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Abstract. Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) photons can undergo resonant conversion into
axions in the presence of magnetized plasma distributed inside non-linear large-scale structure (LSS).
This process leads to axion-induced patchy screening: secondary temperature and polarization ani-
sotropies with a characteristic non-blackbody frequency dependence that are strongly correlated with
the distribution of LSS along our past light cone. We compute the axion-induced patchy screening
contribution to two- and three- point correlation functions that include CMB anisotropies and tracers
of LSS within the halo model. We use these results to forecast the sensitivity of existing and future
surveys to photon-axion couplings for axion masses between 2× 10−13 eV and 3× 10−12 eV, using a
combination of empirical estimates from Planck data of the contribution from instrumental noise and
foregrounds as well as modeled contributions on angular scales only accessible with future datasets.
We demonstrate that an analysis using Planck and the unWISE galaxy catalogue would be comple-
mentary to the most sensitive existing astrophysical axion searches, probing couplings as small as
3 × 10−12 GeV−1, while observations from a future survey such as CMB-S4 could extend this reach
by almost an additional order of magnitude.
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1 Introduction and Summary

The QCD axion and axion-like particles, generally referred to as axions, are among the most well-
motivated additions to the Standard Model (SM) [1–6]. Axions provide a solution to the strong CP
problem [1–4], and can be good dark matter candidates [7]. Axions can couple to the SM through
the strong or electromagnetic force. Here, we will be concerned with the coupling between the axion
and the photon, described by the Lagrangian:

Laγ = −1

4
gaγγ aF

µν F̃µν = gaγγ aE ·B, (1.1)
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where Fµν is the electromagnetic field-strength tensor and F̃µν ≡ 1/2 ϵµναβF
αβ its dual. The above

coupling allows the photon to oscillate into an axion in the presence of an external magnetic field
transverse to the photon three-momentum.

Searches for photon-axion conversion have been conducted over a wide range of the electromag-
netic spectrum and axion parameter space both in terrestrial laboratory experiments and through
astrophysical observations 1. These efforts have probed axions from effectively zero mass to masses
up to a TeV, and down to a coupling of gaγγ ∼ 10−11 GeV−1. In this paper, we focus on very low-mass
axions, ma ∼ O(peV), where the best existing limit on the axion-photon couplings gaγγ comes from
the CERN Axion Solar Telescope (CAST) experiment [10] and various astrophysical observations.
CAST uses a large magnetic field to induce the conversion of axions produced in the Sun to photons,
placing a limit of gaγγ < 6.6× 10−11 GeV−1 [11] at low mass. The strongest astrophysical constraints
arise from scenarios where sources of axions (from stars [12, 13] or supernovae [14]) are converted
to photons in the galactic magnetic field or scenarios where photons from a background source are
converted to axions in extragalactic magnetic fields (e.g. [15]). The strongest existing astrophysical
constraints are from the latter category, yielding gaγγ < 6 − 8 × 10−13 GeV−1 for ma ≲ 10 peV,
from the impact on AGN spectra of photons converting to axions in the magnetized intracluster
medium [15]. Constraints that are independent of the axion-photon coupling in this mass range also
comes from black hole superradiance [16], which can be affected by axion self-interactions [17].

The cosmic microwave background (CMB) is an exquisitely calibrated source: it has an almost
perfect blackbody frequency spectrum, anisotropies are small and follow simple, Gaussian statistics,
and it is only weakly polarized. Measurements of the CMB are therefore extremely sensitive to
secondary anisotropies and spectral distortions produced by the interactions of CMB photons with
large-scale structure (LSS) as they propagate through cosmic history to our telescopes. Secondary
anisotropies are a primary target of future CMB surveys such as Simons Observatory [18] (SO), CMB-
S4 [19], and CMB-HD [20] which lie on the high-resolution, low-noise frontier; their true potential will
be unleashed through cross-correlation with upcoming galaxy surveys performed by Vera Rubin Ob-
servatory Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST) [21], Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument [22]
(DESI), Euclid [23], and Spectro-Photometer for the History of the Universe, Epoch of Reioniza-
tion, and Ices Explorer [24] (SPHEREx). Standard Model sources of secondary anisotropies include
Sunyaev Zel’dovich effects (scattering from charges) and weak lensing (scattering from masses). Mea-
surements of these secondaries have broad application, from determining the sum of neutrino masses
to narrowing down the properties of inflationary cosmology [18–20]. Any beyond the SM (BSM)
physics scenarios that involves new interactions between CMB photons and LSS will lead to new
sources of secondary anisotropies. The high sensitivity and resolution of existing and upcoming sur-
veys motivates identifying the range of BSM models that lead to new CMB secondaries and designing
optimal search techniques for their signatures.

In this paper we investigate scenarios where CMB photons are converted to axions in magnetic
fields associated with LSS. As CMB photons transit a magnetic fieldB⊥, perpendicular to the photon’s
direction of propagation, the polarization state along B⊥, A∥, mixes with an ultra-relativistic axion
(ω ≫ ma) according to the equation of motion [25–27]

[
ω − i∂z +

1

2

(
−m2

γ/ω gaγγ |B⊥|
gaγγ |B⊥| −m2

a/ω

)](
A∥
a

)
= 0, (1.2)

where ma is the axion mass and m2
γ = e2ne/me denotes the photon plasma mass in an ionized

medium with electron density ne. The probability for a CMB photon to resonantly convert to an
axion is computed using the Landau-Zener expression [28–30]:

P res
A∥→a ≃ πωg2aγγ |B⊥|2

m2
a

∣∣∣∣∣
d lnm2

γ

dt

∣∣∣∣∣

−1

tres

, (1.3)

1For a comprehensive summary of ongoing effort to look for axions, see [8, 9].
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which is a good approximation for the scenarios considered throughout this paper 2. CMB photons
propagating along different lines of sight encounter varying magnetic fields in media with varying
density. From Eq. (1.3), the removal of CMB photons due to conversion into axions therefore leads
to an anisotropic spectral distortion of the CMB intensity and polarization.

Early work on the imprint of photon-axion conversion in the CMB used the absence of significant
spectral distortions of the CMB monopole observed by COBE/FIRAS [31] to rule out proposals for
axion-induced supernova dimming [32] 3. Ref. [33] proposed to look for anisotropic spectral distortions
of the CMB due to inhomogeneous plasma densities and magnetic fields, but assumed unrealistically
shallow plasma density gradients to maintain the resonance condition over long distances, leading to
an overestimate and incorrect frequency dependence of the conversion probability. Ref. [34] studied
the spectral distortion in intensity from individual clusters, and obtained upper limits from Planck
CMB temperature anisotropies of gaγγ ≲ O(10−11 GeV−1), subject to assumptions about magnetic
field profile in clusters.

Subsequently, Ref. [35] performed a detailed study of the CMB polarization and intensity signa-
ture from resonant and non-resonant conversion in the Milky Way’s magnetic fields (with resonant con-
version happening in coherent magnetic domains and non-resonant conversion in turbulent domains).
Achieving a strong constraint from this signal requires high spectral resolution. The near-term space-
based Lite-Bird [36] mission was forecasted to yield limits down to gaγγ ∼ 10−12 GeV−1 [35], with
stronger limits requiring futuristic missions such as PIXIE [37]. An analysis of the non-resonant signal
using Planck temperature anisotropies provided a far weaker constraint of gaγγ ≲ 10−9 GeV−1 [35].
Ref. [38] revisited the extragalactic signal first examined in [34], modeling the detectability of the
polarization signal. Subject to assumptions about magnetic fields, gas profiles, and the number of de-
tectable clusters, they demonstrate that sensitivity of beyond gaγγ ∼ 10−13 GeV−1 could be achieved
with next-generation CMB experiments such as CMB-S4. These works indicate that the CMB sig-
nature of photon to axion conversion could be competitive with the laboratory and astrophysical
constraints described above.

This paper proposes a new framework to look for the spectral secondary CMB temperature
and polarization anisotropies, sourced by the resonant conversion of CMB photons into axion ra-
diation within the magnetic field of structure in the late universe. The effect is analogous to the
case of CMB photons converting into dark photons studied in Ref. [39], hereafter Paper I, and man-
ifests as an anisotropic absorption optical depth with a characteristic linear frequency dependence,
τa(ω, n̂) ∝ ω that is strongly correlated with LSS. The radial profile of the electron density inside
halos provides a natural scanner of the photon plasma mass, which allows for resonant conversion
between CMB photons and light axions in the halo magnetic fields for more than a decade in axion
masses around ma ≃ 10−12 eV. Following Paper I, we use the halo model to compute two-point
correlation functions of the resulting secondary CMB temperature anisotropies, and their correlations
with tracers of LSS. Photon-axion conversion generates an anisotropic polarization signal from the
unpolarized CMB monopole. We derive the corresponding CMB two-point function and the CMB
polarization-LSS three-point function. To compute the signal strength, halo magnetic fields are mod-
elled according to state of the art hydrodynamical cosmological simulations. Depending on the axion
mass, photon-axion conversion predominantly occurs at different halo radii, inducing a characteristic
scale dependence in the correlations. Our results provide a simple framework for computing cor-
relation functions, which can be easily adapted to future analyses with differing assumptions. As
in Paper I, the known frequency dependence of the signal is crucial to disentangle the axion-induced
CMB secondary anisotropies from the primary anisotropies. We use the signal two- and three-point
functions to project the sensitivity of CMB and LSS surveys to the axion-photon coupling.

We forecast that current data from Planck and unWISE galaxies are complementary to the
best existing constraints from AGN spectra described above. The component-separated temperature-
galaxy correlator ⟨T ag⟩ is the most sensitive, and can in principle achieve gaγγ ≲ 3 × 10−12 GeV−1.

2We provide a detailed derivation of this formula and its range of validity in the context of this work in App. A. A
complimentary scenario where the axion mass is too light (effective massless) to satisfy the resonant condition anywhere
in the universe is discussed in App. F.

3It was also pointed out that, due to the photon plasma mass, the conversion probability acquires a frequency
dependence, making it hard to account for achromatic dimming of SNe [26].
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Other correlators have a slightly weaker sensitivity, which can be helpful in confirming any possible
detection. This strongly motivates an analysis using existing measurements, which we pursue in a
separate publication [40]. Even though the region in the axion parameter space that can be currently
probed seems disfavoured by other astrophysical searches, we stress that, given the assumptions
required to derive those bounds, it is nevertheless interesting to have complementary probes which
rely on a different set of assumptions and completely different observations. Moreover, we find that
a future search using results from the CMB-S4 experiment could be sensitive to up to an order of
magnitude smaller couplings compared to Planck, providing the most sensitive probe of axions in this
mass range. Data from ACT [41] and Simons Observatory [18] will continuously extend the reach in
parameter space as we approach the S4 era.

The paper is organized as follows. We describe photon-axion conversion inside an individual
halo in Sec. 2.1 and the resulting sky-averaged optical depth in Sec. 2.2. In Sec. 3 we derive the
CMB temperature and polarization anisotropies, computing the temperature and polarization auto-
correlation functions in Sec. 3.1, the temperature-galaxy cross-correlation function in Sec. 3.2, and
the polarization-galaxy bispectrum in Sec. 3.3. In Sec. 4.1 we investigate how CMB maps at different
frequencies can be used to separate the photon-axion conversion signal from the primary CMB as
well as galactic and extragalactic foregrounds. We forecast the sensitivity of existing and future CMB
and galaxy surveys to photon-axion conversion in Sec. 4.2 and comment on the limit of (effectively)
massless axions in Sec. 4.3. Finally, we conclude in Sec. 5. We include a set of appendices containing
various technical discussions and derivations. In App. A we derive the photon-axion conversion
probability and discuss the domain of validity in the context of our analysis. In App. B and D we
derive the two- and three-point correlators involving polarization. In App. C we detail the model
used for the galaxy distribution and their power spectra. In App. E we describe the foreground and
instrumental noise models used in our forecasts. In App. F we sketch the utility of our formalism
to the study of photon-axion conversion for (effectively) massless axions. In App. G we provide a
qualitative order-of-magnitude estimate of the effect and the expected sensitivity. Finally, in App. H
we derive the likelihood for the axion signal. Natural units are used throughout, with ℏ = c = kB = 1.

2 Photon-axion conversion inside large-scale structure

To model photon-to-axion conversion, we first need a model for the distribution of LSS. Here, we
work within the halo model (see e.g. Refs. [42, 43] for a review), where dark and baryonic matter is
assumed bound in virialized halos. The mass and redshift of halos determines the properties of the
baryonic matter and galaxies that inhabit them. Correlation functions are then computed from the
distribution of matter between and within halos. The halo model is extremely flexible, allowing for a
unified framework to incorporate a wide variety of observables. Below, we first compute the photon-
axion conversion probability in individual halos and then compute the sky-averaged (monopole) signal
over all halos.

2.1 Individual halo conversion

In this section, we derive the rate for resonant photon-axion conversion inside an individual halo,
which is the main ingredient needed to compute the axion-induced CMB spectral distortions and
anisotropies we study in the following sections. An important feature of the conversion into axions is
that only the photon polarization parallel to the magnetic field mixes with the axion [25]; therefore
there are two types of signal that can be looked for: a reduction (screening) in the intensity of the
CMB and an induced polarization.

In analogy with Paper I, we compute the probability that photons traveling along the direction
n̂ convert to axions inside a halo with mass mi, at comoving distance χi(zi), and redshift zi according
to the Landau-Zener expression Eq. (1.3). We assume halos to be spherically symmetric and centered
at n̂i. While individual halos could be far from spherical, we will only be concerned with ensemble
averages below, where spherical symmetry is a good approximation. Due to the gradient in the halo’s
gas density profile, at some distance rres(χi,mi) from the halo center, the resonance condition will be
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satisfied, with mγ(rres) = ma. Within these assumptions, the conversion probability is azimuthally
symmetric with respect to the halo center, and can be written as

P i
γ→a(χi,mi, n̂i − n̂) = P (χi,mi)Nres(χi,mi)u(n̂i − n̂|χi,mi) γ(n̂|χi), (2.1)

where

P (χi,mi) = πω(1 + zi)g
2
aγγ |B(rres, zi,mi)|2

∣∣∣∣∣
dm2

γ(r, zi,mi)

dr

∣∣∣∣∣

−1

rres

, (2.2)

Nres(χi,mi) =

{
2, rres < rvir,

1, rres = rvir,
(2.3)

u(n̂i − n̂|χi,mi) =

[
1− (χiθ/rres)

2

(1 + zi)2

]−1/2

. (2.4)

In the above expressions, θ ≃ |n̂i− n̂| ≤ rres(1+ zi)/χi ≪ 1 is the small angle between the halo center
and the photon trajectory. Nres counts the number of resonance crossings for rres within the virial
radius rvir; it is set to one for rres = rvir to smooth the sharp transition, i.e. the conversion only
happens half of the time at the edge. |B(rres, zi,mi)| denotes the magnitude of the magnetic field
inside the halo at the resonance radius. In general, the magnetic field within the halo has a finite
coherence length – much smaller than rvir or rres – and will take a random orientation in different
domains. To account for the random angle of the magnetic field along each photon propagation
direction, we multiply the conversion probability by γ(n̂). This function takes a different form – and
has different statistical properties – depending on whether we are computing the contribution of the
conversion to the intensity or polarization signals, since a different combination of the magnetic field
components enters in each case. We will therefore write γ(n̂) explicitly in Sec. 3, when computing the
axion-induced signal to CMB intensity and polarization anisotropies.

The radial profile of the photon plasma mass within a spherically symmetric halo can be modelled
using the baryonic gas density profile ρgas(r, zi,mi) based on hydrodynamical cosmological simulations
from Ref. [44], the widely-used Battaglia et al. AGN Feedback profile (see e.g. Ref. [45] for an example
in a different context). Assuming that protons account for all the baryonic mass and that there is
an equal number of electrons and protons, m2

γ(r, zi,mi) = e2ρgas(r, zi,mi)/(memp), where e is the
electric charge, me and mp the electron and proton masses, and the expression for ρgas is given in
Sec. 2.2 of Paper I.

To model the magnetic field profile within halos we use recent results from the high resolution
cosmological magneto-hydrodynamical zoom simulations from the Auriga project. The structure of
the magnetic field in the circumgalactic medium and its time evolution has been analysed for Milky
Way-like galaxies [46] and a broad range of halo masses [47]. We use the interpolated magnetic field
radial profiles provided by the authors of Ref. [47] for z < 1.9 in 7 halo mass bins between 1010 M⊙
and 1013 M⊙; for heavier halos, we conservatively use a flat extrapolation, i.e. we assume the same
magnetic field profile for all halo masses above the highest mass bin available. The magnetic field
we use only includes the smooth halo component and no contributions from sub-structure (such as
satellite galaxies) within the halos, which represent additions to the smooth density profile. For Milky
Way-like halos, the magnetic field at z = 0 reaches a value of about 0.1µG at the virial radius, with
larger (smaller) values for heavier (lighter) halos. While in an individual halo the magnetic field is far
from being spherically symmetric, we are only interested in statistically averaged quantities, in which
case the averaged |B(r)| profiles should give a good approximation.

Similar to Paper I, we compute only the conversion in the smooth circumgalactic medium, in
regions where the density is well characterized by the Battaglia density profile [44]. Making use of,
for example, the central region of disk galaxies will extend the sensitivity to higher axion masses.
Similarly, the sensitivity can be extended to lighter axions by utilizing the regions outside the virial
radius of a halo, where the baryon density slowly decreases to the average density of the universe.
Both extensions come with more modeling uncertainties associated with the density profile of matter
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and amplitude of the magnetic field in these regions. As a result, we defer these studies to a future
publication.

We emphasise that the resonance conversion formula in Eq. (2.1) is valid even for a finite co-
herence length of the magnetic field, as long as it varies slowly compared to the oscillation length
between the two mass eigenstates in vacuum, 4πω/m2

a. For the smallest axion masses considered
here, this is equivalent to a minimum coherence length of about a parsec, which is much smaller than
the smallest spatial resolution of the cosmological simulations, of O(kpc). The magnetization of the
circumgalactic medium is driven by galactic outflows transporting magnetised gas from the disk into
the halo and later amplified by a turbulent dynamo acting in the halo. Both of these processes operate
at length scales much larger than a parsec and strongly suggests that the magnetic field to be coherent
over long enough length scales for Eq. (2.1) to be valid. The results of the simulations additionally
show that the magnetic energy power spectra are dominated by scales ≳ 10 kpc [46], which support
the assumption made here that the magnetic field is dominated by relatively large-scale fluctuations,
while rapidly oscillating components can be neglected. Importantly, in this regime, the conversion
probability scales linearly with frequency and it is insensitive to the exact value of the magnetic field
coherence length. For a more detailed discussion on the derivation of the conversion probability and
its range of validity see App. A.

2.2 Conversion monopole and optical depth

The total photon-axion conversion probability is given by the sum of the individual halo contributions
from Eq. (2.1) along the line of sight. Since the magnetic field orientation changes randomly in each
halo (and also between the two resonance crossings in the same halo), the axion-induced polarization
will have a random positive or negative sign at each crossing of the conversion surface, yielding a
zero mean but non-zero variance. The photon-axion conversion always removes photons, therefore
reducing the intensity and screening the CMB monopole 4. On average, only one component of the
magnetic field contributes to the intensity axion-induced screening, such that the γ factor in Eq. (2.1)
averages to 1/3. We define the axion-induced screening optical depth in the direction n̂ as

τa(n̂) ≡
∑

i

P i
γ→a(χi,mi, n̂i − n̂) =

∑

i

P (χi,mi)Nres(χi,mi)u(n̂i − n̂|χi,mi)γ(n̂|χi)

=

∫ zmax

zmax

dz
dτa(n̂, χ)

dz
, (2.5)

where we have defined the differential optical depth as a function of redshift

dτa

dz
≡ χ2

H

∫
d2n̂′ dm

∑

i

δ(χ− χi)

χ2
δ2(n̂′ − n̂i)δ(m−mi)

1

3
P (χ,m)Nres(χ,m)u(n̂′ − n̂|χ,m), (2.6)

where H is the Hubble parameter at redshift z, we performed a change of variables from comoving
distance χ(z) to redshift, and we replaced explicitly the average value of the γ factor. Notice that,
similarly to the dark photon case of Paper I, the axion-induced screening has a simple scaling with
frequency and photon-axion coupling, in this case τa ∝ ωg2aγγ . We will leverage this frequency
dependence to appropriately combine CMB measurements across multiple frequency channels and
maximize the signal-to-noise ratio, as described in Sec. 3. The ensemble average of the optical depth
is

⟨τa(n̂)⟩ =
∫ zmax

zmax

dz

〈
dτa(n̂, z)

dz

〉

=

∫ zmax

zmax

dz
χ2

H

∫
dmn(χ,m)

1

3
P (χ,m)Nres(χ,m)

∫
d2n̂′ u(n̂′ − n̂|χ,m),

(2.7)

4This is analogous to Thomson scattering of CMB photons from free electrons in the post-reionization universe
screening the primary CMB anisotropies. Two crucial differences here are that while Thomson screening preserves
the blackbody spectrum, axion-induced screening does not and while Thomson screening couples only to temperature
anisotropies, axion-induced screening couples to the temperature monopole.
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where n(χ,m) denotes the isotropic average halo number density per volume per halo mass, i.e. the
halo mass function. Since the halo number density is isotropic, the average optical depth in Eq. (2.7)
does not depend on the direction and we can evaluate it at the north pole, n̂ = ẑ, to get the expected
screening monopole

τ̄a ≡ ⟨τa(0)⟩ =
∫ zmax

zmax

dz
χ2

H

∫
dmn(χ,m)

1

3
P (χ,m)Nres(χ,m)

∫
d2n̂ u(n̂|χ,m)

=

∫ zmax

zmin

dz
χ2

H

∫
dmn(χ,m)τ00(z,m). (2.8)

For later convenience, we have introduced the notation

τ00(z,m) ≡
√
4π

3
Nres(χ,m)P (z,m)u00(z,m), (2.9)

u00(z,m) ≡ 1√
4π

∫
d2n̂ u(θ|z,m) =

√
π
(1 + z)2r2res

χ(z)2
, (2.10)

for the optical depth monopole at each redshift and halo mass, and the monopole of the angular part
of the conversion probability u, respectively. In the next sections, these will be generalized to higher
multipoles.

We choose the limits of integration to range between a minimum redshift of zmin = 0.005 and
up to a maximum redshift for which the halo magnetic field profile is available zmax = 1.9, which
is well below the redshift at which reionization is complete. We checked for all our observables that
the lowest redshift bins give a subdominant contribution; however note that, in general, the effect
from individual particularly nearby objects can be significant [34], in particular, if we can resolve
and model the central regions of these objects, for the upper end of the axion masses. To perform
numerical computations we assume the mass-function of [48] that fixes the bias function [49], and the
concentration-mass relation from [50], which fixes the free parameters in the halo density profile. We
also work under the assumption that the halo boundary is at the virial radius where the overdensity is
≈ 178 greater than the background density, so that the halo mass is defined in a sphere of radius rvir in
units ofM⊙. We assume 100 halo mass bins logarithmically spaced in the 1011−1017 M⊙ interval. Our
numerical halo-model computations use a modified version of the code hmvec 5. Finally, throughout
this work we assume a flat ΛCDM cosmology, with parameters fixed by the best-fit Planck 2018
data [51]: Ωcdm = 0.11933, Ωb = 0.02242, H0 = 67.66 km/s/Mpc, ln

(
1010As

)
= 3.047, ns = 0.9665

and τreio = 0.0561.
Fig. 1 shows the differential optical depth dτ̄a/d ln z, the integrand of Eq. (2.8), as a function

of redshift for three choices of axion masses. The conversion mostly happens at low redshifts for
the smallest masses and at high redshift for the heavier masses, as expected following the redshift
evolution of the photon plasma mass. The range of redshifts where we have a reliable model for
the circumgalactic magnetic field limits the range of heavy axion masses accessible in our analysis.
Therefore, our result for the integrated optical depth is conservative, as it would in principle receive
additional contributions at higher redshifts.

The total optical depth over the sky from Eq. (2.8) represents a spectral distortion of the black-
body CMB spectrum from photon-axion conversion inside structure in the late universe, and can be
used to derive a bound on the axion-photon coupling from COBE/FIRAS [31]. The resulting con-
straint obtained from a chi-square test identical to what was implemented in Paper I is shown in
Fig. 2. Spectral distortions can only probe couplings as small as 10−9 GeV−1, which are well within
the excluded region from the axion helioscope CAST [11]. Note that COBE/FIRAS can only exclude
an optical depth of τ̄a ≳ 10−2 (see Fig. 1); the reason for such a weak bound is that the effect from
an optical depth with linear frequency scaling can be partially compensated by increasing the best fit
black body temperature. In fact, in the high frequency tail, where the axion-induced screening effect
is strongest, exp

[
−ω/(T̄ +∆T̄ )

]
≃ exp

(
−ω/T̄

)
(1 + ω ∆T̄ /T̄ 2); for example, we find that a change of

5https://github.com/simonsobs/hmvec
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Figure 1. The axion-induced differential optical depth (see Eq. (2.8)) as a function of redshift for three
choices of axion mass ma. The coupling constant gaγγ is fixed as labeled and we use a reference frequency
ω/(2π) = 145 GHz. The latter is adopted for all the figures throughout this work. At the low-end of the
axion masses accessible in our analysis, the conversion takes place in the outermost regions of low-redshift
halos, where electron densities reach the lowest amplitude. For heavier axions, the density required to undergo
resonant conversion increases, and a broader range of redshift becomes relevant. The non-smooth features in
these curves are due to the magnetic field profiles evaluated in discrete coarse halo mass bins as provided by
Ref. [47]. We work under the assumption that there are no significant magnetic fields in the circumgalactic
medium for virialized halos beyond z > 1.9. This represents a boundary on the axion-induced screening that
results in a natural cutoff at ma ≃ 3× 10−12 eV for the range of axion masses accessible with this method.

the best fit CMB temperature T̄ by a small fractional amount of ∆T̄ /T̄ ≲ 10−4 is enough to wash out
the axion screening spectral distortions for gaγγ = 10−10 GeV. The bound is therefore coming from
higher order terms and from the low frequency tail, where the effect is weaker. This constraint could
be strengthened slightly if additional contributions to the spectral distortion were taken into account,
such as contributions from higher redshift, the conversion in the intercluster medium (which contains
a larger volume compared to structure, but also weaker magnetic fields), and the contribution to the
conversion inside the Milky Way.

However, as shown in the rest of this work, the sensitivity to the photon-axion coupling can be
improved by a few orders of magnitude by considering the anisotropies induced by the photon-axion
conversion inside structure. In the next section, we introduce the anisotropic axion-screened CMB
temperature and polarization fields and compute the most promising observables to look for an axion
signal: the two-point auto-correlation functions, the two-point temperature and LSS cross-correlation
function, and the polarization and LSS three-point function.

3 Axion-induced patchy screening

Conventionally, the CMB temperature and polarization anisotropies are given with respect to the
mean brightness temperature, i.e. the CMB blackbody temperature T̄ = 2.726K. The photon-axion
conversion effect from Eq. (2.1) removes CMB photons, or equivalently reduces the intensity of the
blackbody spectrum, in a frequency dependent way. The corresponding axion-induced fluctuations to
the temperature and polarization Stokes parameters are:

T a(n̂) = −1− e−x

x
T̄

∫ zmax

zmin

dz
dτa(n̂, χ)

dz
γI(n̂, χ), (3.1)

(Q± iU)a(n̂) = −1− e−x

x
T̄

∫ zmax

zmin

dz
dτa(n̂, χ)

dz
γ±(n̂, χ), (3.2)

where x ≡ ω/T̄ , the multiplicative factor arises when converting from intensity to temperature
units [33], and the differential contribution to axion-induced screening is defined in Eq. (2.6). In the
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Figure 2. The region of interest in the parameter space of axion mass ma and coupling to photons gaγγ . In
grey we show the existing bounds reproduced from the repository [9], which include: the CAST helioscope [11]
(shaded gray), the non-observation of γ-rays from axions produced in the SN1987A that convert to photons
in the galactic magnetic field [14] (solid dark gray), the non-observation of X-rays from axions produced in
stars that convert to photons in the galactic magnetic field [12] (solid gray), and the absence of spectral
distortions in the X-ray spectra of cluster-hosted quasars due to photon-axion conversion [15] (solid light
gray). Note that Ref. [13] recently placed a limit comparable to the NCG 1275 line from the non-observation
of X-rays from stellar axions produced in M82 and M87 which is not shown here. The blue shaded region
represents the parameters excluded at 99% confidence level from requiring that the CMB spectral distortions
from photon-axion conversion inside halos is compatible with the COBE/FIRAS measurements [31], using the
optical depth described in Sec. 2.2 (see Eq. (2.8)) and a χ2-squared test identical to what was implemented
in Paper I.

equations above we have considered only the dominant contributions proportional to the CMB temper-
ature monopole T̄ , neglecting the screening of CMB anisotropies; because the axion-induced screening
couples to the monopole, we can hope to differentiate it from the primordial CMB anisotropies, which
are about 5 orders of magnitude smaller, despite the suppression from the small photon-axion coupling.

The fields γI,±(n̂, χ) in Eq. (3.1) and (3.2) encode the information about the magnetic field
components perpendicular to the line of sight that contribute to the conversion. Explicitly,

γI(n̂, χ) = 3
Bθ(n̂, χ)

2 +Bϕ(n̂, χ)
2

|B(n̂, χ)|2 ,

γ±(n̂, χ) =
3

2

(Bθ(n̂, χ)∓ iBϕ(n̂, χ))
2

|B(n̂, χ)|2 ,

(3.3)

where Bθ,ϕ are the polar and azimuthal components along each line of sight n̂ and |B| is total
magnitude (evaluated at the location of the resonance at comoving distance χ). The overall factor of
3 is just due to the choice of normalization of dτa/dz to include a factor of 1/3 (see Eq. (2.6)). For
simplicity, we model the magnetic field as a random Gaussian field roughly constant over a domain
of characteristic physical size rdom ∈ [1, 10] kpc, which is independent of halo mass and redshift. If
the magnetic fields have a random orientation in each domain, averaging over many domains gives

〈
γI(n̂, χ)

〉
= 1,

〈
γ±(n̂, χ)

〉
= 0. (3.4)

The corresponding two-point functions are

〈
γI(n̂1, χ)

∗γI(n̂2, χ)
〉
≃

〈∣∣γI(n̂1)
∣∣2
〉
= 1, (3.5)

〈
γ±(n̂1, χ)

∗γ±(n̂2, χ)
〉
=

〈∣∣γ±(n̂1, χ)
∣∣2
〉
× e−|n̂1−n̂2|2/(2θ2

dom) =
9

Nres

2

15
e−|n̂1−n̂2|2/(2θ2

dom), (3.6)
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Figure 3. Schematic representation of the axion-induced screening n-point functions considered in this work.
The green circle represents the distance from the halo’s center at which mγ = ma; all the photon trajectories
crossing the halo within the circle undergo resonant photon-axion conversion. For the temperature (top
row) the leading-order observables in gaγγ are: ⟨T aT a⟩ auto-correlation (left, see Sec. 3.1) and ⟨T ag⟩ cross-
correlation (center, see Sec. 3.2), both with non-vanishing 1-halo and 2-halo terms. We checked that the
bispectrum ⟨T aT ag⟩ does not improve the sensitivity compared to the two-point functions considered. For
polarization (bottom row) the leading-order observables are: ⟨BaBa⟩ auto-correlation (left, see Sec. 3.1),
with the 1-halo term only, and ⟨BaBag⟩ bispectrum (right, see Sec. 3.3), with 1-halo and 2-halo terms (both
dominated by squeezed triangles). The orange shaded region in the bottom row represents a magnetic field
domain, where the polarization signal is correlated (see Eq. (3.6)). Note that the figures are not to scale and
are given for illustrative purposes only.

where θdom(z) = rdom(1 + z)/χ(z). Any cross-correlation between I,+ or − vanishes6. The factor
of Nres in the denominator of Eq. (3.6) is to account for the fact that, for polarization, there is no
cross-correlation between the resonant crossings going in and out of the halo (so that the polarization
correlation should scale as Nres and not N2

res)
7.

In the following subsections we present the expressions for the signal contribution to the relevant
two- and three- point functions in harmonic space. These will be used to forecast the sensitivity of
current and future CMB and LSS surveys to axions that couple to photons in Sec. 4. A schematic
representation of the terms that enter the axion-signal n-point statistics computed here is given in
Fig. 3 for illustrative purposes.

3.1 CMB temperature and polarization auto-correlation functions

In the previous section we explored the effect of resonant axion-photon conversion on the temperature
and polarization of the CMB at the field level. Here, we derive the two-point angular correlation
functions of these fields. In analogy with Paper I we use a halo model approach [42, 43, 52, 53].
Below we report power spectra in harmonic space following the usual notation for statistically isotropic

6For the temperature two-point function
〈
γI(n̂1)∗γI(n̂2)

〉
we neglect a second, sub-leading, contribution of

4/5 e−|n̂1−n̂2|2θ2dom/2 that is non-zero only for small angular separations |n̂1 − n̂2| inside the same domain, which
are mostly unresolved. Depending on the domain size and the resolution of the CMB experiment, this term could
contribute detectable small-scale power.

7Strictly speaking, Nres is not the same in each halo, so it cannot be factorized outside of the sum over halos;
however it is just equal to 2 in most cases and we adopt this factorization for simplicity, so as to use the same dτa/dz
in Eqs. (3.1)-(3.2) and keep the same notation in the computation of the temperature and polarization power spectra.
Operationally, this means that we use the τa power spectra with the appropriate power of Nres in each case.
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correlators, with

⟨X∗
ℓmX ′

ℓ′m′⟩ = CXX′

ℓ δℓℓ′δmm′ , (3.7)

where X(′) denotes a general field on the sky, X
(′)
ℓm its corresponding spherical harmonic coefficients

and δℓℓ′ is a Kronecker delta. Real space correlators can be written in terms of their power spectra as

ξXX′
(n̂1 − n̂2) =

ℓmax∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑

m=−ℓ

CXX′

ℓ Y ∗
ℓm(n̂1)Yℓm(n̂2) =

ℓmax∑

ℓ=0

4π

2ℓ+ 1
CXX′

ℓ Pℓ(n̂1 · n̂2), (3.8)

where Yℓm are the spherical harmonic functions and Pℓ denotes the Legendre polynomial of degree ℓ
and ℓmax is set by the angular resolution of the survey. If X is a spin-2 function, analogous expressions
hold for expansions in spin-2 spherical harmonics.

The first quantities to model are anisotropies in axion-induced screening τa, specifically the
angular power spectrum, Cττ

ℓ . This quantity carries two crucial features of the signal: the small-scale
dependence on the halo profile and the large-scale clustering of structure. In the halo model, these
are captured by the 1-halo and 2-halo terms contributing to the power spectrum, respectively. The
full expression was derived in detail in Paper I. Here we simply report the result, expressing the
harmonic-space screening optical depth as

τaℓ0(z,m) ≡
√

4π

2ℓ+ 1

1

3
Nres(z,m)P (z,m)uℓ0(z,m), (3.9)

uℓ0(z,m) ≡
√

2ℓ+ 1

4π

∫
d2n̂ u(θ|z,m)Pℓ(cos θ), (3.10)

which generalizes Eqs. (2.9) and (2.10) to higher multipoles. The power spectrum is given by

Cττ
ℓ = Cττ, 1−halo

ℓ + Cττ, 2−halo
ℓ ,

Cττ, 1−halo
ℓ =

∫ zmax

zmin

dz
χ(z)2

H(z)

∫
dmn(z,m) [τaℓ0(z,m)]

2
,

Cττ, 2−halo
ℓ =

∫ zmax

zmin

dz
χ(z)2

H(z)

[∫
dmn(z,m)b(z,m)τaℓ0(z,m)

]2
P lin

(
ℓ+ 1

2

χ(z)
, z

)
.

(3.11)

where P lin is the linear matter power spectrum evaluated at comoving wavenumbers k =
(
ℓ+ 1

2

)
/χ

and redshift z, b(z,m) is the linear halo bias and n(z,m) is the halo mass function. The expression
given here is the result obtained after taking the Limber approximation to simplify the halo-halo
power spectrum [54, 55].8

The axion-induced screening CMB power spectra are based on Cττ
ℓ and the properties of the γI,±

coefficients. Due to the latter, the only non-vanishing terms are the temperature and polarization
auto-correlations, while any cross-correlation vanishes.

The temperature auto-correlation function takes a simple form, given that the coefficients γI

are defined with unit variance and do not add any angular dependence. Therefore, the temperature
power spectrum is simply proportional to the τa screening auto-power spectrum and reads

CT aT a

ℓ =

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2

Cττ
ℓ , (3.13)

8We have verified numerically that, over the range of scales considered here, the Limber approximation is equivalent
to the full expression given in App. B2 of Paper I,

Cττ, 2−halo
ℓ =

 ∏
i=1,2

∫ zmax

zmin

dzi
χ(zi)

2

H(zi)

∫
dmi n(zi,mi)b(zi,mi)τ

a
ℓ0(z,mi)

 Clin
ℓ (z1, z2) ,

Clin
ℓ (z1, z2) =

2

π

∫
dkk2jℓ(kχ1)jℓ(kχ2)

√
P lin(k, χ1)P lin(k, χ2).

(3.12)

Further details on how to reduce the result above to Eq. (3.11) are also given in App. D (see Eq. (D.16)-(D.17)).
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including both 1-halo and 2-halo contributions.9

The polarization auto-correlation has a slightly more involved expression. Due to the finite
magnetic field coherence length, the polarization signal is correlated only on small angular scales, at
or below the angular size of the projected magnetic field domain – see Eq. (3.6). In recent simulations,
the magnetic field energy power spectra are dominated by scales between 1 and 100 kpc over the halo
masses considered [47]. Therefore, except for the nearest and more massive halos, the projected
angular size of a magnetic field domain, θdom, is small and will not be resolved with existing and
future surveys (ℓ ∼ 104 corresponds to a physical scale of about 100 kpc at a distance of 1 Gpc).

The scaling of the axion-induced polarization with magnetic field domain size can be understood
as follows: the contribution to the signal integrated over the angular area of one halo of size θvir adds
up incoherently from the unresolved Ndom domains within the halo and scales as Ba ∝ θ2dom

√
Ndom; on

the effectively two dimensional conversion surface there are Ndom ≃ (θvir/θdom)
2 domains; therefore,

the polarization two-point function will scale as (θdomθvir)
2. Despite the suppression from the small

angle θdom, there are several handles on the polarization signal that can be leveraged for detection:
it induces B-modes (the signal contributes equally to E (curl-free) and B (gradient-free) modes, but
as we see below, the noise is lower for B-modes), it has a characteristic frequency dependence, and
it is correlated with the location of galaxies. For these reasons, we find it can be competitive and
complementary to the temperature observables, although it is sensitive to the unknown value of the
magnetic field coherence length.

Here we report the power spectra for the E and B modes. These are derived in App. B from the
two-point functions of the Stokes parameters Q and U , following the standard expansion in spin-2
spherical harmonics for the polarization tensor. The final result is10

CEaEa

ℓ = CBaBa

ℓ =

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)

∫
dmn(z,m)

∑

LL′

(
W 220

ℓL′L

)2
[τaL0(z,m)]

2
Cpol

L′ (z,m),

(3.14)
where the factor W 220

ℓL′L, defined in Eq. (B.6), arises due to the appropriate weighting by Wigner 3j-

symbols when combining the product of spherical harmonics, and Cpol
ℓ denotes the power spectrum

of the appropriate combination of γ functions from Eq. (3.3) with two-point function from Eq. (3.6),
which captures the correlation length of magnetic domains. These are

Cpol
ℓ (z,m) ≡ 1

4

[
C+

ℓ (z,m) + C−
ℓ (z,m)

]
=

9

Nres(z,m)

1

15
2πθ2dom(z) exp

[
−ℓ(ℓ+ 1)θ2dom(z)/2

]
(3.15)

where θdom(z) = rdom(1 + z)/χ(z) and we fix the physical size of the magnetic field domain rdom ∈
[1, 10] kpc. Comparing Eq. (3.11) with (3.14), notice that there is no contribution from the 2-halo
term for the polarization screening. Since the magnetic field direction varies randomly in different
domains, the polarization signal has a non-zero correlation only for points within the same domain.

The resulting power spectra are shown in Fig. 4, where the temperature power spectrum from
Eq. (3.13) is compared to the polarization power spectra spectra from (3.14), for one choice of axion
mass and coupling. From the flat shape of the CEaEa

ℓ /CBaBa

ℓ , we see that the polarization signal
is predominantly coming from unclustered positive and negative sources. At large-scales, where the
2-halo term dominates, the signal in ⟨T aT a⟩ is significantly larger than ⟨EaEa⟩ , ⟨BaBa⟩. Notice
that the relative size between the temperature and polarization power spectra will change slightly
at different values of the axion mass: lighter axions correspond to conversions at smaller redshifts,
when the angular size of the magnetic field domain is less suppressed for nearby halos; therefore the
polarization signal is stronger (relative to ⟨T aT a⟩) for smaller masses and becomes more suppressed
at larger masses. This will be apparent when comparing the sensitivity to photon-axion couplings
from ⟨T aT a⟩ and ⟨BaBa⟩, whose relative importance will depend on the axion mass (see Sec. 4.2).
Finally, the fact that the signal in polarization is weaker than the one in temperature at almost all
scales, does not mean that the polarization does not contribute to the overall signal sensitivity. In

9The monopole of the axion-induced temperature is given by ⟨T a⟩ = −(1− e−x)/x T̄ τ̄a.
10Note that within this assumption of randomly oriented magnetic field in each domain, the correlation function

⟨EaBa⟩ vanishes.
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Figure 4. Axion-screening induced CMB power spectra for fixed axion parameters as labeled and reference
frequency ω/(2π) = 145 GHz. The temperature power spectrum CTaTa

ℓ is given in Eq. (3.13) and shown by the
black solid line, while the polarization power spectrum CBaBa

ℓ is given in (3.14) and shown by the blue dotted,
dashed, and solid lines, for magnetic domain size of rdom = 1, 5, and 10 kpc, respectively. The amplitude
of the power spectrum scales as r2dom, as expected. The ratio between the temperature and polarization
power spectra at fixed ℓ changes depending on the axion mass. In general, for the range of magnetic domain
sizes chosen, the temperature power spectrum is stronger on all scales. This is in part due to the fact that
the polarization auto-correlator does not receive inter-halo contributions proportional to the linear matter
power spectrum. On small scales of ℓ > O(103), where the 1-halo term dominates, the polarization signal
can be competitive with the temperature, especially at low axion mass where there is no redshift-dependent
suppression from Cpol

ℓ (see Eq. (3.15)).

fact, ⟨BaBa⟩ gives a much cleaner channel to look for non-SM effects, due to the small amplitude of
lensing B-modes, making it possible to distinguish a smaller signal compared to the ⟨T aT a⟩ channel.

3.2 CMB temperature-LSS cross-correlation

Since axion-induced screening occurs inside LSS, the cross-correlation of the CMB with a tracer of LSS
will be more sensitive than the CMB auto-correlations discussed in the previous section. On one hand,
the cross-correlation contains only one power of the small coupling squared g2aγγ - compared to the
double insertion in the auto-correlation functions - which translates into a more favourable scaling of
the sensitivity with the highest accessible multipole ℓmax, as can be seen from the signal-to-noise ratio
described below in Sec. 4.2 (see also App. G for a qualitative order-of-magnitude comparison of the
sensitivity of different observables). Additionally, having a template based on the distribution of LSS
helps in the detection of a weak signal. Finally, cross-correlation minimizes the impact of uncorrelated
foregrounds and systematics that contribute strongly to the individual auto-spectra, increasing the
sensitivity of the measurement. The simple cross-correlation between the axion-induced polarization
signal and LSS vanishes due to the random orientation of the magnetic field in different domains (there
are, however, non-vanishing higher-point functions that will be described in Sec. 3.3). Therefore, here
we focus on the two-point correlation function between the axion-induced temperature signal and
LSS,

⟨T a(n̂1)g(n̂2)⟩ , (3.16)

where T a(n̂) is defined in Eq. (3.1) and g(n̂) represents the projected galaxy overdensity field. Since the
axion-induced screening signal in the CMB is projected along the line-of-sight and receives contribution
from a wide range of redshifts, we do not require precise redshift measurements. The ideal tracer has a
high number-density, to leverage both the clustering signal on large angular scales and the small-scale
structure within halos. In the following, we adopt the unWISE galaxy sample [56, 57] as our fiducial
tracer. We focus on the blue sample, which contains ∼ 50 million objects over roughly 60% of the
sky with a well-characterized redshift distribution. The galaxy field template g(n̂) is defined as an
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overdensity in the counts of a galaxy survey, weighted by the fractional number of galaxies in the
sample per redshift bin and integrated over the line-of-sight [58, 59]:

g(n̂) =

∫
dz

dNg

dz

ng(z, n̂)− n̄g(z)

n̄g(z)
, (3.17)

where n̄g is the mean number density of galaxies per redshift bin and dNg/dz is the galaxy redshift

distribution normalized so that
∫
dz

dNg

dz = 1. To model how the observed galaxies populate the
underlying dark matter halo distribution, we use the Halo Occupation Distribution (HOD) [60] as
described in Ref. [61]. The full details of the HOD can be found in App. C; here we report only the
resulting galaxy field auto power-spectrum and the cross-correlation with the axion-induced signal.

Within this framework, the unWISE galaxy sample is modeled by a population of galaxies at
the centre of their dark matter halo, ‘centrals’, and a population of ‘satellite’ galaxies distributed
according to the dark matter density profile in each halo. Following Ref. [62], the result is

Cgg
ℓ = Cgg, 1−halo

ℓ + Cgg, 2−halo
ℓ +ASN,

Cgg, 1−halo
ℓ =

∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)

∫
dmn(z,m)

〈
|ug

ℓ (z,m)|2
〉
,

Cgg, 2−halo
ℓ =

∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)

[∫
dmn(z,m)b(z,m)ug

ℓ (z,m)

]2
P lin

(
ℓ+ 1

2

χ(z)
, z

)
,

(3.18)

where ug
ℓ (z,m) describes the mean distribution of galaxies and their distribution inside halos,

〈
|ug

ℓ (z,m)|2
〉

is the second moment of the distribution, and ASN denotes the shot noise contribution and is an em-
pirically determined parameter of the model. These functions depend on the details of the HOD, and
are defined in App. C.

The cross-power between the axion-induced screening temperature anisotropies and unWISE
galaxies is a straightforward generalization of the galaxy-galaxy power spectrum. Noting that T a

ℓ (z,m) ∝
τaℓ (z,m), the cross-power is

CT ag
ℓ =

1− e−x

x
T̄
[
Cgτ, 1−halo

ℓ + Cgτ, 2−halo
ℓ

]
,

Cgτ, 1−halo
ℓ =

∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)

∫
dmn(z,m)τaℓ (z,m)ug

ℓ (z,m),

Cgτ, 2−halo
ℓ =

∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)


 ∏

i=1,2

∫
dmi n(z,mi)b(z,mi)


 τaℓ (z,m1)u

g
ℓ (z,m2)P

lin

(
ℓ+ 1

2

χ(z)
, z

)
.

(3.19)

The cross-power depends on the redshift overlap in the axion-induced optical depth and the distribu-
tion of unWISE galaxies described by ug

ℓ (z,m). As discussed in App. C, ug
ℓ (z,m) is proportional to

the redshift distribution of galaxies in the unWISE blue sample, which spans the range 0.2 ≲ z ≲ 0.8.
Comparing with Fig. 1, the overlap is greatest at low axion mass ma. The strength of the auto-
and cross-correlations depends on the statistical power of the halo model: when the distribution of
structure is known to high precision, the signal-to-noise of the estimator is enhanced. In principle,
the best sensitivity is achieved when the location of all halos and distribution of galaxies therein is
known.

An example of the axion-induced cross-correlation power spectra CT ag
ℓ at fixed coupling constant

gaγγ is shown in Fig. 5 for three different values of the axion mass ma. For ℓ < 1000, the curves
follow the linear matter power spectrum P lin

ℓ (through the 2-halo term) and have similar shapes but
different amplitudes. On smaller angular scales, where the 1-halo term dominates, the cross-spectra
hold information about the resonance scale characteristic of each mass.

Fig. 5 also shows the galaxy auto-spectra corresponding to the full unWISE sample Cgg
ℓ defined

in Eq. (3.18), as well as for central galaxies only Cgg,cen
ℓ defined in Eq. (C.7). As explained in the next

section, when deriving expressions for the axion-induced bispectrum, we use a centrals-only galaxy
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Figure 5. Cross-correlation of the axion-induced CMB temperature screening with a tracer of LSS for fixed
photon-axion coupling as labeled and reference frequency ω/(2π) = 145 GHz. The signal angular cross-power
spectrum is defined in Eq. (3.19) and shown by the blue, orange, and green solid lines for ma = 3, 7, and
9 × 10−13 eV, respectively. On large scales, the main difference in the three spectra is the amplitude, while
the spectral shape is dictated by the proportionality with the linear matter power spectrum P lin

ℓ . On small
scales, the spectra hold some information about the conversion radius rres characteristic for each axion mass.
Also shown are the galaxy-galaxy and centrals-only power-spectra Cgg

ℓ (black dashed line) and Cgg, cen
ℓ (black

dotted line), defined in Eq. (3.18) and Eq. (C.7) respectively. On large-scales, the galaxy auto-spectra trace
the linear matter power spectrum, while at small scales they asymptote to the shot noise terms (ASN and
Acen

SN ). The HOD parameters used to model the properties of the galaxies are the best-fit values from the
unWISE blue catalogue obtained in Ref. [61] (see App. C).

template to simplify the calculation. This simplification should be a conservative choice, which only
mildly affects the forecasted sensitivity to the axion coupling strength. Notice that on large-scales
both curves trace the matter power spectrum, but with a slightly larger amplitude for the full galaxy
power spectrum; the reason for this discrepancy is that both the number of satellite galaxies and the
bias function are larger for heavier halos, while the number of centrals is constant above a certain
mass threshold; therefore, removing satellites removes a preferential weighting of large-bias halos, in
turn reducing the amplitude of the 2-halo term (cf. definitions Eq. (3.18) and Eq. (C.7)). At small
scales, on the other hand, Cgg,cen

ℓ becomes larger due to a larger shot noise term in a sample with
fewer galaxies, Acen

SN > ASN.

3.3 CMB polarization and LSS bispectrum

Similarly to the CMB-LSS cross-correlation observable constructed in the previous section for the
axion-induced temperature map, it is possible to leverage the fact that the polarization signal origi-
nates in structure. In this case, however, the leading-order non-vanishing observable is the three-point
function containing two polarization fields and one galaxy field. The simple cross-correlation vanishes
because it has only one insertion of the polarization field. Therefore we are interesting in obtaining
the signal contribution to

⟨(Q± iU)a(n̂1)(Q± iU)a(n̂2)g(n̂3)⟩ , (3.20)

where (Q± iU)a(n̂) is defined in Eq. (3.2) and g(n̂) represents the projected galaxy overdensity field
as defined in Eq. (3.17). To simplify the calculation of the bispectrum, we only include galaxies at the
center of each halo, neglecting satellite galaxies. The HOD modeling with centrals-only is outlined in
App. C and the corresponding auto-power spectrum is given in Eq. (C.7) and shown in Fig. 5.

Since the polarization signal is non-zero only for small angular separations that fall within the
same magnetic field domain (within the same halo), the three point function above will receive a non-
vanishing contribution only for |n̂1 − n̂2| ≲ θdom(χ). There are then two contributions to Eq. (3.20):
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a 1-halo term, where n̂3 is taken to be at the center of a halo while n̂1 and n̂2 are two points in the
same halo, and a 2-halo term, where n̂3 is taken to be at the center of a different halo than n̂1 and
n̂2. Since the magnetic domain size is typically much smaller than both the characteristic resonance
conversion radius and the separation between two halos, both 1-halo and 2-halo terms are dominated
by squeezed configurations of the bispectrum. Similar to the case of the auto-correlation functions,
the 1-halo term will be sensitive to the small-scale shape of the halos, while the 2-halo term holds
information about the modulation of small-scale power by the density field as traced by LSS. We find
the the two terms are comparable, but the 2-halo terms slightly dominates across the full range of
axion masses considered.

The full derivation is presented in App. D and here we report the final expressions for the
angle-averaged bispectrum, which is the quantity appearing in the signal-to-noise ratio used for the
sensitivity forecast. In terms of the B-mode (the same expression applies to the E-mode), the result
is

BBaBag
ℓℓ′ℓ′′ = BBaBag, 1−halo

ℓℓ′ℓ′′ + BBaBag, 2−halo
ℓℓ′ℓ′′ , (3.21)

BBaBag, 1−halo
ℓℓ′ℓ′′ =

√
(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

+2 −2 0

)
eℓℓ′ℓ′′×

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)

∫
dmn(χ,m)ug,cen(χ,m)×

∑

LL′

(
W 000

ℓ′′LL′

)2
τaL0(χ,m)τaL′0(χ,m)

Cpol
ℓ (χ) + Cpol

ℓ′ (χ)

2
,

(3.22)

BBaBag, 2−halo
ℓℓ′ℓ′′ =

√
(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

+2 −2 0

)
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x
T̄
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H(z)


 ∏
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∫
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W 220

ℓL′L

)2
+
(
W 220

ℓ′L′L

)2

2
[τaL0(χ,m1)]

2 Cpol
L′ (χ)P

lin

(
ℓ′′ + 1

2

χ(z)
, z

)
,

(3.23)

where W 220
ℓL′L is defined in Eq. (B.6) and eℓℓ′ℓ′′ in Eq. (D.8) and all the other quantities have been

introduced in Sec. 3.1- 3.2. Since we have included central galaxies only in our LSS tracer for the
bispectrum calculation, our prediction of the signal is conservative, and additional contributions are
expected from satellites galaxies in the sample. The above bispectrum contribution to the signal have
been derived in the limit of the squeezed triangles ℓ, ℓ′ ≫ ℓ′′ and are symmetric under the exchange
of ℓ ↔ ℓ′, as expected.

The axion-induced n-point statistics derived above will be used in the next section to estimate
the sensitivity of Planck and CMB-S4 measurements, together with the unWISE galaxy catalogue, to
photon-axion couplings.

4 Sensitivity forecasts

In this section, we forecast the ability of existing and near-term datasets to detect the axion-induced
screening signal. We first assess how measurements of the CMB at multiple frequencies can be
used to isolate the spectral dependence of the axion-induced screening signal from foregrounds and
the primary CMB. We then determine the sensitivity of the correlation functions described in the
previous section to gaγγ as a function of ma for existing CMB data from Planck and the unWISE
blue galaxy distribution, as well as for a future CMB experiment – CMB-S4 [19].

4.1 Isolating the axion-induced screening signal using CMB component separation

The multi-frequency information available in a CMB experiment can be used to enhance the axion-
induced screening signal relative to the primary CMB and astrophysical foregrounds. Similar to the
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approach taken in Paper I, we estimate the ability of the harmonic internal linear combination (ILC)
method [63] to isolate this signal. The ILC is a weighted sum of individual frequency maps in harmonic
space, with weights chosen to minimize the variance of a signal with known frequency dependence. The
ability of this method to isolate the axion-induced screening signal is limited by the available frequency
channels, instrumental noise, and the spectral dependence/amplitude of foregrounds. Inevitably, there
will be some residual with which the signal must compete. We estimate the residual contribution to
the ILC for two CMB experiments: the completed Planck satellite mission and CMB-S4. The assumed
resolution of each frequency channel, quantified by the width of a Gaussian beam, for each experiment
is recorded in Table 1 of App. E.

The input to the ILC is the full Nfreq × Nfreq covariance matrix between the power spectra
measured in Nfreq channels:

Cℓ = Ω−1CTT
ℓ + ee†ζ(ω0)

2CT aT a

ℓ (ω = 1) +Ω−1
(
NTT

ℓ (ω)/Gℓ(ω)
)
, (4.1)

where CTT
ℓ is the primary blackbody CMB angular power spectrum,CT aT a

ℓ was defined in (3.13), NTT
ℓ

is the overall noise covariance (defined to include instrumental noise and astrophysical foregrounds)
and Gℓ the beam model. We also used the notation ζ(ω) ≡

(
1− e−x(ω)

)
ω/x(ω) for x ≡ ω/T̄ .

The second term in Eq. (4.1) represents the axion-induced screening contribution in temperature.
This term can be neglected in the small-signal limit we are interested in when computing the ILC.
Equivalent expressions can be written for the E and B-mode polarization spectra. We also defined
the matrix Ω−1 with entries Ω−1

ij = ζ(ω0)
2/ (ζ(ωi)ζ(ωj)), e = (1, 1, . . . , 1) which characterize the

frequency dependence of the axion-induced screening signal. The ILC method identifies the linear
combination of harmonic coefficients that minimizes the variance of a map with the target frequency
dependence. This residual is given by

ÑT aT a

ℓ = w†
ℓ ·

(
Ω−1CTT

ℓ +Ω−1NTT
ℓ /Gℓ

)
·wℓ, (4.2)

where the weights wℓ satisfy

wℓ =
(Cℓ)

−1
e

e† (Cℓ)
−1

e
. (4.3)

To evaluate the residual Eq. (4.2) we need the lensed primary CMB contribution CTT
ℓ , which is

independent of experiment and computed using CAMB [64] with cosmological parameters described
in Sec. 3.1. Additionally, we need a model for the noise covariance NTT

ℓ . We refer the reader to
App. E for a complete description of our methodology. For Planck, we estimate NTT

ℓ from publicly
available CMB-subtracted maps from the Public Data Release 3 [65] (PR3) at 30, 44, 70, 100, 143,
217, and 353 GHz (we do not include the strongly foreground-dominated 545 and 857 GHz channels
in our analysis; we confirmed that including them does not change our results). The entries of NTT

ℓ

are simply the auto and cross-power spectra of these maps after applying a galactic cut retaining 40%
of the sky. An analogous analysis is performed for polarization. For CMB-S4, the low-ℓ spectra are
expected to be the same as those measured by Planck. We fit the low-ℓ CMB-subtracted spectra from
Planck to a power law. We add this component to a noise power spectrum incorporating atmospheric
effects, with parameters appropriate for CMB-S4 (see Table 1). On small-angular scales and at high
frequencies, the cosmic infrared background (CIB) is expected to be the dominant foreground. We
use simulated CIB maps from the Websky suite of simulations [66] to compute the contributions to
NTT

ℓ at high-ℓ. For polarization, we include the Planck low-ℓ power-law spectra and instrumental
noise only. For both Planck and CMB-S4, we chose a baseline frequency ω/(2π) = 145 GHz, and
assume 40% sky coverage in the forecasts below, together with a maximum resolution of ℓmax = 3000
for Planck and ℓmax = 6000 for S4.

For both experiments, the frequencies in the ∼ 100− 200 GHz range are weighted most strongly
in the ILC, as they have the lowest overall noise, and they are favoured by the increase of the axion
signal with frequency. The highest frequencies, i.e. 353 GHz for Planck and 278 GHz for S4, suffer
from large foreground contamination (mainly CIB) and are penalized. Together with frequencies
below ∼ 70 GHz, these channels do not contribute significantly to the sensitivity. Fig. 6 illustrates
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Figure 6. Comparison between lensed blackbody CMB and noise model before and after implementing the
ILC for CMB-S4 temperature (left panel) and polarization (right panel). Without an ILC procedure, the
axion-induced screening signal competes against the sum of the measured CMB CXX

ℓ (solid black) and our
estimate for the noise model in each frequency channel NXX

ℓ /Gℓ (coloured dotted), where X ∈ {T,E,B}.
The residual noise post-ILC is ÑXaXa

ℓ (solid blue). Note that its amplitude is proportional to the Ω−1 matrix
defined in the text. In the temperature case shown on the left, at our chosen baseline frequency ω/(2π) = 145
GHz, the ILC removes three orders of magnitude in the total noise amplitude (cf. the sum of the dotted lines
with the black line versus the blue line). For polarization, the ILC simply minimizes the total noise so that it
follows the optimal (i.e. least noisy) channel at any given scale.
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Figure 7. Axion-induced auto-correlation functions for temperature (black lines, left) and polarization (black
line, right) compared to the corresponding ILC residual noise (blue lines). The signal amplitude is calculated
for fixed axion parameters as labeled; both signal and noise are evaluated at the reference frequency ω/(2π) =
145 GHz. The noise residuals are given in Eq. (4.1) and correspond to CMB-S4 observations. The signal
is clearly detectable in both channels for this choice of parameters and can be rescaled as g4aγγ to infer the

magnitude at different couplings. For temperature, we show the total CTaTa

ℓ (solid black) as well as the 1-halo
(dotted black) and 2-halo (dashed black) terms individually – see Eqs. (3.11) and (3.13). The signal-to-noise
ratio is driven by small angular scales (high-ℓ modes), where the 1-halo term dominates. For polarization
B-modes, the signal contains only the 1-halo term – see Eq. (3.14) – and is above the noise level on small
angular scales.
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the total noise level for the ILC used in our CMB-S4 forecast. As mentioned, the scaling of the
axion-induced screening signal with frequency causes the ILC residuals ÑT aT a

ℓ and ÑBaBa

ℓ to trace
the least noisy and highest-frequency channels.

In Fig. 7 we compare the ILC residual noise in temperature and polarization B-mode with a
sample curve for each auto-correlation axion signal CT aT a

ℓ and CBaBa

ℓ respectively, at fixed coupling
and axion mass. The ratio between the axion-induced dark screening signal and residual noise is most
favourable on small angular scales, ℓ > 1000, where most of the sensitivity of a CMB experiment will
come from.

4.2 Results

To determine the sensitivity of the two- and three-point correlation functions described above to the
coupling constant gaγγ as a function of ma, we assume that the measurements follow a Gaussian
likelihood and are compatible with the hypothesis of no axion-signal, i.e. gaγγ = 0. For a given axion
mass, all the observables considered in this work have a simple dependence on the coupling ∝ gnaγγ ,
with n = 2 or 4. The likelihood in this case takes the form ⟨logL⟩ ∝ g2naγγ . Following a Bayesian
approach and adopting a flat prior for gaγγ ≥ 0, we derive the posterior over gaγγ in App. H. To
define the sensitivity of a measurement, we compute the value of gaγγ containing 68% of the posterior
probability (for the Gaussian case, equivalent to a 1-σ bound). The best sensitivity would be given
by summing over all observables that contain an axion signal. However, to understand which one is
the most sensitive, here we consider them separately.

The results for CMB auto-correlation functions CXaXa

ℓ , with X ∈ {T,E,B} – see Eq. (3.13)

and (3.14), CMB temperature-LSS cross-correlation function CT ag
ℓ – see Eq. (3.16), and CMB polarization-

LSS bispectrum BBaBag – see Eq. (3.21), are

σgaγγ ≃ 0.7 (σ4,XX)
1/4

, σ2
4,XX =



fsky

∑

ℓ

2ℓ+ 1

2

[
CXaXa

ℓ (gaγγ = 1)

ÑXaXa

ℓ

]2




−1

, (4.4)

σgaγγ
≃ 0.76 (σ2,Tg)

1/2
, σ2

2,Tg =




fsky

∑

ℓ

(2ℓ+ 1)

[
CT ag
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Cgg
ℓ ÑT aT a

ℓ





−1

, (4.5)

σgaγγ
≃ 0.7 (σ4,BBg)

1/4
, σ2

4,BBg =




fsky

∑

ℓℓ′ℓ′′

1

2

[
BBaBag
ℓℓ′ℓ′′ (gaγγ = 1)

]2

ÑBaBa

ℓ ÑBaBa

ℓ′ Cgg, cen
ℓ′′





−1

. (4.6)

where the derivation of the expressions for σgaγγ
is presented in App. H. In the equations above, fsky

represents the fraction of the sky covered and is fixed to 0.4 throughout. The CMB noise terms ÑXaXa

are the corresponding ILC-minimized noise levels defined in Eq. (4.2), while the LSS noise terms Cgg
ℓ

and Cgg, cen
ℓ′′ correspond to the unWISE galaxy auto-power spectra described in App. C and given in

Eq. (3.18) (all) and Eq. (C.7) (centrals-only). Here we have neglected the noise contribution to ⟨T ag⟩
and ⟨Bag⟩, but we note that residual foregrounds in the component-separated CMB, in particular the
CIB, have non-negligible correlation with unWISE galaxies [67], which should be taken into account
in a data analysis. The factor of 1/2 in the signal-to-noise ratio of the bispectrum in Eq. (4.6) comes
from having two indistinguishable Ba fields (see e.g. Ref. [68] for an overview).

From Eqs. (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6), it can be seen that the sensitivity to the photon-axion coupling
from CMB auto-correlation functions and the bispectrum scale as signal-to-noise ratio squared to the
negative power of 1/8, while for CMB temperature-galaxy cross-correlation there is a negative power
of 1/4. For this reason, the latter observable benefits more from the sum over many ℓ modes and will
give the best sensitivity.

Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 show the sensitivities for the observables computed above in the gaγγ-ma

parameter space for Planck and CMB-S4 respectively. We project that, with current data, our method
can be complementary to existing astrophysical searches for axions, improving significantly compared
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Figure 8. Forecasted sensitivity to the axion-photon coupling for Planck CMB measurements and the un-
WISE blue galaxy sample. The ⟨T aT a⟩ (blue dashed) and ⟨BaBa⟩ (orange dashed-dotted) sensitivities are
obtained from Eq. (4.4) for X = T and X = B, respectively. The strongest sensitivity is from ⟨T ag⟩ (solid
green), which is obtained from Eq. (4.5). We also show the three point function (pink dotted) between CMB
B-modes and the unWISE template for central galaxies, from Eq. (4.6). For both observables involving po-
larization fields, the coloured shaded band shows the effect of varying the magnetic domain size rdom between
1 and 10 kpc, and the central line corresponds to 5 kpc. The bump in the orange and pink contours around
ma ≈ 8× 10−13 is due to jumps in the magnetic field amplitude between discrete and wide bins in halo mass
at a redshift z ≈ 1.3; the effect does not appear in all the observables due to different weightings of each halo
contribution in each case. Existing bounds on the photon-axion coupling (all in gray) are also shown and
described in Fig. 2.
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Figure 9. Same as Fig. 8, but assuming CMB-S4 measurements and the unWISE blue galaxy sample. The
lower CMB instrumental noise level and higher angular resolution translate into an improved sensitivity by a
factor of O(10) compared to the Planck forecast, with a similar hierarchy between different observables.
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to the most sensitive existing laboratory experiment, while future observations can marginally exceed
the strongest astrophysical bounds currently in place.

Regarding auto-correlators, we show results for X = T (blue dashed) and X = B (orange
dashed-dotted), since the signal for E and B modes is the same, but the latter has lower noise.
The three auto-correlators can be easily combined by summing the individual signal-to-noise ratios
squared, if one neglects TE correlations in the primary CMB, which provide a negligible contribution
to the final answer. The signal-to-noise ratio for both temperature and polarization is dominated
by very high ℓ-modes (see Fig. 7). This is different from the dark photon case considered in Paper
I, where the ILC residual noise was more suppressed at large scales and the signal-to-noise ratio in
TT was dominated by intermediate values of ℓ where the 2-halo term dominates. For polarization,
the strength of the axion-induced signal is suppressed and sensitive to the small size of the coherent
magnetic domains. We incorporate this uncertainty as a shaded band whose upper and lower bounds
correspond to rdom = 1 and rdom = 10 kpc, respectively. Unless a significant component of the
magnetic field is coherent on larger scales, the TT channel always dominates the total sensitivity of
CMB auto-correlation functions (with the exception of axion masses at the lower boundary of the
range considered, where TT and BB have comparable sensitivities).

As expected, the CMB temperature cross-correlation with the unWISE galaxy catalogue is more
sensitive than CMB auto-correlators, as can be seen from the green solid lines in Fig. 8 and 9. The
performance of this observable should improve as catalogues with larger number of galaxies become
available. Additionally, with a catalogue that has better redshift resolution, one could properly weight
the cross-correlators in different redshift bins leveraging the redshift dependence of the photon-axion
conversion at different axion masses (see Fig. 1) to further increase the signal-to-noise ratio. For
CMB-S4 (Fig. 9), the increased sensitivity is enough to go beyond existing astrophysical constraints
on gaγγ by a factor of up to ≈ 1.7 for axion masses around ma ≈ 4× 10−13 eV.

Finally, the pink dotted lines in Fig. 8 and 9 show the sensitivity of the CMB polarization-galaxy
bispectrum ⟨BaBag⟩. Similarly to the ⟨BaBa⟩ observable, the shaded region corresponds to magnetic
field correlation lengths between rdom = 1 and rdom = 10 kpc. We find that the three-point function
including a tracer of LSS does not improve the sensitivity compared to the CMB-only polarization
auto-spectrum. Naively, this finding seems to contradict the expectation that the correlation with
galaxies should enhance the signal-to-noise ratio, by properly weighting regions of the sky where the
signal is expected. In practice, however, existing galaxy catalogues are incomplete and therefore the
signal from the halos whose central galaxy is not seen by unWISE is effectively removed in ⟨BaBag⟩.
We checked that computing the bispectrum with a ‘perfect’ galaxy catalogue that contains all central
galaxies, improves the sensitivity beyond the auto-spectrum. Future surveys could be expected to lie
between these two limiting cases. We find that the 1-halo and 2-halo terms in the bispectrum (see
Eq. (3.22) and (3.23)) give a comparable contribution to the total signal, with the latter larger by
a factor of a few. Note that, since we have included central galaxies only to simplify the derivation
of the bispectrum, we are not leveraging the fact that axion-induced screening traces the angular
profile of the satellite distribution and we are neglecting part of the signal, particularly at small scales
where most of the signal-to-noise ratio should come from. If a signal is present in the data, it could
therefore be larger than what is estimated here. Finally, we would like to stress the importance of
having multiple correlators involving different maps of comparable sensitivity, in particular to confirm
any possible future detection.

The results described in this section are consistent with, and complementary to the study of
axion-induced polarization signals in clusters presented in Ref. [38]. There, the authors propose to
use aperture photometry on identified clusters to detect the square of the polarization signal induced
by resonant photon-axion conversion. The bispectrum ⟨BaBag⟩ considered here should be similar
in spirit to the stacking technique considered in Ref. [38]11. However, it is difficult to perform a
direct comparison due to differing assumptions about the coherence length of the magnetic field,
a parameter which strongly affects the magnitude of the signal. Another crucial difference is that

11For CMB-LSS bispectra involving the kinematic Sunyaev Zel’dovich contribution to CMB temperature, it is pos-
sible to demonstrate that constraints from the bispectrum are formally equivalent to constraints from a variety of
estimators [45]. A similar set of equivalences may be identified in the context of axion-induced screening as well.
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the correlators considered here target statistical signals, while aperture photometry or other filtering
techniques target only the objects contributing most strongly to the signal. Arguably, the statistical
signal is less sensitive to assumptions about the magnetic field and density profiles around individual
halos, a primary uncertainty in any approach. Finally, the authors of Ref. [38] cite the difficulty in
distinguishing extragalactic CMB foregrounds from the signal as a challenge for using temperature
data in correlation with LSS. Although our analysis does not account for this correlation explicitly in
the ⟨T ag⟩ correlator, we note that it is possible to exactly deproject foregrounds with known spectral
energy distribution (see e.g. Ref. [69]), and that the axion signal in temperature always corresponds
to a reduction in intensity (in contrast to e.g. radio or CIB emission). An interesting future direction
would be to study in more detail the synergy of n-point correlators and various filtering and stacking
techniques for both the temperature and polarization axion-induced screnning signals.

4.3 Extension to the case of effectively massless axions

So far, we have focused on axion masses where resonant conversion happens inside galactic halos.
For lighter axion masses, between 2 × 10−13 eV and roughly 10−15 eV, the resonance condition can
be met in regions outside the boundary of halos, where diffuse ionized gas traces the cosmic web.
Independent of the exact location where resonant conversion occurs, axion-induced screening has the
same frequency scaling and can therefore be searched for using the same maps obtained with the
procedure outlined in Sec. 4.1, and cross correlating with the appropriate tracers of LSS.

For axions with even lighter masses, resonant conversion cannot happen in any astrophysical
medium in the late universe (nor in the early universe, where densities were higher). However, non-
resonant conversion can still occur in the presence of magnetic fields and we describe this scenario in
some detail in App. F. In this case, the conversion probability still depends strongly on the photon
plasma mass (scaling as m−4

γ ) and can therefore also give rise to axion-induced patchy screening. The
axion-induced screening optical depth in the effectively massless axion case also has a characteristic
dependence on the CMB photon frequency

τa ∼ ω2, (4.7)

and the ILC method [63] can be used to isolate anisotropies with this spectral dependence. In
contrast to resonant conversion, for an effectively massless axion, the sign and size of the axion-induced
screening signal strongly depends on the detailed properties of the inter-cluster gas density profile,
and magnetic field power spectrum, neither of which are well-known. We provide an estimate for the
amplitude of this signal in App. F, demonstrating that, in principle, anisotropies can improve upon
existing constraints from the CMB monopole [27]. Future measurements sensitive to the distribution
of ionized gas [70, 71] or numerical simulations could be used to build more reliable models of photon-
axion conversion in this regime and therefore extend the region of axion masses probed by the CMB.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we projected the sensitivity of current and future CMB experiments combined with LSS
surveys to probe light axions that couple to the photon. The axion-photon coupling leads to axion-
induced screening of the CMB, which is imprinted in new spectral anisotropies in temperature and
polarization. We computed the resulting temperature auto-correlation ⟨T aT a⟩, polarization auto-
correlation ⟨BaBa⟩, CMB temperature-galaxy cross-correlation ⟨T ag⟩ and the polarization-galaxy
bispectrum ⟨BaBag⟩. The reach of the existing Planck and unWISE datasets on the axion photon
coupling is significantly better than the current laboratory constraints from the axion helioscope
CAST [11], and complement astrophysical constraints in the same mass range. Data from upcoming
CMB-S4 experiment and future LSS surveys can further improve the sensitivity by up to about a
factor of 2 in coupling compared to the best existing bounds, for ma ≈ 4× 10−13 eV.

The search we propose in this paper has different systematic uncertainties than other astrophys-
ical probes. Similar to astrophysical searches that look for axion-induced irregularities on the X-ray
spectra of AGN and quasars, our search also relies on the effect of photons oscillation into axions in
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the magnetic field of galaxies. Despite the effect being suppressed by the small frequency of CMB
photons (see Eq. (2.1)), the high quality of existing and future measurements of CMB anisotropies
provides a competitive probe of axions.

The cosmological search proposed in this work is complementary to existing analysis based on
X-ray observations of the super star cluster [12] (see also the recent search for X-ray emissions from
M82 and M87 [13]), the cluster-hosted quasar H1821+643 [72], AGN NGC 1275 [15], and M87 [73],
due to several crucial differences. First, the most sensitive observable considered here – ⟨T ag⟩ – is
quite insensitive to the unknown magnetic field coherence length, as long as it is larger than O(pc),
because the relevant length scale for us is the vacuum oscillation length; at higher photon frequency,
the latter becomes larger and the conversion probability becomes sensitive to the smallest length
scale in the problem, i.e. the size of the magnetic field domain. Second, although our approach
also requires a modeling of the magnetized circumgalactic medium, similarly to the models of the
intracluster magnetic fields used in Refs. [15, 72, 73], the axion-induced screening of CMB photons is
a statistically average effect from many halos and therefore less affected by systematic uncertainties
in the modeling of individual objects. Indeed, Ref. [74] suggested that the bound from NGC 1275
relaxes considerably if the intracluster magnetic field is completely ordered and the unknown contri-
bution from the turbulent and ordered component should be interpreted as a large uncertainty on
the constraint. Similar uncertainties also exist for searches for photon to axion conversion with CMB
polarization with small numbers of tracers [35, 38, 75]. However, our proposal requires modeling of
the magnetic field profiles of distant objects, which are much harder to measure directly compared
to the MW magnetic field relevant for the limits obtained in Ref. [12]. Finally, the source property
for our search, that is, the spectrum and the polarization of the blackbody CMB, is particularly well-
known, compared to studies based on polarization of magnetized stars in [76, 77], and potentially also
SN1987A-γ [14, 78] (see also [79]).

For the reasons we listed above, a study based on CMB temperature and polarization anisotropies
and their correlations with LSS will complement the existing searches in placing robust constraints
on the parameter space of axion like particles. In the event of a discovery, the search proposed in
this paper can be used to narrow down the exact mass and coupling of the axion that gives rise to
this observed signal, by taking advantage of the ℓ-dependence of the signal, the relative size of the
different estimators, as well as tomographic information. This is certainly of particular importance
for proposed laboratory searches of axion dark matter that are expanding their sensitivity to smaller
axion masses [80–83]. The methodologies in this paper can be adapted to different axion masses (see
for example, App. F) by correlating with different tracers with a wide range of plasma frequency, such
as filaments and voids [84–86], the details of which we leave to future studies.

The cases presented in Paper I, the main text of this paper, as well as App. F are three different
examples of a spectral energy distribution (SED) that can be produced by dark screening of the
CMB. Whereas Thomson screening produces optical depth τ ∼ ω0, resonant photon to dark photon
conversion produces τ ∼ ω−1, and resonant (non-resonant) photon to axion conversion produces
τ ∼ ω1 (τ ∼ ω2). Obtaining these different dark screening temperature and polarization maps from
current and future CMB observations, and studying their correlations with the underlying large-scale
structure tracers, has the potential to reveal the existence of light bosons.
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A Photon-axion conversion

A.1 Homogeneous magnetic field

An axion field a, with mass ma, can interact with the SM photon as

Laγ = −1

4
gaγγF

µν F̃µν a = gaγγE ·B a, (A.1)

where Fµν is the electromagnetic field-strength tensor, and F̃µν ≡ 1/2ϵµναβF
αβ its dual. This

term induces photon-axion oscillations in the presence of an external magnetic field transverse to the
photon propagation direction. In particular, for a constant transverse magnetic field B, the photon
state polarized along the B field, A∥, mixes with an ultra-relativistic axion (ω ≫ ma) according to
the equation of motion [25–27]

[
ω − i∂z +

(
∆pl ∆aγ

∆aγ ∆a

)](
A∥
a

)
= 0, (A.2)

where ∆pl = −m2
γ/(2ω), ∆a = −m2

a/(2ω), ∆aγ = gaγγ |B|/2, and m2
γ = e2ne/me denotes the photon

plasma mass in an ionized medium with electron density ne. Notice that we have neglected the Cotton-
Mouton birefringence of fluids in the presence of an external magnetic field and Faraday rotation that
couples the two photon polarizations, as they do not affect the rest of the discussion. The mixing
matrix can be diagonalized by rotating the fields by an angle

θ =
1

2
arctan

2∆aγ

∆pl −∆a
, (A.3)

and the probability of the A∥ state to convert into an axion after traveling a distance r can be obtained,
similarly to the case of neutrino oscillations [87], as

P (A∥ → a) = (∆aγr)
2 sin

2(∆oscr/2)

(∆oscr/2)2
, (A.4)

where ∆2
osc ≡ (∆pl −∆a)

2 + 4∆2
aγ is the oscillation wavenumber, so that one complete oscillation is

obtained after a distance losc = 2π/∆osc. The oscillation length varies significantly between vacuum
(m2

a ≫ m2
γ) and a resonance region (m2

a ≃ m2
γ):

losc =





4πω
m2

a
≃ 0.01 pc

(
ω

10−4eV

) (
10−12 eV

ma

)2

, |δm2| ≃ m2
a ≫ 2ωgaγγ |B|,

2π
gaγγ |B| ≃ 10Mpc

(
10−12GeV−1

gaγγ

)(
0.1µG
|B|

)
, |δm2| ≪ 2ωgaγγ |B|,

(A.5)

where δm2 ≡ m2
a −m2

γ . If the photon path crosses a region where the resonance condition is met, the
total conversion probability is dominated by the resonance contribution, while multiple oscillations
before and after the resonance average out and can be neglected. Similarly to the well-known case of
MSW neutrino resonant conversion in a medium [88, 89], the conversion probability of a photon into
an axion is then given by [28]

P (A∥ → a)res = 1− p, (A.6)

where p is the level crossing probability. This expression is valid as long as there are regions before
and after the resonance where the mixing angle in Eq. (A.3) is small, i.e. where |∆pl −∆a| ≫ ∆aγ ,
or

|δm2| ≫ 2ωgaγγ |B| ≃ (10−17 eV)2
( ω

10−4 eV

)(
gaγγ

10−12 GeV−1

)( |B|
0.1µG

)
. (A.7)

Assuming that the plasma mass, i.e. the electron number density, varies linearly across the resonance,
the level crossing probability can be computed using the Landau-Zener expression [28–30]

P (A∥ → a)res ≃
πωg2aγγ |B|2

m2
a

∣∣∣∣∣
d lnm2

γ

dt

∣∣∣∣∣

−1

tres

, (A.8)
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where we used the small coupling approximation and the fact that P (A∥ → a)res ≪ 1 and p ≃ 1. For
the low energy CMB photons, axion masses, and small couplings that we are interested in, the above
assumptions are always satisfied. The resonance is very narrow and extends over a time scale ∆tres,
defined as the time over which δm2/(2ω) becomes of order gaγγ |B|,

∆tres ≃
2ωgaγγ |B|

m2
a

∣∣∣∣∣
d lnm2

γ

dt

∣∣∣∣∣

−1

tres

∼ ωgaγγ |B|
m2

a

rres

≃ 10−10rres

( ω

10−4eV

)(
10−12 eV

ma

)2 (
gaγγ

10−12 GeV−1

)( |B|
0.1µG

)
, (A.9)

where the second expression assumes a power law scaling of m2
γ and that the photon trajectory crosses

the resonant region in the direction of the number density gradient (dr/dt|tres = 1). In a realistic
scenario, the plasma mass does not change monotonically and the photon trajectory will cross multiple
resonances. In particular, we are interested in photons that convert within a halo, that will typically
cross a resonance twice. The contributions from two resonances at r1 and r2 can be simply added
incoherently, as long as [90] ∣∣∣∣

∫ r1

r2

dr′
δm2(r)

2ω

∣∣∣∣ ≫ 2π. (A.10)

The above condition is usually easily satisfied, since the integral is typically larger than

m2
a

2ω
∆r ≃ 106

( ma

10−12 eV

)2
(
10−4 eV

ω

)(
∆r

kpc

)
. (A.11)

There are two exceptions where interference (or phase effects) between the two resonances might be
relevant. First, when the photon trajectory crosses the halo close to the edge of the resonance radius,
so that ∆r is small; however, since the resonance is very narrow, the contribution from these regions
to the integrated probability of conversion inside the halo are negligible (see Paper I). Second, when
the resonance radius is in the innermost part of the halo, where the number density profile is almost
flat, so that δm2(r) is small. Also in this case, however, the contribution to the signal is negligible,
as it corresponds to small angular scales that are inaccessible to observations.

So far we have considered the unrealistic scenario of a constant magnetic field along the photon
trajectory. In the next section we consider a spatially varying magnetic field.

A.2 Inhomogeneous magnetic field

Photon-axion mixing for an inhomogeneous plasma and magnetic field can be computed using time-
dependent perturbation theory in the limit of small coupling, which is always valid given current
constraints on the axion-photon coupling. In this case the conversion probability for a photon traveling
over a distance r is given by [25, 90, 91]

P (A∥ → a) =

∣∣∣∣
∫ r

0

dr′∆aγ(r
′)eiΦ(r′)

∣∣∣∣
2

, Φ(r) =

∫ r

0

dr′
δm2(r′)

2ω
. (A.12)

A background magnetic field with coherence length rdom along the photon propagation direction, can
be modeled as a slowly varying component with an oscillatory term ei2πr/rdom , giving a mixing term
in the expression above of the form ∆aγ(r) = gaγγ |B(r)|/2 ei2πr/rdom . Therefore, the integrand in
the conversion probability has two possible sources of highly oscillatory behavior that can lead to
destructive interference. However, as long as the phase of the magnetic field is small compared to
Φ(r), the result is the same as in the case of a constant magnetic field, and Eq. (A.12) is dominated by
the contributions at the mass resonances, where the phase varies slowly. Eq. (A.12) can be evaluated
using the stationary phase approximation and the resonance locations are nearly unchanged if

rdom ≫ 4πω

m2
a

≃ 10−2 pc
( ω

10−4eV

)(
10−12eV

ma

)2

. (A.13)
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The result is the same as in Eq. (A.8), including the sum over multiple resonances. The short coherence
length of the magnetic field compared to the distance between two resonance points, additionally
contributes to reduce phase effects between resonances, which are therefore irrelevant. From the
equations above it is easy to see that the resonance condition could be met even in the limit of
mγ ≪ ma, if the magnetic field oscillates with a period of m2

a/(2ω), as pointed out in Ref. [25].
Sub-parsec length scales are too small to be resolved by hydrodynamical cosmological simulations,

but given the physics driving the magnetic fields it is reasonable to expect coherent magnetic fields
over distances larger than sub-parsec. It is worth emphasizing that although the discussions in this
paper are mostly in position space, the resonant conversion problem can actually be treated more
elegantly in Fourier space [91, 92], where magnetic field consists of Fourier modes with amplitudes
described by the power spectrum (see [46, 47] for more details) and uncorrelated phases. In Fourier
space, most of the conversion comes from Fourier modes corresponding to the peak of the power
spectrum, and small scale fluctuations in the magnetic field do not affect the correlation functions
of photon-axion conversion, as long as the superposition principle remains valid and magnetic field
power spectrum has a red Kolmogorov scaling [93]. An additional requirement is that the magnetic
field must be approximately constant over the length scale of resonance crossing (A.9). However, in
the limit of small coupling that we are working in, this requirement is always weaker compared to
Eq. (A.13).

B Polarization auto-correlations

To derive the polarization auto-power-spectra given in Eq. (3.14), we start from the axion signal
contribution to the Stokes parameters along the line of sight n̂, introduced in Eq. (3.2):

(Q± iU)a(n̂) = −1− e−x

x
T̄

∫ zmax

zmin

dz
dτa(n̂, χ)

dz
γ±(n̂, χ), (B.1)

where all the quantities appearing here are defined in Sec. 3. The left-hand side of the above equation
is a spin-2 function and can be expanded in spin-2 spherical harmonics. The right-hand side contains
the product of a scalar dτa/dz(n̂, χ) and a spin-2 function γ±(n̂, χ). Expanding using the appropriate
spherical harmonics for each directional-dependent function on both sides of the equation results in

∑

ℓm

a±2
ℓm ±2Yℓm(n̂) =− 1− e−x

x
T̄

∫ zmax

zmin

dz
χ2

H

∫
dm

∑

i

δ(χ− χi)

χ2
δ2(n̂′ − n̂i)δ(m−mi)×

∑

ℓ′0

∑

ℓ′′m′′

τaℓ′0(χ,m) γ±2
ℓ′′m′′(χ)Yℓ′m′(n̂) ±2Yℓ′′m′′(n̂)

∫
d2n̂′Yℓ′m′(n̂′), (B.2)

where τaℓ0 was defined in Eq. (3.9). The coefficients a±2
ℓm on the left-hand side are conventionally

replaced by E and B-modes defined in harmonic space

a±2
ℓm = Ea

ℓm ± iBa
ℓm, Ea

ℓm =
a+2
ℓm + a−2

ℓm

2
, Ba

ℓm = i
a+2
ℓm − a−2

ℓm

2
. (B.3)

The product of the two spherical harmonics on the right hand side of Eq. (B.2) can be rewritten using
the relation

Yℓ′m′(n̂) ±2Yℓ′′m′′(n̂) =
∑

ℓm

(−1)m
√

(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

∓2 0 ±2

)
∓2Yℓm(n̂).

(B.4)
Therefore, we can read off the expansion coefficients a±2

ℓm directly from Eq. (B.2) and (B.4),

a±2
ℓm =− 1− e−x

x
T̄

∫ zmax

zmin

dz
χ2

H

∫
dm

∑

i

δ(χ− χi)

χ2
δ2(n̂′ − n̂i)δ(m−mi)×

∑

ℓ′m′

∑

ℓ′′m′′

(−1)m
√
2ℓ+ 1W 202

ℓℓ′ℓ′′

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)
τaℓ′0(χ,m) γ±2

ℓ′′m′′(χ)

∫
d2n̂′Yℓ′m′(n̂′). (B.5)
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where we introduced

Wmm′m′′

ℓℓ′ℓ′′ =

√
(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)
. (B.6)

To compute the correlators, note that, from the definition of the functions γ±(n̂, χ) in Eq. (3.3), the
only non-vanishing correlators (see Eq. (3.6)) are, in harmonic space,

〈
γ±2∗
ℓ′′m′′(χ)γ

±2
L′′M ′′(χ)

〉
=

9

Nres(χ)

2

15
2πθdom(χ)

2 e−ℓ′′(ℓ′′+1)θ2
dom/2δℓ′′L′′δm′′M ′′ ≡ C±

ℓ′′(χ)δℓ′′L′′δm′′M ′′ ,

(B.7)

while
〈
γ±2∗
ℓ′′m′′(χ)γ

∓2
L′′M ′′(χ)

〉
= 0, and correlations between different halos also vanish. The C±

ℓ above
have been obtained using the flat-sky approximation, since the magnetic field domains extend over a
small angular scale. Therefore, the only contribution to the polarization power spectra comes from
the 1-halo term and reads

〈
a±2∗
ℓm a±2

LM

〉
=

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫ zmax

zmin

dz
χ2

H

∫
dmn(χ,m)

{∑

ℓ′ℓ′′

(W 220
ℓℓ′ℓ′′)

2[τaℓ′′(χ,m)]2C∓
ℓ′ (χ)

}
δℓLδmM ,

(B.8)

where the orthonormality of the spherical harmonics
∫
d2n̂′Yℓ′m′(n̂′)YL′M ′(n̂′) = δℓ′L′δm′M ′ has been

used, together with the following properties of the 3j-symbols

∑

m′m′′

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)(
L ℓ′ ℓ′′

−M m′ m′′

)
=

1

2ℓ+ 1
δℓLδmM , (Wmm′m′′

ℓℓ′ℓ′′ )2 = (Wmm′′m′

ℓℓ′′ℓ′ )2. (B.9)

The E and B mode correlations can be written in terms of the correlations of the a±2
ℓm coefficients

from their definition,

⟨Ea∗
ℓmEa

ℓ′m′⟩ = ⟨Ba∗
ℓmBa

ℓ′m′⟩ = 1

4

[〈
a+2∗
ℓm a+2

ℓ′m′

〉
+

〈
a−2∗
ℓm a−2

ℓ′m′

〉]
, (B.10)

noting that
〈
a±2∗
ℓm a∓2

ℓ′m′

〉
= 0. The resulting CEaEa

ℓ and CBaBa

ℓ correspond to the expressions given in

Eq. (3.14). The cross-correlation ⟨Ea∗
ℓmBa

ℓm⟩ vanishes because it is proportional to C+
ℓ − C−

ℓ = 0.

C Halo occupation distribution and galaxy power spectra

In this appendix we summarize the HOD and the associated power spectra of Ref. [62] which we use
to model the unWISE blue sample in our forecasts. The galaxy-galaxy power spectrum is

Cgg
ℓ = Cgg, 1−halo

ℓ + Cgg, 2−halo
ℓ +ASN,

Cgg, 1−halo
ℓ =

∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)

∫
dmn(z,m)

〈
|ug

ℓ (z,m)|2
〉
,

Cgg, 2−halo
ℓ =

∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)

[∫
dmn(z,m)b(z,m)ug

ℓ (z,m)

]2
P lin

(
ℓ+ 1

2

χ(z)
, z

)
,

(C.1)

The galaxy multipole space kernel ug
ℓ (z,m) is defined as:

ug
ℓ (z,m) = W (z)n̄−1

g

[
Nc(m) +Ns(m)uNFW

ℓ (z,m)
]
,

n̄g(z) =

∫
dmn(z,m) [Nc(m) +Ns(m)] ,

W (z) =
H(z)

χ(z)2
dNg

dz
,

(C.2)
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and its second moment is
〈
|ug

ℓ (z,m)|2
〉
= Wg(z)

2n̄−2
g

[
Ns(m)2uNFW

ℓ (z,m)2 + 2Ns(m)uNFW
ℓ (z,m)

]
. (C.3)

dNg/dz is the redshift distribution of the unWISE blue galaxies normalized to 1. This distribution
has a median redshift of z = 0.6, and is relatively flat in the redshift range between 0.2 ≲ z ≲ 0.8. The
functions Nc(m) and Ns(m) represent the expectation values for the number of central and satellite
galaxies respectively in a halo of mass m. These are parametrized as:

Nc(m) =
1

2
+

1

2
erf

(
logm− logmmin

σlogm

)
, Ns(m) = Nc(m)

(
m

m∗

)αs

. (C.4)

Central galaxies lie exactly at the center of the halo profile and their number is modelled as a smoothed
step function. Meanwhile, satellites are distributed inside halos according to an NFW profile. The
function uNFW

ℓ (z,m) is the normalized harmonic transform of the truncated NFW density profile [94].
Given a truncation radius r = λr∆, the Fourier transform has an exact analytical form given by [58,
95]:

uNFW(k|z,m) =

[
ln (1 + λc∆)−

λc∆
(1 + λc∆)

]−1

×
[
cos(q) [Ci (q̃)− Ci(q)] + sin(q) [Si (q̃)− Si(q)]− sin (q̃ − 1)

q̃

]
, (C.5)

where Si, Ci are the cosine and sine integrals with arguments q ≡ kr∆/c∆ and q̃ ≡ 1+λc∆q. The scales
are chosen with respect to a halo boundary defined at ∆ = 200 times the critical density. Under this
convention, r∆ is the halo radius that encloses mass m∆ and c∆ is the corresponding concentration.
Making the substitution k → (ℓ + 1/2)/χ gives the multipole projection function uNFW

ℓ (z,m). This
HOD model is defined by 6 free parameters. The values we use are taken from Table VI of [61]:

HOD :
{
αs = 1.06, σlogm = 0.02, logmmin = 11.86M⊙, logm∗ = 12.78M⊙, λ = 1.80, 107ASN = 0.87

}
,

(C.6)
where ASN is the shot noise. It only appears in the definition for the galaxy auto-correlation function
and for our purposes, it acts as a noise term.

To simplify the computation of the polarization-polarization-galaxy bispectrum, we assume that
only central galaxies contribute to the signal. This is equivalent to setting Ns(m) = 0 everywhere in
the auto- and cross-power spectra defined above. The centrals-only power spectrum is given by

Cgg,cen
ℓ = Cgg,cen, 2−halo

ℓ +Acen
SN ,

Cgg,cen, 2−halo
ℓ =

∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)

[∫
dmn(z,m)b(z,m)ug,cen

ℓ (z,m)

]2
P lin

(
ℓ+ 1

2

χ(z)
, z

)
,

(C.7)

where
ug,cen(z,m) = W (z)n̄−1

g,cenNc(m),

n̄g,cen(z) =

∫
dmn(z,m)Nc(m),

(C.8)

and we define the shot noise from the total number of expected centrals in the unWISE blue sample:

Acen
SN = 4π

(∫
dz

χ(z)2

H(z)

dNg

dz
n̄g,cen(z)

)−1

≈ 2.87× 10−7. (C.9)

D Bispectrum derivation

The axion-induced polarization signal is correlated with the location of LSS. The leading-order non-
vanishing cross-correlation between CMB and LSS is the three-point function:

⟨(Q± iU)a∗(n̂1)(Q± iU)(n̂2)g(n̂3)⟩ , (D.1)
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where (Q± iU)a is defined in Eq. (3.2) and g(n̂) represents the galaxy density field. We include only
central galaxies, and model this map as

g(n̂, χ) =
∑

i

ug,cen(χ,mi)δ
2(n̂− n̂i) (D.2)

at each redshift, where ug,cen was defined in (C.8). Two terms contribute to the bispectrum in
Eq. (D.1): a 1-halo term for points {n̂1, n̂2, n̂3} crossing the same halo, and a 2-halo term for {n̂1, n̂2}
crossing one halo and {n̂3} crossing a different halo. The first term contributes at small scales, while
the second term includes the large-scale clustering of structure. Due to the hierarchy of scales between
the magnetic field coherence length, the characteristic radius of photon-axion resonance conversion,
and the distance between halos, both terms are dominated by squeezed triangle configurations. Note
that there is no three-halo term, because the polarization signal from different halos is uncorrelated.

D.1 One-halo term

We write explicitly the three-point function by summing the contributions from all halos i, such that
the 1-halo contribution to Eq. (D.1) becomes

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχχ2 dmd2n̂

1

9
P 2(χ,m)N2

res(χ,m)u(n̂1 − n̂)u(n̂2 − n̂)ug,cen(χ,m)δ2(n̂3 − n̂)×
〈∑

i

δ(m−mi)
δ(χ− χi)

χ2
δ2(n̂− n̂i)

〉
〈
γ±(n̂1, χ)γ

±(n̂2, χ)
〉
=

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχχ2 dmn(χ,m)

1

9
P 2(χ,m)N2

res(χ,m)ug,cen(χ,m)×

u(n̂1 − n̂3)u(n̂2 − n̂3)
〈
γ±(n̂1, χ)γ

±(n̂2, χ)
〉
.

(D.3)
The last line of the equation above contains all the angular dependent functions. We can simplify
the calculation by noting that the magnetic field domains are much smaller than the typical size of
a halo, therefore, expect for the a small area around the center of the halo, most triangles will be
such that |n̂1 − n̂2| ≪ |n̂1 − n̂3| ≃ |n̂2 − n̂3|. We therefore approximate u(n̂1 − n̂3)u(n̂2 − n̂3) ≃[
u(n̂1 − n̂3)

2 + u(n̂2 − n̂3)
2
]
/2. We show the calculation for the first term with n̂1 below, since the

one with n̂2 can be obtained in the same way. Expanding in spherical harmonics,

u(n̂1 − n̂3)
2 =

∑

LM

∑

L′M ′

4π√
(2L+ 1)(2L′ + 1)

uL0(m, z)uL′0(m, z)YLM (n̂1)YLM (n̂3)YL′M ′(n̂1)YL′M ′(n̂3)

=
∑

LL′

4π√
(2L+ 1)(2L′ + 1)

uL0(m, z)uL′0(m, z)
∑

ℓ′′m′′

(
W 000

ℓ′′LL′

)2
Yℓ′′m′′(n̂1)Yℓ′′m′′(n̂3),

(D.4)

where uℓ0 was defined in Eq. (3.9) and we used the result from Eq. (B.4), adapted to the case of spin-0
spherical harmonics, to contract their product. Now we expand also the correlator ⟨γ±(n̂1, χ)γ

±(n̂2, χ)⟩ =
C±
ℓ′ (χ) ±2Yℓ′m′(n̂1) ±2Yℓ′m′(n̂2), where C±

ℓ′ was introduced in Eq. (B.7). Using again Eq. (B.4), we fur-
ther combine the two remaining spin-0 and spin-2 spherical harmonics evaluated at n̂1, to get the
bispectrum

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχχ2 dmn(χ,m)ug,cen(χ,m)×

∑

ℓm

∑

ℓ′m′

∑

ℓ′′m′′

∑

LL′

(−1)m
√

(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

∓2 ±2 0

)
×

1

2

(
W 000

ℓ′′LL′

)2
τaL0(m, z)τaL′0(m, z)C±

ℓ′ (χ) ∓2Yℓm(n̂1) ±2Yℓ′m′(n̂2)Yℓ′′m′′(n̂3),

(D.5)
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where τaℓ0 was defined in Eq. (3.9). Now, adding the second piece coming from doing the same
calculation but replacing n̂1 → n̂2 in the u screening function, we can read off the bispectra

〈
a±2
ℓma±2

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′
〉
= (−1)m

√
(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

∓2 ±2 0

)
×

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχdmn(χ,m)ug,cen(χ,m)×

∑

LL′

(
W 000

ℓ′′LL′

)2
τaL0(χ,m)τaL′0(χ,m)

C±
ℓ′ (χ) + (−1)ℓ+ℓ′+ℓ′′C±

ℓ (χ)

2
.

(D.6)

To write the three-point function in terms of the E and B-modes, we note that
〈
a±2∗
ℓm a∓2

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′
〉
= 0,

which from the definition of E and B means that ⟨E∗
ℓmE∗

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′⟩ = ⟨B∗
ℓmB∗

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′⟩. Similarly to
what obtained in App. B for the power spectrum, it can then be shown that

⟨Ea∗
ℓmEa

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′⟩ = ⟨Ba∗
ℓmBa

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′⟩ = 1

4

(〈
a+2∗
ℓm a+2

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′
〉
+

〈
a−2∗
ℓm a−2

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′
〉)

= (−1)m
√

(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

+2 −2 0

)
eℓℓ′ℓ′′×

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχdmn(χ,m)ug,cen(χ,m)×

∑

LL′

(
W 000

ℓ′′LL′

)2
τaL0(χ,m)τaL′0(χ,m)

Cpol
ℓ (χ) + Cpol

ℓ′ (χ)

2
,

(D.7)

where where Cpol
ℓ is defined in Eq. (3.15) and

eℓℓ′ℓ′′ ≡
1

2

[
1 + (−1)ℓ+ℓ′+ℓ′′

]
. (D.8)

From the equation above we can read off the angle-averaged bispectrum B as

⟨Xa
ℓmXa

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′⟩ = (−1)m
(

ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)
BXaXag
ℓℓ′ℓ′′ , (D.9)

which results in the expression given in Sec. 3.3, in Eq. (3.22). BXaXag
ℓℓ′ℓ′′ is symmetric under the

exchange of ℓ ↔ ℓ′, as expected from the approximations made in the calculation above when taking
the limit of squeezed triangles. In the signal-to-noise ratio only the angle-averaged bispectrum enters,
since the sum over m simplifies as

∑

mm′m′′

[
(−1)m

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)]2
= 1. (D.10)

D.2 Two-halo term

We write explicitly the three-point function by summing the contributions from two different halos i
and j, such that the 2-halo contribution to Eq. (D.1) becomes

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχaχ

2
a dχbχ

2
b dma dmb d

2n̂a d
2n̂b×

1

9
P 2(χa,ma)N

2
res(χa,ma)u(n̂1 − n̂a)u(n̂2 − n̂a)

〈
γ±(n̂1, χa)γ

±(n̂2, χa)
〉
×

ug,cen(χb,mb)δ
2(n̂3 − n̂b)

〈∑

i̸=j

δ(ma −mi)δ(mb −mj)
δ(χa − χi)

χ2
a

δ(χb − χj)

χ2
b

δ2(n̂a − n̂i)δ
2(n̂b − n̂j)

〉
.

(D.11)
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The average in the last line of the equation above is related to the halo-halo auto-correlation function
ξhh,

〈∑

i ̸=j

δ(ma −mi)δ(mb −mj)
δ(χa − χi)

χ2
a

δ(χb − χj)

χ2
b

δ2(n̂a − n̂i)δ
2(n̂b − n̂j)

〉
=

= n(ma, χa)n(mb, χb)ξ
hh(n̂a − n̂b|ma, χa,mb, χb).

(D.12)

Eq. (D.11) then becomes
(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχaχ

2
a dχbχ

2
b dma dmb n(χa,ma)n(χb,mb)u

g,cen(χb,mb)×

1

9
P 2(χa,ma)N

2
res(χa,ma)

〈
γ±(n̂1, χa)γ

±(n̂2, χa)
〉 ∫

d2n̂a u(n̂1 − n̂a)u(n̂2 − n̂a)ξ
hh(n̂a − n̂3).

(D.13)
The integral over n̂a can be simplified by noting that the magnetic field domains are much smaller
than the typical size of a halo, such that |n̂1 − n̂2| ≪ |n̂a − n̂1| ≃ |n̂a − n̂2|. On the other hand,
the halo-halo auto-correlation is dominated by larger scales, which means |n̂a − n̂1| ≃ |n̂a − n̂2| ≪
|n̂a − n̂3|. Therefore, the bispectrum is dominated by the squeezed triangles, with |n̂1 − n̂2| ≪
|n̂3 − n̂1| ≃ |n̂3 − n̂2|. In the equation above we can then replace n̂a → n̂1,2 inside the halo-halo auto-
correlation ξhh and simply perform the integral over n̂a. We therefore approximate ξhh(n̂a − n̂3) ≃[
ξhh(n̂1 − n̂3) + ξhh(n̂2 − n̂3)

]
/2. We show the calculation with n̂1 below, since the one with n̂2 can

be obtained in the same way. Using the result from App. B.1 of Paper I,
∫

d2n̂a u(n̂1 − n̂a)u(n̂2 − n̂a) =
∑

ℓm

4π

2ℓ+ 1
u2
ℓ0(χa,ma)Yℓm(n̂1)Yℓm(n̂2), (D.14)

where uℓ0 was defined in Eq. (3.9). Expanding all the angular-dependent functions into spherical
harmonics, the three-point function simplifies to

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχaχ

2
a dχbχ

2
b dma dmb n(χa,ma)n(χb,mb)u

g,cen(χb,mb)×
∑

ℓm

∑

ℓ′m′

∑

ℓ′′m′′

1

2
[τaℓ0(χa,ma)]

2C±
ℓ′ (χa)C

hh
ℓ′′ (ma, χa,mb, χb)×

Yℓm(n̂1)Yℓm(n̂2) ±2Yℓ′m′(n̂1) ±2Yℓ′m′(n̂2)Yℓ′′m′′(n̂1)Yℓ′′m′′(n̂3),

(D.15)

where τaℓ0 was defined in Eq. (3.9), C±
ℓ′ was introduced in Eq. (B.7), and Chh

ℓ is the power spectrum
of the real-space halo-halo auto-correlation ξhh. This takes the following form:

Chh
ℓ (ma, χa,mb, χb) =

2

π
b(ma, χa)b(mb, χb)

∫
dkk2jℓ (kχa) jℓ (kχb)

√
P lin(k, χa)P lin(k, χb), (D.16)

where P lin(k) is the linear matter power spectrum, and b(m,χ) is the linear halo bias. In the limit of
small angle, ℓ → ∞, we can approximate the spherical Bessel function by jℓ(x) →

√
π/ (2ℓ+ 1)δ(ℓ+

1/2 − x), where x = χk. Thanks to the delta function, the integral over comoving wavenumber k
simplifies to

Chh
ℓ (ma, χa,mb, χb) ≈ b(ma, χa)b(mb, χb)

δ(χa − χb)

χ2
a

P lin

(
ℓ+ 1

2

χa
, χa

)
. (D.17)

This simplification is equivalent to the Limber approximation [54, 55]. The delta function in the
expression above further simplifies the integral over χb in the bispectrum.

Now we want to reduce the product of spherical harmonics in Eq. (D.15) down to three, to read
off the coefficients of the bispectrum. From the derivation of the polarization power spectra in App. B,
we already know that

∑

mm′

Yℓm(n̂1)Yℓm(n̂2) ±2Yℓ′m′(n̂1) ±2Yℓ′m′(n̂2) =
∑

LM

(
W 220

Lℓ′ℓ

)2
∓2YLM (n̂1) ∓2YLM (n̂2). (D.18)
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Therefore, after relabeling, the bispectrum from Eq. (D.15) becomes

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχaχ

2
a dma dmb n(χa,ma)n(χa,mb)u

g,cen(χa,mb)b(ma, χa)b(mb, χa)×

∑

ℓ′m′

∑

ℓ′′m′′

∑

LL′

1

2

(
W 220

ℓ′L′L

)2
[τaL0(χa,ma)]

2C±
L′(χa)P

lin

(
ℓ′′ + 1

2

χa
, χa

)
×

∓2Yℓ′m′(n̂1) Yℓ′′m′′(n̂1) ∓2Yℓ′m′(n̂2)Yℓ′′m′′(n̂3).

(D.19)

Finally, replacing the product ∓2Yℓ′m′(n̂1)Yℓ′′m′′(n̂1) with one spherical harmonics, we get

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχaχ

2
a dma dmb n(χa,ma)n(χa,mb)u

g,cen(χa,mb)b(ma, χa)b(mb, χa)×

∑

ℓm

∑

ℓ′m′

∑

ℓ′′m′′

∑

LL′

(−1)m
√

(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

±2 ∓2 0

)
×

1

2

(
W 220

ℓ′L′L

)2
[τaL0(χa,ma)]

2C±
L′(χa)P

lin

(
ℓ′′ + 1

2

χa
, χa

)
±2Yℓm(n̂1) ∓2Yℓ′m′(n̂2)Yℓ′′m′′(n̂3).

(D.20)

Now, adding the second piece coming from doing the same calculation but replacing n̂a → n̂2 in the
halo-halo auto-correlation function, we can read off the bispectra

〈
a±2
ℓma±2

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′
〉
= (−1)m

√
(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

±2 ∓2 0

)

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχaχ

2
a dma dmb n(χa,ma)n(χa,mb)u

g,cen(χa,mb)b(ma, χa)b(mb, χa)×

∑

LL′

(
W 220

ℓL′L

)2
+
(
W 220

ℓ′L′L

)2

2
[τaL0(χa,ma)]

2C±
L′(χa)P

lin

(
ℓ′′ + 1

2

χa
, χa

)
.

(D.21)
To write the three-point function in terms of the E and B-modes, we note that

〈
a±2∗
ℓm a∓2

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′
〉
= 0,

which from the definition of E and B means that ⟨E∗
ℓmE∗

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′⟩ = ⟨B∗
ℓmB∗

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′⟩. Similarly to
what obtained in App. B for the power spectrum, it can then be shown that

⟨Ea∗
ℓmEa

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′⟩ = ⟨Ba∗
ℓmBa

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′⟩ = 1

4

(〈
a+2∗
ℓm a+2

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′
〉
+

〈
a−2∗
ℓm a−2

ℓ′m′gℓ′′m′′
〉)

= (−1)m
√

(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

−m m′ m′′

)(
ℓ ℓ′ ℓ′′

+2 −2 0

)
eℓℓ′ℓ′′×

(
1− e−x

x
T̄

)2 ∫
dχaχ

2
a dma dmb n(χa,ma)n(χa,mb)u

g,cen(χa,mb)b(ma, χa)b(mb, χa)×

∑

LL′

(
W 220

ℓL′L

)2
+
(
W 220

ℓ′L′L

)2

2
[τaL0(χa,ma)]

2Cpol
L′ (χa)P

lin

(
ℓ′′ + 1

2

χa
, χa

)
, (D.22)

where Cpol
ℓ is defined in Eq. (3.15) and eℓℓ′ℓ′′ in Eq. (D.8). From the equation above we can read off

the angle-averaged bispectrum which results in the expression given in Sec. 3.3, in Eq. (3.23). As for

the 1-halo term, also in this case BXaXag
ℓℓ′ℓ′′ is symmetric under the exchange of ℓ ↔ ℓ′.

E Foregrounds and noise

In this appendix, we outline our prescription for estimating the noise covariance matrix Nℓ used
in the ILC described in Sec. 4.1 for temperature and polarization. We consider temperature and
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polarization data from two CMB experiments: the combination of the Low Frequency Instrument
(LFI) [96] and High Frequency Instrument (HFI) [97] on the Planck satellite and CMB Stage-4 [19].
For each experiment, we specify the observed frequency channels and angular resolution as defined
by a Gaussian beam

Gℓ(ω) = exp

[
−ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

θ2FWHM

8 ln 2

]
, (E.1)

where the full width at half maximum θFWHM [rad] varies with frequency. The assumed values are
recorded in Table 1.

Planck:
ω/(2π) [GHz] 30 44 70 100 143 217 353
θFWHM [arcmin] 32.41 27.1 13.32 9.69 7.3 5.02 4.94

CMB-S4:
ω/(2π) [GHz] 20 27 39 93 145 225 278
∆T [µKarcmin] 10.41 5.14 3.28 0.50 0.46 1.45 3.43
θFWHM [arcmin] 11.0 8.4 5.8 2.5 1.6 1.1 1.0

Table 1. The top panel shows the frequency bins and beam parameters used for the Planck forecast. The
bottom panel shows frequencies, sensitivity and resolution parameters for the CMB-S4 V3R0 configuration.
θFWHM is full width at half maximum of the assumed Gaussian beams, which characterizes the resolution of
the instrument in each frequency channel, while ∆T represents the amplitude of the white uncorrelated noise
in CMB temperature units.

For Planck, since data is readily available, we take an empirical approach. Our analysis is based
on publicly available individual frequency and component-separated CMB maps from the Planck
Public Data Release 3 (PR3) [98]. We first subtract the SMICA CMB from individual frequency
maps at 30-353 GHz in intensity as well as Q and U Stokes parameters. We mask the resulting maps
with a galactic cut retaining 40% of the sky, apodized to 2 degrees. We compute the auto- and cross-
spectra between all masked maps. We do not correct for mode-coupling from the mask, approximating
full-sky power spectra by the cut-sky pseudo-Cℓ spectra divided by the effective unmasked sky-fraction
∼ 0.4. Additionally, for polarization we use the full-sky expressions to produce E and B-mode spectra
from the Stokes parameter. We populate the matrices Nℓ used in the ILC using these auto- and cross-
spectra. Our treatment provides an estimate of the level of foregrounds and instrumental noise on the
cleanest region of the sky. A more careful treatment accounting for mode-coupling would improve the
accuracy of our estimate primarily on large angular scales, and particularly for polarization spectra
where the E-B decomposition is particularly sensitive to masking.

For CMB-S4, we take a hybrid approach to estimating the noise covariance, considering three
contributions: galactic foregrounds empirically measured from Planck, instrumental noise, and sim-
ulated extragalactic foregrounds. To estimate the contribution from galactic foregrounds, we first fit
the low-ℓ (defined as ℓ < 100) entries in Nℓ for Planck temperature and Stokes parameters to a power
law [Nℓ]ij = Aijℓ

−nij . We then use linear interpolation/extrapolation to obtain entries at the S4
frequencies, listed in the top row of the bottom panel in Table 1. The instrumental noise contribution
is modeled as

ITT
ℓ = IE

aEa

ℓ /
√
2 = IBB

ℓ /
√
2 = ∆2

T [1 + (ℓ/ℓknee)
αknee ] , (E.2)

where ∆T [µKrad] is the level of white noise representing the sensitivity in each frequency channel
(values recorded in Table 1), and the parameters αknee = −3 and ℓknee = 100 parameterize atmospheric
systematics on large angular scales. The dominant extragalactic foreground at high frequencies (where
the axion-induced screening signal is most important) is the cosmic infrared background (CIB). We
model this by computing the auto- and cross- power spectra of CIB maps from the Websky suite of
simulations at 93, 145, 225, 278 GHz respectively [66]. For polarization, we assume that the CIB is
1% polarized, and use the temperature maps to estimate the polarization signal from extragalactic
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sources. The full noise covariance is obtained by summing the three components described above for
all auto- and cross-power spectra of the CMB-S4 frequency channels in temperature and polarization.

F Effectively massless axions

When the axion is effectively massless (ma ≪ 10−14 eV), we no longer expect to find plasma densities
that yield resonant conversion. In this scenario, we can apply the treatment in App. A for a small
magnetic field with domain size rdom to obtain a conversion probability given by

P (A∥ → a) = (∆aγrdom)
2 sin

2(∆oscrdom/2)

(∆oscrdom/2)2
≈ 4

(
∆aγ

∆pl

)2

sin2(∆plrdom/2). (F.1)

We expect photon-axion conversion to happen in different astrophysical and cosmological environ-
ments, including

ISM: |B| ≃ µG, mγ ≃ 10−11 eV, rdom ≃ 1 kpc

CGM: |B| ≃ 0.1µG, mγ ≃ 10−12.5 eV, rdom ≃ 10 kpc (F.2)

IGM: |B| ≃ nG, mγ ≃ 10−14 eV, rdom ≃ 1Mpc,

where ISM refers to the interstellar medium around the location of the Solar system, CGM refers to
the circumgalactic medium in the vicinity of the Milky Way and other galaxies, and IGM refers to
the intergalactic medium between galaxies. In all three cases, ∆pl ≫ ∆aγ and ∆plrdom ≫ 1. In this
limit, the conversion probability per domain is

P (A∥ → a) = 2

(
∆aγ

∆pl

)2

≈ 2g2aγγ |B|2ω2

m4
γ

. (F.3)

and the conversion rate per unit length in the three different environments is approximately

dP

dr
=

2g2aγγ |B|2ω2

m4
γ rdom

≈





4× 10−15/Mpc (ISM),

4× 10−12/Mpc (CGM),

4× 10−12/Mpc (IGM),

(F.4)

for ω = 10−4 eV and gaγγ = 10−10 GeV−1. This suggests that if the axion is effectively massless, the
conversion rate is small towards the center of the galaxy and peaks somewhere in between the circum-
galactic medium and the intergalactic medium. The exact dependence of this conversion probability
on the distance from the halo center depends on how the plasma density, the magnetic field strength
and the magnetic field domain sizes change, in particular in the region several virial radii away from
the galaxy center. This region is notoriously hard to model as a result of baryonic feedback. Recent
and upcoming observations and simulations [47, 71, 99, 100] that target the missing baryon problem
might also shed more light on this question, and we leave a more detailed study to future work when
more information is available.

However, to motivate further studies, we estimate the sensitivity of axion-induced screening of
the CMB to this signal with a simple heuristic model, first studied in [27]. We add to the toy model
in [27] galaxies with sharp boundaries at fixed rb from the halo center. Inside the sharp boundary,
we assume the properties of the medium is similar to the ISM around the location of the Sun, while
outside the sharp boundary, the medium is similar to the environment of the IGM. In this toy model,
axion-photon conversion only happens outside the sharp boundary, and as a result, is anti-correlated

with the location of halos. Similar to [27], we treat mγ,eff =
√
m2

γ −m2
a as well as gaγγ |B| in the

intergalactic medium as free parameters.
In this toy model, we can compute the 1-halo and 2-halo contribution to the correlations of

the conversion probability. In the limit where the 2-halo term completely dominates, the toy model
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qualitatively captures the anisotropies of this non-resonant conversion. The conversion probability
along a line of sight direction n̂ with a halo centered along the direction n̂i can be computed to be

P (χi,mi) = P̄ − 4

3

g2aγγ |B|2ω2

m4
γ,eff rdom

rb

√
1−

(
χiθ

(1 + zi)rb

)2

, (F.5)

where θ is again the angular separation between n̂ and n̂i, and P̄ is the conversion probability
along a line of sight with no halos. We neglect the latter contribution since it contributes only to the
monopole. Note the additionalminus sign, which suggests that this signal appears as an emission (lack
of absorption) that is correlated with the location of halos. We generally expect a cross correlation
between the halo location and the conversion probability, though the sign can depend on the exact
shape of the density and magnetic field profile. The result of our estimate is presented in Fig. 10,
where we forecast the sensitivity of Planck and CMB-S4 to the axion photon coupling in the massless
axion limit. The result is presented in the units used in [27] to highlight the prospect of improvement
with the methodologies presented in this paper. With CMB-S4, we expect an improvement of up to
two orders of magnitude over the constraints presented in [27].
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Figure 10. Projected sensitivity of axion-induced screening to the combination of axion-photon coupling
gaγγ/10

−10GeV−1 and the extra-galactic magnetic field |B|/nG in the simple sharp boundary model (see
equation (F.5)), assuming Planck (left) and CMB-S4 (right) sensitivity and the unWISE blue galaxy sample.
The blue solid (orange-dashed) line is the projected sensitivity with temperature auto-correlation (cross-
correlation with unWISE galaxies) assuming rb = 5Rvir, while the shaded band is obtained for rb in the range
(Rvir, 10Rvir). The magnetic domain size is fixed at rdom = 1Mpc in the IGM and the effective electron
density in the IGM ne = mem

2
γ,eff/e

2 is a free parameter, as in Ref. [27]. The region above the black solid
line is excluded from the analysis of COBE/FIRAS data in [27].

G Rough sensitivity estimate

In this appendix, we provide quick but clearly imprecise methods to estimate the sensitivity of dark
screening to various beyond standard model scenarios of interest12. These estimates apply to cases
where we inject or remove photons (in the CMB frequency band) in a frequency and position dependent
manner. The estimates will be in a language that is familiar to researchers thinking about precision
experiments to search for dark matter/dark sector, and will be increasing in rigor.

The information carried by CMB photons is enormous, partly due to the fact the total number of
observable CMB photons is very large. The total number of CMB photons we can collect with CMB-
S4 will be Nγ ∼ 1028. With zero noise and perfect distinguishability, we can in principle measure an
optical depth, the probability of injecting or removing of CMB photons, as small as 1/

√
Nγ ∼ 10−14.

12We thank Diego Redigolo for his effort in trying to understand our results, which prompted this appendix.
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This estimate is certainly very crude, since photon removal generally happens only in a small fraction
of the universe, and more importantly, there are other contributions to the noise level that should be
taken into account.

Generally, the temperature perturbation generated from axion-induced screening (similar for dark
photon) is δT a ≃ T̄ δτa, which should be compared to the noise δT noise, consisting of the primary
CMB perturbations, foregrounds, and instrumental noise. For signals that cannot be distinguished
from background (including the primary CMB anisotropies), one can constrain an optical depth of
δτa ∼ 10−5.

The dark screening signal can be distinguished from background in two major aspects. Firstly,
the optical depth, from both photon to dark photon, or photon to axion conversion, is frequency
dependent. This allows for significant reduction of contamination by using the ILC technique, which
can reduce δT noise by more than three orders of magnitude, for example, in the case of searches for
dark photon screening with CMB-S4 (see Fig. 6 and Fig. 8 of Paper I; note that this factor depends on
the reference frequency used and can vary by about an order of magnitude across the whole frequency
range). This reduction of noise depends on the instrument, as well as the frequency scaling of τa, and
has to be worked out explicitly. Secondly, the signal and noise generally have different spatial profile,
or ℓ-dependence. Qualitatively, this can be thought of as doing ℓ2-measurements at the same time,
and the sensitivity increases when more ℓ-modes get included in the experiment. For example, the
sensitivity in δτa scales approximately as 1/

√
ℓ for the auto-correlation observable (which contains two

factors of δτa), and as 1/ℓ for cross-correlation with large-scale structure observable (which has only
one factor of δτa). Combining the two improvements from the characteristic frequency and spatial
dependence of the signal, we can estimate the sensitivity to δτa ∼ 3 × 10−10 with auto-correlation,
and δτa ∼ 10−11 with cross-correlation. Keep in mind that optimizing the correlation functions only
changes the scaling of the sensitivity with ℓ, but the other parameters (such as T̄ , conversion radius,
or magnetic field strength) appear in the same combination.

Depending on the BSM model, the optical depth can have different parametric dependence on
the physical quantities of distant galaxies and halos, as well as BSM parameters. For example, the
photon to axion conversion optical depth τa scales as

τa ∼ g2aγγ |B|2 ω rres

m2
a

, (G.1)

and a rough sensitivity of gaγγ can be estimated to be gaγγ ∼ 10−13GeV−1 with cross correlation
function ⟨T ag⟩ and CMB-S4 sensitivity. Note that the parameters rres and |B| both depend on the
halo mass and the axion mass, which in turn gives a scaling of the sensitivity to gaγγ with ma that is
more complicated than the one appearing in the equation above. Similar estimates can be obtained
for searches of polarization signals once the residual noise-level post-ILC is estimated.

H Likelihood and sensitivity forecast

For a fixed axion mass, all the observables used in this work have a simple scaling with the axion-
photon coupling as ∝ gnaγγ , with n = 2 or 4. Given some angular correlation function dℓ from the ILC
subtracted maps and an expected axion-induced signal gnaγγs

a
ℓ , the likelihood can be written as

−2 lnL(gaγγ) =
∑

ℓ

(
dℓ − gnaγγs

a
ℓ

)2

σ2
ℓ

+ const., (H.1)

where σℓ represents the noise covariace at each ℓ whose form depends on the specific observable
considered; note that in this notation σℓ also includes the appropriate factor to account for the
number of samples available at each scale, including the effect of fractional sky coverage. Assuming
that the data has no signal, we have ⟨dℓsaℓ⟩ = 0 and

〈
d2ℓ
〉
= σ2

ℓ , and the likelihood is maximized at
gaγγ = 0. The expectation value of the likelihood is therefore

⟨−2 lnL(gaγγ)⟩ = g2naγγ
∑

ℓ

(saℓ)
2

σ2
ℓ

+ const. (H.2)
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Following a Bayesian approach, the posterior distribution of the parameter gaγγ is then

f(gaγγ) =
e
−

g2naγγ

2σ2
n

(2σ2
n)

1
2nΓ

(
1 + 1

2n

) , (H.3)

where we have defined σ2
n ≡ ∑

ℓ

[
(saℓ)

2
/σ2

ℓ

]
and obtained the denominator from normalizing the

distribution to 1 for gaγγ ≥ 0, i.e. assuming a flat prior over positive couplings. To estimate the 1−σ
sensitivity on the parameter, σgaγγ , we compute the largest value of the parameter that is compatible

with the observation at 68% CL. In general this is given by σgaγγ
= x(σn)

1/n, where the numerical
coefficient x can be obtained by solving the equation

∫ x(σn)
1/n

0

f(gaγγ) = 0.68. (H.4)

For the case of n = 1, one simply recovers a Gaussian posterior distribution and x = 1; in that case
the parameter σ2

1 is just the inverse of the Fisher matrix, where now the likelihood is simply quadratic
in the parameter and therefore the usual 2nd order Taylor expansion defining the Fisher matrix is
exact. For our purposes, we are interested in the cases of n = 2, 4 that give

x ≃ 0.76 for n = 2, x ≃ 0.7 for n = 4. (H.5)

As expected if the leading order term in likelihood is g4aγγ or g8aγγ , it will change more rapidly away
from the maximum when gaγγ deviates from 0, leading to a smaller uncertainty on the parameter. The
numerical factors obtained here are used to estimate the sensitivity on the photon-axion coupling from
the two- and three-point functions in Sec. 4.2 – see Eqs. (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6). A similar procedure
can be followed if one wants to combine all the observables that have different scaling with gaγγ , by
adding up their contributions in Eq. (H.1) (neglecting cross-correlations).
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