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Abstract. Axion-like particles (ALPs) provide a feasible explanation for the observed lower
TeV opacity of the Universe. If the anomaly TeV transparency is caused by ALPs, then
the fluxes of distant extragalactic sources will be enhanced at photon energies beyond TeV,
resulting in an enhancement of the observed extragalactic gamma-ray background (EGB)
spectrum. In this work, we have investigated the ALP modulation on the EGB spectrum
at TeV energies. Our results show that in the most optimistic case, the existence of ALPs
can cause the EGB spectrum to greatly deviate from the prediction of a pure extragalacticbackground-light (EBL) absorption scenario. The deviation occurs at approximately &1 TeV,
and the current EGB measurements by Fermi-LAT cannot identify such an effect. We also
find that most of the sensitive ALP parameters have been ruled out by existing constraints,
leaving only a small region of unrestricted parameters that can be probed using the EGB
effect investigated in this work. Observations from forthcoming very-high-energy instruments
like LHAASO and CTA may be beneficial for the study of this effect.
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1

Introduction

Axion-like particles (ALPs) are hypothetical particles predicted by several extensions of the
Standard Model [1, 2]. They can also be candidates for dark matter (DM) in the universe.
One property predicted by the ALP model is that ALPs can interact with photons in an
~ · Ba,
~
external magnetic field. The interaction is described by the Langrangian, L = gaγ E
where gaγ is the ALP-photon coupling, a is the ALP field and B is the external magnetic
field. The resulting astrophysical effects due to the ALP-photon interaction have been widely
studied in recent years. One effect is that the conversion between ALPs and photons offers
a possible explanation for the low observed opacity of the Universe for TeV photons [3–12].
Very-high-energy (VHE, > 100 GeV) gamma rays from distant sources interact with
environmental photons during their propagation, and convert into e+ e− pairs, which prevent
them from propagating a long distance and arriving at the Earth. The determination of
the TeV optical depth (τTeV ) relies on the observation and modeling of the energy density
of the extragalactic background light (EBL). Though the EBL is not exactly known, the
minimum EBL model can be derived from galaxy number counts [13]. In the literature, we
have evidence that τTeV is lower than (or at least very close to) the minimum model prediction
[14–22], suggesting that possibly an additional effect makes the universe more transparent.
The anomaly TeV transparency can be explained reasonably in the ALP framework
[3–12]. In the magnetic fields near the source, VHE photons may be converted into ALPs,
which can travel unimpeded in space, avoiding any interaction with background photons.
The reconversion of ALPs back into VHE photons in the Milky Way’s magnetic field makes
them detectable by us. It has been shown that for 1ES 0414+009 and Mkn 501, up to
10% of the emitted flux can survive because of this effect [20]. Meyer et al. [23] derived
the corresponding parameter region that can account for the TeV transparency issue with
the ALP effect. Part of this region has been ruled out by the Fermi-LAT observation of
NGC 1275 [24–26] and the HESS observation of PKS 2155-304 [27]. This region will be
further probed by the future CTA telescope [28–30]. We would like to caution that the ALP
effect isn’t the only explanation for the lower opacity, and some other works suggest that
the current VHE observations are consistent with EBL-only expectations [31–34]. Ref. [7]
used the observations of 1ES1101-232 and H2356-309 to test the ALP hypothesis and find
that ALPs are not necessary to explain the observed degree of attenuation. Ref. [35] does
not find any hint of the existence of ALPs in their search for enhanced transparency using
Fermi-LAT data and set limits on the ALP parameters.
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Though the ALP effects in the VHE range have been widely studied (see also [36–38]
for other works on ALPs at TeV energies for both galactic and extragalactic sources), all the
above-mentioned works are based on resolved TeV sources beyond the detection threshold.
In this paper, we show that the ALP-photon conversion can also significantly modify the
spectrum of the diffuse extragalactic gamma-ray background (EGB) in the > 100 GeV energy
range. This effect has not been studied in the previous works yet. As the VHE measurements
of EGB are still absent, we mainly aim to assess the maximal effect ALPs could have on the
EGB spectrum rather than give a constraint. We point out that such modulation on the
EGB may be identified by space-based/ground gamma-ray telescopes if the magnetic fields
near the sources are strong enough.

2
2.1

Calculations
EGB spectrum

The EGB represents all observed gamma-ray emissions from both resolved and unresolved
sources outside the Milky Way. The EGB spectrum from 0.1 GeV to 800 GeV has been
well measured by the Fermi-LAT [39]. This spectrum is best fitted with a power law with
exponential cut-off; the best-fit photon index and cut-off energy are ∼2.3 and ∼ 300 GeV,
respectively [39]. The cut-off at high energies is mainly caused by EBL absorption. Previous
analyses have shown that although star-forming galaxies and radio galaxies contribute a lot
to the EGB at lower energies, at energies of > 50 GeV the gamma-ray blazars can account
for almost the totality of the EGB [40, 41]. As the blazar population can account for all the
> 50 GeV EGB, any effect (e.g. ALP) leading to further enhancement of the spectrum will
not be favoured by the observation.
Based on the resolved blazars detected by Fermi-LAT and their redshift information,
the luminosity function (LF) of the whole blazar population can be inferred. Thus, the
contribution to the EGB by blazars (including unresolved blazars) can be calculated. The
LF Φ (Lγ , z, Γ) is defined as the space number density of blazars as a function of rest-frame
0.1–100 GeV luminosity (Lγ ), redshift (z) and photon index (Γ). Here, we use the formulae
and parameters in [40] to compute the EGB spectrum contributed by blazars,
Γmax
Z =3.5

FEGB (Eγ ) =

zmax
Z =6

dΓ

dz

zmin =10−3

Γmin =1.0
Lmax
=1052
γ

Z
×

dLγ · Φ (Lγ , z, Γ) ·

dNγ
dV
·
dE dzdΩ

43
Lmin
γ =10

× ph cm−2 s−1 sr−1 GeV−1



(2.1)

where dV /dz/dΩ is the comoving volume element per unit redshift per unit of the solid
angle. We use the cosmological parameters of [42]. The LF is also rescaled with the updated
cosmological parameters following [41]. For each blazar, its spectrum is assumed to be
dNγ
=K
dE



E
Eb

γa


+

E
Eb

γb −1

· Pγγ (E, z)

× ph cm−2 s−1 GeV−1
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(2.2)

where Pγγ is the modulation factor due to the EBL and ALP effects. For EBL absorption, it
is Pγγ = e−τ (E,z) (see Section 2.2) and for ALP it is the photon survival probability Pγγ,ALP
in Section 2.3. By modifying the traditional e−τ factor by Pγγ,ALP , we obtain the expected
EGB spectrum in the ALP scenario.
2.2

Optical depth for TeV photons

TeV photons undergo absorption due to the interaction with low energy EBL photons. The
absorption rate as a function of observed energy E and source redshift z is
Z 2
Z
µ ∞ 0
dµ
Γ(E, z) =
d σγγ (β 0 )n(0 , z)
(2.3)
2 th
0
where  and n(, z) are the EBL photon energy and number density, σγγ is the photon-photon
pair production cross section. The energy threshold of the pair production interaction is
th = 2m2e c4 /(E 0 µ), where µ = (1 − cos θ) with θ the the angle of the interaction. The β 0 is
β0 =

th
.
+ z)2

0 (1

(2.4)

A prime means the quantity is in the rest-frame at the redshift of the source.
The optical depth of the gamma-ray photons emitted by extragalactic objects is thus
 0
Z z
dl
0
dz 0
(2.5)
τγγ (E, z) =
Γ(E, z )
0
dz
0
Z z
c
dz 0 Γ(E, z 0 )
p
=
.
(2.6)
H0 0 (1 + z 0 ) ΩΛ + Ωm (1 + z 0 )3
The EBL in the optical to infrared range is primarily contributed by the light of galaxies
through the evolutionary history of the Universe. Several EBL models are available in the
literature (e.g. [13, 43–46]). In this work, we use the model from [45] as a benchmark EBL
model1 .
2.3

ALP effect

In the ALP scenario, photons can be converted into ALPs in the magnetic field near the
source and the latter will travel through extragalactic space unimpeded. The photon survival
probability after propagation can be computed by solving the propagation equation of the
ALP-photon beam. A number of previous articles have elaborated the calculation procedure,
and we mainly refer to [28] and the references therein. The code we used to calculate the
ALP-photon conversion is available online2 . We have double-checked the major calculation
steps with the publicly available code gammaALPs3 [47] and find that the two codes give
consistent results.
The propagation equation for a photon-ALP beam is (propagating along x3 direction)


d
i
+ E + M0 Ψ(x3 ) = 0
(2.7)
dx3
1

The EBL and optical depth data are publicly available at http://side.iaa.es/EBL/.
https://github.com/lyf222/alpconv
3
https://gammaalps.readthedocs.io/en/latest/index.html
2
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where Ψ(x3 ) is the state function of the photon-ALP beam and M0 is the photon-ALP
mixing matrix


∆⊥ − 2i Γ
0
0
0
∆k − 2i Γ ∆aγ 
M0 = 
(2.8)
0
∆aγ
∆a
The elements ∆⊥ , ∆k , ∆a , ∆aγ depend on ALP mass ma , coupling gaγ , photon energy E,
strength of the transverse magnetic field BT and electron density ne , which reads [5]



gaγ
BT
−2
kpc−1
∆aγ ' 1.52 × 10
µG
10−11 GeV−1
 m
2  E −1
a
−3
∆a ' −7.8 × 10
kpc−1
10−8 eV
TeV



E −1 
ne
−10
∆pl ' −1.1 × 10
kpc−1
TeV
10−3 cm−3



BT 2
E
−6
∆QED ' 4.1 × 10
kpc−1 ,
(2.9)
TeV
µG
∆⊥ = ∆pl + 2∆QED + ∆γγ
∆k = ∆pl + 72 ∆QED + ∆γγ .

(2.10)

The photon-photon dispersion term ∆γγ is introduced to consider forward scattering on real
photons below the pair-production threshold (dominated by the CMB), which is especially
relevant for the VHE emission from extragalactic sources [48, 49]. The EBL absorption is
taken into account by including an additional term −iΓ/2 in the mixing matrix (Eq. (2.8)),
where Γ is the EBL absorption rate described in Section 2.2. For energies beyond a few tens
of TeV, the absorption by the interstellar radiation field (ISRF) of the Milky Way becomes
important [50]. We also include the ISRF absorption in the calculation [51, 52]. It is, however,
found to be neglectable since it reduces the flux only at the ∼ 10% level at the energy of 100
TeV for the emission off the Galactic plane.
By solving Eq.(2.7) we can derive the density matrix
ρ(x3 ) = Ψ(x3 )Ψ(x3 )† = T (E, x3 )ρ(0)T † (E, x3 )

(2.11)

with T the full transfer matrix (the explicit form can be found in [6, 53]).
The final photon survival probability is given by
Pγγ (E, x3 ) = Tr((ρ11 + ρ22 )T (E, x3 )ρ(0)T † (E, x3 ))

(2.12)

where ρ11 = diag(1, 0, 0), ρ22 = diag(0, 1, 0).
2.4

Magnetic field environments

To avoid the EBL absorption and have a stronger ALP effect, it is required more photons are
converted into ALPs in the magnetic field close to the source. Simultaneously, these ALPs
must be converted back to photons in the magnetic field near the observer, so that they can be
detected. In this work, we consider the combination of the intracluster magnetic field (ICM)
and the magnetic field of the Milky Way (GMF). It has been shown that this combination
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Figure 1. The probability of photons converting into ALPs in ICM (Pγ→a , left panel) and ALPs
converting back into photons in GMF (Pa→γ , right panel) as a function of ALP mass ma and ALPphoton coupling gaγ . We show the conversion probability at the photon/ALP energy of 10 TeV. A
higher Pγ→a,ICM or Pa→γ,GMF will lead to a greater increase of the TeV transparency. These two
plots show that the γ → a conversion is efficient even for gaγ < 2 × 10−11 GeV−1 , while for a → γ the
conversion is only efficient when gaγ > 4 × 10−11 GeV−1 , indicating for the given ICM configuration
the ALP effect on EGB spectrum is mainly limited by the GMF.

can effectively reduce the TeV opacity and enhance the VHE flux (e.g. [6, 9, 20, 23, 54, 55]).
For ICM, the magnetic field environments in the galaxy clusters around different blazars are
not the same. Faraday rotation measurements show that the strengths are between 1 and 10
µG. For a demonstration purpose, we use the same ICM environment for all blazars as that
of NGC 1275 adopted in [24] (but the B0 is set to a more moderate value of 3µG). We will
see below that the ALP effect on EGB spectrum is mainly limited by the GMF (see Figure
1).
It is pointed out that the ICM adopted in [24] can not reproduce the observed Faraday
rotation measure of NGC 1275, and a regular field component should be taken into account,
which will significantly reduce the irregularity caused by ALP-photon conversion [56]. However, for a magnetic-field region of ∼ 90 kpc with a mean strength of ∼ 3 µG [56], we still
have 15 × (gaγ /10−11 GeV−1 )(B/G)(L/pc) & 1 [54] below the CAST limit, indicating that
the conversion in the strong mixing regime remains efficient (also see [26]). Furthermore,
the photons can be converted into ALPs in the magnetic field of a blazar jet as well [57],
providing another environment for ALP-photon conversion near the source.
We’d like to emphasize that, the above ICM model assumes that all blazars are located
within galaxy clusters, which is an overly optimistic assumption. The realistic environment
surrounding AGNs would be complex and very uncertain. Along with the fact that the EGB
observations at relevant energies are still absent yet. In this work, our primary goal is not
to provide robust constraints on ALP parameters, but rather to demonstrate how much the
EGB spectrum will be maximally modulated by the ALP effect.
For GMF, we consider the model of [58] that can best fit the observations of Faraday rotation measures and polarized synchrotron radiation. This model incorporates an additional
out-of-plane component, which is supported by the observations of external edge-on galaxies
and guarantees a relatively high photon-ALP conversion at high latitudes. The turbulent
component of GMF is ignored since its coherence length is much smaller than the photon-
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ALP oscillation length. It’s worth noting that the GMF is anisotropic in the sky, hence the
Pγγ is direction-dependent. Precise prediction necessitates computing the Pγγ (as a function
of energy E and redshift z) for every direction of the entire sky, which is time-consuming. For
a demonstration purpose, here we use the Pγγ calculated with the coordinates of NGC1275
as a proxy of the allsky-averaged value. In light of its coordinates of l = 150.6◦ , b = −13.3◦ ,
it is a somewhat conservative choice [54]. We put the source at different redshifts to compute
the photon survival probability as a function of energy E and redshift z, Pγγ,ALP (E, z).
For the intergalactic magnetic field (IGMF), its strength remains less constrained. A
generally accepted upper limit on the Mpc scale is below < 10−9 G [59–61] and the galaxy
cluster simulation gives BIGMF ∼ 10−12 G [62]. Very small IGMF values have also been
advocated in the literature (e.g. BIGMF ∼ 0) [63, 64], though they are not supported by
the lower limits derived from the non-detection of electromagnetic halos in the Fermi-LAT
observation of TeV blazars [65]. A recent analysis of the cosmic-microwave background
constrains the magnetic field to be < 0.047 nG [66]. Even for the largest redshift of z = 6
in the integration of Eq. (2.1), we find that the photon-ALP conversion is only meaningful
with an IGMF higher than ∼ 10−10 nG. Due to the substantial uncertainty of the IGMF and
the possible very low values, we do not consider the IGMF component in our analysis.

3

Results and discussions

We use the equations mentioned in the previous section to calculate the model-expected
EGB spectrum, with the goal of demonstrating how the EGB spectrum will vary in the ALP
scenario. We compute the contribution to the EGB from blazars using the pure density
evolution (PDE) LF in [40]. The parameters in Table 1 of [40] are used. We select the
ALP parameters of ma = 1 neV, gaγ = 5 × 10−11 GeV−1 to demonstrate the effect. Figure
2 depicts the results. The dotted, dashed and solid lines represent the EGB spectra of no
EBL absorption (w/oEBL), with EBL considered but no ALP effect (EBL) and including
an ALP effect (ALP), respectively. As shown, when the ALP effect is taken into account,
the model-expected EGB spectrum begins to deviate from the other two at energies greater
than 1 TeV. The gray band in Figure 2 represents the scatter due to the uncertainty of the
LF parameters. In addition, the choice of EBL models also contributes to the uncertainty in
EGB calculation. In Figure 3, we demonstrate the expected spectra for various EBL models.
We take a look at three EBL models, i.e. Franceschini et al. [43], Finke et al. [44], Domı́nguez
et al. [45]. The EBL model is found to have only a minor effect on the results.
For the ICM, the above results assume that all blazars contributing to the EGB are
located in the same environment, i.e., the same magnetic field as in the Perseus galaxy
cluster but with a lower central value of 3 µG (extreme ICM). The results shown in Figure
2 therefore represent the most optimistic case. The realistic magnetic field environments
around AGNs would be complex and very uncertain, e.g., some blazars are in galaxy clusters
and some others isolated. Taking this into account, we test how the results will change if not
all blazars are located in such a dense environment. We use a simple way to demonstrate the
influence. We simply suppose that only 10% (or 30%) of AGNs are located in clusters with
a magnetic field environment similar to the extreme ICM, and the rest are isolated AGNs of
which the emission does not pass through any ICMs (or the ICMs are weak and ignorable).
The results are shown in Figure 4. We find that if the majority of the AGNs are not located
in an ‘extreme ICM’ environment, the ALP effect discussed in this work can barely affect the
EGB spectrum. The deviation between the ALP and pure EBL models is only significant
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Figure 2. The EGB spectra observed by Fermi-LAT (red points) and calculated with the blazar
luminosity function (dotted, solid and dashed lines). The dotted, dashed and solid lines represent the
EGB spectra of no EBL absorption (w/oEBL), with EBL considered but no ALP effect (EBL) and
including an ALP effect (ALP), respectively. We have assume an optimistic ICM for the ALP model.
The gray band reflects the scatter caused by the uncertainty of the LF parameters. The triangles are
the lower limits of the EGB spectrum placed by cumulating detected individual extragalactic TeV
sources [67]. The yellow line is the upper limit on EGB by requiring the cascade emission not to
exceed the EGB data below 100 GeV [68].

Figure 3. (left panel) The model expected EGB spectra based on different EBL models. (right panel)
The EGB spectra of considering a high energy cutoff Ec = 20 TeV (solid lines) or Ec = 5 TeV (dotted
lines) in the intrinsic blazar spectrum.

up to ∼ 100 TeV. Together with the possible cutoff of the spectrum at high energies (see
below), the effect is therefore difficult to detect in a more realistic scenario. However, as
previously stated, the emission from a blazar will always pass through a jet magnetic field,
which provides another site for photon-ALP conversion near the source [57]. We leave related
studies considering the jet magnetic field in future works.
In the calculation, we assume a power-law extrapolation of the blazar’s intrinsic spec-
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Figure 4. The modulated EGB spectra assuming only 10% (grey solid line) or 30% (grey dotted
line) of blazars are located in a dense intracluster environment.

trum from tens of GeV to 100 TeV (Eq. (2.2)). The real spectrum is likely softer at the
high energy end (outside of the Fermi-LAT energy range). Due to the maximum energy of
the accelerated particles or pair interaction in the source region, there may be a high energy
cutoff in the spectrum. Here we test how will the results change if we impose lower cut-off
energies on the spectrum. This is implemented by multiplying an extra exp(−E/Ec ) term
in Eq. (2.2). We adopt two Ec in the calculation, Ec = 5 TeV and 20 TeV. The results are
plotted in the right panel of Fig. 3. As shown, if the spectrum is cut off at lower energies, the
deviation between ALP and pure EBL models becomes less substantial (especially for the
case of Ec = 5 TeV), making it difficult to identify the ALP effect even when measuring the
EGB at 10 TeV. Nevertheless, blazars may have extra VHE components (from pγ or pp interaction) at high energies. Regardless of coming from the pγ or pp mechanism, VHE photons
will be produced alongside the production of neutrinos. The observed high diffuse neutrino
flux [69, 70] indicates a high intrinsic photon flux. Therefore, the power-law extrapolation
to 100 TeV is optimistic but still reasonable.
Another issue is that, even in the optimistic scenario, measuring the EGB at & 1
TeV energies is difficult. In Figure 2, also plotted are the Fermi-LAT measurements of the
EGB [40]. We can see that the Fermi-LAT observation is insufficient to distinguish between
models (wALP and w/oALP), since the deviation occurs at energies of greater than a few
TeV (outside the sensitive range of Fermi-LAT). A lower bound on the EGB at TeV energies
can be derived from the cumulative low-state flux of known extragalactic TeV sources [67]
and an upper limit can be obtained by requiring the cascade emission not to exceed the EGB
data below 100 GeV [68]. However, these results are not able to provide any hints since they
are below/above both the EBL and APL models. The DAMPE satellite has a larger BGO
calorimeter and is capable of detecting gamma rays up to 10 TeV [71]. It also has much
better cosmic-ray background rejection for photon data, which is critical for extracting the
EGB spectrum. On the other hand, the acceptance for DAMPE is smaller (the effective area
is ∼ 10% and field of view is ∼ 1/2.4 of Fermi-LAT). According to a simple estimation, 10
years of DAMPE observations detect < 1 photons around 10 TeV even for the ALP model.
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Figure 5. The ALP parameters sensitive to EGB observations (hatched region for B0 = 3 µG and
blue dashed line for B0 = 1 µG) comparing to other ALP constraints in the literature. The purple,
red and green regions are the constraints by Abramowski et al. [27], Ajello et al. [24] and Zhang et al.
[72], respectively. The red dash-dot line encompasses the exclusion region by Buehler et al. [35]. The
light blue region is the parameter space where the low gamma-ray opacity of the universe can be
explained by the ALPs [23].

Ground-based Cherenkov telescopes like the Large High Altitude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO) [73] and the Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA) [74] can observe photons up
to > 100 TeV with very high statistics (i.e. very small statistical uncertainty), thus may be
able to distinguish the models. The problem for Cherenkov telescopes is that they do not
have the ability to separate cosmic-ray electrons from gamma rays. The shower morphology
only allows the instrument to distinguish between leptonic and hadronic cosmic rays. For
an isotropic signal, the on-/off-source analysis routinely employed by Cherenkov telescopes
to identify sources cannot be used, either. However, if the ALP-caused diffuse signal is not
isotropic due to the anisotropic magnetic structure of MW, as suggested in Vogel et al. [50],
morphology information then can be used to identify the ALP signal.
A larger future space-based telescope may be helpful for the study of the effect discussed
in this work. Many gamma-ray satellites have been proposed in recent years, e.g. GAMMA400, HERD and VLAST. We estimate that a 10-year observation of a next-generation telescope with an effective area 5 times greater than Fermi-LAT can detect >40 EGB photons
around 10 TeV for the ALP model, enough to determine the EGB models at a > 5σ confidence level. It should be noted that the estimation here only takes into account the statistical
uncertainty due to Poisson fluctuation, which does not capture all of the expected scatter of
spectral measurements. The uncertainty also comes from the procedure of disentangling the
EGB from other emission components.
If the observed EGB spectrum does not exhibit any sign of a low optical depth (i.e.
the observed EGB is consistent with the pure EBL model), the ALP parameter space will
be constrained (under the optimistic scenario). According to the photon survival probability
we estimate the parameters that may cause the effect discussed in this work. We show the
results in Figure 5. Also shown are the constraints from Abramowski et al. [27], Ajello
et al. [24] and Zhang et al. [72]. The red dash-dot line encompasses the exclusion region by
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Buehler et al. [35], which also concerned on the spectral characteristics at high energies for
the blazar population. For ALP masses ma . 3 nG, they obtain stronger limits assuming an
IGMF strength of 1 nG. Below ma ∼ 1 neV, the parameters of gaγ & 6 × 10−12 GeV are also
constrained by the non-observation of accompanied gamma-ray signals from nearby supernova
(SN) explosions due to the ALPs generated in the SN core [75, 76]. As demonstrated, existing
observations have ruled out most of the sensitive parameters (hatched region), leaving only
a very few unconstrained parameters that can be probed based on the EGB observation.
Varying the B0 of the ICM, which is the parameter that has the biggest influence on the
results [72], to 1 µG yields the blue dashed line result. In the above, we use the GMF in the
direction of NGC 1275 to carry out the computations. As mentioned in Section 2.3, this is
a somewhat conservative choice. If we consider EGB observations in other directions (e.g. a
region around l = 0◦ , b = 30◦ ) where GMF is stronger, the sensitive ALP parameters will be
further improved to ∼ 3 × 10−11 GeV−1 . It should be noted that these results rely on EGB
observations at 10 TeV energy, which will only be achieved by future gamma-ray telescopes.
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