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Constraints on Axion-like Particles from the Observation of Galactic Sources by LHAASO
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High-energy photons may oscillate with axion-like particles (ALPs) when they propagate through the Milky
Way’s magnetic field, resulting in an alteration in the observed photon energy spectrum. The ultra-high energy
gamma-ray spectra, measured by the Large High Altitude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO) up to O(1) PeV,
provide a promising opportunity to investigate the ALP-photon oscillation effect. In this study, we utilize the
gamma-ray spectra of four Galactic sources measured by LHAASO, including the Crab Nebula, LHAASO
J2226+6057, LHAASO J1908+0621, and LHAASO J1825-1326, to explore this effect. We employ the CL,
method to set constraints on the ALP parameters. Combing the observations of the four sources, our analysis
reveals that the ALP-photon coupling g,, is constrained to be smaller than 1.4 x 107! GeV~" for the ALP mass
of ~ 4 x 1077 eV at the 95% C.L. By combing the observations of the Crab Nebula from LHAASO and other
experiments, we find that the ALP-photon coupling could be set to be about 7.2x 10~'! GeV~! for the ALP mass
~4x 1077 eV, which is in close proximity to the CAST constraint.

I. INTRODUCTION

Axion-Like Particles (ALPs) [1-4], a class of pseudo-scalar
bosons, arise as a consequence of symmetry breaking in many
extensions of the Standard Model. ALPs possess a broader pa-
rameter space and a rich phenomenology that is yet to be fully
explored, compared to the quantum chromodynamics axions
addressing the strong CP problem [5-8]. The effective cou-
pling between the ALP and photons can lead to ALP-photon
oscillation in an external magnetic field. This phenomenon
has drawn significant attention in astrophysics due to the ubiq-
uitous astrophysical magnetic fields [9—42].

The oscillation between ALPs and photons has the potential
to induce irregularities in the gamma-ray spectrum. Detecting
this phenomenon is typically more achievable at lower ener-
gies because detectors exhibit superior energy resolution for
low-energy photons compared to high-energy photons. Nev-
ertheless, the impact of ALP-photon oscillation on the astro-
physical gamma-ray spectrum could also become pronounced
at high energies. Interactions involving high-energy photons
and low-energy background photons, such as those originat-
ing from the interstellar radiation field (ISRF) [43-45], cos-
mic microwave background (CMB) [46], and extragalactic
background light [47-50], lead to the absorption of high-
energy photons, thereby attenuating the observed gamma-ray
spectra at high energies. The conversion of photons to ALPs
may mitigate this absorption effect, as a result of the interac-
tion between ALPs and high-energy photons. Consequently,
the presence of ALPs would lead to a modification of the ex-
pected gamma-ray spectrum at high energies within the stan-
dard astrophysical framework.

In recent years, significant progress in high-energy gamma-
ray observation experiments has led to remarkable measure-
ments of high-energy gamma-ray spectra [51-60]. Notably,
the Large High Altitude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO)
[61] has contributed significantly to this field. In 2021, the

LHAASO collaboration reported the detection of ultra-high
energy gamma-ray from the Crab Nebula [52]. This mea-
surement encompassed results from two detectors, namely the
Water Cherenkov Detector Array (WCDA) and the Kilometer
Square Array (KM2A), offering a precise gamma-ray spec-
trum of the Crab Nebula that spans more than three energy
orders, from 500 GeV to 1.1 PeV. In the same year, the
LHAASO collaboration reported the detection of over 530
photons with energies above 100 TeV and up to 1.4 PeV
from 12 ultra-high-energy gamma-ray sources [S51]. The
energy spectra of four Galactic sources, namely the Crab
Nebula, LHAASO J2226+6057, LHAASO J1908+0621, and
LHAASO J1825-1326, have been provided in the same report
[51]. These measurements of high-energy gamma-ray spec-
tra present a promising opportunity to investigate the ALP-
photon oscillation effect.

In this study, we utilize the LHAASO observations
from the Crab Nebula, LHAASO J2226+6057, LHAASO
J1908+0621, and LHAASO J1825-1326, to impose con-
straints on the ALP parameters. We consider the absorption
effect induced by the CMB and ISRF photons on ultra-high-
energy photons within the Milky Way. While several studies
[30, 31, 39, 40] have derived constraints on the ALP param-
eters from high energy gamma-ray observations of Galactic
sources, we emphasize that the photons from the four Galac-
tic sources considered in this study are more energetic. Fur-
thermore, we employ the CLg method [62, 63] to establish ro-
bust constraints on the ALP parameters as [37, 38]. To further
enhance the constraints, we also conduct a combined analy-
sis, incorporating the Crab observations from many other ex-
periments, including HAWC [64], ASy [65], HEGRA [66],
MAGIC [67], HESS [68], and VERITAS [69].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we intro-
duce the ALP-photon oscillation effect and the absorption of
high-energy photons in the Milky Way. In Section III, we de-
scribe the process of fitting the gamma-ray spectra and the



CL method. In Section IV, we present the constraints on
the ALP parameters from the LHAASO observations of four
Galactic sources and the combined constraint from the obser-
vations of the Crab Nebula by multiple experiments. Finally,
we conclude in Section V.

II. ALP-PHOTON OSCILLATION

In this section, we provide a brief introduction to the ALP-
photon oscillation effect in Galactic magnetic fields. The in-
teraction between the ALP and photons can be described by
the Lagrangian term
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where g,, denotes the coupling coefficient between the ALP
and photons, a denotes the ALP field, F' denotes the elec-
tromagnetic field strength tensor, F denotes its dual tensor,
E denotes the photon electric field, and B denotes the mag-
netic field. The propagation equation for a monochromatic
ALP/photon beam can be written as [9]

(ii +E+ M/)‘I’(z) =0, (2)
dz

where z denotes the distance along the propagation direction
Z, E denotes the energy of ALP/photon, and ¥ = (A, 4, a)’
with A, and Aj representing the photon polarization ampli-
tudes perpendicular and parallel to the transverse component
of the external magnetic field B;, respectively. The matrix M’
encompasses the ALP-photon oscillation effect and the ab-
sorption effects of high-energy photons, and can be written
as
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The mixing matrix M includes the interaction between pho-
tons and ALPs and environment effects, and is expressed as
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with AJ_ = Apl + 2AQED’ A” = Apl + 7/2AQED’ Aa =
—m2/(2E), and A,y = g4 B//2. Here, m, is the mass of
the ALP. The term A, = —wgl/ (2E) describes the effective
mass of photons in plasma with the typical frequency wy.
Agep = aE/(45m)(B;/ Be)? is the QED vacuum polarization
term, where « is the fine structure constant, m, is the electron
mass, and B, = mg/lel is the critical magnetic field. The off-
diagonal element A,, = g, B;/2 describes the ALP-photon
mixing effect.

When ultra-high-energy photons propagate in the Galac-
tic magnetic field, the absorption effect induced by CMB and
ISRF photons through the pair production process y + ypkg —

e* + e [44, 70, 71] can not be neglected. I'gg representing
these effects is calculated as
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where Epg and npg are the energy and number density of
background radiation fields, respectively. In this analysis, we
utilize the ISRF model presented in Ref. [72]. The term & is
given by
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where x = 1 - cosf,,, and 6,, is the angle between incident
photons. The cross section of the pair production o, is given
by
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where 8 = (1 - 4mf, /5)Y/2, o is the Thomson cross section
[73-75], and s = 2xEFEgg is the center-of-mass energy. For
the photons from the Crab Nebula with energies of 1 PeV, this
absorption would result in a loss of ~ 19% of the photon flux.
The generalized density matrix p = ¥ ® W' can be used to
describe the polarized states of the ALP-photon system. This
matrix p obeys the Von Neumann-like equation [10, 14]

.dp
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The solution to Eq. 8 in a homogeneous magnetic field can be
expressed as p(z) = 7 (2)p(0)7 ' (z), where the transfer func-
tion 7 (z) is obtained from the solution of Eq. 2. High energy
photons emitted from Galactic sources undergo the magnetic
field of the Milky Way before reaching the Earth. The en-
tire path can be divided into many pieces, with the magnetic
field in each domain considered to be homogeneous. The total
transfer matrix is given by

7() = [ | Tiaz), ©)

where 7;(Az;) represents the transfer matrix in the i-th piece.

In this study, we focus on the Galactic sources and inves-
tigate the ALP-photon oscillation effect in the Galactic field.
The Galactic magnetic field consists of a regular component
and a turbulent component. As the later component is small
and can be safely ignored, we only consider the regular com-
ponent. The Galactic magnetic model utilized in this study is
the Jansson & Farrar model [76]. Additionally, we take the
NE2001 model [77] for the Galactic electron distribution.

The survival probability of the photon can be expressed as
[9, 13]

Py, = Tt ((p11 + p2)T@pOT ' (2)) (10)

where p(0) = diag(1/2,1/2,0), p1;1 = diag(1,0,0), and ps; =
diag(0, 1, 0) for unpolarized photons. Considering the ALP-
photon oscillation and the absorption effects described above,



the observed photon energy spectrum is given by

dN dN
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where ‘;%’ . 18 the intrinsic spectrum of the source. For the

sources considered in this study, we set their intrinsic spectra
to be a log-parabolic function given by Fo(E/Eq)™~/l0eE/Eo),
where F, I', and b are free parameters, and Ej is set to be
10 TeV. This choice is based on the results in Ref. [51] and
[52], where the log-parabolic spectrum provides better fitting
results.

III. METHOD

In this section, we briefly introduce the analysis method
used to set constraints on the ALPs parameters. The best-fit
spectrum can be obtained by minimizing the y? function

=)0 (12)
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where x3 denotes the y* function of the j-th source. x7 is
given by
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where 6,-, ®;, and 6O, represent the predicted value, observed
value, and experimental uncertainty of the photon flux in the
i-th energy bin, respectively.

For given m, and g,,, we define the test statistic (TS) as

TS(Mas 8ay) = Xarp(Fos U b3 May 8ay) — X (Fo, T, ), (14)

where XIZ\Iull represents the best-fit y value under the null hy-
pothesis without the ALP-photon oscillation effect, )(iLP rep-
resents the best-fit y? value under the alternative hypothesis
including the ALP-photon oscillation effect with the given two
parameters m, and g,,, and (ﬁ 0» I, 13) and (I§ 0» I, 13) denote the
best-fit values of the parameters of the intrinsic spectrum un-
der the null and alternative hypotheses, respectively.

Due to the non-linear impact of ALPs on the photon spec-
trum, the application of Wilks’ theorem [78] is unsuitable
here, as discussed in [23]. As a result, the TS distribution can
not be adequately described by a y? distribution, necessitat-
ing Monte Carlo simulations to obtain a realistic TS distribu-
tion. In this study, we employ the CLg; method [62, 63, 79]
to establish constraints on the ALP parameters. The con-
straints are derived following the same procedure described
in Ref. [37, 38]. Here, we only offer a concise introduction to
this method.

We explore the (my, g4y) parameter space, and assess the
exclusion of each parameter point using the CL; method in
accordance with observations. For each parameter point, we
generate two mock data sets, denoted as {d}s and {d},, based

on the expected spectra with and without ALPs, respectively.
Both mock data sets {d}s;, and {d};, consist of 1000 sam-
ples. For a specific mock data sample, in each energy bin,
the photon flux is randomly generated from a Gaussian distri-
bution, where the mean value and deviation are set to be the
expected flux and experimental uncertainty, respectively. Uti-
lizing {d}s4» and {d},, we obtain two TS distributions {TS},
and {TS}sp using Eq. 14. Given the TS value TS, obtained
from the actual observed data, the CL value is defined as

_ CLs+b

CL, ,
) CL,

(15)
where CLg,, and CL; represent the probabilities of finding
a TS value larger than TSy according to the distributions
{TS}s+p and {TS}y, respectively. If CL; is less than 0.05, this
parameter point is considered to be excluded at a 95% confi-
dence level (C.L.).

In FIG. 1, we show the TS distributions {TS},, and {TS},
for two specific parameter points (71, g4y) = (8 X 1077eV, 3 x
10719GeV~") and (3% 1077eV, 1071°GeV~") as examples. The
corresponding CLg values for these two parameter points are
0.0 and 0.16, respectively. These result indicate that the first
parameter point can be excluded at the 95%, while the second
parameter point is still allowed.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present the constraints on the ALP
parameters derived from the LHAASO observations of
four Galactic sources, namely the Crab Nebula, LHAASO
J2226+6057, LHAASO J1908+0621, and LHAASO J1825-
1326. Note that each of the sources LHAASO J2226+6057,
LHAASO J1908+0621, and LHAASO J1825-1326 has mul-
tiple potential candidates, as detailed in Extended Data Table
2 in Ref. [51]. The distances to these sources are important
for determining the propagation length of photons within the
Galactic magnetic field, thereby influencing the constraints on
the ALP parameters. For the sake of consistency, the distances
used in Ref. [51] for spectral fitting are adopted here, which
are 0.8 kpc for LHAASO J2226+6057, 3.4 kpc for LHAASO
J1908+0621, and 3.1 kpc for LHAASO J1825-1326.

In our analysis, we calculate the best-fit Xz values for the
four sources under the null hypothesis, yielding y?/ndf =
1.98, where ndf denotes the number of degrees of freedom.
These results indicate that the observed data aligns well with
the null hypothesis without the presence of ALPs. The cor-
responding best-fit spectra are depicted by the blue lines in
FIG. 2. Furthermore, to illustrate the influence of ALPs on
the spectrum, we have included the best-fit spectra for three
ALP parameter points in FIG. 2.

Using the CLs method, we scan the parameter space with
m, € [1078,107°] eV and 8ay € [10711,107°] GeV~!, and
establish constraints at the 95% C.L. for each source, as illus-
trated in FIG 3. The solid lines in black, purple, red, and blue
represent the constraints derived from the LHAASO observa-
tions of the Crab Nebula, LHAASO J2226+6057, LHAASO
J1908+0621, and LHAASO J1825-1326, respectively. The
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FIG. 1: The TS distributions {TS};, and {TS}s., for two parameter points (1, gay) = (8 X 1077eV,3 x 1071°GeV~") and
(3 x 1077eV, 10719GeV~") are shown in the left and right panels, respectively. The vertical black solid lines represent TS .

10710
M0
I
("]
“
£ ) Crab Nebula
(%]
>
(]
™
=
w 1071
T
L2
2 — w/0 ALP
;" == WALP: m,=4x10"7eV, g,y =1 x 10-°GeV~!
W07 . WALP: ma=4x107eV, gy =5 x 10-11Gev
— = WALP: m;=8x107%V, g,y =1x107°GeV~!
@ LHAASO data
10715
10° 10t 102 103
Energy[TeV]
LHAASO J1908+0621
10711
—
7
("]
“
g 1077
v
>
(]
-
= 10-13
w
3
2 — w/0 ALP
° == WALP: my=1x10"%YV, g,y =1x107°GeV!
o~ —14
w 10 — . WALP: m,=1x10"%YV, g,y=1x 10"0Gev~!
— = WALP: m;=5x10"%V, g,y =1x107°GeV!
@ LHAASO Data
1071

10t 102 103
Energy[TeV]

10710
— 1011 LHAASO J1825-1326
b
1
')
~
£
510
>
]
[
=
w 10713
3
= — W/oALP NN
N == WALP: m,=3x10"%V, gay=1x 10"°GeV~!
~
W 1074 . WALP: m,=3x 1075V, g,y =1x 10-10GeV-1
— = WALP: my=1x10""eV, gsy=1x107°GeV~!
@ LHAASO data
10715

10t 102 10°
Energy[TeV]
— w/o ALP

10-10 == WALP: m,=2x10"%V, g,y =1x107°GeV!
— —+ WALP: my=2Xx107%YV, g,y =1x10"°Gev~!
Tm — = WALP: m,=2x107%V, gay=1x 10-9GeV-!
o 1011 @ LHAASO Data
£
v
% 10712
=
=
5
S 100 LHAASO J2226+6057
°
~
w

10714

10t 102 10°
Energy[TeV]

FIG. 2: The best-fit spectra for the Crab Nebula, LHAASO J1825-1326, LHAASO J1908+0621, and LHAASO J2226+6057.
The solid and dashed lines represent the spectra under the null and alternative hypotheses, respectively. The black points denote
the photon spectra measured by LHAASO [51, 52].

most stringent constraint of g,, is about 1.4 x 10710 GeV~!
with the ALP mass of m, ~ 4 x 1077 eV .

Notably, the constraints from the Crab Nebula are consid-
erably more stringent than those from the other sources. This
can be attributed to two advantages of the LHAASO obser-
vations of the Crab Nebula. Firstly, the spectrum of the Crab

Nebula encompasses both WCDA and KM2A results, and is
precise in the energy regions of O(TeV). In contrast, the spec-
tra of other sources considered here only include the KM2A
observations at energies above O(10)(TeV). This indicates that
it is easier to precisely determine the intrinsic spectrum of the
Crab and to investigate the effects of ALP-photon oscillation
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FIG. 3: The constraints at the 95% C.L. in the m, — g4, plane
resulting from the LHAASO observations of the Crab
Nebula, LHAASO J2226+6057, LHAASO J1908+0621, and
LHAASO J1825-1326. The black dashed line represents the
constraints obtained from CAST observations, indicating
Zay < 6.6 X 10711GeV~! [80].

in the Crab spectrum at lower energies. Secondly, the highest
energy bin of the Crab spectrum reaches 1 PeV, surpassing
that of the other sources. As previously mentioned, the com-
pensation of the ALP-photon oscillation to the absorption ef-
fect may be much more significant for higher energy photons.
These characteristics enable the Crab Nebula to provide more
stringent constraints.

Given that the constraints from the individual sources com-
plement each other in the parameter space, we present the
combined analysis result in FIG. 3. The green region repre-
sents the combined constraint of these sources. This improves
the constraints from a single source for the ALP masses above
1076 eV

As the observation of the Crab Nebula provides the most
stringent constraints among the four sources, we conduct an
analysis combing the observations from LHAASO and other
experiments, including HAWC [64], ASy [65], HEGRA [66],
MAGIC [67], HESS [68], and VERITAS [69] for the Crab
Nebula. The y? for this analysis is defined as [31]

(fi
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where the subscript k denotes the k-th experimental data, i de-
notes the i-th energy bin, and 5, @ and 6O are the expected
value, observed value, and uncertainty of the photon flux, re-
spectively. As the high-energy gamma-ray experiments under
consideration typically have an energy resolution of approx-
imately O(10) percent, the spectra measured by different ex-
periments may not precisely match. To derive consistent re-
sults for all experiments while accounting for this effect, we
introduce additional free parameters f to scale the energies of
all the experiments, except for LHAASO, and add their Gaus-
sian contributions in the y? function. As experimental data is

often presented in the form of E" ‘;’g’ , @ and 0@ are also scaled

(@ — 17" )’
fn 1 (Sq)k )2

by a factor of f”", with n=2 in this work. We take the de-
viations of scale factors ¢ f according to experimental energy
resolutions, with values of 0.15 for HEGRA, MAGIC, HESS,
and VERITAS, 0.14 for HAWC, and 0.12 for ASy. This ap-
proach enables us to accommodate the uncertainties arising
from energy reconstruction and conduct a more comprehen-
sive analysis incorporating data from multiple experiments.
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FIG. 4: The best-fit photon spectra for the Crab Nebula. The
solid and dashed lines represent the spectra under the null and
alternative hypotheses, respectively. The data points represent
observations from LHAASO [52], HAWC [64], ASy [65],
HEGRA [66], MAGIC [67], HESS [68], and VERITAS [69].
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FIG. 5: The constraints derived from observations of the Crab
Nebula, combining the data from seven experiments, includ-
ing LHAASO [52], HAWC [64], ASy [65], HEGRA [66],
MAGIC [67], HESS [68], and VERITAS [69], are depicted
in the blue shaded region. For comparison, constraints from
the observations of ASy, HAWC, HEGRA, and MAGIC, as
reported in Ref. [31], are depicted in the red shaded region.

We achieve the best-fit y?/ndf of 1.39 under the null hy-
pothesis, with the corresponding spectrum illustrated in FIG.
4. Furthermore, the best-fit spectra for three ALP parame-
ter points and the observational data of the Crab Nebula from



various experiments are depicted in FIG. 4. Utilizing the CL,
method, we establish 95% C.L. constraints on the ALP pa-
rameters, as depicted by the blue region in FIG. 5. Notably,
the constraints exceed the results obtained solely from the
LHAASO observations. For comparison, constraints derived
from observations by ASy, HAWC, HEGRA, and MAGIC, as
reported in [31], are also included in FIG. 5. It is evident that
our constraints are more stringent than those presented in Ref.
[31], and the most stringent constraint at m, ~ 4 X 1077 eV is
in close proximity to the CAST constraint in [80].

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we study the impact of the ALP-photon os-
cillation effect on the gamma-ray spectra of four Galactic
sources, namely the Crab Nebula, LHAASO J2226+6057,
LHAASO J1908+0621, and LHAASO J1825-1326, mea-
sured by LHAASO. We consider the compensation of the
ALP-photon oscillation to the absorption effect for high-
energy photons, and utilize the CLg method to set constraints
on the ALP parameters.

Among the four sources, the Crab Nebula provides much

more stringent constraints than the other sources, due to its
energy spectra spanning a wide range over three orders. By
combining the data from the four sources, we find that the
ALP-photon coupling larger than 1.4 x 1071 GeV~! can be
excluded for the ALP mass of ~ 4 x 107 eV at the 95% C.L..
Furthermore, we perform a combined analysis for the obser-
vations of the Crab Nebula from LHAASO and other exper-
iments. Our analysis sets a limit on g,, about 7.2 x 107!
GeV~! for the ALP mass ~ 4 x 1077 eV , which is in close
proximity to the CAST constraint.
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