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Abstract
We study the possibility of producing axion dark matter (DM) via misalignment mechanisms in

a non-standard cosmological era dominated by ultra-light primordial black holes (PBH). While the

effect of PBH domination on the production of axion via vacuum misalignment is known assuming

the PBH evaporation to proceed according to Hawking’s semi-classical (SC) approximation, we go

beyond these simplest possibilities to include kinetic misalignment of axion and backreaction effect

of emitted particles on the PBH themselves, referred to as the memory-burden (MB) effect. We

show that, depending upon the type of misalignment mechanism and PBH evaporation regime, the

axion as well as PBH parameter space consistent with the observed DM relic changes significantly

having interesting implications for axion detection experiments. PBH also offer complementary

detection prospects via gravitational wave due to PBH density fluctuations and excess radiation

due to emission of hot axions within reach of future cosmic microwave background experiments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Axion [1, 2] is the pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson (pNGB) associated with the Peccei-

Quinn (PQ) symmetry U(1)PQ [3, 4] introduced to solve the strong CP problem, a long-

standing puzzle in particle physics. While electroweak interactions in the standard model

(SM) has CP violations [5], the strong interaction counterpart characterized by the angle

θ is tightly constrained θ < 10−10 due to limits on the electric dipole moment of neutron

[6]. In the Peccei-Quinn mechanism [1–4], the pseudoscalar axion field dynamically deter-

mines θ keeping it naturally small. In other words, once the axion potential is generated

via QCD effects, θ relaxes to zero, the ground state of the potential. In addition to provid-

ing an elegant solution to the strong CP problem, axion can also solve other longstanding

puzzles in particle physics like the origin of dark matter (DM) and baryon asymmetry of

the Universe (BAU) [5, 7]. While ultra-light axion with sub-eV mass can constitute the

entire cold dark matter in the Universe [8–10], there are several ways in which axion or a

U(1)PQ framework can assist in generating the observed BAU [11–14]. Axions can also have

interesting detection prospects and hence their couplings to the SM particles, decided by the

PQ symmetry breaking scale fa, remain tightly constrained. For QCD axion models with

sub-eV axion mass, there exists a stringent astrophysical bound fa ≳ 108÷9 GeV [15, 16].

Coherent oscillations of the axion field in an expanding Universe can lead the production

of cold dark matter (CDM) within the framework of the vacuum misalignment mechanism

[8–10]. In order to produce the entire CDM observed in the present Universe, the decay con-

stant is constrained to be around fa ∼ 1011 GeV [17]. Depending on the details of the QCD

axion model namely, Dine-Fischler-Srednicki-Zhitnitsky (DFSZ) [18, 19] or Kim-Shifman-

Vainshtein-Zakharov (KSVZ) [20, 21], additional contributions from the topological defects

can alter this window by less than an order of magnitude [17]. If the axion field has an ini-

tial non-zero velocity, as considered in the kinetic misalignment mechanism [22], the decay

constant fa can be much lower while being consistent with the observed CDM relic.

Since the details of the misalignment mechanism: vacuum or kinetic, decides the axion

decay constant fa, it can have interesting implications for axion detection prospects as

axion-SM coupling is dictated by fa. It is noteworthy that such bound on fa from CDM

relic criteria is based on the assumption that the Universe was radiation dominated prior to

the big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) epoch. Presence of non-standard cosmological epochs
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in the early Universe can, therefore, change the bounds on fa from CDM relic criteria. We

are interested in an early matter domination (EMD) phase which can arise either due to

long-lived field [23, 24] or by ultra-light primordial black holes (PBH) [25, 26]. While both

of these possible EMD phases can affect axion parameter space from the relic criteria in

similar ways, we consider a PBH dominated EMD phase in the early Universe as it has

other detectable signatures at gravitational wave (GW) and cosmic microwave background

(CMB) experiments, as we discuss in the upcoming sections. While earlier works [25–27]

considered vacuum misalignment of the axion field in a PBH dominated Universe, our present

work differs from these earlier works in two aspects namely, (i) inclusion of axion kinetic

misalignment and (ii) inclusion of memory burden (MB) effect of PBH. The memory burden

effect was pointed out in recent works [28–30] to include the backreaction effects of emitted

particles on the black hole (BH) itself which was not taken into account in Hawking’s original

semi-classical (SC) approach to BH evaporation. We show the change in axion parameter

space by comparing two different misalignment mechanisms in a PBH dominated Universe

with two different types of evaporation namely, the one with MB effect and the other with

standard SC approximation. We also show the corresponding detection prospects at axion

detection, GW and CMB experiments.

This paper is organised as follows. In section II, we summarise the vacuum and ki-

netic misalignment mechanisms of axion production in standard cosmology. In section III,

we discuss the basics of primordial black holes and their evaporation in semi-classical and

memory-burdened regimes. In section IV, we discuss axion misalignments in PBH domi-

nated Universe considering SC approximation as well as MB effects. In section V we discuss

the detection prospects and finally conclude in section VI.

II. AXION MISALIGNMENT IN STANDARD COSMOLOGY

In a typical QCD axion model, the SM is extended by a Peccei-Quinn global symmetry

U(1)PQ [3, 4] with a singlet scalar σ charged under it. A recent review of QCD axion models

can be found in [31]. For simplicity, we consider the SM fields to be neutral under U(1)PQ

while σ and a heavy vector-like quark Q have U(1)PQ charges 1,−1/2 respectively. This is

similar to a KSVZ type model [20, 21] mentioned earlier. The real part of the singlet scalar

field acquires a vacuum expectation value (VEV) vPQ = fa such that it can be parametrised
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as σ ≡ vPQ + ρ√
2

eia/fa . The relevant part of the PQ invariant Yukawa Lagrangian can be

written as

LY ⊃ −yQLσQR + h.c. (1)

The scalar potential of the model is given by

V (H, σ) = λH

(
H†H − v2

2

)2

+ λσ

(
|σ|2 −

v2PQ
2

)2

+ λHσ

(
H†H − v2

2

) (
|σ|2 −

v2PQ
2

)
(2)

with v being the VEV of the neutral component of the SM Higgs H. After PQ symmetry

breaking the terms in LY give rise to

yQ̄LσQR → y√
2
ρQ̄LQRe

ia/fa +
y√
2
vPQQ̄LQRe

ia/fa . (3)

The phase part can be absorbed by the transformation QR → e−i a
2faQR. As the chi-

ral transformation on Q is anomalous under QCD, this gives the term g2s
32π2

a
fa
GµνG̃

µν with

Gµν (G̃
µν) being (dual) field strength tensor of SU(3)c in QCD. Simultaneously, from the

kinetic term Qiγµ∂µQ, after transformation one gets the term −∂µa

2fa
Qγµγ5Q. Now using the

Dirac equation and the fact that the total derivative is zero at the boundary, we get

−∂µa

2fa
Qγµγ5Q = i

MQ

fa
aQγ5Q (4)

which define axion couplings to heavy quark Q. For QCD axions, the zero temperature mass

(T ≤ TQCD ≃ 160 MeV) is related to PQ symmetry breaking scale, fa as

ma ≃ 5.7

(
1012 GeV

fa

)
µeV. (5)

Above T > TQCD, the temperature-dependent axion mass is given as

ma(T ) = ma

(
TQCD

T

)4

. (6)

As indicated by lattice simulation, the power of 4 is not precise [31], but it does not affect

our overall results significantly.

For large decay constant fa as required from astrophysical bounds, the axion couplings

to the SM particles are highly suppressed keeping thermal and non-thermal production of

axions from the bath highly suppressed. However, in the ultra-light axion mass window,

the axion field can be considered as a coherently oscillating scalar field. This can lead to

production of cold axions within the purview of misalignment mechanisms which we briefly

summarise below.
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A. Vacuum Misalignment

The evolution of axion field a in the early Universe can be written as

ä+ 3Hȧ+
1

R2(t)
∇2a+

∂V (a, T )

∂a
= 0, (7)

where

V (a, T ) = f 2
am

2
a(T )

(
1− cos

(
a

fa

))
(8)

and R,H denote the scale factor, Hubble expansion parameter respectively. The initial axion

angle, θ = a
fa

is frozen in until the oscillation temperature of axion which can be estimated

by comparing Hubble expansion rate to the temperature dependent axion mass

H(Tosc) = 3ma(Tosc). (9)

Initially θ is fixed at a constant value such that θi ∈ (−π, π) and θ̇i = 0. As the temperature

drops in an expanding Friedmann–Lemâitre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) Universe, at some

point the condition given in Eq. (9) is satisfied leading to the onset of oscillations. This is

when the axion starts behaving as pressure-less cold DM. The energy density at any given

temperature is,

ρa =
1

2
ȧ2 + V (ϕ) (10)

which can be found by solving Eq. (7) numerically and the present axion abundance for

different fa can accordingly be found by using the appropriate redshift factor. From the

onset of oscillations temperature, axion starts behaving as matter, and from conservation of

comoving number density, its number density at a later epoch can be written as

na(T ) = na(Tosc)
s(T )

s(Tosc)
. (11)

Here s(T ) denotes the comoving entropy density at a temperature T . The axion behaves as

cold matter and can make all the observed dark matter abundance with total abundance

Ωah
2 =

ρa(T0)

ρc
h2 =

ma(T0)

ρc

(
ρa(Tosc)

ma(Tosc)

s(T )

s(Tosc)

)
h2. (12)

The initial value of the angle θi decides the amount of misalignment of the axion field

initially and determines the final axion abundance. For example, taking the initial value

θi = π/
√
3 ≃ 1.81, we get correct DM abundance Ωah

2 = 0.12 for fa ∼ 3.3 × 1011 GeV.
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It should be noted that, we assume the Peccei-Quinn symmetry to be broken in post-

inflationary era where the initial misalignment angle, θi = ai/fa takes the average value

θi =
π√
3
∼ 1.81. For symmetry breaking during inflation, one can have large isocurvature

perturbations constrained by CMB observations, as summarised in appendix A.

B. Kinetic Misalignment

In contrast with the vacuum misalignment where θ̇i = 0, kinetic misalignment [22] heavily

relies on θ̇i ̸= 0, meaning a non-zero initial velocity for the axion field. Kinetic misalignment

takes place only when kinetic energy K = θ̇2(T )f 2
a/2 is greater than the potential energy

V (a, T ) at the conventional oscillation temperature T = Tosc. In such a case, the axion

field can overcome the potential barrier leading to change in the misalignment angle at a

rate θ̇. This rolling of the axion field stops when its kinetic energy redshifts to the height

of the potential barrier resulting in the axion being trapped in a potential minimum where

it starts oscillating at a temperature T ′ < Tosc. We can again solve for the axion evolution

given by Eq. (7) numerically and get energy density given by Eq. (10). The dark matter

abundance thus obtained can be parameterised as [22]

Ωah
2 ≈ 0.12

(
109

fa

) (
Yθ

40

)
. (13)

Here Yθ ≡ θ̇f 2
a/s, with s being the entropy density, is the comoving density. Eq. (13) is

valid only when Yθ ≥ Ycrit. Ycrit is the critical density such that for Yθ ≤ Ycrit, Hubble

friction will dampen the velocity θ̇ to zero before the conventional oscillation temperature

T = Tosc effectively taking us to the ballpark of vacuum misalignment. Due to the delay

in the oscillation temperature, the axion parameter space consistent with DM relic criteria

significantly changes in kinetic misalignment scenario, as we discuss in the upcoming sections.

III. PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLES

Primordial black holes, as the name suggests, are the black holes without stellar origin

but produced from collapse of primordial over-densities in the early Universe. Originally

proposed by Zeldovich [32] and later by Hawking [33, 34], PBH1 can have very interesting

1 A comprehensive recent review of PBH can be found in [35].
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FIG. 1: Evolution of PBH mass in SC (blue solid line) and MB regime with k = 1, q = 0.5 (red

dashed line).
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FIG. 2: Evolution of radiation and PBH energy densities in SC (left panel) and MB regime with

k = 1, q = 0.5 (right panel).

cosmological consequences [36, 37]. While PBH can be formed in a variety of ways like,

from inflationary perturbations [38–42], first-order phase transition (FOPT) [43–46], the

collapse of topological defects [47, 48] and so on, we remain agnostic about such origin of

PBH and assume them to form in the radiation dominated Universe at temperature Tin. We

also consider the PBH to be of Schwarzschild type having a monochromatic mass function

having with initial mass Min and initial energy fraction

β ≡ ρBH(Tin)

ρR(Tin)
, (14)

where ρBH, ρR are the PBH and radiation energy densities respectively. The initial mass

of PBH from gravitational collapse is typically close to the mass enclosed by the post-
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Evolution of temperature dependent axion mass and Hubble rate with PBH in SC regime and

without PBH.
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memory burden effect considering different value of (k, q). The initial velocity is θ̇i = 3× 1038 s−1

at T = fa.

inflationary particle horizon given by

Min = γ
4 π

3H (Tin)
3 ρR (Tin) , (15)

where γ ≃ 0.2 is an uncertainty parameter related to PBH formation [39]. Given that PBH

forms during early radiation dominated era, the epoch of formation can be written as

tin =
Min

8 πγM2
P

, (16)

with MP denoting the reduced Planck mass. Using the time-temperature relation in a

radiation dominated FLRW Universe, we can then find PBH formation temperature as

Tin =

(
1440 γ2

g⋆ (Tin)

)1/4√
MP

Min
MP . (17)
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The instantaneous temperature and entropy associated with a black hole of mass MBH are

given as

TBH =
M2

P

MBH

, S =
1

2

(
MBH

MP

)2

=
1

2

(
MP

TBH

)2

, (18)
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respectively. After formation, PBH can evaporate by emitting Hawking radiation [33, 34]

which we summarise below using Hawking’s semi-classical approximation and recently for-

mulated memory-burden effect.

A. PBH evaporation in semi-classical approximation

In the semi-classical approximation of Hawking, the PBH mass loss rate is given by [49]

dMBH

dt
= −ϵ

M4
P

M2
BH

, (19)

where

ϵ =
27

4

πg∗,H(TBH)

480
, g∗,H(TBH) =

∑
i

ωigi,H , gi,H =



1.82 for si = 0 ,

1.0 for si = 1/2 ,

0.41 for si = 1 ,

0.05 for si = 2 ,

(20)

with ωi = 2si + 1 for massive particles of spin si, ωi = 2 for massless species with si > 0,

and ωi = 1 for spinless species si = 0. Integrating Eq. (19), gives PBH mass at any epoch

after its formation as

MBH(t) = Min

(
1− 3 ϵM4

P

M3
in

(t− tin)

)1/3

≡ Min

(
1− Γ0

BH(t− tin)
)1/3

, (21)

where, Γ0
BH =

3 ϵM4
P

M3
in

is similar to decay width in SC approximation. Assuming the validity

of the SC approximation till complete evaporation, the PBH lifetime t0ev ≫ tin can be found

as

t0ev =
1

Γ0
BH

=
M3

in

3 ϵM4
P

. (22)

The corresponding evaporation temperature can then be computed taking into account

H(Tev) ∼ 1
(t0ev)

2 ∼ ρR(Tev) as

Tev ≡
( 90M2

P

4 π2 g⋆ (Tev) (t0ev)
2

)1/4
. (23)

However, if the PBH component dominates the total energy density of the Universe at

some epoch, the SM temperature just after the complete evaporation of PBHs is T ev =

11



2/
√
3Tev [50]. PBH can dominate the energy density of the early Universe, if their initial

energy density is greater than a critical value given by

β ≥ βc ≃ 2.5× 10−14γ− 1
2

(
Min

108g

)−1

. (24)

B. PBH evaporation with memory-burden effect

In the semi-classical approximation of Hawking [33, 34], the backreaction of the emitted

particles on the black hole itself was ignored. As pointed out recently [28–30], such back-

reaction, referred to as memory-burden effect, can slow down the rate of PBH evaporation

specially after the energy of emitted particles become comparable to that of PBH. The en-

hanced PBH lifetime in memory-burdened regime can have interesting phenomenological

consequences for dark matter, gravitational waves, baryon asymmetry of the Universe and

high energy astroparticle physics as have been discussed in several recent works [51–67].

In such a scenario, a black hole is assumed to evaporate in a semi-classical manner till

its instantaneous mass becomes a fraction of its initial mass MBH = qMin, where 0 < q < 1.

Thus, in the PBH mass range (qMin, 0), quantum memory effects dominate to alter the

evaporation rate followed in the semi-classical regime. In this memory-burden regime, the

PBH evaporation rate is given as

dMBH

dt
= − ϵ

[S(MBH)]k
M4

P

M2
BH

, (25)

where S is the black hole entropy defined in Eq. (18). Integrating this from an initial mass

qMin at t = tq to a later epoch t, we get

MBH(t) = qMin

(
1− Γk

BH(t− tq)
)1/(3+2k)

, (26)

where

Γk
BH ≡ 2k(3 + 2k) ϵMP

(
MP

qMin

)3+2k

(27)

is the associated decay width for the MB regime. The total lifetime of a PBH then can be

written as

tkev = tq +
1

Γk
BH

=
1− q3

Γ0
BH

+
1

Γk
BH

. (28)
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The critical value of β, denoted as βc can be obtained as

βc =

(
(3 + 2k)2kϵ

8 q3πγ

)1/2(
MP

qMin

)1+k

, (29)

such that β > βc indicates an early matter domination era due to PBH. The evaporation

temperature with MB effect can be found as

Tev = MP

(
4

3α′

)1/4

 3× 2k(3 + 2k)ϵ
(

MP

Min

)3+2k

3× q3+2k + (1− q3)2k(3 + 2k)
(

MP

Min

)2k


1/2

. (30)

Here α′ = π2

30
g∗(Tev), with g∗(Tev) being the relativistic degrees of freedom associated with

SM bath at T = Tev. For either q → 0 or k → 0, the above expression reduces to standard

semi-classical expression. The details of these derivations can be found in [64]. Fig. 1 shows

the evaporation rate comparison of SC and MB regimes clearly indicating the slowing down

of evaporation rate in MB regime.

IV. AXION MISALIGNMENT IN PRESENCE OF PBH

A PBH dominated era in the early Universe can modify the axion abundance produced

via misalignment mechanism either by changing the oscillation temperature Tosc or by di-

luting the axion abundance via late entropy injection [25, 26]. Both of these effects can

be incorporated by numerically solving the relevant evolution equations for axion, radiation

and PBH simultaneously.

The Boltzmann equations for PBH and radiation energy densities can be written as

dρBH

dt
+ 3HρBH =

1

MBH

dMBH

dt
ρBH (31)

dρR
dt

+ 4HρR = − 1

MBH

dMBH

dt
ρBH, (32)

where Hubble expansion rate is

3MPH2 = ρR + ρBH (33)

and mass loss rate of PBH namely, 1
MBH

dMBH

dt
is given by Eq. (19) and Eq. (25) in SC and

MB regimes respectively. Fig. 2 shows the evolution of radiation and PBH energy densities

in SC and MB regimes of PBH evaporation for benchmark choices of PBH parameters. The
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left panel of Fig. 3 shows the evolution of temperature with and without PBH for benchmark

choices of PBH parameters in the SC regime. The right panel plot of the same figure shows

the comparison of axion mass and Hubble rate with or without PBH which decides the axion

oscillation temperature.

If PBH dominate the energy density, leading to an early matter dominated era, their

evaporation leads to entropy injection which can be tracked via

ds

dt
+ 3Hs = − 1

MBH

dMBH

dt

ρBH

T
. (34)

The above equations together with the axion evolution equation given by Eq. (7) need to

be solved simultaneously to find axion DM relic in the present Universe. After finding the

oscillation temperature Tosc in presence of PBH by tracking the axion evolution, the number

density of axion at Tosc can be calculated as

na(Tosc) =
ρa(Tosc)

ma(Tosc)
=

1

ma(Tosc)

(
1

2
ȧ2 +

1

2
|∇a|2 + V (a)

)
. (35)

Due to entropy dilution, the equation for na becomes

1

na

d(na/s)

dt
=

1

MBH

dMBH

dt

ρBH

Ts2
. (36)

The above equation is then solved from T ≳ Tosc to a sufficiently lower temperature such

that PBH evaporation becomes complete.

Fig. 4 shows axion evolution in vacuum misalignment scenario for SC and MB regimes of

PBH. Clearly, depending upon the parameters (k, q) which quantify the MB effect, the axion

oscillation can occur at different epochs. This will correspond to different allowed values of

β −Min − fa required for correct axion DM abundance compared to the SC PBH scenario

and can have different detection aspects for axion and GW experiments as well, which we

discuss in upcoming sections.

Fig. 5 shows the corresponding axion evolution for kinetic misalignment. The top panel

of Fig. 5 shows the evolution with PBH in SC regime for fixed fa = 1010 GeV while varying

PBH parameters (Min, β). Clearly, the presence of PBH significantly changes the oscillation

epoch or temperature compared to the scenario without PBH. Even in the presence of PBH,

there exist sharp contrast between the SC and MB regimes as the oscillation epoch changes

for different values of MB parameters (k, q). This comparison is given in the bottom panel

plots of Fig. 5. In all these plots, the initial velocity is fixed to θ̇ = 3× 1038 s−1 at T = fa.
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FIG. 8: Axion-photon coupling versus axion mass in the presence of PBH with β = 10−10 and

varying Min considering SC regime (left panel) and MB regime with k = 1, q = 0.5 (right panel).

Axion DM relic is assumed to be generated via the vacuum misalignment mechanism with θi =

π/
√
3.

Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 show the variation of axion DM relic density for vacuum and kinetic

misalignment scenarios respectively in the plane of PBH parameters keeping axion param-

eters fixed. The left and right panels of each of these figures correspond to SC and MB

regimes respectively. While axion DM remains underproduced for the chosen axion parame-

ters in vacuum misalignment case, correct relic can be produced in the kinetic misalignment

cases for specific choices of PBH parameters. Both vacuum and kinetic misalignment mech-

anisms show decrease in axion DM relic in the presence of PBH for fixed axion parameters,

as evident from these two figures.

V. DETECTION ASPECTS

In this section we discuss the detection prospects of our scenario in typical axion detection

experiments as well as gravitational wave and future CMB experiments.
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FIG. 9: Axion-photon coupling versus axion mass in the presence of PBH with Min = 103 g and

β = 10−10 showing the impact of memory burden on DM relic satisfying points in terms of varying

(k, q) with q = 0.5 (left panel) and k = 1 (right panel). Axion DM relic is assumed to be generated

via the vacuum misalignment mechanism with θi = π/
√
3.

A. Axion detection

Most of the axion detection experiments rely on the axion-photon coupling of the form
1
4
gaγaF F̃ which for a KSVZ-type model can be found as [68]

gaγ = − α

2πfa

(
2

3

4md +mu

mu +md

)
= −1.92

α

2πfa
, (37)

with α being the fine-structure constant. Fig. 8, 9, 10 and 11 show the parameter space

in the plane of axion-photon coupling gaγ and axion mass ma including the bounds and

sensitivities of different experiments or observables. The current experimental bounds on

the axion-photon coupling from various experiments or observables are shown by the solid

color lines (CAST [69, 70], SN87A [71–73], NGC 1275 [74], ADMX [75–77], Globular clusters

[78]) whereas future experimental sensitivities or observables are shown by the dashed lines

(CASPEr [79], KLASH [80–82], ABRACADABRA [83, 84], CULTASK [85, 86], MADMAX

[87], IAXO [88, 89], Fermi-LAT [90], BH superradiance [91]). Fig. 8 and 9 show the gaγ−ma

parameter space for vacuum misalignment in the presence PBH pointing out the differences

in SC and MB regimes. One can clearly see the shift in parameter space towards lighter

axion mass window due to the presence of PBH compared to the standard relic satisfying

point. On the contrary, for kinetic misalignment scenario, the presence of PBH shift the
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FIG. 10: Axion-photon coupling versus axion mass in the presence of PBH with fixed β = 10−10

and varying Min considering SC regime (left panel) and MB regime with k = 1, q = 0.5 (right

panel). Axion DM relic is assumed to be generated via the kinetic misalignment mechanism with

θ̇i = 3× 1038 s−1 at T = fa.

relic allowed parameter space towards the heavier axion mass window compared to the relic

satisfying point in a radiation dominated Universe. Therefore, the two different misalign-

ment mechanisms offer interesting axion detection complementarities in the presence of PBH

considering both SC and MB regimes of PBH evaporation.

B. Gravitational waves

Presence of PBH in the early Universe can be associated with the production of grav-

itational waves in a variety of ways. For ultra-light PBH of our interest, we consider the

production of GW from the density perturbations due to inhomogeneous distribution of

PBH [92–94]. This is not only independent of the details of PBH formation mechanism, but

also leads to observable GW spectra having peak frequencies within reach of present and

near future detectors. The inhomogeneous spatial distribution of PBH generates isocur-

vature density fluctuations. After PBH domination, these isocurvature perturbations are

converted into adiabatic perturbations which induce GW at second order. These GW are

further enhanced during the PBH evaporation [92, 93].

The peak amplitude of GW from memory-burdened PBH at the epoch of evaporation
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FIG. 11: Axion-photon coupling versus axion mass in the presence of PBH with Min = 103 g and

β = 10−10 showing the impact of memory burden on DM relic satisfying points in terms of varying

(k, q) with q = 0.5 (left panel) and k = 1 (right panel). Axion DM relic is assumed to be generated

via the kinetic misalignment mechanism with θ̇i = 3× 1038 s−1 at T = fa.

can be expressed as [52, 53]

Ωpeak
GW,ev ≃ 1

4133
4

3+2k

q4
(
3 + 2k

3

)− 7
3
+ 4

9+6k β16/3 exp[8k(7− 4
3+2k

)]

2.3× 10−20

×
(
qMin

1g

) 2
3
(1+k)(7− 4

3+2k
)

1, for β > β∗

q8, for β < β∗.
(38)

The quantity β∗ represents that particular value of β above which MB effect is activated

during PBH dominated era. This is given by

β∗ =

(
3 ϵ

16 π γ(1− q3)S(Min)

)1/2

≃ 7.3× 10−6 1√
1− q3

(
1 g

Min

)
. (39)

Incorporating the redshift of GW amplitude, the full spectrum today can be written as

ΩGW,0h
2(f) = 1.62× 10−5Ωpeak

GW,evh
2

(
f

fUV

) 11+10k
3+2k

I(f, k), (40)

where

I(f, k) =
∫ ξ0(f)

−ξ0(f)

ds
(1− s2)2

(1− c2ss
2)(1+

2
3+2k

)
, (41)
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FIG. 12: Variation of PBH parameter space β-Min with axion mass in color bar satisfying DM relic

density for SC regime (left panel) and MB regime with {k = 1, q = 0.5} (right panel). Dashed

(dot-dashed) colored contours indicate sensitivities of future GW (CMB) experiments. Axion DM

relic is assumed to be generated via the vacuum misalignment mechanism with θi = π/
√
3.
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FIG. 13: Variation of PBH parameter space β-Min with axion mass in color bar satisfying DM relic

density for SC regime (left panel) and MB regime with {k = 1, q = 0.5} (right panel). Dashed

(dot-dashed) colored contours indicate sensitivities of future GW (CMB) experiments. Axion DM

relic is assumed to be generated via the kinetic misalignment mechanism with θ̇ = 3× 1038 s−1 at

T = fa.

19



and the quantity ξ0(f) can be read as

ξ0(f) =


1, for fUV

f
≥ 1+cs

2cs

2fUV

f
− 1

cs
, for 1+cs

2cs
≥ fUV

f
≥ 1

2cs

0, for 1
2cs

≥ fUV

f
.

(42)

Here, cs denotes the sound speed and takes value of 1√
3

during radiation dominated era and

the frequency related to the cutoff scale is

fUV ≃ 4.8× 106Hz e−4k

(
3 + 2k

3

)1/6(
1 g

qMin

) 5
6
+ k

3

. (43)

For β > β∗, we only consider q values larger than 0.41. The reason being, for q < 0.41

with β > β∗, another intermediate radiation domination arise which is not considered for

the derivations of GW spectrum [52, 53].

Fig. 12 and 13 show summary of the allowed parameter space in PBH parameter space β−

Min with axion mass in color bar for vacuum and kinetic misalignment scenarios respectively.

The GW sensitivities of future GW detectors BBO [95–97], DECIGO [98–100], CE [101, 102],

ET [103–106], LISA [107] are shown as dashed colored contours. We derive the sensitivity

of future GW detectors to the entire parameter space by focusing on the peak amplitude

(Ωpeak
GW,ev) and cut-off frequency (fUV) instead of the full GW spectrum. It should be noted

that the peak amplitude is a function of PBH parameters Ωpeak
GW = Ωpeak

GW (Min, k, q, β) and

the cut-off frequency fUV = fUV(Min, k, q) does not depend upon β. Fixing the values of k

and q, it is possible to project the GW sensitivities into the Min-β plane shown in Fig. 12

and 13. While the left-panels of these figures show the SC regime, the right panels consider

the MB regime with k = 1, q = 0.5. Evidently, the correlations among PBH parameters and

axion mass change significantly depending upon the type of misalignment mechanism and

evaporation regimes of the PBH.

C. CMB signatures

Apart from the production from misalignment mechanism, axions are also produced from

PBH evaporation. In principle, the energy density of axion produced from PBH evapora-

tion depends on PBH initial mass Min and initial fractional energy density β along with

axion mass ma. As axion mass is negligibly small compared to the instantaneous Hawking
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temperature of black hole in our scenario, the produced axion energy density from PBH is

nearly independent of axion mass. While axions produced from misalignment mechanism

act as cold DM, the axions produced from PBH evaporation act as hot DM or dark radiation

and contribute to the Hubble expansion rate as radiation. Future CMB experiments can

measure such extra radiation energy density of the early Universe to a very high accuracy

and can constrain a portion of PBH parameter space.

The contribution of dark radiation to effective number of relativistic species can be pa-

rameterised as

Neff =
ρDR(Teq)

ρR(Teq)

[
NSM

eff +
8

7

(
4

11

)−4/3
]
, (44)

where NSM
eff takes value of 3.044 [108, 109] in the SM and Teq denotes the temperature at

standard matter-radiation equality. In terms of ∆Neff = Neff −NSM
eff and PBH evaporation

temperature, the above equation can be written as

∆Neff =

{
8

7

(
4

11

)− 4
3

+NSM
eff

}
ρDR(Tev)

ρR(Tev)

(
g∗(Tev)

g∗(Teq)

)(
g∗s(Teq)

g∗s(Tev)

) 4
3

. (45)

Here we numerically calculate ρDR at the evaporation temperature by solving the following

Boltzmann equation (together with Eq. (31), (32), (33), (34) and (25))

dρDR

dt
+ 4HρDR = − gDR,H(TBH)

g∗,H(TBH) + gDR,H(TBH)

1

MBH

dMBH

dt
ρBH, (46)

where g∗,H ≃ 108 and gDR,H = 1.82 for axion.

The current bound on ∆Neff from Planck 2018 measurement reads ∆Neff < 0.285 at

2σ [7]. Future CMB experiments like CMB-S4 will be sensitive upto ∆Neff = 0.06 [110]

providing a new detection prospect of axion dark radiation from PBH evaporation. The

sensitivity of CMB-S4 to the final allowed parameter space is shown as dot-dashed contour

in Fig. 12 and 13. Clearly, CMB-S4 can probe a part of the parameter space which can not

be reached by the GW experiments discussed here, offering an interesting complementarity.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have studied the possibility of axion misalignment in a non-standard cosmological

history where ultra-light primordial black holes dominate the early Universe. While vacuum

misalignment mechanism in the presence of PBH was studied before, we have revisited it
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to include the memory burden effects or backreaction of the emitted quanta on the black

hole itself. Depending upon the parameters controlling the memory burden effect, we show

the shift in PBH as well as the QCD axion parameter space by comparing the results in

standard cosmology, PBH with semi-classical evaporation and PBH with memory burden

effect. We then study the kinetic misalignment mechanism for the first time in the presence

of PBH by considering both SC and MB regimes. As expected, the parameter space for

both PBH as well as QCD axion change significantly in kinetic misalignment scenario. We

then discuss the detection prospects of these four scenarios namely, vacuum and kinetic

misalignment in SC or MB regimes of PBH in typical axion detection experiments as well

as complementary probes offered by gravitational waves and CMB observations in future.

We find a large portion of the sub-eV axion mass region consistent with dark matter relic

that remains within reach of axion detection, future GW and future CMB experiments.
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Appendix A: PQ symmetry breaking during inflation

So far, we have discussed the post-inflationary scenario for PQ symmetry breaking. In

the post-inflationary scenario, the PQ symmetry is broken either after inflation or is broken

during inflation, but it is restored again. Here, we discuss the pre-inflationary scenario where

PQ symmetry is spontaneously broken during inflation and is never restored afterwards. For

PQ symmetry to be broken during inflation, axion decay constant must be larger than the

Hubble expansion rate at the end of inflation, fa > HI. Additionally, if axion decay constant

is larger than the maximum temperature reached in the post-inflationary era fa > Tmax, the

PQ symmetry is never restored again. When both of these conditions are satisfied, we get the

pre-inflationary scenario that gives a homogeneous value of the initial misalignment angle
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θi. The pre-inflationary scenario produces isocurvature perturbation that severely constrain

the Hubble parameter during inflation, HI.

Just like the inflaton field, the axion field present during inflation develops quantum

fluctuations with typical standard deviation σa given by

σa =
√

⟨|δa(x)|2⟩ ≃ HI

2π
. (A1)

The magnitude of isocurvature perturbations at a given length scale, Siso is given as [111–113]

Siso =
Ωa

ΩDM

σa
∂ lnΩa

∂a
. (A2)

In our scenario, the axion constitutes the whole DM abundance Ωa = ΩDM. Assuming Ωa ∝

θ2i h(θi), where h(θi) accounts for the anharmonicity in the axion potential [26, 114, 115],

the isocurvature power spectrum can be written as

∆2
a(k) = |Siso|2 =

H2
I

π2 f 2
a θ

2
i

F (θi), where F (θi) =

(
1 +

θi
2

∂ lnh(θi)

∂θi

)2

. (A3)

Here we adopt the following expression for h(θi),

h(θi) =

[
ln
(

e

1− θ2i /π
2

)]7/6
. (A4)

As the axion fluctuations during inflation are independent of the quantum fluctuations of the

inflaton field, the resulting isocurvature perturbations are uncorrelated with the adiabatic

curvature perturbations.

The relative amplitude of isocurvature perturbations at the pivot scale is constrained

from CMB measurements and is given by

βiso(k0) =
∆2

a(k0)

∆2
a(k0) + ∆2

R(k0)
< 0.035 at k0 = 0.002 Mpc−1. (A5)

The adiabatic power spectrum is fixed at ∆2
R(k0) ≃ 2.1 × 10−9 which gives the translated

bound on HI as

HI ≲ 3× 10−5 fa θi√
F (θi)

. (A6)

Fig. 14 shows the bound on HI as a function of θi for semi-classical (left panel) and

memory-burdened (right panel) regimes. For MB regime, we fix k = 1, q = 0.5. For both

the panels, β is fixed at 10−11. Given a particular value of PBH initial mass Min, the regions
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FIG. 14: Constraint on HI as a function of θi/π for different PBH masses assuming semi-classical

regime (left) and memory-burdened regime (right). The regions above the solid lines are ruled-out

from CMB measurements. For both panels, β is fixed at 10−11.

above the solid line is ruled out from CMB measurements. The left panel indicates that

presence of semi-classical PBH relaxes the bound on HI for PBH mass range ∼ {5 × 105,

5 × 108}g. For PBH masses below ∼ 5 × 105 g do not change the bound, as in this range

PBH do not alter the evolution of the axion. The situation changes for PBH with memory

burden effect where a much lower PBH mass range ∼ {102, 5× 103} g can relax the bound

on HI. As a result, memory-burdened PBH can alleviate the tension between high-scale

inflation and axion isocurvature perturbations in different mass ranges.
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