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Abstract

Axions are introduced to explain the observed smallness of the 8 term of QCD. Standard
Model extensions typically contain new sources of CP violation, for instance to account for
the baryon asymmetry of the universe. In the presence of additional CP-violating sources
a Peccei-Quinn mechanism does not remove all CP violation, leading to CP-odd interac-
tions among axions and Standard Model fields. In this work, we use effective field theory to
parametrize generic sources of beyond-the-Standard-Model CP violation. We systematically
compute the resulting CP-odd couplings of axions to leptons and hadrons by using chiral per-
turbation theory. We discuss in detail the phenomenology of the CP-odd axion couplings and
compare limits from axion searches, such as fifth force and monopole-dipole searches and as-
trophysics, to direct limits on the CP-violating operators from electric dipole moment experi-
ments. While limits from electric dipole moment searches are tight, the proposed ARIADNE
experiment can potentially improve the existing constraints in a window of axion masses.
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1 Introduction

The main motivation for a Peccei-Quinn (PQ) mechanism and the associated axion has been the
potential resolution of the strong CP problem. In the Standard Model (SM) it is not clear why
the strong interactions seem to conserve CP symmetry to very high accuracy, while there has
been no experimental sign of a possible CP-odd interaction Lz ~ 0GG. The current limits on
the electric dipole moment (EDM) of the neutron and the *Hg atom constrain the CP-violating
vacuum angle 6 < 10719 [1-3]. The QCD axion [4-7] a realizes a U(1) pg symmetry and modifies
the CP-violating gluonic interaction £5 — (6 + a/ f2)GG, where f, is the axion decay constant.
The U(1)pg symmetry is broken by non-perturbative QCD effects inducing an effective axion
potential. Minimizing this potential leads to a vacuum expectation value (vev) for the axion
field that sets the effective CP-violating phase 6 + (a)/f, = 0, resolving the strong CP problem.
Even more compelling is that the axion could be the dark matter in our universe in certain
scenarios [8-10]. For these reasons the search for the axion has grown into a giant endeavor on
both the experimental and theoretical front, see Refs. [11,12] for recent reviews. So far, roughly
45 years after the initial proposal, without success.

If the only source of CP violation is the QCD @ term, then the above mechanism removes all
CP violation from the theory after the axion field takes its vev. In the presence of additional
CP-odd interactions the minimum of the axion potential is shifted, which leaves a remnant of
CP violation behind in the form of an induced # term and higher-dimensional operators. The
CKM phase is one such source of CP violation, but due to its flavor properties it leads to a
highly suppressed value of the induced 6 term that cannot be detected with present or expected
experiments. However, it is very possible that additional sources of CP violation arise from
beyond-the-SM (BSM) physics at a scale A well above the electroweak scale. In fact, generic
extensions of the SM have additional CP phases that cannot be rotated away, something which
is reflected by the large number of CP invariants in the SM effective field theory (SM-EFT) [13]
In fact, the number of CP invariants is sizable even if one only considers the operators that
would result from a minimal seesaw scenario [14,15]. In addition, the generation of the matter-
antimatter asymmetry of the universe requires additional sources of CP violation.

A curious property of the SM is that small values of § are technically natural. That is,
radiative corrections to @ start at high loop order [16] and lie well below the experimental limit.
Once 6 is chosen small at some scale, it remains small. This is no longer true in generic BSM
extensions. For example, in certain supersymmetric scenarios the phases of the soft parameters
induce large threshold corrections to 6 [17]. In left-right symmetric models (LRSMs) [18-22]
parity can be conserved in the UV so that § = 0 by symmetry. However, after electroweak
symmetry breaking a new 6 is induced by phases in the scalar sector of the model [23]. Even
models that are specifically constructed to solve the strong CP problem in the UV [24], have
severe trouble keeping # small enough after electroweak symmetry breaking [25]. It was argued
from an EFT viewpoint [26] that the presence of higher-dimensional sources of CP violation
essentially requires a PQ mechanism as otherwise it is hard to understand why a large correction
to 0 is not induced.

A natural question is then what the presence of additional sources of CP violation implies
for the interactions of the axion. The main consequence is that the pseudoscalar axion field
will obtain CP-violating scalar couplings to leptons and quarks (and thus nucleons and atoms)
as was already proposed in Ref. [27]. The scalar axion-fermion couplings lead to an axion-
mediated scalar-scalar (monopole-monopole) potential between atoms, while they induce a scalar-



pseudoscalar (monopole-dipole) potential when combined with the conventional CP-conserving
pseudoscalar axion-fermion interactions. The resulting forces can be looked for in dedicated
experiments, see e.g. Refs. [28,29] for an overview.

As the PQ mechanism acts in the infrared, BSM sources of CP violation can be parametrized in
terms of effective higher-dimensional operators. Various studies have computed the scalar axion-
nucleon interactions for specific CP-odd dimension-six operators such as the quark electric and
chromo-electric dipole moments [30,31] and, more recently, certain four-quark operators [32-34].
The main goal of this work is to generalize, extend, and systemize these results. Our starting
point is the general set of CP-violating effective operators among light SM fields (light quarks,
electrons and muons, and photons and gluons). We then compute the axion vev by minimizing
the axion potential, align the vacuum to eliminate mesonic tadpoles, and use chiral perturbation
theory (xPT) to compute the resulting CP-odd axion couplings to mesons, baryons, and leptons.

The second goal of this paper is to determine the prospects of measuring the resulting CP-odd
axion interactions. We therefore compare the experimental limits on the original CP-odd EFT
interactions (mainly coming from EDM experiments) to limits on CP-odd axion interactions.
The latter arise for instance from fifth-force searches, violations of the weak equivalence principle,
monopole-dipole searches, rare decays, and various astrophysical processes. We find that EDM
experiments set very stringent constraints and the prospects of detecting CP-violating axion
interactions are slim, especially when the CP violation is sourced by a single SM-EFT operator.
A nonzero signal of CP-odd axion couplings would then imply significant cancellations between
the contributions to EDMs of multiple operators, or a scenario not captured by the EFT involving
new light degrees of freedom. We also consider several projected experiments and show that
the proposed ARIADNE experiment could detect signs of CP-odd axion couplings in parts of
parameter space without coming into conflict with current EDM limits.

Here we do not assume that axions make up dark matter, but note that this assumption
would lead to additional interesting signatures including oscillating EDMs [35-40], which can be
searched for in a wide range of experiments [41-44].

This paper is organized as follows. We start by introducing the relevant axion interactions
and higher-dimensional operators, derive the chiral rotations that are needed to align the vac-
uum, and minimize the axion potential in Section 2. The resulting Lagrangian is subsequently
matched onto chiral perturbation theory in Section 3, where the induced CP-odd lepton-nucleon
and pion-nucleon interactions as well as the axion-nucleon and axion-lepton couplings are de-
rived. The contributions of the former to EDM experiments are discussed in Section 4, while
Sections 5 and 6 are dedicated to the effects of the latter in fifth-force, monopole-dipole, and
astrophysical searches. We subsequently apply the derived framework to several specific BSM
scenarios involving CP-violating interactions and a PQ mechanism in Section 7. We conclude in
Section 8, while several technical details are relegated to several appendices.

2 The effective Lagrangian

In this section we introduce the interactions that can arise from BSM scenarios in which additional
sources of CP violation originate at a scale A, while a PQ mechanism is active at the same time.
Assuming that the BSM scale lies well above the electroweak scale, A > v ~ 246 GeV, any
new heavy fields can be integrated out, leading to higher-dimensional operators made up of SM
fields and the axion. Just below the scale A, the resulting interactions between SM fields can be



described by the SM-EFT [45,46], while the possible axion interactions are given by its coupling
to the SM fermions and to the SU(3)., SU(2)r, and U(1)y theta terms.

To describe their effects on EDM experiments and searches for axion-mediated forces, these
interactions need to be evolved to the QCD scale, y ~ 2 GeV, after which they can be matched
to chiral perturbation theory (xPT) in terms of leptons, nucleons, and pions instead of leptons,
quarks, and gluons. This would require the evolution of the SU(3). x SU(2)r, x U(1)y-invariant
SM-EFT to the electroweak scale and its subsequent matching onto an SU(3). X U(1)ep-invariant
EFT, sometimes called LEFT [47]. The resulting LEFT interactions could then be evolved to
the QCD scale, where they can finally be matched onto xYPT. Many of the ingredients needed
to perform the steps above the QCD scale are in principle available at the one-loop level. For
example, the running and matching of the SM-EFT and LEFT operators was computed in
[48-52], while the renormalization of the axion couplings [53,54] and the running due to axion
loops [55] were discussed more recently. However, as we will mainly be concerned with low-energy
measurements, in this section we start directly with the SU(3).x U (1)em-invariant effective theory
involving three flavors of quarks (u, d, and s), at a scale of y ~ 2 GeV, and only briefly comment
on the connection to SU(3).x SU(2)r, x U(1)y-invariant operators. Nevertheless, the assumption
that the EFT below the electroweak scale originates from an SU(2)-invariant theory will prove
useful as it provides additional information about the scaling of certain operators with respect
to A, as we discuss below.

2.1 The interactions

The quark-level interactions of the axion-like particle (ALP), a, and the higher-dimensional CP-
odd sources that we consider can be split into three parts consisting of the SM, the ALP, and
the EFT operators

L = Lsm + Laxion + LLEFT - (1)

The Standard Model terms
The SM terms that will be relevant for our discussion are
Lsm = GilPq — G Moar — GrMar — e—GA GAMW (2)

where the dots stand for the lepton sector and the klnetlc terms of the gauge fields, while
q = (u,d,s)T, D, = 9, + igSTAGZ‘ +ieQA,, and we work in the quark mass basis My =
diag(my, mg, ms). Furthermore, @) = diag(2/3,—1/3, —1/3) is the matrix of electromagnetic
quark charges, e = |e| is the charge of the proton, and G 1€Wa5GAa5 with €912 = 41, the
Gell-Mann matrices T, and color index A.

The axion Lagrangian

The second term in Eq. (1) consists of all possible ALP interactions up to dimension five that
are invariant under a shift symmetry, a — a—+c, up to total derivatives. These can be written as

1
_ A ~Auv 0 v
['axion = a aaua—gfﬁG G — é,y)faFMVF‘u
+ Z 2f [fLCLVMfL + fRCR’YufR ) (3)
f=veq "



where c]J; r are hermitian matrices in flavor space and f, is the ALP decay constant, indicating
the scale related to the PQ mechanism, A, ~ 47 f,, which we will assume to be above the scale
at which the EFT operators are generated, A, > A. We do not consider the possibility of light
right-handed neutrinos !, so that the term ~ c% vanishes.

The interactions in Eq. (3) respect a PQ symmetry, a — a + ¢, at the classical level. The
terms involving derivatives are manifestly invariant, while the shifts of the aF'F and aGG terms
lead to total derivatives which, in the case of the GG coupling, gives rise to non-perturbative
effects that break the PQ symmetry at the quantum level. The Lagrangian of Eq. (3) describes
all the interactions that are generally induced when the axion arises as the phase of a complex
scalar field. Note, however, that the form of the axion-fermion interactions is not unique and
one can trade the c{} » couplings for non-derivative interactions of the form afy, fr along with a
shift of the aF'F and/or aGG terms, through a redefinition of the fermion fields 2.

Finally, as alluded to above, these interactions in principle arise from an SU(2)p-invariant
Lagrangian, such as the one discussed in [53]|. At tree level, the matching of the above axion
couplings to FF and GG and the fermions is given by

(0)

1 Fele] Jay o
- = —2— =——(ww +¢BB) ,
2 i fo = wf )
(e) (e)
Cr, CL CRr Ce (v) T (e)
= = 2= , L -9 - , C =, c;y U S,
fa 7 2 [; L PMNstr YPMN
ﬁ - g [CQ}IXI 01><2 £ . g ([Cu]lxl 01><2 ) (4)
fa f\ O2x1 [VCTKMCQVCKM]ZX2 ’ fa F\ O2x1 [edlays)

where the right-hand sides correspond to the SU(2)-invariant couplings in the notation of [53],
while Upyng and Vogwm are the PMNS and CKM matrices.

The higher-dimensional operators

Finally, the third term in Eq. (1) involves operators of up to dimension-six, that consist of
SM fields. At energies above the electroweak scale such operators are described by the SM-
EFT [45,46], while for processes at energies below p ~ myy, where the SU(2);, gauge group of
the SM has been broken, these interactions make up the so-called LEFT. The operators in this
EFT are invariant under SU(3). X U(1)em and a complete basis up to dimension-six has been
derived in Ref. [47], its Lagrangian can be written as

LiErT = Z L;O;, (5)

where the sum extends over all operators in Table 1, their flavor indices, as well as their hermitian
conjugates, when applicable.

Here we do not consider the complete set of operators derived in Ref. [47], as we are interested
in the CP-violating ones only. We focus on purely hadronic operators that give unsuppressed
contributions to the chiral Lagrangian, i.e. their chiral representations come without derivatives.

!The effective theory that systematically includes light right-handed neutrinos is called the vSM-EFT [56,57].
2Such terms do not lead to additional independent operators as long as we assume (classical) invariance under
the PQ shift symmetry.



We also take into account LEFT operators that couple the photon or lepton fields to quark
currents, which can straightforwardly be included as source terms in the chiral Lagrangian.
The hadronic operators give rise to CP-odd interactions between nucleons and pions, while the
semi-leptonic operators induce couplings of nucleons to leptons. Both types of interactions are
probed by EDM measurements. As we will see in the upcoming sections, in the presence of a
PQ mechanism, the same operators also induce CP-odd couplings of the axion to hadrons and
leptons, which can be constrained by searches for axion-mediated forces. The operators that
satisfy the above conditions are collected in Table 1, while the derivation of this list is discussed
in more detail in App. A.1.

One possible complication arises due to the fact that Table 1 involves both dimension-five and
-six operators. For our purposes the relevant dimension-five operators are the dipole interactions
in the (LR)X class, which, within the LEFT, scale as A~!. As we include operators up to
dimension-six, scaling as A2, terms such as Lgv’ L?]G, or LgyLya would need to be considered
as well, since they enter at the same order. However, whenever the LEFT operators originate
from an SU(2)p-invariant EFT, the dipole operators are generated by dimension-six operators
and scale as Lgyqq ~ % This is what we will be assuming in what follows, such that all the
operators in Table 1 scale as A=2. The complete tree-level matching of the LEFT interactions
to the SM-EFT is given in [52].

Chiral representations

In order to build the chiral Lagrangian in the upcoming section, it is convenient to group the
above described interactions by their transformation properties under the chiral symmetry group
SU(3)r x SU(3)r. The kinetic terms for the quarks and the axion remain unchanged,

L = q(id — gsfy“GﬁTA)q — 9?—;@;?1,6“4“”

1 Qs @ 4 ~A 1 gyae =
+50ua0"a - 8—;EGWG o ig‘("’)EF“VFW
+£sources + £6 +o (6)

while we collect the couplings of quark bilinears to leptons, axions, or photons to quark in Lgources,
Loowrces = 7|71 Pr + "1, Pr— MPgr— M'Pp + %0, Pr +t"0,,PL|q. (7)

The electromagnetic gauge couplings, the ch p derivative axion couplings, and semileptonic vector
operators are now contained in the [/, and ;"u currents. The quark masses as well as the scalar
and pseudoscalar sources s and p, which contain semileptonic scalar interactions, are collected in
M = My + s — ip, while the tensor sources are denoted by ¢}, and capture semileptonic tensor
interactions as well as the quark EDMs. All of these sources form 3 x 3 matrices in flavor space
and depend on the axion, photon, and lepton fields. Their explicit expressions are given in App.
A2

Finally, the remaining LEFT operators, those that cannot be written as the couplings of quark
bilinears, transform under SU(3)r x SU(3)g in several different ways. In particular, the quark
color-EDM operators transform as 3r, x 3r, while the four-quark operators transform as the



(LR)X + H.c. X3
Ouy | 1o up, F  Og | fAPCGAGErGSH
Oy JLPU“”dRT E,
Oua ﬂLpa‘”’TAuRr Gﬁy

OdG JLPO'”VTAdRT- G:?V

(ZL)(ILL) (LL)(RR) (LR)(LR) + H.c.
OF* (TLpY*vee)(BrsyutLe) Oyt (TLpY*ver) (UrsVutre) OF,RE (€rperr)(UrLsure)
ot (PLpY"*vir)(dLsudie) oyt (PLpY" Vi) (AR5 VudRe) OLERE | (er,0" eR,)(ULsoumtint)
ontr (Erpyerr)(GrsyuuLe) oL (Erpr*ers)(UrsVpune) O (Erperr)(drsdry)
OZ;LL (erpv*err)(drsvudrs) OZ}LR (erpy*err)(drsyudne) Ozd’RR (e2p0" ere)(dLsoudre)
@,‘,/E,SML (T ers)(drsyuure) + He.  OVLR (@rpy"urs)(ErsYu€RE) Ofﬁf (Frper:)(dLsure)
(RR)(RR) O“QLR (depy*dLr) (ErsVuert) (’)Z;’ff (PLpo™ ere ) (dLs0 )
V.RR | (5 = (9,‘,/‘;55 (DLP'Y“eLr)(JRs'YuuRt) +H.c. ogy (@rpurr)(BLsure)
Oeﬁ (eRp'VueRr)(uRs'YuuRt) .
7 OVLLR (ﬁLP'VMqu)(ﬁRs'YpuRt) OSS’RR (ﬂLpTAUR,-)(ﬂLSTAuRt)
OZJRR (ERPPYMCRT)(dRS’Yuth) u :1; RR N
OXH&LR (ﬂLp/YMTAuLT)(aRS’Y;LTAuRt) Oud’ (ﬂ/LpuRr)( Lstt)
OXdLLR (ﬂLp’Yuqu) (JRS’Y/Lth) OSS’RR (ﬂLpTAuRT)( 7L9T th)
OX;’LR (ﬂLp'Y#TA“LT)( 7RsVuTAth) Oiil’RR (JLder)( 7L€th)
Ogul’LR (JLP'Y#dLr)(aRs'Y;LURt) OdeS.RR (C?LPTAdRT)( _LSTAth)
Oyt (depy* T dee) (Upsyu T upe) O™ (@Lpdrr)(dLsur)
O;/dLLR (JvaudLr)(JRSVyth) OSSC’ZIER (ﬂLpTAdRT)( 7LsTAuRt)
OV&LR JL ’YMTAdLT JRS’Y LTAde, — _
B (f Y )y ) (ZR)(RL) + H.c.
Oudéu (uLp’V‘udLT)(dRszuuRt) + H.c. SRL — -
V8,LR | (- A - A Oci (ELperr)(URrsuLt)
Opaia | Wppy*THdpr)(drsy T upg:) + Hec.

O™ | (@rpers) (drodre)
Oiif’ (DLpeRT)(JRsULt)

Table 1: The B- and L-conserving operators of the LEFT of dimension five and six that contribute
to CP-violating effects in the meson sector at leading order. Only the hadronic operators that
contribute to the non-derivative meson interactions and the semi-leptonic operators that can be
written as external sources (shown in blue) are listed.

irreps 81, X 8Rr, 31, X 3R, and 61, x 6g. This allows us to write

Lg = chL5TAG;‘Va“”qR + h.c.
igkl [ —i j —k ! Fijkl A J _k Al
+Lg s (@ " ar) (@rvuar) + Lexs(@y* T qp) (T T qr)

s s
+ | LY s(aray) (@ ar) + Leye(@nag) (@1dr)

o o
+L3 5@ T q) (@ T qR) + Lo (@74 q%) (@17 qR) + hec.| (8)

ijkl

where 4,5, k,1 € {1,2,3} are flavor indices which are summed over when repeated. Here Lg ¢



(Lgfg) are (a)symmetric in i <> k and j <> [, while the Lisjfg couplings are traceless in (i, 7)

and (k,l) and satisfy Lgfls = Lgiiks*, so that they project out their particular representations.
The explicit expressions for the L, couplings in terms of the Wilson coefficients of the LEFT
are given in App. A.3. After collecting the operators either in the external sources, or by their
chiral representations, we can use Eq. (6) as a starting point to derive the chiral Lagrangian.

2.2 Vacuum alignment

As the higher-dimensional operators violate CP and chiral symmetry they generally lead to a
misalignment of the vacuum. In this case the SU(3) subgroup of SU(3)r x SU(3)r that is left
unbroken by chiral symmetry breaking does not necessarily correspond to the diagonal subgroup,
SU(3)y, under which ¢y, r transform as gy, g — Uqr, r. Diagrammatically this corresponds to the
appearance of so-called tadpole vertices that allow for meson-vacuum transitions. It is convenient
to remove such tadpole diagrams by a non-anomalous chiral rotation, which, at the same time,
aligns the unbroken subgroup with SU(3)y. In addition, we will find it useful to perform an
anomalous U(1) chiral rotation that removes the GG and aGG couplings from the quark-level
Lagrangian and trade them for gq and agq terms. Here we briefly describe these field redefinitions,
as well as how the needed angles of rotation can be determined, before constructing the chiral
Lagrangian in the next section.

Chiral rotation

All in all we perform the following unitary basis transformation
qr, = Alqy | qr = Aqy, A =exp(i[a/3+ a-t]), (9)

where ¢ are the Gell-Mann matrices in flavor space and we will allow the «; to depend on the axion
field a(x). Here oy is the anomalous chiral rotation that removes the GG and aGG terms, while
the ay; are chosen to eliminate the tadpoles. This rotation leads to a transformed Lagrangian

iy 1 1 a -~

L= ali = 97" GuTa+ 50400"a = fgur g FurF™ + Ligupees + Lo+ (10)
a

where the (a)GG terms have been removed by choosing 209 = 6, = 0 + - while the aFF

fa
coupling is given by
o
Gay = ggg) - 2N0;Tr [HaQZ] , (11)

and H, is determined by the axion-dependent part of A = exp(iH), with H = Hy + ]%Ha where

!/

Lources and L can be obtained from the original

Hj , are a-independent matrices in flavor space. £
Lagrangians by the following replacements

= U, = All, +i0,] A7!, ry =1, = AT r, 400, A,
S — 8 =ASA, Se{M,ty, Ls},
Lijki = Lijy = Aia Ay Labed Al Adi L € {Lsxs,Lsxs},
Lijki = Lijp = AiaAvjLabed AkeAdr » L € {L3x3,L3x3,Lex6,Lex6} - (12)



This rotation leads to an effective quark mass term that now depends on the CP-violating Wilson
coefficients, while the higher-dimensional operators generally obtain a dependence on 6.

The angles of rotation in A can be determined by requiring that the unbroken subgroup
corresponds to SU(3)y. This can be achieved by demanding that the potential is in a minimum

ov
804,- -

and solving for the «;. One can show that the above condition on the «; also ensures that the
chiral Lagrangian will not induce any tadpole terms. In our particular case we have aj2 =
ay5 = 0, as these angles would allow one to remove tadpole terms for the charged mesons, nt
and K*, which are never induced thanks to U (1)em invariance. The remaining «; are generally
nonzero and become functions of the Wilson coefficients, L, and the matrix elements of the
higher-dimensional operators, while (6,) = (a)/f, enters through the axion dependence of the
Lagrangian. The hadronic matrix elements are related to the low-energy constants (LECs) that
will be introduced in the next section, we give the explicit relations in App. A.4. The vev of
the axion field, (a), is similarly obtained through minimization of the axion potential. Explicit
expressions for the «; and (a) are discussed in App. A.5.

Although the solutions obtained from Eq. (13) lead to a chiral Lagrangian without tadpole
interactions, it will generally mix the pion and axion fields. One can show that such mass-mixing
terms can be removed by allowing the «; to depend on the axion field. The needed modification
of these angles can then be obtained by including the physical axion field, apn(x), whenever
the axion vacuum expectation value (vevs) would otherwise appear in the solutions of Eq. (13).
Le. we replace (a) — a = (a) + apn(x). Finally, the chiral Lagrangian in principle allows the
kinetic terms of the axions and pions fields to become mixed. Such mixings can be removed by
a redefinition of the axion and pion fields [12], which only modifies the axion-pion interactions
beyond the precision we work at.

3 Chiral Lagrangian

3.1 Mesonic Lagrangian
After performing the basis transformations discussed in the previous section, the mesonic part
of the chiral Lagrangian becomes

F2 F2 _
L, = TOTT (DMUD“UT) + TOTr (XTU + XUT> — Fy BTr (LQU + L%UT>

F4 y _ o .
—TO {Asngilg + Aswﬂ;ﬁ@ﬂ U;rUy
Fy IO S L W AL - ——
= sx3Llgyg + AsxsLgyg | (UfUp — UiUL;)
+ |:A6><6Lgilg + Aﬁxsl_lgi’g} (U5UR + UiUR;) + h.c.}

1 a

— = Gay—F F" 14
4ga'yfa v ) (14)



where Fj is the pion decay constant in the chiral limit, Y = 2BM’, the covariant derivative is
given by DU = 0,U — il,U + iUr),, and the matrix of pseudo-Goldstone fields is

T3 8 + +

2ir - t (e
U:u2:exp( >, Tot=— ™ -5t K . (15)

Fo V2 k- K —em

NG

Furthermore, B, B, A;, and A; are LECs, which are defined in terms of matrix elements of the
corresponding operators in App. A.4.

The axion field and @ enter through the couplings M’ and L/, and their dependence on the
rotation angles, «;, which are obtained by solving Eq. (13). These solutions ensure that the
chiral Lagrangian is free of tadpole terms and the mass matrices do not mix the pion and axion
fields. We checked explicitly that the above Lagrangian, together with our solutions of the «;,
satisfies these conditions. By expanding the first two terms of the above Lagrangian one can
obtain the axion and meson interactions induced by dimension-four operators. Apart from the
usual yPT Lagrangian, this gives rise to the expression for the axion mass

my By my  Fp 6 [ eV
VIR0 T S0 ~5.9.105 (=1 ) GeV, 16
Mha fa mu+mdfam (fa ¢ ( )

where m, = (miu + mid + %S)_l' By taking into account the solutions for the «;, as well as

the remaining terms in the above Lagrangian, we can determine the non-standard axion-meson
interactions induced by higher-dimensional operators.

3.2 Nucleon-pion sector

The 7N Lagrangian can be built from the baryon fields

A s0, 1 +

\/52 —t\/éA 1 203 1 Y
=— =0 _2A
- - V6

and several combinations of the Wilson coefficients and meson fields, x4+ = 2B(u! M'uf +uM'tu),
Y+ = 2B(ul Liut + uLgu), and

igkl * 1 labed *
l8><8 = uaiub]LSXS UkcUyg »
1jkl _ * % 7/labed * ok
l3xs6x6 = Uaitjpl3x36x6%ektid > (18)
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with analogous definitions for the color-octet operators with Wilson coefficients, L,. The different

parts of the Lagrangian then take the form

iy = (Biv-DB)+ F(BS,[u", B]) + D(BS,{u", B}) + g% (u")(BS,B) (19)
+bo(BB)(x+) +bp(B{B, x+}) + br(Blx+, B)),

LTY = bo(BB)(X+) +bp(B{B, X+}) + br(B[x+, B),

- V) pp\idii | B 27) [4ijkt 127
£5ls = alls(BB)IFLG + BjiBubg,s [ls]xs]
8 = Oij i | [rikki | jkigh 8 = Oij i | [rdkki | kigk
+agls [(BB)U-— ;<BB>] (05 + 1525 + o8 [(BB)U—;<BB>] [+ 18528]
- D) & p\jiidi 8) |/7 9ij kkji | (8 = 9ij ki
Cit = BB, + oy (BB)s - BB 1+ o, (BB, - (BB)| 1 + b
. 1) 5o i 8 A dij | kkji | (8 5 9ij | kkji
L8l = Ul (BBNEs + e [(BB) - BB i+ 0 (BB, - B 144
_ 127
+b 4 Bji By [lgflﬁ} +h.c., (20)
where v* is the baryon velocity and S* is its spin (v* = (1,0) and S* = (0, /2) in the nucleon
rest frame), while @, = wu, — (u,)/3 with v, = —i(u'du — udyu’ — iulll,u + iurju’) and
D,B = 0,B+[V,, B], with V,, = (u/0,u+ud,u' fz'uTl;Lufiur;uT)/Q. Furthermore, (..) denotes

127
a trace in flavor space and [Z? M stands for the combination of couplings that is symmetric

in both (i <> k) and (j <> [) as well as traceless in (i,j), (k,[). The LECs D, F, ¢9%, and
bo,p,r determine the axial and mass terms of the baryons, while the terms generated by the
quark color-EDM terms are proportional to 1307 p,r. Finally, al(prl), b,(rrl) are LECs whose subscripts
denote the chiral representation of the corresponding quark-level operator, while the superscripts

indicate the representation the baryon fields appear in. For example, ng)s indicates a singlet

and therefore appears with the trace of baryon fields, while b(82><7)8,6>< ¢ indicates the (symmetric)
27 representation and thus appears with a symmetric combination of baryon fields.

The total 7N Lagrangian is then given by
L
LN =L + L7 + | LgNs + L50s + Lehe + [ar —
by

| |
S

~~

[\

=

S~—

withr = {8 x 8,3 x 3,6 x 6}.

3.3 Interactions from semi-leptonic operators

The semi-leptonic operators of Table 1 enter the meson and nucleon Lagrangians through the
source terms. The most important CP-violating axion couplings arise from the scalar operators,
which contribute to the sources s and p and enter the chiral Lagrangian through x. In the
nucleon sector, these terms induce N Néivyse interactions, while aée and 7ée couplings appear in
the mesonic Lagrangian. At low energies, the latter of these give rise to CP-odd spin-dependent
nucleon-lepton couplings, through pion exchange. The axion-lepton couplings can be probed
by searches for axion-mediated forces, while EDMs are sensitive to the CP-odd hadron-lepton
interactions.

11



Axion-lepton couplings
The relevant interactions are

(e)

[’al_l = gS CLé€7
+BF? 1 1 1

g9 = Ty | — SRR, SRR, SRR (pR o RL)| . (22)
2fa My  eeuu Md  cedd Ms  eess

Here we have focused on couplings to electrons but by replacing e — {u, 7} in the above
expressions we also obtain scalar couplings to muons and taus. While the experimental limits
on these couplings are less stringent than for electron-axion couplings, it should be kept in mind
that the indirect limits, arising from the p and 7 EDMs [58,59], are also weaker. By allowing for

lepton flavor-violating dimension-six couplings, e.g. LS’e%R, we also induce couplings of the form

epun

a ey that can be probed in yu — e + a searches. However, the LSRR Qimension-six operators are

epuw
stringently constrained by muon-to-electron conversion (u + N l; e + N) experiments [60, 61],
and we leave a detailed study of these couplings to future work.

In principle the CP-violating phase in the CKM matrix, dckm, in the SM can also induce
gge) although we are not aware of estimates in the literature (the estimates for the coupling to
nucleons is discussed in Sect. 3.4). It is clear these couplings must be proportional to m, due to
the scalar nature of gge). Furthermore, at least two insertions of the weak interactions, ~ G%,
are needed to obtain the CP-violating combination of CKM elements, given by the Jarlskog
invariant Jop ~ 3 -107° [62]. While there are many ways to combine these interactions, using

naive dimensional analysis [63,64] to estimate one of the possibilities leads to,

2

gge)(écKM)fa ~ Me (%) (GFFOQ)2 JCP ~ 10_25 MeV, (23)
with Jop the Jarlskog invariant Jop ~ 3-107° [62]. This contributions can be seen to be induced
by a AS = 1 Fermi interaction, which, together with electromagnetism, can induce couplings
~ KOFWF M in the chiral Lagrangian. Such terms can subsequently generate a ~ m.K%ee
coupling through a one-loop diagram. Finally, an additional insertion of a AS = 1 Fermi
interaction can generate mixing between the kaon and the axion, thereby giving rise to the
axion-electron coupling. While it is certainly possible that other contributions are enhanced

with respect to the above estimate, Eq. (23) should give a rough lower limit on gge)(écKM).

Semi-leptonic couplings

The induced nucleon-lepton interactions that contribute to EDMs can be written as,

Gr[_. = 0 1 _ 0y T 0 1
L = —\/5{627561\7 (Cé)-i-TgCé)) N+eem—’;v [N (C’}()) +73C'§3)> S“N} }+ , (24)

12



where G is the Fermi constant and N = (p n)” is the non-relativistic nucleon doublet with

mass mpy. The matching coefficients are given by

0 = 2 TNy [LS;E;R + LSj}R] 2% m {LS;}R} + (RR — RL)

My, + My eeun eedd ms eess

1 46
o = 22 N gy [LSg;R — L5844 (RR — RL)] ,

2mg — my, eeuu eedd

B(D — 3F
0O = 3 mvBWD Z30) {LS’JQL + L% —2L%;" — (RL — RR)] )
3777,77 eeuy eedd eess
B

) = 3 TNIA Yy, [LSJ;L — 3% (RL — RR)] : (25)

mz eeuy eedd

where vp is the vev of the Higgs field, at tree level v% = (\/§GF)71 ~ (246 GeV)?, while
C’I(DO) and Cg) arise from the exchange of an 7 and 7%, respectively. Here C’g)’l) induce CP-odd

effects in ThO and the mercury EDM, while 01(30,1) only contribute to the latter. Furthermore,
ga = D+ F is the axial charge of the nucleon, dmy = (m, —m,)gcp is the strong nucleon mass
splitting, while the nucleon sigma terms are given by o, = mqangqN, where Amy = W

oxN = 0y + 04. The input for these hadronic matrix elements can be summarized as [65-69|

, and

oxn = (59.1=+3.5)MeV | os = (41.17153) MeV,
dmy = (2.32£0.17)MeV, g4 =1.27+0.002. (26)

3.4 Interactions from hadronic operators
Axion-meson-meson couplings

Although we will mainly focus on the couplings of the axion to nucleons in what follows, here
we briefly discuss the CP-odd interactions between axions and mesons that arise from Eq. (14).
These interactions contribute to the axion-mediated potential between nuclei, through the second
and third diagram in Fig. 1, but they are typically subleading with respect to direct axion-nucleon
interactions discussed in the next subsection.

Apart from contributing to axion-mediated forces between nucleons, the meson-axion interac-
tions can also give rise to rare decays of kaons and the 5. In particular, the strangeness-violating
operators induce the decay K — mwa. For example, the strangeness-changing elements of the
L33 Wilson coefficients induce the vertex

Likr = Gakn aK 7~ +h.c.
. dmgms(mg +ms) + (3mqg + ms)(mg + 3ms)my 2311 * 3211
— im F2A [ L .y }
1My L'y A3x3 16mdmums(md ¥ ms) ( 3><3) 3x3
xiKJrW_ +h.c.. (27)
fa

The general form of the meson-meson-axion interactions is discussed in App. A.6.
For axion masses m, < 2m., the only available decay channel is a — v+, which is induced by
the model-dependent CP-even g, coupling of Eq. (10) ®. In this case the axion lifetime is given

()

3The derivative axion couplings to fermions, ¢ 5 —cg ), also contribute to a — 7. However, these contributions

)

can be captured by an effective gig ~ Gavy + %(cﬁ? — c(L ), after a chiral rotation.

13



by [12]

_ G4 fo 5107 (eV>5 s (28)

92, my g2, \mg
Since we focus on the range m, < 2m. and g,y = O(a/7) we can treat the axion as stable in
meson decays, implying KT — 7ta and KT — 7 v will have the same experimental signature,
i.e. KT — 7t with missing energy and momentum. We use the upper limit on BR(K™ — 7ta)

set by the NA62 experiment |70-72] to constrain g,z

T Mm% —m2
BR(K* — nta) ~ 1677’;% Km " gakcr|? < 51071 (29)
K
for mg < my. For the couplings of Eq. (27), this implies
m, 2 * 2
(ﬁ) ’(L?,,?’Xl;) — L3Yg| TevV' <6.4-10%, (30)

implying TeV-level constraints on A for axion masses in the keV range.
At the same time, the AS = 1 CP-odd operators induce CP violation in kaon decays thereby
contributing to &’. Using the expressions and estimates for the LECs in 73|, we obtain

e *
<€> ~ 62 TeV? Im ((Lg?;lg) — L?;ilg) : (31)
3x3

implying that ¢’ is sensitive to very high scales. If we conservatively demand that this contribution
is smaller than the measured value (%) = (16.6 £2.3) - 10~* [77], we obtain A > 193 TeV
expt.

significantly more stringent than the K+ — 7" + a limits, for m, < keV.

~

Axion-nucleon couplings

The axion couplings to the nucleons can be split into an isoscalar and isovector component,
N 0 1 , 0
L,y =aN [gg)+gg)73} N, ggpn) ( )j:gg). (32)

These axion-nucleon couplings receive an ‘indirect’ contribution from Eq. (19), which appears
after vacuum alignment, as well as a ‘direct’ contribution that arises from Eq. (20), which we
write as go = galdir + galind. The ‘direct’ and ‘indirect’ pieces can be written as

(01 M 8041(0’1)
|d1r = f aReLImLza (33)
>
95 na = ; S 8 m L. (34)

i

4See e.g. [74-76] for discussions on recent evaluations of the SM contribution based on lattice QCD, xPT, and
dual QCD.
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(0) (0) 1) 1)
@y B; @y B
Ampy B 0Ampy _5mN _ B 9dmn
L?LCU*' My 2Bmu omy 2my, 2Bmg O(me)
L Ampy 2 B dAmpy _dmy B 9émp
Cég mgy Bmg 0Omg 2myg 2Bm,, O(me)
L‘i? ms 2BmS omgs 0 0
2 2
2112 My —Mg F§ Asx8 my—myg OAmpy - Fy Agxs my+mg 0dmy
L8><8 mqma Amy 2B mymqg  Omy 0 8B mymg  O(me)
2 2
3113 My —Ms F§Asxs 1 0Amy 1 0Ampn Ms—My _FOASXSLB(SWN
LSXS MyMms Amy 2B [ms Oms My Omy 2mym omy 8B my O(me)
2 2
3223 | mg—ms FiAsxs | 1 9Amy 1 9Amy ms—mgq FgAsxs 1 9émn
L8><8 Mqms AmN 2B [ms Oms mqg Omg 2mgms 5mN 8B  mg O(me)
2211 | mg+may F2A3x3 mg+my OAmy F2A3%3 mg—my ddmn
L33 Tmgme Amy B mamg  ma 0 4B mamg O(me)
2 2
3311 | mstma FiAsx3 | 1 dAmy | 1 0Ampy Ms+my F§A3x3 1 8émy
L3><3 MsMay AmN B [mu Omy, ms Oms 2M Moy, mn 4B my O(me)
3322 | mg+ms FZAsx3 1 0Amn 1 0Amn _ ms+mg _F(?-A3><3 1 0dmn
L3><3 mgms Amy B mg Omyg ms Oms 2msmyg omy 4B mg O(me)
2211 mg+may FOQ.A6><6 mg+mq, OAmpy F02A6><6 mMg—my 0dmy
L6><6 “mama Amy B mamg  Oma 0 4B mymg  O(me)
2 2
3311 My +ms FyAexe 1 0Ampy 1 0Ampy _ Mautms F()-AGXGLa&mN
L6><6 MM Amy B my, Omg + ms Oms 2mums OTUN 4B my O(me)
3322 | matms FgAsxe [ 1 0Amy | 1 0Amy _ mgtms _ F3Asxe 1 8my
L6><6 Mqms AmN B mg Omg ms Omsg 2mgmes 5mN 4B mgq O(me)
11 Amy FgAexe 1 dAmy Smy FeAexe 1 96my
6x6 My B my Omgy My 4B my O(me)
L2222 2AmN F()QAGXGLaAmN _577’LN _F§A6X6La(5m1\7
6x6 my B mg Omg mgy 4B myg 9(me)
L3333 AmN F()2A6><6 LBAmN 0 0
6x6 mg B ms Oms
. .. o . . 0,1
Table 2: Coefficients determining the contributions to the axion-nucleon couplings. on _
g phngs. gg

’]’Z: > {8R2Li ago’l) +Bi(0’1)} Im L;, where 7 runs over all the Wilson coefficients in the table.

Wilson coefficients that do not appear above have either been rewritten using the symmetry
properties described below Eq. (8), or do not contribute. Note that, we have the following

relations at LO

Aml\l(mq) — O'TN

8mu,d

m m

where the coefficients @) and BV are given in Table 2. Here the symmetry properties of the
Lgkl, described below Eq. (8), were used to rewrite all couplings in terms of those appearing in
the table. The expressions in Table 2 employ the following combinations of quark masses

and combination of nucleon masses

_ My, + My _
m=——, me =
2
My +Mm
AmN:%,

15

Mg — My

2 )

IMmy = mp —my .

(35)

(36)




Couplings to baryons containing valence strange quarks involve mass combinations of the full
baryon octet. The expressions in Egs. (33) and (34) involve the derivatives of these baryon-mass
combinations with respect to the quark masses, written in terms of m, me, and mg, as well as
the real parts of Wilson coefficients, Re L,. The dependence on these quantities arises from
contributions to the baryon masses of Eq. (19) and Eq. (20), respectively.

For comparison we briefly discuss the expected size of the scalar axion-nucleon coupling in
the pure Standard Model. In this case, the CP-odd couplings arise from the CKM phase dckm.
Ref. |78] estimated

gg]) (Ockm) =~ m*Jch%Fé/fa ~ 10718 MeV/fa, (37)

with Jep =~ 3-107° [62]. Similar-sized contributions arise from CKM-induced contributions to
the light-quark chromo-EDMs. In that case, the estimate can be enhanced by a power m? /FO2
but additional loop suppression lead to a very similar estimate of gg)) (6ckm) [31]. Long-distance
contributions involving hyperons also appear to be of similar size [31]. We therefore take Eq. (37)

as a rough indication of the size of CP-odd axion-nucleon couplings within the Standard Model.

Pion-nucleon couplings

The CP-odd pion-nucleon couplings can be written as

G 1
L.yy=N [&707"“4-@1”0—1-572 <T37To—37r-7')] N, (38)

where g 1,2 denote the isoscalar, isovector, and isotensor terms, respectively. The direct pieces
of these couplings are related to the axion-nucleon couplings as follows

golar = g(sl)|dir - §§2’dir7 g1lair = ég))|dir,
G2lar = o L%ilé%(AmEO + Amyg- — 2Amz-)
0 dRe Lgig
# DD L g | (39
6x6

where t§ = (t3),, and gS ]dlr can be obtained from gS ]dlr in Eq. (33) by using the following
replacement rules on the imaginary parts of the appearing Wilson coefficients °

2 1 1\ !
peb o 2 (t§+t§) <+> Lo,

msFy Mg My

poved 2 (t“+tb+tc+td> S R S ! pabed re{3x3,6x 6}

r m. g 3 3 3 3 mg my me mq ’ 7 ’ ’
2 1 1 1 1\ !

Lobed —mf;O (tg—tg—tg+tg) (m—mb—m+md> Lobed  p—8x8, (40)
* a (&

5The partial derivatives with respect to the real parts of the Wilson coefficients should be left unchanged.
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where the repeated indices were not summed over. The indirect contributions can be written as

_ Fy B
folina = —wzlm[(ugwugo (oL + Aoealih + 207 15 )
a,b

1 a b abba 85mN

F
§1|ind = _%Zlm (t§~|—tl§) <A3><3 3><3+A6><6L%(§<bﬁb+25ab Laa>
a,b
5 (15— 18) AsxaLglly | 50N
G2lina = 0. (41)

Values for the mesonic LECs are discussed in App. A.4.

4 Constraints from electric dipole moment experiments

The CP-odd electron-nucleon and pion-nucleon interactions in Egs. (24) and (38) induce EDMs
of various systems. We take the expressions from Ref. [79]. The semi-leptonic Wilson coefficients

Céo’l) mainly contribute to CP-odd effects in polar molecules [80-82]

wypr = —(17.6 4 2.0)(mrad/s) ( 1357) , (42)
warr =  +(32.0 £ 1.3)(mrad/s) <1§f7> , (43)
wrtho = +(181.6 £+ 7.3)(mrad/s) <1§S7) , (44)

in terms of Cg = Céo) + %Cg) where Z and N correspond to the number of protons and

neutrons, respectively, of the heaviest atom of the molecule. In addition, the combination of

CP-odd and CP-even axion couplings, ~ gév ggj) or ~ gg) ggf), can give rise to CP-odd effects

in nuclei, atoms, and molecules. Such contributions were considered in Ref. [83], which showed
that the most stringent limits arise from the ThO measurement, giving

wrno(gs.p) = [0.54¢7¢') +1.4¢¥g\9| - 101 (45)

where gg) is connected to the CP-even couplings in Eq. (3) by gf; = C'f;mf/fa and gg =

232 9h + 495
The operators C’l(Do’l) and go,1,2 induce EDMs of nucleons, nuclei, and diamagnetic atoms. For
the nucleon EDMs we use the results [84]

= 2 = 2 2
ega _ g2 m TMy g1 ms m
d, = -— ( ——) log —2* — = — T log —| , 46
" 8m2E, [ N3 <og m%\, 2mN> * 4 (k1= ko) 75 m%; o8 m?\,] (46)
- 2 - 2 2
ega _ g2 m 2mmy g1 [ 2mmy m m
d = 24 ( _ 7) log 7 _ 1 5/92 —Tlog —= | |,
P 8m2F, 073 <0g m3; my ) 4 ( my +(5/24 K1+ ro) m%; ogm%\[)]




neutron and atoms (e cm) Molecules (mrad/s)

dn drg dRra WYbF WHF WThO
1.8-1072% 6.3-1073% 1.2-1072% | 23.5 4.6 1.3

Table 3: Current experimental limits (at 90% C.L.) from measurements on the neutron |3,

199Hg [1], 2*°Ra [86], YDF [87], HfF [88], and ThO [89].

where g4 ~ 1.27 is the nucleon axial charge, and k1 = 3.7 and kg = —0.12 are related to the
nucleon magnetic moments. For g; we kept the next-to-next-to-leading-order corrections as this
is the first order where a neutron EDM is induced. We have set the renormalization scale to the
nucleon mass my in order to estimate the EDMs as function of pion-nucleon couplings.

We should point out that the CP-odd LEFT operators induce additional CP-violating hadronic
interactions that contribute to the nucleon EDMs as well. For example, a quark chromo-EDM
operator ~ Go"~y°T4q ny leads to direct contributions to the neutron EDM in addition to
the pion-nucleon terms. Such direct terms depend on hadronic matrix elements that do not
appear in the CP-odd axion interactions given above (they would be connected to CP-odd axion-
photon-nucleon terms instead). We therefore do not include these effects here, which leads to
conservative limits®, assuming there are no significant cancellations. Instead, we estimate the
EDMs of neutrons (and protons) from their pion-loop contributions proportional to go 12 in
Eqgs. (46) and (47).

The expression for the Hg EDM becomes [90-95]

dgg = —(2.1+0.5)-1071 [(1.9 +0.1)d,, + (0.20 % 0.06)d,,
+ (0.13+8;37 o +0.25708 5 +0.0970- 47 g2> e fm}

Zo
myR

— [(0.028 +0.006)Cg — %(3.6 +0.4) (5 Cp>] 107 ecm), (47)

in terms of the nuclear radius R ~ 1.2 AY/3 fm, and Cpr = (C};}%(an) + Cl(;%ﬂ(ap»/((Un) + (op))-
Here we defined C’I(;?:}? )= ¢ (ng F C’I(DI)T. For 1%Hg we use the values [96]
(on) = —0.3249 £0.0515, (o) = 0.0031 £ 0.0118 . (48)

The expression for the octopole-deformed Ra is simpler as nuclear CP violation dominates the
atomic EDM [90,97]

dra = (7.7-107%)-[(2.547.5) go — (65 4 40) g1 + (14 + 6.5)gs] e fm . (49)

Note that the radium and mercury EDMs are dominated by the contributions to the pion-nucleon
couplings as long as go,1,2 receive contributions at LO (which is the case for the LEFT operators
under consideration here). The connection between the contributions to dr, and dp, and the

SFor certain LEFT operators such as the Weinberg operator, there are no contributions to go,1,2 at the chiral
order we work but terms do appear after a quark mass insertion leading to an additional suppression of m?r/Af< [85].
In those cases, the direct contributions to the nucleon EDMs, which come with additional LECs, are a better
estimate. To keep the discussion compact we do not further pursue this here.

18



axion-nucleon couplings is therefore more straightforward than was the case for the nucleon
EDMs, where additional direct contributions appear at the same order. The current best limits
are collected in Table 3.

5 Fifth-force experiments

The CPV scalar axion-nucleon and axion-lepton couplings of Egs. (32) and (22) lead to monopole-
monopole forces, which would act like a ‘fifth force’, thereby modifying Newton’s inverse-square
law (ISL) and violating the weak equivalence principle (WEP). The combination of the gravita-
tional and axion potentials between two different bodies I and J then becomes

_GmImJ (

Vig(r) = 1+ Oé[Oéje_marIJ) , (50)

r1J
where mq(= 1/X) is the axion mass, r7; is the distance between I and J, while m; ; and oy 5
are the masses and total ‘axion charges’ of I and J (the latter are normalized to m; jvV4rG).
At leading order in YEFT this total charge is determined by the axion couplings to the elec-
tron, proton, and neutron, as well as the number of these particles present in the body under
consideration. Explicitly, we have

1 WA=Z  w Z | (0 Z
el (3 p— + 95 miA‘f‘gs miA ) (51)

where m 4 is the mass of the atom, which is most cases can be approximated by ma4 = Amy,
with m, the atomic mass unit, while Z and A — Z are the number of protons and neutrons of
the element that the body I consists of. The leading-order contributions arise from the simple
axion-nucleon diagram (left diagram of Fig. 1).

Axion-meson-meson couplings modify the axion-nucleon coupling at the one-loop level (middle
diagram of Fig. 1), in practice part of the one-loop contributions are automatically resummed
by using the physical values for o,n and édmpy in Eq. (26). Graphs such as the one depicted in
the right panel of Fig. 1 lead to two-nucleon contributions that cannot be captured by Eq. (51).
In the analogous case of a dilaton (¢) coupling to quarks, ~ ¢gq, such contributions to the
potential are related to the binding energy of the nuclei and were considered in Ref. [98]. Within
xEFT, however, these two-body interactions appear at higher-order in the power counting. In
particular, for scalar axion-quark interactions (e.g. agq) axion-nucleon-nucleon currents appear
at next-to-leading-order in the power counting and could in principle be relevant [99]. These
currents were discussed in detail in light of WIMP scattering off atomic nuclei and were found
to be somewhat smaller than power-counting predictions indicate and appear only at the few-
percent level [100] although this could increase for larger nuclei [101]. We neglect the subleading
two-nucleon corrections in this work.

There are numerous experiments that search for the fifth force that would be induced by the
ayay term in Eq. (50). These experiments either look for violations of the WEP, which appear
when V7; is no longer proportional to mymy, or departures from the inverse-square law due
to deviations from the 1/r;; dependence of the usual gravitational potential. In this section
we summarize several of these experiments and discuss how they limit the axion couplings to
nucleons and leptons.

oy =
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Figure 1: Diagrams contributing to the axion-nucleon interactions. The solid lines correspond
to nucleons, the dotted lines to axions, and the dashed lines to mesons.

5.1 MICROSCOPE mission

The MICROSCOPE mission [102] focuses on constraining the E6tvis parameter which is a
measure of WEP violations. The Eo6tvos parameter is the normalized difference between the
accelerations of two masses I and J. In the case of Ref. [102]| these masses are made of platinum
and titanium and are in free fall aboard the MICROSCOPE satellite

A _
(), -
a ) lar + ay|

From Eq. (50) one finds that the E6tvos parameter for two test masses in the external field of
Earth (E) can be expressed as

—X

aplar —ay| (1+z)e

= ~ aglar —ay|(1+x)e™*, 53
1 1+ (g +ay)ap (1+z)e ™ Blar = aJ( ) (53)

where x = Rmg, R =~ 7000 km is the distance from the center of the earth to the satellite, and
ag is the effective ‘axion charge’ of the earth. Following [102], we model the earth as consisting
of a core (which is taken to consist of iron) and the mantle (consisting of SiO2), so that its charge

takes the form 7

mgc mar R%@(REma) — R%(I)(Rcma)
ap = miEaFe(I) (Rcmg) + miEaSiOQ R% — R%’ )

(54)

where Rp ~ 6371 km and Ro ~ 3500 km are the radii of the Earth and its core. mg, m¢, and
myps are, respectively, the masses of the Earth, its core, and its mantle, with m¢/mpg ~ 0.33,
while the function ®(x) = 3(x coshz — sinh x) /23 describes the deviation from a simple Yukawa
potential due to the finite size of the earth.

Combining these expressions with the experimental limit [102],

n=(-1£27)x 1071, (55)

allows us to set constraints on gge’n’p ) as a function of my,.

"This result differs from the expression obtained in Ref. [102].
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5.2 Eot-Wash (WEP)

The E6t-Wash experiment [103] constrained deviations from the WEP at distance scales 2 0.1
m. In this case two test bodies, made of Pb and Cu, were connected to a torsion balance around
which a 233U attractor mass rotates. A difference in the accelerations of the two bodies would
then show up as a torque, 7 = %d X (Foy — Fpy), where d is the distance between the two test
bodies and Fcy pp, are the forces that work on them, due to the earth and the attractor. The
experiment looks for signals that vary as a function of the angle, ¢, between d and the vector
from the test bodies to the attractor. The fact that only accelerations orthogonal to d contribute
to the torque implies 7 is a measure of deviations from the WEP, 7 ~ acy — apy, while looking
for ¢-dependent signals means signals are due to the force (whether gravitational or axionic)
exerted by the attractor. In total, the ¢-dependent part of the z-component of the torque can

be written as ®
7—z‘varying . ’an - aCu| .
7g’dmcu/2 = 79/ sin ¢
~ |apb — acu| [aAIA(ma) — OéE(l + REma)efREma] sing, (56)

where ¢’ = 9.2-1077 m/s? and aa are the gravitational acceleration and the axion charge of the
element of the attractor, while I4 is a function that captures the geometry of the attractor. The
experimental limit

lapy —acy] <5.7-107Pm/s*,  95% C.L. (57)

together with I4, which we obtain from interpolating the numerical values in Table 4, again

allows us to set constraints on ggn’p ©).

)\(m)‘ 0.01 0.014 0.020 0.028 0.05 0.07 0.1 02 0.5 1 2 5
IA(ma)‘1.3-10_5 1.8-107* 0.0016 0.0079 0.057 0.13 0.26 0.59 0.89 0.97 0.99 1.0

Table 4: Numerical values for the function I4(m,) that describes the geometry of the attractor
in the Eot-Wash experiment [103] as a function of A = 1/m,.

Later work suspended the torsion pendulum from a rotating turntable, instead of using a
rotating attractor, and used test bodies made of Be and Ti [104]. The role of source mass was
dominated by features in the surrounding environment, local topography, and finally the earth,
depending on the value of A\. Lacking knowledge of the size, density, and composition of these
environmental features, we approximate the effective axion coupling of the source masses by
Qsource = Si0,- Lhe experimental results are shown in Table 5.

A (m) | 1 10 1-102 1-10% 1-10* 1-10° 1-10° >1-107
|0source (@Be — ari)| | 8-1076 1-1076 2.1077 7.107° 4.107° 4.10° 5.10° 2-1071

Table 5: Constraints set by E6t-Wash experiment [104] as a function of A = 1/m,.

8Here we neglect a small correction to the contributions ~ a4 due to the centrifugal force induced by the
earth’s rotation.

21



5.3 Irvine

This experiment [105] consists of two sets of measurements, searching for fifth forces at distances
between 105-5 cm and 5-2 cm. Both measurements used a torsion balance to constrain the torque
that would be induced by a Yukawa potential. The test and attractor masses used in these set-
ups were designed so as to give rise to a net-zero torque if the force between them has a pure
1/7? dependence. The measurements on smaller distance scales searched for fifth forces between
a copper test mass and a stainless steel cylinder, while the test and attractor masses used in
the measurements at larger distances were both made from copper. As the elements in these
materials all have a similar Z/A ~ 0.45, which determines « in Eq. (51), we will approximate
the effective axion charges oy j by acy. We summarize the constraints on the combination ooy
as a function of A in Table 6.

A(mm) | 5 10 50 100 500 1.0-10® 5.0-103 1.0-10%
lacuacy] [ 11-1073 21-107% 1.9-107* 42.107% 1.3-107% 3.8-107% 0.088  0.46

Table 6: 95% C.L. constraints on the combinations |acyacy| as a function of A = 1/m, set by
the Irvine measurements [105].

5.4 Eot-Wash (inverse-square law)

Apart from searches for WEP violations there are experiments that look for deviations from
the inverse-square law. The Eoét-Wash experiments accurately measured the force between an
attractor, made of Mo and Ta, and a Pt or Mo test body as a function of the distance between
them [106,107|. The geometry of the experimental setup cancels the attraction due to the gravi-
tational potential, ~ 1/72, allowing one to constrain Yukawa forces. Although the attractor was
made of several materials, we approximate the probed combinations by |aneno| and |aprano|,
the resulting constraints on which are listed in Table 7.

A (mm) \ 0.01  0.025 0.05 0.1 0.25 0.5 1 2.5 5
lonoo| | 4.1-10% 43 14 01 6.7-100% 24-107% 27-107% 72.1073% 7.1-1073
lanvoaps| | 3.1-10% 6.4 0.42 0.077  0.029 0.025 0.019 0.013 0.012

Table 7: 95% C.L. constraints on the combinations |anoano| [106] and |apione| [107] as a
function of A = 1/m, set by the E6t-Wash experiment.

5.5 HUST

The HUST experiment [108—111] searches for inverse-square law violations caused by a fifth force
between two plane masses made of tungsten (W) using a torsion pendulum. The pendulum is
suspended horizontally with a rectangular shaped test mass of tungsten at each end. The test
masses are facing a rotating attractor made of rectangular tungsten source masses and compen-
sating masses, designed to cancel out the torque due to Newtonian forces. This experiment is
most sensitive in the range A = (40 — 350) pm. The resulting constraints on aya,y are collected
in Table 8.
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A (mm) | 0.025 0.05 0.1 0.25 0.5 1 2.5 5
owaw| | 420 0.70 0.026 3.8-107% 3.6-1073 14-10 1.0-1073 221073

Table 8: 95% C.L. constraints on the combinations |awaw| as a function of A = 1/m, set by
the HUST experiment [108-111].

5.6 Stanford

The Stanford experiment [112] focused on axions in the range A ~ 5 - 15 pym. A rectangular
gold (Au) prism, located at the end of a cantilever, was used as a test mass, the force on which
was determined through its displacement. A source mass, consisting of alternating gold and
silicon (Si) bars, was then moved horizontally below the test mass. In the presence of a fifth
force, the test mass experiences different forces depending on whether a Au or Si bar is located
directly below it, resulting in a different displacement of the cantilever. This would induce an
oscillating force when the source mass is displaced horizontally. Note that the background due
to Newtonian forces is negligible at this level of precision. The amplitude of the induced force is
proportional to pray, with p the mass density and I = Au, Si. As pay > psi, we approximate
the probed combination of axion charges by aiu, the constraints on which are shown in Table 9.

A(um) | 4 6 10 18 34 66
|oan@aa] | 3.1-107 4.6-10° 1.4-10° 1.1-10% 25-10% 15102

Table 9: 95% C.L. constraints on the combinations |aray| as a function of A = 1/m, set by the
Stanford experiment [112].

5.7 IUPUI

This experiment searches for fifth forces by measuring the differential force on masses separated
by distances in the nm range [113|, allowing it to probe axions in the range A ~ (40 — 8000)
nm. The set up involves a spherical test mass, made in large part of sapphire (S), located above
a rotating disk which serves as a source mass. The latter involves several rings, each with a
number of alternating segments made of Au and Si. The source mass is rotated at a constant
frequency, so that a difference in force felt by the test mass due to Au and Si would show up as an
oscillating signal. Such a difference would be a sign of a fifth force, while the Newtonian force for
this design is below the experimental sensitivity. As both the attractor and the sources masses
involve a number of materials, we approximate the effectively probed combination of couplings
by ag(aay — asi), where ag is the effective axion charge of sapphire. The resulting constraints
on ajyay are collected in Table 10.

A (mm) \5-10—5 1-107* 25-107* 5-107* 1-107* 25-107% 5-1073 1-1072
|as(aAu—aSi)\‘2.4~1013 1.0-10"  6.5-10° 4.3-107 58-10° 6.3-10° 1.3-10°5 2.9.10%

Table 10: 95% C.L. constraints on the combinations |awaw| as a function of A = 1/m, set by
the IUPUI experiment [113].
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5.8 Asteroids and planets

It is possible to constrain a fifth force by measurements of the orbital trajectories of astronomical
objects. In particular, Ref. [114] proposes to use the fifth-force-induced orbital precession of nine
near-Earth asteroids, whose orbital trajectories are precisely tracked, to constrain a potential
fifth force induced by the exchange of particles in the mass range mg ~ 10721 — 10~1%eV. The
analysis of Ref. [114] assumed that the new scalar particles couple to the baryon charge, in which
case the elemental composition of the sun and the asteroids is not relevant. To constrain the
axion couplings, we assume that the asteroids consist mainly of iron (asteroid = @re). Since the
orbits can only be affected by axions with A > R, we model the sun as a point particle, with

a = (0.75 an + 0.24 age) . (58)

With these assumptions we convert the estimated sensitivity of Ref. [114] to limits on axion-
nucleon and axion-electron scalar couplings.

In a similar spirit, it is possible to constrain axion-induced fifth forces by measuring the
perihelion procession of planetary orbits [115]. The most stringent limits arise from the perihelion
procession of Mars and Mercury. The analysis of Ref. [115] assumed a model where hypothetical
ultralight Z’ bosons couple to electrons, which gives rise to a Yukawa potential similar to axions
(but with opposite sign). We convert their limits by assuming Mars and Mercury have a similar
composition to Earth with similar relative sizes of the mantle and core, which, for A > Rpg,
gives aplanet ~ 0.33are + 0.67ag;0,. The constraints on ayay; from the asteroids and planets as
a function of A are collected in Table 11.

The resulting limits from the asteroid and planetary orbits are depicted by, respectively, black
and gray lines in Figs. 2-5.

A(km) | 1-10° 5. 106 1-107 5107 1-108 5108 1-10° 5.

10?

lopeae| | 2.5-1076 98.10"* 35.1071 75.107*2 1.1-1071% 1.1-1071° 4.2.1071° 1.1.1078

|Oplanet @6 | - 3.4-107% 1.8-1071% 7.4.107'2 43-107'2 1.8-107! 49.107'* 88

Table 11: 95% C.L. projected constraints on the combination |apeas| [114] and current limits
on |planet@e| [115] as a function of A = 1/m,. The constraints due to the planetary orbits are
dominated by Mars for A > 2.6 - 107 km and by Mercury for smaller values of .

5.9 Stellar Cooling

Axions can be produced in the cores of stars. If they escape, this provides a new source of stellar
cooling and leads to distinct astronomical signatures that can be searched for. Here we briefly
discuss the most stringent limits arising from these searches. A recent more detailed discussion
of these constraints can be found in Ref. [28].

The pseudoscalar axion-electron interaction can generate axions through Compton scattering
v+ e~ — e~ + a and bremsstrahlung e + Ze — Ze + e+ a [116,117]. These cooling processes
allow for heavier red giants as their cores now require more mass to reach the same temperature,
thereby delaying helium ignition. The increase in mass then leads to a higher luminosity, so
that measurements of the brightness of red giants allows one to constrain the cooling processes
induced by axions. The resulting limit is given by [118]

g5 <1.6-10713. (59)

24

.10710



These cooling processes are suppressed for heavier axions, as they cannot be produced once the
mass becomes significantly heavier than the temperature in the core. The limits in this section
are valid for m, < 10 keV.

The scalar axion-electron interaction can be constrained by using the fact that it causes mixing
of the axion with plasmons in stars [119]. This axion production is enhanced if the axion mass is
below the plasmon frequency. The most stringent constraint comes from the resonant production
in red giants [120]

g5 <7.1-10716, (60)

The analogous resonant axion production in red giants, induced by scalar axion-nucleon interac-
tions, gives the limit [120]

gV <1.10712. (61)

Finally, for the pseudoscalar coupling to neutrons, the most stringent limits arise from neutron
stars. Young neutron stars that are formed from the collapsed star core after a supernova
explosion can cool by emitting axions through bremsstrahlung, n +n — n +n + a. Observation
of a high surface temperature of neutron stars can then set a limit on the amount of axion
emission. The resulting constraint is given by [121]

gh<28-10710. (62)

6 Searches for monopole-dipole interactions

In the previous section we discussed constraints on the product of two scalar axion couplings. In
the presence of both CP-even and CP-odd interactions, axion exchange also leads to a monopole-
dipole potential of the form V' ~ (o-7)e~™a" /r. where o is the spin of the particle with a CP-even
axion coupling. Potentials of this form are searched for by various experiments which we discuss
in more detail below. Before doing so, we first introduce the CP-even axion interactions that
make up the monopole-dipole potential. These CP-even couplings arise from the derivative terms
~ c{y R% fy"vsf in Eq. (3). In addition, quark-axion interactions are generated by the axion-
dependent part of the chiral rotation, A, which shifts the ~ (¢}, — ¢} )9d,a terms contained in
ry—1, in Eq. (12). As a result, the quark interactions receive a model-independent contribution
from the chiral rotation, while the lepton couplings only involve model-dependent terms since
c{ r depend on the UV construction.
"We write the final CP-conserving interactions as

_ Oua
=3

for couplings to protons, neutrons, and electrons, respectively. Within chiral EFT these nucleon
interactions result from the ~ S, terms in the first line of Eq. (19) as the above Lorentz structure
reduces to y,v5 — 25, in the non-relativistic limit. For the axion-nucleon CP-even couplings we
apply recent results from next-to-next-to-leading-order chiral perturbation theory [122]

Loy (CHpY"7°p+ Chpaty’ n+ Cheyy e) , (63)

C% = —0.430(50) + 0.862(75) X, — 0.417(66) X4 — 0.035(54) X ,
Cp = 0.007(46) — 0.417(66) X, + 0.862(75) Xy — 0.035(54) X,
e _ e
Chy = X.= ‘r”C°L , (64)
2 11
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with X, = diag(X,, X4, Xs) = %diag (C}]% — cq). These couplings are sometimes written in
pseudoscalar form using the equations of motion for on-shell fermions —ngD a fiv® f where gp =
C’}J;mf/fa for f = {p,n,e}. Using Eq. (16) we write [28]

f_ -1 of (T Mq
9p = 1T-1077Cp <1GeV) <1,ueV> ) (65)

Two of the most popular UV constructions (see Refs. [123,124] for more general constructions),

which determine the c(Lf}pL couplings, are the KSVZ [125,126] and DFSZ [127,128] models, see
Ref. [12] for a recent review. In these scenarios the couplings take the following values

DFSZ: X, = ésm%@,
1
X, = X, =X, = g(1—sm?5),
KSVZ: X, = X. =0, (66)

where tan 5 = vy/v, is the ratio of vacuum expectation values of scalar fields in the DFSZ model.
Assuming perturbativity of the Yukawa couplings appearing in the model, 5 lies in the range
tan 8 € [0.25,170] [12,129]. In our analysis, the exact values of the CP-even couplings are not
our main concern (although they play a role in setting limits). For simplicity, we will consider
the DFSZ model and set tan 8 ~ 1 and pick the central values of the matrix elements. That
is, we take CP, = —0.36, C% = 0.08, and C% = 0.17. Using other values of tan 3 or the KSVZ
couplings will not dramatically change our findings.

6.1 ARIADNE

The Axion Resonant InterAction Detection Experiment (ARIADNE) aims to probe axion masses
up to 1073 eV by using methods based on nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) [130-132]. The
experiment is sensitive to the axion-mediated monopole-dipole potential between two nuclei,

N_N
Vep = g;ifv (;*:2) e X(0-7) = p- B, (67)
where pu = %gNuBa', with up = ﬁ and gy the nuclear magneton and g factor, respectively.
As implied by the second equality, the effects of this potential can be interpreted as an effective
magnetic field Beg.

The setup consists of a source mass made of unpolarized tungsten in the form of a rotating
cylinder with teeth-like structures pointing radially outwards. These teeth pass by an NMR
sample made of 3He gas, thereby inducing an oscillating Beg field. As the NMR sample resides
in a conventional external magnetic field as well, the Beg field will drive spin precession in the
3He sample if it is chosen to oscillate at the nuclear Larmor frequency, determined by the external
field. The resulting magnetization, which is proportional to gév gg , is precisely measured. These
couplings can be written as gév = %gg + %(gg + gge)) for the tungsten source mass and
gy = 0.88¢% — 0.047g% [133] for the He sample. Ref. [130] considered the projected limits that
would results from several setups. Table 12 shows the projected limits from their initial setup
(with Ty = 1 s) as well as those from a scaled-up version of the the apparatus.
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A (cm) \ 0.003 0.01  0.03 01 03 1 3 10
|gY g¥ (projected)| - 1033 | 6-10* 500 60 10 6 4 4 4
|9y gN (upgrade)| - 103 | 7-105 4.10° 2-10* 1-10% 200 40 6 1

Table 12: The projected limits on the strength of the axion mediated monopole-dipole interaction
from the ARIADNE experiment using the initial and upgraded setups of Ref. [130].

6.2 QUAX

The QUest for AXions (QUAX-gpgs) experiment [134,135] is similar in setup to the ARIADNE
experiment, as it also makes use of the fictitious magnetic field induced by the combination
of CP-even and CP-odd axion couplings. In this case the source masses consist of lead, while
the detector measures the magnetization of a sample of paramagnetic crystals that would be
induced by the axionic potential. A key difference with the ARIADNE experiment is that
the magnetization is induced by the coupling to electrons, rather than nucleons. The probed
couplings are therefore given by, gp = ggf) and gév = % gs + %(gg + gge)) for the case of lead.
We show the current constraint [135] and projected limits [134] in Table 13.

A (m) | 0.003 001 003 01 03 1
|gévgg)(current)\ -1030 - 530 17 5 4 4
195 ') (projected)| - 10% | 14-10* 120 15 8 6 6

Table 13: The current [135] and projected limits [134] on the strength of the axion mediated
monopole-dipole interaction from the QUAX.

7 Applications

7.1 Chromo-electric dipole moments

To illustrate the use of the EFT framework we revisit a well-studied scenario where BSM CP vi-
olation is dominated by the chromo-electric dipole moments (CEDMs) of first-generation quarks.
We turn on the LEFT operators

Legpm = Ly TAGﬁ,,U“”uR + Liay, TAGﬁl,o—“”dR +h.c.
= Re(LY)uG-ou+Im (LY aG - civ’u+ (u < d) , (68)

where we introduced G - o0 = TAG;‘VU‘“’ in the second line. The terms proportional to the
imaginary part of LI are the CP-violating quark CEDMs. We read from Table 2 the induced
isoscalar scalar axion-nucleon couplings

3, 2B 0

ms 1 w
W= Ly (L0

—— | A .
W M ORe (L¥) B 8mu> my + (u ¢ d) (69)

We introduce the isoscalar and isovector combinations

1
2

1
L= S(y+19), Li=5(E-19), (70)
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to rewrite

©) _ my (Ing Ing> [1 o) B d
9s =

fa 20ReLl | Bom
in agreement with Ref. [30].

Similarly, we can compute the CP-violating pion-nucleon couplings. We focus on the isovector
coupling (the discussion for the isoscalar coupling goes along similar lines) and obtain

] Amy (71)
My mg

g1 =

Im 3 [1 ) 2B 9

- =22 A 2
Fo |20ReLl B am} NG (72)

in agreement with Refs. [136,137]. While the matrix elements appearing in Egs. (71) and (72)
are poorly known, we see that the matrix element drops out in the ratio

g1 _ (fa\ 1 mumq(ImLy —Tm LY)
e Fy) ms mgIm LY +m, Im L

(73)

In this way experiments looking for EDMs and CP-odd axion couplings can be directly compared
for a given value of the axion mass my ~ 1/ f,.
To determine the absolute scale that various experiments are sensitive to, we do need to
determine the matrix element
< {1 0 B 9

The two terms in square brackets correspond to direct and indirect contributions respectively.
The latter only depend on vacuum matrix elements and are relatively well known. The direct
term depends on the nucleon matrix element of the chromomagnetic operator and is poorly
understood. Recently, Seng [138| argued that while the direct term is not well known, it is
subleading with respect to the indirect term. The argument is based on a connection between
chromomagnetic nucleon matrix elements and higher-twist distributions that can be measured
in deep inelastic scattering, finding only 10-20% corrections from the direct piece. This result is
at odds with the QCD sum rule results Ref. [136] where both terms are of similar size. Lattice-
QCD might provide a resolution to this discrepancy [137]. For now we follow Ref. [138] and set
B/B ~0.4GeV?/g4(2GeV) [138,139], gs(2 GeV) ~ 1.85, and m = 3.4 MeV [140] to obtain

Ampy ~ 3.7GeV?, (75)

which is what we use in our analysis.

We can now compare the sensitivity of various experiments to the presence of the quark
chromo-EDMs. For concreteness we turn on the down-quark chromo-EDM and assume Im Lg =
24 . After the PQ mechanism is implemented, the presence of the CP-odd chromo-EDM leads
to scalar axion-nucleon interactions which can be constrained by fifth-force experiments. The
isoscalar axion coupling is the most relevant for the present discussion and scales as ggo) ~
1/(f.A?%). Fig. 2 shows the various constraints as a function of the axion mass (lower x-axis)
or, equivalently, the axion decay constant (upper x-axis). For each observable we compute the
limit on the CP-odd Wilson coefficient, which we translate into a limit on f,A? (shown on the

right y-axis) and the corresponding value of ggo) (depicted on the left y-axis). Showing ggo)

28



107 10'° 10'° 10" 10" 10’ 10*
‘~\ T ‘\\ T ‘\\ T T : T : r."‘ I_106
\~~ ~~~ Q“x ‘. : 7}5 ] %0,
\~s \~~\ 4:"\\* " l' ! (QG”.
1012 Red Giants >+, s S~ I : 2 09
\~ 1
\\ 1
AR® : 12
S 1 "10
Q@O © L
L ¢@ ~ . -
G >
-7 L
- 10 - 110§
SXZ - : o
i | S e S
. = pZ 0 N 101 WS
I 7 :c? : = de2:
10722 9 RERTNS = S
WEP s, rQ ot 2 - 102"
\ s TR !
S = )
L ‘~~'_~—‘r~:.('7f“‘ 1 a 60\4\\@
= :/-\ Q\\ i 24
1 \ \ \ \ 1 \ \ \ i Ly PR B 1 AL ¢ . 1
10718 10713 1078 0.001 100.000

m, (eV)

Figure 2: Constraints on the isoscalar scalar axion-nucleon coupling in case of a down-quark
chromo-EDM. The CP-even axial axion-nucleon coupling is chosen as in the DFSZ model with
tanf = 1. The WEP experiment limits are shown in purple, from top to bottom on the low
end of axion mass the lines denote E6t-Wash (2000) [103], Eét-Wash (2008) [104], and the
MICROSCOPE mission [102]. The inverse-square law (ISL) experiments limits are shown in red,
from left to right the lines denote Irvine [105], HUST [108-111], E6t-Wash [106, 107], Stanford
[112], and IUPUI [113]. The astronomical bounds from planets [115] are shown in gray and the
projected limits from asteroids [114] are shown black. The stellar cooling bounds are shown in
green for Red Giants [118,120] and neutron stars [121]. Note that the vertical line from Red
Giants is a bound on g% which would be much weaker had we used the KSVZ model. The EDM
limits are shown as dotted lines, where orange corresponds to the neutron [3], red to Hg [1], brown
to Ra [86], and blue to ThO [89]. The current and projected limits from QUAX [135] are depicted
by red-dashed lines. The ARTADNE limits are shown in blue-dashed for the initially envisioned
setup (labeled ‘proj.”) and a upgraded version (labeled ‘upg.’) [130-132]. The estimated size of

ggo) arising from the SM CKM phase is shown in gray at the bottom-right corner.

is a somewhat arbitrary choice, as different experiments are in principle sensitive to different
combinations of ggo’l). However, once we assume a single Wilson coeflicient, plotting gg) instead
would simply result in a rescaling of the (left) y-axis. The purple lines arise from searches for
WEP violation, while the red lines are from tests of the inverse-square law. The constraints are
most stringent for axion masses below 1073 eV, reaching a sensitivity of géo) < 10~2* which
stems from the MICROSCOPE experiment. The limits are weaker for larger axion masses and

essentially disappear for m, > 1 V.

29



10%2 10"° 1016 1013 1010 107 10*
ol : &
10 |§ |S_
et :§
dra (future) Q_Gj i
.......................................................... :3:5"
1000 - g ' 3 ' 3
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" ;'4""\'\5';"'H"""""""'
- .1” :‘U<D :‘(UQB
> N (i A
é), \/0" 1 1
10+ o’ :4'-‘ :
< @QI' 1 1
&, !
0.100 -
<
D% NS
0.001 -t 1 A : SN D
10718 1013 1078 0.001 100.000

m, (eV)

Figure 3: Constraints on A from various experiments discussed in Section 7. The labelling of the
lines is explained in the caption of Fig. 2.

At the same time, the presence of a quark chromo-EDM can be looked for in EDM experiments.
A down quark chromo-EDM induces the CP-odd pion-nucleon coupling g; (among other CP-odd
hadronic interactions) which leads to EDMs of nucleons and nuclei. In particular the limit on
the EDM of the 1%Hg atom sets a strong limit on g; and thus L¢ ~ A~2. This limit can be
converted into an indirect constraint on géo) using Eq. (73). The corresponding constraints are
depicted by dotted lines in Fig. 2. We observe that the indirect limits are at least several orders
of magnitude stronger than the direct limits from fifth-force experiments, depending on mg, in
line with the conclusions of Ref. [30]. We also depict the constraint from a prospected ?2°Ra
EDM measurement at the level of 10728 e cm [86]. This atom is particularly sensitive to g; due
to the octopole deformation of its nucleus and would improve upon the current ?Hg limit by
one-to-two orders of magnitude at the projected sensitivity.

Perhaps a more promising way to detect CP-violating axion interactions than the current
fifth-force measurements are monopole-dipole searches. Under the reasonable assumption that
axions also have a CP-even axion-nucleon interaction of typical size, the proposed ARIADNE
experiment could come very close to the EDM sensitivity for axions in the 107> - 10~! eV mass
range. With the envisioned upgrade it could even overtake the EDM limits in the same mass
window. However, the CKM-induced CP-odd axion-nucleon couplings would still be too small
by many orders of magnitude to be detected.
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Finally, in Fig. 3 we show the same information in a slightly different way by putting the
BSM scale A on the vertical axis. We observe that EDM limits reach scales of 10 to 103 TeV
(note that this relies on the assumption L¢ = %, while the quark chromo-EDMs are induced
at one-loop order in many explicit BSM models), while fifth-force experiments only reach 10
TeV. The upgraded ARTADNE setup could compete with EDM experiments in reaching a scale
around 103 TeV.

7.2 A leptoquark extension

Leptoquarks are hypothetical bosons that transform quarks into leptons and vice versa. They
have become a popular model of BSM physics in light of various signals of lepton-flavor-universality
violation, see e.g. [141,142]. Leptoquarks generally have CP-violating interactions proportional
to new, unconstrained phases. Unless these phases are chosen to be very small by hand, lepto-
quarks induce large radiative corrections to the QCD theta term and EDMs [79]. To illustrate
this we consider a simple scenario involving one scalar leptoquark. We pick the S; leptoquark
that transforms as (3,1,1/3) under the SM gauge symmetries, SU(3). x SU(2) x U(1)y. These
quantum numbers lead to four allowed dimension-four Yukawa-like interactions

5 ) ) _ _
£ = 57 1Q% yrrer LY + @S yrren — QL ers QG + P dpazhpup| +hie.. (76)

Here o, 3, v are SU(3). indices, yrr rr and zrg are generic 3 x 3 matrices in flavor space, while
zpp is a symmetric 3 x 3 matrix. Q = (ur,dr)’ and L = (v1,er)? denote the left-handed
quark and lepton doublets in the weak eigenstate basis. We pick a basis in which the up-type
quark and charged-lepton mass matrices are diagonal, so that the translation from weak to mass
basis is given by dVL"eaLk = Vdr, where V is the CKM matrix. In principle, the interactions of
S1 lead to baryon-number-violating interactions which can be avoided if either yr;, = yrr = 0
or zr;, = zrr = 0. These two cases lead to rather different conclusions regarding which EDM
experiments are relevant and the type of axion interactions that are induced, we therefore consider
both cases separately.

In the absence of an IR solution to the strong CP problem, the above L(Q) interactions can gen-
erate dangerously large contributions to f. Similar to the Ry leptoquark [143], the Sy interactions
induce the following threshold correction at the scale = mg, (in the MS scheme)

_ 1 mg,
(59 ~ W In ILLQ — 1| ImTr

-1 * _
+4Z2L ((YuT) ZRRY; + Yu zRRYd 1)

—1 x * T
Y, 1yLLYe YRR

T (77)

where the SM Yukawa couplings are defined through —Ly = QY.,Hu+ QYyHd + LY,He+h.c.
and the ellipses stand for terms requiring two insertions of the SM Yukawa couplings. The
correction to @ is not suppressed by any high-energy scale. Thus, even when 6 = 0 at the high
scale, significant tuning of the L(Q couplings is needed to ensure it remains small at low energies
unless an IR solution of the strong CP problem, such as a PQ mechanism, is implemented. In
what follows we therefore consider the above LQ interactions, supplemented by a PQ mechanism.
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Integrating out the leptoquarks at tree-level leads to the following SM-EFT operators

bed /7 ~ bed /7 ~
[:1/)4 = Cl(elgqj § (LgeRb)EIJ(quRd) +Cl(5(1); ‘ (LéawjeRb)elJ (QCJUuVuRd)

+Co (Qhun, )ers (Qldr,) + Cord (QET ug,)er,(QITAdR,) + hec., (78)

with Wilson coefficients evaluated at the leptoquark threshold

(1) abed (3) abed 1 (y50) (yrr)™
Clequ (msl) = _4Clequ (msl): 9 2 ’
2 mg,
1) abed 1 (8)abed 2(271),. (2RR)
Ch(ms,) = —5Cu™ (ms,) =~ EEae (79)
1

The running of the induced SM-EFT operators as well as the subsequent matching onto the
LEFT, is known one-loop order [48-52], however, as we mainly aim to illustrate the connection
between EDMs and probes of axion couplings, we neglect these effects in what follows. Since the
same dimension-six operators generate CP-odd effects with and without axions, their renormal-
ization does not impact the comparison between the two types of experiments. The extraction
of the bound on the BSM scale, A ~ mg,, however, can be affected by O(1) factors.

After electroweak symmetry breaking, these SM-EFT coefficients generate the following LEFT
interactions at tree level ?

SRR 1) SRR (1) 1rs T.RR _ ~(3) TRR _ ~(3) 1rx
Léu - _Clequ ) Luedu - Clequ‘/;)s ) L™ = _Clequ ’ Luedu - Clequvvs ’
prst prst prst prot prst prst prst prot
SLRR SLRR (1) < S8,RR 1 SS,RR _ ~(8) 1rx
L ud - _Luddu - Cquqdv;)S ) L ud - _Luddu - Cquqd‘/vs : (80)
prst prst prut prst prst prut

2211 __

Setting V4 ~ 1, these matching conditions then imply that L5553 = 'Y while L22 = 0 and

1

2~ quqd 6x6 —

B 1111

similar for couplings with C’éi)qd — chizyd and L; — L;.

Semi-leptonic CP violation. We begin by setting z;;, = zrr = 0 such that only semi-
leptonic operators are induced. For simplicity we consider couplings to first-generation fermions
and set a = b =c =d =1 in Eq. (79) resulting in CP-odd interactions between electrons and

first-generation quarks. In particular, we obtain

2 om
C(O) _ —1)2 OnrN Im LS’RR, C(l) _ _7}7[-[ N Im LS,RR7 ]1
o Hmu + mq eggu s 2 mqg — My, egxu ( )

which contribute to CP-odd effects in ThO through Eq. (44). Here Cél) plays a marginal role
and can, for the present discussion, be neglected. At the same time, the PQ mechanism leads to
CP-odd axion-electron interactions. From Eq. (22) we read off

() un m72TF02 1

= — Im L%ER 82
gs 2fa m + myg My, egzzfu ( )

9Here we moved to the mass basis of the quarks and charged leptons, but left the neutrinos in the flavor
eigenstates as they (and their masses) will not play a role in our analysis.
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so that the ratio of these CP-odd interactions depends only on f, (and thus the axion mass) and
known QCD matrix elements

(0) 2
Cg _ <fa) OxNVF My, + My ’ (83)

gée) Fy m%rFo mq
in the limit m,, 4/ms — 0.

We compare the resulting constraints from EDM experiments and fifth-force searches in the
gge) versus m, plane in the top panel of Fig. 4. Fifth-force experiments constrain gge) <1072 for
axion masses below 10713 eV. The indirect constraints from EDM experiments are many orders
of magnitude more stringent over the entire axion mass range. This gap is larger than was the
case for the purely hadronic chromo-EDM operator because of the extremely tight limit from
the ACME ThO experiment (Hg is slightly less constraining). The envisioned sensitivity of the
ARIADNE experiment is no longer competitive with the EDM experiments in this case. Note
that the SM contribution to gge) is also harder to observe than the SM value of ggo)’ as can be
seen from the fact that our estimate in Eq. (23) is too small to appear in Fig. 4.

Hadronic CP violation. We now set yr;, = yrr = 0 and focus on the resulting CP-odd
four-quark interactions. In this case, we obtain CP-odd pion-nucleon couplings

_ FoAzx3 00my (1) L
e (G o :
90 1B o(me) ™ \Cauad f=9=0 (84
and axion-nucleon interactions
© _ lmimy+mg ( (1) ) 1 Fg Agxs 0 9
= —————Im|(C -t b ———— | A
Is 2 fo mymg A\ M qugd 2 B 0m ORe L%QX% N
2
1) M mg— My ( 1) ) F§Agxs 0dmy
= ——Im|(C — 85
s 8fa myumy A\ ™ guga B 9(me)’ (85)

with similar contributions from color-octet operators, Céi)q g C’éi; o Li — L;, Asx3 — Asxa.
The ratios of these CP-odd interactions depend on the QCD matrix element 9Am y/0Re L3214
which is not known. For our analysis we consider the indirect pieces only for which we do control

the matrix elements. Under this assumption, we obtain

Go 1 fa  mumg  O6my <8AmN>_1 1 fa90my (8AmN>_1 o <mud>
ggO) 2 Fyma(my, +myg) O(me) \ Om ~ 2F,0(me) \ om ms )’
90 fa myMmq Ja M +my Mey,d

o= it TUTd o gra w7 4 —e

gg) Foma(mg —my,) Fymg —my, +o ( ms > ’ (%)

where the first ratio could be affected by O(1) factors due to unknown the direct contribution.
In the bottom panel of Fig. 4 we compare limits from fifth-force experiments, EDM searches,

and monopole-dipole experiments in the ggo) —myg plane. Here the mass scale on the right vertical

axis is obtained by setting Im (2} L)H zHr = 1 and using the color-singlet contributions as an
estimate of the complete effect, with Agxg = Ai, see App. A.4. As in Fig. 2, EDM experiments

are more stringent than fifth-force searches. In this case, the projected ??’Ra measurement
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Figure 4: Constraints on the axion-electron and isoscalar axion-nucleon coupling in the lepto-
quark scenario discussed in Section 7.2. The top panel depicts the case in which semileptonic
operators are induced by yrr rr # 0 while we set zrr, rr = 0. The bottom panel shows the
inverted scenario with yrr rr = 0 and 211 rr 7# 0, which leads to hadronic four-quark interac-
tions. To obtain the mass scale, mg,, on right vertical axes we set the coupling constants to one,
Im (y} L)11 yte =1 and Im (z:zL)11 zHp = 1, for the upper and lower panels, respectively. The
CP-even axial axion-fermion couplings are chosen as in the DFSZ model with tan 5 = 1. For an

explanation of the various lines we refer to the caption of Fig. 2.
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provides a smaller improvement on the ?Hg limit than was the case for the down-quark CEDM.
This is because the generated four-quark operator, L?fxl?}, only induces gg instead of g1, which
comes with a smaller LEC (proportional to ~ dmy compared to ~ o,xn). We again find that
an upgraded version of ARTADNE could overtake the EDM limits in a small window of axion

masses.

7.3 Left-right symmetric models

Left-right symmetric models are based on an extended gauge symmetry SU(3). x SU(2)r, X
SU(2)r x U(1)p—r, [18-20]. Minimal versions contain an enlarged scalar sector with one scalar
bidoublet and two triplets whose vevs spontaneously break the extended gauge symmetry. Vari-
ants of the model with generalized parity forbid a QCD theta term at high scales where the
discrete symmetry is exact. While this naively solves the strong CP problem, dangerous con-
tributions to 6 are induced once parity is spontaneously broken by the vevs of the scalars. The
leading correction arises from the phases in the quark mass matrices which can be calculated
explicitly [23]

my &
mp 1 — &2
where « is a phase related to CP violation in the scalar sector and € is related to the ratio of
vacuum expectation values. This implies there is still a strong CP problem in the model: the
question why 6 is much smaller than the naive O(1) expectation is then essentially translated to
the question of why o < 1 in the mLRSM.

If one extends the mLRSM with a PQ mechanism, the above contribution to 6 is relaxed to 0,
but other contributions to (6,) = 6 + % arise from CP-odd higher-dimensional operators that
appear in the left-right model. In particular, integrating out the right-handed W boson leads to
a dimension-six SM-EFT operator [146]

6 ~ Arg Det (M,My) ~ sina, (87)

Lomirsm = C% ¢! Dby dy + hec., (88)
where
. 2 1o
ci = 9r SC 89
Hud m%/VR 1+£2 R,ij ( )

in terms of the SU(2)r gauge coupling, gr = ¢, and the mass of the right-handed gauge boson
mw,. The matrix Vg is the right-handed version of the CKM matrix, and under a generalized
parity symmetry we have Vg = V in the limit {sina — 0 [147]. For more details we refer to
Ref. [145].

Again neglecting renormalization-group effects, we match to the LEFT operators below the
electroweak scale

VLR _ ts \* V1,LR _ s \* VS8,LR _
Lyedu - _(5137’ ( Ijud) ) Luddu - _‘/;77” ( I;Ud) ) Luddu =0. (90)

prst prst prst
Focussing on the couplings to the first generation, we have L§2><281 = -V (C}%d)* and we read
off the CP-odd pion-nucleon and axion-nucleon interactions

2
(0) my Mg — muI 1221 a 1 FO ASXS a
= —— ImL + = — | Am
95 fa mumg 88 |gRe L2l "2 2B om|
My Mg +m F2 Agxg 06m
ggl) _ x Mg + uIngggl 0v18x8 N (91)

fa mumg 8B  O(me)
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Figure 5: Constraints on the isoscalar axion-nucleon coupling in the left-right model discussed

my/my sina (see Refs. [144,145]) and pick sina = 1. The labelling of the lines is explained in
the caption of Fig. 2.

The CP-odd pion-nucleon couplings are

2 0 1 F2Agxg O
— — 0 — _71 L1221 - 0 X - A . 92
go Y 8ReL§2X281+2 9B om|°WN (92)

While the matrix element Amy/0Re L§22 is not known, it drops out in the ratio of the isovector
CP-odd pion-nucleon coupling to the isoscalar axion-nucleon coupling

g1 fa My Mg
Il _gle_  TwTd 93
gg‘O) F(] (md — mu)m* ( )

while the less relevant ratio g;/ ggs) depends on the unknown matrix element. If we consider only
the indirect pieces we get a rough estimate

Iz
gV ~011GeV2 2Im L5, g1~ —0.62GeV2Im L2, (94)
a

which we use to generate the lines in Fig. 5. In Fig. 6 we show the same information but
now interpreted in terms of a limit on the mass of the right-handed gauge bosons Myy,,. EDM
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Figure 6: Limits on the mass of right-handed gauge bosons from various experiments discussed
in Section 7. The labelling of the lines is explained in the caption of Fig. 2.

experiments set stringent limits on the CP-odd axion-nucleon coupling and on the mass of right-
handed gauge bosons of around My, > 100 TeV for reasonable choices of { and sina. The
neutron EDM limit was recently discussed in a similar LR scenario [33|, with which we find
general agreement. In addition, we observe that the Hg EDM sets an even more stringent
constraint, that can only be overtaken by the upgraded set-up of ARTADNE in a small window of
axion masses around 104 eV. Note that the projected 22 Ra EDM measurement would provide a

significant improvement on the current '’Hg limits, as the generated four-quark operator, L}SQX%,

contributes to g; in contrast to ngxlé discussed in the previous section.

8 Conclusions and outlook

Axions provide a compelling solution to the strong CP problem that has lead to a tremendous
amount of theoretical and experimental effort towards their first detection. In the presence of
CP-violating sources beyond the QCD f-term, the axion develops interactions with SM fields
that violate CP symmetry. Within the Standard Model, the CKM phase leads to small CP-
odd axion-lepton and axion-hadron interactions that seem impossible to detect with foreseeable
technology. However, in the presence of BSM sources of CP violation, motivated for instance
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by the matter-antimatter asymmetry, CP-odd axion interactions can be much larger. If such
BSM sources emerge at energies well above the electroweak scale they can be captured by local
effective operators. In this work, we have performed a systematic study of the form and size of
CP-violating axion interactions that are induced by CP-violating dimension-six interactions. We
list here the main results of our analysis:

e We have implemented a Peccei-Quinn mechanism in the presence of a general set of CP-
violating EFT operators built from elementary Standard Model fields. The CP-odd inter-
actions involving quarks and gluons shift the minimum of the axion potential away from
that of the pure QCD-axion case, leaving a remnant of CP violation behind. In addition,
hadronic CP-odd operators can cause a misalignment of the vacuum, allowing for meson-
vacuum transitions. We determined the chiral rotations that are needed in order to align
the vacuum in Section 2.2, with explicit expressions in App. A.5. The main consequence is
that electric dipole moments and other CP-violating observables can be larger than the pre-
dictions from the CKM phase of the Standard Model, and that axions can obtain CP-odd
Lorentz-scalar interactions with nucleons and leptons in addition to the usual (derivative)
axial-vector couplings.

e We have used chiral perturbation theory to derive CP-violating axion-lepton, axion-meson,
and axion-baryon interactions, for dimension-five and -six CP-violating operators involving
light quarks and gluons in LEFT. The axion-lepton interactions arise from CP-violating
lepton-quark interactions that, for example, appear in leptoquark models. Because of
spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking and the appearance of a nonzero quark condensate,
these interactions allow the axion to couple to leptons. Hadronic CP violation leads to cou-
plings between axions and two pseudoscalar Goldstone bosons without derivatives. Axion
couplings to pions lead to corrections to axion-nucleus interactions through loop diagrams
and two-nucleon currents. Flavor-changing axion-meson-meson couplings can lead to rare
decays such as K — 7 + a.

The most important hadronic interactions however are axion-nucleon couplings. We deter-
mined which low-energy constants, or QCD matrix elements, are required to calculate the
coupling strengths. In general, these axion-nucleon couplings obtain indirect contributions
from purely mesonic matrix elements after vacuum alignment. Most of these matrix ele-
ments are relatively well known, for instance from lattice-QCD calculations for neutrinoless
double beta decay [148] or the bag factors that enter B — B oscillations [149]. In addition,
there are direct contributions at the same order, involving baryonic matrix elements, about
which much less is known. An advantage is that the same matrix elements appear in the
study of EDMs and this has led to large-scale efforts to determine them from lattice-QCD
calculations, see Ref. [150] for a recent review.

e The CP-odd LEFT operators not only induce CP-odd couplings of the axion, but they
also generate CP-violating nucleon-lepton and nucleon-pion couplings. We show that these
CP-odd couplings depend on the same QCD matrix elements that enter the expressions for
the axion-lepton and axion-nucleon interactions. As a result, there exists a clean relation
between the CP-odd couplings with and without axions.

e We have collected direct and indirect constraints on CP-odd axion-nucleon and axion-
electron couplings from a broad range of experiments. The direct constraints are set by
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searches for fifth-forces that are proportional to the product of two CP-odd couplings, and
by astrophysical processes. Indirect constraints arise from the product of a CP-even and
CP-odd coupling. This leads to some model dependence as the CP-even couplings depend
on the UV implementation of the Peccei-Quinn mechanism. Indirect constraints also arise
from experiments probing beyond-the-Standard-Model CP violation, in particular, electric
dipole moment searches.

For a given source of CP violation and a given axion mass, there exists a direct connection
between CP-odd axion-nucleon and axion-electron couplings and electric dipole moments
of nucleons, atoms, and molecules. In general, we find that EDMs set the most stringent
constraints, but the prospects for the ARIADNE experiment are sufficiently strong to
overtake EDM limits in a window of axion masses (107°-10"! eV). This implies that if
ARIADNE measures a nonzero signal, it would point to a fairly specific range of axion
masses. Similarly, if future fifth-force experiments do find evidence for axions, it will
point to a rather non-generic beyond-the-Standard-Model scenario. One option is that the
dimension-six operators arose in a very specific combination, such that their contributions
to EDMs are negligible, while still generating sizable CP-odd axion couplings. The second
possibility would be that the effective-field-theory framework set-up in this work does not
apply, implying the existence of additional light degrees of freedom.

The framework we have constructed can be further developed into several directions.

e First of all, we have only computed the leading-order axion-nucleus interactions. In prin-
ciple, the chiral Lagrangian leads to a richer structure at higher orders where, in addition
to axion-nucleon effects, there also appear axion-nucleon-nucleon interactions (see Fig. 1).
The power counting for nuclear currents is not fully understood and it would be interest-
ing to further study such contributions, in analogy to similar studies for WIMP-nucleus
scattering [99-101].

e Another direction would involve the study of EFT interactions with heavier leptons. We
have focused on axion-electron couplings, which are probed by fifth-force searches and for
which strong indirect constraints exist from EDM experiments. By turning on effective
interactions between quarks and muons (motivated for instance by the muon g — 2 discrep-
ancy ), CP-odd axion-muon interactions can appear which are not as stringently constrained
directly and for which no indirect EDM constraints exist. Such axion-muon interactions
can potentially be constrained by supernovae cooling rates in analogy to the analysis in
Ref. [151] for CP-even axial vector couplings.

e Our work has mainly focused on flavor-conserving CP-violating LEFT operators involving
light quarks and electrons. While we have briefly discussed more general couplings, for
example the CP-odd AS = 1 couplings that lead to K — 7+ a transitions or lepton-flavor-
violating operators that could lead to u + N — e + N, a more thorough analysis of such
interactions would be very interesting. We have also not discussed operators involving bot-
tom or charm quarks or SM-EFT operators containing electroweak gauge and Higgs bosons,
or top quarks, that are integrated out at the level of our LEFT analysis. It might be that
CP-odd axion couplings to heavier fields could lead to interesting phenomenology at higher
energies not discussed in this work. Of course, the CP-odd operators are still stringently
constrained by low-energy experiments such as EDMs or probes of lepton number violation
and it remains to be seen how much room there is for axionic couplings.
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e If axions form the dark matter in our universe this would lead to additional tests. For
instance, with just CP-even interactions the axion dark matter background would lead to
an oscillating neutron EDM [36] with a frequency set by the axion mass. Similarly the CP-
odd couplings to electrons and nucleons would lead to time-varying electron and nucleon
masses whose signal can be searched for [152,153].
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A LEFT operators

A.1 Notation and selection of operators

Here we clarify some of the notation related to the LEFT as well as the selection of the operators
in Table 1.

As mentioned, the sum in Eq. (5) extends over all the operators in Table 1, as well as their
S1,RR

hermitian conjugates, and flavor indices. For example, the Lagrangian due to O and its
hermitian conjugate is written as £ D Zprs ¢ LSC}&RR(Q%JE) (75 q%) + h.c., where we explicitly
prst

sum over all possible flavor combinations. Note that this means that several different coefficients

multiply the same operator since, e.g. Osdl LQRR = Osdl C}RR. Without loss of generality this allows us
prst stpr
to assume similar relations between the Wilson coefficients. The relevant cases for the operators

of interest are
S1,RR _ 7S1,RR S8,RR __ rS8RR
Ly =1L, Ly =17,

) )

prst stpr prst stpr
* * *
VI,LR _ V1,LR V1,LR __ V1,LR V1,LR _ V1,LR
L ud - <L ud ) ’ L du - <L du ) ) L dd =|L dd ) (95)
uust uuts stuu tsuu prst rpts
and similar for the LV&MR couplings.

As we focus on the dimension-five and -six operators that can be written as external sources
or give rise to leading-order chiral interactions, it will be useful to write them in terms of the
SU(3)r x SU(3)r representations they belong to. Below we consider the different classes of
operators and the chiral representations they lead to. It turns out that all the operators in Table
1 only lead to a limited set of irreducible representations

o X3
This class only includes SU(3)r, x SU(3)g singlets and the CP-odd term does not appear
in the chiral Lagrangian at LO.

e (LR)X
This class contains the quark EM dipole moments that can be captured by the tensor
sources, th’, described in App. A.2. In addition, there are the chromo-magnetic dipole
moments which transform in the same way as the quark mass terms, 3y, X 3Rr, leading to
analogous interactions in the chiral Lagrangian. These cannot be captured by the external
sources and are discussed in App. A.3.

e (LL)(LL) and (RR)(RR)
The semi-leptonic operators in these classes contribute to the external currents, [, and r,
given in App. A.2. The four-quark interactions transform as (3 x 3 x 3 x 3)L, g, which
lead to singlet terms that appear at LO but are CP even, or representations that can be
CPV but require derivatives in the chiral Lagrangian. We thus only take into account the
semi-leptonic terms.

e (LL)(RR)
The semi-leptonic operators can again be captured by [, and 7, discussed in App. A.2.
The four-quark interactions now transform as (3 x 3)r, x (3 x 3)gr. This again includes

41



singlet terms that are CP even, as well as non-singlet pieces, ~ 11, X 8g, that come with
derivatives in the chiral Lagrangian. The remaining representation, 8y, X 8g, can lead to
CPV terms that appear at LO in the chiral Lagrangian and is discussed further in App.
A.3.

(LR)(LR)

The semi-leptonic operators in this class can be described by the scalar and tensor currents
s,p, and t‘é’j. The four-quark operators now lead to two representations that can violate
CP and appear at LO in the chiral Lagrangian, (3 X 3)r, X (3 x 3)r D 31, X 3r ® 61, X 6R.

(LR)(RL)
This class only involves semi-leptonic operators which are captured by the scalar currents
s and p.
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A.2 External sources

Here we list the explicit expressions of the external sources appearing in Eq. (7).

sources can be written as,

0
—eQA, + Lach

l pu—
m
2fa
V,LL
L'y 0
pruu
V,LL
—~p ' )
+ervuer 0 L
prdd
V,LL
0 L'
prsd
V,LR
ue 0
uupr
_ V,LR
4 T y
+epmer | 0 Lo
ddpr
V,LR
0 L',
sdpr
oua
rq
r, = —eQA,+ —+—c
[ iz R
2fa
V,LR
eu 0
pruu
V,LR
=D T )
+erVuer 0 L7y
prdd
V,LR
0 L,
prsd
V,RR
L'y 0
pruu
V,RR
=p T )
+6R7,LL6R 0 L ed
prdd
V,RR
0 L'
prsd
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The vector
0 Lt o 0
pruu
V,LL —_p r V,LL V,LL
L ed + ViV 0 L vd L vd
prds prdd prds
V,LL V,LL V,LL
L ed 0 L vd L vd
prss prsd prss
0 0 00
V,LR _ V,LL
L de + I/i’yﬂez yedu O O + h.C. 9
dspr prdu
V,LR V,LL
L de Lyedu 00
sspr prsu
L
0 a0 0
pruu
V,LR —_p . V,LR V,LR
L ed + VL'YLLVL 0 L vd L vd
prds prdd prds
V,LR V,LR V,LR
L ed 0 L vd L vd
prss prsd prss
0 0 00
V,RR _p r V,LR
L ed + ViYuer, Luedu 00 + h.c. ) (96)
prds prdu
V,RR V,LR
L ed Liésw 0 0
prss prsu



while the scalar, pseudoscalar, and tensor terms are given by

580 0 LSER o 0
pruu rpuu
. S,RL S,RL S,RR S,RR
_ -p r ) ’ =P r ’ ’
_(8 +2p) = €rér 0 L ed L ed +6R€L 0 L ed L ed
prdd prds rpdd rpsd
S,RL S,RL S,RR S,RR
0 L ed L ed 0 L ed L ed
prsd prss rpds rpSs
*
0 00 S,RR S,RR
0 Luegu Luedu
rpdu rpsu
+Ij§€% 576};11: 0 0 + ERVL 0 0 0 ’
prdu
S,RL
Luedu 00 0 0 0
prsu
Ly 0 0
uu
v
p = gl 0 Ly Ly,
dd ds
0 Ly Ly,
sd 88
T,RR
Ly 0 0 0 0 0
pruu
_ T,RR T,RR _ T,RR
+el oel 0 Log™ Ly |+ oo | Lodaw O O . (97)
prdd prds prdu
T,RR T,RR T,RR
0 L ed L ed Lvedu 00
prsd prss prsu

A.3 Hadronic dimension-five and -six terms

The expressions for the couplings that are induced by the purely hadronic operators, appearing
in Eq. (8) are given by

L, O 0
uu

Ls=| 0 Ly Ly | (98)

dd ds

0 Lu; Lu

sd ss

ikl ikl SU FLU §4 kL

Liys = Liirr — 3 LitHe — ?LEEQR R LLRR » (99)
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where

ijkl _ V1,LR 5i ¢7 sk 5l V1,LR ¢i ¢ sk 5l VLLR ¢k ¢l i 57 VLLR sk 5l i 57
Lk = [VLLRgisiskst 4 [VULIRsisishsl 4 LVLLRGRGL 1] 4 LVIER 5k 5l g1 59
uuds uusd dsuu sduu
V1,LR ¢i Jj ¢k 5l V1,LR i 5Jj <k <l V1,LR ¢i ¢j ¢k <l VL1,LR ¢i ¢j ¢k 5l
+IVLLR g1 535k 6L 4+ LVLMR g3 57656k + LVLLR 5957 6h6k 4 LVLLR 5157 6561
sddd dsdd ddsd ddds
V1,LR ¢i ¢Jj V1,LR ¢i ¢ V1,LR ¢i ¢j V1,LR ¢i ¢j
+ LY 50%050Y + LY 0800565 + L i 0L6505 0% + LY, 65630584
dsss sdss ssds sssd
V1,LR ¢i ¢j V1,LR ¢i ¢j V1,LR ¢i ¢j V1,LR ¢i ¢j
FL 05030505 + Ly 05656504 + LYy 65650568 + LY, 0563,05 6%
dssd sdds dsds sdsd
VL1,LR ¢i ¢Jj ¢k 5l V1,LR i 5Jj <k <l V1,LR ¢i ¢j ¢k <l VL1,LR ¢i ¢j ¢k 5l
+LVLLRgisTgkhot 4 LVLLRG 5 skol 4 LVLLRgi 575k st 1 VLR gi 515kt
uddu usdu udsu ussu
*

V1,LR ¢j ¢i <l ¢k V1,LR ¢j ¢i ¢l ¢k V1,LR ¢j ¢i ¢l ¢k V1,LR ¢j ¢i <l ¢k
+ | Lygagn 01050907 + Ly, 35001030907 + L, 350 01050307 + L, ;5. 01050307 |
uddu usdu udsu ussu

(100)

1,LR 7ijkl . .
where we neglected CP even terms such as LVm; R Lzij g can be obtained from the expressions
uuuUU

above by replacing, LYVER [ YELR 4 Eq. (100).
For the operators in the LRLR class, we can define

ijkl _ $SLRR i 5j ok <l S1,RR ¢i j sk <l S1,RR ¢i o ok <l
Ligin = L ww 01070767 + L° 05050509 + L°, )" 03030303
uuuy dddd 5588
S1,RR ¢i ¢j ck <l S1,RR ¢i ¢j ¢k <l S1,RR i 5j sk 5l
+L75; 05030505 + L7 03050509 + L5 05050505
ssdd sdsd sdds
S1,RR ¢i ¢j ck «l S1,RR ¢i j sk <l S1,RR i 57 sk sl
+L g0 05030305 + L7530 05030505 + L7y 05050303
dssd dsds ddss
S1,RR ¢i ¢j S1,RR ¢i ¢j S1,RR ¢ ¢f S1,RR i ¢f
+ L oL 08 0L + L 688508 6L + L7 6ha) ek Sk + 1P 65 6)65 6%
sddd dsdd ddsd ddds
S1,RR ¢i ¢j ck <l S1,RR ¢i ¢j ¢k <l S1,RR ¢i j <k <l S1,RR ¢i 7 sk <l
+L7 05030305 + L7, 03050503 + L7, 03050505 + L3, 03030505
dsss sdss ssds sssd
S1,RR ¢i oj ck <l S1,RR ¢i j sk <l S1,RR ¢i j sk <l S1,RR ¢i j ok <l
+L7,)7 01010505 + L° 01010503 + L7, 01010305 + L7, 707070503
uudd uuds uusd UUSS
S1,RR ¢i oj ck cl S1,RR ¢i ¢j sk <l S1,RR ¢i j sk <l S1,RR ¢i j ok <l
+ L, g 01050501 + Ly 5701050307 + Ly 01030507 + Ly, 70 01030507 , (101)
uddu udsu usdu ussu
so that
ik L[k ilkj kjil klij
Lgye = 1 {LLRLR+LLRLR+LLRLR+LLRLR] 5
ikl L[ ik ilkj kjil klij
Lyys = 1 {LLRLR — Lygir — Lirir + LLRLR] . (102)

The couplings with different color structures, Lgxg and L3y3, can be obtained from the expres-
sions for Lgxe and Lgx3 with the replacement Lgl’RR — LES’RR.
The four-quark operators in Eq. (6) then reproduce those in the original Lagrangian, Eq. (1),
after one takes into account the relations
LSC}&RR _ LS;&RR’ LSCSIBC,lRR _ LS;BC,IRR ) (103)
prst stpr prst stpr
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A.4 Hadronic dimension-five and -six terms

The matrix elements that enter in the rotation angles a; discussed in Sect. 2.2 and their relations
to the LECs discussed in Sect. 3, can be written as

(0/Gpqr|0) = —F2BS,, (0|gpo™ G, t" 4r|0) = —2F3 Béy, |

Fi 1
<0‘(6Lp7,uQL7‘) (QRS'YMQRt)SLXSR|O> = _TO-ASXS <5pt57's - 35pr(53t> ;

F} 1
<0‘(QLp/YMtAQLT) (QRsvutAQRt)SLX8R|O> = _IOASXS <5pt(57“s - 35pr53t> y

0 I — L 1 6})7'68 -0 57«5

< ‘(QLPQRT) ((j SQRt)3><3|0> = ——0A3X3# ’

0 617 (7[ — ) ép?"(ss + 5 57’5

< ‘( LPQRT)( LsQRt)6><6’0> = _iAﬁxs#j

0 QL y é 7‘53 —(5 57“5
< ‘(_ Pt QRT) (qut CIRt)3><3|0> = _70A3><3M7

5pr 5st + (5pt (57’5

: (104)

_ _ F -
(01(Grpt* qrr) (Gr st qr1)6x6]0) = _TOASXG
These relations hold after performing the basis transformation in Eq. (9) has been performed.
Here B, B, A;, and A; are low-energy constants which appear in the chiral Lagrangian. Com-
paring with [145, 154] we have,

B = —B/gs,
Agxs = Air=—9;" Asxg = 1«42LR _ AiLr=— }gm - g5
x 40 X T 9 2N, 27%  oN,7t |7
_ 1 1
Asxe = _g;”ra Agxe = — [29§W - QNCQQW] . (105)

The LECs of these four-quark operators can be determined from matrix elements of the
form {(w7)—02|0;|K°) which have been computed on the lattice [75, 155, 156]. Using chiral
symmetry, the same LECs can be related to matrix elements that play a role in neutrinoless
double beta decay [148] or to the bag factors appearing in K — K oscillations [149], up to SU(3)
corrections [157|. Using the results of Ref. [148] , we have

g5" = 2.0(0.2)GeV?,  gi™ = —0.62(0.06)GeV?,
g™ = —1.9(0.2)GeV?,  ¢I™ = —8.0(0.6)GeV?, (106)

while Azx3 and Asyxz have not been computed. They are expected to be O(Ai) by naive
dimensional analysis [63,64] and we use the estimate Asyxz = Asxz ~ 1GeV? in numerical
evaluations.
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A.5 Chiral rotations

Here we give explicit expressions for the rotations discussed in Section 2.2. Starting with the
vev of the axion, we have a = (a) + app with

a B B F2 1 1 1
<f> = —HliLsMg" +he)+ 5> (1-5d) (m + m) (Agx3 Im Ly7; + Asxe ImL%’%)
¢ i>j ' J
F2A 1 1 Lo — L
+0fo8 3 <m — m) AsxsIm Ll + | 7 7] (107)
i>j ! J Ao — Ao

The axion-independent parts of the rotation angles needed to align the vacuum are given by

m,F? )
a3z = W{Aswlm [(mg — mu) L3y + (2ms + my) L3 — (2m, + md)LgiQ?ﬂ

+Agxelm [(st + md)Lélxlé — (2ms + mu)L?XQg + (my — md)Lgigg’
+(mg — mu) Lgye + (2ms +mu) Lgle — (2ms + md)L%?%}

1
5 Asxslm|(2m, + 2my — ma) LI — (4mg + ma+ma) L3R = (2my —my + 2ma) L3S

2B
+ T (2m + ma) LY = (2m + mo) L3 + (my, — ma) L] } T

Fg
- _ Fg A 12300 _ (7320 \* A 72300 _ (320 \*
a7 +iag = 7B(md+m) Z 3x3 | L'gxs3 ( 3><3) + Aexe6| Lgxe ( 6><6)
S .
7
A y o\ 2B .
A 5 (i () )+ 2B 1 - (1) ]}+... |
4 0
1
\/§m*F2
Y T p— md?fn Aszxalm [(mg +my) L33 — myL3ks —mal33)
u S

1111 2222 3333

+Agxelm [mdLGXG +muLgss — (my +mg)Lele
2211 3311 3322

+(mq + my)Lgye — mulgye — mdL6><6]

1
5 Al [ (m — ma) LLE = (2ma -+ ma) LEE — (2ma + ma) L
2 11 22 33
—I—F2 Im|mgLs" + myLs" — (my + mg)Ls +..., (108)
0

where the dots stand for analogous terms for the color-octet operators, with Ly, — Lq, Aq — Aq,
as well as axion-dependent contributions and higher-order terms in 1/A. The remaining angles
vanish, a1245 = 0.
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A.6 Meson-meson-axion couplings

As discussed in Section 3.4, the hadronic LEFT operators can induce CP-odd interactions be-
tween the axions and mesons through the chiral Lagrangian of Eq. (14). These interactions can
arise both from the terms in Eq. (14) involving the LEFT Wilson coefficients, as well as from
those involving ~ x. The former arise after performing the U(1)4 rotation that removes the
aGG term from the Lagrangian, while the latter are induced once the a; rotations, needed for
vacuum alignment, have been performed as well. Although the general expressions are fairly
lengthy, the axion-meson interactions can be related to the somewhat simpler contributions to
the meson masses. These contributions to the meson masses can be written as,

pJilk _ plijk ik o pligk -
Laaji - Ljaai Laaji + Ljaai
+(t‘77t'7r)ij[<v43><3 3x3 5 3X3+A6><6 6x6 5 3X3—|—h.c.>
Asxs (aijo | piaai L (2B (M, + 1) + 2B (15 + I 109
T sxs8 T SXS+F§_ gt Mg)+ 5+5ji ; (109)

with analogous terms for the [743><3,6><6’8><8 Wilson coefficients. Using the fact that

T3 4 T8 + +
. NI & K
Tet=— - _m3 4 M8 0 , 110
_ —0 -
K K —27%

the contributions from a specific a given Wilson coefficient can then be read off. These mass
terms also allow one to obtain the axion-meson-meson interactions after making the following
replacements

Loz = %iﬁm (Mq — Mq , Lo — Ea) ,
2 fa
- m? +6mym; +m? | B _.. F2A o F24A . F24 o
(M) - i (ARRd] J 7Lz]+ 0 3><3Laazj_|_ 0 6><6Laa2j 0 SXSL'Laa]
i mymj(m; +m;) |B® 2B 3x3 2B 6x6 4B 8x8|"

o 1 1 g
Ly = z‘(A—k.)L?,
=ikl (1 1 1 1 ikl
L%}jxg = Z<A+++m Lils,
X

~ ikl 1 1 1 1 ikl
LZSJXS = ’L<__+ LZSJXS. (111)

Note that these replacements do not change the flavor structure, so that the contribution from a
specific Wilson coefficient to the 72a interactions is determined purely from its contribution to
the meson masses and M,.
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