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Abstract A Peccei-Quinn (PQ) symmetry is proposed, in order to generate in the Standard Model (SM)
quark sector a realistic mass matrix ansatz with five texture-zeros. Limiting our analysis to Hermitian
mass matrices we show that this requires a minimum of 4 Higgs doublets. This model allows assigning
values close to 1 for several Yukawa couplings, giving insight into the origin of the mass scales in the SM.
Since the PQ charges are non-universal the model features Flavor-Changing Neutral Currents (FCNC) at
the tree level. From the analytical expressions for the FCNC we report the allowed region in the parameter
space obtained from the measurements of branching ratios of semileptonic meson decays.

PACS. 11.30.Hv Flavor symmetries – 12.60.-i models beyond the standard models – 14.80.Va Axions
– 14.60.St Non-standard-model particles Higgs bosons neutrinos – 14.80.-j Other particles (including
hypothetical)

1 Introduction

The discovery of the Higgs boson by the ATLAS [1] and
CMS [2] collaborations with a mass of 125 GeV is very im-
portant because it opens up the possibility of new physics
in the scalar sector. So that, from a theoretical viewpoint,
an extended Higgs sector is well motivated [3], the best-
known extensions are: the two Higgs doublet model [4,5,
6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16] and models with additional
singlet scalar fields [17]. On the other hand, the discovery
of the Higgs boson gives experimental support to the spon-
taneous symmetry breaking which is the mechanism that
explains the origin of the masses for both, fermions and
weak gauge bosons.

The Standard Model (SM) symmetry breaking mecha-
nism [18,19,20] with Higgs-fermion couplings proportional
to the fermion masses is consistent with the experimen-
tal data; however, there are various orders of magnitude
between the fermion masses which cannot be explained
in the context of the SM. These masses, the three mix-
ing angles, and the complex CP-violating phase must be
adjusted with experimental data.

The Two Higgs Doublet Model (THDM) was proposed
in order to give masses to up-type and down-type quarks [21]
where vacuum expectation values (VEV) v1 and v2 are re-
lated to the electroweak VEV by the relation v2 = v21+v

2
2 .
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This THDM allows new physics through an additional
charged scalar field which should be looked for in collid-
ers as a test of multi-Higgs models. On the other hand,
the singlet scalar fields are useful to break the U(1) gauge
symmetries in extended electroweak models or as candi-
dates for dark matter [22,23,24,25,16].

Due to having three quarks up and three quarks down,
the mass matrices are 3 × 3, and under a usual assump-
tion, these can be taken as Hermitian matrices having a
total of 18 free parameters against the ten physical pa-
rameters [26]. This feature reduces the number of matrix
parameters, easing the textures’ analysis when comparing
them with the experimental data. One method to generate
zeros and reduce the quark mass matrix parameters con-
sists of performing a Weak Basis Transformation (WBT)
on the quark fields [27,28,29]. By choosing these zeros by
the WBT, the mass spectrum can be obtained according
to the experimental results [28]. In particular, Fristzsch
proposed a quark mass matrix ansatz with six zeros[30,
31,32,33] which were put in by hand [34], but this texture
predicted for the ratio |Vub/Vcb| ≈ 0.06 a too small mag-
nitude [35] which is in strong tension with the present-day
experimental result (|Vub/Vcb|exp ≈ 0.09) [35]. For this rea-
son, some authors considered four zero-textures [36,29,37,
38]. In reference [39], the matrices with five texture-zeros
could also explain the mass hierarchy and the parameters
of the CKM matrix.

It is common to choose textures-zeros by hand with-
out an underlying theory relying on first principles. An-
other direction that has been explored in the literature is
to propose discrete symmetries and a sector with multi-
ple scalar doublets to generate the textures of the quark
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mass matrices [40,41,42,43,44,45,46,47,48,49]. It is also
possible to consider global symmetry groups that prohibit
certain Yukawa couplings and somehow generate the ze-
ros of the mentioned textures [50,51,52,53,54,55,56,57,
58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66,67]. Another way to obtain
these textures is through a flavor-dependent gauge sym-
metry, which can break the family universality of the Stan-
dard Model [68,43,69,70,71,72,73,74,75,76,77,78,79,80,
81]. This gauge symmetry produces textures that are linked
to additional flavor-changing neutral currents that, in prin-
ciple, could be measured at future colliders. There are
many proposed models with flavor gauge symmetries be-
yond the SM such as SO(12), SU(8), 331, U(1) [82,83,84,
85,86,87,88,89,90,91,92,93,94,95,96,97,98,99,100,101,102],
among others, that attempt to explain the flavor prob-
lem and the SM mass hierarchy. Alternative mechanisms
for generating textures are via additional discrete global
groups, i.e., A4, ∆27, Z2, S3, etc. [50,51,52,53,54,55,56,
57,58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66]. An interesting way to ex-
plain the SM mass hierarchy is to introduce exotic quarks
with ordinary charges that mix with the ordinary ones
in the SM, producing small masses through the seesaw
mechanism [103].

An important open problem in particle physics is the
strong CP violation associated with the abelian symme-
try U(1)A [104,105,106,107], which is restricted by con-
straints on the electric dipole moment [108,109,110] of
the neutron that set limits on the θ parameter of the or-
der of 10−10 [111,112]. By introducing a global chiral
symmetry or Peccei Quinn symmetry, this fine-tuning can
be explained. But breaking this global symmetry implies
the existence of a Goldstone boson, This field is known as
axion and there are several models in which the axion is
invisible [113,114,115,116,117,118,119]. From cosmologi-
cal considerations the axion decay constant fa must be of
the order of 107−1017 GeV. On the other hand, the axion
acquires a non-zero mass due to mixing with the π0 and
η mesons, and takes a mass given by [111,120]

ma =

√
mumd

mu +md

mπfπ
fa

, (1)

where mπ , fπ denote the mass and decay constant of
the pion, and mu and md the masses of the up and down
quarks, respectively; by this mixing, the axion decays into
two photons. Axion could also be a dark matter can-
didate for values of the decay constant fa greater than
1010 GeV, where the different axion field production mech-
anisms are [121,122,123]: misalignment, global string and
domain wall decays, etc, generating relic densities of the
order of 0.12. Experiments designed to study K± → π±νν̄
decays are being reinterpreted to study flavor-changing
decays through axions of the form K± → π±a. Similarly,
flavor-changing decays in the bottom sector are studied.
On the other hand, the effective coupling of the axion to
photons is excluded by low energy experiments and must
be less than 10−11.

The purpose of our work is to use the PQ symme-
try to generate realistic mass textures that allow us to
explain the quark masses and the CKM mixing matrix

of the standard model and simultaneously the strong CP
problem. The idea of linking the PQ symmetry with the
flavor problem was proposed in [124], and in later litera-
ture [125,119,126]. Recently, there has been renewed in-
terest in this direction [127,128,129,130,131,132,133,134,
135,136,137,138,139,140,141]. We impose a PQ symme-
try on the SM, which can generate mass textures that
reproduce the masses of the Standard Model quarks for
Yukawa couplings close to unity. To obtain this result, a
sector of multihiggs is needed in such a way that the hi-
erarchy problem is reduced to defining the VEVs of the
neutral components of the scalar doublets.

This work is organized as follows: In section 2 we will
summarize some results of the literature on five-zero tex-
tures, in section 3 we carry out an analysis of the PQ
charges necessary to generate the textures of the quark
mass matrices, in this section, we also propose a natu-
ral way to normalize the PQ charges. In section 5 we
will obtain the values of the vacuum expectation values
VEV of the Higgs doublets to reproduce the masses of the
quarks, in this section, we also determine the values of the
Yukawa couplings and the minimum number of Higgs dou-
blets necessary to generate the texture of the quark masses
as shown in the Appendix A. In section 4 we show the
most general Lagrangian for the axion, and we calculate
the masses of the scalar fields for typical values of scalar
potential couplings. In section 6 we show the strongest
constraints on the parameter space of the model. Finally
in section 7 we present our the conclusions.

2 The five texture-zero mass matrices

One of the motivations to study the texture zeros in the
Standard Model (SM) and its extensions, is to simplify as
much as possible the number of free parameters present
in these models. The Yukawa Lagrangian, which is the re-
sponsible to give mass to the SM fermions after the spon-
taneous breaking of the electroweak symmetry SU(2)L ⊗
U(1)X → U(1)EM , has 36 free parameters in the quark
sector, enough to reproduce the experimental data in the
literature, i.e., the 10 physical quantities in the quark sec-
tor (6 quark masses, 3 mixing angles and the CP vio-
lation phase of the CKM matrix). Without a Model to
make predictions, discrete symmetries can be used to pro-
hibit some components in the Yukawa matrix by gener-
ating the so-called texture zeros in the mass matrix. In
many works instead of proposing a discrete symmetry,
texture zeros are proposed as practical alternatives. This
approach has as advantage that it is possible to choose
the optimal mass matrix for analytical treatment of the
problem, while simultaneously manage to adjust the mix-
ing angles and quark masses. In the literature there are
many proposed five-zero textures for the SM quark mass
matrices [142,143,27,144,145,146] 1. Several of these tex-
tures successfully reproduce the experimentally measured

1 The six-zero textures have already been ruled out because
their predictions are outside the allowed experimental ranges.
For a more detailed discussion see the references cited above.
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physical quantities. We chose the following five-zero tex-
ture because it gets a good fit for the quark masses and
mixing parameters [39,147,148]:

MU =

 0 0 Cu
0 Au Bu
C∗
u B

∗
u Du

 ,

MD =

 0 Cd 0
C∗
d 0 Bd
0 B∗

d Ad

 ,

(2)

where MU and MD are the mass matrices for the up-type
and down-type quarks, respectively. Due to the mass ma-
trices are Hermitian, the off diagonal matrix elements are
not independent, hence, the number of texture zeros in
both matrices sum five. The hermitian mass matrices has
been widely employed by several authors [149,26,143,145,
150,36,151,29]; however, the stability of this hypothesis
under radiative corrections has been poorly studied. The
stability of the texture-zeros under radiative corrections
is guaranteed by the PQ symmetry; however, the stability
of the Hermitian hypothesis deserves a separate study as
it is pointed out in reference [149]. In such a reference,
the authors concluded that the studied texture zeros of
Mu and Md are essentially stable against the evolution of
energy scales in an analytical way by using the one-loop
renormalization-group equations. By using a WBT [39,
28,29] it is possible to remove the phases in MD to be
absorbed by MU , i.e., the phases in Bd and Cd are ab-
sorbed in Bu and Cu, so that the mass matrices (2) can
be rewritten as:

MU =

 0 0 |Cu|eiϕCu
0 Au |Bu|eiϕBu

|Cu|e−iϕCu |Bu|e−iϕBu Du

 ,

MD =

 0 |Cd| 0
|Cd| 0 |Bd|
0 |Bd| Ad

 ,

(3)

where ϕBu and ϕCu are the respective phases of the com-
plex entries Bu and Cu. Since the trace and the determi-
nant of a matrix are invariant under the diagonalization
process, we can compare these invariants for the mass ma-
trices (3) with the corresponding expressions in the mass
basis where these matrices are diagonal, in such a way
that we can write down the free parameters of MU and
MD in terms of the quark masses.

Du = mu −mc +mt −Au, (4a)

|Bu| =

√
(Au −mu)(Au +mc)(mt −Au)

Au
, (4b)

|Cu| =
√
mumcmt

Au
, (4c)

Ad = md −ms +mb, (4d)

|Bd| =

√
(mb −ms)(md +mb)(ms −md)

md −ms +mb
, (4e)

|Cd| =
√

mdmsmb

md −ms +mb
. (4f)

For reasons of convenience we have imposed that the eigen-
values of the mass matrices for the second generation take
the negative values −mc and −ms. Au is left as a free pa-
rameter and its value, determined by the hierarchy of the
quark masses, must be in the following interval:

mu ≤ Au ≤ mt. (5)

The exact analytical diagonalization mass matrices in Eq. (3)
are shown in Appendix C.

3 Textures, PQ symmetry and the minimal
particle content

The five-texture zeros present in the mass matrices (2)
can be generated through a PQ symmetry U(1)PQ on the
Yukawa interaction terms between the SM fermions and
the scalar doublets Φα in the model [128,103,152]. We
also included a heavy neutral quark Q, and two scalar
singlets S1 and S2; the heavy quark is required to avoid
the FCNC constraints while keeping the QCD anomaly
at a finite value, as it will be explained below. The scalar
singlet S1 is necessary to break the PQ symmetry down
at a given high energy scale ΛPQ (In principle, S2 also
breaks the PQ symmetry; however; the purpose of S2 is
to give mass to the heavy quark, S1 cannot give mass
to the heavy quark due to its PQ charge). The Leading
Order (LO) Lagrangian for these fields is given by [153]:

LLO ⊃ (DµΦ
α)†DµΦα +

∑
ψ

iψ̄γµDµψ +

2∑
i=1

(DµSi)
†DµSi

−

(
q̄Liy

Dα
ij ΦαdRj + q̄Liy

Uα
ij Φ̃

αuRj

+ ℓ̄Liy
Eα
ij ΦαeRj + ℓ̄Liy

Nα
ij Φ̃ανRj + h.c

)
+(λQQ̄RQLS2 + h.c)− V (Φ, S1, S2), (6)

As it is shown in the Appendix A, the minimum num-
ber of Higgs doublets necessary to generate the texture of
the quark masses is four, hence α = 1, 2, 3, 4. In this ex-
pression i, j are family indices (there is an implicit sum
over repeated indices), the superindex U refers to up-
type quarks (the same is true for the super indices D,
E, N which refer to down-type quark, electron-like and
neutrino-like fermions, respectively) and Dµ = ∂µ + iΓµ
is the covariant derivative in the SM. V (Φ, S1, S2) is the
scalar potential which is shown in the Appendix E. In
Eq. (6) ψ stands for the standard model fermion fields
plus the heavy quark Q. As it is shown in Table 2 the PQ
charges of the heavy quark can be chosen in such a way
that only the interaction with the scalar singlet S2 is al-
lowed. In our approach we assign chargesQPQ to the quark
sector particles for the left-handed doublets (qL): xqi , up-
type right-handed singlets (uR): xui and down-type right-
handed singlets (dR): xdi for each family (i = 1, 2, 3), for
the scalar doublets, xϕα (α = 1, 2, 3, 4) and for the scalar
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singlets x
S1,2

. For the time being we only consider the
quark sector but a similar analysis can be done in the
lepton sector [154]. To forbid a given entry in the quark
mass matrix, the corresponding sum of the PQ charges
for the Yukawa interaction terms must be different from
zero, i.e., (−xqi + xuj − xϕα) ̸= 0, so that we can obtain
texture-zeros by imposing the following conditions:

MU =


0 0 x

0 x x

x x x

 −→


SU11 ̸= 0 SU12 ̸= 0 SU13 = 0

SU21 ̸= 0 SU22 = 0 SU23 = 0

SU31 = 0 SU32 = 0 SU33 = 0

 ,

MD =


0 x 0

x 0 x

0 x x

 −→


SD11 ̸= 0 SD12 = 0 SD13 ̸= 0

SD21 = 0 SD22 ̸= 0 SD23 = 0

SD31 ̸= 0 SD32 = 0 SD33 = 0

 , (7)

where

SUij =(−xqi + xuj − xϕα),

SDij =(−xqi + xdj + xϕα). (8)

In the matrix elements of the Eq. (7) every equality must
be satisfied only by one of the Higgs doublets, so in prin-
ciple, we have 11 equations. The inequalities must be sat-
isfied by all the Higgs charges xϕα therefore we have 7× 4
inequalities. We will use the parametrization shown in the
Tables 1 and 2. The scalar singlets, S1,2, acquire a vac-
uum expectation value at very high energies, where the

PQ symmetry is broken. Higgs doublets Φα adquire VEVs
around the electroweak scale. Due to the particular choice
of the PQ charge for the scalar singlet S1 (with a VEV of
order 106 GeV), trilinear terms, coupling the scalar singlet
S1 to the scalar doublets Φα, are allowed in the scalar po-
tential V (Φ, S1, S1) (see Appendix E), which are useful to
have a spectrum of heavy scalar doublets above the TeVs.
The scalar masses are above the searches for heavy-neutral
Higgs bosons for the typical benchmark models reported
by ATLAS and CMS collaborations [155].

The scalar potential V (ϕα, S1, S2) is invariant under
the symmetry S2 −→ S†

2 (which is equivalent to a Z2

symmetry), but this symmetry is broken by the interac-
tion term λQQ̄RQLS2 + h.c.. In fact, from this interac-
tion, it is also possible to generate, at one loop, a mass
term for the CP-odd field 1

2

(
mζS2

)2
SB
ζ2S2

in the effec-
tive Weinberg-Coleman potential (where ζS2

is the imag-
inary part of S2) From this interaction, there is also a
self-energy correction for CP-even fields, but it comes in
with an opposite sign, so these corrections softly break
the Z2 symmetry. As a consequence of this, ζS2

acquires
a mass in the broken phase [156,157,158,159,160,161].
From Eq. (83) of Appendix E it is possible to obtain
the decay of ImS2 = ζS2 in two axions which depends
on the parameter λS1S2 , ζS2 can also decay in in two SM
Higgs bosons, from the term

∑
i λiS2

Φ†
iΦiS

∗
2S2, therefore,

their interactions are not well constrained by colliders, the
impact on the parameter space of our model from the
cosmological signatures of this scalar is beyond the pur-
pose of the present work and deserves a dedicated studio.

Particles Spin SU(3)C SU(2)L U(1)Y U(1)PQ QPQ(i = 1) QPQ(i = 2) QPQ(i = 3)
qLi 1/2 3 2 1/6 xqi −2s1 + 2s2 + α −s1 + s2 + α α
uRi 1/2 3 1 2/3 xui s1 + α s2 + α −s1 + 2s2 + α
dRi 1/2 3 1 -1/3 xdi 2s1 − 3s2 + α s1 − 2s2 + α −s2 + α

Table 1: The columns 6-8 are the PQ (QPQ) charges for the SM quarks in each family. The subindex i = 1, 2, 3 stands
for the family number in the interaction basis. The parameters s1, s2 and α are reals, with s1 ̸= s2.

Particles Spin SU(3)C SU(2)L U(1)Y U(1)PQ QPQ
Φ1 0 1 2 1/2 xϕ1

s1 ∈ reals
Φ2 0 1 2 1/2 xϕ2

s2 ∈ reals
Φ3 0 1 2 1/2 xϕ3

−s1 + 2s2
Φ4 0 1 2 1/2 xϕ4

−3s1 + 4s2
S1 0 1 1 0 x

S1
x
S1

= s1 − s2 ̸= 0
S2 0 1 1 0 x

S2
x
S2

= xQR − xQL ̸= 0
QL 1/2 3 0 0 xQL xQL ∈ reals
QR 1/2 3 0 0 xQR xQR ∈ reals

Table 2: Beyond SM scalar and fermion fields and their respective PQ charges. The parameters s1, s2 are reals, with
s1 ̸= s2.
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As it is usual in the PQ formalism, we are interested in
those charges for which the QCD anomaly N is different
from zero, where

N = 2

3∑
i

xqi −
3∑
i

xui −
3∑
i

xdi +AQ, (9)

for this reason, in the literature N is used as the nor-
malization of the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) charges. In order to
generate the proper normalization to the charges in the
Tables 1 and 2, for an SM fermion ψ the most general
PQ charges that reproduce the texture in Ref. [39] are
given by the parametrization

QPQ(ŝ1, ϵ,N, α)(ψ) =
N

9

(
ŝ1Q

s1
PQ(ψ) + (ϵ+ ŝ1)Q

s2
PQ(ψ)

)
+αQVPQ(ψ). (10)

In this expression, Qs1,s2,VPQ (ψ) are PQ charges, whose ex-
plicit expressions are given in the Table 3, where N =
xQL − xQR + s2 − s1, ϵ = (1 − AQ/N), ŝ1,2 = 9

N s1,2
(are arbitrary real numbers such that ŝ1 ̸= ŝ2) and AQ =
xQL−xQR is the contribution to the anomaly of the heavy
quark Q, which is a singlet under the electroweak gauge
group, with left (right)-handed Peccei-Quinn charges de-
noted by xQL(xQR). This parametrization was obtained
from Tables 1 and 2, by normalizing the PQ charges in
such a way that the anomaly of SU(3)C is N for any
real value of the parameters ŝ1, ŝ2, α, xQL and xQR . Be-
cause xQL and xQR always appear in the combination
xQL−xQR = N(1−ϵ) and ŝ2 = ŝ1+ϵ, it is more convenient
to use the set of parameters ŝ1, ϵ, N and α. For the FCNC
processes considered in the present work, the phenomeno-
logical couplings are proportional to differences between
the PQ charges of down-type quarks, so that only ϵ and
N are relevant for these observables. To solve the strong
CP problem N ̸= 0 and to generate the texture-zeros in
the mass matrices it is necessary to keep ϵ ̸= 0. It is im-
portant to note that due to the exotic heavy quark Q, It
is possible to choose small PQ charges for SM fermions
with a small contribution to the QCD anomaly, while the
QCD anomaly remains finite (this condition is necessary
to solve the strong CP problem), small couplings are also
important to avoid collider constraints.

Particles QVPQ Qs1PQ Qs2PQ
qLi 1 1 1 −2 −1 0 2 1 0
uRi 1 1 1 1 0 −1 0 1 2
dRi 1 1 1 2 1 0 −3 −2 −1

Family 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3

Table 3: The three columns in each slot are the Peccei-
Quinn charges xψi in each family. PQ charges are shown
for the SM left-handed quarks xqi , the right-handed up-
type xui and down-type xdi quarks for the three families
i = 1, 2, 3.

The QCD anomaly is also given by N = AQ/(1 − ϵ),
this parametrization is quite convenient since by fixing
N and fa for FCNC observables (for which α does not
matter) in Eq. (10) we can vary ŝ1 and ϵ for a fixed ΛPQ =
faN , in such a way that the parameter space is naturally
reduced to two dimensions.

If we want to solve the domain-wall problem is nec-
essary to calculate the QCD anomaly in a normalization
such that the minimum magnitude of the non-vanishing
PQ charges of the scalar fields and the quark condensates
is 1 [162]. The anomaly is given byN = xQL−xQR+s2−s1,
by choosing s2 = −1, s1 = 0 and α = 0. In this case
the charge of the singlet scalar S1 is s1 − s2 = 1. In
this normalization, we can identify N with NDW [162]
in such a way that N = NDW = 1, which is equiva-
lent to ϵ = (xQL − xQR)/N = 2. There are other ways
of choosing the parameters which also solve the problem.
The DW problem can be disposed of by introducing an
explicit breaking of the PQ symmetry so that the degen-
eracy between the different vacua is removed and there is
a unique minimum of the potential [163].

4 The effective lagrangian

The most important phenomenological consequence of non-
universal PQ charges is the presence of FCNC. To deter-
mine the restrictions coming from the FCNC we start by
writing the most general effective Lagrangian as [164,165]:

LNLO = +caΦαOaΦα + c1
α1

8πOB

+c2
α2

8πOW + c3
α3

8πOG, (11)

caΦα and c1,2,3 are Wilson coefficients; α1,2,3 =
g21,2,3
4π where

the g1,2,3 are the coupling strengths of the electroweak in-
teraction in the interaction basis; qLi, dRi and uRi, are the
left-handed quark doublet, right-handed down-type and
right-handed up-type quark fields, respectively; ℓLi, eRi
and νRi are the left-handed lepton doublet, right-handed
charged lepton, and right-handed neutrino fields, respec-
tively. ψ stands for the SM fermion fields and the effective
operators are given by

OaΦα =i
∂µa

Λ

(
(DµΦ

α)†Φα − Φα†(DµΦ
α)
)
,

OB =− a

Λ
BµνB̃

µν ,

OW =− a

Λ
W a
µνW̃

aµν ,

OG =− a

Λ
GaµνG̃

aµν , (12)

where B, W a and Ga correspond to the gauge fields as-
sociated with the SM gauge groups U(1)Y , SU(2)L and
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SU(3)C , respectively. Redefining the fields [164]

Φα −→ ei
x
Φα
Λ aΦα,

ψL −→ ei
xψL
Λ aψL,

ψR −→ ei
xψR
Λ aψR,

Si −→ ei
x
Si
Λ aSi, (13)

where xΦα and xψαL,R are the PQ charges for the Higgs
doublets and the SM fermions, respectively. By keeping
the leading order LO terms in Λ−1, the Lagrangian Eq. (11)
can be written as [164,153]:

LNLO −→ LNLO +∆LNLO, (14)

where

∆LNLO = ∆LKΦ +∆LKψ +∆LYukawa

+∆L(Fµν) +∆LKS , (15)

with

∆LKΦ =ixΦα
∂µa

Λ

[
(DµΦ

α)†Φα − Φα†(DµΦ
α)
]
,

∆LKψ =
∂µa

2Λ

∑
ψ

(xψL − xψR)ψ̄γ
µγ5ψ − (xψL + xψR)ψ̄γ

µψ,

∆LYukawa =
ia

Λ
q̄Li

(
yDαij xdj − xqiy

Dα
ij + xΦαy

Dα
ij

)
ΦαdRj

+
ia

Λ
q̄Li

(
yUαij xuj − xqiy

Uα
ij − xΦαy

Uα
ij

)
Φ̃αuRj

∆LKS =ixSi
∂µa

Λ

[
(DµSi)

†Si − S†
i (DµSi)

]
,

and xqi , xui and xdi are the PQ charges for the i-th
family of the quark doublet, right-handed up-type and
the right-handed down-type, respectively. From Eq. (7) we
see that ∆LYukawa is zero, this is consistent with the ax-
ion shift symmetry which only allows derivative couplings
to the SM particles. The same is true for all terms with-
out derivatives of the fields. As it is shown in Appendix D
from∆LKΨ we obtain the flavour-violating derivative cou-
plings:

∆LKD =− ∂µad̄iγ
µ
(
gVafifj + γ5gAafifj

)
dj , (16)

where;

gV,Aadidj =
1

2faceff3
∆Dij
V,A, (17)

In this expression we made the substitution Λ = fac
eff
3 . As

shown in appendix D the axial and vector couplings are:

∆Dij
V,A = ∆Dij

RR (d)±∆Dij
LL (q), (18)

with∆Fij
LL (q) =

(
UDL xq U

D†
L

)ij
and∆Fij

RR (d) =
(
UDR xd U

D†
R

)ij
.

The field redefinitions (13) induce a modification of the
measure in the functional path integral whose effects can

be determined from the divergence of the axial-vector cur-
rent: JPQ5

µ =
∑
ψ(xψL − xψR)ψ̄γµγ

5ψ [166],

∂µJPQ5
µ =

∑
ψ

2imψ(xψL − xψR)ψ̄γ
5ψ

−
∑
ψ

(xψL − xψR)
α1Y

2(ψ)

2π
BµνB̃

µν

−
∑

SU(2)L doublets

xψL
α2

4π
W a
µνW̃

aµν

−
∑

SU(3) triplets

(xψL − xψR)
α3

4π
GaµνG̃

aµν , (19)

where the hypercharge is normalized by Q = T3L + Y .
The Eq. (19) is an on-shell relation; and the derivative is
associated with the momentum of an on-shell axion, hence,
there is internal consistency. By replacing this result in
LKψ = ∂µa

2Λ J
PQ5
µ = − a

2Λ∂
µJPQ5

µ we obtain a modification
of the leading order Wilson coefficients [167]

c1 −→ c1 −
1

3
Σq +

8

3
Σu+

2

3
Σd−Σℓ+ 2Σe,

c2 −→ c2 − 3Σq −Σℓ,

c3 −→ c3 − 2Σq +Σu+Σd−AQ, (20)

where Σq ≡ xq1 + xq2 + xq3 is the sum of the PQ charges
of the three families, and AQ is the contribution of the
heavy quark to the color anomaly which was defined in
Eqs. (10) and (9). From these expressions we obtain for
the SM fermions

∆L(Fµν) =
a

Λ

α1

8π
BµνB̃

µν

(
1

3
Σq − 8

3
Σu− 2

3
Σd+Σℓ− 2Σe

)
+
a

Λ

α2

8π
W a
µνW̃

aµν (3Σq +Σℓ)

+
a

Λ

α3

8π
GaµνG̃

aµν (2Σq −Σu−Σd+AQ) . (21)

We define ceff3 = c3 − 2Σq + Σu + Σd − AQ = −N . In
our case, there are no operators of dimension 5 in the La-
grangian before redefining the fields, i.e., ci = 0. It is usual
to define Λ = fac

eff
3 to absorb the factor ceff3 in the nor-

malization of the PQ charges 2. From now on we assume
that all the PQ charges are normalized in this way, so that
xψ stands for xψ/ceff3 and the effective scale is fa. For nor-
malized charges ceff3 = 1, we do not lose generality despite
writing the expressions in terms of fa.

5 Naturalness of Yukawa couplings

The previous texture analysis guarantees that the number
of free parameters in the mass matrices is enough to re-
produce the CKM matrix and the quark masses; as we will
show our solutions are flexible enough to set most Yukawa
couplings of order 1. As shown in the appendices, in order

2 Notice that ceff3 could be negative, however it does not rep-
resent a problem since the observables always depend on |fa|2.



Yithsbey Giraldo et al.: Flavored axions and the flavor problem 7

to generate the texture of the mass matrices with a PQ
symmetry, it is necessary to have at least four Higgs dou-
blets. The chosen PQ charges are enough to generate the
texture-zeros; but it does not guarantee Hermitian mass
matrices, it is true that non-Hermitian mass matrices are
the usual ones, however, in our approach we prefer Her-
mitian mass matrices to gain some analytical advantages.
In order to have self-adjoint matrices we impose the fol-
lowing restrictions on the Yukawa couplings in Eq. (3):
yU1
31 = yU1∗

13 , yU2
32 = yU2∗

23 , yD4
21 = yD4∗

12 , yD3
32 = yD3∗

23 , in ad-
dition, we require that the diagonal elements yU1

22 , y
U3
33 and

yD2
33 must be real numbers.

The up and down quark mass matrices in the interac-
tion basis are:

MU = v̂αy
Uα
ij =

 0 0 yU1
13 v̂1

0 yU1
22 v̂1 yU2

23 v̂2

yU1∗

13 v̂1 y
U2∗

23 v̂2 y
U3
33 v̂3

 , (22)

MD = v̂αy
Dα
ij =

 0 |yD4
12 |v̂4 0

|yD4
12 |v̂4 0 |yD3

23 |v̂3
0 |yD3

23 |v̂3 yD2
33 v̂2

 , (23)

where we define the expectation values v̂i = vi/
√
2. Here

we have implicitly defined the arrays yDαij which will be
needed in the calculation of the FCNC. Taking into ac-
count the expressions (4), it is possible to establish the fol-
lowing relations between the masses of the up-type quarks
and the VEVs

v̂1 =

(
mumcmt

|yU1
13 |2 yU1

22

)1/3

, (24)

v̂2 =

√
(v̂1 yU1

22 −mu)(v̂1 yU1
22 +mc)(mt − v̂1yU1

22 )

v̂1 yU1
22 |yU2

23 |2
, (25)

v̂3 =
mu −mc +mt − v̂1 y

U1
22

yU3
33

. (26)

In an identical way for the down sector we can set the
following relations:

v̂4 =

(
mdmsmb

|yD4
12 |2 (md −ms +mb)

)1/2

, (27)

v̂3 =

√
(ms −md)(md +mb)(mb −ms)

(md −ms +mb) |yD3
23 |2

, (28)

v̂2 =
md −ms +mb

yD2
33

. (29)

By using current quark masses at the Z pole (Table 5), i.e.,
mu = 1.27 MeV, mc = 0.633 GeV and mt = 171.3 GeV,
from Eq. (24) we find the following approximate values
for the vacuum expectation in terms of the masses and
the Yukawas:

v̂1y
U1
22 ∼

∣∣∣∣yU1
22

yU1
13

∣∣∣∣2/3 (mumcmt)
1/3 =

∣∣∣∣yU1
22

yU1
13

∣∣∣∣2/3 0.516GeV.

(30)

From the bottom current mass at the Z pole we can obtain
v̂2 by using the Eq. (29)

v̂2 ∼ mb

yD2
33

=
2.91GeV
yD2
33

. (31)

Using the constraint (5) and the numerical inputs in Ta-
ble 5 in Appendix C, we can establish the more restrictive
condition mu ≪ yU1

22 v̂1 ≪ mt. The consistency between
the equations (25) and (31) requires the following relation∣∣∣∣ yU2

23

yD2
33

∣∣∣∣ =
√(

mc + v̂1yU1
22

)
mt

m2
b

∼ 6.9, (32)

where we are assuming that v̂1yU1
22 ∼ 2.7mc (see Table 5).

Under similar assumptions it is also possible to get v̂3 from
the equation (26)

v̂3 ∼ mt

yU3
33

. (33)

The consistency of this result with the value for v̂3 in
Eq. (28) implies∣∣∣∣yD3

23

yU3
33

∣∣∣∣ =√msmb

m2
t

= 2.4× 10−3, (34)

where, in this case, we took ms = 56 MeV at the Z
pole. Due to Eq. (33) all the Yukawa couplings have a
strong dependency on yU3

33 since v̂3 is the leading term in
v =

√
(v21 + v22 + v23 + v24). So, by setting various Yukawa

couplings close to 1 (except yU2
23 , yD3

23 and yU1
13 ) we obtain:

v̂1 =1.71GeV, v̂2 = 2.91GeV, v̂3 = 174.085GeV. (35)

Finally, we can obtain v̂4 from Eq. (27)

v̂4 ∼
√
mdms

|yD4
12 |

. (36)

By setting yU3
33 ∼ 0.983818 it is possible to adjust yD4

12 ∼ 1
through the relation (v21+v

2
2+v

2
3+v

2
4) = (246.24GeV)2 =

v2, which for md = 3.15 MeV implies

v̂4 = 13.3MeV. (37)

We will adjust the scalar potential V (Φ, S1, S2) so that,
at the minimum, the VEVs of the scalar doublets are pre-
cisely those required to generate the SM quark masses. We
also propose rotation matrices to implement the Georgi-
Nanopoulus formalism for an arbitrary number of scalar
doublets.

6 Low energy constraints

Since our model has non-universal PQ charges, in addi-
tion to the usual constraints for the axion-photon cou-
pling, a tree level analysis of the Flavor Changing neutral
currents is needed. As it is mentioned in reference [163]
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Figure 1: Tree level diagram contribution to the FCNC
processes K± → π±a and B± → K∗±a.

the strongest bounds on flavor violating axion couplings
to quarks come from meson decays into final states con-
taining invisible particles. Currently, the K± → π±a de-
cays provide the tightest limits (E949 and E787 Experi-
ments) for the axion mass [163]. Other important restric-
tions apply on axion-photon couplings [163] but require
lepton couplings which we are not considering in this work,
any way, in our case these bounds do not represent the
strongest constraints [163]. As shown in reference [163] for
the decays K± → π±a and B → K∗a the tree level FCNC
come from the term ∆LKψ in the Lagrangian (15). In our
approach, we assume that these terms are absent in the
original Lagrangian, i.e., ci = 0, so these terms come from
the redefinition of the fields (13) and are therefore propor-
tional to the PQ charges. In Appendix D, it is shown that
the decay widths of pseudoscalar K±(B) mesons into an
axion and a charged pion (vector K∗) are given by

Γ (K± → π±a) =
m3
K

16π

(
1− m2

π

m2
K

)2

λ
1/2
Kπaf

2
0 (m

2
a)|gVads|2,

Γ (B → K∗a) =
m3
B

16π
λ
3/2
BK∗aA

2
0(m

2
a)|gAasb|2, (38)

where λMma =
(
1− (ma+m)2

M2

)(
1− (ma−m)2

M2

)
and

gV,Aadidj =
1

2faceff3
∆Dij
V,A, (39)

where:
∆Dij
V,A = ∆Dij

RR (d)±∆Dij
LL (q), (40)

with∆Fij
LL (q) =

(
UDL xq U

D†
L

)ij
and∆Fij

RR (d) =
(
UDR xd U

D†
R

)ij
.

In the Eq. (39) we normalize the charges with ceff3 as it is
explained in the last paragraph of section 4. For ma ≪
1 MeV, the form factor is f0(m2

a) ≈ 1 [172] for the decay
K± → π±a. On the other side, from reference [173] we ob-
tain: f0(m2

a) ≈ 0.33 for B± → K±a, f0(m2
a) ≈ 0.258 for

B± → π±a, and for decays with a vector meson in the final
state A0(m

2
a) ≈ 0.374 for B± → K∗±a. The constraints

on the axion couplings and the decay constant fa can be
obtained from rare semileptonic meson decays M → mν̄ν,
where M stands for K±, B± and m = π±,K±,K∗, ρ.
These constraints are summarized in Table 4. Figure 2
shows the decay constant fa as a function of ϵ. For our
PQ charges, the FCNC from the processes B± → π±a
and B± → K∗±a are strongly suppressed, in such a way

Collaboration Upper bound

E949+E787 [168,169] B
(
K+ → π+a

)
< 0.73× 10−10

CLEO [170] B
(
B± → π±a

)
< 4.9× 10−5

CLEO [170] B
(
B± → K±a

)
< 4.9× 10−5

BELLE [171] B
(
B± → ρ±a

)
< 21.3× 10−5

BELLE [171] B
(
B± → K∗±a

)
< 4.0× 10−5

(41)

Table 4: These inequalities come from the window for new
physics in the branching ratio uncertainty of the meson
decay in a pair ν̄ν.

Figure 2: Allowed regions for semileptonic meson decays.
We use the relation (1) between the axion mass and the
decay constant fa.

that these constraints are satisfied trivially, hence their
allowed regions are not shown in Figure 2.

In general, it is not guaranteed that the eigenstates of
mass correspond to the states obtained from the Georgi
Rotation, as it is argued in the reference [174] it is only
necessary that the state corresponding to the Higgs of the
SM coincides with one of the mass eigenstates of the neu-
tral scalars to obtain an alignment that allows us applying
the results of the formalism of Georgi [175]. In our case,
we have numerically verified the alignment criteria in ref-
erence [174]. The origin of the alignment in our model
is a consequence of the large suppression of the VEVs of
the scalar doublets vi, with i = 1, 2, 4, respect to v3, the
VEV of Φ3. To some extent, this alignment avoids FCNC
involving the SM Higgs boson; however, after alignment,
there are other sources of FCNC associated with the ad-
ditional scalar doublets, which is not possible to avoid by
any means.
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New sources of FCNC come from the Higgs sector, as
can be seen in Eq. (64) in appendix B, where the term
−d̄iLH0

βY
Dβ
ij djR− ūiLH

0∗
β Y

Uβ
ij ujR has FCNC for β = 2, 3, 4,

however, for β = 1 Y U1
ij is diagonal, H0∗

1 corresponds to
the SM Higgs field, hence, there are no terms with flavor-
changing neutral currents involving the SM Higgs. For
β = 2, 3, 4 the decay B → K∗Hβ with a neutral scalar
in the final state has no phase space, however, the FCNC
process B → K∗Hβ → K∗ℓ−ℓ+ , where the scalar is an
intermediate boson, is possible, however, in this case, the
scalar width is suppressed by a factor 1/M4

β (for β > 1

the masses are above 1TeV) and therefore this observable
does not represent the strongest constraint. This justi-
fies why in the literature the width of the FCNC process
π± → K±a (Eq. 39) represents the strongest constraint
for a light axion. The PDG 2022 [155], set mass limits for
heavy neutral Higgs bosons in the MSSM (which is a usual
benchmark model for models with additional Higgs dou-
blets) M2 > 389 GeV for tanβ = 10. The constraints are
stronger for larger tanβ; in our model, the tanβ values
are of order one so that in all the cases the scalar masses
of our model are above these lower limits.

From astrophysical considerations are the bounds from
black holes superradiance and the SN 1987A bound on the
neutron electric dipole moment, which can be combined in
such a way that they constrain the axion decay constant
in the range [163] (see Figure 2) : 0.8 × 106GeV ≤ fa ≤
2.8× 1017GeV.

7 Summary and conclusions

In this work we have proposed a PQ symmetry that gives
rise to quark mass matrices with five texture-zeros. This
texture (2) can adjust in a non-trivial way the six masses
of the quarks and the three CKM mixing angles and the
CP violating phase. The Hermitian quark mass matrices,
up-type MU and down-type MD, have 18 free parame-
ters, six of them are phases and 12 are real parameters.
As it is well known in the literature, three of these real
parameters can be made equal to zero through a WBT
without any physical consequence [27,28,29]. Five of these
phases can be reabsorbed in the fermion fields [176,177]
in such a way that we end with nine real parameters and
one phase to explain the six quark masses, the three mix-
ing angles, and the CP-violating phase, achieving parity
between the number of free parameters and experimental
measurements.

By imposing two texture zeros (in addition to the three
zeros obtained from the WBT) there are more experimen-
tal constraints than free parameters, this feature elimi-
nates a large number of possible textures for the mass
matrices. In Appendix A we showed that in order to gen-
erate the texture, Eq. (2), through a PQ symmetry, at
least four Higgs doublets are required. In Eq. (10) we pro-
posed a general parametrization for the PQ charges which
is consistent with the texture.

Since many observables are proportional to the PQ
charges normalized by the QCD anomaly, we included into

the particle content a heavy quark singlet under the SM
gauge electroweak gauge group SUL(2)× UY (1) but with
chiral charges under the PQ symmetry. The PQ charges of
this heavy quark are responsible for maintaining N ̸= 0,
while we make the PQ charges of the SM quarks arbitrarily
close to zero.

To generate the texture zeros of the mass matrices and
simultaneously to solve the strong CP problem it is nec-
essary to keep ϵ and N different from zero in Eq. (10).
In our case, the FCNC observables do not depend on the
parameters α and ŝ1 (see Table 2 for definitions), hence,
the axion decay constant fa (or the axion mass ma) and
ϵ were the only relevant parameters in our analysis.

In order to write down the quark mass matrices in
the proper basis, in Appendix B we generalize the Georgi
rotation in the two Higgs doublet formalism to rotate an
arbitrary number of Higgs doublets to a basis where only
one Higgs doublet acquires a vacuum expectation value.

By defining almost all the Yukawas close to 1, it was
possible to determine the vacuum expectation values of
the Higgs doublets from the experimental value of the
quark masses and the CKM mixing matrix, this choice
obeys the criteria of naturalness and is very convenient to
understand the origin of the mass hierarchies in the SM.

Since in our model the PQ charges are non-universal
there are FCNC at the tree level. We calculated the tree
level FCNC couplings from the effective interaction La-
grangian between the kinetic term of the quarks and the
axion, these couplings are well known in the literature [163].
In Appendix D we calculated the decay width for the de-
cay of a pseudoscalar meson into a pseudoscalar (or vec-
tor) meson plus an axion. This result let us determine the
region of the parameter space allowed by the experimental
constraints Fig. 2.

Our model is flexible enough to accommodate possible
experimental anomalies, while simultaneously is a useful
approach to answer several issues in flavor physics. For
future work, it is necessary to extend the PQ symmetry
to leptons. Although it is true that in the literature there
are textures that can adjust the parameters of the lepton
sector [178,179,180,181,182,154], these textures are dif-
ferent from those used with quarks [27], however, as will
be shown elsewhere, it is possible to make the adjustment
without additional Higgs doublets.
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A The minimal content of Higgs doublets

The texture (42) can be obtained from a Peccei-Quinn
U(1)PQ symmetry, incorporating in the model a minimum
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of 4 Higgs doublets with charges xϕ.

MU =

 0 0 x
0 x x
x x x

 , MD =

 0 x 0
x 0 x
0 x x

 . (42)

The idea of the demonstration is: we first observe that in
terms of the charges xψ, each entry allowed in the array
MU must satisfy the relation:

SUij = −xqi + xuj − xϕα = 0, (43)

where xϕα represents the PQ chargue of the αth Higgs
that satisfies the equality in Eq. (43). By assuming two
quarks doublets qLi and qLj with identical PQ charges
xq and requiring SUik = −xqi + xuk − xϕα = 0 for any
k = 1, 2, 3, we also have SUjk = −xqj + xuk − xϕα = 0, for
the same k’s and the Higgs doublet ϕα (since xqi = xqj ).
This would lead to having two rows in the matrix MU

with an equivalent structure, that is to say, the allowed
and forbiden terms are the same, which contradicts the
structure of the matrix. Similarly, if two fields uRi, uRj
with i ̸= j, had equal charges, it would lead to an array
MU with a similar structure in two columns, which is not
present in (42); the same applies to the matrix MD, thus:

xqi ̸= xqj , xui ̸= xuj , xdi ̸= xdj , with i, j = 1, 2, 3.
(44)

From these inequalities and noting that in the third
column in MU all terms are allowed, we can conclude that

at least three Higgs doublets are required to reproduce
the texture-zeros of the matrix MU . Now it is necessary
to settle if three Higgs doublets are enough to simultane-
ously reproduce the matrix MU and MD in 42. The third
column in Mu implies the relations

SUi,3 = −xqi + xu3
− xϕα = 0, for each i = 1, 2, 3,

(45)

then xq1 = xu3
− xϕα = 0 and xq2 = xu3

− xϕα = 0.
Since xq1 ̸= xq2 these equations can not be simultaneously
valid for the same xϕα . The same is true for any pair xqi ,
xqj with i ̸= j, hence, the equalities Eq. (45) require a
minimum of three higgs doublets to reproduce the texture
of MU . The next step is to determine if the three chosen
Higgs doublets for MU are enough to generate the texture
of MD. For three Higgs doublets the texture (42) requires
7 × 3 = 21 inequalities associated with the forbidden en-
tries, i.e.,

SDij =− xqi + xdj + xϕα ̸= 0

SUij =− xqi + xuj − xϕα ̸= 0, α = 1, 2, 3. (46)

Now, without loss of generality, we can take the charge
of the singlet xu3 = 0, and from the equations (45) for
the couplings of uR3 we can identify the charges of the
doublets qL with the charges of the three Higgs fields, such
that: xqi = −xϕi . With this result we can put together the
equations (43) and the inequalities (46), in such a way that
the texture of the matrix MD can be written-down as 47:

SD =

xϕ1
+ xd1 + (xϕ)11 ̸= 0 xϕ1

+ xd2 + (xϕ)12 = 0 xϕ1
+ xd3 + (xϕ)13 ̸= 0

xϕ2 + xd1 + (xϕ)21 = 0 xϕ2 + xd2 + (xϕ)22 ̸= 0 xϕ2 + xd3 + (xϕ)23 = 0
xϕ3 + xd1 + (xϕ)31 ̸= 0 xϕ3 + xd2 + (xϕ)32 = 0 xϕ3 + xd3 + (xϕ)33 = 0

 , (47)

where the inequalities must be satisfied by any (xϕ)ij =
xϕk , with k = 1, 2, 3. For the equalities, it is enough if at
least one xϕi satisfies them. In Eq. (48) we analyze each
entry of SD21 and we obtain the following options for (xϕ)21:

(xϕ)21 =


xϕ1

→ SD11 = 0 if (xϕ)11 = xϕ2
(must be ̸= 0)

xϕ2
is a consistent solution

xϕ3 → SD13 = 0 if (xϕ)13 = xϕ2 (must be ̸= 0),

(48)

By the same way, the choice (xϕ)23 = xϕ1
in SD23 is not

consistent with the inequality SD13, and the choice (xϕ)23 =
xϕ2

due to SD21, implies xd3 = xd1 , which is forbidden
by Eq. (44), therefore the only option is (xϕ)23 = xϕ3

.
The proposed analysis allows defining in a unambiguous
way the fields (xϕ)ij in the equalities. Proceeding in an
identical way for the remaining ones, we get:

(xϕ)21 =xϕ2
, (xϕ)23 = xϕ3

, (xϕ)12 = xϕ3
,

(xϕ)32 =xϕ1
, (xϕ)33 = xϕ2

, (49)
By replacing these expressions in (47) SD reduces to 50:

SD =

xϕ1
+ xd1 + (xϕ)11 ̸= 0 xϕ1

+ xd2 + xϕ3
= 0 xϕ1

+ xd3 + (xϕ)13 ̸= 0
2xϕ2

+ xd1 = 0 xϕ2
+ xd2 + (xϕ)22 ̸= 0 xϕ2

+ xd3 + xϕ3
= 0

xϕ3
+ xd1 + (xϕ)31 ̸= 0 xϕ3

+ xd2 + xϕ1
= 0 xϕ3

+ xd3 + xϕ2
= 0

 . (50)

From this expression we obtain the relation:

SD21 − SD11 = 2xϕ2 − xϕ1 − (xϕ)11 ̸= 0, (51)
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since this must be true for all (xϕ)11 = xϕi , for i = 1 we
get:

2xϕ2 − xϕ3 − xϕ1 ̸= 0. (52)
We will use equation (52) shortly. By carrying out the

same analysis for SU (using the same conventions xu3
= 0

and −xqi = xϕi ) there are two options for this matrix, as
seen in 53:

SU(AB)
=

xϕ1 + xu1 − (xϕ)11 ̸= 0 xϕ1 + xu2 − (xϕ)12 ̸= 0 0
xϕ2 + xu1 − (xϕ)21 ̸= 0 xϕ2 + xu2 − xϕ

(13)
= 0 0

xϕ3 + xu1 − xϕ
(12)

= 0 xϕ3 + xu2 − xϕ
(21)

= 0 0

 ,

(53)
where subscript

(
2
1

)
indicates that either of the two val-

ues xϕ1
or xϕ2

are possible. The subscript
(
A
B

)
means that

all the up (down) options must be replaced simultaneously,
mixing between up and down options must be avoided.
From this matrix, i.e., SUA , we obtain (SUA )22 − SUA )32 =
2xϕ2 − xϕ3 − xϕ1 = 0, which is forbidden by (52), then,
the option SUA is not possible. For the option SUB we have

(SUB )22 − (SUB )32 = −2xϕ3 + xϕ2 + xϕ1 = 0, (54)

but, (SUB )11 − (SUB )31 = −2xϕ3
+ xϕ2

+ xϕ1
̸= 0 (where

we took (xϕ)11 = xϕ3 in SUB ) that violates the inequality
(54), therefore it is not possible to build the texture (42)
with just three Higgs doublets. By adding a Higgs doublet,
infinite solutions are presented thus demonstrating that a
minimum of four Higgs doublets are required to reproduce
the texture (42).

B The mass operator matrices

The most general Lagrangian for the interaction of four
Higgs doublets Φα with the quarks of the SM is given by

L = −q̄′iLΦαyDαij d′jR − q̄′iLΦ̃αy
Uα
ij u

′j
R + h.c, (55)

where a sum is assumed on repeated indices. Here i, j run
over 1, 2, 3 and α over 1, 2, 3, 4. The Higgs boson doublet
fields are parameterized as follows:

Φα =

(
ϕ+α

vα+hα+iηα√
2

)
, Φ̃α = iσ2Φ

∗
α. (56)

In a similar way as in the two Higgs doublet model [183] we
rotate the Higgs fields to the (generalized) Georgi basis,
i.e.,H1

H2

H3

H4

 = R1(β1)R2(β2)R3(β3)

Φ1

Φ2

Φ3

Φ4

 =: Hβ ≡ RβαΦα,

(57)

where the orthogonal matrices

R1(β1) =

 cosβ1 sinβ1 0 0
− sinβ1 cosβ1 0 0

0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 , (58a)

R2(β2) =

1 0 0 0
0 cosβ2 sinβ2 0
0 − sinβ2 cosβ2 0
0 0 0 1

 , (58b)

R3(β3) =

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 cosβ3 sinβ3
0 0 − sinβ3 cosβ3

 , (58c)

where tanβ1 =

√
v22+v

2
3+v

2
4

v1
, tanβ2 =

√
v23+v

2
4

v2
and tanβ3 =

v4
v3

. In these expressions Hβ = (H+
β , (H

0
β + iHodd

β )/
√
2)T .

This basis is chosen in such a way that only the neutral
component of H1 acquires a vacuum expectation value

⟨H0
1 ⟩ =

√
v21 + v22 + v23 + v24 ≡ v,

⟨H0
2 ⟩ = 0, ⟨H0

3 ⟩ = 0, ⟨H0
4 ⟩ = 0. (59)

In this way ΦαyFαij = yFαij R
T
αβRβγΦγ = YFβij Hβ , and F =

U,D; where we have defined

YFβij = Rβαy
Fα
ij . (60)

With these definitions equation (55) becomes

L = −q̄′iLHβYDβij d′jR − q̄′iLH̃βYUβij u′jR + h.c. (61)

It is necessary to rotate to the mass eigenstates of the
fermion mass, i.e.,

fL,R = UFL,Rf
′
L,R, (62)

where the diagonalization matrices UL,R are defined be-
low, in section C. From the Lagrangian for the charged
currents

LCC =− g√
2
ū′Liγ

µd′LiW
+ + h.c

=− g√
2
ūLiγ

µ (VCKM)ij dLjW
+ + h.c, (63)

it is possible to obtain the CKM mixing matrix VCKM =

UUL U
D†
L by rotating to the fermion mass eigenstates. In

particular, we are interested in the axial neutral current
coupling to the axion in the mass eigenstates

LH0 =− 1√
2
d̄′iLH

0
βY

Dβ
ij d′jR − 1√

2
ū′iLH

0
βY

Uβ
ij u′jR + h.c,

=− 1√
2
d̄iLH

0
βY

Dβ
ij djR − 1√

2
ūiLH

0
βY

Uβ
ij ujR + h.c,

(64)

where Y Fβij =
(
UFL YFβUF†

R

)
ij

. In these expressions the

mass functions in the interaction basis are:

MD
ij =

v√
2
YD1
ij , MU

ij =
v√
2
YU1
ij , (65)

where v = ⟨H0
1 ⟩ is the Higgs vacuum expectation value.
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C Diagonalization matrices
In order to compare with physical quantities, it is neces-
sary to rotate fields to the mass eigenstates, i.e., uL,R =
UUL,Ru

′
L,R and dL,R = UDL,Rd

′
L,R, where prime means the

interaction basis. In our formalism the mass matrices are
Hermitian, hence the right-handed and left-handed diago-
nalizing matrices are identical; however, we obtain a minus
sign on the quark mass eigenvalues of the second family
(see comments after Eq. (4f) and references [29,39]). To
get a positive mass matrix we introduce the identity ma-
trix written as I2I2 = 1 with I2 = diag(1,−1, 1), i.e.,

MU
ij =

(
UU†λUUU

)
ij
=
(
UU†
L mUUUR

)
ij
=

v√
2
YU1
ij

=
v√
2
R1αy

Uα
ij ,

MD
ij =

(
UD†λDUD

)
ij
=
(
UD†
L mUUDR

)
ij
=

v√
2
YD1
ij

=
v√
2
R1αy

Dα
ij , (66)

where:

λU,D =diag(mu,d,−mc,s,mt,b),

mU,D =diag(mu,d,mc,s,mt,b),

the matrices R and Y are defined in Eqs. (57) and (60),
respectively; and

UU,DL = UU,D, UU,DR = I2U
U,D, (67)

where UU,D are the diagonalization matrices (68) and
(69). In the second and fourth lines in (66) we made use
of (65). It is important to stress that the texture-zeros pat-
tern in the matrix YF1

ij are identical to those in the original
Yukawa couplings yFαij , since the sum over α does not mix
the i, j indices. In fact, according to equations (22) and
(23), MU,D = vα√

2
yU,Dαij = v√

2
R1αy

U,Dα
ij , therefore R1α =

vα
v . The diagonalization matrices are:

UU† =


ei(ϕCu+θ1u)

√
mcmt(Au−mu)

Au(mc+mu)(mt−mu) −ei(ϕCu+θ2u)
√

(Au+mc)mtmu
Au(mc+mt)(mc+mu)

ei(ϕCu+θ3u)
√

mc(mt−Au)mu
Au(mc+mt)(mt−mu)

−ei(ϕBu+θ1u)
√

(Au+mc)(mt−Au)mu
Au(mc+mu)(mt−mu) −ei(ϕBu+θ2u)

√
mc(mt−Au)(Au−mu)
Au(mc+mt)(mc+mu)

ei(ϕBu+θ3u)
√

(Au+mc)mt(Au−mu)
Au(mc+mt)(mt−mu)

eiθ1u
√

mu(Au−mu)
(mc+mu)(mt−mu) eiθ2u

√
mc(Au+mc)

(mc+mt)(mc+mu)
eiθ3u

√
mt(mt−Au)

(mc+mt)(mt−mu)

 , (68)

UD† =


eiθ1d

√
mb(mb−ms)ms

(mb−md)(md+ms)(mb+md−ms)
−eiθ2d

√
mb(mb+md)md

(md+ms)(mb+md−ms)(mb+ms)

√
md(ms−md)ms

(mb−md)(mb+md−ms)(mb+ms)

eiθ1d
√

md(mb−ms)
(mb−md)(md+ms)

eiθ2d
√

(mb+md)ms
(md+ms)(mb+ms)

√
mb(ms−md)

(mb−md)(mb+ms)

−eiθ1d
√

md(mb+md)(ms−md)
(mb−md)(md+ms)(mb+md−ms)

−eiθ2d
√

(mb−ms)ms(ms−md)
(md+ms)(mb+md−ms)(mb+ms)

√
mb(mb+md)(mb−ms)

(mb−md)(mb+md−ms)(mb+ms)

 , (69)

where θ1u, θ2u, θ3u, θ1d y θ2d are arbitrary phases (a third
phase for the diagonalization matrix (69) can be absorbed
by the remaining phases) which are useful to adapt to

the convention of the matrix VCKM = UUL U
D†
L . Taking as

input the SM parameters at the Z pole, the best fit values
are:

θ1u θ2u θ3u θ1d θ2d ϕCu ϕBu
−2.84403 1.85606 −0.00461668 1.93013 −0.976639 −1.49697 0.301461

Au mu mc mt md ms mb

1690.29 MeV 1.2684 MeV 633.197 MeV 171268 MeV 3.14751 MeV 56.1169 MeV 2910.01 MeV

Table 5: Best fit point of the mass matrices parameters to the quark masses and mixing angles at the Z pole.

D FCNC from ∆LKψ

The interaction term (15) between the kinetic terms of the
fermions and the axion is given by:

∆LKψ =
∂µa

2fa

∑
ψ

(xψL − xψR)ψ̄
′γµγ5ψ′ − (xψL + xψR)ψ̄γ

µψ′

=− ∂µa

2fa

∑
ψ

xψL ψ̄
′γµ(1− γ5)ψ′ + xψR ψ̄γ

µ(1 + γ5)ψ′,

By rotating from the interaction basis to the mass basis
for the SM quarks we obtain

=− ∂µa

2fa

(
ūiγ

µ
(
1− γ5

)
∆Uij
LL (q)uj

+d̄iγ
µ
(
1− γ5

)
∆Dij
LL (q)dj + ūiγ

µ
(
1 + γ5

)
∆Uij
RR(u)uj

+d̄iγ
µ
(
1 + γ5

)
∆Dij
RR (d)dj

)
, (70)
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where∆Fij
LL (q) =

(
UDL xq U

D†
L

)ij
and∆Fij

RR (d) =
(
UDR xd U

D†
R

)ij
.

From these expressions we are interested in the terms:

∆LKD =− ∂µa

2fa

(
d̄iγ

µ (1− γ5)∆Dij
LL (q)dj

+d̄iγ
µ (1 + γ5)∆Dij

RR (d)dj

)
(71)

=− ∂µa

2fa
d̄iγ

µ
(
∆Dij
V + γ5∆Dij

A

)
dj ,

=− ∂µad̄iγ
µ
(
gVafifj + γ5gAafifj

)
dj , (72)

From this expression, we can infer vector and axial
couplings for any type of fermions F = U,D,E,N

gV,Aafifj =
1

2fa
∆Fij
V,A. (73)

These couplings (73), generate FCNC processes as those
shown in Fig. 1. According to reference [184]

Γ =
S|p⃗|

8πm2
K

|M|2, (74)

where |p⃗| = mKλ
1/2
Kπa/2, and

λKπa =
(
1− (ma+mπ)

2

m2
K

)(
1− (ma−mπ)2

m2
K

)
and S = 1. The

leading order S matrix element for K− → π−a is

M =⟨π−(pπ), a(pa)|iL(s→ d)|K−(pK)⟩

=− igVads(pK − pπ)µ⟨π−(pπ)|d̄γµs|K−(pK)⟩⟨a(pa)|a(pa)|0⟩

=− igVads(m
2
K −m2

π)f0(q
2), (75)

where q2 = (pK − pπ)
2 and :

f0(q
2) = f+(q

2) +
q2f−(q

2)

(m2
K −m2

π)
, (76)

⟨a(pa)|a(pa)|0⟩ = ⟨a(pa)|a(pa)⟩ = 1 (77)

As the initial and final states have the same parity
only the matrix elements of the vector current are different
from zero [185], then

Γ (K+ → π+a) =
m3
K

16π

(
1− m2

π

m2
K

)2

λ
1/2
Kπaf

2
0 (m

2
a)|gVads|2.

(78)

To calculate the B → V a decay width, where V is a vector
meson, it is necessary to consider the form factors for the
quark level process b→ q [186]

⟨V (k, ϵ)|q̄γµb|B(p)⟩ = 2iV (q2)

mB +mV
ϵµνρσϵ∗νkρpσ, (79)

⟨V (k, ϵ)|q̄γµγ5b|B(p)⟩ =2mVA0(q
2)
ϵ∗ · q
q2

qµ

+(mB +mV )A1(q
2)

(
ϵ∗µ − ϵ∗ · q

q2
qµ
)

−A2(q
2)ϵ∗ · q

(mb +mV )

[
(p+ k)µ − m2

B −m2
V

q2
qµ
]
.

(80)

There are also strong constraints from the decay B →
K∗a, the K∗ kaon is a vectorial meson, parity-even under
inversion of the spatial coordinates. Due to the selection
rules of the Lorentz group only the axial-vector matrix
elements ⟨K∗|s̄γµγ5b|B⟩ are different from zero

M =− igVasbqµ⟨K(pK)|s̄γµγ5b|B(pP )⟩
=− igVasb2mK∗A0(q

2)ϵ∗ · q,

where qµ = (pB − pK)µ. Summing over the final polariza-
tion states

∑
s ϵ
µ∗(s)ϵν∗(s) =

(
−gµν + pµ

K∗p
ν
K∗

m2
K∗

)
, we get

∑
s

|M|2 = |gAasb|2A2
0(m

2
a)m

4
BλBK∗a, (81)

and replacing this result in Eq. 74 the width decay can be
written as

Γ (B → K∗a) =
m3
B

16π
λ
3/2
BK∗aA

2
0(m

2
a)|gAasb|2. (82)

E Scalar potential

In order to explain the textures of the mass matrices of
our model, four scalar doublets Φα were introduced in sec-
tion 3, additionally a scalar singlet S is required to break
the PQ symmetry. For completeness it is necessary to in-
troduce a potential V (Φ, S1, S2) with all the terms allowed
by the PQ symmetry. From this potential it is possible to
obtain the masses of the scalar fields allowing us to deter-
mine which of them correspond to Goldstone bosons. One
of the CP odd massless scalars must correspond to the
axion field associated with the breaking of PQ symmetry.
The most general CP invariant scalar potential in the PQ
symmetry scenario is

V (Φ, Si) =

4∑
i=1

µ2
iΦ

†
iΦi +

2∑
k=1

µ2
skS

∗
kSk +

4∑
i=1

λi
(
Φ†
iΦi
)2

+

2∑
k=1

λsk (S
∗
kSk)

2
+

4∑
i=1

2∑
k=1

λisk

(
Φ†
iΦi
)
(S∗
kSk)

+

4∑
i, j = 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
i<j

(
λij
(
Φ†
iΦi
)(

Φ†
jΦj
)
+ Jij

(
Φ†
iΦj
)(

Φ†
jΦi
))

+ λs1s2 (S
∗
1S1) (S

∗
2S2)

+ K1

((
Φ†

1Φ2

)(
Φ†

3Φ2

)
+ h.c.

)
+ K2

((
Φ†

3Φ4

)(
Φ†

3Φ1

)
+ h.c.

)
+ F1

((
Φ†

2Φ3

)
S1 + h.c.

)
+ F2

((
Φ†

1Φ2

)
S1 + h.c.

)
+

1

2

(
mζS2

)2
SB
ζ2S2

+
1

2

(
mξS2

)2
SB
ξ2S2

. (83)

where the terms proportional to Fi are allowed by the
particular choice of the PQ charges and the Fi couplings
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have units of mass. After spontaneous symmetry break-
ing (SSB), the four Higgs doublets acquire a VEV that
gives masses to all SM particles and the scalar doublets
could be written as

Φα =

(
ϕ+α

vα+hα+iηα√
2

)
, Φ̃α = iσ2Φ

∗
α,

Si =
v
Si

+ ξSi + iζSi√
2

; i = 1, 2. (84)

The singlet scalar field S1 breaks the PQ symmetry at
the high energy scale given by vs1 . The last two terms in
the equation (83) correspond to soft breaking masses of
the imaginary and the real part of S2, which are gener-
ated at one loop in the Coleman-Weinberg potential from
the interaction term λQS2Q̄RQL + h.c. From Eqs. (35)
and (37) we have the following hierarchy among VEVs,
v4 ≪ v1, v2 ≪ v3 ≪ vS1

∼ vS2
. In the scalar sector, we

have CP-even, CP-odd, and charged fields. As shown in
Appendices E.1, E.2 and E.3 by choosing the couplings
close to one, as follows:

λ1 = λ2 = λ4 = λs1 = λs2 = λs1s2 = 1,

λ3 = 0.463

λij = 1 for any i, j,
λjs1 = λjs2 = 1 for any j,
J12 = J13 = J23 = J24 = −1, otherwise Jij = 1,

K1 = K2 = −1,

F1 = F2 = −1GeV, (85)

we obtain scalar masses above the TeV scale (except
for the Higgs boson) allowing them to avoid LHC con-
straints on heavy Higgs bosons [187] and charged scalar
bosons [188]. The λ3 value was chosen in order to adjust
the SM Higgs mass. In our approach, the vi (Eqs. (35)
and (37)) are determined from the SM fermion masses
and the quark mass matrix texture, vs1 is still a free pa-
rameter, nonetheless, this parameter is important for the
axion physics due to the relation [189],

fa =
vs1
2N

. (86)

In our calculations we took vs1 ≈ vs2 ≈ 106GeV. It is
important to emphasize that in our model fa can take
arbitrary values, however, a small fa restrict ϵ (Eq. 10)
to values close to zero. Taking into account all these con-
siderations and the Eq. (85) the scalar mass spetrum (in
GeV) is:

CP even = {1.73× 106, 1.× 106, 6.54× 103, 1.97× 103,

1.09× 103, 125},

CP odd = {6.54× 103, 1.97× 103, 1.09× 103, 0, 0,mζS2
},

Charged fields = {6.54× 103, 1.97× 103, 1.11× 103, 0}. (87)

The mass spectrum of the scalar fields is above the TeVs
scale, except the SM Higgs which was set to 125 GeV.
The pseudoscalar sector (CP odd fields) have two zero

mass eigenstates, the axion field and the Goldstone boson
which is absorbed by the longitudinal component of the
SM Z boson. A similar result is achieved in the charged
sector where it is possible to identify the two Goldstone
bosons needed to give mass to the SM W± fields.

E.1 CP-even scalar sector

As shown in Eq. 56 after the SSB the four Higgs doublets
and the scalar singlets acquire VEVs, yielding the squared
mass matrix M2

R for CP-even scalar particles expressed in
the (h1, h2, h3, h4, ξS1

, ξS2
) basis, with entries given by:

M2
R11

= −K1v
2
2v3 +K2v

2
3v4 +

√
2F2v2vs1 − 4v31λ1

2v1
,

M2
R12

=
F2vs1√

2
+ v2(K1v3 + v1H12),

M2
R13

=
K1v

2
2

2
+ v3(K2v4 + v1H13),

M2
R14

=
K2v

2
3

2
+ v1v4H14,

M2
R15

=
F2v2√

2
+ v1vs1λ1s1 ,

M2
R22

=
−
√
2(F2v1 + F1v3)vs1 + 4v32λ2

2v2
,

M2
R23

= K1v1v2 +
F1vs1√

2
+ v2v3H23

M2
R24

= v2v4H24,

M2
R25

=
F2v1√

2
+
F1v3√

2
+ v2vs1λ2s1 ,

M2
R33

= −K1v1v
2
2 +

√
2F1v2vs1 − 4v33λ3
2v3

,

M2
R34

= v3(K2v1 + v4H34),

M2
R35

=
F1v2√

2
+ v3vs1λ3S1 ,

M2
R44

= −K2v1v
2
3

2v4
+ 2v24λ4,

M2
R45

= v4vs1λ4s1 ,

M2
R55

=
−
√
2v2(F2v1 + F1v3) + 4v3s1λS1

2vs1

M2
Rj6 = λjs2vjvs2 , for j<5

M2
R56

= λs1s2vs1vs2

M2
R66

= 2λs2v
2
s2 +m2

ξS2
. (88)

whereHij = λij+Jij . At leading order, the eigenvalues
of this matrix are approximately (in GeV):

{1.73× 106, 1.× 106, 6.54× 103, 1.97× 103,

1.09× 103, 125}, (89)

Where the value 125 GeV corresponds to the SM Higgs.
Hereafter, the signs of the couplings are chosen in such a
way that the eigenvalues are positive.
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E.2 Charged scalar sector

The square of the mass matrix for the charged scalar sec-
tor, M2

C , after SSB in the Higgs sector, can be written in
the (ϕ±1 , ϕ

±
2 , ϕ

±
3 , ϕ

±
4 ) basis as

M2
C11

= −J12v1v
2
2 +K1v

2
2v3 + J13v1v

2
3

2v1

+
K2v

2
3v4 + J14v1v

2
4 +

√
2F2v2vs1

2v1
,

M2
C12

=
1

2

(
J12v1v2 +K1v2v3 +

√
2F2vs1

)
,

M2
C13

=
1

2
v3(J13v1 +K2v4),

M2
C14

=
J14v1v4

2
,

M2
C22

= −J12v
2
1v2 + 2K1v1v2v3

2v2

+
J23v2v

2
3 + J24v2v

2
4 +

√
2F2v1vs1 +

√
2F1v3vs1

2v2
,

M2
C23

=
1

2

(
K1v1v2 + J23v2v3 +

√
2F1vs1

)
,

M2
C24

=
J24v2v4

2
,

M2
C33

= −K1v1v
2
2 + J13v

2
1v3 + J23v

2
2v3

2v3

+
2K2v1v3v4 + J34v3v

2
4 +

√
2F1v2vs1

2v3
,

M2
C34

=
1

2
v3(K2v1 + J34v4),

M2
C44

= −K2v1v
2
3 + J14v

2
1v4 + J24v

2
2v4 + J34v

2
3v4

2v4
. (90)

For this matrix, eigenvalues numerically are close its di-
agonal elements, i.e., (in GeV):

{6.54× 103, 1.97× 103, 1.11× 103, 0}. (91)

The zero mass eigenvalue corresponds to the Goldstone
Boson absorbed in the longitudinal component of the charged
vector fields W±.

E.3 CP-odd scalar sector

The square of the mass matrix for the CP-odd scalars in
the (η1, η2, η3, η4, ζS1 , ζS2) basis is given by

M2
I11 = −K1v

2
2v3 +K2v

2
3v4 +

√
2F2v2vs1

2v1
,

M2
I12 = K1v2v3 +

F2vs1√
2
,

M2
I13 = −K1v

2
2

2
+K2v3v4,

M2
I14 = −K2v

2
3

2
,

M2
I15 =

F2v2√
2
,

M2
I22 = −4K1v1v2v3 +

√
2(F2v1 + F1v3)vs1
2v2

,

M2
I23 = K1v1v2 +

F1vs1√
2
,

M2
I24 = 0,

M2
I25 =

−F2v1 + F1v3√
2

,

M2
I33 = −2K2v1v4 −

v2
(
K1v1v2 +

√
2F1vs1

)
2v3

,

M2
I34 = K2v1v3,

M2
I35 = −F1v2√

2
,

M2
I44 = −K2v1v

2
3

2v4
,

M2
I45 = 0,

M2
I55 = −v2(F2v1 + F1v3)√

2vs1

M2
Ij6 = 0, for j<6

M2
I66 = m2

ζS2
(92)

At leading order the eigenvalues of this matrix are (in
GeV):

{6.54× 103, 1.97× 103, 1.09× 103, 0, 0,mζ2} (93)

One of the zero mass eigenvalues corresponds to the Gold-
stone Boson absorbed in the longitudinal component of
the neutral vector field of the SM Z0, and the other one
corresponds to the axion field a.

References

1. G. Aad et al., “Observation of a new particle in the search
for the Standard Model Higgs boson with the ATLAS
detector at the LHC,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 716, pp. 1–29,
2012.



16 Yithsbey Giraldo et al.: Flavored axions and the flavor problem

2. S. Chatrchyan et al., “Observation of a New Boson at a
Mass of 125 GeV with the CMS Experiment at the LHC,”
Phys. Lett. B, vol. 716, pp. 30–61, 2012.

3. J. F. Gunion, H. E. Haber, G. L. Kane, and S. Dawson,
The Higgs Hunter’s Guide, vol. 80. 2000.

4. X.-G. He, T. Li, X.-Q. Li, J. Tandean, and H.-C. Tsai,
“Constraints on Scalar Dark Matter from Direct Experi-
mental Searches,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 79, p. 023521, 2009.

5. B. Grzadkowski and P. Osland, “Tempered Two-Higgs-
Doublet Model,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 82, p. 125026, 2010.

6. H. E. Logan, “Dark matter annihilation through a lepton-
specific Higgs boson,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 83, p. 035022,
2011.

7. M. S. Boucenna and S. Profumo, “Direct and Indirect
Singlet Scalar Dark Matter Detection in the Lepton-
Specific two-Higgs-doublet Model,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 84,
p. 055011, 2011.

8. X.-G. He, B. Ren, and J. Tandean, “Hints of Standard
Model Higgs Boson at the LHC and Light Dark Matter
Searches,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 85, p. 093019, 2012.

9. Y. Bai, V. Barger, L. L. Everett, and G. Shaughnessy,
“Two-Higgs-doublet-portal dark-matter model: LHC data
and Fermi-LAT 135 GeV line,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 88,
p. 015008, 2013.

10. X.-G. He and J. Tandean, “Low-Mass Dark-Matter Hint
from CDMS II, Higgs Boson at the LHC, and Darkon
Models,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 88, p. 013020, 2013.

11. Y. Cai and T. Li, “Singlet dark matter in a type II two
Higgs doublet model,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 88, no. 11,
p. 115004, 2013.

12. L. Wang and X.-F. Han, “A simplified 2HDM with a
scalar dark matter and the galactic center gamma-ray
excess,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 739, pp. 416–420, 2014.

13. A. Drozd, B. Grzadkowski, J. F. Gunion, and Y. Jiang,
“Extending two-Higgs-doublet models by a singlet scalar
field - the Case for Dark Matter,” JHEP, vol. 11, p. 105,
2014.

14. R. Campbell, S. Godfrey, H. E. Logan, A. D. Peterson,
and A. Poulin, “Implications of the observation of dark
matter self-interactions for singlet scalar dark matter,”
Phys. Rev. D, vol. 92, no. 5, p. 055031, 2015. [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.D 101, 039905 (2020)].

15. S. von Buddenbrock, N. Chakrabarty, A. S. Cor-
nell, D. Kar, M. Kumar, T. Mandal, B. Mellado,
B. Mukhopadhyaya, R. G. Reed, and X. Ruan, “Phe-
nomenological signatures of additional scalar bosons at
the LHC,” Eur. Phys. J. C, vol. 76, no. 10, p. 580, 2016.

16. M. Carena, H. E. Haber, I. Low, N. R. Shah, and C. E. M.
Wagner, “Alignment limit of the NMSSM Higgs sector,”
Phys. Rev. D, vol. 93, no. 3, p. 035013, 2016.

17. G. C. Branco, P. M. Ferreira, L. Lavoura, M. N. Rebelo,
M. Sher, and J. P. Silva, “Theory and phenomenology of
two-Higgs-doublet models,” Phys. Rept., vol. 516, pp. 1–
102, 2012.

18. S. L. Glashow, “Partial Symmetries of Weak Interac-
tions,” Nucl. Phys., vol. 22, pp. 579–588, 1961.

19. S. Weinberg, “A Model of Leptons,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,
vol. 19, pp. 1264–1266, 1967.

20. A. Salam, “Weak and Electromagnetic Interactions,”
Conf. Proc. C, vol. 680519, pp. 367–377, 1968.

21. H. E. Haber and G. L. Kane, “The Search for Super-
symmetry: Probing Physics Beyond the Standard Model,”
Phys. Rept., vol. 117, pp. 75–263, 1985.

22. J. McDonald, “Gauge singlet scalars as cold dark matter,”
Phys. Rev. D, vol. 50, pp. 3637–3649, 1994.

23. L. Lopez Honorez, E. Nezri, J. F. Oliver, and M. H. G.
Tytgat, “The Inert Doublet Model: An Archetype for
Dark Matter,” JCAP, vol. 02, p. 028, 2007.

24. R. Barbieri, L. J. Hall, and V. S. Rychkov, “Improved
naturalness with a heavy Higgs: An Alternative road to
LHC physics,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 74, p. 015007, 2006.

25. L. Lopez Honorez and C. E. Yaguna, “The inert doublet
model of dark matter revisited,” JHEP, vol. 09, p. 046,
2010.

26. P. Ramond, R. G. Roberts, and G. G. Ross, “Stitching
the Yukawa quilt,” Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 406, pp. 19–42,
1993.

27. H. Fritzsch and Z.-z. Xing, “Mass and flavor mixing
schemes of quarks and leptons,” Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys.,
vol. 45, pp. 1–81, 2000.

28. G. C. Branco, L. Lavoura, and F. Mota, “Nearest Neigh-
bor Interactions and the Physical Content of Fritzsch
Mass Matrices,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 39, p. 3443, 1989.

29. G. C. Branco, D. Emmanuel-Costa, and R. Gonzalez Fe-
lipe, “Texture zeros and weak basis transformations,”
Phys. Lett. B, vol. 477, pp. 147–155, 2000.

30. H. Fritzsch, “Calculating the Cabibbo Angle,” Phys. Lett.
B, vol. 70, pp. 436–440, 1977.

31. H. Fritzsch, “Quark Masses and Flavor Mixing,” Nucl.
Phys. B, vol. 155, pp. 189–207, 1979.

32. D.-s. Du and Z.-z. Xing, “A Modified Fritzsch ansatz with
additional first order perturbation,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 48,
pp. 2349–2352, 1993.

33. H. Fritzsch, “Weak Interaction Mixing in the Six - Quark
Theory,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 73, pp. 317–322, 1978.

34. X.-G. He and W.-S. Hou, “Relating the Long B Life-
time to a Very Heavy Top Quark,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 41,
p. 1517, 1990.

35. J. Beringer et al., “Review of Particle Physics (RPP),”
Phys. Rev. D, vol. 86, p. 010001, 2012.

36. H. Fritzsch and Z.-z. Xing, “Four zero texture of Hermi-
tian quark mass matrices and current experimental tests,”
Phys. Lett. B, vol. 555, pp. 63–70, 2003.

37. Z.-z. Xing and H. Zhang, “Complete parameter space of
quark mass matrices with four texture zeros,” J. Phys. G,
vol. 30, pp. 129–136, 2004.

38. Y.-F. Zhou, “Textures and hierarchies in quark mass ma-
trices with four texture zeros,” 9 2003.

39. Y. Giraldo, “Texture Zeros and WB Transformations in
the Quark Sector of the Standard Model,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 86, p. 093021, 2012.

40. T. P. Cheng and M. Sher, “Mass Matrix Ansatz and Fla-
vor Nonconservation in Models with Multiple Higgs Dou-
blets,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 35, p. 3484, 1987.

41. J. L. Diaz-Cruz, R. Noriega-Papaqui, and A. Rosado,
“Measuring the fermionic couplings of the Higgs boson at
future colliders as a probe of a non-minimal flavor struc-
ture,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 71, p. 015014, 2005.

42. K. Matsuda and H. Nishiura, “Can four-zero-texture mass
matrix model reproduce the quark and lepton mixing an-
gles and CP violating phases?,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 74,
p. 033014, 2006.

43. A. E. Carcamo Hernandez, R. Martinez, and J. A. Ro-
driguez, “Different kind of textures of Yukawa coupling
matrices in the two Higgs doublet model type III,” Eur.
Phys. J. C, vol. 50, pp. 935–948, 2007.



Yithsbey Giraldo et al.: Flavored axions and the flavor problem 17

44. P. Langacker and M. Plumacher, “Flavor changing effects
in theories with a heavy Z′ boson with family nonuniver-
sal couplings,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 62, p. 013006, 2000.

45. K. Leroux and D. London, “Flavor changing neutral cur-
rents and leptophobic Z′ gauge bosons,” Phys. Lett. B,
vol. 526, pp. 97–103, 2002.

46. S. Baek, J. H. Jeon, and C. S. Kim, “B0(s) - anti-B0(s)
Mixing in Leptophobic Z-prime Model,” Phys. Lett. B,
vol. 641, pp. 183–188, 2006.

47. E. Ma, “Neutrino masses in an extended gauge model
with E(6) particle content,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 380,
pp. 286–290, 1996.

48. V. Barger, P. Langacker, and H.-S. Lee, “Primordial nu-
cleosynthesis constraints on Z′ properties,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 67, p. 075009, 2003.

49. S. F. King, S. Moretti, and R. Nevzorov, “Theory and
phenomenology of an exceptional supersymmetric stan-
dard model,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 73, p. 035009, 2006.

50. X.-G. He, Y.-Y. Keum, and R. R. Volkas, “A(4) flavor
symmetry breaking scheme for understanding quark and
neutrino mixing angles,” JHEP, vol. 04, p. 039, 2006.

51. T. Fukuyama, H. Sugiyama, and K. Tsumura, “Phe-
nomenology in the Higgs Triplet Model With the A4 Sym-
metry,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 82, p. 036004, 2010.

52. Y. H. Ahn, S. K. Kang, and C. S. Kim, “Spontaneous
CP Violation in A4 Flavor Symmetry and Leptogenesis,”
Phys. Rev. D, vol. 87, no. 11, p. 113012, 2013.

53. P. M. Ferreira, L. Lavoura, and P. O. Ludl, “A new A4

model for lepton mixing,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 726, pp. 767–
772, 2013.

54. R. González Felipe, H. Serôdio, and J. P. Silva, “Models
with three Higgs doublets in the triplet representations of
A4 or S4,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 87, no. 5, p. 055010, 2013.

55. H. Ishimori and E. Ma, “New Simple A4 Neutrino Model
for Nonzero θ13 and Large δCP ,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 86,
p. 045030, 2012.

56. F. Gonzalez Canales, A. Mondragon, and M. Mondragon,
“The S3 Flavour Symmetry: Neutrino Masses and Mix-
ings,” Fortsch. Phys., vol. 61, pp. 546–570, 2013.

57. Y. Kajiyama, H. Okada, and K. Yagyu, “Electron/Muon
Specific Two Higgs Doublet Model,” Nucl. Phys. B,
vol. 887, pp. 358–370, 2014.

58. R. N. Mohapatra and C. C. Nishi, “S4 Flavored CP Sym-
metry for Neutrinos,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 86, p. 073007,
2012.

59. I. de Medeiros Varzielas and L. Lavoura, “Flavour models
for TM1 lepton mixing,” J. Phys. G, vol. 40, p. 085002,
2013.

60. G.-J. Ding, S. F. King, C. Luhn, and A. J. Stuart, “Spon-
taneous CP violation from vacuum alignment in S4 mod-
els of leptons,” JHEP, vol. 05, p. 084, 2013.

61. E. Ma, “Neutrino Mixing and Geometric CP Viola-
tion with Delta(27) Symmetry,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 723,
pp. 161–163, 2013.

62. C. C. Nishi, “Generalized CP symmetries in ∆(27) flavor
models,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 88, no. 3, p. 033010, 2013.

63. G.-J. Ding and Y.-L. Zhou, “Dirac Neutrinos with S4 Fla-
vor Symmetry in Warped Extra Dimensions,” Nucl. Phys.
B, vol. 876, pp. 418–452, 2013.

64. G. Altarelli and F. Feruglio, “Tri-bimaximal neutrino
mixing from discrete symmetry in extra dimensions,”
Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 720, pp. 64–88, 2005.

65. H. Ishimori, Y. Shimizu, M. Tanimoto, and A. Watanabe,
“Neutrino masses and mixing from S4 flavor twisting,”
Phys. Rev. D, vol. 83, p. 033004, 2011.

66. A. Kadosh and E. Pallante, “An A(4) flavor model for
quarks and leptons in warped geometry,” JHEP, vol. 08,
p. 115, 2010.

67. S. Centelles Chuliá, C. Döring, W. Rodejohann, and U. J.
Saldaña Salazar, “Natural axion model from flavour,”
JHEP, vol. 09, p. 137, 2020.

68. C. Alvarado, R. Martinez, and F. Ochoa, “Quark mass hi-
erarchy in 3-3-1 models,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 86, p. 025027,
2012.

69. L. E. Ibanez and G. G. Ross, “Fermion masses and mixing
angles from gauge symmetries,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 332,
pp. 100–110, 1994.

70. P. Binetruy and P. Ramond, “Yukawa textures and
anomalies,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 350, pp. 49–57, 1995.

71. Y. Nir, “Gauge unification, Yukawa hierarchy and the mu
problem,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 354, pp. 107–110, 1995.

72. V. Jain and R. Shrock, “Models of fermion mass matrices
based on a flavor dependent and generation dependent
U(1) gauge symmetry,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 352, pp. 83–
91, 1995.

73. E. Dudas, S. Pokorski, and C. A. Savoy, “Yukawa matrices
from a spontaneously broken Abelian symmetry,” Phys.
Lett. B, vol. 356, pp. 45–55, 1995.

74. F. Pisano and V. Pleitez, “An SU(3) x U(1) model for
electroweak interactions,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 46, pp. 410–
417, 1992.

75. P. H. Frampton, “Chiral dilepton model and the flavor
question,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 69, pp. 2889–2891, 1992.

76. R. Foot, H. N. Long, and T. A. Tran, “SU(3)L ⊗ U(1)N
and SU(4)L ⊗ U(1)N gauge models with right-handed
neutrinos,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 50, no. 1, pp. R34–R38,
1994.

77. H. N. Long, “The 331 model with right handed neutrinos,”
Phys. Rev. D, vol. 53, pp. 437–445, 1996.

78. H. N. Long, “Scalar sector of the 3 3 1 model with three
Higgs triplets,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A, vol. 13, pp. 1865–
1874, 1998.

79. R. A. Diaz, R. Martinez, and J. A. Rodriguez, “A New
supersymmetric SU(3)(L) x U(1)(X) gauge model,” Phys.
Lett. B, vol. 552, pp. 287–292, 2003.

80. R. A. Diaz, R. Martinez, and F. Ochoa, “The Scalar sector
of the SU(3)(c) x SU(3)(L) x U(1)(X) model,” Phys. Rev.
D, vol. 69, p. 095009, 2004.

81. F. Ochoa and R. Martinez, “Family dependence in
SU(3)(c) x SU(3)(L) x U(1)(X) models,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 72, p. 035010, 2005.

82. H. Georgi, “Towards a Grand Unified Theory of Flavor,”
Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 156, pp. 126–134, 1979.

83. S. M. Barr, “Light Fermion Mass Hierarchy and Grand
Unification,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 21, p. 1424, 1980.

84. J. C. Pati, “A Model for a Unification of Scales: From
M(planck) to M(ν),” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 228, pp. 228–234,
1989.

85. S. M. Barr, “A Simple and Predictive Model for Quark
and Lepton Masses,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 64, p. 353,
1990.

86. S. Weinberg, “Electromagnetic and weak masses,” Phys.
Rev. Lett., vol. 29, pp. 388–392, 1972.

87. H. Georgi and S. L. Glashow, “Spontaneously broken
gauge symmetry and elementary particle masses,” Phys.
Rev. D, vol. 6, pp. 2977–2982, 1972.



18 Yithsbey Giraldo et al.: Flavored axions and the flavor problem

88. R. N. Mohapatra, “Gauge Model for Chiral Symmetry
Breaking and Muon electron Mass Ratio,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 9, p. 3461, 1974.

89. B. S. Balakrishna, “Fermion Mass Hierarchy From Ra-
diative Corrections,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 60, p. 1602,
1988.

90. B. S. Balakrishna, A. L. Kagan, and R. N. Mohapatra,
“Quark Mixings and Mass Hierarchy From Radiative Cor-
rections,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 205, pp. 345–352, 1988.

91. S. M. Barr, “Flavor without flavor symmetry,” Phys. Rev.
D, vol. 65, p. 096012, 2002.

92. L. Ferretti, S. F. King, and A. Romanino, “Flavour from
accidental symmetries,” JHEP, vol. 11, p. 078, 2006.

93. S. M. Barr, “Doubly Lopsided Mass Matrices from Uni-
tary Unification,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 78, p. 075001, 2008.

94. P. H. Frampton and T. W. Kephart, “Fermion Mixings
in SU(9) Family Unification,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 681,
pp. 343–346, 2009.

95. K. S. Babu and S. M. Barr, “Large neutrino mixing angles
in unified theories,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 381, pp. 202–208,
1996.

96. C. H. Albright and S. M. Barr, “Fermion masses in SO(10)
with a single adjoint Higgs field,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 58,
p. 013002, 1998.

97. J. Sato and T. Yanagida, “Large lepton mixing in a coset
space family unification on E(7) / SU(5) x U(1)**3,”
Phys. Lett. B, vol. 430, pp. 127–131, 1998.

98. C. H. Albright, K. S. Babu, and S. M. Barr, “A Mini-
mality condition and atmospheric neutrino oscillations,”
Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 81, pp. 1167–1170, 1998.

99. N. Irges, S. Lavignac, and P. Ramond, “Predictions from
an anomalous U(1) model of Yukawa hierarchies,” Phys.
Rev. D, vol. 58, p. 035003, 1998.

100. S. M. Barr and I. Dorsner, “A General classification
of three neutrino models and U(e3),” Nucl. Phys. B,
vol. 585, pp. 79–104, 2000.

101. N. Haba and H. Murayama, “Anarchy and hierarchy,”
Phys. Rev. D, vol. 63, p. 053010, 2001.

102. K. S. Babu and S. M. Barr, “Bimaximal neutrino mixings
from lopsided mass matrices,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 525,
pp. 289–296, 2002.

103. Y. A. Garnica, S. F. Mantilla, R. Martinez, and H. Var-
gas, “From Peccei Quinn symmetry to mass hierarchy
problem,” J. Phys. G, vol. 48, no. 9, p. 095002, 2021.

104. S. Weinberg, “The U(1) Problem,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 11,
pp. 3583–3593, 1975.

105. G. ’t Hooft, “Computation of the Quantum Effects Due
to a Four-Dimensional Pseudoparticle,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 14, pp. 3432–3450, 1976. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 18,
2199 (1978)].

106. C. G. Callan, Jr., R. F. Dashen, and D. J. Gross, “The
Structure of the Gauge Theory Vacuum,” Phys. Lett. B,
vol. 63, pp. 334–340, 1976.

107. G. ’t Hooft, “How Instantons Solve the U(1) Problem,”
Phys. Rept., vol. 142, pp. 357–387, 1986.

108. C. A. Baker et al., “An Improved experimental limit on
the electric dipole moment of the neutron,” Phys. Rev.
Lett., vol. 97, p. 131801, 2006.

109. V. Baluni, “CP Violating Effects in QCD,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 19, pp. 2227–2230, 1979.

110. R. J. Crewther, P. Di Vecchia, G. Veneziano, and E. Wit-
ten, “Chiral Estimate of the Electric Dipole Moment of
the Neutron in Quantum Chromodynamics,” Phys. Lett.

B, vol. 88, p. 123, 1979. [Erratum: Phys.Lett.B 91, 487
(1980)].

111. S. Weinberg, “A New Light Boson?,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,
vol. 40, pp. 223–226, 1978.

112. F. Wilczek, “Problem of Strong P and T Invariance in the
Presence of Instantons,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 40, pp. 279–
282, 1978.

113. A. R. Zhitnitsky, “On Possible Suppression of the Axion
Hadron Interactions. (In Russian),” Sov. J. Nucl. Phys.,
vol. 31, p. 260, 1980.

114. M. Dine, W. Fischler, and M. Srednicki, “A Simple Solu-
tion to the Strong CP Problem with a Harmless Axion,”
Phys. Lett. B, vol. 104, pp. 199–202, 1981.

115. R. N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovic, “The Superlight Ax-
ion and Neutrino Masses,” Z. Phys. C, vol. 17, pp. 53–56,
1983.

116. Q. Shafi and F. W. Stecker, “Implications of a Class of
Grand Unified Theories for Large Scale Structure in the
Universe,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 53, p. 1292, 1984.

117. P. Langacker, R. D. Peccei, and T. Yanagida, “Invisi-
ble Axions and Light Neutrinos: Are They Connected?,”
Mod. Phys. Lett. A, vol. 1, p. 541, 1986.

118. M. Shin, “Light Neutrino Masses and Strong CP Prob-
lem,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 59, p. 2515, 1987. [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.Lett. 60, 383 (1988)].

119. Z. G. Berezhiani and M. Y. Khlopov, “Cosmology of
Spontaneously Broken Gauge Family Symmetry,” Z.
Phys. C, vol. 49, pp. 73–78, 1991.

120. J. Stern and R. Zaoui, “Regge poles and scattering
lengths,” Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 17, pp. 253–266, 1970.

121. J. Preskill, M. B. Wise, and F. Wilczek, “Cosmology of
the Invisible Axion,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 120, pp. 127–132,
1983.

122. L. F. Abbott and P. Sikivie, “A Cosmological Bound on
the Invisible Axion,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 120, pp. 133–136,
1983.

123. M. Dine and W. Fischler, “The Not So Harmless Axion,”
Phys. Lett. B, vol. 120, pp. 137–141, 1983.

124. F. Wilczek, “Axions and Family Symmetry Breaking,”
Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 49, pp. 1549–1552, 1982.

125. C. Q. Geng and J. N. Ng, “Flavor Connections and Neu-
trino Mass Hierarchy Invariant Invisible Axion Models
Without Domain Wall Problem,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 39,
p. 1449, 1989.

126. M. Hindmarsh and P. Moulatsiotis, “Constraints on vari-
ant axion models,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 56, pp. 8074–8081,
1997.

127. F. Björkeroth, E. J. Chun, and S. F. King, “Flavourful
Axion Phenomenology,” JHEP, vol. 08, p. 117, 2018.

128. F. Björkeroth, L. Di Luzio, F. Mescia, and E. Nardi, “U(1)
flavour symmetries as Peccei-Quinn symmetries,” JHEP,
vol. 02, p. 133, 2019.

129. M. Reig, J. W. F. Valle, and F. Wilczek, “SO(3) fam-
ily symmetry and axions,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 98, no. 9,
p. 095008, 2018.

130. M. Linster and R. Ziegler, “A Realistic U(2) Model of
Flavor,” JHEP, vol. 08, p. 058, 2018.

131. Y. H. Ahn, “Compact model for Quarks and Leptons via
flavored-Axions,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 98, no. 3, p. 035047,
2018.

132. F. Arias-Aragon and L. Merlo, “The Minimal Flavour Vi-
olating Axion,” JHEP, vol. 10, p. 168, 2017. [Erratum:
JHEP 11, 152 (2019)].



Yithsbey Giraldo et al.: Flavored axions and the flavor problem 19

133. Y. Ema, K. Hamaguchi, T. Moroi, and K. Nakayama,
“Flaxion: a minimal extension to solve puzzles in the stan-
dard model,” JHEP, vol. 01, p. 096, 2017.

134. L. Calibbi, F. Goertz, D. Redigolo, R. Ziegler, and J. Zu-
pan, “Minimal axion model from flavor,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 95, no. 9, p. 095009, 2017.

135. T. Alanne, S. Blasi, and F. Goertz, “Common source for
scalars: Flavored axion-Higgs unification,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 99, no. 1, p. 015028, 2019.

136. S. Bertolini, L. Di Luzio, H. Kolešová, and M. Malinský,
“Massive neutrinos and invisible axion minimally con-
nected,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 91, no. 5, p. 055014, 2015.

137. A. Celis, J. Fuentes-Martín, and H. Serôdio, “A class of
invisible axion models with FCNCs at tree level,” JHEP,
vol. 12, p. 167, 2014.

138. Y. H. Ahn, “Flavored Peccei-Quinn symmetry,” Phys.
Rev. D, vol. 91, p. 056005, 2015.

139. C. Cheung, “Axion Protection from Flavor,” JHEP,
vol. 06, p. 074, 2010.

140. M. E. Albrecht, T. Feldmann, and T. Mannel, “Goldstone
Bosons in Effective Theories with Spontaneously Broken
Flavour Symmetry,” JHEP, vol. 10, p. 089, 2010.

141. T. Appelquist, Y. Bai, and M. Piai, “SU(3) Family
Gauge Symmetry and the Axion,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 75,
p. 073005, 2007.

142. R. Verma, “Exploring the predictability of symmetric tex-
ture zeros in quark mass matrices,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 96,
no. 9, p. 093010, 2017.

143. Z.-z. Xing, “Flavor structures of charged fermions and
massive neutrinos,” Phys. Rept., vol. 854, pp. 1–147, 2020.

144. B. R. Desai and A. R. Vaucher, “Quark mass matrices
with four and five texture zeroes, and the CKM ma-
trix, in terms of mass eigenvalues,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 63,
p. 113001, 2001.

145. P. O. Ludl and W. Grimus, “A complete survey of texture
zeros in general and symmetric quark mass matrices,”
Phys. Lett. B, vol. 744, pp. 38–42, 2015.

146. W. A. Ponce, J. D. Gómez, and R. H. Benavides, “Five
texture zeros and CP violation for the standard model
quark mass matrices,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 87, no. 5,
p. 053016, 2013.

147. Y. Giraldo and E. Rojas, “CKM mixings from mass ma-
trices with five texture zeros,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 104,
no. 7, p. 075009, 2021.

148. Y. Giraldo and E. Rojas, “Five Non-Fritzsch Texture Ze-
ros for Quarks Mass Matrices in the Standard Model,” in
38th International Symposium on Physics in Collision, 11
2018.

149. Z.-z. Xing and Z.-h. Zhao, “On the four-zero texture of
quark mass matrices and its stability,” Nucl. Phys. B,
vol. 897, pp. 302–325, 2015.

150. D. Emmanuel-Costa and C. Simoes, “Reconstruction of
Quark Mass Matrices with Weak Basis Texture Ze-
roes from Experimental Input,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 79,
p. 073006, 2009.

151. S.-H. Chiu, T.-K. Kuo, and G.-H. Wu, “Hermitian quark
mass matrices with four texture zeros,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 62, p. 053014, 2000.

152. A. Ringwald and K. Saikawa, “Axion dark matter in the
post-inflationary Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking sce-
nario,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 93, no. 8, p. 085031, 2016. [Ad-
dendum: Phys.Rev.D 94, 049908 (2016)].

153. I. Brivio, M. B. Gavela, L. Merlo, K. Mimasu, J. M. No,
R. del Rey, and V. Sanz, “ALPs Effective Field Theory
and Collider Signatures,” Eur. Phys. J. C, vol. 77, no. 8,
p. 572, 2017.

154. R. H. Benavides, Y. Giraldo, L. Muñoz, W. A. Ponce,
and E. Rojas, “Five Texture Zeros for Dirac Neutrino
Mass Matrices,” J. Phys. G, vol. 47, no. 11, p. 115002,
2020.

155. R. L. Workman, “Review of Particle Physics,” PTEP,
vol. 2022, p. 083C01, 2022.

156. V. Barger, P. Langacker, M. McCaskey, M. Ramsey-
Musolf, and G. Shaughnessy, “Complex Singlet Extension
of the Standard Model,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 79, p. 015018,
2009.

157. V. Barger, M. McCaskey, and G. Shaughnessy, “Complex
Scalar Dark Matter vis-\‘a-vis CoGeNT, DAMA/LIBRA
and XENON100,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 82, p. 035019, 2010.

158. C. Gross, O. Lebedev, and T. Toma, “Cancellation Mech-
anism for Dark-Matter–Nucleon Interaction,” Phys. Rev.
Lett., vol. 119, no. 19, p. 191801, 2017.

159. C.-W. Chiang, M. J. Ramsey-Musolf, and E. Senaha,
“Standard Model with a Complex Scalar Singlet: Cos-
mological Implications and Theoretical Considerations,”
Phys. Rev. D, vol. 97, no. 1, p. 015005, 2018.

160. K. Kannike, K. Loos, and M. Raidal, “Gravitational
wave signals of pseudo-Goldstone dark matter in the Z3

complex singlet model,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 101, no. 3,
p. 035001, 2020.

161. Y. Abe, T. Toma, and K. Tsumura, “Pseudo-Nambu-
Goldstone dark matter from gauged U(1)B−L symmetry,”
JHEP, vol. 05, p. 057, 2020.

162. J. E. Kim, “Light Pseudoscalars, Particle Physics and
Cosmology,” Phys. Rept., vol. 150, pp. 1–177, 1987.

163. L. Di Luzio, M. Giannotti, E. Nardi, and L. Visinelli, “The
landscape of QCD axion models,” Phys. Rept., vol. 870,
pp. 1–117, 2020.

164. H. Georgi, D. B. Kaplan, and L. Randall, “Manifest-
ing the Invisible Axion at Low-energies,” Phys. Lett. B,
vol. 169, pp. 73–78, 1986.

165. M. B. Gavela, R. Houtz, P. Quilez, R. Del Rey, and
O. Sumensari, “Flavor constraints on electroweak ALP
couplings,” Eur. Phys. J. C, vol. 79, no. 5, p. 369, 2019.

166. M. Bauer, M. Neubert, and A. Thamm, “Collider Probes
of Axion-Like Particles,” JHEP, vol. 12, p. 044, 2017.

167. A. Salvio, A. Strumia, and W. Xue, “Thermal axion pro-
duction,” JCAP, vol. 01, p. 011, 2014.

168. S. Adler et al., “Measurement of the K+ –> pi+ nu nu
branching ratio,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 77, p. 052003, 2008.

169. A. V. Artamonov et al., “New measurement of the
K+ → π+νν̄ branching ratio,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 101,
p. 191802, 2008.

170. R. Ammar et al., “Search for the familon via B+- —>
pi+- X0, B+- —>K+- X0, and B0 —>K0(S)X0 decays,”
Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 87, p. 271801, 2001.

171. O. Lutz et al., “Search for B → h(∗)νν̄ with the full
Belle Υ (4S) data sample,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 87, no. 11,
p. 111103, 2013.

172. N. Carrasco, P. Lami, V. Lubicz, L. Riggio, S. Simula,
and C. Tarantino, “K → π semileptonic form factors with
Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 twisted mass fermions,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 93, no. 11, p. 114512, 2016.

173. P. Ball and R. Zwicky, “New results on B → π,K, η de-
cay formfactors from light-cone sum rules,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 71, p. 014015, 2005.



20 Yithsbey Giraldo et al.: Flavored axions and the flavor problem

174. D. Das and I. Saha, “Alignment limit in three Higgs-
doublet models,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 100, no. 3, p. 035021,
2019.

175. H. Georgi and D. V. Nanopoulos, “Suppression of Flavor
Changing Effects From Neutral Spinless Meson Exchange
in Gauge Theories,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 82, pp. 95–96,
1979.

176. M. Kobayashi and T. Maskawa, “CP Violation in the
Renormalizable Theory of Weak Interaction,” Prog.
Theor. Phys., vol. 49, pp. 652–657, 1973.

177. L. Maiani, “CP Violation in Purely Lefthanded Weak In-
teractions,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 62, pp. 183–186, 1976.

178. H. Fritzsch and Z.-z. Xing, “Relating the neutrino mixing
angles to a lepton mass hierarchy,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 682,
pp. 220–224, 2009.

179. H. Fritzsch, “Neutrino Masses and Flavor Mixing,” Mod.
Phys. Lett. A, vol. 30, no. 16, p. 1530012, 2015.

180. H. Fritzsch, “Texture Zero Mass Matrices and Flavor
Mixing of Quarks and Leptons,” Subnucl. Ser., vol. 53,
pp. 201–207, 2017.

181. H. Fritzsch, “Neutrino oscillations and neutrino masses,”
Mod. Phys. Lett. A, vol. 31, no. 15, p. 1630014, 2016.

182. W. G. Hollik and U. J. Saldaña Salazar, “The double mass
hierarchy pattern: simultaneously understanding quark

and lepton mixing,” Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 892, pp. 364–389,
2015.

183. J. Cardozo, J. H. Muñoz, N. Quintero, and E. Rojas,
“Analysing the charged scalar boson contribution to the
charged-current B meson anomalies,” J. Phys. G, vol. 48,
no. 3, p. 035001, 2021.

184. D. Griffiths, Introduction to elementary particles. 2008.
185. P. Langacker, The standard model and beyond. 2010.
186. R. R. Horgan, Z. Liu, S. Meinel, and M. Wingate, “Lat-

tice QCD calculation of form factors describing the rare
decays B → K∗ℓ+ℓ− and Bs → ϕℓ+ℓ−,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 89, no. 9, p. 094501, 2014.

187. G. Aad et al., “Search for heavy neutral Higgs bosons
produced in association with b-quarks and decaying into
b-quarks at

√
s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,”

Phys. Rev. D, vol. 102, no. 3, p. 032004, 2020.
188. A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for a charged Higgs bo-

son decaying into top and bottom quarks in events with
electrons or muons in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13

TeV,” JHEP, vol. 01, p. 096, 2020.
189. M. Giannotti, I. G. Irastorza, J. Redondo, A. Ringwald,

and K. Saikawa, “Stellar Recipes for Axion Hunters,”
JCAP, vol. 10, p. 010, 2017.


	Introduction
	The five texture-zero mass matrices
	Textures, PQ symmetry and the minimal particle content
	The effective lagrangian
	Naturalness of Yukawa couplings
	Low energy constraints
	Summary and conclusions 
	The minimal content of Higgs doublets
	The mass operator matrices
	Diagonalization matrices
	FCNC from 
	Scalar potential

