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We consider the possibility of discovering a light pseudoscalar particle a, which could the axion or
an axion-like particle (ALP), interacting mainly with quarks using the electron and photon scattering
reaction chain e+ 272 —we+~v+ Z; v+ Z — a+ Z on nuclei in the NA64 experiment at the CERN
SPS. New bounds on the coupling strengths of the axion/ALP with quarks and of pseudoscalar
mesons P = m,n,n" with dark fermions are obtained by using existing upper bounds on invisible
decay modes of Ps including those recently derived by NA64. We also study a scenario when the a
plays the role of a messenger in the communication between our world and the dark sector.

I. INTRODUCTION

Pseudoscalar mesons play important role in contemporary particle physics [1]. In particular, due to the nontrivial
structure of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) vacuum eight light pseudoscalar mesons (7, K, ) appear as Goldstone
massless particles associated with spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry. The source of explicit breaking of chiral
symmetry is the current quark masses m,. In particular, the masses of m, K, and 7 at the leading order of chiral
expansion are proportional to m, and the quark condensate, the parameter of spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry.
The dynamics of light pseudoscalars is well and consistently described by the chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) |2,13].

The QCD vacuum is also responsible for a CP violation in the QCD Lagrangian, producing the so-called -term. The
f-term is induced by the instanton effects |4] and related to such important physical phenomena as the nonvanishing
electric dipole moment of the neutron and rare two-pion decays of the n and 1’ mesons [5-10]. To resolve the strong
CP-violation in QCD the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) mechanism has been proposed [L1]. This mechanism is based on the idea
of existing a new type of QCD symmetry (the PQ symmetry), which is spontaneously broken at scale much larger
than the electroweak scale to be consistent with data, astrophysical and cosmological phenomena [12,[13]. Tt gives rise
a new pseudoscalar particle, axion [14, [15]. The QCD axion mass has been be calculated using chiral algebra leading
to two equivalent results |14, [15] and [7], which are differed by interpretation of the vacuum expectation of the scalar
field, which is related to the effective Fermi constant G in [14] and a free parameter in |7]. Finally, restricting to the
two flavor (u, d) picture one can express the QCD axion mass as M7 gop = (Fr/fa)?MZmyma/(my + ma)?, where
fao is the axion decay constant, F; = 92.4 MeV and M, are the pion decay constant and mass, m, and mgy are the
current masses of the w and d quarks, respectively. The vacuum expectation value of the axion can be fixed to cancel
the theta parameter and solve strong CP-violation problem. During past decades the QCD axion and its extension
to the sector of so-called axion-like particles (ALPs) were extensively used for possible resolutions of existing puzzles
in astro-particle and particle physics, and cosmology starting from the strong CP-violation problem, including rare
processes, and considerations of them as a portal to Dark Matter (DM).

The mass of the ninth pseudoscalar 7’ is much larger than their eight partners (7, K, n) and it can be included
in QCD using large N, arguments indicating that QCD at large N, is reasonable approximation to the real world of
strong interactions [L6-19]. Using 1/N,. expansion one can solve U4(1) problem without instantons and relate it to
existence of the ninth Goldstone boson, 1’ meson [17, [18]. In particular [17], it was argued that at large N, the axial
U4 (1) symmetry is exact, the corresponding current is conserved, and 7’ meson manifests itself as a massless Ux(1)
Goldstone. The U4(1) symmetry is violated by the gluon anomaly, which together with the " meson mass M, scales
as 1/N. and vanishes at N. — co. Moreover, at large N, limit the soft ' theorems take place, which have analogy
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with the soft pion theorems. Later, in Ref. [1&], it was shown that ideas of Ref. |[17] are consistent with expected 6
dependences and anomalous Ward identities.

In order to involve the 1’ state in the low-energy chiral Lagrangians, the Large N. ChPT has been developed
in Refs. [19-24]. In particular, it was shown that the 7’ meson can be included in the ChPT Lagrangian doing
replacement of the SU(3) chiral field by one representing an element U(x) of the U(3) group, whose phase ¢ defined
as detU(z) = e™(*) and is identified with singlet field 7°. Effective Lagrangian is constructed in terms of the chiral
field U(z) and expanded in powers of 1/N., powers of the momenta, and current quark masses. Physical states of n
and 7’ meson appear as result of the n° —»® mixing. Large mass of the i’ meson is explained by the sizable contribution
of the Ua(1) anomaly m3 or the topological susceptibility 7 of the purely gluonic theory. The quantity 7 = m3 is
counted in the 1/N, expansion as O(N?). In Ref. |23] the 7° — 7 — 1’ mixing has been studied. The mixing of three
pseudoscalars was represented in terms of three angles: € = 0r,, € = 0r,, and 6,,,. It was shown that the isospin
breaking angles € and €' are proportional to the quark mass ratio (mg —m,)/(ms — ), where 1 = (m,, +mgy)/2, and
the combinations of the cos,,, and sinf,, . Another important finding of the Large V. QCD is the mixing of the
leptonic decay constants of the 1 and 1’ mesons [24], which are parametrized by two mixing angles 6y (singlet) and
fs (octet) specifying the 7 and 1’ projections of the states A)|0) and A%|0), where A), and A% are the U(3) singlet
and octet axial-vector quark currents. Later importance of such a mixing of the leptonic decay constants of the 1 and
1’ mesons was investigated and proved in Refs. |25, 26] in the analysis of the two-photon decay rates, Pyy and V P~y
transition form factors.

In this work we study the possibility of discovering a light pseudoscalar particle a (either axion or ALP) interacting
mainly with quarks and light dark matter with the NA64 experiment at the CERN SPS. It is a continuation of a series
of our papers on the searching for new physics by using the charge exchange reactions at NA64 [27, [28]. Namely, we
consider the electron and photon scattering reaction chain

e+Z ve+yv+Ziv+Z —=a+ 2 (1)

on nuclei as a source of a’s, and obtain new bounds on the a coupling strength with quarks and new limits on invisible
pseudoscalar meson P (P = 7%, 5, 1’) decays using the corresponding constraints on () from NA64. Also we study
the possibility that the a plays the role of a messenger in the communication between our world and dark sector.

In this vein, we take into account the a — P mixing, previously discussed in the literature, see, e.g., Refs. [8],|29]-|46]
based on the chiral Lagrangian. For the first time, this Lagrangian was derived in Ref. |[§] as an extension of the
ChPT Lagrangian |2, 13, [19], where the derived a — P mixing results in the producing of two types of the mixing
term: (1) mass mixing via replacement the quark mass matrix M = diag(m.,, ma, ms) by the axion-dependent matrix
M(a) = diag(m,e@@e/Ta mgetaQu/fa mei@@e/fa) where Q, with ¢ = u,d, s are the PQ charges of the quarks;
(2) kinetic mixing after the axial transformation removing the anomaly coupling of the axion field with gluons and
producing the derivative coupling of the axion to axial-vector currents composed of the chiral field matrix U(z). In
order to deal with physical states of axion and pseudoscalar fields one should perform diagonalization of the mixing
term of the chiral Lagrangian. In this vein, one can use different approximations and assumptions. E.g., in Ref. |§]
it was suggested to postulate the PQ charge matrix of quark in the form Q, = diag(Qu, Q4, Qs) = M~1/Tr(M~1).
Such ansatz for the Qpq allows to eliminate the mass mixing term between the axion and the pseudoscalar mesons.
Later on, the formalism proposed in Ref. [8] was extensively used for physical applications involving axion/ALP
and pseudoscalar mesons (7%, 1, ') |29]-]46] considering various limiting cases, e.g., restricting to the schemes: (1)
involving the axion and one (or two) pseudoscalars; (2) neglecting by kinetic or mass mixing of axion with some of
the pseudosclars; (3) neglecting by mass mixing between some of the pseudoscalars. The most complete and detailed
mixing scheme involving the axion and all three pseudoscalars (7%, 7, 1) has been considered for the first time in
Ref. [30] and later in Ref. [32]. Note, in Ref. |30] the framework was limited to consideration of the QCD axion by
neglecting the PQ-breaking contribution to its mass M, . In Ref. [32] the n — #’ mixing was restricted to the ideal
mixing with cos 971777, = 1/+/3. In our paper we will follow Ref. [44] and consider nonderivative coupling of the axion to
the pseudoscalars via replacement the quark mass matrix M by the axion-dependent matrix M(a), also we include
the contribution of the gluon and heavy quarks c,b, ¢ by integrating over these degrees of freedom, the contribution
of the axial U4 (1) anomaly to the n° mass, go beyond the limit of the ideal  — 7’ mixing and take into account
Ma,O 7& 0.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [Tl we present the derivation of the effective Lagrangian describing ALP,
light pseudoscalar mesons and their mixing. Diagonalizing the mixing terms we get the set of physical states of
axion/ALP, 7%, n, and 7. In Sec. [Tl we discuss inclusion of light Dark Matter fermions and its coupling to ALP and
pseudoscalar fields. In Sec. [Vlwe derive the anomalous couplings of ALP and pseudoscalar mesons with two photons.
In Sec. [Vl we consider application of our formalism to deriving constraints on the mixing parameters of ALP with
pseudoscalar mesons and combinations of the PQ charges using invisible decays of 7°, 1, and 1’ into a pair light DM
particles, cross sections of the scattered DM particles into quarks and hadrons. In Sec. [VI] we present the summary
of our paper. Some calculation details are collected in the Appendix.



II. ALP-PSEUDOSCALAR MESONS EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN

Study of the processes involving ALP and light pseudoscalar mesons P will be perform using the effective Lagrangian,
which was derived in Ref. [§] after mapping of the QCD-level quark-gluon Lagrangian into meson ChPT Lagrangian|2,
3,119]. As we stressed in Introduction we will follow ideas of Ref. |§], where this mapping was proposed and Refs. [29]-
[46], which further developed the formalism presented in |§]. In our consideration we include all terms of the resulting
Lagrangian producing mixing between four states: axion/ALP, 7% 7, and 7’

The ALP-pseudoscalar meson leading-order ChPT Lagrangian based on the non-derivative coupling of the ALP to
the light pseudoscalar mesons reads [44]:
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where a is the ALP field, U is the chiral field in the nonlinear exponential representation collecting nine pseudoscalars
(Tr, K, 778, 770):
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and F is the leptonic decay constant of pseudoscalar mesons in the chiral limit, D, is the covariant derivative acting
on chiral field and including external vector v,, and axial-vector a, fields, which is defined as

D, U =0,U —i(v, +a,)U +iU(v, —ay). 4)

M(a®) = diag (e/Q" e, 190 Te g, - e, ) )

is the axion/ALP-dependent quark mass matrix, f, is the axion decay constant, @, is the PQ charge of the quark of
flavor ¢ = u,d, s. Let us discuss the meaning of the terms in the effective Lagrangian ([2)). The first term is the free
Lagrangian of the ALP with the mass M, g.

The second term is the leading-order chiral- and gauge-invariant ChPT Lagrangian |2, 3] describing dynamics of the
nonet of massless pseudoscalar mesons (7, K, n®, n°) and their couplings with external vector and axial fields. The
third term describes the mass term of pseudoscalar mesons and their nonderivative coupling with the ALP. This term
generates the so-called mass mixing of the ALP with pseudoscalar mesons [§]. Finally, the fourth term is generated

by the U (1) anomaly, where 7 is the topological susceptibility of the purely gluonic theory [19-21] and —Qoe F

\/6 fa
is the contribution of the pure gluonic theory and heavy quarks Q = c¢,b,t [44], which are integrated out. Here

Qco = Qc + Q¢ + Qp + Q, is the sum of the bare PQ charge of the gluons (Q¢) and heavy quarks (Qc, @b, Q1)
Taking into account that —ilog detlU = (7°v/6)/F we finally get [44] for the fourth term:
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where M$ = 67/F? is the leading-order contribution to the 7 meson mass squared due to the axial anomaly.
Appearance of the ALP-dependent term follows from Refs. |20, 21], where the shift log detU — log detU — 6 was
produced by two equivalent methods. Here, if we substitute the 6 term by the feg(z) = 0 + Qg (F/ fa) a®(z), linear
combination of the 6 term and ALP, then we get the Lagrangian AL, which describes the U(1) anomaly contribution
to the masses of the 7° meson and ALP and their mixing. Note, that the effective field f.q(2) does not contain effects
of light quarks to exclude a double-counting.

As the next step we perform diagonalization of the mass term involving the massless ALP a® and bare mass terms
of the pseudoscalars P = (73,7%,1°) and their mixing, i.e. at the first step we drop the PQ-violating mass of the ALP.
Inclusion of the PQ-violating mass of the ALP in the diagonalization is discussed in Appendix [Al The corresponding
part of the underlying Lagrangian (2] collecting terms mentioned above reads 44|

AL = (6)

mix 1
ALP+P — 5(1)3; M?{)o (I)O ’ (7)



where ®F' = (a° 72,78,7%) is the quadruplet of the bare mixing states and M%D is the 4 X 4 mass mixing matrix
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where for convenience we denote the bare axion as a’. The elements of the mixing matrix read |2, 13, 19, 123, 44|
M2 = B(my+ma),

B
Mﬁs = — (my +mag+4my),

3
2B
M,go == Mg"’?(mu—’—md—'—ms)u
F? Mg
My = S5 B (muQi +maQd+ miQl + 51 Qo)
M2, , B
2 _ m—n _
Mﬂ.sns = \/§ = ﬁ (mu - md) )
s V2
M778770 = ? B(mu +mg — 2ms) y
M2 = E B( —
aOr3 = f muQu mde) 3
F B
M2 = — —=(MmyQu +m _2ms s)
an® fa \/g ( Q de Q )
F V2 MG
MZo = 73 B (muQu +maQa + msQs — 2—§ QGQ) - )

Diagonalization of the mixing term ([7) is performed with the use of the 4 x4 orthogonal matrix T(®) |30, 32, 44], which
is conventionally can be factorized as the product of two other 4 x 4 matrices T(a) and T(P) as T(®) = T(a) T(P).
Here, first the matrix T(a) removes the mixing of the ALP with pseudoscalars and parametrized in terms of the
corresponding mixing angles 6, p with P = 73,18 n° and then the matrix T(P) performs diagonalization in the sector
of the neutral pseudoscalars. Based on this, the transformation between the quadruplets of bare ®; = (73,7%,17°, a°)
and physical ®7 = (7% 7,7, a) states reads:

Oy =T(a) T(P) D, (10)
where
Our 0
T(a) L33 Oan 7 T(P) = P33 0 7 (1)
Oury 0
S | 0 0 0 1

where P33 is the 3 x 3 orthogonal matrix diagonalizing remaining terms involving the triplet of neutral pseudoscalars
to first order in isospin breaking |23, 144, 47]:

1 —Orn —Oryy
P = | Orycosbpy + Orp sinby,, coslp,y  sinbp, | . (12)
Oy €08 Opyy — Onyysin Oy, —siny,y  cos b,y

Here, 0y, Oryy, Oy are the corresponding mixing angles.
Finally, the sum of the mass terms of the axion and neutral light pseudoscalar mesons (7°, 7 and 1) reads

a

ass 1 .
XlﬁbeJrP = 5‘1’T M% P, M3 = dlag(an M37 Mgu Mz,QCD) . (13)



Here MiQCD is the contribution to the ALP mass when the ALP is identified with the QCD axion. We list the
explicit results for the mixing angles 0,p,, 0p, p, and masses M2, Mﬁ, Mg,, and M(f_QCD in Appendix [Al Also in
Appendix [A] we present results for the diagonalization with taking into account the mass term M, o, the leading
perturbative contribution to the ALP mass due explicit breaking of the PQ symmetry. M, o makes the transition of

the QCD axion to the ALP and vice versa at the limit M, ¢ — 0, when the ALP reduces to the QCD axion.

IIT. INCLUSION OF DARK FERMION FIELD

In this section we discuss inclusion of the Dark fermions in our effective Lagrangian ([2). We assume that Dark
Matter (DM) is described by Dirac fermion x with mass M, . Lagrangian involving field x has two main terms:
(1) free Lagrangian L, o and (2) interaction Lagrangian L, of x with axion/ALP:

Ly = Lyo+Lay,
Ex,O = X (Z a_MX) X
Laxxy = a(gsJs+9pJp), (14)
where J; = ¥ x and J, = X175 x are the scalar and pseudoscalar currents composed of DM fermions.

Using interaction Lagrangian L5 for M, > 2M, we can calculate the decay width I'(a — xX), which is given by
the formula

AMZ, \1/2
H?) . (15)

M,
F(a - XX) = S_Wﬁax |:g;3 +B§X g§j| ) BHng = (1 - M2
Hy

Diagonalization of the mass term in the effective Lagrangian (2)) induces the mixing of the ALP with neutral pseu-
doscalar fields of 7, 1,7 in the couplings with other fields, including fields of DM fermions. In particular, the shift
of the ALP field

a—>a—9aﬂﬂ'0—9ann—9an/n’, (16)

where 0, are the linear combinations of the mixing parameters 6, p:

0_(171' = 9(171' )
9_(”7 = Oan cosOpy — Ogyy sin by,
Oury = Oany €OS Oy + gy SN Oy . (17)

The mixing parameters 6,p and n — 1’ mixing angle are specified in Appendix [A]l generates the coupling of the
pseudoscalar mesons with DM fermions:

Lpy=—(9sTs+gpdp) >, OapP. (18)

P=n%n,n

Therefore, Lagrangian (I8) gives the opportunity of invisible decays of the P = 7%, 7, 0 into light dark matter particles
xX- The corresponding decay widths are defined by the formula

_ Mp -
D(P = XX) = =020 Brx |97+ B3y 6] (19)

IV. ALP-TWO PHOTON COUPLING
The anomalous coupling of the pseudoscalar P with two photons is defined by the effective Lagrangian
e? ~
Lpyy = 1 Gpyy P Fp ', (20)

where F,, = 0,A, — 0,A, is the stress tensor of the electromagnetic field and Frv = %e“”o‘ﬁFag is its dual. By
analogy the ALP coupling with two photons has been derived in Ref. [§]:

2
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Note in our definition of the couplings of ALPs and pseudoscalar mesons with two photons we subtract the factor
e? to have the expression for the Gro,, coupling consistent with low-energy theorem Gro.., = 1/(47*F), while the
other definition the g,y with the factor e? hidden in the a(P)yy coupling is also used in the literature, see, e.g.,
Ref. |48]. Therefore, two couplings are simply related as €?Ggyy = —gaqy~- Using prediction gg,, < 2 x 107* GeV~!
of the NA64 experiment [48| for upper limit of the gq-, coupling, we derive the upper limit for the G~ coupling:
|Gayy] = 2.2 x 1073 GeV~! for masses M, < 55 MeV.

Then phenomenology of the ayy coupling was discussed in detail in literature (see, e.g., Refs. [39, 46]). In our
consideration we include three contributions to the avyy coupling: (1) direct bare ayy coupling Gayy,1 = Gg,y,y, (2) the
coupling Ggy+,2 induced by mixing with light pseudoscalar mesons, which encodes the contribution of light (u,d, s)
quarks, (3) the coupling G4,3 encoding the contribution of heavy (c,b,t) quarks. Therefore, the total contribution
to the a~y~y couplings is

3
Ga'y’y = Z Ga'y’y,i . (22)
=1

The coupling Ggy~,2 is generated by the shifts of the pseudosclar fields as result of diagonalization of the ALP-P
mass term:

P 770—97,7777—97,77/77/+9aﬂa,

n — o8By, n+sinb,, n + (9,”, cos Oy + Oy sin 9,,,,/> a0+ Oana,

n = cosOyyn —sinb,, n+ (9,”,/ €08 0y — Oy sin 9,,,,/> 7+ Oy a. (23)
As result of such shifts we generate the second contribution to the ay~ coupling
Gayy,2 = Z bap gPy- - (24)
P=n%mnmn'

The coupling G4,3 due to heavy quarks can be derived following recent paper [46]:

2

Gavs= Y, Coet M. (25)
ayy,3 QEQ 4m2f )
Q=c,b,t QJ/a

where eg and mg are the electric charge and mass of heavy quark.
Finally, the full expression for the gqy~ coupling is

M2
— (0 2 a
Gav'y = Ga’y'y =+ Z eap GP’YV + Z CQ €Q m N (26)
P=n0 nn' Q=c,b,t Q
Based on the effective Lagrangians ([20) and (1)) a the decay width P — ~+ is given by the formula
Ta? 3
I‘(H—>77):TGH,WMH, H=qa,P. (27)

We fix the two-photon couplings of the pseudoscalar mesons 7%, i, and 1’ using data from Particle Data Group [|49]
for the central values of the following decay widths:

D(7% = yy) =7.72eV, T(n—~y)=0516keV, T'(y — vy)=4.28keV. (28)
Using Egs. (27) and (28)) we find
Groyy = Gryy =0274GeV™",  Gpyy =0.341GeV ™! (29)

V. RESULTS
A. Bounds on the PQ charges from invisible decays of pseudoscalar mesons 7°, 7, and 1’

Using currently the best experimental upper limits for the branching ratios of the 7%, n,n’ — invisible decays:
Br(n® — invisible) < 4.4x 1077, (30)
Br(n — invisible) < 1x 1074, (31)
Br(n' — invisible) < 2.1x 107, (32)



respectively from the NA62 [50], BESIII [51], and NA64 |52] experiments, one can derive the bounds for the products
of the couplings involving g, and g, couplings of the ALP with fermion DM:

0aro| Gro, < 7.9%x 1078, (33)
10an| Gy < 1.9x107%, (34)
Oany| Gy < 11073, (35)

where Gpy = gp B}D/XQ or Gpy = gs 5?3/;-

Upper limits on the combinations of the PQ charges are derived using Eqgs. B3)-(35) and Eq. (ATI):

|Qd — Qu| Groy, < 1.7x107° 1cf;(;v’ (36)
|Qtot| Groy, < 6.3x107° 1(f}ZV’ (37)
using upper limit for |6,,0|,
|Qs| Gy, < 2.4x 1073 1({:‘;\/, (38)
|Qcq| Gy <T7.1x1072 lé‘;v, (39)
|Qtot| Gy < 0.87 lél;V , (40)
using upper limit for |6,,|, and
|Qco| Gy < 3.7x1072 15‘;\/, (41)
|Qiot] Gy < 0.58 1é‘;v, (42)

using upper limit for [0q,|. Here Qiot = Qu + Qua + Qs + Qcq, Qaqg = Qo + Qe + Qp + Qy, and F = 92.4 MeV. Here
and in the following we translate the derived limits on the mixing parameters 6,p to the PQ charges @) using their
relation in the simplest mixing scheme for the case of the QCD axion when M, o = 0. The coupling f, should be
substituted in the units of GeV. Note similar estimates have been done before in Ref. |38] in the framework without
mixing of the pseudoscalar mesons.

Below we derive our estimates for the QCD axion mass using upper limits for |Qiot| derived from experimental
upper limits for invisible decay of 7°

2.7 x 1077
M, .qcp < TG, M (43)
70y
of
3.8 x 1073
My qop < 2220 M, (14)
nx
of
2.5 x 1072
M, .qcp < —a.,. M- (45)
n'x
B. Search for ALPs in two photon decays
The NA64 collaboration looked for ALPs using the reaction chain
e Z e ZvivZ — Zaja — vy (46)

and obtained upper bound Gy < 2.2 x 1073 GeV~! for M, < 55 MeV [48].
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Pryy-
decays of 70, n, and 7’ the number of events with missing energy coming from the invisible pseudoscalar decays is

The number of events with pseudoscalars P in the reaction (@6) is proportional to G For the case of the invisible

Np(invisible decays) ~ G%g,y,y - Br(P — invisible) (47)

By assumption Br(a — invisible) and taking into account the mixing of the axion with pseudoscalar mesons we can
derive the upper limits for the branchings of invisible decays of the pseudoscalar in the terms of the ratio of two-photon
couplings Gav~/G pyy

2
Br(P — invisible) < <M> . (48)
GPyy

Using prediction of the NA64 experiment for the upper bound of the axion coupling G4~ and data for the pseudoscalar
couplings G p, we find that

Br(n’ — invisible) < 6.4x 107°, (49)
Br(n — invisible) < 6.4 x 1077 (50)
Br(n — invisible) < 4.2x 1077, . (51)

So we see that obtained bounds for the Br(n — invisible) and Br(n’ — invisible) are more stringent then data

bounds (BI)) and (B32).

Using Eq. (26) and the upper bound for the coupling G < 2.2 x 1073 GeV~! 48] we can derive the upper limits
for the mixing angles |0, p|, which are less stringent than ones derived from branchings of invisible decays

0amo| <8 X 1073, |fay| <8 x 1073, |ay| < 6.4 x 1073, (52)

C. Expected bounds on mixing of the ALPs with pseudoscalars from the reaction
7 +(Z,A) = (Z—-1,A) + a; a— invisible

The values of the cross sections of charge exchange reaction |21]

o(r” +(Z,A) P+ (Z-1,4), P=1"nn (53)

are known. In particular for Fe nuclei target it was found [27] that for final neutral light pseudoscalar mesons state
P =7° n, 1, the cross sections are equal to 67.4, 21.9, 10.4 ub, respectively, for the incoming pion energy 50 GeV.
Using the approximate formula

o(r™ +(Z,A) »a+(Z-1,A)=> 02po(n +(Z,A) =P +(Z-1,4) (54)
P

we can estimate the ALP production cross section and as a consequence to find expected bounds on the mixing
parameters 0,p. Here we assume that invisible ALP decays dominate. In particular for ¢ meson mass close to 7
mass the number of produced ALPs is given by the formula

o(n™ +(Z,A) - 7% +(Z -1, A))

Otot

N, = 70T x 02 (55)

where 7OT is the number of pions on target.
For the total 7~ scattering cross section on Fe nuclei equal to oot (7~ 4 Fe) = A2/30t0t(7r_ + p) ~ 500 mb at 50
GeV, our estimate gives

o(n™ +(Z,4) = 7%+ (Z -1, 4))

Otot

= 0(107%) (56)

So for 7OT = 10'? in the assumption of the zero background we can expect to obtain the following estimation for the
|9aﬂ'°|

|0ar0| = 1074/ N, . (57)

As it follows from the previous section from the use of secondary gamma beam we can find the bound on 62, at the
level O(10~%). The similar situation takes place for the 9(2”7 and 9(2”7, mixing parameters, where we can hope to reach

bounds at the level O(107°).



D. An estimate of the observable dark matter density

We make standard assumption that in the early Universe dark matter particles were in equilibrium with the SM
particles. At some temperature decoupling of dark matter takes place that leads to the observable relic density of
dark matter. The solution of Boltzmann equation allows to estimate the cross section of the S-wave annihilation of
dark fermions into quarks xyx — ¢g. For our purpose we use the interaction Lagrangians of axion/ALP with dark
fermions (pseudoscalar coupling)

Eax)z =agp X 1’75 X (58)
and with quarks
Logg=0a Y qiV59aqq, (59)
q=u,d,s

where x is pseudo Dirac fermion and gqq = (mg/fa) Q4 is the ALP-quark coupling. Here we consider the couplings of
the axion/ALP with pseudoscalar currents composed of quarks and dark fermions, respectively. The tree-level result
for the annihilation cross section into u, d, and s quarks is

08 00t = o 28 oo (60
o Urel = = G5 0oy 5575 -
Here vy = |07 — U] is the relative velocity of the annihilating DM particles and Goq = /92, + 92, + 925-
Numerically it is known [49] that the value of the annihilation cross section
(0(xX = SM particles)v.e;) = O(1pb) = O(2.6 x 1077 GeV~?) (61)

leads to observable DM density. It should be noted that for the case 2M, <1 GeV formula (60) is not quite correct
since strong interaction effects are important.

In the method of the effective Lagrangians we can estimate the hadronic effects with the use of the a mixing with
pseudoscalars 7, 1, 7’ and to estimate the correct value of o(xx — hadrons). Namely we assume that o(xx —
hadrons) = o(xx — a — (7%, 1,1’) — hadrons). Because the total widths of the 7 and 7 are much smaller than the
total width of the n’

Tiot(n') = 0.23MeV > Tor (1) = 1.31keV > Tyop (7°) = 7.816V, (62)

the 7 predominantly decays into two photons with the fraction 98.8 %, and the total fractions of hadronic decay
modes of the ' (65 %) and n (55.6 %) are compatible we conclude that the only 7’ meson contributes to the cross
section o(xX — a — hadrons). Due to this reason we shall consider the scenario that the double mass of the DM
fermion lies in the interval M, < 2M, < M, for which only invisible decays " — xx are possible.

For this case the formula for the determination of annihilation cross section reads

o(xX — hadrons) v = ﬂ I'(n' — hadrons) 6> (63)
XX rel (Mg — 4M§)2 n an’ >

where T'(’ — hadrons) =~ 0.65T'1o(n') = 0.15 MeV.
As a numerical application we make the estimates for the axion-quark coupling g, and the axion-n’ mixing param-

eter 0, using Eqs. (60) and (GI). The values M,, M, are not known and we consider three scenarios for the ratio
of the ALP and DM fermion masses, M, /M, = 2.5, M,/M, =5, and M, /M, = 10 with M, = 0.45 M, . We find

M
G =72x107° ¢ =9,
|9qu| 7.2 %1077, M, 5,
M,
|Gag gp| = 6.7 x 107, =5,

|Gaql gp| = 3.1 x 1072,

xi‘gxi
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and
_ M,
Oprs gp| = 2.8 x 1077, —2-25,
| n gp| MX
_ _ M,
|Oan gpl = 2.6 x 107°, MXZE)’
_ M
-5 a
0o gp| = 1.2 x 1077, A =10 (65)
For the case of the P-wave annihilation we use the Lagrangian
Exa =4gsa X X (66)
The corresponding annihilation cross section is
. 392 Gag My Vel
U(XX - quarks)vrel = oy ’ (Mg _ 4M§)2 ) (67)

From the requirement of obtaining correct dark matter density one can find that

1
o(XX — quarks) vper) - —5— ~ 2 x 107% GeV?. 68
(v2.,)
vrel
We find
M
|Gaq 95| = 4 x 107*, ¢ _95.
q MX
M,
|Gaqgs| =3.7x 1072,  —2 =5,
q Mx
M,
|Gaq gs| = 1.7 x 1072, ST 10 (69)
X

So we find that the bound from 7’-invisible decay does not allow to have the annihilation cross section leading to
correct DM density. However we can use mass point M, = 2.2 M, , M, = 0.45 M,,.

E. Alternative method based on direct interaction of 1’ with light dark matter particles

Since we are mainly interested in the mass region M, < 2M, < M, we can consider an effective interaction of 7’
with xx, namely

Lyg =0 X (9s + 75 9p) X (70)

where gs = 0,091xa, 9P = Oyrag2ya- The decay width I'(n" — xx) is given by the formula

_ M,y
L' = xX) = (92 By + 95 Burx) - (71)

As a consequence of experimental bound Br(n’ — invisible) < 2.1-107% and the value [B2) T';ot(n') = 0.23 MeV we
find that

|Gyl < 0.8x1073, (72)
1/2 3/2

where Gy = gp B,/ or Gy = gs By -
The cross section for the xyx — hadrons based on the use of the effective Lagrangian (I8]) reads

gp(1—B2)

M3, 32 Lot (') (73)
n’ Fn'x

o(xx = hadrons)v.q =
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for g = 0 and

gg(l B ﬁ?y’x) ’Uzel

4M3 /84 ]‘—‘tOt(T]l) (74)
n' Fn'x

o(xX = hadrons)v.q =

for g, = 0. In our estimates we take the values (GIl) and 68)) and we find

2 1— 2/ 2 1— 2/
M —1.2x 1077, M —3.7x 107" (75)
ﬁn’x ﬂn’x
As a consequence of the inequality (72)) we obtain
By < 0.629, M, > 0.39M,, (76)
for pseudoscalar coupling (g, # 0, gs = 0) and
By < 0.454, M, > 0.44M,, (77)

for scalar coupling (g5 # 0, g, = 0). Note that we assumed that M, < 0.5M,, for scalar coupling (g5 # 0, gp, = 0).
So we see that the obtained bounds on M, are very strong and lead to some fine tuning in the choise of M,. Due
to resonance type of the annihilation cross section the improvement for the Br(n’ — invisible) bound will make the
bounds ([70) and (7]) more stringent.

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we discuss leptophibic dark sector with the pseudoscalar portal involving axion/ALPs particles. In
particular, we include the mixing of the ALP with light pseudoscalar mesons P = 7,7, 7" and derive the new limits
on the couplings of the ALP with quarks and the couplings of P states with dark fermions using upper limits for the
branchings of the invisible modes Br(P — invisible) and constraints obtained by the NA64 experiment at CERN.
In our study we establish the limits on the ALP-pseudoscalar mesons mixing parameters, which are related to the
combinations of the PQ charges due to the mechanism of diagonalization of the ALP-pseudoscalar mesons mass term.
We performed the diagonalization in general case for nonvanishing mass of the ALP M, o # 0 and also in the limit
M, 0 = 0 corresponding to the picture of the QCD axion. For the first time, in our numerical analysis we restrict
ourselves to the case of the QCD axion, i.e. we neglect by the axion/ALP mass M, in the expressions for the
ALP-pseudoscalar mesons mixing parameters. We plan to perform comprehensive analysis of the general case with
Mg, # 0 in future It will give us a possibility to derive the constraints on M, ¢ and PQ charges using their relations
to the ALP-pseudoscalar mesons mixing parameters and existing data.

Acknowledgments

This work was funded by ANID PIA/APOYO AFB220003 (Chile), by FONDECYT (Chile) under Grant No.
1240066, and by ANID—Millennium Program—ICN2019 044 (Chile). The work of A. S. Zh. is supported by Russian
Science Foundation (grant No. RSF 23-22-00041).

Appendix A: ALP-pseudoscalar mesons mixing and diagonalization of mass term

To first order in isospin breaking and F/f, expansion, the relations between the bare states (72, n®, 7°, a") and
the mass eigenstates (7°, 0, ', a) are

T = 7T0—97m77—97rn/77/+9mr(1,

= c08 0y n 4 sin b,y n + (97”7 cos Oy + Oy sin 9,,,,/) 7+ Oana,

3
|

7’ = cosbyy n' —sinb,,, n+ (9,,77/ €086y — Ory sin 9,777/) T+ Oury @,

a® = a— 04,70 — (9(”7 €08 0y — Oy sin 07777/) n— (9(”7/ 08 Oy + Oqyy sin 07777/) n . (A1)
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First, we specify the mixing angles and the masses for the subsystem of the pseudoscalar mesons (7%, 1, ') |19, 23].
As the result of the diagonalization of the mass mixing term for the mixing angle 6,/ two independent Leutwyler
relations have been derived in Ref. [23]:

2M? 2
sin 260y, = M2 n8z2 = 4\/_ %12( %2,
n' 3 ud
M?, — M? 3 M2 — M?
tan 6y, = s 1= 28 z ) (A2)
M778770 2\/5 MK — Mﬂ.

where M7 = (M7, + M3.0)/2 = B(ms + ), M2 = (M2, + M2,)/2 = 2B, and 1 = (mq + ma)/2.
Using Eq. (A2) one can derive two additional useful relations [19]:

02 0 Mgg B Mg
sin Oy = ————,
M2 =2
> 9
(M7 —n2)" = = (a2 - M2 ) (M2 - m2) (A3)

For convenience we introduce the parameter * = Bm,; /Mg = (2M3 — M2)/(2Mg). Using experimental values for
the pion and kaon masses M+ = 0.13957 GeV, M o = 0.1349768 GeV, M+ = 0.493677 GeV, Mo = 0.497611 GeV,
and and typical value for the My ~ 1 GeV we estimate = ~ 0.236. Therefore, in the following we perform expansion
of the masses and mixing parameters including terms up to second order in z. In particular, the expansion for the
sin 20, starts from z. Keeping the first oder in 1m/m and two order in x we get:

, 4\f 2 4, W 4 4 m?
sin 20, = — [14—5 —|—§ —m—s<1+3x+3x)+(9( m_g)] (A4)

Numerically using canonical value of ChPT for the ratio of quark masses m; /7 = 25 |2,|3] we get 6,y ~ —15.1°, which
is in very good agreement with the measurements made by the KLOE (—15.040.7)° [53] and BESII (—15.94-1.2)° |54]
experiments.

For completeness we also present the expansion for the cos 6,,, and sin 0,,,

4 8 2
cos b,y = —§x2+9:;:v +(’)( 3 m2):|7
22 2 n?
sinf,,, = —T\/_x{l—l—g —mﬁ(l—l— -z + x)+@<x3,%>]. (A5)

Next we specify the the mixing angles of pion with 1 and n’

97‘,,’7 = AT‘"’]"]’ COS 97777, — Bﬂ-nn/ S11 9,,7,/ 5
Oryy = Bany c080py + Ay sinby,, (A6)

where

M2, (M2, — M) = M3,0M23,0

Aﬂ. 7 = b
T M, — (M2, — MZ,)(MZ — M2,)
2 2 2 2
5., M2, o (M2 — M2,) — M2, o M2, A7)

T ML — (M2, — M2,) (M2 — M%)

Expansion for the 6, 6, and their ratio Ry, = 0, /0y, reads

306 20 7 20 n?
671'7]:£ mn 1+2$+—$2+ﬁ 1——112 +O .’L’37m— ,
9 Mg 9 m?2

S

2 0 4 16 n (4 32 n?
97”7/ = \/;I mm |:1—§I—§I2+mﬁ (gx—‘,-?xz) +O<I3,%>:| 5 (AS)
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where dm = mg — m,, is the d — u quark mass difference, which encodes the strong isospin breaking effect. Using
canonical values of the ém = 4 MeV we get:

Ory =0.016, 6y = 0.0027. (A9)

One can see that the .,/ mixing parameter is suppressed by one order in comparison with the parameter 0.
Expressions for the masses of the pseudoscalar mesons after diagonalization and their expansions are given by

M,f = M72rg + 2M§3n8 (97”7 oS Oy + Oy sin 9,777/) + 2M§3n° (97”7/ cos Oy — Oy sin 9,777/)

_2Bm{1— om? (1+gx+2x)+0( dmin om? )}

drmg 3 3 m2 7 m2
M} = Mps cos® Oy + M sin® Oy — Mo sin 26,,,
4 2 4, w1 4 4 2
o it 2 (e ) oo 2]
TRl R A G SRRl m2
M2 = My cos® Oy + M sin® 0, + M, o sin 20,/
2 3 48 8 8 i
— ZBmy |2 41 —(2—— ——2) (9(3,—). A10
370 |9t MERR 37737 ) TOT (A10)

Below we list results for the mass of the QCD axion M?> qcp and the axion-pseudoscalar mesons mixing parameters
0.p, which were obtained recently in Ref. [44] and perform expansion

F om Qyot
9(171' - a7 - u _A
2fa Qd Q 1+6:|
F
= e a9 Qu + o >]
fa |
_F Qtot om m? om3
- o7 | [ Qu— Qu + - (1—2m5(1+6x))+(’)(m—§,—m3) ,
Bay = FV3 QS+QGQ_€Qtot1+2I
2. | 3 1+eclto6x
FV3 [ QGQ 1+ 2z 9
= 27 Qs ﬁQcot1+6 +O(e%)
EAEYP +@_%ﬁ(1_5m2)<1+2@+0(m_2)
2fa |7 3 2 myg 41?2 m2/|’
F o[ €Qor bz
By = —— -
! faV/6 _QGQ 1+e 1—|—6x:|
o 2
= m _QGQ € Qrot ———— 1+6 O(E )]
F I m sm? m2
= m _QGQ _3Qtotﬁs (1 - W) $+O(m—g)] )
M2gop = 3 (ogp M2 +20,p Maop) + 205 O M0 + 20 (9an8 My, + Ogro M,rg,,o)
P
F? Q%, Bmy,mg 9
= I Hiot DMulld M2
f2 14+€ my +myg 4f2 th
sm? m sm? m2  dm?
- 2f2 Q8 { i 2m, (1- 2 22) (HG”“")“LO(mg’ msms)} ’ (A1)

where Qior = Qu + Qa+ Qs + Qcg, € = % (1+6x) ~ — ~ 0.044 is the small parameter in which we make
an expansion. As we stressed in Sec. [[I]
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Now we present the results for the diagonalization of the underlying Lagrangian (2)) with taking into account of
the axion mass term —M?2 (a®)?/2. As we stressed before, M, ¢ is the leading perturbative contribution to the ALP
mass due explicit breakmg of the PQ symmetry. The results for the mixing parameters of the axion with pseudoscalar
are modified in this case as

ran . F o dan
Opn = faBm 7
F I
full __ .~ dan
0oy = fa\/gBm 7
F I,
full __ . dan
Oy = fa\/gBm 7 (A12)
where I,p and J are given by
I,p = an§0+a§ MfOBms—l—ag (Bms)2,
J = B1 Mo+ B My oBmg+ B3 Mo (Bms)® + B4 (Bms)® (A13)
and
_— om
ayp = x[Qd_Qu'F%(Qu'i'Qd)]u
F = Q- Qu|1+ 20t T | = T Q4 Q) (24 2)
%2 = Td Tl T 6z T T T *
4 0
of = 3l@-@a+a+ 2w,
2 om
ol = 200, 1 (Qu+ Q) - e (Qa— Q).
al = 2ms —Q (1+4xﬁ)—QGQ(1—ﬁ)+ n (@ +Qd>(1—|—2x+ dre )
2 m 5 Mg 3 Mg 2mg 1+ 6x
om
P (Qu- Qu1+22)].
QgQ 1422
n o_
Qg = 4|:(Qs+ 3 )( ) Qtot1+6x ):|a
of = D QGQ_233(Q +ﬁ(Q +Qa) + om (Qa—Q ))
1 m s ms u 2ms u I
W ms| 4 m 2¢ om B
of = 2 dona(1+ 22) e a0+ 0. 01+ 1252) 2520 0]
/ 8 6x €
O[g = §|:QGQ(1+E) Qtot1+6x:|7
ﬁl = -,
8y = 1+2x(1+2ﬁ),
ms
4 T 3re
By = —§(1+2E(1+3x+1+6 ).
-
Bs = gmﬁs(1+€)- (A14)

We should note that the axion mass in the full scheme is defined as

M2 = M2+ Z ((6538)2 M + 2658 Moo p ) + 200 0508 M3 o+ 2000 (650 Mooys + 058 Mooy ), (A15)

am3

where the second term is an extension of the QCD axion mass squared at M, o # 0.
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FIG. 1: Predictions for the ALP-pseudoscalar mixing parameters as functions

of the ALP mass M,.
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One can see that in the limit M, o = 0 we reproduce the results for the diagonalization obtained for the QCD axion
in Eq. (AI). In particular, in this limit M? — M7 oop and 053 — 6,p. Also it is important to stress that our
full results (A12) are differed from the results obtained in the limit when the mixing of the pseudoscalar mesons is
dropped (see, e.g., Ref. |[38]) by corrections of order M3 /M?2 and 7/ms, where Mp is the mass of the pseudoscalar
meson.

In Figs.1 we display the results for the mixing parameters &, 92‘;7“, and 0% as functions of the axion mass M,.
For convenience, we subtract the factor (F:Q)/fa., where F; = 92.4 MeV and Q is averaged PQ charge. For specific

values of PQs we use: Q,, = —Qq = —Qs = Qcg = Q.
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