
Dark Matter Through the Axion-Gluon Portal

Patrick J. Fitzpatrick,1, 2 Yonit Hochberg,1 Eric Kuflik,1 Rotem Ovadia,1 and Yotam Soreq2

1Racah Institute of Physics, Hebrew University of Jerusalem, Jerusalem 91904, Israel
2Technion—Israel Institute of Technology, Haifa 32000, Israel

(Dated: June 7, 2023)

Axion-like-particles are a well-motivated extension of the Standard Model that can mediate inter-
actions between the dark matter and ordinary matter. Here we consider an axion portal between the
two sectors, where the axion couples to dark matter and to QCD gluons. We establish the relevant
processes of interest across the scales of dark matter and axion masses and couplings, identify the
distinct mechanisms that control the dark matter relic abundance in each case, and extract the
resulting experimental signatures of the gluonic axion portal to dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter (DM) makes up the vast majority of the
matter in our universe, but we still know little about its
particle nature. Many processes can be considered to set
its relic abundance in the early universe, including 2→ 2
annihilations [1–7], n→ 2 annihilations [8–11], as well as
decays and inverse decays [12, 13]. (For recent reviews,
see e.g. Refs. [14, 15].) In many frameworks, couplings
between the DM and the Standard Model (SM) should
be present in order to mediate interactions between the
dark and visible particles, serving as a ‘portal’ between
the sectors.

A well-motivated portal is that of the axion, or axion-
like-particle (ALP). ALPs as mediators to the dark sec-
tor have been studied in Refs. [16–32]. In this paper,
we consider ALP couplings to SM gluons. Via this cou-
pling, the ALP essentially couples to the QCD states of
the SM, whose degrees of freedom change as one flows
through the QCD confining phase transition in the early
universe. Throughout the cosmological history, one can
study the relative importance of the various processes
that can occur, and determine their impact on the DM
relic abundance. The DM abundance can result from ei-
ther freeze-out or freeze-in processes, with a variety of
existing experiments placing important constraints and
many future experiments set to probe novel regions of
the parameter space.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
introduce the model and in Section III we study the ax-
ion and DM relic abundance. Sections IV and V ana-
lyze the DM phases of the theory, which include freeze-in
and freeze-out, respectively. Current experimental con-
straints and future probes are presented in Section VI.
We present our results in Section VII and conclude in
Section VIII. Appendix A presents the thermally aver-
aged rate calculations. In Appendix B, we elaborate on
the analytical estimates for freeze-in. Appendix C adds
further details about the model. Appendix D explains in
detail the experimental bounds presented in this work.

II. MODEL

We begin by presenting the theory that we will con-
sider in this work. The model is an extension of the SM
with an axion, a, and a Dirac fermion DM candidate, χ.
Generalizing to a Majorana fermion is straightforward.
We consider the axion, at some UV scale, to couple only
to gluons and to the DM. This is similar to a KSVZ
axion [33, 34] where the heavy quarks are electroweak
singlets.

The effective Lagrangian at the UV scale Λ = 8πfa is
given by

L =LSM +
1

2
∂µa∂µa−

m2
a

2
a2 + iχ /Dχ−mχχχ

− icχmχ
a

fa
χγ5χ−

αs
8π

a

fa
GaµνG̃aµν . (1)

Here Gaµν is the gluon field strength, G̃aµν ≡ 1
2εµνρσG

aρσ

is its dual, αs is the coupling strength of the strong force,
ma and mχ are the axion and DM masses, respectively,
fa is the axion decay constant defined by its coupling
to gluons as above, and cχ is a dimensionless coefficient
parameterizing the coupling of the axion to the DM rel-
ative to its coupling to the SM gluons. For simplicity,
we take cχ = 1 throughout this work. The RG flow will
create loop-induced couplings to other SM particles at
lower scales as one flows below Λ. We limit ourselves to
cases where mχ,ma < 8πfa for validity of our compu-
tations. The axion mass term is the sum of a dynami-
cal term (which determines the mass of the QCD axion)
m2
a,QCD ' m2

πf
2
π/f

2
a and a bare term m2

a,0. To avoid fine-
tuning of the contributions to the axion mass we consider
only ma ≥ ma,QCD. Note that an axion that solves the
CP problem but is heavier than the standard QCD ax-
ion could realize the framework presented here, as in e.g.
Refs. [35–39].

At temperatures and axion masses well above the QCD
confinement scale ΛQCD ∼ 200 MeV, QCD can be treated
perturbatively and therefore we need only to take into
account axion-gluon interactions. However, close to and
below the QCD scale, one must consider axion-hadron in-
teractions. These interactions have been studied in detail
for scales less than 4πfπ using chiral perturbation the-
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ory (χPT) in Ref. [40]. This analysis has been extended
to scales in the range of 1 − 3 GeV in Ref. [41] by using
data driven methods. Close to ΛQCD, the dynamics of
the axion are governed by kinetic and mass mixing with
the π0, η, η′ mesons. At scales much below ΛQCD, the
leading order dynamics stem from a loop-induced cou-
pling to photons,

L ⊃ −cγαEM

8π

a

fa
Fµν F̃

µν , (2)

with Fµν and F̃µν the photon field strength and its dual
and αEM the electromagnetic coupling strength. We take
cγ = 1.92 at low energy, matching the KSVZ axion [40,
42].

III. AXION AND DARK MATTER
PRODUCTION

We begin by writing down the Boltzmann equations
governing the evolution of the axion and DM abundances.
The relevant Boltzmann equations are

ṅa + 3Hna =− Γa SM→SM (na − neq
a )

− Γa→χχ̄

(
na − n2

χ

neq
a

neq
χ

2

)

+ 〈σv〉χχ̄→aa

(
n2
χ − n2

a

neq
χ

2

neq
a

2

)
, (3)

and

ṅχ + 3Hnχ =− 〈σv〉sub
χχ̄→SM

(
n2
χ − neq

χ

)
− 〈σv〉χχ̄→aa

(
n2
χ − n2

a

neq
χ

2

neq
a

2

)

+ Γa→χχ̄

(
na − n2

χ

neq
a

neq
χ

2

)

+
∑

P=π0,η,η′

ΓP→χχ̄

(
neq
P − n

2
χ

neq
P

neq
χ

2

)
. (4)

Here neq
i are the equilibrium abundances for the differ-

ent species and H is the Hubble parameter. For me-
son densities we take the densities to vanish at tem-
peratures above the QCD phase-transition temperature
TQCD and as a Bose-Einstein distribution below it, neq

P =
nBE
P (T )Θ(TQCD − T ) [43]. We discuss the contribution

of each collision term in what follows, and note that
〈σv〉χχ̄→SM includes both 2 → 2 annihilations (such as

χχ̄ → gg) and 3 → 2 coannihilations (such as χχ̄ g →
gg). Depending on the dominant process, the DM abun-
dance may be produced in the early universe in a variety
of ways, including freeze-in and freeze-out processes. For
the convenience of the reader, throughout this section
we provide analytical approximations for various cross-

sections and rates. We note that all figures presented in
this work are obtained via full numerical computations
of the relevant quantities.

A. Axion thermalization: Γa SM→SM

To understand the cosmological dynamics of the
model, it is important to establish when the a particles
are in equilibrium with the SM bath and when they are
not. Since the DM χ couples to the SM bath particles
only via its interactions with the axion a, thermal de-
coupling of a from the SM bath necessarily implies the
thermal decoupling of χ as well.

The question of thermal axion production resulting
from the axion coupling to gluons has been discussed
in detail in the literature [44, 45], including the use of
thermal field theory to account for many body plasma
effects (e.g. thermal masses due to screening). Ref. [46]
extends the analysis to much lower temperatures to in-
clude temperatures below the QCD phase transition,
where ππ → πa is the dominant process. The lat-
ter is calculated in chiral perturbation theory which is
valid up to temperatures of T ∼ 62 MeV [47]. This
issue is addressed using the prescription presented in
Ref. [46], where interpolation is used to match between
the rate Γππ→aπ at T < 62 MeV and the rate ΓUV =
Γgg→ag + Γqq̄→ag + Γqg→aq + Γq̄g→aq̄ at T > 2 GeV. The
rates in the interpolation span 10 orders of magnitude,
therefore the axion production rates at temperatures be-
tween ∼ 60 MeV − 2 GeV should be taken with caution.
However, as we will see below, the final DM abundance is
sensitive to this only for axion masses close to the QCD
phase transition. Additionally, we consider the rates of
the QED Primakoff processes Γeγ→ea+ Γēγ→ēa+ Γeē→γa
provided in Refs. [48, 49], which yield the dominant con-
tributions at T � 62 MeV.

Importantly, all the analyses mentioned above are ori-
ented towards a massless pseudo-scalar—motivated by
the QCD-axion—and assume a relativistic axion where
ma � T . For ma > T , the dominant rate of axion pro-
duction comes from decays and inverse decays. The axion
decay rate was estimated in Ref. [41] (see Fig. S1 therein).
Above ma & 2 GeV, the decay can be calculated pertu-
batively to two gluons, while for 3mπ . ma . 2 GeV, the
decays occurs to hadrons and photons and for ma . 3mπ

predominantly to photons. We denote the axion decay
rate to the bath as Γa→SM.

We add up all the calculated rates in both the rel-
ativistic and non-relativistic regimes and use these for
Γa SM→SM. Note that Γa SM→SM includes in it Γa→SM.
The rate is therefore a function of the axion mass and
the temperature. However, for T ∼ ma, the previously
calculated rates in the relativistic and non-relativistic
regimes are not expected to be precise. In particular,
there may be small corrections to the total rate, where
the finite temperature rate calculated by Refs. [44–46] in
the relativistic regime may still dominate over the decay
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rate even as T approaches ma. This effect mostly occurs
at temperatures right above the QCD phase transition,
where αs is large, and higher order effects become more
important.

B. Axion decay to dark matter: Γa→χχ̄

For ma > 2mχ, the axion can decay directly into the
DM. If allowed, this will be the dominant source of DM
freeze-in. The axion decay rate into DM is given by

Γa→χχ̄ = ma

c2χm
2
χ

8πf2
a

√
1−

4m2
χ

m2
a

. (5)

C. Axion annihlation to dark matter: 〈σv〉χχ̄→aa

At leading order the DM annihilation into axions can
be calculated from the tree-level u− and t−channel di-
agrams. A detailed calculation of the thermally aver-
aged cross-section related to this process is given in Ap-
pendix A 3. For ma, T � mχ—relevant for much of the
freeze-in and freeze-out parameter space—the thermally
averaged cross is well-approximated by

〈σv〉χχ̄→aa '
c4χm

2
χ

64πf4
a

T

mχ
. (6)

D. Dark matter bath annihilation and production:
〈σv〉sub

χχ̄→SM

Alternatively, the DM can be produced directly from
the bath, or annihilate directly into the bath, by bypass-
ing on-shell axions. To leading order, the process pro-
ceeds via an off-shell axion a∗. Thus, the thermally av-
eraged cross section can be calculated directly from the
axion production rates already presented:

〈σv〉χχ̄→SM =

1

(neq
χ )2

∫
dm2

a∗

π

ma∗Γa∗→χχ̄Γa∗ SM→SMn
eq
a∗

(m2
a∗ −m2

a)2 + (maΓa)2
, (7)

where Γa is the total axion decay rate. Within the inte-
gral, the rates (Γ’s) should be evaluated at the off-shell
axion mass, ma∗ . A full derivation can be found in Ap-
pendix A 1.

In the narrow-width approximation, where the axion
is produced on-shell, one can verify that

〈σv〉on−shell
χχ̄→SM ⇒ neq

a

(neq
χ )2

Γa SM→SM BR(a→ χχ̄) , (8)

where BR(a→ χχ̄) is the branching ratio for the axion
decay into DM. The possibility that the DM produces an
on-shell axion which then decays back to the SM bath is,

in fact, already included in the other terms in the Boltz-
mann equations and must then be subtracted from this
term to avoid double counting. The on-shell subtracted
thermally averaged cross section is therefore given by

〈σv〉sub
χχ̄→SM = 〈σv〉χχ̄→SM − 〈σv〉

on−shell
χχ̄→SM . (9)

Far from the axion resonance and for T � mχ, we have
the simple relationship:

〈σv〉sub
χχ̄→SM

∣∣∣
T�mχ

'
16c2χm

6
χ

(m2
a − 4m2

χ)2f2
a

Γa∗→SM(2mχ)

(2mχ)3
.

(10)
In the other regime, for high temperatures, T �

ma,mχ—which will be relevant for freeze-in of the DM—
the thermally averaged cross section takes on the simple
form

〈σv〉sub
χχ̄→SM

∣∣∣
T�ma>2mχ

=
neq
a

(neq
χ )2

2c2χm
2
χT

3

π2f2
a

Γa∗SM→SM(m̃a)

m̃3
a

, (11)

where Γa∗SM→SM(m̃a)/m̃3
a should be evaluated at m̃a '

1.8T where the integral in Eq. (7) is dominated. As this
value falls within the region of uncertainty of the rate
Γa∗SM→SM, we approximate it by using only the decay
rate contribution Γa∗SM→SM ' Γa∗→SM. This introduces
anO(10−100) uncertainty in Eq. (11), which corresponds
to a correction of O(1 − 3) in the required fa for UV-
dominated freeze-in through this process.

E. Meson decay: ΓP→χχ̄

The neutral pseudoscalar mesons P = π0, η, η′ can de-
cay to DM via mixing with the axion. The mixing can be
calculated in the chiral Lagrangian. Following Ref. [41]
we find the simple relation

ΓP→χχ̄ '
∣∣θ2
aP

∣∣Γa∗→χχ̄ , (12)

where m∗a = mP . In the numerical computations pre-
sented in this work, the mixing angle θaP is determined
by diagonalizing the kinetic and mass terms of a and P .
We note that our obtained mixing angle is inaccurate
when the mass difference between a and P is of order
their decay widths or smaller.

IV. FREEZE-IN

Having addressed the relevant interactions of the DM,
axion and SM bath, we now move to discuss how the
DM abundance is set in the early universe, starting with
freeze-in. Freeze-in is a dynamic process for producing a
thermal relic of DM that assumes the DM abundance at
early times to be negligibly small compared to its equi-
librium abundance [12]. A simple realization of such a
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case is post-inflationary reheating that reheats the SM
bath, but not the DM. We take the initial temperature
at which the axion and the DM can begin to be pro-
duced to be the reheating temperature TRH, although we
remain agnostic to the exact mechanism leading to such
initial conditions. We consider that TRH < 8πfa, such
that the production is not sensitive to the physics above
the cut-off.

As the aGG̃ coupling we consider is non-
renormalizable, freeze-in of a and χ is prone to
being UV-dominated [12], largely determined by physics
at TRH. In general, when the majority of χ particles are
produced directly from the SM bath, the production of
χ will be dominated near TRH. Likewise, if the axion
never thermalizes, the production will depend on the
UV-sensitive frozen in axion abundance. Otherwise, if
the χ particles are produced from thermal axions or
meson decays, then the production is determined by the
renormalizable aχχ̄ interaction and production will be
IR dominated, mostly occurring at T = max(ma,mχ).
In this section, we shall identify the processes governing
UV-dominated and IR-dominated freeze-in, and describe
the validity of each regime.

For the axion portal, freeze-in of the DM can be sepa-
rated into two regimes. The first is when ma ≥ 2mχ. In
this case, freeze-in will always be dominated by the de-
cay a→ χχ̄ regardless of the reheating temperature and
whether or not the axion reaches chemical equilibrium
with the bath. The second regime is when the decay is
kinematically forbidden, ma < 2mχ. Here freeze-in will
be dominated by axion-axion annihilation, SM bath an-
nihilition or via meson decay into χ particles, depending
on the reheat temperature and axion mass. Of the pro-
cesses mentioned, only SM bath annihlation SM→ χχ̄ is
UV-dominated, whereas the rest are dominated at tem-
peratures similar to the mass of the constituents.

The left panel of Fig. 1 presents solutions to the Boltz-
mann equations along contours of fixed mχ which pro-
duce the observed DM relic abundance through freeze-in.
Below we discuss the solutions to the Boltzmann equa-
tions and give analytical estimates of the results. For the
figure we chose TRH = 10 TeV.

A. ma > 2mχ: a→ χχ̄ freeze-in

We begin with the case in which the axion can decay
into the DM. Here the freeze-in of the DM proceeds via
the production of the axion and then its decay into DM.
There are three relevant regimes, dependent on the ther-
mal history of the axion:

1. The axion never thermalizes with the bath. If the
axion is too feebly interacting to thermalize with
the bath, then its abundance will be populated
by freeze-in. This process is UV-dominated so it
reaches an asymptotic co-moving number density
near TRH, given simply by integrating over the rate

of production,

Y FI
a =

∫ TRH

0

dT
neq
a (T )Γa SM→SM(T )

TH(T )s(T )

' 135
√

5mPlΓa SM→SM(TRH)√
2π5
√
g?(TRH)g?s(TRH)T 2

RH

, (13)

where g? (g?s) is the effective number of relativis-
tic (entropy) degrees of freedom. The integral was
performed assuming Γa SM→SM ∝ T 3. The sub-
sequent χ abundance is just the fraction of these
axions that decay into DM,

Yχ(∞) = 2Y FI
a BR(a→ χχ̄) . (14)

This regime is demonstrated in the left panel of
Fig. 1 by the green parts of the curves, labeled A1.
The shape is controlled by the branching ratio of
axions to the DM, and the shape can be matched
to Fig. 5 in Appendix C 1 a.

2. The axion thermalizes but decouples while relativis-
tic. Decoupling from the bath occurs when

Γa SM→SM ' H
∣∣∣
T=Tdec

. (15)

After Tdec, the comoving abundance is fixed to its
equilibrium value at Tdec until it decays. The χ
abundance is then given by

Yχ(∞) = 2Y eq
a (Tdec)BR(a→ χχ̄) . (16)

Corrections to the axion production rate,
Γa SM→SM, in the region interpolated between
the chiral Lagrangian calculation and the QCD
calculation may change Tdec in Eq. (15). In terms
of the relic abundance of the DM, the effect will
be a change in g?s at the time of axion decoupling
that appears in Y eq

a (Tdec). Near the QCD phase
transition, this can alter the relic abundance up to
a factor of six, which would correspond to O(1)
corrections to the mχ, ma and fa values needed
to match the observed abundance. This regime
is shown in the left panel of Fig. 1 by the orange
parts of the curves labeled A2.

3. The axions decay in equilibrium with the bath. This
occurs when the axions stay thermalized until they
become non-relativistic, and then decay. The relic
abundance of DM is then given simply by the rate
of thermal axion decays into the DM,

Yχ(∞) =

∫ TRH

0

dT
neq
a (T )Γa→χχ̄
TH(T )s(T )

'
135
√

5c2χmPlm
2
χ

2
√

2π6
√
g?(ma)g?s(ma)maf2

a

. (17)
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FIG. 1. Dark matter freeze in and freeze out. Left: Contours of fixed mχ indicate the values of (ma, fa) at which the
observed DM relic abundance is obtained through freeze-in. The different colors illustrate the six different freeze-in regimes.
For the invisibly decaying axion: regime A1 (green), in which the axion never thermalizes with the bath; regime A2 (orange),
in which the axion thermalizes but decouples while relativistic; regime A3 (blue), in which the axions decay in equilibrium with
the bath. For the visibly decaying axion: regime B1 (brown), UV-dominated bath production; regime B2 (purple), pseudo
scalar decay, and regime B3 (red) axion annhilations. Right: Contours of fixed mχ indicate the values of (ma, fa) at which
the observed DM relic abundance is obtained through freeze-out. The different colors along each solid curve illustrate each of
the three freezeout regimes in our model. Blue: χχ̄ → aa controls freezeout for mχ & ma (except where meson resonances
enhance annihilation to SM); orange: axion resonance χχ̄ → a → SM controls mχ . ma . 3mχ; green: χχ̄ → SM controls
ma & 3mχ. In both panels, grey vertical lines mask the regions where our numerical calculations do not accurately describe the
effects of meson resonances due to finite resolution.

This regime is shown in the left panel of Fig. 1 by
the blue curves labeled A3.

B. ma ≤ 2mχ: axion annihilation freeze-in

Next, we consider the case where the axion decay to
DM is forbidden. In this case, there are three different
sources of DM freeze-in production:

1. Production directly from the bath. For much of
the parameter space considered here, the dominant
contribution of DM is direct production from the
bath. This is a UV-dominated process and will be
sensitive to the reheat temperature. The freeze-in
abundance is then

Yχ(∞) =

∫ TRH

0

dT
(neq
χ )

2 〈σv〉χχ̄→SM

TH(T )s(T )

' T
(neq
χ )

2 〈σv〉χχ̄→SM

TH(T )s(T )

∣∣∣∣∣
T=TRH

. (18)

This regime is shown in the left panel of Fig. 1 by
the brown curves labeled B1. This will be the dom-
inant source of production of the DM for masses
between the curves mχ = mη′/2 = 478 MeV and
mχ ' 20 GeV. The mχ ' 20 GeV boundary is a
result of the choice of TRH = 10 TeV. Increasing

TRH would enlarge this regime.

2. Meson decays. The decay of the psuedo-scalar
mesons π0, η and η′ freezes-in the majority of DM
when the decay is kinematically allowed. For this
case,

Yχ(∞) =

∫ TQCD

0

dT
neq
P (T )

∑
P=π0,η,η′ ΓP→χχ̄

TH(T )s(T )

'
∑

P=π0,η,η′

135
√

5

8π11/2

mPlΓP→χχ̄√
g?(mπ)g?s(mπ)m2

P

×
(

mP

ΛQCD

)3

K3

(
mP

ΛQCD

)
, (19)

where T = ΛQCD is the QCD phase transition tem-
perature and K3(x) is the third modified Bessel
function of the second kind. To achieve this nice
closed form we have evaluated the effective num-
ber of degrees of freedom of the SM bath at mπ,
since freeze-in through such decays is dominated by
temperatures just below ΛQCD ∼ mπ. This produc-
tion is largely insensitive to the reheat temperature,
unlike the direct bath production described above
that grows with reheat temperature. This shown
in the left panel of Fig. 1 by the purple curves la-
beled B2.
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3. Axion annihilations. At low enough reheat tem-
peratures and for DM masses large enough (mχ &
20 GeV for TRH = 10 TeV as shown in the left
panel of Fig. 1), the majority of the DM freezes
in from axion annihilation. This contribution will
only compete with the direct production of DM
from the SM bath when the axions are thermal-
ized. Therefore, we assume a thermal distribution
of axions when calculating the abundance from this
process. Freeze-in here is IR-dominated and most
of the DM is produced soon after the axions be-
come non-relativistic and deplete. Therefore, we
can integrate Eq. (6) to approximately obtain the
freeze-in abundance:

Yχ(∞) =

∫ TRH

0

dT
(neq
χ )

2 〈σv〉χχ̄→aa
TH(T )s(T )

' 6× 10−4
c4χmplm

3
χ

f4
a

√
g?(mχ)g?s(mχ)

, (20)

where we numerically perform the integral forma <
2mχ and TRH � ma,mχ. This is outlined by the
red curves in the left panel of Fig. 1 labeled B3.

V. FREEZE-OUT

In this section we consider freeze-out, where the DM is
in thermal equilibrium with the SM bath at early times
and its relic abundance is set by the decoupling of DM
number-changing processes. In all regions of parameter
space where the χ freezes out from the bath, the axions
are also in equilibrium with the bath. Therefore, one
only needs to study the Boltzmann equation of

ṅχ+3Hnχ =−
(
〈σv〉χχ̄→aa+〈σv〉sub

χχ̄→SM+〈σv〉χχ̄→a
)

×
(
n2
χ − neq 2

χ

)
. (21)

The parameter space where the DM relic abundance is
obtained via freeze-out can be understood in three main
regimes, each corresponding to the dominance of a differ-
ent term in Eq. (21). The right panel of Fig. 1 presents so-
lutions to the Boltzmann Eq. (21) for fixed mχ leading to
the observed DM relic abundance today, mχYχ ' 0.43 eV
through freeze out. The different colored segments along
each curve illustrate each of the three freeze-out regimes:

1. DM annihilation to axions. χχ̄ → aa dominates
for mχ > ma (with the exception of 2mχ ∼
mπ0 ,mη,mη′ where mesons resonances enhance an-
nihilation to SM); depicted in blue. For mχ < ma,
the annihilation into axions becomes kinematically
suppressed.

2. Axion resonance (inverse decay). χχ̄ → a → SM
dominates for 2mχ . ma . 3mχ; depicted in or-
ange.

3. Annihilation into bath particles. χχ̄→ SM through
an off-shell axion dominates for ma & 3mχ; illus-
trated in green. When 2mχ is close to hadronic
resonances, the annihilation into bath particles can
dominate for ma < 3mχ as well.

Following Ref. [7], the mass-coupling relationship to
match the observed abundance can be obtained semi-
analytically. For mχ > ma, using Eq. (6) we find

mχ ' 11 TeV ×
(
fa

TeV

)2

. (22)

For mχ � ma (far from the axion resonance), by using
Eq. (10) we find

mχ ' 2 TeV

(
fama

TeV2

) 2
3
(
f2
aΓa→SM/m

3
a

10−5

)− 1
6

(23)

where we have taken g?(mχ) = g?s(mχ) = 106.75.
For ma ' 2mχ, the annihilation is dominated by the

axion resonance. Using Eq. (8), we find the relic abun-
dance is mostly mχ and ma independent in this case (up
to g? and g?s corrections) and

fa ' 30 TeV , (24)

reproduces the observed abundance.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL CONSTRAINTS

Having analyzed the DM relic abundance in various
regions of parameter space, we move to address experi-
mental constraints of the ALP-gluon portal discussed in
this work. The shaded regions of Figs. 2 and 3 consol-
idate existing bounds on the axion coupling, f−1

a , as a
function of the axion mass, ma.

The constraints fall into three categories:

(i) Robust terrestrial bounds: terrestrial experiments
that are either based on invisible signatures or in-
dependent of the ALP decay final states (shown in
pink).

(ii) Visible terrestrial bounds: terrestrial experi-
ments that place constraints on visibly decaying
ALPs (shown in brown, turquoise and orange).

(iii) Cosmological and astrophysical bounds: cosmologi-
cal (shown in purple) and astrophysical (shown in
dark blue) bounds.

Details regarding the casting of the bounds, including
in case of the invisibly decaying ALP, are provided in
Appendix D. Below we describe the various constraints.

In category (i) of robust terrestrial bounds, measure-
ment of the rare decay K+ → π+νν̄ performed by
the NA62 Collaboration [50] and analyzed in Ref. [51]
place constraints on ALP masses in the regime ma <
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FIG. 2. Axion coupling to gluons for ma < 2mχ. Left: Constraints on the coupling: robust terrestrial bounds [50–
52] (pink), beam dumps [53–61] (brown), meson decays [51, 62–70] (turquoise), colliders [71–87] (orange), BBN [88,
89] (purple), astrophysical [90] (dark blue) and new colored particles [91–95] (gray). EFT constraints are indicated by gray
shaded regions. The dashed curves are numerical solutions to the Boltzmann equations giving the correct DM abundance today
for the various labeled DM masses. Right: The freeze-in (dark red) and freeze-out (purple) phases in the theory considered
here as one varies the DM mass, with regions excluded by existing constraints (gray) and regions excluded only by the colored
particles bound (light gray). The upper limit of both regions stems from 2mχ & ma; for the freeze-out region the lower
limit arises from mχ = 8πfa which is comparable to the unitarity bound. Dashed curves show the projected sensitivities of
future experiments: DUNE-ND (red) [96], Belle-II (turquoise) [66], LHC track trigger (orange) [38], MATHUSLA (light
blue) [96, 97], SHiP (dark blue) [53, 98], NA62-LS3 (magenta) [53, 99], SHADOWS (yellow) [53, 100], DarkQuest (light
purple) [53, 101], CODEX-b (green) [96, 102], FASER (gray) [96, 103, 104] and KOTO (brown), along with KOTO2 (brown
dot-dashed) [61, 105, 106].

mK+ − mπ+ . These constraints are constructed by
bounding the number of ALPs that escape detection;
as such they provide a robust limit independent of the
final state, with the limit strengthening further when
the ALP can decay invisibly. For larger couplings, the
K+ → π+a decay modifies the K+ lifetime beyond
the bound BR(K+ → sm + new physics) ≤ 3 × 10−3

placed by Ref. [52]. Present data from KL → π0νν̄
searches [107] places weaker bounds, and are not pre-
sented here. (Here we do not show limits in the region
ma < mB − mK derived in Ref. [66] from the analysis
of the inclusive branching ratio of BR(b → sa), nor the
limits derived in Ref. [51] for ma < mt from the mea-
surements of the chromomagnetic dipole moment of the
top quark, as both should arise from an RG flow from a
fa-dependent UV scale.)

The visible terrestrial bounds, category (ii), contains
constraints from beam dumps, meson decays and other
collider searches. Ref. [53] summarizes existing con-
straints from proton beam dumps, including limits from
the NuCal [54, 55] and CHARM [56–58] collaborations,
which place some of the strongest limits in the region
of ma . 1 GeV. We also consider constraints from the
electron beam dumps E137 [59] and E141 [60], presented
in Ref. [53]. The beam dump bounds are complemented
at larger couplings by the constraints derived from the
CMS search for long-lived particles decaying in the muon
endcap detectors [86], as analyzed in Ref. [87]. Addi-

tional bounds can be derived from K, B, J/ψ and Υ
meson decays. Here we have included the meson de-
cays B+ → K+a(µ+µ−), K+ → π+a(γγ) and Υ → γa,
summarized in Ref. [51] based on measurements by the
LHCb [62], NA62 [63], E949 [64] and BaBar [65] col-
laborations and B → Ka(3π), B → Ka(ηππ), B →
Ka(KKπ) and B → Ka(φφ), summarized in Ref. [66]
based on measurements performed by the Belle [67] and
BaBar [68, 69] collaborations. We have further included
a recent analysis by BESIII [70] that places constraints
on the J/ψ → γa(γγ) decay process. We learn that me-
son decays place the most stringent constraints on large
ALP-SM couplings in the ma ∼ 100 MeV−7 GeV region.

For ma & 10 GeV, searches for di-jet [74] and di-
photon [71–73, 75–81] resonances at the LHC place the
strongest limits on the parameter space. Here we have
recast the data from Ref. [81], which is publicly avail-
able in Ref. [82], and the bounds analyzed in Ref. [85],
to encompass our ALP-gluon model. We do not show
mono-jet and di-jet signatures of lower masses [83] as
they are weaker than the bounds we present. We have
also cast bounds from GlueX which constrain the mass
region ma ∼ O(100) MeV [84].

As the analyses in category (ii) all rely on visible
final states, they are affected by the branching ratio
BR(a→ visible) and the axion lifetime. For ma > 2mχ,
the axion invisible branching ratio becomes dominant,
weakening the sensitivity of these searches by a factor of
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FIG. 3. Axion coupling to gluons at fixed mχ, including ma > 2mχ. We show constraints on the coupling for various
DM masses: MeV (upper left), 100 MeV (upper right), 10 GeV (lower left), 100 GeV (lower right). The colors of the shaded
regions indicate the different types of constraints: robust terrestrial bounds [50–52] (pink), beam dumps [53–61] (brown),
meson decays [51, 62–70] (turquoise), colliders [71–87] (orange), BBN [88, 89] (purple), astrophysical [90] (dark blue) and
new colored particles [91–95] (light gray). EFT constraints are indicated by gray shaded regions. The dashed curves indicate
the numerical solutions to the Boltzmann equations for freeze out (purple) and freeze in (dark red) giving the correct DM
abundance today.

∼
√

1− BR(a→ χχ̄). Values of BR(a → χχ̄) for some
representative DM masses are shown in Fig. 5 in Ap-
pendix C 1 a.

The constraints in catergory (iii) come from cosmol-
ogy and astrophysical probes, and include bounds from
big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN), supernovae (SN), and
proton-neutron star heating. Ref. [89] provides bounds
on the synthesis of light elements during BBN in the pres-
ence of ALPs decaying to photons, for ma = 10 MeV and
100 MeV.

SN bounds are taken from Ref. [90] which consid-
ered implications of ALP nucleon, ALP-pion and ALP-
photon interactions on various SN observables. We ex-
pect the SN bounds presented here to be complemented
at stronger couplings by future dedicated analyses con-
sidering the effects of an ALP-nucleon coupling in addi-

tion to an ALP-photon coupling in low energy SN [108].
The SN bounds shown in this work can be improved by
a dedicated numerical analysis and should be taken as
an estimate of the region of exclusion. Note that we do
not show the SN1987A bounds presented in [109, 110] as
those works did not consider the dominant N π → N a
process.

Ref. [111] considered neutron star kinetic heating
due to pseudoscalar-mediated DM interactions. These
bounds can be seen in Fig. 3 as a dark blue band at
fa ∼ 1 TeV for mχ = 100 MeV, and 10 GeV.

Regarding direct detection, we have considered the
strongest published spin-dependent bounds by CDM-
Slite [112], PICO-60L [113] and XENON-1T [114] and
found that they are unable to exclude relevant regions of
parameter space. Spin-independent direct detection con-
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FIG. 4. Allowed regions of DM-ALP parameter space.
A parameter scan consisting of ∼ 105 points in the ma −mχ

plane. For each set of masses we have numerically solved
the Boltzmann equations and found a coupling fa such that
the correct DM relic abundance is achieved. The colored re-
gions represent points that have successfully solved the Boltz-
mann equations in the case of freeze out (purple) and freeze
in (dark red) and are not ruled out by the existing limits as
described in Section VI. Freeze-out regions excluded only by
the colored particles bound are shaded in light purple.

straints can arise from a box diagram via the exchange of
two axions (see Ref. [115]). However, the rate for such a
process is proportional to 1/f8

a , and thus the constraints
are expected to be further suppressed compared to the
spin-dependent bounds we considered. We conclude that
current direct detection limits do not play a role in con-
straining viable parameter space of our theory.

Finally, the aGG̃ coupling may be generated by inte-
grating out heavy quarks from a UV theory. In such a
case, one would expect that the heavy quarks appear be-
low the scale 4πfa. Following Ref. [38], a constraint can
be placed of 4πfa > 2 TeV, with 2 TeV approximately the
bound on new heavy quarks at the LHC [91–95]. This
model-dependent bound is illustrated by the light shaded
gray regions in Figs. 2 and 3. Since it depends on the UV
completion of the theory, this constraint should not be
considered as stringent as the other bounds we presented
above.

VII. RESULTS

Our results for the axion-gloun coupling considered in
this work are presented in Figs. 2, 3 and 4. Throughout
we use cχ = 1 and TRH = 10 TeV.

Fig. 2 considers the visible decaying axion, where
ma < 2mχ. In the left panel of Fig. 2, the colored shaded
regions represent the constraints on the visibly decaying
ALP. The solid lines delineate the freeze-in and freeze-out
phases, while the dashed curves correspond to the nu-

merical solutions to the Boltzmann equations for a fixed
value of mχ. In the right panel of Fig. 2, the gray shaded
regions represent the current constraints, the shaded re-
gions outlined with solid curves indicate the freeze-in and
freeze-out phases when including all relevant DM masses,
such that the axion decays visibly and our effective field
theory description remains valid. Dashed curves show
the projections for the reach of future experiments. We
learn that for the visibly decaying axion, freeze-out is
excluded by current experiments for axion masses ma

between 10 MeV to a few hundred MeV. The region be-
tween beam dumps and colliders at ma ∼ 1 − 50 GeV
remains viable for freeze-out, with decay constants of
order fa ∼ 100 GeV to 10 TeV, and will be partially
probed by Belle-II [66]. Freeze-in of the visibly decay-
ing axion is currently constrained only by BBN and SN
at axion masses ma ∼ 10−400 MeV, allowing for a broad
range of axion masses with decay constant fa & 100 TeV.
The DUNE near detector [96], CODEX-b [102], LHC
track trigger [38], SHiP [98], SHADOWS [100], NA62-
LS3 [53, 99] and MATHUSLA [97] are expected to probe
the freeze-in region further for ALP masses in the ma ∼
100 MeV − 20 GeV range.

Fig. 3 considers the invisible decaying axion, where
ma > 2mχ. Here we fixed the DM mass mχ to several
values, presented in the four panels of Fig. 3. For each
value of mχ we show the current constraints as colored
shaded regions and the numerical solutions to the Boltz-
mann equations as dashed curves. Note that since the
DM mass is fixed, the mχ = 0.1 GeV and 10 GeV pan-
els contain regions with visible axion decays, while for
mχ = 100 GeV the figure is entirely visibly decaying ax-
ions. We learn that an invisibly decaying axion can avoid
many of the constraints, allowing for a broad range of ax-
ion masses and decay constants. In the freeze-out phase,
near-resonance axion masses of ma ∼ 2mχ enable signif-
icantly smaller couplings (i.e. larger decay constants fa)
than away from resonance. For ma & 300 MeV, this al-
lows to evade existing limits, though a broader DM mass
range is possible when the axion decays visibly. (Note
that the freeze-out phase in the top left panel sits out-
side the plotted range and is excluded.) In the freeze-in
phase, once invisible decays of the axion a→ χχ̄ become
allowed, the coupling needed for freezing in the DM drops
significantly compared to only visible decays; this is ex-
emplified by the sharp change in couplings at ma = 2mχ

in the upper right and bottom left panels of Fig. 3.

Fig. 4 summarizes a parameter scan in the ma −mχ

plane consisting of ∼ 105 points. For freeze-out, we con-
sidered mχ > 10 MeV to avoid adding a thermalized
relativistic degree of freedom during BBN, and mχ <
103 TeV since values above this exceed the EFT valid-
ity region of mχ < 8πfa. For freeze-in, we focused on
mχ > 10 keV, corresponding to the freeze-in lower mass
limit (see Ref. [116]), and on mχ < TeV� TRH, in order
to avoid solutions where mχ is tuned close to TRH which
would enable arbitrarily large couplings.

For each set of masses, we solved the Boltzmann equa-
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tions numerically to find a coupling 1/fa such that the
correct relic abundance of DM is obtained. We then
checked against existing constraints; the remaining al-
lowed combinations of DM and axion masses are shown
in the colored regions of Fig. 4: freeze-out (purple) and
freeze-in (dark red). Freeze-out regions excluded only by
the colored particles bound are shaded in light purple.
Note that some regions in this plane are able to accom-
modate the DM relic abundance both via freeze-out, with
strong couplings such that χ and a thermalize, and via
freeze-in, through smaller couplings where χ never ther-
malizes. The solid black curve corresponds to ma = 2mχ,
indicating the boundary between the visible (above) and
invisibly (below) decaying axion.

The allowed regions around axion masses ∼ 100 MeV
and a few hundred MeV are narrow due to the prox-
imity to the π0, η and η′ resonances which are diffi-
cult to probe. We find that freeze-out is viable for DM
masses mχ & 30 MeV along with axion masses above
∼ 100 MeV, when excluding the bounds on new colored
particles, but is cut off around mχ ' 100 GeV when in-
cluding them. The allowed DM-axion freeze-out mass
region is more restricted in the case of invisibly decay-
ing axions compared to the region for visible decays—
most of the allowed parameter space exists just below
the ma = 2mχ resonance. The freeze-in scenario is much
less constrained than that of freeze-out due to the smaller
couplings involved that are only partially probed by cos-
mological and astrophysical observations while remaining
currently unprobed by terrestrial experiments.

VIII. SUMMARY

In this work we considered the axion-gluon portal to
dark matter in detail, considering different cosmological
histories to explain the relic abundance. Studying both
freeze-out and freeze-in processes, we have mapped out
the cosmologically viable parameter space for DM and
axion masses and couplings, along with the existing con-
straints from terrestrial experiments, cosmological con-
siderations and astrophysical bounds.

Future experiments will be able to probe the visi-
bly decaying axion regions extensively. Belle-II [66] is
expected to improve current visible meson decay con-
straints; future runs of the LHC will statistically im-
prove the current collider reach; and future experiments
such as the DUNE near detector [96], CODEX-b [102],
MATHUSLA [97], FASER [103, 104], SHiP [98], SHAD-
OWS [100] and NA62-LS3 [53, 99] will extend the reach
of beam dumps to a wider range of couplings in addi-
tion to masses ma . 10 GeV (see right panel of Fig. 2).
In addition, the proposed LHC displaced track trigger
search is expected to probe a novel region of parameter
space in the ma ∼ 1 − 20 GeV range [38, 96]. Mod-
ification of the low energy supernova bounds [108] to
include ALP-nucleon and ALP-pion couplings may also
probe the currently open freeze-in region of the visibly

decaying axion with fa ∼ 105 − 108 GeV at ALP masses
ma < 1 GeV. We conclude that the large coupling region
fa ∼ 100 GeV − 10 TeV at ma ∼ 3− 10 GeV, which re-
mains unconstrained by current and future experiments
that we considered, is a well-motivated region for future
terrestrial searches.
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Appendix A: Rates

The general form for the Boltzmann equation for the
number density of particle X, nX , in a Friedmann-
Robertson-Walker background is

∂nX
∂t

+ 3HnX = CX , (A1)

where CX is the collision term, a sum of all the rates of
processes that can create or destroy an X particle. In
general for a n→ m process

i1 · · · in → f1 · · · fm , (A2)

the rate is given by

γ = ∆NX

∫
dΠ|M|2fi1(Ei1) . . . fin(Ein) , (A3)

where ∆NX is the number of X particles created (or de-
stroyed) in the process, f`(E) is the phase space density
of a particle `, |M|2 is the matrix element squared and
summed over all degrees of freedom. The n + m body
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phase space is given by

dΠ =S · dΠi1 · · · dΠindΠf1 · · · dΠfn×
(2π)4δ(4)(Σpi − Σpf ) , (A4)

where S is a symmetry factor if there are identical initial
or final state particles and

dΠ` =
d3p`

(2π)32E`
, (A5)

is the Lorentz invariant phase space for particle ` with
energy E`. Here we have dropped additional contribu-
tions to the collision rates from quantum statistics, i.e.,
Pauli blocking and stimulated emission.

Often one is interested in calculating collision terms
for particles in thermal equilibrium. Ignoring the quan-
tum statistics (which only have a small effect on the relic
abundance calculations), the phase densities take on the
familiar Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution

f`(E`) =
n`
neq
`

e−E`/T` , (A6)

where neq
` = g`

∫
dΠ`e

−E`/T` . The collision rates can
be written in terms of thermally averaged cross sections,
which are defined as

〈σv〉i1 ···in→f1 ··· fm ≡
|∆NX |

neq
i1
· · ·neq

in

×
∫
dΠ|M|2e−Ei1/Ti1 . . . e−Ein/Tin . (A7)

Therefore, the collision rate is given by

γi1 ··· in→f1 ··· fm = ni1 · · ·nin 〈σv〉i1 ··· in→f1 ··· fm , (A8)

where ni is the number density of particle i. For 2→ m
processes, 〈σv〉 turns out to be the cross-section times the
Moeler velocity averaged over the phase space densities
of the initial particles:

〈σv〉2→m =
1

neq
i1
neq
i2

∫
dΠ1dΠ2fi1fi2

× σ
√

(pi1 · pi2)2 −m2
i1
m2
i2
. (A9)

For processes with more than two initial particles, we
define 〈σv〉 via Eq. (A7).

For a T (or CP ) invariant process, the equilibrium
rates for a process and its inverse are the same. Thus,
the reverse rates are given by detailed balance as

〈σv〉eq
f1 ···fm→i1 ···in=

neq
i1
· · ·neq

in

neq
f1
· · ·neq

fm

〈σv〉eq
i1 ···in→f1 ···fm .

(A10)

1. Production through an intermediate axion

In this appendix we estimate the DM production from
the thermal bath, which may be dominated by on-shell
and off-shell axions. For example, via processes such as
gq → q(a(∗) → χχ̄) or gg → (a(∗) → χχ̄). Since the
matrix elements of these processes are factorized into ax-
ion production and axion decay, we can use the on-shell
decay rates to calculate the off-shell axion production us-
ing the procedure described in this subsection. We take
the decay rate of the axion from Ref. [41]. The DM pro-
duction rate from the bath via an intermediate axion,
X → Y (a∗ → χχ̄), is given by

γX→Y χχ̄ =

∫
dΠXdΠY dΠχ1

dΠχ2
(2π)4δ4(Σpp)fX

× |MX→Y χχ̄|2 , (A11)

where X and Y represent some initial and final state of
particles respectively; dΠX = dΠi1 · · · dΠin and dΠY =
dΠf1 · · · dΠfm is the product of the Lorentz invariant
phase space factors for the initial and final states and
fX = fi1(Ei1) · · · fin(Ein). Factorizing the matrix ele-
ment gives

γX→Y χχ̄ =

∫
dΠXdΠY dΠχ1dΠχ2(2π)4δ4(Σpp)fX

× |MX→Y a∗ |2|Ma∗→χχ̄|2

(m2
a −m2

a∗)
2 − Γ2

am
2
a

, (A12)

where the matrix elements should be evaluated for an off-
shell axion with ma∗ =

√
E2
a∗ − p2

a∗ . Next, we can insert
an identity integral over the internal axion 4-momentum

1 =

∫
dm2

a∗

2π
dΠa∗(2π)4δ4(pa∗ − pX) . (A13)

Plugging this into the rate gives

γX→Y χχ̄ =

∫
dm2

a∗

π

γX→Y a∗ma∗Γa∗→χχ̄
(m2

a −m2
a∗)

2 − Γ2
am

2
a

, (A14)

where we have used the definition of the production rate
γX→Y a∗ and decay rate Γa∗→χχ̄. These quantities should
be evaluated for an off-shell axion with massma∗ . We can
relate the rate γX→Y a∗ to that found in Ref. [41, 45, 46].
Using that the SM bath particles are always taken to be
in equilibrium

γX→Y a∗ = neq
a∗Γa∗ SM→SM . (A15)

As a sanity check, we take the narrow width approxima-
tion for the result in Eq. (A14) and find that γX→Y χχ̄ →
γX→Y aBR(a→ χχ̄) as expected.
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2. 2→ 2 rates

Following Ref. [118], the thermally averaged cross sec-
tion from a 2→ 2 process i1i2 → f1f2 is

〈σv〉 =
T

neq
i1
neq
i2

∫
ds
√
s

512π5
K1(
√
s/T )λ

1
2 (
√
s,mi1 ,mi2)

×λ 1
2 (
√
s,mf1 ,mf2)

∫
dΩi1,i2

4π

dΩf1,f2
4π

|M|2 , (A16)

where dΩi,j are taken in the i, j center of mass frame, Ki

is the Bessel K function and

λ(a, b, c) ≡
(
1− (a+ b)2/c2

) (
1− (a− b)/c2

)
. (A17)

A useful limit is the T � m limit, where

(2π)3

T 2e−2m/T

∫
dsK1(

√
s/T )

(
1− 4m2

s

)n
T→0−−−→ 16π

7
2

(
T

m

)n− 1
2

Γ(n+ 1) . (A18)

3. χχ̄→ aa

The summed and squared matrix element for χχ̄→ aa
is

|Mχχ̄→aa|2 =
2c4χm

4
χ

f4
a

[
(m2

χ − t)(m2
χ − u)−m4

a

]
×
(

1

t−m2
χ

− 1

u−m2
χ

)2

. (A19)

A general closed form expression for the thermally aver-
aged cross section is difficult to find.

We use Eqs. (A16) and (A19) to obtain

〈σv〉χχ̄→aa =
4c4χm

4
χ

512π5f4
a

T

(neq
χ )2

×
∫
ds
√
sK1(

√
s/T )

(
β − tan−1 β

)
, (A20)

where β ≡
√

1− 4m2
χ/s is the center of mass velocity of

the χ and χ̄. In the limit that T � mχ, the velocity is
small, β � 1, and the integral is dominated near s =
4m2

χ. The thermally averaged cross section is then

〈σv〉χχ̄→aa =
c4χm

2
χ

1536π5f4
a

T

(neq
χ )2

∫
dsK1(

√
s/T )β3. (A21)

Using the limit in Eq. (A18), we find the thermally aver-
aged cross section to be

〈σv〉χχ̄→aa '
c4χm

2
χ

64πf4
a

T

mχ
. (A22)

Appendix B: Freeze-in

First, we consider DM production via a decay, namely
a → χχ̄. Ignoring the annihilation of χ paticles from
inverse decays, the Boltzmann equation becomes

ṅχ + 3Hnχ = 2
〈m
E

〉
a

Γa→χχ̄na , (B1)

where〈m
E

〉
a

=
ga
na

∫
d3p

(2π)3

ma

Ea
fa =

K1(ma/T )

K2(ma/T )
, (B2)

is the thermally averaged time dilation factor with ga = 1
the number of a degrees of freedom. In the last step we
assume Maxwell-Boltzmann statistic.

In terms of the DM and axion yields, where Ya = na/s
and Yχ = nχ/s with s the entropy density, Eq. (B1)
becomes

T H Ẏχ = −2
〈m
E

〉
a

Γa→χχYa . (B3)

Therefore, the late time solution is given by

Yχ(∞) =

∫ TRH

0

dT
〈m
E

〉
a

Γa→χχYa
TH

. (B4)

For the a bath in equilibrium, that is na = neq
a , this

integral will be dominated in the IR near T ∼ ma. As-
suming that g? and g?s are not changing rapidly near
T ∼ ma, and that ma < TRH an approximate solution
can be obtained [12]

Yχ(∞) =
0.66 ga

g?s(ma)
√
g?(ma)

mplΓa
m2
a

. (B5)

Alternatively, it is possible that the a abundance has
frozen out, and has a constant abundance, Ya = con-
stant, before it decays, then

Yχ(∞) = 2YaBR(a→ χχ̄) . (B6)

Appendix C: Additional model details

1. Axion branching ratios and decay widths

a. a→ χχ̄

The branching ratio of the axion decay to DM for dif-
ferent values of mχ is shown in Fig. 5. The non trivial
features in the ma ∼ 100 MeV − 2 GeV range mostly
arise from the the π0, η, and η′ resonances. These fea-
tures are evident in the freeze-in and freeze-out curves
depicted in Figs. 2 and 3. The slight kink in the curves
at ma = 3 GeV is due to a transition between two ap-
proximations of αs.
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FIG. 5. Branching ratio for the axion decay into DM.
Values of BR(a → χχ̄) for different DM masses mχ, ranging
from 10 keV to 10 GeV, each depicted by a different colored
curve.

b. a→ gg

At ma & 2 GeV, where QCD becomes perturbative,
the axion decay width to SM particles is given by it is
decay width to gluons. This rate is given in Ref. [119] to
one-loop order

Γa→gg =
α2
sm

3
a

32π3f2
a

(
1 +

83αs
4π

)
. (C1)

c. a→ γγ

The axion-photon coupling is given by the coefficient cγ
of the dimension-5 operator given in Eq. (2). Even when
the bare axion-photon coupling vanishes at the UV scale
Λ, two-loop contributions generate cγ at lower scales. At
ma � mπ the leading contribution comes from a chiral
rotation of the u, d, s quarks [40, 42]

cγ ' 1.92± 0.04, ma . mη′ . (C2)

The u, d, s quarks have additional contributions at axion
masses ma . 2.1 GeV originating from the the a−P mix-
ing and vector-meson photon mixing. At higher masses,
ma ≥ 2.1 GeV for u, d, s and ma ≥ 1.6 GeV for c, b, t,
the running of quarks in the loop can be treated using
perturbative QCD (pQCD). When the bare axion-quark
couplings vanish this results in a contribution of order
O
(
α2
s log(fa)

)
. A full quantitative discussion of the var-

ious terms contributing to cγ can be found in Ref. [41],
where the extension to masses ma ≥ 3 GeV is found by
replacing the pQCD contributions with the exact loop
form factors found in Ref. [51].

Considering the effective axion photon interaction of

Eq. (2), the axion partial width into photons is given by

Γa→γγ =
α2

EMm
3
a

(8π)3f2
a

|cγ |2 . (C3)

2. Meson decay rate to axion

a. V → γ a

Ref. [51] provides a calculation of the branching ra-
tio for the decay of quarkonium V , which is composed
of quarks qq̄, into a photon and an axion. The calcu-
lation takes into account one-loop radiative corrections
and finds the expression

BR(V → γa)

BR(V → e+e−)
≈

3m2
V xQ

2
q

8αEMf2
a (3π − αs)

×
∣∣∣∣cqq(1− 2αsaP (x)

3π

)
− cγαsx

π

∣∣∣∣2, (C4)

where cqq is axion-quark coupling at the scale mq, Qq is
the quark’s electric charge, x = 1−m2

a/m
2
V and aP (x) is

a dimensionless monotonically increasing function of x,
ranging with aP (0) = 2 and aP (1) ' 6.62, see Ref. [51]
for details. In our case, where cqq(Λ) = 0, cqq is generated
from RG running from Λ to mq. Following Ref. [51], we
can write

ccc(mc) ' −0.02 , cbb(mb) ' −0.04 , (C5)

which correspond to running from Λ = 4πTeV. This ap-
proximation may lead to O(1) corrections to the bounds
we have presented for J/ψ → γ a and Υ→ γ a.

b. B → K a

To recast the B meson decays we use the result from
Ref. [66]

ΓB→Ka =
|CW |2m3

B

64πf2
a

(
1− m2

K

m2
B

)2

λ(mB ,mK ,ma)1/2

×
[

0.330

1−m2
a/37.5 GeV2

]2

, (C6)

where mB (mK) is the B-meson (kaon) mass and CW is
a dimensionless constant multiplying the axion-bottom-
strange vertex. A non-zero value of CW is induced by
RG flow of the aGG̃ coupling from the UV scale Λ to
the electroweak scale (taken to be approximately the W -
boson mass mW ). Motivated by the analytical form of
CW , which was calculated to two-loop order in Ref. [66],
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we approximate for Λ > mW

CW (Λ) =0.2257− 0.03428 log

(
Λ

GeV

)
− 0.0014 log2

(
Λ

GeV

)
, (C7)

which holds to the 1 % level comparing to the full result
in Fig. 3 of [66].

In cases where Λ < mW , for any of the above bounds,
we discard it. This is justified as other constraints are
typically stronger.

3. aN̄N and ap̄nπ+ interactions

Following Ref. [90, 120–122] the axion-nucleon and
axion-nucleon-pion interactions can be described by the
effective Lagrangian

L ⊃ ∂µa

2mN

[
gapp̄γ

µγ5p+ gann̄γ
µγ5n+

+
gap − gan√

2gAfπ

(
iπ+p̄γµn− iπ−n̄γµp

) ]
,

(C8)

where mN is the nucleon mass and gA is a constant.
Ref. [51] calculates the value of these coefficients

gap =
mN

2fa

(
g0 + gAδI

m2
π0

m2
π0
−m2

a + imπ0
Γπ0

)
,

gan =
mN

2fa

(
g0 − gAδI

m2
π0

m2
π0
−m2

a + imπ0Γπ0

)
,

(C9)

where δI ≡ md−mu
md+mu

, Γπ0
is the π0 decay width and with

the values gA ' 1.25, g0 ' 0.44 taken from Ref. [123].

Appendix D: Bounds from terrestrial experiments

1. Matching signal probabilities

We use the following simplified procedure to recast ter-
restrial constraints (meson decays, colliders and beam
dumps), see e.g. [124]. We assume a measurement, which
excludes a process X → Y (a → f) with X,Y, f denot-
ing SM states and the on-shell ALP decay a → f oc-
curring between times τ1 < τ2 in the axion rest frame.
(τ1, τ2 are related to geometric lengths L in the detector
by τ = L/(βγc), where β, γ are the Lorentz transforma-
tion parameters and c is the speed of light). Assuming
the measurement places a bound on the occurrence of
more than N such events, we find that N factorizes into

N = NX × p(X → Y a | X)× pdetect , (D1)

where NX is the total number of X states produced by
the experiment (which is typically independent of the

new physics), p(X → Y a | X) is the probability of the
process X → Y a to occur given the initial state is X,
and pdetect is the probability of detecting the final state
Y (a→ f) (which depends on τ1, τ2 and the branching ra-
tio BR(a→ f)) in addition to other experimental factors
such as geometrical acceptance. Typically, p(X → Y a |
X) ∝ f−2

a × O(polylog(fa)) and in the case where X is
a single particle state p(X → Y a | X) = BR(X → Y a).
We recast bounds by comparing the modifications intro-
duced by our model to Eq. (D1) with respect to the orig-
inal analyses from which the bounds are obtained.

In cases where f is a visible state,

pvisible
detect = BR(a→ f)

(
e−

τ1
τa − e−

τ2
τa

)
pEff(Y f) , (D2)

where τa is the axion proper lifetime and pEff(Y f) is the
detection efficiency of Y f states which is assumed to en-
capsulate any additional experimental factors affecting
the detection of f . Throughout we assume pEff is inde-
pendent of new physics.

In cases where f is an invisible final state (e.g. appear-
ing as missing energy), τ2 =∞ and the probability takes
the form

pinvisible
detect = (1−B) +B

[
1− (1− e− δ

B )pEff

]
, (D3)

where B = BR(a → visible), δ = Γa→visibleτ1 (note that
Γa = Γa→visible/B) and pEff is the efficiency of detect-
ing the visible decay modes. When recasting searches for
invisible final states we place conservative bounds by tak-
ing pEff = 1 which ignores additional contributions from
undetected axions decaying visibly within the decay vol-
ume.

Note that the addition of an invisible decay mode al-
ways results in a higher probability pinvisible

detect . The addi-
tional decay mode decreases B while δ and pEff remain
constant, thus, it is sufficient to show p(B) is monotoni-
cally decreasing in B. We find

∂p

∂B
= pEff

[
−1 +

(
1 +

δ

B

)
e−

δ
B

]
< 0 , (D4)

where we have used the positivity of δ,
supx∈R+

{(1 + x)e−x} < 1 and 0 < pEff ≤ 1.

2. Approximating τ1, τ2

An experiment’s dimensions allow us to relate τ1 to τ2.
In particular, if we denote the distance the axion travels
to the decay volume as zDV and the length of the decay
volume where the axion is detected as `DV we find

τ2 − τ1
τ1

=
`DV

zDV
. (D5)

In the simple cases where zDV = 0 we take τ1 = 0 and
where `DV =∞ (as is the case for missing energy) we take
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Observable References zDV `DV RG flow

BR(B+ → K+a(µ+µ−)) [51, 62] (LHCb) 0 0.74 m No
BR(K+ → π+a(γγ)) [51, 64] (E949) 0 1.45 m No
BR(K+ → π+a(γγ)) [51, 63] (NA62) 0 140 m No
BR(K+ → π+a(νν̄) [50, 51] (NA62) 140 m ∞ No
BR(B → Ka(3π)) [66, 67] (Belle) 0 5 mm Yes
BR(B → Ka(ηππ)) [66, 69] (BaBar) 0 5 mm Yes
BR(B → Ka(KKπ)) [66, 68] (BaBar) 0 5 mm Yes
BR(B → Ka(φφ)) [66, 69] (BaBar) 0 5 mm Yes
BR(B → Ka(γγ)) [66, 69] (BaBar) 0 5 mm Yes
BR(J/ψ → γa(γγ) [70, 82] (BESIII) 0 ∞ No
BR(Υ→ γa(hadrons)) [51, 65] (BaBar) 0 5 mm No
BR(SM→ SM a(γγ)) [53, 54] (NuCal) 64 m 23 m No
BR(SM→ SM a(γγ)) [53, 56–58] (CHARM) 480 m 35 m No
E137 [59, 125] (E137) 179 m 204 m No
E141 [60, 125] (E141) 12.16 cm 35 m No
LLP in EMD [86, 87] (CMS) 4 m 3 m No
p p→ (a→ γ γ) [71–73, 76–82, 85] (CMS, ATLAS) 0 1 mm No
p p→ (a→ j j) [74, 85] (CMS) 0 1 mm No

TABLE I. Summary of the parameters used to recast the terrestrial experiments. zDV is the distance the axion must travel to
the decay volume, `DV is the length of the decay volume, RG flow indicates if RG-flow corrections to the couplings were applied.

τ2 =∞. The values of `DV, zDV we have used for each of
the experiments considered in this work are consolidated
in Table. I.

We use the following approximations for τ1 and τ2
when relevant:

• For a given ma, when the bounds in the original
analyses exclude fa in a certain range, fmin

a <
fa < fmax

a , we can numerically find τ1, τ2 by
equating Eq. (D1) for the upper and lower bounds
N
∣∣
fmax
a ,ma

= N
∣∣
fmin
a ,ma

and using Eq. (D5) to find

the bounds on our model.

• When the lab frame and the rest frame of the par-
ticle X are approximately the same, we can ap-
proximate the boost of the axion. We ignore the
angular distribution of the final states. In partic-
ular, for X,Y that are single-particle states, the
axion’s boost and τ1, τ2 are given by

γβ =
mX

2ma
λ1/2(mX ,mY ,ma) , (D6)

and

τ1 =
zDV

cγβ
, τ2 =

zDV + `DV

cγβ
, (D7)

where λ is defined in Eq. (A17).

3. Meson decays

Meson decay widths and their branching fractions may
be modified in the presence of an axion-gluon coupling.

Since we have taken all axion-SM couplings except the
axion-gluon coupling to vanish at the UV scale Λ = 8πfa
some of these effects are a result of RG running.

The bounds B → K (a → 3π), B → K (a → ηππ),
B → K(a → KKπ) and B → K (a → φφ) taken from
Ref. [66] are corrected for RG running as is described
above in Appendix C 2 b. The bound B+ → K+ (a →
µ+µ−) taken from Ref. [51] is not corrected for RG run-
ning since it is already calculated by running from the
approximately correct scale Λ = 4πTeV. We have not
taken into account the NLO effects of the RG flow in
the various K → π a processes. In quarkonia decays,
V → γ a RG effects are not accounted for, and the
branching ratios are calculated using the approximation
described in Appendix C 2 a.

When recasting the BaBar and Belle bounds we have
assumed a prompt ALP decay corresponding to zDV = 0
and `DV = 5 mm as was suggested in Ref. [126]. The
BESIII analysis on BR(J/ψ → γ a) in Ref. [70] mentions
only that the photon-coupled axion has a negligible decay
width. Since any modifications our model introduces are
only expected to make the ALP lifetime shorter, we place
a conservative bound by ignoring the finite length of the
BESIII detector decay volume.

4. Beam Dumps

We present constraints from di-photon measurements
in proton beam-dumps from the NuCal [54, 55] and
CHARM [56–58] collaborations which are analyzed in
Ref. [53]. In addition, we show constraints from the elec-
tron beam dumps E137 [59] and E141 [60], analyzed in
Ref. [61]. These bounds are valid for the ma ≤ 2mχ
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case where there are no invisible decays. For 2mχ < ma

where invisible decays are present, we recast these bounds
by numerically finding τ1 and τ2 as described in Ap-
pendix D 2.

5. Colliders

We have used the LHC di-photon and di-jet bounds
analyzed in Refs. [81, 85] based on the measurements
performed by the CMS [71–77] and ATLAS [78–80] col-
laborations. In both cases, the original analysis assumed
a GUT inspired model, with an ALP coupling to all three
SM forces proportional to their coupling constants. We
have approximated the di-jet production to be completely
governed by the gluon coupling requiring only a rescal-
ing of their gluon coupling. In di-photon searches, the
narrow-width approximation is assumed where the cross-
section factorizes to σ(p p → a)BR(a → γ γ). We have
approximated σ(p p→ a) to depend only on the gluon
coupling and cast the bounds by correcting for the sig-
nificantly smaller BR(a → γ γ) present in our model.
In both cases, we considered prompt ALP decays with
zDV = 0 and `DV = 1 mm.

Ref. [87] presented additional bounds on detection of
long lived particles in the muon detection system of
CMS [86]. We approximated the detector dimensions in
this case as zDV = 4 m, `DV = 3 m ignoring any angular
information, which may lead to an O(1) uncertainty on
the bounds.

Appendix E: Astrophysical and cosmological bounds

1. Supernovae

We present the bounds from Ref. [90], which consider
the effects of axion-nucleon and axion-nucleon-pion cou-
plings, see Eq. (C8), and axion-photon couplings, see
Eq. (2), on various observables. Among them, we con-
sider SN1987A cooling, ALP energy deposition in the
mantle, non-observation of γ-rays from SN1987A, diffuse
SN ALP background (DSNALPB), and the expected γ-
ray halo resulting from gravitational trapping of ALPs in
Cassiopeia A. For the trapping regime (upper bound) of
SN1987A cooling we use the estimation gap ≤ 3 × 10−9.
For the rest of the observables, we cast exclusions only
for the displayed region in Fig. 4 of [90].

There are two main assumptions used in the analysis
that deviate from our model. The first assumption is
that gap � gan. This assumption breaks down in our
model when ma ∼ mπ where Eq. (C9) dictates gap ∼
gan. Since the majority of the axions are produced from
N π → N a, we have recast the bounds on gap in Ref. [90]
to bounds on gap − gan in our model Eq. (C9).

The second assumption that requires altering is that
the axion decays only to photons. For the EFT con-
sidered in this work, the axion decays predominantly to

other states at masses ma > min {3mπ, 2mχ}. To ac-
count for this we disregarded all bounds except SN1987A
cooling for ma > min {3mπ, 2mχ}. We find that the free-
streaming regime (lower bound) of the SN1987A cooling
bounds remains the same when the ALP decays invisi-
bly while the trapping regime (upper limit) is expected
to change significantly when a fraction of the axions de-
cay to DM. As the mean free path of DM in the SN
core (that scales as ∼ f−4

a ) is much larger than the ax-
ion’s mean free path (that scales as ∼ f−2

a ), we expect
the trapping regime to extend to much larger couplings
that are already excluded by terrestrial searches. For
simplicity, when ma > 2mχ we show exclusions for all
couplings larger than those of the free-streaming bounds
of SN1987A cooling, as can be seen in the upper panels
of Fig. 3. A dedicated analysis of low energy SN may add
complementary bounds in the large coupling regime [108].

2. Neutron Star Heating

The presence of an axion-gluon portal may have con-
sequences that can be observed in stellar dynamics.
Ref. [111] has placed bounds on such a model by consider-
ing the DM-induced kinetic heating of neutron stars. The
bounds are presented only for the mass ratios ma/mχ =
1, 1/10. As the χ−N cross-section is expected to be ma

independent at ma � mχ we approximate the bounds
at ma/mχ < 1/10 to be the same as the bounds at
ma/mχ = 1/10. For 1/10 < ma/mχ < 1 we use
a second-order polynomial interpolation to approximate
the bounds.

3. BBN

The presence of a non-negligible abundance of long-
lived axions during BBN may have measurable effects.
Bounds considering the effects of an ALP with mass
ma < 100 MeV, which decays only to photons, have been
placed in Refs. [49, 89, 127, 128]. We recast results from
Ref. [89], which are agnostic to the production mecha-
nism, to our model where the ALP is produced from other
bath particles such as gluons. For such masses, the axion
either freezes in at T ∼ TRH to an abundance given by
Eq. (13) or freezes out when Γa SM→SM ∼ H at tempera-
tures T . ma which are larger than TBBN ' 1 MeV. Re-
casting the results presented in Ref. [89] is then straight-
forward, as each pair (ma, fa) determines the axion life-
time τa and initial abundance maYa

∣∣
T=TBBN

.
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