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Abstract: A QCD axion with a decay constant below 1011 GeV is a strongly-motivated

extension to the Standard Model, though its relic abundance from the misalignment mech-

anism or decay of cosmic defects is insufficient to explain the origin of dark matter. Never-

theless, such an axion may still play an important role in setting the dark matter density

if it mediates a force between the SM and the dark sector. In this work, we explore QCD

axion-mediated freeze-out and freeze-in scenarios, finding that the axion can play a critical

role for setting the dark matter density. Assuming the axion solves the strong CP problem

makes this framework highly predictive, and we comment on experimental targets.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
6.

03
14

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 5

 J
un

 2
02

3

mailto:jdror1@ucsc.edu
mailto:sgori@ucsc.edu
mailto:pmunbodh@ucsc.edu


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 The QCD Axion and Dark Matter 2

2.1 Introduction to the Model 2

2.2 Experimental Constraints 5

3 Scattering Rates and Thermalization 7

3.1 χ-SM Scattering 8

3.2 a-SM Scattering 9

3.3 a-χ Scattering 10

4 Thermally-Coupled Axions 11

4.1 SM Freeze-out: χχ̄→ SM 11

4.2 SM Freeze-in: SM → χχ̄ 12

4.2.1 gg → χχ̄ 12

4.2.2 ff̄ → χχ̄ 14

4.2.3 π0 → χχ̄ 15

4.3 Dark Sector Freeze-out: χχ̄→ aa 17

4.4 Dark Sector Freeze-in: aa→ χχ̄ 19

5 Conclusion 20

1 Introduction

The QCD axion has long been appreciated as a solution to the strong CP problem [1–4] and

is a common prediction of string theory [5–7]. Shortly after its inception, it was realized

that the QCD axion can be also a good Dark Matter (DM) candidate [8–10]. This has led

to a worldwide experimental program to target axion DM with different interactions across

a broad range of masses (see Ref. [11] for a recent review).

While the QCD axion has built-in mechanisms to explain the observed DM abundance

through the misalignment mechanism and cosmic defect decays, these mechanisms only

efficiently produce axions for sufficiently large values of the decay constant, fa. Axions

with fa ≲ 1011 GeV do not constitute a sizable fraction of the DM energy density without

additional dynamics (see, e.g., Ref. [12]). Nevertheless, there is a large-scale program to

detect such axions with the upcoming IAXO [13] and ALPS II [14] experiments. Further-

more, there have even been some tantalizing hints of detection in the star cooling data [15]

and an excess of events reported by the XENON1T experiment [16]. In this paper, we

explore models that feature a low fa QCD axion mediating the interactions between DM

particles and the Standard Model (SM).
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To study the viable thermal histories for QCD axion-mediated DM scenarios, we con-

sider a Dirac fermion DM candidate, χ. The cosmology depends critically on the values of

the reheating temperature of the universe after inflation (TRH). If TRH is large enough for

the axion to reach thermal equilibrium with the SM sector at early times, then χ can also

come into thermal equilibrium through axion-χ interactions. In this case, χ can undergo

freeze-out. While QCD axion-mediated annihilations of χ into SM particles (such as glu-

ons or quarks) are already experimentally constrained to be too small for χ to reach the

observed abundance of DM, χ can freeze-out into axions. The axion would then remain

today as dark radiation. For lower reheating temperatures, the axion and, therefore, χ

never come into equilibrium with the Standard Model. In this case, χ can be frozen-in ei-

ther through Standard Model collisions or axion annihilations. A summary of the different

thermal histories is shown in Fig. 1.

We study these cosmic histories, finding the parameter space for which χ makes up

DM and its viability in light of the relevant astrophysical and cosmological constraints.

The thermal history for axion-like particle-mediated DM has been recently considered in

Refs. [17, 18]. While some of the phenomenology we discuss in this paper overlaps with

Refs. [17, 18], assuming that the axion solves the strong CP problem dramatically shapes

the phenomenology. We emphasize key differences throughout. In particular, the QCD

axion is a highly predictive theory, and, as such, our results can be represented in terms

of three model parameters: the axion decay constant (fa), the DM mass (mχ), and the

coupling of the axion to the dark sector (gaχ), and one cosmological parameter namely the

reheating temperature (TRH).

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce the Lagrangian of our model.

In addition, we present the constraints on the Lagrangian parameters from astrophysical

and cosmological data independent of the assumption that χ makes up the full abundance

for DM. In Sec. 3, we present the outline of the thermal history. In Sec. 4, we explore

the different possible freeze-out and freeze-in thermal histories, pointing out interesting

experimental targets. We summarize our results and conclude in Sec. 5.

2 The QCD Axion and Dark Matter

2.1 Introduction to the Model

We begin by presenting the structure of the PQ symmetry, U(1)PQ, and the corresponding

pseudo-Goldstone boson after spontaneous symmetry breaking, the QCD axion (a).

The fundamental interaction of the QCD axion to the gluon field strength tensor (GA
µν)

and its dual (G̃A
µν = 1

2ϵµνρσG
Aρσ) is given by

La ⊃ αs

8π

(
a

fa
− θ

)
GA

µνG̃
µν . (2.1)

To address the strong CP problem, the axion must obtain an expectation value that cancels

the θ-term in the Lagrangian. This occurs dynamically when QCD enters the confining

phase, generating an axion potential computed in chiral perturbation theory for two light
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TRH

gaχ

Freeze-in

aa→ χχ

Freeze-out

χχ→ aa

4π

Thermal Freeze-out

χχ→ SM SM

thermally-coupled axionsthermally-decoupled axions

SM Freeze-in

SM → χχ

π0 → χχ

tt̄→ χχ

gg → χχ

Figure 1: Schematic outline of possible thermal histories of QCD axion-mediated dark

matter as a function of the reheating temperature of the universe, TRH, and the axion-

dark matter coupling, gaχ, defined below Eq. (2.10). For sufficiently high TRH, the QCD

axion comes into thermal equilibrium with the SM. In this limit, χ can freeze-out or

freeze-in through the QCD axion, while conventional freeze-out to the SM is ruled out by

perturbativity of gaχ. For smaller TRH, the axion does not come into thermal contact with

the SM, but χ can still be produced through direct SM freeze-in. Due to its ultraviolet

nature, gluon-driven freeze-in can contribute significantly to the abundance. This can

be the dominant production mechanism independently of whether the axion is thermally

coupled to the SM.

flavors to be [19],

V (a) ≃ −m2
πf

2
π

√
1− 4mumd

(mu +md)2
sin2

(
a

fa
− θ

)
. (2.2)

This potential is minimized when a = θfa, solving the strong CP problem by setting the

coefficient in Eq. (2.1) to zero. From this point forward, we work with the field expanded

around its vacuum expectation value (VEV). The axion mass corresponding to Eq. (2.2)

is given by,

ma ≃ fπmπ

fa
. (2.3)

We now consider the remaining interactions of the axion field. Since we are primarily

interested in dynamics below the weak scale, the phenomenology is largely driven by inter-

actions of the axion to the charged first-generation fermions and photon. Furthermore, we

only write the pseudo-scalar interactions and neglect sources of weak violation [20], leading
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to the interaction Lagrangian,

L ⊃ cu
2fa

∂µaū γ
µ γ5 u+

cd
2fa

∂µad̄ γ
µ γ5 d+

ce
2fa

∂µaē γ
µ γ5 e− cγ

4fa
aFµνF̃

µν , (2.4)

with the field strength dual defined as F̃µν ≡ 1
2ϵ

µναβFαβ.

In this paper, we consider the two well-known UV completions, the Dine-Fischler-

Srednicki-Zhitnitsky (DFSZ) model [21, 22] and the Kim-Shifman-Vainshtein-Zakharov

(KSVZ) [23, 24]. In the KSVZ model, a vector-like color-triplet fermion and a complex

scalar, both charged under U(1)PQ, are added to the SM Lagrangian. The complex scalar

gets a VEV, fa, spontaneously breaking the U(1)PQ and producing a pseudo-Goldstone a

(axion). The interactions of the axion with the SM fields are generated at the loop level

and are given by1 [25],

ce ≃
3α2

4π2
(−1.92) log

(
Λχ

me

)
, cγ = − α

2π
(1.924) , (2.5)

where α is the electromagnetic fine-structure constant and Λχ is the chiral symmetry-

breaking scale. Following Ref. [25], we take Λχ to be Λχ ≃ 1 GeV. Furthermore, the

effective coupling of the axion to neutrons and protons is defined as,

L ⊃ cn
2fa

∂µan̄γ
µγ5n+

cp
2fa

∂µap̄γ
µγ5p , (2.6)

and is computed by matching to a low-energy effective field theory for the nucleons using

inputs from β-decay measurements and lattice simulations [26]. This leads to,

cn = −0.02 , and cp = −0.47 . (2.7)

In the DFSZ model, the SM is extended to include a complex weak-singlet scalar

field and an additional Higgs doublet. One Higgs doublet (Hu) gives mass to the up-type

quarks, one Higgs doublet (Hd) to down-type quarks. Depending on which Higgs doublet

gives mass to the leptons, we refer to the model as DFSZ-I (Hd) or DFSZ-II (Hu). All

the scalar fields get VEVs resulting in spontaneous symmetry breaking, and the axion is

identified as a linear combination of the corresponding Goldstone bosons. The parameter

tanβ is the ratio of the up-type to down-type Higgs VEVs. The axion has the quark and

photon couplings given by

cγ =
α

2π

(
8

3
− 1.924

)
, cu =

1

3
cos2 β , and cd =

1

3
sin2 β. (2.8)

The electron coupling depends on the DFSZ realization with ce =
1
3 sin

2 β for DFSZ-I and

−1
3 cos

2 β for DFSZ-II. The effective proton and neutron couplings are given by

cp = −0.435 sin2 β − 0.182 and cn = 0.414 sin2 β − 0.160 . (2.9)

1We do not give expressions for cu and cd at loop level in the KSVZ model since they are not relevant

to the cosmology and phenomenology of the scenarios we consider in our paper.
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As our proposed dark matter candidate, we introduce a Dirac fermion, χ. Both the

KSVZ and DFSZ QCD axions can interact with χ through the dimension-5 interaction,

L ⊃ cχ
2fa

∂µaχ̄γ
µγ5χ . (2.10)

For convenience, we define a dimensionless coupling gaχ ≡ cχmχ/fa, whose natural value

is of order mχ/fa. In this work, we will explore a range of values for the coupling (limited

by perturbativity, gaχ ≲ 4π). In Secs. 4.2 and 4.4, we will highlight regimes where QCD

axion-mediated dark matter can match the observed relic abundance for natural values of

gaχ and still be in line with present experimental constraints.

2.2 Experimental Constraints

The QCD axion hypothesis has been extensively tested by a collection of terrestrial and

astrophysical experiments (see Ref. [25] for a review). The constraints from meson decays

and stellar cooling bounds limit the axion mass to be below the eV scale. In this range,

the dominant bounds come from various stellar cooling limits. In this section, we briefly

summarize the bounds.

The strongest bound on the QCD axion-photon coupling is from its influence on the

cooling of stars within globular clusters [27, 28]. Axion-induced cooling would change

the ratios of star types. Consistency between simulations and observations results in the

bound, |cγ | /fa ≲ 4.7 × 10−11 GeV−1 [28]. The dominant bound on the electron coupling

is from the non-observation of excess cooling in red giant stars. This gives the constraint,

|ce| /fa ≲ 2.9× 10−10 GeV−1 [29]. Finally, the most stringent bound on the axion-nucleon

interaction is from the observation of neutrinos ejected during SN 1987A, which would

not be measurable if the axion rapidly cooled the supernova core. This constrains the

combination of neutron and proton couplings [30] as 2

1

fa

(
c2n + 0.53 cpcn + 0.61 c2p

)1/2
≲ 9.7× 10−10 GeV

−1
. (2.11)

These bounds can be read in terms of bounds on the KSVZ and DFSZ parameter

space. For the KSVZ axion, the strongest bound on the decay constant, fa, is from the

axion-nucleon interaction, while for the DFSZ axion, the most stringent bound depends on

β but is from the axion-electron coupling for β ≳ 0.5 (β ≲ 0.95) for DFSZ-I (DFSZ-II). In

summary, in this limit, we find

fa ≳


3.9× 108 GeV (KSVZ)

1.2× 109 GeV sin2 β (DFSZ-I)

1.2× 109 GeV cos2 β (DFSZ-II)

. (2.12)

It is interesting that, in addition to the stellar bounds just discussed, there are hints of

anomalous cooling in systems whose dominant cooling could come from axion bremsstrahlung

2An additional bound can be set directly on the gluon coupling by the requirement that relativistic

axions are not overproduced in the early universe in conflict with measurements of the effective number of

relativistic degrees of freedom. This puts a milder constraint on the decay constant than those previously

mentioned [31].
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off of electrons [15, 32]. The combination of data on the cooling of these several systems

– white dwarf, red giant branch, and horizontal branch stars – suggests a best-fit value

of 1.6 × 10−10 GeV−1 ≲ |ce| /fa ≲ 2.9 × 10−10 GeV−1 [32], with so far little evidence

for any other interaction. For the DFSZ-I axion, this corresponds to a suggested region

1.2 × 109 sin2 β ≲ fa/GeV ≲ 2.1 × 109 sin2 β. A similar relation applies for DFSZ-II, but

with sinβ → cosβ. There is no preferred region in the KSVZ model since the electron

coupling is zero at the tree level, and therefore the value of fa needed to explain these

hints is excluded by SN 1987A bounds.

In addition to these astrophysical bounds, upcoming terrestrial experiments will give

complementary information. The upcoming helioscope experiment IAXO will either dis-

cover the axion or further constrain the axion-photon coupling at low ma to |cγ |/fa ≲
4.4× 10−12 GeV−1, assuming that solar axions are solely produced from the axion-photon

coupling. Production from the axion-electron coupling instead provides a bound on the

product of the electron and photon couplings. The projected bound depends on ma but

can be as stringent as
√
|cecγ |/fa ≲ 2.2×10−11 GeV−1 [13]. For the KSVZ (DFSZ) axion,

the bound on the photon coupling corresponds to fa ≳ 4.3×108 GeV (fa ≳ 1.0×108 GeV).

For the DFSZ axion, depending on the value of β, the bound on the combination of the

electron and photon couplings corresponds to fa as large as 7 × 108 GeV, while for the

KSVZ axion the small value of ce indicates this bound is not competitive with the bound

exploiting the photon coupling. Collectively, these future bounds represent an order-of-

magnitude improvement over the current bound from the CERN Axion Solar Telescope

(CAST) experiment [33–36]. Therefore, IAXO will be able to offer a much-needed direct

complementary probe of the properties of the axion given the uncertainties associated with

stellar cooling bounds (in particular, SN 1987A). The ALPS II experiment will also push

constraints on cγ , however is not well-suited to probe the QCD axion line [14].

The axion-DM coupling is constrained by the observation that DM is cold and collision-

less on galactic scales. Halo dynamics remain relatively unaffected by forward scattering,

where the forward momentum is approximately unchanged. This is because forward scat-

tering is inefficient at transporting heat from the outer region to the inner region of the

halo. To weigh collisions with greater forward momentum loss more strongly (i.e., those

collisions which lead to thermalization of the inner halo), a commonly used weighted cross

section is the transfer cross section [37],3

σT ≡
∫
dΩ

dσSIDM

dΩ
(1− cos θ) , (2.13)

where σSIDM is the self-interacting dark matter cross section. DM self-scatters through

three processes at tree level (χχ → χχ, χ̄χ̄ → χ̄χ̄, χχ̄ → χχ̄) and we use σSIDM to denote

the average of all three processes. Assuming ma ≪ mχv/2 the non-relativistic transfer

cross section is 4

3An alternative cross section is the viscosity cross section. However, following Ref. [38], we use the

transfer cross section to be consistent with most of the dark matter literature.
4We do not consider the effects of Sommerfeld enhancement at non-relativistic velocities on the SIDM

cross section in the light of Ref. [39], which shows that pseudoscalar mediated processes are subject only to

a miniscule enhancement.
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σT =
g4aχ

128πm2
χ

. (2.14)

The self-interaction scattering processes are below the experimental bounds for σT /mχ ≲
1 cm2/g [38, 40]. This gives the rough constraint,

gaχ ≲ 0.21
( mχ

1 MeV

) 3
4
. (2.15)

Note that some level of self-interaction may even be preferred by current experimental

data [41, 42] and is roughly around where Eq. (2.15) saturates.

Finally, the QCD axion is subject to a cosmological bound that depends on the size

of TRH relative to the temperature at which the PQ symmetry is restored, which we ap-

proximate with fa. If TRH ≲ fa, the symmetry is never restored in the early universe. In

this regime, axions are produced due to the misalignment mechanism with an unknown

initial angle. If TRH ≳ fa, axions are produced from the decay of cosmic defects, and their

abundance must be calculated numerically [43, 44]. For both regimes of TRH, cosmic axions

make up a population of cold dark matter after the QCD phase transition. Requiring this

population not to overproduce dark matter sets an approximate bound [44, 45],

fa ≲

{
2.0× 1011 GeV (TRH ≲ fa)

1.4× 1011 GeV (TRH ≳ fa)
, (2.16)

where, for concreteness, in the case of TRH ≲ fa, we assumed an initial misalignment angle

of 2.15, as employed in Ref. [45]. In our work, we focus on the regime where TRH ≲ fa and

show summary plots with this constraint. These bounds have a large degree of uncertainty

and should only be taken as a rough guideline for the approximate region of interest. The

combination of Eqs. (2.12) and (2.16) give an experimental target range for fa.

3 Scattering Rates and Thermalization

The thermal history of dark matter depends on the interaction strengths of the mediator

to the SM (∝ 1/fa) and the χ-a coupling (gaχ). There are three scattering processes in the

early universe,

1. χ-SM scattering (χ̄χ↔ gg) ,

2. a-SM scattering (ag ↔ q̄q, aq ↔ gq, aq̄ ↔ gq̄, ag ↔ gg) , and

3. a-χ scattering (χ̄χ↔ aa).

We define three temperatures (TχSM, TaSM, Taχ) corresponding to the epochs at which each

rate crosses the Hubble rate, assuming all particles are in thermal equilibrium. Below TχSM
(TaSM), the χ-SM (a-SM) scattering processes fall out of equilibrium, whereas below Taχ,

the a-χ scattering processes come into equilibrium. As we will demonstrate in Sec. 3.2,

perturbativity of gaχ implies that if χ is in thermal contact with the SM, so is the axion
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TaχTaSMTχSM

χ

χ

a

a
g

g

g

a

g

g

χ

χ

(C) a-χ scattering(B) a-SM scattering(A) χ-SM scattering

Figure 2: Key processes which can drive dark matter into equilibrium in the early universe.

The temperatures, TχSM and TaSM denote the temperature at which each process drops out

of equilibrium whereas the temperature Taχ denotes when aa ↔ χχ̄ comes into thermal

equilibrium. For negligible mχ, the temperature hierarchy depends only on gaχ and fa as

presented in Eq. (3.14).

(and, therefore, TaSM < TχSM). Consequently, there are three possible hierarchies: Taχ ≪
TaSM ≪ TχSM, TaSM ≪ Taχ ≪ TχSM, and TaSM ≪ TχSM ≪ Taχ, depending on the size of

the interaction strengths. We will explore dynamics within each hierarchy in this work. A

representative Feynman diagram for each scattering process is depicted in Fig. 2.

Dark matter can come into thermal contact with the SM directly through χ-SM scat-

tering or through a combination of a-χ and a-SM scattering. In such a case, it will undergo

freeze-out into SM particles or into axions when it becomes non-relativistic. If χ never

reaches a thermal abundance, it may still have a sizable relic density due to freeze-in from

either SM particles or QCD axion collisions. In either case, calculating the abundance

requires knowing the cross sections for the scattering processes above. We now go through

each process in turn and calculate the thermalization temperatures to explore the initial

conditions for freeze-in or freeze-out.

3.1 χ-SM Scattering

Above the QCD scale, the dominant mechanism through which χ can come into thermal

equilibrium with the SM is through collisions with gluons and SM fermions. Fig. 2 (A)

shows the leading diagram which drives the gluon-scattering process. The corresponding

cross sections of the gg → χχ̄ process and its inverse are,

σgg→χ̄χ =
vχ
8π3

g2aχα
2
s

f2a
, (3.1)

σχ̄χ→gg = σgg→χ̄χ/v
2
χ , (3.2)

where vχ ≡
√
1− 4m2

χ/s.
5

5In Eq. (3.2), and everywhere else in this work, we define the cross section to include a sum over the

number of internal degrees of freedom of the initial and final states.
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Scattering involving SM fermions can similarly produce and deplete χ particles. The

corresponding production cross section and its inverse process are

σff̄→χχ̄ =
1

4πs

vχ
vf

(
cfmf

fa

)2

g2aχNc , (3.3)

σχχ̄→ff̄ = σff̄→χχ̄

v2f
v2χ
. (3.4)

Nc is the number of colors, and we define vf ≡
√

1− 4m2
f/s. Comparing the cross sections

in Eqs. (3.1) and (3.3), we observe that the gluon rate will dominate over the fermion rate

due to the parametric suppression in the fermion rate m2
f/s ∼ m2

f/T
2. Consequently, the

interaction of the DM with the SM fermions is inconsequential for thermalization with the

SM bath for generic values of TRH, and we neglect it here.

To calculate the rate at which the gg → χχ̄ process can drive χ into thermal equilibrium

with the SM, we compute the scattering rate by carrying out the thermal average over

Eq. (3.1), assuming a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution for the gluons and setting mχ → 0,6

ΓχSM ≃ 1

4π3
T 3

(
αs

8πfa

)2

g2aχ . (3.5)

Importantly, the χ-SM scattering is suppressed by both g2aχ and 1/f2a . We compute the

thermalization condition by setting this rate equal to the Hubble rate. We find the corre-

sponding thermalization temperature,

TχSM ≃ 3.6× 107 GeV

(
fa

109 GeV

)2( 1

gaχ

)2

. (3.6)

3.2 a-SM Scattering

The axion-SM conversion process has been extensively studied in the literature. The axion

can remain today as a relativistic relic and be probed through its influence on ∆Neff [47–

49] and using experiments designed to search for axion dark matter [50]. Our primary

interest here is to determine whether the QCD axion thermalizes with the SM sector.

Thermalization occurs primarily through four processes of the same order, gg ↔ ga, ga↔
qq̄, aq ↔ gq, and aq̄ ↔ gq̄. A sample Feynman diagram is shown in Fig. 2 (B). The full

expression for the rate can be found in Ref. [47]. We approximate the strong coupling

constant with its value at 10 TeV, αs(10 TeV) ≃ 0.075,7 and we find the collision rate

ΓaSM ≃ 6.8× 10−5T
3

f2a
. (3.7)

6Throughout this work, we approximate the particle phase space to be Maxwell-Boltzmann and neglect

any finite temperature corrections to the particle masses. These assumptions were found to lead to O(1)

corrections to the interaction rates in the case of Sequential freeze-in, where a non-thermalized mediator

produces dark matter particles [46]. While we do not consider this case, we note that it is likely O(1)

corrections will also be present in our results.
7We find an O(1) variation in the rate if, instead, we take the strong coupling constant to be

αs(10
5 TeV) ≈ 0.042. More generally, solving for the thermalization temperature numerically, allowing

for the running of αs, leads to the same qualitative results, a part from O(1) corrections.
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By comparing the a− SM collision rate to the Hubble rate, we estimate the thermal-

ization temperature as,

TaSM ≃ 2× 104 GeV

(
fa

109 GeV

)2

. (3.8)

Note that unlike for χ-SM scattering, a-SM scattering is not parametrically-suppressed by

g2aχ, but only 1/f2a . Comparing Eqs. (3.6) and (3.8), we observe that TaSM ≪ TχSM for all

gaχ in the perturbative regime, as we expected following the discussion in the introduction

of Sec. 3.

3.3 a-χ Scattering

If the axion reaches a thermal distribution with the SM, axion-χ scattering can drive dark

matter in thermal equilibrium as well. A sample Feynman diagram is shown in Fig. 2 (C).

The cross sections for the process aa→ χχ̄ and its inverse process are given by,

σaa→χχ̄ =
g4aχ
2πs

[
tanh−1vχ − vχ

]
, (3.9)

σχ̄χ→aa = σaa→χχ̄/2v
2
χ . (3.10)

Using Eq. (3.9), we can compute the thermalization rate of χ from axion annihilations,

assuming the axion has a thermal distribution. In the limit 4m2
χ ≪ s we find

Γaχ = 3
g4aχ

K2(
mχ

T )2
ζ(3)

16π3
T 5

m4
χ

∫ ∞

2mχ/T
dz

[
log

(
T

mχ
z

)
− 1

]
z2K1(z) , (3.11)

where z ≡
√
s/T and K1 (K2) is the first (second) modified Bessel function of the second

kind. This equation has a IR divergence asmχ → 0, forcing us to keep the mass explicitly in

the thermalization rate. Equating Eq. (3.11) to the Hubble rate gives an implicit equation

for the thermalization temperature,

Taχ ≃ g4aχMpl
1

x4K2

(
x
2

)2 3ζ(3)π3

[∫ ∞

x
dz K1(z)(z

2 − x2)

(
log

2z

x
− 1

)]
, (3.12)

where x = 2mχ/Taχ. This equation can be solved numerically for Taχ. We find a result

that is largely insensitive to mχ:

Taχ ∼ 1 TeV
( gaχ
10−5

)4
. (3.13)

The value of Taχ changes by ∼ 50% when mχ is varied over the keV-TeV range. If axions

are in equilibrium with the SM, they will, in turn, thermalize χ’s if the temperature of the

universe is below Taχ.
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The parameters fa and gaχ dictate the temperature hierarchy. Combining Eqs. (3.6),

(3.8), and (3.13), we find,

Taχ ≪ TaSM ≪ TχSM :

TaSM ≪ Taχ ≪ TχSM :

TaSM ≪ TχSM ≪ Taχ :

gaχ ≪ 2× 10−5
(

fa
109 GeV

)1/2
2× 10−5

(
fa

109 GeV

)1/2
≪ gaχ ≪ 3× 10−3

(
fa

109 GeV

)1/3
3× 10−3

(
fa

109 GeV

)1/3
≪ gaχ

.

(3.14)

4 Thermally-Coupled Axions

Armed with the expressions for the thermalization of the dark sector, we now study several

different viable thermal histories that lead to the observed dark matter abundance. We

consider three different regimes. We begin by studying freeze-out into the SM and show

that this mechanism is not viable for any perturbative value of gaχ. We then go on to

consider freeze-in from the SM, finding that the freeze-in production may be either IR or

UV-dominated; the value of TRH fixes the leading freeze-in mechanism. Finally, we consider

freeze-out and freeze-in processes happening purely within the dark sector.

4.1 SM Freeze-out: χχ̄→ SM

Conventional dark-matter freeze-out can proceed through χ collisions into SM particles.

Comparing the cross sections in Eqs. (3.2) and (3.4), we conclude that annihilations into

gluons will generically dominate the freeze-out process over annihilations into SM fermions.

Since the gluon process is driven by the interaction which solves the strong CP problem,

the rate can be calculated independently of the KSVZ or DFSZ UV completion. The

thermally-averaged cross section can be calculated starting with Eq. (3.2), and is given in

the limit of small DM velocities (the relevant limit during freeze-out) by

⟨σχχ̄→ggv⟩ ≃
1

4π3
g2aχα

2
s

f2a
. (4.1)

The χ Boltzmann equation is,

ṅχ + 3Hnχ =
1

2
(n̄2χ − n2χ) ⟨σχχ̄→ggv⟩ . (4.2)

where n̄χ is the number density of χ in thermal equilibrium. Integrating Eq. (4.2), we find

the dark matter yield, Yχ ≡ nχ/s and the relic density condition,

Ωχ ≃ ΩDM

(
1

gaχ

)2( fa
2.4× 103 GeV

)2

, (4.3)

where ΩDM ≃ 0.27. Requiring gaχ ≲ 4π to fulfill perturbative unitarity, and requiring

Ωχ = ΩDM leads to fa ≲ 104 GeV that is well excluded by a combination of neutron star

cooling and supernova bounds for both KSVZ and DFSZ axion models (see Sec. 2.2).
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4.2 SM Freeze-in: SM → χχ̄

Existing experimental bounds on the value of fa suggest that dark matter may freeze-in

through the QCD axion portal. This case corresponds to the case where TRH ≪ TχSM such

that dark matter is not thermalized. For simplicity, we also assume TRH ≪ TaSM such that

the axion is not significantly populated in the early universe. This is not strictly necessary,

but simplifies the analysis since, in this case, χ’s are not additionally significantly produced

from axion annihilations.

The parametric dependence of the relic abundance condition depends on the dominant

production process. At high temperatures, the non-renormalizable nature of the gluon

interaction makes the gg → χχ̄ collision rate sensitive to a positive power of temperature

(see Eq. (3.5)). Hence the structure of the interaction results in a freeze-in abundance

scaling as a positive power of the reheating temperature of the universe, a situation known

as “UV freeze-in.”

Remarkably, abundances produced via axion-fermion interactions are largely insen-

sitive to TRH. This might be puzzling since the axion interactions arise as dimension-5

operators, violating the intuition laid out in Ref. [51]. However, in the case of elementary

external states, the amplitudes pick up a power of the fermion mass, reducing the UV

sensitivity. The fermion mass insertion makes heavier fermions an important contribution,

if the fermion is not too heavy such that its density is significantly Boltzmann suppressed

at TRH. As we will see, top anti-top annihilations can be a significant source of dark matter

for a range of TRH.

For composite external states (e.g., SM pions), the amplitude picks up contributions

of order the QCD scale. This feature can result in a substantial freeze-in abundance from

QCD resonances for TRH ≲ 100 GeV. The abundance in this case is also insensitive to

TRH, resulting in a “IR freeze-in”.

In the following sections, we explore these different processes. The most important

contributions are from gluon annihilations, top anti-top annihilations, and pion decay.

Which process dominates will depend on TRH, and we show the ratios of the different

process yields (for which the fa and gaχ dependence cancels), assuming mχ is small in

Fig. 3. For concreteness, we produce the plot for the DFSZ model with β = π/4.

In all of the cases discussed above, we can have additional dynamics if gaχ is suffi-

ciently large to cause the process χχ̄→ aa to come into local thermal equilibrium. In this

case, χ’s will annihilate after production and calculating the abundance requires tracking

the evolution of the χ phase space. While it’s possible for χ to have the observed relic

abundance in this regime, we leave this more involved calculation for future work.

4.2.1 gg → χχ̄

The freeze-in abundance from gluon annihilations is UV-dominated due to the higher-

dimensional nature of the gluon interaction. The Boltzmann equation for the χ number

density is given by,

ṅχ + 3Hnχ = 2n̄2g ⟨σgg→χχ̄v⟩ , (4.4)
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Figure 3: The ratio of the dark matter yield from individual processes to its total yield

from all processes for the DFSZ model with β = π/4. We show curves from π0 → χ̄χ

(blue), gg → χ̄χ (purple), tt̄ → χ̄χ (red), bb̄ → χ̄χ (green) and cc̄ → χ̄χ (orange), as

a function of the reheating temperature of the universe in the limit where mχ → 0. The

dependence of gaχ and fa drops out in calculating the ratio. We conclude that for TRH

below 104 GeV, IR-dominated top and pion contributions can be sizable, whereas above

104 GeV, the UV-sensitive gluon contribution is the dominant one.

where n̄g is the gluon number density in thermal equilibrium. The collision term depends on

the gluon phase space density, which we approximate as a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution

during freeze-in. Assuming that the DM mass mχ is negligible compared to the typical

center-of-mass energy of the incoming gluons (as expected from a UV sensitive process),

we find the collision term,

n̄2g ⟨σgg→χχ̄v⟩ =
4

π5

(
αs

8πfa

)2

g2aχT
6 . (4.5)

Integrating the Boltzmann equation from reheating until today gives the yield,

Yχ ≃ 1

8π7

(
gaχ
fa

)2 T 6
RH

sSM(TRH)H(TRH)

1∫
aRH/aQCD

α2
s

g∗,s
√
g∗
dz , (4.6)

where we use Yχ to denote the sum of the particle and anti-particle yields, z ≡ aRH/a, and

sSM is the entropy density of the SM bath. Evaluating this integral numerically gives the

relic density condition,

Ωχ ≃ ΩDM

(
109 GeV

fa

)4( mχ

370 GeV

)3( gaχ
mχ/fa

)2( TRH

1010 GeV

)
. (4.7)
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We conclude that for weak-scale dark matter and high reheating temperature, the QCD

axion can successfully mediate dark matter freeze-in, even for natural values of gaχ. The

UV nature of this process makes it the dominant freeze-in process for TRH ≳ 104 GeV, as

seen in Fig. 3.

We show the parameter space for which QCD axion-mediated dark matter obtains the

measured relic density from gluon freeze-in for TRH = 105 GeV as black lines in Fig. 4

(right). We show curves for gaχ = 10−5, 10−4, and 10−3. For contrast, we show the

constraints from excessive red giant cooling in solid orange (the preferred region is shown

in cross-hatch) and excessive dark matter production from misalignment in green (see Sec.

2.2).

We now comment on the regime of validity of this scenario. If gaχ is large, then it is

possible for the dark matter to subsequently freeze-out by annihilating into axions, χ̄χ→
aa. A proper investigation of the relic abundance condition in this case requires tracking

the evolution of the phase space density of the dark matter by solving the unintegrated

Boltzmann equations. Since we do not calculate these effects in this work, we simply check

if nχσχχ̄→aa ≲ H, at any point after dark matter is produced.8 This condition is violated in

the blue region shown in Fig. 4.9 Furthermore, to derive the relic abundance, we assumed

that χ is not produced through other means. In particular, if the axion is in thermal

contact with the SM, then it will have a large number density in the early universe and

its annihilations may produce dark matter as well. This will not be the case as long as

TRH ≲ TaSM, a condition which is satisfied in the bulk of the parameter space shown in

Fig.4 (right).

4.2.2 ff̄ → χχ̄

Dark matter can be frozen-in through collisions of SM fermions, f , i.e. by the process

ff̄ → χχ̄. As we will show, the abundance is sensitive to the fermion mass. Consequently,

for reheating temperatures near the weak scale, the dominant source of dark matter will

be from top anti-top annihilations.

The Boltzmann equation can be written as

ṅχ + 3Hnχ = 2n̄2f
〈
σff̄→χχ̄v

〉
, (4.8)

where n̄f is the fermion number density in thermal equilibrium. In the limit that dark

matter is light compared to the fermion m2
χ ≪ m2

f ,
10 we find that the collision term is,

n̄2f
〈
σff̄→χχ̄v

〉
=

1

32π5
Nc

(
cfmf

fa

)2

g2aχm
2
fT

2K1

(mf

T

)2
. (4.9)

8Since the dark matter annihilation cross section scales as inversely with energy squared, this condition

is the most stringent when dark matter is about to become non-relativistic. To estimate this condition, we

fix the χ kinetic energy of order mχ and its number density to YχsSM.
9We calculate the relic abundance in the extreme limit where χ collisions are rapid enough to thermalize

χ in Sec. 4.3.
10In the opposite limit, mf ≪ mχ, the IR freeze-in abundance is suppressed by an additional factor of

mf/mχ such that this is not an efficient production mechanism.
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Figure 4: The parameter space of dark matter frozen in through the Standard Model-

axion interactions for TRH = 103 GeV (Left) and 105 GeV (Right). For concreteness,

we focus on the DFSZ axion with β = π/4 which has sizable contributions from tt̄ → χχ

and gg → χχ, depending on TRH (see Fig. 3). We show the strongest astrophysical bound

on the axion from red giant cooling (orange), depicting the region corresponding to the

cooling hints with cross-hatches. We also overlay the bound from excessive dark matter

production (green) and the region in which DM can subsequently freeze-out by annihilating

into axions (blue).

Integrating the Boltzmann equation gives the dark matter yield,

Yχ ≃ 45

π2(1.66)

1

32π5
Ncc

2
fg

2
aχ

Mplmf

f2a

∫ ∞

mf/TRH

dx
1

g⋆,S
√
g⋆
x2K1(x)

2 , (4.10)

where x ≡ mf/T . Contrary to the yield obtained from gluons in Eq. (4.6), fermion annihi-

lation into χ is approximately TRH independent, making it an IR-dominated process. We

show the abundance from the top quark, bottom quark, and charm quark annihilations

relative to the total abundance in Fig. 3. The factor of mf in Eq. (4.10) shows that the

heavier fermions produce dark matter most efficiently (assuming that TRH ≫ mf ). This

drives the top quark to contribute the most to the dark matter relic density. For the top

quark, the dark matter relic abundance is given by

Ωχ ≃ ΩDM

(
109 GeV

fa

)2( mχ

1 GeV

)(
gaχ

1.4× 10−3

)2

cos4 β . (4.11)

The χ produced from top annihilations can make up all of dark matter for perturbative

values of gaχ (see left panel of Fig. 4).

4.2.3 π0 → χχ̄

Decay of light mesons can also produce dark matter. Since rates involving external com-

posite states are proportional to the QCD scale, these processes are also IR-dominated.
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As such, we focus on the lightest meson that can produce dark matter - the π0. Heavier

mesons, such as the ρ, J/ψ, . . . will have similar contributions but the resulting abundance

will be suppressed relative to the π0 contribution by ratios of heavy meson mass to the π0

mass.

The π0 interaction with dark matter arises from the axion-π0 mixing. This mixing has

been extensively studied in the literature (see, e.g., Ref. [52]). Starting with the quark-level

Lagrangian in Eq. (2.4), the resulting π0-axion chiral Lagrangian is given by,

L ⊃ 1

2
(∂µa)2 +

1

2
(∂µπ0)2 − ε∂µa∂µπ

0 , (4.12)

with the kinetic mixing coefficient, ε, given by,

ε ≡ fπ
√
2

4fa

(
cu − cd −

(md −mu)

md +mu

)
,

≃ −10−11

(
109 GeV

fa

){
1.56 (KSVZ)

1.56− 1.53 cos 2β (DFSZ)
. (4.13)

Here we introduced the pion decay constant fπ ≃ 130 MeV.

Rotating away the kinetic mixing in Eq. (4.12) results in a π0-dark matter interaction

from Eq. (2.10). This interaction is given by

Lπ =
gaχ
2mχ

ε∂µπ
0χ̄γµγ5χ , (4.14)

where we used that m2
a ≪ m2

π. This term drives the π0 → χχ freeze-in process. To

compute the dark matter yield we solve the Boltzmann equation for χ,

ṅχ + 3Hnχ = 2n̄π0⟨Γπ0→χχ̄⟩ , (4.15)

where,

n̄π0

〈
Γπ0→χχ̄

〉
≡
∫

d3pπ
(2π)3

mπ

Eπ
ε2v3χ

g2aχm
3
π

8π
fπ0 . (4.16)

In Eq. (4.16), we introduced fπ0 as the pion phase space, which we approximate with a

Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution, and we also introduced, vχ ≡ (1−4m2
χ/m

2
π)

1/2. Carrying

out the integral in Eq. (4.16) gives the collision term,

n̄π0

〈
Γπ0→χχ̄

〉
≃ ε2v3χ

g2aχm
3
π

16π3
TK1

(mπ

T

)
. (4.17)

In the limit where g⋆ ≃ g⋆(mπ) and g⋆,S ≃ g⋆,S(mπ) do not change considerably during

freeze-in, we find an analytic solution to the Boltzmann equation,

mχYχ ≃ mχ

3ε2v3χg
2
aχm

4
π

16π2sSM(mπ)H(mπ)
,

≃ 0.44 eV
( ε

10−11

)2 ( mχ

10 MeV

)(gaχ
0.1

)2
. (4.18)
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We observe that since |ε| ≲ 10−11 and mχ ≲ mπ/2, for neutral pion decay to produce

the observed dark matter abundance requires large values of gaχ. For such large values of

the dark matter-axion coupling, χ’s produced from pion decays will inevitably annihilate

significantly after production, thermalizing the dark sector. To solve this system, one must

study the unintegrated Boltzmann equations, and we leave such a detailed study for future

work.

4.3 Dark Sector Freeze-out: χχ̄→ aa

Dark matter can enter thermal equilibrium in the early universe if TRH ≳ TχSM or Taχ ≳
TRH ≳ TaSM. If χ reaches a thermal distribution in the early universe, it may freeze-out

into the QCD axion, χχ̄→ aa. In this section, we study this possibility, finding that dark

sector freeze-out is viable for perturbative values of gaχ. Furthermore, the corresponding

QCD axion abundance can be tested by future measurements of ∆Neff .

We consider the case where the dark sector decouples from the SM bath at a tem-

perature TaSM, which we take to be before freeze-out (TaSM ≫ mχ). The changes in the

entropy of the SM will result in a dark sector temperature (T ′) being different from T by

a ratio of g⋆ values, which we can compute using conservation of entropy:

T ′ =

(
g⋆,S(T )

g⋆,S(TaSM)

)1/3

T . (4.19)

The Boltzmann equation for freeze-out is given by

ṅχ + 3Hnχ = −1

2
⟨σχχ̄→aav⟩(n2χ − n̄2χ(T

′)) , (4.20)

where the thermally-averaged cross section is,

⟨σχχ̄→aav⟩ ≃
g4aχ

16πm2
χ

T ′

mχ
. (4.21)

Using the sudden freeze-out approximation we find an approximate analytic solution to

Eq. (4.20):

Yχ ≃ 4mχ

Tf

1

sSM(mχ)

H(mχ)

⟨σχχ̄→aav⟩(Tf )
. (4.22)

The relic abundance condition gives,

Ωχ ≃ ΩDM

[
g⋆,S(TaSM)

g⋆,S(Tf )

]1/3 (mχ/Tf
10

)2(g⋆(Tf )
15

) 1
2
(

15

g⋆,S(Tf )

)(
mχ

1 GeV

)2(4.4× 10−2

gaχ

)4

.

(4.23)

The factor in the square brackets is absent when freeze-out occurs before the dark sector

decouples from the SM, i.e. TaSM ≲ mχ. Note that due to the large value of gaχ necessary

to get the observed abundance, freeze-out into QCD axions can only occur for unnaturally

large values of gaχ (gaχ ≡ cχmχ/fa ≫ mχ/fa).

The χχ̄ → aa freeze-out process does not require any direct coupling between the

SM and the dark sector, and hence is challenging to test experimentally. The only direct
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constraint comes from searches for dark matter self-interactions. Inputting Eq. (2.15) into

the relic abundance condition, we conclude that this does not meaningfully constrain the

parameter space for dark matter which obeys the Tremaine-Gunn bound, mχ ≳ 1 keV [53,

54]. Nevertheless, since dark matter annihilates into QCD axions, which remain relativistic

today, the theory predicts a significant source of dark radiation. This extra source of energy

density in the early universe would modify the predictions for ratios of light nuclei produced

during Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) and the cosmic microwave background (CMB).

Currently, BBN limits ∆Neff < 0.4 [55], while the CMB constrains ∆Neff < 0.3 [56].

Upcoming measurements of the CMB are expected to either discover dark radiation or

push these bounds by an order of magnitude in the near future [57–59]. We now study the

implications of these measurements on dark sector freeze-out.

First, we note that if mχ ≪ 100 keV, then dark matter would be relativistic at BBN.

This would amount to a value of ∆Neff in contrast with current limits. Therefore, we

assume mχ ≫ 100 keV such that the relativistic degrees of freedom in the dark sector at

and beyond BBN is only given by the axion. We find the value of ∆Neff predicted by

freeze-out of χ into QCD axions by tracking the entropy changes in the dark sector. Since

the number of effective relativistic degrees of freedom decreases in the SM after TaSM, the

SM photon bath will be warmer than the dark sector.

We are interested in the temperature of the dark sector at a SM temperature, T , well

after freeze-out (during either BBN or recombination). At early times, both χ and a are

relativistic while after freeze-out only the axion remains relativistic. Using conservation of

entropy, we find,

T ′ =

(
(7/8)gχ + ga

ga

g⋆,S(T )

g⋆,S(TaSM)

)1/3

T , (4.24)

where ga = 1 and gχ = 4 count the number of degrees of freedom in the dark sector. The

effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom in addition to the photons and neutrinos

is given by,

∆Neff =
1

2

8

7

(
11

4

)4/3

ga

(
(7/8)gχ + ga

ga

g⋆,S(T )

g⋆,S(TaSM)

)4/3

,

≃
(
8.1× g⋆,S(T )

g⋆,S(TaSM)

)4/3

. (4.25)

While in this section, we have treated TaSM as a free parameter, its value is related to fa
through Eq. (3.8). Consequently, existing constraints on fa limit its value to well above the

weak scale. Nevertheless, we consider it as a free parameter given that it may be modified

by introducing additional particles to the spectrum.

The value of ∆Neff , as evaluated well after electron decoupling, is plotted in Fig. 5 as

a function of TaSM. We see that if the axion-Standard Model processes decouple before

temperatures of 3.7 GeV, then the value of ∆Neff is in conflict with current measurements.

Furthermore, future SPT-3G [57], Simon’s Observatory [58], and CMB-S4 [59] observations

will either discover a non-zero ∆Neff or rule out the possibility of χχ̄ → aa freeze-out

entirely, even for large values of TaSM as computed in Eq. (3.8).
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Figure 5: The constraints on χχ̄ → aa freeze-out from the non-observation of dark ra-

diation. The constraint is shown as a function of the temperature at which relativistic

decoupling occurs between the dark and visible sector (TaSM). Current (Planck collabora-

tion [56]) and future (SPT-3G [57], the Simon’s Observatory (SO) [58], and CMB-S4 [59])

constraints on ∆Neff at the 2σ level are shown.

4.4 Dark Sector Freeze-in: aa→ χχ̄

If dark matter never comes into thermal contact with the Standard Model bath, then it

may still be frozen-in through axion collisions, aa → χχ̄. In this section, we consider the

simplified (and generic) case where the axion is thermalized in the early universe. This

situation corresponds to TaSM ≲ TRH ≲ TχSM and TRH ≳ Taχ. This condition can only be

satisfied for either the first or second hierarchy in Eq. (3.14).

As usual, the Boltzmann equation for the χ number density is,

ṅχ + 3Hnχ = 2n̄2a ⟨σaa→χχ̄v⟩ , (4.26)

where n̄a is the number density of axions in thermal equilibrium. To calculate the collision

term, we neglect the impact of Bose-enhancement and approximate the axion phase space

density as a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution with zero chemical potential and temperature

T ′. Taking the thermal average of Eq. (3.9) we find the collision term,

n̄2a ⟨σaa→χχ̄v⟩ =
1

64π5
T ′g4aχ

∫ ∞

4m2
χ

dsK1

(√
s

T ′

)√
s[tanh−1(vχ)− vχ] . (4.27)

Integrating over T , we find the yield

Yχ ≃ 1

32π5
g4aχ

∫ ∞

0
dT ′ 1

sSM(T )H(T )

∫ ∞

4m2
χ

ds
√
sK1

(√
s

T ′

)[
tanh−1 vχ − vχ

]
. (4.28)
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We evaluate this equation numerically to get the freeze-in condition. Since this process

is IR-dominated, we approximate g⋆ and g⋆,S with their values at mχ. We find,

Ωχ ≃ ΩDM

[
g⋆,S(mχ)

g⋆,S(TaSM)

]5/3( 103

g⋆,S(mχ)
√
g⋆(mχ)

)(
gaχ

3× 10−6

)4

. (4.29)

The factor in square brackets is present only when the production of dark matter occurs

predominantly in the dark sector after decoupling from the SM, that is, for mχ ≲ TaSM.

We observe that the abundance is independent of mχ. Furthermore, we conclude from

Eq. (4.29) that the freeze-in process can generate the observed dark matter relic density

for natural values of gaχ ∼ mχ/fa if mχ is near the weak scale.

Having calculated the freeze-in abundance, we now calculate the constraints on freeze-

in from measurements of ∆Neff . The temperature of the dark sector can be tracked from

an initial SM temperature, TaSM,

T ′ =

(
g⋆,S(T )

g⋆,S(TaSM)

)1/3

T , (4.30)

The absent factor of 1 + (7/8)gχ/ga in this equation relative to Eq. (4.24) is because, in

freeze-in, dark matter does not have a sizable energy density in the early universe. The

corresponding ∆Neff is given by,

∆Neff =
1

2

8

7

(
11

4

)4/3

ga

(
g⋆,S(T )

g⋆,S(TaSM)

)4/3

, (4.31)

≃
(
1.8× g⋆,S(T )

g⋆,S(TaSM)

)4/3

. (4.32)

We plot this value in blue in Fig. 5. We conclude that current experiments restrict TaSM ≳
150 MeV, while CMB-S4 will only be able to set a limit TaSM ≳ 350 MeV. From the

expression for TaSM as a function of fa (Eq. (3.8)), we observe that future measurements

of ∆Neff alone are unlikely to be able to probe freeze-in of DM from thermalized axions in

the early universe.

5 Conclusion

The Strong CP problem is one of the strongest indicators for the existence of physics

beyond the SM. The QCD axion is a simple extension to the SM and provides an elegant

solution to the strong CP problem. This has lead to a widescale effort for its detection.

If the axion has a decay constant fa ≲ 1011 GeV, then it is not expected to make up a

significant component of dark matter. Nevertheless, the QCD axion may still play a critical

role in setting the dark matter density if it acts as a mediator between dark matter and

the SM. This is the question we set out to understand in this work.

The dynamics of QCD axion-mediated dark matter depend crucially on whether either

the axion, dark matter, or both, reach thermal equilibrium with the SM. We explore four

different classes of thermal histories: dark matter freeze-out into SM particles, freeze-in
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from collisions of SM particles, dark sector freeze-out into axions, and dark sector freeze-in

from axion collisions. These different possibilities span a large range of possible inter-

action strengths and reheating temperatures. We perform an exploratory study of the

phenomenology, concluding that the thermal histories could be probed by a combination

of astrophysical and cosmological probes. Furthermore, even though the axion interac-

tions are dimension-5 operators, many viable thermal histories exist where the dynamics

are largely insensitive to the reheating temperature. In the case of freeze-in, we find the

QCD axion could have an interaction strength to dark matter of its natural size. These

features make QCD axion-mediated dark matter a predictive and compelling framework

which demands additional study.

Our paper fills a gap in the literature by focusing on the intricacies associated with

producing dark matter through a QCD axion portal. We showed that a vast collection of

production mechanisms remain to be fully understood and probed in this context hence

offering a rich landscape for axion phenomenology in the framework of dark matter detec-

tion.

Note added – During the preparation of this work we became aware of Ref. [60] which

considers a similar scenario.
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