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Flavour-violating axions appear in models where the Peccei-Quinn(PQ) charges are generation
non-universal. Consequently, this charge arrangement will also generate flavour violation in
the UV sector. The typical way of implementing such an axion in a UV completion is with a
DFSZ model, containing 2 Higgs doublets. In this talk we will present how to parameterize
the flavour violation in the UV such that we can find a direct correlation with the flavour
violation of the axion. Finally, we show in an example how this connection can help in giving
information about the UV completion if an axion is found in a flavour-violating channel.

1 Introduction

A flavour-violating axion (IR-source) appears when the U(1)PQ couples non-universally (i.e. in a
generation-dependent way) to the Standard Model (SM) fermions. Such type of axion models can
be motivated in several respects: i) the connection to the Flavour puzzle1,2,3; ii) the possibility of
achieving an “astrophobic” scenario 4,5,6 (where nucleon and electron couplings are suppressed);
and iii) the opportunity of finding the axion in flavour-violating searches 7,8,9. These previous
points have in common that a flavour-violating axion must be accompanied by a UV completion,
which in general is also flavour-violating. Here, we show how in a class of models, such as a non-
universal DFSZ models, we can correlate in a one-to-one way the flavour violating observables
of the axion with those of the UV completion, in this case a PQ-2 Higgs Doublet Model (PQ-
2HDM). We use this correspondence between IR and UV observables in a practical example of
what information could be inferred from the UV if an axion is observed in a flavour-violating
golden channel, e.g. K → πa.
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2 Flavour violation in axion models

2.1 Flavour violation in the IR: the axion

Axions coupling to the SM fermions arise as complex phases in the mass matrix. Typically this
term is removed by a field redefinition along the charges of the SM fermions, appearing as a
derivative coupling of the form

La =
∑
f

∂µa

fa
f̄ Xfγµf , with f = {qL, dR, uR, `L, eR} . (1)

Here, the couplings Xf are the charges of the SM fermions with respect to the U(1)PQ in flavour
space. After rotation of the fermions into the mass basis, one finds that to have flavour violation
in the axion sector it is necessary to have non-universal charges, or conversely, the charges must
not be proportional to the identity,

∂µa

fa
f̄ Xfγµf −→ ∂µa

fa
f̄ V †f XfVfγ

µf . (2)

The matrices Vf correspond to the bi-unitary transformations which diagonalize the fermion

mass matrix M̂f = V †fLMfVfR . It is useful to define these couplings as

CR,Lf =
1

2N
V †fR,L

XfR,L
VfR,L

, (3)

where N is the QCD anomaly coefficient.

2.2 Flavour violation in the UV: the PQ-2HDM

Generally, this axion can be generated as a variation of the classic DFSZ model10,11, implemented
with non-universal charges. This model contains 2 Higgs doublets, which introduce an additional
Yukawa matrix coupling to the fermions

LPQ−2HDM = f̄L

(
Y f
1 H̃1 + Y f

2 H̃2

)
fR + h.c. . (4)

In this type of models one cannot generally diagonalize simultaneously the mass matrix
and individual Yukawas, leading to the appearance of flavour violation in the UV-completion.
This can be seen by noting that the mass matrix is a combination of the Yukawas and vacuum
expectation values of the two Higgs, v1 = vcβ and v2 = vsβ with sβ ≡ sinβ, cβ ≡ cosβ and
tβ ≡ tanβ = v2

v1
,

Mf =
v√
2

(
Y f
1 cβ + Y f

2 sβ

)
, (5)

while the interactions of the radial modes follow different combinations (see reference 12), gener-
ating flavour-violating couplings. However, there is no apparent direct connection between the
flavour violation in the IR and UV sectors. Such a connection can be made explicitly manifest
by noting that the structure of the Yukawas is given by the charge arrangement. Thus, by
imposing the U(1)PQ on the Yukawa matrices, one can obtain the following sum rules,

−XfLY
f
1,2 + Y f

1,2XfR + X1,2Y
f
1,2 = 0 . (6)

These expressions combined with the definition of the mass matrix in Eq. 5, fix the specific
shape of the Yukawas

Y d
1 =

√
2

vcβ
VdL

(
CLd M̂d − M̂dC

R
d + X2M̂d

)
V †dR , Y

d
2 =

√
2

vsβ
VdL

(
−CLd M̂d + M̂dC

R
d −X1M̂d

)
V †dR ,

(7)



where we took the specific case of the d−type quarks. Similar expressions hold for the u−type
quarks and leptons b. These relations, are the main result of reference 12, and it is important
to emphasize several points: i) the structure of flavour violation is contained in the couplings

CR,Lf ∼ V †R,LXfR,L
VR,L, and it is shared across scales; ii) these relations don’t assume any

particular PQ-charge or Yukawa structure (unlike in other works where Yukawa ansatzs are
used); and iii) the charges of the Higgs will not play any role in flavour-violating couplings.

3 An example of the flavour connection across scales

To emphasize the importance of these relations, we give a particular example of the information
one could obtain of the UV-completion after a positive detection of an axion in the golden
channels: K → π a and B → K a.

Using Eq. 7 it is possible to relate observables of flavour-violating axions and the PQ-2HDM.
To simplify, we use models with 2 + 1 charge arrangements 4, which exhibit flavour violation in
just one of the two couplings, CR,Lf . This allows to write the following direct relations which
link the axion golden channels with the associated 2HDM meson mixing contribution in the
alignment limit 12

(
fa

1011 GeV

)2( 1 TeV

s2βmH

)2(BR(K → πa)

7.3 · 10−11

)
=

2 |MNP
12 |

3.5 · 10−15 GeV
, (8)(

fa
8.8 · 107 GeV

)2( 1 TeV

s2βmH

)2(BR(B → Ka)

7.1 · 10−6

)
=

2 |MNP
12 |

1.2 · 10−11 GeV
. (9)

If an axion is found in one of these decay channels, the branching ratio is set. If we fix
the branching ratio, then meson-mixing imposes a lower bound in the fa −mH plane. This is
shown in Fig. 1, where the light coloured region is the parameter space between the current and
projected sensitivity of the bounds. The dark coloured region is the bound imposed by meson
mixing, the black horizontal band is the collider bound on the 2HDM and in brown we show the
astrophysical bounds for a model with order one coupling to electrons, and the most astrophobic
model 4. This plot shows the important interplay between axion and 2HDM bounds, and we
see how we could extract information about the 2HDM after detecting an axion: if the axion
is found in a s − d transition, then there is plenty parameter space to cover with future LHC
searches. However, if an axion is found in a b− s transition, then either the model is up to some
extent astrophobic or the LHC would not be able to observe heavy modes of the 2HDM.

This is one particular example in which the general connection of Eq. 7 can be used. Other
examples, including how to relate lepton flavour-violating decays of the SM-like Higgs h→ l+i l

−
j

and lepton decays li → lj a are found in Ref. 12. We remark that these relations are most useful
when there are signs of new physics, since they allow to fix at least one of the observables.

4 Conclusions

In this talk we presented the results of reference 12. Here, a new way of rewriting the Yukawa
matrices of a non-universal DFSZ is found, allowing to link the flavour violating couplings of
the heavy radial modes in terms of the axion couplings. This minimal flavour structure allows
to connect flavour violating observables between the two sectors, the axion and the PQ-2HDM,
that is a UV-IR connection. We have shown in an example, that information about the heavy
modes can be obtained if a flavour violating axion is found. Specifically, if an axion is found
in the K → π a channel then the parameter space still allows for a detection in the future runs
of LHC, while if this discovery happens in other channels, e.g. B → Ka, the parameter of the
LHC would be already ruled out by astrophysics unless the model is astrophobic.

bThese expressions are given for 2N = 1 axion models.
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Figure 1 – Allowed parameters space after fixing the branching ratio of the axion to the current (solid), projected
sensitivity (dotted) and imposing the meson mixing bound on each channel. Bounds on collider searches of 2HDM
are shown in black, and astrophysical bounds for different axion scenarios are coloured in brown.
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