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Low mass axion-like particles could be produced in abundance within the cores of hot, compact
magnetic white dwarf (MWD) stars from electron bremsstrahlung and converted to detectable X-
rays in the strong magnetic fields surrounding these systems. In this work, we constrain the existence
of such axions from two dedicated Chandra X-ray observations of ∼40 ks each in the energy range
∼1 – 10 keV towards the magnetic white dwarfs (MWDs) WD 1859+148 and PG 0945+246. We
find no evidence for axions, which constrains the axion-electron times axion-photon coupling to
|gaγγgaee| ≲ 1.54×10−25 (3.54×10−25) GeV−1 for PG 0945+246 (WD 1859+148) at 95% confidence
for axion masses ma ≲ 10−6 eV. We find an excess of low-energy X-rays between 1 – 3 keV for WD
1859+148 but determine that the spectral morphology is too soft to arise from axions; instead, the
soft X-rays may arise from non-thermal emission in the MWD magnetosphere.

I. INTRODUCTION

Axion-like particles are beyond the Standard Model
candidates that are motivated by physics at high en-
ergy scales such as string theory compactifications [1–
4]. Axions interact with the Standard Model through
dimension-five and higher operators suppressed by the
high scale fa of the ultraviolet (UV) completion, leading
to faint but potentially observable signatures in labora-
tory and astrophysical probes (see [5–9] for reviews). Ax-
ions that couple to quantum chromodynamics (QCD) ac-
quire mass contributions from non-perturbative QCD ef-
fects; these axions may solve the strong-CP problem [10–
13]. Axion-like particles do not couple to QCD but may
interact with the rest of the Standard Model. Their
masses need not be correlated with their coupling con-
stants and could be ultra-light. In this work we constrain
light axion-like particles (hereafter referred to as axions)
by using dedicated observations of magnetic white dwarfs
(MWDs) in the X-ray band.

It is well-known that axions could be produced within
the hot cores of MWDs from electron bremsstrahlung
and converted to X-rays in the surrounding magnetic
fields [22, 23]. This search uses the following terms in
the axion (a) effective field theory

L ⊃ −1

4
gaγγaFµν F̃

µν +
gaee
2me

(∂µa)ēγ
µγ5e , (1)

where gaγγ is the axion-photon coupling, gaee is the axion
electron coupling, Fµν is the quantum electrodynamics
(QED) field strength, e is the electron field, and me is
the electron mass. Axions could be produced through in-
teractions involving gaee with energies of order the MWD
core temperature T ∼ keV and efficiently converted to
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Figure 1. The nonobservation of axion-induced X-ray signals
in the MWDs PG 0945+246 and WD 1859+148 constrain
|gaγγ ×gaee| ≲ 1.54×10−25 GeV−1 and |gaγγ ×gaee| ≲ 3.54×
10−25 GeV−1, respectively, at 95% confidence at low ma. For
both MWDs, we also illustrate the 1/2σ containment intervals
for the expected 95% one-sided upper limits under the null
hypothesis. We show previous constraints in gray (see main
text) [14–21], and in particular we highlight the limit obtained
from a similar search to that performed here using Chandra
data towards the MWD RE J0317-853 [22], which can be
combined with the upper limits from the MWDs in this work
to form a joint limit, also shown.

X-rays using gaγγ in the MWD magnetosphere. A dedi-
cated search was performed using 40 ks of Chandra data
towards the MWD target RE J0317-853 [22]; no evidence
for X-ray emission was found, leading to the current lead-
ing upper limit illustrated in Fig. 1. That figure illus-
trates the upper limits on the coupling constant combi-
nation |gaγγ × gaee| as a function of the axion mass ma.
We include the direct constraint on |gaγγ × gaee| from
CAST [24] and additionally show the upper limits de-
rived from combining the leading upper limits on gaγγ
alone from a variety of astrophysical probes [15–20] with
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the leading upper limits on gaee from stellar cooling [21].
In this work we collect and analyze Chandra data

towards two new MWDs: WD 1859+148 and PG
0945+246. A priori, these are promising targets to probe
axion emission due to their relatively high predicted core
temperatures and magnetic fields, which are both likely
to exceed those of RE J0317-853 [25–27]. As we show
in this article, we find no evidence for axions from these
new observations and end up with comparable sensitiv-
ity relative to the RE J0317-853 analysis. There are a
few reasons why our analyses do not give substantially
improved sensitivity relative to the analysis of RE J0317-
853 Chandra data. One of the MWDs shows an excess
of low-energy X-rays (between 1 - 3 keV). As we discuss,
this excess appears too soft to be explained by axions.
(Ref. [28] analyzed these data and suggested this excess
may arise from non-thermal activity in the MWD mag-
netosphere.) We thus exclude the 1 - 3 keV energy range
from our analysis of data from that MWD, which low-
ers our sensitivity. Secondly, we note that the Chandra
effective area has decreased markedly since the 2020-12-
18 observation of RE J0317-853, which results in fewer
expected signal counts for the same signal flux today
relative to 2020. Still, given the similarity of our re-
sults to those from RE J0317-853 and the inherent astro-
physical uncertainties due to modeling the WD interior
that affect these analyses, our work adds strength to the
overarching result that axions with ma ≲ 10−6 eV and
|gaγγ × gaee| ≳ 2× 10−25 GeV−1 are strongly excluded.

II. DATA COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS

We observed the MWD WD 1859+148 on 2022-12-18
using the Chandra ACIS-I instrument with no grating
for a total of 39.31 ks (PI Safdi, observation IDs 26496,
27596, and 27597), and the MWD PG 0945+246 on
2023-12-16 for 36.61 ks (observation IDs 26497). After
data reduction and stacking – see App. B – we produce
pixelated counts and exposure maps in four energy bins
from 1 to 9 keV of width 2 keV each and into pixels of
size 0.′′492. Note that the pixel sizes are near the an-
gular resolution of the instrument; the 68% containment
radius of the point spread function (PSF) is around 0.′′5
over the energy range of interest. The build-up of a con-
taminant has reduced the effective area of the instrument
below 2 keV to near-zero. In Fig. 2 we compare the ef-
fective area between the observations of RE J0317-853,
WD 1859+148, and PG 0945+246. The 2020 observa-
tion of RE J0317-853 was thus seen to take place with
the instrument in a superior state relative to the 2022
and 2023 observations analyzed in this work.

In Figs. 3 and 4 we illustrate the pixelated and stacked
data for both targets, along with the PSF templates used
in the analysis described below. An excess of low-energy
X-rays below 3 keV is noticeable in WD 1859+148 data
near the source, while PG 0945+246 shows no signs of
X-ray emission above 1 keV.
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Figure 2. A comparison of the Chandra effective area over
our energy analysis range, across the observational epochs cor-
responding to PG 0945+246, WD 1859+148, and RE J0317-
853 [22]. As discussed in the main text, the degradation of
the Chandra instrument over the past few years impacts the
effective area, which is clearly apparent here.

We analyze the stacked data for each target indepen-
dently in each energy bin, through the procedure de-
scribed below, in order to obtain the best-fit spectra for
the MWDs shown in Fig. 5. For a given MWD and in a
given energy bin, labeled by i, we analyze the pixelated
data d = {ni,j} for each MWD, where ni,j is the number
of counts in each energy bin i and pixel j. We implement
a spatial template fit through a joint Poisson likelihood

pi(d|M,θ) =

Npix∏

j=1

µi,j(θ)
ni,je−µi,j(θ)

ni,j !
, (2)

where M indicates the combined signal and background
model parameterized as θ = {Abkg, Asig}, with Npix de-
noting the number of spatial pixels. We include all pix-
els within 5.′′0 of the source center in our analysis re-
gion of interest (ROI). The number of counts predicted
by our combined model is denoted as µi,j(θ), while the
background parameter Abkg indicates a normalization
parameter that re-scales the background counts spatial
template. The background can arise from astrophysical
sources and X-ray fluorescence from within the instru-
ment. There are no astrophysical point sources in either
of our ROIs, so we model the background in both cases
as spatially flat. For our signal model, the number of pre-
dicted counts in each energy bin is determined by Asig,
which is the signal flux in units of cts/cm2/s. The signal
flux is mapped to predicted counts using the instrument
response. The signal spatial template is given by the
energy-dependent Chandra PSF at the location of the
source.
We profile over the nuisance parameter Abkg, which is

independent in each energy bin, in order to construct the
profile likelihood for the source flux Asig associated with
the MWD in each energy bin (see, e.g., [7] for details of
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Figure 3. (Left panel) The binned counts over the analysis range 3 – 9 keV for WD 1859+148. No counts are observed within
a PSF of the source. The dashed circle indicates the ROI used in our analysis. A maximum of one count was observed in each
energy bin and pixel. The energy-averaged signal template is shown in inset, colored by intensity. (Right panel) Similarly, but
for PG 0945+246 over the 1 – 9 keV energy range.
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Figure 4. The same as Fig. 3, but for the 1 – 3 keV bin in
the WD 1859+148 analysis. A clear excess is visible at the
location of the source. Note that the coloring indicates the
total number of counts. The signal template is broader than
in other bins due to contamination on the optical blocking
filter.

the statistical procedure). In Fig. 5 we show the best-
fit flux and associated 1σ confidence intervals for each
of the MWDs across all of the energy bins considered.
Note that we illustrate the results in terms of EdF/dE ≡
E2

centAsig/dE, where Ecent is the central energy of the
energy bin and dE is the energy bin width.

All energy bins are consistent with zero signal counts
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Figure 5. The energy spectrum across our four energy bins
from the analysis of Chandra data of MWDs PG 0945+246
and WD 1859+148. For both MWDs, the best-fit fluxes
are consistent with zero, with the 68% containment inter-
vals in each energy bin shown. We additionally overlay pre-
dicted axion-induced signals with the indicated couplings in
the massless limit. We note that for WD 1859+148, we do
not analyze the 1 – 3 keV bin due to observed non-axion as-
trophysical emission, as discussed in the main text.

for both MWDs except for the 1 – 3 keV energy bin
for WD 1859+148. In particular, we find 2.6σ evidence
for emission in the 1 – 3 keV energy range at the loca-
tion of the WD, with integrated flux (1.2± 0.4)× 10−15

erg/cm2/s. However, the emission cannot be associated
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with axion-induced X-rays, because we observe no counts
in the hard X-rays (> 3 keV), which would be predicted
for the axion model as discussed below. Indeed, to ex-
plain the observed data with axion emission the core tem-
perature of the MWD would need to be below a keV. This
scenario is strongly disfavored by our analysis, described
below, and furthermore the required axion couplings in
that scenario are excluded. For this reason, we mask the
1 – 3 keV bin from our analysis of WD 1859+148. The
emission is interpreted as arising from magnetospheric
radiation in Ref. [28].

III. INTERPRETATION OF RESULTS FOR THE
AXION MODEL

The axion emission from the interiors of our MWDs
primarily comes from electron-nuclei bremsstrahlung
scattering of the form e + (A,Z) → e + (A,Z) + a ,
with A the nuclei mass number and Z the atomic num-
ber. Furthermore, since our physical system is a WD
core, the electrons are strongly degenerate with temper-
ature T ≪ pF much smaller than the Fermi momentum
pF . Consequently, the axion emissivity is thermal and
calculated as [29, 30]

dεa
dω

=
α2
EMg2aee
4π3m2

e

ω3

eω/T − 1

∑

s

Z2
sρsFs

Asu
. (3)

The sum is over nuclei species s present in the WD
plasma, while Zs is the atomic number, As is the mass
number, ρs is the mass density, and u ≃ 931.5 MeV is
the atomic mass unit. Medium effects are taken into
account by the species-dependent, dimensionless factors
Fs; these effects include the screening of the electric field
and interference between different scattering sites [31].
We use the empirical fitting functions provided in [32]
for strongly-coupled plasmas to calculate Fs.
To calculate the quantity (3), we utilize WD models

simulated using the Modules for Experiments in Stel-
lar Astrophysics (MESA) code package [14, 33] in con-
junction with updated Gaia luminosity measurements,
broadly following the techniques used in [22]. Stellar
profiles of WD densities and compositions are extracted
through MESA, which can simulate and evolve WDs of
various masses throughout their lifetimes. These simula-
tions account for important phenomena relevant to em-
ulating realistic WD interior plasmas, including effects
from ionic correlations and crystallization in the core. On
the other hand, the core temperatures of our MWDs are
primarily inferred from Gaia photometric data; by fitting
WD cooling sequences [27] to predicted Gaia DR2 band
magnitudes [34], one can estimate the core temperature
of a WD, along with, for example, its cooling age. We use
this information to then select our fiducial MESA model,
which finally allows us to completely determine (3) for a
given WD (see App. C for further details).

The procedure described above leads us to adopt a
fiducial WD model with core temperature Tc ≈ 1.50

(2.20) keV, mass 0.8 M⊙ (1.33 M⊙), and composition
C/O (O/Ne) for PG 0945+246 (WD 1859+148) (see
App. C). With these parameters, the total axion lumi-
nosity for our WDs is then found by integrating (3) over
the WD cores. In Fig. 6 we illustrate the combination of
WD-specific quantities appearing after

∑
s in (3) for our

fiducial model for PG 0945+246.
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Figure 6. The profile of the sum in (3) for our fiducial MESA
model for PG 0945+246. This sum is an important interme-
diate quantity for understanding the total axion emissivity of
our MWDs.

After being produced in the WD interiors, the ax-
ions stream out and convert to X-rays in the MWD
magnetic fields. The conversion probability pa→γ is nu-
merically calculated for arbitrary magnetic field config-
urations and axion masses ma by solving the axion-
photon mixing equations, importantly incorporating the
Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian terms which suppresses the
mixing by modifying the photon propagation in the
strong magnetic fields [35]. We follow the prescription
in [23] and calculate the conversion probabilities assum-
ing a magnetic dipole model of strengths ∼670 MG and
∼800 MG for PG 0945+246 and WD 1859+148, respec-
tively [25, 26] (although see [23] for possible enhance-
ments due to alternate models). Note that these mag-
netic field measurements are inferred from Zeeman shifts
in optical spectral data due to absorption lines in the
MWD atmospheres in the presence of the strong surface
fields. We neglect model-dependent mass mixing between
axion states that could reduce the conversion probabil-
ity [36].
In Fig. 7 we illustrate the axion-to-photon conversion

probabilities for 1 keV and 9 keV axions for each of our
target MWDs as a function of the putative axion mass
ma. The conversion probabilities are roughly indepen-
dent of energy at low ma and are independent of ma be-
low a critical value. The critical value of ma may be esti-
mated by asking when the phase shift δϕ ∼ m2

a/(2E)Rwd

between the axion and photon, propagating with energy
E over a distance of order the MWD radius Rwd, becomes
larger than unity. This suggests that the axion-to-photon
conversion probability should be, for example, indepen-
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Figure 7. Axion-to-photon conversion probabilities pa→γ as-
suming axions of energy 1 keV (solid) and 9 keV (dashed), for
both of our MWDs, as a function of axion mass ma, at the
indicated axion-photon coupling.

dent of ma for ma ≲ 10−5 eV for E = 1 keV, matching
Fig. 7. Note that at low ma, pa→γ ∝ B2/5 [23] due to
the Euler-Heisenberg term, which modifies the dispersion
relation of the photon. Given that the flux scales with
the axion couplings as |gaee×gaγγ |2, this implies that our
sensitivity to |gaee×gaγγ | scales weakly with the assumed

dipole magnetic field strength as B−1/5, indicating that
our choice of B is a subdominant source of uncertainty
on our final result.

Once the axions convert to photons, they can be de-
tected with Chandra after traveling a distance d between
the source and Earth. We take d = 36.20 (41.40) pc for
PG 0945+246 (WD 1859+148) inferred from Gaia [37].
We note that we take the central values measured from
Gaia for d, because the uncertainties on the distances
only leads to a ∼0.1% uncertainty on the axion-induced
flux. In Fig. 5 we illustrate example signal fluxes for
ma ≪ 10−5 eV and |gaee×gaγγ | = 10−25 GeV−1 for both
of our targets. (See also App. Fig. 8 and App. Fig. 9 for
illustrations of how these spectra map to counts in each
energy bin.) Note, in particular, that the low-energy ex-
cess in WD 1859+148 is clearly inconsistent with an ax-
ion origin because the axion model has too hard of a
spectrum. Explaining the excess with an axion model
would require us to adopt a lower WD core temperature,
which is inconsistent with observations and which would
also require such large |gaee×gaγγ | values that they would
already be excluded by other probes. We thus exclude
the 1 – 3 keV energy bin in our analysis of WD 1859+148.

For each MWD, we constrain the signal model by using
a joint likelihood

p(d|Maxion,θ) =

Nbins∏

i=1

pi(d|M,θ) , (4)

where Maxion indicates the combined axion signal and
background model, Nbins is the number of energy bins,

and the pi are the likelihoods given in (2). The ax-
ion model has parameters θ = {Abkg, |gaee × gaγγ |,ma},
where the vector Abkg indicates a background normal-
ization parameter in each energy bin. The signal flux
vector in each energy bin is determined by the mod-
eling procedure described above, so that we may write
Asig({gaeegaγγ ,ma}).
Given our likelihood (4), we construct the profile like-

lihood for |gaee×gaγγ | at fixed ma by profiling over Abkg

(see, e.g., [7, 38]). Because we are in the low-counts limit,
the 95% upper limits on |gaee × gaγγ | are inferred by
Monte Carlo simulations of the signal and null hypothe-
ses (as opposed to utilizing Wilks’ theorem, see [38]). We
also power-constrain our limits to account for the possi-
bility of under fluctuations (see [39]), although this is
ultimately not necessary in practice given that the data
show no under fluctuations.
We find no evidence for axions, with the best-fit cou-

pling combination being zero across both MWDs. We
instead set one-sided 95% upper limits on |gaγγ × gaee|
as a function of the axion mass for each of our MWDs,
illustrated in Fig. 1. In the massless limit, our 95% up-
per limits are |gaγγgaee| ≲ 1.54 × 10−25 (3.54 × 10−25)
GeV−1 for PG 0945+246 (WD 1859+148). The joint
limit (black in Fig. 1), which combines the profile likeli-
hoods from our MWDs as well as that from RE J0317-
853, gives |gaγγgaee| ≲ 1.01× 10−25 GeV−1 at low axion
masses. In Fig. 1 we also illustrate the expected 95%
power-constrained upper limits, at 1σ and 2σ contain-
ment, under the null hypothesis as determined through
Monte Carlo simulations. These Monte Carlo simulations
use the best-fit parameter vector Abkg from the fit un-
der the null hypothesis. Our upper limits are consistent
with the expectations under the null hypothesis. Note
that while our upper limit from PG 0945+246 is nearly
identical to that from RE J0317-853 [22], the upper limit
from WD 1859+148 is subdominant. This is due mostly
to our exclusion of the 1 – 3 keV energy bin in that analy-
sis. Indeed, in Fig. 10 we show what the 95% upper limit
would have been had there not been a 1 – 3 keV excess in
the WD 1859+148 data, in which case it is comparable
to that from RE J0317-853. We also illustrate in that
figure that the sensitivity of PG 0945+246 would have
passed that of RE J0317-853 had it not been for the in-
strumental degradation between 2020 and 2022/2023.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work we set some of the strongest constraints
to-date on the coupling constant combination |gaee×gaγγ |
for ma ≲ 10−5 eV using dedicated X-ray observa-
tions with the Chandra observatory towards two nearby
MWDs. One of the MWDs, WD 1859+148, shows an
excess of low-energy X-rays below 3 keV, though the flux
appears too soft to have an axion origin.
Given the strong theoretical motivations for ultralight

axions with weak couplings to ordinary matter, it is in-
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teresting to consider how more sensitive versions of the
search presented in this work could be pursued in the
future. Our work strongly suggests that given the degra-
dation of Chandra over the past few years it is unlikely
that more promising observations could be made towards
other nearby MWD targets with that instrument. On
the other hand, a number of Chandra followup missions
have been proposed. For example, as discussed in [22]
the proposed Lynx X-ray telescope [40] could improve
the sensitivity to |gaee × gaγγ | by well over an order of
magnitude by observations of the same targets studied
in this work due largely to the substantially larger ef-
fective area of Lynx relative to Chandra. By contrast,
the proposed NewAthena telescope [41] could reach sen-
sitivities to axion-induced X-rays approximately a factor
of three stronger than those derived in this work. Lynx
could launch in the 2030s, while NewAthena is planned
to launch in 2037.

A more promising approach for probing low-mass ax-
ions relative to that presented in this work could be to
perform X-ray observations of nearby galaxies as in [17]
and study axion production in e.g. WD populations. The
axions could convert to photons in this case both off of
the MWD magnetic fields but also on the galactic fields,
though the galactic fields would not efficiently convert
axions with masses ma ∼ 10−5 eV as in this work be-
cause of their larger extensions. Such population studies
could also account for axion-electron production in other
stellar systems, such as massive stars. We leave such
studies to future work.
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Appendix A: Supplementary Figures

In this section we illustrate several supplementary fig-
ures relevant to our methods and analysis, which are ref-

erenced in the main text.
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trum from the MWD PG 0945+246, with the indicated cou-
pling, for ma ≪ 10−5 eV. (Bottom) The predicted forward-
modeled counts from PG 0945+246, taking into account fac-
tors such as the Chandra effective area and total exposure
time.
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Figure 10. A comparison of the expected 95% upper limits
on gaγγgaee from PG 0945+246 and WD 1859+148 using the
corresponding contemporary Chandra effective areas (solid),
as in Fig. 1, and the analogous 95% upper limits but assuming
the effective area corresponding to the observational epoch
of RE J0317-853 [22] (dashed). We also assume no excess
counts in the first energy bin for the WD 1859+148 analysis in
making the dashed projection. As discussed in the main text,
and apparent in Fig. 2, the reduction of the effective area over
the past few years and the observation of background counts
reduce the strength of our final results.

Appendix B: Data reduction and calibration

The data from the Chandra ACIS-I Timed Exposure
observations of WD 1859+148 are reduced as follows.
For the data reduction process, we use the Chandra In-
teractive Analysis of Observations (CIAO) [42] version
4.11. We reprocess each observation with the CIAO
task chandra repro, which produces an events file fil-
tered for flares and updated for the most recent cali-
bration. We create counts and exposure images (units
[cm2s]) with pixel sizes of 0.′′492 and in 2 keV energy
bins for energies between 0 and 9 keV with flux image.
We then account for the proper motion of the WD. WD
1859+148 was observed by Gaia in the DR3 with loca-
tion RA ≈ 19◦ 01′ 32.′′85, DEC ≈ 14◦ 58′08.′′34 at the
reference epoch of J2016.0 [37]. We use the proper mo-
tion measurements from Gaia to infer the position during
each observation (taken between December 9, 2022 and
December 10, 2022).

We process the data for PG 0945+246 identically, in-
cluding accounting for proper motion using Gaia DR3
data to infer its position during the observation on De-
cember 16, 2023.

Appendix C: White-Dwarf Modeling

In this section we detail and illustrate our model-
ing procedures for both MWDs WD 1859+148 and PG
0945+246. The complete modeling of the WD interi-

ors are important for this analysis, as the expected ax-
ion luminosity spectra depends on the core temperature,
the density profile, and the chemical abundance profiles
throughout the WD core. Due to the high thermal con-
ductivity of the degenerate matter in the WD core, we
assume the core temperature is uniform throughout our
MWDs, but allow the density and chemical abundances
to vary.

For PG 0945+246, following the formalism devel-
oped in [22], we infer the core temperature and age
of this MWD through photometric Gaia observations
and measurements in conjunction with WD cooling se-
quences [27], and then turn to MESA [14, 33] simulations
of WDs with these properties to extract detailed den-
sity and chemical abundance profiles. From this analysis
we find Tc = 1.501 ± 0.003 keV, and a best-fit cooling
age of t ∼ 0.37 Gyr. Note that our inferred core tem-
perature is consistent with the MESA simulation and
other estimates, e.g. ones based on the surface tempera-
ture [43]. Given the inferred core temperature and age of
PG 0945+246, we use the MESA code r23.05.1 to model
the interior of this WD in order to procure density and
chemical abundance profiles. MESA is a one-dimensional
code that solves the equations of stellar structure and
evolution. We simulate a MWD of the same mass as PG
0945+246, 0.8 ± 0.01 M⊙ [44], using the default inlist
suite to simulate WDs, make c o wd. We extract spatial
density and chemical abundance profiles at ∼ 0.37 Gyr
which are used in our analysis.

We show in Fig. 11 the fiducial density and chemical
abundances for our model of PG 0945+246. From this
one can see that the core is predominantly carbon and
oxygen, which is expected for an isolated WD of this
mass. In Fig. 12 we illustrate the interior profile of the
F -factors defined in (3), which are discussed more in the
main text, and in Fig. 6 of the main text we illustrate the
summed quantity in (3). Both of these quantities are rel-
evant for the calculation of the axion emission expected
from this MWD. We also note that the density of ρ ≲ 107

g/cm3 informs us that the interior of PG 0945+246 does
not generally transition to the lattice phase, which oth-
erwise would have additionally suppressed axion produc-
tion.

For WD 1859+148, a similar approach is taken in [25]
using multi-instrument measurements, which includes
photometry from Pan-STARRS and Swift UVOT, as
well as Gaia parallax measurements. The analysis and
modeling in [25] is more involved, however, due to
WD 1859+148’s predicted high mass close to the Chan-
drasekhar limit; at such high masses, the core reaches
very high densities, and cooling is likely to be dominated
through the Urca process, which describes neutrino emis-
sion from electron capture on sodium ions [45]. This
makes WD 1859+148 particularly unusual amongst other
WDs previously studied [25]. From the analysis in [25]
which takes these effects into account, we adopt the in-
ferred estimated core temperature range Tc = 2.2 ± 0.4
keV. Also discussed in [25], we utilize dedicated high-
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Figure 11. (Top) The hydrogen, helium, carbon, and oxygen
chemical abundances from our fiducial MESA model for PG
0945+246. The x-axis is the enclosed mass coordinate. We
note that these abundances are characteristic of a carbon-
oxygen WD, which is what PG 0945+246 is expected to be.
(Bottom) The density profile for the same model as a function
of enclosed mass.
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Figure 12. The stellar profile of the calculated F -factors using
our fiducial MESA model for PG 0945+246. As discussed in
the main text, we adopt the parameterization used in [32].

mass WD MESA simulations from [46], which under-
took a thorough study of the mechanisms relevant for
the cooling of massive WDs (≳ 1.3 M⊙). Using care-
fully constructed sets of fixed-composition parameter-
ized WD models which balance the difficult uncertain-
ties in ultra-massive WD evolution with reasonable esti-
mates [27], Ref. [46] demonstrated that cooling of these
ultra-massive WDs is indeed dominated by the Urca pro-
cess, and that this applies in particular to WD 1859+148.
From the analysis and discussion in [46], which examined
WD 1859+148 in particular, we utilize their 1.33 M⊙
O/Ne WD MESA model as our fiducial model for WD
1859+148. We extract density and chemical abundance
profiles from this model, which are illustrated in Fig. 13,
with intermediate quantities shown in Fig. 14.
We note that, unlike the case with PG 0945+246, WD

1859+148 reaches densities ρ ≳ 107 g/cm3, and thus the
WD interior reaches the lattice phase transition, which
tends to dampen axion emissivity. The transition from
the liquid phase to the lattice ion structure can be seen
in the discontinuities of some of the profiles in Fig. 14.
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Figure 13. (Top) The carbon, oxygen, neon, and magnesium
chemical abundances from our fiducial MESA model for WD
1859+148, taken from the parameterized ultra-massive WD
models in [46], described more in the text. (Bottom) The
density profile for the same model.
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Figure 14. The same as Fig. 12 but for WD 1859+148.

After having inferred core temperatures, stellar den-
sities, and chemical abundance profiles, we can com-
pute the total predicted axion luminosity from both WD
1859+148 and PG 0945+246. The spectra expected from
axion bremsstrahlung, i.e. (3), can be computed for each
radial slice in the MESA-generated profiles. The to-
tal axion luminosity is then the integral over the star,
given as the axion luminosity spectrum dLa/dω (in, e.g.,
erg/s/keV). Combined with the axion-photon conversion
probabilities and the distances dWD to each MWD, the
total axion-induced flux dF/dω expected at Earth for
each of our MWDs is then given by

dF

dω
(ω) =

dLa

dω
(ω)× pa→γ(ω)×

1

4πd2WD

, (C1)

with further details regarding this formalism found
in [22].
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