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A Lighter QCD Axion from Anarchy
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We introduce the Anarchic Axion, a class of axion models which solves the Strong CP problem
within current nEDM constraints with a lighter than usual QCD axion, thus populating new pa-
rameter space that ongoing and future experiments target. The Anarchic Axion is driven light by a
soft breaking of the Peccei-Quinn symmetry, which also predicts a residual neutron electric dipole
moment. We introduce a novel measure to quantify the tuning required for large deviations from
the usual QCD axion band. In addition to motivating searches for unusually light axions, this work
establishes a new target for axion effective field theory.

The Peccei-Quinn (PQ) solution [1, 2] to the Strong
Charge-Parity (CP) problem of quantum chromodynam-
ics (QCD) predicts relationships between the axion mass
ma, decay constant fa and axion-photon coupling gaγγ .
In this Letter, we introduce a new class of multi-scalar
axion models — The Anarchic Axion —so dubbed as to
emphasize that the PQ symmetry arises accidentally.

The U(1)PQ symmetry is softly broken leading to a
qualitative solution to the Strong CP problem that devi-
ates from the traditional QCD axion band, importantly
populating a region of parameter space targeted by many
on-going experiments. Related work to solving the strong
CP problem departing from the canonical band include
Refs. [3–11]. Furthermore, the new parameter space cor-
responds to an almost perfect alignment between the soft
breaking vacuum and the θQCD vacuum. This provides a
unique handle on the Axion Quality Problem [3, 12–17]
allowing the introduction of a novel measure for quanti-
fying the fine tuning.

In this Letter we first introduce the field content and
the potential of an Anarchic Axion model. Given an ap-
propriate basis choice, we compute the ma, fa and gaγγ
relations, and present the new parameter space where
experiments can hunt for the Anarchic Axion. We then
discuss the quality of this soft solution to the Strong CP
problem and introduce a fine tuning measure to quan-
tify the axion quality. We conclude by commenting on
possible natural UV completions and future directions.

The Anarchic Axion.— The particle content and
charge assignments of the model, summarized in Table. I,
consists of three complex scalars: H1 and H2 which can
be identified with the Higgs doublet fields in DFSZ axion
constructions [18, 19], and a gauge singlet Φ. Standard
Model (SM) fermions coupling to H1 and H2 will medi-
ate the requisite effective operator coupling the Anarchic
Axion and the anomalous GG̃ QCD term. The scalar

Field SU(3)c SU(2)L U(1)Y Z5 U(1)PQ

Qi
L 3 2 1/6 0 XQ

ui
R 3 1 2/3 1 XQ-X1

diR 3 1 -1/3 0 XQ-X2

Li
L 1 2 -1/2 0 XL

eiR 1 1 -1 0 XL-X2
H1 1 2 -1/2 4 X1
H2 1 2 1/2 0 X2
Φ 1 1 0 1 X3

TABLE I. The field content of the Anarchic Axion model.

potential is

V =
∑
i=1,2

(
µ2
i |Hi|2 + λi|Hi|4

)
+ λ|H1|2|H2|2 + λ′|H1H2|2

+ µ2
3|Φ|2 + λ3|Φ|4 + λ13|H1|2|Φ|2 + λ23|H2|2|Φ|2 ,

(1a)

V Cλ

break = −CλH1H2Φ+ h.c. , (1b)

which is invariant under the global U(1)H1
× U(1)H2

×
U(1)Φ symmetry up to a gauge-invariant term with a
coupling Cλ of mass dimension 1. Additional gauge sym-
metry preserving terms are forbidden by invoking a Z5

symmetry at high scales. The Z5 allows a term Eq. (1b)
which breaks the global symmetry down to U(1)Y ×
U(1)X , where U(1)Y is identified with SM hypercharge
and U(1)X will be identified with the accidentally arising
PQ symmetry, with X3 = −X1 −X2.
We choose the parameters of the potential such that all

three complex scalar fields acquire a vacuum expectation
value (vev) v1,2,3. Writing the electrically neutral fields
in a non-linear representation, we have

√
2H0

i = (vi +
hi)e

iai/vi and
√
2Φ = (v3+h3)e

ia3/v3 , where hi define the
CP even radial modes and ai define the CP odd angular
modes.
Given an appropriate choice of basis, the angular

modes can be rewritten as two Goldstone fields a and
A. We will then derive a basis-invariant anomalous CP-
Violating (CPV) phase in the QCD sector, providing a
mass for the Goldstone modes and allowing the identi-
fication of one mode a with the axion which solves the
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strong CP problem in the Z5 symmetric phase while the
other mode A is heavy.
The interesting phenomenology of the Anarchic Axion

is the deviation from the canonical QCD axion band in
{ma, fa} parameter space (and similarly in the axion-
photon effective coupling), which results from the intro-
duction of soft PQ breaking at low scales. Specifically,

V
Bµ

break = −BµH1H2 + h.c. , (2)

which further breaks the symmetry down to U(1)Y . The
Bµ coupling is of mass dimension 2 and breaks the Z5

symmetry explicitly. The magnitude of Bµ can be gener-
ated by a Z5 symmetric UV completion and would there-
fore be suppressed by a heavy UV scale.

We parameterize the symmetry breaking couplings as
Bµ = |Bµ|e−iθµ and Cλ = |Cλ|e−iθλ . The original global
symmetry can be used to render θλ unphysical, and hence
Cλ is a real parameter.

The Goldstone basis.— Following the procedure dis-
cussed in the supplementary material, we perform a ba-
sis transformation to align the Goldstone fields with the
U(1)Y ×U(1)X symmetries, which isolates the Goldstone
eaten by the gauging of hypercharge. In this new basis,
the angular potential is

Vang = −|Bµ|
[ 2∏
i=1

(vi + hi)
]
cos

(
a

va
+

A

vA
δ2 − θµ

)
(3)

− |Cλ|√
2

[ 3∏
i=1

(vi + hi)
]
cos

(
A

vA
(1 + δ2)− θλ

)
,

where δ = vA/va, v1v2 = vva/
√
1 + δ2 and v3 =

vA/
√
1 + δ2, with v =

√
v21 + v22 ≈ 246 GeV is the elec-

troweak vev.
Next, we include the correction to the potential aris-

ing from QCD instantons induced by the coupling of SM
quarks to H1 and H2. The effective Lagrangian in the
Anarchic Axion model is

LGG̃ ⊃ g2s
32π2

(
θ̄SM −Ng

(
a

va
+ δ2

A

vA

))
Ga

µνG̃
aµν , (4)

where Ng is the number of quark generations and θ̄SM ≡
θQCD + arg detYuYd for the SM quark Yukawa matrices.
By applying global U(1) transformations on H1, H2, Φ

and the SM quarks, we can reshuffle the separate phases
from Eq. (3) and Eq. (4) into a new θ̄ defined via θ̄SM −
Ngθµ ≡ Ng θ̄. We may choose U(1) phases such that θ̄ is
only in the Bµ contribution to the potential, and hence
below ΛQCD the corresponding a and A fields experience
the instanton potential,

LGG̃ ⊃ Λ4
QCD cos

(
Ng

(
a

va
+ δ2

A

vA

))
, (5)

where Λ4
QCD ≡ mumd

(mu+md)2
m2

πf
2
π . Via the Peccei-Quinn

mechanism, θ̄ is relaxed to the observable CPV parameter

θ̄eff, seen as the tadpoles effects of a and A in Eq. (5).
Consequently, the total angular potential for a and A
fields is now

−Vang = Λ4
QCD cos

(
Ng

(
α+ α′δ2

))
(6)

+ Λ4
QCD

va
vmax

cos
(
α+ α′δ2 + θ̄

)
+

|Cλ|vv2A√
2δ(1 + δ2)

cos
(
α′(1 + δ2)

)
,

where we have introduced α ≡ a/va, α
′ ≡ A/vA as con-

venient notation for the fields, and we have

vmax ≡
Λ4
QCD

|Bµ|v
√

1 + δ2 (7)

as the extremal value of the PQ vev va. For va > vmax

the hierarchy of the terms in the angular potential would
flip and the field a could not be used anymore to relax
θ̄eff.
Relaxation and heavy A mass.— To ensure A is heavy,

we will necessarily take |Cλ| ≫ |Bµ|1/2, ΛQCD, such that
the mass of A arises dominantly from the Cλ contribution
to the potential, yielding

m2
A =

|Cλ|v√
2

(
1

δ
+ δ +O

(
ΛQCD

|Cλ|

))
, (8)

setting the scale of A well above the electroweak scale.
The vmax scale is the energy where the soft PQ breaking
parameter must be nearly aligned to the θ̄SM to avoid
neutron electric dipole moment (nEDM) constraints [20].
Pragmatically, as will be shown below, vmax corresponds
to the largest possible scale suppression in gaγγ for θ̄ ≈ π.
The Anarchic Axion Parameters.—We now derive the

ma, fa and gaγγ relations. After spontaneous breaking
of the PQ symmetry by va, the Goldstone bosons a and
A acquire tadpoles α0 and α′

0, respectively. Importantly,
the unphysical θλ also allows us to shift α′

0 purely into
α0, leaving α′

0 unobservable, as seen in Eq. (6). Con-
sequently, the tadpole α0 entirely generates θ̄eff = −α0,
giving a potentially measurable nEDM. Note that in this
basis, α0 entirely captures the deviation from the canon-
ical DFSZ due to non-vanishing Bµ.
Expanding Eq. (6) about the minimum and dropping

constant terms and the heavy A field, yields

− Vang

Λ4
QCD

= α

(
Ng sin

(
−Ng θ̄eff

)
+

va
vmax

sin
(
θ̄ − θ̄eff

))
+

1

2
α2

(
N2

g cos
(
Ng θ̄eff

)
+

va
vmax

cos
(
θ̄ − θ̄eff

))
. (9)

For |Cλ| ≫ |Bµ|1/2, ΛQCD, a is already in its mass basis,
where ma is given up to O(ΛQCD/|Cλ|) corrections by

m2
a =

Λ4
QCD

v2a

(
N2

g cos
(
Ng θ̄eff

)
+

va
vmax

cos
(
θ̄ − θ̄eff

))
.

(10)
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1/k = 10−10/(π − θ̄)
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nEDM: θ̄eff ≥ 10−10

10−1 100 101 102 103 104 105 106 107 108 109
10−1

100

101

102

FIG. 1. Contours correspond to values of physical CPV |θ̄eff |,
obtained from Eq. (13). The gray region corresponds to pa-
rameter space constrained by the nEDM measurement.

Using Eq. (10), the axion decay constant is

1

fa
≡ Ng

va
= −

cos
(
θ̄ − θ̄eff

)
2Ngvmax cos

(
Ng θ̄eff

) (11)

+

√√√√ m2
a

Λ4
QCD cos

(
Ng θ̄eff

) +( cos
(
θ̄ − θ̄eff

)
2Ngvmax cos

(
Ng θ̄eff

))2

.

Note that in the limit va ≪ vmax, we recover the canon-
ical relation m2

af
2
a = Λ4

QCD.

Finally, to evaluate the axion-diphoton coupling, we
partition the irreducible U(1)em anomaly shared by a1
and a2 into the mass eigenstate a, giving

gaγγ =
e2

8π2

(
E

N
− 1.92

)
1

fa(
1− m2

a√
2v|Cλ|

+O

(
Λ2
QCD

|Cλ|2

))
, (12)

where E/N = 8/3, analogous to the DFSZ case [21].

CP Violation and nEDM.— We now return to the
derivation of the tadpole α0 acquired by a, and the result-
ing observable CPV θ̄eff constrained by measurements of
the nEDM. To make contact with phenomenology, it will
be useful to consider the leading order contribution to
θ̄eff . The first term of Eq. (9) encodes the residual CPV
θ̄eff in the Anarchic Axion model, where the leading con-
tribution up to O((π − θ̄)2) is given by

θ̄eff =
2(π − θ̄)

−1 +

√
1 +

4N2
gm

2
av

2
max

Λ4
QCD

. (13)

Contours of θ̄eff are show in Fig. 1. We define k ≡ (π −
θ̄)/10−10 to capture the sensitivity to the deviation of θ̄
from π, i.e. for k ≲ 1 a tuning will be required and we
saturate at vmax/fa → 1/Ng. The white region is allowed
by the nEDM bound. For k ≳ 1, we recover the DFSZ
solution to strong CP, relaxing the required tuning.

Results.— In Fig. 2, we display gaγγ vs. ma for the

Anarchic Axion. The DFSZ axion line is shown in yel-
low. Regions targeted by experimental searches or con-
strained by astrophysical considerations are shaded out
in gray [21]. For fixed values of ma and vmax, the blue
contours are computed by plugging in 1/fa from Eq. (11)
into Eq. (12) for gaγγ , and using Eq. (13) to fix θ̄eff as
a function of k, ma and vmax. We also use Eq. (13) to
enforce the nEDM constraint |θ̄eff | ≤ 10−10. Choosing
a specific k denoted by a red dotted line, we can access
lighter axion masses along a given blue contour of fixed
vmax up to the intersection point. Explicitly, accessing
smaller axion masses requires a small k and hence tuning
θ̄ closer to π.
As Eq. (11) suggests for sufficiently small ma

(i.e., ma ≪
∣∣Λ2

QCD cos
(
θ̄ − θ̄eff

)
/(2Ngvmax)

∣∣), 1/fa be-
comes insensitive to ma, and approaches 1/fa ≃∣∣cos(θ̄ − θ̄eff

)
/(Ngvmax)

∣∣. Physically, the vev shift from
the Bµ term begins to dominate in this regime; corre-
sponding to the kink in the blue lines of Fig. 2 upon
their intersection with the k = 1 line. In the va ≲ vmax

region we can evaluate the corresponding magnitude of
Bµ by

|Bµ| ≲
Λ4
QCD

vva

√
1 + δ2 =

2Λ4
QCD

sin(2ϕ)v2
, (14)

with ϕ being the mixing angle between v1 and v2, leading
to an estimate of |Bµ| sin(2ϕ) ≲ 10−9 GeV2.
In Fig. 2 we have enforced θ̄ ∈

[
π
2 , π

]
leading to light

Anarchic Axion masses populating the region to the left
of the DFSZ band. Note that heavier masses can popu-
late the region to the right of the DFSZ line for θ̄ < π/2.
We leave the details of the heavy Anarchic Axion to fu-
ture work [23].
The Quality Problem.— All axion models suffer from

a high scale quality problem, i.e. higher dimensional op-
erators, which are generally present from gravity effects,
break the PQ symmetry at high scales and shift the axion
vev.
The quality problem of the Anarchic Axion manifests

as an alignment of θ̄ with π once the soft breaking Bµ

term starts to dominate the vev shift, as is evident from
the low ma plateau in Fig. 2. To quantify the quality
problem, we introduce a measure ∆BG of fine tuning,
following [24, 25]:

∆BG(θ̄eff) ≡
∣∣∣ θ̄

θ̄eff

∂θ̄eff
∂θ̄

∣∣∣ . (15)

Note that a large value of ∆BG implies a large tuning.
Indeed, in Fig. 3 we observe that ∆BG grows as θ̄ → π.
We emphasize that the region where the Anarchic Axion
exhibits a lighter than usual axion is characterized by
a non-trivial fine tuning. This approach of quantifying
the quality problem can be potentially applied to other
axion models where the PQ symmetry breaking enters
explicitly at high scales. Note that this is only possible
since the residual CPV θ̄eff is calculable.
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FIG. 2. Parameter space for the axion-diphoton coupling in the Anarchic Axion model consistent with current nEDM con-
straint [20]. Experimental limits, shown by the gray shaded regions are extracted from Ref. [22]. We show representative values
of vmax and k that highlight the accessible light axion parameter space probed by ongoing haloscope and microwave cavity
experiments.
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FIG. 3. A measure of tuning for the variable θ̄ consistent
with nEDM constraints on θ̄eff given in Eq. (13), fixing ma =
10−6 eV and vmax = 107 GeV. As the figure demonstrates,
the tuning exponentially increases as θ̄ → π, and this tuning
is negligibly sensitive to alternate ma and vmax values.

We also mention the possibility that the soft break-
ing Bµ term of the Anarchic Axion model can arise as
the leading low energy operator matched to a Planck-
suppressed PQ breaking term in canonical axion models.
We will reserve a study of the matching requirements of
soft PQ breaking terms in high-quality axion models for
the future.

Discussion.— In this Letter we have introduced the
Anarchic Axion model which solves the QCD Strong CP
problem parametrically while populating new regions of
parameter space. We close by mentioning that these

regions with fine tuning can be motivated by, e.g. a
clockwork-like ultraviolet model [26–28]. For instance,
consider a U(1)PQ bulk gauge symmetry in a 5D warped
geometry with a bulk electroweak singlet scalar, where
PQ charges will be carried by a brane-localized Higgs
and right-handed up-type quarks. Given an appropriate
choice of boundary conditions for the bulk field, the An-
archic Axion model then arises as an effective description
with a global U(1)PQ symmetry. A discrete Z5 symme-
try can be identified with a remnant of the bulk gauge
symmetry. We leave the details of such UV completions
to future work [23].
While the interesting phenomenology of the Anarchic

Axion model discussed in this Letter arose due to a soft
PQ breaking term, other variations can produce similar
phenomenology. For instance, replacing the soft breaking
Bµ term with a Φ3 term would result in a potential which
is protected by an accidental and global Z3 symmetry.
We leave the exploration of variants of Anarchic Axion
models to future work [23]. We expect the cosmological
production of the Anarchic Axion to proceed through a
variation of the canonical misalignment mechanisms and
also leave the detailed implications of Anarchic Axion
dark matter to future study.
The experimental observation of an exceptionally light

axion deviating from the canonical QCD axion band
would be evidence for an Anarchic Axion solution to the
Strong CP problem.
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Note added:.— When this work was in preparation,
a related preprint appeared [29], focusing on generating
high-quality axion solutions by suppressing Planck-scale
operators using chiral gauged U(1) symmetries.
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Supplemental Material for: A Lighter QCD Axion from Anarchy

Fatemeh Elahi, Gilly Elor, Alexey Kivel, Julien Laux, Saereh Najjari and Felix Yu

In this supplementary material, we first present the details of the Goldstone basis necessary for identifying the mass
eigenstatates of the Anarchic Axion a and the heavy field A. We then present the details of the derivation of θ̄.

GOLDSTONE BASIS

In order to identify the corresponding Goldstone bosons to the spontaneously broken U(1) symmetries of hyper-
charge U(1)Y , Peccei-Quinn U(1)X and an orthogonal global U(1)Z , we perform an O(3) basis rotation on the initial
U(1)H1

× U(1)H2
× U(1)Φ symmetry. We call the Goldstone bosons G for hypercharge, a for Peccei-Quinn, A for

U(1)Z and the corresponding vevs v, va and vA, respectively. The rotation matrix acting on the unphysical angular
modes a1, a2 and a3 of H1, H2 and Φ respectively, readsG

a
A

 =

 sϕcγ −cϕcγ −sγ
cϕcβ − sϕsβsγ sϕcβ + cϕsβsγ −sβcγ
cϕsβ + sϕcβsγ sϕsβ − cϕcβsγ cβcγ

a1
a2
a3

 , (S1)

with tanϕ = v1/v2, tanβ = vA/va and γ = 0, since Φ is not charged under U(1)Y and therefore a3 does not mix into
G. The corresponding vev relations derived from orthogonality conditions are

v1 = v sinϕ , v2 = v cosϕ , v3 = va sinβ = vA cosβ , va cosβ = v sinϕ cosϕ . (S2)

Under this basis rotation the angular potential in our model transforms as

Vang =− |Bµ|
[ 2∏
i=1

(vi + hi)
]
cos

(
2∑

i=1

ai
vi

− θµ

)
− |Cλ|√

2

[ 3∏
i=1

(vi + hi)
]
cos

(
3∑

i=1

ai
vi

− θλ

)
O(3)−→− |Bµ|

[ 2∏
i=1

(vi + hi)
]
cos

(
a

va
+

A

vA
tan2 β − θµ

)
− |Cλ|√

2

[ 3∏
i=1

(vi + hi)
]
cos

(
A

vA
sec2 β − θλ

)
. (S3)

In this new basis the dependence of the angular potential on G and ϕ conveniently drops out. We can replace tanβ
by a parameter δ ≡ vA/va, leading to

tan2 β = δ2 , sec2 β = 1 + δ2 , v1v2 =
vva√
1 + δ2

, v3 =
vA√
1 + δ2

. (S4)

Electroweak constraints on the A pseudoscalar state will generally require that vA ≳ v.

DERIVATION OF θ̄

We present the derivation of the Anarchic Axion strong CP-violating parameter θ̄ and discuss its relaxation. The
overall observable strong CP-violating is basis independent and must be defined by a unique linear combination of
the CP-violating phases, similar to the SM, where the quark phases and θQCD contribute to the unique observable
θ̄SM. The CPV of the Anarchic Axion can be reshuffled by applying a U(1) transformation on the fields H1, H2, Φ
and the SM quarks, thereby redistributing the CP-violating phases θµ, θλ, and θ̄SM. Starting with the Lagrangian
in Eq. (1a), the phases can be rotated into the quark masses by applying the transformations

H2 → eiθµH2 , Φ → ei(−θµ+θλ)Φ . (S5)

This introduces real prefactors in all terms of Eq. (1a) and an additional phase factor eiθµ in the SM Yukawa couplings

Q̄LYdH2dR →Q̄LYdH2e
iθµdR ≡ Q̄L(Y

′
d)H2dR , (S6)
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where QL are the left-handed quark doublets, dR are the right-handed down-type quarks, and Y ′
d is the new Yukawa

coupling matrix. Note that the unphysical θλ phase is absorbed by Φ. The resulting strong CPV is defined through

(θQCD − arg(det(Y ′
dYu))) GG̃ = (θQCD − arg(det(YdYu)))−Ngθµ) GG̃

= (θ̄SM −Ngθµ) GG̃ ≡ Ng θ̄ GG̃ . (S7)

Note that one can likewise choose to transform H1 in Eq. (S5) such that the phase factor appears in Yu, resulting in
an identical θ̄.
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