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To solve the hierarchy problem, the relaxion must remain trapped in the correct minimum, even
if the electroweak symmetry is restored after reheating. In this scenario, the relaxion starts rolling
again until the backreaction potential, with its set of local minima, reappears. Depending on the
time of barrier reappearance, Hubble friction alone may be insufficient to retrap the relaxion in a
large portion of the parameter space. Thus, an additional source of friction is required, which might
be provided by coupling to a dark photon. The dark photon experiences a tachyonic instability
as the relaxion rolls, which slows down the relaxion by backreacting to its motion, and efficiently
creates anisotropies in the dark photon energy-momentum tensor, sourcing gravitational waves. We
calculate the spectrum of the resulting gravitational wave background from this new mechanism,
and evaluate its observability by current and future experiments. We further investigate the possi-
bility that the coherently oscillating relaxion constitutes dark matter and present the corresponding
constraints from gravitational waves.

I. INTRODUCTION

The weakness of the gravitational force ensures that
gravitational waves (GWs) can store information about
the history of our Universe. On the other hand, though,
it also implies that only dramatic and cosmological events
may leave imprints that can be observed at present or in
the near future. GW detectors are, for instance, sensitive
to primordial phase transitions, inflation, and oscillatory
motion of ultralight fields (see, e.g., Refs. [1, 2] for a
recent discussion of potential signals of cosmological ori-
gin).

In this work, we introduce a different mechanism that
leads to the production of GWs in the early Universe. In
the following, we demonstrate the idea using the relaxion
framework [3]; however, the core scheme may be applica-
ble to other forms of new physics. At early times, the re-
laxion is trapped in a local minimum. However, assuming
that the reheating temperature is above the electroweak
(EW) scale,1 we expect the EW symmetry to be restored.
Hence, the minimum in which the relaxion was originally
trapped disappears, and the relaxion starts rolling down
its potential. At some temperature below the EW scale,
we expect the set of local minima to reappear. There is a
limited region of the model’s parameter space such that
the relaxion would be trapped still within the same min-
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1 The requirement of a high reheating temperature, motivated by
a large class of inflation models (see, e.g., Ref. [4] and references
therein), is generic and also needed in most models that explain
the observed baryon abundance (see ,e.g., Ref. [5] and references
therein).

imum [6, 7]. In this case, even the minimal realization
of the relaxation mechanism could lead to a viable ul-
tra light dark matter (DM) candidate [6], which may be
tested in the future due to the presence of relaxion-Higgs
mixing [8, 9].
Despite the attractiveness of this minimal setup, there

is a sizeable region of parameter space where the post-
reheating displacement of the relaxion would be too large
and the relaxion would not be trapped but instead would
descend in an uncontrolled way toward the global min-
imum. This runaway can be avoided if an additional
source of friction is added to the model. Coupling a
scalar field to a dark U(1) gauge field strength is known
to lead to an efficient energy loss mechanism in the form
of tachyonic dark photon field production [10, 11] (see
Refs. [12, 13] for the case of a relaxion or other axionlike
particles (ALPs) in the mass range & O(MeV), where
self-friction may be induced, or Ref. [14] for stopping
via an instability in a modified relaxion potential, al-
beit outside the region of interest of this work). Dark
photon production quickly reaches a quasi-steady-state
where the friction balances the slope of the potential. At
each time, the dominantly produced momentum-mode
k = ξaH is about to exit the tachyonic band, where ξ is
an O(10 − 100) parameter, H is the Hubble rate, and a
is the scale factor.
The energy density stored in this mode is roughly con-

stant, ρX ∼ m2
φf

2
φ [6], where mφ and fφ are the relax-

ion mass and the decay constant, respectively, and is the
source of GW production. The rolling of the relaxion and
the dark photon production stop around the time when
the potential barriers reappear, which traps the relaxion
and ends this epoch.2

2 For simplicity, we are agnostic about the details of the reappear-
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FIG. 1. Available parameter space for ξ = 100 (top), and for ξ = 10 (bottom). The red and orange shaded regions are
excluded by the indicated constraints or combinations thereof. Above the red solid line, the relaxion decay constant becomes
super-Planckian. The grey dashed line encloses the parameter space in which relaxation can be realized without dark photon
friction, which is discussed in more details in Appendix A. The prospective GW sensitivity of µAres (green) as well as SKA after
an observation period of 5 years (turquoise) and 20 years (blue) is indicated by the respective coloured regions. In the purple
coloured region, a subrange of the viable reappearance temperatures can be excluded using current NANOGrav data from the
11 year data set. The regions bounded by the coloured dotted lines need super-Planckian decay constants to be probed by the
respective experiment. In the lower panel, the grey shaded region can reproduce our best-fit spectrum (at Tra ∼ 20 MeV) to the
potential stochastic GW background seen in the recent NANOGrav data. An animated version of the lower panel of the figure,
explicitly showing the dependence on the reappearance temperature, can be found in the ancillary material of this paper.

Given the above mechanism, we can estimate the GW
signal as follows. First, the peak frequency at present
time is obtained by redshifting the dominant k-mode at
the time of reappearance, cf. Eq. (35),

fpeak ∼
ara
a0
ξHra ∼ 1 µHz

(
ξ

25

)(
Tra

1 GeV

)
, (1)

where Tra is the temperature when the potential barriers
reappear. Here and in the following, quantities indexed

ance process of the backreaction potential and assume instan-
taneous reappearance. Various considerations regarding barrier
reappearance can also generate gravitational waves, a scenario
considered in Ref. [15].

“0” and “ra” are evaluated today and at the time when
the potential barriers reappear, respectively. Second, the
GW amplitude is roughly given by the square of the en-
ergy density stored in the dark photon just before Tra,
cf. Eq. (28),

Ωpeak
GW ∼

1
ρ0
c

(ceff ρraX/f rapeak)2

M2
Pl

(
ara
a0

)4

∼ 10−10
(

25
ξ

)2(
mφ

0.1 eV
fφ

1010 GeV

)4(1 GeV
Tra

)8
(2)

∼ 10−12
(

25
ξ

)2(0.1 eV
mφ

sin θφh
10−13

)12(TeV
Λ

GeV
Tra

)8
,

where ρ0
c = 3M2

PlH
2
0 is the critical energy density of the
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Universe today, f rapeak = ξHra is the peak frequency with-
out red-shifting, and c2

eff ' 1/4 is the efficiency factor
for converting dark photon energy into GWs obtained
from the analytic calculation in Appendix C. Note that
ceff ∼ O (1) as the relaxion potential energy at each time
is predominantly deposited in a narrow range of exponen-
tially growing dark photon momentum modes, resulting
in large time-dependent inhomogeneities and an efficient
generation of anisotropic stress sourcing GWs, in a simi-
lar manner as in the case of tachyonic preheating [16–
19]. In the last line, we have reexpressed the signal
strength in terms of the relaxion-Higgs mixing sin θhφ
and the cutoff scale Λ. This result shows that some of
the parameter space of the model may lead to a visi-
ble signal in near-future GW experiments, allowing us to
probe parameter regions that are currently unexplored
by other experiments, as discussed below. In addition,
we note that the relation between the physical param-
eters of the models and the GW amplitude is given by
sin θhφ ∝ mφ ×

(
Ωpeak
GW

)1/12
, showing a rather mild de-

pendence on the actual amplitude.
For convenience, the range of relaxion masses, mφ,

and mixing angles with the Higgs boson, sin θhφ, which
can be probed via current or future GW experiments
as well as the corresponding constraints on the param-
eter space are summarized in Fig. 1. The green and
blue/turquoise coloured regions can be accessed with
µAres and the Square-Kilometre Array (SKA) obser-
vatory, respectively, depending on the temperature of
barrier reappearance. In the purple region, the reap-
pearance temperature is restricted by current data from
the North American Nanohertz Observatory for Grav-
itational Waves (NANOGrav). In addition to that, in
the grey shaded region, we present the parameter range
in which our model can account for the potential GW
signal recently observed in NANOGrav data. The grey
dashed line encloses the region in which the relaxion can
be trapped without dark photon friction. On the other
hand, as the figure illustrates, there is a large fraction of
parameter space where an additional source of friction is
required for the viability of the relaxion mechanism and
thus motivates us to add a relaxion-dark photon coupling
to the model. A more detailed discussion of the figure is
deferred to Sec. IV.

This paper is organized as follows. We briefly review
the relaxion and the dark photon dynamics in Sec. II.
Sections IIA and IIB contain a brief discussion of the
interplay of the relaxion-dark photon dynamics and the
possibility of the relaxion being DM, respectively. In
Sec. II C we review the constraints on our model and
discuss the available parameter space. Subsequently, the
production mechanism of the GW background is stud-
ied in Sec. III. We derive the GW spectrum in Sec. III A
and briefly describe how the detectability of the signal is
evaluated in Sec. III B. The results of this paper are then
discussed in Sec. IV. Section V concludes the paper. A
brief discussion of the minimal relaxion scenario (without

a dark photon coupling) is deferred to Appendix A. Fur-
ther details regarding the calculation of the dark photon
and GW spectra are provided in Appendices B and C,
respectively.

II. SETUP

In this work, we consider the relaxion φ coupled to a
dark photon field Xµ,

− L ⊃ V (H,φ) + rX
4

φ

fφ
XµνX̃

µν , (3)

with the potential of the relaxion field φ and Higgs dou-
blet H given by

V (H,φ) = Vroll(φ)+µ2
H(φ)|H|2+λ|H|4+Vbr(H,φ) , (4)

where λ is the Higgs quartic coupling and

Vroll(φ) = −cgΛ3φ , (5a)
µ2
H(φ) = Λ2 − gΛφ , (5b)

Vbr(H,φ) = −Λ4
br
v2
H

|H|2 cos φ

fφ
. (5c)

Here, c is an O(1) number, g is a dimensionless param-
eter, Λ is the Higgs mass cutoff scale, Λbr is the backre-
action scale, vH = 〈|H|〉 = 174 GeV is the Higgs vacuum
expectation value, and fφ is the decay constant of the
relaxion.
During inflation, the relaxion rolls down the linear

slope of its potential Vroll. It thereby scans the Higgs
mass parameter µ2(φ). Once µ2 crosses zero, the Higgs
acquires a nonvanishing vacuum expectation value, trig-
gering the breaking of the EW gauge symmetry. The
Higgs then backreacts creating wiggles in the relaxion
potential via Vbr. Once the Higgs backreaction balances
the rolling potential, the relaxion is trapped in the first
minimum it encounters. Choosing cgΛ3fφ ∼ Λ4

br, we end
up with a weak-scale expectation value for the Higgs bo-
son, solving the hierarchy problem. The relaxion mass
and the relaxion-Higgs mixing angle can then be written
as [7, 9]

m2
φ '

Λ6
br

f2
φΛvH

, sin θhφ '
√

2
(
m4
φfφΛ2

vH m6
h

) 1
3

, (6)

in terms of the theory parameters. Here, mh = 125 GeV
is the Higgs mass.

A. Relaxion and dark photon evolution

After reheating, the EW symmetry will be restored due
to thermal corrections to the potential, provided that the
reheating temperature is above the EW phase transition
temperature. As a consequence, the relaxion will start
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rolling again, leading to exponential production of dark
photon modes. To see the interplay, the coupled differ-
ential equations describing the evolution of the spatially
homogeneous relaxion and the dark photon modes are
given by

θ′′ + 2aHθ′ + a2

f2
φ

∂Vroll

∂θ
= −a

2

f2
φ

rX
4 a4

〈
XµνX̃

µν
〉
, (7)

X ′′λ(k, τ) + (k2 − λ k rXθ′)Xλ(k, τ) = 0 , (8)

where θ = φ/fφ and primes denote derivatives with re-
spect to conformal time τ with a dτ = dt. We have
written the dark photon in terms of its Fourier modes
Xλ(k, τ) in Coulomb gauge, ∇ ·X = 0, as

X̂(x, τ) =
∫

d3k

(2π)3

∑
λ=±

Xλ(k, τ)ελ(k)âλ(k) + h.c. (9)

Here, λ denotes the dark photon helicity, and ελ are the
corresponding circular polarization vectors.

As evident from Eq. (8), dark photon modes with
0 < k < λrXθ

′ are tachyonic and will experience
exponential growth compared to the vacuum fluctua-
tions. The resulting dark photon spectrum then features
anisotropies in its energy-momentum tensor which will
act as a source for GW production, leading to a stochastic
GW background [17–22]. Furthermore, since only modes
of the helicity with the same sign as the relaxion veloc-
ity can become tachyonic, the rolling relaxion will pro-
duce a circular polarized dark photon background. In
our case, as we choose θ′ > 0, only the positive-helicity
modes are exponentially produced. For these modes,
the solution to the equations of motion is given in the
Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin (WKB) approximation by

X+(k, τ) = eg(k,τ)√
2 Ω(k, τ)

, (10)

where Ω2(k, τ) = k rX |θ′(τ)| − k2 > 0 is the correspond-
ing tachyonic frequency and g(k, τ) =

∫ τ
dτ ′Ω(k, τ ′). The

approximation holds for |Ω′/Ω2| � 1.
At early times, just after reheating, the friction from

dark photons can be neglected. Assuming radiation dom-
ination, the relaxion velocity can then be written as

θ′(τ) = Λ4
br

5f2
φ

(
arh
τrh

)2
τ3
[
1−

(τrh
τ

)5
]
, (11)

where we imposed θ′(τrh) = 0. Subsequently, due to
the exponential production, the dark photon friction be-
comes comparable to the other terms in the equation
of motion, Eq. (7), and asymptotes to the slope of the
rolling potential. The timescale τpp at which particle
production kicks in can be determined by

〈XµνX̃
µν〉(τpp)

4a4(τpp) ≈ k̃4e2g(k̃,τ̃)

4π2a4 ∼ Λ4
br
rX

, (12)

where k̃ is the mode that dominates the 〈XX̃〉 term,
given by the saddle point ∂g(k, τ)/∂k|k̃ = 0. After τpp,
due to the balance between the potential slope and the
backreaction from the dark photon, the relaxion field
velocity becomes proportional to the Hubble rate and
evolves as [6, 10]

θ′(τ) ≈ ξ

rX
a(τ)H(τ)

(
1 + ε log τ

τpp

)
≈ ξ

rXτ
, (13)

with a small logarithmic correction (ε � 1). We de-
fined here the parameter ξ = rX |θ′|

aH at τpp. From
Eq. (12) we then obtain ξ ∼ O(10 − 100) with a mere
logarithmic dependence on the relaxion parameters [10].
The dominating k-mode at each epoch then becomes
k̃/a ∼ rX θ̇(t) ∼ ξH.
Once the Universe has cooled sufficiently, the EW

phase transition occurs, and the wiggles of the backre-
action potential reappear. The rolling of the relaxion
between reheating and Tra leads to a displacement from
the minimum in which it originally settled during infla-
tion by

∆θ =
τra∫
τrh

dτ θ′ ≈ ξ

4 rX

[
1 + log

H2
pp

H2
ra

]
. (14)

For the relaxion to remain trapped in this minimum, we
need to require that the displacement is less than the
distance between the minimum and the next maximum,
∆θ . 2δ, where δ = Λ2

br/(ΛvH) [6, 7]. This sets a lower
bound on the coupling to the dark photons. For smaller
couplings, the dark photon friction is insufficient to pre-
vent the relaxion from rolling into one of the neighbouring
minima. The relaxion then needs to traverse ∆θ ∼ O(n)
to end up in the n-th minimum, where n = 1 denotes the
minimum in which it stopped during inflation, extending
the parameter space of the theory. However, going be-
yond the first minimum requires a careful adjustment of
the initial conditions to let the relaxion stop exactly at
the bottom of the n-th minimum at reappearance. Oth-
erwise, the time required for the relaxion to reach the
bottom would exceed the age of the Universe. We thus
simply assume rX = ξ/(2δ) in the following.3

B. Relaxion dark matter

After the reappearance of the Higgs backreaction po-
tential, the displaced relaxion begins to oscillate around
the minimum of its potential, providing a candidate for
ultralight DM as discussed in Ref. [6]. Assuming the

3 As δ = Λ2
br

ΛvH
< vH

Λ , this implies rX & 102
(

Λ
1 TeV

) (
ξ
10

)
. Such

large couplings can be obtained in a technically natural way for
example via the clockwork mechanism [23–26].
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maximal displacement of ∆θ = 2δ, the relaxion relic
abundance is given by

Ωφ =
2m2

φf
2
φδ

2

3M2
PlH

2
0

g∗s(T0)T 3
0

g∗s(Tosc)T 3
osc

, (15)

where Tosc ∼ min[Tra,
√
mφMPl] is the temperature

when the relaxion starts to oscillate. Requiring that the
relaxion provides all of DM, i.e., Ωφh2 = 0.12 [27], the
relaxion decay constant can be expressed as

fφ ∼ 5× 109 GeV
(

Λ
1 TeV

)2
5
(
Tosc

1 GeV

) 9
10
(

0.1 eV
mφ

)
. (16)

As we are considering coherently oscillating relaxion
DM here, its mass needs to be less than approximately
10 eV in order to be described by a classical field [28].
For this range of relaxion masses, the possible decay
channels are into two photons and two dark photons,
Γφ = Γγγ + ΓXX . The decay rate into a dark photon
pair is given by

ΓXX = r2
X

64π
m3
φ

f2
φ

, (17)

while the decay width of φ → γγ is subdominant com-
pared to that of φ → XX as it is suppressed by the
square of the relaxion-Higgs mixing angle [6], which in
turn is bounded from above by sin θhφ . vH/fφ [9]. The
relaxion lifetime hence becomes

τφ ∼ 20 Gyr
(

25
ξ

)2(
Tosc

1 GeV

)3(0.1 eV
mφ

)5
, (18)

where we have chosen rX = ξ/(2δ). Since the decay
of DM into relativistic particles affects the spectrum of
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) at low-` mul-
tipoles, the lifetime is constrained as τφ > 160 Gyr [29].
As shown in Refs. [22, 30–32], for rX(∆θ)sep ∼ O(102),

an oscillating ALP may introduce a second phase of
tachyonic dark photon production, which could suppress
the DM abundance by up to two orders of magnitude.
This condition is satisfied in parts of the parameter space
where the field displacement is maximal, since there
rX ∼ O(ξ/δ) and ξ ∼ O(10− 102), and introduces some
uncertainty in our estimate of the DM abundance in those
regions.

C. Constraints

A successful cosmological relaxation of the Higgs mass
requires the inflation sector to dominate the total energy
density, 3H2

IM
2
Pl & Λ4, as well as that the classical mo-

tion of the relaxion dominates over quantum fluctuation
during inflation, (∆φ)cl & HI/2π. Here, HI is the Hubble
scale during inflation. Combining these two constraints,
we get an upper bound on the cutoff scale Λ,

Λ .

(
2π
√

3M3
PlΛ4

br
f

)1/6

. (19)

As we are considering a Higgs-dependent backreaction
potential, we also require Λbr . vH [3, 9].4 The allowed
range of the effective cutoff Λ of the theory is

MPl & fφ & Λ & 4πvH ∼ 1 TeV . (20)

Also, for a generic backreaction potential which does not
change the late-time cosmology, the range of reappear-
ance temperatures is

vH & Tra & TBBN ∼ 10 MeV . (21)

For masses below the eV scale, the relaxion can further
mediate long-range forces. Experiments looking for such
interactions (fifth force experiments, inverse-square-law,
and equivalence-principle tests) constrain the coupling of
the relaxion to ordinary matter [33–39], which is induced
by the relaxion-Higgs mixing angle given in Eq. (6). In a
similar manner, for masses up to the keV range, the mix-
ing is constrained from stellar cooling [40–43], as it in-
duces relaxion-mediated contributions to the energy loss
in stars. Slightly weaker limits on the mixing angle can
furthermore be obtained from bounds on the solar relax-
ion flux as constrained by XENON1T and other dark-
matter direct detection experiments [44].
Additional constraints arise when coupling the relax-

ion to a dark photon field (see Appendix A for a discus-
sion of the minimal scenario without this coupling), with
the coupling here chosen to saturate the trapping con-
dition, i.e., rX = ξ/(2δ). For the dark photon induced
friction to trap the relaxion, reappearance has to occur
sufficiently late for the dark photon to be produced, i.e.,
Hpp > Hra. This sets a lower bound on the relaxion mass,
mφ &

√
10 δHra, for which the dark photon scenario can

be applied.
If this condition is satisfied, throughout its evolution

from reheating to reappearance, the relaxion continu-
ously produces dark photons, depositing energy density
into the latter. At the time of trapping, tra, the dark
photon energy-density can be estimated as

ρX(tra) = 1
a4(tra)

∫ tra

dt′a4(t′)V̇ = 1
2 m

2
φf

2
φ . (22)

For the Universe to remain radiation dominated, we re-
quire ρX(Tra) to be smaller than the radiation energy
density at Tra, i.e. ρX(Tra) . 3M2

PlH
2
ra ∼ T 4

ra; other-
wise, the relaxion dominates the total energy density of
the Universe. After Tra, dark photon production stops,
and the corresponding energy density redshifts as that of
radiation.
The dark photon is further constrained by its contri-

bution to the energy density of the Universe at low tem-
peratures, typically parametrized in terms of the effec-
tive number of neutrino species Neff. For temperatures

4 See Refs. [11, 13] for a discussion of other stopping mechanisms
in which this constraint can be relaxed.
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T . me, after electrons and positrons have annihilated,
the dark photon energy density (or of any additional rel-
ativistic species for that matter) can be written in terms
of its contribution ∆Neff to Neff as

ρX(T ) = 7π2

120 ∆Neff

(
4
11

) 4
3

T 4, (23)

where the 4/11 factor accounts for the difference between
the neutrino and photon temperature. Using Eq. (22)
and the current 95 % C.L. limit Neff = 3.27 ± 0.29 from
CMB data [27] combined with local measurements of the
Hubble rate [45], as well as NSM

eff = 3.046 in the Stan-
dard Model, we obtain a lower limit on the reappearance
temperature as a function of the relaxion mass and decay
constant

Tra & 2.5 g−1/3
∗s,ra

√
mφfφ , (24)

where g∗s,ra is the number of entropic degrees of freedom
at reappearance.

If we assume that the relaxion accounts for the full DM
abundance, then plugging Eq. (16) to Eq. (24), we get,

Tra & 450 MeV
(

67
g∗s,ra

) 1
3
(

Λ
10 TeV

) 4
11

. (25)

Here, we also assume that the relaxion starts to oscillate
at Tra, which is only true for a sufficiently heavy relaxion.
As we require Λ & 4πvH ∼ 1 TeV, this sets a lower bound
of Tra & 240 MeV on the reappearance temperature for
the relaxion DM scenario to be realized.5 Upon the same
assumptions, Λbr . vH further sets an upper bound on
the reappearance temperature,

Tra . min
[
vH , 80 GeV

(
106 GeV

Λ

)(
96
g∗s,ra

)1
3
]
. (26)

In Fig. 2, we show the minimal and maximal allowed
reappearance temperature for relaxion DM as a function
of the cutoff Λ of the theory. Combining Λbr < vH (blue)
and the Neff constraint (green), we see that the highest Λ
for which the relaxion can be realized as coherently oscil-
lating DM is Λ . 107 GeV, which is in accordance with
the constraints for Tra ' 6 GeV. Because of the rapid
change in the radiative degrees of freedom around the
time of the QCD phase transition, the ∆Neff limit on the
reappearance temperature saturates at Tra ∼ TQCD for
Λ . 2 TeV. We also depict the weaker bound ρX < ρrad
from the total energy density in orange.

In Fig. 3, we depict the constraints on the relaxion pa-
rameters as a function of the relaxion mass mφ and the
mixing angle sin θhφ, where we determined Λ and fφ from

5 Note that, for this value of the reappearance temperature, the
relaxion starts to oscillate directly after reappearance as long as
mφ & 5 × 10−10 eV.

103 104 105 106 107

Λ [GeV]

100

101

102

T
ra

[G
eV

]

Λ
br >

v
H

ρX
> ρ

rad

∆N
eff

mφ
fφ/

T
2
ra

= 1

mφ
fφ/

T
2
ra

= 0.1

mφ
fφ/

T
2
ra

= 0.0
1

FIG. 2. Allowed range of reappearance temperatures Tra as
a function of the cutoff scale Λ, while fixing fφ to the value
reproducing the measured DM abundance, Eq. (16), assum-
ing Tosc = Tra. The blue shaded region is excluded since
Λbr > vH , while in the green shaded regions, the CMB bound
on ∆Neff, Eq. (25), is violated. In the orange shaded re-
gion, the dark photon energy density further dominates the
Universe at reappearance. The dashed lines are contours of
constantmφfφ/T

2
ra, which sets the amplitude of the GW spec-

trum; cf. Eq. (2).

the DM abundance using Eqs. (6) and (16). The red and
orange shaded regions are excluded by the indicated con-
straints, where the shape of the exclusions now partially
differs from the corresponding ones in Fig. 1 as we require
here Ωφ = ΩDM. Scanning over all allowed values of Tra,
the full range of masses and mixing angles for which we
can obtain coherently oscillating relaxion DM is indicated
by the black-framed regions in Fig. 3. We obtain two
separated islands of viable parameter space, one at low
masses, 10−11 eV . mφ . 10−6 eV, with mixing angles
around 10−23 . sin θhφ . 10−18, and another island at
high masses, 10−2 eV . mφ . 1 eV, with a narrow range
of mixing angles around 10−14 . sin θhφ . 10−11. Note
that, in the high-mass island, the coupling to dark pho-
tons is required to trap the relaxion, whereas in most of
the low-mass island, relaxion DM can be realized without
dark photon friction [6]. It shall, moreover, be empha-
sized that the low-mass DM regions in the minimal and
dark photon scenario are separated in the reappearance
temperature, since relaxion stopping via Hubble friction
requires mφ .

√
8 δHra, whereas dark photon production

only occurs for mφ &
√

10 δHra. See Appendix A for a
detailed discussion on the minimal scenario.

III. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES

Let us now consider the stochastic GW background
generated from anisotropies in the energy-momentum
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FIG. 3. Available parameter space (black framed region) for relaxion DM in the relaxion mass mφ vs. mixing angle sin θhφ
plane. The red and orange shaded regions are excluded by the indicated constraints of combinations thereof. The colored
regions inside the viable DM space can be probed via GWs in µAres (green) or SKA (blue/turquoise). The light shading and
solid lines indicate points that can be probed for a subrange of reappearance temperatures, whereas the darker shaded parts
enclosed by dotted lines are accessible for all valid Tra. An animated version of the plot scanning the reappearance temperature
is enclosed in the ancillary material of this work.

tensor of the dark photon produced during the postinfla-
tionary evolution of the relaxion. In particular, we focus
here on the GWs sourced during the rolling of the re-
laxion between reheating and the EW phase transition.
Further gravitational radiation can be generated when
the relaxion oscillates around the minimum of its poten-
tial, as explored in Refs. [20–22, 46–49] in the context of
general ALP models, or in a confining phase transition
that generates the backreaction potential [15]. In com-
bination, the various sources may lead to an interesting
and rich GW spectrum with multiple peaks.

The spectrum of a stochastic background of GWs
is characterized by its fractional energy density,
i.e. the energy density normalized to the critical value,
ρ0
c = 3M2

PlH
2
0 , per logarithmic frequency interval,

ΩGW(f) = 1
ρ0
c

dρGW

d log f , (27)

where the total GW energy density is given by

ρGW = M2
Pl

4
〈
ḣij ḣ

ij
〉

=
∫
df

f

dρGW

d log f . (28)

Here, hij denotes the GW metric perturbations, and the
dot indicates the derivative with respect to cosmic time t.
Switching to conformal time τ , dt = a dτ , where a is the
scale factor of the Universe, the metric reads

ds2 = a(τ)
{
dτ2−

[
δij + hij(x, τ)

]
dxidxj

}
. (29)

During radiation domination, the Einstein equations in
the linear regime for the metric perturbations in momen-

tum space using transverse-traceless gauge become

(∂2
τ + k2) a(τ)hij(k, τ) = 2 a(τ)

M2
Pl

Πij(k, τ) , (30)

where k = |k| is the comoving wave number. The
anisotropic stress tensor Πij relates to the energy-
momentum tensor Tij , via Πij(k, τ) = Λabij (k)Tab(k, τ),
where Λabij = P a

i P
b
j − 1

2PijP
ab with Pij = δij − kikj/k2

being the projector that extracts the transverse and
traceless part [1]. The equations of motion are then
solved by (neglecting the a′′ term which vanishes in a
radiation-dominated universe i.e. for a ∝ τ)

ĥij(k, τ) = 2
M2

Pl

∫ τ

dτ ′
a(τ ′)
a(τ) Π̂ij(k, τ)G(k, τ, τ ′) , (31)

where G(k, τ, τ ′) = sin[k(τ − τ ′)]/k is the causal Green’s
function. We denote here the operator form of any quan-
tity Q by Q̂.

A. Gravitational wave production

The GW energy density per logarithmic interval in the
comoving momentum k of a generic stochastic source at
conformal time τ is given by [1]

dρGW

d log k (k, τ) = k3

4π2M2
Pla

4(τ)

τ∫
τi

dτ ′
τ∫

τi

dτ ′a(τ ′) a(τ ′′)×

cos[k(τ ′ − τ ′′)] Π2(k, τ ′, τ ′′) , (32)
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where τi is the time at which the GW source
starts operating and Π2(k, τ ′, τ ′′) is the unequal
time correlator of the anisotropic stress, defined as
〈0|Π̂ab(k, τ)Π̂∗ab(k′, τ ′)|0〉 = (2π)3δ(k−k′)Π2(k, τ, τ ′). In
our case, the GWs are generated between reheating and
reappearance; hence τi = τrh and τ ≤ τra. As the GWs
produced before the relaxion reaches its terminal velocity
will, however, be subdominant, we can take τi = τpp, so
to first approximation, the GW signature becomes inde-
pendent of the temperature to which the Universe was
reheated.

The dark photon anisotropic stress sourcing the GWs
can be written in terms of the dark electric and magnetic
fields as

Π̂ab(k, τ) = −Λijab(k)
a2(τ)

∫
d3q

(2π)3

[
Êi(q, τ)Êj(k− q, τ) +

B̂i(q, τ)B̂j(k− q, τ)
]
. (33)

Focusing on the dominant modes which have com-
pleted their phase of maximal tachyonic growth,
q & rX |θ′|/2, we find that GWs with momentum
k are dominantly produced at the time of reappear-
ance. For frequencies below the peak, both dark pho-
ton modes in Eq. (33) have momenta close to the
one that experiences maximal growth at reappearance,
|q| ∼ |k − q| ∼ rX |θ′ra|/2, whereas above the peak, one
of the contributing modes must have a larger momen-
tum and therefore have exited the tachyonic band before
reappearance. Details of the calculation are deferred to
Appendix C. The present-day GW spectrum can then be
written as

ΩGW(f) = Ωpeak
GW Sξ (f/fpeak) (34)

with the peak frequency

fpeak = kra
2π a0

= rX |θ′ra|
2π a0

= ara
a0

ξ Hra

2π , (35)

where kra is the mode that exits the tachyonic band at
reappearance, and the peak amplitude

Ωpeak
GW = 1

ρ0
c

a4
ra
a4

0

1
M2

PlH
2
ra

Λ8
br

4 r2
X

= 1
ρ0
c

a4
ra
a4

0

m4
φf

4
φ

M2
Plξ

2H2
ra
. (36)

We used Eq. (13) here as well as ξ ' 2δrX and
Λ4
br = m2

φf
2
φ/δ to recast Eqs. (35) and (36) into the es-

timations in Eqs. (1) and (2). The spectral shape Sξ is
given by

Sξ(x) = 1
1 + 48

5 (x− 1)4 + 19 965
256 ξ2 (x−3 + 3x− 4)

. (37)

Note that, similar to the oscillating axion case [20–22,
46], we obtain a GW spectrum with an unpolarized low-
frequency tail and a chiral spectrum above the peak.

B. GW detection

Having predicted the GW spectrum generated by the
relaxion dynamics, we can now evaluate its detectabil-
ity in current and future experiments. A stochastic GW
background can be detected in a given experiment if its
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) % exceeds a threshold value
%thr. The SNR is given by [50]

%2 = Tobs

fmax∫
fmin

df

[
ΩGW(f)
Ωn(f)

]2
, (38)

where Tobs is the period of observation, (fmin, fmax) is
the frequency range of the detector, and Ωn(f) is the
detector’s noise spectrum converted to fractional energy
density. For a cross-correlated measurement in a net-
work of detectors, as, for instance, a pulsar timing array
(PTA), the noise spectrum has to be replaced by the ef-
fective noise Ωeff of the network (see Ref. [50] for further
details), and the SNR is given by Eq. (38) with an addi-
tional factor of 2.
We present here the projected sensitivities of the

planned space-based Laser Interferometer Space Antenna
(LISA) [51, 52], the planned Square-Kilometre Array
(SKA) [53] PTA observatory,6 and the proposed micro-
hertz experiment µAres [55]. In addition, we evaluate
current limits from the NANOGrav 11 year dataset [56].
Other GW observatories such as ground-based interfer-
ometers or potential LISA-successor experiments in the
decihertz regime do not cover the frequency range in
which a signal is expected in our scenario.

Recently, NANOGrav has further reported strong ev-
idence for a common-spectrum stochastic process across
the pulsars in their 12.5 year dataset [57], which might
be due to a GW background. However, a GW detection
could not be established yet, due to the lack of conclu-
sive evidence regarding the interpulsar correlations of this
process. Nonetheless, we also present here an interpre-
tation of this signal as the GW background generated
in our model, fitting our signal to the NANOGrav data
based on the procedure outlined in Ref. [58].

Furthermore, GWs contribute to the total amount of
radiation in the Universe and are therefore subject to
constraints onNeff. This sets an upper bound on the peak
amplitude of the spectrum. Using Eq. (23), we obtain

h2Ωpeak
GW ≤

a4
rec
a4

0

7π2

120

(
4
11

) 4
3 T 4

rec
ρ0
c/h

2
∆Neff

IS(ξ) ≈ 10−6, (39)

where IS(ξ) =
∫
d log xSξ(x) ' 0.8 – 1.5 is the integral

over the spectral shape and Trec is the photon tempera-
ture at recombination.

6 We assume here that the prospective foreground from supermas-
sive black hole binaries can be subtracted. Further details on the
sensitivities can be found in Ref. [54].
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mφ (eV) fφ (GeV) Tra (GeV) ξ

A 3 × 10−9 1014 0.02 10
B 2 × 10−3 1012 1 25
C1 5 108 1 10
C2 5 × 10−3 1011 1 25
C3 5 × 10−6 1014 1 100
D 0.1 1012 30 25
∗ 10−9 1014 0.02 10

TABLE I. Parameter values for the spectra shown in Fig. 4

An even stronger bound is obtained from the contri-
bution of the dark photons to ∆Neff. Since the GWs
are sourced by dark photon anisotropies, this directly
leads to an upper bound on the GW amplitude which
is stronger than the one from the direct contribution of
the GWs to ∆Neff. Plugging Eq. (24) into Eq. (36), we
obtain

h2Ωpeak
GW . 10−8

( g∗,ra
106.75

)1
3
(

25
ξ

)2(∆NX
eff

0.52

)2

, (40)

where the superscript X indicates that this is the dark
photon contribution to ∆Neff. A similar constraint on
the GW amplitude was already observed in Ref. [58] in
the audible axion scenario. There, it was noted that
the parameter region that provides the best fit to the
stochastic GW background that was potentially observed
by the NANOGrav collaboration [57] is in tension with
constraints on ∆Neff.

IV. DISCUSSION

In Fig. 4 we show some example GW spectra. The
corresponding parameter values are listed in Table I.
The coupling to dark photons is set to rX = ξ/(2δ).
In addition, the projected sensitivities of LISA (red),
µAres (green), and SKA with an observation period
of 5 years (turquoise) and 20 years (blue), represented
by the corresponding power-law integrated sensitivity
curves [50], are depicted as shaded regions. The cur-
rent 95 % upper limits from the 11 year NANOGrav data
set [56] are shown in purple. The example spectra B –
D are detectable with µAres, whereas the benchmark A
is accessible via SKA and is excluded by NANOGrav.
The benchmark labeled “∗” shown in orange corresponds
to our best fit to the NANOGrav 12.5 year dataset as
discussed further below.

At low frequencies, the GW spectra behave approxi-
mately as f3, in accordance with the expectations based
on causality arguments using that the anisotropic stress
of a causal source cannot be correlated at scales above
the horizon size at the time of production [1, 59]. At high
frequencies, the spectra fall approximately like f−4, al-
lowing a simple distinction from the much steeper falling

GW background generated from oscillating [20–22, 46] or
rotating [60] axionlike fields. It should further be noted
that, when the peak position is fixed, changing ξ barely
affects the UV tail, while the IR tail goes as ξ2 (cf. Fig. 9),
potentially allowing to one disentangle the reappearance
temperature and ξ in the peak frequency Eq. (35) and
thereby facilitating the determination of the relaxion pa-
rameters from a hypothetical observed signal. Larger val-
ues of ξ further result in a flatter peak, although this may
be an artifact of our analytic approximation; cf. Eq. (37).
The range of peak frequencies and amplitudes that can

be attained for coherently oscillating relaxion DM is dis-
played in Fig. 5, considering the case when the relaxion
starts oscillating at the time the wiggles reappear. The
polygons are obtained from the allowed range for the cut-
off Λ, for Tra between approximately 240 MeV and vH ;
cf. Fig. 2. The solid and dashed lines assume ξ = 100
and ξ = 10, respectively. Peak positions inside the poly-
gons can be realized. The sensitivities of µAres, LISA
and PTAs are again indicated as shaded regions. Note
that the shading and solid lines correspond to the sen-
sitivity for ξ = 100. For ξ = 10, the detection reach is
degraded to the correspondingly coloured dashed lines.
For a large part of the peak frequencies and amplitudes

that can be realized with relaxion DM, an observable
signal is obtained, although mostly requiring futuristic
space-based interferometers such as µAres for observa-
tion. For low values of ξ ∼ 10, a detection with SKA
is possible. The present-day sensitivity of NANOGrav
and expected reach of LISA are, however, insufficient for
a detection. While NANOGrav is able to exclude parts
of the parameter space if the DM assumption is relaxed
(cf. benchmark A in Fig. 4), the sensitivity of LISA will
remain insufficient even in this more general case.
We also show the GW sensitivity for relaxion DM

as coloured regions in Fig. 3, using the same colouring
scheme as above. The (light) coloured regions enclosed
by the solid green and blue lines here indicate the relaxion
masses and mixing angles for which, at least in a subrange
of the reappearance temperatures in accordance with the
constraints, an observable signal in µAres and SKA can
be obtained. While µAres covers the full low-mass is-
land as well as the range mφ . 0.1 eV in the high-mass
island, the sensitivity of SKA is limited to slightly lower
DM masses. Note that, as the GW spectrum strongly
depends on the reappearance temperature, a nonobser-
vation in these experiments would in most cases not rule
out the coloured parameter space, as a detection can be
evaded by adjusting the reappearance temperature to
shift the signal outside the experiment’s reach. In the
dark-green coloured region bounded by the dotted lines,
however, the generated stochastic GW background is ob-
servable in µAres for the full range of allowed reappear-
ance temperatures, guaranteeing a detectable signal in
this region. The temperature dependence of the relaxion
constraints and GW limits can be seen explicitly in the
animated version of the figure that can be found in the
ancillary material.
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FIG. 4. GW spectra for the parameter points listed in Table I. The orange spectrum labeled “∗” corresponds to our best
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LISA (red), µAres (green), and SKA (turquoise and blue, assuming 5 and 20 years of observation, respectively) and the current
exclusion from the NANOGrav 11 year data set (purple).
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FIG. 5. Values of the peak frequency and amplitude of the
GW spectrum which can be obtained in the relaxion DM sce-
nario. The edges of the polygon correspond to the minimal
and maximal amplitudes which can be obtained for ξ = 100
(solid lines) and ξ = 10 (dashed lines), considering the case
when the relaxion starts to oscillate immediately after barrier
reappearance.

Last but not least, let us now dismiss the assumption
that the relaxion constitutes DM and return to Fig. 1,
where we again indicate the parameter regions in which
the GW background can be observed in µAres (green),
NANOGrav (purple), or SKA (blue/turquoise) by the
respective colouring. The coloured regions respect the
fφ < MPl constraint. If we allow for super-Planckian
decay constant, the regions extend to the dotted lines.

Regarding the GW sensitivity, the reader needs to be
aware that the figure shows the projection of a four-
dimensional plot, as Tra and fφ (or Λ) are not fixed.
While red and orange shading marks the values of mφ

and sin θhφ for which it is not possible to evade the re-
spective constraints by adjusting the remaining parame-
ters (i.e. these coloured regions are definitely excluded),
the GW contours (blue, turquoise, purple and green) cor-
respond to the maximal reach of the respective experi-
ments. They are obtained by taking the maximal SNR
that can be achieved in each experiment for the given
values of mφ and sin θhφ. Given the experimental sen-
sitivities we assume here, a detection via GWs can be
evaded in all of the viable parameter space. In par-
ticular, the purple colouring and lines do not indicate
that the corresponding parameter points are excluded
by NANOGrav data but that NANOGrav constrains the
reappearance temperature (and the decay constant) in
this region. The same also applies to the projections for
SKA and µAres. Furthermore, although the sensitivities
overlap in the plot, µAres and PTAs operate in different
frequency regimes and are therefore typically sensitive to
different ranges of Tra. Nonetheless, we can conclude that
current and future GW experiments can potentially de-
tect the stochastic GWs from relaxion-stopping via dark
photon emission, and thereby constrain the parameter
space. We again enclose an animated version of the fig-
ure in the ancillary material available online, where the
dependence on Tra (but not on Λ) is shown.

In addition to the current and prospective exclusion
range, we also work out the parameter range in which our
model can account for the potential GW signal recently
observed in NANOGrav [57]. Fitting our spectrum to the
data using the same procedure as in Ref. [58], where we
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FIG. 6. Best-fit point (cross) to the NANOGrav 12.5 year
data as well as 1σ (dark) and 2σ (light) regions, fixing ξ to
10 (blue), 25 (orange), and 100 (green). The dotted lines en-
close the region that can be obtained without being in tension
with ∆Neff or BBN at the respective value of ξ.

keep ξ fixed and only fit the peak frequency and ampli-
tude, we obtain the best-fit points and the corresponding
1σ and 2σ contours shown in Fig. 6. We further indi-
cate the minimal peak frequency dictated by the lower
bound on the reappearance temperature, Tra & TBBN, as
well as the maximal peak amplitude consistent with the
constraint on ∆Neff by dotted lines. While these bounds
exclude an explanation of the observed stochastic process
in terms of our model for large values of ξ ∼ 100 (green),
we can reach into the 1σ and 2σ regions for intermediate
ξ ∼ 25 (orange), and for ξ ∼ 10 (blue), we can account
for the NANOGrav best-fit point.

In the ξ = 10 (lower) panel of Fig. 1, we indicate the
values ofmφ and sin θhφ for which we can attain the best-
fit point (fpeak = 3.3 nHz, h2Ωpeak

GW = 1.2× 10−9) by the
grey shaded region. Note that, as we fix ξ and fpeak, this
also fixes the reappearance temperature to Tra ∼ 20 MeV,
while the peak amplitude then fixes fφ as a function of
mφ. Hence, in the grey shaded region, Λ can be adjusted
within the constraints to obtain the respective value of
the mixing angle. The best-fit spectrum for ξ = 10 is
also depicted in orange in Fig. 4.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have considered the possibility of prob-
ing the relaxion, which was proposed to ameliorate the
Higgs hierarchy problem, via gravitational waves. A cou-
pling to dark photons tames the relaxion excursion after
reheating and thus in turn opens up a large fraction of
the parameter space which was excluded in the minimal
scenario without dark photons. Furthermore, dark pho-

ton production after reheating can act as a source for the
generation of a stochastic gravitational wave background.
The gravitational waves are sourced by the anisotropies
that are induced by the tachyonic production of dark
photons between the electroweak phase transition and
big bang nucleosynthesis. Hence, instead of the infla-
tionary dynamics responsible for solving the hierarchy
problem, we are probing here the late-time dynamics of
the relaxion.
We have shown that this stochastic gravitational

wave background can be probed by various current
(NANOGrav) and future (SKA and µAres) gravitational
wave detectors. In addition, we also highlight the param-
eter range in which our gravitational wave signal can ac-
count for the common-spectrum process observed in the
most recent NANOGrav data [57]. Alongside the exist-
ing theoretical constraints, we have presented the relax-
ion parameter space which can be detected or excluded
by the gravitational wave observatories in Fig. 1.
We find that the spectral shape of the gravitational

wave signal in our model falls as the fourth power of
the frequency above the peak, unlike a steeper falling
gravitational wave signals generated by other axionlike
field dynamics [20–22, 60], whereas it behaves like f3 in
the infrared, as expected based on causality arguments.
An observation of the spectrum in the range around the
peak should allow for a determination of the reappear-
ance temperature, while the amplitude can be used to
determine the product of the relaxion mass and decay
constant.
Furthermore, we have shown that the relaxion can

constitute dark matter in the present Universe in
the mass range of 10−11 eV . mφ . 10−6 eV and
10−2 eV . mφ . 1 eV. While this scenario cannot
be constrained with current NANOGrav data, most of
the dark matter parameter space will be accessible by
SKA and/or µAres in the future. Hence, with the ad-
vent of gravitational wave astronomy, we are now facing
promising prospects for probing the relaxation of the elec-
troweak scale via the stochastic gravitation wave back-
ground generated when stopping the relaxion, indepen-
dently of whether the relaxion constitutes dark matter or
not.
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Appendix A: Minimal relaxion scenario

Here, we discuss the minimal relaxion scenario where
a coupling to dark photons is absent. As discussed in
Sec. II, due to the restoration of the EW symmetry, the
relaxion starts rolling again if the reheating temperature
is higher than the EW scale, vH . To trap the relaxion
in the minimum where it stopped during inflation, we
need to require that it is displaced by less than ∆θ . 2δ,
where 2δ is the separation between the minimum and the
maximum [7]. In the absence of a dark photon coupling,
the Hubble friction is sufficient to trap the relaxion if
mφ .

√
8 δHra, where Hra is the Hubble scale at the

time of barrier reappearance [6]. In combination with the
constraints discussed in Eqs. (19) to (21), this trapping
condition limits the mixing angle as,

sin θhφ &
m

3/2
φ Λmin

m2
h(2H2

ra)1/4 (from Λ & Λmin) , (A1)

sin θhφ .
4MPlmφHra

m2
h vH

(from fφ .MPl) , (A2)

sin θhφ .
2 5

4 vH
√
mφHra

m2
h

(from Λbr . vH) , (A3)

within which the relaxion can be trapped by the Hubble
friction. Moreover, the above equations restrict the relax-
ion mass for which the minimal scenario can be realized
to mφ . 2× 10−5 eV.
In addition to these constraints, for the relaxion not

to overclose the Universe we need to require Ωφ . ΩDM.
This further constrains the range of the relaxion mass,
and thus the minimal relaxion scenario can only be real-
ized for

mφ . 5× 10−8 eV . (A4)

Figure 7 shows the available parameter space in the
relaxion mass mφ vs. mixing angle sin θhφ plane. We as-
sume here the minimal model without coupling to dark
photons and do not require the relaxion to account for
DM. Again, the red and orange shaded regions are ex-
cluded by the indicated constraints. The condition that
the relaxion remains trapped in the same minimum in
which it settled before reheating, ∆θ . 2δ, then addi-
tionally excludes the region shaded in blue, with only
the white region remaining as viable parameter space.
In the turquoise shaded region, fulfilling ∆θ . 2δ with-
out dark photons further leads to an overclosure of the
Universe. The region in which the relaxion can consti-
tute DM is enclosed by the dashed black contour. If the

relaxion is coupled to a dark photon, we further open up
the blue and turquoise shaded regions of the parameter
space. With a dark photon, relaxion DM can be realized
within the solid black contour (same as the black framed
regions of Fig. 3). Note that the dark photon scenario
can only be applied in the region below the grey dashed
line. Above the line, the condition Hpp > Hra required
for dark photon production is not satisfied (cf. the dis-
cussion in Sec. II C).

Appendix B: Dark photon spectrum

As discussed in Sec. II A, since θ′ > 0 in
our case, positive-helicity dark photon modes with
k < kex = rXθ

′ are tachyonic and experience exponen-
tial growth, whereas modes outside the tachyonic band
oscillate. In particular, the amplitude of the oscillating
modes does not change in time. At any time, the peak
of the dark photon spectrum is given by the mode that
experiences maximal growth with k = km(τ) = |rXθ′|/2.
We therefore take the ansatz

X+(k, τ) =
{
Ak cos (kτ − ξ) for km < k < kpp,

0 otherwise,
(B1)

where we neglect the negative-helicity modes as well as
all modes that did not experience maximal growth yet,
since these are exponentially suppressed. We treat modes
with kex < k < km like the oscillating modes in order to
include the peak of the spectrum in our estimate.
Neglecting the energy produced before particle produc-

tion, the dark photon energy density is given by

ρX =
kpp∫
km

dk k2

4π2a4

(
|X ′|2 + k2|X|2

)
=

kpp∫
km

dk

k

|Ak|2k5

4π2a4 , (B2)

where kpp = kex(τpp) is the mode that exits the tachy-
onic band at particle production. On the other hand, we
can determine the energy density spectrum of the dark
photons from the relaxion energy density as

ρX = −
τ∫

τpp

dη
a4(η)
a4(τ)

∂V

∂θ

∂θ

∂η
≈

kpp∫
km

dk

k

k4
m
k4

ξΛ4
br

rX
, (B3)

where we assumed that at each time energy is dominantly
transferred into the maximally growing mode, which goes
like km ∝ 1/τ . Hence, we can rewrite Ak = AXk−9/2

with

AX = π

2 Λ2
br

√
ξ

rX
a2
rak

2
ra , (B4)

where kra is the mode that exits the tachyonic band at
reappearance, kra = ξ/τra. The dark photon spectrum
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FIG. 7. Available parameter space in the minimal relaxion scenario when the reheating temperature is higher than the EW
scale. The red and orange shaded regions are excluded by the indicated constraints or combinations thereof. The blue shaded
region is further excluded if the relaxion is not coupled to the dark photon source term, leading to a field excursion of more
than 2δ. The dark photon production cannot occur in the region above the grey dashed line. Relaxion DM can be realized
within the solid and dashed black contours, respectively, depending on whether a coupling to dark photons is assumed or not.
In the turquoise parameter region, the condition ∆θ . 2δ further leads to an overproduction of relaxion DM in the minimal
scenario.

therefore becomes

X+(k, τ) =
{
AXk−

9
2 cos (kτ − ξ) for km < k < kpp,

0 otherwise.
(B5)

To corroborate our estimation, we have simulated the
dark photon and relaxion evolution after reheating, solv-
ing the equations of motion (7) and (8) numerically, us-
ing 5000 logarithmically spaced, discretized momenta.
In Fig. 8, we present the result of the numeric simu-
lation for the dark photon modes as a function of the
momentum k. The simulation assumes mφ = 1 meV,
fφ = 2.35× 1013 GeV, Λ = 100 TeV, and ξ = 77.
The value of rX has been determined numerically from
Eq. (12) [6]. We show the spectrum at a/app = 4 (red),
20 (green), 100 (orange), and 500 (blue), where the full
and light coloured lines correspond to the positive and
negative helicity, respectively. As expected, the positive
helicity modes dominate over the negative helicity by far.
Furthermore, the amplitude for positive helicities indeed
follows a k−9/2 law [cf. Eq. (B5), i.e.

√
2k|X+| goes as

k−4] between the momentum kpp that exits the tachy-
onic band at particle production and the peak momen-
tum km(τ) that experiences the largest growth rate at
the respective time. The peak momenta and kpp are in-
dicated by the coloured and black, dashed vertical lines,
respectively.

10−5 10−4 10−3 10−2 10−1 100

k/kpp

100

105

1010

1015

1020

1025

1030

√
2
k
|X

λ
(k
,τ

)| ∝
k −4

X+

X−

a/app :

500

100

20

4

FIG. 8. Simulated (coloured lines) and expected (dashed
black line) amplitude of the dark photon modes at different
times. The deep (light) coloured lines correspond to the pos-
itive (negative) helicity. At each time, the expected peak
momentum is indicated by the vertical dashed line in the cor-
responding colour, whereas the black-dashed vertical line indi-
cates the upper bound k < kpp on the tachyonic dark photon
momentum.
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Appendix C: Calculation of the gravitational wave
spectrum

The energy density of a stochastic GW background is
given by

ρGW(x, τ) = M2
Pl

4 a2(τ)

〈
ĥ′ab(x, τ)ĥ′ab(x, t)

〉
= M2

Pl
8π2a2(τ)

∫
dk k2Ph′(k, τ) ,

(C1)

where Ph′ is the power spectral density of h′ab defined
by 〈ĥ′ab(k, τ)ĥ′∗ab(k′, τ)〉 = (2π)3δ(k − k′)Ph′(k, τ). We
hence obtain the GW spectrum

dρGW

d log k (k, τ) = M2
Plk

3

8π2a2(τ)Ph
′(k, τ) . (C2)

Using the solution Eq. (31), we obtain

Ph′(k, τ) = 2
M4

Pla
2(τ)

τ∫
τpp

dτ ′
τ∫

τpp

dτ ′′ cos[k(τ ′ − τ ′′)]×

a(τ ′) a(τ ′′) Π2(k, τ ′, τ ′′) (C3)

with the unequal time correlator again defined as
〈0|Π̂ab(k, τ)Π̂∗ab(k′, τ ′)|0〉 = (2π)3δ(k − k′)Π2(k, τ, τ ′),
where we averaged over one period in τ to get rid of
the cos[k(2τ − τ ′ − τ ′′)] part.
Inserting Eqs. (10) and (33) into Eqs. (C2) and (C3)

and rewriting the dark electric and magnetic fields in

terms of the dark photon modes,

Ê(k, τ) =
∑
λ

X ′λ(k, τ) ελ(k) âλ(k) + h.c., (C4a)

B̂(k, τ) =
∑
λ

λ kXλ(k, τ) ελ(k) âλ(k) + h.c., (C4b)

we obtain the spectrum at the time of reappearance as

dρGW

d log k = k3

2π2M2
Pla

4
ra

∫
d3q

(2π)3 |Σab(k,q)|2×(
|Ic(k,q)|2 + |Is(k,q)|2

)
, (C5)

where we used [âλ(k), â†λ′(k′)] = (2π)3δλλ′δ(k − k′)
and the invariance of the integrand upon interchanging
q→ k−q. We only considered here the positive helicity
modes and defined Σab(k,q) = Λijab(k)ε+

i (q)ε+
j (k−q) as

well as

Ic/s(k,q) = −
τra∫
τpp

dτ

a(τ)

{
cos(kτ)
sin(kτ)

}
χ(q, l, τ) (C6)

with χ(k,q, τ) = X ′+(q, τ)X ′+(l, τ) + qX+(q, τ) lX+(l, τ)
and l = |k−q|. Using the dark photon spectrum Eq. (B5)
we obtain

χ(q, l, τ) = A
2
X cos[(q − l)τ ]

(ql) 7
2

(C7)

for min(q, l) > km(τ).
Expressing the momenta in terms of kra, we can rewrite

the energy density as

dρGW

d log k = Λ8
brξ

2

r2
XH

2
raM

2
Pl
x3
∞∫

1
2

dr

1∫
−1

d cos θ |Σab(x, r, cos θ)|2
512 r5s7

(
|Ĩc(x, r, s, ξ)|2 + |Ĩs(x, r, s, ξ)|2

)
Θ (s− 1/2) , (C8)

where the remaining integrals only depend on x = k/kra
and ξ. We defined here r = q/kra and s = l/kra. The
polarization part is given by (see, e.g., Ref. [20] for further
details)

|Σab|2 =
∑
λ=±

[
1 + λ cos θ

2

]2
[

1 + λx−r cos θ
s

2

]2

, (C9)

where λ now denotes the GW helicity, and the time in-
tegrals evaluate to

Ĩc/s=

Ci[(x+ r − s)ξ]− Ci
[

(x+r−s)ξ
2 min(r,s)

]
+ (r ↔ s)

Si[(x+ r − s)ξ]− Si
[

(x+r−s)ξ
2 min(r,s)

]
+ (r ↔ s)

(C10)

where Ci and Si are the cosine and sine integral function,

Ci(z) =
∞∫
z

dt
cos t
t

, Si(z) =
z∫

0

dt
sin t
t

. (C11)

The GW spectrum can now be obtained by evaluating
Eq. (C8) numerically. In this paper, we, however, use
an analytic approximation to the spectrum based on the
amplitude at the peak and the asymptotic behaviour in
the UV and IR.
Since the GW momentum is given by the sum of two

dark photon momenta, k = q+l, and since the time inte-
grals are dominated by the late-time behaviour, the peak
of the GW spectrum will roughly be given by twice the
peak momentum of the dark photon spectrum at reap-
pearance, i.e. we take kpeak = kra. As the arguments
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of the cosine and sine integrals in Eq. (C10) are propor-
tional to ξ ∼ O (10− 100), we can expand for large ξ.
Assuming that the cosine and sine terms remaining in
the expansion oscillate quickly and therefore average to
zero, the corresponding amplitude for x = 1 then evalu-
ates to7

dρpeakGW
d log k =

[
1

4 ξ2 +O
(
ξ−4)] ξ2

r2
X

Λ8
br

H2
raM

2
Pl
. (C12)

For k � kra, we have x+ r − s = r(1 + cos θ) +O
(
x−1)

and x−r+s = 2x+O (1). The (r ↔ s) part of Eq. (C10)
is hence suppressed by 1/x, and only the first two terms
contribute. Again expanding for large ξ, we obtain that
the spectrum behaves as

dρUVGW
d log k =

[
5

192 ξ2 +O
(
ξ−4)] ξ2

r2
X

Λ8
br

H2
raM

2
Pl

k4
ra
k4 (C13)

in the UV. For k � kra, on the other hand, the arguments
of the cosine and sine integrals become proportional to
x± r ∓ s = x(1± cos θ) +O

(
x2), so we can expand the

integrals for low arguments, yielding the IR behaviour

dρIRGW
d log k = 64

19 965
ξ2

r2
X

Λ8
br

H2
raM

2
Pl

k3

k3
ra
. (C14)

As can be seen from Eq. (C9), at low momentum, x� 1,
where we have s ∼ r, both GW helicities contribute
equally, whereas at high momentum, where x � 1 and
hence s ∼ x, the negative helicity is suppressed by a
factor of 1/k2 compared to the positive one.
Our approximation to the full spectrum is now ob-

tained by combining these results inversely. Neglecting
GW production after reappearance, the energy density
will subsequently simply redshift as ρGW ∼ a−4, so the
spectrum today as a function of the comoving wave num-
ber k becomes

ΩGW(k) = 1
ρ0
c

(
ara
a0

)4 1
M2

PlH
2
ra

Λ8
br

4 r2
X

{
1 + 19 965

256 ξ2

[(
k3
ra
k3 − 1

)
+ 3

(
k

kra
− 1
)]

+ 48
5

(
k

kra
− 1
)4
}−1

, (C15)

where the first term in the curly bracket reproduces our
estimate for the peak amplitude; the last term and the
first part of the second term reproduce the spectrum in
the IR and UV, respectively; and the remaining term in
the square bracket renders k = kra an extremum of the
spectrum. Further noting that frequency f and comov-
ing wave number k are related via kdτ = k

adt = 2πfdt,
we end up with the present-day spectrum in Eqs. (34)
to (37).

In Fig. 9, we compare the numerical result of the spec-
tral shape based on Eq. (C8) (solid lines) to the ana-
lytic approximation in Eq. (C15) (dashed lines) for dif-
ferent values of ξ. In addition, the UV and IR behaviour
Eqs. (C13) and (C14) as well as the peak amplitude

Eq. (C12) are indicated by dotted lines and a cross, re-
spectively. Our approximation agrees well with the nu-
meric result.

Finally, Fig. 10 shows the GW spectrum from our nu-
meric simulation (cf. Fig. 8), assuming a reappearance
temperature of Tra = 150 GeV (blue) and 750 GeV (or-
ange), corresponding to a/ara = 500 and a/ara = 100,
respectively. We see that the GW background is un-
polarized below the peak, whereas above the peak
the positive polarization (dot-dashed) dominates over
the negative one (dotted). Our estimates based on
Eq. (C15) (light lines) overestimate the simulated spectra
by an O (1− 10) factor.
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