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In interstellar media characterized by a nonrelativistic plasma of electrons and heavy ions, we
study the effect of axion dark matter coupled to photons on the dynamics of an electric field. In
particular, we assume the presence of a background magnetic field aligned in a specific direction.
We show that there is an energy transfer from the oscillating axion field to photons and then to
the plasma induced by forced resonance. This resonance is most prominent for the axion mass
mϕ equivalent to the plasma frequency ωp. Requiring that the heating rate of the interstellar
medium caused by the energy transfer does not exceed the observed astrophysical cooling rate,
we place forecast constraints on the axion-photon coupling g for several different amplitudes of
the background magnetic field B0. By choosing a typical value B0 = 10−5 G, we find that, for
the resonance mass mϕ = ωp, the upper limit of g can be stronger than those derived from other
measurements in the literature. With increased values of B0, it is possible to put more stringent
constraints on g for a wider range of the axion mass away from the resonance point.

I. INTRODUCTION

The existence of a pseudo-Nambu Goldstone axion was originally introduced to address the strong CP problem
in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [1–3]. The mass of QCD axions is related to the axion decay constant f , as
mϕ ≃ 5.7 × 10−6 eV (1012 GeV/f) [4]. The original model, which is not experimentally viable, was generalized to
include heavy quarks [5, 6] or an additional Higgs field [7, 8]. The QCD axion in such extended versions can be light
and stable for large f , being a good candidate for dark matter [9–11] (see Refs. [12–17] for reviews). In the context of
string theory, ultralight axions can arise as Kaluza-Klein zero modes of anti-symmetric form fields [18–20]. The mass
of string axions can span over a vast range 10−33 eV ≲ mϕ ≲ 10−10 eV, depending on the compactification scheme
[21–25].

An axion ϕ may interact with photons through the Chern-Simons coupling L = −gϕFµν F̃
µν/4, where g is a coupling

constant and Fµν is an electromagnetic field strength with F̃µν its Hodge dual. In terms of the electric field E and
the magnetic field B, this interaction can be interpreted as the inner product −gϕE · B. Since the conversion of
axions to photons can occur in the presence of external magnetic fields [26], the laboratory experiments such as a
“light-shining-through-walls” measurement [27] put upper limits on the coupling g. For the mass range mϕ ≲ 10−4 eV,
the ALPS collaboration has constrained g ≤ 5 × 10−8 GeV−1 [28]. By considering axions that are produced in the
Sun and convert to X-rays in the magnetic field at the detector, the CAST [29] and IAXO [30] experiments placed
the limit g ≤ 4× 10−12 GeV−1 for mϕ ≤ 5× 10−3 eV.
For light axions in the mass range mϕ ≲ 10−10 eV, astrophysical observations put tightest bounds on the coupling

constant g. The interaction L = −gϕFµν F̃
µν/4 allows the generation of axions in the stellar plasma through a

Primakoff process [31, 32]. Axions can eventually convert into gamma rays in the magnetic field of the Milky Way.
Since such gamma rays were not observed in the SN1987 event, this translates to the limit g ≤ 5.3 × 10−12 GeV−1

for mϕ ≤ 4.4 × 10−10 eV [33]. Similarly, axions generated inside stellar cores may convert into observable X-rays in
the galactic magnetic field. The lack of observational evidence for X-rays from super star clusters leads to the limit
g ≤ 3.6× 10−12 GeV−1 for mϕ ≤ 5× 10−11 eV [34]. If we consider magnetic white dwarfs (MWDs), the axion-photon
coupling generates photons polarized parallel to the direction of the magnetic field. Polarization measurements of
thermal radiation from MWDs have placed the bound g ≤ 5.4×10−12 GeV−1 for mϕ ≤ 3×10−7 eV [35]. In the mass
range of so-called fuzzy dark matter [36], mϕ ∼ 10−22 eV, axion searches by polarization plane rotation have been
intensively studied [37–39], and the limit due to the decrease in the cosmic microwave background (CMB) polarization
is g ≲ 10−13 GeV−1 (mϕ/10

−22 eV) [40]. We also note that cosmic birefringence inferred from observations of CMB
[41, 42] can constrain g for the even lighter mass range mϕ ≲ 10−26 eV [43–46].
In this paper, we will propose a new method of probing the axion-photon coupling through the observed cooling

rate of interstellar media. We consider a nonrelativistic plasma of electrons and heavy ions with the electron number
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density ne. In the absence of the axion-photon coupling, the collective movement of electrons gives rise to the plasma
oscillation of an electric field E with the angular frequency ωp =

√
nee2/me ≃ 10−11 eV (ne/0.1 cm−3)1/2, where e is

the elementary charge and me is the electron mass [47, 48]. For the typical number density ne ≈ 0.1 cm−3 of dilute
plasmas in interstellar media, the plasma frequency ωp is of order 10−11 eV. The existence of heavy ions works to
generate friction for the dynamics of electrons characterized by the damping rate ν. Since we typically have ν ≪ ωp

for the interstellar plasma, the electric field exhibits damped oscillations with the decay time scale ν−1, which is much
longer than the oscillating time scale ω−1

p .

If there are background magnetic fields in the interstellar region, the interaction L = −gϕFµν F̃
µν/4 can lead to

the energy conversion from axions to photons in the plasma. The observations of interstellar magnetic fields in the
galactic center suggest that their amplitudes may span in the range B0 = 10−5 G ∼ 10−3 G [49]. In this paper, we
will consider an external magnetic field B0 aligned in a specific direction and compute the heating rate of interstellar
media induced by the axion-photon coupling. For this purpose, we deal with the axion as nonrelativistic dark matter
oscillating around a minimum of the potential V (ϕ) = m2

ϕϕ
2/2. In the two-dimensional plane perpendicular to

the direction of B0, the electric-field components still exhibit damped elliptic motions combined with the plasma
oscillation and the cyclotron orbit in the normal manner. Along the direction of B0, however, we will show that the
energy density of axions is converted to that of photons through forced resonance. In particular, the energy transfer
rate Q̇ is largest for the resonance mass mϕ equivalent to the plasma frequency ωp.

The observations of interstellar media like Leo T have constrained the cooling rate Ċ as well as ωp and ν [50–53].
These astrophysical data can be used to probe the properties of dark matter [54–63]. In our case, the heating rate

Q̇ induced by the axion-photon coupling should not exceed the observed cooling rate, which translates to the upper
limit of g. At the resonance point, we will derive an analytic formula for the bound on g. For the plasma frequency
in the range 10−12 eV ≲ ωp ≲ 10−10 eV, the upper limit of g at the resonance mass mϕ = ωp can be smaller than the
MWD bound mentioned above by choosing the typical galactic magnetic field strength B0 ≈ 10−5 eV. In particular,
the constraint on g at mϕ = ωp tends to be stronger for smaller ν due to the occurrence of sharper resonance. With
the increase of B0, we can place tighter bounds on g for a broader mass range away from the resonance point. While
the precise magnetic field strengths have been unknown for interstellar media with observed cooling rates, upcoming
observations may be able to put interesting constraints on g for the mass range 10−15 eV ≲ mϕ ≲ 10−7 eV.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we revisit the fundamental aspect of nonrelativistic plasmas and

present observational constraints on the cooling rates of interstellar media known in the literature. In Sec. III, we
consider the axion-photon coupling on the background of an external magnetic field in the plasma and derive solutions
to the electric field under the approximation that spatial gradient terms are neglected relative to time-dependent terms.
In Sec. IV, we compute the heating rate Q̇ of interstellar media induced by forced resonance and put upper bounds
on g derived from the condition Q̇ ≤ Ċ. Sec. V is devoted to conclusions. We use a natural unit in which the speed
of light c, the reduced Planck constant ℏ, and the Boltzmann constant kB are 1. We adopt the metric signature
(−,+,+,+).

II. PLASMA IN INTERSTELLAR MEDIA

We consider an interstellar medium modeled by a nonrelativistic plasma of electrons and heavy ions with a thermal
temperature T [47, 48]. As in the standard plasma, the total charge of the system is assumed to be zero. Since the
mass of ions is much larger than the electron mass, we ignore the ion velocity ui relative to the electron velocity ue.
Then, the total current is approximately given by

Jµ = (0,J) = (0,−neeue) . (2.1)

We deal with the electron (mass me and charge −e) as a nonrelativistic particle. We also neglect general relativistic
effects on the dynamics of electrons and electromagnetic fields. In the presence of an electric field E and a magnetic
field B, the Newtonian equation of motion for the electron yields

meu̇e +me (ue · ∇)ue = −e (E + ue ×B)−meνue , (2.2)

where a dot represents the derivative with respect to time t, ∇ ≡ (∂1, ∂2, ∂3) with ∂i ≡ ∂/∂xi (xi is the spatial
position), and ν is a friction constant between electrons and ions. We can express ν in the form [55]

ν =
4
√
2πα2ne

6(meT 3)1/2
ln Λc ≃ 1.2× 10−22 eV

( ne

0.1 cm−3

)(104 K

T

)3/2

ln Λc , (2.3)
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Interstellar media ne (cm−3) T (K) ωp (eV) ν (eV) Ċ (erg cm−3 s−1)
WNM (Leo T) 0.06 6100 9.1× 10−12 7.6× 10−21 7× 10−30

CNM (G33.4−8.0) 0.4 400 2.3× 10−11 2.4× 10−18 1.46× 10−27

MC (MW) 100 50 3.7× 10−10 9.8× 10−15 3.16× 10−24

CNM (MW) 30 100 2.0× 10−10 1.2× 10−15 2.02× 10−24

WNM (MW) 0.6 5000 2.9× 10−11 9.7× 10−20 8.3× 10−27

WIM (MW) 0.3 104 2.0× 10−11 1.8× 10−20 5.4× 10−26

HIM (MW) 0.003 106 2.0× 10−12 2.5× 10−25 1.3× 10−27

TABLE I. Interstellar media, their electron number densities ne, temperatures T , plasma frequencies ωp, electron-ion friction
constants ν, and cooling rates Ċ. The different phases are labeled as MC (molecular clouds), CNM (cold neutral medium),
WNM (warm neutral medium),WIM (warm ionized medium), and HIM (hot ionized medium). MW denotes the data in the

Milky Way and Leo T is a gas-rich dwarf galaxy. We take the observed values of ne, T , and Ċ from Ref. [53].

where α = e2/(4π) = 1/137.036 is the fine structure constant, and

Λc =
4πT 3

α3ne
≃ 2.7× 1022

(
0.1 cm−3

ne

)(
T

104 K

)3

. (2.4)

Since we are considering nonrelativistic electrons (|ue| ≪ 1), the contribution me (ue · ∇)ue to Eq. (2.2) can be
neglected relative to the linear term in ue. Eq. (2.2) is approximately given by

meu̇e ≃ −e (E + ue ×B)−meνue . (2.5)

Assuming that ne is constant, the current J = −neeue obeys

J̇ ≃ ω2
pE − e

me
J ×B − νJ , (2.6)

where

ωp =

√
nee2

me
≃ 1.2× 10−11 eV

( ne

0.1 cm−3

)1/2
(2.7)

is the plasma frequency.
In Table I, we summarise the observed gas-rich astrophysical media and their associated values of ne and T . The

plasma frequency ωp and the electron-ion friction constant ν are computed according to the relations (2.7) and (2.3),
respectively. It follows that ωp ≫ ν for all these interstellar media. In the last column of Table I, we also show the

astrophysical cooling rate of the gas Ċ for each medium. It is possible to exploit these observed values of Ċ to put
constraints on the coupling g between axions and electromagnetic fields.

III. AXIONS COUPLED TO ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELDS

As a candidate for dark matter, we consider a pseudo-scalar axion field ϕ with a constant mass mϕ. The axion
potential is given by V (ϕ) = m2

ϕϕ
2/2, which follows from V (ϕ) = m2

ϕf
2[1− cos(ϕ/f)] as a leading-order term by the

expansion around ϕ = 0. The axion is coupled to electromagnetic fields with the interacting Lagrangian−gϕFµν F̃
µν/4,

where g is the coupling constant, Fµν = ∂µAν−∂νAµ is the electromagnetic field strength of a four-dimensional gauge

field Aµ, and F̃µν = FαβEαβµν/2 is the dual tensor of Fαβ . Note that Eαβµν is an anti-symmetric Levi-Civita tensor
with the component E0123 = −1/

√
−ḡ, where ḡ is a determinant of the background metric tensor ḡµν .

The four current (2.1) in the plasma is coupled to Aµ through the interacting Lagrangian JµAµ. Since we consider
the weak gravitational regime in which general relativistic effects on the dynamics of electrons and electromagnetic
fields can be neglected, the background spacetime is approximated by the Minkowski line element, ds2 = −dt2 +
δijdx

idxj , so that −ḡ = 1. The action of such a system is given by

S =

∫
d4x

[
−1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ− 1

2
m2

ϕϕ
2 − 1

4
FµνF

µν + JµAµ − 1

4
gϕFµν F̃

µν

]
. (3.1)
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Varying (3.1) with respect to ϕ and Aµ, respectively, we obtain

ϕ̈−∇2ϕ+m2
ϕϕ+

1

4
gFµν F̃

µν = 0 , (3.2)

□Aν − ∂ν∂
µAµ + g ∂µϕF̃µν + Jν = 0 , (3.3)

where □ ≡ ∂µ∂µ. The nonvanishing components of Fµν are Fi0 = −F0i = Ei (with i = 1, 2, 3) and F12 = −F21 = B3,
F23 = −F32 = B1, F31 = −F13 = B2, where E = (E1, E2, E3) and B = (B1, B2, B3) are the electric and magnetic
fields, respectively. We can express the relation Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ in the following form

E = −Ȧ+∇A0 , B = ∇×A . (3.4)

Since we are considering the current vector Jµ = (0,J) in the plasma, we can express Eq. (3.2) and ν = 0, i components
of Eq. (3.3), as

ϕ̈−∇2ϕ+m2
ϕϕ+ gE ·B = 0 , (3.5)

Ä0 −∇2A0 + ∂0(∂
µAµ) + g∇ϕ ·B = 0 , (3.6)

Ä−∇2A+∇ (∂µAµ) + g(ϕ̇B +∇ϕ×E)− J = 0 , (3.7)

where A = (A1, A2, A3).

Under the gauge transformation Ãµ = Aµ − ∂µχ, the invariance of the action (3.1) is ensured under the current
conservation ∂µJ

µ = 0. From Eq. (2.1), this translates to the condition ∇ · ue = 0, implying that our plasma fluid is

incompressible. The residual gauge degree of freedom can be fixed by choosing the Lorentz gauge condition ∂µÃµ = 0,

so that χ obeys □χ = ∂µAµ. In the following, we choose the gauge ∂µÃµ = 0 and omit the tilde from the transformed
fields, under which the two terms ∂0(∂

µAµ) and ∇ (∂µAµ) in Eqs. (3.6) and (3.7) vanish.
In this paper, we focus on the homogeneous part of the axion field ϕ. We decompose ϕ into the homogeneous

background part and the perturbed part, as

ϕ = ϕ0(t) + δϕ(t,x) , (3.8)

where ϕ0 is a function of t alone, while δϕ depends both on t and the spatial position x. We assume that the latter
is negligible relative to the former,

|δϕ(t,x)| ≪ |ϕ0(t)| . (3.9)

So long as the inequality

|gE ·B| ≪ m2
ϕϕ̄0 (3.10)

holds in Eq. (3.5), where ϕ̄0 is the amplitude of ϕ0, the homogeneous mode of ϕ obeys

ϕ̈0 +m2
ϕϕ0 ≃ 0 . (3.11)

This is integrated to give

ϕ0(t) = ϕ̄0 cos(mϕt) , (3.12)

where the phase at t = 0 is set to 0 upon the choice of suitable initial conditions. When the background time-dependent
part ϕ0(t) oscillates around the potential minimum, it is known that axions act as cold dark matter. As long as the
condition (3.10) is satisfied, the generation of the perturbed part δϕ from ϕ0 can be ignored. In Appendix I, we will
confirm the validity of the approximation (3.10).

For the gauge field Aµ, we perform the following Fourier transformation

Aµ(t,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·xÃµ(t,k) , (3.13)

where k is a wavenumber with k = |k|. In the following, we will omit the tilde for the quantities in Fourier space.

We are interested in the regime where the spatial gradient term |∇δϕ| is much smaller than |ϕ̇0|, i.e., |∇δϕ| ≪ |ϕ̇0|,
which holds for k ≲ mϕ and |δϕ| ≪ |ϕ0|. Moreover, we focus on the case in which the inequality

|∇δϕ×E| ≪ |ϕ̇B| (3.14)
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is satisfied. As we see in Appendix I, we consider the presence of a background magnetic field B0 whose amplitude
is not suppressed compared to E. In such a case, the condition (3.14) can be justified for |∇δϕ| ≪ |ϕ̇0|. Eq. (3.7)
approximately reduces to

Ä+ k2A+ gϕ̇0B − J = 0 . (3.15)

This equation implies that, in the presence of the magnetic field B, an oscillating axion ϕ̇0 ∼ mϕϕ̄0 gives a source term
to A and the electromagnetic fields will be produced. In contrast, the source term to A0 is g∇ϕ ·B in Eq. (3.6). Since

we have assumed |δϕ| ≪ |ϕ0|, the produced A0 is suppressed and its contribution to E = −Ȧ +∇A0 is subleading.
Furthermore, as we will see in the following, E and A exhibit plasma oscillations with the approximate frequency ωp.

In Fourier space, Ȧ is of order |ωpA|, whereas ∇A0 is of order |kA0|. So long as

k ≪ ωp , (3.16)

and |A0| ≲ |A|, we approximately find

E ≃ −Ȧ . (3.17)

Then, the electron equation of motion (2.6) yields

J̇ ≃ −ω2
pȦ− e

me
J ×B − νJ . (3.18)

For a given constant magnetic field B = B0, the dynamics of A and J are known by solving the coupled differential
Eqs. (3.15) and (3.18) for A and J .
As a warm-up, let us revisit the case where B = 0. Under the condition (3.16), we ignore the term k2A relative

to Ä in Eq. (3.15). On account of Eq. (3.17), we have J ≃ −Ė and J̇ ≃ ω2
pE − νJ from Eqs. (3.15) and (3.18),

respectively. Combing these two equations leads to

Ë + νĖ + ω2
pE = 0 , for B = 0 . (3.19)

Provided that ωp ≫ ν, which holds for all the interstellar media shown in Table I, the solution to Eq. (3.19) is given
by

E ≃ E0e
−νt/2 cos(ωpt+ α0) , (3.20)

where E0 is a constant vector, and α0 is an initial phase. Thus, the electric field E and the current J ≃ −Ė exhibit
damped plasma oscillations with the frequency ωp. Since we are interested in the case ωp ≫ ν, the time scale of
damping td ≈ 1/ν induced by the friction is much longer than that of plasma oscillations tp ≈ 1/ωp, i.e., td ≫ tp.
Now, let us consider the case in which there is a constant background magnetic field B0 along the x direction in

the Cartesian coordinate (x, y, z), so that

B0 = (B0, 0, 0) . (3.21)

We note that the magnetic field has a contribution ∇×A besides the background value B0. Since the former spatial
derivative can be neglected in our approximation scheme, the magnetic field strength B is dealt as a time-independent
constant (B ≃ B0). Expressing the components of A and J as A = (Ax, Ay, Az) and J = (Jx, Jy, Jz) in Eqs. (3.15)
and (3.18), we obtain

Äx + k2Ax − gϕ̄0mϕB0 sin(mϕt)− Jx = 0 , (3.22)

Äy + k2Ay − Jy = 0 , (3.23)

Äz + k2Az − Jz = 0 , (3.24)

and

J̇x = −ω2
pȦx − νJx , (3.25)

J̇y = −ω2
pȦy − ωcJz − νJy , (3.26)

J̇z = −ω2
pȦz + ωcJy − νJz , (3.27)
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where we used Eq. (3.12) and introduced

ωc ≡
eB0

me
. (3.28)

We note that the quantity ωc, which corresponds to the cyclotron frequency, appears only for the dynamics in the
(y, z) plane. It is informative to express ωc in the form

ωc = 1.2× 10−13 eV

(
B0

10−5 G

)
, (3.29)

where we used the conversion of unit 1G = 1.95× 10−2 eV2. For a typical magnetic field strength B0 ≈ 10−5 G, we
have ωc ≃ 10−13 eV. In such a case, so long as ne is not much less than the order 0.1 cm−3, the plasma frequency
(2.7) is much larger than ωc, i.e., ωp ≫ ωc. For B0 ≳ 10−3 G, we have the opposite inequality ωp ≲ ωc.
In Eqs. (3.22)-(3.27), we observe that the dynamics of the system are separated into those along the x direction

and in the (y, z) plane. In particular, the axion-photon coupling appears only for the dynamics in the x direction. In
the (y, z) plane, there is no energy transfer from axions to photons. Hence, we send the discussion of the (y, z) plane
to Appendix II and concentrate on the x direction in the main text.
Taking the time derivative of Eq. (3.22) and using Eq. (3.25), we obtain the differential equation for Ax, as

...
Ax + νÄx +

(
k2 + ω2

p

)
Ȧx + νk2Ax = gϕ̄0B0mϕ [mϕ cos(mϕt) + ν sin(mϕt)] . (3.30)

This has a special solution of the form

A(s)
x = D1 cos(mϕt) +D2 sin(mϕt) = D cos(mϕt− α) , (3.31)

where

D1 = −
νgϕ̄0B0m

2
ϕω

2
p

m2
ϕ(m

2
ϕ − ω2

p − k2)2 + ν2(m2
ϕ − k2)2

, (3.32)

D2 =
gϕ̄0B0mϕ[m

2
ϕω

2
p − (m2

ϕ + ν2)(m2
ϕ − k2)]

m2
ϕ(m

2
ϕ − ω2

p − k2)2 + ν2(m2
ϕ − k2)2

, (3.33)

and

D =
√

D2
1 +D2

2 =
gϕ̄0B0mϕ

√
m2

ϕ + ν2√
m2

ϕ(m
2
ϕ − ω2

p − k2)2 + ν2(m2
ϕ − k2)2

, (3.34)

tanα =
D2

D1
= −

m2
ϕω

2
p − (m2

ϕ + ν2)(m2
ϕ − k2)

νmϕω2
p

. (3.35)

The homogeneous solution to Ax can be found by setting the right-hand side of Eq. (3.30) to zero. Ignoring the k-
dependent term on the left-hand side of Eq. (3.30) under the condition (3.16), we can derive the following homogeneous
solution

A(h)
x ≃ c0 + e−νt/2 [c1 cos(ωpt) + c2 sin(ωpt)] , (3.36)

where c0, c1, and c2 are integration constants. Note that we have used the approximation ωp ≫ ν for the derivation
of Eq. (3.36).

The general solution to Eq. (3.30) is the sum of Eqs. (3.31) and (3.36), so that Ax = A
(s)
x + A

(h)
x . The amplitude

of an oscillating mode in A
(h)
x (with the frequency ωp) decays with the time scale of order td = 1/ν. As we see in

Eqs. (3.22) and (3.25), the constant c0 in A
(h)
x does not affect the dynamics in the x direction for k ≪ ωp. The special

solution (3.31), which oscillates with the frequency mϕ, has a constant amplitude D. Then, the dominant contribution

to Ax arises from A
(s)
x . In particular, under the condition (3.16), the largest contribution to D should come from the

homogeneous mode corresponding to the k → 0 limit. Then, the resulting solution to Ax is given by

Ax ≃ A(s)
x = D cos(mϕt− α) , (3.37)
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where

D ≃
gϕ̄0B0

√
m2

ϕ + ν2√
(m2

ϕ − ω2
p)

2 +m2
ϕν

2
, tanα ≃

mϕ(m
2
ϕ − ω2

p + ν2)

νω2
p

. (3.38)

We also obtain the electric field component

Ex = −Ȧx ≃ mϕD sin(mϕt− α) . (3.39)

The amplitudes of Ax and Ex blow up around the axion mass mϕ = ωp, which is a characteristic feature of forced
resonance. At mϕ = ωp, the squared amplitude of Ax has a peak value D2

M = (gϕ̄0B0)
2(ω2

p + ν2)/(ω2
pν

2). The region

in which D2 ≥ D2
M/2 corresponds to ωp − ν/2 ≤ mϕ ≤ ωp + ν/2, so that the resonance width is given by ∆mϕ = ν.

Since we are now considering the case ν ≪ ωp, D2 has a sharp peak around mϕ = ωp ± ν/2.

IV. HEATING RATE INDUCED BY FORCED RESONANCE

In Sec. III, we have seen that the forced oscillation of Ax induced by the axion coupled to electromagnetic fields
does not lead to damping of the Ex component. In this section, we compute the energy transferred from axions to
photons.

Taking the homogenous limit k → 0 in Eq. (3.30) and using the property Ex ≃ −Ȧx, we have

Ëx + νĖx − ω2
pȦx = −gϕ̄0B0mϕ [mϕ cos(mϕt) + ν sin(mϕt)] . (4.1)

Integrating this equation with respect to t leads to

Ėx + νEx − ω2
pAx = −gϕ̄0B0 [mϕ sin(mϕt)− ν cos(mϕt)] , (4.2)

where the integration constant is set to 0 for consistency with the solution (3.37). Multiplying Eq. (4.2) with Ex =

−Ȧx, we obtain the following relation

d

dt

(
1

2
E2

x +
1

2
ω2
pA

2
x

)
= −gϕ̄0B0 [mϕ sin(mϕt)− ν cos(mϕt)]Ex − νE2

x . (4.3)

We note that this has been derived by taking the large-scale limit k → 0 in Fourier space. This amounts to neglecting
all the spatial derivatives in real-space Eqs. (3.5)-(3.7). Then, we can interpret ρx = E2

x/2 + ω2
pA

2
x/2 as the x-

component of the photon energy density in real space obtained by keeping the time derivatives alone. The temporal
change of ρx averaged over the oscillating period of the axion Tϕ = 2π/mϕ is given by

1

Tϕ

∫ Tϕ

0

d

dt

(
1

2
E2

x +
1

2
ω2
pA

2
x

)
dt = Q̇− Q̇ν , (4.4)

where

Q̇ = − 1

Tϕ

∫ Tϕ

0

gϕ̄0B0 [mϕ sin(mϕt)− ν cos(mϕt)]Ex dt , (4.5)

Q̇ν =
1

Tϕ

∫ Tϕ

0

νE2
x dt . (4.6)

On using Eqs. (3.37) and (3.39), we find that the left-hand side of Eq. (4.4) vanishes. On the other hand, the

energy transfer rate (4.5) arising from the coupling between axions and photons has a nonvanishing value Q̇ =
−(1/2)gϕ̄0B0mϕD(mϕ cosα + ν sinα). Exploiting the relations cosα = D1/D, sinα = D2/D and taking the limit
k → 0 in Eqs. (3.32)-(3.33), we obtain

Q̇ =
g2ϕ̄2

0B
2
0νm

2
ϕ(m

2
ϕ + ν2)

2(m2
ϕ − ω2

p)
2 + 2m2

ϕν
2
. (4.7)
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The energy loss (4.6) arising from the friction term also has the nonvanishing value Q̇ν = (1/2)νm2
ϕD2, i.e.,

Q̇ν =
g2ϕ̄2

0B
2
0νm

2
ϕ(m

2
ϕ + ν2)

2(m2
ϕ − ω2

p)
2 + 2m2

ϕν
2
. (4.8)

Thus, we find the following relation

Q̇ = Q̇ν . (4.9)

Due to this energy balance, the photon energy density E2
x/2 + ω2

pA
2
x/2 stays constant on the time average over

oscillations. This means that the energy transfer occurs from axions to photons with the heating rate given by
Eq. (4.7) and that the injected energy density is lost by the plasma friction at the same rate (4.8). Thus the energy
density flows sequentially from axions to photons, so that the plasma sustains its energy unlike the dynamics in the
(y, z) plane. For the axion mass mϕ = ωp, the heating rate has a maximum value

Q̇max =
g2ϕ̄2

0B
2
0(ω

2
p + ν2)

2ν
, for mϕ = ωp . (4.10)

So long as the axion is the main source of dark matter, the corresponding energy density is estimated to be ρDM =
ϕ̇2/2 +m2

ϕϕ
2/2 = m2

ϕϕ̄
2
0/2. For the plasma frequency in the range ωp ≫ ν, we can express Q̇max, as

Q̇max ≃ g2B2
0ρDM

ν
. (4.11)

Since Q̇max should not exceed the observed cooling rate Ċ of interstellar media, we have the bound Q̇max ≤ Ċ.1 This
translates to the upper limit on the coupling g, as

g ≤ 1.9× 10−14 GeV−1

(
B0

10−5 G

)−1 ( ν

10−20 eV

)1/2 ( ρDM

0.3 GeV cm−3

)−1/2
(

Ċ

10−27 erg cm−3 s−1

)1/2

, (4.12)

which is valid at the resonance point with the axion mass mϕ = ωp. For B0 = 10−5 G, ν = 10−20 eV, ρDM =

0.3 GeV cm−3, and Ċ = 10−27 erg cm−3 s−1, we have the forecast constraint g ≤ 1.9× 10−14 GeV−1. This is tighter
than the observational bound g ≤ 5.4 × 10−12 GeV−1 extracted from polarization measurements of the MWD stars
for the mass range mϕ ≤ 3× 10−7 eV [35]. Should we obtain tighter observational bounds on the cooling rate Ċ, the

constraint on g becomes more stringent. For larger B0, the upper limit on g also decreases in proportion to B−1
0 .

For the axion mass mϕ away from the plasma frequency ωp, the resonance does not occur efficiently. In this regime,

the bound Q̇ ≤ Ċ translates to g ≤ gmax, where

gmax =
1

B0

√
ωpĊ

ρDM

√
(r2ϕ − 1)2 + r2ϕr

2
ν

rν(r2ϕ + r2ν)
, (4.13)

where

rϕ ≡ mϕ

ωp
, rν ≡ ν

ωp
. (4.14)

Let us consider the case in which the inequalities ν ≪ ωp and ν ≪ mϕ hold, i.e., rν ≪ 1 and rν ≪ rϕ. At the
resonance point (rϕ = 1) and the two asymptotic regimes rϕ ≪ 1 and rϕ ≫ 1, respectively, Eq. (4.13) has the
following dependence

gmax ≃ 1

B0

√
νĊ

ρDM
, for mϕ = ωp , (4.15)

gmax ≃
ω2
p

B0mϕ

√
Ċ

ρDMν
, for mϕ ≪ ωp , (4.16)

1 We note that this bound was also used for constraining the kinetic mixing between hidden and standard-model photons [55]. In this
case, the heating of interstellar media can occur through the resonant conversion from hidden photons to regular photons.



9

FIG. 1. The coupling constant g versus the axion mass mϕ for Q̇ equivalent to the two cooling rates Ċ = 10−27 erg cm−3 s−1

(left) and Ċ = 10−31 erg cm−3 s−1 (right). In the left and right panels, we choose the background magnetic field strength to be
B0 = 10−5 G and B0 = 1 G, respectively, with ωp = 10−11 eV and ρDM = 0.3GeV cm−3 in both cases. The thick colored lines
correspond to (a) ν = 10−13ωp, (b) ν = 10−9ωp, and (c) ν = 10−5ωp, respectively. For decreasing ν, the sharper resonance
occurs with smaller minimum values of g. The dashed black lines represent the observational bound g ≤ 5.4 × 10−12 GeV−1

derived from polarization measurements of the MWD stars for the axion mass range mϕ ≤ 3× 10−7 eV [35].

gmax ≃ mϕ

B0

√
Ċ

ρDMν
, for mϕ ≫ ωp , (4.17)

where gmax in Eq. (4.15) coincides with the right-hand side of Eq. (4.12). In the light mass range mϕ ≪ ωp, the
estimation (4.16) shows that gmax increases with the decrease of mϕ. In the heavy mass range mϕ ≫ ωp, from
Eq. (4.17), gmax grows with the increase of mϕ. In these two asymptotic regimes, for smaller ν, we have larger values
of gmax. At the resonance point, gmax gets smaller for decreasing ν. These properties are attributed to the fact that
the resonance tends to be sharper for smaller ν.
In Fig. 1, we plot gmax versus mϕ for three different values of ν. We choose two combinations of Ċ and B0 in the

left and right panels. In both panels, the plasma frequency and the dark matter density are fixed to be ωp = 10−11 eV
and ρDM = 0.3GeV cm−3. For a given ν, gmax has a minimum at the resonance mass mϕ = ωp. For decreasing ν, the
minimum values of gmax get smaller as expected. In both the two asymptotic mass regions mϕ ≪ ωp and mϕ ≫ ωp,
we can confirm that gmax tends to increase for smaller ν.
Since the ratio rν = ν/ωp of interstellar media given in Table I is in the region 10−13 ≲ rν ≲ 10−5, we have chosen

three different values of ν in this range in Fig. 1. In the left panel, which corresponds to Ċ = 10−27 erg cm−3 s−1 and
B0 = 10−5 G, we obtain gmax = 1.9× 10−16 GeV−1 for the resonance mass mϕ = ωp with rν = 10−13 [case (a)]. For
rν = 10−9 [case (b)] and rν = 10−5 [case (c)], we have gmax = 1.9 × 10−14 GeV−1 and gmax = 1.9 × 10−12 GeV−1,
respectively. As we observe in the left panel of Fig. 1, the upper limits of gmax for these three cases are tighter than
the observational bound derived from polarization measurements of the MWD stars. Away from the resonance axion
mass, however, the values of gmax are much larger than those obtained at mϕ = ωp. For the choices of Ċ and B0

given in the left panel of Fig. 1, the upper limits of gmax derived in the mass ranges mϕ ≪ ωp and mϕ ≫ ωp are much
weaker than those computed at mϕ = ωp.

If we were to obtain tighter observational bounds on Ċ, Eq. (4.13) shows that gmax gets smaller for any mass mϕ.
This property also holds for B0, where the observational finding of interstellar media with B0 larger than 10−5 G
results in smaller values of gmax. In the right panel of Fig. 1, we show gmax versus mϕ for Ċ = 10−31 erg cm−3 s−1

and B0 = 1 G. As we see in Eq. (4.13), the coupling gmax for given mϕ and ν is 10−7 times as small as the one in the
left panel. As a result, even the mass range outside the resonance point can enter the parameter space constrained
by the MWD measurements. This tendency is more significant for increasing values of ν, even if gmax at mϕ = ωp
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gets larger. In case (c), for example, the mass range satisfying the bound g ≤ 5.4 × 10−12 GeV−1 corresponds to

3.5× 10−14 eV ≤ mϕ ≤ 2.8× 10−9 eV. Thus, for smaller Ċ and larger B0, it is possible to obtain tighter constraints
on gmax with wider parameter spaces of mϕ.

While the data of Ċ shown in Table I correspond to those of the typical interstellar media, there may be possibilities
to find some data of particular regions in the Milky Way galaxy or dwarf galaxies which result in tighter limits on Ċ
with larger B0. We also note that the plasma frequency ωp can vary for a wider range than those given in Table I
(10−12 eV ≲ mϕ ≲ 10−10 eV). Then, we may be able to obtain more stringent constraints on gmax with the wider
region of mϕ in future observations.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we proposed a new method of probing the axion-photon coupling through the heating of plasmas in
interstellar media. We assumed the presence of an interstellar magnetic field aligned in a particular direction, whose
typical value is in the range B0 = 10−5 G ∼ 10−3 G. We also considered a nonrelativistic thermalized plasma of
electrons and heavy ions. The observed cooling rate of interstellar media Ċ as well as the electron number density
ne and the thermal temperature T are given in Table I. The latter two data can translate to the plasma frequency
ωp and the friction constant ν, all of which satisfy the condition ωp ≫ ν with 10−12 eV ≲ ωp ≲ 10−10 eV. Although
the precise values of B0 have been unknown for the data shown in Table I, we performed forecast constraints on the
axion-photon coupling constant g in preparation for upcoming observations of the interstellar plasma.

In Sec. III, we derived solutions to the electric field E and the vector potential A by dealing with the axion as
nonrelativistic dark matter that oscillates around the potential minimum. We exploited the approximation that
spatial gradient terms in the axion and electromagnetic field equations of motion can be neglected relative to time-
dependent terms. In the x-direction parallel to the external magnetic field B0, we obtained analytic solutions to the
x components of E and A. We showed that both Ex and Ax are subject to forced resonance, with their leading-order
solutions (3.39) and (3.37), respectively. In particular, the amplitude D in Ax has a sharp peak around the resonance
axion mass mϕ = ωp. We also found that the axion-photon coupling does not affect the dynamics in the (y, z) plane.

In Sec. IV, we showed that the axion-photon coupling leads to the heating of interstellar media through the resonant
energy conversion from axions to photons. In the direction parallel to the external magnetic field, the heating rate
Q̇ balances the energy damping rate Q̇ν , which represents the energy release from photons to the plasma induced
by the friction ν. Since Q̇ should not exceed the observed cooling rates Ċ of interstellar media, it is possible to
put upper bounds on the axion-photon coupling g. At the resonance point, g is constrained as Eq. (4.12). For the
typical interstellar magnetic field strength B0 = 10−5 G, we found that gmax at the resonance point (mϕ = ωp) can
be more stringent than the limit constrained by the MWD measurements. As we see in the left panel of Fig. 1, which
corresponds to B0 = 10−5 G and Ċ = 10−27 erg cm−3 s−1, gmax is much larger than the MWD bound for mϕ away

from ωp. However, for larger B0 and smaller Ċ, even the mass range outside the resonance point can enter the region
constrained by the MWD measurements. This behavior is clearly seen in the right panel of Fig. 1.

We have thus shown that observations of the interstellar magnetic field along with the cooling rates of plasmas will
offer an interesting possibility for constraining the axion-photon coupling g. Since the resonance is most efficient for
mϕ around ωp that ranges between 10−12 eV and 10−10 eV, we may be able to obtain new bounds on g for the mass
region like 10−15 eV ≲ mϕ ≲ 10−7 eV with upcoming data. This will bring a new perspective for scrutinizing the
properties of light axions as a candidate for dark matter.
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APPENDIX I: BACKREACTION OF ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELDS

We estimate the typical amplitude of the electric field E in the thermal plasma with temperature T . We ignore
the contribution of the background magnetic field B for the moment and exploit the electric-field solution (3.20) for

the time scale t ≲ 1/ν (during which E is not damped by the friction ν). So long as ωp ≫ ν, we have J̇ ≃ ω2
pE ≃

ω2
pE0 cos(ωpt+ α0) from Eq. (2.6). This is integrated to give J ≃ ωpE0 sin(ωpt+ α0), so that the averaged value of
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|J |2 over the oscillating period 2π/ωp yields |J |2 ≃ ω2
pE

2
0/2, where E0 = |E0|. Since J = −neeue, it follows that

E2
0 ≃ 2n2

ee
2|ue|2

ω2
p

= 2neme|ue|2 . (1)

Using the typical thermal electron velocity |ue| =
√
2T/me, we have

E0 ≃ 2
√
neT ≃ 5.1× 10−8 eV2

( ne

0.1 cm−3

)1/2( T

104 K

)1/2

. (2)

The background magnetic field of order 10−5 G corresponds to B0 = 1.95 × 10−7 eV2. For ne ≈ 0.1 cm−3 and
T ≈ 104 K, E0 is of a similar order to B0 ≈ 10−5 G.
Let us confirm the validity of the approximation (3.10). Since the axion amplitude ϕ̄0 is related to the dark matter

density as ρDM = m2
ϕϕ̄

2
0/2, the condition gE0B0 ≪ m2

ϕϕ̄0 translates to

g ≪ 2.1× 109 GeV−1
( mϕ

10−11 eV

)( B0

10−5 G

)−1(
ρDM

0.3 GeV cm−3

)1/2 ( ne

0.1 cm−3

)−1/2
(

T

104 K

)−1/2

. (3)

For the coupling g constrained in the range (4.12), the inequality (3) is well satisfied. This is also the case for gmax

plotted in Fig. 1. Thus, we can trust the homogenous solution (3.12) of the axion field used in our analysis.

APPENDIX II: SOLUTIONS IN THE (y, z) PLANE

Here, we derive the solutions in the (y, z) plane to Eqs. (3.23), (3.24), (3.26), and (3.27). For this purpose, we
will consider the case in which the plasma frequency is much larger than the cyclotron frequency, i.e., ωp ≫ ωc. On

using the approximations |k2Ay| ≪ |Äy| and |k2Az| ≪ |Äz| under the condition (3.16), we have Jy ≃ Äy ≃ −Ėy and

Jz ≃ Äz ≃ −Ėz from Eqs. (3.23) and (3.24). Substituting these relations into Eqs. (3.26) and (3.27), it follows that

Ëy + νĖy + ω2
pEy ≃ −ωcĖz , (4)

Ëz + νĖz + ω2
pEz ≃ ωcĖy . (5)

In comparison to Eq. (3.19), the presence of the magnetic field B0 gives rise to terms proportional to ωc associated
with the quasi-circular motion in the (y, z) plane. Combing Eq. (4) with Eq. (5), we obtain the following fourth-order
differential equations

....
Ei + 2ν

...
Ei +

(
2ω2

p + ω2
c + ν2

)
Ëi + 2νω2

pĖi + ω4
pEi = 0 , (6)

for both i = y, z. Assuming the solutions to these equations in the form Ei = Ei0e
λt, where Ei0 and λ are constants,

we obtain the algebraic equation (
λ2 + νλ+ ω2

p

)2
+ ω2

cλ
2 = 0 . (7)

For ωc = 0, the solution is given by λ = (−ν±
√
ν2 − 4ω2

p)/2, which reduces to λ ≃ −ν/2±iωp under the approximation

ωp ≫ ν. For ωc ̸= 0 with ωp ≫ ωc, we assume the solution to Eq. (7) in the form λ = −ν/2± iωp+ ϵ, where |ϵ| ≪ ωp.
Substituting this into Eq. (7) and picking up the dominant contribution to ϵ, it follows that

λ ≃ −ν

2
± iωp ±

i

2
ωc , (8)

which is valid for ωp ≫ ν and ωp ≫ ωc. Depending on the different signs in Eq. (8), we have four independent
solutions to Eq. (7). Thus, the general solution to Ey can be expressed as

Ey ≃ e−νt/2
[
c1 cos

{(
ωp +

ωc

2

)
t+ α1

}
+ c2 cos

{(
ωp −

ωc

2

)
t+ α2

}]
, (9)

where c1, c2, α1, α2 are constants. From Eq. (4), the other electric-field component Ez is related to Ey. Dropping the

contribution to Ez from ν except the damping factor e−νt/2 and using the approximation ωp ≫ ωc ̸= 0, we find

Ez ≃ e−νt/2

[
c1

(
1− ωc

4ωp

)
sin
{(

ωp +
ωc

2

)
t+ α1

}
− c2

(
1 +

ωc

4ωp

)
sin
{(

ωp −
ωc

2

)
t+ α2

}]
. (10)
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In both Ey and Ez components, there are two oscillating modes characterized by the frequencies ωp ± ωc/2. So long
as ωp ≫ ωc, they are dominated by the plasma frequency with the oscillating time scale tp ≈ 1/ωp. For ωp ≫ ν, tp
is much shorter than the damping time scale td ≈ 1/ν induced by the friction term. When ωc ̸= 0, the phases of
oscillating terms in Ey and Ez are correlated with each other. If the initial conditions of Ey and Ez are chosen to be

c2 = 0, for example, we have E2
y/a

2+E2
z/b

2 = 1, where a = c1e
−λt/2 and b = c1[1−ωc/(4ωp)]e

−λt/2. This corresponds
to the ellipse where the major radius a and the minor radius b decrease with the time scale td. As we observe in
Eqs. (3.23)-(3.24) and (3.26)-(3.27), the coupling between axions and photons does not appear in the dynamics in
the (y, z) plane and hence the electric field component Ey or Ez is not enhanced. While the above solutions to Ey

and Ez have been derived under the condition ωp ≫ ωc, the absence of energy transfer from axions to photons in the
(y, z) plane persists for general values of ωp and ωc.
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