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We review a testable, the axion quark nugget (AQN) model outside of the standard

WIMP paradigm. The model was originally invented to explain the observed similar-

ity between the dark and the visible components, ΩDM ≈ Ωvisible in a natural way as
both types of matter are formed during the same QCD transition and proportional to

the same dimensional fundamental parameter of the system, ΛQCD. In this framework
the baryogenesis is actually a charge segregation (rather than charge generation) process

which is operational due to the CP-odd axion field, while the global baryon number of the

Universe remains zero. The nuggets and anti-nuggets are strongly interacting but macro-
scopically large objects with approximately nuclear density. We overview several specific

recent applications of this framework. First, we discuss the “solar corona mystery” when

the so-called nanoflares are identified with the AQN annihilation events in corona. Sec-
ondly, we review a proposal that the recently observed by the Telescope Array puzzling

events is a result of the annihilation events of the AQNs under thunderstorm. Finally,

we overview a broadband strategy which could lead to the discovery the AQN-induced
axions representing the heart of the construction.
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1. Introduction: Motivation

Two elements from the title of this review, the matter-antimatter asymmetry and

Dark Matter (DM) are known to be the two most challenging problems of the

modern cosmology. Indeed, we know about their existence with great confidence for

many years. However, we still do not know the microscopical nature of the DM, nor

we know why we observe the baryons and not anti-baryons in the Universe.

It is commonly assumed that there are two separate stories here. The first story

which is called the baryogenesis explains the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the

Universe as follows. It is believed that the Universe began in a symmetric state

with zero global baryonic charge and later (through some baryon number violating

process, non- equilibrium dynamics, and CP violation effects, realizing three famous

Sakharov’s criteria1) evolved into a state with a net positive baryon number. The
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second and independent story explains the nature of the DM in terms of a new

fundamental field which weakly couples to the standard model (SM) particles. For

example, it could be realized in form of the Weakly Interacting Massive Particles

(WIMP)s.

As an alternative to these two separate stories we advocate a framework in

which baryogenesis is actually a charge segregation (rather than charge generation)

process when the global baryon number of the universe remains zero at all times.

In this model the unobserved antibaryons come to comprise the dark matter in the

form of dense nuggets of quarks or antiquarks in a novel QCD phase, which is an

important part of the SM physics.

The idea that the dark matter may take the form of composite objects of stan-

dard model quarks in a novel phase goes back to quark nuggets,2 strangelets,3

nuclearities.4 In the models2–4 the presence of strange quark stabilizes the quark

matter at sufficiently high densities allowing strangelets being formed in the early

universe to remain stable over cosmological timescales.

The axion quark nuggets (AQN) model, which is the third element from the title

of this review, was advocated in5 is conceptually similar, with the nuggets being

composed of a high density colour superconducting (CS) phase. As with other high

mass dark matter candidates2–4 these objects are “cosmologically dark” not through

the weakness of their interactions but due to their small cross-section to mass ratio.

As a result, the corresponding constraints on this type of dark matter place a lower

bound on their mass, rather than coupling constant.

There are several additional elements in AQN model in comparison with the

older2–4 well-known and well-studied constructions:

• First, there is an additional stabilization factor provided by the axion do-

main walls (with a QCD substructure) which are copiously produced during

the QCD transition and which help to alleviate a number of the problems

inherent in the older versions of the modelsa.

• Another crucial additional element of the AQN proposal is that the nuggets

could be made of matter as well as antimatter during the QCD epoch.

The direct consequence of the last feature is that the dark matter density ΩDM

and the baryonic matter density Ωvisible will automatically assume the same order

aIn particular, in the original proposal the first order phase transition was the required feature of

the construction. However it is known that the QCD transition is a crossover rather than the first
order phase transition. It should be contrasted with AQN framework when the first order phase

transition is not required as the axion domain wall plays the role of the squeezer. Furthermore,

it had been argued that the nuggets2–4 are likely to evaporate on the Hubble time-scale even if
they were formed. In the AQN framework the fast evaporation arguments do not apply because

the vacuum ground state energies in the CS and hadronic phases are drastically different. This

is because the core of the AQN is in CS phase, which implies that the two systems (CS and
hadronic) can coexist only in the presence of the external pressure which is provided by the axion

domain wall. It should be contrasted with original models2–4 which must be stable at zero external

pressure.
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of magnitude ΩDM ∼ Ωvisible without any fine tunings, and irrespectively to any

specific details of the model, such as the axion massma as they are both proportional

to the same fundamental ΛQCD scale, and they both are originated at the same QCD

transition. If these processes are not fundamentally related the two components ΩDM

and Ωvisible could easily exist at vastly different scales. Precisely this fundamental

consequence of the model was the main motivation for its original construction. The

main characteristic of a nugget is its baryon charge B ∼ R3 or what is the same,

its mass M ∼ B as both parameters are expressed in terms of the nugget’s size R.

All observables will be formulated in terms of the AQN’s baryon charge B.

Unlike conventional dark matter candidates, such as WIMPs the AQNs are

strongly interacting and macroscopically large. However, they do not contradict

any of the many known observational constraints on dark matter or antimatter due

to the following main reasons:6

• They are absolutely stable configurations on cosmological scale as the pres-

sure due to the axion domain wall (with the QCD substructure) is equi-

librated by the Fermi pressure. Furthermore, it has been shown that the

AQNs survive an unfriendly environment of early Universe, before and after

BBN epoch. The majority of the AQNs also survive such violent events as

the galaxy formation and star formation;7

• The nuggets in CS phase have approximately the nuclear density. Further-

more, their effective cross section σ ∼ R2 ∼ B2/3 determines the key ratio

σ/M ∼ B−1/3 � 1 entering all the observables. This ratio in the AQN

model is well below the typical astrophysical and cosmological limits which

are on the order of σ/M . 1 cm2/g. This is precisely the reason why

the strongly interacting AQNs are qualified candidates to serve as the DM

particles;

• They have a large binding energy with a typical for CS phases gap ∆ & 40

MeV, such that the baryon charge locked in the nuggets is not available to

participate in big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) at T ∼ 0.1 MeV, and the

basic BBN picture holds, with possible small deviations of order ∼ 10−10

which may in fact resolve the primordial lithium puzzle;8

• The nuggets completely decouple from photons as a result of small σ/M ∼
B−1/3 ∼ 10−10 cm2/g ratio, such that conventional picture for structure

formation holds. Due to the same reasons, the nuggets do not modify con-

ventional CMB analysis.

To reiterate: the weakness of the visible-dark matter interaction is achieved in this

model due to the small geometrical factor σ/M ∼ B−1/3 rather than due to a weak

coupling of a new fundamental field to standard model particles. In other words,

this small effective interaction ∼ σ/M ∼ B−1/3 replaces a conventional requirement

σ/M � 1 cm2/g of sufficiently weak interactions of the visible matter with WIMPs.

The review is organized as follows. In Section 2 we highlight the AQN formation

mechanism during the QCD epoch. We also make few comments on the size dis-
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tribution and corresponding observational constraints. Three next sections which

follow are devoted to the applications of the AQN framework to the observations,

predictions, and possible future experiments. To be more specific, the section 3 is de-

voted to the so-called “solar corona mystery” and how it could be naturally resolved

within the AQN framework. The section 4 is devoted to explanation of the recently

observed by the Telescope Array (TA) puzzling events, the so-called bursts. These

events are very unusual and drastically different from conventional cosmic ray (CR)

air showers. We explain how these puzzling features could be naturally explained

within the AQN framework. Finally, section 5 highlights the basic ideas on possible

broadband strategy to search for the AQN-induced axions.

2. Formation mechanism

This section represents a short overview of the AQN formation mechanism. We refer

to the original papers 9–11 for the technical details by highlighting the basic con-

ceptual ideas below. As we mentioned in Introduction the baryogenesis is replaced

by “charge segregation” mechanism in this framework. The result of this process

is two populations of AQN carrying positive and negative baryon charges. In other

words, the AQN may be formed of either matter or antimatter. However, due to

the global CP violating processes associated with initial misalignment angle θ0 6= 0

during the early formation stage, a typical baryon charge hidden in nuggets BN and

antinuggets BN̄ will be differentb. This difference is always an order of one effect

as expressed by parameter c ∼ 1 in (1) below. This effect occurs irrespectively to

the parameters of the theory, the axion mass ma or the initial misalignment an-

gle θ0. The resulting disparity between nuggets ΩN and antinuggets ΩN̄ generated

by the CP violation unambiguously implies that the baryon contribution ΩB must

be the same order of magnitude as ΩN̄ and ΩN because all these components are

proportional to one and the same fundamental dimensional parameter ΛQCD as all

dimensional parameters in QCD such as the CS gap ∆, critical temperature Tc,

chemical potential µ always assume the same order of magnitude as ΛQCD, see9

with the details. The remaining antibaryons in the early universe plasma then an-

nihilate away leaving only the baryons whose antimatter counterparts are bound

in the excess of antiquark nuggets and are thus unavailable for fast annihilation.

As all asymmetry effects are order of one it eventually results in similarities for all

components, visible and dark, i.e.

ΩDM ≈ (ΩN + ΩN̄), ΩDM ≈
(

1 + c

1− c

)
ΩB, (BN +BN̄ +BB) = 0, c ≡ |BN̄|

|BN|
, (1)

as they are both proportional to the same fundamental ΛQCD scale, and they both

are originated at the same QCD epoch. This represents a precise mechanism of how

bThis source of strong CP violation is no longer available at the present epoch as a result of the
dynamics of the axion, which remains the most compelling resolution of the strong CP problem,

see original papers on PQ symmetry,12 Weinberg-Wilczek axion,13,14 KSVZ invisible axion15,16

and DFSZ invisible axion17,18 models. See also recent reviews.19–22
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the “charge segregation” processes in the AQN framework replaces the baryogenesis

in conventional paradigm. In particular, the observed matter to dark matter ratio

ΩDM ≈ 5 · ΩB corresponds to a scenario in which the baryon charge hidden in

antinuggets is larger than the baryon charge hidden in nuggets by a factor of c ≈
(ΩN̄/ΩN ) ≈ 3/2 at the end of nugget formation.

It is important to emphasize that the AQN mechanism is not sensitive to the

axion mass ma and it is capable to saturate observable ratio ΩDM ≈ 5 · ΩB itself

without any other additional contributorsc. It should be contrasted with conven-

tional axion production mechanisms when the corresponding contribution scales as

Ωaxion ∼ m
−7/6
a . This scaling unambiguously implies that the axion mass must be

fine-tuned ma . 10−5eV to saturate the DM density today while larger axion mass

will contribute very little to ΩDM. The relative role between the direct axion con-

tribution Ωaxion and the AQN contribution to ΩDM as a function of mass ma has

been studied in,11 see Fig. 5 in that paper.

Another fundamental ratio (along with ΩDM ∼ ΩB discussed above) is the

baryon to entropy ratio at present time

η ≡ nB − nB̄
nγ

' nB
nγ
∼ 10−10. (2)

If the nuggets were not present after the QCD transition the conventional baryons

and anti-baryons would continue to annihilate each other until the temperature

reaches T ' 22 MeV when density would be 9 orders of magnitude smaller than

observed (2). This annihilation catastrophe, normally thought to be resolved as a

result of baryogenesis as formulated by Sakharov.1 In contrast, in the AQN frame-

work this ratio is determined by the formation temperature Tform ' 41 MeV at

which the nuggets and antinuggets complete their formation, when all visible anti-

baryons get annihilated and only the visible baryons remain in the system. The

Tform is very hard to compute theoretically as even the phase diagram for CS phase

is not well known. This temperature of cosmic plasma is known with high precision

from the observed ratio (2). However, we note that Tform ≈ ΛQCD assumes a typical

QCD value, as it should as there are no any small parameters in QCD.

The next conceptual question we want to mention here is related to the axion

domain wall (DW) formation during the QCD transition, which represents a key

element of the construction. There is a subtle point here which can be explained as

follows. It is normally assumed that the topological defects cannot be formed if there

is a unique vacuum state. At the same time it is assumed that the Peccei-Quinn

(PQ) phase transition in the AQN framework occurs before the inflation. Normally,

in this case no topological defects can be formed as there is a single physical vacuum

state which occupies entire observable Universe. However, the so-called NDW = 1

domain wall solution still exists when the system is characterized by unique vacuum

cThis is because the formation mechanism of the AQN is entirely based on QCD physics, not the

axion physics. The axion field enters the formation stage exclusively in terms of the CP violating
phase by generating the disparity between nuggets ΩN and antinuggets ΩN̄ , as explained above.
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Fig. 1. Numerical result of the nugget evolution, adopted from,7 see items 1-3 in the text with

explanations of the notations.

state. The subtle point here is that the non-trivial solution interpolates between one

and the same physical but topologically distinct vacuum states, i.e. θ → θ + 2πk,

similar to well known solitons in the sine-Gordon model. These different topological

sectors being classified by integer parameter k must be present in the system in every

point of space-time, and inflation cannot separate different topological sectors as

a result of expansion. Therefore NDW = 1 can be formed even if the PQ phase

transition happened before inflation, see9 with the technical details.

The numerical simulations suggest23 that approximately 87% of the total wall

area belong to the percolated large cluster, while the rest 13% is represented by

relatively small closed bubbles of different topology. This implies that a finite por-

tion of order 0.1 of the NDW = 1 walls are formed as closed surfaces. The collapse

of the closed NDW = 1 bubbles will be halted due to the Fermi pressure acted by

the accumulated fermions. As a result, the closed NDW = 1 bubbles will eventually

become the stable AQNs and serve as the dark matter candidates. The correspond-

ing evolution is rather complex as it includes three drastically different scales: the

ΛQCD, the axion mass scale ma, and finally the cosmological time evolution scale

t ∼ 10−4 s when the AQN formation occursd. The key elements of this complicated

evolution can be summarized as follows:

1. the nugget oscillates numerous number of times with frequency ω ∼ R−1 by

dThe evolution of the Universe with these 3 dramatically different scales must be contrasted with
heavy ion experiments when there is a single scale of the problem, the ΛQCD. Nevertheless, if one

translates the achieved in heavy ion collision experiment temperature T ≈ 200 MeV to cosmological

time it would correspond to t ∼ 10−5 s.
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slowly approaching its final size Rform, see shaded blue region on Fig. 1;

2. the nugget assumes its final configuration with size Rform at Tform ≈ 40 MeV,

see dashed blue line on Fig. 1. This magnitude for Tform is consistent with observed

value for η defined by (2);

3. the chemical potential inside the nugget assumes a sufficiently large value

µform & 450 MeV during this long evolution, see orange line on Fig. 1. This magni-

tude is consistent with formation of a CS phase. Therefore, the original assumption

on CS phase which was used in construction of the nugget is justified a posteriori.

We conclude this section with the following comments regarding the formation

and survival pattern of the AQNs. First of all, a complete formation of the nugget

occurs on a time scale 10−4s which is precisely the cosmological scale when the

temperature drops to 40 MeV, see Fig. 1. This scale is known from completely

different arguments24 related to the estimate of the baryon to photon ratio (2). It is

a highly nontrivial observation that all these drastically different scales as mentioned

above, nevertheless lead to a consistent picture. Secondly, the newly formed nuggets

survive an unfriendly environment of a very hot and dense cosmic plasma before and

after BBN epoch at T ∼ 0.1 MeV. Furthermore, a long-standing primordial lithium

puzzle may find its resolution within the AQN framework as argued in.8 Third,

the dominant portion of the nuggets survive the dramatic events (such as galaxy

and star formation) during the long post-recombination evolution of the Universe

as argued in.7

The space limitation here does not allow to cover all these interesting topics

in the present review. Instead, we quote the known observational constraints on

such kind of objects. Any direct or indirect detection experiments is sensitive to the

average value 〈B〉 for the distribution of the AQNs as any observable consequences

will be scaled by the matter-AQN interaction rate along a given line of sight,

R2

∫
dΩdl[nvisible(l) · nDM(l)] ∼ 1

〈B〉1/3
, (3)

where R ∼ B1/3 and nDM ∼ B−1 such that effective interaction is suppressed

as B−1/3 for large nuggets, which represents very generic feature of the model as

discussed at the very end of Section 1. Thus, any astrophysical constraints impose

a lower bound on the value of 〈B〉. The relevant constraints come from a variety of

both direct detection and astrophysical observations.

The strongest direct detection limit is set by the IceCube Observatory’s non-

detection of a nugget flux which can be expressed as

〈B〉 > 3 · 1024 (direct detection constraint), (4)

see Appendix A in.25 Similar limits are also derivable from the Antarctic Impulsive

Transient Antenna (ANITA)26 though this result depends on the details of radio

band emissivity of the AQN. There is also a limit26 from potential contribution to

earth’s energy budget which require |B| > 2.6× 1024, which is consistent with (4)e.

eThere is also a constraint on the flux of heavy dark matter with mass M < 55g based on the
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3. The AQN model: application to the “solar corona mystery”

In this section we review several recent papers28–31 devoted to a possible resolution

of the long standing problem, the so-called “solar corona mystery”. We start in sub-

section 3.1 by reviewing the puzzling observations from corona, while in subsection

3.2 we explain how these mysterious features could be naturally explained within

the AQN framework. Finally, in subsection 3.3 we interpret the recently observed

radio impulsive events in quiet solar corona as inevitable consequence of the AQN

annihilation events.

3.1. The nanoflares: the observations and modelling

We start by explaining the puzzling features of the solar corona which is a very

peculiar environment. Indeed, at an altitude of 2000 km above of the photosphere,

the plasma temperature exceeds a few 106 K. The total energy radiated away by

the corona is of the order of Lcorona ∼ 1027erg s−1, which is about (10−6− 10−7) of

the total energy radiated by the Sun. Most of this energy is radiated at the extreme

ultraviolet (EUV) and soft X-ray wavelengths. There is a very sharp (relatively thin,

200 km at most) transition region (TR) where the temperature suddenly jumps from

6 · 103 K to 106 K. This jumps is very uniform and occurs everywhere even in the

quiet Sun, where the magnetic field is small, (∼ 1 G), away from active spots and

coronal holes. It is very hard to imagine how the temperature increases by factor

102 or so over entire surface when the density decreases. These dramatic changes

occur on a relatively short length scale ∼ 102 km, while a typical scale in the Sun

of order ∼ 105 km.

A possible solution to the heating problem in the quiet Sun corona was proposed

in 1983 by Parker,32 who postulated that a continuous and uniform sequence of

miniature flares, which he called “nanoflares”, could happen in the corona. The

term “nanoflare” has been used in a series of papers by Benz and coauthors,33–36

and many others37–40 to advocate the idea that these small “nano-events” might

be responsible for the heating of the quiet solar corona. Originally, the nanoflares

thought to be a “nano”- version of large solar flares when the energy is assumed to

be generated by the magnetic field reconnection. However, it is very hard to imagine

how the magnetic reconnection could occur in the quiet Sun, where the magnetic

field pressure ∼ B2 is four orders of magnitude smaller than conventional kinetic

pressure p. Therefore, more recently, the nanoflares are modelled as invisible (below

the instrumental threshold) generic events, producing an impulsive energy release

at a small scale without specifying their cause and their nature, see reviews.39,40

The list of puzzling features includes:

1. The EUV emission is highly isotropic,35,36 in huge contrast with flares which

non-detection of etching tracks in ancient mica.27 This constrained is obtained under assumption

that all nuggets have the same mass, which is not the case for the AQN model as we discuss later
in the next sections.
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are much more energetic and occur exclusively in active areas. Therefore the

nanoflares have to be distributed very uniformly everywhere, including large ar-

eas of quiet regions;

2. According to,34 in order to reproduce the measured EUV excess, the observed

range of nanoflares needs to be extrapolated from the observed events interpolating

between (3.1 · 1024 − 1.3 · 1026) erg to unresolved events with energies 1022 erg and

even lower;

3. Time measurements of many nanoflares demonstrate the Doppler shift with

a typical velocities (250-310) km/s, far exceeds the thermal ion velocity which is

around 11 km/s;33

4. The EUV emission from the corona shows a modest variation during the

solar cycles, not exceeding factor (3-4). It should be contrasted with enormous

fluctuations ∼ 102 of the large flare’s frequency of appearance during the same

cycles, see Fig. 1 from.41

If the magnetic reconnection were fully responsible for both the large flares and

nanoflares, then the variation during the solar cycles should be similar for these two

phenomena. It is not what is observed: the variation of the EUV during the solar

cycles is relatively modest and does not normally exceed factor of 3 or so, while

the variation of the flare’s activity during the same solar cycles very often exceeds

factor 102. Therefore, the source of the uniform and persistent EUV radiation must

be very different from the magnetic field activity responsible for the large flares.

In particular, the EUV emission from corona never stops even when the large flare

activity is not observed for months. The source of this persistent EUV radiation

still remains a big mystery.

3.2. The nanoflares as the AQN annihilation events

In this subsection we explain how these observed puzzling features listed above

are naturally occur in the AQN framework. It has been conjectured in28 that the

nanoflares can be identified with the AQN annihilation events when the nuggets

hit the sun and release their entire energy to corona. From this identification it

follows that the total AQN’s annihilating charge should equal to the energy of a

nanoflare. Furthermore, the baryon charge distribution within AQN framework and

the nanoflare energy distribution must be one and the same function,28 i.e.

dN ∝ B−αdB ∝W−αdW ⇐⇒ [nanoflares ≡ AQN annihilation events], (5)

where dN is the number of nanoflare events with energy between W and W + dW ,

which occur as a result of complete annihilation of the antimatter AQN carrying

the baryon charges between B and B + dB.

An immediate self-consistency check of this conjecture is the observation that

the allowed constraint (4) for the AQNs baryonic charge B is consistent with the

nanoflare energy W as these two values become connected as W ≈ 2 GeV · B.

In particular, the minimal baryon charge Bmin ' 3 · 1024 from (4) corresponds to
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the released energy by a nanoflare Wmin ' (2 GeV)Bmin ' 1022 erg, which is a

proper scale for the extrapolation to the unresolved events as mentioned in item 2

from previous subsection 3.1. One should emphasize that this is a highly nontrivial

self-consistency check of the proposal28 as the acceptable range for the AQNs and

nanoflares have been constrained from drastically different physical systems.

We are now in position to present several additional arguments to support this

proposal: item 1 from previous subsection 3.1 is also naturally explained in the

AQN framework as the DM is expected to be distributed very uniformly over the

Sun making no distinction between quiet and active regions, in contrast with large

flares. A similar argument applies to item 4 as the strength of the magnetic field

and its localization is absolutely irrelevant for the nanoflare events in form of the

AQNs, in contrast with conventional paradigm when the nanoflares are thought to

be simply scaled down configurations of their larger cousin which are much more

energetic and occur exclusively in active areas and cannot be uniformly distributed.

It is also consistent with observation that the temporal modulation of the EUV

irradiance over a solar cycle is very small and does not exceed a factor ∼ 3, as

opposed to the much dramatic changes in Solar activity with modulations on the

level of 102 over the same time scale. This suggests that the energy injection from

the nanoflares is weakly related to the Solar activity. The presence of the large

Doppler shift with a typical velocities (250-310) km/s, mentioned in item 3, can

be understood within the AQN framework as follows: the typical velocities of the

nuggets entering the solar corona is very high, around 700 km/s. The Mach number

M = vAQN/cs is also very large. A shock wave will be inevitably formed and will

push the surrounding material to the velocities which are much higher than would

normally present in the thermal equilibrium with its velocity on the level 11km/s.

Encouraged by these self-consistency checks the authors of30 literally used the

distribution function f(W ) which was previously used in37,38 to fit the solar data.

This step represents a precise realization of the identification (5) with power-law

index α which normally lies in the window α ∈ (2− 2.5) to fit the corona observa-

tions. This identification allows to describe the AQN’s baryon number distribution

dN/dB. It can be used for the solar corona as well as for any other applicationsf .

dN

dB
∝ f(B) ∝ B−α, 〈B〉 =

∫ Bmax

Bmin

dB [B f(B)],

∫ Bmax

Bmin

dB f(B) = 1, (6)

where Bmin and Bmax were also fixed using the identification (5).

With explicit models for the distribution function f(W ) and with absolute nor-

malization for the AQN’s flux determined by the DM density ρDM ≈ 0.3 GeV/cm3

fOne should note that it has been argued7 that the algebraic scaling (6) is a generic feature of

the AQN formation mechanism based on percolation theory. The phenomenological parameter α
is determined by the properties of the domain wall formation during the QCD transition in the

early Universe, but it cannot be theoretically computed in strongly coupled QCD. Instead, it is
constrained by the observations as discussed in the text.
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Fig. 2. Total EUV luminosity as a function of height, adopted from.30 It is a highly nontrivial
consequence of the conjecture (5) that the most of the energy is released in the narrow TR around

2000 km, where it is known that the most of the drastic changes occur.

one can proceed with Monte Carlo (MC) simulations to study a number of inter-

esting questions related to the dynamics of the AQNs when they propagate in solar

atmosphere. The results of the corresponding studies performed in30 were remark-

able: the total energy rate injection into the solar corona as a result of the AQN

annihilation processes is very close to the observed value Lcorona ∼ 1027erg s−1.

Furthermore, this energy is mostly deposited in the TR around 2000 km as men-

tioned in Section 3.1, see Fig.2. It could explain the nature of this region when very

sharp changes in temperature occur on a very small scale as a result of the AQN

annihilation processes in this transition regiong.

3.3. Impulsive radio events in quiet solar corona

As discussed in the previous subsections the individual short energy bursts associ-

ated with these nanoflares are below detection limits and have not yet been directly

observed in the EUV or X-ray regimes. In fact, all coronal heating models advocated

gTo the best of my knowledge most or even all made proposals to solve the corona problem cannot

explain the narrow transition region of the solar atmosphere. Here it emerges in a very natural
way without fitting of any parameters.
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so far, including37,38 require the existence of an unobserved (i.e. unresolved with

current instrumentation) source of energy distributed over the entire Sun. How-

ever, it has been recently claimed in42 that radio observations can potentially “see”

individual nanoflares and their “internal structures”, where more energetic EUV

and X-rays instruments cannot, while the intensity at the radio frequencies is many

orders of magnitude smaller than more energetic EUV and X-rays radiation.

In our recent paper31 it has been argued that the radio emission fits in the

AQN annihilation events. It has been also argued that the impulsive radio events

in the quiet solar corona as recorded by the Murchison Widefield Array (MWA)42

match well the computations based on the AQN framework. This claim has been

supported by demonstrating that the generic features of the observations in the

radio frequency bands such as the rate of appearance, the temporal and spatial

distributions and their energetics represent the natural consequences of the AQN

annihilation events in the quiet corona.

The basic idea of the radio emission due to the AQN annihilation events can

be briefly explained as follows. It is generally accepted that the radio emission

from the corona results from the interaction of plasma oscillations (also known

as Langmuir waves) with non-thermal electrons which must be injected into the

plasma by some non-thermal mechanism.43 The plasma instability develops when

the injected electrons have a non-thermal high energy component at which point

the radio waves can be emitted. The frequency of emission ν is mostly determined

by the plasma frequency ωp in a given environment, i.e.

ω2 = ω2
p + k2 3T

me
, ω2

p =
4παne
me

, ν =
ω

2π
, (7)

where ne is the electron number density in the corona at altitude h, while T is the

temperature at the same altitude and k is the wavenumber. The emission of radio

waves generically occurs at high altitudes h ∼ 104 km where the energy is injected

into the plasma. The non-thermal electrons received their kinetic energy at much

lower altitude h ' 2000 km where the AQNs release their annihilation energy as

discussed in previous subsection, see Fig.2. After that they can propagate upward

for very long distance determined by the mean free path λ ∼ 104 km before they

transfer their energy to the radio waves. It is known that the number density of

the non-thermal (supra-thermal in terminology43) electrons ns must be sufficiently

large ns/ne & 10−7 for the plasma instability to develop, in which case the radio

waves will be generated.43 As the density ns/ne approaches the threshold values

at some specific frequencies, the intensity increases sharply, which we identify with

the observed impulsive radio events. These threshold conditions may be satisfied

randomly in space and time, depending on properties of the injected electrons and

properties of the surrounding plasma.43

It has been demonstrated in31 that the number density of the non-thermal elec-

trons ns generated by the AQNs can easily assume a proper range ns/ne & 10−7

for the plasma instability to develop when these non-thermal electrons reach the
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altitudes h ∼ 104 km where the radio emission occurs as the plasma frequency

ωp(h) assumes a proper value (7). It has been also shown that the frequency of

the impulsive events, their temporal and spatial distributions are consistent with

results recorded by the MWA.42 Furthermore, it has been also shown that the non-

Poissonian feature as shown on Fig 7 of42 is also naturally explained in the AQN

framework. Indeed, the AQN annihilation events always will be accompanied by the

clustering of radio events as the non-thermal electrons from one and the same AQN

may release their energy at different altitudes and different instants which lead to

the clustering events as observed.

We conclude this section with the following comments. A close similarity between

the observed value for the EUV luminosity ∼ 1027erg s−1 and computed value

within the AQN framework is a highly nontrivial consequence of the proposal28

as the general normalization in the AQN based computation is determined by the

DM density ρDM ≈ 0.3 GeV/cm3 rather than by internal physics of the Sun. The

emergence of a small scale ∼ 200 km which determines the TR is also entirely

determined by the internal structure of the nuggets, their internal temperature and

ionization properties. Precisely these features determine very fast increase of the

annihilation rate at the altitude around 2000 km as shown on Fig.2. Both these

consequences of the AQN proposal can be considered as “miracle coincidences” as

there are no any free parameters in the corresponding estimates, see also footnote

g with a relevant comment.

One may wonder if the AQNs play any role in dynamics of the large solar flares

which are characterized by dramatically different energy scales (in comparison with

nanoflares) with W ' (1026 − 1032) erg. It has been proposed in29 that the AQNs

hitting the active regions with large magnetic field may play the role of the triggers

which could ignite and initiate the magnetic reconnections leading to large solar

flares. There is no room to elaborate on this interesting relation, and we refer to

the original paper29 for the details.

The direct observation of the individual nanoflares which represent the AQN

annihilation events according to the conjecture (5) is hard to test directly in the

EUV or X-ray regimes as the current instruments do not have sufficient resolution.

At present time we think the most promising tests of this proposal can be

achieved in the radio frequency bands. In particular, there must be spatial and

temporal correlations between radio events in a given local region, in the different

frequency bands, with time delays measured in seconds. Similar clustering events

in the same frequency band have been observed by MWA.42 We advocate the idea

that similar spatial and temporal correlations must also exist in different frequency

bands. This prediction can be directly tested and analyzed by MWA since, accord-

ing to,42 the data in the 179, 196, 217 and 240 MHz bands have been recorded, but

not published yet.

Another generic consequence of this framework is that the lower frequencies

waves being emitted from higher altitudes must be suppressed while the intensity of
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the higher frequency bands must be enhanced. This is because the upward moving

non-thermal electrons are much more numerous at lower altitude (corresponding

to higher ν) in comparison to higher altitudes (corresponding to lower ν). This

prediction can be also directly tested in future studies. Finally, the Solar Orbiter

recently observed so-called “campfires” in the extreme UV frequency bands. It is

tempting to identify such events with the annihilation of large sized AQN (which

are rare events), as they are capable of generating radio signals sufficiently strong

to be resolved. We therefore suggest to search for a cross correlation between MWA

radio signals and recordings of the extreme UV photons by Solar Orbiter.

4. The AQN model: application to observed “Mysterious Bursts”

In this section we review two recent papers44,45 devoted to explanation of the ob-

served by the Telescope Array (TA) puzzling events, the so-called bursts.46,47 These

events are very unusual and cannot be interpreted in terms of conventional single

showers as reviewed below. These events have been coined in44 as the “Mysterious

Bursts”.

We start in subsection 4.1 by reviewing the unusual and very distinct features

of the TA-bursts,46,47 while in subsections 4.2 and 4.3 we explain how these puz-

zling features could be accommodated within the AQN framework.44 Finally, in

subsection 4.4 we argue that TA bursts will be inevitably accompanied by the radio

signals in frequency band ν ∈ (0.5 − 200) MHz. These radio signals must be syn-

chronized with the TA bursts. The observation of such unique synchronization can

unambiguously support, substantiate or refute this proposal.

4.1. The TA-bursts: observations

The unusual features of the bursts recorded by46,47 can be briefly formulated as

follows:

1. “curvature puzzle”. All reconstructed air shower fronts for the burst events

are much more curved than usual cosmic ray (CR) air showers. This feature is

expressed in terms of the time- spreading versus spatial-spreading of the particles

in the bursts. The corresponding “curvature” is much more pronounced for the

bursts in comparison with conventional CR air showers, see see Fig. 3 and Fig.

4 in.46 Furthermore, the bursts events do not have sharp edges in waveforms in

comparison with conventional CR events;

2. “clustering puzzle”. The events are temporally clustered within 1 ms, which

would be a highly unlikely occurrence for three consecutive conventional high energy

CR hits in the same area within a radius of approximately 1 km. The total 10 burst

events have been observed during 5 years of observations. The estimated energy

from individual events within the bursts is five to six orders of magnitude higher

than the energy estimated by event rate.

3. “synchronization puzzle”. Most of the observed bursts are “synchronized”

(time delay between burst and lightning is less than 1 ms) or “related” (time delay
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between burst and lightning is less than 200 ms) with the lightning events. Some of

the bursts are not related to any lightnings. However, all 10 recorded bursts occur

under thunderstorms.

It is very hard to understand all these features in terms of conventional CR

physics as the bursts cannot be reconciled with conventional CR physics. At the

same time all unusual features (including the energetics, the flux estimates, the time

and spatial spreading of each event within the bursts) can be naturally explained

within the AQN framework. Before we proceed with corresponding explanation we

have to briefly overview the basic features of the AQNs propagating under thunder-

clouds to explain the nature and the source of the TA bursts.

4.2. The AQNs under the thunderclouds

The AQNs made of antimatter are capable to release a significant amount of energy

when they enter the Earth’s atmosphere and annihilation processes start to occur

between antimatter hidden in form of the AQNs and the atmospheric material.

The emission of positrons from the nuggets made of antimatter during the thunder-

storms plays the crucial role in the proposal.44 The liberation of the positrons from

the AQNs occurs because the thunderclouds are characterized by large preexisting

electric field E . This field liberates and accelerates the positrons which are normally

bound to the AQNs with a typical average binding energy of order keV.

The presence of the electric field E under thunderclouds is well established phe-

nomenon. It is characterized by the following parameters:48,49

E ' kV

cm
, la ' 100 m, τE '

la
c
' 0.3µs, (8)

where la is the so-called avalanche length. If the AQN enters the electric field (8)

along its path it may liberate the positrons from the AQN’s electrosphere as the

additional energy ∆E assumes the same order of magnitude as the binding energy

Ebound ∼ keV of the positrons, i.e.

∆E ' [eE ·Rcap] ∼ 2 keV & Ebound, (9)

where parameter Rcap is a typical distance where positrons reside, and can be esti-

mated in terms of the ionization charge Q and internal temperature of the nuggets

T ' 10 keV as follows:

Rcap '
αQ

T
∼ 2 cm, (10)

see44 with proper estimatesh. This additional energy (9) of order of several keV could

liberate the positrons from the nuggets, which consequently will be accelerated to

hOne should comment here that the positrons cannot be easily stripped away due to the elastic
scattering with atmospheric material as the energy transfer Etr ∼ mev2

AQN with vAQN ∼ 10−3c

measured in the rest frame of an AQN is not sufficient to liberate the positrons with keV- binding
energy.
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MeV energies on la length scale. Indeed,

Eexit ' [eE · la] ∼ 10 MeV. (11)

This estimate suggests that the positrons assume 10 MeV energy after they exit

the region of strong electric field which is known to exist under thunderclouds. It is

very important to emphasize that these estimates hold because the initial energy of

the positrons is relatively high, in keV scale according to (9) such that they do not

immediately annihilate, which would be the case for the positrons with eV energies.

Due to the same reasons the positrons do not experience strong elastic scattering

and remain in the electric field background (8) during entire period of acceleration

which lasts about 0.3µs, see also a footnote h with related comment.

4.3. “Mysterious bursts” as the AQN annihilation events

The goal of this subsection is to explain how the unusual features listed in subsection

4.1 can be naturally understood within the AQN framework.

4.3.1. “curvature puzzle”

In the AQN proposal44 the “curved” feature can be easily understood by notic-

ing that essential parameter in this proposal is the initial spread of the particles

determined by angle ∆α ' (v⊥/c) ∈ (0 − 0.1). This spread in ∆α is determined

by the velocity distribution perpendicular to electric field at the exit point. The

corresponding distribution can be expressed in terms of the initial energy (9) as fol-

lows v⊥ '
√

2∆E/m . 0.1c. Therefore, after travelling the distance r the spatially

spread range ∆s is estimated as

∆s ' r
(

∆α

cosα

)
' 1 km

cosα

( r

10 km

)(∆α

0.1

)
, (12)

see Fig. 3 for precise definitions of the parameters. At the same time, the temporal

spread ∆t can be estimated as follows:

∆t ' ∆r

c
' 3µs · (tanα) ·

( r

10 km

)(∆α

0.1

)
(13)

where ∆r ' r tanα∆α, see Fig. 3. These parameters are linearly proportional to

each other and assume proper values consistent with observations. Indeed,

c∆t ' ∆s sinα, ∆α '
(v⊥
c

)
∈ (0− 0.1) (14)

such that 2∆t may vary between (0.5−8)µs when 2∆s changes between (0.5−2) km

with approximately linear slope determined by electric field direction sinα which is

consistent with observed events presented on Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 in.46 We use (2∆t)

and 2∆s in our estimates with extra factor 2 as the angle ∆α = (v⊥/c) could

assume the positive or negative value, depending on sign of v⊥ with respect to

instant direction of the electric field E as shown on Fig. 3.
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∆α

∆r + r

h

α

E

s∆s

r

Fig. 3. The geometry of the TA bursts, adopted from.44 The angular spread of the propagating

positrons is determined by ∆α� α. The spatial spread on the surface is determined by ∆s, while
the temporal spread is determined by ∆r/c. The altitude is assumed to be within conventional

range h ' (4−12) km. Instant direction of the electric field E at the moment of exit of the positrons

is also shown.

This behaviour in terms of the temporal and spatial spreads for the bursts should

be contrasted with conventional CR distribution when the timing spread is much

shorter and always below 2µs while the spatial spread is much longer, up to 3.5 km,

see Fig. 5 in.46 This difference between the distributions in bursts and conventional

CR air showers was coined as the “curvature” puzzle, which is naturally resolved

within the AQN framework as argued above.

Similar arguments also explain why the observed events do not demonstrate any

sharp edges in waveforms (see Fig. 6 in46). This is because the conventional CR

air showers typically have a single ultra-relativistic particle generating a very sharp

edge in waveforms. It should be contrasted with large number of positrons which

produce the non-sharp edges in waveforms in the AQN-based proposal.

4.3.2. “clustering puzzle”

The “clustering puzzle” represents a dramatic inconsistency for the burst events

if one assumes the randomness of the events described by conventional Poissonian

distribution. The event rate suggests that the energy should be in 1013 eV range,

while the intensity of the events suggests (1018 − 1019) eV range, if one interpret

the events as conventional CR air showers. It should be contrasted with the AQN

framework when the bursts represent the cluster of events (not a collection of inde-

pendent random events). The conventional Poissonian distribution does not apply

here. The presence of several events within the same burst is a natural consequence

of the AQN’s slow velocity when it merely propagates ∼ 0.25 km during 1 ms and it

always remains in the same thunderstorm system characterized by the fluctuating

electric field E . The spatial spread for each individual event within the same cluster



February 28, 2022 16:24 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE review-MPLA

18 Ariel Zhitnitsky

also lies within the range (12), being consistent with observations.

4.3.3. “synchronization puzzle”

Most of the observed bursts are “synchronized” or “related” to the lightning events.

Few events are not related to the lightnings, but all 10 recorded bursts occurred

under thunderstorms. This is very puzzling property of the bursts if interpreted in

terms of the conventional CR air showers because it is very hard to understand how

the thunderstorms may dramatically modify CR features as discussed above.

At the same time the “synchronization” puzzle is perfectly consistent with AQN

based proposal44 because the thunderstorm with its pre-existing electric field (8)

plays a crucial role in the mechanism as the electric field is always present under

the thunderclouds irrespectively to the lightning flashes. This strong electric field

instantaneously liberates the positrons and also accelerates them up to 10 MeV

energies. These positrons can easily reach the TA surface detectors, and can produce

the signals consistent with the bursts.

4.4. Radio signal from “Mysterious bursts”

In this subsection we highlight the basic ideas of the recent studies45 devoted to

analysis of the radio signals which always accompany TA bursts when interpreted

in terms of the AQN annihilation events under the thunderstorm as presented in

previous section 4.3. We shall argue below that the radio emission is inevitable

consequence of the proposed explanation of the TA bursts when the positrons are

accelerating in external electric field E under thunderclouds with typical duration

τE ' 0.3µs as reviewed in subsection 4.2.

The starting point for these studies is spectral property of the electric field Eω
at distance R, which is generated by accelerating positrons:

Eω =

∫ +∞

−∞
Eeiωtdt =

eikR

R

(
Ne

c2

)( ω
ω′

)2 [
n×

(
(n− v

c
)× aω′

)]
, (15)

where all quantities at the right hand side of (15) must be computed at the re-

tarded times t′ ≈ t− R
c + n·vt′

c . The coefficient N in formula (15) is the number of

the coherent positrons participating in the emission, while parameters ω′ and aω′

entering (15) are defined as follows:

ω′ ≡ ω
(

1− n · v
c

)
≈ ω

2

[
1

γ2
+ θ2

]
, aω′ =

∫ +∞

−∞
a(t′)eiω

′t′dt′, a(t) ≈ eE(t)

γ3m
.(16)

The spectral density of the emission dEω/dω can be computed in terms of these

variables as follows:

dEω
dω

=

(
N2e2γ6

2πc3

)
16|aω′ |2

(1 + γ2θ2)3

[
γ2θ2

1 + γ2θ2

]
dΩ

2π
, γ ≡ 1√

(1− v2

c2 )
, (17)
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Fig. 4. Strength of the AQN-induced electric field (18) versus observation angle θ, adopted from.45

The parameters are chosen to be N = 109, γ = 20. The electric field under thunderclouds is chosen

to be E = 1 kV/cm consistent with (8).

where |aω′ | should be expressed in terms of θ according to (16). Significance of this

formula is that it explicitly shows that the emission mostly occurs along the small

angles θ ' γ−1, as expected. Another important feature of the spectral density

dEω/dω is that the radio pulse occurs in bandwidth ν ∈ (0.5− 200) MHz and lasts

for about τE ' 0.3µs, see45 for the details.

The next task is to estimate the intensity of the electric field (15) at very large

distances R where it can be potentially detected. The orientation of E field is

determined by cross product (15) where one can assume (for the simplicity of the

numerical estimates) that v ‖ a. The absolute value for |E| at large distances can

be estimated as followsi

|E| ≈ Ne|a|θ
c2R

(
2γ2

1 + γ2θ2

)3

≈ 90
mV

m

[
(γθ)

(1 + γ2θ2)3

]( γ
20

)2
(
N

109

)(
10 km

R

)
.(18)

The distance R in this equation should not be confused with parameter r which

enters all formulae from previous subsection 4.3, including Fig. 3. The expression

(18) has been derived under assumption that the acceleration |a| is a constant during

time t ∈ (0, τE). The dependence of |E(θ, t)| as a function of the θ is shown on Fig.

4 for typical parameters of the system. The key unknown parameter N which enters

(18) and which essentially determines the absolute value of the |E(θ, t)| field was

estimated from the assumption that the AQN induced positrons are responsible for

iOne should not confuse a very small electric field |E| of the radio pulse (18) measured far away

at distance R from thunderclouds and very strong electric field E during the lightnings as given
by (8) and measured in balloon experiments inside the thunderclouds.
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puzzling TA burst events with number of particles as recorded by.46 Therefore, the

estimate (18) is self-consistent with our treatment of the TA bursts as the AQN

annihilation events under the thunderstorm, as reviewed in subsection 4.3.

One should emphasize that the correlation between lightning and radio emis-

sion during thunderstorms is well known and well documented generic feature of the

lightning discharges. However, the AQN-induced radio pulses are qualitatively dis-

tinct from conventional lightning-induced radio signals. In particular, the lightning-

induced radio emission is strongly peaked in few MHz bands, while AQN-induced

radio pulse is characterized by the flat spectrum with ν . 200 MHz according

to.45 Furthermore, the AQN-induced radio pulses must occur before the lightning

flash or at the very initial moment of the lightning flashes as the observed bursts

demonstrate this feature.46 It should be contrasted with the lightning-induced ra-

dio signals which occur during the late stages of the lightning discharges. Based

on these dramatic differences in frequencies and timings of the radio emissions one

safely concludes that the signals due to the thunderstorm lightning events can be

easily discriminated from the AQN-induced radio pulses.

To summarize this section: the mysterious bursts (with highly unusual features as

reviewed in sections 4.1) are naturally interpreted as the cluster events generated by

the AQN annihilation events under thunderstorm as reviewed in 4.3. Some features

of the system such as given by (12), (13), (14) are not sensitive to many uncertainties

related to complex dynamics of the AQN propagating under the thunderclouds.

These features represent almost model-independent consequences of the proposal44

because they are based exclusively on geometrical and kinematical features of the

system. Furthermore, the radio pulse (18) which is inevitable consequence of the

proposal must be synchronized within 10µs with TA burst irrespectively whether

the bursts are related or unrelated to the lightning events because the positrons and

radio waves emitted from the same location at the same instant and both propagate

with the speed of light. Therefore, observing (not observing) such synchronized

signals can confirm, substantiate or refute this proposal.

5. The axions from AQNs: broadband axion searches

As we explained in sections 1 and 2 the axion field is at heart of the AQN construc-

tion as it plays a dual role: it makes the nuggets absolutely stable configurations as

a result of extra pressure due to the axion domain walls surrounding the quark mat-

ter. The same CP odd axion field plays a vital role for baryon charge segregation,

replacing the conventional baryogenesis. However, the corresponding axion energy

(hidden in the form of the axion domain wall) is not available unless the AQN’s

baryon charges from the nugget’s core start annihilating processes with surrounding

material. This axion domain wall field which (in empty space) equilibrates the Fermi

pressure of the quark matter will start to adjust to these changes, and the axion

energy will be released into the space in the form of the free propagating axions

which can be observed by the axion detectors. The goal of the present section is to
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highlight the basic ideas developed in50–54 on possible strategy to search for such

AQN-induced axions.

In next subsection 5.1 we explain the dramatic difference between the galactic

axions and the axions which are produced as a result of the annihilating processes

when the AQN enters the atmosphere and crosses the Earth. The resulting spectrum

of the axions will be drastically different from conventional galactic non-relativistic

axions with vaxion ∼ 10−3c. This difference in spectrum dictates a new broadband

strategy to search the AQN-induced axions which is the topic of the subsection 5.2

5.1. Spectral features of the AQN-induced axions

For the purposes of the present work it is sufficient to mention that the conventional

dark matter galactic axions are produced due to the misalignment mechanism when

the cosmological field θ(t) oscillates and emits cold axions before it settles down at

its final destination θfinal = 0, see recent reviews.19,21,22 Another mechanism is

due to the decay of the topological objects. It is important that in both cases the

produced axions are non-relativistic particles with typical vaxion/c ∼ 10−3, and

their contribution to the dark matter density scales as Ωaxion ∼ m−7/6
a . This scaling

unambiguously implies that the axion mass must be fine-tuned ma . 10−5 eV

to saturate the DM density today, while larger axion mass will contribute very

little to ΩDM. The cavity type experiments have a potential to discover these non-

relativistic axions. Axions can be also produced as a result of the Primakoff effect

in a stellar plasma at high temperature see recent reviews.19–22 These axions are

ultra-relativistic as the typical average energy of the axions emitted by the Sun is

〈E〉 = 4.2 keV.

There is a fundamentally novel mechanism of the axion production when the

AQNs enter stars or planets.50 This mechanism is rooted to the AQN dark matter

model. The most important feature of the emitted axions is that these emitted

axions will be released with relativistic (but not ultra-relativistic) velocities with

typical values vAQN
axion ' 0.6c. These features should be contrasted with conventional

galactic non-relativistic axions vaxion ∼ 10−3c and solar ultra-relativistic axions

with typical energies 〈E〉 = 4.2 keV.

The new mechanism of production of these axions can be explained as follows.

The total energy of an AQN finds its equilibrium minimum when the axion domain

wall contributes about 1/3 of its total mass.11 This configuration in the equilib-

rium does not emit any axions as a result of pure kinematical constraint: the static

domain wall axions are off-shell non-propagating axions. However, this static pic-

ture drastically changes when some baryon charge from the AQN get annihilated

as a result of interaction with environment when the time dependent perturbations

obviously change this equilibrium configuration. In other words, the configuration

becomes unstable with respect to emission of the axions because the AQN is no

longer at its minimum energy configuration with fewer baryon charge in the quark

nugget core. As a result of these annihilation processes, the AQN starts to loose
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Fig. 5. Normalized spectrum ρ(v) of the AQN-induced axions, adopted from.51

its mass, and consequentially its size starts to shrink. To reiterate: the annihilation

of antinuggets when an AQN hits the stars or planets forces the surrounding do-

main wall to oscillate. These oscillations of domain wall generate excitation modes

and ultimately lead to radiation of the propagating axions. The spectrum of the

corresponding AQN-induced axions has been computed in,51 and we present the

corresponding results in Fig. 5.

There are several important features of this spectrum which are deserved to be

mentioned here. First of all, typical value vAQN
axion ' 0.6c is very large in comparison

with velocities of conventional galactic non-relativistic axions vaxion ∼ 10−3c. When

the AQN hits the Earth and the annihilation processes start the axions will be also

emitted as explained above. The corresponding axion density on the Earth’s surface

has been computed using full scale Monte Carlo simulations.52 The results of these

computations can be expressed as follows:

〈ρAQN
a (R⊕)〉 ∼ 5 · 10−6 GeV

cm3
, 〈vAQN

a (R⊕)〉 ' 0.6c. (19)

These axions are mostly produced in deep Earth’s underground where the density of

surrounding material is the highest. One should also note that on average a typical

nugget looses approximately 30% of its baryon charge when crosses the Earth. Axion

domain wall shrinks correspondingly, which eventually generates the axion density

(19). The resulting number density nAQN
a ' ρAQN

a /ma is approximately 5 orders

of magnitude smaller than conventional galactic axion number density assuming

that the galactic non-relativistic axions saturate the DM density observed today.

However, the flux (vAQN
a nAQN

a ) related to relativistic axions (19) is only 2 orders of

magnitude smaller than conventional flux of non-relativistic axion. Furthermore, due

to the greater velocities vAQN
a these axions interact with material in dramatically
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different way, which could strongly enhance the likelihood of their detection.

One should also mention that these axions can be treated as a classical field

because the number of the AQN-induced axions (19) accommodated by a single

de-Broglie volume is very large in spite of the fact that the de-Broglie wavelength

λ for relativistic AQN-induced axions is much shorter than for galactic axions,

nAQN
a λ3 ∼ 〈ρ

AQN
a (R⊕)〉
ma

·
(

~
mava

)3

∼ 106

(
10−4eV

ma

)4

� 1.

Another comment we would like to make is as follows. The production of the

low energy axions with va � c is strongly suppressed as one can see from Fig. 5.

However, the axions which are produced with extremely low velocities va . 11 km/s

will be trapped by the Earth’s gravitational field. These axions will be orbiting the

Earth indefinitely, and therefore they will be accumulated around the Earth during

entire life time which is 4.5 billion years.

The corresponding Monte Carlo simulations have been performed in51 with the

following estimate:

ρa(R⊕) ∼ 10−4 GeV

cm3
, 〈va(R⊕)〉 ' 8

km

s
[gravitationally bound axions]. (20)

The number density of the bound axions is at least 2 orders of magnitude smaller

than conventional axion number density assuming that the galactic non-relativistic

axions saturate the DM density. However, the corresponding wavelength λa ∼
~/(mava) of the gravitationally bound axions is approximately 30 times greater

than for galactic axions, which have a typical velocity of about ∼ 250 km/s. There-

fore, coherent effects can be maintained for a longer period of time in comparison

with the case of conventional galactic axion searches. One may hope that this fea-

ture of having a large coherence length, λa ∼ v−1
a , could play a key role in design

of specific instruments, capable of discovering such gravitationally trapped axions.

5.2. Broadband search strategy for the AQN-induced axions

The large average velocities 〈va〉 ' 0.6c of the emitted axions by AQNs dramatically

changes entire strategy of axion searches. This is because the axions are character-

ized by broad distribution with ma . ωa . 1.8 ma as discussed in previous subsec-

tion. Therefore, the corresponding axion detectors must be some kind of broadband

instruments. For example, if ma ≈ 1GHz, the detectors must be sensitive at least

to the window (1 − 2) GHz. The cavity type experiments such as ADMX are to

date the only ones to probe the parameter space of the conventional QCD axions

with 〈va〉 ∼ 10−3c, while we are interested in detection of the relativistic axions

with 〈va〉 ∼ 0.6c. This requires a different type of instruments and drastically dif-

ferent search strategies. We assume that some kind of broadband instruments can

be designed and built, see reviews19–22 with description of possible detectors.

With this assumption in mind, a strategy to probe the QCD axion can be for-

mulated as follows.53 It has been known since55 that the DM flux shows annual



February 28, 2022 16:24 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE review-MPLA

24 Ariel Zhitnitsky

modulation due to the differences in relative orientations of the DM wind and the

direction of the Earth motion around the Sun, which generates the flux difference.

The corresponding effect for AQN induced axions was computed in.52 The daily

modulations have been largely ignored in the past because they are numerically

very small for WIMP like models. Indeed, the velocity difference due to the Earth’s

rotation about its axis is only ∼ 0.5 km/s, to be compared with galactic wind ∼ 250

km/s. The daily modulation in the AQN model is a very specific feature of the AQN

model. Full scale Monte Carlo simulations carried out in52 have shown that the daily

modulation could be very largej.

The broadband strategy is to separate a large frequency band into a number of

smaller frequency bins with the width ∆ν ∼ ν according to the axion dispersion

relation as discussed above. The time dependent signal in each frequency bin ∆νi
has to be fitted according to the expected modulation pattern, daily, or annual. For

example, the annual modulation should be fitted according to the following formula

A(a)(t) ≡ [1 + κ(a) cos Ωa(t− t0)], ρAQN
a (t) ≡ A(a)(t)〈ρAQN

a (R⊕)〉 (21)

where Ωa = 2π yr−1 is the angular frequency of the annual modulation and label “a”

in Ωa stands for annual. The Ωat0 is the phase shift corresponding to the maximum

on June 1 and minimum on December 1 for the standard galactic DM distribution,

see.55,56

The same procedure should be repeated for all frequency bins “i”. Let us assume

that the modulation has been recorded in a specific bin ī. The modulation coefficient

κī(a) for a specific ī could be as large as 10%. The parameters Ωa, κī(a) and t0 are to

be extracted from the fitting analysis and compared with theoretical predictions.

A test that it is not a spurious signal is a relatively simple procedure: one should

check that no modulations appear in all other bins (except to possible neighbours

to ī bin). Furthermore, one should also check that no modulation occurs for zero

magnetic field when the axion -photon conversion cannot arise.

A similar procedure can be applied for the daily modulations and can be ex-

pressed as follows:

A(d)(t) ≡ [1 + κ(d) cos(Ωdt− φ0)], ρAQN
a (t) ≡ A(d)(t)〈ρAQN

a (R⊕)〉 (22)

where Ωd = 2π day−1 is the angular frequency of the daily modulation, while φ0

is the phase shift similar to Ωat0 in (21). It can be assumed to be constant on the

scale of days. However, it actually slowly changes during the annual seasons due to

the variation of the direction of DM wind with respect to the Earth, see footnote

j on the nature of the daily modulations. This feature can be used as a test to

remove the noise as the phase φ0 should change by π in 1/2 year such that the daily

modulations flip the sign in 1/2 year.

jThe daily modulations in the AQN model is a consequence of the AQN’s size difference between the
moment of entry and moment of exit resulting from annihilation processes during the propagation

in the Earth’s interior. Such effects do no exist for any fundamental particles such as WIMPs. This
difference may generate a large effect ∼ 10% for the daily modulations, see52 for the details.
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The daily modulations are much easier to analyze than annual modulations

because it obviously requires less time to collect sufficient statisticsk. Furthermore,

the daily modulation is very specific feature of the AQN framework which is not

shared by conventional WIMP-like DM candidates, see footnote j with a comment.

Therefore, the recording of the daily modulations leading to non-vanishing κ(d) on

the 10% level would be a very strong support for the AQN model. One should

also add that any axion search instruments presently operating can, in principle,

analyze the daily modulations along the lines described above. This obviously may

include all previous data sets. Such studies can be carried out by any haloscope

irrespectively to the conventional searches based on resonance scanning as the basic

idea is to combine entire data set (let us say collected during a specific month when

phase φ0 from (22) can be assumed to be constant) for each given hour to see if the

data show any daily modulation for a specific frequency band of the haloscope.

In summary, the AQN-induced axions characterized by broad distribution with

ma . ωa . 1.8 ma as discussed above will produce nonzero modulation coefficients

κ(a) and κ(d) in one frequency bin ī (or perhaps two neighbouring binsl). It is a

nontrivial consistency test that the modulation occurs in one and the same fre-

quency bin ī for two drastically different analyses: the fittings for (21) and (22),

correspondingly. A further consistency check is see whether the modulation is ob-

served in other frequency bins. Another consistency check is the zero field test, as

we already mentioned. One more consistency check is the study of the phase φ0

which must demonstrate the drift with a season. This is also important test to re-

move the spurious signals, even when the axion detectors are not designed for the

broadband searches. Finally, a more powerful test to exclude a spurious signal is

based on idea to use some kind of network of synchronized instruments to study

correlated signals. It should be considered as a unique tool which discriminates the

true signal contributing to (21) and (22) from a spurious noise background. This

topic will not be covered by this review, and we refer to the original papers53,54 for

the details.

6. Conclusion

We conclude this short review with the following comments. The AQN framework

was initially invented to explain in a very natural way the observed similarity be-

tween visible and dark components of the Universe: ΩDM ≈ ΩB. This generic rela-

tion is a direct consequence of the construction and does not depend on any specific

kFor example, accumulation the data during 3 months (90 days) when the phase φ0 remains

approximately constant, may give us some hints on daily modulations (22) as 90 complete cycles

are being accumulated. The same period of time is obviously too short to observe the annual
modulation given by (21) as a single annual cycle is far from being complete.
lFor example, for ma ' 1.25 · 10−5eV the bin width is very large: ∆ν ∈ (3, 5.4)GHz which is

precise manifestation of the broad band requirement as discussed above. It should be contrasted
with conventional cavity type experiments when ∆ν/ν ∼ 10−6.
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parameters of the model as both components are proportional to the same funda-

mental ΛQCD scale, and both components are originated at the same QCD epoch

as reviewed in sections 1 and 2.

The construction inevitably includes the antimatter in CS phase as a part of the

dark component. The anti-quarks are not easily available for annihilation unless

the AQNs hit the stars and planets, though some rare events of annihilations at the

galactic center (where both components, the visible and dark, are sufficiently high)

can also occur. We reviewed three specific recent applications of this framework: in

Section 3 we overviewed a possible resolution of the “solar corona mystery” while

in Section 4 we highlighted a possible resolution of the “mysterious TA bursts”.

We also reviewed in Section 5 a new broadband strategy to discover the AQN-

induced axions which are at the heart of the construction. Each section devoted to a

specific application concluded with a short summary where a number of independent

experiments, tests or observations is suggested to confirm, substantiate or refute this

proposal. There is no need to repeat these summaries again in Conclusion.

Instead, I would like to mention several other directions for future studies which

had not been covered by this review due to the size limitation. In particular, the

AQN model may explain some observed excesses of diffuse emission from the galac-

tic center the origin of which remains to be debated, see the original works57–62

with explicit computations of the galactic radiation excesses for varies frequencies,

including excesses of the diffuse X- and γ- rays. In all these cases photon emission

is originated from the electrosphere, and all intensities in different frequency bands

are expressed in terms of a single parameter 〈B〉 entering formula (3). Future ob-

servations, including the studies of the intensity and morphology of the well known

511 keV line may finally shed some light on the source of the excess of radiation,

which is still under active debates.

The AQNs may also offer a resolution of the “Primordial Lithium Puzzle” as

suggested in.8 The AQNs may also resolve the observed (by XMM-Newton at

11σ confidence level63) puzzling seasonal variation of the X-ray background in the

near-Earth environment in the 2-6 keV energy range as suggested in.64 The AQN

annihilation events in the Earth’s atmosphere could produce infrasound and seis-

mic acoustic waves and one can study these effects using the Distributed Acoustic

Sensors or modern seismometers as suggested in.65,66 In fact, it has been further

speculated in65 that a mysterious explosion which occurred on July 31st 2008 and

which was properly recorded by the dedicated Elginfield Infrasound Array might

be a good candidate for an AQN-annihilation event with very large B ' 1027 as

the basic estimates for the overpressure δp ≈ 0.3 Pa and the infrasound frequency

ν ∼ 5 Hz are amazingly close to the recorded signal. It has been also argued that

two anomalous events with noninverted polarity as observed by Antarctic Impulse

Transient Antenna (ANITA) collaboration67,68 could be explained within the same

AQN framework with the same fundamental parameters.69 These events are proven

to be hard to explain in terms of conventional cosmic rays, while the AQN frame-

work offers a natural explanation without introducing any additional parameters.
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This list is already very long, but obviously far from being complete. We conclude

on this optimistic note.
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