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Abstract. The existence of pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson (pNGB) fields is a common fea-
ture in many models beyond the Standard Model, characterized by their exclusive derivative
couplings. This paper investigates a scenario where a pNGB is coupled to the inflaton field
during the reheating phase of the early universe. We calculate the perturbative decay rate of
a coherently oscillating inflaton into pNGBs on a general basis, considering both constant and
field-dependent couplings with monomial potentials at the minimum. As a concrete applica-
tion, we explore the production of axions when the radial mode of the Peccei-Quinn (PQ)
scalar serves as the inflaton, particularly in the presence of a large gravitational non-minimal
coupling. Our findings suggest that the presence of pNGBs during reheating can lead to
significant non-thermal relics, offering new constraints on inflationary reheating models and
providing potential observational signatures in the form of dark radiation.
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1 Introduction

In the framework of inflationary cosmology, the beginning of the thermal universe is not
simply marked by a ‘big bang’ but by a decay and subsequent thermalization of the inflaton
field that drives the exponential expansion during inflation [1–4].

After inflation, the inflaton field begins to oscillate coherently around the minimum of
its potential, decaying into other fields in a process known as ‘reheating’ (even though this
is the first instance of heating for our universe). Due to the coherence and time dependence
of this process, non-perturbative, resonant particle production can occur in the early stages
of reheating, a phase referred to as ‘preheating’ [4]. (For a comprehensive review, see [5].)
Consequently, the reheating stage is critical for setting the initial conditions of the thermal
universe. The coherence of this process also can lead to different equations of state, depending
on the shape of the potential near its minimum.

In the standard slow-roll, single-field inflationary model, predictions are largely insensi-
tive to the details of the reheating phase, thanks to Weinberg’s theorem on the conservation
of the adiabatic mode [6]. Eventually, the decay products are assumed to thermalize, erasing
all information except for the reheating temperature Treh.1

This paper explores the possibility of remnants from the reheating stage, specifically non-
thermal relics as the form of ‘dark radiation’ resulting from inflaton decay. These remnants
can impose additional constraints on inflationary models and present future observational

1However, there can be indirect effects from the reheating stage, such as altering the number of e-folds
during inflation [7, 8].
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opportunities in terms of ∆Neff [9]. Such relics appear in various contexts including super-
symmetric models like moduli fields or gravitino [10], and as gravitational waves [11–18].
Even particles interacting purely gravitationally can be significant [19–21].

In this work, we focus on the direct coupling between the inflaton and pseudo-Nambu-
Goldstone bosons (pNGBs). The existence of pNGBs is a common prediction in many models
beyond the Standard Model (BSM), which often feature spontaneously broken global symme-
tries at lower energies [22–24]. A prime example is the axion [25, 26] which may arise from the
spontaneous breaking of the U(1)PQ symmetry [27, 28]. (For recent reviews of axion theories
and cosmology, see [29, 30].)

A unique characteristic of pNGBs is their shift symmetry, making them weakly interact-
ing. Although the inflaton field also respects shift symmetry during inflation, this symmetry
is broken during reheating. Depending on the charge of the pNGB, we expect couplings at
higher dimensions in the following forms:

Lint,5 =
1

Λ
ϕ(∂χ)2, Lint,6 =

1

Λ2
ϕ2(∂χ)2 (1.1)

where ϕ is the inflaton field, χ is the pNGB, and Λ is an unknown cut-off scale.
As a definite application of our general results, we consider a model where the inflaton

is the radial mode of the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) scalar field, with a large non-minimal coupling
to gravity [31]. This scenario, which we call PQ inflation, provides a concrete example where
the interplay between the inflaton and pNGBs can be studied in detail. In PQ inflation, the
PQ scalar field drives inflation and its radial mode acts as the inflaton, which then decays
into axions during reheating. This model demonstrates how non-thermal relics can arise
from specific inflaton-pNGB interactions and the constraints they impose on the reheating
temperature. (See Ref. [32] for a similar consideration.)

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we consider the inflaton field ϕ as
a classical background field to account for its coherent nature and derive general formulas
for the decay rates to χ fields from the interactions 1

Λϕ(∂χ)
2 and 1

Λ2ϕ
2(∂χ)2 for monomial

potentials V (ϕ) ∝ ϕm with m = (2, 4, 6). In Section 3, we apply these results to determine the
pNGB abundance by solving the Boltzmann equation for both constant and field-dependent
couplings. In Section 4, we examine an inflation model where the PQ radial mode acts as
the inflaton field, aided by large gravitational non-minimal coupling, and quantify the non-
thermal axion relic produced during reheating, assessing constraints on the model from the
∆Neff bound. Finally, we conclude in Section 5.

2 Inflaton Decay to pNGB during the Reheating

The inflation and reheating stages are characterized by the dynamics of a coherently oscillating
inflaton field ϕ during the reheating phase following inflation. Due to its large occupation
number, this coherent field configuration can be treated as a classical field [33].

Depending on the potential V (ϕ), the field evolves according to the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion in an expanding universe:

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+
dV

dϕ
= 0, (2.1)

where H ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter with a dot being derivative with respect to time t.
Broadly speaking, the Hubble friction term causes the amplitude of the field ϕ to gradually
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decrease (slow mode), while the dV/dϕ term induces fast oscillations in the inflaton field (fast
mode).

In this study, we assume that the potential minimum during reheating can be approxi-
mated as a monomial function V ∝ ϕm, specifically:

V (ϕ) =



m2
ϕ

2
ϕ2 (m = 2)

λ

4
ϕ4 (m = 4)

κ

6
ϕ6 (m = 6)

(2.2)

where mϕ is the mass of the field ϕ, and λ and κ are self-coupling constants. Note that κ has
a mass dimension of [κ] = −2.

For definite examples, the field ϕ has approximate solutions of the form:

ϕ(t) ≃


ϕ0 cos(mϕt) (m = 2)

ϕ0 cd

(√
λϕ2

0

2
t,−1

)
(m = 4)

(2.3)

where ϕ0 is the overall amplitude (envelope) of the field ϕ, and ‘cd’ is one of the Jacobi elliptic
functions. There is no explicit analytic solution for m = 6. Neglecting the expansion of the
universe (equivalent to setting the second term of Eq. (2.1) to zero), ϕ0 remains constant but
generally decreases slowly with the universe’s expansion, which we refer to as the slow mode.

For later convenience, we introduce the effective mass parameters:

(meff
ϕ )2 ≡ ∂2V

∂ϕ2

∣∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕ0

=


m2

ϕ (m = 2)

3λϕ2
0 (m = 4)

5κϕ4
0 (m = 6)

. (2.4)

We also decompose the field as:

ϕ(t) =

∞∑
n=−∞

ϕne
−inωt. (2.5)

where ω ≡ 2π/T is the leading, fundamental frequency with the period T [34, 35]. Explicitly,

ω = meff
ϕ ×



1 (m = 2)

1

2

√
π

6

Γ(3/4)

Γ(5/4)
(m = 4)

1

2

√
π

15

Γ(2/3)

Γ(7/6)
(m = 6)

. (2.6)

For instance, in the m = 2 case, ϕ±1 = 1/2 and zero otherwise. In the m = 4 case,

ϕn =


√
πΓ(3/4)

Γ(5/4)

e−nπ/2

1 + e−nπ
(n odd)

0 (n even)
(m = 4). (2.7)

In what follows, we will derive the decay rates of ϕ to χ, Γϕ→χ, from the ϕ(∂χ)2 and ϕ2(∂χ)2

couplings by treating the ϕ field as a classical, external field.
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2.1 ϕ(∂χ)2 Coupling

As an explicit starting point, let us consider the following interaction:

Lint = −gϕ(∂χ)2, (2.8)

where the coupling g has mass dimension [g] = −1. Treating ϕ as an external current, this
can be interpreted as an interaction term in the Hamiltonian:

V (t) = gϕ(t)

∫
d3x⃗ (∂χ)2. (2.9)

The production rate of the χ field is then given by:

Γ =
g2

16π
ω4

∞∑
n=1

n4|ϕn|2 =
g2

32π
⟨ϕ̈2⟩ (2.10)

where ⟨ · ⟩ denotes the time average. See Appendix A for details of the calculation. By
comparing the energy loss of the inflaton field ϕ and the energy gain of the χ field, i.e.,
ρϕΓϕ→χ∆t = EχΓ∆t for some infinitesimal time interval ∆t where Eχ is the mean energy of
the two-particle state, the decay rate of the inflaton energy density is given by:

Γϕ→χ = Γ
Eχ

ρϕ
(2.11)

with

Eχ ≡
∑

n

∫
d3p⃗ d3q⃗ δ(p⃗+ q⃗)Efδ(Ef − nω)|Mn|2∑

n

∫
d3p⃗ d3q⃗ δ(p⃗+ q⃗)δ(Ef − nω)|Mn|2

=

∑∞
n=1(nω)

5|ϕn|2∑∞
n=1(nω)

4|ϕn|2
= ω


1 (m = 2)

1.290 (m = 4)

1.700 (m = 6)

(2.12)

where we used the matrix element for mode n:

Mn = −4πigϕnp (2.13)

for the massless pNGB with momentum p = |p⃗|. Additionally,

⟨ϕ̈2⟩
ρϕ

=


m2

ϕ (m = 2)

0.365(meff
ϕ )2 (m = 4)

0.230(meff
ϕ )2 (m = 6)

. (2.14)

Using these results, we obtain the inflaton decay rate as:

Γϕ→χ =
Amg2(meff

ϕ )3

32π
, Am ≡


1 (m = 2)

0.231 (m = 4)

0.130 (m = 6)

(2.15)

where we introduce Am for later convenience.
For g = 1/fχ, the decay rate is given by

Γϕ→χ =
m3

ϕ

32πf2
χ

(2.16)

in the quadratic case, which is what one would obtain using perturbative QFT calculations.
For m ≥ 4 cases, there is a suppression compared to naive particle-picture results, as indicated
by Am < 1.
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2.2 ϕ2(∂χ)2 Coupling

Our previous calculation can be straightforwardly generalized to the case of the coupling

Lint = −yϕ2(∂χ)2, (2.17)

where the coupling y has mass dimension [y] = −2. First, we introduce ζn parameters as

ϕ2(t)− ⟨ϕ2⟩ =
∞∑

n=−∞
ζne

−inωt. (2.18)

where we subtract time-independent ⟨ϕ2⟩ factor. By replacing ϕn with ζn from Eq. (2.10)
and Eq. (2.12), we have

Γ =
y2

16π
ω4

∞∑
n=1

n4|ζn|2. (2.19)

The mean energy Eχ is given by:

Eχ =

∑∞
n=1(nω)

5|ζn|2∑∞
n=1(nω)

4|ζn|2
= ω


1 (m = 2)

1.007 (m = 4)

1.019 (m = 6)

. (2.20)

This results in

Γϕ→χ = Bm
y2

2π
meff

ϕ ρϕ, Bm =


1 (m = 2)

1.237 (m = 4)

0.355 (m = 6)

. (2.21)

3 PNGB Abundance

The energy density of the inflaton field is described by the Boltzmann equation2

ρ̇ϕ + 3H(1 + wϕ)ρϕ ≃ −Γϕ→allρϕ (3.1)

where wϕ is the effective equation of state given by

wϕ ≡
⟨ρϕ⟩
⟨pϕ⟩

=
m− 2

m+ 2
=


0 (m = 2)

1/3 (m = 4)

1/2 (m = 6)

. (3.2)

based on the virial theorem, ⟨ϕ̇2⟩ = m⟨V ⟩. Here, Γϕ→all is the total decay rate of the inflaton
field. In this paper, we assume that reheating ends when the Hubble rate at that time becomes
comparable to the total decay rate, i.e., Γϕ→all ≃ H.

2Notice that this choice of the definition for Γϕ→all corresponds to introducing the dissipation term in the
equation of motion by ϕ̈ + (3H + Γϕ→all/(1 + wϕ))ϕ̇ + dV/dϕ = 0. See Ref. [36] for comparison. We choose
this definition to make the computation of the inflaton decay rate simpler.
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During the earlier stages of reheating, with H ≫ Γϕ→all, we can neglect the decay term,
and the energy density follows a simple power law

ρϕ = ρe

(
a

ae

)−3(1+wϕ)

(3.3)

where ρe and ae are the energy density of the inflaton field and the scale factor at the end of
inflation (i.e., the start of reheating), respectively. This implies ϕ0 ∝ a−6/(m+2).

Simultaneously, the evolution of the energy density of the relativistic pNGB field ρχ is
governed by another Boltzmann equation

ρ̇χ + 4Hρχ ≃ Γϕ→χρϕ (3.4)

where the decay rate of the inflaton to the axion, Γϕ→χ, has been obtained in Section 2. We
neglect the backreaction of the χ field on the dynamics of the ϕ field, which is valid as long
as ρχ ≪ ρϕ.

In this section, we consider the amount of non-thermal, relativistic pNGB remnant for
each coupling ϕ(∂χ)2 and ϕ2(∂χ)2. The results depend significantly on whether we assume
constant coupling or field-dependent coupling. Specifically, we consider cases where g ∝ ϕ−1

0

in Eq. (2.8) and y ∝ ϕ−2
0 in Eq. (2.17).

Also, it is convenient to change the variable from cosmological time t to the scale factor
a. In terms of a, the left-hand side of Eq. (3.4) is rewritten as

ρ̇χ + 4Hρχ =
1

a4
d

dt
(a4ρχ) = He

1

a3

(ae
a

)3(1+wϕ)/2 d

da
(a4ρχ) (3.5)

where we used H = He (ae/a)
3(1+wϕ)/2 with He being the Hubble parameter at the end of

the inflation.

3.1 Constant Coupling

From the results given in Eq. (2.15), Eq. (3.4) can be easily integrated to provide the fol-
lowing solutions for each potential with gϕ(∂χ)2 and yϕ2(∂χ)2 assuming constant coupling
coefficients g and y:

• ϕ(∂χ)2 Coupling

ρχ =



2

5

g2m3
ϕ

32π

ρe
He

[(ae
a

)3/2
−
(ae
a

)4]
(m = 2)

A4g
2(3λ)3/2ϕ3

e

32π

ρe
He

[(ae
a

)4
−
(ae
a

)5]
(m = 4)

A6g
2(5κ)3/2ϕ6

e

88π

ρe
He

[(ae
a

)4
−
(ae
a

) 27
4

]
(m = 6)

(3.6)

• ϕ2(∂χ)2 Coupling
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ρχ =



y2mϕ

π

ρ2e
He

[(ae
a

)4
−
(ae
a

)9/2]
(m = 2)

y2

2
√
3π

B4
ρ2eϕe

√
λ

He

[(ae
a

)4
−
(ae
a

)7]
(m = 4)

2
√
5y2

17π
B6

ρ2eϕ
2
e

√
κ

He

[(ae
a

)4
−
(ae
a

) 33
4

]
(m = 6)

(3.7)

Note that only the ϕ(∂χ)2 coupling with m = 2 decreases slower than pure dilution
∝ a−4 at large a, indicating that the energy density of χ is dominated by contributions from
later times. In this case, the final results are less sensitive to the early dynamics of reheating,
such as the non-perturbative preheating stage.

3.2 Field-dependent Coupling

As we will see in the application below, some UV models require us to consider the possibility
of having field-dependent coupling. Specifically, we consider the couplings given by either
g = Cϕ−1

0 or y = Cϕ−2
0 , with some constant C. In these cases, the parametric dependence of

the results for the two couplings is the same, but the coefficients differ. The results are as
follows:

ρχ =



2

11

C2m5
ϕ

8π

1

He

[(
a

ae

)3/2

−
(ae
a

)4]
(m = 2)

√
3C2

√
λρ2e

2πϕ3
eHe

{
3

4
A4,B4

}[(ae
a

)3
−
(ae
a

)4]
(m = 4)

2
√
5

5

C2√κρ2e
πϕ2

eHe

{
15

8
A6,B6

}[(ae
a

)4
−
(ae
a

)21/4]
(m = 6)

. (3.8)

In the above equations, the results for the ϕ(∂χ)2 coupling are given first, followed by those
for the ϕ2(∂χ)2 coupling in parentheses, except for the m = 2 case, where the two cases yield
the same answer.

4 Application: PQ Inflation with Large Non-minimal Coupling

As a definite example, let us consider the case where inflaton is assumed to be the radial
mode φ of U(1)PQ scalar Φ = 1√

2
φeiθ with the Lagrangian

L√
−g

= (∂Φ)2 + ξR|Φ|2 − λ

(
|Φ|2 −

f2
χ

2

)2

(4.1)

=
1

2
(∂φ)2 +

1

2
φ2(∂θ)2 +

1

2
ξRφ2 − λ

4
(φ2 − f2

χ)
2 (4.2)

where R is the Ricci scalar, ξ is the gravitational non-minimal coupling of Φ, λ is the quartic
coupling of PQ field, and fχ is the axion decay constant which sets vev of the radial mode
φ [31]. Later, we will canonically normalize θ field to χ field, which corresponds to ‘axion’
field. In this example, we are interested in the large non-minimal coupling ξ ≫ 1 as one of
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the most simplest model which fit to the current observations [8, 37–39].34 See Appendix B
for the review of the inflation with large gravitational non-minimal coupling. We will call this
inflation model as ‘PQ inflation’ in this paper. This model also has advantages of suppressing
the axion isocurvature [31] opening new window of high scale inflation consistent to the axion
dark matter isocurvature bound [38], or in the perspective of reducing axion quality problem
[58, 59].

For the rest of the section, we will mainly concern about the amount of the axion relic
from direct decay of the inflaton field. This would be left as a relativistic degree of freedom in
later time, which is constrained by ∆Neff measurement. The current constraints ∆Neff ≲ 0.2
[9].

In the case of the large non-minimal coupling, it is useful to work in the Einstein frame
where the non-minimal coupling is removed by the field redefinitions of the metric gµν and
the field φ. In particular, Einstein frame field ϕ is related to φ using the following relation
[42]:

dϕ

dφ
=

√
Ω2 + 6ξ2φ2/M2

P

Ω4
, Ω2 ≡

M2
P + ξ(φ2 − f2

χ)

M2
P

. (4.3)

Integrating above relation, the field can be approximated as

ϕ ≃


φ

(
φ ≲

√
2

3

MP

ξ

)
√

3

2

ξφ2

MP

(√
2

3

MP

ξ
≲ φ ≪ MP√

ξ

) (4.4)

and the potential in the Einstein frame also get corrected from the conformal factor as

VE(ϕ) =
λ

4Ω4

[
φ(ϕ)2 − f2

χ

]2
. (4.5)

For the regime which is relevant for the reheating with ϕ ≪ MP , it suffices to take Ω ≃ 1. On
the other hand, the remaining factors depend on the hierarchy between fχ and MP /ξ, while
fχ ≤ MP /

√
ξ is always assumed to guarantee the positivity of the coefficient of the Ricci

scalar. As reviewed in Appendix B, Planck measurement of the scalar amplitude As of the
primordial perturbation [38] dictates us an normalization condition ξ2/λ ≃ 2.5 × 109 which
we also assume to hold.

3Large non-minimal coupling to the gravity is one of the main feature of the Higgs inflation model [40, 41].
This model shares similar inflation and reheating dynamics [42–44], while allowing large vev fχ while SM
Higgs always have tiny vev compared to inflation/reheating scales.

4In this work, we are mainly concerning the perturbative regime of the reheating. However, we note
that the earlier preheating stage of the inflation with large non-minimal coupling may be more violent [45],
which also arouse unitarity issue [46–50]. In this work, we are focusing on the later stages of the reheating,
implicitly assume that preheating stage does not largely modifies the later stages of the inflaton dynamics
due to backreaction. This may be accomplished by strong dynamics beyond the unitarity bound or other UV
completions of the model. Many works are done in the Higgs inflation context [51–57].
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4.1 Case I: MP /ξ < fχ < MP /
√
ξ

When fχ is larger than MP /ξ, the vev of the ϕ field is large enough so that we can approximate
the potential to be quadratic in terms of the field ϕ as

VE(ϕ) ≃
λM2

P

6ξ2

(
ϕ−

√
3

2

ξf2
χ

MP

)2

. (4.6)

At first, we can neglect the vacuum expectation value (vev) of the inflaton field ϕvev =
√

3
2

ξf2
χ

MP

but in the end ϕ stabilizes to ϕvev. Note that, while the vev of Jordan frame field φ is fχ,
going to Einstein field changes the field value of the vev different from fχ.

Therefore, we can approximate the behavior of the inflaton field ϕ as

ϕ ≃

{
ϕ0 cos(mϕt) (ϕ0 > ϕvev)

ϕvev (ϕ0 < ϕvev)
. (4.7)

where mϕ =
√

λM2
P

3ξ2
, and slowly time varying envelop ϕ0 = ϕe (a/ae)

−3/2. Also, from the
Lagrangian

L ∋ 1

2
φ2(∂θ)2 ≃ 1

2

√
3

2

MP

ξ
ϕ(∂θ)2, (4.8)

we normalize θ field by defining

χ ≡

(√
3

2

MP

ξ

)1/2

θ ×

{
ϕ
1/2
0 (ϕ0 ≥ ϕvev)

ϕ1/2
vev (ϕ0 < ϕvev).

(4.9)

Here, we define atr with the condition ϕ0(atr) = ϕvev, hence atr = ae (ϕe/ϕvev)
2/3. The

deformation of the potential and its coupling to the radial mode due to the non-minimal
gravitational coupling, even at the vev, is a novel feature that arises when considering a
large axion decay constant, fχ > MP /ξ. In the case of Higgs inflation, the electroweak scale
is always much smaller than MP /ξ, so we do not expect significant modifications from the
non-minimal coupling near the vacuum.

In this way, we can divide this situation into two stages and identify each stage to one
of the cases discussed in previous section as follows:

• Stage 1 (a ≤ atr): quadratic potential, ϕ(∂χ)2 with field dependent coupling g =
(2ϕ0)

−1. [Eq. (3.8) with m = 2]

• Stage 2 (a > atr): quadratic potential, ϕ(∂χ)2 with constant coupling g = (2ϕvev)
−1.

[Eq. (3.6) with m = 2]

Then, we can derive the energy density of χ field as

ρχ(a) ≃


m5

ϕ

176π

1

He

[(
a

ae

)3/2

−
(ae
a

)4]
(a ≤ atr)

m3
ϕ

320πϕ2
vev

ρϕ,tr
Htr

[(atr
a

)3/2
−
(atr

a

)4]
+ ρχ,tr

(atr
a

)4
(a > atr)

(4.10)
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Figure 1. An example of the Case I: MP /ξ < fχ < MP /
√
ξ. We took He = 10−5MP , λ = 10−4,

ξ = 500 and fχ = 10−2MP . Here, the vertical dotted line corresponds to a = atr. (Left) Typical
evolution of the energy densities of the inflaton (ρϕ, colored in orange) and axion (ρχ, colored in blue)
for the PQ inflation model with large gravitational non-minimal coupling. (Right) Decay rate for each
stage (blue) compared to the Hubble rate (orange).

where we have replaced ρe → ρϕ,tr ≡ ρϕ(atr) and He → Htr ≡ H(atr) for the a > atr, and the
last term with ρχ,tr = ρχ(atr) is also added to match the solution in the first line at a = atr.

Figure 1 depicts typical evolution of the energy densities of the inflaton field and the
axion field, and the decay rate. Here we choose He = 10−5MP , λ = 10−4, ξ = 500 and
fχ = 10−2MP for an illustration. While the inflaton energy density decreases like a matter,
i.e. ρϕ ∝ a−3 through whole history, the energy density of the axion increases at a < atr and
decreases at a > atr but slower than the inflaton energy density.

4.2 Case II: 0 < fχ < MP /ξ

On the other hand, when fχ is smaller than MP /ξ, we have the potential in the Einstein
frame in the form of

VE(ϕ) ≃


λM2

P

6ξ2
ϕ2

(√
2

3

MP

ξ
< ϕ ≪

√
3

2
MP

)
λ

4
(ϕ2 − f2

χ)
2

(
ϕ <

√
2

3

MP

ξ

) (4.11)

and ϕ stabilizes to φvev = fχ in the end.
The first transition from the quadratic potential to quartic one happens at√

2

3

MP

ξ
≡ ϕtr1 = ϕe

(
atr1
ae

)−3/2

(4.12)

and the second one from the quartic to quadratic (near the vev) happens at

fχ ≡ ϕtr2 = ϕtr1

(
atr2
atr1

)−1

. (4.13)

Then, in a similar fashion to the previous case, we can divide into three stages as

• Stage 1 (a ≤ atr1): quadratic potential, ϕ(∂χ)2 with field dependent coupling g =
(2ϕ0)

−1. [Eq. (3.8) with m = 2]
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Figure 2. An example of the Case II: fχ < MP /ξ. We took He = 10−5MP , λ = 10−4, ξ = 500
and fχ = 10−4MP . Here, the vertical dotted lines correspond to a = atr1 and a = atr2 from the left
to right. (Left) Typical evolution of the energy densities of the inflaton (ρϕ, colored in orange) and
axion (ρχ, colored in blue) for the PQ inflation model with large gravitational non-minimal coupling.
(Right) Decay rate for each stage (blue) compared to the Hubble rate (orange). Sudden increase of
the decay rate in the second stage after a = atr1 explains enhancement of the energy density which is
observed in the left panel.

• Stage 2 (atr1 < a ≤ atr2): quartic potential, ϕ2(∂χ)2 with field dependent coupling
y = 1/(2ϕ2

0). [Eq. (3.8) with m = 4]

• Stage 3 (a > atr2): quadratic potential, ϕ2(∂χ)2 with constant coupling y = 1/(2f2
χ).

[Eq. (3.7) with m = 2]

Also, the energy density of the daughter particles are given as

ρχ(a) ≃



m5
ϕ

176π

1

He

[(
a

ae

)3/2

−
(ae
a

)4]
(a ≤ atr1)

√
3λρ2ϕ,tr1

8πϕ3
tr1Htr1

B4

[(atr1
a

)3
−
(atr1

a

)4]
+ ρχ,tr1

(atr1
a

)4
(atr1 < a ≤ atr2)

√
3λρ2ϕ,tr2ϕtr2

18πf4
χHtr2

B4

[(ae
a

)4
−
(ae
a

)7]
+ ρχ,tr2

(atr2
a

)4
(a > atr2)

(4.14)

where we introduced ρϕ,tr1(2) ≡ ρϕ(atr1(2)), ρχ,tr1(2) ≡ ρχ(atr1(2)), Htr1(2) ≡ H(atr1(2)) and
added last terms for last two cases for the proper matching.

The Figure 2 exemplifies the evolution of the energy densities of the inflaton field and
the axion field with He = 10−5MP , λ = 10−4, ξ = 500 and fχ = 10−5MP . In this case the
inflaton energy density decreases like a matter (ρϕ ∝ a−3) first at a < atr1 and behaves like
a radiation (ρϕ ∝ a−4) for atr1 < a < atr2 and then become matter like again. Axion energy
density increases at a < atr1 and decreases at a > atr1.

The reheating should end earlier than the axion energy density dominates over the
inflaton energy density: ρχ < ρϕ always. If ρχ ≃ ρϕ before the end of reheating, we cannot
neglect the backreaction of the axion product to the dynamics of the inflaton field. Moreover,
a large amount of the relativistic axion field at the time of the end of the reheating would be
ruled out from ∆Neff bound [9]. More explicitly, we will impose the condition

ρχ(areh)

ρr(areh)
< 0.10

(
∆Neff

0.3

)(
g∗(Treh)

106.75

)1/3

. (4.15)
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Figure 3. Constraint on the reheating temperature for PQ inflation. Blue regions are ex-
cluded from the ∆Neff bound coming from the relativistic axion generated during the reheat-
ing depending on the ratio between fχ and MP /ξ. Dashed, dot-dashed, dotted lines represent
fχ = (10−1, 10−2, 10−3)MP /ξ respectively and thick solid line corresponds to fχ → 0 limit. Or-
ange regions are also not viable because the reheating temperature exceed the maximal value of
instantaneous reheating.

where ρr is the energy density of the total radiation and areh is determined implicitly by the
other decay channel of the inflaton field, which is assumed to dominate. See Appendix C
for the derivation of this bound. Also, we assume the the energy density of the inflaton
corresponds to the energy density of the background radiation other than the relativistic
axion with the reheating temperature Treh, i.e.

ρϕ(areh) = ρr(areh) =
π2

30
g∗(Treh)T

4
reh (4.16)

where we take g∗(Treh) = 106.25 in this work and assume that the total energy density of the
inflaton background switch to the radiation at the end of the reheating in the first equality.

In Figure 3, we plot the constraint on the reheating temperature Treh for PQ inflation
coming from the above argument. For a given ξ, we choose λ to satisfy the CMB normalization
condition, ξ2/λ ≃ 2.5 × 109. In the plot, blue colored regions are excluded from the ∆Neff

bound. Dashed, dot-dashed, dotted lines represent fχ = (10−1, 10−2, 10−3)MP /ξ respectively
and thick solid line corresponds to fχ → 0 limit. For instance, in the case of ξ ≳ 104, there
is lower bound of the reheating temperature so that Treh ≳ 4 × 1013 GeV, while for fχ → 0
limit, smaller ξ ≲ 103 case has a weaker lower bound so that Treh ≳ 3×106 ·ξ5/2 GeV. Orange
regions are also not viable because the reheating temperature exceed the maximal value of
instantaneous reheating Tmax ≃ 4× 1015 GeV.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have investigated the potential implications of the reheating phase following
inflation, focusing specifically on the decay of the inflaton field into pNGBs, including axions.
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We derived general formulas for the decay rates of inflaton to pNGBs under both constant
and field-dependent coupling scenarios, assuming a monomial potential V (ϕ) ∝ ϕm with
m = (2, 4, 6).

Our analysis revealed that the presence of pNGBs during reheating, which appear uni-
versally in many BSM models, can lead to the production of non-thermal relics. These relics
may manifest as dark radiation and influence the effective number of neutrino species ∆Neff ,
providing potential observational signatures. This connection offers opportunities to detect
BSM remnants from the reheating phase in the early universe.

We applied our general results to a specific model where the inflaton is identified with the
radial mode of the PQ scalar field, which possesses a large non-minimal coupling to gravity
ξ. Our findings indicate that the bounds on ∆Neff impose significant constraints on the
reheating temperature, particularly when the axion decay constant fχ is smaller than MP /ξ.

Our work highlights that the reheating stage, often considered a black box, may have rich
phenomenological consequences associated with the coupling between inflaton and pNGBs.
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A Born Approximation

In this section, we present the details of the calculation of the decay rate using the Born
approximation, which we omitted in the main text.

As a definite case, let us consider the following interaction first:

Lint = −gϕ(∂χ)2. (A.1)

Here, we treat ϕ(t) as a classical field, and only promote χ field as a quantum field χ̂:

χ̂ =

∫
d3p⃗

(2π)3/2
√
2Ep

(
eipxap⃗ + e−ipxa†p⃗

)
. (A.2)

For the brevity, we will omit hat hereafter. In the Hamiltonian, this gives the interaction

V (t) = gϕ(t)

∫
d3x⃗ (∂χ)2. (A.3)

From this interaction, what we are interested in is the transition amplitude from the vacuum
|0⟩ to the final state with two χs with momentum k⃗1 and k⃗2, i.e. |⃗k1, k⃗2⟩:

⟨k⃗1, k⃗2|gϕ(t)(∂µχ)(∂µχ)|0⟩ (A.4)

= −g

∫
d4x

1

(2π)3
√
Ek1Ek2

∞∑
n=−∞

ϕn

(
Ek1Ek2 − k⃗1 · k⃗2

)
ei(Ek1

+Ek2
−nω)tei(k⃗1+k⃗2)·x⃗ (A.5)

= −2πgδ(k⃗1 + k⃗2)
∞∑

n=−∞
ϕn

E2
k1

+ |⃗k1|2

Ek1

δ(2Ek1 − nω) (A.6)
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Then the production rate of χ field becomes

Γ =
1

2

1

2π
(2πg)2

∞∑
n=1

|ϕn|2
∫

d3k

(2π)3
δ(2Ek − ω)

(E2
k + |⃗k|2)2

E2
k

= 4πg2
∞∑
n=1

|ϕn|2
∫

4πk2 dk

(2π)3
δ(2k − nω) · k2

=
g2

16π
ω4

∞∑
n=1

n4|ϕn|2 =
g2

32π
⟨ϕ̈2⟩

(A.7)

This corresponds to Eq. (2.10) in the main text. The results for the Lint = −yϕ2(∂χ)2 case
can be obtained using the same steps.

B Inflation with Large-Non-minimal Coupling

In this section, we summarize the essential results of inflation with large gravitational non-
minimal coupling [8, 40, 60], which we use in Section 4. The main purpose is to clarify many
details used in the inflation model.

Let us first consider the Lagrangian in Jordan frame with field φ

S =

∫
d4
√
−gJ

[
−M2 + ξφ2

2
RJ +

1

2
(∂φ)2 − V (φ)

]
(B.1)

with M2 ≡ M2
P − ξf2

χ and gJ ≡ det gJµν .
We redefine the metric

gµν ≡ Ω2gJµν , Ω2 ≡
M2

P + ξ(φ2 − f2
χ)

M2
P

. (B.2)

Then, the transformed action becomes

S =

∫
d4
√
−g

[
−MP

2
R+

1

2
Π(φ)(∂φ)2 − V (φ)

Ω4

]
(B.3)

where

Π(φ) ≡
Ω2 + 6ξ2φ2/M2

P

Ω4
(B.4)

motivating us to introduce the canonicalized field dϕ/dφ =
√
Π(φ). This corresponds to

Eq. (4.3). This expression can be integrated analytically [43, 60]. Here, instead of presenting
full expressions, we provide approximated ones with comparison to the exact one:

ϕ ≃



φ

(
φ ≲

√
2

3

MP

ξ

)
√

3

2

ξφ2

MP

(√
2

3

MP

ξ
≲ φ ≪ MP√

ξ

)

6MP log

(√
ξφ

MP

) (
φ ≫ MP√

ξ

)
(B.5)
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During the inflationary regime with large field value, this implies that

VE(ϕ) ≃
λM4

P

4ξ2

[
1− exp

(
−
√

2

3

ϕ

MP

)]2
. (B.6)

The end of inflation is defined when one of the slow-roll parameters, ϵV ≃ M2
P
2

(
V ′
E

VE

)2
, becomes

unity, providing the field value at the end of inflation, ϕe ≃ 0.94MP . This is also regarded as
the initial field value at the beginning of the reheating stage.

CMB pivot scale corresponds to where the expansion happens about log (ae/a∗) ≡ Ne ≃
50 − 60 where ai is the scale factor of the universe when the modes corresponding to CMB
observations leave the horizon. In terms of the potential, it is approximated as

Ne ≃
∫ ϕe

ϕ∗

1√
2ϵV

dϕ

MP
(B.7)

implying ϕ∗ ≃ 5MP .
The observational result on the amplitude of the scalar perturbations As ≃ 2.1 × 10−9

[38] can be interpreted as a bound on the scale of inflation

As ≃
Hinf

8π2ϵV ∗M2
P

(B.8)

where ϵV ∗ ≡ ϵV (ϕ∗) ≃ 3/(4N2
e ). This dictates the normalization ξ2/λ ≃ 2.5× 109 [40]. This

condition is used throughout the main text.

C ∆Neff Bound

When there exists an extra relativistic degree of freedom X, this would also add extra energy
density ρX . This amount is usually parameterized by ∆Neff , as the ratio with respect to the
energy density of the neutrinos,

∆Neff ≡ ρX
ρν

. (C.1)

In terms of the energy density of the photon, ρX can be rewritten as

ρX(a0) = ∆Neff · 7
8

(
4

11

)4/3

ργ(a0) (C.2)

with a0 being scale factor of today. The Planck constraints on ∆Neff is ∆Neff ≲ 0.3 [9].
The goal of this appendix is to derive the bound on the energy density at the time of

the reheating from ∆Neff bound. In the main text, we specify X as χ.

ρX(a0)

ργ(a0)
=

ρX(areh)

ρr(areh)
· ρX(a0)/ρX(areh)

ρr(a0)/ρr(areh)
· ρr(a0)
ργ(a0)

(C.3)

where ρr is the energy density of the total radiation, i.e. ρr = ργ + ρν + ρX although the
contribution from ρX is negligible. Here, assuming that X decouples all other degrees of
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freedom, ρX ∝ a−4, while the total radiation receive corrections by having different effective
number of relativistic degrees of freedom g∗(T ) as the temperature decreases:

ρr =
π2

30
g∗(T )T

4. (C.4)

On the other hand, from the entropy conservation, we have g∗s(T )T
3a3 = const. Then, we

have

ρX(a0)/ρX(areh)

ρr(a0)/ρr(areh)
=

g∗(Treh)
−1/3

g∗(T0)g∗s(T0)−4/3
. (C.5)

where we assumed g∗(Treh) = g∗s(Treh) at high temperature.
Finally, this implies that

ρX(areh)

ρr(areh)
=

ρX(a0)

ργ(a0)

(
ρr(a0)

ργ(a0)

)−1
(

g∗(Treh)
−1/3

g∗(T0)g∗s(T0)−4/3

)−1

(C.6)

= ∆Neff · 7
8

(
4

11

)4/3(ργ(a0)

ρr(a0)

)(
g∗(T0)

g∗s(T0)4/3

)
g∗(Treh)

1/3 (C.7)

≃ 0.10

(
∆Neff

0.3

)(
g∗(Treh)

106.75

)1/3

(C.8)

where we used g∗(T0) = 3.38, g∗s(T0) = 3.94 in the last line.
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