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A bstract
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1 Introduction

The cold dark m atter (CDM ) dom inated universe w ith scale-invariant prin ordial density

uctuation has been the standard theory of structure form ation. A fier COBE has found
the nite density uctuation in the cosn ic m icrowave background radiation CM BR),
the standard CDM scenario was found to give too much power on sn aller scales. M any
m odi cations to the standard CDM scenario were proposed which solve the discrepancy:
by introducing a smallHot D ark M atter HDM ) com ponent 1], by \tilting" the prin or-
dial density uctuation spectrum @], by assum ing a nite cosm ological constant 3], or
by introducing particles (such as ) whose decay changes the tin e of radiation-m atter
equality B]. At this point, there is no clear w Inner am ong these possibﬂit:ies.'f:

In this ktter, we revisit the m ixed dark matter M DM ) scenario from the particle
physics point of view . This scenario has attracted strong interests because there has
been a natural candidate for the HDM oom ponent: m assive neutrino(s). A neutrino
wih amassofa few €V can naturally contribute to a signi cant fraction of the current
universe. However, it has not been easy to Inocorporate the HDM together w ith other
neutrino \anom alies," unless all three generation neutrinos (possbly together wih a
sterile neutrino) are alm ost degenerate, and their an all m ass splittings explain various
\anom alies." Such a scenario m ay be viewed as netuned. E goecially, the atm ogpheric
neutrino anom aly is quite signi cant statistically now thanks to the SuperK am iokande
experin ent, which suggeststhem ass squared di erenceof m 2= 10 ° 1072 eV between
them uon and tau neutrinos. Ifweview the situation from the fam iliarhierarchical ferm ion
m ass m atrices, it suggests the tau neutrinom assof0.03 { 01 €V, and it appearsdi cult
to accomm odate the HDM based on m assive neutrinos.

W e point out that the hadronic axion []] can be an altemative m otivated candidate
for the HDM component in the MDM model. Axion has been proposed as a solution
to the strong CP problm In the QCD, and the hadronic axion (or K SVZ axion) is one
version which predicts am all coupling of the axion to the electron. T here hasbeen known
awindow of f, 10 G eV allbwed by existent astrophysical and coan ological constraints
if the axion coupling to photons is suppressed accidentally. This is referred to as the
\hadronic axion window ." Ourmain cbservation is that this window gives exactly the
right mass ofm 4 a f&w &V and the num ber density of the axion appropriate for the
HDM oomponent n theM DM scenario.

2 H adronic A xjion

First, ket us review the hadronic axion m odel [7,]. The m ost i portant feature of the
hadronic axion is that it does not have treelevel couplings to the ordinary quarks (@, d,

1However, a Jarge \tilt" isdi cul to obtain ln many in ationary models. CDM can be tested well

by B -factory experin ents In the near future i_?:]. T he recent data from high-redshift supemovae prefer

CDM ié], but the possble evolution of supemovae needs to be excluded by m ore system atic com parison
betw een nearby and high-z supemovae.



s, ¢ bt)and kptons €, o, » , , ). In this fram ework, we Introduce new fem ions
which have PecceiQuinn PQ) charges, whilk ordinary ferm ions do not transform under
U (1)pg . Some of those new ferm ions, which we callPQ fem ions hereaffer, also have
SU 3)c quantum numbers. A fler the PQ symm etry is broken spontaneously, axion a
appears as a pseudo-N am bu-G oldstone boson ofthe PQ symm etry.

T he axion a couples to the photon w ith the operator

L L F F __Ca
= _ a a
= T gk 16 f

F F ; @)

where f, is the axion decay constant. This Interaction is induced by the m ixing to the
lightmesons ( %, , % and so on) aswellasby the triangle anom aly ofthe PQ ferm ions.
By usihg the chiral Lagrangian bassd on avor SU (2)y, SU (2% , we can estin ate the
coe clent C , as []

EPQ 2(4+ Z)

Ca = ; @)
N 30+ z)

where z = m ,=m 4 which is estin ated to be 0.56 by the lading order perturoation in
quark m asses In the chiral Lagrangian. Hereafter, we use z = 0:56 f©Or our estin ation,
unless we discuss quantities which are sensitive to the uncertainty n z.) In Eq. @), the
rst tem is from theU (1), anom aly ofthePQ femm ions, whik the second tem is due to
the m ixing between axion and light m esons. Sin ultaneously, we also cbtain the form ula
for the axion m ass as
z fm

m, = " 62 eV =10°Gev) 1; 3
=172 & (63 ) i 3)

where £ 7 93 M &V isthe pion decay constant, and m is the pion m ass.
W ith this axion-photon-photon coupling, axion decays into two photons w ith the life-
tine
nw 2C 5 o 3 # 1
a
a= 2563f—,j 12 10°yr C.° @m,=10evV) °: @)
a

N otice that the lifetin e ofthe axion is longer than the age ofthe Universe form , 10 eV
and C, < 1,and hence prin ordial axions are still in the Universe. However, aswe w ill
see later, radiative decay ofthe axion m ay a ect the background UV photons in spite of
the long lifetim e.

Here, we comm ent that C, is signi cantly a ected by uncertainties in the chiral
Lagrangian w ith which the m ixing e ect is usually calculated. F irst of all, the accuracy
of the SU 2),, SU Rk chiral Lagrangian is tested up to about 5 { 10 % . For exam pl,
by using the pion decay constant estin ated from the Jptonic decay width of , ( !

+ ) is calculated to be 7.73 &V [9:], while experin entally, it is m easured to be 77
0% eV [Id]. (Even though the center value given in Ref. [[(] is ;n a good agreem ent,
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the single best m easurem ent suggests the w idth tobe 725 023 eV [{1], which is about
6 % o from the chiral Lagrangian prediction.) Furthem ore, £ estin ated from the
process e + e ! O+ e + e [I2] is about 10 $ samaller than the one from the
Jeptonic decay of 1. Therefore, we may expect 5 { 10 % eror in the calculation
of the m ixing e ect from chiral Lagrangian. A nother uncertainty is from the so-called
K apln{M anchar ambiguity [13]. W ithin the lowest-order chiral perturbation theory, z is
estim ated to be 0.56. However, under the SU (2), SU 2% avor symm etry, the quark
massmatrix M = diagfm ,;m4) and is conjugate @ )M ( i?) = diagfm 4;m ) have
the sam e transfom ation properties, and hence the follow Ing shifts are allowed: m !
ml=m,+ mymyg! mi=mg+ m,,where isan unknown parameter [13]. Sice the
param eter isarbitrary, z= m ,=m 4 cannot be determ ined from them eson m asses aloned
In particular, z much snaller than 056 (oreven z = 0) may be allowed if we take this
ambiguiy into account {13]. This ambiguity cannot be resolved based on m eson m asses
only, but can be by using the baryon m asses to som e extent. T he uncertainty, however,
rem ains large {[4]17 Them xing contrbution to C, isa ected by this uncertainty i z.

Aswewillsee later, C, is constrained to be lessthan 0.01 { 0.1 from astrophysical
argum ents for the axion decay constant we are interested in. In general, C, 1lis
possbl ifwe adopt an accidental cancellation. W ith the lowest order chiral Lagrangian,
cancellation occurswhen Epo=N = 2@+ z)=3(1+ z)’ 1:95, but this estin ation m ay not
be o reliable. W e believe that a better understanding of the quark m asses is necessary
to pin down the value ofEpo =N for the accidental cancellation. W ith the current best
know ledge, it is clear that the cancellation is quite possble form odels w ith Epg =N 2
ifwe take the e ectswe discussed above into acoount. In particular, the possbility ofthe
value obtained in grand-uni ed theories E pq=N = 8=3) m ay not be excluded.

The axion is also coupled to ferm ions: Larr = darrafi sf, which can again be esti-
m ated by using the chiral Lagrangian . In portantly, the hadronic axion doesnot couple to
ordinary quarks and kptons at the tree level. T herefore, In particular, the axion-electron—
electron coupling has an extra loop suppression factor {I§]:

3 Zme(EPQ 24+ z) !

= ——= In (f,=m - h =m.) : 5
gaee 4 2 fa N (a e) 3(1+ Z) ( QCD e) ( )

O n the other hand, m ixing e ects nduce an axion-nuckon-nuclkon coupling, even though
the axion-quark-quark coupling vanishes at the tree level for a hadronic axion:

( )
MY Ere B+ Fro  Fas)——— ©)
£, RO TR0+ 2) RO 30+ z)

Jann =

wheremy ’ 940 M €V isthe nuclkon m ass, and upper (lower) sign is orneutron (roton).
T he axialvector isovector contribution hasbeen quite wellunderstood tobeFp 3 / 125

°In the SU 3)1;, SU 3)r chiral Lagrangian, the e ect is form ally higher order in quark m asses, and
hence ms=@4 £ ). Still, the ambiguiy In z is rather large.

SHowever, if z = 0, strong CP problem is solved w ithout introducing an axion. T herefore, we do not
consider this possbility in this letter.



from the neutron -decay. Isoscalar part F .o used to be more ambiguous, since this
quantity depends on the avorsinglkt axialvector matrix element S Wih S u +

d+ s Ref. [IV]) asF .o’ 0675 020, where the constant piece is detem ined
by the hyperon -decay. In Ref. [L7], however, S was estin ated from experin ental data
Including higher order QCD oorrections, resuting n S = 027 0:04. Even though
possble system atic uncertainties are not lncluded In this calculation, we use this resul as
a reference w hen we discuss axion-nuclon-nuckon coupling. B ecause ofthese Interactions,
f. is constrained by the axion em ission from SN 1987A .

3 Constraints on H adronic A xion

N ext, we summ arize the constraints on the hadronic axion. In the later discussion, we
w il be interested in the case of £, 10 GeV so that hadronic axion becom es a good
candidate ofthe HDM . T herefore, in this section, we pay an attention to this case.

M ost In portantly, the coupling ofthe hadronic axion to the electron is loop suppressed,
ascan be seen n Eq. §). T herefore, the constraint on the axion-elkctron-ekctron coupling
from the cooling of the red giant [[8,19] can be evaded. One can com pare the current
best upper lin it (Qaee < 255 10" f19)) with Eq. @), and ssethat g, orf, 10 Gev
is an aller than the bound from the red giant for valies of Epo =N < 7.

A non-trivial constraint com es from the am ission of the axion from a supemova. If
an axion couples to nuckons strongly, the axion can be produced in the core of the su-
pemova, and the axion em ission may a ect the cooling process of the supemova. In
particular, the K am iokande group and the IM B group m easured the ux and duration
tin e of the neutrino burst em itted from the SN 1987A, and their results are consistent
w ith the generally acospted theory of the core collapse. T herefore, they con m ed the
dea that m ost of the energy released In the cooling process is carried o by neutrinos.
If axion carries away too much energy from the supemova, i would con ict with those
observations. The axion ux from the supemova can be suppressed enough In two pa—
ram eter regions. If axion-nuckon-nuckon interaction is weak enough, the axion cannot
be e ectively produced in the core of the supemova. Q uantitatively, or £, ~ 10° Gev,
the axion ux can be an allenough not to a ect the cooling process 20]. O n the contrary,
if the axion Interacts strongly enough, the m ean firee path of the axion becom es much
shorter than the size of the core, and hence the axions cannot escape from the supemova.
In this case, axion is trapped inside the so-called \axion sphere," and the axion em ission
is also suppressed. (In this case, axions are em itted only from the surface of the axion
sphere; this type of the axion em ission is often called \axion burst.") Q uantitatively, for
f. <2 10 GeV (orequivalently, m, ~ 3 eV), the axion lum inosiy from SN1987A is
suppressed enough 20].

For f, < 2 16 GeV suggested from the cooling of supemova, we have another
constraint from the detection of axions In water C erenkov detectors. In this param eter
region, axion ux from the axion burst isquite sizable for itsdetection, even though it does



not a ect the cooling of SN 1987A . If the axion-nuckon-nuckon coupling is strong enough,
axionsm ay excite the oxygen nuclei in the water C erenkov detectors (°0 + a ! %0 ),
followed by radiative decay (s) of the excited state. If this process had happened, the
K am iokande detector should have cbserved the photon (s) em itted from the decay of°0

D ue to the non-observation ofthis signal, f, < 3 10 GeV is excluded RI].

Another class of constraint is from the axion-photon-photon coupling. Because of
this coupling, axion can be produced in Primako process In the presence of extemal
electrom agnetic eld, and i also decays Into two photons, which result In constraints on
the M odeldependent) axion-photon-photon coupling.

O ne ofthe In portant constraints com es from the cooling ofthe horizontalloranch HB)
stars. If the axion-photon-photon coupling is too strong, axions are produced in the HB
stars through the Prim ako process, and the amn ission of the axions a ects the cooling
of the HB stars. Then, the lifetin e of the HB stars becom es shorter than the standard
prediction, and the num ber of the HB stars are suppressed. H owever, the num ber of the
HB stars are In a good agreem ent w ith theoretical expectations, and hence we cbtain the
upper bound on the axion-photon-photon coupling R2]:

g <6 10'Ggev ': @)

The i portant point is that g, has two sources: the elctroweak anom aly of the PQ

ferm jons and the m xing between the axion and light mesons (see Egs. (1) and ().
Furthem ore, the m ixing e ect is usually calculated by using the chiral Lagrangian, and
there is som e uncertainty as discussed earlier. Therefore, it is di cult to convert the

constraint {?) to the constraint on the PQ scale £, . In fact, due to them odel dependencs,
we only have an upper bound on the coe cient C ,

C, <005 (E=10°GevV): @)

N otice that, in principle, any value of £, can be viabl w ith the cooling of the HB stars,
ifwe adopt an accidental cancelation in C,

Another in portant constraint is from the e ects of the radiative decay of the axion
on the background UV photons. As noted in Eq. {I), axion is coupled to photons, and
it decays into two photons w ith the lifetin e given in Eq. (). Even though the lifetin e
is longer than the age of the Universe, som e fraction of the axion decays and wem ay see
the am ission line.

Constraint from the UV extragalactic light is discussed in Refs. [16, 23, 24]. Since
the lifetin e of the axion is Jonger than the age of the Universe, Intensity of the photon
is proportional to the inverse of the lifetin e. T herefore, the intensity becom es an aller as
the axion-photon-photon coupling gets weaker, and non-observation of the signal ssts an
upperboundon C, .O verduin and W esson looked forthe em itted photon from the axion
In the extra galactic light, and no signal ofthe axion was found. From their ocbservation,
they derived the upperboundon C, of0{72 fm, = 38&V)to0:014 m, = 13.0eV) P4].

M ore stringent constraint m ay be obtained if we observe the photons em itted from
the axions In clusters of galaxies. At the center of a cluster, axions are expected to be
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Figure 1: A strophysical constraints on the hadronic axion m odel from the cooling of the
supemova, axion burst, cooling of the HB stars, extragalactic light R4] (square), and
em ission line in clusters of galaxies P3] (trianglk). Shaded region is excluded, and C,

larger than squares and triangls are Inconsistent w ith ocbservations for xed value of f, .

graviationally trapped, and its density ism ore enhanced than the cosm ological density.
T herefore, the am ission lnes m ay be m ore intense than the one from the extra galactic
sources, and the constraint m ay bem ore stringent. W ith three sam ples of clusters, R essell
obtained theupperboundon C, of0:12 m,= 35eV)t00:008 m,= 75eV) R3], whih
is about one order of m agnitude m ore stringent than the constraint from extra galactic
badkground light. H owever, it is possible that the lnes of sight of the particular galactic
clusters are obscured by absorbing m aterial, resulting in too stringent constraint R4]. If
we adopt this argum ent, this constraint m ay be evaded.

A 1l the constraints m entioned above are summ arized in Fig.7. A swe have discussed,
the hadronic axion w ith the axion decay constant in the follow ing range is stillviable w ith



all the astrophysical constraints (ifC, is snallenough):
3 10Gev<f,<2 10Gev (0e&V > m,” 36&V): ©)

N otice that the constraintsbasaed on the axion em ission from SN 1987A is relatively m odel-
Independent. That is, in the hadronic axion m odel, the axion-nuckon-nuclkon coupling
is from the m xing between the axion and the light m esons, and hence it is Independent
ofthe U (1)p charges ofthe PQ ferm jonsi

Finally, we comm ent on the constraint from the cooling of the red giants and the
HB stars due to the axion-nuckon-nuckon coupling R3]. The axion-nuckon-nuckon
coupling would allow an axion em ission from red giants and the HB stars, and cause an
additional energy loss rate which is proportional to m g . This extra energy loss changes
the brightness of these stars, and it also m odi es the relative num bers of the red giants
to the HB stars. O bserved values of these quantities are in reasonable agreem ents w ith
theoretical calculations, and hence we can obtain the upper bound on the axion em ission
rate. The constraint is quite sensitive to the avorsinglkt axialvector m atrix elem ent
S u+ d+ s, shoe axion-nuckon-nuclkon coupling dependson S.ForS = 027 as
suggested in Ref. fI'7], axion m ass an aller than about 12 &V is still allowed;s and larger
axion m ass is stillviable ifwe adopt sizable uncertainty n S R3]. T herefore, we concluded
that m ost of the param eter region for the axionic HDM is still alive.

4 Themm alRelic of H adronic A xion

W e have seen in the previous section that the hadronic axion w ith the decay constant in
thewindow 3 10 Gev < f, < 2 10 GeV is astrophysically allowed as long as the
axion-photon-photon coupling is su ciently sm all. Now , we are In the position to discuss
how the hadronic axion can be a good candidate for HDM . For this purpose, ram em ber
that the relevant m ass range forthe HDM is1 &V { 10 &V, corresponding to the PQ scale
of f, 16 GeV (seeEq. @)), if the axion decouples around the sam e stage as when the
neutrinos do.

For f, 1¢ G &V, them ost in portant source of the prin ordial axions is the them al
production, rather than the coherent oscillation [1§, 15]. Because of the couplings to
nuclons (@nd to pions), axion are them alized when T > 30 50Mev forf 160 Gev.
In the m ost recent calculation 1], the axion density isestinated as [.= k 1mev '
04 05,wih ., ( ) belng the energy density of the axion (neutrino of one species), or
equivalently,

na
— 7 0:02; 10)
s

‘% does su er from the uncertainty in z m entioned earlier, how ever :_ﬂ_E]

5The authors of Ref. l_2-§] used Fpog= 0675 023 from hyperon decay without SU (3) breaking
e ects. A direct m easurem ent, however, suggests 0:673 020 :_f2_'6], and m akes the S In their plot
e ectively amallerby 0.04.




where n, is the number density of axion, and s is the total entropy density. Here, we
used [,= F 1mev = 045.) Then, the relic density of the axion is given by

L= 22y 0n h2m,=10ev); 1)

(¢}

where hs, is the Hubbl constant in units of 50 km /sec/M pc. Thus, orm, 10e&v, .
can be 01 { 02 which is the requirem ent forthe HDM 1In the M DM scenario. Note that
the hadronic axion discussed here isa them alrwelicwith tsmassof 10 €V . T herefore,
the axion here is a relativistic particke when the galactic scale crossed the horizon, and
behaves asHDM £

Comparing wih Eq. 1), the window {4) is exactly where the axion has the right
m ass and num ber density to be the HDM ocom ponent n the M DM scenario.

Onem ay worry about the e ect ofthe hadronic axion on the bigbang nuclkosynthesis
BBN).At the tin e of the BBN, energy density ofthe axion issizable ([ .= F 1mev
04 05), and it raises the freeze out tem perature of the neutron by speeding up the
expansion rate of the Universe. A s a resul, In our case, m ore *H e is synthesized than in
the standard BBN case [1§]. A fow years ago, the observed value of the prin ordial “He
abundance seem ed to be unacoeptably an aller than the theoretical prediction R9]. Ifthis
was true, a hadronic axion with f, 16 GeV could be extrem ely disfavored. H owever,
the current situation is m ore controversial. Recently, both or D and *He, several new
m easuram ents have been done to detem ine their prin ordial abundances, but the resuls
are not consistent w ith each other; som e group reports Iow D abundance whik the other
results are much higher, and the same or ‘He. In particular, if we adopt a high value
of the observed “He abundance [BQ], our scenarip is consistent with the BBN . Since it
is too prem ature to judge which m easuram ents are reliable, we do not expect any solid
argum ent based on the BBN which rules out the hadronic axion asthe HDM com ponent
In theM DM scenarbo.

5 P rospect for D etecting H adronic A xion

So far, we have seen that the hadronic axion In the current allow ed param eter range aln ost
autom atically becom es appropriate for HDM . A s discussed, this scenario is consistent
w ith all the astrophysical constraints, if the axion-photon-photon coupling is suppressed
enough, presum ably by an accidental cancellation.

6Tt is Interesting to note that the axion decay constant required in this scenario is rather close to the

so—called m essenger scale in m odels w ith gauge m ediation of supersym m ett_y breaking @-]‘], aswellas the
m ass scale of the right-handed neutrino in the sneutrino CDM scenario @@‘] Tt is conceivable that the

eld S which generates the supersym m etric and supersym m etry-breaking m asses of the m essengers carry
the PQ charge and the m essengers are the PQ fermm ions. The same eld S can generate the required size
of the right-handed neutrino m ass iIn the sneutrino CDM scenario. T he original scale of supersym 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 essenger U (1) coupling constant som ewhat small, 0:03.



H ow ever, this scenario can be tested in the future In severalobservations. O ne possibil-
ity isto use the cbservation ofthe di use background UV photon. A ccuracy ofthe current
cbservation just excluded the axion-photon-photon coupling down to C, < 01 001,
aswe have discussed. H owever, if the background photon spectrum w illbe wellm easured
w ih a better resolution, the am ission line from the axion decay m ay be found in the
badkground photon spectrum . However, as we em phasized, C, is a m odeldependent
param eter. Therefore, a non-observation of the signal cannot exclide the possibility of
hadronic axion HDM de nitively, because of a possble accidental cancellation in C

T herefore, a detection of hadronic axion which does not rely on axion-photon-photon
coupling is strongly favored. O ne such possibility isto detect an axion burst from a future
supemova at SuperK am iokande (or, in general, water C erenkov detectors). An in portant
point is that newer water C erenkov detectors (Ike SuperK am iokande) have m uch larger

ducialvolum e than K am iokande, and hence we can expect a larger event rate. T herefore,
a hadronic axion with f, 160 GeV can be tested with a fiture supemova of the size
and the distance of SN 1987A , even though SN 1987A could not exclide this possibility.

C alculation ofthe event rate su ers from the uncertainties in the axion-nuclon scatter-
Ing cross section and m odeling of supemovae. H ow ever, the detection ofthe signalappears
plusible. For exam ple, by rescaling the result given in Ref. P1], we expect a fow events
at SuperK am iokande for a supemova of the sam e size as SN 1987A for £, 10 Gev.Of
ocourse, ifa new supemova w illbe closer than SN 1987A , we can expect larger num ber of
events, and the hadronic axion HDM can be tested m uch easier.

Another interesting novel idea is due to M oriyam a [31]. In the Sun, them ally excited
S"Fe nuclei can decay by em itting axions. Thanks to the D oppler broadening of the axion
energy due to the them alm otion of °'Fe, the sam e nuclide can resonantly absorb the
axion. T he detection rate was estin ated and can be as high as 1 event/day/kg orm ore.
A search was already perfom ed along this line 2] even though they used a sn all target
0f 0.03 g to detect 14 4 k€V gamm a-ray escaping the target rather than the bolom etric
m ethod suggested. T hey obtained an upperbound on the axion m ass of 745 €V . Another
experin ental e ort to detect solar axions is underway and m ay reach the axion m ass as
smallas3 &V I a few years 33].

6 Conclusions

In this ktter, we have pointed out that the hadronic axion in the hadronic axion w indow

(fa 16 G eV ) can autom atically be a good candidate ofthe H ot D ark M atter com ponent
in the m ixed dark m atter scenario. In order to evade an astrophysical constraint from

the background UV Ilight, axion-photon-photon coupling has to be suppressed In the
hadronic axion window , probably by an accidental cancellation. This scenario m ay be
tested by detecting the axion burst from a future supemova in water C erenkov detectors,
or detecting solar axions using resonant absorption.
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