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Evolution of axions in the presence of primordial magnetic fields

Maxim DvornikovB and V. B. Semikozﬁ
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Radiowave Propagation (IZMIRAN), 108840 Moscow, Troitsk, Russia

We study the evolution of axions interacting with primordial magnetic fields (PMFs) starting just
from the QCD phase transition in the expanding universe. This interaction is owing to the Primakoff
effect. Adopting the zero mode approximation for axions, we derive the system of equations for
axions and magnetic fields, where the expansion of the universe and the spectra of magnetic fields
are accounted for exactly. We find that the contribution of the Primakoff effect to the dynamics of
axions and magnetic fields is rather weak. It confirms some previous estimates leading to analogous
conclusions, when accounting here for the Hubble expansion both for an uniform axion field and

non-uniform PMF's using Fourier spectra for their energy and helicity densities.

We solve the

corresponding system of the evolution equations and find that the axion zero mode, when evolving
during radiation era, has its amplitude at the level sufficient for that axion to be a good candidate

for the cold dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

As the solution to the CP problem in quantum chromo-
dynamics (QCD), Peccei and Quinn suggested a mech-
anism that naturally gives rise to a Nambu-Goldstone
boson, the so-called axion |IH3]. In addition, the axion
also provides a possible candidate for the cold dark mat-
ter (CDM) of the Universe [4]. There are active searches
for axions |5]. A progress in the experimental studies of
these particles is reported in Ref. [6] recently.

The simultaneous presence of primordial magnetic
fields (PMFs) and an axion field in a hot universe plasma
near the QCD phase transition (QCDPT) allows to study
their mutual influence during the radiation era. We
adopt that in the universe cooling Tpq — Tqcp, Where
Tpq =~ fo = (10'° = 10'%) GeV is the temperature at the
Peccei-Quinn phase transition, Tgep =~ (100 =+ 200) MeV
is the temperature at QCDPT, and f, is the Peccei-
Quinn parameter, a small axion mass m,(T) increases
and gets after mixing with 7 mesons its “cold” (fixed)
value mg(0) = m, just near the initial time in our prob-
lem ty = tqcp,

(1.1)
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fa

In its turn, PMFs originate from the hypermagnetic fields
By which exist before the electroweak phase transition
(EWPT), T > Tgw =~ (100--160) GeV. Such PMF, being
a seed for observable galactic magnetic fields B ~ 107¢ G,
can be strong enough at Tocp. Returning the present
bound on the extragalactic PMF, B < Byow = 1077 G,
back to early universe times, one gets the PMF strength
BQCD = Bnow(l + ZQCD)z ~ 1.6 x 10'* G for the red
shift zqcp = 4 X 1011 at Tqcp ~ 100MeV, or Bpw =
1.6 x 102° G at Tgw ~ 100 GeV.

* Imaxdvo@izmiran.ru

T semikoz@yandex.ru

On one hand, such a strong field can not influence the
Universe expansion since the PMF energy density pp =
B?/2is much less than the ultrarelativistic matter energy
density p = g*m2T*/30, pg < p. Here g* is the effective
number of degrees of freedom [7, p. 95]. On the other
hand, it is intriguing to check whether such a field can be
enlarged by the axion instability term ~ ¢V x B entering
the induction equation [g],
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or, vice versa, the PMF can influence evolution of that
uniform axion field, Vo = 0,

$+mip =9 (V xB)-B.

Ocond

(1.3)

Here goy = ttem/27f, is the coupling constant for axion
interaction with electromagnetic fields, cem =~ (137) 1 is
the fine structure constant, oconqg ~ 1007 is the electric
conductivity in the hot universe plasma.

The problem of the mutual influence of axions and
PMFs was discussed in Ref. [8]. However, in Ref. [§],
the Hubble expansion was neglected for both a uniform
axion gas and primordial magnetic fields. We study the
similar problem accounting for both that expansion when
using conformal variables and an inhomogeneity of PMFs
through their Kolmogorov spectra for the densities of the
magnetic energy and the magnetic helicity.

Our work is organized as follows. In Sec.[[I] we present
the complete system of the evolution equations for the
homogeneous axion field ¢(n) and the spectra of the con-
formal PMF energy density p.(k.,7) and the conformal
PMF helicity density h.(ke,n). Here 5 is the conformal
time and k. is the conformal momentum. Details for
derivation of such a system are given in Appendix [Al In
Sec. [[TBl we formulate the initial conditions for this sys-
tem of evolution equations. In Sec. [[II, we present the
results of the numerical calculations illustrated by plots
both for the maximum extragalactic field Bhow = 107G
and without PMFs at all. In Sec. [Vl we discuss our
results.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.12712v1
mailto:maxdvo@izmiran.ru
mailto:semikoz@yandex.ru

II. AXIONS IN THE EARLY UNIVERSE
PLASMA WITH PMFS

For a homogeneous axion field Vi = 0, or for the zero
axion mode [9], the axion evolution equation in the pres-
ence of PMF and in the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker
(FRW) metric, ds? = a?(t)(dn? — dx?), where a is the
scale factor and dn = dt/a(t), takes the following form
in the variables z# = (n,x) (see Egs. (A7) and (AS8]) in
Appendix [A)):
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Here h.(n) = a®h(t) = V! [d3zA.(n,x) - Bo(n, %) is
the conformal PMF helicity density, A.(n,x) = aA is
the vector potential, B.(n,x) = V x A.(n,x) = a°B is
the comoving magnetic field in conformal variables [11].

We can calculate the derivative dh.(n)/dn
for the magnetic helicity density h.(n) =
[ dkch(n, k.) given by its isotropic Fourier spec-
trum h (k n) = k2A.(ke,n)B:(ke,n)/(27%V)  as
Onhe(n) = [dkeOyhe(n, ke), where k. = ak = const is
the comovmg momentum that does not depend on time.
We use the evolution equations for PMF spectra for this
purpose (see Appendix [A]),
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where the magnetic energy density p.(n) =

[ dkepe(n, ke) = B2(n)/2 is given by the isotropic Fourier
spectrum  pe(ke,n) = kZBe(ke,n)B (ke, n)/(47?V),
k. = |k¢| is the absolute value of the comoving Fourier
momentum, and o, = a0conqd 1S given by the electric
conductivity ocond =~ 1007 in the hot universe plasma.
Substituting  the  derivative  dh.(n)/dn =

f:ﬂ":" dkcOphe(n, ke), with the integrand given by
Eq. [Z2)), we can rewrite the axion evolution Eq. (21))
as
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that is the generalization of the axion wave Eq. (40a)
in Ref. [8] accounting for the Hubble expansion and the
Fourier spectra of non-uniform electromagnetic fields.
The system of equations that describes an evolution of
the axion field in PMF, given by Eq. ([2.4)), is completed
by the differential Eqs. (Z2) and (23] for the spectra

he(ke,n) and pe(ke,n). Here, in the causal scenario, the
momentum limits kyin = k1a(t) and kpnax = kea(t) obey
the inequality ko > ky = l;;' (Tp) = const where the hori-
zon size lg(Tp) is chosen at the QCD phase transition
time to = (To/MeV)~2?s when the axion mass m,(T)
reaches its maximum (“cold”) value, given in Eq. ([I1I),
during cooling of the Universe, T — Ty. We consider
such a time to ~ 10~*s as the initial moment in our sim-
ulations. Correspondlngly7 for the conformal time dur-
ing radiation epoch, 7(t ft dt/a(t) + n(to), for which

a(t) = alto)/t/to is the scale factor in FRW metric, we
put the initial value n(¢o) = 0 resulting in
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where the initial scale factor a(tg) = Thow/To = (1 +
zqop) ! is given by by the red shift at the QCD phase
transition, zqep ~ 4 x 10!, since Thow = 2.725K and
To = Tgep = 10'2 K ~ 100 MeV.

We assume that PMF survives against the ohmic dif-
fusion in the early Universe in a wide region of Fourier
momenta k1 < k. Obviously, such a field survives for the
minimal and fixed value k; = I;' = (2/3) x 10720 GeV
given by the horizon size lg, or maximum PMF scale

n(t) = (2.5)

Agnax) = Iy at the initial time ¢g. Additionally, we de-
mand that the expansion time ¢t = to(Ty/T)? be faster

than the diffusion time tqig = acond(A](Bmin))Q, or t < taifr

even for the minimal PMF scale A](Bmin) = ky'. For the
initial time tg this means

where the conductivity geond = 0c/a(to) was substituted.

The system of the evolution Eqs. [23)-(24), rewrit-
ten for the three dimensionless functions H(k,7) =
Garhe(ke,n)/2, R(k,7) = (92,/kmax)pe(ke,n), (1) =
2(kmaxga~r/0c)p(n) with change of the conformal time 7

. . _ 2
to the dimensionless one, T = 2kZ . .n/o., reads,

daH = dd(r)
T =~ #HET) + = R(k, T) (2.7)
C;ij = — K*R(k,T) + K d((};(T)H(H T) (2.8)
d?e 2 do
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Here, in Eq. 29), u = ma0./2k2,,, is the dimensionless
parameter given by the axion mass in Eq. (II). The
lower limit Ky, = kmin/Kkmax = k1/k2 for the dimension-
less Fourier momentum & = k./kmax = k/k2 obeys the
constraints

2.6 x 1071 < K, <« 1, (2.10)



where we account for Eq. (2.0]).
Note that we have three free parameters for PMF in
our problem:

e a wide width of the Fourier spectrum for PMF given
by a small varying parameter k,, in Eq. (2I0), or
by varying kmax = kmin/Km for the fixed kpmin =
a(to)ki;

e the helicity parameter ¢, 0 < |¢| < 1, entering the
initial magnetic helicity spectrum (see Eq. ([222)
below), where ¢ = 0 corresponds to the non-helical
initial PMF, whereas |g| = 1 to the maximum heli-
cal PMF;

e an undetermined cosmological magnetic field By ow
at the present red shift z = 0 originated in our sce-
nario from the initial PMF By = Byow(1 + 2qcp)?
at zqcp = 4 % 10" in the early Universe.

These three parameters fully describe necessary char-
acteristics of PMF: the spatial scale, its structure (the
topology) and the strength.

Using the definition of the conformal time in Eq. (23],
the scale in the radiation era, a(t) = a(to)\/t/to =
a(to)[1+ a(to)n(t)/2t], can be rewritten in the new vari-
ables as a(1) = a(to)[1+ K7] = a(to)a(r), with the factor

a(r)=1+ K7, K=3.7x 1020#;3”, (2.11)

where 7 > 0 [12].

A. Axion energy density

The important characteristic of axions is the axion en-
ergy density p,(t) = Tpo, where T is the component of
the energy-momentum tensor for a scalar field,
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In case of a spatially homogeneous field, basing on
Eq. (212), one gets that
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where kmax = koa = ki1a/ky, is given by the parameter
Km in Eq. (2I0) and the minimal momentum k; in our
causal scenario at ty = tqcp, k1 = lu(to) ™! = (2/3) x
1020 GeV. This results in the dimensional factor ahead
the brackets in Eq. (ZI3)),

1 (kmax )~ 2 (10710
Con = = == GeV*,
2 \ ganya 9\ k2,

that depends on the PMF spectrum width k,,.

(2.13)

(2.14)

B. Initial conditions

The initial axion zero mode amplitude @(tp) =~ fa,

O(to) ~ 1, see, e.g., Ref. [8], corresponds to
Wemaxa 1.5 x 10~
Bomenlen pgg) = 22X 10

Oc Km

B(r =0) = . (2.15)
where £y, is the free parameter constrained in Eq. (2.10]).

The initial derivative d®/d7|,—¢, necessary for solv-
ing Eq. Z9), is derived using the virial theorem (§2) =
m2(0?) resulting from the axion energy density in Eq.
I3) around its potential minimum [14],
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We put roughly (de/dt)i—t, = map(to) relying on that
virial theorem. Then, one gets
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where we substituted the “cold” axion mass m, in
Eq. () at the moment of the QCD phase transition,
ma(T) —mg at T — TQCD-

Note that the mass term, (ua?)®, in Eq. 29)

(pa)? = 2.85 x 10%°x2 (1 + K7)2. (2.18)

is rather great. We shall see in Sec. [[ITl that this term is
dominant.
The initial PMF spectra R(k,7 = 0) and H(x,7 = 0),

2
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are given by the PMF spectra in the known form [15],
pelke,n = 0) =CkZ®,
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The constant C for the spectrum in Eq. (Z21]) is given
by normalization on the initial magnetic energy density
B2(n = 0)/2 = [dkepe(ke,n = 0) for the comoving
PMF strength B.(n = 0) = Bpow. Thus, substituting
Eqs. @2I) and ([2:22)) into Eqs. (2I9) and ([Z20) corre-

spondingly we obtain the initial PMF spectra

Co(ng +1)
R(K/, T = 0) :mfi B, (2.23)
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We consider below the Kolmogorov’s spectrum with ng =
—5/3.

(2.24)



III. RESULTS

In this section, we present the numerical solution
of Eqgs. (27)-(Z9) with the initial conditions fixed in
Sec. [IBl

We rely below in Fig. on a maximum value for
PMF at present time Bhow = 107°G that obeys the
bounds

e Binmpe < 4.4x1072G found in Ref. [13] from CMB
anisotropies (effect on CMB polarization induced

by Faraday rotation) for zero magnetic helicity (¢ =
0);

® Binpe < 5.6X% 1072 G for a maximally helical mag-
netic field (¢ = 1).

Notice that, at the initial time ¢y = f{qcp chosen in
our problem for the causal scenario, the maximum spa-

tial PMF scale AS™™) = Iy(tg) ~ 3 x 10%cm occurs too
small after its following growth till present time. It grows
upto the scale Ag(z = 0) ~ 1 pc only since the horizon ex-
pands during the cooling much faster, lyy ~ T2, than the
correlation length A ~ T—1. However, the inverse cas-
cade in the relativistic MHD, accounting for non-linear
terms in Navier-Stokes equation (we do not touch here
the full MHD approach), can rearrange the Fourier MHD
spectra in such a way that Ap as a measure of the co-
herence length of the magnetic field, can increase in the
coherence by the five orders of magnitude [16]. This fact
allows us to get closer to the present scale Ag ~ 1 Mpc
for PMF bounded in Ref. [13]. The other problem is that,
around the time of the recombination, the photon diffu-
sion becomes very large and so-called the Silk mechanism
could destroy the PMF characteristics. This danger was
refuted in Ref. [17], where nonlinear effects were shown
to prevent most likely this problem from happening.

In Fig. [I(a)] the normalized axion field ®(7)/®(0) =
(1) p(to) = O(1), starting from 0(to) = p(to)/fu = 1,
grows forty times just at the beginning (see inset in Fig.
[1(a)), and then reduces soon to the same value 6(t) ~ 1
acceptable for a future axion contribution to CDM. This
result does not depend on the presence of PMF, see in
Fig where we put g,, = 0 and ¢ = 0 excluding
interaction of axions with the PMF. In both cases, this
evolution of A(t)-amplitudes happens during lepton era
in the hot universe plasma.

One can explain the appearance of a great amplitude
®(7)/®(0) ~ 40 just after the start at t > tq = 107 *s
using initial conditions in Eqs. (ZI0)-(2I8). For a slow
change of the scale factor a(7) and neglecting the PMF
terms, we get oscillations of the axion field, ®(7) =
Acoswt + BsinwTt obeying the simplified equation in
Eq. @9), ®,, + w?®(1) = 0, w = pa, 7 < 1. Since
A =®(0) and B =d®/dr|;—9/w, one finds from the ini-
tial conditions the corresponding ratio ®(7)/®(0) for the

amplitude of ®(7) at wr = 7/2,

D(7) :E O(7) _ (d®/d7)r—0
(0) A’ (0)  ®(0)(ua)
103k,

= ~40, (3.1
1.5 x 10—24(1/2.85 x 1015) (3.1)

where we substitute the values of the parameters from
Egs. 2I5)-(@I8) and put x,, = 1071°.

In what follows the phase § = ¢(t)/f. = ®(1)/®(0)
oscillates and diminishes with the universe expansion
as ~ t=3/* (see Eq. (45) in Ref. [10]) for a zero mode
evolution neglecting electromagnetism for axions, or as
~ 1/a(n)+/a(n) during radiation era, a ~ v/t (see Ref. |1,
p. 40]). Of course, the oscillation frequency w(7) = pa(7)
rises with the expansion that blackens oscillations in
Fig. 0 for times t > ty. Compare the insets in that plot
where oscillations with the large amplitude ®/®(0) ~ 40
are distinguishable at t ~ tg.

The more smooth evolution curves are seen in Fig.
for the normalized axion energy density p,(t) = Cpnp(7)
given by Eqgs. (2I3) and 2I4]). The ratio of p,(t)/p(to)
corresponds to the ratio of dimensionless functions p(7),

de\®
0= |(5) +werm|. e
dr
and p(0) plotted in Fig. 2]
P _ e )
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For k., = 107'% the huge dimensional factor C,, =

(2/9) x 1010 GeV* in Eq. (ZI3) is compensated in the
product pq(to) = Cpp(T = 0) by the small value p(r =
0) = 1074 calculated numerically from the system of
evolution Eqs. Z7)-23), or pa(to) = Cmp(t = 0) =
(2/9) x 10~* GeV* is the initial axion energy density.
On the other hand, the ultra-relativistic matter energy
density p = 72T%g*/90 in Friedmann’s law is given by
the number of relativistic degrees of freedom ¢g* = 10.75
and temperature Tqop = 0.1 GeV at the same moment
to, p = 1.18 x 10% GeV*. Thus, we get at the start
a remarkable ratio of energy densities for the axion as
a candidate to CDM, pq(to)/p = 0.19. Notice that this
ratio does not depend on a width of the PMF Fourier
spectrum k,, in Eq. (ZI0) since that parameter shrinks
in the initial axion energy density p,(to) = Ci,p(0) where
Cm ~ k2 in Eq. ZI4) and p(0) ~ (d®/dT)%_, ~ K2, in
Eq. @17).

Then the axion energy density p, ~ p(7) reduces as
seen in Fig. 2] as well as the matter density p decreases
due to the universe cooling, p ~ T4, therefore supporting
approximately the same ratio p,(t)/p(t) ~ 0.2.

We are not guaranteed to observe in future the maxi-
mum PMF B,. = 107G while some predictions with
a lower bound for Bjwpe(z = 0) > 10716 G exist [18].
They arise, in particular, from ~-ray observation in the
Fermi experiment [19].
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FIG. 1. (a) The evolution of the axion zero mode amplitude ®(7)/®(r = 0) = @(t)/fo = 0(t) for the Peccei-Quinn parameter
frQq ~ fo = 10'? GeV and the Fourier spectrum width k., = 1071 in Eq. (ZI0), choosing the maximal Bnow = 1072 G. The
seed magnetic field is supposed to be nonhelical, i.e. ¢ =0 in Eq. (222). (b) The evolution of the axion zero mode amplitude
O(1)/®(T = 0) = @(t)/fa = 0(t) for the Peccei-Quinn parameter fpq ~ f. = 10'? GeV without PMF contribution, ga, = 0

and ¢ = 0.
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FIG. 2. (a) The evolution of the axion energy density p(7)/p(r = 0) for the Peccei-Quinn parameter fpq ~ f, = 10'? GeV
and the Fourier spectrum width k,, = 1071 in Eq. (2I0), choosing the maximal Bpow = 1072 G. The seed magnetic field is
supposed to be nonhelical, i.e. ¢ = 0 in Eq. (Z22])). (b) The evolution of the axion energy amplitude 5(7)/p(7 = 0) for the
Peccei-Quinn parameter fpq ~ f, = 10'? GeV without PMF contribution, g., = 0 and ¢ = 0.

Recently, in Ref. |20], it was suggested to look for
PMF at a level of the comoving strength B,o = Ba? =
const ~ 1071 G. In the last photon scattering (for which
CMB instruments are sensitive), such a field corresponds
to the PMF strength B(z,) = Bpow(1 + 2,)? ~ 107° G,
whereas, in our problem, to By = Buow(1l + 2qcp)? ~
1.6 x 1012 G.

IV. DISCUSSION

In the present work, we have studied the evolution of
a zero axion mode, Vo = 0, in a hot plasma of the
early Universe in the presence of PMF that do not exceed
Bhow = 1079 G at the present time. We conclude that
such a mode can contribute to the axion CDM since its

amplitude tends to 0(t) = ¢(t)/fs — 1 evolving during
radiation era, see Fig.[Il Simultaneously the correspond-
ing axion energy density p,(t) reduces in such a way that
its part in the total matter energy density p tends to the
CDM ratio p,(t)/p =~ 0.2, see comments on that after Eq.
B3) concerning the axion energy evolution in Fig. 2l

Notice that our PMF amplitudes \/fﬁlm dkR(k,T) ~

Ba? = const correspond to the comoving strength for a
given Byow = Ba? = const and k,,. Therefore, the ratio

f:m drkR(k, T) _
fﬁlm dsR(k, T = 0)

1, (4.1)

does not depend on the conformal time 7 ~ 7, being
slightly violated by PMF interaction with axions. The



similar conservation concerns the magnetic helicity den-
sity, fnlm 7:[(I<L,T)df<a ~ ha® = const, calculated from the
same self-consistent system of Eqs. 27)-29) for each
given Bhow and k,,. Hence, the magnetic helicity den-
sity for the case ¢ = 0,

1 1
/ H(k, T)dK =~ / H(k, 7= 0)dx =0,

does not depend on time as well. The similar indepen-
dence on time occurs in the case of a maximally helical
PMF with ¢ = 1. For the PMF amplitude one obtains
precisely the result in Eq. (@1]), while for the magnetic
helicity density in Eq. (£.2]) changes to

1 1
/ H(H,T)dn%/ H(k, T =

where the constant depends on the initial conditions.

The conservation of the magnetic helicity density in
Eq. (£3) is not surprising in the absence of the axion
interaction with PMF’s through Primakoff’s effect. In-
deed, the comoving mean energy density ey = (B2)/2 =
[ dkepe(ke,n) decays with time such that ey oc 7~ 2/3
while the correlation length grows like & o 7%/ as
it follows from the dimensionless analysis based on the
Kolmogorov-type approach for the magnetic turbulence,
see, e.g., Refs. |23, 24]. This results in conservation of
the magnetic helicity density, h.(n) = [dkche(ke,n) =
(B?)éum = const. If we switch additionally on the inter-
action of axions with PMF’s, the violation of that conser-
vation law is negligible because of a very small coupling
constant gqy = Otem/27 fo; cf. Eqs (@2)) and @3).

Equations ([{@I)-([@3) were directly checked by our nu-
merical simulations. Thus, we confirm the conclusion of
Ref. [§] that the axion zero mode (V¢ = 0) practically
does not influence any PMF characteristics. The main
discrepancies of our work and Ref. 8] consist in the ex-
act accounting for the universe expansion in the dynam-
ics of axions and electromagnetic fields. We have also
taken into account the nontrivial spectra of the magnetic
helicity and the magnetic energy densities.

On the first glance, there is a similarity of the axion
electromagnetism with the chiral magnetic effect (CME)
[25, [26] that was a motivation for us to apply the Pri-
makoff’s mechanism and study the mutual influence of
an axion zero mode and PMFs in the early Universe.

However, it is not surprising that the CME is signifi-
cantly more efficient for the amplification of PMFs than
in the case of the axion interaction with magnetic fields.
In the induction Eq. (L2), the helicity parameter a(t) =
(gayde/dt)/ocona, that enters there the PMF instability
term «a(t)(V x B), occurs to be much less than the corre-
sponding CME parameter acmg(t) = 2@emits(t)/T0cond,
where ps = (ur — p1)/2 and pg 1, are the chemical po-
tentials for right and left charged leptons. Indeed, the
CME parameter, acumE, is given by a great pseudoscalar
ps/T ~ 1075 at the temperature Toop ~ 108eV, or
us ~ 103 eV (see Fig. 1 in Ref. [25]). While in the case of

(4.2)

(4.3)

0)dx = const,

axions the pseudoscalar a, when accounting for the ini-
tial derivative dp/dt|i—, ~ map(to) = mafa [see below
Eq. (Z13)], is estimated as

o = (acm) mq < aoME = (204cm> M5 7

27 / Ocond m Ocond

where, obviously, the axion mass m, in Eq. (I is quite
small, m, < ps.

Thus, we conclude that the axion zero mode, Vo = 0,
and PMF's evolve independently each of other. Secondly,
for reasonable PMF characteristics, the axion zero mode
that appears in the case when the inflation occurs after
the Peccei-Quinn phase transition, Tpq > Tr, Tpq =~
10'2 GeV, can be a candidate to the CDM. If there is no
inflation after the PQ phase transition, Tpq < TR, the
axion field is spatially varying, V¢ # 0. Axion strings
can produce such nonzero momentum modes of the axion
field which could contribute to the CDM [10, 21]. The
interaction of these modes with PMF is beyond scope of
the present work.

(4.4)

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are grateful to V. A. Berezin for remarks concern-
ing description of massive scalar fields in the general rel-
ativity with conformal variables.

Appendix A: Complete set of evolution equations
for axion zero mode and PMF spectra

In this appendix, we derive the equations for the spec-
tra of the magnetic energy and helicity, as well as for the
axion field.

The action for the axion field ¢ with the mass my,
interacting with the electromagnetic field A*, in curved
spacetime is

1 1 .
S :/d4l“\/ -9 {5 (9# OupOyp — miéﬁz) - ZFWFAPQMQ P

_ Ganp
4

Fpuﬁ‘kpgu)\gup - AuJugwj ) (Al)
where g = det(guy), guv is the metric tensor, F,, =
OuA, — 0,A, is the electromagnetic stress tensor, g
is the coupling constant, F'*¥ = 1E””"‘5Fa3 is the dual

counterpart of Fj,,, E‘“’O‘ﬁ =

antisymmetric tensor, €923 = +1 and J* is the external
current.

Using Eq. (AJl), one gets the equations for ¢ and A*
in the form,

—L_grrabB ig the covariant

0, (V=90"p) + m2p + 22 SO, B =0, (A2)

—— 0, (V=gF") 4+ 0,pF™ + J* =0. (A3)

1
V=9



In Eq. (A3), we take into account that V, F** = 0, where
V. is the covariant derivative. This fact can be proven
basing on the Maxwell equation, V,Foz + Vo Fg, +
VgF,o =0, and the definition of Frv,

Now we choose the FRW metric, which has the form,

g,uv = dla’g(lv _a27 _aQ, _0’2)5 (A4)

where a = a(t) is the scale factor. In this case, \/—g = a®.
We also take the zero mode approximation for the axion
field, dp¢p # 0 and 0;p = 0. The four-current J# in
Eq. (A3) can be represented in the form, J* = (p,J/a),
where p is the charge density and J is the electric three-
current.

Following Ref. [16], we introduce the conformal vari-
ables,

E.=d’E, B.=d’B, p.=d’p, J.=dad3J. (A5)
Then, Eq. (A3) takes the form,
OE. dy
'Ec = Pec, . Jc a Bc_ = Bc )
(VB = G 43t B = (VxB,)
0B,
(V ' Bc) =0, 877 = _(V X Ec)v (A6)

where 7 = [ 4 is the conformal time. Equation (AG)
should be supplied with the relation between E. and J.:
J. = o0.E., where 0. = ac = const and o is the conduc-
tivity.

After the volume integration, V=1 [ d®z(...), Eq. (A2)
for the axion zero mode can be rewritten in the form,

Jary 3
5 o T 7 7 = I; 95 d Ec ) 'BC ) )
o rmiate = 2 [ (B .50 Bl %)
. (A7)
where we substituted F,, F* = —4(EB) multiplying

Eq. (A2) by a?, and assumed that ¢ does not change
under the conformal transformations. The right hand
side in Eq. (A7) enters our master Eq. (2. as,

g dle) _ g [ |
ey D) _ 91 [ @a(Baln. ) Boln). (A8)

Such a change follows from the definition of the conformal
PMF helicity density h. = a*h = V7! [d3zA.(n,x) -
B.(n,x) obeying Maxwell Eq. (Af). Here h.(n) =
J dkche(ke,m) is given by a spectrum of the PMF helicity.

We introduce the conformal spectra of the PMF energy
and the PMF helicity density,

2

Tiny
2

Ton2y

pc(kc,n) Bc(kcun) : Bz(kcﬂ?),

hc(kcu 77) AC(kcu 77) ’ B: (kca 77)7 (AQ)

where k. = ka is the conformal momentum, A.(k.,n)
and Be(k.,n) are the Fourier components of the vector
potential and the magnetic field, and V' is the normaliza-
tion volume.

Basing on Egs. (Af) and (A7), as well as using the
results of Ref. [22], we get that,

Ohe(ke,n 2k? 4ga~ de(n
% = — p hc(/ﬁcﬂ?) + U—W%Pc(/ﬂcﬂ?)a
5Pc(km 77) 2k? 2 9a~y d@(ﬁ)
_ = —2 c kc, k hc kcu )
o Ucp( n)+cac a (ke,n)
(A10)
and
d*p(n)

2 de(n) (da(n) | 9ary / Fmax
+ pelke,n)dke.
dn? a(n) dny dn amoe Sy (kerm)

Kmax
YJa 2
+mga®(n)e(n) = . / kZhe(ke,m)dke,
(m)e(n) 2moe J (ke,m)
(A11)
where Kminmax are the ranges of the k. variation.
Now we define the dimensionless variables,
ke 2k2
K= , T=—2%p (A12)
kmax UC
and the dimensionless functions of these variables
g2
H(KuT) = <%> hc(kcan)u
g2
R(Ku T) = <I€ L ) pc(kcu 77)7
2kmaxga
o) = (Bt ) o (A
Equations (AT0) and (AT])) can be rewritten in the form,
0 do
77-[(;’: KJ) = — :‘$2H(T, :“f/) + d’E'T) R(T7 K/)u
OR(T, K) d®(7)

2 2
—5 KR(T,K) + K a4 H(T, k)

d?®(r) 2 d®(r) (da(r) 1 !
dr? +a(7’) dr ( dr +2a(7’) /ﬁm R(r, Ii)dﬁ)
22 L 1 K2H (T, k)dk
= P ()8(0) + s [ R,
(A14)

where p = mgo./2k2,,. and Ky = kmin/kmax-

[1] R. D. Peccei and H. R. Quinn, CP Conservation in the
Presence of Instantons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 38, 1440 (1977).

[2] S. Weinberg, A New Light Boson?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40,



223 (1978).

[3] F. Wilczek, Problem of Strong P and T' Invariance in the
Presence of Instantons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40, 279 (1978).

[4] A. Ringwald, Exploring the role of axions and other
WISPs in the dark universe, Phys. Dark Univ. 1, 116-135
(2012) [arXiv:1210.5081].

[5] P. W. Graham, I. G. Irastorza, S. K. Lamoreaux, A. Lind-
ner, and K. A. van Bibber, Experimental Searches for the
Axion and Axion-Like Particles, Annu. Rev. Nucl. Part.
Sci. 65, 485-514 (2015) [arXiv:1602.00039).

[6] E. Aprile et al. (XENON Collaboration), Excess elec-
tronic recoil events in XENONI1T, Phys. Rev. D 102,
072004 (2020) [arXiv:2006.09721].

[7] D. S. Gorbunov and V. A. Rubakov, Introduction to the
theory of the early Universe: Hot Big Bang theory (World
Scientific, Singapore, 2011).

[8] A. Long and T. Vachaspati, Implications of a Primor-
dial Magnetic Field for Magnetic Monopoles, Axions,
and Dirac Neutrinos, Phys. Rev. D 91, 103522 (2015)
[arXiv:1504.03319].

[9] If the inflation occurs with the reheating temperature,
Tr, smaller than Tpq ~ fa, Tk < Tpq, the axion field
is homogenized over enormous distances. The subsequent
evolution of this zero momentum mode is relatively sim-
ple in comparison with the multimode case, in which
Ve # 0 at Tk > Tpq. In this case, strings, domains
as topological defects in the axion field are present |10].

[10] P. Sikivie, Axion cosmology, Lect. Notes Phys. 741, 19—
50 (2008) [astro-ph/0610440].

[11] Accounting for the scale factor a = (14-2)~", we vary the
undetermined PMF strength B. = a’B = Bhrow, where
Bhow(z = 0) < 1079 G for extragalactic fields [13]. For
the initial time at the QCD phase transition the PMF
occurs much stronger, Bc(to) = Bnow (1 + ZQCD)2.

[12] For example, substituting the parameter k, = 107'°
obeying inequalities in Eq. (2I0) one gets @ = 1 + 3.77.

[13] P. A. R. Ade et al. (Plank Collaboration), Plank 2015
results. XIX. Constraints on primordial magnetic field,
Astron. Astrophys. 594, A19 (2016) [arXiv:1502.01594].

[14] L. Duffy and K. Bibber, Axions as Dark Matter Particles,
New J. Phys. 11, 105008 (2009) [arXiv:0904.3346].

[15] The equivalence to physical Fourier variables for the cor-
responding PMF spectrum pg(k,to) = C1k"B comes
from its normalization on B?(to)/2 = B2, /2a*(to) and

the relation p.(n = 0) = a*(to)ps(to) for the conformal
PMF energy density p.(n = 0) and the standard one,
pB(to) = fkkf dkps(k, to), where k are physical momenta,
k =k./a.

[16] A. Brandenburg, K. Enqvist, and P. Olesen, Large-scale
magnetic fields from hydromagnetic turbulence in the
very early universe, Phys. Rev. D 54, 1291 (1996) [astro-
ph/9602031].

[17] A. Brandenburg, K. Enqvist, and P. Olesen, The Effect of
Silk damping on primordial magnetic fields, Phys. Lett.
B 392, 395 (1997) [hep-ph/9608422].

[18] A. Neronov and I. Vovk, Evidence for strong extra-
galactic magnetic fields from Fermi observations of TeV
blazars, Science, 328, 73 (2010) [arXiv:1006.3504].

[19] W. B. Atwood et al., The large area telescope on the
fermi gamma-ray space telescope mission, Astrophys. J.
697, 1071-1102 (2009).

[20] K. Jedamzik and L. Pogosian, Reliving the Hubble ten-
sion with primordial magnetic fields, Phys. Rev. Lett.
125, 181302 (2020) [arXiv:2004.09487].

[21] S. Davidson, Axions: Bose Einstein Condensate or
Classical Field?, Astropart. Phys. 65 101 (2015)
[arXiv:1405.1139].

[22] M. Dvornikov and V. B. Semikoz, Instability of mag-
netic fields in electroweak plasma driven by neutrino
asymmetries, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 05 (2014) 002
[arXiv:1311.5267).

[23] T. Kahniashvili, A. G. Tevzadze, A. Brandenburg, and
A. Neronov, Evolution of Primordial Magnetic Fields
from Phase Transitions, Phys. Rev. D 87, 083007 (2013)
[arXiv:1212.0596].

[24] A. Brandenburg, T. Kahniashvili, S. Mandal, A. R. Pol,
A. G. Tevladze, and T. Vachaspati, Evolution of hydro-
magnetic turbulence from the electroweak phase transi-
tion, Phys. Rev. D 96, 123528 (2017) [arXiv:1711.03804].

[25] A. Boyarsky, J. Frohlich, and O. Ruchayskiy, Self-
consistent evolution of magnetic fields and chiral asym-
metry in the early Universe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 031301
(2012) [arXiv:1109.3350].

[26] H. Tashiro, T. Vachaspati, and A. Vilenkin, Chiral Ef-
fects and Cosmic Magnetic Fields, Phys. Rev. D 86,
105033 (2012) [arXiv:1206.5549].



