arXiv:2203.07218v1 [hep-ph] 14 Mar 2022

Snowmass White Paper:

Strong CP Beyond Axion Direct Detection

Nikita Blinov^{(a)}, Nathaniel Craig^{(b)}, Matthew J. Dolan^{(c)}, Jordy de Vries^{(d,e)} Patrick Draper^{(f)}, Isabel Garcia Garcia^{(g)}, Benjamin Lillard^{(f)}, Jessie Shelton^{(f)}

(a) Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Victoria, Victoria, BC V8P 5C2, Canada (b) Department of Physics, University of California, Santa Barbara, CA 93106, USA (c) ARC Centre of Excellence for Dark Matter Particle Physics, School of Physics, University of Melbourne, Victoria 3010, Australia (d) Institute for Theoretical Physics Amsterdam and Delta Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of Amsterdam, Science Park 904, 1098 XH Amsterdam, The Netherlands (e) Nikhef, Theory Group, Science Park 105, 1098 XG, Amsterdam, The Netherlands (f) Department of Physics and Illinois Center for the Advanced Study of the Universe, University of Illinois, Urbana, IL 61801, USA (g) Kavli Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of California, Santa Barbara, CA 93106, USA

Abstract

We sketch recent progress and promising future directions for research connected with the strong CP problem. Topics surveyed include axion dark matter substructure and its gravitational detection; axion model building and the quality problem; experimental tests of ultraviolet solutions; and connections to lattice QCD.

Submitted to the Proceedings of the US Community Study on the Future of Particle Physics (Snowmass 2021)

Introduction. The severity of what is known as the “strong CP problem” has been increasing by about a factor of ten per decade since the 1950s. In the quantum chromodynamics (QCD) Lagrangian governing the strong interactions, a phase parameter θ controls the violation of the discrete symmetries of parity (P) and charge-parity (CP), and it feeds directly into the electric dipole moment (EDM) observables of hadronic systems. Historically, Smith, Purcell, and Ramsey already obtained a bound equivalent to |θ| ≲ 10^{−4} from measurements of the neutron EDM in the early 1950s, although they did not publish the results for several years [1]. At that time it would still be two decades before QCD was understood to describe the strong interactions, and a few years more before θ was realized to be one of its physical parameters. Today, experimental limits on EDMs currently bound |θ| ≲ 10^{−10} [2]. The strong CP problem is to find a reason why this phase is so small. It is a problem of technical naturalness in the sense of ’t Hooft: the only putative Standard Model symmetries that θ breaks are P and CP, but these are not symmetries of the rest of nature, either. P and CP are both broken by the weak interactions, and further sources of CP violation beyond the Standard Model are needed to explain why the universe has more matter than antimatter. In contrast, for no apparent reason, the strong interactions preserve P and CP to fantastic precision. Lacking a Standard Model symmetry to explain this empirical fact, we are compelled to seek other dynamical solutions to the strong CP problem beyond the Standard Model.

At present there is no conclusive experimental evidence for any of the proposed solutions and considerable theoretical evidence against generic solutions: axion models need either a shockingly good global symmetry, a delicate arrangement of the initial conditions, a nonstandard cosmology, or other feature going beyond either vanilla effective field theory or simple string theoretic realizations of the Peccei-Quinn mechanism [3, 4]; UV solutions like the Nelson-Barr mechanism [5–7] or left-right symmetric models [8–12] likewise require careful construction to avoid unwanted residual corrections to θ or the introduction of even worse fine-tuning problems than the strong CP problem presents in the first place. Due to these curious circumstances, the strong CP problem remains a fertile and rewarding ground for model-building and an experimental challenge with the potential to tell us far more about UV physics than one might have guessed from the consideration of the neutron EDM alone.

In this Snowmass whitepaper we highlight important near-term opportunities for theory and experiment to develop tools to study the strong CP problem. We are purposefully not discussing the development of new direct detection strategies for axion dark matter, a rich and vibrant subject addressed by other contributions to Snowmass; rather, we focus on some complementary lines of inquiry of particular interest to the authors. Even in this regard we will not aim to be comprehensive.

Axion dark matter substructure. For any axion direct detection search, null results place limits on the spatial distribution of axion DM and must be combined with independent measures of the small-scale structure of DM in order to unambiguously test the axion DM hypothesis. In other words, if the distribution of DM is too clumpy, direct detection searches could come up empty and lead to erroneously strong exclusion limits. Both the “preinflationary/high-f_a” scenario, favored by the simplest string models [13,14], and the “postinflationary/low-f_a” scenario, favored by the simplest relic density considerations [15–17], can give rise to heterogeneous distributions on small scales. In the latter case, clumpiness is due to the stochastic nature of the phase transition. In the former case, the usual overclosure problem of high-scale axions may be diluted by a late-decaying saxion partner, generically present in string models [18], and the associated modification to the expansion rate enhances small scale structure [19,20]. The early-time formation of substructure in these scenarios has been recently studied semi-analytically [19–26] and in N-body simulations [27–32]. These studies suggest that the small-scale matter power spectrum is significantly enhanced compared to ΛCDM, leading to the early formation of axion minihalos. Most of the DM mass is expected to be in these objects at early times [20, 29].

It is not, however, obvious what the distribution of axion DM is at late times relevant to direct detection. The simple semi-analytic arguments as well as the current suite of simulations (which extend to about z ∼ 100 [29] or z ∼ 20 [30]), are unable to definitively answer this question. Current simulations provide valuable insight into the early stages of structure formation, but the very small size of the first-forming minihalos (∼ 10^{−12}M_⊙) means that N-body simulations that have fine enough resolution to track the evolution of these objects are limited to small volumes relative to the size of the Milky Way. While simulations suggest that minihaloes have good survival probabilities as subhaloes within larger dark matter haloes, minihaloes are vulnerable to tidal disruption in encounters with baryonic objects. Providing a sharp prediction of this disruption rate and subsequent dark matter distribution is a severe challenge to N-body simulations, given their finite resolution in modeling both dark and baryonic matter. While strides have been made in tackling this issue [33–36] by constructing analytic models of star-minihalo interactions, there is still no robust prediction of the late-time distribution of axions in the galaxy based on a first-principles dynamical simulation over cosmological times. This is therefore a major outstanding question that needs to be addressed in the coming years through high-resolution N-body simulations and further analytic modeling.

Even if the enhanced small-scale structure renders Earth-based direct axion detection ineffective, future astrophysical techniques like pulsar timing [37–44] and photometric monitoring of highly-magnified stars (“cluster caustic microlensing”) may be able to observe axion minihalos through their gravitational interactions alone [45–47]. These observables are thus an important complement to axion direct detection. The impact of tidal disruption on the late-time microhalo population remains a key question for both pulsar timing and cluster caustic microlensing. Pulsar timing arrays are sensitive to the distribution of microhaloes within the Milky Way halo, similar to direct detection. Cluster caustic microlensing observations, on the other hand, are dominated by the distribution of microhaloes within a galaxy cluster, where the typical stellar encounter rate is smaller and therefore the expected tidal disruption is less severe [47].

Solutions to Axion Quality Problem. In a prototypical QCD axion model, the axion is the pseudo-Nambu–Goldstone boson of an approximate global U(1)_{PQ} Peccei-Quinn symmetry [3,4], which is spontaneously broken at a high scale f_a. The effects of nonperturbative QCD break U(1)_{PQ} explicitly, generating a periodic potential for the axion that is minimized when the axion expectation value ⟨a⟩ ∼ −f_aθ precisely cancels against θ, restoring P and CP in the QCD vacuum. For this mechanism to produce a sufficiently small effective value of θ(a), the Peccei-Quinn symmetry must be very nearly conserved, with no sources of explicit U(1)_{PQ} violation other than QCD itself. This requirement may be in tension with general expectations about quantum gravity, however: gravitational effects are not expected to respect global symmetries. If U(1)_{PQ} is broken in other sectors of the theory apart from QCD, the minimum of the axion potential shifts away from the desired value of θ(a) = 0. Parametrizing the PQ-violating potential by δV (a) ∼ Qf^4_a cos(a/f_a), to recover |θ| < 10^{−10} the factor Q must be extremely small, Q ≲ 10^{−62}(10^{12}GeV/f_a)^4. This is the axion quality problem: the 10^{−10} fine tuning associated with θ has only been shifted into a different (and more severe) fine-tuning in the corrections to the axion potential.

Several solutions have been proposed that realize sufficiently small Q, and recently there have been developments both in field- and string-theoretic model building. In “accidental” axion models the PQ-charged fields are also charged under some locally conserved symmetries, so that all gauge-invariant PQ-charged operators are necessarily higher-dimensional, and Q ∼ (f_a/M_p)^n is suppressed by multiple powers of the Planck mass M_p. The local symmetry may be discrete [48–51] or continuous [52–57]. In composite axion models [58–63] the axion is a baryon-like particle, composed of quarks charged under a strongly coupled non- Abelian gauge group. In these models the confining dynamics often instigate the spontaneous breaking of U(1)_{PQ}, so that the scale f_a is generated dynamically.

String theory provides a different route to addressing the quality problem [13]. Axions are ubiquitous in string theory, and corrections to the potential are generally exponentially small, Q ∼ e^{−S} . It is quite plausible that there is a stringy axion coupling to QCD for which the S’s are all sufficiently large; this is the case for a class of flux compactifications with a relatively large number (N > 17) of axions, for example [64]. It has also been argued recently that having an axion with the right properties may be tied to more fundamental issues like the “no global symmetries” dictum of quantum gravity [65]; this is an interesting new approach to the problem bearing further investigation.

In general, constructing solutions to the axion quality problem in new contexts is an active area of current research. Many of the particle models designed to address the quality problem introduce new states with Standard Model charges that may be more easily constrained than the axion itself. Direct or indirect searches for these charged particles would provide new tests of their associated axion models.

Testing UV solutions to strong CP. One class of solutions to the strong CP problem is based on the observations that θ can violate certain discrete symmetries and the renormalization of θ in the Standard Model alone is minuscule [5–12, 66]. These solutions represent a wholly different mechanism from Peccei-Quinn and are associated with a different set of model-building and experimental challenges. As far as the strong CP problem is concerned, developing tests of both classes of models should be regarded as equally important.

One aspect of this is simply to construct robust models that realize UV solutions without shifting the fine-tuning to some other corner of the larger theory. This is a nontrivial exercise [67, 68] but a few supersymmetric and composite examples are known [69, 70], and in recent years there have been model-building innovations in interesting new directions [71–75]. The bound on θ is so strong that two-loop precision can be necessary to determine what, if any, parameter space of an otherwise attractive model is viable. For example, in the simplest model utilizing generalized parity symmetries to control θ, two-loop contributions to θ confine the parameter space to a lower-dimensional manifold, and also suggest that θ is not too much smaller than the present bound [76]. UV solutions to strong CP often predict additional direct contributions to quark and lepton EDMs that are close to present bounds. While such contributions to quark EDMs are highly correlated to contributions to θ, contributions to lepton EDMs provide an additional probe. Anticipated improvements in sensitivity to both hadronic and leptonic EDM observables in the coming decade will provide a compelling test of UV solutions.

In light of current experimental constraints, the most promising discrete symmetry-based solutions to strong CP rely on a see-saw implementation of the masses of all the light SM fermions, as recently discussed in [77]. An irreducible signature of these constructions is the presence of W^′ and Z^′ resonances, with current direct searches at the LHC providing the most stringent test and setting a lower bound on the parity-breaking scale v^′ ≳ 18 TeV [78, 79]. A future high energy collider could probe parity-breaking scales well above a 100 TeV, and would be a decisive test of these solutions. Additional collider signatures include a fermionic top partner at the scale v^′, as well as deviations in Higgs boson properties characterized by a mixing angle sin α ∼ v/v^′. If W^′ and Z^′ resonances are discovered at the LHC, pointing to a low parity-breaking scale, these additional signatures could be accessible at future colliders featuring higher energy and/or higher precision.

Beyond colliders, the expected breaking of parity by gravitational effects highlights additional avenues to probe these models. For example, explicit breaking of parity by dimension-5 Planck-suppressed operators gives a contribution to θ small enough to comply with current constraints, but large enough to be observable in near-future experimental measurements if the breaking is maximal. On the other hand, if the explicit breaking is small, the production and collapse of domain walls in the early universe (associated to spontaneous and explicit breaking of parity respectively) would lead to a stochastic background of gravitational waves potentially observable in current and future low-frequency gravitational wave observatories. A discovery on either of these fronts would provide circumstantial evidence in favor of parity-solutions complementing colliders searches [77].

There are also ways to test UV solutions indirectly through low-energy precision measurements, if we are fortunate enough to observe hadronic EDMs in low energy experiments or signs of CP-violating SMEFT operators at high energy colliders. Let us focus on the case of hadronic EDMs. The key question is whether the results are consistent with a “pure θ” scenario, where θ is the only source of hadronic CP violation, or whether additional dimension 6 operators are indicated [80, 81]. Both the Peccei-Quinn mechanism and UV solutions are consistent with a small nonzero θ term (since the elimination of θ is always imperfect in these models), but on quite general EFT grounds UV solutions are inconsistent with additional observably-large sources of CP violation. The fundamental sources of CP violation can be disentangled by cross-correlating multiple EDMs, and the connection to the strong CP problem provides another fundamental-physics motivation for a phenomenological program of measuring the EDMs of light nuclei, atoms, and radioactive molecules. Improvements in hadronic and nuclear theory are needed to maximize the experimental reach, including lattice and nuclear structure computations to map operators in the microscopic theory to observables [80, 81]; we elaborate on lattice connections next.

Interplay with lattice QCD. In recent years there has been substantial progress in first-principles lattice QCD computations of the neutron EDM in terms of the θ term and higher-dimensional sources [82]. Already before 2017 several groups reported nonzero values of the neutron EDM from θ, but these results turned out to be contaminated by spurious EDM contributions from mixing with the CP-even anomalous magnetic moment [83]. After subtracting the spurious terms, no statistically significant result remained. Since then, several groups redid the computation with different strategies. Ref. [84] used the gradient flow, several lattice spacings, and larger-than-physical pion masses to compute the neutron EDM from θ and then interpolated to the physical pion mass by making use of the fact that the neutron EDM vanishes in the chiral and continuum limit. The results indicate a nonzero signal two standard deviations away from zero. However, other groups performed the same computation and did not find statistically significant evidence for a nonzero neutron EDM [85,86]. Therefore a sharp resolution to the question of exactly how large the neutron EDM is for nonzero values of θ remains an open but achievable target for near-term study. On the other hand, lattice computations of the nucleon EDMs arising from quark EDMs have already achieved success [87], while work is in progress towards the computation of EDMs arising from quark chromo-EDMs and the three-gluon Weinberg operator [82,88–90]. Put together, these computations will be of great value disentangling the microscopic sources of CP violation from (hopefully) future non-zero EDM measurements.

There are also other interesting questions closely tied to the strong CP problem that lattice QCD is in a unique position to address, related to the role of small instanton effects close to the QCD scale. There has already been significant progress in the computation of the topological susceptibility at finite temperature, relevant for the misalignment contribution to the axion relic density [91–95]. At zero temperature, the contribution of small instantons to the light quark masses and terms in the NLO chiral Lagrangian could also be resolved with a variety of different techniques [96] and interesting work along these lines was recently explored in [97]. These questions are also of broader importance because, regardless of the mechanism that addresses the strong CP problem, they probe basic properties of real QCD and the validity of the semiclassical approximation at distances just below the confinement scale.

Acknowledgements

PD and BL are supported by US Department of Energy under grant number DE-SC0015655. JS is supported by Department of Energy CAREER grant DE-SC0017840. NC is supported by the US Department of Energy under grant number DE-SC0011702. JdV acknowledges support from the Dutch Research Council (NWO) in the form of a VIDI grant. MJD is supported by the Australian Research Council under grants CE200100008 and FT180100324.

References

[1] J. H. Smith, E. M. Purcell, and N. F. Ramsey, Experimental limit to the electric dipole moment of the neutron, Phys. Rev. 108 (1957) 120–122.

[2] C. Abel et al., Measurement of the Permanent Electric Dipole Moment of the Neutron, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020), no. 8 081803, [arXiv:2001.11966].

[3] R. Peccei and H. R. Quinn, CP Conservation in the Presence of Instantons, Phys.Rev.Lett. 38 (1977) 1440–1443.

[4] R. Peccei and H. R. Quinn, Constraints Imposed by CP Conservation in the Presence of Instantons, Phys.Rev. D16 (1977) 1791–1797.

[5] A. E. Nelson, Naturally Weak CP Violation, Phys.Lett. B136 (1984) 387. [6] S. M. Barr, Solving the Strong CP Problem Without the Peccei-Quinn Symmetry, Phys.Rev.Lett. 53 (1984) 329.

[7] S. M. Barr, A Natural Class of Nonpeccei-quinn Models, Phys.Rev. D30 (1984) 1805. [8] M. Beg and H.-S. Tsao, Strong P, T Noninvariances in a Superweak Theory, Phys.Rev.Lett. 41 (1978) 278.

[9] R. N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovic, Natural Suppression of Strong p and t Noninvariance, Phys.Lett. B79 (1978) 283–286.

[10] H. Georgi, A Model of Soft CP Violation, Hadronic J. 1 (1978) 155. [11] K. S. Babu and R. N. Mohapatra, A Solution to the Strong CP Problem Without an Axion, Phys. Rev. D41 (1990) 1286.

[12] S. M. Barr, D. Chang, and G. Senjanovic, Strong CP problem and parity, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 67 (1991) 2765–2768.

[13] P. Svrcek and E. Witten, Axions In String Theory, JHEP 06 (2006) 051, [hep-th/0605206].

[14] A. Arvanitaki, S. Dimopoulos, S. Dubovsky, N. Kaloper, and J. March-Russell, String Axiverse, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 123530, [arXiv:0905.4720].

[15] L. F. Abbott and P. Sikivie, A Cosmological Bound on the Invisible Axion, Phys. Lett.

B 120 (1983) 133–136.

[16] M. Dine and W. Fischler, The Not So Harmless Axion, Phys. Lett. B 120 (1983) 137–141.

[17] J. Preskill, M. B. Wise, and F. Wilczek, Cosmology of the Invisible Axion, Phys. Lett.

B 120 (1983) 127–132.

[18] T. Banks, M. Dine, and M. Graesser, Supersymmetry, axions and cosmology, Phys.

Rev. D68 (2003) 075011, [hep-ph/0210256].

[19] A. E. Nelson and H. Xiao, Axion Cosmology with Early Matter Domination, Phys.

Rev. D 98 (2018), no. 6 063516, [arXiv:1807.07176].

[20] N. Blinov, M. J. Dolan, and P. Draper, Imprints of the Early Universe on Axion Dark Matter Substructure, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 3 035002, [arXiv:1911.07853].

[21] E. Hardy, Miniclusters in the Axiverse, JHEP 02 (2017) 046, [arXiv:1609.00208].

[22] M. Fairbairn, D. J. E. Marsh, J. Quevillon, and S. Rozier, Structure formation and microlensing with axion miniclusters, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018), no. 8 083502, [arXiv:1707.03310].

[23] J. Enander, A. Pargner, and T. Schwetz, Axion minicluster power spectrum and mass function, JCAP 12 (2017) 038, [arXiv:1708.04466].

[24] L. Visinelli and J. Redondo, Axion Miniclusters in Modified Cosmological Histories, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 2 023008, [arXiv:1808.01879].

[25] D. Ellis, D. J. E. Marsh, and C. Behrens, Axion Miniclusters Made Easy, Phys. Rev.

D 103 (2021), no. 8 083525, [arXiv:2006.08637].

[26] G. Barenboim, N. Blinov, and A. Stebbins, Smallest remnants of early matter domination, JCAP 12 (2021), no. 12 026, [arXiv:2107.10293].

[27] A. Vaquero, J. Redondo, and J. Stadler, Early seeds of axion miniclusters, JCAP 04 (2019) 012, [arXiv:1809.09241].

[28] M. Buschmann, J. W. Foster, and B. R. Safdi, Early-Universe Simulations of the Cosmological Axion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020), no. 16 161103, [arXiv:1906.00967].

[29] B. Eggemeier, J. Redondo, K. Dolag, J. C. Niemeyer, and A. Vaquero, First Simulations of Axion Minicluster Halos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020), no. 4 041301, [arXiv:1911.09417].

[30] H. Xiao, I. Williams, and M. McQuinn, Simulations of axion minihalos, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 2 023515, [arXiv:2101.04177].

[31] M. Buschmann, J. W. Foster, A. Hook, A. Peterson, D. E. Willcox, W. Zhang, and B. R. Safdi, Dark Matter from Axion Strings with Adaptive Mesh Refinement,

arXiv:2108.05368.

[32] C. A. J. O’Hare, G. Pierobon, J. Redondo, and Y. Y. Y. Wong, Simulations of axion-like particles in the post-inflationary scenario, arXiv:2112.05117.

[33] V. I. Dokuchaev, Y. N. Eroshenko, and I. I. Tkachev, Destruction of axion miniclusters in the Galaxy, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 125 (2017), no. 3 434–442, [arXiv:1710.09586].

[34] P. Tinyakov, I. Tkachev, and K. Zioutas, Tidal streams from axion miniclusters and direct axion searches, JCAP 01 (2016) 035, [arXiv:1512.02884].

[35] M. S. Delos, Evolution of dark matter microhalos through stellar encounters, Phys.

Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 8 083529, [arXiv:1907.13133].

[36] B. J. Kavanagh, T. D. P. Edwards, L. Visinelli, and C. Weniger, Stellar disruption of axion miniclusters in the Milky Way, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 6 063038, [arXiv:2011.05377].

[37] E. R. Siegel, M. P. Hertzberg, and J. N. Fry, Probing Dark Matter Substructure with Pulsar Timing, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 382 (2007) 879, [astro-ph/0702546].

[38] S. Baghram, N. Afshordi, and K. M. Zurek, Prospects for Detecting Dark Matter Halo Substructure with Pulsar Timing, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 043511, [arXiv:1101.5487].

[39] K. Kashiyama and M. Oguri, Detectability of Small-Scale Dark Matter Clumps with Pulsar Timing Arrays, arXiv:1801.07847.

[40] H. A. Clark, G. F. Lewis, and P. Scott, Investigating dark matter substructure with pulsar timing – I. Constraints on ultracompact minihaloes, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 456 (2016), no. 2 1394–1401, [arXiv:1509.02938]. [Erratum: Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc. 464, 2468 (2017)].

[41] J. A. Dror, H. Ramani, T. Trickle, and K. M. Zurek, Pulsar Timing Probes of Primordial Black Holes and Subhalos, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 2 023003, [arXiv:1901.04490].

[42] H. Ramani, T. Trickle, and K. M. Zurek, Observability of Dark Matter Substructure with Pulsar Timing Correlations, JCAP 12 (2020) 033, [arXiv:2005.03030].

[43] V. S. H. Lee, A. Mitridate, T. Trickle, and K. M. Zurek, Probing Small-Scale Power Spectra with Pulsar Timing Arrays, JHEP 06 (2021) 028, [arXiv:2012.09857].

[44] M. S. Delos and T. Linden, Dark Matter Microhalos in the Solar Neighborhood: Pulsar Timing Signatures of Early Matter Domination, arXiv:2109.03240.

[45] L. Dai and J. Miralda-Escudé, Gravitational Lensing Signatures of Axion Dark Matter Minihalos in Highly Magnified Stars, Astron. J. 159 (2020), no. 2 49, [arXiv:1908.01773].

[46] A. Arvanitaki, S. Dimopoulos, M. Galanis, L. Lehner, J. O. Thompson, and K. Van Tilburg, Large-misalignment mechanism for the formation of compact axion structures: Signatures from the QCD axion to fuzzy dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), no. 8 083014, [arXiv:1909.11665].

[47] N. Blinov, M. J. Dolan, P. Draper, and J. Shelton, Dark Matter Microhalos From Simplified Models, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021), no. 10 103514, [arXiv:2102.05070].

[48] E. J. Chun and A. Lukas, Discrete gauge symmetries in axionic extensions of the SSM, Phys. Lett. B 297 (1992) 298–304, [hep-ph/9209208].

[49] L. M. Carpenter, M. Dine, and G. Festuccia, Dynamics of the Peccei Quinn Scale, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 125017, [arXiv:0906.1273].

[50] K. Harigaya, M. Ibe, K. Schmitz, and T. T. Yanagida, Peccei-Quinn symmetry from a gauged discrete R symmetry, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013), no. 7 075022, [arXiv:1308.1227].

[51] N. Chen, Y. Liu, and Z. Teng, Axion model with the SU(6) unification, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 11 115011, [arXiv:2106.00223].

[52] H.-C. Cheng and D. E. Kaplan, Axions and a gauged Peccei-Quinn symmetry,

hep-ph/0103346.

[53] C. T. Hill and A. K. Leibovich, Natural Theories of Ultralow Mass PNGB’s: Axions and Quintessence, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 075010, [hep-ph/0205237].

[54] H. Fukuda, M. Ibe, M. Suzuki, and T. T. Yanagida, A ”gauged” U(1) Peccei–Quinn symmetry, Phys. Lett. B 771 (2017) 327–331, [arXiv:1703.01112].

[55] H.-S. Lee and W. Yin, Peccei-Quinn symmetry from a hidden gauge group structure, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019), no. 1 015041, [arXiv:1811.04039].

[56] L. Darmé and E. Nardi, Exact accidental U(1) symmetries for the axion, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 5 055013, [arXiv:2102.05055].

[57] Y. Nakai and M. Suzuki, Axion Quality from Superconformal Dynamics, Phys. Lett. B 816 (2021) 136239, [arXiv:2102.01329].

[58] L. Randall, Composite axion models and Planck scale physics, Phys. Lett. B 284 (1992) 77–80.

[59] L. Di Luzio, E. Nardi, and L. Ubaldi, Accidental Peccei-Quinn symmetry protected to arbitrary order, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017), no. 1 011801, [arXiv:1704.01122].

[60] B. Lillard and T. M. P. Tait, A Composite Axion from a Supersymmetric Product Group, JHEP 11 (2017) 005, [arXiv:1707.04261].

[61] B. Lillard and T. M. P. Tait, A High Quality Composite Axion, JHEP 11 (2018) 199, [arXiv:1811.03089].

[62] S. J. Lee, Y. Nakai, and M. Suzuki, High quality axion via a doubly composite dynamics, JHEP 03 (2022) 038, [arXiv:2112.08083].

[63] B. Lillard, Confinement On the Moose Lattice, arXiv:2112.13828.

[64] M. Demirtas, N. Gendler, C. Long, L. McAllister, and J. Moritz, PQ Axiverse,

arXiv:2112.04503.

[65] B. Heidenreich, J. McNamara, M. Montero, M. Reece, T. Rudelius, and I. Valenzuela, Chern-Weil global symmetries and how quantum gravity avoids them, JHEP 11 (2021) 053, [arXiv:2012.00009].

[66] J. R. Ellis and M. K. Gaillard, Strong and Weak CP Violation, Nucl. Phys. B150 (1979) 141.

[67] M. Dine and P. Draper, Challenges for the Nelson-Barr Mechanism, JHEP 08 (2015) 132, [arXiv:1506.05433].

[68] A. Albaid, M. Dine, and P. Draper, Strong CP and SUZ_2, JHEP 12 (2015) 046, [arXiv:1510.03392].

[69] G. Hiller and M. Schmaltz, Solving the strong CP problem with supersymmetry, Phys.Lett. B514 (2001) 263–268, [hep-ph/0105254].

[70] L. Vecchi, Spontaneous CP violation and the strong CP problem, arXiv:1412.3805.

[71] A. Hook, Anomalous solutions to the strong CP problem, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015), no. 14 141801, [arXiv:1411.3325].

[72] R. T. D’Agnolo and A. Hook, Finding the Strong CP problem at the LHC,

arXiv:1507.00336.

[73] M. Carena, D. Liu, J. Liu, N. R. Shah, C. E. M. Wagner, and X.-P. Wang, ν solution to the strong CP problem, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 9 094018, [arXiv:1904.05360].

[74] L. J. Hall and K. Harigaya, Implications of Higgs Discovery for the Strong CP Problem and Unification, JHEP 10 (2018) 130, [arXiv:1803.08119].

[75] D. Dunsky, L. J. Hall, and K. Harigaya, Higgs Parity, Strong CP, and Dark Matter, JHEP 07 (2019) 016, [arXiv:1902.07726].

[76] J. de Vries, P. Draper, and H. H. Patel, Do Minimal Parity Solutions to the Strong CP Problem Work?, arXiv:2109.01630.

[77] N. Craig, I. Garcia Garcia, G. Koszegi, and A. McCune, P not PQ, JHEP 09 (2021) 130, [arXiv:2012.13416].

[78] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., Search for high-mass dilepton resonances using 139 fb^{−1} of pp collision data collected at √ s =13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys.

Lett. B 796 (2019) 68–87, [arXiv:1903.06248].

[79] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., Search for a heavy charged boson in events with a charged lepton and missing transverse momentum from pp collisions at √ s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 5 052013, [arXiv:1906.05609].

[80] J. de Vries, P. Draper, K. Fuyuto, J. Kozaczuk, and D. Sutherland, Indirect Signs of the Peccei-Quinn Mechanism, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019), no. 1 015042, [arXiv:1809.10143].

[81] J. de Vries, P. Draper, K. Fuyuto, J. Kozaczuk, and B. Lillard, Uncovering an axion mechanism with the EDM portfolio, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 5 055039, [arXiv:2107.04046].

[82] A. Shindler, Flavor-diagonal CP violation: the electric dipole moment, Eur. Phys. J. A 57 (2021), no. 4 128.

[83] M. Abramczyk, S. Aoki, T. Blum, T. Izubuchi, H. Ohki, and S. Syritsyn, Lattice calculation of electric dipole moments and form factors of the nucleon, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017), no. 1 014501, [arXiv:1701.07792].

[84] J. Dragos, T. Luu, A. Shindler, J. de Vries, and A. Yousif, Confirming the Existence of the strong CP Problem in Lattice QCD with the Gradient Flow, Phys. Rev. C 103 (2021), no. 1 015202, [arXiv:1902.03254].

[85] C. Alexandrou, A. Athenodorou, K. Hadjiyiannakou, and A. Todaro, Neutron electric dipole moment using lattice QCD simulations at the physical point, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021), no. 5 054501, [arXiv:2011.01084].

[86] T. Bhattacharya, V. Cirigliano, R. Gupta, E. Mereghetti, and B. Yoon, Contribution of the QCD Θ-term to the nucleon electric dipole moment, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021), no. 11 114507, [arXiv:2101.07230].

[87] T. Bhattacharya, V. Cirigliano, R. Gupta, H.-W. Lin, and B. Yoon, Neutron Electric Dipole Moment and Tensor Charges from Lattice QCD, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015), no. 21 212002, [arXiv:1506.04196].

[88] V. Cirigliano, E. Mereghetti, and P. Stoffer, Non-perturbative renormalization scheme for the CP -odd three-gluon operator, JHEP 09 (2020) 094, [arXiv:2004.03576].

[89] SymLat Collaboration, J. Kim, T. Luu, M. D. Rizik, and A. Shindler, Nonperturbative renormalization of the quark chromoelectric dipole moment with the gradient flow: Power divergences, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 7 074516, [arXiv:2106.07633].

[90] T. Bhattacharya, V. Cirigliano, R. Gupta, E. Mereghetti, and B. Yoon, Calculation of neutron electric dipole moment due to the QCD topological term, Weinberg three-gluon operator and the quark chromoelectric moment, 3, 2022. arXiv:2203.03746.

[91] E. Berkowitz, M. I. Buchoff, and E. Rinaldi, Lattice QCD input for axion cosmology, Phys. Rev. D92 (2015), no. 3 034507, [arXiv:1505.07455].

[92] C. Bonati, M. D’Elia, M. Mariti, G. Martinelli, M. Mesiti, F. Negro, F. Sanfilippo, and G. Villadoro, Recent progress on QCD inputs for axion phenomenology, EPJ Web Conf. 137 (2017) 08004, [arXiv:1612.06269].

[93] S. Borsanyi, M. Dierigl, Z. Fodor, S. D. Katz, S. W. Mages, D. Nogradi, J. Redondo, A. Ringwald, and K. K. Szabo, Axion cosmology, lattice QCD and the dilute instanton gas, Phys. Lett. B752 (2016) 175–181, [arXiv:1508.06917].

[94] P. Petreczky, H.-P. Schadler, and S. Sharma, The topological susceptibility in finite temperature QCD and axion cosmology, Phys. Lett. B762 (2016) 498–505, [arXiv:1606.03145].

[95] S. Borsanyi et al., Calculation of the axion mass based on high-temperature lattice quantum chromodynamics, Nature 539 (2016), no. 7627 69–71, [arXiv:1606.07494].

[96] M. Dine, P. Draper, and G. Festuccia, Instanton Effects in Three Flavor QCD, Phys.

Rev. D 92 (2015), no. 5 054004, [arXiv:1410.8505].

[97] C. Alexandrou, J. Finkenrath, L. Funcke, K. Jansen, B. Kostrzewa, F. Pittler, and C. Urbach, Ruling Out the Massless Up-Quark Solution to the Strong CPCPCP Problem by Computing the Topological Mass Contribution with Lattice QCD, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020), no. 23 232001, [arXiv:2002.07802].