arXiv:2203.08026v1 [hep-ph] 15 Mar 2022

Submitted to the Proceedings of the US Community Study on the Future of Particle Physics (Snowmass 2021)

Snowmass2021 TF08 Whitepaper Some open questions in axion theory

Prateek Agrawal,^1 Kim V. Berghaus,^2 JiJi Fan,^{3, 4} Anson Hook,^5 Gustavo Marques-Tavares,^5 and Tom Rudelius^6 1Rudolf Peierls Centre for Theoretical Physics, University of Oxford, Parks Road, Oxford OX1 3PU, United Kingdom 2C.N. Yang Institute for Theoretical Physics, Stony Brook University, NY 11794, USA 3Department of Physics, Brown University, Providence, RI, 02912, USA 4Brown Theoretical Physics Center, Brown University, Providence, RI, 02912, U.S.A 5Maryland Center for Fundamental Physics, University of Maryland, College Park, MD 20742, USA 6Department of Physics, University of California, Berkeley

This white paper collects some open questions in several different aspects of axion theories. The questions are related to quantization of axion couplings, axion-magnetic monopole systems, axions in quantum gravity theory, axion string/domain wall systems, and thermal friction from axion couplings. They demonstrate many opportunities for axion theory, which call for more studies.

CONTENTS

I. Introduction 2

II. Quantized axion couplings and how to measure them 3 A. QCD axion 4 B. Hyperlight axions 5

III. Axion-magnetic monopole dynamics 5 A. Axion potential from a bath of magnetic monopoles 5 B. Axion potential from virtual magnetic-monopole loops 7

IV. Axions in quantum gravity 8

V. QCD Axion DM from strings/domain walls 10

VI. Axions and thermal friction 12

References 13

I. INTRODUCTION

An axion is a periodic pseudo-scalar field, a ∼= a + 2πF with F its fundamental period. It arises ubiquitously both from both top-down theories of quantum gravity [1] and low-energy phenomenological models. The discrete shift symmetry acting on the field is its defining feature, and restricts the forms of its couplings. Axions enjoy a wide range of phenomenological and cosmological applications. The best known example is the QCD axion as a leading solution to the strong CP problem [2–9]. In addition, both the QCD axion and general axion-like particles (ALPs) serve as cold dark matter (DM) candidates through the misalignment mechanism [10–12].

Axion physics has been an active research field for more than four decades now, and interest in it has intensified recently. There has been continuous and tremendous progress in both the theoretical and experimental/observational probes. In this white paper, we will focus on multiple theoretical aspects of axion studies. We do not intend to provide a comprehensive review of all the theoretical developments, which is simply impossible to cover in a short white paper. There are already some very recent reviews covering part of the existing landscape of axion theories and models, e.g. [13, 14]. In addition, the community keeps developing a deeper understanding and making new discoveries about axion dynamics. Since the Snowmass process is a call to the future, this white paper collects some open questions appearing in active on-going axion research.

The questions collected here include how to measure and determine the quantization of axion couplings to massless gauge bosons, which is a defining feature of axions (Sec. II); develop a better understanding of dynamics in axion-magnetic monopole systems, in particular, axion potentials generated from either a real bath of monopoles (Sec. III A) or virtual monopole loops (Sec. III B); examine the axion properties in quantum gravity theories and sharpen the axion Weak Gravity Conjecture (Sec. IV); calculate the QCD axion DM abundance from a string/domain wall system (Sec. V); and improve the computation of the thermal friction induced by an axion coupling to a non-Abelian gauge group and explore further its applications to cosmology, such as the thermal inflation scenario (Sec. VI).

This is by no means a complete list of interesting questions to be addressed in axion theory. We deliberately leave out a summary and conclusion section. If there has to be a summary, it will be: the open questions discussed in this white paper only serve as examples that the axion theory program is still a vibrant one with many opportunities to be explored, forty years after the axion model was first proposed. The study of axion theory should go hand in hand with the booming experimental efforts, and always requires further developments.

II. QUANTIZED AXION COUPLINGS AND HOW TO MEASURE THEM

The discrete shift symmetry of the axion, a → a + 2πF , motivates the interpretation of the axion as a “0-form” gauge field, in analogy to electromagnetic gauge invariance with the photon as a 1-form gauge field. The axion couplings to gauge bosons are topological and highly restrictive due to this fact. The coupling to a simple gauge group, e.g. SU(N), can be written as L ⊃ Aα 8πF a G^{μν,a}G̃^a_{μν} , (1) where α is the fine structure constant of SU(N), G^{μν,a} is the field strength and G̃^a_{μν} =^1_2 ϵ_{μνρσ}G^{ρσ,a} is the dual field strength. This operator resembles the Chern-Simons (CS) couplings in odd dimensions. In a similar fashion to CS theories, the anomaly coefficient A can be shown to be quantized. For constant axion field, the integral of the gauge field over spacetime (including a point at infinity) measures the winding number ∫_α 8π GG̃ ∈ Z, so that in order for the theory to respect the gauged discrete shift symmetry of axion, A ∈ Z. It is a hallmark of CS couplings that they are not gauge invariant, but gauge invariant mod 2π, and hence can appear with quantized coefficients in the action. The quantization of the coupling may not always be apparent in a canonical basis due to mass mixing and kinetic mixing effects [15].

From a phenomenological point of view, one of the most important couplings is the axion coupling to photons, L_{aγγ} = − 1 4 g_{aγγ} aF^{μν} ~F_{μν} , (2) where F (F̃ ) is the (dual) field strength of U(1) electromagnetism. The mass of the axion m_a and g_{aγγ} dictate much of axion phenomenology. Constraints are usually expressed in the m_a − g_{aγγ} plane, and arise from astrophysics, cosmology, black hole superradiance, helioscopes and terrestrial haloscopes for axion DM [16–78]. A thriving experimental program is underway to detect axions. In particular this is a field with a lot of synergy between theory and experiment, with a number of new experimental proposals on the horizon [32, 79–99], with several proposals already in the prototyping stage. We are now probing the most theoretically compelling parameter space of axion physics, and axions may well be the next discovery in fundamental physics.

The discovery of the axion will bring a wealth of information, precisely due to the nature of axion - photon couplings. We highlight two cases where this coupling can play a role in phenomenology.

A. QCD axion

The QCD axion is a compelling candidate for new physics, resolving the strong CP problem and the DM puzzle at the same time. The quantization of the QCD axion coupling to photons is complicated by axion-pion mixing, but in a calculable way [100]: g_{aγγ} = ( E N − 1.92(4) ) α_{em} 2πf_a , (3)

where the effective decay constant, f_a,^1 is defined via the axion-gluon coupling ,

L_{a,QCD} = a 8πf_a α_sG^a_{μν} ~G^{μν,a}, (4) which also sets the zero-temperature mass of the QCD axion [100],

m_a = 5.70(7)μeV ( 10^{12} GeV f_a ) . (5)

The numbers E and N are the anomaly coefficients for the mixed anomaly. The ratio E/N encodes valuable UV information. In Grand Unified Theories (GUT) with a simple unification group, the ratio E/N is predicted to be 8/3 with mild assumptions (standard indices of embedding of the SM gauge groups in the GUT). Thus, measuring this coupling could give us information about the far UV of the SM.

The measurement of this coupling is an interesting challenge. To test simple GUTs, for example, even a few % accuracy in g_{aγγ} may be sufficient. Axion haloscopes [21] will be able to measure the rate of axion-photon conversion to a very high precision after the initial discovery which will fix the axion mass. They will also be able to measure the coupling to gluons (equivalently f_a) at high precision under the hypothesis that the detected axion is the QCD axion. However, the rate measures a combination g^2_{aγγ} ρ_{DM} of the coupling and the local DM density. Unfortunately the local DM density is not known very precisely at the moment, and it will be challenging to pin it down to a few %, even assuming that axion DM makes up the entire DM density. It will be interesting to investigate if it would be possible to identify a sub-component of DM with a more accurate local density prediction.

Another class of experiments that look for axion DM utilizes its coupling to gluons to measure a time-dependent oscillating electric dipole moment (EDM). Other observables which use derivative axion couplings do not help since these couplings are not quantized and undergo renormalization. The rate in these experiments involve the nuclear matrix elements which are only known to about 30% [102]. The EDM experiments and the photon experiments are not always operating in the same region of parameter space, but there is some region of overlap. If the axion exists in this overlap region, higher precision calculations of the matrix elements can break the degeneracy between the couplings and the local DM density. It will be interesting to develop other strategies that can measure and test the quantized couplings after the initial discovery.

1 The fundamental period F and the effective decay constant fa could be different, e.g., in multi-axion models such as Kim-Nilles-Peloso (KNP) alignment [101]. While we distinguish them in this section, we will use them interchangeably in the following sections.

B. Hyperlight axions

Topological defects, such as axion strings, are perfect candidates to give us direct access to the anomaly data of axion-photon couplings. For hyperlight axions, e.g. lighter than the Hubble parameter today m_a < H_0, axion strings formed in the early universe persist in the sky today. Such axions are a generic prediction of string compactifications, and even though these are not directly motivated from bottom-up problem solving perspective, they may well be the first axions we discover.

The axion-photon coupling in this case can be parametrized as (in the near-massless limit, the effects of mixing are unimportant) Aα_{em} 8πf_a aF_{μν} ~F^{μν} . (6) The anomaly coefficient A is quantized in units of the fundamental electric charge. A = ( Q_{fund} Q_e Z )_2 . (7)

Linearly polarized light traveling in the background of an axion string undergoes a rotation of its plane of polarization by an angle Φ ∼ α_{em}. It was shown in [103] that CMB polarization measurements are sensitive to such rotations, currently at the 1% level, and expected to improve dramatically in next generation CMB experiments [104, 105]. In particular, jumps of polarization across an axion string, measured in position space as opposed to spherical harmonic power spectra, are exactly quantized, and give us direct information about A. Measuring A = 1/9, for instance, will tell us that the electron is not the fundamental unit of electromagnetic charge! It will be very interesting to develop these position space observables for upcoming CMB experiments and characterize their sensitivity to this quantized jump.

III. AXION-MAGNETIC MONOPOLE DYNAMICS

A. Axion potential from a bath of magnetic monopoles

The Witten effect [106] shows that if the electromagnetic θ_γ angle is non-zero, magnetic monopoles acquire electric charge proportional to θ_γ . This can be easily seen looking at the static limit of Maxwell’s equations for a non-zero θ_γ , ∇ · ⃗B = ρ_M , ∇ · ( ⃗E − (α/π)θ_γ ⃗B ) = ρ_E , (8)

where ρ_M (ρ_E) is the magnetic (electric) charge density, and θ_γ appears in the Lagrangian as

L_θ = θ_γ α π ⃗E · ⃗B . (9) From Eq. 8 we see that a monopole of magnetic charge g also has electric charge ge^2θ_γ /π.

In theories with axions, this implies that magnetic monopoles develop an electric charge in an axion background, due to the coupling to photons, which for simplicity we will take to be

L_a = a f_a α π ⃗E · ⃗B . (10) The electric charge leads to an increase of the monopole self-energy, and thus, near the monopole the axion is pushed towards vanishing (a/f_a + θ_γ ). This shows that there is a potential for the axion in the background of a monopole with a minimum corresponding to zero θ_γ , similar to how the QCD instantons generate a potential for the axion with a minimum corresponding to vanishing strong CP phase θ̄, a combination of the QCD θ angle and the phase of the determinant of the Yukawa couplings. This was first pointed out in Ref. [107] (referred to as FP for the remainder of this section), where the form of the potential was also calculated under some approximations. Since there are a number of interesting phenomenological consequences for this effect (e.g. [108, 109]), it is important to revisit this topic and clarify whether important effects were included and if the approximate form of the potential is valid in general models. In what follows we point out a few important questions related to the calculation of the axion potential arising from the presence of monopoles.

Following the original analysis in FP, we can calculate the axion ground-state energy in the background of a monopole of minimal charge g = 1/(2e) sitting at the origin, by minimizing the potential energy (assuming no other potential for the axion) V = ∫ d^3r [ 1 2 (∇a)^2 + 1 2 ⃗E^2 ] = ∫ d^3r [ 1 2 (∇a)^2 + e^2 128π^4r^4 a^2 f^2_a ] . (11)

One can show that, assuming spherical symmetry, the configuration that minimizes energy with a/f_a → θ_0 (θ_0 is a constant background value) as r → ∞ is given by

a(r) = f_aθ_0e^{−r0/r} , r_0 = e 8π^2f_a

, (12)

and the minimum potential energy is

V_0 = ef_aθ^2_0 4π . (13)

Note that this calculation was done in the classical limit and also using the effective theory that is expected to be valid only at energies below f_a. However, one can easily see that for r ∼ r_0, |∇a|^2 ∼ 16π^3f^4_a α ≫ f^4_a , (14)

which implies that there might be non-negligible deviations from this result due to dynamics associated with the radial mode associated with the axion which was not included in the calculation. Understanding the effects from the radial mode in the axion-monopole dynamics is an important question that has not been yet addressed.

The other aspect of the calculation that could be improved is related to finite size effects, since the previous computation was only valid in the limit of a point-like monopole. As is discussed in FP, there are two important deviations from the field configuration associated with a point like monopole. The first is that the monopole itself is not expected to be point-like, and if the monopole radius, r_c is larger than r_0, there should be large corrections to the analysis. In FP, the authors approximated this effect by changing the potential in Eq. 13 to the electrostatic self-energy of a charged sphere of charge eθ_0/2π and radius r_c. A more rigorous analysis, including an analysis of potential impacts of the expected large gradients of the axion field in the monopole configuration, would be important to determine whether and in which regime this is a reasonable approximation.

The second important finite size effect is related to the presence of light charged states. It is well known that if there are massless charged fermions, the θ_γ term becomes unphysical, and so the axion potential generated by the monopole should also vanish in such limit. In FP, this effect was taken into account using the fact that electric fields would be screened over distances shorter than the inverse of the fermion mass, m^{−1}_ψ . Their conclusion was that in this case the potential in Eq. 13, would be approximated as the electrostatics self-energy of a charged sphere of charge eθ_0/2π and radius m^{−1}_ψ . A more robust derivation of this result would be important, since this can significantly weaken the effects of the potential generated by the monopole. Another aspect that was not discussed is screening due to the presence of a plasma of charged states. While for magnetic monopoles of a dark U(1), it is not necessary that there are light charged states, in most applications to cosmology the dark U(1) must eventually be broken so that the monopoles annihilate and don’t lead to strong cosmological constraints. This implies that there must be some light states (e.g. the dark Higgs that would break the symmetry) which are charged. Therefore, it is important to determine how the monopole-generated axion potential gets modified in the presence of a bath of relativistic charged particles which would cause screening of electric fields at large distances.

The interactions between axions and magnetic monopoles have many interesting phenomenological consequences. In order to fully explore the cosmological implications of this dynamics, it will be important to make progress on the open questions presented in this section related to the axion potential generated by the presence of magnetic monopoles.

B. Axion potential from virtual magnetic-monopole loops

The last section focuses on the axion potential from a real bath of magnetic monopoles, which could be generated via the Kibble-Zurek mechanism during a phase transition in the early universe [110, 111]. In this section, we will discuss the axion potential from virtual magneticmonopole loops.

It was postulated in the Completeness Hypothesis that any UV completion of an interacting Abelian gauge theory with quantized charges contains magnetic monopoles [112]. Furthermore, if there exists an axion coupling to the Abelian gauge field through aF F̃ /f_a coupling, a whole tower of excited dyonic states with both electric and magnetic charges should be present in the spectrum. As reviewed in the previous section, through the Witten effect [106], the monopole obtains an effective electric charge in the presence of an axion, which is proportional to the background value of a/f_a. When a/f_a → a/f_a + 2π, a magnetic monopole becomes a dyon with one unit of electric charge. In fact, to preserve the periodicity of a, there must be a whole tower of dyons characterized by an integer quantum number n with n being the dyon’s electric charge when the axion is absent. Turning on the axion background, the dyonic state with electric charge n becomes the next state with n + 1, when a/f_a → a/f_a + 2π.

It was recently pointed out that virtual dyon loops could also lead to an effective potential for the axion, in the low-energy effective Abelian gauge theory. This effect exists and could be computed even when we have no knowledge of the UV completion of the Abelian theory. It is a consequence of the Witten effect. The dyon mass (energy) obtains a contribution from a volume integration of its electric field squared, which is determined by its electric charge squared. In the axion-dyon system, since the electric charges of the dyons are shifted by the axion field, their masses also become functions of the axion as well. We could integrate out these heavy dyonic states, sum over the resulting Coleman-Weinberg-type potentials, and obtain an effective potential for the axion [113]. Another approach is to treat the collective dyonic coordinate as another compact spatial direction in which the monopole could propagate. Then we could integrate over all the closed trajectories with different winding numbers, which yields the same result. Analogous to the dilute instanton approximation, the computations in Ref. [113] involving dyons assume that the effective axion potential is dominated by a single dyon loop and ignore the long-range Coulomb interactions between the dyons. The validity of the assumption needs to be checked.

This new virtual dyon effect could have interesting phenomenological implications, which calls for further studies. In the simplest model of an Abelian hidden sector with an axion, this effect could be the dominant contribution to the axion mass and determines its cosmic abundance in a large region of the parameter space [113].

One important open question, similar to one of the finite size effects discussed in the previous section, is: how does the axion potential induced by dyonic loops change, in the presence of charged fermions? As is familiar from the non-Abelian instanton physics, the dependence on the θ_γ angle should disappear in the limit when the charged fermions become massless and restore a chiral symmetry. It still remains to be shown how to incorporate the fermions in the computation of dyonic loops, which could reproduce this special limit. One crucial first step is to understand the interactions between magnetic monopoles/dyons and massless fermions. While this had been studied since the early 1980’s [114–118], there still remain many intriguing confusions, and it continues to be an active research topic [119–133]. The computation to use the fermion-dyon interaction to understand its impact on the axion potential in the axion-dyon system is not yet available. Solving this could address related interesting phenomenological questions such as whether there exists a minimum mass of the axion coupling to our electromagnetism, even without non-Abelian instantons.

Lastly it will be interesting to explore axion models with an electromagnetic duality invariance (equivalently, SL(2, Z) invariance), and thus a complexified coupling τ =^{θγ}_{2π} + i^{2π}_{e2} [134]. In this case, an axion comes together with a saxion. The SL(2, Z) symmetry strongly constrains the form of the scalar potential for both axion and saxion. It would be interesting to clarify the relation between the non-perturbative constraint from the symmetry and perturbative calculations (e.g., in a theory with electromagnetic duality, one may think that the electron/magnetic monopole loop contributes to the saxion potential in the perturbation calculation, and thus the axion potential as well, with a result that does not appear to respect the axion shift symmetry). Furthermore, could it be tested experimentally through axion couplings whether there is an electromagnetic duality?

IV. AXIONS IN QUANTUM GRAVITY

Quantum gravity is famously difficult to probe experimentally, but axions are one of the most likely candidates for bridging the gap between theory and experiment. Axions are ubiquitous in well-understood string compactifications [1, 135], and the crucial role played by axions in ensuring the absence of global symmetries in quantum gravity suggests that this will continue to hold more generally in the quantum gravity landscape [136].

One challenge facing axions in the quantum gravity landscape is the “axion quality problem” [137–140]: quantum gravitational effects from Planck-scale physics can move the minimum of the QCD axion potential away from θ̄ = 0, thereby spoiling the axion solution to the strong-CP problem. This problem can be avoided if Planck-scale contributions to the axion potential are negligible or if they are aligned so that the minimum of the potential remains very close to θ̄ = 0. A number of approaches to the axion quality problem have been proposed [136, 141–148], but it is an open question within quantum gravity to determine whether or not these approaches can be successfully implemented [149, 150] or if the quality problem itself is even of concern. See [151] for a brief review.

Axions also play a starring role in discussions of large-field inflation. The periodic shift symmetry a → a + 2πf_a naturally protects axions from Planck-suppressed operators, which generically spoil large-field inflationary models. Axions acquire a periodic potential from instantons of the form V (a) = Λ^4 sin(a/f_a), which for f_a > M_{Pl} leads to a large-field model of inflation called natural inflation [152], which can be distinguished from other models of inflation by the spectral tilt and tensor-to-scalar ratio of the primordial power spectrum.

However, quantum gravity appears to censor such natural inflation models. Within string theory, axion decay constants are constrained in all known examples to satisfy f_a < M_{Pl} [153], and f_a < M_{Pl} is a generic prediction of the axion version of the “Weak Gravity Conjecture” [154]. Models of natural inflation involving multiple axions [101, 155, 156] are similarly constrained by the Weak Gravity Conjecture [157–162]. Although loopholes to these constraints exist [158, 161, 163–165], it is unclear whether or not these loopholes can be successfully threaded in a UV complete theory of quantum gravity [166]. Indeed, surveys of axion landscapes in string theory have so far found them to be barren of large-field natural inflation [157, 167, 168]. Determining whether or not such models are compatible with quantum gravity, either through an explicit example in string theory or a strict no-go theorem, remains a significant open question.

In addition to its application to large-field inflation, the axion Weak Gravity Conjecture also constrains the QCD axion decay constant [169] and models of early dark energy [170]. Yet, the conjecture itself is quite mysterious: while the ordinary Weak Gravity Conjecture is motivated by demanding consistent black hole decay, the physical motivation underlying the axion Weak Gravity Conjecture is unclear, and the primary evidence for the conjecture comes simply from examples in string theory and from connections to the ordinary Weak Gravity Conjecture. The precise version of the axion Weak Gravity Conjecture is also an open question: the conjecture implies a bound f_aS < cM_{Pl}, where S is the instanton action and c is an order-one coefficient, but the precise value of the coefficient c is still debated [171–174]. Answering this question likely requires an improved understanding of gravitational instantons and Euclidean wormholes in theories with axion fields, a topic which has been studied for several decades [171, 172, 175–183] but remains mysterious [173]. Axion Weak Gravity Conjecture constraints on cosmology depend crucially on the value of the coefficient c, so determining which value (if any) is the one is an urgent task for the study of axions in quantum gravity.

Aside from instantons, axion potentials in string theory can also receive contributions from fluxes, which lead to models of axion monodromy inflation [184, 185] in which the axion winds many times around its fundamental domain a ∈ [0, 2πf_a). In this setting, instanton contributions can lead to small, sinusoidal wiggles in the axion potential, which may lead to the observable phenomenon of resonant non-gaussianity in the CMB [186, 187]. Axion monodromy also plays a significant role in the relaxion solution to the hierarchy problem [188].

Although quantum gravity does not impose significant constraints on axion monodromy or relaxion models through the Weak Gravity Conjecture [189, 190], backreaction is a more significant worry [191–193]. A refined version of the Swampland Distance Conjecture [194, 195] suggests that super-Planckian traversals of a monodromy axion should be accompanied by towers of light states, which may backreact on the low-energy effective field theory [196] and/or the internal geometry of a string compactification. Whether or not these backreaction effects can be controlled in a UV complete theory of quantum gravity is a controversial question meriting further analysis.

There has also been significant work devoted to understanding universal features of axion strings in quantum gravity. The Weak Gravity Conjecture places a bound on the tension of an axion string of the form T ≤ c^′f_aM_{Pl}, but once again the precise value of the coefficient c^′ remains an important open question [197] with applications to black hole physics [198, 199]. In theories with aF F̃ couplings, the excitations of the axion string will satisfy the Weak Gravity Conjecture for the gauge field provided the axion string satisfies its version of the Weak Gravity Conjecture, leading to a mixing between of different versions of the Weak Gravity Conjectures [200, 201] which mirrors the mixing of background gauge fields into a higher-group symmetry [202]. These calculations generally lack precise order-one coefficients, however, so an improved understanding of axion strings could lead to a sharpening of the Weak Gravity Conjecture and more precise constraints for quantum gravity on low-energy effective field theory.

Axion strings have also served as a useful setting for studying the prospects of trans-Planckian scalar field excursions (as required in large-field inflation) [203, 204], and they play an important role in understanding and classifying infinite-distance limits of scalar field moduli space [205–207]. It has been conjectured that, in fact, every infinite-distance limit of moduli space corresponds to an RG flow UV endpoint of an axionic string [207], and proving this conjecture remains an interesting open problem.

For more information on potential quantum gravity constraints on axions, see the reviews [173, 208–212].

V. QCD AXION DM FROM STRINGS/DOMAIN WALLS

Axion string and domain wall dynamics in the early universe is extremely exciting. In the context of axion DM, string and domain wall dynamics comes to the fore. The reason for this is that there is a popular mechanism for producing QCD axion DM called the post-inflationary PQ symmetry breaking scenario [10–12]. In this approach towards axion DM, the universe is assumed to reheat to a temperature above the PQ phase transition. In this high temperature phase, the PQ symmetry is restored. As the universe cools down, it undergoes a phase transition into the broken phase. When this phase transition occurs, the axion can take a field value anywhere between 0 and 2πf_a. Different Hubble patches choose different values and by complete accident can form topologically non-trivial objects such as strings. This mechanism of producing strings is called the Kibble-Zurek mechanism [110, 111] and has been observed to occur in many condensed matter systems. The initial number density and length distribution of strings is highly dependent on the details of the phase transition. However, it is believed that the axion string network approaches a scaling solution regardless of its initial dynamics. Eventually at the QCD phase transition, the axion obtains a potential and domain walls form. These domain walls will stretch between axion strings and pull them together, destroying the string network.

This entire process produces many cold axions that can play the role of DM. The sources of DM are roughly divided into three categories : misalignment, strings, and domain walls. Firstly, away from the string the axion expectation value is somewhere between 0 and 2πf_a. After the axion obtains a potential, this initial condition gives some number of axions from the standard misalignement mechansm. Secondly, at the scaling solution, the axion string network is constantly radiating axions that can contribute significantly to the DM abundance. Finally, the collapse of the string network via the production of domain walls converts all of the energy in the string network into axions. Together these three sources of axions give a prediction for the abundance of DM. Fixing the abundance of DM to its observed value predicts a value for the mass of the QCD axion.

This mechanism for producing QCD axion DM is compelling and is especially attractive as it only works for a single value of the QCD axion mass. As such, it is worth exploring all of the components that go into its calculation. Surprisingly there are unresolved questions at almost every step of the way.

The scaling solution is itself a source of active research [213–216]. At this point, it is becoming clear that there exists a scaling solution where the energy density in the string network is logarithmically increasing in time. While this overall structure and the length distribution of string is converging, we do not have a completely satisfactory analytic understanding of this behavior. It would be interesting to obtain a more theoretical understanding of these distributions. What is currently of particular interest about the scaling solution is energy spectrum of emitted axions. There has been much theoretical and numerical work on this subject but it is currently unresolved, see e.g. Ref. [217] for a recent attempt. The spectrum of emitted axions is important because the number density of emitted axions is the string contribution to axion DM. The current results vary from saying that the string contribution is dominant to completely irrelevant. It would be interesting if more light could be shed on this debate.

Another aspect of the string network that needs to be explored carefully is the affect of friction on the string network. QCD axion strings have large geometric scattering cross sections with gluons and thus the thermal plasma provides an important source of friction for axion strings [103]. When the scaling solution is found numerically, the thermal bath is ignored and thus these important friction terms are neglected. It can be shown that at high temperatures, the gluon sourced friction is extremely important, while at temperatures near the QCD phase transition it is likely negligible. It would be interesting if this friction term had any observable consequences or changed the predicted axion number abundance.

Another area that requires more detailed analysis is how the axion potential turns on around the QCD phase transition [218]. There have been lattice computations that give the axion mass around the minimum as a function of temperature. However, there is no understanding of how the axion potential behaves away from 0 as a function of temperature. This is important because the axion potential at high temperatures is well approximated by instantons and is in the form of a cosine. At low temperatures, the axion potential is very much not a cosine and is rather cuspy at θ̄ = π. The behavior of the axion potential near θ̄ = π is important because if the axion field value started off near θ̄ = π, then interesting dynamics such as axion miniclusters occur and may be interesting observationally. Because the axion expectation value is equally distributed, the behavior at large θ̄ is necessarily important and should be explored.

VI. AXIONS AND THERMAL FRICTION

Coupling an axion to a dark SU(N) gauge group, a natural pairing, gives rise to thermal friction through sphaleron processes. Thermal friction has intriguing phenomenological consequences in cosmological contexts when acting upon a scalar field that forms a dark energy-like component. The idea is that a (pseudo-)scalar field a couples to light degrees of freedom, such that a macroscopic friction coefficient Υ emerges. The macroscopic friction acts on the equation of motion of the scalar field as additional friction to Hubble friction H. Furthermore, the interaction between the scalar field and the light degrees of freedom sources dark radiation, such that a steady-state-temperature (T > H) can be maintained even in an inflating universe. The equations that govern the time evolution of the scalar field and the radiation are given by:

ä + (3H + Υ) ȧ + V^′(a) = 0 , ρ̇_{dr} + 4Hρ_{dr} = Υȧ^2 , (15)

where ρ_{dr} is the energy density of dark radiation and V (a) is the potential of a. This warm inflation scenario [219–225], has both interesting predictions for observations as well as theoretical upsides, such as avoiding Trans-Planckian field excursions [226, 227].

A crucial ingredient of a successful warm inflation model is a microscopic theory that leads to a vanishing thermal back-reaction to avoid modifications to V^′(a), as well as an efficient macroscopic friction coefficient Υ in order to mantain a sizeable temperature (T > H) [228]. A recent breakthrough has been the realization that an axion coupled to a non-Abelian gauge group: L ∝ α 8π a f_a G^a_{μν}G̃^{aμν} (16) is the ideal candidate to provide a compelling minimal model that is able to satisfy those requirements [225, 229, 230].

Due to its shift symmetry, the axion is protected from thermal mass corrections, which suppresses the back-reaction. Furthermore, coupling the axion to an SU(N) gauge group exploits sphaleron processes that lead to friction coefficient Υ ∼ (Nα)^{5 T 3}_{f 2a} [225, 231], a quantity that can be derived from the sphaleron rate in SU(N) [232], where Γ_{sph} = 2f^2_a T Υ. Sphalerons are non-trivial field configurations that provide a barrier between vacuua of the theory with differing topological Chern- Simons number N_{CS} . A nonzero speed of the axion ⟨ȧ⟩ ≠ 0 due to an external potential V (a) biases transitions between differing vacuaa in one direction, thus generating sphalerons [233]. The nonperturbative phenomena makes the axion a prime candidate for a warm inflaton.

This direction opens up many interesting research questions. A particularly compelling prospect is a model in which the QCD axion could be the inflaton, and QCD makes up the radiation that is sourced during inflation. This could allow for a scenario in which one smoothly transitions from an inflating universe to one that is Standard Model radiation dominated with minimal BSM requirements. Unfortunately the presence of light fermions in QCD generate a chemical potential that counteracts the bias giving rise to sphaleron transitions [233], not allowing for a sustained period of accelerated expansion in the early universe. A mechanism that gives larger masses to light quarks in the early universe could potentially avoid these constraints.

Another interesting connection is the one to Lepto- and Baryogenesis. Sphaleron transitions violate baryon and lepton numbers, a property that makes them a popular mechanism to transmute lepton asymmetry to a baryon asymmetry in the Standard Model [234]. Biased sphaleron transitions are built into the thermal axion friction mechanism, a fact that may be exploitable in extensions that also aim to address the matter-antimatter asymmetry.

More work is required to understand the scaling of the macroscopic friction coefficient Υ in various regimes. Using the dissipation-fluctuation theorem, Υ can be derived from the sphaleron rate in the limit in which it amounts to a transport coefficient [231]. This condition is satisfied when the mass of the axion is much smaller than the interaction rate of the radiation which scales as ∼ α^2T . In the strong regime of warm inflation (Υ > H), this condition is easily satisifed. However, approaching the weak regime of warm inflation (Υ ≲ H) saturates the limit, potentially modifying the scaling of Υ. A better understanding of this would be very interesting especially as extrapolation suggests that there is a regime around Υ ∼ H in which a minimal model with a simple quadratic field potential is able to match the inflationary observations in the tensor-to-scalar ratio r vs. spectral index n_s-plane.

Another regime that is not fully understood yet is the one in which the coupling constant α approaches the strong limit. This is a difficult regime to calculate and lattice calculation of the sphaleron rate for α > 0.1 is an active on-going area of research [235].

Interesting interplay exists between friction caused by tachyonic instabilities [236, 237] and thermal friction [238, 239]. Both Abelian and non-Abelian gauge groups coupling to an axion can develop tachyonic instabilities that populate a non-thermal background of very low frequency vectors (∼^ȧ_{fa} ). This effect arises due to an instability on the mode equation for the vector. The instability shuts off if the background modes thermalize. One mechanism can precede the other, setting the initial conditions for thermal friction to take over [240]. The nonlinear friction arising from tachyonic instability has a different set of evolution equations, that requires tracking each individual mode which can be computationally demanding [241]. Both mechanisms provide a tool that can extract energy from a scalar field and convert it into radiation.

This is relevant not only for inflationary models but also for other cosmological epochs that make use of rolling (pseudo)scalar fields, such as late universe dark energy [233, 242, 243], as well as other models that address a variety of problems ranging from fine-tuning of the Higgs mass [244] to a solution to the Hubble tension [245]. In those contexts, axion friction has proven itself to be a phenomenon that leads to novel predictions for observables while being a valuable model building tool. There may be many additional interesting applications that have not yet been explored.

[1] P. Svrcek and E. Witten, Axions In String Theory, JHEP 06 (2006) 051, [hep-th/0605206]. [2] R. D. Peccei and H. R. Quinn, Constraints Imposed by CP Conservation in the Presence of Instantons, Phys. Rev. D16 (1977) 1791–1797.

[3] R. D. Peccei and H. R. Quinn, CP Conservation in the Presence of Instantons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 38 (1977) 1440–1443. [,328(1977)].

[4] S. Weinberg, A New Light Boson?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 223–226.

[5] F. Wilczek, Problem of Strong P and T Invariance in the Presence of Instantons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 279–282.

[6] J. E. Kim, Weak Interaction Singlet and Strong CP Invariance, Phys. Rev. Lett. 43 (1979) 103. [7] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein, and V. I. Zakharov, Can Confinement Ensure Natural CP Invariance of Strong Interactions?, Nucl. Phys. B166 (1980) 493–506.

[8] A. R. Zhitnitsky, On Possible Suppression of the Axion Hadron Interactions. (In Russian), Sov. J. Nucl.

Phys. 31 (1980) 260. [Yad. Fiz.31,497(1980)].

[9] M. Dine, W. Fischler, and M. Srednicki, A Simple Solution to the Strong CP Problem with a Harmless Axion, Phys. Lett. 104B (1981) 199–202.

[10] J. Preskill, M. B. Wise, and F. Wilczek, Cosmology of the Invisible Axion, Phys. Lett. B 120 (1983) 127–132.

[11] M. Dine and W. Fischler, The Not So Harmless Axion, Phys. Lett. B 120 (1983) 137–141. [12] L. F. Abbott and P. Sikivie, A Cosmological Bound on the Invisible Axion, Phys. Lett. B 120 (1983) 133–136.

[13] K. Choi, S. H. Im, and C. Sub Shin, Recent Progress in the Physics of Axions and Axion-Like Particles, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 71 (2021) 225–252, [arXiv:2012.05029].

[14] L. Di Luzio, M. Giannotti, E. Nardi, and L. Visinelli, The landscape of QCD axion models, Phys. Rept.

870 (2020) 1–117, [arXiv:2003.01100].

[15] K. Fraser and M. Reece, Axion Periodicity and Coupling Quantization in the Presence of Mixing, JHEP 05 (2020) 066, [arXiv:1910.11349].

[16] J. L. Ouellet et al., First Results from ABRACADABRA-10 cm: A Search for Sub-μeV Axion Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019), no. 12 121802, [arXiv:1810.12257].

[17] C. P. Salemi et al., Search for Low-Mass Axion Dark Matter with ABRACADABRA-10 cm, Phys. Rev. Lett.

127 (2021), no. 8 081801, [arXiv:2102.06722].

[18] S. J. Asztalos, G. Carosi, C. Hagmann, D. Kinion, K. van Bibber, M. Hotz, L. J. Rosenberg, G. Rybka, J. Hoskins, J. Hwang, P. Sikivie, D. B. Tanner, R. Bradley, J. Clarke, and ADMX Collaboration, SQUID-Based Microwave Cavity Search for Dark-Matter Axions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 (Jan., 2010) 041301, [arXiv:0910.5914].

[19] ADMX Collaboration, N. Du et al., A Search for Invisible Axion Dark Matter with the Axion Dark Matter Experiment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018), no. 15 151301, [arXiv:1804.05750].

[20] ADMX Collaboration, T. Braine et al., Extended Search for the Invisible Axion with the Axion Dark Matter Experiment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020), no. 10 101303, [arXiv:1910.08638].

[21] ADMX Collaboration, C. Bartram et al., Search for “Invisible” Axion Dark Matter in the 3.3–4.2 μeV Mass Range, arXiv:2110.06096.

[22] ADMX Collaboration, C. Boutan et al., Piezoelectrically Tuned Multimode Cavity Search for Axion Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018), no. 26 261302, [arXiv:1901.00920].

[23] C. Bartram et al., Dark Matter Axion Search Using a Josephson Traveling Wave Parametric Amplifier,

arXiv:2110.10262.

[24] N. Crisosto, P. Sikivie, N. S. Sullivan, D. B. Tanner, J. Yang, and G. Rybka, ADMX SLIC: Results from a Superconducting LC Circuit Investigating Cold Axions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020), no. 24 241101, [arXiv:1911.05772].

[25] S. Lee, S. Ahn, J. Choi, B. R. Ko, and Y. K. Semertzidis, Axion Dark Matter Search around 6.7 μeV, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020), no. 10 101802, [arXiv:2001.05102].

[26] J. Jeong, S. Youn, S. Bae, J. Kim, T. Seong, J. E. Kim, and Y. K. Semertzidis, Search for Invisible Axion Dark Matter with a Multiple-Cell Haloscope, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020), no. 22 221302, [arXiv:2008.10141].

[27] CAPP Collaboration, O. Kwon et al., First Results from an Axion Haloscope at CAPP around 10.7 μeV, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021), no. 19 191802, [arXiv:2012.10764].

[28] J. A. Devlin et al., Constraints on the Coupling between Axionlike Dark Matter and Photons Using an Antiproton Superconducting Tuned Detection Circuit in a Cryogenic Penning Trap, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021), no. 4 041301, [arXiv:2101.11290].

[29] T. Grenet, R. Ballou, Q. Basto, K. Martineau, P. Perrier, P. Pugnat, J. Quevillon, N. Roch, and C. Smith, The Grenoble Axion Haloscope platform (GrAHal): development plan and first results,

arXiv:2110.14406.

[30] HAYSTAC Collaboration, L. Zhong et al., Results from phase 1 of the HAYSTAC microwave cavity axion experiment, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018), no. 9 092001, [arXiv:1803.03690].

[31] HAYSTAC Collaboration, K. M. Backes et al., A quantum-enhanced search for dark matter axions, Nature 590 (2021), no. 7845 238–242, [arXiv:2008.01853].

[32] B. T. McAllister, G. Flower, E. N. Ivanov, M. Goryachev, J. Bourhill, and M. E. Tobar, The ORGAN Experiment: An axion haloscope above 15 GHz, Phys. Dark Univ. 18 (2017) 67–72, [arXiv:1706.00209].

[33] D. Alesini et al., Galactic axions search with a superconducting resonant cavity, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019), no. 10 101101, [arXiv:1903.06547].

[34] D. Alesini et al., Search for invisible axion dark matter of mass m_a = 43 μeV with the QUAX–aγ experiment, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021), no. 10 102004, [arXiv:2012.09498].

[35] CAST Collaboration, A. A. Melcón et al., First results of the CAST-RADES haloscope search for axions at 34.67 μeV, arXiv:2104.13798.

[36] S. DePanfilis, A. C. Melissinos, B. E. Moskowitz, J. T. Rogers, Y. K. Semertzidis, W. U. Wuensch, H. J.

Halama, A. G. Prodell, W. B. Fowler, and F. A. Nezrick, Limits on the abundance and coupling of cosmic axions at 4.5< m_a <5.0 μev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59 (Aug, 1987) 839–842.

[37] A. V. Gramolin, D. Aybas, D. Johnson, J. Adam, and A. O. Sushkov, Search for axion-like dark matter with ferromagnets, Nature Phys. 17 (2021), no. 1 79–84, [arXiv:2003.03348].

[38] A. Arza, M. A. Fedderke, P. W. Graham, D. F. Jackson Kimball, and S. Kalia, Earth as a transducer for axion dark-matter detection, arXiv:2112.09620.

[39] C. Hagmann, P. Sikivie, N. S. Sullivan, and D. B. Tanner, Results from a search for cosmic axions, Phys.

Rev. D 42 (Aug, 1990) 1297–1300.

[40] C. A. Thomson, B. T. McAllister, M. Goryachev, E. N. Ivanov, and M. E. Tobar, Upconversion Loop Oscillator Axion Detection Experiment: A Precision Frequency Interferometric Axion Dark Matter Search with a Cylindrical Microwave Cavity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021), no. 8 081803, [arXiv:1912.07751]. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 127, 019901 (2021)].

[41] “Abracadabra.” https://abracadabra.mit.edu/.

[42] H. Liu, B. D. Elwood, M. Evans, and J. Thaler, Searching for Axion Dark Matter with Birefringent Cavities, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 2 023548, [arXiv:1809.01656].

[43] I. Stern, ADMX Status, PoS ICHEP2016 (2016) 198, [arXiv:1612.08296]. [44] K. Nagano, T. Fujita, Y. Michimura, and I. Obata, Axion Dark Matter Search with Interferometric Gravitational Wave Detectors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (2019), no. 11 111301, [arXiv:1903.02017].

[45] K. Ehret et al., New ALPS Results on Hidden-Sector Lightweights, Phys. Lett. B 689 (2010) 149–155, [arXiv:1004.1313].

[46] CAST Collaboration, S. Andriamonje et al., An Improved limit on the axion-photon coupling from the CAST experiment, JCAP 04 (2007) 010, [hep-ex/0702006].

[47] CAST Collaboration, V. Anastassopoulos et al., New CAST Limit on the Axion-Photon Interaction, Nature Phys. 13 (2017) 584–590, [arXiv:1705.02290].

[48] M. Betz, F. Caspers, M. Gasior, M. Thumm, and S. W. Rieger, First results of the CERN Resonant Weakly Interacting sub-eV Particle Search (CROWS), Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013), no. 7 075014, [arXiv:1310.8098].

[49] OSQAR Collaboration, R. Ballou et al., New exclusion limits on scalar and pseudoscalar axionlike particles from light shining through a wall, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015), no. 9 092002, [arXiv:1506.08082].

[50] F. Della Valle, A. Ejlli, U. Gastaldi, G. Messineo, E. Milotti, R. Pengo, G. Ruoso, and G. Zavattini, The PVLAS experiment: measuring vacuum magnetic birefringence and dichroism with a birefringent Fabry–Perot cavity, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016), no. 1 24, [arXiv:1510.08052].

[51] SAPPHIRES Collaboration, K. Homma et al., Search for sub-eV axion-like resonance states via stimulated quasi-parallel laser collisions with the parameterization including fully asymmetric collisional geometry, arXiv:2105.01224.

[52] M. Xiao, K. M. Perez, M. Giannotti, O. Straniero, A. Mirizzi, B. W. Grefenstette, B. M. Roach, and M. Nynka, Constraints on Axionlike Particles from a Hard X-Ray Observation of Betelgeuse, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021), no. 3 031101, [arXiv:2009.09059].

[53] A. Keller, S. O’Brien, A. Kamdar, N. Rapidis, A. Leder, and K. van Bibber, A Model-Independent Radio Telescope Dark Matter Search, arXiv:2112.03439.

[54] M. H. Chan, Constraining the axion-photon coupling using radio data of the Bullet Cluster, Sci. Rep. 11 (2021) 20087, [arXiv:2109.11734].

[55] D. Wouters and P. Brun, Constraints on Axion-like Particles from X-Ray Observations of the Hydra Galaxy Cluster, Astrophys. J. 772 (2013) 44, [arXiv:1304.0989].

[56] M. C. D. Marsh, H. R. Russell, A. C. Fabian, B. P. McNamara, P. Nulsen, and C. S. Reynolds, A New Bound on Axion-Like Particles, JCAP 12 (2017) 036, [arXiv:1703.07354].

[57] C. S. Reynolds, M. C. D. Marsh, H. R. Russell, A. C. Fabian, R. Smith, F. Tombesi, and S. Veilleux, Astrophysical Limits on Very Light Axion-like Particles from Chandra Grating Spectroscopy of NGC 1275, Astrophys. J. 890 (Feb., 2020) 59, [arXiv:1907.05475].

[58] J. S. Reynés, J. H. Matthews, C. S. Reynolds, H. R. Russell, R. N. Smith, and M. C. D. Marsh, New constraints on light Axion-Like Particles using Chandra Transmission Grating Spectroscopy of the powerful cluster-hosted quasar H1821+643, arXiv:2109.03261.

[59] F. Calore, P. Carenza, C. Eckner, T. Fischer, M. Giannotti, J. Jaeckel, K. Kotake, T. Kuroda, A. Mirizzi, and F. Sivo, 3D template-based F ermi-LAT constraints on axion-like particles, arXiv:2110.03679.

[60] F. Calore, P. Carenza, M. Giannotti, J. Jaeckel, and A. Mirizzi, Bounds on axionlike particles from the diffuse supernova flux, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020), no. 12 123005, [arXiv:2008.11741].

[61] M. A. Buen-Abad, J. Fan, and C. Sun, Constraints on Axions from Cosmic Distance Measurements,

arXiv:2011.05993.

[62] Fermi-LAT Collaboration, M. Ajello et al., Search for Spectral Irregularities due to Photon–Axionlike-Particle Oscillations with the Fermi Large Area Telescope, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016), no. 16 161101, [arXiv:1603.06978].

[63] M. Meyer and T. Petrushevska, Search for Axionlike-Particle-Induced Prompt γ-Ray Emission from Extragalactic Core-Collapse Supernovae with the F ermi Large Area Telescope, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020), no. 23 231101, [arXiv:2006.06722]. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 125, 119901 (2020)].

[64] S. Jacobsen, T. Linden, and K. Freese, Constraining Axion-Like Particles with HAWC Observations of TeV Blazars, arXiv:2203.04332.

[65] H.E.S.S. Collaboration, A. Abramowski et al., Constraints on axionlike particles with H.E.S.S. from the irregularity of the PKS 2155-304 energy spectrum, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013), no. 10 102003, [arXiv:1311.3148].

[66] A. Ayala, I. Domínguez, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi, and O. Straniero, Revisiting the bound on axion-photon coupling from Globular Clusters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 (2014), no. 19 191302, [arXiv:1406.6053].

[67] D. Wadekar and Z. Wang, Strong constraints on decay and annihilation of dark matter from heating of gas-rich dwarf galaxies, arXiv:2111.08025.

[68] C. Dessert, D. Dunsky, and B. R. Safdi, Upper limit on the axion-photon coupling from magnetic white dwarf polarization, arXiv:2203.04319.

[69] H.-J. Li, J.-G. Guo, X.-J. Bi, S.-J. Lin, and P.-F. Yin, Limits on axionlike particles from Mrk 421 with 4.5-year period observations by ARGO-YBJ and Fermi-LAT, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021), no. 8 083003, [arXiv:2008.09464].

[70] J. W. Foster, Y. Kahn, O. Macias, Z. Sun, R. P. Eatough, V. I. Kondratiev, W. M. Peters, C. Weniger, and B. R. Safdi, Green Bank and Effelsberg Radio Telescope Searches for Axion Dark Matter Conversion in Neutron Star Magnetospheres, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020), no. 17 171301, [arXiv:2004.00011].

[71] J. Darling, New Limits on Axionic Dark Matter from the Magnetar PSR J1745-2900, Astrophys. J. Lett.

900 (2020), no. 2 L28, [arXiv:2008.11188].

[72] N. Vinyoles, A. Serenelli, F. L. Villante, S. Basu, J. Redondo, and J. Isern, New axion and hidden photon constraints from a solar data global fit, JCAP 2015 (Oct., 2015) 015, [arXiv:1501.01639].

[73] J. Jaeckel, P. C. Malta, and J. Redondo, Decay photons from the axionlike particles burst of type II supernovae, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018), no. 5 055032, [arXiv:1702.02964].

[74] A. Payez, C. Evoli, T. Fischer, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi, and A. Ringwald, Revisiting the SN1987A gamma-ray limit on ultralight axion-like particles, JCAP 02 (2015) 006, [arXiv:1410.3747].

[75] C. Dessert, J. W. Foster, and B. R. Safdi, X-ray Searches for Axions from Super Star Clusters, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 125 (2020), no. 26 261102, [arXiv:2008.03305].

[76] B. D. Blout, E. J. Daw, M. P. Decowski, P. T. P. Ho, L. J. Rosenberg, and D. B. Yu, A Radio telescope search for axions, Astrophys. J. 546 (2001) 825–828, [astro-ph/0006310].

[77] M. Regis, M. Taoso, D. Vaz, J. Brinchmann, S. L. Zoutendijk, N. F. Bouché, and M. Steinmetz, Searching for light in the darkness: Bounds on ALP dark matter with the optical MUSE-faint survey, Phys. Lett. B 814 (2021) 136075, [arXiv:2009.01310].

[78] D. Grin, G. Covone, J.-P. Kneib, M. Kamionkowski, A. Blain, and E. Jullo, A Telescope Search for Decaying Relic Axions, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 105018, [astro-ph/0611502].

[79] M. Lawson, A. J. Millar, M. Pancaldi, E. Vitagliano, and F. Wilczek, Tunable axion plasma haloscopes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (2019), no. 14 141802, [arXiv:1904.11872].

[80] “Brass.” https://www1.physik.uni-hamburg.de/iexp/gruppe-horns/forschung/brass.html. [81] J. Liu et al., Broadband solenoidal haloscope for terahertz axion detection, arXiv:2111.12103. [82] “Dmradio.”

https://indico.mit.edu/event/151/contributions/295/attachments/96/172/Dark%20Matter%20Radio_CambridgeAxions2021.pdf.

[83] Y. Michimura, Y. Oshima, T. Watanabe, T. Kawasaki, H. Takeda, M. Ando, K. Nagano, I. Obata, and T. Fujita, DANCE: Dark matter Axion search with riNg Cavity Experiment, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 1468 (2020), no. 1 012032, [arXiv:1911.05196].

[84] M. Baryakhtar, J. Huang, and R. Lasenby, Axion and hidden photon dark matter detection with multilayer optical haloscopes, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018), no. 3 035006, [arXiv:1803.11455].

[85] S. Beurthey et al., MADMAX Status Report, arXiv:2003.10894.

[86] D. Alesini, D. Babusci, D. Di Gioacchino, C. Gatti, G. Lamanna, and C. Ligi, The KLASH Proposal,

arXiv:1707.06010.

[87] J. Schütte-Engel, D. J. E. Marsh, A. J. Millar, A. Sekine, F. Chadha-Day, S. Hoof, M. N. Ali, K.-C. Fong, E. Hardy, and L. Šmejkal, Axion quasiparticles for axion dark matter detection, JCAP 08 (2021) 066, [arXiv:2102.05366].

[88] Z. Zhang, O. Ghosh, and D. Horns, WISPLC: Search for Dark Matter with LC Circuit,

arXiv:2111.04541.

[89] A. Berlin, R. T. D’Agnolo, S. A. R. Ellis, and K. Zhou, Heterodyne broadband detection of axion dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 11 L111701, [arXiv:2007.15656].

[90] M. Meyer, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi, J. Conrad, and M. A. Sánchez-Conde, Fermi Large Area Telescope as a Galactic Supernovae Axionscope, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017), no. 1 011103, [arXiv:1609.02350].

[91] C. Thorpe-Morgan, D. Malyshev, A. Santangelo, J. Jochum, B. Jäger, M. Sasaki, and S. Saeedi, THESEUS insights into axionlike particles, dark photon, and sterile neutrino dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020), no. 12 123003, [arXiv:2008.08306].

[92] A. Dekker, E. Peerbooms, F. Zimmer, K. C. Y. Ng, and S. Ando, Searches for sterile neutrinos and axionlike particles from the Galactic halo with eROSITA, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 2 023021, [arXiv:2103.13241].

[93] M. J. Dolan, F. J. Hiskens, and R. R. Volkas, Constraining axion-like particles using the white dwarf initial-final mass relation, JCAP 09 (2021) 010, [arXiv:2102.00379].

[94] J. W. Foster, M. Kongsore, C. Dessert, Y. Park, N. L. Rodd, K. Cranmer, and B. R. Safdi, Deep Search for Decaying Dark Matter with XMM-Newton Blank-Sky Observations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 (2021), no. 5 051101, [arXiv:2102.02207].

[95] D. Cadamuro and J. Redondo, Cosmological bounds on pseudo Nambu-Goldstone bosons, JCAP 02 (2012) 032, [arXiv:1110.2895].

[96] P. F. Depta, M. Hufnagel, and K. Schmidt-Hoberg, Robust cosmological constraints on axion-like particles, JCAP 05 (2020) 009, [arXiv:2002.08370].

[97] M. D. Ortiz et al., Design of the ALPS II Optical System, arXiv:2009.14294. [98] I. Shilon, A. Dudarev, H. Silva, U. Wagner, and H. H. J. ten Kate, The Superconducting Toroid for the New International AXion Observatory (IAXO), IEEE Trans. Appl. Supercond. 24 (2014), no. 3 4500104, [arXiv:1309.2117].

[99] S.-F. Ge, K. Hamaguchi, K. Ichimura, K. Ishidoshiro, Y. Kanazawa, Y. Kishimoto, N. Nagata, and

J. Zheng, Supernova-scope for the Direct Search of Supernova Axions, JCAP 11 (2020) 059, [arXiv:2008.03924].

[100] G. Grilli di Cortona, E. Hardy, J. Pardo Vega, and G. Villadoro, The QCD axion, precisely, JHEP 01 (2016) 034, [arXiv:1511.02867].

[101] J. E. Kim, H. P. Nilles, and M. Peloso, Completing natural inflation, JCAP 01 (2005) 005, [hep-ph/0409138].

[102] M. Pospelov and A. Ritz, Theta vacua, QCD sum rules, and the neutron electric dipole moment, Nucl.

Phys. B 573 (2000) 177–200, [hep-ph/9908508].

[103] P. Agrawal, A. Hook, J. Huang, and G. Marques-Tavares, Axion string signatures: a cosmological plasma collider, JHEP 01 (2022) 103, [arXiv:2010.15848].

[104] M. Jain, A. J. Long, and M. A. Amin, CMB birefringence from ultralight-axion string networks, JCAP 05 (2021) 055, [arXiv:2103.10962].

[105] W. W. Yin, L. Dai, and S. Ferraro, Probing cosmic strings by reconstructing polarization rotation of the cosmic microwave background, arXiv:2111.12741.

[106] E. Witten, Dyons of Charge e theta/2 pi, Phys. Lett. B 86 (1979) 283–287. [107] W. Fischler and J. Preskill, DYON - AXION DYNAMICS, Phys. Lett. B 125 (1983) 165–170. [108] M. Kawasaki, F. Takahashi, and M. Yamada, Suppressing the QCD Axion Abundance by Hidden Monopoles, Phys. Lett. B 753 (2016) 677–681, [arXiv:1511.05030].

[109] Y. Nomura, S. Rajendran, and F. Sanches, Axion Isocurvature and Magnetic Monopoles, Phys. Rev. Lett.

116 (2016), no. 14 141803, [arXiv:1511.06347].

[110] T. W. B. Kibble, Topology of Cosmic Domains and Strings, J. Phys. A 9 (1976) 1387–1398. [111] W. H. Zurek, Cosmological Experiments in Superfluid Helium?, Nature 317 (1985) 505–508. [112] J. Polchinski, Monopoles, duality, and string theory, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 19S1 (2004) 145–156, [hep-th/0304042].

[113] J. Fan, K. Fraser, M. Reece, and J. Stout, Axion Mass from Magnetic Monopole Loops, Phys. Rev. Lett.

127 (2021), no. 13 131602, [arXiv:2105.09950].

[114] C. G. Callan, Jr., Monopole Catalysis of Baryon Decay, Nucl. Phys. B 212 (1983) 391–400. [115] C. G. Callan, Jr., Disappearing Dyons, Phys. Rev. D 25 (1982) 2141. [116] C. G. Callan, Jr., Dyon-Fermion Dynamics, Phys. Rev. D 26 (1982) 2058–2068. [117] V. A. Rubakov, Adler-Bell-Jackiw Anomaly and Fermion Number Breaking in the Presence of a Magnetic Monopole, Nucl. Phys. B 203 (1982) 311–348.

[118] C. G. Callan, Jr. and S. R. Das, Boundary Conditions on the Monopole Dirac Equation, Phys. Rev. Lett.

51 (1983) 1155.

[119] B. Grossman, DOES A DYON LEAK?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50 (1983) 464.

[120] V. P. Nair, Breakdown of Flavor Conservation in a Monopole Background, Phys. Rev. D 28 (1983) 2673. [121] H. Yamagishi, THE FERMION MONOPOLE SYSTEM REEXAMINED, Phys. Rev. D 27 (1983) 2383–2396. [122] H. Yamagishi, The Fermion - Monopole System Reexamined. 2., Phys. Rev. D 28 (1983) 977. [123] H. Yamagishi, FERMION - MONOPOLE SYSTEM REEXAMINED. 3., Phys. Rev. D 32 (1985) 1576. [124] H. Panagopoulos and H. Yamagishi, FERMION - MONOPOLE SYSTEM REEXAMINED. 4, Phys. Rev. D 32 (1985) 2113.

[125] A. Sen, Role of Conservation Laws in the Callan-Rubakov Process with Arbitrary Number of Generation of Fermions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 52 (1984) 1755.

[126] A. Sen, Comparison of the Canonical Hamiltonian and the Hamiltonian of Callan and Rubakov for the Monopole Fermion System, Phys. Rev. D 31 (1985) 433.

[127] A. P. Balachandran and J. Schechter, The Missing Charge in the Rubakov Process, Phys. Rev. Lett. 51 (1983) 1418.

[128] J. Polchinski, Monopole Catalysis: The Fermion Rotor System, Nucl. Phys. B 242 (1984) 345–363. [129] J. Preskill, MAGNETIC MONOPOLES, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 34 (1984) 461–530. [130] R. Kitano and R. Matsudo, Missing final state puzzle in the monopole-fermion scattering,

arXiv:2103.13639.

[131] C. Csáki, Y. Shirman, O. Telem, and J. Terning, Monopoles Entangle Fermions, arXiv:2109.01145.

[132] T. D. Brennan, Index-like Theorem for Massless Fermions in Spherically Symmetric Monopole Backgrounds, arXiv:2106.13820.

[133] T. D. Brennan, Callan-Rubakov Effect and Higher Charge Monopoles, arXiv:2109.11207. [134] C. Montonen and D. I. Olive, Magnetic Monopoles as Gauge Particles?, Phys. Lett. B 72 (1977) 117–120.

[135] A. Arvanitaki, S. Dimopoulos, S. Dubovsky, N. Kaloper, and J. March-Russell, String Axiverse, Phys.

Rev. D 81 (2010) 123530, [arXiv:0905.4720].

[136] B. Heidenreich, J. McNamara, M. Montero, M. Reece, T. Rudelius, and I. Valenzuela, Chern-Weil Global Symmetries and How Quantum Gravity Avoids Them, arXiv:2012.00009.

[137] S. M. Barr and D. Seckel, Planck scale corrections to axion models, Phys. Rev. D46 (1992) 539–549. [138] M. Kamionkowski and J. March-Russell, Planck scale physics and the Peccei-Quinn mechanism, Phys.Lett. B282 (1992) 137–141, [hep-th/9202003].

[139] R. Holman, S. D. Hsu, T. W. Kephart, E. W. Kolb, R. Watkins, and L. M. Widrow, Solutions to the strong CP problem in a world with gravity, Phys.Lett. B282 (1992) 132–136, [hep-ph/9203206].

[140] S. Ghigna, M. Lusignoli, and M. Roncadelli, Instability of the invisible axion, Phys. Lett. B283 (1992) 278–281.

[141] E. Witten, Some Properties of O(32) Superstrings, Phys. Lett. B 149 (1984) 351–356. [142] L. Randall, Composite axion models and Planck scale physics, Phys. Lett. B 284 (1992) 77–80. [143] A. G. Dias, A. C. B. Machado, C. C. Nishi, A. Ringwald, and P. Vaudrevange, The Quest for an Intermediate-Scale Accidental Axion and Further ALPs, JHEP 06 (2014) 037, [arXiv:1403.5760].

[144] B. Lillard and T. M. P. Tait, A High Quality Composite Axion, JHEP 11 (2018) 199, [arXiv:1811.03089].

[145] P. Cox, T. Gherghetta, and M. D. Nguyen, A Holographic Perspective on the Axion Quality Problem, JHEP 01 (2020) 188, [arXiv:1911.09385].

[146] A. Hook, S. Kumar, Z. Liu, and R. Sundrum, High Quality QCD Axion and the LHC, Phys. Rev. Lett.

124 (2020), no. 22 221801, [arXiv:1911.12364].

[147] M. Ardu, L. Di Luzio, G. Landini, A. Strumia, D. Teresi, and J.-W. Wang, Axion quality from the (anti)symmetric of SU(N ), JHEP 11 (2020) 090, [arXiv:2007.12663].

[148] L. Darmé and E. Nardi, Exact accidental U(1) symmetries for the axion, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 5 055013, [arXiv:2102.05055].

[149] J. Alvey and M. Escudero, The axion quality problem: global symmetry breaking and wormholes, JHEP 01 (2021) 032, [arXiv:2009.03917].

[150] W. Yin, Scale and quality of Peccei-Quinn symmetry and weak gravity conjectures, JHEP 10 (2020) 032, [arXiv:2007.13320].

[151] A. Hook, TASI Lectures on the Strong CP Problem and Axions, PoS TASI2018 (2019) 004, [arXiv:1812.02669].

[152] K. Freese, J. A. Frieman, and A. V. Olinto, Natural inflation with pseudo - Nambu-Goldstone bosons, Phys.Rev.Lett. 65 (1990) 3233–3236.

[153] T. Banks, M. Dine, P. J. Fox, and E. Gorbatov, On the possibility of large axion decay constants, JCAP 0306 (2003) 001, [hep-th/0303252].

[154] N. Arkani-Hamed, L. Motl, A. Nicolis, and C. Vafa, The String landscape, black holes and gravity as the weakest force, JHEP 0706 (2007) 060, [hep-th/0601001].

[155] A. R. Liddle, A. Mazumdar, and F. E. Schunck, Assisted inflation, Phys. Rev. D58 (1998) 061301, [astro-ph/9804177].

[156] S. Dimopoulos, S. Kachru, J. McGreevy, and J. G. Wacker, N-flation, JCAP 0808 (2008) 003, [hep-th/0507205].

[157] T. Rudelius, On the Possibility of Large Axion Moduli Spaces, JCAP 1504 (2015), no. 04 049, [arXiv:1409.5793].

[158] T. Rudelius, Constraints on Axion Inflation from the Weak Gravity Conjecture, JCAP 09 (2015) 020, [arXiv:1503.00795].

[159] M. Montero, A. M. Uranga, and I. Valenzuela, Transplanckian axions!?, JHEP 08 (2015) 032,

[arXiv:1503.03886].

[160] B. Heidenreich, M. Reece, and T. Rudelius, Weak Gravity Strongly Constrains Large-Field Axion Inflation, JHEP 12 (2015) 108, [arXiv:1506.03447].

[161] J. Brown, W. Cottrell, G. Shiu, and P. Soler, Fencing in the Swampland: Quantum Gravity Constraints on Large Field Inflation, JHEP 10 (2015) 023, [arXiv:1503.04783].

[162] B. Heidenreich, C. Long, L. McAllister, T. Rudelius, and J. Stout, Instanton Resummation and the Weak Gravity Conjecture, JHEP 11 (2020) 166, [arXiv:1910.14053].

[163] A. de la Fuente, P. Saraswat, and R. Sundrum, Natural Inflation and Quantum Gravity, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 114 (2015), no. 15 151303, [arXiv:1412.3457].

[164] T. C. Bachlechner, C. Long, and L. McAllister, Planckian Axions and the Weak Gravity Conjecture, JHEP 01 (2016) 091, [arXiv:1503.07853].

[165] A. Hebecker, P. Mangat, F. Rompineve, and L. T. Witkowski, Winding out of the Swamp: Evading the Weak Gravity Conjecture with F-term Winding Inflation?, Phys. Lett. B 748 (2015) 455–462, [arXiv:1503.07912].

[166] J. Brown, W. Cottrell, G. Shiu, and P. Soler, On Axionic Field Ranges, Loopholes and the Weak Gravity Conjecture, JHEP 04 (2016) 017, [arXiv:1504.00659].

[167] J. P. Conlon and S. Krippendorf, Axion decay constants away from the lamppost, JHEP 04 (2016) 085, [arXiv:1601.00647].

[168] C. Long, L. McAllister, and J. Stout, Systematics of Axion Inflation in Calabi-Yau Hypersurfaces, JHEP 02 (2017) 014, [arXiv:1603.01259].

[169] B. Heidenreich, M. Reece, and T. Rudelius, Axion Experiments to Algebraic Geometry: Testing Quantum Gravity via the Weak Gravity Conjecture, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 25 (2016), no. 12 1643005, [arXiv:1605.05311].

[170] T. Rudelius, Constraints on Early Dark Energy from the Axion Weak Gravity Conjecture,

arXiv:2203.05575.

[171] B. Heidenreich, M. Reece, and T. Rudelius, Sharpening the Weak Gravity Conjecture with Dimensional Reduction, JHEP 02 (2016) 140, [arXiv:1509.06374].

[172] A. Hebecker, P. Mangat, S. Theisen, and L. T. Witkowski, Can Gravitational Instantons Really Constrain Axion Inflation?, JHEP 02 (2017) 097, [arXiv:1607.06814].

[173] A. Hebecker, T. Mikhail, and P. Soler, Euclidean wormholes, baby universes, and their impact on particle physics and cosmology, Front. Astron. Space Sci. 5 (2018) 35, [arXiv:1807.00824].

[174] S. Andriolo, T.-C. Huang, T. Noumi, H. Ooguri, and G. Shiu, Duality and axionic weak gravity, Phys.

Rev. D 102 (2020), no. 4 046008, [arXiv:2004.13721].

[175] S. B. Giddings and A. Strominger, Axion Induced Topology Change in Quantum Gravity and String Theory, Nucl. Phys. B 306 (1988) 890–907.

[176] S. R. Coleman, Black Holes as Red Herrings: Topological Fluctuations and the Loss of Quantum Coherence, Nucl. Phys. B 307 (1988) 867–882.

[177] S. B. Giddings and A. Strominger, Loss of Incoherence and Determination of Coupling Constants in Quantum Gravity, Nucl. Phys. B 307 (1988) 854–866.

[178] K. Tamvakis, TWO AXION STRING WORMHOLES, Phys. Lett. B 233 (1989) 107–111. [179] V. A. Rubakov and O. Y. Shvedov, A Negative mode about Euclidean wormhole, Phys. Lett. B 383 (1996) 258–261, [gr-qc/9604038].

[180] S.-J. Rey, Holographic principle and topology change in string theory, Class. Quant. Grav. 16 (1999) L37–L43, [hep-th/9807241].

[181] M. Gutperle and W. Sabra, Instantons and wormholes in Minkowski and (A)dS spaces, Nucl. Phys. B 647 (2002) 344–356, [hep-th/0206153].

[182] E. Bergshoeff, A. Collinucci, U. Gran, D. Roest, and S. Vandoren, Non-extremal instantons and wormholes in string theory, Fortsch. Phys. 53 (2005) 990–996, [hep-th/0412183].

[183] N. Arkani-Hamed, J. Orgera, and J. Polchinski, Euclidean wormholes in string theory, JHEP 12 (2007) 018, [arXiv:0705.2768].

[184] E. Silverstein and A. Westphal, Monodromy in the CMB: Gravity Waves and String Inflation, Phys. Rev.

D 78 (2008) 106003, [arXiv:0803.3085].

[185] L. McAllister, E. Silverstein, and A. Westphal, Gravity Waves and Linear Inflation from Axion Monodromy, Phys. Rev. D82 (2010) 046003, [arXiv:0808.0706].

[186] R. Flauger and E. Pajer, Resonant Non-Gaussianity, JCAP 01 (2011) 017, [arXiv:1002.0833]. [187] R. Flauger, L. McAllister, E. Silverstein, and A. Westphal, Drifting Oscillations in Axion Monodromy, JCAP 10 (2017) 055, [arXiv:1412.1814].

[188] P. W. Graham, D. E. Kaplan, and S. Rajendran, Cosmological Relaxation of the Electroweak Scale, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 115 (2015), no. 22 221801, [arXiv:1504.07551].

[189] A. Hebecker, F. Rompineve, and A. Westphal, Axion Monodromy and the Weak Gravity Conjecture, JHEP 04 (2016) 157, [arXiv:1512.03768].

[190] L. E. Ibáñez, M. Montero, A. Uranga, and I. Valenzuela, Relaxion Monodromy and the Weak Gravity Conjecture, JHEP 04 (2016) 020, [arXiv:1512.00025].

[191] I. Valenzuela, Backreaction Issues in Axion Monodromy and Minkowski 4-forms, JHEP 06 (2017) 098, [arXiv:1611.00394].

[192] G. Buratti, J. Calderon, and A. M. Uranga, Transplanckian Axion Monodromy !?, arXiv:1812.05016. [193] L. McAllister, P. Schwaller, G. Servant, J. Stout, and A. Westphal, Runaway Relaxion Monodromy, JHEP 02 (2018) 124, [arXiv:1610.05320].

[194] H. Ooguri and C. Vafa, On the Geometry of the String Landscape and the Swampland, Nucl. Phys. B 766 (2007) 21–33, [hep-th/0605264].

[195] D. Klaewer and E. Palti, Super-Planckian Spatial Field Variations and Quantum Gravity, JHEP 01 (2017) 088, [arXiv:1610.00010].

[196] F. Baume and E. Palti, Backreacted Axion Field Ranges in String Theory, JHEP 08 (2016) 043, [arXiv:1602.06517].

[197] A. Hebecker, P. Henkenjohann, and L. T. Witkowski, What is the Magnetic Weak Gravity Conjecture for Axions?, Fortsch. Phys. 65 (2017), no. 3-4 1700011, [arXiv:1701.06553].

[198] M. J. Bowick, S. B. Giddings, J. A. Harvey, G. T. Horowitz, and A. Strominger, Axionic Black Holes and a Bohm-Aharonov Effect for Strings, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61 (1988) 2823.

[199] A. Hebecker and P. Soler, The Weak Gravity Conjecture and the Axionic Black Hole Paradox, JHEP 09 (2017) 036, [arXiv:1702.06130].

[200] B. Heidenreich, M. Reece, and T. Rudelius, The Weak Gravity Conjecture and axion strings, JHEP 11 (2021) 004, [arXiv:2108.11383].

[201] S. Kaya and T. Rudelius, Higher-Group Symmetries and Weak Gravity Conjecture Mixing,

arXiv:2202.04655.

[202] T. D. Brennan and C. Cordova, Axions, Higher-Groups, and Emergent Symmetry, arXiv:2011.09600. [203] M. J. Dolan, P. Draper, J. Kozaczuk, and H. Patel, Transplanckian Censorship and Global Cosmic Strings, JHEP 04 (2017) 133, [arXiv:1701.05572].

[204] P. Draper and S. Farkas, Gravitational Instabilities and Censorship of Large Scalar Field Excursions, JHEP 05 (2019) 158, [arXiv:1901.00515].

[205] S.-J. Lee, W. Lerche, and T. Weigand, Emergent Strings, Duality and Weak Coupling Limits for Two-Form Fields, arXiv:1904.06344.

[206] S.-J. Lee, W. Lerche, and T. Weigand, Emergent Strings from Infinite Distance Limits,

arXiv:1910.01135.

[207] S. Lanza, F. Marchesano, L. Martucci, and I. Valenzuela, The EFT stringy viewpoint on large distances, JHEP 09 (2021) 197, [arXiv:2104.05726].

[208] T. D. Brennan, F. Carta, and C. Vafa, The String Landscape, the Swampland, and the Missing Corner, PoS TASI2017 (2017) 015, [arXiv:1711.00864].

[209] E. Palti, The Swampland: Introduction and Review, Fortsch. Phys. 67 (2019), no. 6 1900037, [arXiv:1903.06239].

[210] M. van Beest, J. Calderón-Infante, D. Mirfendereski, and I. Valenzuela, Lectures on the Swampland Program in String Compactifications, arXiv:2102.01111.

[211] M. Graña and A. Herráez, The Swampland Conjectures: A Bridge from Quantum Gravity to Particle

Physics, Universe 7 (2021), no. 8 273, [arXiv:2107.00087].

[212] D. Harlow, B. Heidenreich, M. Reece, and T. Rudelius, The Weak Gravity Conjecture: A Review,

arXiv:2201.08380.

[213] M. Gorghetto, E. Hardy, and G. Villadoro, Axions from Strings: the Attractive Solution, JHEP 07 (2018) 151, [arXiv:1806.04677].

[214] M. Buschmann, J. W. Foster, and B. R. Safdi, Early-Universe Simulations of the Cosmological Axion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020), no. 16 161103, [arXiv:1906.00967].

[215] M. Gorghetto, E. Hardy, and G. Villadoro, More axions from strings, SciPost Phys. 10 (2021), no. 2 050, [arXiv:2007.04990].

[216] M. Buschmann, J. W. Foster, A. Hook, A. Peterson, D. E. Willcox, W. Zhang, and B. R. Safdi, Dark Matter from Axion Strings with Adaptive Mesh Refinement, arXiv:2108.05368.

[217] M. Dine, N. Fernandez, A. Ghalsasi, and H. H. Patel, Comments on axions, domain walls, and cosmic strings, JCAP 11 (2021) 041, [arXiv:2012.13065].

[218] S. Borsanyi et al., Calculation of the axion mass based on high-temperature lattice quantum chromodynamics, Nature 539 (2016), no. 7627 69–71, [arXiv:1606.07494].

[219] A. Berera, Warm inflation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75 (1995) 3218–3221, [astro-ph/9509049]. [220] A. Berera and L.-Z. Fang, Thermally induced density perturbations in the inflation era, Phys. Rev. Lett.

74 (1995) 1912–1915, [astro-ph/9501024].

[221] A. Berera, Warm inflation at arbitrary adiabaticity: A Model, an existence proof for inflationary dynamics in quantum field theory, Nucl. Phys. B585 (2000) 666–714, [hep-ph/9904409].

[222] A. Berera, M. Gleiser, and R. O. Ramos, A First principles warm inflation model that solves the cosmological horizon / flatness problems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 264–267, [hep-ph/9809583].

[223] A. Berera, I. G. Moss, and R. O. Ramos, Warm Inflation and its Microphysical Basis, Rept. Prog. Phys.

72 (2009) 026901, [arXiv:0808.1855].

[224] M. Bastero-Gil, A. Berera, R. O. Ramos, and J. G. Rosa, Warm Little Inflaton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117 (2016), no. 15 151301, [arXiv:1604.08838].

[225] K. V. Berghaus, P. W. Graham, and D. E. Kaplan, Minimal Warm Inflation, JCAP 03 (2020) 034, [arXiv:1910.07525].

[226] V. Kamali, H. Moshafi, and S. Ebrahimi, Minimal warm inflation and TCC, arXiv:2111.11436. [227] A. Berera, S. Brahma, and J. R. Calderón, Role of trans-Planckian modes in cosmology, JHEP 08 (2020) 071, [arXiv:2003.07184].

[228] J. Yokoyama and A. D. Linde, Is warm inflation possible?, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 083509, [hep-ph/9809409].

[229] L. Visinelli, Natural Warm Inflation, JCAP 09 (2011) 013, [arXiv:1107.3523]. [230] V. Kamali, Warm pseudoscalar inflation, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 4 043520, [arXiv:1901.01897].

[231] M. Laine and A. Vuorinen, Basics of Thermal Field Theory, vol. 925. Springer, 2016. [232] G. D. Moore and M. Tassler, The Sphaleron Rate in SU(N) Gauge Theory, JHEP 02 (2011) 105, [arXiv:1011.1167].

[233] K. V. Berghaus, P. W. Graham, D. E. Kaplan, G. D. Moore, and S. Rajendran, Dark energy radiation, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 8 083520, [arXiv:2012.10549].

[234] W. Buchmuller, R. D. Peccei, and T. Yanagida, Leptogenesis as the origin of matter, Ann. Rev. Nucl.

Part. Sci. 55 (2005) 311–355, [hep-ph/0502169].

[235] L. Altenkort, A. M. Eller, O. Kaczmarek, L. Mazur, G. D. Moore, and H.-T. Shu, Sphaleron rate from Euclidean lattice correlators: An exploration, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021), no. 11 114513, [arXiv:2012.08279].

[236] M. M. Anber and L. Sorbo, Naturally inflating on steep potentials through electromagnetic dissipation, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 043534, [arXiv:0908.4089].

[237] V. Domcke and S. Sandner, The Different Regimes of Axion Gauge Field Inflation, JCAP 09 (2019) 038, [arXiv:1905.11372].

[238] R. Z. Ferreira and A. Notari, Thermalized Axion Inflation, JCAP 09 (2017) 007, [arXiv:1706.00373].

[239] R. Z. Ferreira and A. Notari, Thermalized axion inflation: natural and monomial inflation with small r, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018), no. 6 063528, [arXiv:1711.07483].

[240] W. DeRocco, P. W. Graham, and S. Kalia, Warming up cold inflation, JCAP 11 (2021) 011, [arXiv:2107.07517].

[241] V. Domcke, V. Guidetti, Y. Welling, and A. Westphal, Resonant backreaction in axion inflation, JCAP 09 (2020) 009, [arXiv:2002.02952].

[242] P. W. Graham, D. E. Kaplan, and S. Rajendran, Relaxation of the Cosmological Constant, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 1 015048, [arXiv:1902.06793].

[243] G. Dall’Agata, S. González-Martín, A. Papageorgiou, and M. Peloso, Warm dark energy, JCAP 08 (2020) 032, [arXiv:1912.09950].

[244] A. Hook and G. Marques-Tavares, Relaxation from particle production, JHEP 12 (2016) 101, [arXiv:1607.01786].

[245] K. V. Berghaus and T. Karwal, Thermal Friction as a Solution to the Hubble Tension, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 8 083537, [arXiv:1911.06281].