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We present the first limit on gAγ coupling constant using the Bragg-Primakoff conversion based
on an exposure of 1107.5 kg days of data from the CDEX-1B experiment at the China Jinping
Underground Laboratory. The data are consistent with the null signal hypothesis, and no excess
signals are observed. Limits of the coupling gAγ < 2.08 × 10−9 GeV−1 (95% C.L.) are derived for
axions with mass up to 100 eV/c2. Within the hadronic model of KSVZ, our results exclude axion
mass > 5.3 eV/c2 at 95% C.L.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is a charge-parity
(CP) violating theory containing the Θ, which could
cause measurable CP-violating effects, such as a high
neutron electric dipole moment. However, the experi-
mental upper bound is about 1010 times larger, result-
ing in an extremely unnatural Θ. To solve this “strong
CP problem”, Peccei and Quinn introduced a new spon-
taneously broken symmetry that causes a strong CP
violation to vanish dynamically [1, 2]. Subsequently,
it was demonstrated that the Peccei-Quinn mechanism
could generate a new Nambu-Goldston boson called ax-
ion [3, 4]. Subsequent investigations swiftly discred-
ited the original axion associated with the electroweak
scale. However, “invisible” axion models such as the
nonhadronic DFSZ model [5, 6] and the hadronic KSVZ
model [7, 8] emerging from a higher symmetry-breaking
energy scale are still allowed. Axions or axion-like parti-
cles, the light pseudoscalar bosons, are also one of the

leading candidates for dark matter [9–11], which may
have model-dependent couplings to photons (gAγ), elec-
tron (gAe), and nucleons (gAN ). In the hadronic model,
axions can be coupled to the new, heavy quarks and do
not interact with ordinary quarks and leptons at the tree
level, leading to a significant suppression of gAe.

Based on the assumption of the axion hadronic model,
we focus on the searches for solar axion originating from
the Primakoff production, γ +Q → Q+A (Q stands for
charged particles), which is one of the primary mech-
anisms leading to axion production in the Sun. In
contrast, some experiments utilize the Primakoff effect
A + Q → Q + γ to search for solar axions. In addi-
tion, these crystal experiments can detect solar axions
through the Primakoff and Bragg diffraction effects. Sim-
ilar to the Bragg diffraction of X-rays, the Bragg diffrac-
tion effect of axions will significantly enhance detection.
The axion-photon coupling gAγ from this process is in-
dependent of the axion mass. These constraints on gAγ

have the most stringent laboratory bounds above 1.17
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eV/c2 [12] compared to the helioscope [13, 14] and mi-
crowave cavity experiments [15].

The SOLAX experiment was a pioneer in searching for
solar axions using the Bragg-Primakoff conversion. The
SOLAX team developed the first detector-signature phe-
nomenology upon which the Bragg scattering analysis is
based [16, 17]. Similar to SOLAX [18], the COSME ex-
periment used a Ge detector for their searches [19]. Both
the CDMS [20] and EDELWEISS [21] experiments used
Ge detectors configured as bolometers. The CDMS re-
sult is noteworthy because of the well-known orientation
of the crystal axis with respect to the Sun. The Majo-
rana Demonstrator experiment has searched for solar ax-
ions with a set of 76Ge-enriched high purity germanium
detectors using a 33 kg-yr exposure and gave the best
laboratory-based limits on the axion-photon coupling be-
tween 1 eV/c2 and 100 eV/c2 to date as gAγ < 1.45×10−9

GeV−1 [22]. The DAMA experiment [23] used NaI crys-
tals. Although the DAMA measurement has far more
extensive exposure than Ge experiments, its energy res-
olution is low. The TEXONO experiment sought coher-
ently interacting axions coming from a reactor [24].

The China Dark Matter Experiment (CDEX) [25–36]
pursues direct searches of light dark matter and stud-
ies of neutrinoless double-beta decay of 76Ge [37] to-
ward the goal of a ton-scale germanium detector array at
the China Jinping Underground Laboratory (CJPL) [38].
CJPL is located in the Jinping traffic tunnel in the
Sichuan province of China, with a vertical rock over-
burden of more than 2400 m, giving rise to a measured
muon flux of 61.7 y−1 m−2 [39]. The solar axions and
ALPs searches of coupling constants of axion-electrons
and axion-nucleons have been reported by the CDEX-
1A [34] and updated CDEX-1B [35] experiments in stage
CDEX-1, both with one crystal of the p-type point-
contact germanium (pPCGe) of O(1 kg) mass. In this
paper, we present the first results of the gAγ coupling
constant through the Bragg-Primakoff conversion from
the CDEX-1B experiment, using an exposure of 1107.5
kg days of data [29].

II. AXION SEARCHES WITH CDEX-1B

A. CDEX-1B setup and overview

The CDEX-1B experiment [28, 29, 32, 35],the second
phase of the CDEX-1 experiment, was conducted at the
CJPL. Its passive shielding system includes, from outside
to inside, 1m of polyethylene, 20 cm of lead, 20 cm of bo-
rated polyethylene, and 20 cm of oxygen-free high con-
ductivity (OFHC) copper. The anti-Compton detector
uses a well-shaped cylindrical NaI(Tl) crystal surround-
ing the PPCGe detector. To establish a positive pressure
and further prevent radon intrusion, nitrogen gas evapo-
rated from liquid nitrogen is forced into an acrylic box,

which encloses the OFHC copper shield.

CDEX-1B germanium detector has a target mass of
939 g and a dead layer of 0.88 ± 0.12 mm [40]. The
vertical axis of the cryostat and OFHC copper end cap
is aligned with the [001] axis of the germanium crystal,
with a precision within 1 degree. However, the [010] and
[001] axes relative to the cryostat were not measured.

The DAQ system received signals from the p+ point
contact electrode of CDEX-1B, which were fed into a
pulsed reset preamplifier. Five identical output signals
of the preamplifier were further processed and digitized.
Two were distributed into 6 µs and 12 µs shaping ampli-
fiers for the 0−12 keV energy range. These two channels
were used for energy calibration and signal and noise dis-
crimination. The third channel was loaded with a tim-
ing amplifier to measure the rise time of signals within
an energy range of 0−12 keV, which can be used for
bulk or surface events discrimination. The remaining two
were loaded with low-gain shaping and timing amplifiers,
aiming for a high energy range for background under-
standing. To estimate the dead time of the DAQ sys-
tem and selection efficiencies uncorrelated with energy,
random trigger events were recorded every 20 seconds.
The output signals of the above amplifiers were digitized
by the 14-bit, 100-MHz flash analog-to-digital converters
(FADC). The time tag register provides the event time
information with a time resolution of 20 ns.

B. Solar axion sources

The Sun is a potential source of axions [41–45] because
of the high abundance of photons and strong electromag-
netic fields in the Sun. Axion can be efficiently produced
by the inverse Primakoff conversion in the fluctuating
electric field of the plasma, which allows for the conver-
sion of the photon into an axion: γ → A [41, 46, 47].

The expected flux of solar axions on Earth can be cal-
culated assuming the standard solar model [20, 48] and
coupling to the keV-scale blackbody photons in the core
region of the Sun, which create a flux of O(keV) axions
on Earth. The expected solar Primakoff axion flux is well
approximated by [49, 50]

dΦ

dE
=

6.02× 1014

cm2 keV s
(
gAγ × 108

GeV−1 )2E2.481e−E/1.205, (1)

where E is the energy of the axion in keV and gAγ is the
axion-photon coupling constant. The axion flux shown
in Fig. 1, whose intensity varies as g2Aγ , has a continuous
spectrum with a peak near 4 keV and falls off exponen-
tially beyond about 10 keV.
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FIG. 1. Axion flux spectrum escaping from the Sun for a
coupling constant of gAγ = 10−8 GeV−1.

C. Experimental Signatures

The solar axion produced by the inverse Primakoff con-
version can be detected again by the Primakoff effect,
which shows that axions can pass in the proximity of the
atomic nuclei of the crystal, where the intense electric
field can trigger their conversion into photons. In this
process, the energy of the outgoing photon is equal to
that of the incoming axion. The axion-photon effective
Lagrangian is

L = −1

4
gAγF

µν F̃µνϕA = gAγE ·BϕA, (2)

where Fµν is the electromagnetic field tensor, F̃µν its
dual, and E and B are the electric and magnetic fields,
respectively [51]. ϕA the pseudoscalar axion field and gAγ

the axion-photon coupling constant. Within standard
axion models, this coupling can be written as [23]:

gAγ ≃ 0.19
mA

eV

∣∣∣∣EN − 2(4 + z)

3(1 + z)

∣∣∣∣ 10−9 GeV−1, (3)

where mA is the axion mass and E/N is the Peccei-
Quinn symmetry anomaly, in particular, E/N = 8/3 or
E/N = 0 for the DFSZ [5, 6] and KSVZ [7, 8] models,
respectively. z ≡ mu/md ≃ 0.56 is the mass ratio of the
lightest up and down quarks, noting that z still suffers
significant uncertainties [52, 53].

In addition, a coherent effect can be produced when
the Bragg condition is fulfilled (2d sin θ = nλ), similar
to the Bragg reflection of X-rays, which leads to a strong
enhancement of the signal. Because this enhancement de-
pends on the direction of the incoming axion with respect
to the planes of the crystal lattice, i.e., the detection rates
in a certain energy window vary with the relative orien-
tations of the crystal and the Sun, the Bragg diffraction

condition creates a unique “fingerprint” according to the
location, orientation, time, and energy range [16, 17, 54].
Following the derivation in Refs [17, 18, 55], the to-

tal rate of axion-converted photons with incoming axion
energy E in a Ge crystal of volume V can be expressed,

dR

dE
(k̂, E) = 2ℏc

V

v2c

∑
G

dΦ

dE

|S(G)|2

|G|2
dσ

dΩ
× δ(E − ℏc|G|2

2k̂ ·G
),

(4)

where vc is the volume of a unit cell; k̂ ≡ k/|k| represents
the direction of the solar axion flux; G = 2π(h, k, l)/a0
is a reciprocal lattice vector, h, k, l are integers and
each (h, k, l) represents a family of planes of the crys-
tal. dΦ/dE is defined in Eq. 1 evaluated at the axion

energy of ℏc|G|2/(2k̂ ·G). S(G) is the crystal structure
function, which for germanium is defined by [17]:

S((G)) =[1 + eiπ(h+k+l)/2]×
[1 + eiπ(h+k) + eiπ(h+l) + eiπ(k+l)].

(5)

The differential cross section for Primakoff conversion
on an atom is given [17]:

dσ

dΩ
=

g2Aγ

16π2
F 2
A(2θ) sin

2(2θ), (6)

where 2θ is the scattering angle. FA(2θ) is the form fac-
tor of the screened Coulomb field of the nucleus. The
remaining delta function results from the Bragg condi-
tion expressed in energy. This rate depends on the fourth
power of gAγ .
The expected axion event rate at measurable energy

Eee (“ee” represents electron equivalent energy) is ob-
tained by the convolution of the axion-converted photon
rate (defined in Eq. 4) and the energy resolution of the
detector:

R(k̂, Eee) =

∫
dE

dR

dE
(k̂, E)× 1√

2πσ
e−(Eee−E)2/2σ2

. (7)

The k̂ varies with the instantaneous time t, i.e.,
R(k̂(t), Eee) ≡ R(t, Eee). In particular, the (001) axis
of our crystal is known, aligned with the vertical axis of
the cryostat. A spherical coordinate system can be es-
tablished for the laboratory, with the crystal (001) axis
as the z direction and the unknown absolute azimuthal
angle ϕ of horizontal crystal axes. Therefore, k̂ is also
relative to ϕ. The standard deviation of detector energy
resolution, σ, is 83 eV at 10.37 keV [28, 35].
Figure 2 depicts both time and energy variation of the

theoretical prediction rate of photons converted from ax-
ions through Bragg diffraction, assuming the CDEX-1B
detector to be located at CJPL, China (28.2◦ N latitude,
101.7◦ E longitude, and an altitude of 1580 m above
sea level with respect to the mean Earth ellipsoid) on
April 1st, 2015, and the [001] axis of the crystal normally
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aligned with the vertical axis of the cryostat. The trajec-
tory of the Sun on an arbitrarily chosen day is obtained
from the Solar Position Algorithm (SPA) developed by
the National Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL) [56].
The axion probability density function (PDF) is evalu-
ated over the three-year period with five-minute preci-
sion. The pronounced variation of the rate with daytime
provides powerful background discrimination.
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FIG. 2. (a) Theoretical prediction of the count rate of pho-
tons converted from axions incident at a Bragg angle for a
detector located at CJPL, China (28.2◦ N latitude, 101.7◦ E
longitude, and an altitude of 1580 m above sea level), assum-
ing gAγ = 10−8 GeV−1 and energy resolution FWHM=0.195
keV at 10.37 keV. (b) The typical axion-photon conversion
rates R(E, t) for 2.0−2.5 keV and 4.0−4.5 keV energy bands
. The time scale is from 0.0 to 1.0 days for both bands.

III. DATA ANALYSIS

A. Candidate Event Selection

The background spectrum is derived by the following
procedures described in our earlier work [26–28].

(i) Energy calibration: The optimal area from Sp6 is
selected to define the energy for its excellent energy lin-
earity at the low energy region. Energy calibration was
made with the internal cosmogenic x-ray peaks: 68Ge
(1.30 and 10.37 keV), 68Ga (9.66 keV), 65Zn (8.98 keV),
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FIG. 3. The analysis window, defined from 2.0−8.5 keV, is
determined by the expected axion flux, background rate and
detection efficiency.

and the zero energy defined by the RT events.

(ii) Stability check, which discards the time periods of
calibration or other testing experiments.

(iii) Anti-Compton veto, which removes the events in
coincidence with the anti-Compton detector.

(iv) Physics vs. electronic noise, which discriminates
physical events from electronic noise and spurious signals.

(v) Bulk and surface event selection (BS): the events
depositing energy in the surface layer with their charac-
teristic slower rise-time will be rejected, due to the par-
tial charge collection. The pulse shape analysis method,
called “ratio method” based on the rise-time distribution
PDFs (probability density functions), is applied to dis-
card the surface events and derive the signal-retaining
and background-leakage efficiencies [57].

Figure 3(a) shows the trigger efficiency and the vari-
ations of combined efficiencies with energy, including
those from the trigger, electronic noise events and anti-
Compton vetos efficiencies. The former two efficien-
cies are determined by the survival of anti-Compton tag
events (AC+) from source samples and in situ back-
ground, and the latter one is derived by the survival of RT
events. As shown in Fig. 3(b), the analysis window of this
work is chosen to be 2.0−8.5 keV, which contains most of
the expected solar axion events. The combined efficiency
is 17%, and bulk/surface events shown in Fig. 3(b) are
well separated among that energy range. The summed
background rate after correcting for detection efficiency
is ∼ 2.0 cpkkd (counts per keV per kg per day).
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B. Analysis method

The analysis method, as described in Ref. [17, 18], is
used to get the constraints of the axion-photon coupling
gAγ . The time correlation function is defined as follows:

χ =

∫ T

0

[R(t, E)− R̄(E)]n(t)dt, (8)

where R(t, E) defined in Eq. 8 is the theoretical axion
count rate in a given energy E and instantaneous time
t. T is the total period of data taking. R̄(E) is the
average of R(t, E) over total time period and n(t) is the
event count number at time t in a short time interval.
Note that if no solar axion events are observed, i.e., n(t)
is uncorrelated with the position of the Sun, then the
average of χ converges to zero. Otherwise, it will increase
proportionally to T .
In our analysis procedures, we divide the acquisition

time T and energy window 2.0−8.5 keV into n pieces
and k pieces, respectively. The energy interval ∆E is set
to 0.5 keVee, determined by the energy resolution. Then
the observed χobs

k at energy interval (Ek, Ek + ∆E) is
re-written as below:

χobs
k = ϵk

∑
i

[
Rk(ti)−

〈
Rk

〉]
· nobs

ik ≡ ϵk

n∑
i

Wik · nobs
ik ,

(9)
where ϵk is the average detector efficiency at the energy
interval k, Rk(ti) represents the average expected rate
at the time interval (ti, ti + ∆t) and

〈
Rk

〉
indicates the

average over the total time T . nobs
ik is the observed event

number at time interval ti and energy interval Ek, whose
average theoretical expectation nik is to be composed of
axion events and background events.

nik = ϵk
[
λRk(ti) + bk

]
∆t∆E, (10)

where bk is the background component that is constant
in time and λ ≡ (gAγ × 108 GeV)4 is a dimensionless
coupling (i.e., λ = 1 equivalent to gAγ = 10−8 GeV−1).
Therefore, the expected average value of χk is then

χk = ϵk
∑
i

[
Rk(ti)−

〈
Rk

〉]
· nik

≡ ϵ2k

n∑
i

Wik ·
[
λRk(ti) + bk

]
∆t∆E.

(11)

Assuming nik is dominated by the background compo-
nent bk, the expecited average and variance of χk will be
written [21].

⟨χk⟩ = λ · ϵ2k
∑
i

Wik
2∆t∆E ≡ λ ·Ak,

σ2(χk) ≈ ϵkbk/Ak.

(12)

In this analysis, the likelihood function is constructed
as follows:

L(λ) =
∏
k

exp

[
−(χobs

k − χk(λ))
2

2σ2(χk)

]
. (13)

Maximizing L in relation to λ yields the maximum-
likelihood estimator λ̂,

λ̂ =

∑
k χ

obs
k /(ϵkbk)∑

k Ak/(ϵkbk)
. (14)

The estimator of the variance of λ is also given

σ̂(λ) =

(∑
k

Ak

ϵkbk

)−1/2

. (15)

IV. RESULTS

Since the crystal was grown along the [100] axis, the
orientation of the [100] axis has been determined. How-
ever, the orientations of the [010] and [001] axes are cur-
rently unknown, and the azimuthal orientation ϕ of the
crystal has not been measured. Therefore, scan the dif-
ferent azimuthal angles ϕ and select the weakest bound
to derive the upper limits of λ or equivalently gAγ . Fig-
ure 4 shows the results for 1107.5 kg-days of data in the
energy range of 2.0−8.5 keV in 0.5 keV intervals at vari-
ous azimuthal angle ϕ. Each data point of λ in Fig. 4 and
its corresponding error are defined by Eq. 14 and Eq. 15.
All of the maximizations λ are compatible with zero, and
there is no evidence of solar axion conversion to photons.

φ
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
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-0.0015

-0.001

-0.0005

0
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0.0015

0.002

FIG. 4. Values of λ calculated from the CDEX-1B dataset
as a function of the assumed azimuthal angle ϕ around the
fixed vertical axis. The error bars are 1σ. The maximum of
λ is reached for ϕ = 10.0 degrees. The results are compatible
with zero signal.



6

The conservative upper limit with a 95% C.L. for the
axion-photon coupling among at all the azimuthal angles
is:

gAγ < 2.08× 10−9 GeV−1. (16)

Figure 5 shows our exclusion curve with a 95% C.L.,
along with the results from other experiments [13, 14,
18–21, 23], astrophysical bounds [58–62], and the bench-
mark DFSZ and KSVZ models [62]. Our result surpasses
over the limit from EDELWEISS-II experiment [21].
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FIG. 5. Exclusion plots on the gAγ vs axion-mass, as well as
the results from other experiments [18–23], CAST limits [13,
14], Tokyo limits [63–65] and astrophysical bounds [58–62].
All limits are for 95% CL, except for the 90% DAMA limit.
The KSVZ axion phase space is shown with the realistic range
of E/N found in Ref. [62].

V. SUMMARY AND PROSPECTS

Based on the 1107.5 kg-days data from the CDEX-
1B experiment, an analysis was performed to search the
axion-photon conversion via Primakoff and the Bragg
diffraction effect in germanium crystal, the rate of which
is found to be consistent with zero and a new limit on
the axion-photon coupling is obtained. A competitive
result among the germanium-based experiment has been
achieved. It also constrains axion models in the mass
range of 1−100 eV/c2 for hadronic axions, complement-
ing helioscopes experiment such as CAST [13, 14] in the
high mass region.

CDEX-50, the next generation of the CDEX experi-
ment, is currently in preparation. CDEX-50 will use an
array of 50 1-kg HPGe detectors with optimized electron-
ics and will be operated in a superior radioactive envi-
ronment [66, 67]. Improvements are being made to the

accurate measurement of all crystal orientations, the re-
duction of the radiation background, and the homemade
germanium detectors with ultralow-background electron-
ics. Both enhancements to the detector exposure and the
background level (0.01 cpkkd) will promote the next or-
der of sensitivity.
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