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We study minimal versions of Higgs inflation in the presence of a massless QCD axion. While the
inflationary energy scale of the metric variant is too high to accommodate isocurvature bounds, it
was argued that Palatini Higgs inflation could evade these constraints. We show, however, that an
energy-dependent decay constant enhances isocurvature perturbations, implying that axions can at
most constitute a tiny fraction < 10−5 of dark matter. This conclusion can be avoided in Einstein-
Cartan gravity by an additional coupling of the axion to torsion, albeit for a very specific choice of
parameters. Analogous constraints as well as the possibility to alleviate them are relevant for all
inflationary models with a non-minimal coupling to gravity.

Inflation & dark matter — In our Universe,
about 85% of matter has only been observed through
gravitational effects. Understanding the microscopic na-
ture of this dark matter (DM) remains one of the great-
est challenges in cosmology. Another fundamental mys-
tery is the origin of the initial conditions for the hot Big
Bang. The leading explanation is cosmic inflation [1–4] –
an early phase of accelerated expansion – which success-
fully accounts for the near-homogeneity and isotropy of
the Universe and is strongly supported by precision mea-
surements of the cosmic microwave background (CMB)
[5, 6]. A wide range of DM models have been developed
(see [7]). Similarly, a plethora of inflationary scenarios
have been put forward (see [8]). The key difficulty lies in
distinguishing viable proposals from the multitude of pos-
sibilities, with the ultimate goal of identifying the mech-
anisms that govern our Universe. In this work, we reveal
an incompatibility between two leading candidates: QCD
axions [9–11] and Higgs inflation (HI) [12].

Originally, axions were introduced to address the strong
CP-problem of QCD, originating from the experimental
fact that strong interactions are CP-conserving to a very
good accuracy [13]. This observation can be explained by
promoting the CP-violating angle of QCD to a dynamical
pseudoscalar field – the axion [9–11], which does not only
resolve the strong CP-problem but moreover contributes
to DM (see e.g. [14]). The QCD axion can arise, among
others, from the original proposal of a spontaneously bro-
ken PQ-symmetry [9–11], from extra dimensions [15] (see
review [16]), or from local gauge invariance [17–20].

HI agrees excellently with CMB observations and is
unique among inflationary proposals since it does not re-
quire more particles than have already been observed in
experiment. HI is highly sensitive to the different formu-
lations of General Relativity (GR) [21–25] (see overview
in [26]). While in the most commonly-employed metric
version a low perturbative cutoff scale can lead to is-
sues [27, 28], no such problems exist in Palatini HI [21].
This makes it possible to compute the end of inflation

unambiguously [29, 30] and to connect Palatini HI to
low-energy collider measurements [31, 32].

The presence of a massless axion during inflation in-
duces isocurvature perturbations [33]. The fact that they
have not been observed in the CMB leads to a well-known
challenge in combining axions with inflation.1 In this
paper, we shall investigate the compatibility of QCD ax-
ions with HI. While metric HI leads to excessive isocur-
vature perturbations, it was suggested that Palatini HI
could tolerate a massless QCD axion during inflation [35].
However, the energy dependence of the decay constant
[36, 37] was not taken into account in [35]. Since it is
smaller during inflation than in the late Universe, isocur-
vature perturbations are enhanced (see illustration in fig.
1). We point out that this is a generic feature in all infla-
tionary models with a non-minimal coupling to gravity.
Applied to Palatini HI, we show that the presence of a
massless axion field that can later act as DM is excluded.
So DM axions must not exist in minimal versions of HI.
Review of isocurvature bound — CMB observa-

tions bound the magnitude of isocurvature perturbations
∆a relative to the adiabatic curvature perturbations ∆R
as ∆2

a/(∆
2
R +∆2

a) ≲ 0.038 [5, 14]. Plugging in the mea-
sured value ∆2

R ≈ 2.1 · 10−9, we get [5]

∆a ≲ 9.1 · 10−6 . (1)

Now an axion with initial misalignment angle θi induces
isocurvature perturbations [38, 39]

∆a = Fa
DM

σθ

√
2(σ2

θ + 2θ2i )

θ2i + σ2
θ

, (2)

1 No issue with isocurvature bounds arises if the massless axion
field does not exist during inflation (or reheating). This can e.g.
be realized in PQ-scenarios with a post inflationary symmetry
breaking, although in this case many models are excluded due to
an overabundance of topological defects [34].
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FIG. 1. Representation of varying decay constant. Since the
effective decay constant is reduced during inflation, isocurva-
ture perturbations are enhanced. The dashed line corresponds
to the result of [35], where the change of the decay constant
was not taken into account. The physical fluctuation of the
axion field is shown with δa. Figure inspired by [36].

where Fa
DM is the relative contribution of axions to DM

and σθ stands for the typical quantum fluctuation of the
angular axion field. Moreover, θi is the initial misalign-
ment angle, which can be expressed through Fa

DM and
the axionic decay constant fa (see e.g. [40] and details in
appendix A):

θi = Fa 1/2
DM

(
1.02× 1012GeV

fa

)7/12

. (3)

For σθ ≫ θi, eq. (2) reduces to ∆a ≈
√
2Fa

DM and so
the isocurvature bound can only be satisfied for a tiny
Fa

DM. Having a sizable contribution of axions to DM,
Fa

DM ≈ 1, is only possible for σθ ≪ θi, in which case eq.
(2) gives ∆a ≈ Fa

DM2σθ/θi. In summary, the isocurva-
ture constraint (2) implies that one of the following two
conditions must be satisfied (see details in appendix B):

Fa
DM ≲ 6.4 · 10−6 OR σθ ≲ 4.6 · 10−6 θi

Fa
DM

. (4)

Since we are interested to have a sizable fraction of DM in
axions, we shall focus on fulfilling the second condition.
Argument of [35] — In Palatini HI, the infla-

tionary Hubble scale is (see [21, 31, 32] and derivation
below)

HI ∼ 2.6 · 10−6MP√
ξ

. (5)

Here ξ sets the strength of non-minimal coupling of the
Higgs field to the Ricci scalar. The value of ξ is not

known exactly, as will be discussed later. We shall use
the largest possible ξ ∼ 109 since this leads to the weakest
isocurvature constraint. Then the Hubble scale (5) yields
HI ∼ 2.2 · 108 GeV, in accordance with [35].

For incorporating the axionic isocurvature bound (4)
into Palatini HI, one is tempted to estimate σθ =
HI/(2πfa) as in [35], where fa is the axionic decay con-
stant. With the Hubble scale (5), we would then get (for
ξ ∼ 109):

faθi ≳ 9.0 · 10−2Fa
DM

MP√
ξ

∼ Fa
DM 6.9 · 1012 GeV . (6)

If eq. (6) were to hold, plugging in eq. (3) would show
that having all DM in axions, Fa

DM = 1, can be achieved
for fa ∼ 1014 GeV corresponding to θi/(2π) ∼ 10−2 [35].
We shall demonstrate, however, that this conclusion is
premature because it overlooks the need to canonically
normalize the axion field in the early Universe.
QCD axion coupled to Palatini HI — For a

fundamental derivation, the relevant action of the axion
a and the Higgs field h (in unitary gauge) coupled to
gravity is

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[M2

P

2
Ω2R− 1

2
∂αh∂

αh− λ

4
h4

− 1

2
∂αa∂

αa− 1

2
TrGµνGµν +

a

fa
cGTrG

µνG̃µν

]
,

(7)

where MP denotes the reduced Planck mass, R the Ricci
scalar, λ the Higgs self-coupling, and we defined

Ω2 = 1 +
ξh2

M2
P

, (8)

with non-minimal coupling constant ξ. Moreover, Gµν

and G̃µν correspond to the field strength tensor of QCD
and its dual, respectively, and, we have the dimensionless
parameter cG ∼ α, where α is the gauge coupling. We
view eq. (7) as the low-energy effective field theory of a
pseudo-scalar a coupled to QCD via an operator of mass
dimension 5 that is suppressed by a fixed mass scale fa.
Crucially, the shift symmetry of the axion prevents the
appearance of a non-minimal interaction of a with R.

As usual, we remove the non-minimal coupling to curva-
ture with the conformal transformation gµν → Ω−2gµν .
In contrast to the situation in metric gravity, the Ricci
tensor Rµν of Palatini GR is independent of the met-
ric gµν and therefore curvature simply transforms as
R → Ω2R. Thus, action (7) becomes

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[M2

P

2
R̊− 1

2Ω2
∂αh∂

αh− λ

4Ω4
h4

− 1

2Ω2
∂αa∂

αa− 1

2
TrGµνGµν +

a

fa
cGTrG

µνG̃µν

]
,

(9)
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where it is important to note that the gauge kinetic term
is invariant under the conformal transformation so that
the gauge field remains canonical (see [41]). Since in the
form (9) the coupling of gravity to matter is minimal,
the Palatini and metric formulations of GR are equiv-
alent. This has allowed us to replace curvature by its
Riemannian counterpart R̊, which is a function of the
metric only.

Still following the standard analysis of Palatini HI, we
next perform a field transformation for the Higgs field,
introducing a new field χ defined by [21, 31]

h =
MP√
ξ
sinh

(√
ξχ

MP

)
, (10)

so that the action (9) becomes

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[M2

P

2
R̊− 1

2
∂αχ∂

αχ− U − ∂αa∂
αa

2 cosh2
(√

ξχ
MP

)
− 1

2
TrGµνGµν +

a

fa
cGTrG

µνG̃µν

]
,

(11)

with inflationary potential

U =
λM4

P

4ξ2
tanh4

(√
ξχ

MP

)
. (12)

Evaluating the first slow-roll parameter, we can express
χ as a function of the number N⋆ of e-foldings (see [32])

χ(N) ≈ MP arccosh (16ξN⋆)

2
√
ξ

, (13)

and then match the amplitude of CMB perturbations
to obtain the constraint ξ = 1.2 · 1010λ, where we used
N⋆ ≈ 51 as in [31]. Then the potential (12) yields the
Hubble scale (5). Due to uncertainties in the measure-
ment of the top Yukawa coupling, the inflationary value
of λ is unknown [31, 42]. Although RG analysis indicates
a small λ ∼ 10−3 at high energies [31], we shall follow [35]
and use λ = 0.1 corresponding to ξ ∼ 109 since a large ξ
weakens isocurvature perturbations.

Finally, we define an approximately canonical axion
field

A =
a

Ω
=

a

cosh
(√

ξχ
MP

) , (14)

where we plugged the field (10) into eq. (8). We arrive
at

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[M2

P

2
R̊− 1

2
∂αχ∂

αχ− U − 1

2
∂αA∂αA

− 1

2
TrGµνGµν +

ΩA

fa
cGTrG

µνG̃µν +∆L
]
,

(15)

where ∆L contains correction terms:

∆L = −
√
ξA

MP
tanh

(√
ξχ

MP

)[
∂αχ∂

αA

+

√
ξA

2MP
tanh

(√
ξχ

MP

)
∂αχ∂

αχ

]
. (16)

Since during inflation A ∼ HI ∼
√
λMP /ξ, the correc-

tion terms in ∆L are at least suppressed as
√
ξA/MP ≲√

λ/ξ and we shall neglect them in the following (see also
[36, 37, 43, 44] and appendix C for a consistency check).
Field-dependent decay constant — Crucially,

eqs. (14) and (15) make evident that the effective decay
constant fa,inf during inflation differs from its low-energy
value fa:

fa,inf =
fa
Ω

≈ fa√
8ξN⋆

, (17)

where we used the solution (13) in eq. (8). Therefore,
plugging σθ = HI/(2πfa,inf) together with eq. (5) into
the second condition of the isocurvature bound (4) im-
plies

faθi ≳ 0.25
√
N⋆Fa

DMMP . (18)

This constraint is much stronger than the previously pro-
posed eq. (6). Interestingly, it is not sensitive to the un-
certainty in λ (and equivalently ξ). Upon inserting θi as
in eq. (3), eq. (18) would bound the abundance of axions
as

Fa
DM ≲ 1.1 · 10−8

(
fa
MP

)5/6

. (19)

Thus, the first condition of the isocurvature bound (4) is
relevant for any subplanckian decay constant:

Fa
DM ≲ 6.4 · 10−6 . (20)

Therefore, QCD axions that are present as massless field
during Palatini HI can at most contribute a tiny fraction
∼ 6 · 10−6 to DM. We show in appendix D that the same
conclusion can be obtained in a UV-completion by a PQ-
symmetry, where a arises as phase of a complex PQ-field.
Axion and generic inflationary models —

Clearly, the existence of these bounds does not depend on
the particular structure of Palatini HI. Only important is
a non-minimal coupling Ω2 ≫ 1 so that the axion kinetic
term is multiplied by 1/Ω2 ≪ 1 as in the action (9). This
directly translates to a decay constant that is smaller dur-
ing inflation than now, according to the first equality in
eq. (17). Importantly, the same conclusion also holds in
the metric formulation of GR. In this case, the conformal
transformation gµν → Ω−2gµν yields an additional con-
tribution proportional to (∂αΩ)

2 (see [26]), but this only
contributes to the kinetic term of the inflaton. There-
fore, the enhancement of isocurvature perturbations is
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not limited to HI but generic in all inflationary models
with a non-minimal coupling to gravity.2

Way out from non-minimal coupling to torsion
— Since Palatini gravity is part of the Einstein-Cartan
formulation (see [26] for terminology), we can add many
more terms composed of torsion to the action (c.f. [26,
41, 45]). All of them could potentially modify the value
of the decay constant. As an illustrative example, we
shall consider a direct coupling of the axion to torsion
via a term ζJαT

α, where ζ is a coupling constant, Jα =
fa∂αa, and Tα = gµνT

µαν is the torsion vector (with
Tµ

αν defined in terms of the Christoffel symbols Γµ
αν as

Tµ
αν ≡ 1/2(Γµ

αν − Γµ
να). Correspondingly, action (7) is

extended as

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[M2

P

2
Ω2R− 1

2
∂αh∂

αh− λ

4
h4

− 1

2
∂αa∂

αa− 1

2
TrGµνGµν +

a

fa
cGTrG

µνG̃µν

− ζJαT
α
]
.

(21)

After solving for Tα and going to the Einstein frame via
the conformal transformation gµν → Ω−2gµν , we derive
an extension of eq. (9) (see details in appendix E). From
it we can read off the non-trivial axionic kinetic term:

− 1

2Ω2

(
1− 3ζ2f2

a

2M2
PΩ

2

)
∂αa∂

αa . (22)

Restricting ourselves to the late Universe, where Ω2 ∼
1, we canonically normalize a to show that the decay
constant is modified at low energies:

fa → fa,IR(fa) =

√
1− 3ζ2f2

a

2M2
P

fa . (23)

Now fa,IR becomes the scale that suppresses the operator

a cGTrG
µνG̃µν , which among others is responsible for the

non-perturbative generation of the axion mass in the late
Universe.3 Therefore, eq. (18) remains valid, with the
only difference that θi (and hence also Fa

DM) now depend
on fa,IR. Thus, the bound (19) generalizes to (c.f. [44])

Fa
DM ≲ 1.1 · 10−8

(
fa,IR
MP

)−7/6(
fa
MP

)2

. (24)

2 In a UV-completion by a PQ-field, inflationary models driven
by the radial mode |ΦPQ| represent an exception [36, 37, 43,
44]. Since in this case |ΦPQ| is displaced from its minimum,
the effective inflationary decay constant can be larger than its
low-energy counterpart in spite of the presence of a non-minimal
coupling to gravity.

3 In a UV-completion with PQ-symmetry, Jα = fa∂αa arises from

the PQ-current Jα ≡ −i
(
Φ⋆

PQ∂αΦPQ − (∂αΦPQ)⋆ΦPQ

)
after

PQ symmetry breaking. Therefore, fa still sets the expectation
value of the canonical PQ-field at low energies.

FIG. 2. Representation of a possible way out: If the effective
decay constant becomes smaller at lower energy, this improves
the isocurvature bound and allows for the axion to account
for all of DM. The physical fluctuation of the axion field at
low energy is shown with δaIR. Figure inspired by [36].

After plugging in the low-energy decay constant (23), we
conclude that axions can constitute all of DM if

1− 2 · 10−14

(
fa
MP

)10/7

≲
3ζ2f2

a

2M2
P

< 1 . (25)

This implies fa,IR ≲ 10−7fa and so comparison with eq.
(17) shows that we get the hierarchy fa,IR < fa,inf < fa.
A decay constant that is larger during inflation than in
the late Universe alleviates isocurvature bounds, as in
[36, 37, 43, 44] – see visual depiction of the mechanism
in fig. 2. The value (25) does not change the high-energy
decay constant fa,inf since eq. (22) shows that during in-
flation the correction resulting from ζ is negligible, which
makes our using of eqs. (17) and (18) self-consistent. Ev-
idently, one could include numerous other torsion con-
tributions in the action, and a systematic study of their
effect remains to be performed [46].
Further ways out — Several other options exist to

alleviate isocurvature bounds. First, it is possible to con-
sider non-minimal models of HI such as [24, 25] or to in-
clude a direct coupling between the norm of the PQ-field
and torsion, |ΦPQ|2TαT

α. Independently of torsion, one
can consider an early phase of confinement [47], which
can arise from an effective coupling of the Higgs field
to the gauge kinetic term TrGµνGµν and would drive the
QCD axion to the CP-conserving value already during in-
flation, thereby reducing isocurvature perturbations. We
do not expect this mechanism to be generic in our ap-
proach since there is no simple coupling of torsion to
gauge fields and so new new interactions involving Gµν

arise [41]. In a UV-completion by a PQ-field, one can also
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directly include a coupling |ΦPQ|2h2 to change the infla-
tionary vacuum expectation value of the PQ-field.4 How-
ever, all of these options require additional non-minimal
interactions with coupling constants in specific intervals
– c.f. the highly tuned parameter choice (25) – and so ar-
guably should be considered as non-minimal. Finally, one
may turn to more generic axion-like particles (see [48])
as solution to the strong CP-problem, as e.g. in [49].
Conclusion — The microscopic origins of infla-

tion and dark matter remain among the most important
open questions in cosmology. Given that many models
are still consistent with all observations, additional con-
straints are needed to distinguish among the plethora of
proposals. In this work, we have corrected a previous
claim in the literature and demonstrated that a massless
QCD axion – if abundant enough to account for dark
matter in the late Universe – must not exist during sim-
ple Higgs inflation models. This finding resonates with
the approach of Higgs inflation, which is motivated by the
lack of detected particles beyond the Standard Model.

Our result stems from the energy dependence of the
axionic decay constant. An inflationary value that is
smaller than its late-time counterpart enhances isocur-
vature perturbations. As a result, a significant axion
abundance is incompatible with observational isocurva-
ture bounds. Our findings have important implications
for all inflationary models with non-minimal couplings to
gravity. First, the enhancement of isocurvature pertur-
bations is a general feature of such scenarios. Second,
coupling the axion to torsion can relax isocurvature con-
straints; in particular, Einstein-Cartan gravity can res-
cue proposal otherwise deemed excluded due to excessive
isocurvature perturbations.
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A. Abundance of the QCD axion

The potential of the axion for small θ reads:

V (θ) ≃ 1

2
m2

af
2
aθ

2 . (A1)

When H ≫ m/3, the axion freezes (the Hubble friction
prevents if from rolling) and is approximately given by
θ ∼ θi = constant. At this stage, the number density is
frozen and given by

ni =
ρ

ma
=

V (θi)

ma
=

1

2
maf

2
aθ

2
i , (A2)

which holds for non-relativistic particles. When H ≲
ma/3, θ starts oscillating, therefore becoming tempera-
ture dependent: θi → θ(T ). The number density then
becomes:

n(T ) =
1

2
m(T )θ2(T )f2

a . (A3)

We also know that during matter domination epoch

n(T ) =
nia

3(Ti)

a3(T )
=

1

2
m(Ti)θ

2
i

(
gs(T )

gs(Ti)

)
T 3

T 3
i

. (A4)

Finally, the QCD axion mass depends on temperature,
which can be approximated as [50]:

m(T ) ∼ 5.7× 10−10eV

(
1016GeV

fa

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ma

{
1, T < Tc

(Tc/T )
4, T > Tc

,

(A5)
with Tc ∼ 150 MeV. Therefore we can now solve for Ti:

3H(Ti) = m(Ti) ,

⇔ 3

√
π2

90
gp(Ti)

T 2
i

MP
= ma

(
Tc

Ti

)4

,

⇒ T 6
i =

maMP

3
√

π2

90 gp(Ti)
T 4
c .

(A6)

We can also express the mass of the QCD axion at freeze
out:

m(Ti) = ma
T 4
c(

maMP

3

√
π2

90 gp(Ti)
T 4
c

)4/6
. (A7)

Plugging this into eq. (A4), we obtain

n(T ) =
1

2
ma

T 4
c(

maMP

3

√
π2

90 gp(Ti)
T 4
c

)4/6
θ2i f

2
a

gs(T )

gs(Ti)

T 3

T 3
i

. (A8)
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Finally, the axion energy density nowadays is given by
ρa = man(T ) because we are at a temperature T < TC .
So:

ρa(T ) =
1

2
m2

af
2
a

gs(T )

gs(Ti)
T 4
c T

3

 maMP

3
√

π2

90 gp(Ti)
T 4
c

−7/6

θ2i

=
1

2
m2

af
2
a

gs(T )

gs(Ti)
T−4/6
c T 3

3fa

√
π2

90 gp(Ti)

5.7× 1015MP

7/6

θ2i .

(A9)
From there, we can get the abundance of axion [40]

Ωah
2 ∼ 0.12

(
θi

4.7× 10−3

)2(
fa

1016GeV

)7/6

, (A10)

where we used MP = 2.43× 1027 eV, Tc = 150× 106 eV,
T0 = 2.33 ∗ 10−4 eV, ρc = 8.06 ∗ 10−11h2 eV, gs(T0) = 4
[51], gs(Ti) = 41, and gp(Ti) = 44 [40].
If the axion was all of DM nowadays, then the l.h.s. would
be 0.12. Now, if the axion is a fraction of the DM, then:

Fa
DM ∼

(
θi

4.7× 10−3

)2(
fa

1016GeV

)7/6

, (A11)

or equivalently

fa = Fa 6/7
DM f0 θ

−12/7
i , (A12)

where we defined5

f0 = 1.02× 1012GeV . (A13)

Solving eq. (A12) for θi, we get eq. (3) as shown in the
main part.

B. Axion isocurvature bounds

As shown in eq. (2), the general formula for the isocur-
vature perturbation is [38, 39]:

∆a = Fa
DM

σθ

√
2(σ2

θ + 2θ2i )

θ2i + σ2
θ

. (B1)

Without any assumptions, we can bound

∆a < Fa
DM

2σθ√
θ2i + σ2

θ

< Fa
DM

2σθ

θi
. (B2)

5 In [35] a smaller value f0 = 1.5 · 1011 GeV was used. Since the
bound on the axion abundance (19) scales with a positive power
of f0, eq. (A13) yields the more conservative result. The small
difference could be due to a) a different value for TC (in [14]
TC = 160 MeV is used), b) a different value for the degrees of
freedom (in [14] gp(Ti) = gs(Ti) ∼ 61.75 is used), c) the use of
a refined formula for the axion mass at high energies ma(T ) ≃
βma

(
TC
T

)4
, with β a parameter that depends on the quark

flavors physics, that [14] and [52] estimates it at 10−2.

Still without restrictions, one can alternatively bound

∆a < Fa
DM

2σθ√
θ2i + σ2

θ

< 2Fa
DM . (B3)

For obtaining lower bounds, we distinguish two cases. If
σθ < θi, then

∆a > Fa
DM

√
2σθ√

θ2i + σ2
θ

> Fa
DM

σθ

θi
. (B4)

In the other case, σθ > θi, we get

∆a > Fa
DM

√
2σθ√

θ2i + σ2
θ

> Fa
DM . (B5)

In summary, we conclude:

σθ < θi : Fa
DM

σθ

θi
< ∆a < 2Fa

DM

σθ

θi
, (B6)

σθ > θi : Fa
DM < ∆a < 2Fa

DM . (B7)

Thus, the asymptotic scalings ∆a ≈ Fa
DM2σθ/θi (for

σθ ≪ θi) and ∆a ≈
√
2Fa

DM (for σθ ≫ θi) represent good
approximations, with an error of at most 2, even when
σθ and θi are of the same order of magnitude. Therefore,
the requirement (4) is applicable in the full parameter
space of σθ and θi.

C. On Mixing of inflaton and axion

In order to remove the leading mixing term in eq. (16),
we can perform another field redefinition

χ → χ− 1/2

√
ξA2

MP
tanh

(√
ξχ

MP

)
. (C1)

Apart from terms that are suppressed by at least two
powers of

√
ξA/MP , this generates a potential for the

axion. In order to evaluate it, we use the well-known
approximation of the potential (12) (see [25])

U =
λM4

P

4ξ2

(
1 + exp

{
−2

√
ξχ

MP

})−2

. (C2)

Plugging the field transformation (C1) into this asymp-
totic form of the potential, we expand to second order in
A:

U ≈λM4
P

4ξ2

(
1 + exp

{
−2

√
ξχ

MP

})−2

− λA2M2
P

2ξ
e
− 2

√
ξχ

MP

(
1 + e

− 2
√

ξχ
MP

)−3

. (C3)

We see that the induced mass of A scales as

m2
A ∼ λM2

P

ξ exp
(

2
√
ξχ

MP

) . (C4)
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Since exp
(√

ξχ/MP

)
∼

√
ξN⋆ by eq. (13), we conclude

that the mass is hugely suppressed, mA ∼
√
λMP /ξ

3/2

and in particular mA ≪ HI . In summary, we can remove
the leading correction term from eq. (16), which only
produces a negligible axion mass. This is a consistency
check showing that indeed the suppressed terms in eq.
(16) can be safely neglected.

D. Consistency with UV-perspective

In the main part, we have employed an effective field
theory approach in which we treat the axion a as a
low-energy degree of freedom, independently of its UV-
completion (see [15, 16] and [17–20] for alternatives
to the original proposal of a PQ-axion [9–11]). As a
consistency check, we shall now demonstrate that our
analysis is compatible with the PQ-mechanism, where
a arises as phase field of the complex PQ-field ΦPQ.
Then in eq. (7) the term 1/2 ∂αa∂

αa is replaced by
|∂αΦPQ∂

αΦPQ|, which after the conformal transforma-
tion becomes 1/Ω2|∂αΦPQ∂

αΦPQ|, to be inserted into eq.
(9). Thus, PQ-symmetry breaking leading to ⟨ΦPQ⟩ =
fa/

√
2 is equivalent to

⟨Φ̃PQ⟩ =
fa√
2Ω

, with Φ̃PQ ≡ ΦPQ

Ω
, (D1)

where Φ̃PQ is defined to be approximately canonical
(c.f. eq. (14)). Importantly, fa is now defined as the
energy scale setting the expectation value of the bare
PQ-field (e.g. resulting from a potential of the form
(|ΦPQ|2 − f2

a )
2). Reading off the inflationary decay con-

stant as vacuum expectation value of the canonical Φ̃PQ,
we conclude fa,inf = fa/Ω, in accordance with eq. (17).

As a second point, eq. (D1) makes clear that

eia/fa ∝ ΦPQ ∝ Φ̃PQ ∝ eiA/fa,inf . (D2)

Thus, an evolving vacuum expectation value of the PQ-
field conserves the phase a/fa = A/fa,inf. This fact is
well-known [36] (see also [37, 43, 44]) and justifies our
plugging in of σθ as computed during inflation into the
post-inflationary constraint (4).

E. Way out from direct coupling of torsion to
matter

Starting from eq. (21):

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[M2

P

2
Ω2R− 1

2
∂αh∂

αh− λ

4
h4

− 1

2
∂αa∂

αa− 1

2
TrGµνGµν +

a

fa
cGTrG

µνG̃µν

− ζJαT
α
]
,

(E1)

one can use that the scalar curvature depends on the met-
ric and torsion via R = R̊+2∇̊αT

α − 2
3TαT

α + 1
24 T̂αT̂

α,
therefore splitting the torsion part and the metric part
in our initial action:

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[M2

P

2
Ω2R̊− 1

2
∂αh∂

αh− λ

4
h4

− 1

2
∂αa∂

αa− 1

2
TrGµνGµν +

a

fa
cGTrG

µνG̃µν

− ζJαT
α +M2

PΩ
2∇̊αT

α − M2
PΩ

2

3
TαT

α +
M2

PΩ
2

48
T̂αT̂

α
]
.

(E2)

Then we can solve for Tα and T̂α:

Tα = − 3

2M2
PΩ

2

(
M2

P∂α(Ω
2) + ζJα

)
, T̂α = 0 . (E3)

Plugging it back in eq. (E2) gives:

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[M2

P

2
Ω2R̊− 1

2
∂αh∂

αh− λ

4
h4

− 1

2
∂αa∂

αa− 1

2
TrGµνGµν +

a

fa
cGTrG

µνG̃µν

+
3ζ2

4M2
PΩ

2
JαJ

α + 3M2
P∂αΩ∂

αΩ+
3ζ

2Ω2
∂α(Ω

2)Jα
]
.

(E4)

Finally, we can do a conformal transformation to arrive
at

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[M2

P

2
R̊− 1

2Ω2
∂αh∂

αh− λ

4Ω4
h4

− 1

2Ω2
∂αa∂

αa− 1

2
TrGµνGµν +

a

fa
cGTrG

µνG̃µν

+
3ζ2

4M2
PΩ

4
JαJ

α +
3ζ

2Ω4
∂α(Ω

2)Jα
]
,

(E5)

where the inhomogeneous part of the conformal trans-
formation cancels out with 3M2

P∂αΩ∂
αΩ. Plugging in

Jα = fa∂αa, we can read off the axionic kinetic term
(22) as shown in the main part.
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