrain the parameter space, following the discussion
in the main text. The discovery TS is defined as twice
the log-likelihood difference between the best-fit signal
and null models for best-fit ĝaγγ > 0, with TS = 0 for
ĝaγγ < 0 for a one-sided test (see, e.g., [41]).
Our analysis of Cas A is analogous to that of SN1987A

except for three differences: (i) we use a reduced ROI of
3◦ radius since the source is close to the Galactic plane;
(ii) we account for the spatial extension of the signal, in
addition to the PSF, at a given gaγγ , ma, and energy
bin using (5); and (iii) we only include the first 5 energy
bins, which includes data between 100 MeV and ∼320
MeV, given that high-energy gamma-ray associated with
the SN remnant of Cas A have been detected, starting at
∼500 MeV [79] and consistent with arising from particle
acceleration at the edge of the expanding shock-wave.

Our analyses of the SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi data
lead to profile likelihoods pi(d|Asig,i) in the individual
energy bins, as in the case of SN1987A, and from that
point the analysis proceeds as in the case of SN1987A.
However, the construction of the profile likelihoods them-
selves in the individual energy bins is qualitatively differ-
ent for the more recent SN, since in these cases we have

images of the sky pre-SN. First, we down-bin the data
to nside = 64 such that our background data set has a
large (≫ 10) number of counts per bin. The background
data set is defined as the data set constructed from Fermi
data since launch to 2 days prior to the SN. We refer to

the background data set as dbkg = {nbkg
i,j }. We construct

three distinct ‘signal data sets’, which are defined as the
stacked data collected 1 day prior to the onset of the op-
tical signal from the SN to 3 days after (30 days after)
(until the present day) for the three data set versions.
The precise times for these data sets are given in Tab. II.
We refer to the three distinct signal data sets as dv1

sig,

dv2
sig, and dv3

sig for the data set extending to the present
day, 30 days after the SN, and 3 days after, respectively.
We analyze the three data sets and then, at a given mass
ma, take the strongest limits over the ensemble of three
data sets. This accounts for the fact that longer-lived
axion signal will be better searched for using e.g. the v1
data set, while shorter lived data sets might be better
searched for using e.g. the v2 data set.
For a given signal data set we compute the likelihoods

in the individual energy bins by

pi({dsig,dbkg}|M,θ) =

Npix∏
j=1

µi,j(θ)
nsig
i,j

nsig
i,j !

e−µi,j(θ)×

Abkg
i,j

nbkg
i,j

nbkg
i,j !

e−Abkg
i,j ,

(9)

with

µi,j(θ) = Asig,iT
sig
i,j +Abkg

i Abkg
i,j

Esig
i,j

Ebkg
i,j

. (10)

Here, T sig
i,j is the signal template, as in the case of

SN1987A, with model parameter Asig,i. Each pixel is as-

signed a nuisance parameter Abkg
i,j ; this nuisance parame-

ter is constrained by the number of background counts in
the background data sets in that pixel and contributes to
the signal model prediction through the ratio of exposure
maps E between the signal and background data reduc-

tions. We allow for an overall nuisance parameter Abkg
i

in (10) that takes a constant value over the pixels in a
given energy bin to account for uncertainties in the expo-
sure maps. Note that the signal and background model
M has, in a given energy bin i, the signal model param-
eter Asig,i in addition to a single nuisance parameter per

pixel Abkg
i,j , along with the nuisance parameter Ai.

We may analytically profile over the nuisance param-

eters Abkg
i,j appearing in (9) to compute an analytic,

though complicated, expression for the likelihood par-
tially profiled over all nuisance parameters except for

Abkg
i . We profile over Abkg

i numerically in order to com-
pute the profile likelihoods pi(d|Asig,i).
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Supplementary Materials for “Time-delayed gamma-ray signatures of heavy axions
from core-collapse supernovae”

Joshua N. Benabou, Claudio Andrea Manzari, Yujin Park, Garima Prabhakar, Benjamin R. Safdi, and Inbar Savoray

These Supplementary Materials (SM) are organized as follows. Section 1 contains supplementary figures and tables
that support the results of the main text. Section 2 discusses additional axion decay channels beyond two photons. In
Sec. 3 we discuss aspects of heavy axion theory related to the strong-CP problem. In Sec. 4 we describe the massive
axion couplings under RG flow, while Sec. 5 provides additional details for our axion production and reabsorption
calculations. Section 6 gives additional analysis details for the analyses presented in the main text. Lastly, in Sec. 7
we describe our computations of the other SN-related constraints shown in e.g. Fig. 1.

1. SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURES AND TABLES

We include the following supplementary figures and tables:

• Fig. 3: Summary of our constraints as a function of ma versus the axion-proton coupling and versus 1/fa.

• Fig. 4: Example axion spectra from SN with and without axion nucleon couplings.

• Fig. 5: The Fermi effective area and PSF.

• Fig. 6: The spectra extracted from this work for SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi for the individual v1, v2, and v3
data sets.

• Fig. 7: Example spatial maps of the background-subtracted data for SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi.

• Fig. 8: Spatial maps of the data and model components for SN1987A.

• Fig. 9: Spatial maps of the data and model components for Cas A.

• Fig. 10: Sensitivity of our results to the SN simulations.

• Fig. 11: Sensitivity of our SN1987A Fermi result to the inclusion of the axion-pion conversion processes.

• Fig. 12: SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi results for the individual v1, v2, and v3 data sets.

• Fig. 13: Expected angular spread of the signal for Cas A as a result of the long time duration since the SN.

• Fig. 14: Projected sensitivity from Fermi-LAT observations of the next Galactic SN.

• Fig. 15: Our results for the axion model where the axion only couples to QED and not to QCD.

• Tab. I: Properties of the SN considered in this work.

• Tab. II: The time ranges of Fermi-LAT data incorporated into this work.

• Tab. III: A summary of the discovery TSs and best-fit values from the analyses of Fermi-LAT data in this work.

Supernova Optical Signal (UTC) RSN [kpc] Rps [R⊙] Mproj [M⊙] MNS [M⊙] Refs.

SN1987A 1987-02-24 (Las Campanas Observatory) 51.4± 1.2 ≈ 43 ∼ 18− 20 1.22− 1.62 [63, 101–104]
Cas A ≈ 1674 3.4+0.3

−0.1 kpc — ∼ 15− 25 1.65− 2.01 [92–94]
SN2023ixf 2023-05-18 19:30:00.000 (Kōichi Itagaki) (6.85± 0.15)× 103 410± 10 11± 2 — [64–67, 105]
SN2024ggi 2024-04-11 03:22:35.616 (ATLAS) (6.72± 0.19)× 103 887+60

−51 13± 1 — [68, 106–108]

Table I. Properties of the SN studied in this work. For each SN we indicate the time (in UTC if known) of the optical signal
at Earth and the observatory (or observer, in the case of SN2023ixf) which first received it, the distance RSN to Earth, the
radius of the photosphere Rps, the progenitor mass Mproj, and the mass of the resulting neutron star MNS. Note that for some
quantities estimates do not exist in the literature, in which case we leave a blank.
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Figure 3. (Left) Excluded regions found in this work (at 95% confidence or greater) as in Fig. 1 but in the ma-|gapp| plane.
Here we define gapp = Cappmp/fa with mp the proton mass. We indicate the axion mass ma,p = 185.9 MeV for which Capp is
vanishing (see Fig. 16). (Right) As in the left panel, but in the ma-1/fa plane. For an explanation of the regions of sharply
enhanced or suppressed sensitivity, see Sec. 4.
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conversion. Here we fix gaγγ = 10−12 GeV−1, and show the spectra for ma = 1MeV (black) and ma = 100MeV (maroon). We
compute SN properties using the SFHo-18.6 SN simulation. The energy ranges we use in our analyses are indicated (shaded)
for the SMM and Fermi-LAT observations.
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Figure 5. Aspects of the Fermi-LAT instrument response. (Left) The exposure E in each of our analysis energy bins in units of
cm2s for each of the PSF quartiles, with PSF3 having the highest angular resolution and PSF1 the poorest resolution. (There
is also a PSF0 quartile, but we do not include it since the angular resolution of this quartile is especially poor.) (Right) The
68% containment radius of the PSF in each of our analysis energy bins for the three PSF quartiles we consider. The Fermi PSF
is modeled through King functions, but the FermiTools only includes the parameters of the King functions in coarse energy
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Figure 6. As in Fig. 2 except comparing the v1, v2, and v3 data sets for SN2023ixf (Left) and SN2024ggi (Right). Recall that
the v1 data sets include data from slightly before the optical signal until December 2024, while v2 (v3) extends to 30 days (3
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due to the current observing strategy of the Fermi-LAT, which gives more exposure towards the location of SN2023ixf than
SN2024ggi.
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Figure 7. The SN2023ixf (Left) and SN2024ggi (Right) Fermi-LAT background-subtracted data between 100 and 200 MeV in
the vicinity of the targets. Note that δℓ and δb refer to the difference in longitude and latitude from the source, respectively,
with the source locations indicated in the figures. The background model arises from the data collected by the Fermi-LAT prior
to the SN. We find no evidence for excess emission associated with either of these SN. Note that the data are down-binned here
to nside = 64 for presentation purposes.

Data set Start Time (s) End Time (s)

SN1987A 239557417 741142542
Cas A 239557417 741142542
SN2023ixf (bkg) 239557417 705958205
SN2023ixf (v1) 706044605 754856440
SN2023ixf (v2) 706044605 708723005
SN2023ixf (v3) 706044605 706390205
SN2024ggi (bkg) 239557417 734325760
SN2024ggi (v1) 734412160 754856440
SN2024ggi (v2) 734412160 737090560
SN2024ggi (v3) 734412160 734757760

Table II. Time ranges of Fermi-LAT data used in this work in mission elapsed time (MET).

Analysis Best-fit (ma [MeV] , |gaγγ | [GeV−1]) Discovery TS

SN1987A (234 , 5.3× 10−15) 6.4
Cas A (point source) (50 , −2.3× 10−16) 0
SN2023ixf (v1) (405 , −3.2× 10−13) 0
SN2023ixf (v2) (164 , 2.0× 10−14) 3.0
SN2023ixf (v3) (17 , 7.1× 10−11) 2.4
SN2024ggi (v1) (1.9× 10−2 , 1.0× 10−10) 4.74
SN2024ggi (v2) (6.7 , 1.0× 10−10) 0.86
SN2024ggi (v3) (422 , 4.6× 10−13) 0.44
SN2023ixf + SN2024ggi (v1) (1.4× 10−2, 1.5× 10−10) 1.0
SN2023ixf + SN2024ggi (v2) (171 , 2.0× 10−14) 2.3
SN2023ixf + SN2024ggi (v3) (12, 8.5× 10−11) 2.8

Table III. Summary of best-fit points and associated discovery test statistics (TS) for each of the analyses of Fermi-LAT data
conducted in this work. Note that for Cas A we indicate these quantities for the analysis assuming no spatial extension of the
signal beyond the PSF.
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Figure 8. As in Fig. 7 but for the data in the vicinity of SN1987A. (Top left) The counts between 100 and 200 MeV in the
vicinity of SN1987A. The stars indicate the locations of the six astrophysical PSs we account for in our analysis. Note that
two of these sources are especially close to the location of SN1987A. (Top right) The Galactic diffuse model in the vicinity of
SN1987A. (Bottom) The sum of extended emission templates associated with the LMC with arbitrary normalization, though we
note that in our analysis the normalization of each of the extended emission templates is an independent nuisance parameter.
As in Fig. 7, we down-bin to nside = 64 for presentation purposes.
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Figure 9. As in Fig. 8 but for Cas A. We have no extended emission templates for our Cas A analysis.
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Figure 11. Our fiducial result from the Fermi-LAT analysis of SN1987A including all processes relevant for axion production in
the PNS (blue), compared to result obtained by not including any axion-pion conversion processes (red). Pionic processes make
an important contribution to our results, though even without accounting for pions we still find leading limits. We emphasize
that pions are not included within the SN simulations we use; rather, we assume a π− population that is in weak equilibrium
with the other particles in the PNS. Dedicated simulations incorporating pions are needed to further assess the impact of pions
on the axion luminosity.
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Figure 12. (Left) For SN2023ixf, comparison of limits obtained from the v1, v2, v3 data sets individually. Recall that our
fiducial limit excludes any region that is excluded by our analyses of these individual data sets. (Right) As in the left panel
but for SN2024ggi.
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Figure 13. The 68% containment radius θ68 of the decaying axion flux from Cas A, without accounting for the PSF. This
angular spread arises from the fact that the axions may propagate in directions away from the Earth and then decay into
photons on Earth-bound trajectories. Given the long baseline from the SN Cas A until today the axion emission from this SN
is noticeably extended on the sky for certain axion masses. Here we assume the SFHo-20.0 SN model. Note that the angular
spread of the signal is O(t/RSN), where t ∼ 330 years is the time delay.
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Figure 14. (Left) Projected exclusion regions (at 95% confidence or greater) assuming the GUT benchmark model for a future
Galactic SN at 10 kpc from Earth. We generate the null, Asimov Fermi-LAT data (e.g., [41]) under the null hypothesis using
the best-fit null-hypothesis fit from the relevant analyses of SN2023ixf. We assume the radius of the photosphere is the same as
for SN1987A, i.e. Rps = 1012 m. We project constraints varying the window over which ‘ON’ data is taken between 3 days, 30
days, and 1.5 years (as for SN2023ixf). Precisely, we assume that same exposure and analysis framework as in the SN2023ixf
v1. v2, and v3 data sets. We assume that Fermi is unable to observe the SN during one full orbital period (∼ 90 minutes) after
the onset of the SN. (Right) As in the left panel, but assuming there is no gap between the onset of the SN and the beginning
of the observation. Here we assume the SFHo-18.6 SN simulation and shade the existing constraints from this work. Note by
construction we do not show any sensitivity for ma ≥ 1GeV as we impose that the axion emission spectrum has no support at
energies Ea ≥ 1GeV, where the chiral perturbation theory assumed in this work is no longer valid.
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Figure 15. Summary of constraints derived in this work, as in Fig. 1, but assuming axions couple to photons alone, though
we emphasize that this is not a natural model expectation for heavy axions for the reasons emphasized in the text. Constraints
established from SMM data for decaying axions produced in SN1987A, assuming axion production occurs only through photon
conversion and Primakoff processes, are shown in gray shaded [21–24]. We reproduce these results in dashed maroon. We
account for loop-induced nuclear production processes, though these do not significantly affect the result. In this case we are
unable to probe long enough axion lifetimes for the Cas A and SN1987A data to be informative. Instead, only the SN2023ixf
and SN2024ggi data lead to new constraints. We note that our constraints improve over previous constraints using SN2023ixf
Fermi-LAT data [27] (as shown) because we use more relaxed data selection criteria, which gives a smaller time gap between
the SN explosion and the onset of data collection (see text for details).
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2. ADDITIONAL DECAY CHANNELS

For ma > 3mπ, the axion may decay into three pions with the rate [109]

Γa3π =
mam

4
π (∆Cud)

2

6144π3f2
πf

2
a

Θ(ma − 3mπ)

[
g0

(
m2

π

m2
a

)
+ g1

(
m2

π

m2
a

)]
, (11)

where ∆Cud = Cauu − Cadd +
md−mu

md+mu
and

gn(r) =
2 · 6n

(1− r)2

∫ (1−
√
r)2

4r

dz

√
1− 4r

z
(z − r)2n

√
1 + z2 + r2 − 2z − 2r − 2zr . (12)

In our computation of the signal flux, we conservatively assume that decays into pions do not produce visible photons
in the detector, although in reality they would. As we show in Fig. 17, compared to the case where only decays
into photons are accounted for, including pion decays as described decreases the axion lifetime by an O(1) factor for
ma > 3mπ. As the signal flux is exponentially sensitive to the lifetime, this has a non-negligible effect on our gaγγ
constraints.

For ma > 2me, depending on the details of the axion UV completion, we may also have decays into electrons
through the interaction

L = Caee
∂µa

2fa
ēγµγ5e , (13)

with decay rate [110]

Γa→e+e− =
mam

2
e

8πf2
a

C2
aee

[
1− 4

m2
e

m2
a

]1/2
, (14)

such that for ma ≫ me,

Γa→ee

Γa→γγ
≈ 5.9× 106

(
0.511MeV

ma

)2(
Caee

Caγγ

)2

. (15)

In the minimal GUT scenario with no axion-electron coupling at tree-level, the latter is generated at 1-loop. In this
case we find Caee/Caγγ ∼ 5×10−5, such that the electron decay channel is suppressed relative to decays into photons.

3. HEAVY AXIONS AND THE STRONG-CP PROBLEM

In this work we focus on heavy axions that couple to both QED and QCD but acquire their dominant mass
contributions through non-Standard Model sectors. In particular, we consider axion-like particles which in the UV
couple to Standard Model gauge bosons,

L ⊃ −1

4

EW

N

g22
8π2fa

aW a
µνW̃

aµν − 1

4

EB

N

g21
8π2fa

aBµνB̃
µν − 1

4

g2s
8π2fa

aGµνG̃
µν , (16)

with Wµν , Bµν and Gµν the SU(2)L, U(1)Y and SU(3)C field strengths, respectively. Note that axion-matter couplings
are then generated under the RG flow [109, 111]. For “standard” GUT embeddings of the Standard Model, the
coefficients EW and EB are related to the anomaly coefficients of QED and QCD by EW = N and EB = E −N . In
addition to the Lagrangian above, we assume that the axion acquires a mass through instantons of a hidden sector or
through e.g. string theory or gravitational instantons, as happens in the axiverse. Let us denote the dominant mass
contribution to the axion potential by

L ⊃ Λ4

(
1− cos

(
a

fa
− θ1

))
, (17)

where the precise form of the potential is not important so long as it periodic with period 2πfa. The axion mass is
then ma = Λ2/fa.
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Below the QCD confinement scale non-perturbative QFT effects generate a contribution to the axion’s potential of
the form

L ⊃ χtop

(
1− cos

(
Na

fa
− θ̄QCD

))
, (18)

where χtop ≈ (75.5 MeV)4 is the topological susceptibility [35] and where we have approximated the form of the
potential by a simple cosine since the details of the full potential are not important for the argument in this section.
We focus on heavy axions in this work with masses in the MeV - GeV range, implying that we assume Λ4 ≫ χtop.
This, in turn, implies that when the axion minimizes its potential it induces an effective θ-angle for QCD, which
would contribute to the neutron electric dipole moment:

⟨Na

fa
− θ̄QCD⟩ ≈ Nθ1 − θ̄QCD . (19)

Generically, the two angles are not aligned and the heavy axion does not solve the strong-CP problem (but see
Refs. [112, 113]).

While the heavy axion does not solve the strong-CP problem, we note that the heavy axion allows for the existence
of a normal QCD axion which does. To see this, let us now add a second axion to the theory. In particular, we
allow for a second axion ã that couples to the SM through the same operators as in (16) but with a color anomaly

coefficient Ñ . (The axion ã could also have a different Ẽ, but this will not be relevant for the discussion.) We further
assume that both axions receive potential contributions from the hidden-sector instantons, such that – without loss
of generality – we may modify (17) to

L ⊃ Λ4

(
1− cos

(
a

fa
+ M̃

ã

fa
− θ1

))
, (20)

where M̃ is a positive integer. On the other hand, the QCD-induced potential now becomes

L ⊃ χtop

(
1− cos

(
Na

fa
+

Ña

fa
− θ̄QCD

))
. (21)

Minimizing the full potential, we see that there are two angle θ1 and θ̄QCD but also two dynamical degrees of freedom,
a and ã, such that at the minimum of the potential:

⟨χtop
Na

fa
+

Ña

fa
− θ̄QCD⟩ = 0 . (22)

Thus, the strong-CP problem is precisely solved in this case. We may go one step further and diagonalize the mass

matrix to identify a heavy axion state and a lighter, normal QCD axion state with mass ma,QCD ≈ χ
1/2
top/fa. The

heavy state is

aheavy ∝ a+ M̃ã , (23)

while the lighter, QCD axion state is

aQCD ∝ −M̃a+ ã , (24)

to leading order in χtop/Λ
4. The phenomenology of the QCD axion state is the same as usual for a QCD axion. The

heavy axion, aheavy, couples to both QCD and to QED.
In the presence of a third instanton potential, there is an additional phase that cannot be removed by the two axion

states. (More generally, if there are N axions and M instanton contributions, with M > N , then there are M − N
physical phases.) However, this is no different from the normal story of a QCD axion with an additional contribution
to its potential; we may disrupt the solution to the strong-CP problem unless the scale of the additional potential is

sufficiently far below that of χ
1/4
top . In particular, if there is an additional instanton contribution with scale Λ3, we –

generically – need Λ3/χ
1/4
top ≲ 0.05 to not spoil the QCD axion solution to the strong-CP problem.

It is important to contrast the heavy axion discussion above with that of ultra-light axions that also couple to QCD.

While heavy axions (ma ≫ χ
1/2
top/fa) with non-trivial couplings to QCD are generic and expected, light QCD axions

(with mass ma ≪ χ
1/2
top/fa) that couple to QCD are strongly fine tuned or require additional model-building [60, 114].
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Figure 16. Nucleon couplings in the GUT model (E/N = 8/3 with no tree-level axion-quark couplings in the UV) for
gaγγ = 10−13 GeV−1. Note that here we consider the IR value of gaγγ , i.e. at energy scales below ΛQCD. At large ma we have
Capp = Cann, and in the limit ma → mπ we have Capp = −Cann. As discussed in the text, the axion-photon coupling vanishes
at ma = ma,res. Further, for each nucleon there is a unique value of ma for which its axion coupling vanishes (denoted above
as ma,n (ma,p) for neutrons (protons)).

4. AXION-MATTER COUPLINGS UNDER RG FLOW

After integrating out the heavy fields at the electroweak symmetry breaking scale in (16), we obtain the effective
Lagrangian

L ⊃ −1

4

E

N

e2

8π2fa
aFµν F̃

µν − 1

4

g2s
8π2fa

aGµνG̃
µν , (25)

where Fµν is the electromagnetic field strength, and matching imposes E = EW + EB . At scales below the QCD
confinement scale, ΛQCD, gaγγ receives additional contributions due to the axion-pion mixing, such that we define
gaγγ ≡ αEM

2πfa
Caγγ , with [82]

Caγγ(µ > ΛQCD) =
E

N

Caγγ(µ < ΛQCD) ≃
E

N
− 1.92 − m2

a

m2
π −m2

a

[
md −mu

md +mu
+

Cauu(2GeV)− Cadd(2GeV)

2

]
,

(26)

where the axion-quark couplings are loop-induced in the scenarios considered in this work and this result is valid for∣∣m2
π −m2

a

∣∣ ≫ m2
πfπ/fa. Thus, the regime where (26) becomes invalid is an interval around mπ whose width is too

small to be visible on our constraint plots.
Note that for a given choice of E/N there is a value of ma for which Caγγ vanishes:

ma,res ≈ mπ

[
1 +

md −mu

md +mu
(E/N − 1.92)

−1

]− 1
2

. (27)

For our benchmark scenario of E/N = 8/3, ma,res ≈ 0.82mπ. Above, we neglect the difference Cauu − Cadd in the
bracketed term of (26) as it is subdominant. Referring to e.g. Fig. 1, we are able to probe small values of |gaγγ |
for ma ≈ ma,res. We may understand this behavior through the following simple scaling relations. For ma ≈ ma,res,
the axion-photon coupling scales with mass as gaγγ ∝ (m2

a − m2
a,res)/fa while the axion-nucleon couplings are ma-

independent to first approximation; e.g., gapp ∝ 1/fa. Since the observed flux for long axion lifetimes scales as
g2aγγg

2
app, where gapp is a proxy for the ensemble of axion nucleon couplings, this implies that for a flux upper limit

FU.L. the 95% lower limit on fa, which we refer to as f95
a , scales with ma as f95

a ∝ (m2
a −m2

a,res)
1/2/F

1/4
U.L.. Thus, as



24

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

ma [MeV]

103

104

105

106

107

τ a
[s

]

3m
π

Λ
Q

C
D

a→ γγ , a→ 3π0 , a→ π0π+π−

a→ γγ

Figure 17. The axion lifetime as a function of the axion mass in the GUT benchmark model, fixing the IR value of the axion-
photon coupling to gIRaγγ = 10−13 GeV−1. We compare the case where only decays into photons are accounted for (solid) to
the case where decays into three pions are also included (dashed). Note that the value of gaγγ which enters in the lifetime is
evaluated at the energy scale ma and consequently receives a threshold correction for ma > ΛQCD (see SM Sec. 4 for details).

ma → ma,res, the 95% lower limit on fa goes to zero, meaning that we lose the ability to constrain fa. This behavior
is clearly seen in Fig. 3. On the other hand, in the vicinity of ma,res this implies that the 95% upper limit on gaγγ ,

which we refer to as g95aγγ , scales with ma as g95aγγ ∝ F
1/4
U.L.

√
m2

a −m2
a,res, implying that near ma,res the upper limit

g95aγγ goes to zero, as seen in Fig. 1.
After the axions exit the PNS they decay, at the energy scale given by the center-of-mass energy ma, such that

if ma ≥ ΛQCD the axion-photon coupling that should be used when computing the lifetime via (11) differs from
the far-IR value gIRaγγ by the pion contribution. Similar considerations apply when computing the axion emission
spectrum for inverse photon decays, while for axion production through the Primakoff process, the center-of-mass
energy is dependent on the axion energy Ea.

1 This threshold effect on the axion lifetime is shown in Fig. 17 and
translates to a kink in our constraints curves at ma = ΛQCD, visible in e.g., Fig. 1.

A. Couplings with Nucleons

The axion-quark and axion-nucleon couplings are obtained via an analogous derivation to that in Ref. [33], where
in the RG evolution of the axion-quark couplings we must now account for the contribution from SU(3)C in addition
to that from U(1)EM. In the IR (for max(ma, ΛQCD) < µ < mZ) we obtain

Caqq(µ) = Caqq(mZ) +
3

64π4
ln

(
mZ

µ

)
Q2e2(mZ)e

2(µ)Caγγ +
1

16π4
ln

(
mZ

µ

)
g2s(mZ)g

2
s(µ) , (28)

where Q is the electromagnetic charge of the quark, and mZ is the mass of the Z-boson. After matching, the
axion-nucleon couplings (defined in (3)) are given by

Capp =
g0
2

[
Cauu(2GeV) + Cadd(2GeV)− 1

]
+

gA
2

m2
π

m2
π −m2

a

[
Cauu(2GeV)− Cadd(2GeV)− md −mu

md +mu

]
,

Cann =
g0
2

[
Cauu(2GeV) + Cadd(2GeV)− 1

]
− gA

2

m2
π

m2
π −m2

a

[
Cauu(2GeV)− Cadd(2GeV)− md −mu

md +mu

]
,

(29)

1 As the production processes involving nucleons are dominant
over Primakoff emission, we simply approximate that gaγγ is
equal to it’s value at the energy scale ma in the computation

of the Primakoff emission spectrum, independently of the axion
energy.
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where md(u) is the down-(up-) quark mass at 2 GeV and the contribution from the axion-pion mixing is evident.

Following Ref. [36], we use g0 = 0.521(53) and gA = 1.2723(23).2 Note that the neutron (proton) coupling vanishes
at a unique value of ma, which we denote ma,n (ma,p). We compute ma,n ≈ 46.1MeV and ma,p ≈ 185.9MeV.

5. AXION EMISSION SPECTRUM

We compute the axion emission spectra d2na/dEa/dt using a suite of 1D simulations in the Garching archive
(see main text and Ref. [33] for details). Due to weak equilibrium in the PNS, the pion chemical potential satisfies
µπ− = µn − µp, and when µπ− > mπ− a Bose-Einstein condensate of pions is favored. For axion production through
pion conversion we make the conservative choice of accounting only for the region of the PNS where µπ− < mπ− and
thus where there is no Bose-Einstein condensation.

Importantly, we account for the reabsorption of axions inside the PNS through inverse nucleon bremsstrahlung and
pion conversion, following the method described in Ref. [74, 115]. Note that in a PNS only a large number of π− is
expected, as opposed to π+, and therefore the main production mechanism through pion conversion is π− p → na.
For axion reabsorption we account for a p → π+ n, a p(n) → π0 p(n), and a p(n) → π+ n(p). The number of axions
per unit energy and unit time is given by

d2Na

dEadt
=

∫ ∞

0

4πr2dr
〈
e−τ(E∗

a,r)
〉 d2na

dEadt
, (30)

with the angle-averaged absorption coefficient is [116]〈
e−τ(E∗

a,r)
〉
=

1

2

∫ +1

−1

dµe
−

∫ ∞
0

dsΓa

(
E∗

a,
√

r2+s2+2rsµ
)
. (31)

Here we define the reduced absorption rate

Γa (Ea, r) = λ−1
a (Ea, r)

[
1− e−

Ea
T (r)

]
, (32)

where λa is the axion mean free path and T (r) is the PNS temperature. Note that (31) is evaluated at E∗
a =

Eaα(r)/α
(√

r2 + s2 + 2rsµ
)
with α(r) the gravitational lapse parameter. In Fig. 18 we show the axion production

spectrum with and without accounting for reabsorption within the PNS for gaγγ = 10−11 GeV−1, assuming the GUT
benchmark model.

6. SUPERNOVAE ANALYSIS ADDITIONAL DETAILS

In this Section we discuss in more detail our analyses of SMM and Fermi-LAT data towards various SN. To begin,
let us comment on the regions of the (ma, |gaγγ |) plane excluded by these analyses. Note that at sufficiently low axion
masses the axion decay flux is proportional to g4aγγm

2
a , such that the upper limit on the axion-photon coupling scales

as |gaγγ | ∝ m
− 1

2
a . If the observation time is sufficiently long after the SN, such that the signal may exponentially

decay before reaching the detector at large gaγγ , Eq. (5) implies that the upper boundary of the excluded region scales
as |gaγγ | ∝ m−1

a . This is the case for e.g. the Fermi observations of SN2024ggi, SN2023ixf, and SN1987A.
For smaller delay times, as in the case of the SMM observation of SN1987A, the signal flux is still suppressed if

axions mostly decay inside the SN photosphere, i.e. if the axion decay length da = τaγaβa < Rps, with Rps the
photosphere radius, βa the axion velocity, and γa the Lorentz factor. In this scenario the upper boundary scales as
|gaγγ | ∝ m−2

a . In our Fermi-LAT analyses of SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi, and our SMM analysis of SN1987A, at even
lower ma along this boundary the sensitivity drops off exponentially due to the reabsorption of axions inside the
PNS, such that the constraint becomes approximately flat as a function of |gaγγ |. Note that the sensitivity for the
SMM constraint extends to higher |gaγγ | compared to the Fermi-LAT bounds as the SMM analysis is only sensitive
to photon energies Eγ < 100MeV and thus lower energy axions, for which reabsorption is less efficient.

2 Note that in Ref. [24], which derives bounds on the axion-nucleon
couplings from SN observations, thema dependence in (29) is not

accounted for, although we find that it is crucial to include it.
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Figure 18. The axion emission spectrum integrated over the first ∼10 s of the SN, assuming the GUT benchmark model,
including all relevant processes: photon coalescence, Primakoff production, nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung, and pion conver-
sion. Here we fix gaγγ = 10−11 GeV−1, and show the spectra for ma = 0.1MeV (black) and ma = 100MeV (maroon). We
compare the spectrum accounting for reabsorption within the PNS (solid) (see text for details), to the result obtained ignoring
the reabsorption (dotted). We compute SN properties using the SFHo-18.6 SN simulation. Note that reabsorption becomes
less relevant at smaller values of |gaγγ |.

In cases where the beginning of the observation window occurs after the SN onset, there is a nonzero minimal
delay time tmin between the optical signal from line-of-sight photons and the axion decay signal. This is the case for
the Fermi-LAT observations of SN1987A and Cas A, with minimal delay times of 21 and ∼ 330 years, respectively,
given that our Fermi data sets begin shortly after the Fermi launch date in 2008. Consequently for these SN, the
requirement that the photon resulting from the axion decay arrives with the energy Eγ and a delay time which is at
least tmin enforces that [23]

tmin <
2m2

a

4E2
γ −m2

a

RSN (33)

for Eγ > ma

2 (for Eγ ≤ ma

2 there is no constraint on tmin). This is because the photon’s energy in the lab frame Eγ

is related to its energy in the axion’s rest frame, ma/2, by ma/2Eγ = γa (1− βa cosα), where α is the angle between
the momenta of the axion and the photon. Then, if Eγ > ma

2 , the photon must have been emitted with a positive

projection onto the axion’s propagation direction, and in particular cosα >
√

1− m2
a

4E2
γ
. As a result, there is a maximal

time delay for the photon to reach the detector, which due to the slowness of the axion in this region of the parameter
space corresponds to the limit where the axion decays right at the detector. However, if Eγ < ma

2 , the axion could
have traveled away form the detector and decayed infinitely far, thus resulting with an arbitrarily large time delay of
the photon signal.

As our Fermi-LAT data sets do not extend below 100MeV, this relation implies that our analyses have no sensitivity
for ma < 1.6MeV (ma < 23MeV ) for SN1987A (Cas A). Recall that even though SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi went
off while Fermi was observing, for these SN tmin is effectively still nonzero due to our lack of knowledge of the precise
time when the SN occurred. As discussed in the main text, to be conservative we assume that Fermi’s effective area
is zero during one orbital rotation of the satellite such that tmin = 90 minutes. This implies that the SN2023ixf and
SN2024ggi analyses constrain ma ≥ 0.4 keV.

A. SMM Analysis of SN1987A

The flux of decaying axions from SN1987A in the energy range [25, 100]MeV, during the first 223 seconds after
onset, is constrained by SMM data to be Fγ < 1.19/cm2 (1.78/cm2) at 1σ (2σ) [21]. Note that since SMM observed
SN1987A for only 223 seconds, the computation of the signal flux is greatly simplified compared to (5) as we may
assume a small angle approximation to reduce the integral of the flux over time, photon energy, and angle to a
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one-dimensional integral over axion energy [27]:

Fγ =
Bra→γγ

2πR2
SN

∫ ∞

ma

dEa

[
∆Eγ (pa) e

−Rpsma
τapa − τa

tmax

ma

2

(
e−

tmax

τa

2Emin
γ (pa)

ma − e−
tmax

τa

2Emax
γ (pa)

ma

)]
p−1
a

dNa

dEa
Θ(∆Eγ (pa)) ,

(34)

where Bra→γγ is the branching ratio of axion decays into photons, tmax = 223 s, and with

Emin
γ (pa) = max

(
25MeV,

1

2
(Ea − pa) ,

m2
aRps

2patmax

)
, (35)

Emax
γ (pa) = min

(
100MeV,

1

2
(Ea + pa)

)
, (36)

∆Eγ (pa) = Emax
γ (pa)− Emin

γ (pa) . (37)

Our constraint on the axion-photon coupling from the SMM data for the GUT benchmark model is shown in Fig. 1.

B. Fermi-LAT Analysis Extended Details for SN1987A

Axions produced in SN1987A may be detected by Fermi, which began taking data in 2008, if the lifetime of the
axion is larger than O(10) years. Note that the signal is spread over angles θ ∼ O(t/RSN) ∼ 10−4 and is therefore
detected by Fermi-LAT as a PS. However, the small-angle approximation we use for the SMM analysis of SN1987A
is not valid in this case and the flux should be integrated directly over time and angle.3

To assess the importance of the finite energy resolution of Fermi-LAT in our analysis, we convolve the signal flux

µsig
i →

∑
j

µsig
j ·G (Ei, Ej) ·∆Ej (38)

(with ∆Ej = Ej+1 − Ej) with the Gaussian kernel

G (E′, E) =
1√

2πσ(E)
exp

(
− (E′ − E)

2

2σ(E)2

)
, (39)

where we fix σ(E) = 0.15E, which is approximately the energy dispersion of the Fermi-LAT data in the 100 MeV -
1 GeV range. We verify that this procedure gives only sub-percent level changes to our constraints from SN1987A.
The effect is similarly negligible for the other Fermi-LAT analyses performed in this work.

C. Fermi-LAT Analysis Extended Details for Cas A

Compared to the other SN studied in this work, the maximal angular spread of the axion decay signal from Cas A
for excluded gaγγ is the largest at O(10) degrees, which can be resolved by Fermi-LAT. Indeed, Cas A is the closest
SN to Earth at 3.4 kpc and the minimal time delay probed by Fermi-LAT is the largest at ∼ 330 years. In Fig. 13
we show the 68% containment radius of the signal as a function of gamma-ray energy for various axion masses.

To estimate the 95% upper limit on gaγγ from our Fermi-LAT data, we may first assume that the 90% containment
radius of the signal is 3 degrees, resulting in an upper limit |gaγγ |95,∗(ma). We may then refine this bound by
performing a spatial template analysis, for each ma, assuming a 90% containment radius equal to that of the axion
decay signal for |gaγγ | = |gaγγ |95,∗(ma). We perform the analogous procedure for the upper boundary of the exclusion
region, which results in the constraint shown in Fig. 1.

7. OTHER HEAVY AXION SUPERNOVAE CONSTRAINTS

In this Section we briefly discuss existing SN constraints on heavy axions in the 10 keV - 1 GeV range. We begin
by considering existing constraints on the axion-photon coupling, notably from SN1987A, and then discuss how these
same constraints are modified for the GUT benchmark model which has axion-nucleon and axion-pion couplings.

3 As the integrand typically has a highly localized support in
the (θ, t, Eγ) plane, we use the vegas integration package (in

batch mode), which implements the Monte Carlo algorithm of
Ref. [117].
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A. Axions with no gluon coupling

Most previous works using SN to constrain heavy axions [21–23] assume axion production in the SN occurs only
through the axion-photon coupling, which allows emission through the Primakoff process and, for ma ≥ 2ωpl, photon
coalescence γγ → a. The constraints which result are relevant for axions that do not couple to gluons, though as
we show below, even in the case where the axion only couples to electroweak gauge bosons in the UV, additional
production channels can be relevant as the axion acquires loop-induced couplings to nucleons (see Sec. 4).

Existing SN constraints on the axion-photon parameter space for heavy axions include the following (see Fig. 15 for
a summary). Ref. [23] set a constraint on decaying heavy axions (not coupling to gluons) from the SMM observation
of SN1987A, using the same formalism for the photon signal flux as in this work. Note that the excluded parameter
space is actually not contiguous, as pointed out in Ref. [118]. For large enough gaγγ , the photons resulting from
decaying axions produced by the SN form a gas, which can reach densities sufficiently large to trap the photons by
pair production, creating a QED plasma. In this case the typical energies of the photons are reduced from O(100)
MeV to O(100) keV, outside of the range of the SMM detector. On the other hand, this portion of parameter space
for which the SMM bound does not apply is excluded by the non-observation of the reprocessed lower energy photons
in the Pioneer Venus Orbiter, as shown in [118].

Refs. [83, 115] looked at the axion emission rate in a SN explosion, which is constrained by the neutrino burst
observed for SN1987A. Ref. [84] obtained bounds on |gaγγ | by studying core-collapse SN with low explosion energy,
which constrain the energy deposition between the collapsing core and the surface of the progenitor star due to axion
decays. On the other hand, Ref. [115] studied the diffuse axion background from all past SN, establishing constraints
from its contribution to the cosmic photon background. Lastly, Ref. [119] established a bound on axions in the 1 to
400 MeV range from X-ray observations of the NS merger GW170817, as axions are produced in the merger and may
radiatively decay into O(100) MeV photons. Note that in addition to those from SN, constraints on heavy axions
arise from the decay of the irreducible freeze-in axion relic density [20], from BBN [120] (in Fig. 15 we show their
bound which assumes a reheating temperature of 10MeV), and from NuSTAR observations of the M82 starburst
galaxy [121].

We may compare these existing constraints to those from our Fermi-LAT data sets towards SN2023ixf and
SN2024ggi, assuming the axion does not couple to gluons, but accounting for production both through the axion-
photon interaction and through nucleon couplings that are generated in the IR through RG-flow. The result is shown
in Fig. 15, where for concreteness we assume the axion couples with equal strength to the electroweak bosons, i.e.,
CaWW = CaBB (see [33]). In this scenario, the Fermi-LAT data toward SN1987A and Cas A do not give any con-
straints, as the relevant |gaγγ | values result in the decay of axions between SN and the beginning of Fermi-LAT. Note
that our bound on heavy axion decays from SN2023ixf and SN2024ggi is significantly stronger than the previous one
using Fermi-LAT data towards SN2023ixf of Ref. [27] (labeled ‘SN2023ixf’ in Fig. 15). The improvement is largely
due to a more appropriate set of data quality cuts (see Section B), which removed regions of vanishing effective area
in the analysis of [27]. The bound is further strengthened, though to a much lesser extent, by accounting for the
additional axion production through pion conversion and nucleon bremsstrahlung at the 1-loop level.

B. Axions with gluon couplings

Let us now discuss how the existing constraints on |gaγγ | are affected by turning on the axion coupling with the
gluons. First, the freeze-in bound, assuming a minimal reheat temperature TRH = 5MeV, is unaffected because of the
small baryon-to-photon ratio. Moreover, we recast the other SN bounds previously discussed, including all relevant
production and decay processes in the GUT scenario. This includes the “cooling” bound obtained in Ref. [115], the
low energy SN bound obtained in Ref. [84], and the diffuse axion background obtained in Ref. [115]. We follow the
procedures outlined in the references above with the only difference being that the axion couples to gauge bosons in a
GUT symmetric manner, as described in the main text of this work. Two main results emerge from our analysis. In
the free-streaming regime, a stronger bound on gaγγ arises due to the enhanced axion emissivity caused by the high
density of nucleons in the PNS. Furthermore, the increased axion scattering rate with nucleons and pions shifts the
onset of trapping effects to lower values of gaγγ .

The bound from a diffuse axion background turns out to be relevant in the parameter space of interest for this work
(‘Diffuse γ-ray’ in Fig. 1), and therefore we outline here the details of its derivation. Axion emission from all past SN
generates a cosmic axion background density. The radiative decays of these axions contribute to the diffuse cosmic
gamma-ray background, which can thus be constrained. Closely following Refs. [115, 122], the density of photons
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Figure 19. The diffuse gamma-ray flux as a function of photon energy ω, from decays of the cosmic axion background for
ma = 10MeV, gaγγ = 10−12 GeV−1, and with E/N = 8/3, as in our benchmark GUT model.

(from axion decays) today is

dnγ

dE
=

∫ ∞

0

dz(1 + z)n′
cc(z)

∫ ∞

Ez,min

dEzfD(Ez)
2

pa(Ez)
Fa(Ez) , (40)

where pa(Ez) =
√
E2

z −m2
a, Ez,min = (E′+m2

a/4E
′) with E′ = E(1+z), and Fa(E) = dNa/dE is the axion spectrum

emitted by an average SN, for which we use model SFHo-18.6. We also define the collapse number per comoving
volume per redshift interval n′

cc(z), and the fraction of axions that have decayed, outside the stellar photosphere,
between the epoch of emission at redshift z and today

fD(Ez) = exp

(
− Rps

τa

ma

pa(Ez)

)
− exp

[
−
∫ z

0

dzD
t′(zD)

τa

ma

pa(Ez)

1 + z

1 + zD

]
. (41)

Finally, we use n′
cc(z) = Rcc(z)t

′(z), where t′(z) = dt/dz =

(
H0(1 + z)

√
ΩM (1 + z)3 +ΩΛ

)−1

and Rcc(z) is the

cosmic core-collapse rate. For the latter, we use the most conservative (lowest) rate discussed in Ref. [115], i.e. the
analytic approximation of Ref. [123]. The photon spectrum obtained for ma = 10MeV and gaγγ = 10−12 GeV−1 is
shown in Fig. 19. We compare this result with the extragalactic gamma-ray flux reported in Ref. [124]. In particular
we note that the measured flux in the energy range 1 MeV − 1 GeV is approximately flat and

E2 dΦγ

dE
≈ 2× 10−3 MeV cm−2 s−1 sr−1 , (42)

with dΦγ/dE = (dnγ/dE) /4π. We require the axion-induced flux to be less than the measured flux above at all
energies. Finally, we note that while we are able to reproduce the results in Ref. [115] for the case of an axion only
coupled to photons, we are unable to reproduce the results in Ref. [24], which consider also tree-level couplings to
quarks and gluons. Our limits are stronger by about one order of magnitude relative to those in Ref. [24].
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