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We propose a novel paradigm for the QCD axion with high-quality Peccei-Quinn (PQ) symmetry
on the basis of electric-magnetic duality in the conformal window of a supersymmetric gauge theory.
PQ breaking fields, that contain the QCD axion, emerge in the magnetic theory and possess a large
anomalous dimension, which leads to not only generation of an intermediate scale of spontaneous PQ
breaking but also significant suppression of explicit PQ symmetry breaking operators. The high PQ
quality and the absence of a Landau pole in the color gauge coupling are achieved. The parameter
space to realize the correct abundance of the axion dark matter (DM) predicts explicit PQ violation
which may be probed by future measurements of the neutron electric dipole moment. In the other
viable parameter space, the lightest supersymmetric particle can become a DM candidate. Since
the model naturally accommodates a mechanism to suppress the axion isocurvature fluctuation, it
provides a complete solution to the strong CP problem as well as the identity of DM.

I. INTRODUCTION

The strong CP problem is a major unsolved question
in the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics. Non-
observation of the neutron electric dipole moment (EDM)
puts a bound on the strong CP phase, |θ̄| ≲ 10−10 [1, 2].
That is, CP violation is unnaturally suppressed in quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD). The most popular solution
to the problem is based on the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) mecha-
nism [3], where a spontaneously broken global symmetry
is introduced, resulting in the associated pseudo-Nambu-
Goldstone mode, called the axion [4, 5]. Since the vac-
uum expectation value (VEV) of the axion field is set to a
CP conserving vacuum below the QCD scale, the strong
CP phase θ̄ is cancelled out dynamically. Interestingly,
in the early Universe, the coherent oscillation of the same
axion field behaves as a matter fluid and can be a domi-
nant component of dark matter (DM) [6–8]. The nature
of the axion is controlled by the axion decay constant fa
which is constrained as 108 GeV ≲ fa ≲ 1012 GeV, where
the lower bound comes from the astrophysical cooling ar-
gument [9–17] and the upper bound is put by imposing
a condition that the axion DM is not overproduced for a
natural initial amplitude of the axion oscillation. Since
the axion mass and coupling strength with SM particles
depend on fa, various searches for the axion are currently
ongoing and planned in a vast range of fa (for a summary
of the current status, see Ref. [18]).

While the axion is attractive as a solution to the strong
CP problem and a DM candidate, there still remain ques-
tions to be answered. One is why spontaneous breaking
of the PQ symmetry occurs at such an intermediate scale
hierarchically smaller than the Planck scale, inducing the
instability of fa against radiative corrections from higher
scale physics. Another issue is the quality of the global
PQ symmetry [19–26]. In order to solve the strong CP
problem, any extra correction to the axion potential must

be suppressed at the level of O(10−10), which is incom-
patible with quantum gravity effects [24, 27–30]. A way
to solve these two questions is to make the axion compos-
ite [31–44]. The scale of fa is dynamically generated by
dimensional transmutation in a high-energy gauge the-
ory with quarks that form the composite axion after the
confinement, and the theory does not allow dangerous in-
teractions explicitly violating the PQ symmetry so that
the axion quality problem is ameliorated. However, one
general issue of a composite axion model is that since
many new colored particles are introduced to the model,
the SM color gauge coupling easily hits a Landau pole.
Another approach is the use of (super)conformal dynam-
ics [45, 46]. That is, a PQ breaking scalar field couples to
a conformal field theory (CFT) and holds a large anoma-
lous dimension, which leads to a significant suppression
of PQ-violating higher-dimensional operators expected
from quantum gravity effects. A marginally-relevant op-
erator triggers spontaneous breaking of the PQ symme-
try at an intermediate scale. The conformal invariance
is also spontaneously broken, generating a mass gap in
the CFT. Although this model can significantly amelio-
rate the axion quality problem, its complete solution is
only achieved in a limited parameter space with a small
gravitino mass.1

In the present paper, we explore a new paradigm that
a high-quality axion emerges through electric-magnetic
duality in an N = 1 supersymmetric non-Abelian gauge
theory [69]: two different (electric and magnetic) gauge
theories describe the same long distance physics.2 What

1 There have been several other attempts to the axion quality prob-
lem such as warped extra dimension models [47–50], the visible
axion [51–60] and the introduction of a gauge symmetry protect-
ing the PQ symmetry [61–68].

2 The electric-magnetic duality in the axion electrodynamics has
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is amazing in this duality is that the weakly interacting
region of one theory is mapped to the strongly interacting
region of the other. To build a high-quality axion model,
we define our electric theory in conformal window at a
UV scale. Then, the theory flows into a conformal fixed
point where the magnetic theory gives a better descrip-
tion and contains PQ breaking fields. As we will see, the
generation of the scale fa and the axion quality problem
are addressed by a combination of mechanisms realized
in the composite and conformal axion models. Hence,
the model occupies an intermediate position between the
composite and conformal axions: a larger number of color
in the electric theory, which tends to suffer from a Lan-
dau pole in the ordinary QCD gauge coupling, would
lead to the composite axion, while a smaller number of
color would make the electric theory a better descrip-
tion, realizing the conformal axion (in this case, we need
to introduce elementary PQ breaking fields). Then, the
problems in the composite and conformal axion models
are potentially resolved. In fact, we will see that the
high PQ quality and the absence of a Landau pole in the
color gauge coupling are achieved at the same time. Fur-
thermore, it will be shown that the model possesses an
intrinsic mechanism to suppress the isocurvature fluctua-
tion of the light axion and significantly relax a constraint
on the scale of inflation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we present our axion model in both electric and magnetic
pictures, and discuss the generation of the PQ symmetry
breaking scale. The stabilization of the saxion direction
with supersymmetry (SUSY) breaking is also performed.
Sec. III studies the issue of a Landau pole in the QCD
gauge coupling. In Sec. IV, we estimate the quality of
the PQ symmetry and identify a viable parameter space
of the model. Sec. V discusses implications on the DM
in our model and the issue of isocurvature fluctuations.
Finally, Sec. VI is devoted to conclusions and discussions.

II. THE MODEL

We define our axion model with its electric picture and
then discuss the magnetic dual. The generation of the PQ
symmetry breaking scale is described by using the mag-
netic theory. The axion couplings to gluons and photons
are also presented. Finally, we introduce SUSY breaking
and perform the saxion stabilization.

A. Electric theory

Let us consider a supersymmetric SU(N) gauge theory
with NF pairs of vectorlike quarks, Q and Q̄, which be-
long to the (anti-)fundamental representation of SU(N).

been recently discussed in Ref. [70] in the context of the N = 2
Seiberg-Witten theory [71].

The theory is in conformal window and flows into a non-
trivial IR fixed point [72]. Here, our focus is on the case
that the number of flavors is an even number, parame-
terized as NF = 2N − δ with δ = 2, 4, 6, . . . (< N/2).
We then divide the quarks Q, Q̄ into two parts, repre-
sented by Qa(Q̄

a), Qα(Q̄
α) with a ∈ (1, . . . , NF /2) and

α ∈ (NF /2 + 1, . . . , NF ), and assign them with differ-
ent charges under the global U(1)PQ symmetry. In ad-
dition, we introduce gauge-singlet chiral supermultiplets,
η b
a , ξ β

α , Z α
a , Z̄ a

α , to stabilize extra fields appearing in the
magnetic picture, which we will see later. The theory
respects U(1)PQ×SU(NF /2)1×SU(NF /2)2 flavor sym-
metry. The charge assignments are summarized in Table
I where we define PQ charges,

χ1 ≡ 2N −NF

2N
, χ2 ≡ NF

2N
, (1)

so that the U(1)PQ is not anomalous under SU(N) to
avoid the axion coupling to the SU(N) gauge field. The
assignment of the U(1)R charge is determined by the su-
perconformal nature. The flavor symmetry SU(NF /2)1
is weakly gauged and the SM color gauge group SU(3)c
as well as the hypercharge U(1)Y is embedded in it. The
U(1)PQ symmetry has anomaly under the SU(3)c whose
anomaly coefficient is given by AU(1)PQ−SU(3)c−SU(3)c =

−Ñ with Ñ ≡ NF − N . Note that an anomaly-free (or
gaugeable) discrete symmetry ZÑ remains as a residual
symmetry. We impose the discrete symmetry to forbid
some explicit U(1)PQ violating operators and realize the
PQ symmetry at the renormalizable level.

The symmetry allows the following superpotential with
a Planck-suppressed operator:

Wel = ν1η
b

a Q̄aQb + ν2ξ
β

α Q̄αQβ

+ Z α
b Q̄bQα + Z̄ b

α Q̄αQb +MZ α
a Z̄ a

α

− ι

MPl
(Q̄aQa)(Q̄

αQα) , (2)

where ν1, ν2, ι are dimensionless coupling constants, M
is a mass parameter and MPl ≡ 1/

√
8πG denotes the

reduced Planck mass scale with G the Newton constant.
We have omitted to explicitly write coupling constants in
front of the first and second terms in the second line. As
we will see, the Planck-suppressed operator plays an es-
sential role for spontaneous breaking of the U(1)PQ sym-
metry. At the scale of M , the fields Z, Z̄ are integrated
out, and we obtain the low-energy effective superpoten-
tial,

W
(eff)
el = ν1η

b
a Q̄aQb + ν2ξ

β
α Q̄αQβ

− κ

M
(Q̄αQa)(Q̄

aQα)−
ι

MPl
(Q̄aQa)(Q̄

αQα) ,

(3)

where κ is introduced as a dimensionless coupling con-
stant.
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Qa Q̄a Qα Q̄α η b
a ξ β

α Z α
a Z̄ a

α

SU(N) □ □̄ □ □̄ 1 1 1 1

SU(NF /2)1 □ □̄ 1 1 Adj 1 □ □̄

SU(NF /2)2 1 1 □ □̄ 1 Adj □̄ □

U(1)PQ(⊃ ZÑ ) χ1 χ2 −χ2 −χ1 −1 1 0 0

U(1)R
NF−N

NF

NF−N
NF

NF−N
NF

NF−N
NF

2N
NF

2N
NF

2N
NF

2N
NF

TABLE I. The charge assignments in the electric theory.

qa q̄a qα q̄α Φ+Ψ Φ̄ + Ψ̄ Σ Ξ η b
a ξ β

α

SU(NF −N) □ □̄ □ □̄ 1 1 1 1 1 1

SU(NF /2)1 □̄ □ 1 1 1+Adj 1 □ □̄ Adj 1

SU(NF /2)2 1 1 □̄ □ 1 1+Adj □̄ □ 1 Adj

U(1)PQ −1 0 0 1 1 −1 0 0 −1 1

U(1)R
N
NF

N
NF

N
NF

N
NF

2(NF−N)
NF

2(NF−N)
NF

2(NF−N)
NF

2(NF−N)
NF

2N
NF

2N
NF

TABLE II. The charge assignments in the magnetic theory.

B. Magnetic theory

Corresponding to the presented electric SU(N) gauge
theory with NF ≥ N + 2 flavors, there exists the dual

magnetic SU(Ñ) gauge theory [69], which contains NF

vectorlike pairs of dual quarks q, q̄ and N2
F gauge sin-

glets M j
i with i, j = 1, 2, · · ·NF , as well as η

b
a , ξ β

α intro-
duced in the electric theory. The superpotential includes
Wmag ⊃ qMq̄. Note that the magnetic dual theory is also
in conformal window. According to the flavor structure
of our model, the gauge singlets M can be decomposed
in terms of NF /2×NF /2 matrices:

M ≡

(
Φδba +Ψ b

a Σ β
a

Ξ b
α Φ̄δβα + Ψ̄ β

α

)
. (4)

Here, Φ (Φ̄) and Ψ (Ψ̄) are defined as the trace and trace-
less parts of M b

a (M β
α ), respectively. Table II summa-

rizes the charge assignments in the magnetic dual the-
ory. We note that the ‘t Hooft anomaly [73] is matched
between the electric and magnetic theories. In partic-
ular, the U(1)PQ symmetry has anomaly under SU(3)c
with the same anomaly coefficient as the electric theory,

AU(1)PQ−SU(3)c−SU(3)c = −Ñ .
The correspondence between the gauge singlets M in

the magnetic theory and the quark bilinears in the elec-
tric theory is written as3

(Φ + Ψ) b
a ↔ Q̄bQa

Λ′ , (Φ̄ + Ψ̄) β
α ↔ Q̄βQα

Λ′ ,

Σ β
a ↔ Q̄βQa

Λ′ , Ξ b
α ↔ Q̄bQα

Λ′ . (5)

3 The electric baryon Ba1...akα1...αN−k corresponds to the mag-
netic baryon bak+1...aNF /2αN−k+1...αNF /2

.

Here, the normalization factor Λ′ is a holomorphic and
charge neutral scale and given in terms of the holomor-
phic scale in the electric theory Λel and that in the mag-
netic theory Λmag:

Λ′NF = (−1)N−NFΛ3N−NF

el Λ3(NF−N)−NF
mag . (6)

In the following discussion, we assume Λ′ ≃ Λel ≃ Λmag.
Then, corresponding to the superpotential of the elec-
tric theory in Eq. (3), the superpotential of the magnetic
theory is given by

Wmag = λ(Φqaq̄a + qaΨ b
a q̄b) + λ̄(Φ̄qαq̄α + qαΨ̄ β

α q̄β)

+ ρqaΣ β
a q̄β + ρ̄qαΞ b

α q̄b −MΦΦΦ̄−MΣΞΣ
α
a Ξ a

α

+ ν1Λ
′η b

a Ψ a
b + ν2Λ

′ξ β
α Ψ̄ α

β , (7)

where λ, λ̄, ρ, ρ̄ denote constant coefficients, and we have
introduced new dimensionful parameters,

MΦ ≡ ι

(
NF

2

)2
Λ′2

MPl
, MΣΞ ≡ κ

Λ′2

M
. (8)

We can see from Eq. (7) that the fields Σ,Ξ form a mass
term, and Ψ, Ψ̄ form mass terms with η, ξ, respectively.
After integrating out those massive fields, the effective
superpotential is given by

W (eff)
mag = λΦqaq̄a + λ̄Φ̄qαq̄α −MΦΦΦ̄ . (9)

When Φ, Φ̄ develop nonzero VEVs as we will see below,
the U(1)PQ symmetry is spontaneously broken, and the
Φ interaction with qa, q̄a induces the Chern-Simons term
with the SU(3)c gluon in the low-energy effective theory.
Thus, our model works as a KSVZ-like QCD axion model

[74, 75], with the domain wall number Ñ ≡ NF −N .

C. Peccei-Quinn scale

Based on the magnetic description of our model, let us
now discuss spontaneous breaking of the U(1)PQ symme-
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try. In addition to Eq. (9), a non-perturbative effect of
supersymmetric QCD (SQCD) generates a superpoten-
tial for Φ, Φ̄ [46]. Assuming Φ, Φ̄ obtain nonzero VEVs,
one can see that the dual quarks qa, q̄a and qα, q̄α ac-
quire masses of λΦ and λ̄Φ̄, respectively. Then, at the
energy scale of those quark masses, they are decoupled.
The low-energy effective theory is given by a pure super
Yang-Mills which leads to gaugino condensation,

Wgaugino = (NF −N)Λ3
new , (10)

with

Λ3
new = (λΦ)

NF
2(NF −N) (λ̄Φ̄)

NF
2(NF −N)Λ

2NF −3N

NF −N

mag , (11)

determined by matching the dynamical scales before and
after integrating out q, q̄. The dynamically generated su-
perpotential (10) and the third mass term in Eq. (9) lead
to the F-term potential for the scalar components of Φ
and Φ̄,

VF (Φ, Φ̄) · ZΦ

=

∣∣∣∣MΦΦ− NF

2
λ̄Λ

2NF −3N

NF −N

mag (λΦ)
NF

2(NF −N)
(
λ̄Φ̄
) 2N−NF

2(NF −N)

∣∣∣∣2
+

∣∣∣∣MΦΦ̄− NF

2
λΛ

2NF −3N

NF −N

mag (λΦ)
2N−NF

2(NF −N)
(
λ̄Φ̄
) NF

2(NF −N)

∣∣∣∣2 .
(12)

Here, ZΦ denotes the wavefunction renormalization fac-
tor for Φ, Φ̄. The F-term potential has two degenerate
minima:

⟨Φ⟩ =
〈
Φ̄
〉
= 0 , (13)

and

〈
ΦΦ̄
〉

=
Λ2
mag

λλ̄

(
2MΦ

NFλλ̄Λmag

) 2(NF −N)

2N−NF

. (14)

While the former vacuum indicates the symmetric phase,
the latter vacuum spontaneously breaks the U(1)PQ sym-
metry. We assume the latter vacuum is realized through-
out the history of the Universe.

During the regime where the theory is at the conformal
fixed point, the kinetic terms of Φ, Φ̄ experience a signifi-
cant wavefunction renormalization due to a large anoma-
lous dimension, which one needs to take into account to
find the U(1)PQ breaking scale [45]. The wavefunction
renormalization factors for Φ, Φ̄ and q, q̄ are respectively
given by

ZΦ =

(
Mc

Λ

)−γΦ

, (15)

Zq =

(
Mc

Λ

)−γq

, (16)

with γΦ ≡ 4−6N/NF and γq ≡ −(2NF −3N)/NF . Here,
Λ stands for the scale at which the theory enters into the

Schematic picture

μ
MPlΛΛelMc ∼ fPQMSUSYMEW

conformal regime

mSQCD eSQCDMSSMSM

Λmag

FIG. 1. Hierarchies of scales in the model. Here, MSUSY and
MEW represent the SUSY and electroweak symmetry break-
ing scales, respectively. eSQCD and mSQCD denote the elec-
tric and magnetic pictures of our model.

conformal regime while Mc represents the energy scale at
which the theory exits from that regime. The canonically

normalized U(1)PQ breaking fields Φ̂, ˆ̄Φ and dual quarks
q̂, ˆ̄q are written as

Φ̂ =
√
ZΦ Φ , ˆ̄Φ =

√
ZΦ Φ̄ , (17)

q̂a(α) =
√

Zq q
a(α) , ˆ̄qa(α) =

√
Zq q̄a(α) . (18)

The theory exits from the conformal regime at the scale

Mc ∼ λ⟨|Φ̂|⟩ ∼ λ̄⟨| ˆ̄Φ|⟩. Then, the U(1)PQ breaking scale
is given by

fPQ ≡
√
⟨Φ̂ ˆ̄Φ⟩ ≃ Mc√

λλ̄

=

(
Λ

Λmag

) NF (2NF −3N)

3(2N−NF )(NF −N) Λ√
λλ̄

(
2MΦ

NFλλ̄Λ

) NF
3(2N−NF )

≃
(
Λmag

Λ

) NNF
3(NF −N)(2N−NF ) Λ√

λλ̄

(
ιNFΛ

2λλ̄MPl

) 2N−δ
3δ

.

(19)

The third equality utilizes Eq. (8) with Λ′ ≃ Λmag. While
the conformal entering scale Λ is determined by solving

the renormalization group (RG) equations for the SU(Ñ)
gauge coupling g and λ, λ̄ with initial conditions at a UV
scale, Λmag is defined as the holomorphic dynamical scale
in the magnetic picture. These scales are closely related
to each other, depending on the initial condition of the
gauge coupling at a UV scale for RG equations. With-
out any fine tuning, we find Λ/Λmag = O(1− 102). One
can see from Eq. (19) that an intermediate scale of the
U(1)PQ breaking fPQ is generated as the scale Λ is nat-
urally smaller than the Planck scale. Fig. 1 summarizes
hierarchies of scales in our model. We take M ≃ Λ, so
that extra singlet fields decouple at the conformal enter-
ing scale Λ. In the following discussion, we focus on this
case for simplicity.
We expand the scalar components of the PQ breaking

fields around their VEVs, v ≡ |⟨Φ̂⟩| and v̄ ≡ |⟨ ˆ̄Φ⟩|:

Φ̂ = v exp

(
σ + ia

Fa

)
, ˆ̄Φ = v̄ exp

(
−σ + ia

Fa

)
. (20)

Here, σ, a represent the saxion and axion fields, respec-
tively, and Fa/

√
2 ≡

√
v2 + v̄2. After integrating out the
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heavy quark superfields q, q̄, the effective theory has the
axion-gluon coupling as well as the axion-photon coupling
due to anomaly,

La =
Ñ

2

g2s
16π2

a

Fa
Gi

µνG̃
iµν + E

e2

16π2

a

Fa
Fµν F̃

µν , (21)

where gs, e are the gauge couplings for the SU(3)c and

U(1)EM, respectively, and G, G̃ (F, F̃ ) denote the gluon
(photon) field strength and its dual. The electromagnetic

anomaly factor is given by E = −nf Ñq2EM where qEM is
the U(1)EM charge of qa and nf denotes the number of
qa with nonzero U(1)EM charge. Then, the axion decay

constant can be defined as Fa/Ñ with the domain wall

number identified with Ñ . Taking the basis without the
gluon operator, we obtain the usual form of the axion-
photon coupling, given by

Laγ =
gaγ
4

aFµν F̃
µν , (22)

with

gaγ =
α

2πFa/Ñ

(
−2nfq

2
EM − 2.03

)
. (23)

Here, α is the fine structure constant, and we have used
mu/md = 0.462 [76]. Since the sign of the first term
in the parenthesis can be changed by the definition of
the PQ charge, the axion coupling to photons can be
enhanced or suppressed, depending on the U(1)Y charge
assignment.

By using Eq. (19), the axion decay constant Fa/Ñ is
shown in Fig. 2 (orange lines) as a function of the confor-
mal entering scale Λ. Here we take NF = 2N − 2, ι = 1,
and Λ/Λmag = 5, 100 in the left and right panels, respec-

tively. The values of λ, λ̄ for each Ñ are determined at
the IR fixed point and estimated at the two-loop level by
using SARAH [77] where QCD effects are ignored. The

figure demonstrates that an intermediate scale for Fa/Ñ
emerges in the theory with much higher scales.

D. SUSY breaking

There exists a flat direction in Eq. (14), which we call
the saxion. In the SUSY limit, the saxion is massless, but
SUSY breaking can deform the flat direction and induce
a nonzero saxion mass. Let us consider the following soft

SUSY breaking terms for Φ̂, ˆ̄Φ and q̂, ˆ̄q in the magnetic
theory:

Lsoft = − ˆ̃qa∗m2
qa
ˆ̃qa − ˆ̄̃qam

2
q̄a
ˆ̄̃q∗a

− ˆ̃qα∗m2
qα

ˆ̃qα − ˆ̄̃qαm
2
q̄α
ˆ̄̃q∗α

− m2
Φ|Φ̂|2 −m2

Φ̄|
ˆ̄Φ|2, (24)

where q, q̄ with tilde represent their scalar components,
and we have ignored SUSY breaking A-terms correspond-
ing to the superpotential (9) for simplicity. All soft mass

parameters are assumed at around the TeV scale, which
is much smaller than the U(1)PQ breaking scale. Taking
m2

qa = m2
q̄a = m2

qα = m2
q̄α ≡ ∆m2 and using Eq. (9), we

obtain the one-loop Coleman-Weinberg potential [78],

VCW(Φ̂, ˆ̄Φ)

=
ÑNF

64π2

[(
λ2|Φ̂|2 +∆m2

)2
log

(
1 +

∆m2

λ2|Φ̂|2

)

+
(
λ̄2| ˆ̄Φ|2 +∆m2

)2
log

(
1 +

∆m2

λ̄2| ˆ̄Φ|2

)]
. (25)

Summing up all contributions, the total scalar potential
for Φ, Φ̄ is expressed as

V (Φ̂, ˆ̄Φ) = VF + Vsoft + VCW , (26)

where Eq. (12) gives the first term of the right hand side
and the soft mass-squared terms give the second contri-
bution.

Since the F -term potential VF is dominant, we can take

Φ̂ ˆ̄Φ = f2
PQ and focus on the flat direction. The VEVs for

Φ̂, ˆ̄Φ with SUSY breaking effects are then obtained as

v ≡ ⟨|Φ̂|⟩

≃ fPQ

(
(3ÑNFλ

2/64π2)∆m2 +NFm
2
Φ/2

(3ÑNF λ̄2/64π2)∆m2 +NFm2
Φ̄
/2

)1/4

, (27)

v̄ ≡ ⟨| ˆ̄Φ|⟩

≃ fPQ

(
(3ÑNF λ̄

2/64π2)∆m2 +NFm
2
Φ̄
/2

(3ÑNFλ2/64π2)∆m2 +NFm2
Φ/2

)1/4

. (28)

For m2
Φ = m2

Φ̄
and λ = λ̄ which lead to v = v̄ = fPQ and

the approximation ∆m2 ≪ f2
PQ, we can simply write the

saxion mass-squared as

m2
σ ≃ 2m2

Φ +
ÑNFλ

2

32π2
∆m2 . (29)

Note that the saxion direction is stabilized only when the
following condition is satisfied:

m2
Φ +

ÑNFλ
2

64π2
∆m2 > 0 . (30)

This condition puts a constraint on the soft SUSY break-
ing parameters at the U(1)PQ breaking scale fPQ. These
parameters evolve down to the scale fPQ by RG equa-
tions, and hence the proper initial values at a UV scale
are required to satisfy the condition. For the RG evo-
lution, see Fig. 2 in Ref. [46], which we have confirmed
that is the same behavior with our case by replacing N

by Ñ .
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FIG. 2. The relation between the conformal entering scale Λ and the axion decay constant Fa/Ñ (orange lines). The blue

line corresponds to the lower bound to solve the Landau pole problem where Λ and Fa/Ñ are assumed to be independent. The
allowed region is above each blue line. The intersection of the orange and blue lines, represented by the red dot, is the actual
lower bound on Λ for each N . Here, we take NF = 2N − 2, ι = 1,Λ/Λmag = 5 (100) in the left (right) panel, and use the values
of λ, λ̄ estimated at the fixed point.

III. LANDAU POLE PROBLEM

We now investigate the issue of a Landau pole for the
SM SU(3)c gauge coupling gs in our model. The one-loop
beta function coefficient is given by

βgs ≡ µ
dgs
dµ

= − g3s
16π2

×



bSM , MEW < µ < MSUSY ,

bMSSM , MSUSY < µ < fPQ ,

bmSQCD , fPQ < µ < Λ ,

beSQCD , Λ < µ < MPl ,

(31)

where bi (i = SM, MSSM, mSQCD, eSQCD) are calcu-
lated in different effective theories: the SM, MSSM, mag-
netic picture and electric picture of our model, respec-
tively. The first two coefficients are given by bSM = 7
and bMSSM = 3 as usual. Since the SU(3)c is embedded
in the weakly gauged SU(NF /2)1, the fields charged un-
der SU(NF /2)1 in Tab. I,II contribute to bmSQCD and
beSQCD. For the energy region of fPQ < µ < Λ where
the magnetic picture gives a better description, the fields
η, ξ,Ψ, Ψ̄,Σ,Ξ, which have been integrated out, as well as
the SU(NF /2)1 singlets Φ, Φ̄, qα, q̄α do not contribute to
bmSQCD. The first half of magnetic quarks qa, q̄a, which

are Ñ = NF −N fundamental and anti-fundamental rep-
resentations of SU(3)c, contribute to bmSQCD. Then, in-
cluding the contributions from the SU(3)c gauge super-

multiplet and the MSSM quarks, we find

bmSQCD = 3T (Adj)−
∑

MSSM

T (□)−
∑

mSQCD

T (□)

= 3× 3− 12× 1

2
− 2Ñ × 1

2
= 3− (NF −N) , (32)

with T (Adj) = 3 and T (□) = T (□̄) = 1
2 . For the en-

ergy region of Λ < µ < MPl where the electric theory is
valid, similarly, the singlets ξ,Qα, Q̄

α do not contribute
to beSQCD, while the electric quarks Qa, Q̄

a are N (anti-
)fundamentals of SU(3)c, the extra fields Z, Z̄ are NF /2
(anti-)fundamentals and η is composed of one adjoint rep-
resentation and (NF /2−3) (anti-)fundamentals. The last
statement comes from the decomposition of the adjoint
of SU(NF /2)1:

AdjNF/2 = Adj3 +

(
NF

2
− 3

)(
□3 + □̄3

)
+ 1 . (33)

Thus we obtain

beSQCD = 3× 3− 12× 1

2
− 2N × 1

2

− 2
NF

2
× 1

2
− 2

(
NF

2
− 3

)
× 1

2
− 3

= 3− (NF +N) . (34)

We solve Eq. (31) and see how gs runs with the energy
scale µ. For our typical values of N and NF , bmSQCD and
beSQCD are negative and there exists a Landau pole for
gs at a high energy scale ΛLP. The Landau pole problem
occurs when ΛLP is smaller than the Planck scale MPl,
which indicates that the theory breaks down before a UV
theory above MPl appears.
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Equivalent to Eq. (31), we have a simpler form for the
calculation of the scale of a Landau pole,

d

d lnµ
α−1
s =

bi
2π

, (35)

where αs =
g2
s

4π and i = SM, MSSM, mSQCD, eSQCD.
Then, the Landau pole appears at

ΛLP = Λexp

[
− 2π

beSQCD

(
α−1
s (mZ) +

bSM
2π

ln
MSUSY

mZ

+
bMSSM

2π
ln

fPQ

MSUSY
+

bmSQCD

2π
ln

Λ

fPQ

)]
(36)

with mZ = 91.1876GeV and αs(mZ) = 0.1179 [76]. By
requiring ΛLP to be larger than MPl, we obtain the al-
lowed region for the conformal entering scale Λ and the
U(1)PQ breaking scale fPQ. The result is shown in Fig. 2,
where we transform fPQ into the axion decay constant by

Fa/Ñ ≃ 2fPQ/Ñ in the limit of v = v̄ = fPQ. For the

blue lines in Fig. 2, Λ and Fa/Ñ are taken to be inde-
pendent to give a tendency for solving the Landau pole
problem. Here we take NF = 2N − 2 and N = 6, 7, 8, 9
for each line. The allowed region for each N is above the
blue line. It shows that to solve the Landau pole problem

requires a larger Λ and a larger Fa/Ñ (fPQ). In fact, Λ

and Fa/Ñ (fPQ) are related by Eq. (19) and the relation-
ship is represented by the orange lines. Thus the inter-
section of each pair of the blue and orange lines, shown
as the red dot, represents the actual lower bound for Λ

and Fa/Ñ . For Λ/Λmag = 100, we can take a larger value
of Λ to obtain the intermediate PQ scale, which shortens
the range of the electric theory. Thus, one can see from
the right panel that the range of the decay constant to
avoid the Landau pole problem is broader than that of
Λ/Λmag = 5.

IV. QUALITY OF PQ SYMMETRY

Let us discuss the quality of the PQ symmetry in the
presence of Planck-suppressed operators explicitly break-
ing the PQ symmetry, and investigate whether the high
PQ quality is consistent with the avoidance of the Lan-
dau pole problem. Respecting the anomaly-free discrete
symmetry ZÑ , we can write the most dangerous PQ vi-
olating operators as

W��PQ = c��PQ
(Q̄aQa)

Ñ

M2Ñ−3
Pl

+ c̄��PQ
(Q̄αQα)

Ñ

M2Ñ−3
Pl

↔ Z
−Ñ/2
Φ

(
Λ′

MPl

)Ñ
c��PQΦ̂

Ñ + c̄��PQ
ˆ̄ΦÑ

M Ñ−3
Pl

. (37)

Here, c��PQ, c̄��PQ denote coupling coefficients, and we have
used the duality (5) and the renormalization of Eq. (17)

in the second line. Comparing the present result with
that of the model discussed in Ref. [46], the same PQ
violating operator receives an extra suppression factor

(Λ′/MPl)
Ñ in our model. With a constant superpoten-

tial term, W = m3/2M
2
Pl where m3/2 denotes the grav-

itino mass, the scalar potential in supergravity, V ⊃
−3WW ∗/M2

Pl, leads to

V��PQ =

(
Mc

Λ

) ÑγΦ
2
(

Λ′

MPl

)Ñ κ��PQm3/2v
Ñ

M Ñ−3
Pl

cos

(
Ñ

a

Fa
+ φ

)
,

(38)

where κ��PQ is defined as an O(1) constant and φ repre-
sents a phase. For simplicity, we have assumed v ≃ v̄.
The potential (38) should be compared with the axion

potential generated from the ordinary QCD effect,

VQCD = χ0

[
1− cos

(
Ñ

a

Fa

)]
, (39)

where χ0 = (75.5 MeV)4 is the topological susceptibility
at the zero temperature [79]. To quantitatively estimate
the quality of the U(1)PQ symmetry, we then introduce
a quality factor defined by

Q ≡
|V��PQ|max

|VQCD|max

≃
(
Λmag

Λ

) (NF −N)(3N−NF )

2N−NF

κ��PQ(λλ̄)
−NF (NF −N)

2(2N−NF )

×
(
ιNF

2

) (NF −N)2

2N−NF
(

Λ

MPl

) (NF −N)(3N−NF )

2N−NF

×
m3/2M

3
Pl

χ0
sinφ . (40)

Here, the subscript “max” denotes the maximum height
of a potential and we use Λ′ ≃ Λmag. Without fine tun-
ing in the phase, φ = O(1), the potential minimum of
the axion will be shifted by a factor of Q from the CP-
conserving minimum. Considering the experimental con-
straint [80], the factor Q must be smaller than 10−10 to
address the strong CP problem.
Fig. 3 shows the contours for Q = 10−10 (represented

by the blue solid lines) and Q = 10−12 (blue dashed

lines) in the m3/2 − Λ plane for Ñ = 5, 6, 7 with NF =

2N − 2, i.e. Ñ = N − 2. Here, we take Λ/Λmag =
5 (100) in the left (right) panel and ι = κ��PQ = φ =
1, and use the values of λ, λ̄ estimated at the IR fixed
point. The scales on each line denote the axion decay
constants Fa/Ñ in the unit of GeV. The red dotted lines
represent the constraint from the Landau pole problem,
ΛLP > MPl, and for each N , it puts a lower bound on Λ.
The gray shaded region corresponds to the astrophysical
bounds, Fa/Ñ ≲ 108 GeV [9–17]. Below each blue solid
line and above each red dotted line, the quality of U(1)PQ

is compatible with the absence of the Landau pole to a
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Fa/Ñ < 108GeV

109

1017

Λ
Λ′ 

= 5

ι = 1
κPQ = 1
δ = 1

NF = 2N − 2 1011
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Ñ = 7
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FIG. 3. Contours of the quality factor for Q = 10−10 (blue solid lines) and Q = 10−12 (blue dashed lines) in the m3/2 − Λ

plane. The scales on each blue line denote the decay constant Fa/Ñ in the unit of GeV. We take ι = 1, κ��PQ = 1, NF = 2N −2,
and φ = 1, and utilize the values of λ, λ̄ estimated at the IR fixed point. The dynamical scale is taken as Λ/Λmag = 5, 100 in
the left and right panels, respectively. The red dotted line represents a lower bound on Λ from the Landau pole argument for

each Ñ (= N − 2). The gray shaded region is excluded by astrophysical bounds. The orange band corresponds to the correct
abundance of the axion DM, Ωa ≃ ΩCDM.

sufficiently good degree. In the range ofm3/2 shown here,

the cases of Ñ = 6, 7 are promising for Λ/Λmag = 5. On
the other hand, one can see from the right panel that the
quality of the PQ symmetry becomes much higher for a
larger Λ/Λmag. This is because the suppression due to
the wavefunction renormalization becomes significant. In

this case, the theory with Ñ ≥ 5 has the high quality PQ
symmetry without a Landau pole problem in a broader
range of the gravitino mass, which can be compared with
the previous work [45] where the gravitino mass is limited

below 10 GeV. In addition, one can see that the SU(Ñ)

gauge theory with Ñ = 5 becomes viable while it is not
in the setup of Ref. [46].

Let us comment on the value of δ. Although we have
mainly shown the results of δ = 2, a larger value is also

possible, as long as Ñ is sufficiently large for the theory to

be in conformal window. For example, Ñ ≥ 7 is required
for δ = 6. However, we have found that a larger value of
δ does not improve the PQ quality and the Landau pole
problem.

V. DM AXION IMPLICATIONS

Our axion model to address the strong CP problem has
a viable parameter space consistent with the range of the

axion decay constant, 1010 GeV ≲ Fa/Ñ ≲ 1012 GeV,
where the axion can give the observed abundance of DM.
At the QCD phase transition, the axion DM is produced
via the misalignment mechanism [6–8]. When the PQ

symmetry is spontaneously broken before inflation and is
never restored after inflation,4 the axion DM abundance
is obtained as [81]

Ωah
2 ≃ 0.14 θ2ini

(
Fa/Ñ

1012 GeV

)1.17

, (41)

where θini ≡ aini/(Fa/Ñ) is defined as the dimension-
less initial position of the axion field. Here we omit
the anharmonic effect whose contribution is not signif-
icant for the mass range of interest. The abundance
can be matched with the observed DM abundance for
Fa/Ñ ≃ 1012 GeV and θini = O(1). The orange band in
Fig. 3 shows the region with the correct abundance of DM

(Fa/Ñ ∼ 1012 GeV), which indicates Ñ = 7, NF = 16,
and m3/2 ≲ 1 MeV (1 GeV) for Λ/Λmag = 5 (100). It is
interesting to note that quantum gravity or some other
UV effects can leave footprints through the explicit PQ
symmetry violation in this region, which will be probed
by future neutron EDM experiments, such as the TU-
CAN, nEDM, n2EDM [82–84].
In the other region of the parameter space, the axion

is only a subdominant component of DM. Since our the-
ory is reduced to the MSSM at the electroweak scale,
the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP), such as the

4 If the PQ symmetry was spontaneously broken after inflation,
topological defects would easily dominate the Universe, because
the domain wall number is larger than 1 in our model.
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neutralino, can become a viable DM candidate, with the
conserved R-parity [85]. It is then important to note that
our high-quality axion model can accommodate a heavy
gravitino, m3/2 ≳ 10 − 100 TeV, where the mini-split-
type SUSY spectrum [86–89] can be realized.

Since the axion is very light and acquires quantum fluc-
tuation during inflation, the axionic isocurvature fluctu-
ation imposes an upper bound on the Hubble parameter
Hinf during inflation [90–93]. The isocurvature fluctua-
tion of cold dark matter (CDM) is given by [94]

SCDM ≃ δρCDM

ρCDM
≃ Ωa

ΩCDM

δρa
ρa

≃ Ωa

ΩCDM

2δa∗
a∗

, (42)

where ρa(CDM), δρa(CDM) respectively represent the axion
(CDM) energy density and its fluctuation, Ωa(CDM) is the
density parameter for the axion (CDM), and a∗, δa∗ are
the axion field value and its fluctuation during inflation.
The third equality uses the fact that ρa ∝ a2∗. Here the
photon fluctuation is ignored with a good approxima-
tion, and it is assumed that the isocurvature fluctuation
is generated only from the axion. The recent Planck data
of anisotropy of cosmic microwave background radiation
constrains the isocurvature fluctuation [95],

βiso(k∗) < 0.038 , (43)

where βiso is defined as the ratio between the power spec-
trum of the adiabatic and isocurvature fluctuations at the
scale of k∗ = 0.05Mpc−1. For a natural initial misalign-
ment angle which gives the correct abundance of DM, the
upper bound on the scale of inflation is given by

Hinf ≲ 2.7× 107 GeV

(
Fa/Ñ

1012 GeV

)0.42

. (44)

Compared to the current upper bound from the tensor-
to-scalar ratio [95], Hinf < 6.5 × 1013 GeV, the upper
bound (44) gives a stringent constraint on inflation mod-
els.

A possible way out of the axion isocurvature problem is
the Linde’s solution [96] where PQ breaking fields acquire
large VEVs during inflation, and the axion fluctuation is

significantly suppressed, δθ∗ ≃ ÑHinf/2πMPl. In this
case, the upper bound on the Hubble parameter during
inflation is given by

Hinf ≲ 9.1× 1012 GeV

(
7

Ñ

)(
1012 GeV

Fa/Ñ

)0.59

, (45)

where we use Ωa = ΩCDM. This is comparable to the cur-
rent upper bound from the tensor-to-scalar ratio. How-
ever, it has been recognized that this mechanism suffers
from the enhancement of fluctuations of the PQ breaking
scalar fields produced by parametric resonance [97]. Due
to those fluctuations, the PQ symmetry may be restored
after inflation, which leads to the domain wall problem
[98–101].

Flat direction

O

PQ

PQ
(MPl, f2PQ/MPl)

fPQ

fPQ

FIG. 4. The schematic picture of the minima of the PQ break-

ing fields (|Φ̂|, | ˆ̄Φ|). The black square at the origin denotes the
PQ symmetric point of Eq. (13), and the black line gives the

flat direction in Eq. (14). The field |Φ̂| obtains a large VEV
(red bullet) during inflation due to the Hubble induced mass
term. When SUSY breaking becomes relevant after inflation,
the oscillation along the flat direction starts around the point
(fPQ, fPQ) (blue circle).

Refs. [98, 100, 101] have discussed that a SUSY axion
model with a flat direction has a possibility to overcome
the shortcoming of the Linde’s solution. The argument
can be applied to our axion model with Eq. (14) whose
flat direction is deformed by the Hubble induced mass.
The scalar potential of Φ, Φ̄ is then given by

V = VF + Vsoft + VCW + cH2|Φ|2 + c̄H2|Φ̄|2 , (46)

where H denotes the Hubble parameter, and c, c̄ are di-
mensionless constants. The soft SUSY breaking terms
do not affect the dynamics during inflation but are rele-
vant to the oscillation after inflation. When we take e.g.

c < 0 and c̄ > 0, Φ̂, ˆ̄Φ are expected to acquire VEVs,
v ≃ MPl and v̄ ≃ f2

PQ/MPl, during inflation, so that the
mechanism to suppress the axion fluctuation works well
in our model. Fig. 4 shows the schematic picture of the

vacuum in the (|Φ̂|, | ˆ̄Φ|) plane, and the VEVs during in-
flation are denoted by the red bullet on the flat direction
(black line). When the oscillation along the flat direction
starts around the final vacuum (blue circle) due to SUSY
breaking, the fluctuations of the PQ breaking scalar fields
are generated via parametric resonance. However, those
fluctuations never restore the PQ symmetry. There is a
potential issue that the fluctuations make the distribu-
tion of the axion field completely flat, which may gener-
ate stable domain walls, but it is unlikely because we can
expect that a peak of the axion field fluctuation evolves
with time due to the axion gradient term. For a further
confirmation, numerical simulations are needed [100].
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VI. DISCUSSIONS

We have explored a new paradigm for the high-quality
QCD axion on the basis of electric-magnetic duality in
the conformal window of a SUSY gauge theory. The PQ
breaking fields emerge in the magnetic picture of the the-
ory. Their large anomalous dimension leads to not only
the intermediate scale of the spontaneous PQ violation
but also a significant suppression of explicit PQ symme-
try breaking operators. The high PQ quality and the
absence of a Landau pole in the color gauge coupling are
achieved at the same time. The parameter space to real-
ize the correct abundance of the axion DM with the decay
constant fa = 1010−1012 GeV predicts explicit PQ viola-
tion which may be probed by future measurements of the
neutron EDM. The axion isocurvature fluctuation can be
naturally suppressed by large VEVs of the PQ break-
ing fields during inflation. In the other viable parameter
space, the LSP can become a DM candidate. The model
accommodates a heavy gravitino, m3/2 ≳ 10− 100 TeV,
where the mini-split-type SUSY spectrum is realized.
Therefore, our high-quality axion model provides a com-

plete solution to the strong CP problem as well as the
identity of DM.
A supersymmetric axion model contains a scalar part-

ner, the saxion, as well as a fermionic partner called the
axino. In Sec. IID, we have discussed the stabilization of
the saxion with SUSY breaking effects, and it was found
that its mass is given by the soft mass scale ∼ 1 TeV.
Such a saxion mode can easily decay into gluons so that
any cosmological problem is not induced. On the other
hand, the axino can acquire a mass mã = O(m3/2) from

supergravity effects, L ⊃
∫
d4θ(A + A†)(X + X†)/MPl,

where A and X respectively denote the axion and SUSY
breaking superfields. Cosmologically, the overproduction
of the axino puts an upper bound on the reheating tem-
perature in some range of m3/2 [102].
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