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The hot interiors of massive stars in the later stages of their evolution provide an ideal place
for the production of heavy axion-like particles (ALPs) with mass up to O(100 keV) range. We
show that a fraction of these ALPs could stream out of the stellar photosphere and subsequently
decay into two photons that can be potentially detected on or near the Earth. In particular, we
estimate the photon flux originating from the spontaneous decay of heavy ALPs produced inside
Horizontal Branch and Wolf-Rayet stars, and assess its detectability by current and future X-ray
and gamma-ray telescopes. Our results indicate that current and future telescopes can probe axion-
photon couplings down to gaγ ∼ 4× 10−11 GeV−1 for ma ∼ 10− 100 keV, which covers new ground
in the ALP parameter space.

I. INTRODUCTION

The QCD axion is the pseudo Nambu-Goldstone
(pNGB) boson associated with the Peccei-Quinn (PQ)
symmetry, that provides an elegant solution to the strong
CP problem [1–3] and can also account for the dark mat-
ter in the Universe [4–6]. More generally, axion-like-
particles (ALPs) appear as pNGBs in theories with a
spontaneously broken global U(1) symmetry unrelated to
the PQ mechanism, and are ubiquitous in string-inspired
extensions of the Standard Model (SM) [7, 8]. ALPs are
predicted to have interactions with SM particles analo-
gous to those of QCD axions, but the latter are restricted
to couple in inverse proportion to their mass, whereas the
ALP mass and couplings can be treated as independent
parameters. The ALP parameter space is being probed
by numerous laboratory and astrophysical searches [9].

The original QCD axion had a keV–MeV mass and
electroweak scale interactions. It was soon experimen-
tally ruled out [10], leading to the emergence of invisible
QCD axion models [11–16]. Although the QCD axion
that addresses the strong CP problem is predicted to
have a mass lighter than ≲ eV, ‘heavy’ ALPs appear in
many ultraviolet (UV) completions of the SM [17], e.g.
as decay products of dark matter candidates [18].

Interestingly, heavy axions with masses ma ≳
O(10 keV) can have lifetimes τa comparable to the age
of the Universe tU ∼ 4× 1017 s, i.e.

τa =
64π

g2aγm
3
a

≃ 1017 s

(
10−12 GeV−1

gaγ

)2(
10 keV

ma

)3

,

(1)

where gaγ is the axion-photon coupling that induces the
a → γγ decay. Thus, if produced in the late Universe,

∗ buckley@wustl.edu
† bdev@wustl.edu
‡ ferrer@wustl.edu
§ o.takuya@wustl.edu

heavy ALPs typically decay on timescales shorter than
the age of the Universe and could give rise to detectable
photon signals. For this reason, we will focus on ALPs
with masses in the range from keV to MeV.

The axion-photon coupling gaγ for ALPs in this mass
range is constrained by cosmological observations, high
energy experiments, as well as astrophysical phenomena.
In the context of cosmology, ALPs decaying to photons
in the early Universe affect cosmological observables in
a model-dependent way, impacting Big-Bang Nucleosyn-
thesis (BBN) and distortions of the Cosmic Microwave
Background (CMB) radiation spectrum. ALPs can be
produced thermally, by the decay of heavier particles or
from topological defects such as cosmic strings and do-
main walls, or from primordial black holes via the Hawk-
ing evaporation process. The injection of their decay
products into the thermal bath of the early Universe
modifies the abundances of nuclei such as Deuterium
and Helium-4, and it can also induce distortions of the
CMB spectrum [19–21]. Moreover, heavy ALPs could
be produced at colliders: they give rise to the process
e+e− → γ∗ → γ + a at LEP [22] and the radiative up-
silon decay Υ → γ∗ → γ + a at the Crystal Ball [23],
BaBar [24] and Belle [25] experiments. Limits on ALPs
from radiative Z-boson decays were obtained by the L3
collaboration [26] and, more recently, by the ATLAS ex-
periment [27]. In addition, electron beam dump experi-
ments including E141 and E137 [28, 29], as well as proton
beam dump experiments such as CHARM [30] and Nu-
Cal [31, 32] are effective in probing such heavy ALPs.

Heavy ALPs would also be copiously produced in hot
and dense astrophysical environments. ALPs produced
in supernovae could contribute significantly to energy loss
[33], may produce a large flux of photons from decays that
could be detected by telescopes [34–38], or can contribute
to the energetics of expanding supernovae [39]. ALPs
could also be produced in main sequence (MS) stars [40],
horizontal branch (HB) stars [41–43], Wolf-Rayet (WR)
stars [44], neutron stars [45] and neutron star mergers [46,
47].

In this paper, we consider the production of heavy
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ALPs with ma ≃ (10 − 100) keV in HB stars and WR
stars which have high enough core temperatures to pro-
duce these particles. An HB star consists of a Helium-
burning core and a Hydrogen-burning shell. Stars reach
the horizontal branch after leaving the MS and going
through a red giant phase. On the other hand, WR
stars [48] are massive stars whose outer envelopes are
stripped away because of their high rotational speeds.
Such stars are also likely to have Helium-burning layers
that reach temperatures of O(10) keV (or 108 K), which
is about ten times larger than that of MS stars, and are
conducive for the production of heavy ALPs. ALPs pro-
duced in the plasma of such stars undergo decays to two
photons that might be observable by telescopes on Earth
unless the decay occurs inside the photosphere of the star.
Previous studies searching for axions produced inside HB
stars or WR stars looked for the effect of the star’s energy
loss [41–43] or X-rays converted from light axions [44].
In this paper, we focus on the decaying heavy ALP sce-
nario, and estimate the flux of photons from decays of
heavy ALPs produced in HB stars in two globular clus-
ters, i.e. NGC 6397 and NGC 2808, and that from WR
stars in the Quintuplet Cluster. These particular sources
are chosen based on the distance from the Earth (closer is
better) and the number of HB stars (more is better). We
then discuss their detectability at future X-ray/gamma-
ray telescopes.

The paper is structured as follows. Sec. II briefly sum-
marizes the production mechanisms of heavy axions in-
side stars. The flux of photons at the Earth from their de-
cay is estimated in Sec. III, which also includes a descrip-
tion of the reach of X-ray/gamma-ray telescopes and the
expected background. Finally, the results and conclu-
sions can be found in Sec. IV and Sec. V, respectively.
A detailed description of the modeling of WR stars is
provided in Appendix A.

II. ALP PRODUCTION IN PLASMA

Here we focus on signals that are caused by the inter-
action of ALPs with the electromagnetic field. This is
encoded in the following term in the Lagrangian density:

Laγ = −gaγ
4

Fµν F̃
µνa , (2)

where gaγ is the ALP-photon coupling, which is taken
to be independent of the mass of the ALP field a; Fµν

is the electromagnetic field-strength tensor, and F̃µν is
its dual. This interaction term leads to the production
of axions in stars via two processes: (i) the Primakoff
process [19, 42, 49, 50] γ+Ze → Ze+a, in which a pho-
ton is converted into an axion in the electrostatic field of
charged particles in the plasma, and (ii) photon coales-
cence [35, 39, 51] γ + γ → a where two photons in the
plasma annihilate into one axion. Production rates of ax-
ions by these processes have different dependence on the
axion mass ma and the plasma temperature T . In the

interior of HB and WR stars, with temperatures reach-
ing T ∼ 108 K, axions with mass up to ma ≲ 50 keV
are more efficiently produced by the Primakoff process.
In contrast, those with higher masses, ma ≳ 50 keV, are
mostly produced by photon coalescence [42]. We do not
consider other interaction terms (e.g. axion-electron or
axion-nucleon coupling), and their associated production
processes, which could in principle enhance the detection
prospects discussed here.
In the following, the production spectra (i.e. the num-

ber density of axions produced per unit time and fre-
quency) from the Primakoff process and photon coales-
cence are summarized. The momentum of each particle is
labeled as in Fig. 1. In the following, we have only con-
sidered the two transverse modes of the photon, which
follow the dispersion relation ω2 = k2 + ω2

pl. Here k is
the momentum of a photon, ω is the frequency of a pho-
ton, and ωpl is the plasma frequency. See Sec. II C for a
discussion of the longitudinal mode contribution.

A. Primakoff Process

Photons, electrons, and ionized nuclei are in thermal
equilibrium in the core of a star. The motion of this
plasma induces strong magnetic fields that could con-
vert a photon in the stellar plasma into an axion by
the Primakoff process γ(k) +Ze−(k′) → a(p) +Ze−(p′).
Here kµ = (Eγ ,k) is the four-momentum of the incom-
ing photon, p = (Ea,p) is that of the outgoing axion,
k′ = (Ee,k

′) is that of the incoming electron/nucleus
with atomic number Z, p′ = (E′

e,p
′) is that of the out-

going nucleus, and q ≡ p− k = k′ − p′ is the momentum
transfer.
The invariant matrix of this process is given by

−iM = ū(p′)(iZeγα)u(k′)
−iηαν
q2

(−igaγ)ϵµ(k)kρqσϵ
µνρσ,

(3)

where η is the metric in the Minkowski space and ϵµνρσ

is a totally anti-symmetric tensor. Since the plasma tem-
perature of stars T ≃ O(10 keV) is typically much lower
than nucleus mass mN ≳ O(1 GeV), we could safely ap-
proximate that (i) the nuclei are at rest in the rest frame
of the star’s plasma and (ii) the recoil of the nucleus in-
volved in the Primakoff process is negligible. Correspond-
ingly, we approximate qµ ≈ (0,q) and k′µ, p′µ ≈ (mN ,0).
Under these assumptions, the squared invariant ampli-
tude, averaged over the initial two transverse modes
of the photon and two spin states of the nucleus, and
summed over the final two spin states of the nucleus, is
given by

〈
|M|2

〉
=

8πg2aγZ
2αm2

e

q2
[|k|2|p|2 − (k · p)2], (4)

where α = e2/4π is the fine-structure constant. The
polarization sum of photons is evaluated as

∑
ϵ∗αϵβ =
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Figure 1: Two main processes considered here that can efficiently produce axions in the stellar core: the Primakoff
process (left) and photon coalescence (right).

−ηαβ . The production spectrum of the Primakoff process
is then expressed as:

dna

dt
=gγgN

∫
d3k

(2π)32Eγ
fB (Eγ)

∫
d3k′

(2π)32mN
fB/F (Ek′)

×
∫

d3p

(2π)32Ea

∫
d3p′

(2π)32mN
(1± fB/F (Ep′))

× (2π)4δ(Eγ − Ea)δ
(3)(k′ − p′)

1

S

〈
|M|2

〉
. (5)

Here, Eγ =
√

k2 + ω2
pl is the photon energy, ωpl ≃

4παne/me is the plasma frequency, gi is the number of
degrees of freedom of particle i, fB/F = 1/(e(E−µ)/T ∓1)
denotes the Bose/Fermi distribution, and S = 1 is the
symmetry factor. We neglect the Bose enhancement due
to axions as their occupation number is quite low; fa ≪
1. In a plasma, the electric field is effectively shielded
because charged particles tend to be surrounded by an
oppositely charged cloud. To include this screening ef-
fect, we follow the formalism suggested in Ref. [52] where
the factor 1/q4 in

〈
|M|2

〉
is replaced by 1/(q2(q2 + κ2)).

Here κ is the screening scale or the inverse of the Debye
length λD, which measures the effectiveness of screening
of electric fields by charged particles in the plasma. Us-
ing the Debye-Huckel approximation, the screening scale
κ is found as

κ2 =
4πα

T

neff
e +

∑
j

Z2
j n

eff
j

 (6)

in a nondegenerate medium. Here neff
j is the effective

number density:

neff
j = gj

∫
d3p

(2π)3
fB/F

(
1± fB/F

)
, (7)

of a particle with a charge Zje and degeneracy gj . Note
that this replacement allows us to reproduce the form
factor of the charge distribution of the plasma that con-
sists of charged particles following the Yukawa potential
V = Ze

4πϵ0r
e−κr in the limit of negligible recoil of elec-

trons/nuclei.

The environment of our interest consists not only of
electrons but of other ionized nuclei; the core of HB stars
contains 1H and 4He and that of WR stars in the WC
phase also have heavier nuclei such as 12C. In order to
take into account contributions from all of these nuclei,
we assume that the total Primakoff production rate can
be obtained by summing Eq. (5) over all kinds of target
nuclei:

dna

dt

∣∣∣∣
total

=
∑

ions,electrons

dna

dt

∣∣∣∣
ions,electrons

. (8)

Taking a derivative with respect to Ea and performing
integrations, we finally obtain the Primakoff production
spectrum:

d2na

dEadt
(T (r), κ(r), t, Ea) =

g2aγTκ
2

32π3
pkfB (Eγ)

×
{[

(k + p)2 + κ2
] [

(k − p)2 + κ2
]

4pkκ2
ln

[
(k + p)2 + κ2

(k − p)2 + κ2

]

−
(
k2 − p2

)2
4kpκ2

ln

[
(k + p)2

(k − p)2

]
− 1

}
, (9)

where T (r) is the plasma temperature as a function of
the distance r from the star’s center. This expression
is consistent with the one given in Refs. [35, 50, 52–59].
Since nuclei are assumed to be at rest, energy conserva-
tion tells that the incoming photon and the outgoing ALP

have the same energy, i.e. Ea =
√

p2 +m2
a =

√
k2 + ω2

pl,

and thus, momenta k and p can be seen as functions of
the axion energy Ea.

B. Photon Coalescence

Axions could also be produced in the stellar plasma via
photon coalescence γ(k1) + γ(k2) → a(pa) in which two
photons annihilate into an axion (see Fig. 1 right panel).
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1Figure 2: Production spectra for the Primakoff process (solid lines) and photon coalescence (dotted lines) for four
choices of axion mass: ma = 104 eV (blue), 104.5 eV (orange), 105 eV (green), and 105.5 eV (orange). In the left
panel, we set the values of plasma frequency, temperature, and the inverse Debye length as ωpl = 3 keV, T = 15 keV,
and κ = 50 keV which reproduce the environment of the core of a sample HR star (see Fig. 7 for details). The right
panel assumes WR star-like environment with ωpl = 3 keV, T = 20 keV, and κ = 5 keV.
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1Figure 3: The plot comparing the production spectra of axions in the plasma with different temperatures T = 5keV
(blue), 10 keV (orange), 20 keV (green), 30 keV (red), and 50 keV (purple). The axion mass, the plasma frequency,
and the axion-photon coupling are fixed to ma = 104.5 eV, ωpl = 3 keV, and gaγ = 10−6 GeV−1, respectively, i.e.
the production rate is calculated at the core of HB star. The left (right) panel shows the production rate of the
Primakoff process (photon coalescence).

Its production rate is given by

dna

dt
(r, t) =

∑∫
d3k1

(2π)32E1
f1 (E1)

∫
d3k2

(2π)32E2
f2 (E2)

×
∫

d3pa

(2π)32Ea
(2π)4δ(4) (k1 + k2 − pa)

1

S
|M|2,
(10)

where kµ1 = (E1,k1), k
µ
2 = (E2,k2), and pµa = (Ea,pa)

are four-momenta of the incoming photons (denoted by
1 and 2 for convenience) and the outgoing axion. The

symmetry factor is S = 2 for photon coalescence. The
summation runs over the spin and polarization states of
the photons. The invariant matrix element of this process
is given by

M = −igaγϵ
µ(k1)ϵ

ν(k2)k
ρ
1k

σ
2 ϵµνρσ. (11)

For simplicity, we approximate s = (k1 + k2)
2 ≈ m2

a

where s is one of the Mandelstam variables. Then, the
spin- and polarization-summed squared invariant matrix

is reduced to |M|2 = g2aγm
2
a

(
m2

a − 4ω2
pl

)
/2. Taking a
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derivative with respect to Ea and performing integrations
again gives the production spectrum:

d2na

dEadt
(r, t, Ea) =

g2aγm
2
a

128π3
(m2

a − 4ω2
pl)

T

eEa/T − 1

× ln

[
(1− eEmax/T )(eEa/T − eEmin/T )

(1− eEmin/T )(eEa/T − eEmax/T )

]
,

(12)

where Emax (Emin) is the maximum (minimum) energy
of each photon that can produce an axion with mass ma:

Emin,max =
1

2

Ea ∓
√
E2

a −m2
a

√
1−

4ω2
pl

m2
a

 . (13)

This expression coincides with the result in Ref. [42] in
the limit of low temperature compared to the axion mass:
T ≪ ma.

Fig. 2 compares the axion production spectra for the
Primakoff process (solid lines) and photon coalescence
(dashed lines). The left panel assumes the core of HB
stars and the right panel assumes that of WR stars. The
production spectra are calculated for four benchmark val-
ues of axion mass: ma = 104 eV (blue), 104.5 eV (orange),
105 eV (green), and 105.5 eV (orange). The production
spectra are suppressed in the limits of Ea → ma due
to kinematics and Ea ≫ 3T due to Boltzmann suppres-
sion. As noted previously, the light axions are produced
more efficiently by the Primakoff process while heavier
axions are more efficiently produced by photon coales-
cence. This tendency is more pronounced in a WR star-
like environment (right panel). Fig. 3 exhibits the axion
production spectra for the Primakoff process (left panel)
and photon coalescence (right panel) for different plasma
temperatures: T = 5keV (blue), 10 keV (orange), 20 keV
(green), 30 keV (red), and 50 keV (purple). As expected,
more axions are produced in the plasma with higher tem-
peratures.

C. Thermal Corrections

In practice, photons acquire a longitudinal mode in
plasma [60–66], in addition to the two transverse modes.
Let us denote the four-momentum vector of a photon and
an electron/positron in the rest frame of the plasma by
Kµ ≡ (ω,k) and P ≡ (E,p), respectively. The longitudi-
nal mode is described as the mode with the polarization
vector whose spatial part is parallel to the wave vector;
ϵµL = (k2, ωk)/k

√
K2. One of other three degrees of the

photon’s polarization vector is taken up by the condi-
tion Kµϵµ = 0, which guarantees the polarization tensor
of photons Πµν to be transverse; KµΠµν = KνΠµν = 0.
The remaining two degrees of freedom describe transverse
modes, i.e. polarization tensors of transverse modes are
chosen to be orthogonal to both Kµ and ϵL.

The effect of the finite-temperature plasma is incor-
porated by calculating the polarization tensor of pho-
tons, including the interaction of photons with surround-
ing electrons and positrons. Summing over all 1-particle
irreducible diagrams, one finds the full propagator ∆µν

where ΠT (ω,k) and ΠL(ω,k) characterize its poles, cor-
responding to two modes of wave propagation in the
plasma. In the Coulomb gauge (∇ · A = 0), the pho-
ton propagator reads as [67]

∆00 =
1

K2 −ΠL

K2

|k|2 ,

∆0i = 0,

∆ij =
Pµν

K2 −ΠT
. (14)

ΠT and ΠL can be obtained analytically only when
T ≫ |k|, ω, and its real part has to do with the disper-
sion relation while its imaginary part governs the damp-
ing behavior of the photon wave. The plasma of stars
considered in this paper is nonrelativistic (T ≪ me) and
nondegenerate (me−µ ≫ T ). Up to the O(T/me) term,
one finds

ReΠT (ω,k) = ω2
p

(
1 +

|kT |2
ω2
T

T

me

)
, (15)

ReΠL(ω,k) = ω2
p

K2
L

ω2
L

(
1 + 3

|kL|2
ω2
L

T

me

)
. (16)

At the one-loop level, the contributions from ions to the
photon self-energy can be approximately included just by
summing over all ions; Π =

∑
i=e,ions Πi because photons

do not address the internal structure [64]. The real parts
remain approximately the same because me ≪ mions.
The location of the pole of the propagator determines
the dispersion relation of each mode:

ω2
T = |kT |2 +ReΠT (ω,k), (17)

ω2
L =

ω2
L

K2
L

ReΠL(ω,k). (18)

Insertions of thermal photon diagrams can be inter-
preted as the modification of the photon self-energy, and
thus, the renormalization of the photon field is required.
In the finite temperature plasma, the wave function of
the photon field associated with the different frequencies
is modified differently in a temperature-dependent way.
As a function of the frequency and the temperature of
the plasma, the wave-function renormalization constant
is given by

ZT =

[
1− ∂ΠT

∂ω2
T

]−1

= 1− ω2
P |kT |2
ω4
T

T

me
, (19)

ZL =
|kL|2
ω2
L

[
−∂(|kL|2ΠL/K

2
L)

∂ω2
L

]−1

=
ω2
L

ω2
P

(
1− 6

|kL|2
ω2
L

T

me

)
, (20)
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again up to the order of T/me.
We checked that (i) the thermal correction is negligible

in our case mainly because of the small plasma temper-
ature compared to the electron mass: T/me ≪ 1, (ii)
in photon coalescence, the annihilation of the transverse
mode photons gives the dominant contribution to axion
production, and the effect of the longitudinal mode pho-
tons can be safely neglected. Therefore, we neglect the
thermal corrections in the following and calculate the ax-
ion production rates by using Eqs. (9) and (12).

III. FLUENCE OF PHOTONS OBSERVED AT
THE EARTH

In this section, we assess the detectability of photon
signals arising from the decay of keV-MeV axions pro-
duced inside massive stars. In concrete terms, we (i)
construct the stellar models by using the stellar evolution
code MESA [68–72], (ii) compute the production rate of
axions inside stars, (iii) estimate the fraction of axions
that escape from the stellar plasma without undergoing
spontaneous decay, (iv) calculate the flux of X-ray/γ-
ray, produced by the decay of axions, at the detector
on or near Earth, and (v) examine its observability by
current/future telescopes. Sec. IIIA begins with a brief
summary of the stellar evolution, followed by a discus-
sion of our choice of target stars as axion laboratories
and the methodology for modeling those stars using the
MESA stellar evolution code. Estimations of the fraction
of axions undergoing spontaneous decay outside stars and
subsequent X-ray/γ signal at the detector are provided
in Sec. III B. Sec. III C provides information on telescopes
and discusses the potential astrophysical backgrounds.

A. Stellar models

1. History of stellar evolution

Formation of protostars takes place in the dense re-
gion of the molecular cloud in the interstellar medium.
This dense region experiences gravitational contraction,
leading to an increase in temperature and pressure. Hy-
drogen is ignited once the temperature is reached high
enough, and consequently, the gravitational contraction
force is balanced by the outward pressure from nuclear
fusion. These hydrogen-burning stars occupy the main
sequence in the Hertzsprung–Russell diagram. MS stars
primarily consist of hydrogen at the point of their forma-
tion. They generate energy by burning hydrogen in the
core either via the pp-chain reaction in less massive MS
stars or CNO-cycle in massive MS stars. These processes
heat MS stars up to O(keV) at the core.

MS stars become red-giant branch (RGB) stars when
they use up hydrogen fuel in the core. This transition
takes place O(108−10 yrs) after low- or intermediate-
mass stars are born. The core of RGB stars is mainly

made of 4He, which is a product of the pp-chain and the
CNO-cycle. Their cores are inert, and as a result, they
contract and are heated. A surrounding shell of hydrogen
continues to undergo fusion, leading to the expansion of
RGB stars to O(100R⊙).
In case of low-mass stars (Minit ≲ 2M⊙), degeneracy

pressure of a helium core ends up dominating over ther-
mal pressure, i.e. a helium core becomes degenerate. A
core keeps contracting by releasing its gravitational po-
tential energy, increasing a core temperature until he-
lium is ignited. Ignition of helium leads to the helium
flush, a release of enormous energy in a very short time.
High-mass stars (Minit ≳ 2M⊙) undergo instead a grad-
ual emission of energy since its high core temperature
prevents a degenerate helium core, leading to a less in-
tense dynamics. Stars burning helium in their core are
called HB stars whose temperature and radius are typi-
cally O(10) keV and ∼ 20R⊙, respectively. Fig. 4 illus-
trates the composition of a HB star at the end of the HB
phase.
Helium burning yields 12C, which subsequently pro-

duces 16O. Those reactions cease once helium in the
core is depleted. Following this, the core made of car-
bon and oxygen starts contracting while hydrogen and
helium shells are expanded to O(100)R⊙. These stars,
asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stars, are then evolved
to white dwarfs, neutron stars, or black holes depending
on their initial mass.
Initially superheavy stars (Minit ≳ 30M⊙) could fol-

low a different evolutionary history and become a rarer
class of stars called Wolf-Rayet stars [73]. WR stars
are hot and luminous stars whose hydrogen envelopes
are stripped away due to either a wind or a binary
interaction. They are categorized into the nitrogen-
sequence (WN), the carbon-sequence (WC), and the
oxygen-sequence (WO) WR stars by their He, N, C, and
O emission lines. The categorization by its surface abun-
dance of nuclei is still not fully established. For sim-
plicity, we assume that WR stars are classified by the
surface abundances of relevant nuclei. A WR star enters
the WN phase when its surface abundance of hydrogen
is reduced to 5%, the WC phase when its surface abun-
dance of carbon reaches 2%, and the WO phase when
its surface abundance of oxygen becomes 2% as assumed
in Ref. [44]. Fig. 5 illustrates the composition of WR
stars. The right panel plots the mass abundance of each
nucleus as a function of the distance from the center of
a WR star just entering the WC phase.

2. Target stars as axion laboratories

In this paper, we focus on stars beyond the MS,
namely, the HB stars andWR stars, as production sites of
axions because they have several appealing features: (i)
high temperature of the plasma, THB ∼ 10 keV, is about
an order higher than that of MS stars, leading to more ef-
ficient production of axions, and (ii) small radius of their
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each nucleus as a function of the distance from the center of the star at the onset of the WC phase. The initial
mass, initial rotational velocity, and initial metallicity are chosen as (Minit, vrot, Z) = (90M⊙, 180 km/s, 0.018).

photosphere, roughly an order of magnitude smaller than
that of RGB stars and AGB stars, resulting in less ab-
sorption of photons signal induced by spontaneous decay
of axions. In the following, we briefly outline the astro-
physical objects considered in this study and describe our
approach to modeling them by using the MESA stellar
evolution code.

a. HB stars Globular clusters consist of millions of
gravitationally bounded stars with roughly the same age
and chemical composition. Thus, globular clusters in the
right age could host a large number of HB stars. One of
the largest Galactic globular clusters is NGC 2808 (M =
1.42 × 106M⊙), which is located at d = 31.3 kly away
from us. NGC 6397 (M = 1.15× 105M⊙), though about
an order of magnitude lighter than NGC 2808, is another
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Figure 6: Left: The temperature profile of a WR star at the onset of the WC phase as a function of its radius. Five
different metallicity values Z = 0.018, 0.022, 0.026, 0.030, and 0.035 are considered. We set an initial mass and a
rotational velocity at the zero-age MS as 85M⊙ and v = 150 km/s. Right: Luminosity of axions produced in a WR
star with different metallicity by the Primakoff process (solid lines) and photon coalescence (dotted lines). The
luminosity is normalized by dividing it by the axion-photon coupling strength gaγ = 10−6 GeV−1.

NGC 2808 NGC 6397

Mass (M⊙) 1.42× 106 1.15× 105

Radius (ly) 62.8 17.2
Distance (kly) 31.3 7.5
Right ascension 09h12m03 17h40m42

Declination −64◦51
′
48” −53◦40

′
27”

NHB 1200 105

Table I: Properties of the two globular clusters used in
this study. Data of the radius, distance, and right
ascension are taken from Refs. [74–76]. Masses and the
number of HB stars are estimated in Refs. [77]
and [78, 79], respectively.

promising object because of its vicinity to the Earth with
d = 7.5 kly. Photometry estimates the number of HB
stars in each globular cluster as NHB ∼ 1200 for NGC
2808 and NHB ∼ 105 for NGC 6397, respectively [78, 79].
Properties and locations of these globular clusters are
summarized in Table I.

The stellar models are constructed using an open-
source 1D stellar evolution code MESA [68–72] version
r22.11.1. A model of a HB star is evolved from the pre-
MS to the terminal-age core helium burning phase. The
initial mass, the helium abundance, and the metallicity
of a sample star are set as Minit = 0.83M⊙, Y = 0.254,
and Z = 0.0005. For simplicity, we assume that a sam-
ple star represents the average property of HB stars in
globular clusters. Accordingly, we approximate that the
total production rate of axions in each globular cluster as
the production rate of a sample star multiplied by NHB.

b. WR stars For WR stars, we focus on the Quin-
tuplet cluster. The Quintuplet cluster is one of the most
massive young clusters in the Milky Way near the Galac-
tic Center. The spectroscopic survey shows that this
cluster contains 71 massive stars among which 13 are
in the WC and 1 is in the WN phase. Their ages are

estimated to fall within the range t ∈ (3.0, 3.6) Myr [80].
Requiring the observed nitrogen abundance of WNh stars
in the Arches cluster matches with that estimated by
MESA and assuming the Arches cluster and the Quin-
tuplet cluster have the same metallicity, the metallicity
of the Quintuplet cluster is estimated to be in the range
Z ∈ (0.018, 0.035). For a given metallicity Z, the helium
abundance Y is found by the following formula:

Y = Yp +

(
Yprotosolar − Yp

Zprotosolar

)
Z, (21)

where Yp = 0.248 is the primordial helium abundance
estimated from a combination of measurements of the
CMB power spectra, lensing, and baryon acoustic oscil-
lation [81], Yprotosolar = 0.2703 is the protosolar helium
abundance, and Zprotosolar = 0.0134 is the protosolar
metallicity [82]. Each star in the Quintuplet cluster is
evolved from the pre-MS until near a core-collapse by
using MESA.
Fig. 6 plots the temperature profile (left) and luminos-

ity of axions as a function of the axion mass (right) for
a sample WR star with different metallicity values. The
higher initial metallicity leads to a more efficient mass
loss of stars, resulting in larger luminosity of axions [44].
On the other hand, stars with lower initial metallicity
tend to predict a smaller radius at the beginning of the
WC phase that allows more axions to escape from their
photospheres. Since the photon signal from axion decay
has nontrivial dependence on the initial metallicity Z,
we made stellar models and estimated the detectability
of photons both for high (Z = 0.035) and low (Z = 0.018)
metallicities.
Since the Quintuplet cluster is located near the Galac-

tic center, the distance to the cluster is approximated by
the Galactocentric distance of the sun dGC ∼ 8 kpc [83].
Simulations by MESA revealed that WR stars in the WC
phase have a higher temperature and a smaller radius,
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core. The dashed black line represents the radius of a sample HB star RHB = 10.9R⊙.

implying that they dominantly contribute to the photon
signal from axion decay. Therefore, we consider the pro-
duction of axions only in 13 WC stars.

The sample of 13 WC stars is calculated in the fol-
lowing way. We first randomly chose an initial mass
Minit and a rotational speed vrot of a sample star. Those
are assumed to follow the Kroupa initial mass func-
tion [84] and the Gaussian distribution function with a
mean velocity µrot = 100 km/s and a velocity dispersion
σrot = 140 km/s [85, 86]. The initial mass is assumed to
fall within the range Minit ∈ (20, 200)M⊙. This stellar
model is evolved from its pre-MS phase until it enters the
WC phase. Repeating this process, we construct O(100)
samples of WC stars. Among these samples, only those
that predict the age of a star consistent with the spectral
analysis, i.e. in the range of (3.0, 3.6) Myr at the onset
of the WC phase, are retained in our analysis and the
rest are discarded. A detailed description of the choice
of parameters in our code can be found in Appendix A.

The left panel of Figs. 7 and 8 show the plasma tem-
perature, density, plasma frequency, and Debye screening
length of a sample HB star and WR star as a function
of the distance from the stellar center, respectively. The
mean free path of axions with several benchmark masses
is plotted in the right panels.

B. Photon signal at the Earth

Integrating the axion production spectra given in
Eqs. (5) and (10) over the volume of the star, we ar-
rive at the total axion production rate, i.e. the number
of axions produced with energy E per unit time:

d2Na

dEdt
(t, E) =

∫ Rs

0

dr4πr2
d2na

dtdE
(r, t, E). (22)

where Rs is the stellar radius.
An axion could undergo the reconversion into a pho-

ton in presence of a magnetic field or spontaneously decay
into two photons inside a star. These photons are sub-
sequently absorbed in the plasma and therefore do not
contribute to an observable signal. In order to incorpo-
rate this effect, we rewrite Eq. (22) as

d2Na

dEdt
(E) =

∫ Rs

0

dr4πr2
d2na

dtdE
(r, E)e−τ(d,E), (23)

where τ is the optical depth of axions:

τ(r, ϕ,E) =

∫ d

0

dl λ−1(l, E), (24)

λ is the overall mean free path of axions, and d is the
distance that an axion travels before escaping from the
star’s photosphere.
The overall mean free path can be expressed in terms

of the mean free path of each process: λ−1 = λ−1
Primakoff +

λ−1
Coalescence. Each mean free path is obtained by

λi = βaΓ
−1
i =

β2
aE

2

2π2eE/T

(
d2Na

dEdt

∣∣∣∣
i

)−1

. (25)

Here βa =
√
1− (ma/E)2 is the axion speed. The right

panels of Figures 7 and 8 show the overall mean free
path for several choices of the axion mass. These plots
imply that heavy axions have shorter mean free paths.
For comparison, we also show by horizontal dashed lines
the typical size of the star; only the axions with a mean
free path larger than this value can escape the star.
Once the axions escape the photosphere of the star and

decay into photons, a fraction of them might be detected
on the Earth. Fig. 9 illustrates the geometry of detection
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Figure 9: An illustration of the photon detection from spontaneous decay of axions produced inside a star. Axions
are produced in the stellar plasma either by the Primakoff process or photon coalescence. Axions that decay outside
the photosphere could yield an observable photon signal at the Earth. The radius of the photosphere is denoted by
Rs and the distance to the star is Ds.

of photons from the decay of axions produced in the star
(see e.g. Refs. [46, 87] for a detailed discussion of the
geometry effect). The distance L the axion travels before
decaying can be expressed as a function of the radius of
the photosphere Rs, the radial distance r of the point
where an axion is produced, and the inclination angle
ϕ of the axion momentum vector relative to the radial
direction:

L = −r cosϕ+

√
R2

s − r2 sin2 ϕ. (26)

The differential of the fluence Fγ of photons, i.e., the
number of photons per unit time per unit area, from ax-

ion decay is given by [34, 35, 88]

dFγ = 2 · BRa→γγ · 1

4πD2
s

· d
2Na

dEdt
dE · fcα (E, cα) dcα

× exp [−L/la(E)]

la(E)
dL ·Θcons. (E, cα, L) , (27)

where the different factors are explained as follows: (i)
The factor 2 takes into account the number of photons
produced in each decay of an axion. (ii) BRa→γγ is the
branching ratio of the decay of an axion into two photons.
Since we neglect all couplings except the axion-photon
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coupling, this branching ratio is set as 1. (iii)
1

4πD2
s

is

a geometric factor for the decrease in luminosity, assum-

ing an isotropic production of axions. (iv)
d2Na

dEdt
dE is

the number of axions that escape from the stellar photo-
sphere per unit time. (v) fcα (E, cα) is the distribution
of the angle α:

fcα (E, cα) =
m2

a

2E2 (1− cαβa)
2 , (28)

as a function of the axion mass, energy and velocity. Here

cα ≡ cosα. (vi)
exp [−L/la(E)]

la(E)
dL is the probability for

an axion to decay within a distance [L,L+dL] from the
source. The decay length of an axion la is given by

la(E) =
βaγa
Γa→γγ
0

, (29)

where Γa→γγ
0 = g2aγm

3
a/64π is the spontaneous decay rate

of an axion in the rest frame. (vii) Θcons. (E, cα, L) is the
constraint placed on the energy of an axion E, the angle
α, and the distance L so that one of the photons from the
decay of an axion arrives at the detector on the Earth.
This constraint is given by a product of the Heaviside
functions:

Θcons. (E, cα, L) = Θ (Emax − ωγ (ω, cα))

×Θ(ωγ (ω, cα)− Emin)

×Θ(cθ (cα, L))

×Θ(cθ (cα, L)− cα)

×Θ(L−Rs) , (30)

where ωγ is the energy of the photon observed at the
Earth, cθ = cos θ, and Lγ is the distance that a photon
has to travel until it arrives at the detector. These are
given by

ωγ (E, cα) =
m2

a

2E (1− cαβa)
, (31)

cθ (cα, L) =
L2
γ +D2

s − L2

2LγDs
, (32)

Lγ = L

(√
D2

s

L2
− 1 + c2α − cα

)
. (33)

Each constraint in Eq. (30) is described below:

• Θ(Emax − ωγ (ω, cα))Θ (ωγ (ω, cα)− Emin): The
energy of a photon is in the range of each energy
band [Emin, Emax] of the detector.

• Θ(cθ (cα, L)): The photon reaches the detector
without being shielded by the Earth.

• Θ(cθ (cα, L)− cα): The parameters geometrically
allow a photon to arrive at the detector.

• Θ(L−Rs): The axion decays beyond the photo-
sphere with a radius Rs.

The differential fluence in Eq. (27) is integrated over en-
ergy and angle α subject to the constraints given above
to obtain the total fluence of the photon signal induced
by axion decay, which is then compared with the experi-
mental sensitivity for a given telescope to derive the ALP
sensitivity curves in the next section.

C. Telescopes

The energy of axions produced in HB and WR stars
is comparable either to the temperature of their plasma
(for T ≳ ma) or the rest mass of axions (for T ≲ ma).
Those axions then spontaneously decay into two photons.
As shown in Fig. 6 right panel, the spectrum of photons
is expected to have a peak at Eγ ∼ O(10 − 100) keV,
and thus, a hard X-ray telescope or MeV gamma-ray
telescope is best suited for observing those photons.
We estimated the observability of photons by sev-

eral existing hard X-ray telescope missions XMM-
Newton [89], NuSTAR [90] and INTEGRAL (which in-
cludes IBIS/ISGRI [91], IBIS/PICsIT [92], SPI [93],
and JEM-X [94]), SWIFT [95], eROSITA [96], Insight-
HXMT/HE [97], and one futureX-ray mission COSI [98],
as well as several future soft gamma-ray telescope mis-
sions AMEGO/AMEGO-X [99, 100], ASTROGAM/e-
ASTROGAM [102, 105]), GECCO [104] and APT [101].
The sensitivity range of each telescope is summarized in
Table II. In general, the angular resolution of telescopes
depends on the energy of incoming photons. Moreover,
a telescope could be operated in more than one mode
each of which has a different angular resolution; for ex-
ample, the angular resolution of GECCO is ∼ 1

′
in the

Mask mode while it is 4◦−8◦ in the Compton mode. For
simplicity, we assume the angular resolution is indepen-
dent of the energy of injected photons and is the value
listed in Table II. In order to estimate the detectability
of photons, we used the 3σ continuum sensitivity of the
telescopes [106] by assuming the observation times sum-
marized in the Table. We found that INTEGRAL SPI
gives the best sensitivity in the relevant ALP parame-
ter space of our interest. This is mainly because of its
energy sensitivity range which covers the peak ALP emis-
sion spectrum from HB stars and WR stars, as well as
its large angular resolution which ensures more photon
collection per pixel from the ALP decay region.

IV. DETECTABILITY OF PHOTON SIGNALS

In this section, we present our results on the detection
of photons resulting from the spontaneous decay of ax-
ions produced inside HB andWR stars. Fig. 10 highlights
the regions in the ma − gaγ parameter space that can be
probed by INTEGRAL SPI. We compare our result to
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Angular
Sensitivity Resolution Mission Effective Observation

Mission Range (at Energy) Status Area Time

XMM-Newton [89] 0.1-15 keV 12
′′

(2-10 keV) 1999-present ∼3000 cm2 104 s

NuSTAR [90] 5 keV - 80 keV 18
′′

2012-present ∼1000 cm2 106 s

INTEGRAL IBIS/ISGRI [91] 15 keV - 1 MeV 12
′

2002-2023 250 cm2 105 s

INTEGRAL IBIS/PICsIT [92] 170 keV - 10 MeV 12
′

2002-2023 ∼1400 cm2 105 s
INTEGRAL SPI [93] 20 keV - 8 MeV 2.5◦ 2002-2023 ∼3000 cm2 106 s

INTEGRAL JEM-X [94] 3 keV - 35 keV 3
′

2002-2023 400 cm2 106 s

SWIFT (BAT) [95] 15-150 keV 22
′

2004-present 5200 cm2 (15 keV) 0.7×19 yrs

eROSITA [96] 0.2-10 keV 35
′′

(2-8 keV) 2019-present 1500 cm2 105 s

Insight-HXMT/HE [97] 20 keV - 250 keV 6
′

2017-present 4096 cm2 ∼105 s
COSI [98] 200 keV - 5 MeV ∼4◦ (1 MeV) 2027 (planned) ∼ 300 cm2 2 yrs

AMEGO (Compton) [99] 200 keV - 10 MeV ∼ 4◦ (1 MeV) Concept ∼300 cm2 0.24× 5 yrs
AMEGO-X [100] 100 keV - 1 GeV ∼10◦ Concept 3500 cm2 3 yrs

APT (Compton) [101] 200 keV - 10 MeV ∼ 5◦ (1 MeV) Concept 10,000 cm2 0.82× 5 yrs
ASTROGAM [102] 100 keV - 1 GeV ∼ 1.5◦ Concept 1000 cm2 1 yr
e-ASTROGAM [103] 300 keV - 3 GeV ∼2◦ Concept 9025 cm2 1 yr

GECCO [104] 100 keV - 10 MeV 2◦ Concept 2000 cm2 106 s

Table II: Summary of properties of the telescopes considered here. Note that for some gamma-ray instruments, we
give the performance in the relevant Compton (not pair-production) regime.

the current limits from the number counts of horizontal
branch stars and red-giant branch stars in globular clus-
ters [41, 42, 107] (black), the non-observation of photons
from the spontaneous decay of axions produced inside SN
1987A (red) [35, 36, 59], anomalous cooling of SN 1987A
due to axion emission (cyan) [39], and diffuse gamma-
ray background from decays of axions produced inside
supernovae (green) [39]. We find that our result for the
HB stars in NGC 2808 and NGC 6397 are two orders
of magnitude weaker than the current best constraint
in the O(10) keV mass range. On the other hand, for
the WR stars in the Quintuplet cluster, we obtain better
sensitivity which can cover currently unconstrained ALP
parameter space in the 10-100 keV region, probing the
ALP-photon coupling down to gaγ ≳ 4 × 10−11 GeV−1.
Note that the WR stars are roughly an order of magni-
tude smaller in size compared to the HB stars, although
both have similar core temperatures. This allows axions
with smaller mean free path to escape the photosphere of
WR stars, thus increasing the signal sensitivity, as com-
pared to the HB star case.

We estimated the WR signal detectability for two dif-
ferent initial stellar metallicity: Z = 0.018 (blue) and
Z = 0.035 (cyan). For each stellar model simulated by
MESA, we calculate the photon fluence at the Earth,
assuming that all 13 WC stars in the Quintuplet clus-
ter follow the same density, temperature, and abundance
profiles. By comparing this fluence to the sensitivity of
telescopes, we identify the region in the ma−gaγ param-
eter space that could be probed by the current/future
telescopes. These analyses are repeated for all stellar
models. Fig. 10 illustrates the mean of gaγ bounds and
its 1σ uncertainty band for two different metallicity val-
ues of Z = 0.018 and Z = 0.035 with the SPI detector.
The uncertainty band accounts for the variation in stellar
profile parameters, such as temperature, density, plasma

frequency, etc. The bound itself is derived by requiring
that the expected fluence of ALP-induced photon signal
in any given pixel of the SPI detector should not exceed
the quoted 3σ sensitivity of the detector. We repeated
the same exercise for the other telescopes listed in Ta-
ble II, but the result for SPI turned out to be the best
(for reasons mentioned in Sec. III C); therefore, we do not
show the sensitivity curves for other telescopes in Fig. 10.

In the regime of largema and gaγ , axion production be-
comes more efficient, with a greater proportion of axions
decaying within the photosphere. On the other hand,
in the domain of small ma and gaγ , a smaller number
of axions is produced while axions have a longer decay
length, (i) facilitating them to escape from the star, (ii)
making the expected photon signal more diffuse, and (iii)
leading to a smaller fraction of axions that have decayed
until they reach the Earth. These factors collectively re-
sult in distinct shapes in the constrained regions of the
parameter space.

The detectability of the axion-induced photon signal
also depends on the potential astrophysical backgrounds.
A diffuse background of keV-MeV photons could be emit-
ted by several mechanisms. One of the constituents of
O(MeV) gamma-ray background is the decay of a neu-
tral pion produced in astrophysical environments includ-
ing solar flares, interstellar medium, supernova remnants,
molecular clouds, and galaxy clusters [108–110]. Their
subsequent decay forms the diffuse gamma-ray back-
ground with energies Eγ ≃ mπ0/2. The diffuse O(keV)
photon background is predominantly shaped by thermal
emission from white dwarfs, bremsstrahlung, and inverse
Compton scattering. Cosmic-ray e± emits photons either
by upscattering background low-energy photons (inverse
Compton scattering) or traveling in the external electro-
magnetic fields in which their trajectories are deflected
(bremsstrahlung). In this study, we assume the back-



13

104 105

ma [eV]

10−10

10−9

10−8

g a
γ

[G
eV

−
1
] SN 1987A(ν)

Globular Cluster (R-parameter)

SN (Diffuse γ)

SN 1987A(γ)

NGC 6397
NGC 2808

SPI (Z=0.018)

SPI (Z=0.035)

1Figure 10: SPI sensitivity of the photon signal induced
by decaying ALPs produced from HB stars located in
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from WR stars located in the Quintuplet cluster for two
different metallicity values of Z = 0.018 (orange) and
Z = 0.035 (blue). The existing constraints from
R-parameter measurement in globular clusters, SN
1987A and diffuse photon background from supernovae
are shown as shaded regions.

ground brightness as described in Ref. [93] to determine
the 3σ sensitivity shown in Fig. 10.

As a sanity check, we also made quick estimations
on the background O(keV) and O(MeV) photon flux as
follows: We used ximage to obtain the counts of pho-
tons at R7 band (E ∈ [1.05, 2.04] keV) observed by
ROSAT [111, 112], and then converted it to the flux by
using the WebPIMMS [113], confirming that the flux is not
high enough to mask the photon signals from decays of
axions in this energy band.

Since the size of each pixel in the ROSAT All-Sky
Survey diffuse background maps (12

′
) is larger than the

angular extension of the Quintuplet cluster (∼ 1
′
), we

just choose the one pixel to obtain the photon count
rate 1 × 10−4 s−1 from the direction of the cluster.
This count rate turns out to be equivalent to the flux
1 × 10−14 erg/cm2/s in the same energy band. In order
to obtain the flux, we assume that the HI column density
is 2.9× 1020 cm−2 and the photon spectrum follows the

thermal bremsstrahlung spectrum with kT = 0.3 keV.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this article, we investigated the heavy axion pro-
duction inside massive stars, such as the WR stars in
the Quintuplet cluster and the HB stars in two globular
clusters, and the detectability of photons from the ALP
decay by current and future X-ray and gamma-ray tele-
scopes. We find that among the existing and planned
telescopes in the keV-MeV sensitivity range, the INTE-
GRAL SPI is best suited for the purpose of the ALP
decay-induced photon signal and can probe the axion-
photon coupling down to gaγ ≳ 4× 10−11 GeV−1 for ax-
ion mass ma ∼ O(10 − 100) keV in the WR star case,
surpassing the existing astrophysical constraints by a
whisker. On the other hand, our result for the HB star
case turns out to be weaker than the existing constraints.
Apart from the uncertainties in the WR star profile

and elemental composition, a major source of uncer-
tainty in our result is the initial metallicity of WR stars.
Therefore, we showed our results for two different val-
ues of the initial metallicity within its uncertainty range
(0.018 ≤ Z ≤ 0.035), but found that both metallicity
values predict comparable luminosity of ALPs (Fig. 6),
and hence, comparable constraints on the axion-photon
coupling (Fig. 10).
We have considered only the ALP-photon coupling

here for both production and decay of the ALPs. In
the presence of other couplings of ALPs to the SM parti-
cles (e.g. electrons/nucleons), the production rate would
be enhanced, and at the same time, the mean free path
would be smaller. However, the ALP decay rate would
not change, since for the energy range available inside
WR stars (up to a few keV), the ALP is unlikely to de-
cay to other SM particles except photons (and possibly
neutrinos, if there is an ALP-neutrino coupling). There-
fore, we expect our bounds derived here to remain largely
intact.
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Appendix A: Models of WR stars

In this section, we explain our code for simulating WR stars by using the MESA stellar evolution code. A sample
star is evolved from the pre-MS until near the core-collapse. Firstly, a system is developed up to the point when
a radiative core starts to develop with the test suite “20M pre ms to core collapse”. Secondly, this star is evolved
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until a zero age main sequence (ZAMS) by using a test suite “make zams ultra high mass”. Lastly, we simulate the
evolution of this ZAMS star until near the core-collapse by using a code described below. Parameters in the code are
chosen based on Ref. [114], and are summarized in Table III.

We choose the nuclear network pp cno extras o18 ne22.net, which includes 26 species: 1H, 2H, 3He, 4He, 7Li, 7Be,
8B, 12C, 13C, 13N, 14N, 15N, 14O, 15O, 16O, 17O, 18O, 17F, 18F, 19F, 18Ne, 19Ne, 20Ne, 22Ne, 22Mg, 24Mg and reactions in-
volving them. A metallicity, an initial mass, and a rotational velocity at a ZAMS of a sample star are chosen as
described in the main text. The observed nitrogen abundance of WNh stars in the Arches cluster prefers the metal-
licity Z ∈ (0.018, 0.035), which is anticipated to be close to that of the Quintuplet cluster because both are located
near the Galactic Center. We perform simulations for two metallicities Z = 0.018, 0.035. For each of these Z values,
the hydrogen and helium abundances are determined by the relation X = 1 − Y − Z and Eq. (21), respectively.
The relative fractions of metals are set by following Ref. [115]. The initial masses of stars are assumed to follow the
Kroupa initial mass function. The probability distribution of initial rotational velocity is described by the Gaussian
distribution with a mean velocity µ = 100 km/s and a velocity dispersion σ = 140 km/s.

The Skye equation of state [116] is selected since it is the most suited equation of state for temperature and density
of our interest. Regarding the opacity table, we choose the Type 2 opacity, which allows to simulate the system with
time-dependent abundances of carbon and oxygen. The temperature at the stellar surface is calculated by exploiting
the Eddington approximation:

T 4(τ) =
3

4
T 4
eff

(
τ +

2

3

)
, (A1)

and the pressure at the surface is obtained by

P =
τg

κ

[
1 + P0

κ

τ

L

M

1

6π

]
, (A2)

where Teff is the effective temperature, M is the stellar mass, L is its luminosity, κ is the opacity, and τ is the optical
depth. We have used the Planck units, i.e. c = 1 for the speed of light and G = 1 for the Newton constant. Note
that the second term in Eq. (A2) describes the radiation pressure, which is not negligible for massive stars. We used
P0 = 2 in our code.

In massive stars, interactions of photons with ions lead to outward momentum transfer from photons to gas.
Consequently, massive stars lose their mass [117]. In order to include this effect, we choose the Dutch scheme as a

scheme of winds and set an overall scaling factor Ṁ ∝ η as equal to 1. Moreover, a rotation could enhance the mass
loss rate of hydrogen burning massive MS stars [118]; the mass loss rate is described by the relation

Ṁ(Ω) = Ṁ(0)

(
1

1− Ω/Ωcrit

)ξ

, (A3)

where Ωcrit is the critical angular velocity at the surface of a star and ξ = 0.43.
We include mixing processes as follows. Convective mixing is incorporated by using the mixing length theory [119]

for which we need to choose three parameters: the ratio of a mixing length to a pressure scale height αMLT, a
multiplicative factor that determines the mean turbulent speed ν, and the efficiency of convection y. A convective
region is located by the Ledoux criterion. A mixing occurring at convective boundaries, an overshoot mixing [120],
is dealt with independently. An exponentially decaying overshoot mixing is incorporated at all hydrogen burning,
helium burning and metal burning convective boundaries with a factor f = 0.014. In addition, we include effects of
semiconvection [121] and thermohaline mixing [122]. A semiconvection appears in a region that is thermally unstable
but stabilized due to a gradient in composition while thermohaline mixing occurs if a thermally stable region is made
unstable due to a gradient in composition. Their diffusion coefficients are proportional to the free parameters αsc

and αth. We set αsc = 1 and αth = 666. The rotation of a star induces transports of angular momentum and
nuclei. Those transports are approximated by a diffusion process in MESA. We choose parameters that determine
the diffusion coefficients as DSH = DSSI = DES = DGSF = DST = 1, DDSI = 0, fc = 1/30, and fµ = 0.05 by following
Ref. [123].
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Parameter chosen values
nuclear network pp cno extras o18 ne22.net

initial abundances Eq. (21), X = 1− Y − Z
fractions of metals Chosen by following Ref. [115]

initial mass Kroupa initial mass function
initial surface rotation Gaussian distribution, µ = 100 km/s, σ = 140 km/s

equation of state Skye equation of state
opacity Type 2
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wind Dutch scheme, η = 1

rotational mass loss Eq. (A3), ξ = 0.43
convection αMLT = 2, ν = 1/3, y = 8
overshoot fov = 0.014

semiconvection αsc = 1
thermohaline αth = 666
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Table III: A summary of the choice of parameters used in our MESA code.
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