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We show how a mass term for gravitational axions (“gravi-axions”) with a Chern-Simons cou-
pling to gravity can naturally arise due to non-perturbative contributions from Euclidean wormholes,
breaking the continuous shift symmetry of the standard theory. The induced mass can be generated
in a cosmologically relevant range to be the dark matter or dark energy of the universe for a rea-
sonable and well-motivated range of the symmetry breaking scale. Upon generating the gravi-axion
mass term, we discuss the cosmology of the theory. We find that the gravi-axion can be produced
to be the dominant dark matter component via misalignment or gravitational particle production,
and that in a different regime, the gravi-axion can act as dynamical dark energy. We discuss gravi-
axion decay into gravitons as a potential observational window for this theory. Finally, we find
that, for late-time, astrophysical compact objects, cosmologically-relevant gravi-axions behave as

minimally-coupled, massive scalar fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

Axions are ubiquitous in particle theory and models of
cosmology. These pseudo-scalar fields arise in a variety
of different theoretical contexts. The Peccei-Quinn (PQ)
symmetry was introduced to solve the strong CP problem
[1, 2], and the axion was identified as a low-energy rem-
nant of the PQ symmetry solving the problem in QCD
[3H]]. Tt is characterized by a coupling to the gluon (pho-
ton) field strength and its dual. Another class of axions
(often referred to as ‘axion-like particles’ or ‘ALPs’) that
couple to gauge fields are predicted from string theory [9-
[12], leading to the so-called ‘string axiverse’ [I3]. Axions
have also been studied intensively in a phenomenological
context (see the reviews [I4] [I5] and references therein).
In all cases, axions are of significant theoretical interest
for beyond-the Standard Model physics, including as a
candidate for dark matter (e.g. [I6] [I7]) or dark energy
(. I8, 19)).

Less well studied in these contexts is the gravitational
axion, or ‘gravi-axion,’” which couples directly to the Rie-
mann tensor and its dual, also known as the Pontrya-
gin density. This type of non-minimal coupling is well
known in the context of dynamical Chern-Simons (dCS)
gravity, an extension of general relativity (GR) that is
characterized by the inclusion of a pseudoscalar field cou-
pled to the Pontryagin density [20H22]. dCS gravity has
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both particle physics [23] and string theory [24H27] mo-
tivations, and can also be generated from a variety of
progenitor theories [28, 29]. This theory has been well
studied in many contexts, including for black holes [30-
[35], gravitational waves [36H43], and the early universe
[20), [44H46], since it can leave distinct imprints on cosmo-
logical and gravitational observables (see [22] and refer-
ences therein).

As mentioned above, the implications for the gravi-
axion on dark matter, dark energy, or other cosmological
relics are less well studied. It would be cosmologically
convenient for the gravi-axion to comprise a component
of the dark matter or the dark energy, in that their pres-
ence could be elegantly explained by an additional field
arising from the gravitational sector, requiring no a pri-
ori coupling to Standard Model (SM) particles. Such
a scenario has not been seriously considered previously
because, in the canonical instantiation of dCS gravity,
the corresponding pseudo-scalar is taken to be massless.
This is due to the presence of a continuous shift symme-
try in the theory, which is thought to protect the pseudo-
scalar from generating a potential. Some previous stud-
ies have considered the effects of a massive dCS field by
adding a mass ‘by hand’ [47H49], but without a first prin-
ciples explanation for the breaking of the shift symmetry.
Therefore, the dCS axion is generally treated as a mass-
less background field that becomes relevant in regimes of
large curvature.

Even if a classical theory contains a massless scalar
protected by a global symmetry (such as the shift symme-
try), however, one expects that non-perturbative quan-
tum effects will generate a mass and potential. For ex-
ample, the QCD axion acquires its mass due to non-
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perturbative effects of gluons, and non-perturbative grav-
itational effects are also well-known to generate a contri-
bution to the potential leading to global symmetry break-
ing [50H55]. This is a result of the usual adage “no global
symmetries in quantum gravity,” an old idea that goes
back to the study of Euclidean wormholes, or “baby uni-
verses,” in the 1980s, e.g., [B6HE1]. In this scenario, the
high-energy effects of a theory consisting of many baby
Euclidean universes can be described by adding a cor-
rection to the low-energy effective action of the theory.
Recent work, in fact, has further explored the possibility
for generating the mass of an axion dark matter candi-
date this way [62H65].

In this work, we show how the effects of Euclidean
wormholes endow the gravi-axion with a mass. Begin-
ning from a weakly coupled ultraviolet (UV) progenitor
theory, we show that the low-energy effective field the-
ory includes a dCS coupling for the gravi-axion, as well
as a mass term generated by Euclidean wormhole effects.
This yields a massive gravi-axion theory that can have
cosmological effects. We consider two concrete wormhole
solutions, the Giddings-Strominger wormhole [56], and
the string-inspired wormhole discussed in [55]. In the for-
mer case, for values of the PQ scale of the theory, u, near
p~ 10 —10'7 GeV, we find that the gravi-axion can be
generated in a mass range that is cosmologically relevant
for dark matter or dark energy, but is exponentially sen-
sitive to the coupling. In the latter scenario, we find that
the gravi-axion can have masses in the ultralight regime
for a wider range of u. In the dark-matter regime, the
gravi-axion can be produced via misalignment or gravi-
tational particle production. In the dark-energy regime,
the gravi-axion acts as a quintessence field and may pro-
vide intriguing connections to recent observational results
hinting at evolving dark energy [6O, [67].

In principle, this scenario also yields a theory of mas-
sive dCS gravity. However, in our semi-classical calcu-
lation, we find two possibilities. One possibility arises
if we choose the PQ scale so that the non-minimal cou-
pling between the gravi-axion and the Pontryagin invari-
ant is non-negligible; in this case, the gravi-axion mass
is exponentially suppressed and the theory reduces to a
massless dCS gravity theory, removing any motivation to
study astrophysical observational signatures of massive
dCS fields. The other possibility arises if we choose the
PQ scale to generate a non-negligible mass for the gravi-
axion; in this case, the non-minimal coupling between the
axion and gravity (through the Pontryagin invariant) is
highly suppressed at late times, and the theory reduces
effectively to that of a massive axion field that couples
minimally to gravity. However, due to large field val-
ues in the early universe, primordial effects may imprint
themselves in late-time observables. We study one such
example, by considering the gravitational-wave (stochas-
tic background) signature generated from primordial ax-
ion decay to gravitons. We find that this decay produces
a characteristic high-frequency gravitational-wave back-
ground when the gravi-axions are supermassive.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. [[I]
we show how the gravi-axion coupling term and mass
can be generated via Euclidean wormhole effects, begin-
ning from a weakly-coupled progenitor field theory. In
Sec. [T} we discuss the phenomenology of the gravi-axion
as a dark matter candidate. We discuss the gravi-axion
decay into gravitons as a potential observable signature
of this scenario in Sec. [[V] We show that the gravi-axion
can act as a quintessence field in Sec. [V] and finally, we
conclude with a discussion and comment on future di-
rections in Sec. [VI] In Appendices [A]and [B] we provide
further details on the Euclidean wormhole procedure to
generate the gravi-axion potential and on the Giddings-
Strominger wormhole solution, respectively. Throughout
the paper, we work in natural units such that c=1=~h
unless otherwise specified, and use a mostly minus metric
signature.

II. GRAVITATIONAL AXIONS FROM
EUCLIDEAN WORMHOLES

In this section, we discuss how massive gravi-axions are
generated from a weakly-couled theory containing chi-
ral fermions and a complex scalar field. This procedure
is analogous to the generation of a potential contribu-
tion for the QCD or ultralight axion, as reviewed in e.g.
[62, 63]. Further details on the standard mechanism can
be found in Appendix [A] while here we show how this
mechanism is applied in the gravitational scenario to our
theory.

Gravi-axions can be thought of as particles that arise
from an effective field theory (EFT), after integrating
out massive degrees of freedom in some other, weakly
coupled UV theory. References [28, [29] showed that
one viable progenitor theory is one that contains chiral
fermions with a Yukawa coupling to a complex scalar
field with a quartic potential. The Lagrangian for the
weakly-coupled UV theory is given by
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where k = (167G)~!, R is the Ricci scalar, ® is a
complex scalar field that may be decomposed via

; (2)

with vacuum expectation value (VEV) p = v/2(®). The
chiral fermions are ¥ 1, and ¥ = YV ., where +# are
the gamma matrices and V, is the covariant derivative
with spacetime indices, p. Finally, A; 2 are coupling con-
stants, and h. c¢. stands for Hermitian conjugate.

Given the above weakly coupled theory, the gravi-axion
EFT is generated by the gravitational axial anomaly
[68] as follows. The theory defined by Eq. is sym-
metric under global U(1) axial Peccei-Quinn transforma-
tions. This symmetry is spontaneously broken due to the
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nonzero VEV of ¢, generating masses for the fermions
and for the modulus of the complex scalar. These mas-
sive modes can be integrated out from the action. Then
at low energies, the anomalous axial diagrams give rise
to

cs _ P pp
L° = 1 RR, (3)
and the EFT Lagrangian density becomes

1 -
Lowr = —kR+ 5 (V) (V') + ﬁRR o, (@)

which couples the Pontryagin invariant RR, defined in
terms of the Riemann tensor and its dual via

epfmﬂ R* s RY 1ipors (5)

RR = 5
to the pseudoscalar, ¢ [28]. The VEV p now acts as
an energy scale that controls the magnitude of the non-
minimal coupling between the pseudo-scalar and gravity.

The EFT (4)) should be viewed as truncation of an in-
finite series of higher dimensional terms suppressed by
powers of the scale . Hence, in the regime of applicabil-
ity of the last term in Lgpr can only be viewed as a
small correction to the first two terms, but it is the lead-
ing correction among the infinite number of the higher
dimensional terms. That said, in the present example,
all of the higher dimensional terms are calculable within
the progenitor weakly coupled UV theory .

The action defined by Eq. (| . ) has shift symmetry un-
der ¢ — ¢ + const., for topologically trivial space-times;
this prevents ¢ from generating a mass perturbatively.
However, as was pointed out in [28], one expects that
non-perturbative quantum gravity effects will break the
shift symmetry and generate a potential. This potential
has an exponential suppression, which is therefore why
it is generally assumed to be negligibly small. However,
in this work, we will characterize this contribution and
show that it can have non-trivial consequences in early-
time cosmology.

The physics responsible for explicitly breaking the shift
symmetry and generating a mass term for the gravi-
axion is the effect of Euclidean wormholes at high en-
ergies. Wormbholes represent non-perturbative fluctua-
tions in the spacetime topology. Integrating over these
wormhole configurations in the gravitational path inte-
gral induces additional terms in the low-energy effective
action which are exponentially dependent on wormhole
action, Sy. In the case of the theory of a massive, com-
plex scalar field @, these terms provide a potential, V' for
the field of the form V' ~ ®™ + h.c., with coeflicients con-
trolled by the wormhole action. The potential explicitly
breaks the U(1) symmetry and, inserting Eq. , it gen-
erates an axion-like cosine potential. Such a mechanism
has been studied in detail in the past [50H55] for complex
scalar field theories, without considering the additional
coupling to fermions, and is the gravitational analog to
the generation of a potential via instantons in QCD [69].

Let us then begin by considering the correction to the
theory defined by Eq. that arises from integrating
over the Euclidean wormhole configurations in the grav-
itational path integral. We will here highlight the main
relevant points of the path integral calculation, delegat-
ing further details to Appendix [A] which can also be
found readily in the original literature [F0H55] and re-
views [62] [63]. We expect that the wormhole contribu-
tions will be relevant at high energies, near the Planck
scale Mp. At the same time, the PQ scale of our effective
theory, 1, needs to satisfy p < Mp for it to be tractable.
From our Lagrangian density, Eq. , note that the ad-
ditional coupling to fermions will not alter the topolog-
ical contributions from the wormholes. This is because
the Yukawa couplings generate fermion masses once &
acquires a VEV, but do not change the zero modes in
the gravitational and scalar sector, which are integrated
over to obtain the wormhole induced correction. From
the wormhole contributions, the relevant term to add to
the effective Lagrangian is [51] (see also further details in
Appendix

Leg D Z angn®" + h.c., (6)

n=1

where ., is a constant that is in general difficult to com-
pute. The prefactor g, x e W reflects the exponen-
tial suppression by the wormhole action, Sy . The La-
grangian of Eq. (1)) then becomes:
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Having determined the wormhole correction, we can
now obtain the usual gravi-axion dCS term by calculat-
ing the relevant fermion loop diagrams. Doing so, leaves
only the massless phase, ¢, and the dCS term arises from
the gravitational axial anomaly triangle diagram, as dis-
cussed in [28]. One may worry that the addition of the
new term from the wormholes will alter the dCS correc-
tion; however, the anomalous part of the triangle fermion
loop is unaffected and we can proceed as usual. The ef-
fective action then becomes

1 .
Lot = —KR+5V,pV"0+ ﬁRR
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u

where we can see that the continuous shift symmetry
of the theory has been broken to the discrete 2w peri-
odicity, by the addition of the potential term. One may
be concerned that we must include higher-order deriva-
tive terms in the wormhole correction, e.g. a term such



as (Op)™. However, each derivative will induce an ad-
ditional suppression of u, and thus, for every derivative
term, there will be a non-derivative term that dominates
over it. We can therefore indeed just keep the contribu-
tion from Eq. @

In the semiclassical approximation, the wormhole con-
tribution will be dominated by those with the small-
est action, so we will consider only the n = 1 contri-
bution. On dimensional grounds, one can assume that
ai1gip ~ O(L™*), where L is the length of the wormhole
throat, such that we can approximate the potential as

V, ~ L% " cos (j) . (9)

To explicitly see the mass term, we can expand the
cosine in small ¢/p to obtain
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where we have dropped the constant term that does not

contribute to the field equations. We then have an ex-

plicit mass term for ¢ of the form,

o—Sw /2

my = ET (11)
Let us now discuss what mass range the gravi-axion
can be produced in to be cosmologically relevant. The
exponential suppression by the wormhole action makes
the mass extremely sensitive to the PQ scale, but will
also allow for a wide range of masses to be produced.
Thus far, we have not specified the wormhole action in
order to illustrate the most generic physics. However,
to discuss the cosmological consequences of the theory,
we will consider two concrete examples. First, we will
specify to the Giddings-Strominger (GS) wormhole [56]|H
In this case, the wormhole throat length, L, is given by

pes— (L . (12)
-\ 3m3M32u? ’

and the full wormhole action including boundary terms
is

(13)

As long as 1 << Mp, the euclidean action, S§° >> 1,
and the quasi-classical approximation is justified. This

1 Note that the usual Giddings-Strominger wormhole solution
comes from a complex scalar field theory that does not include
the dCS term. However, since the Pontryagin density RR van-
ishes for spherically symmetric spacetimes, the presence of the
@RR term does not modify the Giddings-Strominger solution.
More general wormhole geometries with RR # 0 could lead to
further corrections, but here we just consider the simplest case.

leads to a corresponding gravi-axion mass that is charac-
terized by the Planck mass and the PQ scale, u:

3z Mp
mSS ~ \/37T3Mp6717\/3677(17%). (14)

Figure [I] shows the gravi-axion mass in eV for a range
of u. Recall that, for the EFT to remain valid, we must
have p© <« Mp, and we here ensure this condition is sat-
isfied by requiring that 4 < 0.1Mp strictly. The re-
gion where this condition is violated is denoted by the
vertical gray shaded region. For p close to the maxi-
mum of the allowed region, we obtain gravi-axions with
super-Planckian masses, denoted by the horizontal, gray-
shaded region. For the range of p that allows us to re-
main within the regime of validity of the EFT and gen-
erate sub-Planckain masses, O(10'°) < &4 < O(10'7),
we find that we can obtain gravi-axions with extremely
heavy masses, e.g. m, > 10'3 GeV, which become ex-
ponentially smaller as one lowers y to find m, < 10733
eV. Despite this exponential sensitivity, we see that it is
indeed possible to obtain a gravi-axion with a cosmologi-
cally relevant mass in this regime. In the figure, we have
denoted several benchmark mass values for dark mat-
ter and dark energy scenarios. We see that several dark
matter scenarios, ranging from super-heavy WIMPzillas
with m, ~ 10'® GeV to WIMPs with m, ~ GeV and
to ultralight fuzzy dark matter with m, ~ 10722 eV,
can be realized, as well as dark energy scenarios in which
my < 10733 eV. We will discuss these in further detail
in the following sections.
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FIG. 1. Mass of the gravi-axion in terms of the PQ scale,

1, assuming the Giddings-Strominger wormhole solution. We
denote several benchmark mass values for cosmologically rel-
evant quantities. The horizontal gray shaded region indicates
where m, > Mp, while the vertical gray shaded region de-
notes where the EFT condition, ;1 < M), is no longer valid.
We denote the compton wavelength, A, of the gravi-axion on
the right y-axis.

The extreme exponential sensitivity of the gravi-axion
mass on the wormhole action is a generic result, but
the above results for the GS wormhole are of course



just one particular example. This wormhole solution
assumes that the complex scalar is decomposed as in
Eq. . However, as discussed in Kallosh, Linde, Linde,
and Susskind (KLLS) [55], one can also consider a dy-
namical complex scalar field in which one decomposes ®
as

O = i(r)e/m, (15)

where p remains the VEV of the field, but we have al-
lowed field magnitude to vary as one approaches the
wormhole solution and become comparable to Mp. In

this case, one can approximate the wormhole action as
[55]

SKIS ~ In(Mp /), (16)

such that the full suppression factor of the mass is lin-
ear in (u/Mp), rather than exponential. The wormhole
throat radius in this case is [51]

2 1
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V/3v2r Mp

This Planckian size wormhole would ordinarily be sub-
ject to the o' corrections even in a weakly coupled string
theory, but we follow [55] to explore this solution for
demonstration purposes. At first glance, this solution
leads to unacceptably large masses for the gravi-axion;
however, the authors of [55] also note that from string
theory, one should expect an additional suppression by
a factor of exp(—72/g,), where g, is the string coupling.
Taking this into account, we find

(a7)

3m 2
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In Figure[2] we plot this realization for the gravi-axion
mass for several choices of g5, which depends on the string
scale, but generically needs to satisfy g2 /47 < 1/15 [55].
We see that the dependence on p is significantly less dras-
tic than in the GS case, while the more important free
parameter to set the gravi-axion mass is now the string
coupling gs. In this case, we can once again see that it
is indeed possible to obtain gravi-axions in the ultralight
dark matter or dark energy regimes, though in this sce-
nario it is much more difficult to produce super-heavy
dark matter, as compared to the m&S case.

We can see that the GS and KLLS wormhole solutions
admit gravi-axions in different, complementary, regimes.
These two solutions arise from distinct physics; the GS
wormhole from a general field theory, and the KLLS solu-
tion arising from string theory motivations. As discussed
previously, the GS wormhole solution leads to a huge
range in possible gravi-axion masses, but with a highly
sensitive exponential dependence on y in a narrow regime
of parameter space. On the other hand, the KLLS solu-
tion, characterized by the lack of an exponential suppres-
sion due to u, leads to gravi-axions which are much less
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FIG. 2. Mass of the gravi-axion in terms of the PQ scale,
1, assuming the wormhole solution and stringy suppression
discussed in [55]. The vertical gray shaded region denotes
where the EFT condition, @ < M, is no longer valid. We
denote the compton wavelength, A, of the gravi-axion on the
right y-axis.

sensitive to the PQ scale, but are now exponentially sen-
sitive to gs. This leads to much lighter gravi-axions than
what are possible in the GS scenario, but for a much
wide range of pu. It is of course possible that both of
these classes of wormholes exist in nature and contribute
to the gravi-axion mass in a non-trivial way. However,
for simplicity, we focus on these two wormhole scenarios
individually.

Before we move on, let us briefly comment on the size
of the PQ scale as it pertains to the gravi-axion dCS
coupling. From Eq. (3), the dCS term is suppressed
by a factor of 1/u. In the early universe, we expect
that the field values will be large such that this term
gives a non-negligible contribution to the dynamics of
the theory, while still remaining within the bounds of
the EFT. However, we also are interested in the massive
gravi-axion of the late universe, which perhaps could be
probed with binary black holes mergers. In this case, the
dCS term is generally parameterized as ap RR/4, where
a =1/(uMp). For the values of 1 necessary to get a cos-
mologically interesting gravi-axion mass, the coupling, «,
is highly suppressed. For example, if we take p ~ 10'6
GeV (in natural units), we have v/a ~ 10736 km (in ge-
ometric units ¢ = G = 1). For comparison, the current
best limit on « is /a < 8.5 km [70], which when satu-
rated corresponds to i ~ 107°? GeV, and a gravi-axion
mass of zero. This is of course well within the limit of the
EFT, but is a vastly different scale than what is required
for the mass generation. We then see clearly that if one
wishes the gravi-axion to be cosmologically relevant, then
the dCS coupling is exponentially supressed, while if one
wishes the gravi-axion to lead to a dCS gravity theory
at late times, then the mass of the dCS pseudoscalar is
exponentially suppressed. That said, the super-low val-
ues for the PQ scale such as p ~ 10759 GeV, can’t be
motivated by any reasonable particle theory models.



III. GRAVI-AXIONS AS DARK MATTER

A natural application of gravi-axions is as dark matter.
Pseudoscalar fields in a wide mass range are attractive
candidates to account for some (or all) of the dark matter
in the universe. Such fields could either be in the ultra-
light regime [I7], in the canonical WIMP regime, or in
the super-heavy regime as WIMPzillas [71]. As demon-
strated in the last section, there is a reasonable parameter
space to generate ¢ with a mass to realize a viable dark
matter scenario. We do not assume here that the gravi-
axion has any additional couplings to SM particles, be-
yond its gravitational interactions, and therefore will not
be thermally produced. In this section, we will consider
two non-thermal production mechanisms and show how
the correct dark matter relic abundance can be obtained.
We first discuss production for ultralight gravi-axions via
misalignment in Sec.[[ITA] and then discuss gravitational
particle production of heavy gravi-axions in Sec. [[ITB}
For simplicity, we will consider the mass induced by GS
wormbholes, hereafter m, = mSS as in Eq. , but sim-

ilar results will also hold for IgLLS wormbholes.

A. Misalignment Production

First, let us discuss production of gravi-axions via the
misalignment mechanism. In this scenario, the initial
value of the (rescaled) field, 8; = p;/u is displaced from
the minimum of its potential. As the universe expands,
m, becomes comparable to the decreasing Hubble pa-
rameter H, the field begins to roll and coherently os-
cillates about the minimum, leading to a condensate of
stable axions that act as cold dark matter [72]. As in
Eq. , we can approximate the potential once again as

1
Vi, =~ §mi<p2. (19)

The field is frozen at its initial value while H < my,,
until

H ~m,, (20)

at which point the field will begin to oscillate. Then, the
present-day abundance is given by [I5, [73]

Q(phZ %92 L 2( my >1/2
012 ) ..~ " \47x1016GevV ) \10-2teV/)

(21)
where Q¢h2/0.12 ~ 1 corresponds to the present-day
dark matter abundance [74]. To precisely determine the
relic density, let us consider the scenarios in which the PQ
symmetry breaking happens before and after inflation in
turn.

1. Pre-Inflationary Scenario: First, let us con-
sider the situation in which the symmetry breaking oc-
curs before the end of inflation. In this case, the mis-
alignment angle will be given by a single value, but is
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FIG. 3. Gravi-axion abundance due to misalignment in a
pre-inflationary symmetry breaking scenario, in terms of the
initial misalignment angle, 6; and symmetry breaking scale,

1.

undetermined, thanks to the washout effects of inflation.
From Eq. , we can see that, within our regime of in-
terest, it is feasible to produce the gravi-axion such that
Q,h%/0.12 ~ 1. Figure [3| shows the abundance in terms
of ; and u. Very close to u ~ 10 GeV, we find the
observed relic abundance [74]. For lower values of p,
the gravi-axion is substantially under-produced and can-
not give a non-neglible contribution to the dark matter
abundance, while for g > 1.2 x 10'6 GeV, the initial mis-
alignment angle has to be fine-tuned to be small, or the
gravi-axion is overproduced.

Notice that for the usual QCD axion or ALP sce-
nario, the initial misalignment angle can take any value
—m < 0; < m. However, in this case, because our theory
is an EFT, we require that ¢/u < 1 such that our cal-
culation remains valid. This also allows us to neglect an-
harmonic effects from further terms beyond migoz when
expanding the cosine potential. Finally, note that this
scenario is also constrained by CMB measurements of
near-vanishing isocurvature oscillations. However, these
constraints can be evaded as long as [73]

H I
e <1079, (— 2
GeV ™~ 10°0: (1012GeV) ’ (22)

where H. is the Hubble parameter (which defines the
energy scale) at the end of inflation. Therefore, for initial
misalignment angles of ©(0.1) and p ~ 10'¢ Gev, as long
as H, <1019 GeV, isocurvature is not an issue.

2: Post-Inflationary Scenario: Let us now consider
the possibility that the PQ symmetry breaking occurred
after inflation. In this case, much of the above reasoning
still holds, with some subtleties. First, the misalignment
angle is no longer a free parameter, and is now charac-



terized by its average value:

2

0 =" (23)

Second, we now also have to take into account contri-
butions from topological defects including cosmic strings
and domain walls, which will lead to an enhanced abun-
dance of gravi-axions beyond the density produced via
misalignment alone [75].

To characterize this more precisely, let us first consider
cosmic strings. Cosmic strings are topological defects
that can arise in cosmological phase transitions, when
the axion winds around 27. Considering a gravi-axion
field configuration in which every point has a randomly
chosen angle, we expect that a network of these defects
will arise. The cosmic strings will decay into gravi-axions,
which lead to an enhancement of the abundance beyond
misalignment alone. Similarly, we expect that symmetry
breaking will also lead to the formation of domain walls,
another class of topological defect, which are the bound-
ary between different potential vacua. If more than one
stable domain wall with high tension exists in the uni-
verse, they pose a problem for cosmology due to their
potential for over-closing the universe. Since in our case
the domain walls interpolate between physically identi-
cal vacua (the so-called 27 domain walls) they decay via
quantum mechanical tunneling even if they are stable
classically. Therefore, we will assume that the domain
walls also collapse and decay into gravi-axions [75].

The enhancement in relic density due to topological de-
fects depends on the specifics of the model and generally
needs to be simulated numerically to fully characterize.
Nonetheless, we can parameterize the contributions as
Qs and agy for cosmic strings and domain walls, respec-
tively, such that the gravi-axion abundance are given by

Qg,hQ) (QW)
= (1 + Qs + adw)7 (24)
( 0.12 mis, post 0.12 mis

where (ngl12/().12)mis is the abundance from Eq. (21)),
setting (#?) = 7%/3. Depending on the magnitude of
these contributions, it is possible to obtain an enhance-
ment in the gravi-axion abundance, as compared to the
pre-inflationary misalignment scenario shown in Fig.

B. Gravitational Particle Production

If the symmetry breaking occurs before inflation, the
gravi-axion particle abundance can also be produced
via cosmological gravitational particle production (GPP)
[(6H81]. In this process, particles are produced due
to adiabaticity violation during the rapid expansion of
spacetime in inflation. This is an old idea, going back
to Schrédinger [82], and has since been studied in great
detail for a variety of different inflationary scenarios and
fields [83HI00]. In general, this mechanism can efficiently
produce particles with masses m, ~ O(H.), recalling

that H. is the Hubble parameter at the end of infla-
tion. However, depending on the specific scenario, this
mechanism can also produce lighter particles. Figure []
shows that, for a wide range of inflationary models, grav-
itational particle creating can be a relevant production
mechanism. For example, if we take a generic high-scale
for the end of inflation at H, ~ 10'3 GeV, a symmetry
breaking scale of  ~ 5 x 106 GeV can easily produce
particles with masses of O(H.). Our model, with sym-
metry breaking at high energies, also provides an elegant
explanation for why an additional spectator field would
be present during the inflationary epoch, which is a nec-
essary component of the GPP mechanism.

We can easily determine the particle abundance gen-
erated from this mechanism. In our case, ¢ is non-
minimally coupled to gravity via the (¢/u)RR term.
However, on an Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) background RR vanishes (irrespective of the
value of p/u), and we can therefore treat the gravi-axion
as a minimally coupled scalar field, which has been well-
studied in the context of GPP (see the review [81] and
references therein). Consider then a cosmological FLRW
spacetime, defined by g,, = a*(n)diag(1,—1,—1,—1) in
conformal coordinates (and with a mostly-minus metric
signature), where 7 is conformal time. In order to canon-
ically normalize the kinetic term, we define y(n,x) =
a(n)e(n,x). The field ¥ can then be decomposed into
the Fourier modes:

3
X(n,X) :/% [dkxk(n)elk-x_’_&in(n)e—zk.x 7
(25)
where k£ = |k| is the comoving wavenumber and &L
and ap are the creation and annihilation operators re-
spectively. The rescaled gravi-axion satisfies the follow-
ing mode equation:

2 xk(n) + wit(m)xr(n) = 0, (26)
where
wi=k?+ aQ(n)m?p. (27)

From the mode functions, one can determine the spec-
trum of particles produced:

1Bk, (28)
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which is constructed in terms of the Bogoliobov coeffi-
cient, 8, where

1 /1 1 1
= 2 (30mal + gl ) - 5. @)

Then, the comoving particle number density at the end
of inflation is given by

a’n = /agn;C dlogk. (30)



From the comoving number density, the late-time relic
density can be determined, depending on when reheating
occurred. For simplicity, let us consider an instantaneous
reheating scenario. In this case, the number density is

given by [81]

3 1/2

s = a3 (i) log( & ) . B

atH? 8me \ my, Kmin
where a. is the scale factor at the end of inflation, k,
corresponds to the conformal wavenumber of the modes
that leave the horizon during inflation and reenter when
the Hubble parameter is order the field mass, and ki,
is the conformal wavenumber associated with an IR cut-
off imposed to regulate the na® integral in Eq. (30)). In
this scenario, we can take k./(a.H.) = (my,/He)"/* and
kmin =~ agHgy, where ag and Hj are the present day val-
ues of the scale factor and the Hubble parameter, respec-
tively. From here, we can approximate the current energy
density in the field as

Oh?  ( H 2( my, )1/2
0.12 ~ \1014GeV 10~ %eV

9x,R —1/4 k,

% (106.75) log (kmin) - (32)
where g, r characterizes the effective number of degrees
of freedom in the plasma at reheating. Taking g.r =
106.75, we are left with H, and m,, as free parameters.

Figure @ shows the energy density in terms of m, and
H.. We remain agnostic to the scale of inflation such
that it could range from low to high scales, and therefore
consider masses from 10% < m,/GeV < 10'*. The black
line shows the contour such that Q,h? = 0.12 to match
the observed present-day abundance [74]. Clearly for
much of this parameter space, the gravi-axion is dramati-
cally overproduced, particularly with high scale inflation.
However, there is still a wide range of parameter space
where this scenario is viable. Furthermore, note that
our instantaneous reheating approximation provides an
upper limit on the particle production, and considering
later reheating scenarios will also shift the Q,h? = 0.12
contour to higher H..

Another way to appreciably widen the acceptable pa-
rameter space is to consider the decay of the gravi-axion
into another particle, which could then be the dark mat-
ter: p — ©'¢’, where now ¢’ is the dark matter. In this
case, the abundance will be given by

2 ! 2
L)),
0.12 My, 0.12
which clearly allows for a large range of values of m,, and
H,, provided that the decay mass is sufficiently light.
Finally, we note that the gravitational particle pro-
duction of minimally coupled scalars is constrained by
isocurvature oscillations, as with pre-inflationary mis-
alignment. In general, as long as m, 2 H., then these
constraints can be evaded and the above dark matter
scenarios can be successfully realized.
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FIG. 4. Abundance of gravi-axions produced via gravitational
particle production for a range of masses and inflationary
scales.

IV. GRAVI-AXION DECAY

Given that the gravi-axion couples directly to gravity
and assumes no additional couplings to Standard Model
particles, it is useful to consider unique observational
windows that are distinct from other axion-like dark mat-
ter candidates. A natural application is to gravitational
waves generated in the early universe. In particular,
due to the direct coupling between the gravi-axion and
gravity, an intriguing possibility is that some fraction of
the produced gravi-axions can decay to gravitons and
leave behind a distinctive gravitational-wave background
(GWB) signature if ¢/ is large enough. As discussed
in Sec. [ITI} for some of the viable parameter space, the
gravi-axion abundance is overproduced to account for the
present-day cosmological dark matter fraction. If a large
fraction of the gravi-axion could decay into gravitons, it
could be possible to leave a characteristic GWB signa-
ture, while maintaining the correct dark matter abun-
dance. A similar scenario has been considered recently
for dark matter axion decay in our galaxy [101], but we
will now consider this decay occuring in the early uni-
verse, as was briefly mentioned in [102]. This procedure
is distinct from other models of axions and ALPs from
U(1) symmetry breaking, because our model has a di-
rect coupling of the gravi-axion to gravity, such that it
can decay directly to gravitons even when other axions
cannot.

Let us then consider the decay of the axion into two
gravitons, ¢ — hh as is allowed by the coupling between
¢ and RR. In this case, the decay rate is [102]

1 m?7
Fﬂoﬁhh = Em (34)

For light gravi-axions, the decay rate is clearly hlghly
suppressed, and therefore the lifetime, 7 ~ I'™%, is



extremely large, making an appreciable present-day
gravitational-wave signal unlikely. However, for heav-
ier gravi-axions, such as those produced via GPP, I' can
be large enough to produce a non-negligible background.
This is the scenario that we will focus on for the rest of
this section.

The gravitational-wave energy spectrum in terms of
the GW energy density, p;, and the GW energy, F, is
given by [102]

d,Oh 2 dz th

o 3,2
dnE () oo (2 (2) T

(35)

where n, is the number density of gravi-axions before
they begin to decay, H(z) is the Hubble parameter, and
the number of gravitons produced per decay per unit
energy, dN, /dE’, is defined as

th m

—:25[}5’——“”}, 36
dE'’ 2 (36)
where E' = (1 + z)E is the energy at which the gravi-
axion decays. The integral can be done analytically to

obtain

dp, 16E* Loosnn Pso) —T't(2q)
= = # 37
dinE ~ m2 H(za) ( 5 ) slzae @7
where p,,/s is the energy density in the gravi-axions be-
fore they begin to decay, s(z) is the entropy density at a
temperature T', given by

272
= ——0x.s T T3a 38
5(2) = g o(T) (39)
and we have assumed that 'y, is the only decay chan-
nel. The redshift at which the gravi-axions decay, z4, is

defined from Eq. by

me
zg=—= — 1. 39
=T (3)
With this in hand, and assuming instantaneous reheat-
ing as in Sec. [[IT B} and that the gravi-axions decay dur-
ing radiation domination, we can determine the spectrum
of gravitational waves. Let us consider then

th - 1 dph
dinE Perit AN E’

(40)

where pcit is the critical density of the universe today.
Figure shows the expected gravitational-wave spec-
trum from gravi-axion decay for three examples of the
GPP production parameter space that give rise to over-
production. We consider a gravi-axion with m, = 10'3
GeV, and the GWB produced for H, = 10,102,103
GeV. Observe that, indeed, a large amplitude of gravita-
tional waves can be created from gravi-axion decay, albeit
at frequencies higher than what can currently be probed
with existing ground-based detectors, such as advanced
LIGO, Virgo and KAGRA. The amplitude of the GWB
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FIG. 5. Gravitational-wave spectrum from gravi-axion decay
for three fiducial examples of a gravi-axion population pro-
duced via GPP.

increases with the inflationary Hubble scale, as does the
peak frequency. While this frequency range is unattain-
able with current detectors, there are several proposals
to probe high-frequency (f ~ GHz) gravitational waves
with resonant cavity experiments, e.g. [103].

In the above, we have assumed that the full abundance
of gravi-axions has decayed to gravitons. However, an
interesting possibility is that, in the regime of parameter
space where the gravi-axion is overproduced, some large
fraction could decay such that a gravi-axion population
remains to be the dark matter. Then, these gravitational
waves would be a smoking gun signature of gravi-axion
dark matter.

V. GRAVI-AXIONS AS DARK ENERGY

As discussed Sec. [T and shown in Fig. [I} gravi-axions
can also be produced in a mass range relevant to dark
energy. If p is on the lower end of the viable mass-
generation region, then the gravi-axion will resemble a
quintessence field. Quintessence models are character-
ized by a dynamical scalar field that is generally min-
imally coupled to gravity [I8, 19, [04HI06]. To reach
agreement with the present-day cosmic acceleration, the
mass of the quintessence scalar must be smaller than the
Hubble rate today, m, < Hy ~ 10733V [107]. In our
scenario, the gravitational axion mass can naturally be
generated in the required ultralight regime, due to the
exponential suppression by Sy of my. This is the grav-
itational analog to generating a quintessence axion po-
tential via electroweak instantons, as discussed in [108].

Traditionally, quintessence models are defined by only
a scalar field minimally coupled to gravity,ﬂ but we can

2 Note that [47] suggested that a quintessence field could couple
to the dCS term. Similarly, quintessence has been studied with



easily see that the addition of the dCS coupling does
not actually change the dynamics in this case. As men-
tioned before, on an FLRW background, RR vanishes
due to the spherical symmetry of the spacetime, leaving
the field equations unchanged from the minimally cou-
pled scenario:

dv,
5+3Hp+ —2 =0 41
p+3HG+ =0, (41)
and the equation of state is
29

TRV, (e)

Therefore, on cosmological scales, the coupling to RR
can be neglected, leaving ¢ to behave like a standard
quintessence field.

There are a variety of potentials that have been ex-
plored to realize the quintessence scenario. Our model
typically generates a cosine potential of the form V,, o
cos(p/u), as in Eq. , similar to a pseudo-Nambu-
Goldstone Boson quintessence model [18]. Our potential
can also be expanded as in the previous section to ob-
tain a potential of the form V,, oc m?p? as well as a Ap?
term. Models with these potentials can exhibit thawing
behavior, in which the field freezes at early times due to
Hubble friction, acting like a cosmological constant. The
field begins to evolve when m, ~ H, ‘thawing’ away from
w = —1.

Quintessence models with thawing behavior are of par-
ticular interest due to the recent results from the Dark
Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI). Cosmological
observations with the latter have indicated a ~ 3¢ pref-
erence for evolving dark energy at late times, away from
the standard ACDM paradigm of a cosmological constant
with wy = —1 [67]. Thawing quintessence models have
been shown to be a better fit to the DESI data than
ACDM [I11] 112]. Therefore, the gravitational axion
model is a timely candidate for quintessence that could
be relevant for these new cosmological data.

Before we move on, let us briefly comment on the valid-
ity of our EFT as it pertains to the necessary field values
to realize the gravi-axion as a viable quintessence model.
The present day energy density of dark energy is mea-
sured to be ppg ~ 10~ 2eV*. For a gravi-axion of mass
my ~ 10733eV, the required field value to obtain this
energy density would be ¢ ~ 1027 eV, which is near Mp
and leads to ¢ > p, such that the m2 ¢ term dominates
over the others. As this term is generated as a low-energy
limit of the original high-energy action, one may worry
about contributions from higher-order terms in the po-
tential. However, as can be appreciated from Eq. (8]),

a gravitational coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet curvature invari-
ant (the parity-even analog of the dCS term) [109], which has
since been ruled out from the binary neutron star observation
GW170817 [II0].
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higher-order contributions will also come with additional
suppressions by the wormhole factor, g, ~ e~ where
Sw has some dependence on n. Due to the exponential
dependence on Sy, the next-order terms will be suffi-
ciently suppressed to neglect their inclusion.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have discussed the cosmological im-
plications of a theory of gravi-axions. In our setup, the
gravi-axion arises as an effective theory from a a weakly
coupled UV theory of a massive, complex scalar field cou-
pled to chiral fermions, with an unbroken U(1) symmetry.
First, we consider the generation of a potential for the
gravi-axion due to non-perturbative wormhole effects, ex-
plicitly breaking the symmetry to its discrete subgroup of
2mn shifts. Then, the gravi-axion coupling to RR arises
from integrating out the massive fermions modes. We are
left with a theory of a massive gravi-axion, which breaks
the continuous shift symmetry of dCS gravity.

Our current model of gravi-axions mass generation is
highly dependent on the wormhole solution one consid-
ers to capture non-perturbative effects. Though the true
wormhole solution that Nature gives us depends on un-
known high-energy physics, we have shown here that, as a
proof of principle, it is possible to obtain the gravi-axion
mass through non-perturbative effects in a cosmologically
relevant range, depending on the scale of p for both the
GS and KLLS wormholes. We then discussed the phe-
nomenology of the gravi-axion as a dark matter candi-
date, showing how it can be produced for a wide range
of masses via misalignment or gravitational particle pro-
duction, in order to account for the relic density of dark
matter today, depending on the PQ scale of the theory.
We calculated the decay of gravi-axions into gravitons,
suggesting that a contribution to the gravitational-wave
background could be a hallmark signature of this model.
Finally, for lower values of the PQ scale, we showed that
the gravi-axion mass can be in the right range to act as
dynamical dark energy, necessitating further study.

As always, there are many caveats that generate di-
rections for further study. A particularly intriguing pos-
sibility is that the same mechanism responsible for the
generation of our gravi-axion theory is also related to
the leptogenesis mechanism suggested in [44]. In that
scenario, the necessary scale for successful leptogenesis is
near u ~ Mp. While u ~ Mp is not within the regime
of validity of our effective theory, it is possible that the
very high scale of symmetry breaking at p ~ 1016-10'7
GeV may play an important role. Similarly, Ref. [I13]
has suggested that preheating could be realized for a sce-
nario in which the inflaton itself has a dCS coupling.
Further study could investigate if the gravi-axion could
provide an analogous role. Aside from leptogenesis, it is
well known that the gravi-axion term by itself can lead to
birefringence of gravitational waves if ¢ is non-negligible.
It would be interesting to explore how gravitational waves



generated in the early universe may inherit some chirality
as a result, and how this may impact other observables,
such as the cosmic microwave background [114] [IT5] or
large scale structure [46]. Finally, it would be useful
to determine if beyond our semi-classical approximation,
there are additional contributions to generate a massive
gravi-axion with a non-negligible coupling to the Pon-
tryagin density at late times. We leave these and other
interesting questions for future work.
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Appendix A: Review of Euclidean Wormbholes

Axions and axion-like particles are known to obtain a
mass from non-perturbative symmetry breaking by grav-
itational instantons or Euclidean wormhole solutions at
high energies. In this Appendix, we briefly summarize
the basic mechanics of this procedure within the usual
framework. We would like to determine the contribution
to the low-energy effective action arising from such non-
perturbative wormhole effects. In the following, we will
closely follow the discussion in [63], but we also point the
interested reader to the original works [50H52].

Euclidean wormholes are non-perturbative fluctuations
of the topology of spacetime that arise at high energy
scales. These wormholes can carry axion charge, and
therefore are important to take into account when com-
puting the effective axion theory at low energies. In par-
ticular, they need to be accounted for when computing
the path integral. Schematically, each wormhole is char-
acterized by the action Sy,, which then contributes a
factor of e=5W to the path integral. This leads to an
overall breaking of the continuous axion shift symmetry
to a discrete subgroup and generates a potential for the
axion, which is proportional to e=*w . Physically, we can
think of this breaking of the continuous shift symmetry as
a result of the wormholes ‘eating’ or sourcing the axion
charge. Below, we sketch out the technical calculation
which leads to the well-known axion cosine potential.

The partition function describing wormhole topologies
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can be written as

Zw = /DgD¢ e~ 5l9:9]

X </ d%@/d‘ly\/@esw[wm) . (A1)

where S[g,¢] is the background action, contain-
ing standard Einstein-Hilbert and matter terms, and
Swz,y, g, @] is the correction to the action from insert-
ing a wormhole that connects the spacetime points x, y in
the background, and where Dg and D¢ are the integral
measures over all spacetime metrics on the background
universe and over all additional fields, respectively. Re-
stricting attention to soft (low-energy compared to Mp)
field and metric configurations, the wormhole action, Sy,
can be expanded generically in the bilocal expression

Sw = Sw + Z Aijoi(x)oj(y)»

ij

(A2)

where Sy is the wormhole action on the unperturbed
background and O; are bilocal operators. The above can
be exponentiated to give

_sw 1

e = §Aij0i(x)0j (v), (A3)

where we have absorbed the background wormhole action
into the exponential factor A;; oc e=w,

Using this expression and the dilute gas approxima-
tion, assuming that the inter-wormhole distance is much
larger than the throat diameter, for n wormholes, the
partition function in Eq. becomes

Zy = / DgD¢ e~ Slo:21+1 (A4)

where the bilocal action, I, is

I = ;/d4$\/§/d4y\/§izj: A”(Dz(x)oj(y) (A5)

To give the action I a local form, one can introduce aux-
iliary parameters «; to write the action

dai 1 —1
II; ( \/ﬂ) exp —3 izjaiAij a;

X exp <Z ai/d4x\/§oi(z)> ,

where 1/+/27 has been introduced as a normalization fac-
tor. If one thinks about the contributions from worm-
holes as ‘baby universes’ that are emitted and absorbed
by some larger ‘parent universe,” one can write the above
as

(A6)

el = mexp (a +af/d4x\fo ))
(A7)



where we have simplified by considering only a single
operator and have rescaled & — av/A. Analogous to
the harmonic oscillator, we will define the state with no
baby universes as the vacuum, |0), such that a state with
n baby universes is

@) 1) (48)
\/H ’

where the parameter « is the eigenvalue of the operator
& = a+ a', so that @|a) = aa). We can then write

Eq. as

n) =

el = (0 (a+a"O|0), (A9)

where

1
0] (a+a")™|0) = [ ——exp <—a2) a™.  (A10)
\/7
This expression can easily be generalized to arbitrary
initial and final states and number of operators to obtain

1) -

(A11)
The matrix A;; can be decomposed into a contribution
from the wormhole action, e*" and a remainder, which
we will denote as K.
The local operators have the form ©; = e?/f-Og,
where Og is a singlet operator, Og =1+ aR + .... The
action itself can then be written as

I—Ze_iK /d v/ g(x)Ogay, exp f(b

= (2] exp lz @/d4xﬁ0i(x)(ai +a))

(A12)

where the factor of Sy /2 arises because each wormhole
can be thought of as an instanton/anti-instanton pair,
each contributing Sy /2. Taking the unit operator of Og
and taking into account the Hermitian conjugate of I will
finally yield the correction to the action

I= Ze*SW/QKn/d‘l:z: g(x)ay, cos T;—gb, (A13)

corresponding to a potential for ¢.

From this, we obtain the correction to the low-energy
action from the wormholes. The constant K, is expected
to be K o< 1/L*, where L is the length of the wormhole
throat, but its actual value cannot generally be computed
[62]. The key feature of this expression is the exponential
dependence on the wormhole action, e~*" | which will be
the dominant contribution in determining the size of the
correction. If one takes into account only wormholes with
charge n = 41, which will dominate the contribution
when Syy is large, the potential has the usual axion form.

COS e

V@ —Sw/2 J?
a

(A14)
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In the above, we have left the discussion generic and
not specified to any particular wormhole solution. As
a particular example though, it has been shown that a
theory of complex scalars will admit wormhole solutions.
This was first shown in the dual formulation in [56], and
then when the scalar theory is written explicitly [50, 51,
which is the scenario we have considered in this work.

Appendix B: The Giddings-Strominger Wormbhole

In this appendix, we review the Giddings-Strominger
wormbhole solution. We follow [56] as well as the discus-
sions in [62 [63]. Let us begin with the Euclidean action
for a three-form field strength, H = dB minimally cou-
pled to gravity:

M2
S = /d4$\/§ (_16;R+ gHﬂunHuuﬁ> ) (Bl)

where Mp is the Planck mass, and F is related to the
Peccei-Quinn scale, f, by F = 1/(3!f2). The three-form
H is related to the axion via the duality

H = fZeup0"0, (B2)

which allows one to equivalently write the action in terms
of the axion.

Varying the action, Eq. with respect to the met-
ric, one can extract the Einstein equations:

1 8

Ruu - §guuR = WFTMV; (B?))

where the stress-energy tensor, 7}, is

o 1
Ty = 3H,u0pHSP — S H. (B4)
It is useful to write Eq. (B3] in trace form to obtain
8T
-R=—FH> B5
iTp (B5)

Varying the action with respect to B yields the equation
of motion:

d+H =0. (B6)
Now consider a spherically-symmetric spacetime
ansatz, such that
ds* = & (r)dr® + B*(1)dQ3, (B7)
and
Hyp=H(r )e”k%éyé’;, (B8)

where 7 is now the Euclidean time coordinate. The (7, 7)
component of the Einstein equations is then
3ka? 382 8w

=t M2( FH?), (B9)



where k is the spacetime curvature. This ansatz satis-
fies the equations of motion for H, and from the Bianchi
identity, e**#Y0,H,,,, = 0, we can obtain

8,(7—[,835ijk) = 0, (BlO)

where we have used €;;5 = /|gleiji. This necessitates
that

= 753 ,
where H is a dimensionless constant. This constant can

be fixed by normalizing the integral of the field strength
over the three sphere:

H (B11)

Hong = 27727'[0 =N (B12)
S3
to obtain
n
= —. B13
Ho 92 (B13)

where n is an integer number that represents the charge
of the instanton. Now, restricting attention to the three-
sphere, let 52 = 72, and k = 1 . Then, plugging in

Eq. (B11)) into Eq. , we obtain:

2 -1 aN\ 1
9 n L
=(1—- —%5—5— =(1—-— B14
= (- gi) (%) 0w
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where L is a length scale that describes the minimum
radius of the wormhole throat.

Thus, the metric for the Giddings-Strominger worm-
hole is given by

1
ds? = ———dr® + r2d03.

N

Then, from the trace of the Einstein equations, we can
calculate the instanton action and find

(B15)

n2

W= e

(B16)

where we have performed an integral over 7 and the
three-sphere, 23. The quantity L can also be written
in terms of f, and Mp as [62]

n2 1/4
L=——5—= B17
(wi7) P10
to equivalently write this expression as
V3mnM
Sy = YOrmATE (B18)

8fa

which is the standard Giddings-Strominger wormhole re-
sult.

[1] R. D. Peccei and Helen R. Quinn. CP Conservation in
the Presence of Instantons. Phys. Rev. Lett., 38:1440—
1443, 1977.

[2] R. D. Peccei and Helen R. Quinn. Constraints Imposed
by CP Conservation in the Presence of Instantons. Phys.
Rev. D, 16:1791-1797, 1977.

[3] Steven Weinberg. A New Light Boson?
Lett., 40:223-226, 1978.

[4] Frank Wilczek. Problem of Strong P and T' Invariance
in the Presence of Instantons. Phys. Rev. Lett., 40:279—
282, 1978.

[5] Jihn E. Kim. Weak Interaction Singlet and Strong CP
Invariance. Phys. Rev. Lett., 43:103, 1979.

[6] Mikhail A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein, and Valentin I.
Zakharov. Can Confinement Ensure Natural CP Invari-
ance of Strong Interactions? Nucl. Phys. B, 166:493—
506, 1980.

[7] A. R. Zhitnitsky. On Possible Suppression of the Axion
Hadron Interactions. (In Russian). Sov. J. Nucl. Phys.,
31:260, 1980.

[8] Michael Dine, Willy Fischler, and Mark Srednicki. A
Simple Solution to the Strong CP Problem with a Harm-
less Axion. Phys. Lett. B, 104:199-202, 1981.

[9] Peter Svrcek and Edward Witten. Axions In String The-
ory. JHEP, 06:051, 2006.

[10] Eduard Masso and Ramon Toldra. On a light spinless
particle coupled to photons. Phys. Rev. D, 52:1755—
1763, 1995.

Phys. Rev.

[11] Eduard Masso. Axions and axion like particles. Nucl.
Phys. B Proc. Suppl., 114:67-73, 2003.

[12] Joseph P. Conlon. The QCD axion and moduli stabili-
sation. JHEP, 05:078, 2006.

[13] Asimina Arvanitaki, Savas

Dimopoulos,  Sergei

Dubovsky, Nemanja Kaloper, and John March-
Russell. String Axiverse. Phys. Rev. D, 81:123530,
2010.

[14] Pierre Sikivie. Axion Cosmology. Lect. Notes Phys.,
741:19-50, 2008.

[15] David J. E. Marsh. Axion Cosmology. Phys. Rept.,
643:1-79, 2016.

[16] Wayne Hu, Rennan Barkana, and Andrei Gruzinov.
Cold and fuzzy dark matter. Phys. Rev. Lett., 85:1158—
1161, 2000.

[17) Lam Hui. Wave Dark Matter. Ann. Rev. Astron. As-
trophys., 59:247-289, 2021.

[18] Joshua A. Frieman, Christopher T. Hill, Albert Steb-
bins, and loav Waga. Cosmology with ultralight pseudo
Nambu-Goldstone bosons. Phys. Rev. Lett., 75:2077—
2080, 1995.

[19] Sean M. Carroll. Quintessence and the rest of the world.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 81:3067-3070, 1998.

[20] Arthur Lue, Li-Min Wang, and Marc Kamionkowski.
Cosmological signature of new parity violating interac-
tions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 83:1506-1509, 1999.

[21] R. Jackiw and S. Y. Pi. Chern-Simons modification of
general relativity. Phys. Rev., D68:104012, 2003.



[22] S. Alexander and N. Yunes. Chern-Simons modified
general relativity. Phys. Rep., 480:1-55, August 2009.

[23] Luis Alvarez-Gaume and Edward Witten. Gravitational
anomalies. Nuclear Physics B, 234(2):269-330, 1984.

[24] J. Polchinski. String theory. Vol. 2: Superstring theory
and beyond. Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical
Physics. Cambridge University Press, 12 2007.

[25] Stephon H. S. Alexander, Michael E. Peskin, and M. M.
Sheikh-Jabbari. Leptogenesis from gravity waves in
models of inflation. Phys. Rev. Lett., 96:081301, Feb
2006.

[26] Michael B. Green, J. H. Schwarz, and Edward Witten.
Superstring Theory. Vol. 2: Loop Amplitides, Anoma-
lies and Phenomenology. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, UK, 1987.

[27] Stephon H. S. Alexander and Jr. Gates, S. James. Can
the string scale be related to the cosmic baryon asym-
metry? JCAP, 0606:018, 2006.

[28] Stephon Alexander, Gregory Gabadadze, Leah Jenks,
and Nicolds Yunes. Chern-Simons caps for rotating
black holes. Phys. Rev. D, 104(6):064033, 2021.

[29] Stephon Alexander and Cyril Creque-Sarbinowski. UV
completions of Chern-Simons gravity. Phys. Rev. D,
108(10):104046, 2023.

[30] Daniel Grumiller and Nicolas Yunes. How do Black
Holes Spin in Chern-Simons Modified Gravity? Phys.
Rev., D77:044015, 2008.

[31] Tetsuya Shiromizu and Kentaro Tanabe. Static space-
times with/without black holes in dynamical Chern-
Simons gravity. Phys. Rev. D, 87:081504, 2013.

[32] Nicolas Yunes and Frans Pretorius. Dynamical Chern-
Simons Modified Gravity. I. Spinning Black Holes in
the Slow-Rotation Approximation.  Phys. Rev. D,
79:084043, 2009.

[33] Vitor Cardoso and Leonardo Gualtieri. Perturbations of
Schwarzschild black holes in Dynamical Chern-Simons
modified gravity. Phys. Rev. D, 80:064008, 2009. [Erra-
tum: Phys.Rev.D 81, 089903 (2010)].

[34] Kent Yagi, Nicolas Yunes, and Takahiro Tanaka. Slowly

Rotating Black Holes in Dynamical Chern-Simons

Gravity: Deformation Quadratic in the Spin. Phys. Rev.

D, 86:044037, 2012. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 89, 049902

(2014)].

Stephon Alexander, Gregory Gabadadze, Leah Jenks,

and Nicolds Yunes. Black hole superradiance in dynam-

ical Chern-Simons gravity. Phys. Rev. D, 107(8):084016,

2023.

[36] Carlos F. Sopuerta and Nicolas Yunes. New Kludge
Scheme for the Construction of Approximate Wave-
forms for Extreme-Mass-Ratio Inspirals. Phys. Rev.,
D84:124060, 2011.

[37] Stephon Alexander, Lee Samuel Finn, and Nicolas
Yunes. A gravitational-wave probe of effective quantum
gravity. Phys. Rev., D78:066005, 2008.

[38] Nicolas Yunes, Richard O’Shaughnessy, Benjamin J.

Owen, and Stephon Alexander. Testing gravitational

parity violation with coincident gravitational waves and

short gamma-ray bursts. Phys.Rev., D82:064017, 2010.

Stephon H. Alexander and Nicolas Yunes. Gravitational

wave probes of parity violation in compact binary coa-

lescences. Phys. Rev., D97(6):064033, 2018.

[40] Leah Jenks, Lyla Choi, Macarena Lagos, and Nicolds
Yunes. Parametrized parity violation in gravitational
wave propagation. Phys. Rev. D, 108(4):044023, 2023.

35

39

14

[41] Macarena Lagos, Leah Jenks, Maximiliano Isi, Kenta
Hotokezaka, Brian D. Metzger, Eric Burns, Will M.
Farr, Scott Perkins, Kaze W. K. Wong, and Nicolas
Yunes. Birefringence tests of gravity with multimessen-
ger binaries. Phys. Rev. D, 109(12):124003, 2024.

[42] Tatsuya Daniel, Leah Jenks, and Stephon Alexan-
der. Gravitational waves in Chern-Simons-Gauss-
Bonnet gravity. Phys. Rev. D, 109(12):124012, 2024.

[43] Thomas Callister, Leah Jenks, Daniel E. Holz, and
Nicoldas Yunes. New probe of gravitational par-
ity violation through nonobservation of the stochas-
tic gravitational-wave background.  Phys. Rev. D,
111(4):044041, 2025.

[44] Stephon Haigh-Solom Alexander, Michael E. Peskin,
and Mohammad M. Sheikh-Jabbari. Leptogenesis from
gravity waves in models of inflation. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
96:081301, 2006.

[45] Stephon Alexander, Antonino Marciano, and David
Spergel.  Chern-Simons Inflation and Baryogenesis.
JCAP, 04:046, 2013.

[46] Keisuke Inomata, Leah Jenks, and Marc Kamionkowski.
Parity-breaking galaxy 4-point function from lensing by
chiral gravitational waves. Phys. Rev. D, 111(4):043504,
2025.

[47] Tristan L. Smith, Adrienne L. Erickcek, Robert R. Cald-
well, and Marc Kamionkowski. The effects of Chern-
Simons gravity on bodies orbiting the Earth. Phys. Rev.,
D77:024015, 2008.

[48] G. G. L. Nashed and Shin’ichi Nojiri. Slow-rotating
black holes with potential in dynamical Chern-Simons
modified gravitational theory. JCAP, 02:033, 2023.

[49] Chloe Richards, Alexandru Dima, and Helvi Witek.
Black holes in massive dynamical Chern-Simons grav-
ity: Scalar hair and quasibound states at decoupling.
Phys. Rev. D, 108(4):044078, 2023.

[50] Ki-Myeong Lee. Wormholes and Goldstone Bosons.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 61:263-266, 1988.

[51] L. F. Abbott and Mark B. Wise. Wormholes and Global
Symmetries. Nucl. Phys. B, 325:687-704, 1989.

[52] Soo-Jong Rey. The Axion Dynamics in Wormhole Back-
ground. Phys. Rev. D, 39:3185, 1989.

[63] Benjamin Grinstein and Mark B. Wise. Light Scalars
in Quantum Gravity. Phys. Lett. B, 212:407-410, 1988.

[54] J. David Brown, C. P. Burgess, A. Kshirsagar,
Bernard F. Whiting, and James W. York, Jr. SCALAR
FIELD WORMHOLES. Nucl. Phys. B, 328:213-222,
1989.

[55] Renata Kallosh, Andrei D. Linde, Dmitri A. Linde,
and Leonard Susskind. Gravity and global symmetries.
Phys. Rev. D, 52:912-935, 1995.

[56] Steven B. Giddings and Andrew Strominger. Axion In-
duced Topology Change in Quantum Gravity and String
Theory. Nucl. Phys. B, 306:890-907, 1988.

[67] Sidney R. Coleman. Why There Is Nothing Rather
Than Something: A Theory of the Cosmological Con-
stant. Nucl. Phys. B, 310:643-668, 1988.

[58] John Preskill. Wormbholes in Space-time and the Con-
stants of Nature. Nucl. Phys. B, 323:141-186, 1989.

[59] Igor R. Klebanov, Leonard Susskind, and Tom Banks.
Wormbholes and the Cosmological Constant. Nucl. Phys.
B, 317:665-692, 1989.

[60] Kiwoon Choi and R. Holman. A Wormhole Solution
to the Strong CP Problem. Phys. Rev. Lett., 62:2575,
1989.



[61] John Preskill, Sandip P. Trivedi, and Mark B. Wise.
Wormbholes in Space-time and 6 (QCD). Phys. Lett. B,
223:26-31, 1989.

[62] Rodrigo Alonso and Alfredo Urbano. Wormholes and
masses for Goldstone bosons. JHEP, 02:136, 2019.

[63] Arthur Hebecker, Thomas Mikhail, and Pablo Soler.
Euclidean wormholes, baby universes, and their impact
on particle physics and cosmology. Front. Astron. Space
Sci., 5:35, 2018.

[64] Dhong Yeon Cheong, Koichi Hamaguchi, Yoshiki
Kanazawa, Sung Mook Lee, Natsumi Nagata, and
Seong Chan Park. Wormhole-induced ALP dark matter.
JHEP, 02:183, 2025.

[65] Dhong Yeon Cheong, Seong Chan Park, and Chang Sub
Shin. Effective theory approach for axion wormholes.
JHEP, 07:039, 2024.

[66] A. G. Adame et al. DESI 2024 VI: cosmological con-
straints from the measurements of baryon acoustic os-
cillations. JCAP, 02:021, 2025.

[67] M. Abdul Karim et al. DESI DR2 results. II. Measure-
ments of baryon acoustic oscillations and cosmological
constraints. Phys. Rev. D, 112(8):083515, 2025.

[68] Robert Delbourgo and Abdus Salam. The gravitational
correction to pcac. Phys. Lett. B, 40:381-382, 1972.

[69] Thomas Schifer and Edward V. Shuryak. Instantons in
QCD. Rev. Mod. Phys., 70:323-426, 1998.

[70] Hector O. Silva, A. Miguel Holgado, Alejandro
Céardenas-Avendano, and Nicolds Yunes. Astrophys-
ical and theoretical physics implications from multi-
messenger neutron star observations. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
126(18):181101, 2021.

[71] J. Chung and G.M. Hulbert. A time integration algo-
rithm for structural dynamics with improved numerical
dissipation: the generalized-a method. Journal of Ap-
plied Mechanics, Transactions of the A.S.M.E., 60:371—
375, 1993.

[72] Edward W. Kolb and Michael S. Turner. The Early
Universe, volume 69. Taylor and Francis, 5 2019.

[73] Ciaran A. J. O’Hare. Cosmology of axion dark matter.
PoS, COSMICWISPers:040, 2024.

[74] N. Aghanim et al. Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmologi-
cal parameters. Astron. Astrophys., 641:A6, 2020. [Er-
ratum: Astron.Astrophys. 652, C4 (2021)].

[75] Alexander Vilenkin. Cosmic Strings and Domain Walls.
Phys. Rept., 121:263-315, 1985.

[76] Leonard Parker. Quantized fields and particle creation
in expanding universes. 1. Phys. Rev., 183:1057-1068,
1969.

[77] L. Parker. Quantized fields and particle creation in ex-
panding universes. 2. Phys. Rev. D, 3:346-356, 1971.
[Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 3, 2546-2546 (1971)].

[78] L. H. Ford. Cosmological particle production: a review.
Rept. Prog. Phys., 84(11), 2021.

[79] Daniel J. H. Chung, Edward W. Kolb, and Antonio Ri-
otto. Superheavy dark matter. Phys. Rev. D, 59:023501,
1998.

[80] Daniel J. H. Chung, Edward W. Kolb, and Antonio Ri-
otto. Nonthermal supermassive dark matter. Phys. Rev.
Lett., 81:4048-4051, 1998.

[81] Edward W. Kolb and Andrew J. Long. Cosmological
gravitational particle production and its implications
for cosmological relics. Rev. Mod. Phys., 96(4):045005,
2024.

[82] Erwin Schro”dinger. The proper vibrations of the ex-

15

panding universe. Physica, 6(7):899-912, 1939.

[83] Peter W. Graham, Jeremy Mardon, and Surjeet Rajen-
dran. Vector Dark Matter from Inflationary Fluctua-
tions. Phys. Rev. D, 93(10):103520, 2016.

[84] Yohei Ema, Ryusuke Jinno, Kyohei Mukaida, and
Kazunori Nakayama. Gravitational Effects on Inflaton
Decay. JCAP, 05:038, 2015.

[85] Yohei Ema, Ryusuke Jinno, Kyohei Mukaida, and
Kazunori Nakayama. Gravitational particle production
in oscillating backgrounds and its cosmological implica-
tions. Phys. Rev. D, 94(6):063517, 2016.

[86] Yohei Ema, Kazunori Nakayama, and Yong Tang. Pro-
duction of purely gravitational dark matter: the case of
fermion and vector boson. JHEP, 07:060, 2019.

[87] Edward W. Kolb and Andrew J. Long. Completely dark
photons from gravitational particle production during
the inflationary era. JHEP, 03:283, 2021.

[88] Ageel Ahmed, Bohdan Grzadkowski, and Anna Socha.
Gravitational production of vector dark matter. JHEP,
08:059, 2020.

[89] Stephon Alexander, Leah Jenks, and Evan McDonough.
Higher spin dark matter. Phys. Lett. B, 819:136436,
2021.

[90] Edward W. Kolb, Andrew J. Long, and Evan Mc-
Donough. Catastrophic production of slow gravitinos.
Phys. Rev. D, 104(7):075015, 2021.

[91] Edward W. Kolb, Andrew J. Long, and Evan Mc-
Donough. Gravitino Swampland Conjecture. Phys. Rev.
Lett., 127(13):131603, 2021.

[92] Edward W. Kolb, Siyang Ling, Andrew J. Long, and
Rachel A. Rosen. Cosmological gravitational particle
production of massive spin-2 particles. JHEP, 05:181,
2023.

[93] Christian Capanelli, Leah Jenks, Edward W. Kolb, and
Evan McDonough. Cosmological implications of Kalb-
Ramond-like particles. JHEP, 06:075, 2024.

[94] Kunio Kaneta, Wenqi Ke, Yann Mambrini, Keith A.
Olive, and Sarunas Verner. Gravitational production
of spin-3/2 particles during reheating. Phys. Rev. D,
108(11):115027, 2023.

[95] Azadeh Maleknejad and Evan McDonough. Ultralight
pion and superheavy baryon dark matter. Phys. Rewv.
D, 106(9):095011, 2022.

[96] Christian Capanelli, Leah Jenks, Edward W. Kolb,
and Evan McDonough. Gravitational production of
completely dark photons with nonminimal couplings to
gravity. JHEP, 09:071, 2024.

[97] Christian Capanelli, Leah Jenks, Edward W. Kolb, and
Evan McDonough. Runaway Gravitational Production
of Dark Photons. Phys. Rev. Lett., 133(6):061602, 2024.

[98] Leah Jenks, Edward W. Kolb, and Keyer Thyme. Gravi-
tational particle production of scalars: analytic and nu-
merical approaches including early reheating. JHEP,
05:077, 2025.

[99] Davide Racco, Sarunas Verner, and Wei Xue. Gravi-
tational production of heavy particles during and after
inflation. JHEP, 09:129, 2024.

[100] Tammi Chowdhury, Leah Jenks, Edward W. Kolb, and
Evan McDonough. Higgs Inflation: Particle Factory. 10
2025.

[101] Marco Figliolia, Francesco Grippa, Gaetano Lambiase,
and Luca Visinelli. Gravitational Signatures of Axion
Dark Matter via Parity-Violating Interactions. 9 2025.

[102] Yohei Ema, Kyohei Mukaida, and Kazunori Nakayama.



Scalar field couplings to quadratic curvature and decay

into gravitons. JHEP, 05:087, 2022.

Asher Berlin, Diego Blas, Raffaele Tito D’Agnolo, Se-

bastian A. R. Ellis, Roni Harnik, Yonatan Kahn, and

Jan Schiitte-Engel. Detecting high-frequency gravita-

tional waves with microwave cavities. Phys. Rev. D,

105(11):116011, 2022.

Takeshi Chiba. Slow-Roll Thawing Quintessence. Phys.

Rev. D, 79:083517, 2009. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 80,

109902 (2009)].

[105] Sourish Dutta and Robert J. Scherrer.
Quintessence. Phys. Rev. D, 78:123525, 2008.

[106] Eric V. Linder. The Dynamics of Quintessence, The
Quintessence of Dynamics. Gen. Rel. Grav., 40:329—
356, 2008.

[107] Shinji Tsujikawa. Quintessence: A Review.
Quant. Grav., 30:214003, 2013.

[108] Yasunori Nomura, T. Watari, and T. Yanagida.
Quintessence axion potential induced by electroweak in-
stanton effects. Phys. Lett. B, 484:103—-111, 2000.

[109] Tomi Koivisto and David F. Mota. Gauss-Bonnet
Quintessence:  Background Evolution, Large Scale

[103

[104

Hilltop

Class.

16

Structure and Cosmological Constraints. Phys. Rev. D,
75:023518, 2007.

[110] Jose Maria Ezquiaga and Miguel Zumalacédrregui. Dark
Energy After GW170817: Dead Ends and the Road
Ahead. Phys. Rev. Lett., 119(25):251304, 2017.

[111] K. Lodha et al. Extended dark energy analysis us-
ing DESI DR2 BAO measurements. Phys. Rev. D,
112(8):083511, 2025.

[112] Anowar J. Shajib and Joshua A. Frieman. Scalar-field
dark energy models: Current and forecast constraints.
Phys. Rev. D, 112(6):063508, 2025.

[113] Stephon Alexander, Sam Cormack, Antonino Marciano,
and Nicolds Yunes. Gravitational-Wave Mediated Pre-
heating. Phys. Lett., B743:82-86, 2015.

[114] Keisuke Inomata and Marc Kamionkowski. Chiral pho-
tons from chiral gravitational waves. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
123(3):031305, 2019.

[115] Keisuke Inomata and Marc Kamionkowski. Circu-
lar polarization of the cosmic microwave background
from vector and tensor perturbations. Phys. Rev. D,
99(4):043501, 2019.



	Cosmology of Gravi-Axions
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Gravitational Axions from Euclidean Wormholes
	Gravi-Axions as Dark Matter
	Misalignment Production
	Gravitational Particle Production

	Gravi-Axion Decay
	Gravi-Axions as Dark Energy
	Discussion and Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Review of Euclidean Wormholes
	The Giddings-Strominger Wormhole
	References


