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Abstract. Cosmological relaxation of the electroweak scale via Higgs-axion interplay, named
as relaxion mechanism, provides a dynamical solution to the Higgs mass hierarchy. In the
original proposal by Graham, Kaplan and Rajendran, the relaxion abundance today is too
small to explain the dark matter of the universe because of the high suppression of the
misalignment angle after inflation. It was then realised by Banerjee, Kim and Perez that
reheating effects can displace the relaxion, thus enabling it to account for the dark matter
abundance from the misalignment mechanism. However, this scenario is realised in a limited
region of parameter space to avoid runaway. We show that in the regime where inflationary
fluctuations dominate over the classical slow-roll, the “stochastic misalignment" of the field
due to fluctuations can be large. We study the evolution of the relaxion after inflation,
including the high-temperature scenario, in which the barriers of the potential shrink and
destabilise temporarily the local minimum. We open new regions of parameter space where
the relaxion can naturally explain the observed dark matter density in the universe, towards
larger coupling, larger mass, larger mixing angle, smaller decay constant, as well as larger
scale of inflation.ar
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1 Introduction

A different approach from the traditional methods to address the Higgs hierarchy problem has
been proposed lately, that relies on a Higgs-axion cosmological interplay [1]. The axion field
introduced in this context is called the relaxion, and its role is to dynamically select a small
value for the Higgs mass in the early universe. The potential for the coupled relaxion-Higgs
system has the simple form

V (h, φ) = −gΛ3φ+
1

2
[Λ2 − g′Λφ]h2 +

λh
4!
h4 + Λ4

b

[
1− cos

(φ
f

)]
, (1.1)

where Λ is the cut-off scale of the standard model (SM) Higgs effective field theory, g and g′ are
small dimensionless parameters that characterize the rolling potential and the relaxion-Higgs
coupling, λh is the quartic coupling of the Higgs, f is the decay constant of the relaxion and
Λb describes the barriers of the relaxion potential. The height of the barriers Λb is sensitive
to the Higgs vev and vanishes if 〈h〉 = 0. As a consequence, starting from a large and positive
Higgs mass squared, the slow-roll dynamics of the relaxion eventually brings it to a local
minimum corresponding to a small and negative Higgs mass squared.

In a large part of the parameter region, the relaxion is light and stable on cosmological
time scales. Such scalars are known to be generally good candidates for dark matter (DM)
when produced via the misalignment mechanism [2–5]. In the original proposal [1], the
relaxion cannot address both the hierarchy problem and the DM. In this work, we re-visit the
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possibility that the relaxion solves the hierarchy problem and, at the same time, explains the
observed DM density in the universe.

A long period of inflation is usually required for the relaxion to scan the Higgs mass and
roll down to the correct local minimum (for a status review of alternative friction mechanisms,
see [6]). The field is also subject to quantum fluctuations which, in the superhorizon limit,
are determined by the inflationary Hubble scale HI . These fluctuations produce a random
walk for the relaxion, preventing it from stopping exactly at the minimum. On timescales
much shorter compared to the total relaxation time, a (meta)equilibrium is established in the
local minimum, of the form [7]

ρ(φ) ∝ exp
(
−8π2V (φ)

3H4
I

)
, (1.2)

where ρ(φ) denotes the probability distribution for the field to have an average value φ inside
a Hubble patch. The local minimum is expected to be long-lived, hence, the distribution is
concentrated near the quadratic minimum of the potential. In this limit, it is approximately
gaussian with a variance given by

σ2
φ =

3H4
I

8π2m2
φ

. (1.3)

This “stochastic” misalignment is later converted into coherent oscillations of the field which
can behave as DM. Such a stochastic window for standard QCD axion DM was investigated
in detail in [8, 9].

The parameter region of the relaxion can be split into two parts.

• H3
I < gΛ3

In the so-called classical-beats-quantum (CbQ) regime, the slow-roll of the field per Hub-
ble time dominates over its random motion, as the field rolls down the potential. Most
of the studies, including [1], considered the mechanism in this regime. Unfortunately,
the stochastic misalignment can explain only a tiny fraction of the DM abundance in
this case.

• H3
I > gΛ3

Somewhat less explored is the quantum-beats-classical (QbC) regime, where the random
walk of the relaxion dominates over its classical motion. The mechanism in this regime
was investigated in our recent work [10], as well as in [11, 12]. Using the Fokker-Planck
equation it was shown that also in this case the field can roll down to the minimum
with a small Higgs mass, successfully generating the hierarchy. At the same time,
larger values of the inflationary scale HI in this case allow for a larger spread of the
distribution ρ(φ) in the local minimum. In contrast to the CbQ regime, here we identify
a large parameter region where the stochastic misalignment can naturally generate the
observed DM abundance. This is in a regime where the mechanism does not require
eternal inflation.

There is yet another source for a misalignment of the relaxion, which was described
in [13]. Let us denote by Tb the temperature, below which the barriers of the relaxion potential
are established. Already at temperatures comparable to the weak scale, the Higgs vev itself
changes due to the thermal corrections to the Higgs potential and, in particular, at T ≈ 160
GeV the electroweak symmetry is expected to be restored (see e.g. [14]). This would remove
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the barriers implying that Tb cannot exceed that temperature, although it can be lower. If
after inflation the universe reheats to temperatures Trh well above Tb, the local minimum in
which the relaxion is trapped will disappear for some time. Due to the slope of the potential,
the relaxion will be further displaced from its minimum. Under certain conditions that were
derived in [13], the misalignment from this “roll-on” can explain the DM abundance already
in the CbQ regime.

In this work, we investigate both the low-temperature and the high-temperature reheat-
ing scenarios, extending the analysis of [13] to the QbC regime. The largest DM window is
achieved in the case of a low reheating temperature. However, even in the high reheating
temperature case, we find a substantial parameter region where the displacement after re-
heating is small and the stochastic misalignment accounts for the DM. For completeness, we
also compare these windows to the one from roll-on from [13] and extend the later to the QbC
regime.

Other less-minimal scenarios, in which the relaxion mechanism provides a viable DM
candidate, were studied in several works. The authors of [15] considered relaxation with
two scanning scalar fields instead of one, which enables to get away with the ‘coincidence
problem’ of the original proposal (Λb . EW scale). In this setup, the second scalar field
scans the barrier Λb of the relaxion potential and can be the DM of the universe. In [13, 16],
a coupling of the relaxion to an additional dark photon field was added, which allows for a
large DM window in the high-temperature reheating case. In [17], the authors considered
an alternative relaxion model where friction comes from gauge boson production. In this
case, the relaxion is produced via scattering with the thermal bath and can be a warm DM
candidate in the keV range. Let us also mention another mechanism for selecting a small
Higgs mass, the sliding naturalness [18, 19], which can also explain the DM.

The outline of this work is the following. In section 2, we compute the energy density
stored in the coherent oscillations due to the stochastic misalignment. This allows us to
construct the relaxion DM window in section 3, for the Trh < Tb case. We verify that in the
CbQ regime the relaxion is always underabundant, as well as demonstrate how in the QbC
regime the relaxion can explain the DM abundance in a large parameter region. In section 4,
we study the case of high reheating temperature, Trh � Tb, taking into account the additional
displacement of the field after reheating. In section 5, we estimate the thermal production of
the relaxion and verify that in the DM window this contribution is negligible. In section 6,
we focus on the QCD relaxion model and the DM window in that scenario. Except for that
section, we always restrict ourselves to the scenario where the relaxion mechanism does not
require inflation to be eternal. We conclude in section 7.

2 Axion abundance from the stochastic misalignment

In this section, we compute the energy density in the coherent oscillations of a generic axion-
like field φ with mass mφ, comparing this to the observed DM abundance in the universe.
We focus on the stochastic misalignment of the field i.e. assume that the typical displacement
from the local minimum of its potential is set by the inflationary Hubble scale and given by
Eq. (1.3). We will now show, that the energy density today scales as Ωφ,0 ∝ H4

Im
−3/2
φ .

The scale of inflation in the relaxion mechanism is typically low,HI < vh, where vh = 246
GeV is the electroweak scale. We consider two cases, comparing the Hubble parameter at
which the field starts oscillating around the minimum of its potential, Hosc ≈ mφ/3, to the
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Hubble parameter at the end of reheating,

H2
rh =

( 1

2trh

)2
=

8π3

90

g(Trh)T 4
rh

M2
Pl

, (2.1)

where g(T ) denotes the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom for the energy
density [20]. If Hrh > Hosc, the field enters the oscillatory regime after reheating, in the
radiation-dominated era. The condition for this can be re-written as an upper bound on the
mass,

mφ < 4× 10−5eV
( Trh

100GeV

)2
√
g(Trh)

100
. (2.2)

If Hrh < Hosc, the onset of oscillations is during reheating. The relic abundance in this case
is sensitive to the equation of state of the universe before reheating.

2.1 Hrh > Hosc

We start with the simple case Hrh > Hosc. Employing entropy conservation, the energy
density today can be expressed as,

ρφ,0 ≈ ρφ,osc

(aosc

a0

)3
≈
m2
φφ

2

2

( T0

Tosc

)3( gs,0
gs,osc

)
. (2.3)

Inserting T0 = 2.73K and T 2
osc = MPlHosc(1.66

√
g(Tosc))

−1 one arrives1 at the usual expres-
sion [5]

ρφ,0 = 6.5
keV

cm3

√
mφ

eV

( φ

1012GeV

)2
F(Tosc), (2.4)

where the dimensionless factor F(Tosc) = (gs,0/gs,osc)(gosc/g0)3/4 encodes the changing num-
ber of degrees of freedom for entropy, gs(T ), and energy, g(T ) [20]. It can take values between
0.3 and 1, thus, can be neglected for simplicity. In the case of stochastic misalignment, the
typical energy density 〈ρφ,osc〉 = 1

2m
2σ2
φ from the above expression can be expressed as

〈Ωφ,0〉
ΩDM

≈ 5

√
mφ

eV

( σφ
1012GeV

)2
F(Tosc) ≈ 20

( eV

mφ

)3/2( HI

100GeV

)4
F(Tosc), (2.5)

where Ω denotes the fractional energy density and ΩDM ≈ 0.24 is the measured DM abundance
in the universe [22].

2.2 Hrh < Hosc

We now move to the case Hrh < Hosc, which is slightly more complicated compared to the
previous one, because here the field starts to oscillate during reheating. Some assumption
should be made about the evolution of the universe at those times. For simplicity, we assume
that the background energy density after inflation scales as ρ(a) ∝ H2(a) ∝ a−3(1+w), where
w is the equation of state parameter after inflation. One may generally expect w ≈ 0, but we

1Here we take into account the fact that an accurate estimate for the relic density is obtained if one uses
Hosc = mφ/A with A ≈ 1.6, see e.g. [21]. This is the reason why the prefactor in Eq. (2.4) is slightly different
from the expressions in [5].
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will allow for a general equation of state parameter in our expressions. The energy density
today can be written as

ρφ,0 ≈ ρφ,osc

(aosc

arh

)3(arh

a0

)3
≈
m2
φφ

2

2

( Hrh

Hosc

)2/(1+w)( T0

Trh

)3( gs,0
gs,rh

)
. (2.6)

Performing the same steps as in the previous case we arrive at

〈ρφ,0〉 ≈ 6.5
keV

cm3

√
mφ

eV

( σφ
1012GeV

)2( Hrh

Hosc

) 1−3w
2(1+w)

= 〈ρ(w=1/3)
φ,0 〉

( Hrh

Hosc

) 1−3w
2(1+w)

. (2.7)

Here ρ(w=1/3)
φ,0 can be understood as today’s energy density in the case of w = 1/3 which is

also the prediction for the relic density in the previous case of Hrh > Hosc. As can be seen,
w < 1/3 leads to a suppression of the relic density.

Combining the two cases Hrh < Hosc and Hrh > Hosc the typical DM fraction can be
expressed as

〈Ωφ,0〉
ΩDM

≈ 20
( eV

mφ

)3/2( HI

100GeV

)4
min

{
1,
( Hrh

Hosc

)} 1−3w
2(1+w)

. (2.8)

For fixed values of w and Trh, 〈Ωφ,0〉/ΩDM is determined by the the mass mφ and has a strong
dependence on the Hubble scale during inflation HI .

3 Relaxion dark matter for Trh . Tb

The stochastic misalignment of the relaxion can naturally explain the observed DM abundance
in a large parameter region if the QbC regime is included. This is illustrated in Fig. 1, where
we show the allowed parameter region for the relaxion and the brown lines are determined
from Eq. (2.8) setting the DM fraction to one. We consider several reheating temperatures
for the w = 0 equation of state before reheating, as well as the w = 1/3 case where the
relic density does not depend on Trh. In section 3.1 we explain why the relaxion is always
underabundant in the CbQ regime. We then construct the DM window in section 3.2. Here
we focus on the Trh . Tb scenario, for which the misalignment of the relaxion is unaffected
by the reheating of the universe. The scenario Trh � Tb is examined in section 4.

Before proceeding, let us summarize the constraints that are imposed on the relaxion
when constructing its parameter region. We refer to [10] for more details. The main free
parameters are g (we set g′ = g), Λ, f and HI . The relaxion is expected not to back-
react on Hubble expansion during inflation, implying H2

I > (8π/3)Λ4/M2
Pl. The spread in

the Higgs mass due to diffusion effects ∆µ2
h ∼ H2

I is supposed to be small and we impose
HI < 100GeV. The separation between the local minima is also required to be less than the
scanning precision, g′Λ(2πf) < |µ2

h| = (88GeV)2. The decay constant is usually assumed to
be subplanckian, f < MPl, and we also require f > Λ for the consistency of the effective
theory. The cut-off scale Λ is assumed to be at least TeV. Except for section 6, we always
require that inflation is not eternal i.e. that the minimal number of e-folds required for the field
to relax the cut-off scale, NI ∼ 3H2

I /(g
2Λ2), does not exceed the critical number of e-folds

corresponding to eternal inflation Nc = (2π2/3)M2
Pl/H

2
I [8, 23]. This condition translates

into

gΛ >
3H2

I√
2πMPl

. (3.1)
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We stress that in the CbQ regime this condition is satisfied automatically.
The parameter Λb, by which we denote the barrier height at the final local minimum

corresponding to the correct Higgs vev, is determined from the stopping condition. As it was
derived in [10], inflationary fluctuations allow for transitions of φ between neighbouring local
minima and, in the general case, the relaxion stops at a minimum for which the Hawking-Moss
transition rate to the next minimum is suppressed. We use

B =
8π2∆V→b

3H4
I

∼ 1 (3.2)

as the stopping condition, where ∆V→b denotes the height of the barrier to the next minimum.
We note that

• In the CbQ regime, this condition always implies Λ4
b ≈ gΛ3f . Here we do not consider

the scenario of low Hubble friction by requiring HI > φ̇SR/(2πf). This ensures that
the relaxion tracks the slow-roll velocity φ̇SR = gΛ3/3HI as it rolls down the potential.
If this is not the case, the field can stop in a much deeper minimum as well as undergo
fragmentation, as it was explained in [6].

• In the QbC regime we have separated a QbC I regime where the relation Λ4
b ≈ gΛ3f still

holds, and a QbC II regime in which Eq. (3.2) implies a barrier height that is determined
by the inflationary Hubble scale, Λ4

b ≈ (3/16π2)H4
I or Λb ∼ HI . The transition between

the QbC I and the QbC II regimes occurs approximately at H4
I = (16π2/3)gΛ3f .

In principle, the stopping condition depends on the total number of e-folds NI of in-
flation, i.e. the larger NI the deeper would be the final minimum of the relaxion. This
dependence is however only logarithmic and hence can be neglected. An upper bound

Λb <
√

4πvh, (3.3)

is imposed to ensure that the barrier height is sensitive to the Higgs vev.
Finally, it is convenient to introduce the dimensionless parameter δ, defined as

cos δ =
gΛ3f

Λ4
b

. (3.4)

As explained in [10], the mass of the relaxion, the barrier height and the separation between
the minimum φ0 and the maximum of the barrier φb are given respectively by

m2
φ =

Λ4
b

f2
× sin δ, ∆V→b = 2Λ4

b × [sin δ − δ cos δ], φb − φ0 = 2f × δ, (3.5)

where the δ-dependent corrections are due to the linear slope. Near the first local minimum
δ � 1 and, as a consequence, both the mass and the barrier height are suppressed compared
to the naive expectation (see also [13]).

3.1 Insufficient dark matter in the CbQ regime

We start demonstrating that the relic density from the stochastic relaxion misalignment in
the CbQ regime is too small to explain DM.
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Figure 1: The relaxion parameter region in the [mφ, HI ] plane. The brown lines show where the
stochastic misalignment of the relaxion would explain DM according to Eq. (2.8). The different lines
correspond to different reheating temperatures and values of the equation of state parameter between
the end of inflation and the end of reheating (w = 1/3 for the solid line and w = 0 for the rest). The
region hashed with blue vertical lines corresponds to the CbQ regime and does not overlap with these
brown lines. In contrast, the relaxion in the QbC I (the region hashed with orange lines) and QbC
II (the region hashed with yellow lines) regimes has such an overlap, which is where it can naturally
explain DM.

In the CbQ regime, HI < g1/3Λ holds and the relaxion stops near Λ4
b ≈ gΛ3f . Assuming

that w ≤ 1/3 holds during reheating, one can write for the relic density

Ωφ,0

ΩDM
≤ 20

(mφ

eV

)−3/2( HI

100GeV

)4
< 20

(mφ

eV

)−3/2(Λ
4/3
b f−1/3

100GeV

)4
. (3.6)

Using sin δ ≥ Λ2
b/(Λ

√
−µ2

h) and inserting the maximal value for the cut-off scale [10] one
arrives at

Ωφ,0

ΩDM
< 8.3× 10−8

(mφ

eV

)−1/6( Λb√
4πvh

)4/3( Λ

4× 109GeV

)2/3
, (3.7)

and, even for the lightest possible masses of fuzzy DM mφ ∼ 10−21eV, the relic density does
not exceed Ωφ,0 ∼ 10−4, even if we allow for super-Planckian decay constants. Note that at
those light masses an even stronger bound on the relic density can be put from the Λ < f
condition. To illustrate this, in figure 1 we show the relaxion parameter region in HI vs mφ

plane. The CbQ region, shown in blue, indeed does not overlap with the Ωφ,0 = ΩDM lines,
in contrast to the QbC I (orange) and QbC II (yellow) regions that we discuss next.
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3.2 Dark matter from stochastic misalignment (QbC)

To obtain the bounds on the relaxion mass in the DM window we set 〈Ωφ,0〉 equal to ΩDM in
Eq. (2.8). Assuming w = 1/3 one arrives at

mφ ≈ 10 eV
( HI

100GeV

)8/3
. (3.8)

If one instead uses w = 0, the expression for the mass takes the form

mφ ≈ 0.4 eV
( HI

100GeV

)2( Trh

100GeV

)1/2(g(Trh)

100

)1/8
. (3.9)

For the upper bound we simply impose HI < 100 GeV for the inflationary Hubble scale
in the above expressions. Note that for the considered reheating temperatures, the upper
bound depends on physics before reheating, which is consistent with the fact that the onset
of oscillations for masses that do not satisfy (2.2) is before reheating.

A lower bound on the mass of relaxion DM can be imposed by requiring (3.1) to avoid
eternal inflation. Here the stopping condition near the first minimum is relevant and the
δ-dependent prefactor in the expression for the mass, which is now expected to be small,
should be included. Inserting everything into the expression for the mass one can write

m2
φ =

Λ4
b

f2
sin δ ≈ Λ6

b

f2Λ(−µ2
h)1/2

>
( 3H2

I√
2πMPl

)3/2 Λ2

f1/2(−µ2
h)1/2

. (3.10)

Rewriting this as an upper bound on HI and inserting into the expression for the relic density
with Ωφ,0 ∼ ΩDM one arrives at

mφ > 10−13eV
( Λ

TeV

) 16
7
(MPl

f

) 4
7
. (3.11)

For this lower bound the oscillations start after reheating, according to (2.2).

To summarize, in a wide range of masses,

10−13
( Λ

TeV

) 16
7
(MPl

f

) 4
7
<
mφ

eV
< 0.4× 104w

( HI

100GeV

)2(1+w)[ Trh

100GeV

(g(Trh)

100

) 1
4
] 1−3w

2
,

(3.12)
the relaxion can potentially constitute the DM. It is worth mentioning that the DM window
includes not only the regime of late stopping, QbC II, but also the regime where the relaxion
stops closer to the first minimum, QbC I. In the second case, the typically small misalignment
from the minimum is compensated by the large value of f (similar to the stochastic QCD
axion scenario from [8]). We note that the regions above/below the 〈Ωφ,0〉 = ΩDM are
not strictly excluded. The relaxion would simply need by chance to sit very close to the
minimum/maximum of the potential to generate the required abundance.

We plot the parameter space where it is possible for the relaxion to generate the correct
DM abundance in Figs. 2 and 3, in four different planes. In figure 2 the parameter region
is shown in the sin θhφ vs mφ plane (upper panel), as well as in the f−1 vs mφ plane (lower
panel). Here, the following definition of the mixing angle is used (see also [10, 27]),

sin θhφ ≈ −
1

m2
h

∂2V

∂h∂φ

∣∣∣
vh,φ0

, (3.13)
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Figure 2: The relaxion DM window in the [mφ, sin θhφ] (top) and [mφ, 1/f ] (bottom) planes. The
brown shaded regions correspond to the stochastic window in the QbC regime with Trh < Tb. Here
different lines correspond to different values of the equations of state parameter during reheating and
different values of the reheating temperature. The grey region shows the DM window from roll-on
for Trh � Tb, which was proposed in [13] for the CbQ regime, and extended here for the QbC case.
The stochastic window in the QbC regime for Trh � Tb is enclosed by the black solid line. The
constraints from fifth force experiments [24] (navy), stellar cooling [25] (purple) as well as from black
hole superradiance [26] (pink) are shown for the DM window.

where V (h, φ) is given in Eq. (1.1). The DM window is highlighted in brown. We use the
same choices of w and Trh as in figure 1. Constraints arising from fifth force experiments,
including inverse-square-law and equivalence-principle tests [28–34], are shown in navy, while
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the stellar cooling bounds due to resonant production in the plasma [25] are shown in purple.
The limits from [35, 36], which consider the bremsstrahlung production, lead to much stronger
bounds on the mixing angle. However, those have been questioned by Caputo et al in [37].
Both the fifth force constraints and the stellar bounds are based on the mixing angle with
the Higgs. They are also projected in the remaining plots of both figures. In other words,
a point inside the DM window is marked as excluded, if it is excluded for any choice of the
remaining free parameters, including the choice of the reheating temperature for w = 0, that
can explain DM. Similarly, we include the black hole superradiance bounds from [26], which
exclude the 10−12 eV . mφ . 10−11 eV masses for the relaxion DM.2 The dashed line in the
f−1 vs m plane of Fig. 2 corresponds to the standard ALP DM window with θ ∼ 1, which
can be computed using Eq. (2.4), setting φ2 ∼ f2.

In Fig. 3, the parameter region is shown in the g vs Λ (upper panel) and the HI vs f
(lower panel) planes. As can be inferred from the upper panel, the DM relaxion can explain
cut-off scales as large as almost 107 GeV. However, taking into account the constraints from
fifth force experiments and from astrophysics, the cut-off can reach up to around 105GeV.
Note that the decay constant for such relaxion can be as small as 1011 − 1014 GeV and the
Hubble scale during inflation at most 100 GeV. We also find that Λb can take values in the
range 1 GeV < Λb <

√
4πvh in the DM window. Below the dashed line in the g vs Λ plane

the typical relaxion excursion ∆φ during inflation exceeds the Planck scale. As can be seen,
such superplanckian field excursion can be avoided in the upper region of the parameter space
for our relaxion DM window.

In the upper right region of the HI vs f plane in figure 3, above the DM window, the
relaxion overproduces DM, hence, this region is excluded. In contrast, there are no regions
in the remaining three panels of figures 2 and 3 that are excluded by overproduction for any
choice of the remaining free parameters.

Bounds on isocurvature fluctuations: The relaxion picks up the Hubble-sized
isocurvature fluctuations, δφ ∼ HI , during inflation. These perturbations are uncorrelated
with the adiabatic ones and modify the temperature power spectrum of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB). So far, they have not been observed by Planck, and, therefore, are tightly
constrained. We use the bound from [39],

HI

GeV
< 0.3× 107 φ

1011GeV

(ΩDM

Ωφ,0

)
, (3.14)

which approximates the potential as quadratic. The last assumption is justified in our case
since the relaxion can get trapped only in a long-lived minimum, which necessarily has σφ < f
such that the anharmonicities of the potential are not so important.

The isocurvature bound, computed using Eq. (3.14) is shown in Fig. 1. As can be seen,
it is weaker compared to the bound from overproduction.

4 Relaxion dark matter for Trh � Tb

We now move to the case of high reheating temperatures, Trh � Tb. The barriers temporarily
disappear in this case and the relaxion can roll down further along its potential during that

2ALP DM with masses in the range 10−15eV . ma . 10−13eV may leave unique signatures in direct
detection experiments [38]. In the case of relaxion DM such a mass range requires either f > MPl or eternal
inflation.
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Figure 3: The relaxion DM windows (in brown and grey), in the [Λ, g] (top) and the [f,HI ] (bottom)
planes, complementing figure 2.

time interval. Here one has to make sure that the field gets trapped again once the barriers are
back. The displacement was computed in [13], and in section 4.1 we revisit the computation
generalizing it to the QbC regime. As it was seen in the previous section, the stochastic
misalignment of the relaxion cannot explain the observed DM abundance in the universe in
the CbQ regime. This is however not true when Trh � Tb. In the later case, the additional
displacement of the relaxion can itself generate the required misalignment to explain DM as
it was found in [13]. We discuss this DM window in section 4.2, first in the CbQ regime and
then extend it to the QbC regime. Finally, in section 4.3, we construct the stochastic DM
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window for the case of high reheating temperatures, where we require that the displacement
during reheating is much smaller compared to the stochastic misalignment.

4.1 The displacement (roll-on) after inflation

CbQ and QbC I

The displacement of the relaxion after its barriers disappear was studied in [13] for the CbQ
regime. The field evolution can be studied by solving the field equations of motion in the
radiation-dominated universe,

φ̈+
3

2t
φ̇− gΛ3 + C(T )

Λ4
b

f
sin
(φ
f

)
= 0. (4.1)

The function C(T ) encodes the temperature-dependence of the barriers of the potential. For
simplicity here it is taken to be a step function, C(T (t)) = θ(Tb/T (t)− 1), implying that the
barriers reappear instantaneously at Tb.

We first discuss the displacement at t < tb, assuming that the relaxion starts at rest in
its local minimum φ0 at t = trh. For C = 0 the solution to the above equation is given by
φ̇(t) = 2

5gΛ3t[1− (trh/t)
5/2]. If Trh � Tb, one can approximate φ̇(tb) ≈ 2

5gΛ3tb and, therefore,
φ(tb)− φ0 ≈ 1

5gΛ3t2b . It is convenient to introduce a dimensionless parameter

χ =
gΛ3t2b
f

, (4.2)

which depends on the slope gΛ3, the decay constant and the time tb at which the barriers
reappear. It characterizes the typical displacement in units of f during the time when the
barriers are absent, ∆φ = χf/5.

Next, we consider the evolution at t > tb, after the barriers reappear. The average slope
of the potential from the minimum to the maximum can be estimated as

δV

δφ
≈ ∆V→b
φb − φ0

=
2Λ4

b [sin δ − δ cos δ]

2δf
= gΛ3

[tan δ

δ
− 1
]
. (4.3)

For δ � 1, which always holds in the CbQ regime, the sum of the last two terms in Eq. (4.1)
is then approximately δV/δφ ≈ gΛ3δ2/3, which is much smaller compared to each of the first
two terms in Eq. (4.1) at t = tb. The solution to the equation of motion ignoring the potential
terms has the form φ(tb)− φ0 = gΛ3t2b [1− 4

5

√
tb/t] or, equivalently, φ̇ ∝ a−3 for t > tb.

Combining everything, the total displacement can be expressed as

∆φ ≈ χf =
gΛ3

4H2
b

(total displacement, δ � 1). (4.4)

In order to get trapped, the displacement of the relaxion has to be less than the distance
to the next maximum,

∆φ < 2δf. (4.5)

If this is not the case, the relaxion would runaway since the acceleration of the relaxion in
the regions after a maximum and before its next minimum will not be compensated by the
deceleration in the much narrower regions from a minimum to its next maximum.

The onset of oscillations is at Hosc = mφ/3, where m2
φ = (Λ4

b/f
2) sin δ = (gΛ3/f) tan δ.

In the case when the relaxion gets re-trapped, the onset of oscillations is much later compared
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to the reappearance of the barriers at Hb, which follows directly from Eq. (4.5) for δ � 1.
The field thus remains frozen at the displacement determined by Eq. (4.4) until eventually it
starts oscillating around the minimum.

The above discussion of the dynamics at t > tb assumes the relation Λ4
b ≈ gΛ3f or,

equivalently, δ � 1 for the local minimum of the relaxion. This condition is however not
satisfied in the QbC II regime. We now generalize the discussion to this case with tan δ � 1,
splitting it into several parts.

QbC II

• χ < 9/(4 tan δ): In this case, the displacement of the relaxion at tb is much smaller
compared to the distance to the next maximum. Within the harmonic approximation
the equation of motion can be written as φ̈+ 3

2t φ̇+m2
φφ = 0. In this regime Hosc < Hb

holds and the mass term in the equation is small (at least at tb) compared to the other
two terms. The solution is hence similar to the one from [13] with φ̇ ∝ a−3 and the
total displacement ∆φ approximately given by Eq. (4.4). The relaxion gets trapped in
the same minimum.

• 9/(4 tan δ) < χ < 10δ: In this case, Hosc < Hb, therefore, the onset of oscillations
is directly once the barriers are back at tb. The friction term is subdominant already
at tb and the oscillation amplitude decreases as a−3/2. The kinetic energy at tb is
suppressed compared to potential energy. Consequently, the maximal displacement can
be estimated as

∆φ ≈ χf

5
=

gΛ3

20H2
b

(total displacement, δ � 1). (4.6)

The upper bound on χ ensures that ∆φ < 2δf and the relaxion again does not overshoot
to the next local minimum.

• 10δ < χ < 25/ cos δ: Here the relaxion finds itself in a local minimum different from
the original one at tb. Importantly, it is not guarantied that the relaxion gets trapped
in that minimum afterwards. Whether this happens or not depends on the value of χ
i.e. whether the energy density at tb exceeds the barrier height. We generally expect an
O(1) misalignment from the local minimum with the oscillations starting directly once
the barriers are back.

• χ > 25/ cos δ: In this case, the kinetic energy of the relaxion is always enough to
overcome the next barrier, even if it stops exactly at a local minimum at tb. As a result,
the relaxion keeps overshooting and rolling down.

The requirement for the relaxion to get re-trapped puts additional constraints on the
parameter space compared to the low-temperature reheating scenario. In particular, it entirely
excludes the QbC II regime. Indeed, the condition χ < 25/ cos δ to get re-trapped can be re-
formulated as a lower bound on Hb and, requiring non-eternal inflation according to Eq. (3.1)
and using the stopping condition of QbC II, one arrives at

Hb >
gΛ3

10Λ2
b

> 2
√

6
Λ2

MPl
. (4.7)
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Even for a cut-off scale of Λ = TeV this exceeds the Hubble scale corresponding to a tem-
perature Tb = 100 GeV. It is therefore impossible for the relaxion to get re-trapped in this
regime.

In the CbQ and QbC I regimes the condition to get trapped reduces the available pa-
rameter region as compared to the Trh < Tb case. The condition χ < 2δ can be expressed
as an upper bound on g. Setting f = MPl and assuming that the relaxion stops at the first
minimum, which implies δ = Λ2

b/(Λ
√
−µ2

h), one arrives at

g < 64(8π3)2 T 8
b

Λ5MPlµ
2
h

and g < 8(8π3)
T 6
b

Λ4MPlµh
. (4.8)

where Λ4
b ≈ gΛ3f and Λb < Tb was used, respectively.

The viable parameter region for the relaxion is shown in white in Fig 4 in the [Λ, g]
plane. The CbQ (left) and QbC (right) cases are separated, as well as the low-temperature
(top) and the high-temperature (botttom) reheating scenarios. In the Trh � Tb case, the red
region, marked “destabilization”, is excluded by the constraints from Eq. (4.8) for any Tb < 100
GeV. Shaded are also the regions excluded by proton beam dump and accelerator experiments
testing meson decays [40–45] (grey), stellar cooling bounds [25] (purple), cosmological bounds
on late relaxion decays via the Higgs mixing for lifetimes of 1s < τφ < 1026s [24], black hole
superradiance [26] (pink) and runaway in stars induced by finite-density effects [46] (cyan).
More details about the various constraints can be found in [10]. We emphasize that a point
is marked as excluded only if it is excluded for any choice of the remaining free parameters
(f , HI , Tb and Trh) that is allowed in a given scenario. In particular, this is the reason why
the superradiance and the density-induced runaway constraints are stronger in the Trh � Tb
scenario, as this scenario restricts the parameter region to smaller masses and, thus, larger
decay constants where the constraints are stronger. We do not show the projected supernova
constraints [36, 47, 48], as that region is essentially covered by stellar bounds and late decays.
Inside the black dashed lines, the relaxion can also explain the DM. We show the contours
of the maximal value of the Hubble scale during inflation in this region. We discuss the DM
window in the Trh � Tb scenario in the next two subsections.

4.2 Dark matter from roll-on

As it was shown, for small enough χ, the relaxion gets re-trapped after reheating. In this
section, we construct the DM window for the roll-on misalignment.

The CbQ regime: To reconstruct the window for the CbQ case, we impose the con-
dition from Eq. (4.5) for the relaxion to get retrapped, as it was done in [13]. Here the
displacement is determined by Eq. (4.4). We also require Tb < 100 GeV for the barrier reap-
pearance temperature. Since the field enters the oscillatory phase much after the barriers
reappear i.e. Hosc < Hb, the energy density in the oscillations today can be computed using
the standard formula from Eq. (2.4), inserting (4.4) for the field value.

The resulting DM window is shown in the plots of Figs. 2 and 3 using grey color. As
can be seen, this window covers different regions of the parameter space as compared to the
stochastic window from section 3.

It can be checked that in the parameter region where the above described scenario can
explain DM, the relaxion always gets trapped in the first local minimum, even for the largest
available value of the Hubble scale during inflation, H3

I = gΛ3 [13]. As a consequence the
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Figure 4: The relaxion parameter region in the [Λ, g] plane for the CbQ (left) and QbC (right)
regimes for small (top) and large (bottom) reheating temperatures. Constraints from meson decays,
stellar cooling, late decays (1s < τφ < 1026s), black hole superradiance and density-induced runaway
(in NSs) are incorporated. The region where the relaxion can explain DM is inside the black dashed
lines, where also the contours of log10(HI,max) are shown. In the low-temperature reheating scenario
w = 0 before reheating is assumed. The laboratory and the astrophysical constraints under the
additional assumption that the relaxion explains DM are not shown here and can be found in the
upper panel of Fig. 3.

DM window is determined by the values of g, Λ and f and by physics after inflation, while
the value of HI is irrelevant.

The QbC regime: Larger values of inflationary Hubble scales HI are available in the
QbC regime. It is thus important to find the additional parameter region for the DM window,
that opens up if one drops the CbQ condition.

For reasons explained in the previous section, we consider only the case when the field
stops at Λ4

b ≈ gΛ3f and δ � 1, i.e. the QbC I regime. Increasing HI increases also the
stochastic misalignment, which can be computed using Eq. (2.5). To ensure that the stochastic
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DM component is subdominant we require that the typical misalignment from Eq. (1.3) is
much less compared to the roll-on displacement ∆φ from Eq. (4.4). This sets as a new upper
bound on HI . The new available parameter region is shown in the lower panel of figure 3, as
the grey shaded region marked as “QbC”. As expected, it lies above the “CbQ” region and even
has some overlap with it. We have checked that also inside the additional QbC window the
relaxion gets trapped in the first minimum. This explains why the parameter region remains
unchanged in the remaining three plots of figures 2 and 3.

4.3 Dark matter from stochastic misalignment (QbC)

We now return to the stochastic misalignment and demonstrate that a DM window is pos-
sible for high reheating temperatures. Here the additional requirement is that the roll-on
displacement after inflation is less compared to the stochastic misalignment. In other words,
the temperature Tb, for which the correct relic density rom roll-on would be generated, should
be less than 100 GeV since, otherwise, the roll-on contribution would always dominate. Note
that this ensures that the relaxion gets re-trapped and that it does so without changing its
local minimum. We also require Tb > Λb.

The expression for the relic density from Eq. (2.4) should in principle be modified to
cover the case when the barriers appear after tosc and the onset of oscillations is delayed,

〈Ωφ,0〉
ΩDM

≈ 5

√
mφ

eV

( σφ
1012GeV

)2
F(Tosc)×max

{(
1,
mφ

3Hb

)3/2}
. (4.9)

As explained in section 4.1, requiring non-eternal inflation implies that the relaxion can get
re-trapped only in the QbC I regime, where δ � 1 holds. In that case, the barriers necessarily
re-appear before the onset of oscillations, thus, there is no delay in the onset of oscillations.

With all formulas at hand, the new DM window can be constructed. It is shown in
figures 2 and 3 using black solid lines. Compared to the Trh < Tb case, the parameter region
has shrunk. In particular, to derive the new upper bound on the mass for high reheating
temperatures, the additional requirement of getting re-trapped should be imposed. The
condition (4.5) can be re-expressed as mφ < 2

√
2Hbδ. The upper bound on δ can be obtained

from the stopping condition from Eq. (3.2), δ3 ≈ (9H4
I )/(16π2Λ4

b), inserting Λ4
b = gΛ3f , the

upper bound on HI from (3.1) for non-eternal inflation and the condition from (4.5). One
then arrives at the following mass range for relaxion DM

10−13
( Λ

TeV

) 16
7
(MPl

f

) 4
7
<
mφ

eV
< 10−5

(g(Tb)

100

)( Tb
100GeV

)4(TeV

Λ

)2
, (4.10)

in the regime of high reheating temperatures. This new range of masses is still larger compared
to the case of roll-on misalignment, which can be seen in Fig. 2. The cut-off scale can be
raised to at most Λ ≈ 80TeV. The DM windows for the different scenarios are summarized
in Fig. 4, where they are shown in black dashed lines.

5 Thermal production of the relaxion

In addition to the misalignment mechanism, the relaxions (as well as general ALPs) can be
produced in thermal equilibrium, by various processes in the early universe. Here, we consider
processes that involve only the couplings of the relaxion due to the Higgs mixing [15, 24]. It
turns out that, in the regime where the stochastic misliagnment of the relaxion can explain
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DM, the thermal production is smaller. It is thus only relevant for heavier relaxions. We
sketch the relevant formulas below, following [24].

At temperatures below the electroweak scale, relaxions can be produced via the Pri-
makoff process, q(g)+g → q(g)+φ, and the Compton photoproduction process, q+g → q+φ.
Here, the first process involves the effective coupling of the Higgs to gluons, while the second
one involves the Higgs coupling to quarks. The corresponding production rates are given
by [49, 50]

ΓPrimakoff = 0.3
α3
s sin2 θhφT

3

π2v2
h

, ΓCompton =
αs sin2 θhφT

∑
f m

2
f

π2v2
h

, (5.1)

where in the second term the dominant contribution comes from the c and b quark.
With the knowledge of the total rate, Γ ≈ ΓPrimakoff + ΓCompton, the abundance of

thermally produced relaxions can be computed by solving the Boltzmann equation. The
solution is [24]

Ythermal ≈ 0.003
[
1− exp(−9× 1011sin2θhφ)

]
, (5.2)

which is approximately Ythermal ≈ 0.003 for sin θhφ & 10−6 and Ythermal ≈ 2.9 × 109 sin2 θhφ
for sin θhφ . 10−6. Here Y denotes the yield, or comoving number density.

From the yield, the relic density can be computed using the following formula,

ρφ,0 = Y mφs(T0) = 0.14gs(T0)T 3
0 Y mφ, (5.3)

and the fractional energy density has the form

Ωφ,0

ΩDM
= 0.75

(mφ

eV

)
Ythermal = 2.4× 10−3

(mφ

eV

)[
1− exp(−9× 1011sin2θhφ)

]
. (5.4)

Comparing this thermal production with the one from the stochastic misalignment, we
find that in the stochastic relaxion DM window, the thermal population is always negligible.
Moreover, there is no DM window from the thermal production itself (as also mentioned
in [24]) in the region which is not excluded by astrophysical or laboratory probes.

Thermal production is still relevant to constrain the relaxion parameter space in the
region where the relaxion is cosmologically unstable. Depending on the mass of the relaxion,
its main decay channels via the Higgs mixing are into a pair of photons, leptons or mesons.
The lifetime τφ can be computed as in [10, 51]. In the region with 1s < τφ < 1026s, which
is where the thermal production typically dominates, a number of cosmological constraints
apply on the relaxion [15, 24]. These include the bounds on the baryon-to-photon ratio and
on the effective number of neutrino species due to entropy injection, constraints from big
bang nucleosynthesis, distortions of the CMB and that of the extragalactic background light.
In Fig. 4 these constraints, taken from [24], are projected into the parameter region of the
relaxion in the [Λ, g] plane.

6 The case of the QCD relaxion

The stochastic misalignment of the relaxion in the QbC regime can explain the DM abundance
in the universe. Importantly, this does not require eternal inflation, thus avoids the associated
measure problems [12]. This is not true however if the relaxion is identified with the QCD
axion, as this case requires eternal inflation, as it was shown in [10]. Nevertheless, we still
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Figure 5: Upper row: the QCD relaxion DM window in the [Λ, g] (left) and in the [1/f,mφ] (right)
planes. In the left plot, the contours of the minimal value of θQCD are shown inside the region where
the relaxion can constitute the totality of DM. In the right plot, the current and projected sensitivities
of haloscope experiments are shown, assuming a KSVZ axion model. Different benchmark cases are
displayed along the QCD line. Lower row: a schematic illustration of the different value of θQCD,
determined by the linear slope, in the QCD relaxion model (red), compared to the standard QCD
axion case (black) which predicts θQCD . 10−17 (see e.g. [52]). The first panel depicts the decaying
oscillations of θQCD while the remaining two panels illustrate the potential energy for both cases.

show in this section how the QCD relaxion can be the DM, overlooking the eternal inflation
issue. In the original proposal [1], the QCD axion can be the relaxion in the CbQ regime if
a change of the slope of the potential after inflation can be engineered, but the cutoff scale
is limited to O(30) TeV. The corresponding region of parameter space is shown in the upper
left plot of figure 5 (see also [10]). In the following, we show that the QCD axion can be
the relaxion up to large cutoff scales and constitute DM. We review both the low and high
reheating temperature cases. The DM discussion is essentially the same in the CbQ and QbC
regimes, only the corresponding regions of parameter space are different.

6.1 QCD relaxion dark matter for Trh < Tb

The energy density due to the stochastic misalignment can be estimated using the formulas
from section 2 where, for the QCD relaxion, we require that the reheating temperature does
not exceed Tb = ΛQCD ≈ 150 MeV. The field is typically misaligned by ∆φ ∼ f from its local
minimum, which follows directly from the modified stopping condition HI ∼ Λb [10]. This is
also true for the model of [1] where, although HI is much smaller, the change of the slope
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of the potential after inflation results in ∆φ ≈ (π/2)f . The final slope in both cases should
generate only a small CP violating θ-angle,

sin(θQCD) =
gΛ3f

Λ4
b

< 10−10, (6.1)

where Λb ≈ 75 MeV. For known values of Trh and the equation of state of the universe w
between inflation and reheating, the relaxion energy density today is determined only by the
mass (or the decay constant). The parameter region where the relaxion can explain DM is
shown in the upper part of Fig. 5, as the brown shaded region in the g vs Λ plane and as the
colored points in the f−1 vs mφ plane. In the second plot, we consider two benchmark cases
with w = 0 (the red point) and w = 1/3 (the green points). Similar to the standard QCD
axion, the relaxion is on the mφf = Λ2

b line, shown in blue. Indeed, the expression for the
relaxion mass

m2
φ =

Λ4
b

f2
sin δ ≈ Λ4

b

f2
cos(θQCD), (6.2)

is very close to the standard expression given that θQCD < 10−10. As can be seen, the cut-off
scale for such a DM relaxion can be raised to up to 109GeV.

6.2 QCD relaxion dark matter for Trh � Tb:

Assuming that the universe reheats to temperatures well above ΛQCD, the barriers of the
potential shrink and the relaxion can roll down. The displacement can be computed using
the expression from section 4.1 with the only difference being the nontrivial temperature-
dependence of the barriers for a QCD axion,

Λ4
b(T, h) ≈ Λ4

b(0, h)

1 + (T/ΛQCD)m
, (6.3)

with m ≈ 8.16 [53]. We note that

• At temperatures T > ΛQCDθ
−1/m
QCD the wiggles are essentially negligible, Λ4

b(T ) < gΛ3f ,
and the solution for the linear potential can be used, φ̇(t) = 2

5gΛ3t[1− (trh/t)
5/2].

• For Tosc < T < ΛQCDθ
−1/m
QCD , where Λ2

b(Tosc) = 3H(Tosc)f , the field evolves in a potential
with a small slope and its velocity decreases approximately as a−3.

• At temperatures below Tosc the relaxion enters the oscillatory phase. Its mass still
increases with time until T ≈ ΛQCD.

The displacement from roll-on at Tosc can be estimated using the above approximations
and compared to the stochastic misalignment. As it was already pointed out in [1], for
f > 1010 GeV, the first contribution is always very small and, therefore, the stochastic
misalignment is unaffected by reheating. The relic density can be computed using Eq. (2.4),
multiplied by a factor

√
mφ(Tosc)/mφ due to the temperature-dependence of the mass (see

e.g. [5]). Note that this is the expression for the standard QCD axion DM is shown in the
upper part of Fig. 5.

The main difference compared to the standard QCD axion DM is the possibility to have
a large θQCD angle at the minimum of the relaxion potential. The later is a consequence of the
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linear term, which shifts the minimum from the CP conserving value according to Eq. (6.1).
This is illustrated in the bottom part of the figure, where the standard QCD potential is
shown in black and the relaxion potential is shown in red. The third bottom plot on the
left illustrates how the θQCD parameter is expected to oscillate around the minimum of the
potential with a decreasing amplitude due to Hubble expansion. We stress that even in the
case of the standard QCD axion CP violation in the SM displaces the minimum of the axion
potential from zero. In [52], the authors estimated θQCD ∼ 10−17 in the SM (see also [54, 55]).
The average value of the oscillation amplitude of θQCD today is smaller and approximately

θ̄QCD ∼
2ρ̄DM

m2
φf

2
≈ 2ρ̄DM

Λ4
b

∼ 10−21. (6.4)

In contrast, in the QCD relaxion model, θQCD oscillates around some value determined by the
slope of the potential. In the g vs Λ parameter region of Fig. 5 the contours of the minimal
values of this angle are shown.

The value of the decay constant f determines the strength of the pseudo-scalar couplings
of the axion, and, in particular, the axion-photon coupling. Assuming the KSVZ model where
gφγγ = α

2π
1.92
f , we show the current and projected future sensitivities of haloscopes, taken

from [56], in the [mφ, 1/f ] plane of Fig. 5.

7 Summary

In this work, we have identified a novel scenario in which the original relaxion [1] naturally
constitutes the DM in our universe. It is remarkable that the minimal Higgs-axion lagrangian
with the simple potential (1.1) can address both the Higgs mass hierarchy and the dark
matter puzzles. The misalignment from the local minimum is generated during the long
phase of inflationary dynamics, which is accompanied with a random-walk due to fluctuations.
The only requirement here is dropping the CbQ condition for the relaxion dynamics during
inflation, which was discussed in detail in our earlier work [10].

This DM scenario from stochastic misalignment is complementary to the one from [13],
where the misalignment of the relaxion originates instead from its evolution after inflation.
Compared to this latter case, the stochastic DM window covers a wider range of masses and,
in particular, allows the relaxion to have larger couplings and smaller decay constants. This is
possible both for reheating temperatures not exceeding Tb < vh, as well as in the case of high
reheating temperatures. In the first case, the mass range for relaxion DM is given by (3.12)
while in the second case it is given by (4.10). The parameter region available for relaxion DM
is illustrated in figures 1, 2, 3 and 4. Among others, figures 2 and 3 show the regions that are
excluded by fifth-force experiments, as well as constraints from stellar cooling and black hole
superradiance. The parameter region can be further extended and include smaller masses if
one allows for the possibility of eternal inflation.

The mixing with the Higgs enables unique search strategies for relaxion DM. In the
presence of a coherently oscillating relaxion background, the Higgs mass, hence, most of
the fundamental constants of the SM, become oscillatory in time, as explained in [13, 57].
Such time-variations may potentially be probed by table-top experiments, including atomic,
molecular or nuclear clocks [58–62]. The strength of oscillations depends on the local DM
density and, ignoring the substructure of DM, is beyond the currently projected sensitivity of
nuclear clocks [27]. The sensitivity can be enhanced if a significant fraction of DM is contained
in dense localized objects, such as relaxion stars or miniclusters [57, 63], which motivates
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further studies in this direction. We also mention the interesting possibility discussed in [57,
63], of a DM overdensity forming around the sun or the earth, which would further enhance
the signal. In addition to the Higgs coupling, the relaxion is expected to have pseudo-scalar
couplings to the SM and, in that case, can be probed by e.g. haloscopes.3

We have also considered the QCD relaxion model from [10] and the possibility of such
relaxion constituting the DM via its stochastic misalignment. In contrast to the nonQCD
models, eternal inflation is required for setting a small value for θQCD. The mixing with the
Higgs is small and the main interaction channel with the SM is through the pseudo-scalar
coupling, which can be probed in haloscope searches. The larger CP violation compared to
the standard axion DM scenario, illustrated in Fig. 5, can be probed by future neutron EDM
searches [65, 66].

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to Hyungjin Kim for many insights as well as collaboration on related work.
We also thank Marco Gorghetto, Alessandro Lenoci and Enrico Morgante for useful dis-
cussions, as well as Andrea Caputo, Edoardo Vitagliano and Yongchao Zhang for clarifying
the stellar bounds. This work is supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft under
Germany Excellence Strategy - EXC 2121 “Quantum Universe” - 390833306.

References

[1] P.W. Graham, D.E. Kaplan and S. Rajendran, Cosmological Relaxation of the
Electroweak Scale, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015) 221801 [1504.07551].

[2] J. Preskill, M.B. Wise and F. Wilczek, Cosmology of the Invisible Axion, Phys. Lett.
120B (1983) 127.

[3] L.F. Abbott and P. Sikivie, A Cosmological Bound on the Invisible Axion, Phys. Lett.
120B (1983) 133.

[4] M. Dine and W. Fischler, The Not So Harmless Axion, Phys. Lett. 120B (1983) 137.

[5] P. Arias, D. Cadamuro, M. Goodsell, J. Jaeckel, J. Redondo and A. Ringwald, WISPy
Cold Dark Matter, JCAP 1206 (2012) 013 [1201.5902].

[6] N. Fonseca, E. Morgante, R. Sato and G. Servant, Relaxion Fluctuations (Self-stopping
Relaxion) and Overview of Relaxion Stopping Mechanisms, JHEP 05 (2020) 080
[1911.08473].

[7] A.A. Starobinsky and J. Yokoyama, Equilibrium state of a selfinteracting scalar field in
the De Sitter background, Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 6357 [astro-ph/9407016].

[8] P.W. Graham and A. Scherlis, Stochastic axion scenario, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018)
035017 [1805.07362].

[9] F. Takahashi, W. Yin and A.H. Guth, QCD axion window and low-scale inflation,
Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 015042 [1805.08763].

3We refer to [56, 64] for a detailed list of experiments.

– 21 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.221801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1504.07551
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)90637-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)90637-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)90638-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)90638-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)90639-1
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/06/013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.5902
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2020)080
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.08473
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.6357
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9407016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.035017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.035017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.07362
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.015042
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.08763


[10] A. Chatrchyan and G. Servant, The Stochastic Relaxion, 2210.01148.

[11] A. Nelson and C. Prescod-Weinstein, Relaxion: A Landscape Without Anthropics, Phys.
Rev. D 96 (2017) 113007 [1708.00010].

[12] R.S. Gupta, Relaxion measure problem, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 055023 [1805.09316].

[13] A. Banerjee, H. Kim and G. Perez, Coherent relaxion dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 100
(2019) 115026 [1810.01889].

[14] O. Matsedonskyi and G. Servant, High-Temperature Electroweak Symmetry
Non-Restoration from New Fermions and Implications for Baryogenesis, JHEP 09
(2020) 012 [2002.05174].

[15] J.R. Espinosa, C. Grojean, G. Panico, A. Pomarol, O. Pujolàs and G. Servant,
Cosmological Higgs-Axion Interplay for a Naturally Small Electroweak Scale, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 115 (2015) 251803 [1506.09217].

[16] A. Banerjee, E. Madge, G. Perez, W. Ratzinger and P. Schwaller, Gravitational wave
echo of relaxion trapping, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 055026 [2105.12135].

[17] N. Fonseca and E. Morgante, Relaxion Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 055010
[1809.04534].

[18] R. Tito D’Agnolo and D. Teresi, Sliding Naturalness: New Solution to the Strong-CP
and Electroweak-Hierarchy Problems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 (2022) 021803 [2106.04591].

[19] R. Tito D’Agnolo and D. Teresi, Sliding naturalness: cosmological selection of the weak
scale, JHEP 02 (2022) 023 [2109.13249].

[20] L. Husdal, On Effective Degrees of Freedom in the Early Universe, Galaxies 4 (2016) 78
[1609.04979].

[21] D.J.E. Marsh, Axion Cosmology, Phys. Rept. 643 (2016) 1 [1510.07633].

[22] Planck collaboration, Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters, 1807.06209.

[23] S. Dubovsky, L. Senatore and G. Villadoro, Universality of the Volume Bound in
Slow-Roll Eternal Inflation, JHEP 05 (2012) 035 [1111.1725].

[24] T. Flacke, C. Frugiuele, E. Fuchs, R.S. Gupta and G. Perez, Phenomenology of
relaxion-Higgs mixing, JHEP 06 (2017) 050 [1610.02025].

[25] E. Hardy and R. Lasenby, Stellar cooling bounds on new light particles: plasma mixing
effects, JHEP 02 (2017) 033 [1611.05852].

[26] M. Baryakhtar, M. Galanis, R. Lasenby and O. Simon, Black hole superradiance of
self-interacting scalar fields, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 095019 [2011.11646].

[27] A. Banerjee, H. Kim, O. Matsedonskyi, G. Perez and M.S. Safronova, Probing the
Relaxed Relaxion at the Luminosity and Precision Frontiers, JHEP 07 (2020) 153
[2004.02899].

– 22 –

https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.01148
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.113007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.113007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.00010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.055023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.09316
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.115026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.115026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.01889
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)012
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)012
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.05174
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.251803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.251803
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.09217
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.055026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.12135
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.055010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.04534
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.021803
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.04591
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2022)023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.13249
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies4040078
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.04979
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2016.06.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.07633
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2012)035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1111.1725
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2017)050
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.02025
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2017)033
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.05852
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.095019
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.11646
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)153
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.02899


[28] J.K. Hoskins, R.D. Newman, R. Spero and J. Schultz, Experimental tests of the
gravitational inverse square law for mass separations from 2-cm to 105-cm, Phys. Rev.
D 32 (1985) 3084.

[29] D.J. Kapner, T.S. Cook, E.G. Adelberger, J.H. Gundlach, B.R. Heckel, C.D. Hoyle
et al., Tests of the gravitational inverse-square law below the dark-energy length scale,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 (2007) 021101 [hep-ph/0611184].

[30] S. Schlamminger, K.Y. Choi, T.A. Wagner, J.H. Gundlach and E.G. Adelberger, Test
of the equivalence principle using a rotating torsion balance, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100
(2008) 041101 [0712.0607].

[31] M. Bordag, G.L. Klimchitskaya, U. Mohideen and V.M. Mostepanenko, Advances in the
Casimir effect, vol. 145, Oxford University Press (2009).

[32] Y.J. Chen, W.K. Tham, D.E. Krause, D. Lopez, E. Fischbach and R.S. Decca, Stronger
Limits on Hypothetical Yukawa Interactions in the 30–8000 nm Range, Phys. Rev. Lett.
116 (2016) 221102 [1410.7267].

[33] J. Bergé, P. Brax, G. Métris, M. Pernot-Borràs, P. Touboul and J.-P. Uzan,
MICROSCOPE Mission: First Constraints on the Violation of the Weak Equivalence
Principle by a Light Scalar Dilaton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018) 141101 [1712.00483].

[34] W.-H. Tan, A.-B. Du, W.-C. Dong, S.-Q. Yang, C.-G. Shao, S.-G. Guan et al.,
Improvement for testing the gravitational inverse-square law at the submillimeter range,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020) 051301.

[35] P.S.B. Dev, R.N. Mohapatra and Y. Zhang, Stellar limits on light CP-even scalar,
JCAP 05 (2021) 014 [2010.01124].

[36] S. Balaji, P.S.B. Dev, J. Silk and Y. Zhang, Improved stellar limits on a light CP-even
scalar, 2205.01669.

[37] A. Caputo, G. Raffelt and E. Vitagliano, to appear (2023) .

[38] H. Kim and A. Lenoci, Gravitational focusing of wave dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 105
(2022) 063032 [2112.05718].

[39] L. Di Luzio, M. Giannotti, E. Nardi and L. Visinelli, The landscape of QCD axion
models, Phys. Rept. 870 (2020) 1 [2003.01100].

[40] BNL-E949 collaboration, Study of the decay K+ → π+νν̄ in the momentum region
140 < Pπ < 199 MeV/c, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 092004 [0903.0030].

[41] Belle collaboration, Measurement of the Differential Branching Fraction and
Forward-Backward Asymmetry for B → K(∗)`+`−, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 (2009) 171801
[0904.0770].

[42] BaBar collaboration, Search for B → K(∗)νν and invisible quarkonium decays, Phys.
Rev. D 87 (2013) 112005 [1303.7465].

[43] LHCb collaboration, Search for hidden-sector bosons in B0→ K∗0µ+µ− decays, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 115 (2015) 161802 [1508.04094].

– 23 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.32.3084
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.32.3084
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.021101
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0611184
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.041101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.041101
https://arxiv.org/abs/0712.0607
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.221102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.221102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.7267
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.141101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.00483
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.051301
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/05/014
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.01124
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.01669
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.063032
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.063032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.05718
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.06.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.01100
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.092004
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.0030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.171801
https://arxiv.org/abs/0904.0770
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.112005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.112005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.7465
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.161802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.161802
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.04094


[44] LHCb collaboration, Search for long-lived scalar particles in B+ → K+χ(µ+µ−)
decays, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 071101 [1612.07818].

[45] CHARM collaboration, Search for Axion Like Particle Production in 400-GeV Proton
- Copper Interactions, Phys. Lett. B 157 (1985) 458.

[46] R. Balkin, J. Serra, K. Springmann, S. Stelzl and A. Weiler, Runaway relaxion from
finite density, JHEP 06 (2022) 023 [2106.11320].

[47] G. Krnjaic, Probing Light Thermal Dark-Matter With a Higgs Portal Mediator, Phys.
Rev. D 94 (2016) 073009 [1512.04119].

[48] P.S.B. Dev, R.N. Mohapatra and Y. Zhang, Revisiting supernova constraints on a light
CP-even scalar, JCAP 08 (2020) 003 [2005.00490].

[49] E. Masso, F. Rota and G. Zsembinszki, On axion thermalization in the early universe,
Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 023004 [hep-ph/0203221].

[50] M.S. Turner, Thermal Production of Not SO Invisible Axions in the Early Universe,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 59 (1987) 2489.

[51] F. Bezrukov and D. Gorbunov, Light inflaton Hunter’s Guide, JHEP 05 (2010) 010
[0912.0390].

[52] H. Georgi and L. Randall, Flavor Conserving CP Violation in Invisible Axion Models,
Nucl. Phys. B 276 (1986) 241.

[53] S. Borsanyi et al., Calculation of the axion mass based on high-temperature lattice
quantum chromodynamics, Nature 539 (2016) 69 [1606.07494].

[54] L. Di Luzio, CP-violating axions, PoS EPS-HEP2021 (2022) 513 [2108.09071].

[55] M. Pospelov and A. Ritz, Electric dipole moments as probes of new physics, Annals
Phys. 318 (2005) 119 [hep-ph/0504231].

[56] C. O’Hare, “cajohare/axionlimits: Axionlimits.”
https://cajohare.github.io/AxionLimits/, July, 2020. 10.5281/zenodo.3932430.

[57] A. Banerjee, D. Budker, J. Eby, H. Kim and G. Perez, Relaxion Stars and their
detection via Atomic Physics, Commun. Phys. 3 (2020) 1 [1902.08212].

[58] A. Arvanitaki, J. Huang and K. Van Tilburg, Searching for dilaton dark matter with
atomic clocks, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 015015 [1405.2925].

[59] Y.V. Stadnik and V.V. Flambaum, Enhanced effects of variation of the fundamental
constants in laser interferometers and application to dark matter detection, Phys. Rev.
A 93 (2016) 063630 [1511.00447].

[60] M.S. Safronova, D. Budker, D. DeMille, D.F.J. Kimball, A. Derevianko and
C.W. Clark, Search for New Physics with Atoms and Molecules, Rev. Mod. Phys. 90
(2018) 025008 [1710.01833].

– 24 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.071101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07818
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90400-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.11320
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.073009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.073009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.04119
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/08/003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.00490
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.023004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0203221
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.2489
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2010)010
https://arxiv.org/abs/0912.0390
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90022-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature20115
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07494
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.398.0513
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.09071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2005.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2005.04.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0504231
https://cajohare.github.io/AxionLimits/
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-019-0260-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.08212
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.015015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2925
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.063630
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.063630
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.00447
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.025008
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.025008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.01833


[61] S. Aharony, N. Akerman, R. Ozeri, G. Perez, I. Savoray and R. Shaniv, Constraining
Rapidly Oscillating Scalar Dark Matter Using Dynamic Decoupling, Phys. Rev. D 103
(2021) 075017 [1902.02788].

[62] E. Peik, T. Schumm, M.S. Safronova, A. Pálffy, J. Weitenberg and P.G. Thirolf,
Nuclear clocks for testing fundamental physics, Quantum Sci. Technol. 6 (2021) 034002
[2012.09304].

[63] A. Banerjee, D. Budker, J. Eby, V.V. Flambaum, H. Kim, O. Matsedonskyi et al.,
Searching for Earth/Solar Axion Halos, JHEP 09 (2020) 004 [1912.04295].

[64] C. Eröncel, R. Sato, G. Servant and P. Sørensen, ALP dark matter from kinetic
fragmentation: opening up the parameter window, JCAP 10 (2022) 053 [2206.14259].

[65] C. Abel et al., The n2EDM experiment at the Paul Scherrer Institute, EPJ Web Conf.
219 (2019) 02002 [1811.02340].

[66] B.W. Filippone, Worldwide Search for the Neutron EDM, in 13th Conference on the
Intersections of Particle and Nuclear Physics, 10, 2018 [1810.03718].

– 25 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.075017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.075017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.02788
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/abe9c2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.09304
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.04295
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/10/053
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.14259
https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201921902002
https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201921902002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.02340
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.03718

	1 Introduction
	2 Axion abundance from the stochastic misalignment
	2.1 Hrh>Hosc
	2.2 Hrh<Hosc

	3 Relaxion dark matter for Trh Tb
	3.1 Insufficient dark matter in the CbQ regime
	3.2 Dark matter from stochastic misalignment (QbC)

	4 Relaxion dark matter for TrhTb
	4.1 The displacement (roll-on) after inflation
	4.2 Dark matter from roll-on
	4.3 Dark matter from stochastic misalignment (QbC)

	5 Thermal production of the relaxion
	6 The case of the QCD relaxion
	6.1 QCD relaxion dark matter for Trh<Tb
	6.2 QCD relaxion dark matter for TrhTb:

	7 Summary

