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A bstract

In a supersym m etric uni ed theory or in a generic m odelwhere a Jarge neutron
electric dipole m om ent dy is expected, close to the present bound, we estin ate
the relation gy = 10 2 1 (dy =10 e an) 10*°GeV=f,) between dy iself, the
scalar coupling guyy to nuclkons of the axion, assum ed to exist, and the breaking
scale, £, ofthe PecceiQ uinn symm etry. New Iy developing techniques to search
for sub-an m acroscopic oroes m ight reveal a signal due to axion exchange at
least in a favorable range of £, .
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1 ElXctricD jpoke M om ents EDM s) of the electron and the neutron at the border of the present
Iim its are expected In supersym m etric uni ed theories w ith supersym m etry breaking tranan itted
by supergraviy couplings E:]. Such EDM s are generated from CKM -like phases via one loop
diagram s nvolving sferm ion and gaugiho-higgsino exchanges at the weak scale. In these m odels,
how ever, as in m ost other cases w here a sizeable one-loop quark-EDM occurs -g], sin ilar diagram s
give also rise to a strong CP violating angle, ocp, which is too Jarge if not counteracted by an
approprately tuned iniial condition. Therefore, especially in these m odels, a Pecoeid uinn -B]
(P Q) solution of the strong CP problem is called for, leading to a socalled \Invisbl" axion f_4].

Unfortunately, such a solution of the strong CP problem is as elegant as it is experin entally
elusive. Nevertheless, rightly so, a number of serious experin ental proposal for axion detection
have been m ade. Am ong them , the search fora CP -viclating m acroscopic force m ediated by axion
exchange ?_3] is the possibility that we want to reconsider in this letter.

2 Crucilparam eters to thise ect are them assm , and the scalar coupling guyy ofthe axion to
the nuckons. Both m 5 and gy are nversely proportional to the PQ symm etry breaking scale,
conventionally called f,, which is constrained to lie n the range 10’ GeV < £, < 102G eV E§]. In
term s of the quark m asses, m , m 4, and of the pion m ass and decay constant, m and f , it is
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Furthem ore, the required weak CP violation leadsto a residualdynam ically determ ned qcp 6 O,
which, In tum, induces an axion-nuclkon scalar coupling 5] (disregarding the reltively small
but phenom enologically potentially in portant di erence between the axion-proton and the axion-—
neutron couplings)
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In view of the Im it set by the null resuls of the m easuram ents of the neutron EDM so far []],
ocp <10 ? E], the Yukaw a-type interaction induced by one-axion exchange is therefore bound to
be an all, at about the level of gravity or lower. M aybe not so an all, however, to escape detection
In experin ents proposed E&I] or conceivable Eﬂ] to search for new sub-an forces. T he potentiality of
axion searches by looking for axion-m ediated m acroscopic forces has been already em phasized in
ref. fLd].

A llthism akes it Interesting to ask, In supersym m etricuni ed theories, at what levelgayy [ocp ]
actually sets In (what is gcp ?), or, m ore In portantly, what is the value of goyy at all, including
any possbl e ect from other CP viclating operators. To our know ledge these questions have
been addressed and satisfactorily answered [_II.-!.'] only In the case of the Standard M odel, reaching
a pretty negative conclusion: In the SM gyyy is too sn all to be of any Interest. O ne should not
forget, however, that CP violation in the electroweak sector of the SM is screened enough that,
even in absence of an axion, the radiative contributions to the ¢c¢p param eter are also negligbly
an all @3]
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3 O f relevance to the question under consideration is the e ective lJagrangian just above the
chiral sym m etry breaking scale, , Including the axion interactions and the avour-conserving
CP wiolating operators. A swe shall see, it isusefulto consider at the sam e tin e the axion coupling
and the neutron EDM , since the relation between the two quantities is lJargely m odel independent.

Follow ing refs [I1, 3], we consider a non linear realization of the PQ symm etry where the
axion eld a transform s as

al! a+ cte;
whereasallthem atter elds ram ain Invariant. In thisbasis the axion would have no non-derivative
coupling at all, if i were not for the anom alous tem
a
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This tem too can be elin inated by a chiral rotation acting on the quark eldsq= @;d)T

q! exp( i0a 5f3>q @)

at the price of Introducing axion dependence in the chirality breaking quark operators. In tem s
of the quark massm atrix m o, them atrix Q5 is
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chosen to elim inate m assm ixing between the axion and the psesudoscalar m esons. In the e ective
lagrangian it is therefore usefiilto distinguish, am ong the CP violating operators, those ones that
regpect chiral sym m etry, generically denoted by O , from those that break chiral symm etry, O "

A fter elim ination ofthe anom aly term @) by the chiral rotation @), the relevant axion dependence
resides in the m ass tem

qe i0 5 a=fa M e 0 a a=fa R (6)
and n 0" only. )
Examples of O are the W einberg 3-gluon operator Efi]
G G G ; (7a)
six-quark operators like
Bt d o B[ so 1 ulk (7o)
or the Interplay between two avour violating operators
Gr &)@ uw and G d)d d: (7c)

T he prototype exam ple of O ®  is, on the other hand, the C hrom oF lectricD jpoleM oment (CEDM )
operator
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To obtain the axion-nuclon scalar coupling and the neutron EDM one has to cross the chiral
symm etry breaking scale 1GeV and go to the con nement scale, just above gcp . This

we do, as In ref. f_l;i], by use ofNaive D Im ensional Analysis WDA ). T his technique is appropriate
to the general discussion that we want to m ake and is not too nnaccurate, given our presently
lin ited understanding of low energy Q CD . T he crucialnotion ofNDA is that the reduced coupling
g appearing in front of an operator O , that one seeks to calculate in the e ective hadronic theory,
is given by the product of the reduced couplings of the operators that produce O in the e ective
lagrangian involving quarksand gluons. Foran operatorw ith din ensionfiilocoupling g, ofdin ension
d In m ass and Involving n elds, the din ensionlss reduced coupling g is
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4 A smentioned, we consider at the sam e tim e the axionnuclkon scalar coupling, gayy , and
the neutron EDM , dy . Notice that they not only both viclate CP but also have the sam e chiral
properties.

A s source of CP violation, ket ustake rstthequark CEDM d2°P.TheCEDM operator carries
axion dependence, since it breaks chiral sym m etry; it has in fact the sam e chiralproperties of gayn
and dy them selves.
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Figure 1: estin ates of the axion foree strength relative to gravity fordy = 10 e an . A lso shown
is the presently exclided region.

By means of NDA, it is in m ediate to get the contributions to dy and gayy induced by &P .
It is
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where h i denotes a weighted sum , w ith coe cients of order unity, over the up and down quarks.
From @-Q-é‘{),smoelﬁgCDi h2QAdgCDi,wehave
dN QCD] 2
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It should be clar, however, that a relation lke (_1-]4') holds, within the lim its of NDA , for any
operator, or com bination of operators, of the type 0" , involving quarks and gluons only,
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A di erent relation holdsbetween gy and dy generated by the standard quark EDM s dg, since

dy By P (13a)
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In the m odels of interest, however, dy H2°P 1> dy Hgl, 5o that gy Hql < gayn B2C°P 1. Eq. (14)
ram ains therefore appropriate even w ith the inclusion n O™ ofthe quark EDM s.

Let us now consider gyyy and dy generated by CP —<wiolating chirally Invariant operators O
In this case an asymm etry occurs between gy and dy . A fhough, to generate both gy and
dy ;O mustbe supplem ented by a chirality breaking operator, the m ost econom ic way for dy is
through the so called \soft" quark m ass

M s 350M eV (14)
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(oecom ing actually soft only at m om enta p ), whereas gayy com es through the \current"
m ass term @_G) in order to introduce also the required a-dependence. T herefore eq. (14) is corrected
by a relative factor 20 o M i=m 4 Or
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Eqgs ([4) and {I5) represent our estin ates for the relation between gy and dy in a generic
m odel, which can of course be sum m arized as
2
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The SM is a prototype of m odels where dy (O ) dom inates dy @Which is, m ostly for the same
reason, rather sm all) {4, 14]. C onsequently
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too amn all to be of any experim ental interest [_l-;:] O n the other hand, for the Uni ed Supersym —
m etric M odels (U SM s) or for a generic m odel where dy is dom fnated by dy 0" ] (and possbly
large, because of this very reason)
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W e have explicitly indicated the uncertainty that m ust be attributed to our estin ates, essentially
due to the lm ited controlofQ CD in the infrared regim e.

Taking into acoount of the expectations for di % , which saturate the present bound {1, the
valie of goyy In eg. @-_7.) Jeads to a signal at the border of the sensitivity of planned or conceived
experim ents to search for m acroscopic sub-an forces, at least in a favorable range of £, [_731, fﬁ].

For the din ensionless ratio between the strength of the axion induced gravity-lke force and
graviy itself, one has
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as represented In  g. . M onopolke-dipok e ects m ght also be rekvant B]. Eotvostype experi-
m ents, ifpossible in the sub-an range, would of course also be ofgreat signi cance. T he Im portance
of looking for such e ects cannot be possbly overestin ated. It is interesting to notice that the
relevance of sin ilar types of experin ents has also been recently em phasized In connection w ith the
moduli elds characteristic of superstring theories ﬁﬁ]

To conclude, we notice that the contribbution to gyyy from the gcp Param eter, which started
our discussion, does not alter in any signi cant way the result in eg. (-'1-5) . Actually, the very
distinction between gayy [ gcp ] and the other contributions to guyy is not even unam biguously
de ned In the hadronic lagrangian because g¢p itself is not, unlke the case for the basic QCD
lagrangian, since several termm s w ill generally have lndependent phases, each of the sam e order.
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