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The axion flavour connection
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A local flavour symmetry acting on the quarks of the Standard Model can automatically give rise
to an accidental global U(1) which remains preserved from sources of explicit breaking up to a large
operator dimension, while it gets spontaneously broken together with the flavour symmetry. Such
non-fundamental symmetries are often endowed with a mixed QCD anomaly, so that the strong
CP problem is automatically solved via the axion mechanism. We illustrate the general features
required to realise this scenario, and we discuss a simple construction based on the flavour group
SU(3)×SU(2)×U(1)F to illustrate how mass hierarchies can arise while ensuring at the same time
a high quality Peccei-Quinn symmetry.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fermion family replication suggests that quarks belong
to representations of some non-Abelian symmetry group,
while the absence of degenerate multiplets in the mass
spectrum hints to spontaneous breaking (SB) of the sym-
metry. Identifying the structure of a hidden symmetry
just from data grounded in the broken phase can be an
awfully difficult task. Complying with some theoretically
well motivated principles might thus provide a crucial
guide to advance in this endeavour. Here we put forth the
idea that a flavour1 gauge symmetry GF acting on parti-
cles carrying colour, as well as on certain scalar multiplets
responsible for the SB of GF , automatically enforces the
invariance under a global U(1) of all gauge invariant op-
erators constructed with quarks and scalar fields, up to
some suitably large dimension. Such a symmetry, being
non-fundamental, can be endowed with a mixed U(1)-
SU(3)QCD anomaly, and being broken spontaneously by
the same vacuum expectation values (VEVs) that break
GF , will give rise to an axion [1–4]. Local flavour groups
of this type, if they exist, will thus automatically pro-
vide a solution to the strong CP problem [5, 6] via the
Peccei-Quinn (PQ) mechanism.

It is well known that in benchmark axion models, like
the Kim-Shifman-Vainshtein-Zakharov (KSVZ) [7, 8] and
Dine-Fischler-Srednicki-Zhitnitsky (DFSZ) [9, 10] mod-
els, in which the axion is mainly hosted in a complex
scalar gauge singlet Φ, the origin of the PQ symmetry
remains misterious. This is because there is no reason to
forbid renormalizable operators like µ3Φ, µ2Φ2, . . . since
they do not violate any fundamental principle. However,
if present, such operators would destroy the PQ symme-
try together with the axion solution. A satisfactory ex-
planation of the origin of the PQ symmetry would arise if,
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1 In this work ‘flavour’ refers to a replication of the known quarks
as well as of new exotic quarks.

given a suitable extension of the Standard Model (SM),
all renormalizable Lagrangian terms respecting first prin-
ciples (Lorentz and local gauge invariance) automatically
preserve also a global U(1) with the required proper-
ties. Moreover, in order to solve the strong CP prob-
lem, U(1)PQ must be of a very high quality, in the sense
that any source of explicit breaking (besides the QCD
anomaly) must be extremely suppressed. This results
in the requirement that PQ breaking effective operators
of dimension D . 10 should remain forbidden [11–15].
Different approaches have been put forth to tackle the
PQ origin and quality problems. Composite models as-
sume that there are no axion-related fundamental scalars.
In this case besides local symmetries the PQ quality is
also assisted by Lorentz invariance, which helps to raise
the dimension of PQ symmetry breaking operators [16–
22]. If instead the axion sits in one or more fundamental
scalars, then to generate and protect U(1)PQ up to some
operator dimension D, one can rely only on local sym-
metries. Discrete gauge symmetries ZD [23–30], Abelian
gauge symmetries with multiple complex scalars with val-
ues of the gauge charges of order D [12], non-Abelian
local symmetries generally of degree not less than D [31–
33], gauge symmetries assisted by supersymmetry [34–36]
or by higher dimensional constructions [37–39] have been
used for this scope.2 There are some unsatisfactory as-
pects common to most of these solutions. For example
they generally introduce a completely new sector, which
is functional to generate U(1)PQ but is otherwise loosely
connected to other SM properties. Moreover, as regards
the level of protection, it is often controlled by some ad
hoc feature which involves numbers of order D (the de-
gree of a gauge group, the value of Abelian charges, etc.)

In Ref. [41] it was pointed out that a certain type of
semi-simple local symmetries acting on a suitable set of

2 Recently, it has also been argued that the axion quality prob-
lem can be automatically solved in an alternative formulation in
which the axion is introduced as a 2-form Bµν , whose Lagrangian
enjoys an invariance under a gauge shift Bµν → Bµν+Ωµν which
protects the axion mechanism [40].
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scalar multiplets and of fermions carrying colour, are well
suited to generate and protect a U(1)PQ, even when each
group factor in the semi-simple decomposition has de-
gree much smaller than D. This suggests the interesting
possibility of enforcing accidentally a PQ symmetry by
exploiting group factors of degree ≤ 3, which can thus be
interpreted as flavour symmetries acting on the SM quark
generations. In this work, we study the viability of such
a scenario, we state some necessary conditions for its re-
alisation and, as an example, we construct a flavor model
based on a particularly simple flavour group in which a
global U(1)PQ arises accidentally and remains protected
up to operator dimension D = 10, while mass hierarchies
compatible with those observed in the quark sector are
generated upon minimization of a scalar potential. The
paper is organised as follows. In Section II we state some
conditions which must be matched by theoretical con-
structions that aim to realise this idea. In Section III we
describe the main steps through which flavour models of
this type can be constructed. In Section IV we present
a concrete realisation, and finally in Section V we sum-
marise the main results and draw our conclusions.

II. THE NEED FOR AN ABELIAN FACTOR

An important step towards an explanation of the ori-
gin of the axion, is the search for a scalar potential that
respects automatically a global U(1). A class of semi-
simple symmetries that, when imposed as local symme-
tries acting on a certain set of scalar multiplets, features
particularly interesting properties to achieve this goal,
was studied in Ref. [41]. They have the generic struc-
ture GF = SU(m) × SU(n) with m 6= n. For example
the potential for a scalar multiplet transforming in the
bi-fundamental Y ∼ (m, n̄) features an exact acciden-
tal U(1) corresponding to a global rephasing Y → eiαY .
This follows from the fact that all gauge invariant op-
erators, e.g. Tr(Y †Y ), Tr(Y †Y Y †Y ), are Hermitian,
since for m 6= n the would-be non-Hermitian determi-
nant operator ∼ ǫα1α2...ǫi1i2...Y

i1
α1
Y i2α2

. . . vanishes identi-
cally. This is a promising observation; however, a model
aiming to provide a satisfactory explanation of the origin
of the PQ symmetry needs to satisfy additional require-
ments, the most important of which are:

(i) The accidental U(1) symmetry enforced by GF
must have a colour anomaly;

(ii) All fermions carrying colour must be massive;

(iii) U(1) must remain preserved up to operators of di-
mension D >∼ 10 without introducing a too large
number of chiral quarks.

While the potential of a single scalar multiplet trans-
forming under a rectangular gauge group does satisfy the
quality requirement [41], its Yukawa sector unavoidably
yields some massless quarks and fails to satisfy the re-
quirement (ii). Thus, additional scalars must be intro-

duced. In general, this opens up the possibility of writing
also non-Hermitian operators, and then the issue whether
a global U(1) does arise, and up to which operator dimen-
sion it remains preserved, becomes non-trivial. The main
reason for the last requirement (iii) is to improve with
respect to existing models. For example, the model dis-
cussed in Ref. [31], which is based on the gauge symme-
try SU(D)L×SU(D)R, contains exotic quark multiplets
trasforming as QL ∼ (D, 1) QR ∼ (1, D) coupled to a
scalar multiplet Y ∼ (D, D̄). This model satisfies (i) and
(ii) while the first PQ-breaking operator (detY ) arises
at dimension D. Here we seek more economical con-
structions involving fermion representations of dimension
much smaller than D, suitable to host the SM quarks.

We will now prove that semi-simple gauge groups GF
do not suffice to enforce an accidental U(1) symmetry
while satisfying simultaneously the three requirements
(i)-(iii). Let us consider a generic semi-simple gauge
group GF = [ΠℓSU(Mℓ)]L × [ΠrSU(Nr)]R acting on a
certain set of scalar multiplets Y ℓr ∼ (mℓ, n̄r) in the fun-
damental (mℓ = Mℓ, nr = Nr) or trivial (mℓ, nr = 1)
representation of pairs of group factors, and a set of left-
handed (LH) and right-handed (RH) quarks QL , QR of a
given electric charge in the fundamental (or trivial) rep-
resentation of a single group factor.3 To prevent a QCD
gauge anomaly and to ensure that each LH quarks has
a RH chiral partner, so that no quark is prevented from
acquiring a mass, we require nQ ≡

∑

ℓmℓ =
∑

r nr. Let
us consider the set of gauge invariant Yukawa terms:

∑

{ℓr}

ηℓrQ̄LℓY
ℓrQRr , (1)

where ηℓr are coupling constants.4 Upon SB of GF
(TrY †Y → 〈TrY †Y 〉 6= 0) the Yukawa operators gen-
erate a mass matrix for the quarks. By arranging the LH
and RH fermions in two vectors ΨL,R, the mass term can
be written as:

Ψ̄L M(η 〈Y 〉) ΨR , (2)

with M a nQ×nQ square matrix. Although this matrix
can have one or more vanishing mℓ × nr blocks (corre-
sponding for example to the absence of a Y ∼ (mℓ, nr)
scalar multiplet) the requirement that all the quarks are
massive implies detM 6= 0. Then the sum

ǫi1i2...inQ
ǫj1j2...jnQ

Mi1j1Mi2j2 . . .MinQ
jnQ

(3)

3 We assume for definiteness that all fields transform in the fun-
damental or trivial representation of the group factors. Because
of superselection rules considering one quark sector of a given
electric charge is without loss of generality.

4 Here {ℓr} are not matrix indices. They label the specific coupling
that multiplies the Yukawa operator, as well as the particular
fermion and scalar multiplets involved. In case QLℓ, QRr belong
to the same representation under GF and under the SU(2)L elec-
troweak group, then (η Y )ℓr represents an invariant mass term.
If instead one QL,R is a SU(2)L doublet and the other one a

singlet, then Y ℓr represents a Higgs doublet.
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must contain at least one non-vanishing term. Suppress-
ing the coupling constants (η → 1) so that each block
Mℓr is replaced by 〈Y 〉ℓr), Eq. (3) ensures that one can
write down a gauge invariant scalar operator of dimen-
sion nQ whose VEV does not vanish. Let us now denote
by Xψ the charge of the field ψ under the accidental U(1).
From Eq. (2) we see that this operator must carry a global
charge equal to

∑

QLℓ
mℓ XQLℓ

−
∑

QRr
nr XQRr

= A,

where A is the U(1)-QCD anomaly coefficient.5 We are
thus left with the following options: (i) A = 0: the op-
erator does not break the accidental symmetry, however,
the symmetry is non-anomalous and hence it is not a
PQ symmetry; (ii) A 6= 0: U(1) can be promoted to
a PQ symmetry which, however, is unavoidably broken
at dimension nQ by the operator in Eq. (3). Clearly this
brings back the issue that to enforce the required U(1)PQ
protection one needs to introduce nQ ≥ D chiral quarks
for any given electric charge.

This unpleasant result can be circumvented by extend-
ing the flavour symmetry to include an Abelian gauge
factor GF → GF × U(1)F such that the Yukawa oper-
ators in Eq. (1) are U(1)F -invariant and thus allowed,
while the scalar operator corresponding to Eq. (3) is not
U(1)F invariant and remains forbidden. The search for
suitable U(1)F symmetries that can realise this picture
plays a central role in the present study.

III. MODEL BUILDING

In this section we describe a general strategy to con-
struct models that can realise an axion-flavour connec-
tion. With the exception of the top mass, all other SM
quark masses have values well below the scale of the elec-
troweak (EW) VEV v ∼ 246 GeV, that is the dimensional
scale to which all SM masses should be related. This ob-
servation suggests the possibility that the SM fermion
masses could be forbidden at the renormalizable level
because of some flavour symmetry, and that they could
arise from effective operators that are switched on after
the flavour symmetry gets spontaneously broken. This
scenario requires the introduction of a certain set of ex-
otic quarks with electric charge +2/3 and −1/3, and of
SM singlet scalars transforming in some representation
of the flavour group to generate the effective operators,
and to break spontaneously the flavour symmetry. In
each charge sector the determinant of the nQ × nQ mass
matrix should have a parametric dependence det (M) ∼
v3ΛnQ−3, where Λ represents some large mass scale unre-
lated to the EW VEV v. Note that requiring that there
are no massless quarks (det (M) 6= 0) already imposes
some relevant constraints on the viability of the model.

5 Strictly speaking A is the contribution to the anomaly coefficient
of one sector of quarks with the same electric charge. Applying
this argument sector by sector one reaches the same conclusion.

Let us clarify these points with an example.

A. A simple example

Let us consider for definiteness the up-quark sector,
leaving understood that the same construction is repli-
cated in the down-quark sector. The simplest flavour
symmetry of the form GF × U(1)F where GF denotes
a semi-simple rectangular group, corresponds to GF =
SU(3) × SU(2). Let us assume that the LH quark dou-
blets qL transform in the fundamental of SU(3) while
the RH quarks uR belong to a fundamental of SU(2).
Then one RH quark tR is a singlet under GF . To ren-
der GF anomaly free, the simplest choice is to ‘mirror’
this quark content by introducing a minimal set of exotic
quarks (UR, UL, TL). Under SU(3)×SU(2) of flavour the
quarks transform as

qL ∼ (3,1), uR ∼ (1,2), tR ∼ (1,1) ,

UR ∼ (3,1), UL ∼ (1,2), TL ∼ (1,1) . (4)

Note that while qL = (u, d)TL is an EW doublet, the other
five up-type quark multiplets are SU(2)L singlets. Five
down-type SU(2)L singlets dR, bR, DR, DL, BL complete
the fermion content of the model, but they are irrele-
vant for the following discussion. Let us now introduce
(besides the Higgs) the following scalar multiplets:

Y ∼ (3, 2̄), Z ∼ (3,1), X ∼ (1, 2̄). (5)

Although the multiplet X , together with the Higgs,
would suffice to provide masses for all the quarks, to gen-
erate hierarchical masses other fields transforming like Y
and Z are also needed, so we introduce them from the
start. Denoting with lower case letters the VEVs of the
components of the scalar fields, e.g. 〈X〉 = (x1, x2) etc.,
and choosing the field basis in which 〈Y 1

1 〉 = y1, 〈Y 2
2 〉 =

y2 with all other entries vanishing, the 6× 6 mass matrix
consistent with invariance under GF reads:

M =

uR uR tR UR UR UR
























0 0 0 v 0 0 qL
0 0 0 0 v 0 qL
0 0 0 0 0 v qL

Λu 0 x∗1 y∗1 0 0 UL
0 Λu x

∗
2 0 y∗2 0 UL

x1 x2 Λt z
∗
1 z∗2 z∗3 TL ,

(6)

where Λu,t are invariant mass terms, and Yukawa cou-
plings multiplying the VEVs components are left un-
derstood. Already this simple construction has some
nice features: there are no tree level masses for the
‘light’ fields qL , uR , tR, and since by assumption v ≪
xi, yi, zi,Λu,t the matrix has a see-saw like structure that
strongly suppresses light-heavy LH mixings, ensuring the
approximate unitarity of the light quarks mixing ma-
trix. The determinant det (M) = v3Λu

[

|X |2 − ΛtΛu
]

has the correct parametric dependence ∼ v3Λ3 to give
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rise to three light and three heavy eigenstates. From
the determinant we can read off which operators in the
Yukawa Lagrangian must be allowed by U(1)F to ensure
det (M) 6= 0. They are:

L⊃ q̄LHuUR + ΛuŪLuR +

{

ΛtT̄LtR or
T̄LXuR + ŪLX

†tR.
(7)

Consider now a generic U(1) that is unbroken by the
Yukawa terms in Eq. (7). Denoting the U(1) charge of
a field with the same symbol that denotes the field, the
following charge relations must be satisfied:6

qL−UR = Hu, UL−uR = 0,

{

TL − tR = 0 or
TL − uR = tR − UL = X.

(8)
The generic expression for the coefficient of the mixed
U(1) × SU(3)c anomaly is

A = 3qL − 2uR − tR + 2UL + TL − 3UR , (9)

and after imposing the conditions in Eq. (8), we obtain

A =

{

3Hu + (TL − tR) = 3Hu or
3Hu + (TL − uR) + (UL − tR) = 3Hu .

(10)

Now, under the assumption that the down-quark sector
replicates the same Yukawa structure than the up-sector,
the total anomaly is A = 3(Hu +Hd). Let us recall that
for the local U(1)F we need AF = 0, while for U(1)PQ

we need APQ 6= 0. This requires two Higgs doublets

(Hu 6= H̃d) with opposite F -charges FHu
= −FHd

.
The bilinear term HuHd would then be permitted by
SU(2)L × U(1)Y × U(1)F invariance, however, since
XHu

+XHd
6= 0, it would badly break the PQ symmetry

at D = 2. Thus this simple model, although presenting
some interesting features, does not allow to establish
an axion-flavour connection. Nevertheless, this example
illustrates rather clearly which strategy should be
followed to study the viability of other constructions.

B. Strategy for model building

Models of flavour in which a local gauge symmetry
can automatically yield a high-quality QCD-axion can
be constructed by implementing the following steps:

(1) Mass matrix determinant and anomaly conditions.

Given a set of scalar and fermion multiplets transform-
ing under a semi-simple flavour factor GF , write down
the most general GF invariant Yukawa potential, and

6 Whenever no confusion can arise, we will use the same symbol
to denote a field multiplet and its generic U(1) charge. We will
instead use respectively Fφ and Xφ to denote the U(1)F and
U(1)PQ charges of the field φ.

verify that the leading terms of the determinant of
the fermion mass matrix have the parametric structure
∼ v3ΛnQ−3 + . . . where the ellipsis represent possible
terms of O(v4) or higher, while terms vjΛnQ−j with
0 ≤ j ≤ 2, if present, must eventually be forbidden
by the U(1)F symmetry. Next, for each choice of the
Yukawa terms that can yield the correct parametric
dependence, find which accidental U(1)’s arise, and
verify that U(1) charge relations allow for solutions of
the anomaly coefficient conditions AF = 0 and APQ 6= 0.

(2) Identifying U(1)F and U(1)PQ. The gauge invari-
ant kinetic term for the set of n = nψ + nφ fermion
and scalar multiplets enjoys a U(1)n rephasing symme-
try. Each Yukawa operator and each non-Hermitian
scalar operator, when allowed, imposes one condition
on the otherwise arbitrary phase redefinitions, and re-
duces the number of the U(1) symmetries by one unit.
We aim to find a set of n − 4 Yukawa and scalar op-
erators that will reduce the U(1)n symmetry down to
U(1)Y ×U(1)ψ×U(1)PQ×U(1)F . The first factor is hy-
percharge, for which we have YHd

= −YHu
= 1

2 (in the

case of a single Higgs doublet Hd = H̃u), while all the
exotic scalars have Y = 0. The second factor is fermion
number, under which all the fermion multiplets have the
same charge while all the scalars are neutral. Note that
when only the quark sector is considered, U(1)ψ can be
simply identified with baryon number. U(1)ψ is automat-
ically preserved because Lorentz invariant fermion oper-
ators of the Majorana type cannot appear in the quark
sector. The third factor is the sought PQ symmetry.
Note that the U(1)ψ and U(1)PQ charges, being global,
can always be redefined by means of a shift proportional
to hypercharge or F -charge. Now, requiring that a spe-
cific set of n−4 Yukawa and scalar operators are allowed
by U(1)Y and by a certain U(1)F local symmetry, pro-
vides n − 4 constraints. It follows that the charges of
all the fermions (Ψf ) can be expressed in terms of linear
combinations of four reference charges. The charges of
the Higgs doublets, that do not carry fermion number,
depend on three reference charges, while for the SM sin-
glet scalars (Φs) two charges suffice, since they do not
carry neither fermion number nor hypercharge. We will
choose the charge ζ of one fermion multiplet to repre-
sent fermion number and the charge of one SM singlet
scalar ϕ, to represent one combination of the F - and PQ
charges. For the remaining two reference charges we de-
fine h+ = Hd + Hu and h− = Hd − Hu. Note that for
h+ the hypercharge contribution cancels, so that h+ can
be taken as a second combination of F - and PQ. Note
also that since h− contains a hypercharge contribution,
it cannot appear in the charge combinations Φs.

7 All in

7 In models with a single Higgs doublet H one should replace h+

with the charge of a second hyperchargeless scalar, and h− → H.
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all we can write:

Ψf = afϕ+ bfh+ + cfh− + dfζ , (11)

Φs = asϕ+ bsh+ , (12)

A = aϕ+ b h+ = AF + APQ , (13)

where the coefficients af,s, bf,s, cf , df and a, b, are de-
termined by the n − 4 conditions on the charges. The
anomaly coefficient in the last expression does not depend
on ζ and h− since fermion number and hypercharge have
no QCD anomaly while, as it is put in evidence in the sec-
ond equality, it can receive contributions from the other
two U(1)’s. If the coefficients cf are all proportional to
the corresponding hypercharges yf , then h− can be iden-
tified with the hypercharge generator. To achieve this a
suitable shift of the global charge ζ might be needed,
e.g. ζ → ψ − αh− in such a way that for all fields
cf − αdf = yf . Finally, the U(1)F charges are identified
by the condition AF = 0, which yields f ∝ a h+ − b ϕ
and χ ∝ b h+ + aϕ, where f and χ are normalization
factors for the U(1)F and U(1)PQ generators.

One should next verify that PQ breaking operators
OPQ✘ will only appear at a sufficiently high operator
dimension. The search for such operators is greatly
simplified by the fact that their overall charge must be
proportional to the anomaly coefficient A, since this
is the necessary condition for OPQ✘ being allowed by
the gauge symmetry while carrying an overall PQ charge.

(3) Identifying the physical axion. As we have mentioned
above, the PQ charges are not uniquely defined since any
combination of the accidental U(1) and of the diagonal
generators associated with the gauge symmetries defines
a new global symmetry [42–44]. The physical axion must
be, however, a massless state orthogonal to the Goldstone
bosons of the broken flavour symmetries. This implies
the following conditions:

∑

S

〈S†TCS〉XS =
∑

S

〈S†S〉FSXS = 0 , (14)

where S represents any scalar field and TC are the
Cartan generators of the non-Abelian subgroups. These
conditions can be satisfied via a redefinition of the PQ
charges, that will then identify the particular U(1)PQ

whose Goldstone boson is physical axion.8 Let us note
at this point that it is mandatory that at least one
among the scalars with VEVs V ≫ v will have the
coefficient bs of its charge Φs (see Eq. (12)) different
from zero, otherwise one global U(1)h+

would remain
unbroken below the scale V . The surviving symmetry
will eventually get broken at the EW scale, however,

8 If the model contains two or more PQ charged Higgs doublets,
upon EW symmetry breaking their charges must be further re-
defined to satisfy

∑
i YHi

XHi
v2i = 0, to ensure that the axion

does not mix with the Goldstone boson of U(1)Y [9, 10].

the resulting axion would then lie in the Higgs direc-
tion. Formally, this occurs because the orthogonality
conditions Eq. (14) imply that after redefinition, the PQ
charges of the Higgs doublets (and consequently also
the charges of the SM fermions coupled to the Higgs)
become extremely large, of O(V 2/v2). It can be shown
that the axion would then couple to the SM fields with
an effective suppression scale of O(1/v) so that, much
alike the Weinberg-Wilczek axion [3, 4], it would be
phenomenologically ruled out.

(4) Flavour structure. After constructing the axion sec-
tor according to the previous steps, it remains to be seen
which flavour structure can arise from the model. To
carry out this study one should write down the most
general scalar potential in terms of the complete set
of GF × U(1)F invariant scalar operators, which will
be also PQ conserving by construction. Minimisation
of the potential will then yield a fermion mass ma-
trix, of which Eq. (6) is one example. The goal is to
obtain the correct hierarchies among the light quark
masses without the need of strong hierarchies among the
parameters of the scalar potential or among the cou-
plings of the Yukawa operators. Previous studies car-
ried out within a model based on the flavour symmetry
SU(3)Q × SU(3)u × SU(3)d (but with no axion) have
proven to be successful in this endevour [45–47], and in-
dicate that there should be no fundamental impediment
to achieve the same result with GF ×U(1)F . However, in
the present case carrying out such a study is remarkably
more complicated. This is because since we need to keep
trace of the PQ anomaly, we have to work with the com-
plete renormalizable UV theory, rather than much more
simply with an effective theory involving only the SM
quarks, as was done e.g. in Refs. [45–47]. We anticipate
that this step requires a computationally intense analysis,
since it involves multiple minimisations of a complicated
multi-fields scalar potential to find the structure of the
VEVs, nested with minimisations with respect to the cou-
plings of the scalar and Yukawa potentials to find the set
of parameters that can reproduce the SM quark flavour
structure. Proper minimisation of the scalar potential re-
quires a careful parametrisation of the scalar multiplets,
so that they will contain only physical degrees of freedom,
with all redundant components that can be gauged away
removed. In the Appendix we derive explicit expressions
for the field multiplets containing only non-redundant de-
grees of freedom. This parametrisation has been used in
the numerical minimisation.

IV. A VIABLE SU(3)× SU(2)×U(1)F MODEL

As a concrete application, let us describe a model in
which U(1)PQ arises automatically and is protected up
to D = 10, while strong mass hierarchies arise upon
minimisation of the scalar potential of a set of EW sin-
glet scalars. The flavour group is the same SU(3) ×
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SU(2)×U(1)F of the model discussed in Section III, but
we extend the fermion content of Eq. (4) by including
a pair of flavour singlets EW doublets QL = (t, b)TL and
QR = (T,B)TR. The up-type quark sector thus contains
the following fields:

qL ∼ (3,1), uR ∼ (1,2), tR ∼ (1,1), QL ∼ (1,1),

UR ∼ (3,1), UL ∼ (1,2), TL ∼ (1,1), QR ∼ (1,1). (15)

Together with the down-type singlets dR, bR,
DR, DL, BL, this set of fermions is manifestly free
from QCD and GF gauge anomalies. Let us also assume
the same scalar sector given in Eq. (5). The most general
Lagrangian invariant under GF = SU(3) × SU(2) yields
the following mass matrix:

Mu =

uR uR tR UR UR UR QR
































0 0 0 v 0 0 z1 qL
0 0 0 0 v 0 z2 qL
0 0 0 0 0 v z3 qL
0 0 v 0 0 0 M QL

Λu 0 x∗1 y∗1 0 0 0 UL
0 Λu x∗2 0 y∗2 0 0 UL
x1 x2 Λt z∗1 z∗2 z∗3 v TL ,

(16)

where all Yukawa couplings are left understood. The de-
terminant of this mass matrix has the required paramet-
ric structure detMu ∼ O(v3Λ4) + O(v5Λ2). Each entry
in Mu corresponds to one Yukawa operator allowed by
GF , but not necessarily by U(1)F . For each operator that
we require to be also U(1)F invariant, we get one condi-
tion on the Abelian charges. Let us see how many con-
ditions should arise from the Yukawa sector. In Eq. (15)
we have three fermion doublets plus five singlets. Tak-
ing into account the additional five down-type SU(2)L
singlets we have a total of thirteen fermion multiplets.
We should impose no more than twelve linearly indepen-
dent conditions on the charges of the Yukawa operators,
in order to allow for an unbroken U(1)ψ acting on the
fermions.9 We should also impose no less then twelve
conditions to avoid two independent U(1)ψ × U(1)ψ′ ,
which would imply the existence of a new ‘baryon num-
ber’ that could stabilize some exotic quarks, giving rise
to dangerous strongly interacting long lived relics [48–50].
The following operators are mandatory:

[Huq̄
α
L UR,α , ΛuŪ

i
LuR,i , HuQ̄LtR] , q̄αLZαQR , (17)

where for the sake of clarity we have written explicitly
the flavour indices (Latin indices i, j, . . . refer to SU(2),
Greek indices α, β, . . . to SU(3)). The first three oper-
ators in the square brackets are specific of the up sec-
tor, and should be mirrored in the down-quark sector,
(UL,R → DL,R, uR → dR, tR → bR, Hu → Hd) providing

9 In general, a certain number of additional Yukawa operators cor-
responding to conditions that are linearly dependent from the
ones imposed will also be allowed by accident.

three additional conditions. The fourth one already in-
volves both the up- and down-type quark doublets. The
first two operators in Eq. (17) are necessary to ensure
that detMu 6= 0. The third one gives rise to a mass
term of O(v) at tree level. This accounts for the fact
that the mass of one up-type quark (the top) is not sup-
pressed with respect to the EW scale, and hence it should
not originate from an effective operator. The presence of
this operator, together with the previous two, also suffice
to ensure a non-vanishing determinant. The last operator
is needed to ensure that only three up-type quarks will
be present below the EW scale. In fact it removes one
linear combination of the three qL from the low energy
spectrum by providing a mass O(Λ).

The operators in Eq. (17) do not involve the quark
TL, nor the X,Y scalars that would not contribute to
dynamical generation of the mass hierarchies. This is
remedied by requiring the following additional operators

[ŪLY
†UR, T̄LXuR], ΛtT̄LtR. (18)

The first two in the square brackets suffice to have aX,Y -
dependent Yukawa Lagrangian and to couple TL. They
are replicated in the down-quark sector (UL,R → DL,R,
TL → BL, uR → dR). The last one completes the re-
quired list of twelve operators yielding linearly indepen-
dent charge conditions (seven from Eq. (17) and five from
Eq. (18)). Although the presence of the corresponding
down-type operator ΛbB̄LbR is not imposed, one can ver-
ify that it arises by accident.

Let us now assume that there is only one Higgs dou-
blet (Hu = H̃d). Together with X,Y, Z and the thirteen
fermion multiplets, there are seventeen fields. Then, on
top of the twelve Yukawa conditions, we need to impose
one additional condition in the scalar sector to reduce
U(1)17 → U(1)4. The set of scalar fields in Eq. (5)
does not allow to write a non-Hermitian operator in-
volving the Higgs doublet, the only possibilities (with
obvious contraction of the SU(3) × SU(2) indices) are
XY †Z, XY Z†, ZY Y, X(Y Y †)X . By choosing to allow
in turn each one of these operators, and solving the set of
thirteen linearly independent constraint on the charges,
one can verify that the first operator yields a vanishing
overall anomaly A = 0, and thus there is no PQ sym-
metry. For each one of the other three possibilities, one
obtains that at least one of the three remaining operators
acquires an overall charge proportional to the anomaly
coefficient. Thus, after imposing the condition AF = 0,
this operator will be allowed by U(1)F ; however, since it
will have to carry a non-vanishing PQ charge ∝ APQ 6= 0,
it will break U(1)PQ at the renormalizable level. We can
conclude that with a single Higgs doublet, the model does
not allow to establish an axion-flavour connection.

In order to proceed, let us then assume two Higgs
doublets Hu, Hd. To reduce the grand total of eighteen
rephasing symmetries to U(1)4 we now need to impose
two additional conditions on the scalar couplings. Even
with two Higgs doublets the set of fields in Eq. (5) still
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does not allow to write a non-Hermitian operator involv-
ing the Higgs fields. This implies that the two scalar
conditions will involve only X,Y, Z. As a consequence
the charges of these fields will depend on a single charge
ϕ (i.e. in Eq. (12) bs = 0). As explained in point (3) of
the previous section, this implies that an accidental U(1)
symmetry remains unbroken by the large VEVs, result-
ing in an axion that mainly sits in the Higgs doublets,
and that couples too strongly to the SM fields.

A simple way to avoid this issue is to introduce a non-
Hermitian coupling between the Higgs doublets and the
EW singlet scalars, that will ensure bs 6= 0. This can
be easily done with a further enlargement of the field
content. We choose to add to the set in Eq. (5) a scalar
multiplet Kα ∼ (3,1) transforming like Zα. We can then
write the operator (Z†K)(HuHd) (see Eq. (20) below)
which forces the charges of the heavy scalars to acquire
a dependence on h+. We couple this new scalar to the
Yukawa sector by replacing one of the previous Yukawa
operators with a new one involving K, more precisely
B̄LXdR → B̄LK

†DR, The five conditions corresponding
to Eq. (18) now are:

ŪLY
†UR,T̄LXuR, ΛtT̄LtR,

D̄LY
†DR,B̄LK

†DR . (19)

After imposing the corresponding charge conditions, two
additional Yukawa operators ŪLX

†tR and D̄LX
†bR are

also allowed by accident. Note that the set of Yukawa
operators is not completely symmetrical between the up
and down sectors. ΛtT̄LtR and T̄LXuR are not mirrored
in the down sector, which instead includes B̄LK

†DR that
has no counterpart in the up sector.

We now need to impose three conditions among the
scalars. We require U(1)F invariance of the following
operators:

Z†αKαHuHd, ǫαβγX†
i Y

i
αZβKγ , ǫijX

iY jαY
†α
k Xk, (20)

Once the corresponding charge conditions are imposed,
the additional operator ǫijǫ

αβγX iY jαKβZγ is also acci-
dentally allowed. This completes the list of the allowed
Yukawa and scalar operators of the model.

As for the PQ origin and quality issues, we have verified
that (with natural values of the charges) U(1)F forbids
all renormalizable PQ breaking operators, so that indeed
the origin of U(1)PQ is accidental. Moreover, the first
PQ breaking operators arise at D = 11, so that U(1)PQ

is sufficiently protected, and the quality issue solved.10

Carrying out the minimisation of the full scalar poten-
tial, inserting the resulting VEVs in the mass matrices

10 The D = 11 PQ breaking operators contain the GF invariant
factor (KZ†)4 joined to one of the three GF invariant strings
KY Y , Z†Y X or Z†Y X†. Each power of (KZ†) can also be
replaced by (HuHd) since it carries the same U(1)F and PQ
charges. However, the effects of these additional operators are
suppressed by powers of v2/V 2 and are thus irrelevant.

model experimental

mb(GeV) 1.5 1.5

mc(GeV) 0.5 0.4

ms(MeV) 20 30

md(MeV) 0.5 1.5

mu(MeV) 0.3 0.7

TABLE I. Quarks mass values obtained in the reference model
(see text) and their experimental values evolved at the scale
Λ = 108GeV. A top mass value mt(Λ) = 102.5GeV [51] has
been used to fix the overall fermion mass scale.

Mu,d and extracting the light O(v) eigenvalues, yields
the quark masses displayed in Table I.11 Notice that the
reference values of the quark masses are evolved (in the
MS scheme) up to 108 GeV [51].

Although in our model we set the scale where the first
breaking of the flavour symmetry occurs at 1011 GeV,
the complete breaking proceeds in various steps, sepa-
rated by hierarchical energy gaps. The reference scale
of 108 GeV is a rough average between the highest and
the lowest breaking scales, and thus representative of the
scale where the quark Yukawa couplings are generated.
The comparison between the results of the minimisation
and the values of the running masses in Table I is thus
affected by various uncertainties, and should be taken
with a grain of salt. The important point is that in the
numerical study the ratios between the dimensionless La-
grangian couplings were constrained to never exceed a
factor of O(10), so that the hierarchical pattern arises dy-
namically. In fact, starting from non-hierarchical values
of the fundamental parameters, we obtain for the VEVs
components |x1|, |y1,2|, |z3|, |k2| ∼ O(Λ), |x2|, |z1,2| ∼
O(10−5Λ), |k1,3| ∼ O(10−6Λ) with Λ = 1011 GeV. We
also find remarkable that the same set of VEVs allows to
reproduce both the stronger mass hierarchy of the up sec-
tor, and the milder hierarchy of the down sector, which
in terms of a small parameter ǫ ∼ 0.2 (of the order of the
Cabibbo angle) can be written as:

mu : mc : mt = ǫ7 : ǫ3 : 1

md : ms : mb = ǫ6 : ǫ4 : ǫ2 .
(21)

This is possible thanks to the asymmetry between the

11 In addition to the non-Hermitian scalar operators discussed
above, the scalar potential also contains many additional Hermi-
tian operators. Being U(1)F neutral they play no role in deter-
mining U(1)F and U(1)PQ, and they are generally also ‘flavour
irrelevant’ in the sense of Ref. [47]. This happens when an oper-
ator is accidentally invariant under a symmetry larger than GF

(e.g. Zα†Zα that carries an O(6) symmetry), so that its contri-
bution to the potential energy does not depend on the particular
configuration of the VEVs components. (Details on the numeri-
cal minimisation procedure can be provided upon request.)



8

operators contributing to the mass matrices in the up
and down sectors mentioned above.

We finally note that although the model contains two
Higgs doublets, it is fundamentally different from well
known 2 Higgs Doublet Models (2HDM) obtained by en-
larging the SM Higgs sector. In first place the scalar
potential of 2HDM does not carry a PQ symmetry, and
hence all the scalars are massive. Here, instead, the
usual PQ breaking operators m2HuHd and λ5(HuHd)

2

are forbidden by the U(1)F symmetry, and a massless
axion then arises. U(1)F also ensures, without the need
of additional assumptions, that the Yukawa sector fea-
tures natural flavour conservation [52]. However, as in
2HDM, there are additional massive Higgs scalars that
must be sufficiently heavy to have so far escaped detec-
tion. These results allow us to conclude that an axion-
flavour connection can be a realistic ansatz to tackle the
strong CP problem and the puzzle of the flavour mass
hierarchies in one fell swoop. On another note, it is clear
that the different structure of Mu and Md implies that
their diagonalisation will involve structurally different bi-

unitary rotations Vu,dL,R, and this might yield a too large
relative misalignment between the up and down LH mix-

ing matrices. Indeed, by denoting as V u,dL the restriction

of Vu,dL to the subspace of the three light eigenvalues, we

find that in our model VCKM = V uL V
d†
L does not give a

satisfactory description of the experimental quark mixing
matrix.12 This hints to the fact that the flavour symme-
try on which we have based our model might be too sim-
ple. Since GF does not distinguish between the two sec-
tors (only U(1)F does), a single set of VEVs contributes
to both the mass matrices, and this seems too constrain-
ing to account for the two different hierarchical patterns
in Eq. (21) while keeping at the same time a sufficient
similarity between the matrix structures Md ∼ Mu.
For example, splitting the SU(2) factor in GF according
to SU(3) × SU(2) → SU(3) × SU(2)u × SU(2)d would
imply doubling the scalar fields carrying SU(2) indices
X,Y → Xu, Yu, Xd, Yd, and this can provide a way to
circumvent the hierarchies/mixings clash [53].

V. OUTLOOK AND CONCLUSIONS

The origin and quality problems of the PQ symme-
try can be solved by postulating a new local symme-
try, suitable to enforce automatically the invariance of
the renormalizable Lagrangian under a global anomalous
U(1) symmetry, and able to protect this symmetry from
explicit breaking by effective operators up to some re-
markably large dimension. We have shown that a class
of symmetries that can yield this result are based on a

12 VCKM is also non-unitary. However, deviations from unitarity
are of O(v/V ) and thus negligible.

semi-simple rectangular gauge group GF extended by a
local U(1)F factor. Since neither group factors of large
degree nor large fermion representations are required,
such symmetries can be straightforwardly interpreted as
flavour symmetries acting on the SM quarks. The VEVs
of the scalar multiplets that break the flavour symme-
try also break U(1)PQ giving rise to an axion, while
the structure of these VEVs can be responsible for the
SM flavour hierarchies that are generated dynamically,
without the need of hierarchical fundamental parame-
ters. We have provided one example in which the SM
mass ratios are reproduced as a result of minimisation
of the scalar potential. Clearly, other models can be
constructed along the same lines outlined in this paper,
and we are currently exploring the landscape of possi-
ble models in search for the most economical and elegant
realisations. From the phenomenological point of view,
it is interesting to note that while the flavour (and PQ)
breaking scale must be sufficiently large to render the
axion invisible fa ∼ V ≫ v, experimental signatures
of this type of constructions can still be within exper-
imental reach. This is because small mass ratios like
mu/mt ∼ 10−5 must originate from a hierarchy between
the VEVs of some scalar multiplets components. Then,
even if we assume that the largest VEVs are of the order
of the axion scale, e.g. fa ∼ 1010 GeV, some scalar com-
ponent must acquire a much smaller VEV, of the order
of famu/mt . 100 TeV. Hence, it is not unreasonable to
speculate that some flavoured gauge bosons could have a
mass below the 100 TeV scale, and could then give rise to
observable effects in high precision flavour-related mea-
surement. Clearly, after a VEV structure that is able to
reproduce the SM flavour parameters has been identified,
it would be not difficult to reconstruct, from the values
of the VEVs of the scalar components, the spectrum of
the flavoured gauge bosons, and derive phenomenological
predictions. This type of phenomenological studies is left
for future work.
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APPENDIX: PARAMETRIZATION OF THE SCALAR FIELDS

In this Appendix we describe the parametrization for a set of scalar multiplets transforming under a gauge symmetry
SU(3)×SU(2)×U(1). We first write the matrices of fields in their general singular value decomposition (SVD), next
we manipulate the resulting expressions so that they will provide a faithful parametrization of the scalar multiplets
by eliminating the redundant degrees of freedom (d.o.f.). Finally we make use of the full local gauge symmetry to
gauge away additional d.o.f. This last step fixes completely the gauge. We carry out this study for the set of scalar
representations corresponding to the multiplets Y, Z, K, X introduced in the model of Section IV, however, this
example is sufficiently general to render clear how one should proceed with other sets of multiplets.

The SVD gives the following forms for the scalar fields (recall that in terms of the number of rows and columns the
field matrices are Y = Y3×2, Z = Z3×1, K = K3×1, X = X1×2):

Y = V†
Y Ŷ e

iξY UY , [6R + 6I vs. 6R + 8I ], VY ∈ SU(3), UY ∈ SU(2), Ŷ =





y1 0
0 y2
0 0



 , (22)

Z = V†
ZẐe

iξZ , [3R + 3I vs. 4R + 6I ], VZ ∈ SU(3) Ẑ =





z1
0
0



 , (23)

K = V†
KK̂e

iξK , [3R + 3I vs. 4R + 6I ], VK ∈ SU(3) K̂ =





k1
0
0



 , (24)

X = X̂eiξXUX , [2R + 2I vs. 2R + 3I ], UX ∈ SU(2) X̂ =
(

x1 0
)

. (25)

In the square brackets we have indicated the number of real (R) and imaginary (I) d.o.f. of the multiplet, versus
the number of parameters entering their SVD. The number of redundant parameters in the SVD is: (+2I) for Y ,
(+1R,+3I) for Z and K and (+1I) for X . The redundancies can be eliminated by constraining the matrices V and
U to depend on a reduced number of parameters with respect to general special unitary matrices (3 real angles and 5
phases for SU(3), 1 real angle and 2 phases for SU(2)). The matrices U and V can be thought as describing general
SU(2) and SU(3) finite transformations, and can be parametrized in the following way [54]:

U = ΘU, V = ΦVxVzVy , (26)

with

U =

(

cαu
−sαu

e−iβu

sαu
eiβu cαu

)

, Θ =

(

eiθ 0
0 e−iθ

)

,

{

−π ≤ αu < π
−π

2 ≤ βu, θ ≤
π
2

(27)

Vx =





1 0 0
0 cαx

−sαx
e−iβx

0 sαx
eiβx cαx



 , Vy =





cαy
0 −sαy

e−iβy

0 1 0
sαy

eiβy 0 cαy



 ,

Vz =





cγz −sγze
−iβz 0

sγze
iβz cγz 0

0 0 1



 , Φ =





eiϕ1 0 0
0 eiϕ2 0
0 0 e−i(ϕ1+ϕ2)



 ,

{

−π ≤ αx, αy < π
−π

2 ≤ γz, βx,y,z, ϕ1,2 ≤ π
2

. (28)

One should pay attention to the ordering in V ∼ (Vx · Vz · Vy) and to the fact that the angle γz ∈ Vz is a “latitude”
angle that ranges in the interval γz ∈ [−π

2 ,
π
2 ] while αx, αy ∈ Vx,y are “longitude” angle whose range is [−π, π). The

two phases ξY and θY ∈ UY can be eliminated from the SVD in Eq. (22) by redefining in the diagonal matrix of
phases ΦY ϕ1 → ϕ̃1 = ϕ1 − ξY − θY and ϕ2 → ϕ̃2 = ϕ2 − ξY + θY , eliminating the (2I) redundancy. For Z (and
similarly for K) the phases ϕ2,−(ϕ1 + ϕ2) ∈ ΦZ as well as the matrix V †

x , can be dropped since they act on the

vanishing entries of Ẑ, and we can redefine ξZ → ξ̃Z = ξZ − ϕ1 thus eliminating the redundant (1R, 3I) parameters.

Finally the redundant phase in X can be absorbed by redefining θX → θ̃X = θX + ξX . All in all we have

Y = V†
Y Ŷ UY , Z = (VZz VZy)† Ẑ eiξZ , K = (VKzVKy)† K̂ eiξK , X = X̂ ΘUX = X̂ŨXΘ, (29)
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where in the last relation ŨX = ΘUXΘ† = UX(αu, βu − 2θ).

Let us now proceed with SU(3)×SU(2)×U(1) gauge fixing. We can use a full SU(3) transformation V to remove

VY and the U piece of the SU(2) transformation U = ΘU to remove UY , so that Y = Ŷ . Next we can use the Θ

part of the U transformation to set X = X̂ŨX , and finally we can use the U(1) gauge symmetry to eliminate ξZ .
Resuming, after gauging away (4R + 8I) components we have:

Y = Ŷ , Z = (VZz VZy)† Ẑ, K = (VKzVKy)† K̂ eiξK (−π ≤ ξK < π), X = X̂ŨX . (30)

Note that the U(1) phase ξK ranges in the full 2π interval, and this is because γKz ∈ [−π
2 ,

π
2 ], so that the effect of

ξK → ξK + π cannot be reproduced by a π-shift of γKz.

In summary, we started with a total of (14R, 14I) scalar d.o.f.. By means of the SU(3) × SU(2) × U(1) symmetry
we have gauged away (3R + 5I) + (1R + 2I) + 1I d.o.f. leaving (10R + 6I) d.o.f.: 5 moduli (y1, y2, z1, k1, x1), 5 angles
of which 3 of longitude (αZy , αKy, αu) and two of latitude (γZz , γKz,) and 6 phases, one of longitude (ξK) and 5 of
latitude (βZy , βZz, βKy, βKz, βu). This matches the counting of the parameters in Eq. (30). Note that since at this
stage we have used the whole gauge freedom, any other scalar multiplet transforming under SU(3) × SU(2) × U(1)
has to be parametrised in the non-redundant SVD form given in Eq. (29).
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