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Heavy axions from twin dark sectors with θ̄-characterized mirror symmetry
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The QCD Lagrangian contains a CP violating gluon density term with a physical coefficient θ̄.
The upper bound on the electric dipole moment of neutron implies that the value of θ̄ should be
extremely small rather than the theoretically expected order of unity. The tiny θ̄ is commonly
known as the strong CP problem. In order to solve this puzzle, we construct a θ̄-characterized
mirror symmetry between a pair of twin dark sectors with respective discrete symmetries. By
taking a proper phase rotation of dark fields, we can perfectly remove the parameter θ̄ from the full
Lagrangian. In our scenario, the discrete symmetry breaking, which are responsible for the mass
generation of dark colored fermions and dark matter fermions, can be allowed near the TeV scale.
This means different phenomena from the popular axion models with high scale Peccei-Quinn global
symmetry breaking.

Introduction: In the standard model (SM), the QCD
Lagrangian contains a CP violating gluon density term
with a physical coefficient θ̄. The upper bound on the
electric dipole moment of neutron enforces that the value
of θ̄ should be very tiny rather than the theoretically
expected order of unity. The extreme smallness of the
value of θ̄ is commonly known as the strong CP problem
[1–4].

The most attractive solution to the strong CP prob-
lem is the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) global symmetry U(1)PQ

proposed in 1977 [5]. After the PQ global symmetry is
spontaneously broken, a Goldstone boson can emerge as
usual. Subsequently, this Goldstone boson picks up a
mass through the color anomaly [6–8]. Therefore, the
Goldstone boson from the PQ symmetry breaking even-
tually becomes a pseudo Goldstone boson, named the
axion [9, 10].

The original PQ model within a two Higgs doublet con-
text was quickly ruled out by experimental data. Actu-
ally, the axion has not been observed in any experiments
so far. This fact implies that the axion should inter-
act with the SM particles at an extremely weak level [1–
4]. To revive the PQ symmetry, Kim-Shifman-Vainstein-
Zakharov (KSVZ) [11, 12] and Dine-Fischler-Srednicki-
Zhitnitsky (DFSZ) [13, 14] published their invisible ax-
ion models during 1979 to 1981. In the KSVZ-type and
DFSZ-type models [11–14], a gauge-singlet scalar drives
the PQ symmetry to be spontaneously broken far far
above the weak scale so that the axion can escape from
any experimental limits [1–4].

In the invisible axion models, the accompanying new
particles should be at the PQ symmetry breaking scale
unless the related couplings are artificially small. So,
they are too heavy to leave any experimental signals. In
other words, all experimental attempts to discover the
axion can only depend on the axion-meson mixing [1–4].
Moreover, for a huge hierarchy between the PQ and elec-
troweak symmetry breaking scales, the inevitable Higgs
portal should have an extremely small coupling, other-
wise, its contribution should have a large cancellation
with the rarely quadratic term of the SM Higgs scalar

[15]. In order to realize a low scale PQ symmetry break-
ing, people have tried to consider an anomalous gauge
symmetry [16] or a huge PQ charge [17–19].

In this paper, we shall consider a pair of twin dark
sectors with a θ̄-characterized mirror symmetry in or-
der to solve the strong CP problem without the intro-
duction of PQ symmetry. Specifically, after the dark
fermions and scalars take a proper phase rotation, the
parameter θ̄ can completely disappear from the full La-
grangian. While two pseudo Goldstone bosons are sep-
arately induced by spontaneous breaking of respective
discrete symmetries and then are individually coupled to
the CP violating gluon density, their zero vacuum expec-
tation values can be guaranteed by the θ̄-characterized
mirror symmetry. Our scenario allows that the discrete
symmetries can be spontaneously broken near the TeV
scale, meanwhile, the induced pseudo Goldstone bosons
can keep heavy enough. This means different phenomena
from the invisible axion models. Furthermore, the dark
fermions include two neutral fermions besides two colored
fermions. After the dark fermions obtain their masses
through the spontaneous discrete symmetry breaking,
the neutral dark fermions can keep stable to account
for the dark matter relic density while the colored dark
fermions can fast decay into the SM fermions with the
dark matter fermions. Remarkably, all of new physics in
our scenario can be expected near the TeV scale to verify
in various experiments.

Strong CP problem: We briefly review the strong
CP problem. The SM QCD Lagrangian is

LQCD =
∑

q

q̄
(

iD/−mqe
iθq

)

q − 1

4
GaµνGaµν

−θαs
8π
GaµνG̃aµν . (1)

Here θq is the phase from the Yukawa couplings of quark
fields, θ is the QCD vacuum angle, αs is the strong cou-
pling constant, Gaµν is the gluon field strength tensor and

G̃aµν is its dual. Through the chiral phase transformation
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of quark fields, i.e.

q → e−iγ
5
θq/2q , (2)

the phases of quark mass terms can be removed from the
QCD Lagrangian, i.e.

LQCD =
∑

q

q̄
(

iD/−mq

)

q − 1

4
GaµνGaµν − θ̄

αs
8π
GaµνG̃aµν

with θ̄ ≡ θ −Arg Det (MdMu) . (3)

In the above, Md and Mu are the respective mass matri-
ces of the SM down-type and up-type quarks. The upper
limits on the electric dipole moment of neutron implies
that the physical parameter θ̄ should have an extremely
small value rather than the theoretically expected order
of unity, i.e.

∣

∣θ̄
∣

∣ < 10−10 . (4)

This fine tuning of ten orders of magnitude is commonly
known as the strong CP problem.

Twin dark sectors: The non-SM scalars and
fermions are summarized in Table. I, where the fields
with indices "1" and "2" form a pair of twin dark sec-
tors while the colored scalar ω is a messenger between
the dark sectors and the SM. We further impose a θ̄-
characterized mirror symmetry, under which the dark
sector 1 and the dark sector 2 transform as























ξ1

ψL1

ψR1

χL1

χR1























θ̄-characterized mirror symmetry

←−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→



























e−iθ̄ξ2

e−iθ̄/2ψL2

e+iθ̄/2ψR2

e+iθ̄/2χL2

e−iθ̄/2χR2



























.(5)

For simplicity, we do not write down the full La-
grangian, which is constrained at renormalizable level.
Because of our chosen charge assignments in Table I, all
of the allowed Yukawa interactions involving the non-SM
fields are

LY ⊃ − yψ
[(

ξ1ψ̄L1ψR1 + ξ2ψ̄L2ψR2

)

+ H.c.
]

− yχ [(ξ1χ̄R1χL1 + ξ2χ̄R2χL2) + H.c.]

− yLR
[

ω
(

ψ̄L1χR1 + ψ̄L2χR2

)

+ H.c.
]

− yRL
[

ω
(

ψ̄R1χL1 + ψ̄R2χL2

)

+ H.c.
]

+ the couplings of ω to the SM fermions , (6)

meanwhile, the full potential of the dark Higgs scalars is

V (ξ1, ξ2) = µ2
ξ (ξ∗

1ξ1 + ξ∗

2ξ2) + λξ

[

(ξ∗

1ξ1)
2

+ (ξ∗

2ξ2)
2
]

+λ′

ξξ
∗

1ξ1ξ
∗

2ξ2 + κξ

[(

ξ4
1 + e−i4θ̄ξ4

2

)

+ H.c.
]

.

(7)

We would like to emphasize that the full Lagrangian ex-
actly respects the θ̄-characterized mirror symmetry (5).

It is easy to check while the other terms in the full
Lagrangian can keep invariant, the SM QCD Lagrangian
(3) and the dark scalar potential (7) can simultaneously
get rid of the parameter θ̄, i.e.

LQCD ⇒
∑

q

q̄
(

iD/−mq

)

q − 1

4
GaµνGaµν , (8)

V (ξ1, ξ2) ⇒ µ2
ξ (ξ∗

1ξ1 + ξ∗

2ξ2) + λξ

[

(ξ∗

1ξ1)2 + (ξ∗

2ξ2)2
]

+λ′

ξξ
∗

1ξ1ξ
∗

2ξ2 + κξ
[(

ξ4
1 + ξ4

2

)

+ H.c.
]

, (9)

after the dark fields take the phase rotation as below,















































ψL1 → ψL1

ψR1 → ψR1

χL1 → χL1

χR1 → χR1

ψL2 → e+iθ̄/2ψL2

ψR2 → e−iθ̄/2ψR2

χL2 → e−iθ̄/2χL2

χR2 → e+iθ̄/2χR2















































=⇒





ξ1 → ξ1

ξ2 → e+iθ̄ξ2



 . (10)

This means the twin dark sectors in Table I with the θ̄-
characterized mirror symmetry in Eq. (5) certainly can
help us to realize a physical Lagrangian without the un-
expected parameter θ̄.

Heavy axions: When the dark Higgs scalars ξ1,2 de-
velop their nonzero vacuum expectation values v1,2, they
can be expressed by

ξ1 =
1√
2

(v1 + h1) eia1
/v

1 , ξ2 =
1√
2

(v2 + h2) eia2
/v

2 ,

(11)

with h1,2 being the Higgs bosons and a1,2 being the Gold-
stone bosons. Due to the κξ-term in the physical scalar
potential (9), the Goldstone bosons a1,2 acquire the fol-
lowing potential and hence become the pseudo Goldstone
bosons, i.e.

V (a1, a2) =
1

2
κξ

[

v4
1 cos (4a1/v1) + v4

2 cos (4a2/v2)
]

≈ 1

2
m2

1a
2
1 +

1

2
m2

2a
2
2 with m2

1,2 ≡ −8κξv
2
1,2 .

(12)

Here we have expanded the cosine functions for
a1,2/v1,2 ≪ 1 by neglecting an irrelevant constant.
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Scalars & Fermions ξ1 ψL1 ψR1 χL1 χR1 ξ2 ψL2 ψR2 χL2 χR2 ω

spin 0 1
2

1
2

1
2

1
2

0 1
2

1
2

1
2

1
2

0

color 1 3 3 1 1 1 3 3 1 1 3

hypecharge 0 −

1
3

−

1
3

0 0 0 −

1
3

−

1
3

0 0 −

1
3

Z
(1)
8 i e+iπ/4 e−iπ/4 e−iπ/4 e+iπ/4 1 1 1 1 1 1

Z
(2)
8 1 1 1 1 1 i e+iπ/4 e−iπ/4 e−iπ/4 e+iπ/4 1

TABLE I. The non-SM scalars and fermions. The fields with indices "1" and "2" form a pair of twin dark sectors while the
colored scalar ω is a messenger between the dark sectors and the SM.

Clearly, the above potential arrives at its minimum for
the zero vacuum expectation values, i.e.

∂V (a1, a2)

∂〈a1〉
=
∂V (a1, a2)

∂〈a2〉
= 0 for 〈a1〉 = 0 , 〈a2〉 = 0 .

(13)

Through their Yukawa couplings to the dark Higgs
scalars ξ1,2, the colored dark fermions ψ1,2 acquire the
mass terms as follows,

L ⊃ −mψ1
ψ̄L1ψR1e

ia
1
/v

1 −mψ2
ψ̄L2ψR2e

ia
2
/v

2 + H.c.

with mψ1,2
≡ − 1√

2
yψv1,2 . (14)

We then remove the pseudo Goldstone bosons a1,2 from
the above mass terms by rephasing the colored dark
fermions ψ1,2, i.e.







ψL1 → e+ia
1
/2v

1ψL1 ,

ψR1 → e−ia
1
/2v

1ψR1 ;







ψL2 → e+ia
2
/2v

2ψL2 ,

ψR2 → e−ia
2
/2v

2ψR2 .
(15)

As a result, the pseudo Goldstone bosons a1,2 appear in
the kinetic terms of the colored dark fermions ψ1,2, i.e.

L ⊃ 1

2v1

(

∂µa1

)

ψ̄1γ
µγ5ψ1 +

1

2v2

(

∂µa2

)

ψ̄1γ
µγ5ψ2

= − a1

2v1

∂µ
(

ψ̄1γ
µγ5ψ1

)

− a2

2v2

∂µ
(

ψ̄2γ
µγ5ψ2

)

= −
(

a1

v1

+
a2

v2

)

( α

72π
Fµν F̃

µν +
αs
8π
GaµνG̃

aµν
)

−i
mψ1

v1

a1ψ̄1γ5ψ1 − i
mψ2

v2

a2ψ̄2γ5ψ2 , (16)

where α is the fine-structure constant, Fµν is the photon

filed strength and F̃µν is for the dual, while αs, G
a
µν and

G̃aµν have been previously clarified below Eq. (1).

We now can conclude that the pseudo Goldstone
bosons a1,2 play the role of axion. This is because they
are endowed with the zero vacuum expectation values
and are coupled to the CP violating gluon density, as
shown in Eqs. (13) and (16). Of course, the pseudo
Goldstone bosons a1,2 have different properties compared
with the conventionally ultralight axions from high scale
PQ global symmetry breaking. In particular, both their
masses ma1,2

and their decay constants v1,2 can be al-
lowed near the TeV scale.

We may recall that the invisible axion models always
suffer a so-called PQ quality problem [20–25]. This is be-
cause quantum gravity effects must violate all global sym-
metries at some level [26]. Such general consensus implies
that the PQ global symmetry should be explicitly bro-
ken down to a discrete symmetry by some higher-order
nonrenormalizable operators. The parameter θ̄ can even-
tually appear in these operators after it is removed from
the SM QCD Lagrangian. The invisible axion then ac-
quires a nonzero vacuum expectation value depending on
the parameter θ̄. Unless this vacuum expectation value is
small enough, it will destroy the effort of the PQ symme-
try to solve the strong CP problem. In order to moderate
the PQ quality problem, several mechanisms have been
put forth [2].

Dark matter: The neutral dark fermions χ1,2 ac-
quire the following masses through their Yukawa cou-
plings with the dark Higgs scalars ξ1,2, i.e.

L ⊃ −mχ1
ψ̄R1χL1e

ia
1
/v

1 −mχ2
ψ̄R2ψL2e

ia
2
/v

2 + H.c.

with mχ1,2
≡ − 1√

2
yχv1,2 . (17)

The pseudo Goldstone bosons a1,2 can be removed from
the above mass terms after the neutral dark fermions χ1,2

take the phase rotation as below,






χL1 → e−ia
1
/2v

1χL1 ,

χR1 → e+ia
1
/2v

1χR1 ;







χL2 → e−ia
2
/2v

2χL2 ,

χR2 → e+ia
2
/2v

2χR2 .
(18)
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Consequently, the pseudo Goldstone bosons a1,2 are de-
volved to the kinetic terms of the neutral dark fermions
χ1,2, i.e.

L ⊃ − 1

v1

(

∂µa1

)

χ̄1γ
µγ5χ1 −

1

v2

(

∂µa2

)

χ̄2γ
µγ5χ2

=
a1

v1

∂µ(χ̄1γ
µγ5χ1) +

a2

v2

∂µ(χ̄2γ
µγ5χ2)

= i
mχ1

v1

a1χ̄1γ5χ1 + i
mχ2

v2

a2χ̄2γ5χ2 . (19)

The colored dark fermions ψ1,2 are assumed heavy
enough so that one colored dark fermion ψ1,2 can fast
decay into one real or virtual colored messenger scalar
ω with one neutral dark fermion χ1,2, subsequently, one
colored messenger scalar ω can fast decay into two SM
quarks and/or one SM quark and one SM lepton. There-
fore, the neutral dark fermions χ1,2 can keep stable to
leave a relic density in the present universe.

The stable fermions χ1,2 can have the t-channel anni-
hilations into two Higgs bosons h1,2, two pseudo Gold-
stone bosons a1,2, and/or one Higgs boson h1,2 and one
pseudo Goldstone boson a1,2, as long as the kinematics
is allowed. In addition, the stable fermions χ1,2 can have
the s-channel annihilations into the SM fields through
the Higgs portal between the dark and SM Higgs scalars.
With these annihilations, the stable fermions χ1,2 can
contribute a right relic density to serve as the dark mat-
ter particles. Meanwhile, the dark matter fermions χ1,2

can scatter off nuclei due to the dark and SM Higgs mix-
ing.

Conclusions and discussions: In the present paper,
we have proposed a new mechanism to solve the strong
CP problem by introducing a θ̄-characterized mirror sym-
metry between a pair of twin dark sectors with respective
discrete symmetries. Specifically, after the dark fermions
and scalars take a proper phase rotation, the parameter θ̄
can completely disappear from the full Lagrangian. Our
scenario can allow that the discrete symmetries of the
dark fields are spontaneously broken near the TeV scale,
meanwhile, the induced pseudo Goldstone bosons keep
heavy enough to satisfy any experimental constraints.
This is very different from the conventional axion mod-
els with high sale PQ global symmetry breaking. After
the dark fermions obtain their masses through the spon-
taneous discrete symmetry breaking, the colored dark
fermions can fast decay into the SM fermions with the
neutral dark fermions, while the neutral dark fermions
can keep stable to account for the dark matter relic den-
sity. In our scenario, the new particles are not required
far above the TeV scale so that all of them can be ex-
pected to verify in various experiments.

The θ̄-characterized mirror symmetry predicts the de-
generate mass spectra of the twin dark fields. This de-
generacy may be unfortunately excluded in experiments.
In this case, we can revive our mechanism in a slightly
extended model where a real singlet scalar carries an odd
transformation under the θ̄-characterized mirror symme-
try. This treatment is just like the spontaneous D-parity
violation in some left-right symmetric models [27].
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