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We show that an axionlike particle (ALP) can simultaneously generate the baryon asymmetry
and constitute dark matter through dynamics triggered by a first-order electroweak phase transition
(EWPT). In our proposal, the transition briefly reshapes the ALP potential via a temperature-
dependent vacuum expectation value of a scalar field S, responsible for making the EWPT of
first order, inducing a transient mass enhancement of ALP via higher-dimensional U(1)-breaking
operator(s). This sudden kick generates a large ALP velocity near the onset of EWPT enabling the
broadening of relic satisfied parameter space and predict a complementary stochastic gravitational-
wave signal from the underlying first-order transition. We further show that the same ALP dynamics
can naturally fuel electroweak baryogenesis through its coupling to electroweak anomaly.

I. INTRODUCTION

The existence of baryon asymmetry of the Universe
(BAU) [1] remains one of the long-standing problems
within the Standard Model (SM). An underlying key
to address this issue is perhaps to connect its genesis
with the period of electroweak phase transition (EWPT)
termed as electroweak baryogenesis (EWBG), particu-
larly because the baryon-number violation in SM (a cru-
cial ingredient to realise BAU) via electroweak sphaleron
process gets decoupled during this epoch only. However,
within the SM framework, the EWPT is a smooth cross-
over [2] rather than a strong first-order phase transition
(FOPT), precluding the other requirement for obtaining
BAU: the departure from thermal equilibrium. Moreover,
the CP violation within the SM falls far below the re-
quirement. These shortcomings necessitate the introduc-
tion of new physics beyond the SM (BSM) to provide a
strong FOPT and simultaneously introduce new sources
of CP violation to realize EWBG.

Alongside, dark matter (DM) [3, 4] of the Universe
poses another central open question in particle physics
and cosmology, a resolution of which requires physics be-
yond the SM too. While weakly interacting massive par-
ticles (WIMPs) [5–7] were long considered leading can-
didates, increasingly stringent null results from direct-
detection experiments [8] have shifted attention toward
lighter, more feebly interacting states. Among these,
the QCD axion and axion-like particles (ALPs) are well-
motivated dark matter candidates, particularly through
the misalignment mechanism [9–13]. The axion field a,
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initially displaced from its minimum during inflation, be-
gins coherent oscillations (with a nonzero velocity ȧ) once
the Hubble expansion rate (H) falls below the axion mass
(ma), after which its energy density redshifts as non-
relativistic matter, ρa ∝ R−3.

In this work, we investigate whether an axion or ALP
can play a dynamical role in electroweak baryogenesis
while simultaneously accounting for the observed dark
matter relic abundance. This question is motivated by
the observation that the onset of coherent axion/ALP
oscillations (resembling as DM) generically features a
nonzero field velocity, which in turn can induce a CPT-
violating effective chemical potential. Such a chemical
potential (µeff) arises provided there exists derivative in-
teraction between the axion/ALP and the SM baryon
or lepton currents (jµX) of the form ∂µa j

µ
X/fa, which re-

duces to ȧ j0X/fa ≡ µeff , after axion/ALP gains a nonzero
velocity, under the assumption that the axion/ALP field
is spatially homogeneous. This required homogeneity is
naturally realised if the global U(1) symmetry associ-
ated with the axion/ALP is spontaneously broken before
inflation, while the second necessary condition, an effi-
cient baryon-number-violating process in equilibrium, is
provided by electroweak sphalerons itself prior to their
freeze-out. Together, these ingredients hint toward a
plausible avenue for axion or ALP-assisted baryogene-
sis, through electroweak (EW) anomaly, compatible with
dark matter phenomenology.

It can therefore be readily understood that the stan-
dard QCD axion is not the right candidate in this regard,
as the PQ axion starts gaining nonzero velocity around
a temperature of the Universe, close to the QCD con-
densate (far below the EWPT) where the electroweak
sphaleron (source of baryon number violation) already
decoupled. Nevertheless, in certain nonstandard post-
inflationary scenarios, such as axiogenesis [14] or setups
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involving kinetic misalignment [15, 16], the axion (or a
ALP) can attain an early nonzero velocity, allowing it
to participate in baryogenesis. Conversely, if the QCD
axion is required to account for the observed dark mat-
ter relic abundance, one typically needs a decay con-
stant fa ∼ 1012 GeV for an initial misalignment angle
θi = ai/fa ∼ O(1) [17] which corresponds to the onset of
axion oscillation around T ∼ 1 GeV. This follows from
the intrinsic relation between the axion mass ma and
fa, set by the QCD scale ΛQCD ∼ 150MeV [17]. Taken
together, these considerations make it difficult for the
minimal QCD axion framework to simultaneously real-
ize both electroweak baryogenesis and dark-matter phe-
nomenology in a realistic way.

A recent work [18] of us has demonstrated that a
first-order EWPT (FOEWPT) can significantly influence
the dynamics of the QCD axion. This effect called re-
current misalignment arises from a higher-dimensional,
U(1)PQ-breaking interaction between the global symme-
try breaking scalar Φ and a real SM singlet scalar S,
enabling the EWPT of first order via its SM Higgs (H)
portal interaction, introduced through a portal operator
S4Φ2eiα/Λ2 + h.c. having Λ as the cut-off scale. The
scalar S acquires a vacuum expectation value (vev) at
a temperature Ts, generating a tree-level potential bar-
rier between the symmetric and the broken electroweak
phase. The brief involvement of ⟨S⟩ across the transi-
tion imparts a transient axion mass prior to the onset
of QCD confinement, allowing axion oscillations to begin
during the electroweak epoch. This mechanism is shown
to substantially modify the conventional QCD axion phe-
nomenology, particularly its dark matter relic abundance,
with the scale Λ playing a crucial role.

A natural question then is whether such a FOEWPT
framework can simultaneously account for both the ob-
served baryon asymmetry and the dark matter abun-
dance through axion dynamics. For the QCD axion,
the tight relation between its mass and decay constant,
further restricted by astrophysical constraints such as
fa ≳ 108 GeV from SN1987A [19], leaves no remain-
ing room to accommodate the required baryon asym-
metry while also satisfying the relic density constraint;
achieving the latter inevitably suppresses the former. In
contrast, ALPs evade this restriction because their mass
and decay constant are independent parameters. We
demonstrate here that the same non-renormalizable oper-
ator, responsible for recurrent misalignment by inducing
a transient, enhanced ALP mass during the FOEWPT,
can in turn result into the large ALP velocity exactly
when EW sphalerons are active, allowing efficient baryon
asymmetry generation. Subsequently, as the Universe
cools below the electroweak scale, the ALP mass relaxes
to its near-original value (barring an additional contri-
bution from non-renormalizable SM Higgs portal interac-
tion), and its oscillations provide the correct dark matter

relic density through the recurrent misalignment mech-
anism. Thus, the transient dynamics of the ALP field
during the EWPT provides a unified origin for both dark
matter and the baryon asymmetry of the Universe.

There are several studies in the literature exploring
ALPs in connection with the EWPT. In [20, 21] and [22],
a first-order EWPT is triggered by the ALP–Higgs cou-
pling, while the baryon asymmetry is generated through
the effective coupling of the ALP to the EW anomaly
and to the top quark Yukawa interaction, respectively;
however, these works do not address ALP dark matter.
In [23], the ALP explains the baryon asymmetry via its
effective coupling to the EW anomaly within a clock-
work framework, and the same ALP constitutes the dark
matter through its interaction with a hidden gauge sec-
tor, although in this case the electroweak phase tran-
sition remains a crossover. In another study [24], the
baryon asymmetry is generated through the ALP–EW
anomaly coupling during a first order EWPT induced by
an ALP–Higgs interaction, while the dark matter is ac-
counted for by axion-coupled dark photons. In contrast,
our scenario brings together ALP dark matter, elec-
troweak baryogenesis, and the first-order EWPT, while
enlarging the viable ALP dark matter parameter space
in light of existing constraints and providing comple-
mentary connections to the stochastic gravitational wave
(GW) signal from the underlying FOPT.

II. THE FRAMEWORK

In this work, we extend our earlier framework of QCD
axion to an ALP case which would not only provide the
correct DM relic abundance but also connecting it with
a spontaneous electroweak baryogenesis [25–30] scenario
across FOEWPT. In doing so, we first specify in this sec-
tion its relevant effective interactions to SM and other
BSM fields so as to identify the epoch of its oscillation
across the EWPT, with a particular emphasis on being of
first order. Thereafter, we proceed to discuss the mech-
anism for generating the DM relic abundance and BAU
using ALP dynamics (using these interactions) and as-
sociated phenomenological discussion in subsequent sec-
tions.

We presume that ALPs exist prior to the end of pri-
mordial inflation due to the spontaneous breaking of a
global U(1) symmetry during inflation. After inflation
and reheating, the ALP field becomes spatially homoge-
neous, a(t), and remains frozen at an initial value aI , set
by the misalignment angle θi = ai/fa with θ̇i = 0, as long
as the Hubble H ≫ ma0. As a Nambu-Goldstone bo-
son, the ALP acquires its mass ma0 from shift-symmetry
breaking contributions, likely through a hidden sector
non-perturbative dynamics analogous to the QCD axion.

Since we are interested to investigate the impact of
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EWPT being first order on such ALPs, we introduce a
SM real singlet scalar field S, odd under a Z2 symme-
try, which can trigger [31] a first-order electroweak phase
transition through its SM Higgs-portal interaction

−LPT = λhs|H|2S2. (1)

For a suitable choice of λhs (as we show in a later section),
the vev of S at a critical temperature Tc can generate
a barrier between the phases [⟨H⟩ = 0; ⟨S⟩ = vs] and
[⟨H⟩ = vh; ⟨S⟩ = 0]. In order such FOEWPT to be
impacted upon the dynamics of ALP, we consider the
presence of higher-dimensional operators1 [18, 32]

−LALP
int =

S4

Λ2
Φ2eiα + κ

|H|4

Λ2
Φ2eiβ + h.c., (2)

where the Φ (= ηeia/
√
2fa) field spontaneously breaks the

global U(1) symmetry, resulting ALP (a) as the pNGB
and Λ denotes the cut-off scale of the theory. The radial
field η is assumed to be very heavy so as not to contribute
in the physics below the scale Λ. One can expect such
explicit global U(1) breaking interactions, suppressed by
the Planck scale (MPl) from quantum gravity effects [33–
39]. However, as shown in Ref. [40, 41], the cut-off scale
(Λ) can be well-below the Planck scale (Λ ≲ MPl) follow-
ing the weak-gravity conjecture [40, 41]. Here, κ refers
to a dimensionless coupling that measures the relative
strength between the two explicit breaking terms. Also,
α and β in Eq. 2 denote the additional phases, which
we will fix at the value of π throughout this work, sim-
plifying our analysis without any alteration in the ALP
potential minimum2. The detailed effect of such inter-
actions in altering the ALP mass (during EWPT) and
its dynamics to predict the DM relic abundance will be
studied in detail in the following sections.

In this work, as we plan to extend the recurrent mis-
alignment mechanism [18] to further connect it with a
spontaneous electroweak baryogenesis, a key considera-
tion would be to introduce an effective interaction be-
tween ALP and the electroweak anomaly:

−LALP
eff =

1

16π2

a

fa
TrWµνW̃µν , (3)

which generates a chemical potential after ALP starts
oscillating. This in turn induces a net baryon asymme-
try in presence of sphaleron process being in equilibrium,
during FOEWPT, which requires a sizable chemical po-
tential, or equivalently, a large axion velocity. The exact

1 A possible origin for these operators is discussed in the appendix

of Refs. [18, 32].
2 The impact of choosing phases different from π is explored in

detail in Ref. [32].

details are included in a dedicated section on baryogen-
esis. Note that such an effective interaction is reminis-
cent of loops of heavy leptons charged under the same
U(1). Although such a generation of BAU sounds simi-
lar to spontaneous baryogenesis via leptogenesis [42–53]
scenario, there are salient features associated with our
proposal. For example, in [44, 45, 47], lepton number
violation follows from a dimension-five Weinberg opera-
tor, responsible for neutrino mass generation3, needs to
be in thermal equilibrium and as a result, the asymme-
try generation can only be operative at scales (T ∼ 1013

GeV) much above the electroweak epoch. In contrast,
here we explore ALP-induced baryogenesis mechanism
during the EWPT, i.e. at a much low scale making it
interesting from experimental point of view as well. Fur-
thermore, the same ALP being responsible for DM, an
interesting correlation will follow as we explore in the
following sections along with the GW signal related to
FOEWPT.

III. FIRST ORDER ELECTROWEAK PHASE
TRANSITION WITH REAL SINGLET

Before going into the details of ALP dynamics as im-
pacted by the first order EWPT, in this section, we pro-
vide a brief overview of first order EWPT and related pa-
rameters. This will be helpful in governing the thermal
evolution of the vevs of the real singlet S and Higgs fields
(vs, vh) while simultaneously fixing the nucleation tem-
perature Tn. To begin, we write down the Z2-symmetric
tree level potential involving the SM Higgs and the sin-
glet S field (inclusive of the Lagrangian of Eq. 1) as [31]:

V0(H,S) =µ2
h(H

†H) + λh(H
†H)2

+
µ2
s

2
S2 +

λs

4
S4 +

λhs

2
(H†H)S2, (4)

where, µ2
h, µ

2
s < 0. One also needs to incorporate the

thermal corrections to construct the effective potential
Veff . In the high-temperature approximation, retaining
the leading T 2-thermal corrections and neglecting sub-
leading one-loop Coleman–Weinberg terms, one obtains
(see Appendix A)

Veff(h, S, T ) =
1

2
(µ2

h + chT
2)h2 +

λh

4
h4+

1

2
(µ2

s + csT
2)S2 +

λs

4
S4 +

λhs

4
h2S2, (5)

3 Contrarily, in [16], some of us have pointed out that introduction

of a different Weinberg-like operator can make it interesting by

lowering the scale of asymmetry generation down to electroweak

scale.
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where h denotes the classical background of the SM Higgs
field and ch and cs are defined as:

ch =
1

48
(9g2w + 3g2Y + 12y2t + 24λh + 2λhs), (6)

cs =
1

12
(3λs + 2λhs). (7)

In this setup, the EWPT proceeds in two steps. At
high temperatures, all symmetries are restored with
⟨H⟩ = ⟨S⟩ = 0. Then, as the temperature goes down
to Ts, the S field starts to develop a temperature depen-
dent vev,

⟨S⟩ ≡ vs(T ) =

√
−µ2

s + csT 2

λs
, (8)

while ⟨H⟩ = 0. This stage corresponds to spontaneous
breaking of Z2 symmetry and modifies the ALP mass
via higher-dimensional operators, to be explicitly shown
in the next section. As the temperature decreases, the
Higgs vacuum develops a new minimum with

⟨h⟩ ≡ vh(T ) =

√
−
µ2
h + chT 2

λh
, (9)

while vev of the S field vanishes, ⟨S⟩ = 0. In be-
tween, there exists a critical temperature Tc (< Ts) when
the Higgs minimum becomes degenerate with the singlet
minimum, with the appearance of potential barrier be-
tween them, which marks the onset of a first-order phase
transition.

For T < Tc, the electroweak minimum with vh(T ) ̸= 0
and vs(T ) = 0 becomes the true vacuum. The transi-
tion proceeds through bubble nucleation at the nucle-
ation temperature Tn, governed by

Γd(Tn) ≃ H(Tn)
4, (10)

with H(T ) = 1.66
√
g⋆(T )T

2/MPl, where the vacuum de-
cay rate is [54–56]

Γd(T ) ≃ T 4

(
S3

2πT

)3/2

e−S3/T . (11)

Here, the 3-dimensional Euclidean action for O(3)-
symmetric bounce [54, 56] is denoted by S3 (which we
calculated by the FindBounce [57] package, as discussed
in Appendix B).

λs λhs µ2
s (GeV2) Ts (GeV) Tc (GeV) Tn (GeV)

BP1 0.03 0.22 -2240.5 225.23 100 42.7

BP2 0.1 0.37 -4367.5 224.49 95 51.4

TABLE I. Benchmark points satisfying FOEWPT

In Table I, we list two benchmark choices for the pa-
rameters λs, λhs, and µ2

s which determine the values

Ts, Tc and Tn, ensuring both a FOEWPT and its suc-
cessful completion. For the rest of our analysis, we adopt
these benchmark points. We also note that the singlet
scalar field S, being odd under Z2, becomes stable, but its
contribution to the dark matter relic density is negligible,
largely because its Higgs-portal interaction is relatively
strong.

IV. EVOLUTION OF ALP AS DARK MATTER

In this section, we examine the evolution of the
ALP mass in presence of the dimension-6 operators
of Eq. 2 and assess their implications for ALP dy-
namics. The ALP acquires a bare mass ma0 possibly
from a non-perturbative potential of the form V0(a) =
m2

a0f
2
a [1− cos(a/fa)], generated by a QCD-like hidden

sector. At early times, the field remains frozen at an ini-
tial misalignment angle θi ∼ 1, with Hubble friction pre-
venting coherent motion until the expansion rate drops
below the mass scale. Only then does the ALP com-
mence oscillations about its potential minimum. The
dimension-6 operators can modify the ALP mass only in
the vicinity of the electroweak phase transition (EWPT),
and understanding their impact requires determining
whether oscillations begin (the indicative temperature of
which is Tosc) with the bare mass ma0 at temperatures
above or below Ts. If oscillations do start early, the sub-
sequent mass enhancement across the FOEWPT would
alter the evolution of the field amplitude and energy den-
sity. Conversely, if the ALP remains over-damped until
temperatures below the EWPT, the onset of oscillations
may instead coincide with Ts, leading to a qualitatively
different dynamical history.
Hence, before entering into the details of ALP mass-

variation, let us first analyse whether the ALP starts its
oscillation with its bare mass ma0 (i.e., without ALP
mass variation across the FOEWPT), prior to the tem-
perature Ts or not. In this context, we note that an addi-
tional thermal friction (Υa), arising from the interaction
of ALP with the electroweak anomaly as in Eq. 3, acts on
the ALP in this set-up. Taking this into consideration,
we specify two cases, namely

Case-A : TA
osc > Ts,

Case-B : TB
osc ≤ Ts.

Note that the demarcation between these two cases is set
by the condition,

ma0 = 3H(T ) + Υa(T ), (12)

where, the thermal friction term Υa(T ), induced through
the coupling of ALP with the SM gauge sector, is given
by [23]

Υa(T ) =
Γsp

2Tf2
a

, (13)
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with Γsp ≃ 18α5
WT 4 [58] be the sphaleron rate in the sym-

metric phase of the Universe. We see from Eq. 12 that
the oscillation temperature depends on both ma0 and fa,
hence we cannot divide the two regimes of whether the
oscillation temperature below or above Ts solely on the
basis of ma0 but there is fa dependence also. We have
shown in Fig. 1 the two regions in ma0 − fa plane sig-
nifying the oscillation temperature above or below Ts.
We observe in Fig. 1 that the vertical dividing line be-

10-16 10-12 10-8 10-4 1

106

1010

1014

ma0 (GeV)

f a
(G
eV

)

Case[A]: TAosc > Ts

Case[B]: TBosc < Ts

FIG. 1. Regions in the ma0 − fa plane showing whether
ALP oscillations begin above (blue) or below (orange) the
temperature Ts.

tween the blue and orange regions bends toward larger
values of ma0 when fa falls below a certain critical value.
The reason is that for fa below this threshold, the ther-

mal friction Υa(T ) overtakes the Hubble friction. Con-
sequently, even for relatively large ma0, the ALP cannot
begin oscillating above Ts. This leads to an extended re-
gion where the oscillation temperature lies below Ts in
contrast to the standard expectation in which larger ma0

would typically initiate oscillations earlier. The blue and
orange regions with [ma0−fa] correlation, corresponds to
case-A and case-B respectively, have been used to further
study the ALP as dark matter taking into account the
mass-enhancement across FOEWPT, in the subsequent
discussion.

We now turn our attention to the ALP mass vari-
ation, beyond its bare mass ma0, in view of Eq. 2.
To streamline the discussion and highlight the relevant
physical regimes, we divide the analysis into three phases:

[Phase-I] Above Ts, both H and S have vanishing vevs.
Therefore, in this regime, ALP only has its original mass
ma0.
[Phase-II] Between Ts and Tn, the nucleation tempera-
ture of EWPT : In this period, the S field starts to de-
velop non-zero vev, ⟨S⟩ = vs(T ), yielding an additional
contribution to the ALP mass.
[Phase-III] Below Tn: The vev of the S field vanishes,
while the SM Higgs vacuum settles into a non-zero value
⟨H⟩ = vh(T ), which approaches vh = 246 GeV at zero
temperature. Thus, below Tn, the final ALP mass re-
ceives contributions only from the Higgs-portal term, not
from the S-portal. The variations of ALP mass can be
summarized as

ma(T ) =


ma0 ; T > Ts,[
m2

a0 +
4v4

s(T )
Λ2

]1/2
; Tn < T ≤ Ts,[

m2
a0 + κ

v4
h(T )
Λ2

]1/2
; T ≤ Tn.

(14)

We now examine ALP dynamics with the temperature-
dependent mass variation across the FOEWPT, account-
ing the initial conditions similar to the standard mis-
alignment, θi ∼ 1 and hence θ̇i = 0. The classical equa-
tion of motion of the ALP field a(T ) (parametrised by
θ(T ) = a(T )/fa) is given by

θ̈ + (3H+Υa)θ̇ +m2
a(T ) sin θ = 0. (15)

where “dot” denotes the derivative with respect to
time t. Note that, we keep the cut-off scale Λ (where
fa < Λ < MPl) as a free parameter in studying the
ALP dynamics such that their values can be constrained
from DM relic satisfaction. Other parameters involved
in the potential Veff are guided by the realisation of

FOEWPT. Specifically, we continue the rest of the
analysis with BP1 of Table I. We proceed below to
discuss the evolution of the ALP for case A and B, one
after other.

A. ALP oscillation begins above Ts

Here we discuss Case-A where the ALP starts oscil-
lating prior to Ts. Below, we identify the ALP dynamics
through three distinct Phases I→III.

Phase-I (T > Ts): The ALP mass does not acquire any
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new contributions to its mass and starts to oscillate at
temperature TA

osc upon satisfying the condition

ma0 = (3H+Υa)|TA
osc

. (16)

Phase-II (Ts ≥ T > Tn): In this phase, the S field
develops a temperature-dependent vev vs(T ). As a
result, the axion mass ma(T ) is altered through the
portal interaction specified in Eq. 14. By suitably
selecting the ratio vs(T )/Λ, with vs(T ) determined from
the benchmark points in Table I), this additional contri-
bution in ALP mass changes the oscillation frequency in
this phase than before.

Phase-III (T ≤ Tn): In this phase, vs vanishes but the
Higgs vev, vh(T ) becomes non zero, thereby enabling the
Higgs-portal interaction to modify the ALP mass as de-
scribed in Eq. 14. Again, depending on the choice of k,
the oscillation frequency of the ALP would change as a
result of which we expect a modification in the standard
ALP parameter space in ma, fa plane.

At the oscillation temperature TA
osc, the energy density

of the ALP is ρa = 1
2

(
f2
a θ̇

2 +m2
a0f

2
aθ

2
)
. As the ALP

does not have any initial velocity (θ̇i = 0), the initial
energy density at the onset of oscillation in phase-I is
given by

ρa(T
A
osc) =

1

2
m2

a0f
2
aθ

2
i . (17)

Below TA
osc, the ALP evolve according to the Eq. 15 with

decreasing amplitude of oscillation. As the ALP comov-
ing number density is conserved [13], the ALP energy
density at the temperature Ts (< TA

osc) is given by

ρa(Ts) = ρa(T
A
osc)

(
Ts

TA
osc

)3
g∗s(Ts)

g∗s(TA
osc)

ma(Ts)

ma0
. (18)

Below the temperature Ts, vs(T ) becomes non zero and
gives an additional contribution to the ALP mass. Due to
the temperature dependence of vs(T ) (can be seen from
Eq. 8) , the ALP mass ma(T ) also becomes temperature
dependent between Ts to Tn. By solving Eq. 15 with such
ma(T ), we get the energy density at Tn, ρa(Tn).

Thereafter, the present day ALP energy density can
be estimated as

ρa(T0) = ρa(Tn)

(
T0

Tn

)3
g∗s(T0)

g∗s(Tn)

ma(T0)

ma(Tn)
, (19)

where, T0 = 2.4× 10−4 eV is the present temperature of
the Universe and g∗s(T0) = 3.94 is the effective number
of relativistic d.o.f at the present temperature T0 [59].
The ALP relic density can therefore be determined as

Ωah
2 =

h2

ρc,0
ρa(T0), (20)

Λ	(GeV)
104 107 1010 1013 1016 1018

f a	
(G
eV
)

1000

106

109

1012

ma	(GeV)
10−12 10−9 10−6 10−3 1

FIG. 2. ALP dark matter parameter space in ma − fa plane
satisfying the correct relic abundance for Case-A. The cyan
coloured star indicates the benchmark BP-I in Table II, con-
sistent with both the observed BAU and the correct relic den-
sity. Here, the colorbar indicates the variation of the cut-off
scale, Λ.

where, ρc,0 = 1.05 × 10−5 h2 GeV cm−3 denotes the
present critical energy density.
The effect of such transient ALP mass alteration on

its parameter space, where it acts as a dark matter via
misalignment mechanism, is illustrated in Fig. 2 in the
ma − fa plane with Λ (fixed from the relic satisfaction
requirement) in the color bar. The blue region of the
Fig. 1 has been incorporated for scanning of the dark
matter relic satisfied parameter space in this case. Here
(in Fig. 2) all the points reproduce the observed dark
matter relic abundance Ωah

2 ≃ 0.12 [1]. While the color
gradient from dark red to purple indicate the correspon-
dence between {ma, fa} and the parameter Λ, with the
consideration fa ≤ Λ ≤ MPl, the narrow orange line
along the boundary of the parameter space corresponds
to the standard scenario where the ALP mass remains
constant and yields the correct relic density. Evidently,
in our case, such a contour (orange line) becomes en-
larged, which is an artefact of the higher dimensional
operators we include in Eq. 2. Therefore, the relic den-
sity not only depends on ma0 and fa, but also becomes
sensitive to Λ, providing the additional freedom on the
parameter space.
Assuming that ALP accounts for the entire dark mat-

ter abundance, the upper portion of the allowed parame-
ter space (indicated by the band having dotted relic sat-
isfied points) is ruled out due to overproduction of dark
matter, while the regions below the allowed band are ex-
cluded by the requirement of Λ ≳ 2πfa. The additional
constraint Λ < MPl is relevant mainly for the left edge of
the plot, where the smallest possible contribution from
the dimension-6 operator to the ALP mass is vs(T )

2/MPl.
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We note a sharp fall on the right side of the parameter
space in Fig. 2, indicating the insensitivity of the relic
density on parameter fa. This is due to the presence
of additional thermal friction term Υa which imposes fa
dependence on the oscillation temperature TA

osc. We can
see from Eqs. 17, 18 and 19 that ρa(T0) proportionals to
ma0,ma(T0) and the ratio f2

a/(T
A
osc)

3. In Fig. 3, we have

ma0 = 10
-2 GeV

ma0 = 10
-1 GeV

ma0 = 10
0 GeV

103 105 107 109 1011 1013

10-6

10-3

100

103

fa (GeV)

f2
a

T
A
os
c
3

(G
eV

-
1
)

FIG. 3. Variation of f2
a/(T

A
osc)

3 with fa for fixed choices of
ma0.

shown that f2
a/(T

A
osc)

3 attains a constant value below a
certain fa for three differentma0. Again, in the Fig. 2, we
see that the drop appears below a certain fa and makes
the relic fa insensitive as f2

a/(T
A
osc)

3 now becomes con-
stant corresponding to a particluar ma0. Hence, the final
relic can be determined by adjusting the parameter Λ
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FIG. 4. Excluded regions of the ALP parameter space (in
ma − gaγγ plane) from various constraints, together with the
relic-density-allowed region for Case-A, adapted from Fig. 2.
All the experimental, observational and cosmological bounds
are taken from the online repository AxionLimits [60].

while we keep k = 0.1 constant here.
Before concluding this subsection, we briefly comment

on how this modified ALP parameter space (satisfying
correct dark matter relic density) can be relevant from
the experimental, observational and cosmological per-
spective. As shown in Fig. 4, introducing the effective
ALP–photon interaction

gaγγ
4

aFµν F̃
µν , (21)

with gaγγ = α
2πfa

Caγγ (α is the fine structure constant

and considering Caγγ to be O(1)) allows the relic-allowed
region to be confronted with the existing and future
sensitivities from experiments like haloscopes (such as
ADMX [61], MADMAX [62]), helioscopes (such as CAST
[63], IAXO [64]) as well as several astrophysical [19, 65–
69] and cosmological sources [70–73]. Translating the
allowed region from the (ma, fa) plane into (ma, gaγγ)
shows that a substantial amount of our extended param-
eter space falls within the unconstrained white region
(see Fig. 4). Importantly, our parameter space lies be-
low the current CAST and HB limits, while nearly over-
lapping with the prospective sensitivity of spectroscopic
searches using MUSE and VIMOS [74]. Therefore, the
modified ALP dynamics in this case opens up a signifi-
cantly broader and experimentally testable ALP param-
eter space than the standard misalignment scenario.

B. ALP oscillation begins below Ts

Here, the ALP is expected to oscillate at a temper-
ature below the nucleation temprature of EWPT, Tn,
connected to the mass ma0. But in the FOEWPT
scenario, due to the presence of those portal interactions
as mentioned in Eq. 2, ALP mass is modified in the
Phases I→III, so that its oscillation dynamics can be
described as below.

Phase-I (T > Ts): Since the S field vev is zero in this
phase, the ALP mass receives no extra contribution
from the higher-order PQ-symmetry–breaking term. So
the ALP mass is ma0 here and by choice of its small
value, the ALP cannot oscillate in this phase but instead
remains stuck to its initial field value θi = 1.

Phase-II (Ts ≥ T > Tn): In this phase, the vev of the
S field, vs(T ), becomes non zero. Consequently, by
the S-portal higher-order PQ-symmetry breaking term,
the ALP mass gets modified as described in Eq. 14.
By making appropriate choice of vs(T )/Λ, the ALP
starts to oscillate at a temperature TB

osc between Ts

and Tn directed by ma(T
B
osc) ≥ (3H+Υa)|TB

osc
condition.

Phase-III (T ≤ Tn): The Higgs vev, vh(T ) becomes non
zero and vs vanishes at this phase, thereby modifying the
ALP mass by the Higgs-portal interaction with a different
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amount than the Phase-II. Again, by the proper choice of
parameter k, the oscillation frequency of the ALP in this
phase can be changed than the previous, hence affecting
the final relic abundance.

Λ	(GeV)
104 107 1010 1013 1016 1018

f a	
(G
eV
)

1000

106

109

1012

1015

ma	(GeV)
10−12 10−9 10−6 10−3 1

FIG. 5. ALP dark matter parameter space in ma − fa plane
satisfying the correct relic abundance for Case-B. The cyan
coloured star indicates the benchmark BP-II in Table II, satis-
fying both the observed BAU and the correct relic abundance.
The colorbar signifies the variation of the cut-off scale, Λ.

Similar to Case-A, the non-standard evolution of ALP
in this case significantly impacts the parameter space in
ma − fa plane as shown in the Fig. 5. However, unlike
in case-A, the ALP parameter space, satisfying correct
dark matter relic density, does not get enlarged com-
pared to the parameter space in the standard case (or-
ange line). This is because, in this case, ALP cannot
begin oscillating at T > Ts due to its extremely small
initial mass (ma0). Rather, it starts to oscillate mainly
at T ≲ Ts with a higher frequency due to a sudden mass
gain via S-vev, vs(T ). Thus, ALP starts to oscillate with
a mass, ma ≃ vs(T )

2/Λ. Although vs gradually van-
ishes at T = Tn, the ALP mass still remain significantly
large due to the other dimension-6 operator, assisted by
the SM Higgs boson. One can notice that towards the
left edge of the figure, as Λ approaches MPl, the ef-
fect of the dimension-6 term (vs(T )

2/Λ) becomes diluted
and ALP starts to oscillate at a temperature connect-
ing with its initial mass ma0 upon satisfying the condi-
tion ma0 = 3H(T ). Consequently, the parameter space
smoothly merges with the standard case contour in this
region. Towards the right edge of the figure, one can see
a sharp drop like in the previous Case-A and can be ex-
plained through the same line of reasoning as well. Also,
we can see a gap in the parameter space in this case be-
cause to satisfy the relic we need Λ < 2πfa in this gap
region and that’s why it is excluded for our scenario.

V. BARYOGENESIS

Having discussed the evolution of ALP as dark mat-
ter and its phenomenology in presence of FOEWPT, we
now move on to investigate the possibility of generating
the baryon asymmetry of the Universe via spontaneous
EWBG. Note that the damped coherent oscillation of the
ALP, necessary for emerging as dark matter of the Uni-
verse, allows us to implement the spontaneous baryogen-
sis at the electroweak scale to solve the matter-antimatter
asymmetry problem once we consider the ALP to couple
with electroweak anomaly via Eq. 3. Due to the fact
that baryon (B) and lepton (L) currents are anomalous
in the SM, the evolution of baryon number density can
be written as [23]

dnB

dt
= Ng

〈
1

16π2

a

fa
TrWµνW̃µν

〉
, (22)

where Ng = 3 is the number of generations. The right
hand side (RHS) of Eq. 22 represents the thermal average
of the Chern-Simons (CS) number density which can be
estimated as [75, 76]〈

1

16π2

a

fa
TrWµνW̃µν

〉
=

Γsp

2T

d

dt

(
a

fa

)
− 13

4

Γsp

T 3
nB .

(23)
Here, Γsp ≃ 18α5

WT 4 represents the electroweak
sphaleron rate per unit volume [58], violating the baryon
number. The first term in the RHS of Eq. 23 proportional
to da/dt (related to the ALP velocity) serves as the effec-
tive chemical potential of baryon number which sources
the baryon asymmetry generation while the second term
is a wash-out factor. In this scenario, the baryon asym-

YBobs

Tsp

L
og
	[η

B
]

−20

−18

−16

−14

−12

−10

−8

T	(GeV)
1001000104

FIG. 6. The baryon asymmetry generation driven by ALP
oscillation for Case-A.

metry is generated through the Eq. 22, can be expressed
in the form as

dnB

dt
= Ng

Γsp

2T

d

dt

(
a

fa

)
− 13Ng

4

Γsp

T 3
nB . (24)
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In our scenario, like as the dark matter case, we have
discussed the baryon asymmetry generation in both the
cases of the ALP oscillation begins above Ts and below
Ts.
Case-A: In this case, the ALP begins oscillating at a
temperature higher than Ts (as determined by Eq. 16).
Consequently, it starts generating baryon asymmetry ac-
cording to Eq. 24, since ȧ ̸= 0, as illustrated by the red
region in Fig. 6. However, the resulting asymmetry is
insufficient to account for the observed value. Thus, in
the standard scenario with this ALP mass, the matter–
antimatter asymmetry of the Universe cannot be ex-
plained. Fortunately, the enhancement of the ALP mass
in the temperature window Ts ≥ T > Tn, induced by the
nonzero vacuum expectation value of the S field during
the EWPT, alters the oscillation frequency of the ALP
in this regime and boosts baryon asymmetry production.
This enhancement, shown by the blue region in Fig. 6,
allows the mechanism to reproduce the correct observed
asymmetry.
Case-B: In this scenario, the ALP would begin oscillating
at a temperature below the nucleation temperature Tn,
based solely on its bare mass ma0. Consequently, in the
standard setup, no baryon asymmetry can be produced,
since sphaleron transitions, the baryon number-violating
processes, are already decoupled for T < Tn. However,
in our case, the enhancement of the ALP mass in the
window Ts ≥ T > Tn triggers ALP oscillations within
this temperature range, thereby enabling the generation
of the observed baryon asymmetry as the sphaleron is in
equilibrium at this temperature window.

We present the two benchmark points for ALP cor-
responding to Case-A and Case-B, satisfying the cor-
rect observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe Y obs

B ≃
8.7× 10−11 [1] as well as satisfying the correct dark mat-
ter relic abundance in the Table II.

ma0 (GeV) ma (GeV) fa (GeV) Λ (GeV)

BP-I 1.43× 10−10 1.065× 10−8 6.5× 1010 1.8× 1012

BP-II 10−16 4.26× 10−6 6.52× 108 4.5× 109

TABLE II. Benchmark points satisfying correct baryon asym-
metry of the Universe as well as correct dark matter relic
abundnce.

The two benchmark points, BP-I and BP-II, are shown
as cyan stars in the ALP dark matter compatible param-
eter space plots (in ma − fa plane) in Fig. 2 and Fig. 5,
respectively.

VI. GRAVITATIONAL WAVE SPECTRUM

In our scenario, the first-order EWPT plays a cen-
tral role by enhancing the ALP mass prior to the nu-

cleation temperature Tn. This enhancement allows the
ALP to acquire sufficient velocity, enabling the genera-
tion of the baryon asymmetry through its coupling to
the EW anomaly. At the same time, the FOEWPT
induces nontrivial temperature-dependent dynamics for
the ALP, which in turn broadens the viable parameter
space for ALP dark matter. Moreover, the occurrence
of a FOEWPT naturally leads to the production of a
stochastic gravitational wave background, providing a
complementary observational probe. Thus, baryogenesis,
dark matter phenomenology, and gravitational wave sig-
natures are interconnected within this framework. The
resulting gravitational wave spectrum (see Appendix C
for formulae) is shown in Fig. 7 for the two benchmark
points listed in Table I. As illustrated, the predicted sig-

10-8 10-6 10-4 0.01 1 100
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Ω
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h
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μARES
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ET
THEIA

BP1

BP2

FIG. 7. Gravitational Wave spectrum for FOEWPT

nal lies within the prospective sensitivity ranges of future
gravitational-wave observatories such as LISA [77], BBO
[78–81], DECIGO [78, 82], µARES [83], CE [84, 85], ET
[86–89], and THEIA [90].

VII. CONCLUSION

A successful explanation of the existing matter-
antimatter asymmetry requires new dynamics beyond the
Standard Model, and electroweak baryogenesis remains
one of the most appealing mechanisms. However, realiz-
ing EWBG demands a first-order electroweak phase tran-
sition (EWPT) together with a dynamical source that
biases baryon (or lepton) number during the transition.
An axionlike particle provides an attractive option in this
context, as its coupling to the electroweak anomaly can
naturally supply such a source. Motivated by this, we ex-
amine whether a first-order EWPT can trigger a nontriv-
ial evolution of an ALP that not only drives EWBG but
also accounts for a dark matter candidate over a wider
parameter space than in the usual misalignment picture.

In this work, we focus on a scenario in which the
FOEWPT is triggered by a SM singlet scalar field S.
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Interestingly, the temporary non-zero vacuum expecta-
tion value of such scalar leads to a transient enhance-
ment of ALP mass in our scenario via non-renormalizable
explicit U(1)-breaking interactions. This short-lived de-
formation of the ALP potential modifies its oscillation
frequency, enlarging the viable dark matter parameter
space. Although we introduced this idea previously with
QCD axion, allowing it to reproduce the correct relic
abundance for a wide range of fa, the strict relation be-
tween the mass and decay constant for the QCD axion
(unlike ALPs) prevents it from participating in sponta-
neous EWBG within this framework. In contrast, for an
ALP, the sudden mass increase generated by the non-
renormalizable operators accelerates the field and pro-

duces a short but substantial burst of ALP velocity, with
additional freedom provided by its independent decay
constant and cutoff scale. Via the ALP coupling to the
electroweak anomaly, this time-dependent motion acts
as the required source for electroweak baryogenesis, en-
abling dynamical generation of the baryon asymmetry
during the transition while the electroweak sphaleron
is in equilibrium. Altogether, the inclusion of higher-
dimensional U(1)-breaking terms not only broadens the
ALP dark matter parameter space into experimentally
accessible regions but also links ALP cosmology to elec-
troweak baryogenesis, while predicting a complementary
stochastic gravitational wave background from the un-
derlying first-order EWPT.

Appendix A: Construction of the Finite-Temperature Effective Potential

In this appendix, we briefly outline the steps involved in building the finite-temperature effective potential. As
mentioned previously, we introduce a real singlet scalar S, odd under the Z2 symmetry, to induce a first-order
electroweak phase transition through its coupling to the Higgs field. The corresponding tree-level potential, written
in terms of the classical background fields h and S, is given in Eq. 4 as

V0(h, S) =
1

2
µ2
hh

2 +
λh

4
h4 +

1

2
µ2
sS

2 +
λs

4
S4 +

λhs

4
h2S2. (A1)

To analyze the phase transition, we have to include the zero-temperature one-loop correction, the one-loop thermal
contribution, and the higher loop ring (daisy) resummation effects [91, 92] on top of the tree-level potential. The full
effective potential can thus be written as

Veff(h, S, T ) = V0(h, S) + VCW(h, S) + VT(h, S, T ) + Vdaisy(h, S, T ), (A2)

where, the one-loop thermal correction is expressed as [93]

VT (h, S, T ) =
T 4

2π2

 ∑
i=h,S,G,W,Z

niJB

(
m2

i (h, S)

T 2

)
−
∑
i=t

niJF

(
m2

i (h)

T 2

) , (A3)

with JB,F being the thermal functions, defined as

JB,F

(
m2

i

T 2

)
=

∫ ∞

0

dxx2 log

[
1∓ exp

(
−
√

x2 +m2
i

T 2

)]
. (A4)

Here ∓ signs are for bosons and fermions, respectively. The factors

ns = 1, nh = 1, nG = 3, nW = 6, nZ = 3, nt = 12, (A5)

indicate the degrees of freedom correspond to the S field, the Higgs, the Goldstone bosons (in the SM Higgs sector),
W boson, Z boson and the top quark, respectively. The field dependent masses mi appearing in the effective potential
are given by

m2
h(h, S) = µ2

h + 3λhh
2 +

λhs

2
S2

m2
G(h, S) = µ2

h + λhh
2 +

λhs

2
S2

m2
s(h, S) = µ2

s + 3λsS
2 +

λhs

2
h2

m2
W (h) =

g2w
4
h2, m2

Z(h) =
g2w + g2Y

4
h2, m2

t (h) =
y2t
2
h2,
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where gw and gY are the electroweak gauge couplings, and yt is the top quark yukawa coupling.
Here, the one-loop Coleman–Weinberg correction [94] is neglected, since it produces only a small shift in the vac-
uum structure for the parameter space of interest. The effective potential is therefore constructed using the high-
temperature expansion of the thermal functions. In this limit, the bosonic and fermionic thermal integrals take the
form

JB(m
2/T 2) = −π4

45
+

π2

12

m2

T 2
− π

6

(
m2

T 2

)3/2

+ ... , JF (m
2/T 2) = −7π4

360
− π2

24

m2

T 2
+ ... . (A6)

Retaining terms up to order T 2 and therefore omitting daisy resummation, the effective potential simplifies to

Veff(h, S, T ) =
1

2
(µ2

h + chT
2)h2 +

λh

4
h4 +

1

2
(µ2

s + csT
2)S2 +

λs

4
S4 +

λhs

4
h2S2, (A7)

where, the coefficients ch and cs capture the leading thermal corrections to the Higgs and singlet masses arising
from loops of bosons and fermions that couple to the respective fields. This potential reflects the characteristic
vacuum structure of the model: at high temperatures the minimum typically lies along the singlet direction, while
at lower temperatures the electroweak vacuum with ⟨h⟩ ̸= 0 becomes a global minimum. Because these two minima
lie in different field directions, the mixed quartic interaction λhs

4 h2S2 prevents a smooth interpolation between them,
generating a tree-level barrier in field space, responsible for inducing a FOPT. We therefore utilize this simplified
high-temperature potential throughout the main text to analyze the thermal evolution of the vacuum structure and
the resulting electroweak phase transition.

Appendix B: Euclidean action and Nucleation temperature determination

The decay of the false vacuum proceeds through bubble nucleation, with a decay rate [54–56]

Γd(T ) ≃ T 4

(
S3(T )

2πT

)3/2

exp(−S3(T )/T ) (B1)

To compute this quantity, we evaluate the three-dimensional Euclidean action S3 associated to an O(3)-symmetric
bubble configuration [56],

S3(T ) = 4π

∫
drEr

2
E

(
1

2

(
dh

drE

)2

+
1

2

(
dS

drE

)2

+ Veff(h, S, T )

)
, (B2)

where rE is the radial Euclidean coordinate, measured from the center of the bubble. This field configuration that
interpolates between the true and false vacua is also known as the bounce solution [54], which satisfies

d2ϕi

dr2E
+

2

rE

dϕi

drE
− dVeff

dϕi
= 0, (B3)

for ϕi = {h, S}, together with the boundary conditions

ϕi(rE → ∞) = (0, vs(T )) and
dϕi

drE

∣∣∣∣
rE=0

= 0, (B4)

where (0, vs(T )) denotes the false minima.
We solve this Eq. B3 numerically using the Mathematica based Package FindBounce [57], and evaluate the

resulting action S3(T ). The nucleation temperature Tn is defined as the temperature at which bubble formation
becomes efficient, which is well approximated by the condition

S3(Tn)

Tn
≃ 140. (B5)

This criterion follows from equating the false-vacuum decay rate Γd(T ) to the Hubble expansion rate H(T ) during
radiation domination.
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Appendix C: Calculation of the Gravitational Wave Spectrum

Cosmological first-order phase transitions generate stochastic gravitational waves (GWs) through three primary
mechanisms: bubble collisions, acoustic (sound) waves in the plasma, and magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence.
The relative importance of these sources depends on the microphysics of the transition, in particular the wall velocity
vw of the expanding bubbles.

In this work we focus on the scenario in which the bubble wall velocity is subsonic, vw < cs in the plasma, with
cs = 1/

√
3 denoting the sound speed. For such deflagration-type transitions, the bubble wall does not accelerate

indefinitely; instead, most of the released vacuum energy is transferred into bulk fluid motion rather. As a result, the
dominant GW sources are sound waves and MHD turbulence. The total spectrum can therefore be written as [95]

ΩGWh2 ≃ Ωswh
2 +Ωturbh

2. (C1)

The contributions from sound waves and MHD turbulence take the form [96–99]

Ωsw(f)h
2 =

1.23× 10−5

g
1/3
∗

H∗

β

(
kswα∗

1 + α∗

)2

vwSsw(f)Υ, (C2)

Ωturb(f)h
2 =

1.55× 10−3

g
1/3
∗

H∗

β

(
kturbα∗

1 + α∗

) 3
2

vwSturb(f). (C3)

Here, the factor Υ = 1− 1√
1+2τswH∗

denotes a suppression factor [97], where τsw ∼ R∗/Ūf is the sound-wave duration,

with R∗ = (8π)1/3vwβ
−1 is the mean bubble separation and Ūf =

√
3kswα∗
4(1+α∗)

is the rms fluid velocity.

The quantity β/H∗ describes how fast the transition completes relative to the Hubble expansion rate. Under the
assumption that GWs are produced near the nucleation temperature Tn, it can be evaluated as [100]

β

H∗
≃ Tn

d

dT

(
S3

T

)
.

∣∣∣∣
T=Tn

(C4)

The strength parameter α∗, measuring the released vacuum energy normalized to the radiation energy density at the
moment of GW production (at T = Tn), is given by [100]

α∗ =
1

ρ∗rad

[
∆V − T

4

∂∆V

∂T

]
T=Tn

, (C5)

with ∆V = Veff(0, vs(T ), T )− Veff(vh(T ), 0, T ) and ρ∗rad = g∗π
2T 4

n/30 being the radiation energy density at Tn.
The spectral shapes for sound-wave and turbulence contributions are parameterized as [95, 101]

Ssw(f) =

(
f

fsw

)3(
7

4 + 3(f/fsw)2

)7/2

, Sturb(f) =
(f/fturb)

3

(1 + (f/ftrub))
11
3 (1 + 8πf/h∗)

, (C6)

with

h∗ = 1.65× 10−5Hz

(
Tn

100GeV

)( g∗
100

) 1
6

(C7)

being the redshifting factor. The peak frequencies, fsw and fturb, of each contribution can be written as

fsw =
1.9× 10−5Hz

vw

β

H∗

(
Tn

100GeV

)( g∗
100

) 1
6

, fturb = 1.42fsw. (C8)

The efficiency factors ksw and kturb quantify the fraction of released vacuum energy converted into bulk kinetic energy
of the fluid and into turbulence, respectively. For subsonic wall velocities, these can be defined as [102]

ksw =
c
11/5
s kakb

(c
11/5
s − v

11/5
w )kb + vwc

6/5
s ka

, kturb = ϵksw, (C9)
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with ϵ is typically in the range of 5%-10% [95, 103]. We take ϵ = 0.05 as a conservative choice. ka and kb are defined
as [102]

ka =
6.9v

6/5
w α∗

1.36− 0.037
√
α∗ + α∗

, kb =
α
2/5
∗

0.017 + (0.997 + α∗)2/5
. (C10)

This framework provides the full gravitational-wave spectrum generated by a subsonic first-order electroweak phase
transition, and it is the expression used in the main analysis of this work.
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