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1 Introduction

Thecold dark m atter(CDM )dom inated universewith scale-invariantprim ordialdensity

uctuation hasbeen thestandard theory ofstructureform ation.AfterCOBE hasfound

the �nite density uctuation in the cosm ic m icrowave background radiation (CM BR),

the standard CDM scenario wasfound to give too m uch poweron sm allerscales. M any

m odi�cationsto thestandard CDM scenario wereproposed which solvethediscrepancy:

by introducing a sm allHotDark M atter(HDM )com ponent[1],by \tilting" theprim or-

dialdensity uctuation spectrum [2],by assum ing a �nite cosm ologicalconstant [3],or

by introducing particles (such as��)whose decay changes the tim e ofradiation-m atter

equality [4].Atthispoint,thereisno clearwinneram ong thesepossibilities.1

In this letter,we revisit the m ixed dark m atter (M DM ) scenario from the particle

physics point ofview. This scenario has attracted strong interests because there has

been a naturalcandidate for the HDM com ponent: m assive neutrino(s). A neutrino

with a m assofa few eV can naturally contribute to a signi�cantfraction ofthe current

universe. However,it has not been easy to incorporate the HDM together with other

neutrino \anom alies," unless allthree generation neutrinos (possibly together with a

sterile neutrino) are alm ost degenerate,and their sm allm ass splittings explain various

\anom alies." Such a scenario m ay be viewed as�ne-tuned. Especially,the atm ospheric

neutrino anom aly is quite signi�cant statistically now thanks to the SuperKam iokande

experim ent,which suggeststhem asssquared di�erenceof�m 2 = 10� 3� 10� 2 eV 2 between

them uon andtauneutrinos.Ifweview thesituationfrom thefam iliarhierarchicalferm ion

m assm atrices,itsuggeststhetau neutrino m assof0.03 { 0.1 eV,and itappearsdi�cult

to accom m odatetheHDM based on m assive neutrinos.

W e pointoutthatthe hadronic axion [7]can be an alternative m otivated candidate

for the HDM com ponent in the M DM m odel. Axion has been proposed as a solution

to the strong CP problem in the QCD,and the hadronic axion (orKSVZ axion)isone

version which predictssm allcoupling oftheaxion to theelectron.Therehasbeen known

a window offa � 106 GeV allowed by existentastrophysicaland cosm ologicalconstraints

ifthe axion coupling to photons is suppressed accidentally. This is referred to as the

\hadronic axion window." Our m ain observation is thatthis window gives exactly the

right m ass ofm a � a few eV and the num ber density ofthe axion appropriate for the

HDM com ponentin theM DM scenario.

2 H adronic A xion

First,let us review the hadronic axion m odel[7]. The m ost im portant feature ofthe

hadronicaxion isthatitdoesnothave tree-levelcouplingsto theordinary quarks(u,d,

1However,a large\tilt" isdi� cultto obtain in m any in ationary m odels.�CDM can be tested well

by B -factory experim ents in the nearfuture [5]. The recentdata from high-redshiftsupernovae prefer

� CDM [6],butthepossibleevolution ofsupernovaeneedsto beexcluded by m oresystem aticcom parison

between nearby and high-z supernovae.
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s,c,b,t)and leptons(e,�e,�,��,�,��).In thisfram ework,weintroducenew ferm ions

which have Peccei-Quinn (PQ)charges,while ordinary ferm ionsdo nottransform under

U(1)PQ . Som e ofthose new ferm ions,which we callPQ ferm ions hereafter,also have

SU(3)C quantum num bers. After the PQ sym m etry is broken spontaneously,axion a

appearsasa pseudo-Nam bu-Goldstoneboson ofthePQ sym m etry.

Theaxion a couplesto thephoton with theoperator

La =
1

8
gaa�

����
F��F�� �

�

16�

Ca

fa
a�

����
F��F��; (1)

where fa isthe axion decay constant. Thisinteraction isinduced by the m ixing to the

lightm esons(�0,�,�0,and so on)aswellasby thetriangleanom aly ofthePQ ferm ions.

By using the chiralLagrangian based on avor SU(2)L� SU(2)R ,we can estim ate the

coe�cientC a as[8]

Ca =
E PQ

N
�
2(4+ z)

3(1+ z)
; (2)

where z = m u=m d which is estim ated to be 0.56 by the leading order perturbation in

quark m asses in the chiralLagrangian. (Hereafter,we use z = 0:56 forourestim ation,

unlesswe discussquantitieswhich are sensitive to the uncertainty in z.) In Eq.(2),the

�rstterm isfrom theU(1)em anom aly ofthePQ ferm ions,whilethesecond term isdueto

the m ixing between axion and lightm esons. Sim ultaneously,we also obtain theform ula

fortheaxion m assas

m a =

p
z

1+ z

f�m �

fa
’ 6:2 eV � (fa=10

6 GeV)� 1; (3)

wheref� ’ 93 M eV isthepion decay constant,and m � isthepion m ass.

W ith thisaxion-photon-photon coupling,axion decaysinto two photonswith thelife-

tim e

�a =

"
�2C 2

a

256�3

m 3

a

f2
a

#� 1

’ 1:2� 1012 yr� C
� 2

a(m a=10 eV)
� 5
: (4)

Noticethatthelifetim eoftheaxion islongerthan theageoftheUniverseform a � 10 eV

and Ca
<
� 1,and hence prim ordialaxionsarestillin theUniverse.However,aswewill

seelater,radiativedecay oftheaxion m ay a�ectthebackground UV photonsin spiteof

thelong lifetim e.

Here,we com m ent that Ca is signi�cantly a�ected by uncertainties in the chiral

Lagrangian with which the m ixing e�ectisusually calculated. Firstofall,the accuracy

ofthe SU(2)L� SU(2)R chiralLagrangian istested up to about5 { 10 % . Forexam ple,

by using thepion decay constantestim ated from theleptonicdecay width of�� ,�(�0 !

+ )iscalculated to be 7.73 eV [9],while experim entally,itis m easured to be 7:7�

0:6 eV [10]. (Even though the center value given in Ref.[10]is in a good agreem ent,
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thesinglebestm easurem entsuggeststhewidth to be7:25� 0:23 eV [11],which isabout

6 % o� from the chiralLagrangian prediction.) Furtherm ore, f� estim ated from the

process e+ + e� ! �0 + e+ + e� [12]is about 10 % sm aller than the one from the

leptonic decay of�� [9]. Therefore,we m ay expect 5 { 10 % error in the calculation

ofthe m ixing e�ect from chiralLagrangian. Another uncertainty is from the so-called

Kaplan{M anoharam biguity [13].W ithin thelowest-orderchiralperturbation theory,z is

estim ated to be 0.56. However,underthe SU(2)L� SU(2)R avorsym m etry,the quark

m ass m atrix M = diag(m u;m d)and itsconjugate (i�2)M �(� i�2)= diag(m �

d
;m �

u
)have

the sam e transform ation properties,and hence the following shifts are allowed: m u !

m 0

u
= m u + �m �

d
,m d ! m 0

d
= m d+ �m �

u
,where�isan unknown param eter[13].Sincethe

param eter�isarbitrary,z= m u=m d cannotbedeterm ined from them eson m assesalone.2

In particular,z m uch sm allerthan 0.56 (oreven z = 0)m ay be allowed ifwe take this

am biguity into account[13]. Thisam biguity cannotbe resolved based on m eson m asses

only,butcan be by using the baryon m assesto som e extent. The uncertainty,however,

rem ainslarge[14].3 Them ixing contribution to Ca isa�ected by thisuncertainty in z.

Aswewillseelater,Ca isconstrained to belessthan 0.01 { 0.1 from astrophysical

argum ents for the axion decay constant we are interested in. In general,Ca � 1 is

possibleifweadoptan accidentalcancellation.W ith thelowestorderchiralLagrangian,

cancellation occurswhen E PQ =N = 2(4+ z)=3(1+ z)’ 1:95,butthisestim ation m ay not

be so reliable. W e believe thata betterunderstanding ofthe quark m assesisnecessary

to pin down the value ofE PQ =N forthe accidentalcancellation. W ith the currentbest

knowledge,itisclearthatthe cancellation isquite possible form odelswith E PQ =N � 2

ifwetakethee�ectswediscussed aboveinto account.In particular,thepossibility ofthe

valueobtained in grand-uni�ed theories(E PQ =N = 8=3)m ay notbeexcluded.

The axion isalso coupled to ferm ions: Laff = gaffa
�fi5f,which can again be esti-

m ated by usingthechiralLagrangian.Im portantly,thehadronicaxion doesnotcoupleto

ordinary quarksand leptonsatthetreelevel.Therefore,in particular,theaxion-electron-

electron coupling hasan extra loop suppression factor[15]:

gaee =
3�2

4�2

m e

fa

(
E PQ

N
ln(fa=m e)�

2(4+ z)

3(1+ z)
ln(�Q CD =m e)

)

: (5)

On theotherhand,m ixinge�ectsinducean axion-nucleon-nucleon coupling,even though

theaxion-quark-quark coupling vanishesatthetreelevelfora hadronicaxion:

gaN N =
m N

fa

(

(FA 0 � FA 3)
1

2(1+ z)
+ (FA 0 � FA 3)

z

2(1+ z)

)

; (6)

wherem N ’ 940 M eV isthenucleon m ass,and upper(lower)sign isforneutron (proton).

Theaxial-vectorisovectorcontribution hasbeen quitewellunderstood tobeFA 3 ’ � 1:25

2In the SU(3)L � SU(3)R chiralLagrangian,the e� ectis form ally higherorderin quark m asses,and

hence �� m s=(4�f�).Still,the am biguity in z isratherlarge.
3However,ifz = 0,strong CP problem issolved withoutintroducing an axion.Therefore,we do not

considerthispossibility in thisletter.
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from the neutron �-decay. Isoscalar part F A 0 used to be m ore am biguous,since this

quantity depends on the avor-singlet axial-vector m atrix elem ent S (with S � �u +

�d+ �s in Ref.[17])asF A 0 ’ � 0:67S � 0:20,where the constantpiece isdeterm ined

by the hyperon �-decay.In Ref.[17],however,S wasestim ated from experim entaldata

including higher order QCD corrections, resulting in S = 0:27 � 0:04. Even though

possiblesystem aticuncertaintiesarenotincluded in thiscalculation,weusethisresultas

areferencewhen wediscussaxion-nucleon-nucleon coupling.Becauseoftheseinteractions,

fa isconstrained by theaxion em ission from SN1987A.

3 C onstraints on H adronic A xion

Next,we sum m arize the constraints on the hadronic axion. In the laterdiscussion,we

willbe interested in the case offa � 106 GeV so thathadronic axion becom es a good

candidateoftheHDM .Therefore,in thissection,wepay an attention to thiscase.

M ostim portantly,thecouplingofthehadronicaxiontotheelectron isloopsuppressed,

ascan beseen in Eq.(5).Therefore,theconstrainton theaxion-electron-electron coupling

from the cooling ofthe red giant[18,19]can be evaded. One can com pare the current

bestupperlim it(gaee <� 2:5� 10� 13 [19])with Eq.(5),and seethatgaee forfa � 106 GeV

issm allerthan thebound from thered giantforvaluesofE PQ =N
<
� 7.

A non-trivialconstraint com es from the em ission ofthe axion from a supernova. If

an axion couplesto nucleonsstrongly,the axion can be produced in the core ofthe su-

pernova,and the axion em ission m ay a�ect the cooling process ofthe supernova. In

particular,the Kam iokande group and the IM B group m easured the ux and duration

tim e ofthe neutrino burst em itted from the SN1987A,and their results are consistent

with the generally accepted theory ofthe core collapse. Therefore,they con�rm ed the

idea thatm ostofthe energy released in the cooling process iscarried o� by neutrinos.

Ifaxion carriesaway too m uch energy from the supernova,itwould conictwith those

observations. The axion ux from the supernova can be suppressed enough in two pa-

ram eterregions. Ifaxion-nucleon-nucleon interaction isweak enough,the axion cannot

be e�ectively produced in the core ofthe supernova. Quantitatively,forfa >� 109 GeV,

theaxion ux can besm allenough nottoa�ectthecoolingprocess[20].On thecontrary,

ifthe axion interacts strongly enough,the m ean free path ofthe axion becom es m uch

shorterthan thesizeofthecore,and hencetheaxionscannotescapefrom thesupernova.

In thiscase,axion istrapped insidetheso-called \axion sphere," and theaxion em ission

isalso suppressed. (In thiscase,axionsare em itted only from the surface ofthe axion

sphere;thistypeoftheaxion em ission isoften called \axion burst.") Quantitatively,for

fa
<
� 2� 106 GeV (orequivalently,m a

>
� 3 eV),the axion lum inosity from SN1987A is

suppressed enough [20].

For fa <
� 2 � 106 GeV suggested from the cooling ofsupernova,we have another

constraintfrom the detection ofaxionsin water �Cerenkov detectors. In thisparam eter

region,axion uxfrom theaxion burstisquitesizableforitsdetection,even though itdoes
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nota�ectthecoolingofSN1987A.Iftheaxion-nucleon-nucleon couplingisstrongenough,

axionsm ay excite the oxygen nucleiin the water �Cerenkov detectors(16O + a ! 16O �),

followed by radiative decay(s) ofthe excited state. Ifthis process had happened,the

Kam iokandedetectorshould haveobserved thephoton(s)em itted from thedecay of16O �.

Dueto thenon-observation ofthissignal,fa <� 3� 105 GeV isexcluded [21].

Another class ofconstraint is from the axion-photon-photon coupling. Because of

this coupling,axion can be produced in Prim ako� process in the presence ofexternal

electrom agnetic �eld,and italso decaysinto two photons,which resultin constraintson

the(m odel-dependent)axion-photon-photon coupling.

Oneoftheim portantconstraintscom esfrom thecoolingofthehorizontal-branch (HB)

stars.Iftheaxion-photon-photon coupling istoo strong,axionsareproduced in theHB

stars through the Prim ako� process,and the em ission ofthe axions a�ects the cooling

ofthe HB stars. Then,the lifetim e ofthe HB starsbecom esshorterthan the standard

prediction,and thenum beroftheHB starsaresuppressed.However,thenum berofthe

HB starsarein a good agreem entwith theoreticalexpectations,and henceweobtain the

upperbound on theaxion-photon-photon coupling [22]:

ga
<
� 6� 10� 11 GeV � 1

: (7)

The im portant point is that ga has two sources: the electroweak anom aly ofthe PQ

ferm ions and the m ixing between the axion and light m esons (see Eqs.(1) and (2)).

Furtherm ore,the m ixing e�ectisusually calculated by using the chiralLagrangian,and

there is som e uncertainty as discussed earlier. Therefore,it is di�cult to convert the

constraint(7)totheconstrainton thePQ scalefa.In fact,duetothem odeldependence,

weonly havean upperbound on thecoe�cientC a:

Ca
<
� 0:05� (fa=10

6 GeV): (8)

Noticethat,in principle,any valueoffa can beviablewith thecooling oftheHB stars,

ifweadoptan accidentalcancelation in Ca.

Anotherim portantconstraint isfrom the e�ects ofthe radiative decay ofthe axion

on the background UV photons. Asnoted in Eq.(1),axion iscoupled to photons,and

itdecaysinto two photonswith the lifetim e given in Eq.(4). Even though the lifetim e

islongerthan theageoftheUniverse,som efraction oftheaxion decaysand wem ay see

theem ission line.

Constraint from the UV extragalactic light is discussed in Refs.[16,23,24]. Since

the lifetim e ofthe axion islongerthan the age ofthe Universe,intensity ofthe photon

isproportionalto theinverse ofthelifetim e.Therefore,theintensity becom essm alleras

theaxion-photon-photon coupling getsweaker,and non-observation ofthesignalsetsan

upperbound on Ca.Overduin and W esson looked fortheem itted photon from theaxion

in theextra galacticlight,and no signaloftheaxion wasfound.From theirobservation,

they derived theupperbound on Ca of0:72(m a = 3.8eV)to0:014(m a = 13.0eV)[24].

M ore stringent constraint m ay be obtained ifwe observe the photons em itted from

the axionsin clusters ofgalaxies. Atthe center ofa cluster,axionsare expected to be
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Figure1:Astrophysicalconstraintson thehadronicaxion m odelfrom thecooling ofthe

supernova,axion burst,cooling ofthe HB stars,extragalactic light [24](square),and

em ission line in clustersofgalaxies[23](triangle). Shaded region isexcluded,and Ca

largerthan squaresand trianglesareinconsistentwith observationsfor�xed valueoffa.

gravitationally trapped,and itsdensity ism oreenhanced than the cosm ologicaldensity.

Therefore,the em ission linesm ay be m ore intense than the one from the extra galactic

sources,and theconstraintm aybem orestringent.W ith threesam plesofclusters,Ressell

obtainedtheupperboundonCa of0:12(m a = 3.5eV)to0:008(m a = 7.5eV)[23],which

isaboutone orderofm agnitude m ore stringentthan the constraintfrom extra galactic

background light.However,itispossible thatthelinesofsightoftheparticulargalactic

clustersareobscured by absorbing m aterial,resulting in too stringentconstraint[24].If

weadoptthisargum ent,thisconstraintm ay beevaded.

Alltheconstraintsm entioned abovearesum m arized in Fig.1.Aswehavediscussed,

thehadronicaxion with theaxion decay constantin thefollowingrangeisstillviablewith
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alltheastrophysicalconstraints(ifCa issm allenough):

3� 105 GeV <
� fa

<
� 2� 106 GeV (20 eV >

� m a
>
� 3 eV): (9)

Noticethattheconstraintsbased on theaxion em ission from SN1987A isrelatively m odel-

independent. Thatis,in the hadronic axion m odel,the axion-nucleon-nucleon coupling

isfrom the m ixing between the axion and the lightm esons,and hence itisindependent

oftheU(1)PQ chargesofthePQ ferm ions.4

Finally,we com m ent on the constraint from the cooling ofthe red giants and the

HB stars due to the axion-nucleon-nucleon coupling [25]. The axion-nucleon-nucleon

coupling would allow an axion em ission from red giantsand the HB stars,and cause an

additionalenergy lossrate which isproportionalto m 2

a
. Thisextra energy losschanges

the brightnessofthese stars,and italso m odi�esthe relative num bersofthe red giants

to the HB stars. Observed valuesofthese quantitiesare in reasonable agreem entswith

theoreticalcalculations,and hencewecan obtain theupperbound on theaxion em ission

rate. The constraint is quite sensitive to the avor-singlet axial-vector m atrix elem ent

S � �u+ �d+ �s,sinceaxion-nucleon-nucleon coupling dependson S.ForS = 0:27 as

suggested in Ref.[17],axion m asssm allerthan about12 eV isstillallowed,5 and larger

axion m assisstillviableifweadoptsizableuncertaintyin S [25].Therefore,weconcluded

thatm ostoftheparam eterregion fortheaxionicHDM isstillalive.

4 T herm alR elic ofH adronic A xion

W ehaveseen in theprevioussection thatthehadronicaxion with thedecay constantin

the window 3� 105 GeV <
� fa

<
� 2� 106 GeV isastrophysically allowed aslong asthe

axion-photon-photon coupling issu�ciently sm all.Now,wearein theposition to discuss

how the hadronic axion can be a good candidate forHDM .Forthispurpose,rem em ber

thattherelevantm assrangefortheHDM is1 eV { 10eV,corresponding to thePQ scale

offa � 106 GeV (seeEq.(3)),iftheaxion decouplesaround thesam estageaswhen the

neutrinosdo.

Forfa � 106 GeV,them ostim portantsourceoftheprim ordialaxionsisthetherm al

production,rather than the coherent oscillation [16,15]. Because ofthe couplings to

nucleons(and to pions),axion aretherm alized when T >
� 30� 50 M eV forfa � 106 GeV.

In the m ost recent calculation [15],the axion density is estim ated as [�a=��]T� 1 M eV ’

0:4� 0:5,with �a (��)being theenergy density oftheaxion (neutrino ofonespecies),or

equivalently,

na

s
’ 0:02; (10)

4Itdoessu� erfrom the uncertainty in z m entioned earlier,however[15].
5The authorsofRef.[25]used FA 0 = � 0:67S � 0:23 from hyperon � decay withoutSU(3)breaking

e� ects. A direct m easurem ent,however,suggests � 0:67S � 0:20 [26],and m akes the S in their plot

e� ectively sm allerby 0.04.
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where na is the num ber density ofaxion,and s isthe totalentropy density. (Here,we

used [�a=��]T� 1 M eV = 0:45.) Then,therelicdensity oftheaxion isgiven by


a =
m ana

�c
’ 0:2� h

� 2

50
(m a=10 eV); (11)

where h50 istheHubble constantin unitsof50 km /sec/M pc.Thus,form a � 10 eV,
a
can be0.1 { 0.2 which istherequirem entfortheHDM in theM DM scenario.Notethat

thehadronicaxion discussed hereisa therm alrelicwith itsm assof� 10 eV.Therefore,

the axion here isa relativistic particle when the galactic scale crossed the horizon,and

behavesasHDM .6

Com paring with Eq.(11),the window (9) is exactly where the axion has the right

m assand num berdensity to betheHDM com ponentin theM DM scenario.

Onem ay worry aboutthee�ectofthehadronicaxion on thebig-bangnucleosynthesis

(BBN).Atthetim eoftheBBN,energy density oftheaxion issizable([�a=��]T� 1 M eV ’

0:4� 0:5),and it raises the freeze out tem perature ofthe neutron by speeding up the

expansion rateoftheUniverse.Asa result,in ourcase,m ore 4Heissynthesized than in

the standard BBN case [15]. A few yearsago,the observed value ofthe prim ordial4He

abundanceseem ed tobeunacceptably sm allerthan thetheoreticalprediction [29].Ifthis

wastrue,a hadronic axion with fa � 106 GeV could be extrem ely disfavored. However,

the current situation is m ore controversial. Recently,both for D and 4He,severalnew

m easurem entshavebeen doneto determ inetheirprim ordialabundances,buttheresults

arenotconsistentwith each other;som egroup reportslow D abundancewhiletheother

results are m uch higher,and the sam e for 4He. In particular,ifwe adopta high value

ofthe observed 4He abundance [30],our scenario is consistent with the BBN.Since it

istoo prem ature to judge which m easurem ents are reliable,we do notexpectany solid

argum entbased on theBBN which rulesoutthehadronicaxion astheHDM com ponent

in theM DM scenario.

5 Prospect for D etecting H adronic A xion

Sofar,wehaveseen thatthehadronicaxion inthecurrentallowed param eterrangealm ost

autom atically becom es appropriate for HDM .As discussed, this scenario is consistent

with allthe astrophysicalconstraints,ifthe axion-photon-photon coupling issuppressed

enough,presum ably by an accidentalcancellation.

6Itisinteresting to notethatthe axion decay constantrequired in thisscenario israthercloseto the

so-called m essengerscalein m odelswith gaugem ediation ofsupersym m etry breaking [27],aswellasthe

m assscale ofthe right-handed neutrino in the sneutrino CDM scenario [28]. Itis conceivable thatthe

� eld S which generatesthesupersym m etricand supersym m etry-breakingm assesofthem essengerscarry

thePQ chargeand them essengersarethePQ ferm ions.Thesam e� eld S can generatetherequired size

ofthe right-handed neutrino m assin the sneutrino CDM scenario.The originalscaleofsupersym m etry

breaking,however,needs to be raised to m ake the gravitino heavier than the sneutrino,which can be

achieved by m aking the m essengerU(1)coupling constantsom ewhatsm all,� 0:03.
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However,thisscenariocan betested in thefuturein severalobservations.Onepossibil-

ityistousetheobservation ofthedi�usebackground UV photon.Accuracy ofthecurrent

observation justexcluded the axion-photon-photon coupling down to Ca
<
� 0:1� 0:01,

aswehavediscussed.However,ifthebackground photon spectrum willbewellm easured

with a better resolution,the em ission line from the axion decay m ay be found in the

background photon spectrum . However,as we em phasized,Ca is a m odel-dependent

param eter. Therefore,a non-observation ofthe signalcannotexclude the possibility of

hadronicaxion HDM de�nitively,becauseofa possibleaccidentalcancellation in C a.

Therefore,a detection ofhadronicaxion which doesnotrely on axion-photon-photon

couplingisstrongly favored.Onesuch possibility istodetectan axion burstfrom afuture

supernova atSuperKam iokande(or,in general,water�Cerenkov detectors).An im portant

pointisthatnewerwater �Cerenkov detectors(like SuperKam iokande)have m uch larger

�ducialvolum ethan Kam iokande,and hencewecan expectalargereventrate.Therefore,

a hadronic axion with fa � 106 GeV can be tested with a future supernova ofthe size

and thedistanceofSN1987A,even though SN1987A could notexclude thispossibility.

Calculation oftheeventratesu�ersfrom theuncertaintiesintheaxion-nucleonscatter-

ingcrosssection and m odelingofsupernovae.However,thedetection ofthesignalappears

plausible.Forexam ple,by rescaling theresultgiven in Ref.[21],weexpecta few events

atSuperKam iokandefora supernova ofthesam esizeasSN1987A forfa � 106 GeV.Of

course,ifa new supernova willbecloserthan SN1987A,wecan expectlargernum berof

events,and thehadronicaxion HDM can betested m uch easier.

Anotherinteresting novelidea isdueto M oriyam a [31].In theSun,therm ally excited
57Fenucleican decay by em itting axions.Thanksto theDopplerbroadening oftheaxion

energy due to the therm alm otion of57Fe,the sam e nuclide can resonantly absorb the

axion.The detection ratewasestim ated and can beashigh as1 event/day/kg orm ore.

A search wasalready perform ed along thisline[32]even though they used a sm alltarget

of0.03 g to detect14.4 keV gam m a-ray escaping the targetratherthan the bolom etric

m ethod suggested.They obtained an upperbound on theaxion m assof745eV.Another

experim entale�ortto detectsolaraxionsisunderway and m ay reach the axion m assas

sm allas3 eV in a few years[33].

6 C onclusions

In thisletter,wehavepointed outthatthehadronicaxion in thehadronicaxion window

(fa � 106 GeV)canautom aticallybeagoodcandidateoftheHotDarkM attercom ponent

in the m ixed dark m atter scenario. In order to evade an astrophysicalconstraint from

the background UV light, axion-photon-photon coupling has to be suppressed in the

hadronic axion window,probably by an accidentalcancellation. This scenario m ay be

tested by detecting theaxion burstfrom a futuresupernova in water �Cerenkov detectors,

ordetecting solaraxionsusing resonantabsorption.
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