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High-Quality Axions in a Class of Chiral U(1) Gauge Theories
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We show that there are many candidates for the quintessence and/or the QCD axions in a class
of chiral U(1) gauge theories. Their qualities are high enough to serve as the dark energy and/or to
solve the strong CP problem. Interestingly, the high quality of axion is guaranteed by the gauged
U(1) and Z2N symmetries and hence free from the nonperturbative quantum gravity corrections.
Furthermore, our mechanism can be easily applied to the Fuzzy dark matter axion scenarios.

Introduction.—The observed cosmological constant
(CC), Λ ≃ (2.26 × 10−3 eV)4 [1], is one of biggest mys-
teries in nature. One may ask a natural question: is it a
constant or potential energy of a scalar boson field?

In this Letter, we stick to the latter scenario, because
if so, it may provide us a deep insight into the quantum
gravity [2–5]. In this case, the mass of the scalar boson
must be assumed extremely small as ∼ 10−33 eV in or-
der to keep the boson at the nonminimum point of its
potential until the present. A unique candidate is the
Nambu-Goldstone boson (called here as a quintessence
axion [6–13]) since it can have such a small mass against
possible radiative corrections. However, the nonpertur-
bative corrections of the quantum gravity may easily gen-
erate a larger mass for the axion, since nonperturbative
corrections explicitly break any global symmetry in the
quantum gravity [14]. If it happens, the axion is no longer
able to explain the present CC. We call this problem the
quality problem of quintessence axion.

Interestingly, there is another candidate for a light par-
ticle, that is, the QCD axion. The QCD axion [15, 16] has
attracted many people’s attention for a long time since
it provides us a dynamical solution to the strong CP
problem [17]. However, due to the stringent constraint
on QCD vacuum angle from neutron EDM measurement,
the QCD axion also faces a similar quality problem [18–
22].

Another issue is that the origin of both axions in UV
theories is unknown. String theories are expected to be
such UV theories, and in fact, there are many candidates
for massless axions whose masslessness is guaranteed by
shift symmetries at the tree level in string theories. How-
ever, world-sheet instantons and/or gravitational instan-
tons might generate huge breakings of the shift symme-
tries [23] and if it is the case the axions do not remain
at low energies. Therefore, it is very important to search
for the UV theories in the framework of quantum field
theories [24–26].

In this Letter, we point out that candidates for
the quintessence and QCD axions often exist in large
parameter space for a class of the chiral U(1) gauge
theories. Surprisingly, the quality of the axions required

to explain the observed vacuum energy (equivalently the
CC) and/or to solve the strong CP problem is guar-
anteed by the gauged U(1) and Z2N symmetries [27].
Moreover, our mechanism can also be extended to
include the Fuzzy dark matter (DM) axion scenario.

Chiral U(1) gauge theories.—The new sector con-
sists of two Higgs φ1, φ2 and N pairs of chiral fermions
{ψi, ψi}, where i = 1, 2, · · · , N . Two Higgs fields imply
two global U(1) symmetries associated with their phase
rotations. As shown in Ref. [24], one linear combination
of two U(1)s can be gauged dubbed U(1)g, while the
other combination dubbed U(1)a, is orthogonal to U(1)g
and can be the origin of the axion.

Since U(1)g is a gauge symmetry, there are two
anomaly-cancellation conditions must be fulfilled, which
are from [U(1)g]

3 and gravitational [U(1)g]× [graviton]2

anomaly, i.e.,

N
∑

i=1

U(1)ψi

g + U(1)ψi

g = 0 , (1a)

N
∑

i=1

[

U(1)ψi

g

]3
+
[

U(1)ψi

g

]3

= 0 , (1b)

where U(1)ψi

g (U(1)
ψ

i

g ) represents the U(1)g charge of ψi
(ψi). Note that all these charges should be rational num-
bers, otherwise, it violates a principle in the quantum
gravity [14]. Furthermore, we can make them all integers
by proper normalization. In addition, the assignment of

U(1)ψi

g and U(1)
ψ

i

g needs to ensure that there is no gauge
invariant mass term, otherwise, they get the Planck-scale
masses and become irrelevant at low energies. We de-
mand that all fermions acquire mass only through the
Yukawa couplings. Therefore, the U(1)g charge of two
Higgs q1,2 can be determined by gauge invariance.

Assume that k pairs of fermions couple to φ1 and the
rest l = N − k pairs of fermions couple to φ2 [28]. The
corresponding U(1)g charge of these fermions are shown

http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.02345v3


2

TABLE I. Fermion charge assignment.

i 1 2 3 4 · · · k + 1 k + 2 · · ·

ψi α1 β1 α2 β2 · · · γ1 γ2 · · · δ1 η1 δ2 η2 · · · σ1 σ2 · · ·

ψi β1 α1 β2 α2 · · · γ1 γ2 · · · η1 δ1 η2 δ2 · · · σ1 σ2 · · ·

in Table I. Then we have

−q1 = α1 + β1 = α2 + β2 = · · · = 2γ1 = · · · , (2a)

−q2 = δ1 + η1 = δ2 + η2 = · · · = 2σ1 = · · · . (2b)

Note that the ψi and ψi carry the same U(1)g charge
but in a different order, which can reduce the number of
degrees of freedom and make it much easier to solve Eq.
(1a) and (1b). According to Eq. (1a), one can obtain
that

−q1
q2

=
l

k
=
m

n
, (3)

where m and n are relatively prime integers. Without
loss of generality, we set q1 > 0 and q2 < 0. With N pairs
of new chiral fermions and two Higgs bosons φ1,2, we find
that there is an interesting accidental discrete symmetry,
that is Z2N , under which ψi and ψi both carry charge 1
and φ1,2 carries charge −2. Besides, it is straightforward
to check that this Z2N is anomaly-free, and therefore we
could regard it as a gauge discrete symmetry [29]. We will
see below that this gauged Z2N is crucial to our results.
As we mentioned above, high quality is extremely cru-

cial for both quintessence and QCD axion, that is, the
global U(1)a should be a good symmetry. In our frame-
work, the possible lowest-order nonrenormalizable oper-
ator that obeys the gauge U(1)g and Z2N symmetry but
breaks the global U(1)a symmetry is

O =
1

k!l!

φk1φ
l
2

MN−4
Pl

+ h.c. , (4)

where MPl = 2.4× 1018GeV is the reduced Planck scale.
Clearly, varying degrees of qualities can be achieved by
adjusting the values of k and l.
Note that the correctness of Eq. (4) is based on the

pointlike interaction assumption, however, the potential
fermion loops that are induced by higher-order opera-
tors, e.g. φr1,2(ψiψj)

s, may also render O-like opera-
tors by integrating out the heavy fermions. In this case,
the O-like operators will receive a lower suppression, e.g.
O ∼ φk1φ

l
2/m

N−4
ψi

. Thanks to the gauged Z2N symmetry,
the dimension of allowed higher-order operators will be
much higher, e.g. φr1,2(ψiψj)

N+r and/or φ∗r1,2(ψiψj)
N−r.

By doing a simple dimension analysis one can find that
the contribution of the fermion loop is highly suppressed
compared with Eq. (4). Therefore, in the following con-
tent, we will stick to Eq. (4) [30].

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, one could ex-
pand two Higgs fields as φ1 = (f1/

√
2) exp (iã/f1) and

φ2 = (f2/
√
2) exp (ib̃/f2), where fi is the vacuum expec-

tation value of φi. Since here we focus on two Nambu-
Goldstone modes ã and b̃, the radial modes are neglected.
One linear combination of them, b, is absorbed by the
gauge boson of U(1)g, while the orthogonal mode, a, is
the axion. They are related by [24]

(

a
b

)

=
−1

√

q21f
2
1 + q22f

2
2

(

q2f2 −q1f1
q1f1 q2f2

)(

ã

b̃

)

. (5)

Therefore, one has

φk1φ
l
2 =

fk1 f
l
2

2N/2
e(iaNDW/Fa) , Fa =

f1f2
√

m2f2
1 + n2f2

2

,

(6)
where NDW is the domain wall number, which happens
to be the greatest common divisor of (k, l), so we have
(n,m) = (k/NDW, l/NDW) (see Supplemental Material
for details). Clearly, O breaks the continuous shift
symmetry of a and contributes to the axion mass. The
b mode does not show up in O as expected since it is
U(1)g invariant. In the following content, we will show
that this formalism can always provide us with a proper
quintessence axion and/or QCD axion candidate.

High-quality quintessence axion.— Now we con-
struct the quintessence axion to explain the observed CC.
Assuming that ψi ∈ (1,2, 0) and ψi ∈ (1,2∗, 0) under the
SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y gauge transformation. Then
we can prove that axion has the Chern-Simons coupling
(as shown in the Supplemental Material), that is

L ⊃ NDW
a

Fa

g22
32π2

W a
µνW̃

µνa , (7)

where W a
µν and W̃µνa are SU(2)L gauge field strength

and its dual. In principle, both the high-order operator
O and the SU(2)L instanton effect can contribute to the
axion potential. However, as shown in Ref. [31], without
supersymmetry the contribution of SU(2)L instanton is
negligible. Thus, the axion potential is only generated
from the higher-order symmetry-breaking operator (see
Eq. (4)), which can be expressed as

V =
Λa
2

(

1− cos
aNDW

Fa

)

, (8)
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where

Λa =
22−N/2

k!l!

fk1 f
l
2

MN−4
Pl

(9)

represents the potential energy at the hilltop, and can be
used to explain the observed CC.
The equation of motion of the axion within the Fried-

mann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker metric is given by

ä+ 3H(t)ȧ+ ∂aV = 0 , (10)

where H(t) is the Hubble constant and the dot refers to
the derivative with respect to cosmic time, t. The cur-
vature of the axion potential and Hubble constant deter-
mines the evolution of the axion. The quintessence axion
requires the ∂aV small enough so that it is still frozen
by the current Hubble constant, H0 ∼ 10−33 eV or just
starts to roll down toward its vacuum. If the initial field
value of axion, is around the minimum, the curvature is
determined by the axion mass, ∂aV ∼ m2

aa, which is too
large to fulfill the slow-roll condition,

ma ∼
√

ΛaNDW

F 2
a

>
√

NDW × 10−33 eV , (11)

for Fa .MPl and Λa = Λ. Therefore, we need to put the
axion around the hilltop initially. This brings us to the
instability problem, which requires that one has a large
enough Fa [32, 33].
We consider that the quintessence axion has good qual-

ity if

Fa
NDW

> 1016GeV , 10−2Λ . Λa . 102Λ . (12)

To quantitatively discuss the quality of quintessence ax-
ion, here we take f2 = f1 = MPl as a benchmark, which
gives Λa = 4M4

Pl/(2
N/2k!l!). In this case, the presence

of 1/k!l! ensures the validity of the expansion of Eq. (4).
Apparently, to explain the observed CC, one needs large
k and l. Note that there are several ways to better solve
the instability problem, for example, by setting a higher
cutoff in Eq. (4), say Planck scale 1.2×1019GeV, we can
have Fa ∼ 1017GeV, and this will make our quintessence
axion scenario more robust. Besides, one could also cou-
ple this axion with an extra gauge field so that the axion
could achieve the slow roll with additional friction besides
the Hubble, as adopted in natural inflation [34, 35].
Solving Eq.(9) and (12), we can find many combina-

tions of k and l that can provide appropriate quintessence
axion, for example when k = 4 and l = 74, we have
Λa = 1.17Λ and Fa/NDW = 3.24 × 1016GeV. How-
ever, with such large k and l, it is extremely difficult
to solve the Eq.(1)–(2). Here we use a trick to overcome
this problem. First assume k′ and l′ pairs of fermions,
where k′ and l′ are relatively small and mutually prime
numbers. It is much easier to derive the fermion charge

assignment by solving Eq. (1)–(2). Then, do p copies
(similar to the concept of generation in the Standard
Model) to get the final k = pk′ and l = pl′ pairs of
fermions as long as Eq. (12) can be fulfilled. In fact, we
could identify NDW = p if there are appropriate solu-
tions. Here we give one specific example, taking k′ = 1,
l′ = 9, and p = 8, and the corresponding U(1)g charges
are {−27, 5, 1, 15,−9, 19,−13, 29,−23, 3}. Then we can
derive that k = 8, l = 72, Fa/NDW = 3.3 × 1016 GeV,
and Λa = 1.88Λ. Because of the large value of Fa (above
inflation scale) there is no domain wall problem even with
NDW = 8. Furthermore, although there are many pairs
of new fermions, we have checked that the g2 will not
reach Landau pole because of the large value of f1 and
f2. This conclusion also holds true in the case of Fuzzy
DM axion discussed below.
The presence of CS coupling (28) indicates the cou-

pling between the quintessence axion and photon after
EW symmetry breaking,

L ⊃ NDW
a

Fa

g2

32π2
Fµν F̃

µν , (13)

where Fµν and F̃µν are photon field strength and its
dual. Here g has absorbed the electroweak mixing angle.
As shown in Ref. [33, 36], this quintessence axion could
be used to explain the isotropic cosmic birefringence.

High-quality Fuzzy dark matter axion.—The Fuzzy
DM of mass 10−21–10−19 eV [37–40] is very attractive,
since we may naively understand the size of galaxies by
its de Broglie wavelength. Furthermore, it may not have
small-scale problems including the cusp-core problem.
Interestingly, the required initial value of the Fuzzy DM
field to explain the DM density by its coherent oscilla-
tion is about Fa ≃ 1016 GeV which is close to the decay
constant for the quintessence axion discussed above [41].
Thus, it is natural to accommodate both axions together
in the present framework. It is in fact possible if we in-
troduce a new set of fermions and Higgs that coupled
to a new chiral U(1)′g and Z

′
2N gauge symmetry. Thus,

operator mixing among Higgs fields is avoided.
Here for Fuzzy DM, good quality means that the

axion has suitable mass, 10−21–10−19 eV, and we take
Fa = 1016GeV as the benchmark. Expanding the axion
potential around the minimum (see Eq. (8)), the axion
mass can be expressed as

ma = NDWMPl

√

2

k!l!

(

m2 + n2

2

)N/4 (
Fa
MPl

)N/2−1

,

(14)
where we have taken f1 = f2 for simplicity. As expected,
large k and l are required to have a light mass. Using
the same trick as the quintessence axion, one could
find a set of fermion charges that gives rise to a good
quality Fuzzy DM axion. For example, taking k′ = 1,
l′ = 6, and p = 7, and the corresponding U(1)g charges
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are {−21, 4, 3, 16,−9, 20,−13}. Then we can derive
that k = 7, l = 42, ma = 2.5 × 10−20 eV. The Fuzzy
DM axion under this framework has the same CS-type
interaction with photon as Eq. (13), which provides a
channel for future detection.

High-quality QCD axion.— The QCD axion model
was proposed based on a chiral U(1)g gauge theory,
where five pairs (N = 5) of chiral quarks, Qi and Qi,
have “asymmetric” U(1)g charges. A known example is
{−9,−5,−1, 7, 8} for both Qi and Qi, where all gauge
anomalies are canceled out [42]. Two Higgs φ1,2 carry
the U(1) gauge charges 10 and −15 to give masses to all
fermions [43]. This is a consistent model for the QCD
axion, since the axion couples to the QCD Chern-Simons
term. However, the quality is not sufficiently high to
solve the strong CP problem [44].
In this section, we extend the above model by intro-

ducing more fermions to get a high-quality QCD axion
under this framework. There might be various extensions
to solve the quality problem. Here we consider only a
special case where we have N = 3 + 2x pairs of chi-
ral fermions, ψ′′

i ∈ (3, 1, 0) and ψ′′
i ∈ (3∗, 1, 0) under

SU(3)c × SU(2)L × U(1)Y. Their U(1)g charge assign-
ment is the special case in Table I with k = 3 and l = 2x,
where there is only one γ and no σi. The U(1)g charges
of two Higgs q1 and q2 now obey −q1/q2 = 2x/3. Here
we assume that 2x and 3 are relatively prime numbers,
and there is no domain wall problem (see Supplemental
Material for details).
The high-order operator in Eq. (4) will cause a shift

of the global minimum of axion potential, and therefore
contribute to the QCD θ̄, i.e.,

δθ̄ ∼ 2

3!(2x)!

(

Fa
MPl

)N (

9 + 4x2

2

)N/2
M4

Pl

m2
πF

2
π

, (15)

where mπ and Fπ are the mass and decay constant of
the pion. Here f1 = f2 is also assumed. In order to fulfill
the high-quality requirements, we need δθ̄ < 10−10 [45].
It shows for a larger Fa, a larger N is needed to achieve
good quality. Here we consider two cases Fa = 109GeV
and Fa = 1012GeV. The former constraint is given by
star cooling [46], while in the latter case, the axion is the
dominant DM [47]. For Fa = 1012GeV, we can derive
that the minimum value of x is 7, which corresponds to
δθ̄ ∼ 10−26. Since the number of fermions is small, it is
easy to find solutions for fermion charges directly. And
just to be specific, we show one set of many solutions, i.e.,
{−19,−9,−14,−17, 23,−4, 10,−2, 8,−2, 8,−2, 8,−2, 8,
1, 5}. Note that the first three are fermion pairs
coupled to φ1. As for Fa = 109GeV, the minimum
value of x can be 4, which has an extremely high
quality, i.e., δθ̄ ∼ 10−23. One set of solutions is
{−5,−3,−4,−3, 6, 1, 2, 1, 2, 1, 2}. Similarly, we have also
checked that the g3 will not reach the Landau pole.

Discussion and conclusions.—In this Letter, we have
proposed a simple framework based on U(1)g gauge the-
ories with N pairs of chiral fermions. If N ≥ 4, we have
to introduce at least two Higgs bosons φ1,2 to give masses
for all fermions, in most of the cases. Here we focus on
the scenario that two Higgs bosons give all fermion mass
through Yukawa interaction. Therefore, the presence
of axions is almost an unavoidable phenomenon in our
framework. Furthermore, we have high-quality axions,
including the QCD axion, the Fuzzy DM axion, and the
quintessence axion, in large parameter space. Their high
qualities are guaranteed by the U(1)g and Z2N gauge
symmetries and therefore are free from fermion loop and
nonperturbative corrections of quantum gravity.
We use this framework to construct quintessence axion

and Fuzzy DM through extra leptons, which provide the
CS-type interaction that could explain the isotropic cos-
mic birefringence and have a possible detection channel.
Finding the fermion U(1)g charge assignment satisfying
Eq. (1) and Eq. (2) with some fixed k and l is a gen-
eral mathematical problem, and it is difficult to find the
solution directly, especially if the number of fermions is
huge. Here we use the trick to shrink the number of
free parameters and show some specific solutions for the
quintessence axion as well as the Fuzzy DM axion scenar-
ios. For the QCD axion, we adopt N = 3 + 2x pairs of
quarks within this framework as a specific example. We
find that x = 7 (4) is the minimum case to provide high-
quality QCD axions with Fa = 1012 (109)GeV. Note
that we can easily have a QCD axion without the do-
main wall problem, as long as 2x and 3 are relatively
prime numbers.
Also, it’s important to note that we are just providing

a framework here; it can be extended to many further
types of research. For example, one could allow higher-
order terms to grant fermion mass other than Yukawa
interactions. This shall result in a lighter fermion which
may show some signature in the thermal history.
One could construct ultra-light bosons with a board

mass range under asymmetric charge assignment of
fermions in our framework, and their qualities are pro-
tected by gauged U(1)g and Z2N . Such light bosons,
10−20–10−10 eV, may form clouds around astrophysi-
cal black holes through superradiance instability [48],
which could be further studied by gravitational collider
physics [49].
We can introduce more than two Higgs bosons and we

have many global U(1) symmetries. The spontaneous
breaking of these global U(1)s generates many axions.
Some of them have high quality and some of them do
not. In any case, we have multiple axion-like particles.
This might be regarded as a generic prediction of our
framework.
Another interesting feature of our framework is the

appearance of a new massive gauge boson A′. After
symmetry breaking, the gauge boson mass is mA′ ∼ gf ,
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where g is the U(1)g gauge coupling and f = f1 = f2. By
using the weak gravity conjecture [50], i.e. g & mψi

/MPl,
we can derive mA′ & m2

ψi
/MPl ∼ 100 GeV. If con-

sider the mixing between A′ and photon, we have
ΓA′ ∼ αǫ2mA′ and it can not be the DM unless the
mixing parameter ǫ is extremely small. However, if we
identify the U(1)g with the B − L gauge symmetry, the
weak gravity conjecture requires very weak condition,
i.e. g > mν/MPl ≃ 10−30 with adopting mν ∼ 10−3 eV,
and the gauge boson can be very light to be the DM.
Details of this model were already analyzed by one of
the present authors (T.T.Y.) in Ref. [51, 52].
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In this Supplemental Material, we give a detailed derivation of [U(1)a]× [SU(3)2c ] and [U(1)a]×
[SU(2)2L] anomaly for N = k + l pairs of fermions with “asymmetric” charge assignment.

Anomaly for N = k + l with asymmetric charge— The fermion ψi ∈ (3, 1, 0), with i =
1, 2, · · · , N , carry U(1)g gauge charge {α1, β1, · · · , γ1, · · · , δ1, η1, · · · , σ1, · · · }, while for anti-

fermion ψi ∈ (3∗, 1, 0) carrys the same U(1)g gauge charge as ψis but not in the same order (see
Table. I). As we mentioned in the main text, all fermions’ mass terms are generated through the
Yukawa couplings, i.e.,

LYukawa =

k
∑

i=1

φ1ψiψi +

l
∑

j=1

φ2ψjψj . (16)

Similarly, we assign the U(1)g gauge charge of two Higgs φ1 and φ2 as

−q1 = αi + βi = 2γi, −q2 = δi + ηi = 2σi . (17)

Again, here we set q1 > 0, q2 < 0. By using the U(1)g gauge anomaly-free condition (see Eq. (1a)),
we can derive that

k
q1
2
+ l

q2
2

= 0 ⇒ −q1
q2

=
l

k
=
m

n
. (18)

Assuming (q1,−q2) = (N1l, N1k), (l, k) = (NDWm,NDWn), then we have

q1 = N1NDWm , q2 = −N1NDWn . (19)

With the explicit form of φ1 and φ2 in the main text we can derive that

ã→ ã + κf1q1 , b̃→ b̃+ κf2q2 , (20)

under the U(1)g transformation, while κ is the transformation parameter. Knowing that U(1)a is

orthogonal to U(1)g, the transformation of ã and b̃ under U(1)a can be expressed as

ã→ ã + κf2q2 , b̃→ b̃− κf1q1 , (21)

which implies that the U(1)a charge of φ1 and φ2 are f2q2/f1 and −f1q1/f2, respectively. The
[U(1)a]× [SU(3)c]

2 anomaly can be expressed as

A =

N
∑

i

[

U(1)ψi

a + U(1)ψi
a

]

× g2s
32π2

GaµνG̃a
µν , (22)
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where U(1)ψi
a and U(1)

ψi
a are U(1)a charge of ψi and ψi, respectively, the G

aµν is the gauge field
strength of QCD, and G̃a

µν is its dual. The summation of all fermions’ U(1)a charges is

N
∑

i=1

[

U(1)ψi

a + U(1)ψi
a

]

= −kf2q2
f1

+ l
f1q1
f2

= N1N
2

DW

√

f 2
1
m2 + f 2

2
n2

Fa
, (23)

where

Fa =
f1f2

√

f 2
1
m2 + f 2

2
n2
. (24)

Note that we already used the same notation as in the main text. Therefore, [U(1)a] × [SU(3)c]
2

anomaly is

A = N1N
2

DW

√

f 2
1
m2 + f 2

2
n2

Fa

g2s
32π2

GaµνG̃a
µν . (25)

Besides, performing transformation of Eq. (21) and according to Eq. (5), we can derive that under
the U(1)a transformation,

b→ b , a→ a− κN1NDW

√

f 2
1
m2 + f 2

2
n2 . (26)

After doing the anomaly matching, the Chern-Simons term should appear in the form of

L ⊃ NDW

a

Fa

g2s
32π2

GaµνG̃a
µν . (27)

In particular, when k and l are relatively prime numbers, the domain wall number NDW is equal to
1.

Similarly, when ψi ∈ (1, 2, 0), ψi ∈ (1, 2∗, 0) we can use the same method mentioned above to
calculate the [U(1)a]× [SU(2)L]

2 anomaly, that is

L ⊃ NDW

a

Fa

g2
2

32π2
W a
µνW̃

µνa . (28)


