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In x-decades years from now
✤ An experimental opportunity
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In 10 years from now ?
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Figure 1: Left: Schematic of an enhanced axion helioscope: solar axions travelling through an intense transverse magnetic field with an axion-
sensitive area A, are converted into x-rays. With the help of x-ray focusing devices, these are concentrated onto a spot on low background detectors
(figure from [2]). Right: The solar axion flux as expected at the Earth. A value of 1 × 10−10 GeV−1 for gaγ is assumed.

As Fig. 1(right) shows, the expected signal is in the
energy range of 1–10 keV. The operation of a helio-
scope consists in following the Sun as long as techni-
cally possible, in axion sensitive conditions, and taking
background data when there is no alignment with the
Sun. The sought-after signal would be the excess of
photons in the expected energy range that the x-ray de-
tectors will register when tracking the Sun, compared
to the background gathered during the rest of the time.
The number of excess photons expected depends on the
very weak gaγ coupling constant, which is a measure of
a helioscope’s sensitivity. According to the following
expression [13]

g4
aγ ∼ B2L2A εdb−1/2 εoa−1/2 ε1/2t t1/2, (1)

four are the main parameters to take into account when
designing a helioscope: a) time: the total time of data-
taking of the experiment t and εt, the fraction of time
the magnet tracks the Sun; b) magnet: the length L and
the strength B of the provided magnetic field as well as
the axion-sensitive area A; c) low-background x-ray de-
tectors: the background level b and their detection effi-
ciencies εd and d) x-ray focusing optics: their efficiency
εo and total focusing area a. The focusing devices are
an addition to the classical helioscope experiment, and
were implemented for the first time in the third genera-
tion axion helioscope, the CAST experiment.

3. The CERN Axion Solar Telescope (CAST)

The CERN Axion Solar Telescope (CAST) presented
an important improvement in the sensitivity of the he-
lioscope technique, based on two major innovations; fo-
cusing optics and low background techniques for the de-
tectors. CAST is the first helioscope to use an x-ray tele-
scope, comprising of an x-ray focusing device coupled
to a Charged Coupled Device (CCD) camera, recycled

from the ABRIXAS and XMM-Newton space missions.
The addition of the telescope improved the signal-to-
noise ratio of the system and therefore the sensitivity of
the experiment. On the magnet front, CAST recycled a
decommissioned LHC prototype magnet, which reaches
9 T over a length of 10 m. The magnet has two bores
and has been equipped with up to four detectors; the x-
ray telescope mentioned above, and three Micromegas
detectors was the latest configuration. The total axion-
sensitive area achieved in this way is ∼ 30 cm2. The
whole system is sitting on a movable platform con-
trolled by a tracking system, pointing it to the centre
of the Sun during 1.5 h twice a day, at sunrise and at
sunset.

Since 2003, when CAST started operating, data have
been taken in different experimental conditions which
gradually extended the axion mass sensitivity of the ex-
periment: from keeping the magnet bores under vac-
uum (ma !0.02 eV) [14, 15] to gradually filling them
with 4He (ma !0.39 eV) [16] and later on with 3He.
The first part of the 3He data covered the mass range
up to ma ∼0.64 eV [17] and in 2011 masses up to
ma ∼1.17 eV were reached. A part of these data has
been analyzed and has shown no excess of signal over
background, leading to an upper bound of the axion-to-
photon constant of gaγ < 3.3 × 10−10 GeV−1 for the
mass range between 0.64 eV and 1.17 eV [18]. CAST
has provided the most stringent limits on the axion-to-
photon coupling constant over a large part of the axion
masses and has covered -for the first time- part of the
QCD-favoured band for masses above ∼0.15 eV, as can
be seen in Fig. 2.

Currently, CAST is revisiting the vacuum phase; this
time with the aim, on one hand to look at the low energy
part for evidence of other hypothetical particles such as
chameleons, which appear in Dark Energy models or
hidden photons [19], and on the other to exploit the
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Figure 14: Conceptual arrangement of an axion haloscope. If ma is within 1/Q of the resonant
frequency of the cavity, the axion will show as a narrow peak in the power spectrum extracted form the
cavity.

signal frequency bandwidth is even smaller. One usually defines a DM quality factor Qa ⇠ 1/�2

v
⇠ 106

to reflect the ALP DM signal width. The cavity must be tuneable and the data taking is performed by
subsequent measurements with the resonant frequency centred at slightly di↵erent values, scanning the
ALP DM mass in small overlapping steps. For QCD axions, the signal is typically much smaller than
noise,

Pn = Tsys�⌫ = Tsys

ma
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(7.3)

= 3.3⇥ 10�21
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where Tsys is the e↵ective noise temperature of the detector (typically amplifier + thermal fluctuations).
One hopes that measuring enough time, the signal becomes larger than noise fluctuations. The signal
to noise as a function of the measurement time in a frequency bin �⌫ is given by Dicke’s radiometer
equation

S

N
=

Ps

Tsys

r
�t

�⌫
, (7.5)

where Tsys is the e↵ective noise temperature of the detector (typically amplifier + thermal fluctuations).
Therefore, given a theoretical axion signal Ps, a time �t = (S/N)2(Tsys/Ps)2�⌫ is needed to achieve a
given detection significance specified by a signal to noise. In order to scan an ALP mass interval, dma

with measurements of width �⌫ = ma/Q, we need a number (Q/Qa)(dma/ma) of �t measurements,
and so the scanning rate is
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In 10 years from now ?

2.  Axion couplings 
    [from EFTs to UV models]

★ Time now to rethink the QCD 
axion

✤ An experimental opportunity
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3.  QCD axions beyond standard 
    benchmarks 

1.  PQ mechanism
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QCD axion
Strong CP problem Dark Matter

-� π -π � π � π
θ

�(
θ)

promote θ to a dynamical field, 
which washes-out CP violation in QCD 

1 Introduction
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I. Introduction. In spite of its indisputable phenomenological success, the standard model (SM) remains
unsatisfactory as a theoretical construction: it does not explain unquestionable experimental facts like
dark matter (DM), neutrino masses, and the cosmological baryon asymmetry, and it contains fundamental
parameters with highly unnatural values, like the coe�cient µ

2 of the quadratic Higgs potential term,
the Yukawa couplings of the first family fermions he,u,d ⇠ 10�6

� 10�5 and the strong CP violating angle
✓ < 10�10. This last quantity is somewhat special: its value is stable with respect to higher order corrections
(unlike µ

2) and (unlike he,u,d) it evades explanations based on environmental selection [1]. Thus, seeking
explanations for the smallness of ✓ independently of other “small values” problems is theoretically motivated.
Di↵erently from most of the other SM problems, which can often be addressed with a large variety of
mechanisms, basically only three types of solutions to the strong CP problem exist. The simplest possibility,
a massless up-quark, is now ruled out [2, 3]. The so-called Nelson-Barr (NB) type models [4, 5] either require
a high degree of fine tuning, often comparable to setting ✓ <

⇠ 10�10 by hand, or additional rather elaborated
theoretical structures [6]. The Peccei-Quinn (PQ) solution [7–10] arguably stands on better theoretical
grounds, although it remains a challenge explaining through which mechanism the global U(1)PQ symmetry,
on which the solution relies (and that presumably arises as an accident) remains protected from explicit
breaking to the required level of accuracy [11–13].
Setting aside theoretical considerations, the issue if the PQ solution is the correct one could be set

experimentally by detecting the axion (in contrast, no similar unambiguous signature exist for NB models).
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PQ mechanism
• Assume a new spin-0 boson with a pseudo-shift symmetry
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• Does the axion really relax to zero ? 

Axion-mediated forces, CP violation and left-right interactions

Stefano Bertolini,1, ⇤ Luca Di Luzio,2, † and Fabrizio Nesti3, 4, ‡
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2
Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron DESY,

Notkestraße 85, D-22607 Hamburg, Germany
3
Dipartimento di Scienze Fisiche e Chimiche,
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We compute the CP-violating (CPV) scalar axion coupling to nucleons in the framework of baryon
chiral perturbation theory and we apply the results to the case of left-right symmetry. The correlated
constraints with other CPV observables show that the predicted axion nucleon coupling is within
the reach of present axion-mediated force experiments for MWR up to 1000 TeV.
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Introduction. The axion experimental program
has received an impressive boost in the last decade.
Novel detection strategies, bridging distant areas of
physics, promise to open for exploration the param-
eter space of the QCD axion in the not-so-far fu-
ture, possibly addressing the issue of strong CP vi-
olation in the Standard Model (SM) via the Peccei-
Quinn (PQ) mechanism [1–4] and the Dark Matter
(DM) puzzle [5–7] (for updated reviews, see [8–10]).
Standard axion searches often rely on highly model-
dependent axion production mechanisms, as in the
case of relic axions (haloscopes) or to a less extent
solar axions (helioscopes); while traditional optical
setups in which the axion is produced in the lab
are still far from probing the standard QCD ax-
ion. A di↵erent experimental approach, as old as
the axion itself [3], consists in searching for axion-
mediated macroscopic forces [11]. Given the typical
axion Compton wavelength �a ⇠ 2 cm (10µeV/ma),
an even tiny scalar axion coupling to matter may
coherently enhance the force between macroscopic
bodies. The sensitivity of these experiments cru-
cially depends on the (pseudo)scalar nature of the
axion field, a matter of ultraviolet (UV) physics.

Within QCD the Vafa-Witten theorem [12] en-
sures that the axion vacuum expectation value

(VEV) relaxes on the ✓e↵ ⌘ hai /fa + ✓ = 0 min-
imum, where ✓ denotes the QCD topological term.
However, extra CP violation in the UV invalidate
the hypotheses of this theorem, and in general one
expects a minimum with ✓e↵ 6= 0. While the CKM
phase in the SM yields ✓e↵ ' 10�18 [13], too tiny to
be experimentally accessible, CPV phases from new
physics can saturate the neutron Electric Dipole Mo-
ment (nEDM) bound |✓e↵ | . 10�10.

Another remarkable consequences of a non-zero
✓e↵ is the generation of CPV scalar axion couplings
to nucleons, gaN , which is probed in axion-mediated
force experiments. In particular, given the nEDM
bound on ✓e↵ the scalar-pseudoscalar combination
(also known as monopole-dipole interaction) o↵ers
the best chance for detecting the QCD axion. Ad-
ditionally, the presence of a spin-dependent inter-
action allows to use Nuclear Magnetic Resonance
(NMR) to enhance the signal. This is the strat-
egy pursued by ARIADNE [14, 15] which aims at
probing the monopole-dipole force via a sample of
nucleon spins. A similar approach is pursued by
QUAX-gpgs [16, 17], using instead electron spins.
ARIADNE will probe |✓e↵ | . 10�10 for axion masses
1 . ma/µeV . 104, a range highly motivated by
DM.

path-integral measure positive definite 
only for a vector-like theory (e.g. QCD) 

does not apply to the SM !
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I. Introduction. In spite of its indisputable phenomenological success, the standard model (SM) remains
unsatisfactory as a theoretical construction: it does not explain unquestionable experimental facts like
dark matter (DM), neutrino masses, and the cosmological baryon asymmetry, and it contains fundamental
parameters with highly unnatural values, like the coe�cient µ

2 of the quadratic Higgs potential term,
the Yukawa couplings of the first family fermions he,u,d ⇠ 10�6

� 10�5 and the strong CP violating angle
✓ < 10�10. This last quantity is somewhat special: its value is stable with respect to higher order corrections
(unlike µ

2) and (unlike he,u,d) it evades explanations based on environmental selection [1]. Thus, seeking
explanations for the smallness of ✓ independently of other “small values” problems is theoretically motivated.
Di↵erently from most of the other SM problems, which can often be addressed with a large variety of
mechanisms, basically only three types of solutions to the strong CP problem exist. The simplest possibility,
a massless up-quark, is now ruled out [2, 3]. The so-called Nelson-Barr (NB) type models [4, 5] either require
a high degree of fine tuning, often comparable to setting ✓ <

⇠ 10�10 by hand, or additional rather elaborated
theoretical structures [6]. The Peccei-Quinn (PQ) solution [7–10] arguably stands on better theoretical
grounds, although it remains a challenge explaining through which mechanism the global U(1)PQ symmetry,
on which the solution relies (and that presumably arises as an accident) remains protected from explicit
breaking to the required level of accuracy [11–13].
Setting aside theoretical considerations, the issue if the PQ solution is the correct one could be set

experimentally by detecting the axion (in contrast, no similar unambiguous signature exist for NB models).
In order to focus axion searches, it is then very important to identify as well as possible the region of
parameter space where realistic axion models live. The vast majority of axion search techniques are sensitive
to the axion-photon coupling ga�� , which is linearly proportional to the inverse of the axion decay constant
fa. Since the axion mass ma has the same dependence, experimental exclusion limits, as well as theoretical
predictions for specific models, can be conveniently presented in the ma-ga�� plane. The commonly adopted
“axion band” corresponds roughly to ga�� ⇠ ma↵/(2⇡f⇡m⇡) ⇠ 10�10 (ma/eV)GeV�1 with a somewhat
arbitrary width, chosen to include representative models like those in Refs. [14–16]. In this Letter we put
forth a definition of a phenomenologically preferred axion window as the region encompassing hadronic axion
models which i) do not contain cosmologically dangerous strongly interacting relics; ii) do not induce Landau
poles below a scale ⇤LP close to the Planck scale mP . While all the cases we consider belong to the KSVZ
type of models [17, 18], the resulting window encompasses also the DFSZ axion [19, 20] and many of its
variants [15].

II. Hadronic axion models. The basic ingredient of any renormalizable axion model is a global U(1)PQ

symmetry. The associated Nöether current must have a color anomaly and, although not required for solving
the strong CP problem, in general it has also an electromagnetic anomaly:

@
µ
J
PQ

µ
=

N↵s

4⇡
G · G̃+

E↵

4⇡
F · F̃ , (39)
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2. ‘model-independent’ axion couplings to photons, nucleons, electrons, …
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the numerical values of the coe�cients C�, p, n, e can be determined via chiral Lagrangian
techniques, as well as inputs from Lattice QCD, and they are found to be [4–6]

C� = �1.92(4) , Cp = �0.47(3) , Cn = �0.02(3) , Ce = �7.8(2) ⇥ 10�6 log
 

fa

me

!
. (3)

However, being the description of the e↵ective operator in Eq. (1) valid only until energies
of the order of fa, the theory must be UV completed. Remarkably, the UV completion of the
axion e↵ective Lagrangian can drastically a↵ect the low-energy properties of the axion, and
hence the way to experimentally probe it.

There are basically two main ways in which this can happen, as depicted schematically
in the diagrams of Fig. (2).

Figure 2. Model-dependent axion couplings to photons and SM quarks and leptons.

In the left diagram of Fig. (2), the PQ-charged colored fermions responsible for generating
the aGG̃ operator can also lead to a direct QED-anomalous contribution to aFF̃, if the new
fermions they are charged under U(1)EM. Then the axion coupling to photons gets modified
into C� = E/N � 1.92(4), where E/N is a group theory factor which depends on the quantum
numbers of the fermions running in the loop (see e.g. Refs. [7, 8] for phenomenologically
motivated ranges of E/N).

The other possibility, depicted in the right diagram of Fig. (2), is that the axion interacts
directly with the Standard Model (SM) fermions, which are charged under the U(1)PQ. In this
case, the axion e↵ective interaction can be written as (keeping for the sake of illustration only
SM quarks)
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where J
µ
PQ is the conserved (up to anomalies) PQ current, depending on the U(1)PQ charges.

The latter are denoted by XQL, uR, dR
, which are diagonal (in general, non-universal) matrices.

After going to the mass basis: uL ! VuL
uL, etc., and using the relation fa = vPQ/(2N) between

the axion decay constant and the PQ-breaking order parameter, we can recast Eq. (4) as
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where mass eigenstates are denoted as  i = {ui, di} and we have introduced the vector1 and
axial couplings
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1The diagonal vector couplings do not contribute to on-shell physical processes, as it can be seen upon integrating
by parts and using the equations of motion.
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• Consequences of               

Axion properties [model-indep.]

UV completion can drastically affect low-energy axion properties !

3. EFT breaks down at energies of order fa
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Renormalizable UV Completion of SM Predicting Axion  

>  A singlet complex scalar field     featuring 
a global            symmetry is added to SM  

>  Symmetry is broken by vev 

§  Excitation of modulus:  

§  Excitation of angle: NGB 

>  Quarks (SM or extra) carry PQ charges                                           
such that            is anomalously broken 
due to gluonic triangle anomaly 
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I. Introduction. In spite of its indisputable phenomenological success, the standard model (SM) remains
unsatisfactory as a theoretical construction: it does not explain unquestionable experimental facts like
dark matter (DM), neutrino masses, and the cosmological baryon asymmetry, and it contains fundamental
parameters with highly unnatural values, like the coe�cient µ

2 of the quadratic Higgs potential term,
the Yukawa couplings of the first family fermions he,u,d ⇠ 10�6

� 10�5 and the strong CP violating angle
✓ < 10�10. This last quantity is somewhat special: its value is stable with respect to higher order corrections
(unlike µ

2) and (unlike he,u,d) it evades explanations based on environmental selection [1]. Thus, seeking
explanations for the smallness of ✓ independently of other “small values” problems is theoretically motivated.
Di↵erently from most of the other SM problems, which can often be addressed with a large variety of
mechanisms, basically only three types of solutions to the strong CP problem exist. The simplest possibility,
a massless up-quark, is now ruled out [2, 3]. The so-called Nelson-Barr (NB) type models [4, 5] either require
a high degree of fine tuning, often comparable to setting ✓ <

⇠ 10�10 by hand, or additional rather elaborated
theoretical structures [6]. The Peccei-Quinn (PQ) solution [7–10] arguably stands on better theoretical
grounds, although it remains a challenge explaining through which mechanism the global U(1)PQ symmetry,
on which the solution relies (and that presumably arises as an accident) remains protected from explicit
breaking to the required level of accuracy [11–13].
Setting aside theoretical considerations, the issue if the PQ solution is the correct one could be set

experimentally by detecting the axion (in contrast, no similar unambiguous signature exist for NB models).
In order to focus axion searches, it is then very important to identify as well as possible the region of
parameter space where realistic axion models live. The vast majority of axion search techniques are sensitive
to the axion-photon coupling ga�� , which is linearly proportional to the inverse of the axion decay constant
fa. Since the axion mass ma has the same dependence, experimental exclusion limits, as well as theoretical
predictions for specific models, can be conveniently presented in the ma-ga�� plane. The commonly adopted
“axion band” corresponds roughly to ga�� ⇠ ma↵/(2⇡f⇡m⇡) ⇠ 10�10 (ma/eV)GeV�1 with a somewhat
arbitrary width, chosen to include representative models like those in Refs. [14–16]. In this Letter we put
forth a definition of a phenomenologically preferred axion window as the region encompassing hadronic axion
models which i) do not contain cosmologically dangerous strongly interacting relics; ii) do not induce Landau
poles below a scale ⇤LP close to the Planck scale mP . While all the cases we consider belong to the KSVZ
type of models [17, 18], the resulting window encompasses also the DFSZ axion [19, 20] and many of its
variants [15].

II. Hadronic axion models. The basic ingredient of any renormalizable axion model is a global U(1)PQ
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Figure 17: Phenomenological summary of the axion-photon interactions. We show also the region accessible to CASPEr
electric in phase II, when it will be able to probe the model independent axion coupling to gluons. The hatched region next to
it represents the experimental uncertainty induced by the QCD error in the coupling. The region expected for hadronic axions
for certain ranges of E/N is shown in yellow. The relevance of these particular ranges for E/N is discussed in Section 5. For
completeness, we also show the position of the DFSZ I and DFSZ II axions. However, in the case of helioscope the figure does
not take into account the possible contribution of gae to the axion production. Refer to Fig. 16 for a more comprehensive
analysis of the DFSZ axion models.{fig_gag_parameter_space}

principle (see, e.g., [14] and references therein). A better strategy for axion detection consists in using NMR
techniques to detect the axion field sourced by a macroscopic object. This program will be carried out by
the ARIADNE experiment [454]. Interestingly, in the most optimistic scenario (largest allowed CP odd
couplings), ARIADNE is expected to have enough sensitivity to probe the ḡaNgan combination of couplings
down to values expected for the DFSZ axion [454, 455]. The forecasted sensitivity under these assumptions
is shown in Fig. 16. Standard KSVZ axions are not accessible to ARIADNE, since in that case the coupling
to neutrons is vanishingly small.

Somewhat similarly, QUAX-gpgs probes the gS
aN

gae combination. However, even in the most optimistic
case, the expected sensitivity is still far from the coupling region expected in the case of KSVZ or DFSZ
axions.

4.5. Summary of experimental constraints
In this section we summarize the experimental and astrophyscal bounds on the individual axion couplings.

Table 4 provides a quick reference to the major probes for each coupling. More details can be found in Fig. 17,
for what concerns the axion-photon coupling, Fig. 18 for the axion-electron coupling, and Fig. 19 for the
axion couplings to protons and neutrons. Notice that, in all cases, we are assuming that the axion solves
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sd

NA62

BELLE II

bsee, Nµe
<latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit>

��
<latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit>

IAXO

(for Ci = 1)
<latexit sha1_base64="WCy9UzCC0hcNzpHLjZFQZC3E1zI="></latexit>

?

natural axion 
DM window 
(misalignment)

107
<latexit sha1_base64="DuwpLINvK+mQQ2c7sIunI/BSLFQ=">AAACOnicZVDLTgIxFO34RHyBLt00EhJXZEZNcEl04xITeSSApNO5QEMfk7aDkgm/4FY/xh9x68649QMcYGJ43KTNyTk9N6fHDzkz1nU/nY3Nre2d3cxedv/g8Og4lz+pGxVpCjWquNJNnxjgTELNMsuhGWogwufQ8Id3U70xAm2Yko92HEJHkL5kPUaJnVKe+1Tu5gpuyZ0NXgdeCgoonWo37+B2oGgkQFrKiTEtzw1tJybaMsphkm1HBkJCh6QPrQRKIsB04lnYCS4mTIB7SidHWjxjlxzBiIUm9bzMTYt6TIQxY+EnmwSxA7OqTcl/rbgo+ooHK+Fs76YTMxlGFiSdZ+tFHFuFp2XhgGmglo8TQKhmyfcwHRBNqE0qzbYlPFMlBJFB3IbQTGY340pOkk691QbXQf2y5F2V3IfrQuU2bTeDztA5ukAeKqMKukdVVEMUDdArekPvzofz5Xw7P/OnG07qOUVL4/z+AQtAriE=</latexit>

109
<latexit sha1_base64="N4K0UHpRo9QCbVyHiPalVOQm7gs=">AAACOnicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEhckRk1UXdENy4xETABJJ3OBRr6mLQdlEz4Bbf6Mf6IW3fGrR/gABPD4yZtTs7puTk9fsiZsa776WTW1jc2t7LbuZ3dvf2DfOGwblSkKdSo4ko/+sQAZxJqllkOj6EGInwODX9wO9EbQ9CGKflgRyG0BelJ1mWU2AnluU/XnXzRLbvTwavAS0ERpVPtFBzcChSNBEhLOTGm6bmhbcdEW0Y5jHOtyEBI6ID0oJlASQSYdjwNO8alhAlwV+nkSIun7IIjGLLQpJ6XmWlej4kwZiT8ZJMgtm+WtQn5r5XmRV/xYCmc7V61YybDyIKks2zdiGOr8KQsHDAN1PJRAgjVLPkepn2iCbVJpbmWhGeqhCAyiFsQmvH0ZlzJcdKpt9zgKqiflb3zsnt/UazcpO1m0TE6QafIQ5eogu5QFdUQRX30it7Qu/PhfDnfzs/sacZJPUdoYZzfPw7mriM=</latexit>

1011
<latexit sha1_base64="WK//ttix5YxkvjiXmxKEuRLQQII=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEhckRk10SXRjUtM5JEAkk7nAg19TNoOSiZ8hFv9GL/DD3Bn3Lp1gInhcZM2J+f03JweP+TMWNf9dDIbm1vbO9nd3N7+weFRvnBcNyrSFGpUcaWbPjHAmYSaZZZDM9RAhM+h4Q/vpnpjBNowJR/tOISOIH3JeowSm1ANz32KPW/SzRfdsjsbvA68FBRROtVuwcHtQNFIgLSUE2NanhvaTky0ZZTDJNeODISEDkkfWgmURIDpxLO8E1xKmAD3lE6OtHjGLjmCEQtN6nmZmxb1mAhjxsJPNgliB2ZVm5L/WmlR9BUPVsLZ3k0nZjKMLEg6z9aLOLYKT/vCAdNALR8ngFDNku9hOiCaUJu0mmtLeKZKCCKDuA2hmcxuxpWcduqtNrgO6hdl77LsPlwVK7dpu1l0is7QOfLQNaqge1RFNUTREL2iN/TufDhfzrfzM3+acVLPCVoa5/cPkimvYg==</latexit>

1013
<latexit sha1_base64="d5c7Lrs+0snWlzmm9VbnHxYhNiQ=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEhckRk10SXRjUtM5JEAkk7nAg19TNoOSiZ8hFv9GL/DD3Bn3Lp1gInhcZM2J+f03JweP+TMWNf9dDIbm1vbO9nd3N7+weFRvnBcNyrSFGpUcaWbPjHAmYSaZZZDM9RAhM+h4Q/vpnpjBNowJR/tOISOIH3JeowSm1ANz32KvctJN190y+5s8DrwUlBE6VS7BQe3A0UjAdJSToxpeW5oOzHRllEOk1w7MhASOiR9aCVQEgGmE8/yTnApYQLcUzo50uIZu+QIRiw0qedlblrUYyKMGQs/2SSIHZhVbUr+a6VF0Vc8WAlnezedmMkwsiDpPFsv4tgqPO0LB0wDtXycAEI1S76H6YBoQm3Saq4t4ZkqIYgM4jaEZjK7GVdy2qm32uA6qF+Uvcuy+3BVrNym7WbRKTpD58hD16iC7lEV1RBFQ/SK3tC78+F8Od/Oz/xpxkk9J2hpnN8/ldGvZA==</latexit>

1012
<latexit sha1_base64="7oW/MhkpzR15ZeIz4qFaxJyI2JI=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO34RHyBLt00EhJXZAZNdEl04xITeSSApNO5QEMfk7aDkgkf4VY/xu/wA9wZt24dYGJ43KTNyTk9N6fHDzkz1nU/nY3Nre2d3cxedv/g8Og4lz+pGxVpCjWquNJNnxjgTELNMsuhGWogwufQ8Id3U70xAm2Yko92HEJHkL5kPUaJTaiG5z7FXnnSzRXckjsbvA68FBRQOtVu3sHtQNFIgLSUE2NanhvaTky0ZZTDJNuODISEDkkfWgmURIDpxLO8E1xMmAD3lE6OtHjGLjmCEQtN6nmZmxb1mAhjxsJPNgliB2ZVm5L/WnFR9BUPVsLZ3k0nZjKMLEg6z9aLOLYKT/vCAdNALR8ngFDNku9hOiCaUJu0mm1LeKZKCCKDuA2hmcxuxpWcduqtNrgO6uWSd1lyH64Kldu03Qw6Q+foAnnoGlXQPaqiGqJoiF7RG3p3Ppwv59v5mT/dcFLPKVoa5/cPk/2vYw==</latexit>

1010
<latexit sha1_base64="LvijGwJtZDM8DYhXwpRUBnEkHJ0=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEhckRk10SXRjUtM5JEAkk7nAg19TNoOSiZ8hFv9GL/DD3Bn3Lp1gInhcZM2J+f03JweP+TMWNf9dDIbm1vbO9nd3N7+weFRvnBcNyrSFGpUcaWbPjHAmYSaZZZDM9RAhM+h4Q/vpnpjBNowJR/tOISOIH3JeowSm1ANz32KPXfSzRfdsjsbvA68FBRROtVuwcHtQNFIgLSUE2NanhvaTky0ZZTDJNeODISEDkkfWgmURIDpxLO8E1xKmAD3lE6OtHjGLjmCEQtN6nmZmxb1mAhjxsJPNgliB2ZVm5L/WmlR9BUPVsLZ3k0nZjKMLEg6z9aLOLYKT/vCAdNALR8ngFDNku9hOiCaUJu0mmtLeKZKCCKDuA2hmcxuxpWcduqtNrgO6hdl77LsPlwVK7dpu1l0is7QOfLQNaqge1RFNUTREL2iN/TufDhfzrfzM3+acVLPCVoa5/cPkFWvYQ==</latexit>

10�1
<latexit sha1_base64="zSOgbClef7xSVRHhn7qXtvPUZr0=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEjcSGbURJdENy4xETABJJ3OBRr6mLQdlEz4CLf6MX6HH+DOuHXrABPD4yZtTs7puTk9fsiZsa776WTW1jc2t7LbuZ3dvf2DfOGwblSkKdSo4ko/+sQAZxJqllkOj6EGInwODX9wO9EbQ9CGKflgRyG0BelJ1mWU2IRqeO5TfOaNO/miW3ang1eBl4IiSqfaKTi4FSgaCZCWcmJM03ND246JtoxyGOdakYGQ0AHpQTOBkggw7Xiad4xLCRPgrtLJkRZP2QVHMGShST0vM9O8HhNhzEj4ySZBbN8saxPyXyvNi77iwVI4271ux0yGkQVJZ9m6EcdW4UlfOGAaqOWjBBCqWfI9TPtEE2qTVnMtCc9UCUFkELcgNOPpzbiSk0695QZXQf287F2U3fvLYuUmbTeLjtEJOkUeukIVdIeqqIYoGqBX9IbenQ/ny/l2fmZPM07qOUIL4/z+AYrVr14=</latexit>

10�2
<latexit sha1_base64="NZNbncQ1nyj6ke9OWZz6yA/zjyY=">AAACPXicZVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wVJwY5mpgi5FNy4r2FawY8lkbjU0jyHJVMvQj3CrH+N3+AHuxK1bZ6aD1Hoh4XBOzuXkBBFnxrruu1NaWFxaXimvVtbWNza3qts7HaNiTaFNFVf6JiAGOJPQtsxyuIk0EBFw6AbDi0zvjkAbpuS1HUfgC3Iv2YBRYlOq67l3yWFz0q/W3IabD/4PvALUUDGt/raDe6GisQBpKSfG3HpuZP2EaMsoh0mlFxuICB2Se7hNoSQCjJ/keSe4njIhHiidHmlxzv5xhCMWmcLzNDXN6gkRxoxFkG4SxD6YeS0jf7X6rBgoHs6Fs4NTP2Eyii1IOs02iDm2Cmd94ZBpoJaPU0CoZun3MH0gmlCbtlrpSXikSggiw6QHkZnkN+NKZp168w3+B51mwztquFfHtbPzot0y2kP76AB56ASdoUvUQm1E0RA9oxf06rw5H86n8zV9WnIKzy76M873D4ypr18=</latexit>

10�3
<latexit sha1_base64="yKZQhvKFpLtpyB50jL3N/XqG+w8=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO34RHyBLt00EhI3khkx0SXRjUtMBEwASadz0YY+Jm0HJRM+wq1+jN/hB7gzbt06AxPD4yZtTs7puTk9fsiZsa776aysrq1vbOa28ts7u3v7heJB06hIU2hQxZW+94kBziQ0LLMc7kMNRPgcWv7gOtVbQ9CGKXlnRyF0BXmUrM8osQnV8tyH+LQ67hVKbsWdDF4GXgZKKJt6r+jgTqBoJEBayokxbc8NbTcm2jLKYZzvRAZCQgfkEdoJlESA6caTvGNcTpgA95VOjrR4ws45giELTeZ5mZpm9ZgIY0bCTzYJYp/MopaS/1p5VvQVDxbC2f5lN2YyjCxIOs3Wjzi2Cqd94YBpoJaPEkCoZsn3MH0imlCbtJrvSHimSggig7gDoRlPbsaVTDv1FhtcBs2ziletuLfnpdpV1m4OHaFjdII8dIFq6AbVUQNRNECv6A29Ox/Ol/Pt/EyfrjiZ5xDNjfP7B459r2A=</latexit>

10�4
<latexit sha1_base64="QZyB9gzAABxCaB2/05STlR02lGg=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO34RHyBLt00EhI3khkl0SXRjUtMBEwASadz0YY+Jm0HJRM+wq1+jN/hB7gzbt06AxPD4yZtTs7puTk9fsiZsa776aysrq1vbOa28ts7u3v7heJB06hIU2hQxZW+94kBziQ0LLMc7kMNRPgcWv7gOtVbQ9CGKXlnRyF0BXmUrM8osQnV8tyH+LQ67hVKbsWdDF4GXgZKKJt6r+jgTqBoJEBayokxbc8NbTcm2jLKYZzvRAZCQgfkEdoJlESA6caTvGNcTpgA95VOjrR4ws45giELTeZ5mZpm9ZgIY0bCTzYJYp/MopaS/1p5VvQVDxbC2f5lN2YyjCxIOs3Wjzi2Cqd94YBpoJaPEkCoZsn3MH0imlCbtJrvSHimSggig7gDoRlPbsaVTDv1FhtcBs2zindecW+rpdpV1m4OHaFjdII8dIFq6AbVUQNRNECv6A29Ox/Ol/Pt/EyfrjiZ5xDNjfP7B5BRr2E=</latexit>

10�5
<latexit sha1_base64="1dpDAvsaBIcVvxGgiT7DyDC+TGA=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEzcSGZ8RJdENy4xkUcCSDqdCzT0MWk7KJnwEW71Y/wOP8CdcevWASZG4CZtTs7puTk9fsiZsa774WRWVtfWN7Kbua3tnd29fGG/ZlSkKVSp4ko3fGKAMwlVyyyHRqiBCJ9D3R/cTvT6ELRhSj7YUQhtQXqSdRklNqHqnvsYn16OO/miW3Kng5eBl4IiSqfSKTi4FSgaCZCWcmJM03ND246JtoxyGOdakYGQ0AHpQTOBkggw7Xiad4yPEybAXaWTIy2esnOOYMhCk3qeZ6b/ekyEMSPhJ5sEsX2zqE3IP+34v+grHiyEs93rdsxkGFmQdJatG3FsFZ70hQOmgVo+SgChmiXfw7RPNKE2aTXXkvBElRBEBnELQjOe3owrOenUW2xwGdTOSt55yb2/KJZv0naz6BAdoRPkoStURneogqqIogF6Qa/ozXl3Pp0v53v2NOOkngM0N87PL5Ilr2I=</latexit>

10�6
<latexit sha1_base64="l4xIemh52gqxCqcqDkCiCfR4RCg=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEzcSGbUqEuiG5eYyCMBJJ3OBRr6mLQdlEz4CLf6MX6HH+DOuHXrABMjcJM2J+f03JweP+TMWNf9cDIrq2vrG9nN3Nb2zu5evrBfMyrSFKpUcaUbPjHAmYSqZZZDI9RAhM+h7g9uJ3p9CNowJR/sKIS2ID3JuowSm1B1z32MTy/HnXzRLbnTwcvAS0ERpVPpFBzcChSNBEhLOTGm6bmhbcdEW0Y5jHOtyEBI6ID0oJlASQSYdjzNO8bHCRPgrtLJkRZP2TlHMGShST3PM9N/PSbCmJHwk02C2L5Z1Cbkn3b8X/QVDxbC2e51O2YyjCxIOsvWjTi2Ck/6wgHTQC0fJYBQzZLvYdonmlCbtJprSXiiSggig7gFoRlPb8aVnHTqLTa4DGpnJe+85N5fFMs3abtZdIiO0Any0BUqoztUQVVE0QC9oFf05rw7n86X8z17mnFSzwGaG+fnF5P5r2M=</latexit>

10�7
<latexit sha1_base64="UK5ODTW7gSBwG3LjeX993I3/G0M=">AAACPXicZVDLSgMxFM3Ud33r0k2wCG4sMyroUnTjUsHagjNKJnOnDc1jSDJqGfoRbvVj/A4/wJ24dWs6HUTrhYTDOTmXkxNnnBnr+29ebWp6ZnZufqG+uLS8srq2vnFtVK4ptKjiSndiYoAzCS3LLIdOpoGImEM77p+N9PY9aMOUvLKDDCJBupKljBLrqHbg3xZ7R8O7tYbf9MvB/0FQgQaq5uJu3cNhomguQFrKiTE3gZ/ZqCDaMsphWA9zAxmhfdKFGwclEWCiosw7xDuOSXCqtDvS4pL940juWWYqz+PY9FsviDBmIGK3SRDbM5PaiPzRdn6LseLJRDibHkcFk1luQdJxtjTn2Co86gsnTAO1fOAAoZq572HaI5pQ61qthxIeqBKCyKQIITPD8mZcyVGnwWSD/8H1fjM4aPqXh42T06rdebSFttEuCtAROkHn6AK1EEV99ISe0Yv36r17H97n+GnNqzyb6M94X9+Vza9k</latexit>

1
<latexit sha1_base64="6j36pgx9eVJyypX5bmB5udOeLyk=">AAACN3icZVDLSgMxFE18W9+6dBMsgqsyo4IuRTcuLdgHtEPJZG41mMeQZNQy9Avc6sf4Ka7ciVv/wHQ6SG0vJBzOybmcnDgV3Log+MBz8wuLS8srq5W19Y3Nre2d3abVmWHQYFpo046pBcEVNBx3AtqpASpjAa344Wqktx7BWK7VrRukEEl6p3ifM+o8VQ9729WgFhRDZkFYgioq56a3g0k30SyToBwT1NpOGKQuyqlxnAkYVrqZhZSyB3oHHQ8VlWCjvEg6JIeeSUhfG3+UIwX7z5E88tSWnuexaVLPqbR2IGO/SVJ3b6e1EfmnHU6KsRbJVDjXP49yrtLMgWLjbP1MEKfJqCmScAPMiYEHlBnuv0fYPTWUOd9npavgiWkpqUryLqR2WNxcaDX0nYbTDc6C5nEtPKkF9dPqxWXZ7graRwfoCIXoDF2ga3SDGoghQC/oFb3hd/yJv/D3+OkcLj176N/gn18y060+</latexit>

108
<latexit sha1_base64="N2A6lpL52DxkWGR//yMSkEXdYSE=">AAACOnicZVDLTgIxFO34RHyBLt00EhJXZEZNZEl04xITeSSApNO5QEMfk7aDkgm/4FY/xh9x68649QMcYGJ43KTNyTk9N6fHDzkz1nU/nY3Nre2d3cxedv/g8Og4lz+pGxVpCjWquNJNnxjgTELNMsuhGWogwufQ8Id3U70xAm2Yko92HEJHkL5kPUaJnVKe+1Tu5gpuyZ0NXgdeCgoonWo37+B2oGgkQFrKiTEtzw1tJybaMsphkm1HBkJCh6QPrQRKIsB04lnYCS4mTIB7SidHWjxjlxzBiIUm9bzMTYt6TIQxY+EnmwSxA7OqTcl/rbgo+ooHK+Fsr9yJmQwjC5LOs/Uijq3C07JwwDRQy8cJIFSz5HuYDogm1CaVZtsSnqkSgsggbkNoJrObcSUnSafeaoProH5Z8q5K7sN1oXKbtptBZ+gcXSAP3aAKukdVVEMUDdArekPvzofz5Xw7P/OnG07qOUVL4/z+AQ0TriI=</latexit>

[Robert Ziegler, La Thuile’19]

Flavored Axions

A summary plot of the most relevant constraints1 discussed so far is shown in Fig. 1, which
shows the upper bound on the axion mass from various processes by setting the respective di-
mensionless couplings Ci = {Cg ,Ce,CN ,CV

sd ,C
V
bs} to 1. Also shown is the region where the axion

can naturally account for the present Dark Matter abundance through the misalignment mecha-
nism [5, 6, 7].

Present and Future Constraints
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fa[GeV]
<latexit sha1_base64="3MSB03yWkwNwzKIXhSCuGYvEYYU=">AAACCnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPXRqEs3g0VwVRIRdFl0ocsK9gFtCJPJpB06jzAzEUrIH/gHbvUH3Ilbf8K9H+K0zcK2HrhwOOdezuVEKaPaeN63s7a+sbm1Xdmp7u7tH9Tcw6OOlpnCpI0lk6oXIU0YFaRtqGGklyqCeMRINxrfTv3uE1GaSvFoJikJOBoKmlCMjJVCt5aECPbzgeLwjnSKIHTrXsObAa4SvyR1UKIVuj+DWOKME2EwQ1r3fS81QY6UoZiRojrINEkRHqMh6VsqECc6yGePF/DMKjFMpLIjDJypfy9yxLWe8MhucmRGetmbiv95/cwk10FORZoZIvA8KMkYNBJOW4AxVQQbNrEEYUXtrxCPkELY2K4WUqJIsriwtfjLJaySzkXD9xr+w2W9eVMWVAEn4BScAx9cgSa4By3QBhhk4AW8gjfn2Xl3PpzP+eqaU94cgwU4X78KyZpw</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="3MSB03yWkwNwzKIXhSCuGYvEYYU=">AAACCnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPXRqEs3g0VwVRIRdFl0ocsK9gFtCJPJpB06jzAzEUrIH/gHbvUH3Ilbf8K9H+K0zcK2HrhwOOdezuVEKaPaeN63s7a+sbm1Xdmp7u7tH9Tcw6OOlpnCpI0lk6oXIU0YFaRtqGGklyqCeMRINxrfTv3uE1GaSvFoJikJOBoKmlCMjJVCt5aECPbzgeLwjnSKIHTrXsObAa4SvyR1UKIVuj+DWOKME2EwQ1r3fS81QY6UoZiRojrINEkRHqMh6VsqECc6yGePF/DMKjFMpLIjDJypfy9yxLWe8MhucmRGetmbiv95/cwk10FORZoZIvA8KMkYNBJOW4AxVQQbNrEEYUXtrxCPkELY2K4WUqJIsriwtfjLJaySzkXD9xr+w2W9eVMWVAEn4BScAx9cgSa4By3QBhhk4AW8gjfn2Xl3PpzP+eqaU94cgwU4X78KyZpw</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="3MSB03yWkwNwzKIXhSCuGYvEYYU=">AAACCnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPXRqEs3g0VwVRIRdFl0ocsK9gFtCJPJpB06jzAzEUrIH/gHbvUH3Ilbf8K9H+K0zcK2HrhwOOdezuVEKaPaeN63s7a+sbm1Xdmp7u7tH9Tcw6OOlpnCpI0lk6oXIU0YFaRtqGGklyqCeMRINxrfTv3uE1GaSvFoJikJOBoKmlCMjJVCt5aECPbzgeLwjnSKIHTrXsObAa4SvyR1UKIVuj+DWOKME2EwQ1r3fS81QY6UoZiRojrINEkRHqMh6VsqECc6yGePF/DMKjFMpLIjDJypfy9yxLWe8MhucmRGetmbiv95/cwk10FORZoZIvA8KMkYNBJOW4AxVQQbNrEEYUXtrxCPkELY2K4WUqJIsriwtfjLJaySzkXD9xr+w2W9eVMWVAEn4BScAx9cgSa4By3QBhhk4AW8gjfn2Xl3PpzP+eqaU94cgwU4X78KyZpw</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="3MSB03yWkwNwzKIXhSCuGYvEYYU=">AAACCnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPXRqEs3g0VwVRIRdFl0ocsK9gFtCJPJpB06jzAzEUrIH/gHbvUH3Ilbf8K9H+K0zcK2HrhwOOdezuVEKaPaeN63s7a+sbm1Xdmp7u7tH9Tcw6OOlpnCpI0lk6oXIU0YFaRtqGGklyqCeMRINxrfTv3uE1GaSvFoJikJOBoKmlCMjJVCt5aECPbzgeLwjnSKIHTrXsObAa4SvyR1UKIVuj+DWOKME2EwQ1r3fS81QY6UoZiRojrINEkRHqMh6VsqECc6yGePF/DMKjFMpLIjDJypfy9yxLWe8MhucmRGetmbiv95/cwk10FORZoZIvA8KMkYNBJOW4AxVQQbNrEEYUXtrxCPkELY2K4WUqJIsriwtfjLJaySzkXD9xr+w2W9eVMWVAEn4BScAx9cgSa4By3QBhhk4AW8gjfn2Xl3PpzP+eqaU94cgwU4X78KyZpw</latexit>

ma[eV]
<latexit sha1_base64="FvxOEv6X+vHuQZ5rFX6we1SumdI=">AAACB3icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi6LLoxmUF+4A0lslk0g6dmYSZiVBCP8A/cKs/4E7c+hnu/RCnbRa29cCFwzn3ci4nTDnTxnW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxq6yRThLZIwhPVDbGmnEnaMsxw2k0VxSLktBOObqd+54kqzRL5YMYpDQQeSBYzgo2VHkUfIz/vKYFoexL0qzW37s6AVolXkBoUaParP70oIZmg0hCOtfY9NzVBjpVhhNNJpZdpmmIywgPqWyqxoDrIZ19P0JlVIhQnyo40aKb+vcix0HosQrspsBnqZW8q/uf5mYmvg5zJNDNUknlQnHFkEjStAEVMUWL42BJMFLO/IjLEChNji1pICcOERxNbi7dcwippX9Q9t+7dX9YaN0VBZTiBUzgHD66gAXfQhBYQUPACr/DmPDvvzofzOV8tOcXNMSzA+foFAg+Z9Q==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FvxOEv6X+vHuQZ5rFX6we1SumdI=">AAACB3icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi6LLoxmUF+4A0lslk0g6dmYSZiVBCP8A/cKs/4E7c+hnu/RCnbRa29cCFwzn3ci4nTDnTxnW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxq6yRThLZIwhPVDbGmnEnaMsxw2k0VxSLktBOObqd+54kqzRL5YMYpDQQeSBYzgo2VHkUfIz/vKYFoexL0qzW37s6AVolXkBoUaParP70oIZmg0hCOtfY9NzVBjpVhhNNJpZdpmmIywgPqWyqxoDrIZ19P0JlVIhQnyo40aKb+vcix0HosQrspsBnqZW8q/uf5mYmvg5zJNDNUknlQnHFkEjStAEVMUWL42BJMFLO/IjLEChNji1pICcOERxNbi7dcwippX9Q9t+7dX9YaN0VBZTiBUzgHD66gAXfQhBYQUPACr/DmPDvvzofzOV8tOcXNMSzA+foFAg+Z9Q==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FvxOEv6X+vHuQZ5rFX6we1SumdI=">AAACB3icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi6LLoxmUF+4A0lslk0g6dmYSZiVBCP8A/cKs/4E7c+hnu/RCnbRa29cCFwzn3ci4nTDnTxnW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxq6yRThLZIwhPVDbGmnEnaMsxw2k0VxSLktBOObqd+54kqzRL5YMYpDQQeSBYzgo2VHkUfIz/vKYFoexL0qzW37s6AVolXkBoUaParP70oIZmg0hCOtfY9NzVBjpVhhNNJpZdpmmIywgPqWyqxoDrIZ19P0JlVIhQnyo40aKb+vcix0HosQrspsBnqZW8q/uf5mYmvg5zJNDNUknlQnHFkEjStAEVMUWL42BJMFLO/IjLEChNji1pICcOERxNbi7dcwippX9Q9t+7dX9YaN0VBZTiBUzgHD66gAXfQhBYQUPACr/DmPDvvzofzOV8tOcXNMSzA+foFAg+Z9Q==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FvxOEv6X+vHuQZ5rFX6we1SumdI=">AAACB3icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi6LLoxmUF+4A0lslk0g6dmYSZiVBCP8A/cKs/4E7c+hnu/RCnbRa29cCFwzn3ci4nTDnTxnW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxq6yRThLZIwhPVDbGmnEnaMsxw2k0VxSLktBOObqd+54kqzRL5YMYpDQQeSBYzgo2VHkUfIz/vKYFoexL0qzW37s6AVolXkBoUaParP70oIZmg0hCOtfY9NzVBjpVhhNNJpZdpmmIywgPqWyqxoDrIZ19P0JlVIhQnyo40aKb+vcix0HosQrspsBnqZW8q/uf5mYmvg5zJNDNUknlQnHFkEjStAEVMUWL42BJMFLO/IjLEChNji1pICcOERxNbi7dcwippX9Q9t+7dX9YaN0VBZTiBUzgHD66gAXfQhBYQUPACr/DmPDvvzofzOV8tOcXNMSzA+foFAg+Z9Q==</latexit>

sd

NA62

BELLE II

bsee, Nµe
<latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit>

��
<latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit>

IAXO

(for Ci = 1)
<latexit sha1_base64="WCy9UzCC0hcNzpHLjZFQZC3E1zI="></latexit>

?

natural axion 
DM window 
(misalignment)
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<latexit sha1_base64="l4xIemh52gqxCqcqDkCiCfR4RCg=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEzcSGbUqEuiG5eYyCMBJJ3OBRr6mLQdlEz4CLf6MX6HH+DOuHXrABMjcJM2J+f03JweP+TMWNf9cDIrq2vrG9nN3Nb2zu5evrBfMyrSFKpUcaUbPjHAmYSqZZZDI9RAhM+h7g9uJ3p9CNowJR/sKIS2ID3JuowSm1B1z32MTy/HnXzRLbnTwcvAS0ERpVPpFBzcChSNBEhLOTGm6bmhbcdEW0Y5jHOtyEBI6ID0oJlASQSYdjzNO8bHCRPgrtLJkRZP2TlHMGShST3PM9N/PSbCmJHwk02C2L5Z1Cbkn3b8X/QVDxbC2e51O2YyjCxIOsvWjTi2Ck/6wgHTQC0fJYBQzZLvYdonmlCbtJprSXiiSggig7gFoRlPb8aVnHTqLTa4DGpnJe+85N5fFMs3abtZdIiO0Any0BUqoztUQVVE0QC9oFf05rw7n86X8z17mnFSzwGaG+fnF5P5r2M=</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="UK5ODTW7gSBwG3LjeX993I3/G0M=">AAACPXicZVDLSgMxFM3Ud33r0k2wCG4sMyroUnTjUsHagjNKJnOnDc1jSDJqGfoRbvVj/A4/wJ24dWs6HUTrhYTDOTmXkxNnnBnr+29ebWp6ZnZufqG+uLS8srq2vnFtVK4ptKjiSndiYoAzCS3LLIdOpoGImEM77p+N9PY9aMOUvLKDDCJBupKljBLrqHbg3xZ7R8O7tYbf9MvB/0FQgQaq5uJu3cNhomguQFrKiTE3gZ/ZqCDaMsphWA9zAxmhfdKFGwclEWCiosw7xDuOSXCqtDvS4pL940juWWYqz+PY9FsviDBmIGK3SRDbM5PaiPzRdn6LseLJRDibHkcFk1luQdJxtjTn2Co86gsnTAO1fOAAoZq572HaI5pQ61qthxIeqBKCyKQIITPD8mZcyVGnwWSD/8H1fjM4aPqXh42T06rdebSFttEuCtAROkHn6AK1EEV99ISe0Yv36r17H97n+GnNqzyb6M94X9+Vza9k</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6j36pgx9eVJyypX5bmB5udOeLyk=">AAACN3icZVDLSgMxFE18W9+6dBMsgqsyo4IuRTcuLdgHtEPJZG41mMeQZNQy9Avc6sf4Ka7ciVv/wHQ6SG0vJBzOybmcnDgV3Log+MBz8wuLS8srq5W19Y3Nre2d3abVmWHQYFpo046pBcEVNBx3AtqpASpjAa344Wqktx7BWK7VrRukEEl6p3ifM+o8VQ9729WgFhRDZkFYgioq56a3g0k30SyToBwT1NpOGKQuyqlxnAkYVrqZhZSyB3oHHQ8VlWCjvEg6JIeeSUhfG3+UIwX7z5E88tSWnuexaVLPqbR2IGO/SVJ3b6e1EfmnHU6KsRbJVDjXP49yrtLMgWLjbP1MEKfJqCmScAPMiYEHlBnuv0fYPTWUOd9npavgiWkpqUryLqR2WNxcaDX0nYbTDc6C5nEtPKkF9dPqxWXZ7graRwfoCIXoDF2ga3SDGoghQC/oFb3hd/yJv/D3+OkcLj176N/gn18y060+</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="N2A6lpL52DxkWGR//yMSkEXdYSE=">AAACOnicZVDLTgIxFO34RHyBLt00EhJXZEZNZEl04xITeSSApNO5QEMfk7aDkgm/4FY/xh9x68649QMcYGJ43KTNyTk9N6fHDzkz1nU/nY3Nre2d3cxedv/g8Og4lz+pGxVpCjWquNJNnxjgTELNMsuhGWogwufQ8Id3U70xAm2Yko92HEJHkL5kPUaJnVKe+1Tu5gpuyZ0NXgdeCgoonWo37+B2oGgkQFrKiTEtzw1tJybaMsphkm1HBkJCh6QPrQRKIsB04lnYCS4mTIB7SidHWjxjlxzBiIUm9bzMTYt6TIQxY+EnmwSxA7OqTcl/rbgo+ooHK+Fsr9yJmQwjC5LOs/Uijq3C07JwwDRQy8cJIFSz5HuYDogm1CaVZtsSnqkSgsggbkNoJrObcSUnSafeaoProH5Z8q5K7sN1oXKbtptBZ+gcXSAP3aAKukdVVEMUDdArekPvzofz5Xw7P/OnG07qOUVL4/z+AQ0TriI=</latexit>

Figure 1: Sketch of present and future constraints on axion couplings for Ci = 1, see text for details.

From Fig. 1 it is clear that rare flavor-violating decays are very important to constrain flavor-
violating axion couplings to matter, and can compete with the stringent constraints on flavor-
diagonal couplings from astrophysics. In the case of s� d transitions, the present bounds on fa

from K ! p +a decays are actually about two orders of magnitude stronger, for equal sizes of the
respective dimensionless couplings. Most interestingly, these bounds are expected to be improved
in the very near future by various experiments such as NA62 and Belle II. Therefore precision
flavor experiments provide the exciting possibility to look for the QCD axion in a way that is
complementary to the usual searches with helio- and haloscopes.

3. Flavored Axions

In this section we investigate the expected size of flavour-violating axion couplings in UV
axion models. In general these couplings arise from the PQ current, which has to be rotated to the
fermion mass basis. In this basis, given by unitary rotations Vf defined by V †

fL
MfVfR = Mdiag

f , one
obtains

CV,A
fi f j

=
1

2N

⇣
V †

fR
XfRVfR ±V †

fL
XfLVfL

⌘

i j
, (3.1)

where XfL, fR denote the (flavor-diagonal) PQ charge matrices of left- and right-handed fermions.
Therefore flavor-violating couplings are present whenever SM fermions carry PQ charges that rep-
resent a new source of flavor violation beyond SM Yukawas, i.e. whenever PQ charges do not
commute with Yukawa matrices. In this case the off-diagonal couplings depend on the unitary ro-
tations that connect interaction and mass basis, and thus can be quantitatively predicted only in a
theory of flavor.

1Constraints on the remaining flavor-violating axion couplings to quarks and leptons can be found in Refs. [29, 30].
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ma[eV]
<latexit sha1_base64="FvxOEv6X+vHuQZ5rFX6we1SumdI=">AAACB3icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi6LLoxmUF+4A0lslk0g6dmYSZiVBCP8A/cKs/4E7c+hnu/RCnbRa29cCFwzn3ci4nTDnTxnW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxq6yRThLZIwhPVDbGmnEnaMsxw2k0VxSLktBOObqd+54kqzRL5YMYpDQQeSBYzgo2VHkUfIz/vKYFoexL0qzW37s6AVolXkBoUaParP70oIZmg0hCOtfY9NzVBjpVhhNNJpZdpmmIywgPqWyqxoDrIZ19P0JlVIhQnyo40aKb+vcix0HosQrspsBnqZW8q/uf5mYmvg5zJNDNUknlQnHFkEjStAEVMUWL42BJMFLO/IjLEChNji1pICcOERxNbi7dcwippX9Q9t+7dX9YaN0VBZTiBUzgHD66gAXfQhBYQUPACr/DmPDvvzofzOV8tOcXNMSzA+foFAg+Z9Q==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FvxOEv6X+vHuQZ5rFX6we1SumdI=">AAACB3icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi6LLoxmUF+4A0lslk0g6dmYSZiVBCP8A/cKs/4E7c+hnu/RCnbRa29cCFwzn3ci4nTDnTxnW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxq6yRThLZIwhPVDbGmnEnaMsxw2k0VxSLktBOObqd+54kqzRL5YMYpDQQeSBYzgo2VHkUfIz/vKYFoexL0qzW37s6AVolXkBoUaParP70oIZmg0hCOtfY9NzVBjpVhhNNJpZdpmmIywgPqWyqxoDrIZ19P0JlVIhQnyo40aKb+vcix0HosQrspsBnqZW8q/uf5mYmvg5zJNDNUknlQnHFkEjStAEVMUWL42BJMFLO/IjLEChNji1pICcOERxNbi7dcwippX9Q9t+7dX9YaN0VBZTiBUzgHD66gAXfQhBYQUPACr/DmPDvvzofzOV8tOcXNMSzA+foFAg+Z9Q==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FvxOEv6X+vHuQZ5rFX6we1SumdI=">AAACB3icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi6LLoxmUF+4A0lslk0g6dmYSZiVBCP8A/cKs/4E7c+hnu/RCnbRa29cCFwzn3ci4nTDnTxnW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxq6yRThLZIwhPVDbGmnEnaMsxw2k0VxSLktBOObqd+54kqzRL5YMYpDQQeSBYzgo2VHkUfIz/vKYFoexL0qzW37s6AVolXkBoUaParP70oIZmg0hCOtfY9NzVBjpVhhNNJpZdpmmIywgPqWyqxoDrIZ19P0JlVIhQnyo40aKb+vcix0HosQrspsBnqZW8q/uf5mYmvg5zJNDNUknlQnHFkEjStAEVMUWL42BJMFLO/IjLEChNji1pICcOERxNbi7dcwippX9Q9t+7dX9YaN0VBZTiBUzgHD66gAXfQhBYQUPACr/DmPDvvzofzOV8tOcXNMSzA+foFAg+Z9Q==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FvxOEv6X+vHuQZ5rFX6we1SumdI=">AAACB3icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi6LLoxmUF+4A0lslk0g6dmYSZiVBCP8A/cKs/4E7c+hnu/RCnbRa29cCFwzn3ci4nTDnTxnW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxq6yRThLZIwhPVDbGmnEnaMsxw2k0VxSLktBOObqd+54kqzRL5YMYpDQQeSBYzgo2VHkUfIz/vKYFoexL0qzW37s6AVolXkBoUaParP70oIZmg0hCOtfY9NzVBjpVhhNNJpZdpmmIywgPqWyqxoDrIZ19P0JlVIhQnyo40aKb+vcix0HosQrspsBnqZW8q/uf5mYmvg5zJNDNUknlQnHFkEjStAEVMUWL42BJMFLO/IjLEChNji1pICcOERxNbi7dcwippX9Q9t+7dX9YaN0VBZTiBUzgHD66gAXfQhBYQUPACr/DmPDvvzofzOV8tOcXNMSzA+foFAg+Z9Q==</latexit>

sd

NA62

BELLE II

bsee, Nµe
<latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yNb1dFoOJXSfo+g6YjFtfdIlH1A=">AAAB/nicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwFSa1NO2u6MZlBVMLbSiTyaQdOpOEmYlQQsE/cKs/4E7c+ivu/RCnD8GKHrhwOOde7r0nSDlTGqEPq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD486KskkoR5JeCK7AVaUs5h6mmlOu6mkWASc3gXjq5l/d0+lYkl8qycp9QUexixiBGsjeX2RQTooV5CN6o7rNiCya65z0XANcar1JmpCx0ZzVMAS7UH5sx8mJBM01oRjpXoOSrWfY6kZ4XRa6meKppiM8ZD2DI2xoMrP58dO4ZlRQhgl0lSs4Vz9OZFjodREBKZTYD1Sv72Z+JfXy3TU8HMWp5mmMVksijIOdQJnn8OQSUo0nxiCiWTmVkhGWGKiTT4rW4Ig4eHUxPL9O/yfdKq2Y7K6qVVal8uAiuAEnIJz4AAXtMA1aAMPEMDAI3gCz9aD9WK9Wm+L1oK1nDkGK7DevwDZFZah</latexit>

��
<latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xUXJCAA4+hXdXTlQVUCwCYlwwko=">AAACBnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXQ6b25a7oxmUF+4B2KJlM2oYmmTHJCGXo3j9wqz/gTtz6G+79ENOHYEUPhBzOuZd77wlizrRB6MNZWV1b39jMbGW3d3b39nMHh00dJYrQBol4pNoB1pQzSRuGGU7bsaJYBJy2gtHV1G/dU6VZJG/NOKa+wAPJ+oxgYyW/O8BCYDj/erk8cosXxUrJg8gtoLJXLVuCziulqgc9F82QBwvUe7nPbhiRRFBpCMdadzwUGz/FyjDC6STbTTSNMRnhAe1YKrGg2k9nS0/gqVVC2I+UfdLAmfqzI8VC67EIbKXAZqh/e1PxL6+TmH7VT5mME0MlmQ/qJxyaCE4TgCFTlBg+tgQTxeyukAyxwsTYnJamBEHEw4mN5ft2+D9pFlwPud5NMV+7XASUAcfgBJwBD1RADVyDOmgAAu7AI3gCz86D8+K8Om/z0hVn0XMEluC8fwH6RZoD</latexit>

IAXO

(for Ci = 1)
<latexit sha1_base64="WCy9UzCC0hcNzpHLjZFQZC3E1zI="></latexit>

?

natural axion 
DM window 
(misalignment)

107
<latexit sha1_base64="DuwpLINvK+mQQ2c7sIunI/BSLFQ=">AAACOnicZVDLTgIxFO34RHyBLt00EhJXZEZNcEl04xITeSSApNO5QEMfk7aDkgm/4FY/xh9x68649QMcYGJ43KTNyTk9N6fHDzkz1nU/nY3Nre2d3cxedv/g8Og4lz+pGxVpCjWquNJNnxjgTELNMsuhGWogwufQ8Id3U70xAm2Yko92HEJHkL5kPUaJnVKe+1Tu5gpuyZ0NXgdeCgoonWo37+B2oGgkQFrKiTEtzw1tJybaMsphkm1HBkJCh6QPrQRKIsB04lnYCS4mTIB7SidHWjxjlxzBiIUm9bzMTYt6TIQxY+EnmwSxA7OqTcl/rbgo+ooHK+Fs76YTMxlGFiSdZ+tFHFuFp2XhgGmglo8TQKhmyfcwHRBNqE0qzbYlPFMlBJFB3IbQTGY340pOkk691QbXQf2y5F2V3IfrQuU2bTeDztA5ukAeKqMKukdVVEMUDdArekPvzofz5Xw7P/OnG07qOUVL4/z+AQtAriE=</latexit>

109
<latexit sha1_base64="N4K0UHpRo9QCbVyHiPalVOQm7gs=">AAACOnicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEhckRk1UXdENy4xETABJJ3OBRr6mLQdlEz4Bbf6Mf6IW3fGrR/gABPD4yZtTs7puTk9fsiZsa776WTW1jc2t7LbuZ3dvf2DfOGwblSkKdSo4ko/+sQAZxJqllkOj6EGInwODX9wO9EbQ9CGKflgRyG0BelJ1mWU2AnluU/XnXzRLbvTwavAS0ERpVPtFBzcChSNBEhLOTGm6bmhbcdEW0Y5jHOtyEBI6ID0oJlASQSYdjwNO8alhAlwV+nkSIun7IIjGLLQpJ6XmWlej4kwZiT8ZJMgtm+WtQn5r5XmRV/xYCmc7V61YybDyIKks2zdiGOr8KQsHDAN1PJRAgjVLPkepn2iCbVJpbmWhGeqhCAyiFsQmvH0ZlzJcdKpt9zgKqiflb3zsnt/UazcpO1m0TE6QafIQ5eogu5QFdUQRX30it7Qu/PhfDnfzs/sacZJPUdoYZzfPw7mriM=</latexit>

1011
<latexit sha1_base64="WK//ttix5YxkvjiXmxKEuRLQQII=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEhckRk10SXRjUtM5JEAkk7nAg19TNoOSiZ8hFv9GL/DD3Bn3Lp1gInhcZM2J+f03JweP+TMWNf9dDIbm1vbO9nd3N7+weFRvnBcNyrSFGpUcaWbPjHAmYSaZZZDM9RAhM+h4Q/vpnpjBNowJR/tOISOIH3JeowSm1ANz32KPW/SzRfdsjsbvA68FBRROtVuwcHtQNFIgLSUE2NanhvaTky0ZZTDJNeODISEDkkfWgmURIDpxLO8E1xKmAD3lE6OtHjGLjmCEQtN6nmZmxb1mAhjxsJPNgliB2ZVm5L/WmlR9BUPVsLZ3k0nZjKMLEg6z9aLOLYKT/vCAdNALR8ngFDNku9hOiCaUJu0mmtLeKZKCCKDuA2hmcxuxpWcduqtNrgO6hdl77LsPlwVK7dpu1l0is7QOfLQNaqge1RFNUTREL2iN/TufDhfzrfzM3+acVLPCVoa5/cPkimvYg==</latexit>

1013
<latexit sha1_base64="d5c7Lrs+0snWlzmm9VbnHxYhNiQ=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEhckRk10SXRjUtM5JEAkk7nAg19TNoOSiZ8hFv9GL/DD3Bn3Lp1gInhcZM2J+f03JweP+TMWNf9dDIbm1vbO9nd3N7+weFRvnBcNyrSFGpUcaWbPjHAmYSaZZZDM9RAhM+h4Q/vpnpjBNowJR/tOISOIH3JeowSm1ANz32KvctJN190y+5s8DrwUlBE6VS7BQe3A0UjAdJSToxpeW5oOzHRllEOk1w7MhASOiR9aCVQEgGmE8/yTnApYQLcUzo50uIZu+QIRiw0qedlblrUYyKMGQs/2SSIHZhVbUr+a6VF0Vc8WAlnezedmMkwsiDpPFsv4tgqPO0LB0wDtXycAEI1S76H6YBoQm3Saq4t4ZkqIYgM4jaEZjK7GVdy2qm32uA6qF+Uvcuy+3BVrNym7WbRKTpD58hD16iC7lEV1RBFQ/SK3tC78+F8Od/Oz/xpxkk9J2hpnN8/ldGvZA==</latexit>

1012
<latexit sha1_base64="7oW/MhkpzR15ZeIz4qFaxJyI2JI=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO34RHyBLt00EhJXZAZNdEl04xITeSSApNO5QEMfk7aDkgkf4VY/xu/wA9wZt24dYGJ43KTNyTk9N6fHDzkz1nU/nY3Nre2d3cxedv/g8Og4lz+pGxVpCjWquNJNnxjgTELNMsuhGWogwufQ8Id3U70xAm2Yko92HEJHkL5kPUaJTaiG5z7FXnnSzRXckjsbvA68FBRQOtVu3sHtQNFIgLSUE2NanhvaTky0ZZTDJNuODISEDkkfWgmURIDpxLO8E1xMmAD3lE6OtHjGLjmCEQtN6nmZmxb1mAhjxsJPNgliB2ZVm5L/WnFR9BUPVsLZ3k0nZjKMLEg6z9aLOLYKT/vCAdNALR8ngFDNku9hOiCaUJu0mm1LeKZKCCKDuA2hmcxuxpWcduqtNrgO6uWSd1lyH64Kldu03Qw6Q+foAnnoGlXQPaqiGqJoiF7RG3p3Ppwv59v5mT/dcFLPKVoa5/cPk/2vYw==</latexit>

1010
<latexit sha1_base64="LvijGwJtZDM8DYhXwpRUBnEkHJ0=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEhckRk10SXRjUtM5JEAkk7nAg19TNoOSiZ8hFv9GL/DD3Bn3Lp1gInhcZM2J+f03JweP+TMWNf9dDIbm1vbO9nd3N7+weFRvnBcNyrSFGpUcaWbPjHAmYSaZZZDM9RAhM+h4Q/vpnpjBNowJR/tOISOIH3JeowSm1ANz32KPXfSzRfdsjsbvA68FBRROtVuwcHtQNFIgLSUE2NanhvaTky0ZZTDJNeODISEDkkfWgmURIDpxLO8E1xKmAD3lE6OtHjGLjmCEQtN6nmZmxb1mAhjxsJPNgliB2ZVm5L/WmlR9BUPVsLZ3k0nZjKMLEg6z9aLOLYKT/vCAdNALR8ngFDNku9hOiCaUJu0mmtLeKZKCCKDuA2hmcxuxpWcduqtNrgO6hdl77LsPlwVK7dpu1l0is7QOfLQNaqge1RFNUTREL2iN/TufDhfzrfzM3+acVLPCVoa5/cPkFWvYQ==</latexit>

10�1
<latexit sha1_base64="zSOgbClef7xSVRHhn7qXtvPUZr0=">AAACPXicZVDLTgIxFO3gC/EFunTTSEjcSGbURJdENy4xETABJJ3OBRr6mLQdlEz4CLf6MX6HH+DOuHXrABPD4yZtTs7puTk9fsiZsa776WTW1jc2t7LbuZ3dvf2DfOGwblSkKdSo4ko/+sQAZxJqllkOj6EGInwODX9wO9EbQ9CGKflgRyG0BelJ1mWU2IRqeO5TfOaNO/miW3ang1eBl4IiSqfaKTi4FSgaCZCWcmJM03ND246JtoxyGOdakYGQ0AHpQTOBkggw7Xiad4xLCRPgrtLJkRZP2QVHMGShST0vM9O8HhNhzEj4ySZBbN8saxPyXyvNi77iwVI4271ux0yGkQVJZ9m6EcdW4UlfOGAaqOWjBBCqWfI9TPtEE2qTVnMtCc9UCUFkELcgNOPpzbiSk0695QZXQf287F2U3fvLYuUmbTeLjtEJOkUeukIVdIeqqIYoGqBX9IbenQ/ny/l2fmZPM07qOUIL4/z+AYrVr14=</latexit>
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Axion properties [model-dep.]
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2.  Axion-SM fermions

 L. Di Luzio (INFN Padova) - The landscape of QCD axion models                                                 05/11



Axion properties [model-dep.]
3. CP-violating axions [Moody, Wilczek PRD30 (1984)]

2

cleons in terms of new sources of CP violation be-
yond the SM. This is done in the framework of the
baryon chiral Lagrangian that allows us to compute
all contributions of meson tadpoles and ✓e↵ at once,
as well as isospin-breaking e↵ects. In comparison to
previous works [11, 18–20], the contributions of the
pion tadpole induced by the QCD dipole operator
was estimated in [18] by naive dimensional analysis
and in [19] using current algebra techniques, while
isospin breaking was considered in [20] for ✓e↵ with-
out meson tadpoles. Our result is general and can be
systematically applied to any bosonic representation
of P and CP violating e↵ective operators induced in
extensions of the SM.

We detail our approach in the case of e↵ective
operators from RH currents, and then apply the re-
sults in the minimal Left-Right symmetric model
(LRSM) endowed with a PQ symmetry and P-parity
as LR symmetry. This is an extremely predictive
and motivated case for neutrino masses and addi-
tional CP violation, with an active collider physics
program [21]. We build on the approach detailed in
Ref. [22], which presented a study of the kaon CPV
observables ", "0 and the nEDM (dn) in minimal LR
scenarios. It was found there that the embedding
of a PQ symmetry relaxes the lower bound on the
LR scale just at the upper reach of the LHC. In this
work we show that the present search for the scalar
axion coupling to nucleons provides correlated and
complementary constraints, with a sensitivity to the
LR scale stronger than other CPV observables. Re-
markably, for a non-decoupled LR-scale we obtain

a lower-bound on the gaN coupling, thus setting a
target for present axion-mediated force experiments.

CPV axion couplings to matter. Including both
CP-conserving and CPV couplings, the axion e↵ec-
tive Lagrangian with matter fields (f = p, n, e) reads

Laf = Caf
@µa

2fa
f�

µ
�5f � gaf aff , (5)

where the first term can be rewritten in terms of
a pseudoscalar density as �gaf afi�5f , with gaf =
Cafmf/fa. For protons and neutrons the adimen-
sional axion coupling coe�cients are [23]

Cap = �0.47(3) + 0.88(3) cu � 0.39(2) cd �Ka (6)

Can = �0.02(3) + 0.88(3) cd � 0.39(2) cu �Ka , (7)

where Ka = 0.038(5) cs +0.012(5) cc +0.009(2) cb +
0.0035(4) ct, and where the (model-dependent)
axion couplings to quarks cq are defined via

the Lagrangian term cq
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2fa
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µ
�5q. The axion

mass and decay constant are related by ma =
5.691(51)
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1012 GeV/fa
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µeV [24, 25].

The origin of the CPV scalar couplings to nucle-
ons gaN (N = p, n) can be traced back to sources
of either PQ or CP violation. These generically
lead to a remnant ✓e↵ 6= 0 which induces CPV cou-
plings. One finds in the isospin limit of the matrix
element [11]
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where the 1/2 factor was missed in [11] (see also [20]). A shortcoming of Eq. (12) is that CPV
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from UV sources of CP-violation
e.g. 
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Università dell’Aquila, via Vetoio, I-67100, L’Aquila, Italy
4
INFN, Laboratori Nazionali del Gran Sasso, I-67100 Assergi (AQ), Italy

We compute the CP-violating (CPV) scalar axion coupling to nucleons in the framework of baryon
chiral perturbation theory and we apply the results to the case of left-right symmetry. The correlated
constraints with other CPV observables show that the predicted axion nucleon coupling is within
the reach of present axion-mediated force experiments for MWR up to 1000 TeV.

1

2

a
2

f2
a

D
GG̃,GG̃

E

| {z }
�

+
a

fa

D
GG̃,OCPV

E

| {z }
�0

(1)

hai

fa
= �

�
0

�
(2)

Introduction. The axion experimental program
has received an impressive boost in the last decade.
Novel detection strategies, bridging distant areas of
physics, promise to open for exploration the param-
eter space of the QCD axion in the not-so-far fu-
ture, possibly addressing the issue of strong CP vi-
olation in the Standard Model (SM) via the Peccei-
Quinn (PQ) mechanism [1–4] and the Dark Matter
(DM) puzzle [5–7] (for updated reviews, see [8–10]).
Standard axion searches often rely on highly model-
dependent axion production mechanisms, as in the
case of relic axions (haloscopes) or to a less extent
solar axions (helioscopes); while traditional optical
setups in which the axion is produced in the lab
are still far from probing the standard QCD ax-
ion. A di↵erent experimental approach, as old as
the axion itself [3], consists in searching for axion-
mediated macroscopic forces [11]. Given the typical
axion Compton wavelength �a ⇠ 2 cm (10µeV/ma),
an even tiny scalar axion coupling to matter may
coherently enhance the force between macroscopic
bodies. The sensitivity of these experiments cru-
cially depends on the (pseudo)scalar nature of the
axion field, a matter of ultraviolet (UV) physics.

Within QCD the Vafa-Witten theorem [12] en-
sures that the axion vacuum expectation value
(VEV) relaxes on the ✓e↵ ⌘ hai /fa + ✓ = 0 min-
imum, where ✓ denotes the QCD topological term.
However, extra CP violation in the UV invalidate
the hypotheses of this theorem, and in general one
expects a minimum with ✓e↵ 6= 0. While the CKM
phase in the SM yields ✓e↵ ' 10�18 [13], too tiny to

be experimentally accessible, CPV phases from new
physics can saturate the neutron Electric Dipole Mo-
ment (nEDM) bound |✓e↵ | . 10�10.

Another remarkable consequences of a non-zero
✓e↵ is the generation of CPV scalar axion couplings
to nucleons, gaN , which is probed in axion-mediated
force experiments. In particular, given the nEDM
bound on ✓e↵ the scalar-pseudoscalar combination
(also known as monopole-dipole interaction) o↵ers
the best chance for detecting the QCD axion. Ad-
ditionally, the presence of a spin-dependent inter-
action allows to use Nuclear Magnetic Resonance
(NMR) to enhance the signal. This is the strat-
egy pursued by ARIADNE [14, 15] which aims at
probing the monopole-dipole force via a sample of
nucleon spins. A similar approach is pursued by
QUAX-gpgs [16, 17], using instead electron spins.
ARIADNE will probe |✓e↵ | . 10�10 for axion masses
1 . ma/µeV . 104, a range highly motivated by
DM.

In this Letter, we provide a coherent framework
for computing the CPV scalar axion coupling to nu-
cleons in terms of new sources of CP violation be-
yond the SM. This is done in the framework of the
baryon chiral Lagrangian that allows us to compute
all contributions of meson tadpoles and ✓e↵ at once,
as well as isospin-breaking e↵ects. In comparison to
previous works [11, 18–20], the contributions of the
pion tadpole induced by the QCD dipole operator
was estimated in [18] by naive dimensional analysis
and in [19] using current algebra techniques, while
isospin breaking was considered in [20] for ✓e↵ with-
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Axion properties [model-dep.]
3. CP-violating axions [Moody, Wilczek PRD30 (1984)]

2

cleons in terms of new sources of CP violation be-
yond the SM. This is done in the framework of the
baryon chiral Lagrangian that allows us to compute
all contributions of meson tadpoles and ✓e↵ at once,
as well as isospin-breaking e↵ects. In comparison to
previous works [11, 18–20], the contributions of the
pion tadpole induced by the QCD dipole operator
was estimated in [18] by naive dimensional analysis
and in [19] using current algebra techniques, while
isospin breaking was considered in [20] for ✓e↵ with-
out meson tadpoles. Our result is general and can be
systematically applied to any bosonic representation
of P and CP violating e↵ective operators induced in
extensions of the SM.

We detail our approach in the case of e↵ective
operators from RH currents, and then apply the re-
sults in the minimal Left-Right symmetric model
(LRSM) endowed with a PQ symmetry and P-parity
as LR symmetry. This is an extremely predictive
and motivated case for neutrino masses and addi-
tional CP violation, with an active collider physics
program [21]. We build on the approach detailed in
Ref. [22], which presented a study of the kaon CPV
observables ", "0 and the nEDM (dn) in minimal LR
scenarios. It was found there that the embedding
of a PQ symmetry relaxes the lower bound on the
LR scale just at the upper reach of the LHC. In this
work we show that the present search for the scalar
axion coupling to nucleons provides correlated and
complementary constraints, with a sensitivity to the
LR scale stronger than other CPV observables. Re-
markably, for a non-decoupled LR-scale we obtain

a lower-bound on the gaN coupling, thus setting a
target for present axion-mediated force experiments.

CPV axion couplings to matter. Including both
CP-conserving and CPV couplings, the axion e↵ec-
tive Lagrangian with matter fields (f = p, n, e) reads

Laf = Caf
@µa

2fa
f�

µ
�5f � gaf aff , (5)

where the first term can be rewritten in terms of
a pseudoscalar density as �gaf afi�5f , with gaf =
Cafmf/fa. For protons and neutrons the adimen-
sional axion coupling coe�cients are [23]

Cap = �0.47(3) + 0.88(3) cu � 0.39(2) cd �Ka (6)

Can = �0.02(3) + 0.88(3) cd � 0.39(2) cu �Ka , (7)

where Ka = 0.038(5) cs +0.012(5) cc +0.009(2) cb +
0.0035(4) ct, and where the (model-dependent)
axion couplings to quarks cq are defined via

the Lagrangian term cq
@µa
2fa

q�
µ
�5q. The axion

mass and decay constant are related by ma =
5.691(51)

�
1012 GeV/fa

�
µeV [24, 25].

The origin of the CPV scalar couplings to nucle-
ons gaN (N = p, n) can be traced back to sources
of either PQ or CP violation. These generically
lead to a remnant ✓e↵ 6= 0 which induces CPV cou-
plings. One finds in the isospin limit of the matrix
element [11]
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where the 1/2 factor was missed in [11] (see also [20]). A shortcoming of Eq. (12) is that CPV
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from UV sources of CP-violation
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couple to quarks only through a T-conserving pseudosca-
lar vertex:
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FIG. 1. Graphs for the potentials of Eqs. (4), (5), and (6). (a)
(Monopole), (b) monopole-dipole, (c) (dipole).

Spero et a/. performed a Cavendish experiment to test
deviations from the Newtonian 1/r potential over the dis-
tance range 2 to 5 cm. Their experiment established an
upper bound for additional Yukawa-type interactions
given by

V(r) =- 6m ~m2 (1+ac ' );—r/A.
r

at their scale of greatest sensitivity A, -3 cm, a was found
to be less than 10 . Since the dimensionless coupling
constant for the gravitational interaction between two nu-
cleons is (mz/mp~) =10, we see that any anomalous
Yukawa coupling at a scale of 3 cm must have a dimen-
sional magnitude of 10 ' or smaller.
The measured g factor of the electron provides a limit

on nonelectromagnetic electron spin-spin interactions.
Since the experimental findings agree with the predictions
of QED to eight digits for experiments using ferromag-
nets, we get a limit for any nonelectromagnetic spin-spin
coupling at a scale of 1 cm of 10 Xa(A,,/1 cm)
=10 ', where A,, is the electron Cornpton wavelength

1and cx:
A limit on photon spin-spin tensor interactions is pro-

vided by Ramsey, based upon studies of the hydrogen
molecule. Ramsey finds that any nonmagnetic interac-
tion must be 4&10 " smaller than that between proton
magnetic moments. Extrapolated to a distance of 1 cm,
this establishes an upper limit on the dimensionless cou-
pling for an r tensor force of 10
Of these various limits, only the anomalous (mono-

pole) interaction limit of 10 ' obtained by Spero et al.
comes close to testing the range of possible strengths for
axion-mediated forces. Furthermore, we know of no obvi-
ous experimental limit on the macroscopic P- and T-
violating monopole-dipole interaction. Thus, the oppor-
tunity is ripe for pushing past known limits and perhaps
finding something new. We shall shortly discuss some ex-
periments which may do so.
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Under a Peccei-Quinn transformation,
—ig/2 i g/2mq~mqe, ql. ~e qL, , qR~e qg,

the phase of the 't Hooft vertex varies as
r

arg g k, gg
q

hence, e' becomes e' + "', where N = number of quark
flavors. Similarly, under chiral U(1),

and the 't Hooft vertex changes as e'e~e'e+ '. Thus, a
combined Peccei-Quinn and chiral U(1) transformation
with v= —q leaves 0 invariant.
To calculate the mass of the axion, we imagine per-

forming a Peccei-Quinn transformation; this leaves the
quark mass terms unchanged, but changes 0 to 0+60.
We now undo this change of 0 by reabsorbing b,8 into the
quark mass sector by the combined chiral SU(N))&U(1)
transformation which minimizes the energy. This gives

where F is the scale of Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking.
However, a pure Peccei-Quinn transformation changes

the phase multiplying the 't Hooft vertex. It is energeti-
cally unfavorable to change this phase (which requires en-
ergies of the order of the mass of the g'), so the Peccei-
Quinn transformation is compensated for by a combined
chiral U(1) and chiral SU(N) transformation which leaves
the phase invariant and minimizes the energy. Since the
quark masses are not zero, these combined (Peccei-
Quinn) [U(1)q ] [SU(X)~ j transformations cost energy,
and the axion acquires a small mass. If, in addition, the
effective 8 parameter Hcff is not zero, the axion will also
couple to the quarks with T-violating scalar vertices.
To see how this all works, consider the quark-mass and

T-violating sectors,

AXIONS H „=m„uu cosh'„+ m~dd coshO~+ . (10)

A particularly well-motivated proposal for a very light
spin-0 boson is the axion. It arises in models to explain
the smallness of a potentially large P- and T-violating
coupling in QCD.
The axion is the quasi-Nambu-Goldstone boson of a

spontaneously broken Peccei-Quinn quasisymmetry. If
the Peccei-Quinn symmetry were not broken by the
t Hooft vertex associated with fermion emission in in-
stanton fields, the axion would be massless and would

i&q

mj

subject to the constraint 40„+40~+48, +.. . =60.
Since the quark bilinears acquire the vacuum expectation
value (uu)=(dd)= . =V&0, the minimum is found
to be at

monopole-dipole dipole-dipole
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Axion properties [model-dep.]
3. CP-violating axions [Moody, Wilczek PRD30 (1984)]

2

cleons in terms of new sources of CP violation be-
yond the SM. This is done in the framework of the
baryon chiral Lagrangian that allows us to compute
all contributions of meson tadpoles and ✓e↵ at once,
as well as isospin-breaking e↵ects. In comparison to
previous works [11, 18–20], the contributions of the
pion tadpole induced by the QCD dipole operator
was estimated in [18] by naive dimensional analysis
and in [19] using current algebra techniques, while
isospin breaking was considered in [20] for ✓e↵ with-
out meson tadpoles. Our result is general and can be
systematically applied to any bosonic representation
of P and CP violating e↵ective operators induced in
extensions of the SM.

We detail our approach in the case of e↵ective
operators from RH currents, and then apply the re-
sults in the minimal Left-Right symmetric model
(LRSM) endowed with a PQ symmetry and P-parity
as LR symmetry. This is an extremely predictive
and motivated case for neutrino masses and addi-
tional CP violation, with an active collider physics
program [21]. We build on the approach detailed in
Ref. [22], which presented a study of the kaon CPV
observables ", "0 and the nEDM (dn) in minimal LR
scenarios. It was found there that the embedding
of a PQ symmetry relaxes the lower bound on the
LR scale just at the upper reach of the LHC. In this
work we show that the present search for the scalar
axion coupling to nucleons provides correlated and
complementary constraints, with a sensitivity to the
LR scale stronger than other CPV observables. Re-
markably, for a non-decoupled LR-scale we obtain

a lower-bound on the gaN coupling, thus setting a
target for present axion-mediated force experiments.

CPV axion couplings to matter. Including both
CP-conserving and CPV couplings, the axion e↵ec-
tive Lagrangian with matter fields (f = p, n, e) reads

Laf = Caf
@µa

2fa
f�

µ
�5f � gaf aff , (5)

where the first term can be rewritten in terms of
a pseudoscalar density as �gaf afi�5f , with gaf =
Cafmf/fa. For protons and neutrons the adimen-
sional axion coupling coe�cients are [23]

Cap = �0.47(3) + 0.88(3) cu � 0.39(2) cd �Ka (6)

Can = �0.02(3) + 0.88(3) cd � 0.39(2) cu �Ka , (7)

where Ka = 0.038(5) cs +0.012(5) cc +0.009(2) cb +
0.0035(4) ct, and where the (model-dependent)
axion couplings to quarks cq are defined via

the Lagrangian term cq
@µa
2fa

q�
µ
�5q. The axion

mass and decay constant are related by ma =
5.691(51)

�
1012 GeV/fa

�
µeV [24, 25].

The origin of the CPV scalar couplings to nucle-
ons gaN (N = p, n) can be traced back to sources
of either PQ or CP violation. These generically
lead to a remnant ✓e↵ 6= 0 which induces CPV cou-
plings. One finds in the isospin limit of the matrix
element [11]
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fa
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mu +md
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where the 1/2 factor was missed in [11] (see also [20]). A shortcoming of Eq. (12) is that CPV
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from UV sources of CP-violation8
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FIG. 3. Upper limits on gN
s gN

p . The solid lines are all existing limits on this parameter space, the dashed lines correspond to a
combination of laboratory scalar searches and astrophysical pseudoscalar bounds, and the dotted lines are all projections. The
two projections for ARIADNE [87] aim to have QCD sensitivity for 10µeV–meV axion masses. We also show projected limits for
dark matter experiments: CASPEr-wind [53], and a possible future dark matter comagnetometer [140]. In both of these cases we
have multiplied the expected constraint on gN

p with the astrophysical bound on gN
s . The combined astrophysical and laboratory

bound can be downloaded from this https url.

B. Nucleon-nucleon interactions

Similar to the electron-nucleon interaction, the most
stringent limit on gN

s gN
p can be derived by multiplying

the long-range force limits shown Fig. 1 with the neu-
tron star cooling bound on the pseudoscalar coupling
written in Eq. (11). We show these bounds in Fig. 3.
As in the previous example, we show the combination
of the lab bound on the scalar coupling with the
astrophysical bound on the pseudoscalar coupling with
a green dashed line. The three most stringent purely
experimental bounds are described below.

Figure 3:

• Washington experiment of Venema et
al. (1992) [141] which measures the spin pre-
cession frequencies of two Hg isotopes optically,
using the Earth as a source mass. Note that we
have taken the version of this limit presented in
Fig. 13 of Ref. [79].

• SMILE experiment probing forces between polar-
ized nucleons in a 3He-K comagnetometer, and
unpolarized lead weights spaced 15 cm away [75].

• Mainz experiment [142] using an ultra-sensitive
low-field magnetometer with polarized gaseous
samples of 3He and 129Xe.

We also show highlight two potential dark matter
limits coming from experiments sensitive to (gN

p )2:
the upcoming nuclear magnetic resonance experiment
CASPEr-wind [53], and a concept for a dark matter co-
magnetometer suggested by Ref. [140].

One of the most notable updates since the last com-
pilation of these bounds was presented is the first limit
mentioned above [141]. Although Ref. [86] did not con-
sider bounds at scales larger than 10 m for this inter-
action, extending our scope to larger scales, means this
has improved the constraint at the lightest masses by
around five orders of magnitude. Some experimental
techniques probing around 0.01 eV have also improved
since the last compilation, e.g. from experiments using
ultracold neutrons [143], and hyperpolarized 3He [144].

[O’Hare, Vitagliano 2010.03889, 
See also G. Raffelt 1205.1776]
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We compute the CP-violating (CPV) scalar axion coupling to nucleons in the framework of baryon
chiral perturbation theory and we apply the results to the case of left-right symmetry. The correlated
constraints with other CPV observables show that the predicted axion nucleon coupling is within
the reach of present axion-mediated force experiments for MWR up to 1000 TeV.
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Introduction. The axion experimental program
has received an impressive boost in the last decade.
Novel detection strategies, bridging distant areas of
physics, promise to open for exploration the param-
eter space of the QCD axion in the not-so-far fu-
ture, possibly addressing the issue of strong CP vi-
olation in the Standard Model (SM) via the Peccei-
Quinn (PQ) mechanism [1–4] and the Dark Matter
(DM) puzzle [5–7] (for updated reviews, see [8–10]).
Standard axion searches often rely on highly model-
dependent axion production mechanisms, as in the
case of relic axions (haloscopes) or to a less extent
solar axions (helioscopes); while traditional optical
setups in which the axion is produced in the lab
are still far from probing the standard QCD ax-
ion. A di↵erent experimental approach, as old as
the axion itself [3], consists in searching for axion-
mediated macroscopic forces [11]. Given the typical
axion Compton wavelength �a ⇠ 2 cm (10µeV/ma),
an even tiny scalar axion coupling to matter may
coherently enhance the force between macroscopic
bodies. The sensitivity of these experiments cru-
cially depends on the (pseudo)scalar nature of the
axion field, a matter of ultraviolet (UV) physics.

Within QCD the Vafa-Witten theorem [12] en-
sures that the axion vacuum expectation value
(VEV) relaxes on the ✓e↵ ⌘ hai /fa + ✓ = 0 min-

imum, where ✓ denotes the QCD topological term.
However, extra CP violation in the UV invalidate
the hypotheses of this theorem, and in general one
expects a minimum with ✓e↵ 6= 0. While the CKM
phase in the SM yields ✓e↵ ' 10�18 [13], too tiny to
be experimentally accessible, CPV phases from new
physics can saturate the neutron Electric Dipole Mo-
ment (nEDM) bound |✓e↵ | . 10�10.

Another remarkable consequences of a non-zero
✓e↵ is the generation of CPV scalar axion couplings
to nucleons, gaN , which is probed in axion-mediated
force experiments. In particular, given the nEDM
bound on ✓e↵ the scalar-pseudoscalar combination
(also known as monopole-dipole interaction) o↵ers
the best chance for detecting the QCD axion. Ad-
ditionally, the presence of a spin-dependent inter-
action allows to use Nuclear Magnetic Resonance
(NMR) to enhance the signal. This is the strat-
egy pursued by ARIADNE [14, 15] which aims at
probing the monopole-dipole force via a sample of
nucleon spins. A similar approach is pursued by
QUAX-gpgs [16, 17], using instead electron spins.
ARIADNE will probe |✓e↵ | . 10�10 for axion masses
1 . ma/µeV . 104, a range highly motivated by
DM.

In this Letter, we provide a coherent framework
for computing the CPV scalar axion coupling to nu-
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Axion Models

Specify anomalous breaking of PQ (fermion sector) 
and spontaneous PQ breaking (scalar sector) 

[Dine, Fischler, Srednicki, 
Zhitnitsky ’80]
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ruled out            “Invisible” axion (phase of singlet field)

Benchmark axion models
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Field Spin SU(3)C SU(2)L U(1)Y U(1)PQ

QL 1/2 CQ IQ YQ XL

QR 1/2 CQ IQ YQ XR

� 0 1 1 0 1

TABLE I. Field content of the general KSVZ axion model. (C, I,Y) denote irreps of the SM gauge group nontrivial
under color (C 6= 1), but otherwise generic.

I. Introduction. In spite of its indisputable phenomenological success, the standard model (SM) remains
unsatisfactory as a theoretical construction: it does not explain unquestionable experimental facts like
dark matter (DM), neutrino masses, and the cosmological baryon asymmetry, and it contains fundamental
parameters with highly unnatural values, like the coe�cient µ

2 of the quadratic Higgs potential term,
the Yukawa couplings of the first family fermions he,u,d ⇠ 10�6

� 10�5 and the strong CP violating angle
✓ < 10�10. This last quantity is somewhat special: its value is stable with respect to higher order corrections
(unlike µ

2) and (unlike he,u,d) it evades explanations based on environmental selection [? ]. Thus, seeking
explanations for the smallness of ✓ independently of other “small values” problems is theoretically motivated.
Di↵erently from most of the other SM problems, which can often be addressed with a large variety of
mechanisms, basically only three types of solutions to the strong CP problem exist. The simplest possibility,
a massless up-quark, is now ruled out [? ? ]. The so-called Nelson-Barr (NB) type models [? ? ] either
require a high degree of fine tuning, often comparable to setting ✓ <⇠ 10�10 by hand, or additional rather
elaborated theoretical structures [? ]. The Peccei-Quinn (PQ) solution [? ? ? ? ] arguably stands on better
theoretical grounds, although it remains a challenge explaining through which mechanism the global U(1)PQ
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I. Introduction. In spite of its indisputable phenomenological success, the standard model (SM) remains
unsatisfactory as a theoretical construction: it does not explain unquestionable experimental facts like
dark matter (DM), neutrino masses, and the cosmological baryon asymmetry, and it contains fundamental
parameters with highly unnatural values, like the coe�cient µ

2 of the quadratic Higgs potential term,
the Yukawa couplings of the first family fermions he,u,d ⇠ 10�6

� 10�5 and the strong CP violating angle
✓ < 10�10. This last quantity is somewhat special: its value is stable with respect to higher order corrections
(unlike µ

2) and (unlike he,u,d) it evades explanations based on environmental selection [? ]. Thus, seeking
explanations for the smallness of ✓ independently of other “small values” problems is theoretically motivated.
Di↵erently from most of the other SM problems, which can often be addressed with a large variety of
mechanisms, basically only three types of solutions to the strong CP problem exist. The simplest possibility,
a massless up-quark, is now ruled out [? ? ]. The so-called Nelson-Barr (NB) type models [? ? ] either
require a high degree of fine tuning, often comparable to setting ✓ <⇠ 10�10 by hand, or additional rather
elaborated theoretical structures [? ]. The Peccei-Quinn (PQ) solution [? ? ? ? ] arguably stands on better
theoretical grounds, although it remains a challenge explaining through which mechanism the global U(1)PQ
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Axion Models

Specify anomalous breaking of PQ (fermion sector) 
and spontaneous PQ breaking (scalar sector) 

[Dine, Fischler, Srednicki, 
Zhitnitsky ’80]

[Kim, Shifman, Vainshtein, 
Zakharov ’80]

[Peccei, Quinn, 
Wilczek, Weinberg ’78]
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hSingleti � v : “Invisible” axion models
J/ ! �a

see however 1710.03764
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H = �dn E · Ŝ () L = �dn
i

2
n�µ⌫�5nFµ⌫ (15)

dn (16)

2Higgs+Singlet Higgs+Singlet
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Axions beyond benchmarks

QCD axion parameter space much larger than what traditionally thought

enhance Wilson coefficient for fixed ma suppress axion mass for fixed fa
[LDL, Mescia, Nardi 1610.07593 + 1705.05370
Farina, Pappadopulo, Rompineve, Tesi 1611.09855
Agrawal, Fan, Reece, Wang 1709.06085 
Darme’, LDL, Giannotti, Nardi 2010.15846
Ringwald, Sokolov 2104.02574]

[Hook 1802.10093, 
LDL, Gavela, Quilez, Ringwald 2102.00012 
+ 2102.01082]
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Axion-Photon
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Figure 17: Phenomenological summary of the axion-photon interactions. We show also the region accessible to CASPEr
electric in phase II, when it will be able to probe the model independent axion coupling to gluons. The hatched region next to
it represents the experimental uncertainty induced by the QCD error in the coupling. The region expected for hadronic axions
for certain ranges of E/N is shown in yellow. The relevance of these particular ranges for E/N is discussed in Section 5. For
completeness, we also show the position of the DFSZ I and DFSZ II axions. However, in the case of helioscope the figure does
not take into account the possible contribution of gae to the axion production. Refer to Fig. 16 for a more comprehensive
analysis of the DFSZ axion models.{fig_gag_parameter_space}

principle (see, e.g., [14] and references therein). A better strategy for axion detection consists in using NMR
techniques to detect the axion field sourced by a macroscopic object. This program will be carried out by
the ARIADNE experiment [454]. Interestingly, in the most optimistic scenario (largest allowed CP odd
couplings), ARIADNE is expected to have enough sensitivity to probe the ḡaNgan combination of couplings
down to values expected for the DFSZ axion [454, 455]. The forecasted sensitivity under these assumptions
is shown in Fig. 16. Standard KSVZ axions are not accessible to ARIADNE, since in that case the coupling
to neutrons is vanishingly small.

Somewhat similarly, QUAX-gpgs probes the gS
aN

gae combination. However, even in the most optimistic
case, the expected sensitivity is still far from the coupling region expected in the case of KSVZ or DFSZ
axions.

4.5. Summary of experimental constraints
In this section we summarize the experimental and astrophyscal bounds on the individual axion couplings.

Table 4 provides a quick reference to the major probes for each coupling. More details can be found in Fig. 17,
for what concerns the axion-photon coupling, Fig. 18 for the axion-electron coupling, and Fig. 19 for the
axion couplings to protons and neutrons. Notice that, in all cases, we are assuming that the axion solves
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techniques to detect the axion field sourced by a macroscopic object. This program will be carried out by
the ARIADNE experiment [454]. Interestingly, in the most optimistic scenario (largest allowed CP odd
couplings), ARIADNE is expected to have enough sensitivity to probe the ḡaNgan combination of couplings
down to values expected for the DFSZ axion [454, 455]. The forecasted sensitivity under these assumptions
is shown in Fig. 16. Standard KSVZ axions are not accessible to ARIADNE, since in that case the coupling
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Axion-PhotonEnhancing gaγ

where we have added to the list of [25] also Cae, Ca⇡ (at the LO in the chiral expansion) and Can� (from
the static nEDM result in Eq. (31)).

Sometimes the axion coupling to photons and matter field (first two terms in Eq. (108)) is written as

L
int

a
�

1

4
ga�aF F̃ � igafaf̄�5f �

i

2
gd a n̄�µ⌫�5nF

µ⌫ , (116){eq:Laint2}{eq:Laint2}

where in the second term we have integrated by parts, applied the equations of motion (which is only valid
for on-shell fermion states) and defined

ga� =
↵

2⇡

Ca�

fa
, gaf = Caf

mf

fa
, gd =

Can�

mnfa
. (117){eq:gagammagaf}{eq:gagammagaf}

The ‘model-independent’ predictions for the axion couplings (namely those exclusively due to the aGG̃
operator) are obtained by setting E/N ! 0 and c0

i
! 0 in Eqs. (109)–(115). The latter also correspond

to the predictions of the simplest KSVZ model discussed in Section 1.7.1, while the two DFSZ variants of
Section 1.7.2 yield

DFSZ-I : E/N = 8/3 c0
ui

= �
1

3
cos2 � , c0

di
= �

1

3
sin2 � , c0

ei
= �

1

3
sin2 � , (118)

DFSZ-II : E/N = 2/3 c0
ui

= �
1

3
cos2 � , c0

di
= �

1

3
sin2 � , c0

ei
=

1

3
cos2 � , (119)

with the index i = 1, 2, 3 denoting generations and the perturbative unitarity domain tan� 2 [0.25, 170]. In
Section 5 we will explore in depth how these ‘model-dependent’ coefficients can be modified compared to
the standard KSVZ/DFSZ benchmarks.

For completeness, in the next two Sections we are going to discuss two other classes of model-dependent
axion couplings which can be of phenomenological interest, although they do not arise to a sizeable level in
the standard KSVZ/DFSZ benchmarks. These are namely flavour violating axion couplings (Section 1.9)
and CP-violating ones (Section 1.10).

1.9. Flavour violating axion couplings{sec:IntroFlavourViolating}
Relaxing the hypothesis of the universality of the PQ current in DFSZ-like constructions leads to flavour

violating axion couplings to quarks and leptons. This option will be explored in detail in Section 5.5.1. Here,
we preliminary show how such couplings arise in a generalized DFSZ setup with non-universal PQ charges.
Let us assume that quarks with the same EM charge but of different generations couple to different Higgs
doublets, for definiteness H1 or H2, to which we assign the same hypercharge YH1 = YH2 = �

1

2
but different

PQ charges X1 6= X2. Let us start by considering the following Yukawa terms for the up-type quarks

L
YU

12
= �(YU )11 q̄1Lu1RH1 � (YU )22 q̄2Lu2RH2 � (YU )12 q̄1Lu2RH1 + . . . . (120){eq:H1H2}{eq:H1H2}

The quark bilinear q̄1Lu2R in the last term (or alternatively a similar term in the down-quark sector) is needed
to generate the CKM mixing, and for the present discussion it is irrelevant whether it couples to H1 or H2.
Note, also, that from PQ charge consistency X (q̄2Lu1R) = X (q̄2Lu2R)�X (q̄1Lu2R)+X (q̄1Lu1R) = �X2 it
follows that the term q̄2Lu1RH2 is also allowed. However, being its structure determined by the first three
terms we do not need to consider it explicitly. Projecting out from the Higgs doublets the neutral Goldstone
bosons, as was done in Eq. (92), and identifying the axion field, we obtain the analogous of Eq. (97) in the
form

L
mU

12
= �(mu)11 ū1Lu1R eiX1

a

va � (mu)22 ū2Lu2R eiX2
a

va � (mu)12 ū1Lu2R eiX1
a

va + . . . . (121){eq:Lmu12}{eq:Lmu12}

Because of the presence of the mixing term, in this case it is not possible to remove the axion field from the
mass terms with a pure axial redefinition of the quark fields as in Eq. (98), but it is necessary to introduce
also a vectorial part in the field redefinition:

u1 ! e�i(�5X1+X2)
a

2va u1 , u2 ! e�i(�5X2+X1)
a

2va u2 . (122){eq:u1u2Vector}{eq:u1u2Vector}
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Renormalizable UV Completion of SM Predicting Axion  

>  A singlet complex scalar field     featuring 
a global            symmetry is added to SM  

>  Symmetry is broken by vev 

§  Excitation of modulus:  

§  Excitation of angle: NGB 

>  Quarks (SM or extra) carry PQ charges                                           
such that            is anomalously broken 
due to gluonic triangle anomaly 
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I. Introduction. In spite of its indisputable phenomenological success, the standard model (SM) remains
unsatisfactory as a theoretical construction: it does not explain unquestionable experimental facts like
dark matter (DM), neutrino masses, and the cosmological baryon asymmetry, and it contains fundamental
parameters with highly unnatural values, like the coe�cient µ

2 of the quadratic Higgs potential term,
the Yukawa couplings of the first family fermions he,u,d ⇠ 10�6

� 10�5 and the strong CP violating angle
✓ < 10�10. This last quantity is somewhat special: its value is stable with respect to higher order corrections
(unlike µ

2) and (unlike he,u,d) it evades explanations based on environmental selection [1]. Thus, seeking
explanations for the smallness of ✓ independently of other “small values” problems is theoretically motivated.
Di↵erently from most of the other SM problems, which can often be addressed with a large variety of
mechanisms, basically only three types of solutions to the strong CP problem exist. The simplest possibility,
a massless up-quark, is now ruled out [2, 3]. The so-called Nelson-Barr (NB) type models [4, 5] either require
a high degree of fine tuning, often comparable to setting ✓ <

⇠ 10�10 by hand, or additional rather elaborated
theoretical structures [6]. The Peccei-Quinn (PQ) solution [7–10] arguably stands on better theoretical
grounds, although it remains a challenge explaining through which mechanism the global U(1)PQ symmetry,
on which the solution relies (and that presumably arises as an accident) remains protected from explicit
breaking to the required level of accuracy [11–13].
Setting aside theoretical considerations, the issue if the PQ solution is the correct one could be set

experimentally by detecting the axion (in contrast, no similar unambiguous signature exist for NB models).
In order to focus axion searches, it is then very important to identify as well as possible the region of
parameter space where realistic axion models live. The vast majority of axion search techniques are sensitive
to the axion-photon coupling ga�� , which is linearly proportional to the inverse of the axion decay constant
fa. Since the axion mass ma has the same dependence, experimental exclusion limits, as well as theoretical
predictions for specific models, can be conveniently presented in the ma-ga�� plane. The commonly adopted
“axion band” corresponds roughly to ga�� ⇠ ma↵/(2⇡f⇡m⇡) ⇠ 10�10 (ma/eV)GeV�1 with a somewhat
arbitrary width, chosen to include representative models like those in Refs. [14–16]. In this Letter we put
forth a definition of a phenomenologically preferred axion window as the region encompassing hadronic axion
models which i) do not contain cosmologically dangerous strongly interacting relics; ii) do not induce Landau
poles below a scale ⇤LP close to the Planck scale mP . While all the cases we consider belong to the KSVZ
type of models [17, 18], the resulting window encompasses also the DFSZ axion [19, 20] and many of its
variants [15].

II. Hadronic axion models. The basic ingredient of any renormalizable axion model is a global U(1)PQ

symmetry. The associated Nöether current must have a color anomaly and, although not required for solving
the strong CP problem, in general it has also an electromagnetic anomaly:
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µ
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µ
=

N↵s

4⇡
G · G̃+

E↵

4⇡
F · F̃ , (39)
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where we have added to the list of [25] also Cae, Ca⇡ (at the LO in the chiral expansion) and Can� (from
the static nEDM result in Eq. (31)).

Sometimes the axion coupling to photons and matter field (first two terms in Eq. (108)) is written as

L
int

a
�

1

4
ga�aF F̃ � igafaf̄�5f �

i

2
gd a n̄�µ⌫�5nF

µ⌫ , (116){eq:Laint2}{eq:Laint2}

where in the second term we have integrated by parts, applied the equations of motion (which is only valid
for on-shell fermion states) and defined

ga� =
↵

2⇡

Ca�

fa
, gaf = Caf

mf

fa
, gd =

Can�

mnfa
. (117){eq:gagammagaf}{eq:gagammagaf}

The ‘model-independent’ predictions for the axion couplings (namely those exclusively due to the aGG̃
operator) are obtained by setting E/N ! 0 and c0

i
! 0 in Eqs. (109)–(115). The latter also correspond

to the predictions of the simplest KSVZ model discussed in Section 1.7.1, while the two DFSZ variants of
Section 1.7.2 yield

DFSZ-I : E/N = 8/3 c0
ui

= �
1

3
cos2 � , c0

di
= �

1

3
sin2 � , c0

ei
= �

1

3
sin2 � , (118)

DFSZ-II : E/N = 2/3 c0
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= �
1

3
cos2 � , c0

di
= �

1

3
sin2 � , c0

ei
=

1

3
cos2 � , (119)

with the index i = 1, 2, 3 denoting generations and the perturbative unitarity domain tan� 2 [0.25, 170]. In
Section 5 we will explore in depth how these ‘model-dependent’ coefficients can be modified compared to
the standard KSVZ/DFSZ benchmarks.

For completeness, in the next two Sections we are going to discuss two other classes of model-dependent
axion couplings which can be of phenomenological interest, although they do not arise to a sizeable level in
the standard KSVZ/DFSZ benchmarks. These are namely flavour violating axion couplings (Section 1.9)
and CP-violating ones (Section 1.10).

1.9. Flavour violating axion couplings{sec:IntroFlavourViolating}
Relaxing the hypothesis of the universality of the PQ current in DFSZ-like constructions leads to flavour

violating axion couplings to quarks and leptons. This option will be explored in detail in Section 5.5.1. Here,
we preliminary show how such couplings arise in a generalized DFSZ setup with non-universal PQ charges.
Let us assume that quarks with the same EM charge but of different generations couple to different Higgs
doublets, for definiteness H1 or H2, to which we assign the same hypercharge YH1 = YH2 = �

1

2
but different

PQ charges X1 6= X2. Let us start by considering the following Yukawa terms for the up-type quarks

L
YU

12
= �(YU )11 q̄1Lu1RH1 � (YU )22 q̄2Lu2RH2 � (YU )12 q̄1Lu2RH1 + . . . . (120){eq:H1H2}{eq:H1H2}

The quark bilinear q̄1Lu2R in the last term (or alternatively a similar term in the down-quark sector) is needed
to generate the CKM mixing, and for the present discussion it is irrelevant whether it couples to H1 or H2.
Note, also, that from PQ charge consistency X (q̄2Lu1R) = X (q̄2Lu2R)�X (q̄1Lu2R)+X (q̄1Lu1R) = �X2 it
follows that the term q̄2Lu1RH2 is also allowed. However, being its structure determined by the first three
terms we do not need to consider it explicitly. Projecting out from the Higgs doublets the neutral Goldstone
bosons, as was done in Eq. (92), and identifying the axion field, we obtain the analogous of Eq. (97) in the
form

L
mU

12
= �(mu)11 ū1Lu1R eiX1

a

va � (mu)22 ū2Lu2R eiX2
a

va � (mu)12 ū1Lu2R eiX1
a

va + . . . . (121){eq:Lmu12}{eq:Lmu12}

Because of the presence of the mixing term, in this case it is not possible to remove the axion field from the
mass terms with a pure axial redefinition of the quark fields as in Eq. (98), but it is necessary to introduce
also a vectorial part in the field redefinition:

u1 ! e�i(�5X1+X2)
a

2va u1 , u2 ! e�i(�5X2+X1)
a

2va u2 . (122){eq:u1u2Vector}{eq:u1u2Vector}
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I. Introduction. In spite of its indisputable phenomenological success, the standard model (SM) remains
unsatisfactory as a theoretical construction: it does not explain unquestionable experimental facts like
dark matter (DM), neutrino masses, and the cosmological baryon asymmetry, and it contains fundamental
parameters with highly unnatural values, like the coe�cient µ

2 of the quadratic Higgs potential term,
the Yukawa couplings of the first family fermions he,u,d ⇠ 10�6

� 10�5 and the strong CP violating angle
✓ < 10�10. This last quantity is somewhat special: its value is stable with respect to higher order corrections
(unlike µ

2) and (unlike he,u,d) it evades explanations based on environmental selection [1]. Thus, seeking
explanations for the smallness of ✓ independently of other “small values” problems is theoretically motivated.
Di↵erently from most of the other SM problems, which can often be addressed with a large variety of
mechanisms, basically only three types of solutions to the strong CP problem exist. The simplest possibility,
a massless up-quark, is now ruled out [2, 3]. The so-called Nelson-Barr (NB) type models [4, 5] either require
a high degree of fine tuning, often comparable to setting ✓ <

⇠ 10�10 by hand, or additional rather elaborated
theoretical structures [6]. The Peccei-Quinn (PQ) solution [7–10] arguably stands on better theoretical
grounds, although it remains a challenge explaining through which mechanism the global U(1)PQ symmetry,
on which the solution relies (and that presumably arises as an accident) remains protected from explicit
breaking to the required level of accuracy [11–13].
Setting aside theoretical considerations, the issue if the PQ solution is the correct one could be set

experimentally by detecting the axion (in contrast, no similar unambiguous signature exist for NB models).
In order to focus axion searches, it is then very important to identify as well as possible the region of
parameter space where realistic axion models live. The vast majority of axion search techniques are sensitive
to the axion-photon coupling ga�� , which is linearly proportional to the inverse of the axion decay constant
fa. Since the axion mass ma has the same dependence, experimental exclusion limits, as well as theoretical
predictions for specific models, can be conveniently presented in the ma-ga�� plane. The commonly adopted
“axion band” corresponds roughly to ga�� ⇠ ma↵/(2⇡f⇡m⇡) ⇠ 10�10 (ma/eV)GeV�1 with a somewhat
arbitrary width, chosen to include representative models like those in Refs. [14–16]. In this Letter we put
forth a definition of a phenomenologically preferred axion window as the region encompassing hadronic axion
models which i) do not contain cosmologically dangerous strongly interacting relics; ii) do not induce Landau
poles below a scale ⇤LP close to the Planck scale mP . While all the cases we consider belong to the KSVZ
type of models [17, 18], the resulting window encompasses also the DFSZ axion [19, 20] and many of its
variants [15].

II. Hadronic axion models. The basic ingredient of any renormalizable axion model is a global U(1)PQ

symmetry. The associated Nöether current must have a color anomaly and, although not required for solving
the strong CP problem, in general it has also an electromagnetic anomaly:
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by eq. (44). Finally, even in case ⌦Q is eventually close to the estimate eq. (44), the relative concentration

of Q-hadrons nQ/nb ⇠ 10�8 (mQ/TeV)1/2 would still be quite large, and if the Q’s could accumulate with
similar concentrations within the galactic disk, existing limits from searches of anomalously heavy isotopes
in terrestrial, lunar, and meteoritic materials [41] would be able to exclude them for most of the allowed
range of masses. Many other arguments have been put forth disfavoring the possibility of heavy stable Q’s:
their capture in neutron stars would form black holes on a time scale of a few years [42] and, more generically,
they could endanger stellar stability [43] (? check this ref.), their annihilation in the Earth interior would
result in an anomalously large heat flow [44], etc.

IV. Selection criteria. All in all, although no uncircumventable argument seems to exist forbidding
completely heavy strongly interacting relics, the first discriminating criterium we adopt is that: (i) Models

that allow for su�ciently short lifetimes ⌧Q <
⇠ 10�2

s are phenomenologically preferred with respect to models

containing long lived or cosmologically stable Q’s. All RQ allowing for decays via renormalizable operators
satisfy this requirement. Decays can also occur via operators of higher dimensions. To avoid introducing
(unnecessary) new scales, we assume that the cuto↵ scale is mP , and we write O

d>4
Qq

= m
4�d

P
Pd(Q,'

n)
where Pd is a d-dimensional Lorentz and gauge invariant monomial linear in Q and containing n SM fields
'. For d = 5, 6, 7 the final states always contain n � d � 3 particles. Taking conservatively n = d � 3 we
obtain:

�d
<
⇠

⇡gfmQ

(d� 4)!(d� 5)!

 
m

2
Q

16⇡2m2
P

!d�4

, (45)

where gf accounts for final states degrees of freedom, and we have integrated analytically the n-body phase
space neglecting ' masses and assuming momentum independent matrix elements (see e.g. [45]). Requiring

mQ  fa we obtain respectively for d = 5, 6, 7, ⌧ (d)
Q

>
⇠

�
4 · 10�20

, 7 · 10�3
, 4 · 1015

�
⇥ (fa/mQ)2d�7 s. For

d = 5, as long as mQ
>
⇠ 800TeV decays occur with safe lifetimes ⌧

(5)
Q

<
⇠ 10�2 s. For d = 6, even for the

largest values mQ ⇠ fa decays occur dangerously close to BBN [46]. Operators of d = 7 and higher are
always excluded. The RQ selected by this first criterium are the first seven listed in Table II which allow
for LQq 6= 0, plus other thirteen which allow for d = 5 decay operators. Some of these representations
are, however, rather large, and could induce Landau poles (LP) in the SM gauge couplings g1, g2, g3 at
some uncomfortably low energy scale ⇤LP < mP . Quantum gravity corrections to the running of the
gauge couplings can become relevant at scales approaching mP , and their e↵ect is to delay the emergence
of LP [47]. Then, to be conservative, we choose a value of ⇤LP for which gravitational corrections can
presumably be neglected. Then, our second criterium is that: (ii) RQ’s which do not induce LP in g1, g2, g3

below ⇤LP ⇠ 1018 GeV are phenomenologically preferred. We apply this criterium employing two-loop beta
functions [45] and setting conservatively the threshold for RQ at mQ = 5 · 1011 GeV. The RQ satisfying
both our criteria are listed in Table II. The gauge coupling and the energy scale where the first LP occurs
are given in the third column.
Other features can render the choice of some RQ more appealing than others. For example if NDW = 1

problems with cosmological domain walls (DW) are avoided [48], and some RQ could improve gauge coupling
unification [49]. We prefer not to consider these as crucial discriminating criteria, since solutions to the DW
problem exist (see e.g. [50]), while improved unification might simply be an accident because of the many
RQ we consider. Nevertheless, we have analyzed both these issues: the values of NDW are given in the
last column in Table II, while only RQ = (3, 2, 1/6) in the third line improves considerably gauge coupling
unification (this has been also remarked in [49]).

V. Axion coupling to photons. From the experimental point of view, the most promising way to unveil
the axion is via its interaction with photons, which is described by the e↵ective term La�� = �(1/4)ga��aF ·

F̃ , where the coupling is given in terms of the anomaly coe�cients in eq. (33) by [14]:

ga�� =
ma

eV

2.0

1010 GeV

✓
E

N
� 1.92(4)

◆
(46)

where the uncertainty comes from QCD corrections evaluated at NLO [51]. The values of E/N for our
preferred RQ are given in the last column of Table II. The corresponding couplings are given in Fig. 2 by
the set of oblique dotted lines, which are plotted only at small ma values to give an idea of the “density
of preferred hadronic axion models”. All in all, we find that the strongest coupling is obtained for R

s

Q
=

(3, 3,�4/3) that gives Es/Ns � 1.92 ⇠ 12.75, almost twice the usually adopted value of 7.0 [33], while the
weakest coupling is obtained for Rw

Q
= (3, 2, 1/6) for which Ew/Nw � 1.92 ⇠ �0.25 is about 3.5 times larger

than the usual lower value of 0.07. Then, if a single RQ is present, according to our two selection criteria all
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the axion is via its interaction with photons, which is described by the e↵ective term La�� = �(1/4)ga��aF ·

F̃ , where the coupling is given in terms of the anomaly coe�cients in eq. (33) by [14]:

ga�� =
ma

eV

2.0

1010 GeV

✓
E

N
� 1.92(4)

◆
(46)

where the uncertainty comes from QCD corrections evaluated at NLO [51]. The values of E/N for our
preferred RQ are given in the last column of Table II. The corresponding couplings are given in Fig. 2 by
the set of oblique dotted lines, which are plotted only at small ma values to give an idea of the “density
of preferred hadronic axion models”. All in all, we find that the strongest coupling is obtained for R

s

Q
=

(3, 3,�4/3) that gives Es/Ns � 1.92 ⇠ 12.75, almost twice the usually adopted value of 7.0 [33], while the
weakest coupling is obtained for Rw

Q
= (3, 2, 1/6) for which Ew/Nw � 1.92 ⇠ �0.25 is about 3.5 times larger

than the usual lower value of 0.07. Then, if a single RQ is present, according to our two selection criteria all
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RQ OQq ⇤2�loop
Landau[GeV] E/N NDW

(3, 1,�1/3) QLdR 9.3 · 1038(g1) 2/3 1

(3, 1, 2/3) QLuR 5.4 · 1034(g1) 8/3 1

(3, 2, 1/6) QRqL 6.5 · 1039(g1) 5/3 2

(3, 2,�5/6) QLdRH
† 4.3 · 1027(g1) 17/3 2

(3, 2, 7/6) QLuRH 5.6 · 1022(g1) 29/3 2

(3, 3,�1/3) QRqLH
† 5.1 · 1030(g2) 14/3 3

(3, 3, 2/3) QRqLH 6.6 · 1027(g2) 20/3 3

(3, 3,�4/3) QLdRH
†2 3.5 · 1018(g1) 44/3 3

(6, 1,�1/3) QL�µ⌫dRG
µ⌫ 2.3 · 1037(g1) 4/15 5

(6, 1, 2/3) QL�µ⌫uRG
µ⌫ 5.1 · 1030(g1) 16/15 5

(6, 2, 1/6) QR�µ⌫qLG
µ⌫ 7.3 · 1038(g1) 2/3 10

(8, 1,�1) QL�µ⌫eRG
µ⌫ 7.6 · 1022(g1) 8/3 6

(8, 2,�1/2) QR�µ⌫`LG
µ⌫ 6.7 · 1027(g1) 4/3 12

(15, 1,�1/3) QL�µ⌫dRG
µ⌫ 8.3 · 1021(g3) 1/6 20

(15, 1, 2/3) QL�µ⌫uRG
µ⌫ 7.6 · 1021(g3) 2/3 20

TABLE II. RQ irreps which allow for renormalizable Q-decay operators (first seven rows above the bold horizontal
line) or d = 5 ones (next eight rows below the bold horizontal line), and leading to LPs above, or within one order of
magnitude below, the Planck scale. The second column list a sample operator OQq which can be responsible for the
decay of Q, while in the third one we report the value of the LP estimated at two loops by setting the threshold of
the vectorlike quarks at 5 · 1011 GeV (the gauge coupling which triggers the Landau pole is specified in parenthesis).
The next column gives the value of the E/N term contributing to the axion-photon coupling (cf. Eq. (22)), and the
last one is the DW number (cf. Eq. (??)).

massless nf final states, the phase space factor can be integrated analytically, thus yielding (see e.g. [? ])

�NDA =
1

4(4⇡)2nf�3(nf � 1)!(nf � 2)!

m
2d�7
Q

M
2(d�4)
Planck

, (17)

where we neglected the possibility of scalar field condensations in the e↵ective operator.
Since Q-decay operators of d = 5, 6, 7 will at least involve nf = 2, 3, 4 particles in the final state, we have

⌧
NDA
d=5, nf=2 = 3.9 · 10�20 s

✓
5 · 1011 GeV

mQ

◆3

, (18)

⌧
NDA
d=6, nf=3 = 7.4 · 10�3 s

✓
5 · 1011 GeV

mQ

◆5

, (19)

⌧
NDA
d=7, nf=4 = 4.2 · 1015 s

✓
5 · 1011 GeV

mQ

◆7

. (20)

In order to be completely safe from a cosmological point of view the decay must happen before the time of
BBN, namely ⇠ 0.01 s [? ]. This is always the case for d = 5 operators if mQ & 106 GeV. On the other
hand, if the decay happens via d = 6 operators a much higher mass scale mQ & 1011÷12 GeV is needed. In
the post-inflationary PQ symmetry breaking scenario this is in tension with the bounds from axion DM via
the misalignment mechanism, leading to fa . 5 · 1011 GeV (see Refs. [? ? ] for some recent Lattice QCD
analyses). Finally, operators of d � 7 require an even higher mQ in the ballpark of the GUT or Planck
scale, which is clearly in the cosmological dangerous region.

Landau Poles. The presence of large matter multiplets drives the gauge couplings of the SM towards a
nonperturbative regime, eventually leading to Landau poles (LPs). We require the KSVZ axion model to
be a perturbatively calculable and UV complete framework up to the Planck scale, and hence reject those
irreps which lead to LPs below the Planck scale. To be conservative, and to retain the largest number of
RQ, we set the threshold of the heavy quark at mQ = 5 · 1011 GeV (at the boundary of compatibility with
post-inflationary axion-DM limits) and also keep those irreps with a LP within an order of magnitude below
the Planck scale. In fact, gravitational corrections on the running of the gauge couplings, that are under
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1. Q-fermions short lived (no coloured relics)

2. No Landau poles below Planck 

[LDL, Mescia, Nardi 1610.07593]
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Axion-Photon

where we have added to the list of [25] also Cae, Ca⇡ (at the LO in the chiral expansion) and Can� (from
the static nEDM result in Eq. (31)).

Sometimes the axion coupling to photons and matter field (first two terms in Eq. (108)) is written as

L
int

a
�

1

4
ga�aF F̃ � igafaf̄�5f �

i

2
gd a n̄�µ⌫�5nF

µ⌫ , (116){eq:Laint2}{eq:Laint2}

where in the second term we have integrated by parts, applied the equations of motion (which is only valid
for on-shell fermion states) and defined

ga� =
↵

2⇡

Ca�

fa
, gaf = Caf

mf

fa
, gd =

Can�

mnfa
. (117){eq:gagammagaf}{eq:gagammagaf}

The ‘model-independent’ predictions for the axion couplings (namely those exclusively due to the aGG̃
operator) are obtained by setting E/N ! 0 and c0

i
! 0 in Eqs. (109)–(115). The latter also correspond

to the predictions of the simplest KSVZ model discussed in Section 1.7.1, while the two DFSZ variants of
Section 1.7.2 yield

DFSZ-I : E/N = 8/3 c0
ui

= �
1

3
cos2 � , c0

di
= �

1

3
sin2 � , c0

ei
= �

1

3
sin2 � , (118)

DFSZ-II : E/N = 2/3 c0
ui

= �
1

3
cos2 � , c0

di
= �

1

3
sin2 � , c0

ei
=

1

3
cos2 � , (119)

with the index i = 1, 2, 3 denoting generations and the perturbative unitarity domain tan� 2 [0.25, 170]. In
Section 5 we will explore in depth how these ‘model-dependent’ coefficients can be modified compared to
the standard KSVZ/DFSZ benchmarks.

For completeness, in the next two Sections we are going to discuss two other classes of model-dependent
axion couplings which can be of phenomenological interest, although they do not arise to a sizeable level in
the standard KSVZ/DFSZ benchmarks. These are namely flavour violating axion couplings (Section 1.9)
and CP-violating ones (Section 1.10).

1.9. Flavour violating axion couplings{sec:IntroFlavourViolating}
Relaxing the hypothesis of the universality of the PQ current in DFSZ-like constructions leads to flavour

violating axion couplings to quarks and leptons. This option will be explored in detail in Section 5.5.1. Here,
we preliminary show how such couplings arise in a generalized DFSZ setup with non-universal PQ charges.
Let us assume that quarks with the same EM charge but of different generations couple to different Higgs
doublets, for definiteness H1 or H2, to which we assign the same hypercharge YH1 = YH2 = �

1

2
but different

PQ charges X1 6= X2. Let us start by considering the following Yukawa terms for the up-type quarks

L
YU

12
= �(YU )11 q̄1Lu1RH1 � (YU )22 q̄2Lu2RH2 � (YU )12 q̄1Lu2RH1 + . . . . (120){eq:H1H2}{eq:H1H2}

The quark bilinear q̄1Lu2R in the last term (or alternatively a similar term in the down-quark sector) is needed
to generate the CKM mixing, and for the present discussion it is irrelevant whether it couples to H1 or H2.
Note, also, that from PQ charge consistency X (q̄2Lu1R) = X (q̄2Lu2R)�X (q̄1Lu2R)+X (q̄1Lu1R) = �X2 it
follows that the term q̄2Lu1RH2 is also allowed. However, being its structure determined by the first three
terms we do not need to consider it explicitly. Projecting out from the Higgs doublets the neutral Goldstone
bosons, as was done in Eq. (92), and identifying the axion field, we obtain the analogous of Eq. (97) in the
form

L
mU

12
= �(mu)11 ū1Lu1R eiX1

a

va � (mu)22 ū2Lu2R eiX2
a

va � (mu)12 ū1Lu2R eiX1
a

va + . . . . (121){eq:Lmu12}{eq:Lmu12}

Because of the presence of the mixing term, in this case it is not possible to remove the axion field from the
mass terms with a pure axial redefinition of the quark fields as in Eq. (98), but it is necessary to introduce
also a vectorial part in the field redefinition:

u1 ! e�i(�5X1+X2)
a

2va u1 , u2 ! e�i(�5X2+X1)
a

2va u2 . (122){eq:u1u2Vector}{eq:u1u2Vector}
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Ec/Nc = 122/3 (37)

CQ 6= I (38)

I. Introduction. In spite of its indisputable phenomenological success, the standard model (SM) remains
unsatisfactory as a theoretical construction: it does not explain unquestionable experimental facts like
dark matter (DM), neutrino masses, and the cosmological baryon asymmetry, and it contains fundamental
parameters with highly unnatural values, like the coe�cient µ

2 of the quadratic Higgs potential term,
the Yukawa couplings of the first family fermions he,u,d ⇠ 10�6

� 10�5 and the strong CP violating angle
✓ < 10�10. This last quantity is somewhat special: its value is stable with respect to higher order corrections
(unlike µ

2) and (unlike he,u,d) it evades explanations based on environmental selection [1]. Thus, seeking
explanations for the smallness of ✓ independently of other “small values” problems is theoretically motivated.
Di↵erently from most of the other SM problems, which can often be addressed with a large variety of
mechanisms, basically only three types of solutions to the strong CP problem exist. The simplest possibility,
a massless up-quark, is now ruled out [2, 3]. The so-called Nelson-Barr (NB) type models [4, 5] either require
a high degree of fine tuning, often comparable to setting ✓ <

⇠ 10�10 by hand, or additional rather elaborated
theoretical structures [6]. The Peccei-Quinn (PQ) solution [7–10] arguably stands on better theoretical
grounds, although it remains a challenge explaining through which mechanism the global U(1)PQ symmetry,
on which the solution relies (and that presumably arises as an accident) remains protected from explicit
breaking to the required level of accuracy [11–13].
Setting aside theoretical considerations, the issue if the PQ solution is the correct one could be set

experimentally by detecting the axion (in contrast, no similar unambiguous signature exist for NB models).
In order to focus axion searches, it is then very important to identify as well as possible the region of
parameter space where realistic axion models live. The vast majority of axion search techniques are sensitive
to the axion-photon coupling ga�� , which is linearly proportional to the inverse of the axion decay constant
fa. Since the axion mass ma has the same dependence, experimental exclusion limits, as well as theoretical
predictions for specific models, can be conveniently presented in the ma-ga�� plane. The commonly adopted
“axion band” corresponds roughly to ga�� ⇠ ma↵/(2⇡f⇡m⇡) ⇠ 10�10 (ma/eV)GeV�1 with a somewhat
arbitrary width, chosen to include representative models like those in Refs. [14–16]. In this Letter we put
forth a definition of a phenomenologically preferred axion window as the region encompassing hadronic axion
models which i) do not contain cosmologically dangerous strongly interacting relics; ii) do not induce Landau
poles below a scale ⇤LP close to the Planck scale mP . While all the cases we consider belong to the KSVZ
type of models [17, 18], the resulting window encompasses also the DFSZ axion [19, 20] and many of its
variants [15].

II. Hadronic axion models. The basic ingredient of any renormalizable axion model is a global U(1)PQ

symmetry. The associated Nöether current must have a color anomaly and, although not required for solving
the strong CP problem, in general it has also an electromagnetic anomaly:

@
µ
J
PQ

µ
=

N↵s

4⇡
G · G̃+

E↵

4⇡
F · F̃ , (39)

•  Pheno preferred hadronic axions
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[“such a cancellation is immoral, but not unnatural”, 
D. B. Kaplan, NPB260 (1985)]

(perturbativity)

[LDL, Mescia, Nardi 1705.05370]

•  Going above E/N = 170/3 ? 

- boost global charge (clockwork)

- be agnostic, E/N is a free parameter
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where we have added to the list of [25] also Cae, Ca⇡ (at the LO in the chiral expansion) and Can� (from
the static nEDM result in Eq. (31)).

Sometimes the axion coupling to photons and matter field (first two terms in Eq. (108)) is written as

L
int

a
�

1

4
ga�aF F̃ � igafaf̄�5f �

i

2
gd a n̄�µ⌫�5nF

µ⌫ , (116){eq:Laint2}{eq:Laint2}

where in the second term we have integrated by parts, applied the equations of motion (which is only valid
for on-shell fermion states) and defined

ga� =
↵

2⇡

Ca�

fa
, gaf = Caf

mf

fa
, gd =

Can�

mnfa
. (117){eq:gagammagaf}{eq:gagammagaf}

The ‘model-independent’ predictions for the axion couplings (namely those exclusively due to the aGG̃
operator) are obtained by setting E/N ! 0 and c0

i
! 0 in Eqs. (109)–(115). The latter also correspond

to the predictions of the simplest KSVZ model discussed in Section 1.7.1, while the two DFSZ variants of
Section 1.7.2 yield

DFSZ-I : E/N = 8/3 c0
ui

= �
1

3
cos2 � , c0

di
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1

3
sin2 � , c0

ei
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1

3
sin2 � , (118)

DFSZ-II : E/N = 2/3 c0
ui

= �
1

3
cos2 � , c0

di
= �

1

3
sin2 � , c0

ei
=

1

3
cos2 � , (119)

with the index i = 1, 2, 3 denoting generations and the perturbative unitarity domain tan� 2 [0.25, 170]. In
Section 5 we will explore in depth how these ‘model-dependent’ coefficients can be modified compared to
the standard KSVZ/DFSZ benchmarks.

For completeness, in the next two Sections we are going to discuss two other classes of model-dependent
axion couplings which can be of phenomenological interest, although they do not arise to a sizeable level in
the standard KSVZ/DFSZ benchmarks. These are namely flavour violating axion couplings (Section 1.9)
and CP-violating ones (Section 1.10).

1.9. Flavour violating axion couplings{sec:IntroFlavourViolating}
Relaxing the hypothesis of the universality of the PQ current in DFSZ-like constructions leads to flavour

violating axion couplings to quarks and leptons. This option will be explored in detail in Section 5.5.1. Here,
we preliminary show how such couplings arise in a generalized DFSZ setup with non-universal PQ charges.
Let us assume that quarks with the same EM charge but of different generations couple to different Higgs
doublets, for definiteness H1 or H2, to which we assign the same hypercharge YH1 = YH2 = �

1

2
but different

PQ charges X1 6= X2. Let us start by considering the following Yukawa terms for the up-type quarks

L
YU

12
= �(YU )11 q̄1Lu1RH1 � (YU )22 q̄2Lu2RH2 � (YU )12 q̄1Lu2RH1 + . . . . (120){eq:H1H2}{eq:H1H2}

The quark bilinear q̄1Lu2R in the last term (or alternatively a similar term in the down-quark sector) is needed
to generate the CKM mixing, and for the present discussion it is irrelevant whether it couples to H1 or H2.
Note, also, that from PQ charge consistency X (q̄2Lu1R) = X (q̄2Lu2R)�X (q̄1Lu2R)+X (q̄1Lu1R) = �X2 it
follows that the term q̄2Lu1RH2 is also allowed. However, being its structure determined by the first three
terms we do not need to consider it explicitly. Projecting out from the Higgs doublets the neutral Goldstone
bosons, as was done in Eq. (92), and identifying the axion field, we obtain the analogous of Eq. (97) in the
form

L
mU

12
= �(mu)11 ū1Lu1R eiX1

a

va � (mu)22 ū2Lu2R eiX2
a

va � (mu)12 ū1Lu2R eiX1
a

va + . . . . (121){eq:Lmu12}{eq:Lmu12}

Because of the presence of the mixing term, in this case it is not possible to remove the axion field from the
mass terms with a pure axial redefinition of the quark fields as in Eq. (98), but it is necessary to introduce
also a vectorial part in the field redefinition:

u1 ! e�i(�5X1+X2)
a

2va u1 , u2 ! e�i(�5X2+X1)
a

2va u2 . (122){eq:u1u2Vector}{eq:u1u2Vector}
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Figure 15: Phenomenological and experimental status for the hadronic axion. The experiments presented here are the same
shown in Fig. 14. Experimental bounds are shown in solid lines while projected sensitivity in dashed lines. The Helioscope lines
refer to the latest results from CAST [431] and to the expected sensitivity of BabyIAXO and IAXO [320]. For ABRACADABRA
we are using the expected sensitivity in phase 1 (Bmax = 5T and Volume=1m3 [308]) for the resonant case. The parameter
space is constrained at low masses by the BH superradiance and at high masses by the SN 1987A bound on the nEDM (see
text for more details). {fig_hadronic_parameter_space_grandAngolo}

The expected number of events in the Sikivie helioscope is

N� �Nb =
S�t

4⇡D2
�

Z
dNa

dtd!
Pa�✏ d! (229)

where Nb the total background, D� ' 1.5⇥ 1011 m is the distance to the Sun, S is the detector total area,
�t the exposure time, and ✏ a parameter that measure the detection efficiency. In general, the integral
should be restricted to some ! region. We assume that these threshold values are accounted for by ✏.

Be ḡa� the bound on the axion-photon coupling in the case of gae = 0. In the general case, we find

g2
a�

Z
(g2

a�
n� + g2

ae
ne)P̃a�✏ d!  ḡ4

a�

Z
n�P̃a�✏ d! (230)

where ga� is given in units of GeV�1 and P̃a� is the osciallation probability divided by ga� . In the case of
small axion mass, the factor qL in the expression for the probability is small and Pa� does not depend on
the axion energy. We can assume that the factor ✏ is also roughly constant in the energy interval relevant
for solar axions, if the experimental cuts in ! are performed far from the regions where the two fluxes are

66

1.  exp.s have just started to constrain E/N from above

2.  E/N ~ 1.92 appears as a tuned region in theory space
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[LDL, Giannotti, Nardi, Visinelli 2003.01100 (Phys. Rept.)]

Enhancing gaγ
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Suppressing ma
• Standard QCD axion [Di Vecchia, Veneziano, NPB171 (1980)

Leutwyler, Smilga, PRD46 (1992) 
Grilli di Cortona, Hardy, Vega, Villadoro, 1511.02867]
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Suppressing ma
•  axion: mirror world  Z2

axion mass is suppressed 
but minimum in  π/2
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Suppressing ma
•  axion: N mirror worlds ZN

the axion                realizes the  symmetry non-linearlyZN( )θa ≡ a /fa

z ≡
mu

md
∼ 1/2

axion potential exponentially 
suppressed at large N 

[LDL, Gavela, Quilez, Ringwald 2102.00012]

[Hook 1802.10093]
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Suppressing ma
•  axion: N mirror worlds ZN

e.g.  axion Z3

N needs to be odd in order to 
have a minimum in zero

[Hook 1802.10093]

(strong CP problem is solved 
with 1/N probability) 

[LDL, Gavela, Quilez, Ringwald 2102.00012]
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Suppressing ma
•  axion: N mirror worlds ZN [LDL, Gavela, Quilez, Ringwald 2102.00012 + 2102.01082]

universal enhancement of all axion 
couplings w.r.t. standard QCD axion 

CASPEr-Electric could disentangle 
enhanced coupling vs. suppressed 
mass mechanism → backup slides
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Conclusions
• Take home message

axion properties are UV dependent

if an “axion-like particle” will be ever discovered away from the canonical QCD window, 
it might still have something to do with strong CP violation  

1. enhanced/suppressed axion couplings

2. modified  relationma - fa

3. flavour violating axions 

4. CP-violating axions
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Keeping X (Hd) 6= 0, and repeating the steps above, one finds X (Hk) = �2kX� � X (Hd) and hence
X (He) = 2n+1

X� + X (Hd). However, we still need to impose the orthogonality condition between the
PQ and Y currents. For phenomenological reasons (fermion masses), Hu,d,e need to pick-up a VEV, and
consequently also Hk (k = 2, 3, . . . , n) do because of the tadpole structure of the clockwork chain. The
orthogonality condition then reads:
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(where we also used vu = v1) so that
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The axion-electron coupling is hence
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where in the last step we used N = 3 1

2
(X (Hu) + X (Hd)) = �3X� So in order to get the enhancement for

gae we need the physical VEV v ' 246 GeV to be oriented mainly in the direction of vd, v1, v2, etc. and in
particular ve/v ⌧ 1, vn/v ⌧ 1, vn�1/v ⌧ 1, etc. Alternatively, one can suppress gae a bit... [LDL: Here
we could use a more geometrical approach parametrizing the vacuum manifold in spherical
coordinates, in terms of n+ 1 angles, and study min and max of this function]
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which does not depend on the vacuum angles (as it should due to the fact that the E/N part of the axion-
photon coupling is quantized). For n = 1 it gives E/N = �4/3, compatibly with Eq. (29) in [98]. [LDL:
Note that in Eq. (124) there was a typo]
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naively, a large PQ charge for He would make the job… but, enhanced global symmetry

non-trivial constraints on PQ charges

must be explicitly broken in the scalar potential via non-trivial invariants (e.g.              )
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violet vertical line labeled fa > 5 ⇥ 1011 GeV. On the left of this line only pre-inflationary models with
progressively larger values of fa are allowed. In this case the heavy quark threshold can be correspondingly
increased, thus weakening the constraints from the LP condition. Therefore for KSVZ models larger values
of the axion-photon coupling become allowed within this region. However, this goes at the expense of a
progressively larger amount of fine tuning in the initial value of ✓, which might well be considered as an
unwanted feature in phenomenologically preferred axion models.

VII. DFSZ-TYPE OF AXION MODELS

In DFSZ-type of models [36, 37] two or more Higgs doublets Hi, carrying PQ charges, together with
the SM singlet axion field � are introduced. The SM fermion content is not enlarged, but in general both
quarks and leptons carry PQ charges. The electromagnetic and color U(1)PQ anomalies then depend on
the known fermions assignments under the SM gauge group, but also on their model dependent PQ charge
assignments. Hence, several variants of DFSZ axion models are possible, some of which have been discussed,
for instance, in Refs. [31, 32]. Here we argue that for most of these variants the axion-photon coupling falls
within the regions highlighted in Fig. 3. Only in some specific cases the KSVZ upper limit E/N = 170/3
can be exceeded. We will point out under which conditions this can occur.
Let us start with some general considerations: we assume nH � 2 Higgs doublets Hi which are coupled

to quarks and leptons via Yukawa interactions, and to the axion field � through scalar potential terms.
The kinetic term for the scalars carries a U(1)nH+1 rephasing symmetry that must be explicitly broken to
U(1)PQ⇥U(1)Y in order that the PQ current in Eq. (12) is unambiguously defined, and to avoid additional
Goldstone bosons with couplings only suppressed as the inverse of the electroweak scale. By considering
from the start only gauge invariant operators, the relevant explicit breaking U(1)nH+1

! U(1)PQ must be
provided by non-Hermitian renormalizable terms in the scalar potential involving Hi and �. This implies
that the PQ charges of all the fermions and Higgs doublets are interrelated and cannot be chosen arbitrarily.
In the most general scenario, each SM fermion field carries a specific PQ charge. However, given that the
anomalies of the PQ current depend on the di↵erence between the PQ charges of L- and R-handed fermions,
without loss of generality we can set the PQ charges of the L-handed fermions to zero, and only consider
the charges of the R-handed fermions Xuj

, Xdj
, Xej

, where j is a generation index. The ratio of anomaly
coe�cients E/N reads
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and it is particularly convenient to write it as in the second equality. Note that in order to have a non-
vanishing PQ-color anomaly, the denominator must be non-vanishing. The original DFSZ model [36, 37]
includes two Higgs doublets, Hu,d, coupled to the singlet scalar field via the quartic termHuHd�2, and family
independent PQ charges for the SM fermions. Then the factor E/N is fixed up to the two-fold possibility
of coupling the leptons either to Hd or to H⇤

u
. Eq. (36) shows that these two cases yield, respectively

DFSZ-I : Xe = Xd , E/N = 8/3 ,

DFSZ-II : Xe = �Xu , E/N = 2/3 , (38)

which in both cases give axion-photon couplings that fall inside the KSVZ band in Fig. 3.
Let us now consider the so called DFSZ-III variant [31] in which the scalar sector is enlarged to contain

nH = 3 Higgs doublets He,d,u coupled respectively to leptons, down-type and up-type quarks. Although
here we have some more freedom in choosing the values of the charges Xe, in order to enforce the breaking
U(1)4 = U(1)e ⇥ U(1)u ⇥ U(1)d ⇥ U(1)� ! U(1)PQ, He must couple to Hu, Hd and/or �2, so that
Xe cannot be completely arbitrary. To find the maximum allowed value, let us consider the bilinear mixed
scalar monomials (HeHu) , (H⇤

e
Hd), (HuHd) together with their Hermitian conjugates, responsible for U(1)4

breaking. It is easy to verify that the bilinear terms alone yield the same two possibilities listed in Eq. (37).
Let us then consider quadrilinear couplings. Since �2 has the same PQ charge than (HuHd)†, the four cases
below exhaust all the possible relations between Xe and the other PQ charges:

(HeHu) · (HuHd) =) Xe = �(2Xu + Xd) ,

(HeHu) · (HuHd)
† =) Xe = Xd ,

(H⇤
e
Hd) · (HuHd) =) Xe = Xu + 2Xd ,

(H⇤
e
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† =) Xe = �Xu . (39)

• Consider a DFSZ-like construction with 2 + n Higgs doublets + a SM singlet  
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 A photo- and electro-philic Axion ?

 clockwork-like scenarios allow to consistently boost E/N

[See also Farina et al. 1611.09855, 
for KSVZ clockwork]

⇤ ⇤N = qN
⇤

Figure 1: A schematic representation of the clockwork mechanism increasing the interac-

tion scale of a non-renormalisable operator.

case, the association between the interaction scale and the energy at which new particles
must enter, although not formally correct, works in practice. The situation is very di↵erent
in presence of couplings which are small, in natural units, as the dynamics associated with
an interaction scale could occur at much smaller energies.

These considerations open the possibility that dynamics, usually associated with very
high-energy phenomena may lie much closer to, and possibly within, accessible energies. If
this were to be the case, a new puzzle arises: why would nature choose extremely small
coupling constants? Since long ago [1, 2] physicists have been reluctant to accept small (or
large) numbers without an underlying dynamical explanation, even when the smallness of a
parameter is technically natural in the sense of ’t Hooft [3]. One reason for this reluctance
is the belief that all physical quantities must eventually be calculable in a final theory with
no free parameters. It would be strange for small numbers to pop up accidentally from the
final theory without a reason that can be inferred from a low-energy perspective.

In this work we propose a general mechanism to generate small numbers out of a the-
ory with only O(1) parameters, and thus large e↵ective interaction scales out of dynamics
occurring at much lower energies. In all of these theories the full UV completion enters at
energies exponentially smaller than suggested by a given interaction strength. The mech-
anism is fairly flexible and can produce exponentially large interaction scales for light or
massless scalars, fermions, vectors, and even gravitons. It provides an interesting theoretical
tool which opens new model-building avenues for axion, neutrino, flavour, weak scale, and
gravitational physics.

The underlying structure is a generalisation of the clockwork models [4, 5], which were
originally used to construct axion (or relaxion [6]) setups in which the e↵ective axion decay
constant f is much larger than the Planck mass MP , without any explicit mass parameter
in the fundamental theory exceeding MP . In this way, one could circumvent the need for
transplanckian field excursions in models which, for di↵erent phenomenological reasons, re-
quire f > MP . These constructions can be viewed as extensions of an original proposal for
subplanckian completions of natural inflation [7–9]. The name clockwork follows from the
field phase rotations with periods that get successively larger from one field to the next (see
fig. 1 for a pictorial interpretation).

The general framework is the following: Consider a system involving a particle P , which
remains massless because of a symmetry S. At this stage neither the nature of P or S, nor
whether the description is renormalisable or not, is crucial. We will give plenty of specific
examples in our paper, but we want to stress that the general mechanism is insensitive to
the details of the model implementation.
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E/N(gmax
a�� ) E/N(gmin

a��)

KSVZ (NQ = 1) 44/3 5/3

KSVZ (NQ > 1) 170/3 23/12

DFSZ (nH = 2) 2/3 8/3

DFSZ (nH = 3) �4/3 8/3

DFSZ (nH > 3) 74/3 23/12

TABLE V. E/N values which give for a given any model the maximun and the decoupling values of ga�� . In the
case of KSVZ, bounds have been worked out under our selection rules. For DFSZ case instead, no conditions have
been considered for the viability of the model.
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The decoupling setup can be obtained by the following PQ charges assignment

Xdj = Xu1 = 1, Xu2 = Xu3 = 2, Xej = 0 (66)

which gives E/N = 23/12

E. Clockwork scenarios

In all the models we have so far considered some implicit assumption regarding their scalar content was
made. In KSVZ-type of models we have assumed that there is only one SM scalar singlet � carrying a PQ
charge, while in DFSZ-type of models we have allowed, as a maximum number, for one scalar doublet for
each SM fermion mass, for a total of nine EW doublets.
However, many more EW scalar doublets can be introduced in the SM without violating the LP condition,

up to about fifty. By adding scalar doublets that do not couple directly to the fermions, it is possible to
obtain very large PQ charges for the leptons, with huge enhancements of the numerator in the second term
in eq. (46). To see how this can work let us start with X� = q and the quadrilinear scalar coupling HuHd�2,
and let us set by using a charge redefinition proportional to hypercharge Xu = �2q and Xd = 0. Let us
Define H1 = Hu and next let us add a whole set of up-type Higgs doublets Hn with n = 2, 3, . . . ,m coupled
as (HnH

⇤
n�1)(H

⇤
n�1H

⇤
d
) and with charges Xn = �2nq. Finally let us couple (HeHm)(HmHd). We then

obtain Xe = 2m+1
q. Given that the number of doublets m can be as large as 50 before a LP is hit, lepton

charges exponentially large ⇠ 250 become possible.
In steps (for the talk):

1. Consider (HuHd�2) and normalize X� ⌘ q; =) Xu = �2q; Xd = 0

2. Define H1 = Hu. Add m up-type doublets: (HkH
⇤
k�1)(H

⇤
k�1H

⇤
d
), i.e. Xk = �2k q

3. Finally couple also the lepton Higgs He: (HeHm)(HmHd), i.e. Xe = 2m+1
q

18

E/N(gmax
a�� ) E/N(gmin

a��)

KSVZ (NQ = 1) 44/3 5/3

KSVZ (NQ > 1) 170/3 23/12

DFSZ (nH = 2) 2/3 8/3

DFSZ (nH = 3) �4/3 8/3

DFSZ (nH > 3) 74/3 23/12

TABLE V. E/N values which give for a given any model the maximun and the decoupling values of ga�� . In the
case of KSVZ, bounds have been worked out under our selection rules. For DFSZ case instead, no conditions have
been considered for the viability of the model.

from H
⇤
u2 ·Hu1�2,† and H

⇤
e2 ·He1�2,† and

Xu3 = Xu2 + q = 6q �Xd1

Xe3 = Xe2 + q = 6q +Xd1
! Xu3 +Xe3 = 12q (59)

from H
⇤
u3 ·Hu2�2,† and H

⇤
e3 ·He3�2,†. Finally

E

N
=

2

3
+ 2

P
j
(4q + 8q + 12q)

2q
=

74

3
(60)

The potential will contain

V (Huj,dj,ej ,�) ⇢ (61)

Hu1 ·Hd1�
2 +H

⇤
e1 ·Hd1�

2,† (62)

+H
⇤
u2 ·Hu1�

2,† +H
⇤
e2 ·He1�

2,† (63)

+H
⇤
u3 ·Hu2�

2,† +H
⇤
e3 ·He3�

2,† (64)

+Hu2 ·Hd2 +Hu3 ·Hd3 (65)

The decoupling setup can be obtained by the following PQ charges assignment

Xdj = Xu1 = 1, Xu2 = Xu3 = 2, Xej = 0 (66)

which gives E/N = 23/12

E. Clockwork scenarios

In all the models we have so far considered some implicit assumption regarding their scalar content was
made. In KSVZ-type of models we have assumed that there is only one SM scalar singlet � carrying a PQ
charge, while in DFSZ-type of models we have allowed, as a maximum number, for one scalar doublet for
each SM fermion mass, for a total of nine EW doublets.
However, many more EW scalar doublets can be introduced in the SM without violating the LP condition,

up to about fifty. By adding scalar doublets that do not couple directly to the fermions, it is possible to
obtain very large PQ charges for the leptons, with huge enhancements of the numerator in the second term
in eq. (46). To see how this can work let us start with X� = q and the quadrilinear scalar coupling HuHd�2,
and let us set by using a charge redefinition proportional to hypercharge Xu = �2q and Xd = 0. Let us
Define H1 = Hu and next let us add a whole set of up-type Higgs doublets Hn with n = 2, 3, . . . ,m coupled
as (HnH

⇤
n�1)(H

⇤
n�1H

⇤
d
) and with charges Xn = �2nq. Finally let us couple (HeHm)(HmHd). We then

obtain Xe = 2m+1
q. Given that the number of doublets m can be as large as 50 before a LP is hit, lepton

charges exponentially large ⇠ 250 become possible.
In steps (for the talk):

1. Consider (HuHd�2) and normalize X� ⌘ q; =) Xu = �2q; Xd = 0

2. Define H1 = Hu. Add m up-type doublets: (HkH
⇤
k�1)(H

⇤
k�1H

⇤
d
), i.e. Xk = �2k q

3. Finally couple also the lepton Higgs He: (HeHm)(HmHd), i.e. Xe = 2m+1
q

19

(HeHn)(HnHd), i.e. Xe = 2n+1
q

E

N
=

2

3
+ 2

Xu + Xe

Xu + Xd

⇠ 2m+1 (67)

E/N ⇠ 2n (68)

A similar construction is possible also in KSVZ models by adding additional PQ charged singlets �k.
This possibility was put forth in [72] and we refer to this reference for details.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, nobody wants to write the conclusions . . .
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Appendix A: Q-decay operators � integrally charged hadrons

In this Appendix we examine the close connection between the existence of Q-decay operators and the
absence of fractionally charged hadrons containing the heavy quark Q. Heavy colored particles with exotic
electric charges (e.g. Q = 1/5,⇡, etc.) cannot decay into SM particles (by electric charge conservation)
and hence are absolutely stable. They also will not get confined into hadrons of integer charge, and this
implies that they cannot get bounded into neutral hadrons, atoms or molecules. Limits on the abundance
of fractionally charged particles are very strong, while exotic hadrons with integer charges can “hide” more
easily (strong limits exist, but they also depend on the exotic hadron charge).
Remarkably, if the quantum numbers of Q are such that one can build a Q-decay operator the heavy quark

Q can only hadronize into integrally charged hadrons. The reverse statement is true as well. Namely, if the
heavy quark Q is such that it gives rise to hadrons with integer charges then it is always possible to write
operators that will let them decay into SM particles. On general grounds, one expect such operators to be
generated at latest by Planck-scale physics and this can have profound consequences on the phenomenological
studies of these exotics.
The rest of the Appendix is devoted to a constructive proof of the statement above both in the direct and

reverse direction.

1. Proof of direct statement

Let us start by proving the direct statement: Exotic heavy Q quarks that are allowed to decay into SM

particles, can only hadronize in integrally charged baryons or mesons.
The possibility of decays requires operators linear in the field Q. In the following, we explicitly write the

Q and the SM quarks q, and denote with [SM ] any string of other SM particles not containing quarks. Note
that in all cases [SM ] has integer or vanishing electric charge, and can transform either in the 1 or 8 of
color.5 In the following g denotes gluons, Q denotes the electric charge, and n 2 Z denotes a generic integer
or vanishing number. Here we will not be concerned with identifying the lowest mass exotic hadron within

5
For simplicity we only consider decay operators involving at most one color field strength tensor, but the generalization is

straightforward. Note that two or more Gµ⌫ imply operators of D � 7, and with respect to them Q is cosmologically stable.

[Giudice, McCullough]

[LDL, Mescia, Nardi 1705.05370]

2

I. INTRODUCTION

X (He) = 2n+1

✓
1�

v2
e

v2

◆
�

nX

k=2

2k
v2
k

v2
(1)

LY = Yu QL
uRHu + Yd QL

dRHd + Ye LLeRHe + h.c. (2)

E

N
=

4
3X (Hu) +

1
3X (Hd) + X (He)

1
2X (Hu) +

1
2X (Hd)

(3)

E

N
=

4
3Xu + 1

3Xd + Xe

1
2Xu + 1

2Xd

(4)

U(1)n+1
! U(1)PQ ⇥ U(1)Y (5)

� (6)

fa ! MPl (7)

=) N3 = 2Xq3 �Xu3 �Xd3 = X1 �X2

=) N2 = 2Xq2 �Xu2 �Xd2 = X2 �X1 (8)

↵

8⇡

Ca�

fa
aFµ⌫ F̃

µ⌫ (9)

K ! ⇡a (10)

C m 
a

fa
[  ] (11)

T � 1 GeV (12)

T ⇠ 1 GeV (13)

✓ !
a

fa
(14)

hai = 0 (15)

1

⇤2
( 1�µ 2)( 3�

µ 4) (16)

2

I. INTRODUCTION

LY = Yu QL
uRHu + Yd QL

dRHd + Ye LLeRHe + h.c. (1)

E

N
=

4
3X (Hu) +

1
3X (Hd) + X (He)

1
2X (Hu) +

1
2X (Hd)

(2)

E

N
=

4
3Xu + 1

3Xd + Xe

1
2Xu + 1

2Xd

(3)

U(1)n+1
! U(1)PQ ⇥ U(1)Y (4)

� (5)

fa ! MPl (6)

=) N3 = 2Xq3 �Xu3 �Xd3 = X1 �X2

=) N2 = 2Xq2 �Xu2 �Xd2 = X2 �X1 (7)

↵

8⇡

Ca�

fa
aFµ⌫ F̃

µ⌫ (8)

K ! ⇡a (9)

C m 
a

fa
[  ] (10)

T � 1 GeV (11)

T ⇠ 1 GeV (12)

✓ !
a

fa
(13)

hai = 0 (14)

1

⇤2
( 1�µ 2)( 3�

µ 4) (15)

R(D(⇤)) =
B(B ! D(⇤)⌧⌫)

B(B ! D(⇤)`⌫)
(16)

Keeping X (Hd) 6= 0, and repeating the steps above, one finds X (Hk) = �2kX� � X (Hd) and hence
X (He) = 2n+1

X� + X (Hd). However, we still need to impose the orthogonality condition between the
PQ and Y currents. For phenomenological reasons (fermion masses), Hu,d,e need to pick-up a VEV, and
consequently also Hk (k = 2, 3, . . . , n) do because of the tadpole structure of the clockwork chain. The
orthogonality condition then reads:
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(where we also used vu = v1) so that
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The axion-electron coupling is hence
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where in the last step we used N = 3 1

2
(X (Hu) + X (Hd)) = �3X� So in order to get the enhancement for

gae we need the physical VEV v ' 246 GeV to be oriented mainly in the direction of vd, v1, v2, etc. and in
particular ve/v ⌧ 1, vn/v ⌧ 1, vn�1/v ⌧ 1, etc. Alternatively, one can suppress gae a bit... [LDL: Here
we could use a more geometrical approach parametrizing the vacuum manifold in spherical
coordinates, in terms of n+ 1 angles, and study min and max of this function]
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which does not depend on the vacuum angles (as it should due to the fact that the E/N part of the axion-
photon coupling is quantized). For n = 1 it gives E/N = �4/3, compatibly with Eq. (29) in [98]. [LDL:
Note that in Eq. (124) there was a typo]
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• Consider a DFSZ-like construction with 2 + n Higgs doublets + a SM singlet  
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How to tell which mechanism ?  

[Pablo Quilez]

CASPEr-Electric could disentangle enhanced coupling vs. suppressed mass 

 L. Di Luzio (INFN Padova) - The landscape of QCD axion models                                                



CASPEr-Electric
• Cosmic Axion Spin Precession Experiment 
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Searches for Dark Matter Axions

| Overview of Ultra-light Dark Matter Searches | Andreas Ringwald, Light Dark Matter 2019, Venice, Italy, 20-22 November 2019

Magnetic Resonance Searches 

• Axion DM field induces oscillating NEDMs:

• Place a ferroelectric crystal (permanent electric
polarisation fields ) in external

• Nuclear spins are polarised along ,   and precess
at Larmor frequency

• Interaction                       of DM induced NEDM with
the -field leads to resonant increase of transver-
se magnetisation of sample when

• CASPEr-Electric currently being set-up in Boston 
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Axion DM field induces an oscillating nEDM 

[Graham, Rajendran 1306.6088, Budker+ 1306.6089, 
Jackson Kimball+ 1711.08999]
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FIG. 3. Experimental reach of CASPEr Electric. The green band is excluded by astrophysical observations [30, 31]. The
blue region shows the axion mass range covered by ADMX and HAYSTAC. Orange, red, and maroon regions show sensitivity
projections explained in text. Phases II and III reach the QCD axion coupling strength. The fundamental quantum sensitivity
limit is given by magnetization noise, shown by the dashed red line. The vertical dashed gray line indicates the mass ma and
frequency !a corresponding to axions generated by symmetry breaking at the Planck scale. See Ref. [36] for details of these
estimates.

V. CASPER WIND

In CASPEr Wind, no electric field is required and so
di↵erent possibilities for the choice of the sample are
opened. Otherwise, the procedure is similar to that for
CASPEr Electric: the sample is placed within a magnetic
field ~B0; as ~B0 is scanned, the corresponding Larmor fre-
quency changes; and if ⌦L is tuned to resonance with the
axion oscillation frequency, an oscillating magnetization
~M(t) will build up in the sample. The oscillating mag-
netization is detected with a pick-up loop connected to a
SQUID or RF amplifier.

The sample of choice for CASPEr Wind is liquid
129Xe, a high-density sample that can be hyperpolarized
through spin-exchange with optically pumped Rb [38].
Because 129Xe is in the liquid phase, the environment is
isotropic on average which removes CSA. The transverse
spin relaxation times T2 for liquid 129Xe can be on the
order of 1000 s and over essentially the entire range of
axion masses to be investigated by CASPEr, the factor
limiting the integration time will be ⌧a.

As discussed in Sec. IV, di↵erent detectors are opti-
mal for di↵erent frequency (and therefore, magnetic field)
ranges. Above ⇡ 1 MHz (B0 ⇡ 0.1 T for 129Xe), stan-
dard inductive detection using an LC circuit gives opti-
mal signal-to-noise. However, below ⇡ 1 MHz, SQUID
magnetometers perform better. At near-zero fields corre-
sponding to !a/(2⇡) . 10 Hz, other experimental strate-
gies become viable. Thus the CASPEr Wind experiment
is being realized with three distinct setups: CASPEr

Wind High Field (magnetic fields 0.1 T . B0 . 14 T),
CASPEr Wind Low Field (10�4 T . B0 . 10�1 T), and
CASPEr Wind ZULF (zero-to-ultralow field) that probes
B0 . 10�4 T.

A. CASPEr Wind: High and Low Field

For the CASPEr Wind High and Low Field experi-
ments the preparation of the hyperpolarized liquid Xe
sample is identical (and in fact both experiments use the
same Xe polarizer). To prepare the spin-polarized liquid
Xe sample, first Xe gas is mixed with other gases (N2,
He, and Rb) and then hyperpolarized via spin-exchange
optical pumping (SEOP, see Refs. [59, 60]). The hyper-
polarized Xe is condensed into solid form inside a region
cooled by a liquid-nitrogen bath in the presence of a lead-
ing magnetic field. He and N2 used in SEOP are then
vented out. Subsequently the frozen Xe is sublimated to
become a gas and the valve to the experimental cell is
opened and a piston compresses the Xe into liquid form.
The liquid Xe is then flowed into the experimental cell.
After the Xe polarization decays, the Xe is pumped out
and recycled. This procedure has been demonstrated to
achieve near unity polarization and spin densities on the
order of 1022 per cm3 [38, 61]. The design of the experi-
ment should allow nearly continuous cycling between the
Xe polarizer and the experimental cell, enabling a high
duty cycle for the measurements.
For CASPErWind High Field, a tunable magnetic field

of up to ⇡ 14 T will be applied to the liquid Xe with a
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A central question of physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) is whether there is
intermediate-scale physics between the electroweak and the Planck scales and how to
possibly test it. It can be reasonably argued that the SM is an e↵ective field theory,
valid until some cut-o↵ scale ⇤SM  MPlanck = 1.2⇥ 1019 GeV and that (disregarding the
long-pursued naturalness argument of the electroweak scale) the new layer of physical
reality might lie much above the TeV scale. This is actually suggested by the inner
structure of the SM: flavour and CP violating observables have generically probed scales
up to ⇤SM & 106 GeV, while light neutrino masses point to ⇤SM . 1014 GeV. At the
same time, it is evident that the hypercharge structure of the SM fermions cries out for
unification (letting aside the more mysterious origin of flavour). Left-Right symmetric
theories [1–4] provide a most natural route for addressing the origin of hypercharge and
neutrino masses, passing through the Pati-Salam partial unification scheme [1] (which
also provides a rationale for the quantization of electric charge) and ending up into one
SM family plus a right-handed neutrino unified into a spinorial representation of SO(10)
[5, 6]. Due to the fact that these groups have rank 5, they admit at least an intermediate
breaking stage before landing on the SM gauge group, and in the case of Pati-Salam [7]
and SO(10) [8–10] those are often predicted to lie in between 106 GeV and 1014 GeV
by (partial) gauge coupling unification. This picture would gain an additional value if
such intermediate-scale physics would be connected to other open issues of the SM, most
notably the baryon asymmetry of the Universe and Dark Matter (DM). The former is
built-in in the form of thermal leptogenesis [11], which in its simplest realization would
suggest ⇤SM & 109 GeV (see e.g. [12]), while DM is often a missing ingredient in minimal
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A central question of physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) is whether there is
intermediate-scale physics between the electroweak and the Planck scales and how to
possibly test it. It can be reasonably argued that the SM is an e↵ective field theory,
valid until some cut-o↵ scale ⇤SM  MPlanck = 1.2⇥ 1019 GeV and that (disregarding the
long-pursued naturalness argument of the electroweak scale) the new layer of physical
reality might lie much above the TeV scale. This is actually suggested by the inner
structure of the SM: flavour and CP violating observables have generically probed scales
up to ⇤SM & 106 GeV, while light neutrino masses point to ⇤SM . 1014 GeV. At the
same time, it is evident that the hypercharge structure of the SM fermions cries out for
unification (letting aside the more mysterious origin of flavour). Left-Right symmetric
theories [1–4] provide a most natural route for addressing the origin of hypercharge and
neutrino masses, passing through the Pati-Salam partial unification scheme [1] (which
also provides a rationale for the quantization of electric charge) and ending up into one
SM family plus a right-handed neutrino unified into a spinorial representation of SO(10)
[5, 6]. Due to the fact that these groups have rank 5, they admit at least an intermediate

3

…which is detected via NMR techniques
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• New CP violation in the UV can source a scalar axion-nucleon coupling

[Moody, Wilczek PRD30 (1984)]
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Introduction. The axion experimental program
has received an impressive boost in the last decade.
Novel detection strategies, bridging distant areas of
physics, promise to open for exploration the param-
eter space of the QCD axion in the not-so-far fu-
ture, possibly addressing the issue of strong CP vi-
olation in the Standard Model (SM) via the Peccei-
Quinn (PQ) mechanism [1–4] and the Dark Matter
(DM) puzzle [5–7] (for updated reviews, see [8–10]).
Standard axion searches often rely on highly model-
dependent axion production mechanisms, as in the
case of relic axions (haloscopes) or to a less extent
solar axions (helioscopes); while traditional optical
setups in which the axion is produced in the lab
are still far from probing the standard QCD ax-
ion. A di↵erent experimental approach, as old as
the axion itself [3], consists in searching for axion-
mediated macroscopic forces [11]. Given the typical
axion Compton wavelength �a ⇠ 2 cm (10µeV/ma),
an even tiny scalar axion coupling to matter may
coherently enhance the force between macroscopic
bodies. The sensitivity of these experiments cru-
cially depends on the (pseudo)scalar nature of the
axion field, a matter of ultraviolet (UV) physics.

Within QCD the Vafa-Witten theorem [12] en-
sures that the axion vacuum expectation value
(VEV) relaxes on the ✓e↵ ⌘ hai /fa + ✓ = 0 min-
imum, where ✓ denotes the QCD topological term.
However, extra CP violation in the UV invalidate
the hypotheses of this theorem, and in general one
expects a minimum with ✓e↵ 6= 0. While the CKM
phase in the SM yields ✓e↵ ' 10�18 [13], too tiny to

be experimentally accessible, CPV phases from new
physics can saturate the neutron Electric Dipole Mo-
ment (nEDM) bound |✓e↵ | . 10�10.

Another remarkable consequences of a non-zero
✓e↵ is the generation of CPV scalar axion couplings
to nucleons, gaN , which is probed in axion-mediated
force experiments. In particular, given the nEDM
bound on ✓e↵ the scalar-pseudoscalar combination
(also known as monopole-dipole interaction) o↵ers
the best chance for detecting the QCD axion. Ad-
ditionally, the presence of a spin-dependent inter-
action allows to use Nuclear Magnetic Resonance
(NMR) to enhance the signal. This is the strat-
egy pursued by ARIADNE [14, 15] which aims at
probing the monopole-dipole force via a sample of
nucleon spins. A similar approach is pursued by
QUAX-gpgs [16, 17], using instead electron spins.
ARIADNE will probe |✓e↵ | . 10�10 for axion masses
1 . ma/µeV . 104, a range highly motivated by
DM.

In this Letter, we provide a coherent framework
for computing the CPV scalar axion coupling to nu-
cleons in terms of new sources of CP violation be-
yond the SM. This is done in the framework of the
baryon chiral Lagrangian that allows us to compute
all contributions of meson tadpoles and ✓e↵ at once,
as well as isospin-breaking e↵ects. In comparison to
previous works [11, 18–20], the contributions of the
pion tadpole induced by the QCD dipole operator
was estimated in [18] by naive dimensional analysis
and in [19] using current algebra techniques, while
isospin breaking was considered in [20] for ✓e↵ with-
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Introduction. The axion experimental program
has received an impressive boost in the last decade.
Novel detection strategies, bridging distant areas of
physics, promise to open for exploration the param-
eter space of the QCD axion in the not-so-far fu-
ture, possibly addressing the issue of strong CP vi-
olation in the Standard Model (SM) via the Peccei-
Quinn (PQ) mechanism [1–4] and the Dark Matter
(DM) puzzle [5–7] (for updated reviews, see [8–10]).
Standard axion searches often rely on highly model-
dependent axion production mechanisms, as in the
case of relic axions (haloscopes) or to a less extent
solar axions (helioscopes); while traditional optical
setups in which the axion is produced in the lab
are still far from probing the standard QCD ax-
ion. A di↵erent experimental approach, as old as
the axion itself [3], consists in searching for axion-
mediated macroscopic forces [11]. Given the typical
axion Compton wavelength �a ⇠ 2 cm (10µeV/ma),
an even tiny scalar axion coupling to matter may
coherently enhance the force between macroscopic
bodies. The sensitivity of these experiments cru-
cially depends on the (pseudo)scalar nature of the
axion field, a matter of ultraviolet (UV) physics.

Within QCD the Vafa-Witten theorem [12] en-
sures that the axion vacuum expectation value
(VEV) relaxes on the ✓e↵ ⌘ hai /fa + ✓ = 0 min-
imum, where ✓ denotes the QCD topological term.
However, extra CP violation in the UV invalidate
the hypotheses of this theorem, and in general one
expects a minimum with ✓e↵ 6= 0. While the CKM
phase in the SM yields ✓e↵ ' 10�18 [13], too tiny to

be experimentally accessible, CPV phases from new
physics can saturate the neutron Electric Dipole Mo-
ment (nEDM) bound |✓e↵ | . 10�10.

Another remarkable consequences of a non-zero
✓e↵ is the generation of CPV scalar axion couplings
to nucleons, gaN , which is probed in axion-mediated
force experiments. In particular, given the nEDM
bound on ✓e↵ the scalar-pseudoscalar combination
(also known as monopole-dipole interaction) o↵ers
the best chance for detecting the QCD axion. Ad-
ditionally, the presence of a spin-dependent inter-
action allows to use Nuclear Magnetic Resonance
(NMR) to enhance the signal. This is the strat-
egy pursued by ARIADNE [14, 15] which aims at
probing the monopole-dipole force via a sample of
nucleon spins. A similar approach is pursued by
QUAX-gpgs [16, 17], using instead electron spins.
ARIADNE will probe |✓e↵ | . 10�10 for axion masses
1 . ma/µeV . 104, a range highly motivated by
DM.

In this Letter, we provide a coherent framework
for computing the CPV scalar axion coupling to nu-
cleons in terms of new sources of CP violation be-
yond the SM. This is done in the framework of the
baryon chiral Lagrangian that allows us to compute
all contributions of meson tadpoles and ✓e↵ at once,
as well as isospin-breaking e↵ects. In comparison to
previous works [11, 18–20], the contributions of the
pion tadpole induced by the QCD dipole operator
was estimated in [18] by naive dimensional analysis
and in [19] using current algebra techniques, while
isospin breaking was considered in [20] for ✓e↵ with-
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• New CP violation in the UV can source a scalar axion-nucleon coupling

[Moody, Wilczek PRD30 (1984)]

monopole-monopole

2

I. INTRODUCTION

E/N = 8/3 (1)

E/N = 2/3 (2)

Ce (3)

Cp,n (4)

C� (5)

Jµ

PQ (6)

{} (7)

gS
aN

⇠
f⇡
fa

✓e↵ (8)

f⇡
2

a2

f2
a

NN �! gS
aN

aNN (9)

g
aN

⇠
f⇡
fa

✓e↵ (10)

f⇡
2

a2

f2
a

NN �! g
aN

aNN (11)

|dexp
n

| . 10�26 e cm (12)

dSM
n

' 10�32 e cm (13)

daxion
n

⇠ 10�16 ✓e↵ e cm (14)

E/N ⇠ 2n+1 (15)

X (He) = 2n+1

✓
1�

v2
e

v2

◆
�

nX

k=2

2k
v2
k

v2
(16)

30 NEW MACROSCOPlC FORCES? 131

7sg~p 1759p 1759p

couple to quarks only through a T-conserving pseudosca-
lar vertex:

mq
Q ql p5q

(0) (b) (c)

FIG. 1. Graphs for the potentials of Eqs. (4), (5), and (6). (a)
(Monopole), (b) monopole-dipole, (c) (dipole).

Spero et a/. performed a Cavendish experiment to test
deviations from the Newtonian 1/r potential over the dis-
tance range 2 to 5 cm. Their experiment established an
upper bound for additional Yukawa-type interactions
given by

V(r) =- 6m ~m2 (1+ac ' );—r/A.
r

at their scale of greatest sensitivity A, -3 cm, a was found
to be less than 10 . Since the dimensionless coupling
constant for the gravitational interaction between two nu-
cleons is (mz/mp~) =10, we see that any anomalous
Yukawa coupling at a scale of 3 cm must have a dimen-
sional magnitude of 10 ' or smaller.
The measured g factor of the electron provides a limit

on nonelectromagnetic electron spin-spin interactions.
Since the experimental findings agree with the predictions
of QED to eight digits for experiments using ferromag-
nets, we get a limit for any nonelectromagnetic spin-spin
coupling at a scale of 1 cm of 10 Xa(A,,/1 cm)
=10 ', where A,, is the electron Cornpton wavelength

1and cx:
A limit on photon spin-spin tensor interactions is pro-

vided by Ramsey, based upon studies of the hydrogen
molecule. Ramsey finds that any nonmagnetic interac-
tion must be 4&10 " smaller than that between proton
magnetic moments. Extrapolated to a distance of 1 cm,
this establishes an upper limit on the dimensionless cou-
pling for an r tensor force of 10
Of these various limits, only the anomalous (mono-

pole) interaction limit of 10 ' obtained by Spero et al.
comes close to testing the range of possible strengths for
axion-mediated forces. Furthermore, we know of no obvi-
ous experimental limit on the macroscopic P- and T-
violating monopole-dipole interaction. Thus, the oppor-
tunity is ripe for pushing past known limits and perhaps
finding something new. We shall shortly discuss some ex-
periments which may do so.
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Under a Peccei-Quinn transformation,
—ig/2 i g/2mq~mqe, ql. ~e qL, , qR~e qg,

the phase of the 't Hooft vertex varies as
r

arg g k, gg
q

hence, e' becomes e' + "', where N = number of quark
flavors. Similarly, under chiral U(1),

and the 't Hooft vertex changes as e'e~e'e+ '. Thus, a
combined Peccei-Quinn and chiral U(1) transformation
with v= —q leaves 0 invariant.
To calculate the mass of the axion, we imagine per-

forming a Peccei-Quinn transformation; this leaves the
quark mass terms unchanged, but changes 0 to 0+60.
We now undo this change of 0 by reabsorbing b,8 into the
quark mass sector by the combined chiral SU(N))&U(1)
transformation which minimizes the energy. This gives

where F is the scale of Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking.
However, a pure Peccei-Quinn transformation changes

the phase multiplying the 't Hooft vertex. It is energeti-
cally unfavorable to change this phase (which requires en-
ergies of the order of the mass of the g'), so the Peccei-
Quinn transformation is compensated for by a combined
chiral U(1) and chiral SU(N) transformation which leaves
the phase invariant and minimizes the energy. Since the
quark masses are not zero, these combined (Peccei-
Quinn) [U(1)q ] [SU(X)~ j transformations cost energy,
and the axion acquires a small mass. If, in addition, the
effective 8 parameter Hcff is not zero, the axion will also
couple to the quarks with T-violating scalar vertices.
To see how this all works, consider the quark-mass and

T-violating sectors,

AXIONS H „=m„uu cosh'„+ m~dd coshO~+ . (10)

A particularly well-motivated proposal for a very light
spin-0 boson is the axion. It arises in models to explain
the smallness of a potentially large P- and T-violating
coupling in QCD.
The axion is the quasi-Nambu-Goldstone boson of a

spontaneously broken Peccei-Quinn quasisymmetry. If
the Peccei-Quinn symmetry were not broken by the
t Hooft vertex associated with fermion emission in in-
stanton fields, the axion would be massless and would

i&q

mj

subject to the constraint 40„+40~+48, +.. . =60.
Since the quark bilinears acquire the vacuum expectation
value (uu)=(dd)= . =V&0, the minimum is found
to be at
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The forces mediated by spin-0 bosons are described, along with the existing experimental limits.
The mass and couplings of the invisible axion are derived, followed by suggestions for experiments
to detect axions via the macroscopic forces they mediate. In particular, novel tests of the T-
violating axion monopole-dipole forces are proposed.

MACROSCOPIC FORCES

Very light, weakly coupled bosons are occasionally sug-
gested in the literature, for example, axions, ' familons,
majorons, arions„and spin-1 antigravitons. Such parti-
cles must couple very weakly to ordinary matter to have
eluded detection thus far. A boson with small enough
mass (say, 10 eV) would have a macroscopic Compton
wavelength (say, 2 cm) and would mediate a force on lab-
oratory scales. Even if very weakly coupled at the single-
particle level, a macroscopic body with 10 constituents
could produce a measurable, coherent light-boson field.
In the familiar case of gravity, the dimensionless coupling
between two nucleons due to graviton exchange is absurd-
ly small [(m„„,&„„/Mp] g) —10 ], but two 1-g masses
separated by 1 cm experience a measurable force of

(6X10 ) (m~/Mpi) =6.7X10 dyn .
(1 cm)

We shall be interested in the possibility of detecting
very light spin-0 bosons through the macroscopic forces
which they mediate. The possible forces are determined
by the allowed couplings; the spin-0 boson must couple to
an effectively conserved quantity. There are only two
possibilities for couplings to fundamental fermions: the
scalar vertex and the pseudoscalar vertex. The scalar and
pseudoscalar vertices can be analyzed in momentum space
using the Gordon decomposition. For pure spacelike
momentum transfer q, they become

scalar,

pseudoscalar,

qP
gpq(qW'(pf }t YS P(p )gpq'(q} 2M P(pf )t1 s1 tb(p'}

=gptp(q} [gt(pf );&g(p;)] . (2)

Here pf——p +q/2 and p; =p —q/2 are the final and ini-
tial on-shell momenta and M is the fermion mass. The
matrix X is the diagonal spin matrix. In the nonrelativis-
tic limit (small fermion velocity and momentum transfer),
the scalar coupling is spin-independent and depends only

~~
upon the fermion density g&@pe

' q '. The pseudoscalar
coupling is entirely spin-dependent, however. The virtual
boson fields of a fermion in the two cases will thus be
"monopole" and "dipole" fields (in the sense of the multi-
ple expansion).
The scalar and pseudoscalar vertices (1) and (2) can ap-

pear in one-boson-exchange graphs in three combinations;
this allows the existence of three distinct forces. The
two-fermion potential can be calculated in the inverse
Born approximation,

d q (vertex 1)(vertex 2)e'q''
(2n. ) q +w~

The results are (see Fig. 1)

(monopole),
—Nl l'—gsgse

g, tp(q)p(pf )g(p; )=gstp(q), f(pf )$(p; )

—i " "p(pf )tT~"g(p;); (1)
2M

monopole-dipole,

(dipole),

rA A02r m& 1 —m r

8mM2 r r 2

1 2 VlgI'gI' ~y 1 4~ 3 Iq 3~y 3 —m rV(r) = (&,.&„),+, + 5 (r) —(&, r")(&,.r") + +— e16mMM " r2 „3 3 r2 r3 (6)

Regardless of the assigned parity of the light, spin-0 bo-
son, the (monopole} and (dipole) forces conserve P and
T. However, the monopole-dipole force enjoys a unique
status amongst possible macroscopic interactions, because

&.r violates P and T and of course macroscopic P and T
violation has heretofore not been observed.
A few experimental upper limits exist for the strength

of anomalous (monopole) and (dipole} interactions.
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[Bertolini, LDL, Nesti 2006.12508]

• Moody-Wilczek formula [Moody, Wilczek PRD30 (1984)]

2

CPV axion couplings to matter. Including both
CP-conserving and CPV couplings, the axion e↵ec-
tive Lagrangian with matter fields (f = p, n, e) reads

Laf = Caf
@µa

2fa
f�

µ
�5f � gaf aff , (1)

where the first term can be rewritten in terms of
a pseudoscalar density as �gaf afi�5f , with gaf =
Cafmf/fa. For protons and neutrons the adimen-
sional axion coupling coe�cients are [23]

Cap = �0.47(3) + 0.88(3) cu � 0.39(2) cd �Ka (2)

Can = �0.02(3) + 0.88(3) cd � 0.39(2) cu �Ka , (3)

where Ka = 0.038(5) cs +0.012(5) cc +0.009(2) cb +
0.0035(4) ct, and where the (model-dependent)
axion couplings to quarks cq are defined via

the Lagrangian term cq
@µa
2fa

q�
µ
�5q. The axion

mass and decay constant are related by ma =
5.691(51)

�
1012 GeV/fa

�
µeV [24, 25].

The origin of the CPV scalar couplings to nucle-
ons gaN (N = p, n) can be traced back to sources
of either PQ or CP violation. These generically
lead to a remnant ✓e↵ 6= 0 which induces CPV cou-
plings. One finds in the isospin limit of the matrix
element [11]

gaN =
✓e↵

fa

mumd

mu +md

hN |uu+ dd|Ni

2
, (4)

where the 1/2 factor was missed in [11] (see
also [20]). A shortcoming of Eq. (4) is that CPV
physics can induce not only ✓e↵ , but also shifts the
chiral vacuum, inducing tadpoles for the ⇡

0, ⌘0, ⌘8
meson fields. These in turn yield extra contribu-
tions to gaN , as to other CPV observables such as
dn. A derivation of gan,p taking all these e↵ects con-
sistently into account is here obtained in the context
of the baryon chiral Lagrangian with axion field, de-
tailed in [22]. We find

gan, p '
4B0 mumd
fa(mu+md)


± (bD + bF )

h⇡
0
i

F⇡
+ bD�3bFp

3

h⌘8i
F⇡

�

q
2

3
(3b0 + 2bD) h⌘0i

F⇡
�

⇣
b0 + (bD + bF )

mu,d

md+mu

⌘
✓e↵

�
,

where for clarity we neglectedmu,d/ms terms. Here,
B0 = m

2

⇡/(md + mu) while the hadronic La-
grangian parameters bD,F are determined from the
baryon octet mass splittings, bD ' 0.07GeV�1,
bF ' �0.21GeV�1 at LO [26]. The value of b0

is determined from the pion-nucleon sigma-term as
b0 ' ��⇡N/4m2

⇡. From the precise determination
in [27, 28] one obtains b0 ' �0.76 ± 0.04GeV�1 at
90% C.L. Given �⇡N ⌘ hN |uu+dd|Ni (mu+md)/2,
the isospin symmetric b0✓e↵ term reproduces exactly
Eq. (4).
Eq. (5) represents our general result, including

isospin-breaking e↵ects, where ✓e↵ and the meson
VEVs are meant to be computed from a given source
of CPV. In general gaN and dn are not proportional,
as it would follow from Eq. (4). Exact cancellations
among the VEVs can happen, as shown for dn in [22,
29].

Axion coupling and RH currents. We explicitly
compute the above CPV axion-matter coupling in
the case of RH currents, which arise in a wide class
of models beyond the SM. Heavy RH currents lead
generally to four quark operators that violate P and

CP as O
qq0

1
= (qq) (q0i�5q0), q = u, d, s [22, 29–32].

Such operators induce meson tadpoles and allow for
a non-vanishing correlator with the topological GG̃

term, thus shifting both chiral and PQ vacua [19].
By including their chiral representation in the axion-
extended baryon chiral Lagrangian and rotating the
fields to the correct vacuum the CPV meson- and
axion-nucleon couplings are then computed.

In LR e↵ective setups the operator Oud
1

generates
typically the leading contribution to dn. We show in
this work that it also generates the dominant con-
tribution to gap,n. We denote its low scale Wilson

coe�cient as C
ud
1

, and similarly for other flavors.
When O

ud
1

is considered we find [22, 30, 32],

h⇡
0
i

F⇡
'

GF
p
2
C
[ud]
1

c3

B0F
2
⇡

mu +md + 4ms

mumd +mdms +msmu

h⌘8i

F⇡
'

GF
p
2
C
[ud]
1

p
3c3

B0F
2
⇡

md �mu

mumd +mdms +msmu

✓e↵ '
GF
p
2
C
[ud]
1

2c3
B0F

2
⇡

md �mu

mumd
, (5)

where C
[ud]
1

⌘ C
ud
1

� C
du
1

and h⌘0i = 0. The axion
VEV no longer cancels the original ✓ term, leaving a
calculable ✓e↵ . As expected, the pion VEV is isospin
odd (u $ d), while the other VEVs are even. The
low-energy constant c3 is estimated in the large N

limit as c3 ⇠ F
4

⇡B
2

0
/4. Another estimate, based on

SU(3) chiral symmetry is given in [29]. For the O
us
1

operator we find

h⇡
0
i

F⇡
'

GF
p
2
C
[us]
1

c3

B0F
2
⇡

2md + 2ms �mu

mumd +mdms +msmu

h⌘8i

F⇡
'

GF
p
2
C
[us]
1

p
3c3

B0F
2
⇡

2md +mu

mumd +mdms +msmu

✓e↵ '
GF
p
2
C
[us]
1

2c3
B0F

2
⇡

ms �mu

mums
. (6)

• From bary-meson chiral Lagrangian

meson tadpoles

iso-spin breaking 

MW missed a factor 1/2

A new master formula

2

cleons in terms of new sources of CP violation be-
yond the SM. This is done in the framework of the
baryon chiral Lagrangian that allows us to compute
all contributions of meson tadpoles and ✓e↵ at once,
as well as isospin-breaking e↵ects. In comparison to
previous works [11, 18–20], the contributions of the
pion tadpole induced by the QCD dipole operator
was estimated in [18] by naive dimensional analysis
and in [19] using current algebra techniques, while
isospin breaking was considered in [20] for ✓e↵ with-
out meson tadpoles. Our result is general and can be
systematically applied to any bosonic representation
of P and CP violating e↵ective operators induced in
extensions of the SM.

We detail our approach in the case of e↵ective
operators from RH currents, and then apply the re-
sults in the minimal Left-Right symmetric model
(LRSM) endowed with a PQ symmetry and P-parity
as LR symmetry. This is an extremely predictive
and motivated case for neutrino masses and addi-
tional CP violation, with an active collider physics
program [21]. We build on the approach detailed in
Ref. [22], which presented a study of the kaon CPV
observables ", "0 and the nEDM (dn) in minimal LR
scenarios. It was found there that the embedding
of a PQ symmetry relaxes the lower bound on the
LR scale just at the upper reach of the LHC. In this
work we show that the present search for the scalar
axion coupling to nucleons provides correlated and
complementary constraints, with a sensitivity to the
LR scale stronger than other CPV observables. Re-
markably, for a non-decoupled LR-scale we obtain

a lower-bound on the gaN coupling, thus setting a
target for present axion-mediated force experiments.

CPV axion couplings to matter. Including both
CP-conserving and CPV couplings, the axion e↵ec-
tive Lagrangian with matter fields (f = p, n, e) reads

Laf = Caf
@µa

2fa
f�

µ
�5f � gaf aff , (5)

where the first term can be rewritten in terms of
a pseudoscalar density as �gaf afi�5f , with gaf =
Cafmf/fa. For protons and neutrons the adimen-
sional axion coupling coe�cients are [23]

Cap = �0.47(3) + 0.88(3) cu � 0.39(2) cd �Ka (6)

Can = �0.02(3) + 0.88(3) cd � 0.39(2) cu �Ka , (7)

where Ka = 0.038(5) cs +0.012(5) cc +0.009(2) cb +
0.0035(4) ct, and where the (model-dependent)
axion couplings to quarks cq are defined via

the Lagrangian term cq
@µa
2fa

q�
µ
�5q. The axion

mass and decay constant are related by ma =
5.691(51)

�
1012 GeV/fa

�
µeV [24, 25].

The origin of the CPV scalar couplings to nucle-
ons gaN (N = p, n) can be traced back to sources
of either PQ or CP violation. These generically
lead to a remnant ✓e↵ 6= 0 which induces CPV cou-
plings. One finds in the isospin limit of the matrix
element [11]

gaN =
✓e↵

fa

mumd

mu +md

hN |uu+ dd|Ni

2
, (8)

gaN =
✓e↵

fa

mumd

mu +md
hN |uu+ dd|Ni ' ✓e↵

✓
17 MeV

fa

◆
, (9)

gaN =
1

2

✓e↵

fa

mumd

mu +md
hN |uu+ dd|Ni '

1

2
✓e↵

✓
17 MeV

fa

◆
(10)

where the 1/2 factor was missed in [11] (see
also [20]). A shortcoming of Eq. (10) is that CPV
physics can induce not only ✓e↵ , but also shifts the
chiral vacuum, inducing tadpoles for the ⇡

0, ⌘0, ⌘8
meson fields. These in turn yield extra contribu-

tions to gaN , as to other CPV observables such as
dn. A derivation of gan,p taking all these e↵ects con-
sistently into account is here obtained in the context
of the baryon chiral Lagrangian with axion field, de-
tailed in [22]. We find

gan, p '
4B0 mumd
fa(mu+md)


± (bD + bF )

h⇡
0
i

F⇡
+ bD�3bFp

3

h⌘8i

F⇡
�

q
2

3
(3b0 + 2bD) h⌘0i

F⇡
�

⇣
b0 + (bD + bF )

mu,d

md+mu

⌘
✓e↵

�
,

where for clarity we neglectedmu,d/ms terms. Here,
B0 = m

2

⇡/(md + mu) while the hadronic La-
grangian parameters bD,F are determined from the
baryon octet mass splittings, bD ' 0.07GeV�1,
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An application: Left-Right
• Low-scale (PQ)Left-Right with P-parity

4-quark op. from  exchange  WR

4

At the leading order in momentum expansion the

operators O
qq0

1
are represented in the low-energy

meson Lagrangian by combinations of [U†]qq[U ]q0q0
terms, where the usual 3 ⇥ 3 matrix U represents
nonlinearly the meson nonet under U(3)L ⇥ U(3)R
rotations. By a proper U(3)A field rotation, the ax-
ion field is also included in the meson and baryon
chiral Lagrangians. Complete notation and details
are found in Appendix D of [22]. Rotating away
the axion and meson tadpoles, the new CPV axion-
nucleon scalar couplings of Eq. (27) are induced
from the baryon Lagrangian.

In LR e↵ective setups the operator Oud
1

generates
typically the leading contribution to dn. We show in
this work that it also generates the dominant con-
tribution to gap,n. We denote its low scale Wilson

coe�cient as C
ud
1

, and similarly for other flavors.
When O

ud
1

is considered we find [22, 30, 32],

h⇡
0
i

F⇡
'

GF
p
2
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1
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2
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'

GF
p
2
C
[ud]
1

p
3c3

B0F
2
⇡
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GF
p
2
C
[ud]
1

2c3
B0F

2
⇡

md �mu

mumd

where C
[ud]
1

⌘ C
ud
1

� C
du
1

and h⌘0i = 0. The axion
VEV no longer cancels the original ✓ term, leaving a
calculable ✓e↵ . As expected, the pion VEV is isospin
odd (u $ d), while the other VEVs are even. The
low-energy constant c3 is estimated in the large N

limit as c3 ⇠ F
4

⇡B
2

0
/4. Another estimate, based on

SU(3) chiral symmetry is given in [29]. Analogously,
for Ous

1
we find

h⇡
0
i

F⇡
'

GF
p
2
C
[us]
1

c3

B0F
2
⇡

2md + 2ms �mu

mumd +mdms +msmu

h⌘8i

F⇡
'

GF
p
2
C
[us]
1

p
3c3

B0F
2
⇡

2md +mu

mumd +mdms +msmu

✓e↵ '
GF
p
2
C
[us]
1

2c3
B0F

2
⇡

ms �mu

mums
. (28)

One notices in both Eqs. (28)–(28) the ms/md en-
hancement of

⌦
⇡
0
↵
over the other meson VEV.

As observed in [29] and [22], the CPV coupling
gnp⇡ computed using the VEVs (28) vanishes iden-
tically. On the other hand, when O

us
1

is considered,
gn⌃�K+ cancels in turn. In either case the meson
VEVs cancel exactly against ✓e↵ , a result which is
made transparent in the basis of Ref. [26].

Such a cancellation is not present for the CPV
axion-nucleon couplings gan,p, obtained via Eq. (27)
using (28)–(28), so that the typically unsuppressed
O

ud
1

operator dominates. In the large ms limit the

complete result can be written as

gan,p ' �
GF
p
2

8 c3 b0
F 2
⇡fa(md +mu)

⇥

⇢
md(C

[ud]
1

+ C
[us]
1

) �muC
[ud]
1

b

md(C
[ud]
1

+ C
[us]
1

) b�muC
[ud]
1

,(29)

where b = (b0 + bD + bF )/b0 ' 1.2. A few com-
ments on Eqs. (27) and (29) are in order. The chi-
ral approach allows us to consistently derive and
account for the meson and axion tadpole contri-
butions, thus properly addressing interference and
comparison among the various contributions. It fur-
ther includes LO isospin-breaking e↵ects that enter
through the pion VEV (via the bD,F couplings) and
from the ✓e↵ term. Within the range of hadronic pa-
rameters here considered it leads to a gap coupling
about 60% larger than gan. Finally, the results in
Eqs. (27)–(29) are general enough to apply to any
axion model with e↵ective RH currents, since the
model-dependent derivative axion couplings do not
enter the scalar coupling.

Experimental probes for gan,p. At present, the
best sensitivity on the QCD axion exploiting axion-
mediated forces is obtained by combining limits
on monopole-monopole interactions with astrophys-
ical limits of pseudoscalar couplings [33]. On the
other hand, monopole-dipole forces will become the
best constraining combination in laboratory exper-
iments. In fact, monopole-monopole interactions
are doubly suppressed in ✓e↵ while dipole-dipole
forces have large backgrounds from ordinary mag-
netic forces. State of the art limits on monopole-
dipole forces can be found in Ref. [34]: the re-
sulting lower bounds are at most at the level of

fa &
p
✓e↵ 1013 GeV.

A new detection concept, by the ARIADNE col-
laboration [14, 15], plans to use NMR techniques to
probe the axion field sourced by unpolarized Tung-
sten 184W and detected by laser-polarized 3He. In
its current version, the experiment is sensitive to
ga184W ga3He. The CPV coupling axion coupling
to Tungsten is approximated by ga184W ' 74(gap +
gae)+110gan [10], where for the QCD axion gae = 0
at tree level. It is convenient to define an average
coupling to nucleons (weighting isospin breaking) as

gaN ⌘
74gap + 110gan

184
. (30)

The CP-conserving term, ga3He = gan, is only sen-
sitive to neutrons because protons and electrons are
paired in the detection sample. Thanks to NMR,
ARIADNE can improve the sensitivity of previous
searches and astrophysical limits by up to two orders
of magnitude in (gaNgan)1/2 (for ma 2 [1, 104]µeV
depending on the spin relaxation time), before pass-
ing to a scaled-up version with a larger 3He cell
reaching liquid density.

To provide an example of the testing power of
these future experiments, as a definite model of RH
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chiral representation

TheLOmixingmatrix of theOqq0 operators is givenby [92]

γð1Þqq0→qq0 ¼

0

BBBB@

−16 0 0 0

−6 2 0 0

0 0 −16 0

0 0 −6 2

1

CCCCA
; ðC3Þ

while the dipole anomalous-dimensionmatrix (we neglect the
mixing of O5 into Oq

4) reads [122,123]

γð1Þq→q ¼

 
32
3 0

32
3

28
3

!

: ðC4Þ

The subscripts qq0 and q in the γ’s indicate the nonvanishing
subblocks of the anomalous-dimension matrix.
The mixing of Oqq0 into the dipoles is readily obtained

from Ref. [96], taking into account the different operator
basis and the covariant derivative conventions
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The Wilson coefficients evolve according to

dC
d log μ

¼ Cγð1Þ
αs
4π

; ðC6Þ

where γð1Þ is the 6 × 6 anomalous dimension matrix. The
γ’s superscript indicates the αs=4π order of the mixing.
The short-distance running of the LR effective

operators for ΔS ¼ 1 and ΔS ¼ 2 transitions is discussed
in Refs. [23,25], respectively.

APPENDIX D: THE MESON AND BARYON
CHIRAL LAGRANGIANS

The LO chiral Lagrangian for the octet of Nambu-
Goldstone bosons and the η0 singlet, including the bosonic
representation of the O1q0q operator is given by

L ¼ F2
π

4
tr½ðDμUÞ†DμU þ χðU þU†Þ&

þ a0tr½logU − logU†&2

þ GFffiffiffi
2

p
X

u;d;s

fiCLRLRijkl ðc1½U&ji½U&lk − c1½U†&ji½U†&lk

þ c2½U&li½U&jk − c2½U†&li½U†&jkÞ

þ iCRLLRijkl ðc3½U†&ji½U&lk − c3½U&ji½U†&lkÞg; ðD1Þ

where we follow the notation of Ref. [42]. The 3 × 3
matrix U represents nonlinearly the nine Goldstone states.
Under Uð3ÞL × Uð3ÞR rotations L × R it transforms as
U → RUL†, while χ includes explicitly the quark masses,
namely

U ¼ exp
"

2iffiffiffi
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p
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2i
Fπ
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#
; ðD2Þ
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χ ¼ 2B0diagfmu;md;msg ðD4Þ

and I is the identity matrix. Fπ is the pion decay constant in
the chiral limit, while F0 denotes the η0 decay constant,
which we approximate to be equal. The quark mass term is
written in terms of the condensate B0 ≃m2

π=ðmu þmdÞ.
The second term in Eq. (D1) represents the anomaly

induced by the QCD instantons in the large N limit [103].
The coupling a0 satisfies 48a0=F2

0 ≃m2
η þm2

η0 − 2m2
K .

The third term represents the bosonization of C1q0qO1q0q
where the sum over q ≠ q0 ¼ u, d, s is understood. The
coefficients that encode the short distance physics are given
by CLRLRijkl ¼CRLLRijkl ≡Pq≠q0C1q0qδiq0δjq0δkqδlq. The unknown
low energy constants (LEC) c1;2;3, are estimated in the large
N limit as

c1 ∼ c2 ∼ c3 ∼
F4
πB2

0

4
: ðD5Þ

The terms proportional to c1 and c3 induce VEVs of the
Goldstone nonet. However, the c1 terms are proportional to
ðC1ud þ C1duÞ, which vanishes due to Eq. (41). Thus, only
the c3 contributions, proportional to ðC1ud − C1duÞ are
nonvanishing. By neglecting jC1usj, doubly Cabibbo sup-
pressed with respect to jC1udj, we confirm the results in [42]
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×
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An application: Left-Right

4

that absorbed the topological term). Within the
range of values of the hadronic parameters here con-
sidered it leads to a gap coupling about 60% larger
than gan. Finally, the results in Eqs. (5)–(10) are
general enough to apply to any PQ completion of
the e↵ective LR scenario, since the model-dependent
derivative axion couplings do not enter.

Axion-mediated forces. Monopole-dipole forces
turn out to be the best combination to test the
QCD axion. In fact, monopole-monopole interac-
tions are doubly suppressed in ✓e↵ , while dipole-
dipole forces have large backgrounds from ordinary
magnetic forces. State of the art limits on monopole-
dipole forces can be found in Ref. [50]. The re-
sulting lower bounds are at most at the level of

fa &
p

✓e↵ 1013 GeV. Better constraints are ac-
tually obtained by combining limits on monopole-
monopole interactions with astrophysical limits of
pseudoscalar couplings [51].
A new detection concept, by the ARIADNE col-

laboration [14, 15], plans to use NMR techniques to
probe the axion field sourced by unpolarized Tung-
sten 184W and detected by laser-polarized 3He. In
its current version, the experiment is sensitive to
ga184W ga3He. The CPV coupling axion coupling
to Tungsten is approximated by ga184W ' 74(gap +
gae)+110gan [10], where for the QCD axion gae = 0.
It is convenient to define an average coupling to nu-
cleons (weighting isospin breaking) as

gaN ⌘
74gap + 110gan

184
. (11)

The CP-conserving term, ga3He = gan, is only sen-
sitive to neutrons because protons and electrons are
paired in the detection sample. Thanks to NMR,
ARIADNE can improve the sensitivity of previous
searches and astrophysical limits by up to two orders
of magnitude in (gaNgan)1/2 (for ma 2 [1, 104]µeV
depending on the spin relaxation time), before pass-
ing to a scaled-up version with a larger 3He cell
reaching liquid density.

CPV probes of LR scale. To analyze the pre-
dicted (gaNgan)1/2 as a function of MWR , we study
the four CPV observables (", "

0, dn, gaN ), while
marginalizing on tan�, the CP phase ↵, and the
sign combinations. As in Refs. [21, 52], we in-
troduce a parameter hi for each observable, nor-
malizing the LR contributions to the experimen-
tal central value (", "0) or upper bound (dn). For
the latter we take the updated 90% C.L. result
dn < 1.8⇥ 10�26 e cm [53]. The LR contributions to
the indirect CPV parameter " in kaon mixing was
thoroughly analyzed in [52] to which we refer for de-
tails. As for the direct CPV parameter "0, the latest
lattice result [54] for the K ! ⇡⇡ matrix element
of the leading QCD penguin operator supports the
early chiral quark model prediction [55, 56], con-
firmed by the resummation of the pion rescatter-
ing [57], as well as more recent chiral Lagrangian
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FIG. 1. Regions in the LR-DFSZ model of the CPV
axion nucleon coupling probed by ARIADNE.

reassessments [58, 59], including a detailed analysis
of isospin breaking. All of the above point to a SM
prediction in the ballpark of the experimental value,
albeit with a large error [60]. We consider below two
benchmark cases: 50% and 15% of "0 accounted for
by LR physics [61, 62]. The model-dependent pseu-
doscalar coupling gan in the monopole-dipole inter-
action is taken for the case of the LR-DFSZ setup.
Similar results are obtained for LR-KSVZ, for which
however gan is compatible with zero, Eq. (3).

The average nucleon coupling in Eq. (11) is com-
puted using Eq. (10). With the updated dn bound
and including the strange quark contributions, we
obtain

gaN =
|⇣|

10�5

h
6.4 sin↵ud + 0.7 sin↵us

i
ma

100µeV
10�12

hdn =
|⇣|

10�5

h
7.1 sin↵ud � 3.4 sin↵us

i

h"0 =
|⇣|

10�5

h
9.2 sin↵ud + 9.2 sin↵us

i
, (12)

where ↵qq0 = ↵� ✓q � ✓q0 . We recall that all phases
✓q depend on a single parameter. Also, ↵ud ' ↵us

modulo ⇡ for MWR . 30TeV from the h" con-
straint [52]. There is clearly a tight correlation be-
tween the above observables.

The allowed regions of (gaNgan)1/2 as a function
of MWR are shown in Fig. 1, together with the reach
of three di↵erent phases of ARIADNE (1s, 1000s,
projected) [14, 15] and the SQUID sensitivity limit.
We scale the coupling combination by fa ⇠ 1/ma,
making the prediction independent from it. With
this normalization the experiment sensitivities vary
mildly with ma. In the plot we show their best
reach, attained for ma ⇠ 102÷3

µeV. Present limits
from astrophysics [51] and monopole-dipole experi-
ments [50] lie above the plot and are hence ine↵ec-
tive to probe the LR scale.

The predicted regions depend on the constraints
on h", h"0 and hdn . In the colored area the LR con-
tribution to "

0 is allowed up to 15%, while in light
gray one it is extended to 50%, given the present the-
oretical uncertainties. In both cases, a lower bound

4 CPV observables                          function of a single phase 𝛼
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depending on the spin relaxation time), before pass-
ing to a scaled-up version with a larger 3He cell
reaching liquid density.
To provide an example of the testing power of

these future experiments, as a definite model of RH
currents we consider the paradigmatic case of the
LR symmetric model (LRSM), with a PQ symmetry.

Application to Left Right models. In the min-
imal LRSM [35–39], the gauge group SU(3)C ⇥

SU(2)L ⇥ SU(2)R ⇥ U(1)B�L is spontaneously bro-
ken by a scalar triplet VEV

⌦
�0

R

↵
= vR and even-

tually by the VEVs of a bidoublet field h�i =
diag {v1, ei↵v2}, where v

2 = v
2

1
+ v

2

2
⌧ v

2

R sets the
electroweak scale and tan� ⌘ t� = v2/v1. The
single phase ↵ is the source of the new CP vio-
lation. An important phenomenological parameter
is the mixing between left and right gauge bosons,
⇣ ' �e

i↵ sin 2�M
2

WL
/M

2

WR
, bound to |⇣| < 4⇥10�4

from direct search limits on WR.
Born in order to feature the spontaneous origin

of the SM parity breaking, the model is endowed
with the discrete parity P, assumed exact at high
scale and broken spontaneously by vR. P exchanges
the gauge groups, the fermion representations QL

$ QR, and conjugates the bidoublet � $ �†. As
a result, the Yukawa Lagrangian LY = QL(Y � +
Ỹ �̃)QR + h.c. requires hermitean Y , Ỹ . The di-
agonalization of quark masses gives rise to a new
CKM matrix VR in the WR charged currents. Only
for nonzero ↵ the masses are non-hermitean and VR

departs from the standard VL. An analytical form
for VR is found perturbatively in the small param-
eter y = |s↵ t2� | . 2mb/mt ' 0.05 [40, 41]. While
the left and right mixing angles can be considered
equal for our aims, VR has new external CP phases.
For later convenience we denote them as ✓q, with
VR = diag{ei✓u, ei✓c, ei✓t}VL diag{ei✓d, ei✓s, ei✓b}. All
✓q are small deviations of O(y) around 0 or ⇡, cor-
responding to 32 physically di↵erent sign combina-
tions of the quark mass eigenvalues [22, 41]. For
details on the relevant features of the minimal LR
model we refer to [21, 22] and references therein.
There are two qualitatively di↵erent ways of im-

plementing a U(1)PQ symmetry in LR models, fol-
lowing either the KSVZ [42, 43] or the DFSZ [44, 45]
variant. In the former, the field content of the mini-
mal LRSM remains uncharged under U(1)PQ, and
the pseudoscalar axion couplings to nucleons are
given by Eqs. (4)–(5) with cq = 0.
On the other hand, the construction of a LR-

DFSZ model, with SM quarks carrying PQ charges,
turns out to be less trivial. This is due mainly to
the fact that chiral PQ charges XQL 6= XQR forbid
one of the Yukawa terms in LY , implying unphysical
mass matrices. Hence, either the LR field content
must be extended [46, 47] (e.g. with a second bidou-
blet) or e↵ective operators must be invoked in the
Yukawa sector [48, 49]. Finally, a complex singlet S
to decouple the PQ scale from vR and v is needed.

A complete ultraviolet LR-DFSZ model description
is not needed here [50], it is enough to report the
axion couplings to quarks and charged-leptons,

cu, c, t =
1

3
sin2 � , cd, s, b = ce, µ, ⌧ =

1

3
cos2 � .

(14)
While the minimal LR model with P is a predic-

tive theory even in the strong CP sector [51, 52],
the axion hypothesis can relax predictivity in the
fermion as well as in the strong CP sector, if other
fields as a second bidoublet are introduced. We stick
below to the LR-KSVZ or the LR-DFSZ case with
a single bidoublet and a nonrenormalizable Yukawa
term. The axion washes out ✓ (and renormaliza-
tions [51, 53]), and observables such as e.g. dn and
gan,p, are tightly predicted.

With this choice, quark masses set as usual a per-
turbativity limit on t� , mainly due to mt/mb: one
finds t� . 0.5 [54] or & 2. The two ranges are
equivalent in the minimal model (swapping Y and
Ỹ ) but they become physically di↵erent when the
PQ symmetry acts on �. Within this perturbative
domain the pseudoscalar axion coupling to nucleons
Eqs. (4)–(5) can never vanish.

Axion and CPV probes of LR scale. The RH
currents in the LRSM induce the axion couplings
described above. For details on the LRSM short-
distance and the extended chiral Lagrangian we re-
fer to [22]. We just recall that the short-distance

coe�cients C
qq0

i depend on the relevant CKM en-
tries, carrying the additional CP phases of VR, and

on the LR gauge mixing ⇣. The C
qq0

i are renormal-
ized at the 1GeV hadronic scale and matched with
the chiral low energy constants.

To analyze the predicted (gangaN )1/2 as a func-
tion of MWR , we study together the four CPV ob-
servables (", "

0, dn, gaN ), while marginalizing on
tan�, the CP phase ↵, and the 32 signs. As in
Refs. [22, 55], we introduce a parameter hi for each
observable, normalizing the LR contributions to the
experimental central value (", "

0) or upper bound
(dn). For the latter we take the updated 90%
C.L. result dn < 1.8⇥ 10�26 e cm [56]. The LR con-
tributions to the indirect CPV parameter " in kaon
mixing was thoroughly analyzed in [55] to which
we refer for details. For the direct CPV parame-
ter "

0 the latest lattice result [57] for the K ! ⇡⇡

matrix element of the leading QCD penguin oper-
ator supports the early chiral quark model predic-
tion [58, 59], confirmed by the resummation of the
pion rescattering [60], as well as more recent chiral
Lagrangian reassessments [61, 62], including a de-
tailed analysis of isospin breaking. All of the above
point to a SM prediction in the ballpark of the ex-
perimental value, albeit with a large error [63]. We
consider below two benchmark cases: 50% and 15%
of "0 induced by LR physics [64, 65].

The average CPV nucleon coupling in Eq. (11)
is computed using Eq. (10). With the updated dn
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depending on the spin relaxation time), before pass-
ing to a scaled-up version with a larger 3He cell
reaching liquid density.
To provide an example of the testing power of

these future experiments, as a definite model of RH
currents we consider the paradigmatic case of the
LR symmetric model (LRSM), with a PQ symmetry.

Application to Left Right models. In the min-
imal LRSM [35–39], the gauge group SU(3)C ⇥

SU(2)L ⇥ SU(2)R ⇥ U(1)B�L is spontaneously bro-
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of the SM parity breaking, the model is endowed
with the discrete parity P, assumed exact at high
scale and broken spontaneously by vR. P exchanges
the gauge groups, the fermion representations QL

$ QR, and conjugates the bidoublet � $ �†. As
a result, the Yukawa Lagrangian LY = QL(Y � +
Ỹ �̃)QR + h.c. requires hermitean Y , Ỹ . The di-
agonalization of quark masses gives rise to a new
CKM matrix VR in the WR charged currents. Only
for nonzero ↵ the masses are non-hermitean and VR

departs from the standard VL. An analytical form
for VR is found perturbatively in the small param-
eter y = |s↵ t2� | . 2mb/mt ' 0.05 [40, 41]. While
the left and right mixing angles can be considered
equal for our aims, VR has new external CP phases.
For later convenience we denote them as ✓q, with
VR = diag{ei✓u, ei✓c, ei✓t}VL diag{ei✓d, ei✓s, ei✓b}. All
✓q are small deviations of O(y) around 0 or ⇡, cor-
responding to 32 physically di↵erent sign combina-
tions of the quark mass eigenvalues [22, 41]. For
details on the relevant features of the minimal LR
model we refer to [21, 22] and references therein.
There are two qualitatively di↵erent ways of im-

plementing a U(1)PQ symmetry in LR models, fol-
lowing either the KSVZ [42, 43] or the DFSZ [44, 45]
variant. In the former, the field content of the mini-
mal LRSM remains uncharged under U(1)PQ, and
the pseudoscalar axion couplings to nucleons are
given by Eqs. (6)–(7) with cq = 0.
On the other hand, the construction of a LR-

DFSZ model, with SM quarks carrying PQ charges,
turns out to be less trivial. This is due mainly to
the fact that chiral PQ charges XQL 6= XQR forbid
one of the Yukawa terms in LY , implying unphysical
mass matrices. Hence, either the LR field content
must be extended [46, 47] (e.g. with a second bidou-
blet) or e↵ective operators must be invoked in the
Yukawa sector [48, 49]. Finally, a complex singlet S
to decouple the PQ scale from vR and v is needed.

A complete ultraviolet LR-DFSZ model description
is not needed here [50], it is enough to report the
axion couplings to quarks and charged-leptons,

cu, c, t =
1

3
sin2 � , cd, s, b = ce, µ, ⌧ =

1

3
cos2 � .

(14)
While the minimal LR model with P is a predic-

tive theory even in the strong CP sector [51, 52],
the axion hypothesis can relax predictivity in the
fermion as well as in the strong CP sector, if other
fields as a second bidoublet are introduced. We stick
below to the LR-KSVZ or the LR-DFSZ case with
a single bidoublet and a nonrenormalizable Yukawa
term. The axion washes out ✓ (and renormaliza-
tions [51, 53]), and observables such as e.g. dn and
gan,p, are tightly predicted.

With this choice, quark masses set as usual a per-
turbativity limit on t� , mainly due to mt/mb: one
finds t� . 0.5 [54] or & 2. The two ranges are
equivalent in the minimal model (swapping Y and
Ỹ ) but they become physically di↵erent when the
PQ symmetry acts on �. Within this perturbative
domain the pseudoscalar axion coupling to nucleons
Eqs. (6)–(7) can never vanish.

Axion and CPV probes of LR scale. The RH
currents in the LRSM induce the axion couplings
described above. For details on the LRSM short-
distance and the extended chiral Lagrangian we re-
fer to [22]. We just recall that the short-distance

coe�cients C
qq0

i depend on the relevant CKM en-
tries, carrying the additional CP phases of VR, and

on the LR gauge mixing ⇣. The C
qq0

i are renormal-
ized at the 1GeV hadronic scale and matched with
the chiral low energy constants.

hO ⌘
O

th

Oexp
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To analyze the predicted (gangaN )1/2 as a func-
tion of MWR , we study together the four CPV ob-
servables (", "

0, dn, gaN ), while marginalizing on
tan�, the CP phase ↵, and the 32 signs. As in
Refs. [22, 55], we introduce a parameter hi for each
observable, normalizing the LR contributions to the
experimental central value (", "

0) or upper bound
(dn). For the latter we take the updated 90%
C.L. result dn < 1.8⇥ 10�26 e cm [56]. The LR con-
tributions to the indirect CPV parameter " in kaon
mixing was thoroughly analyzed in [55] to which
we refer for details. For the direct CPV parame-
ter "

0 the latest lattice result [57] for the K ! ⇡⇡
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nEDM (bound)

new macroscopic forces 

strong CP problem or strong CP opportunity ? 
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