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We propose a new model of scalarized neutron stars (NSs) realized by a self-interacting scalar
field ¢ nonminimally coupled to the Ricci scalar R of the form F(¢)R. The scalar field has a self-
interacting potential and sits at its vacuum expectation value ¢, far away from the source. Inside the
NS, the dominance of a positive nonminimal coupling over a negative mass squared of the potential
leads to a symmetry restoration with the central field value ¢. close to 0. This allows the existence
of scalarized NS solutions connecting ¢, with ¢. whose difference is significant, whereas the field is
located in the vicinity of ¢ = ¢, for weak gravitational stars. The Arnowitt-Deser-Misner mass and
radius of NSs as well as the gravitational force around the NS surface can receive sizable corrections
from the scalar hair, while satisfying local gravity constraints in the Solar system. Unlike the original
scenario of spontaneous scalarization induced by a negative nonminimal coupling, the catastrophic
instability of cosmological solutions can be avoided. We also study the cosmological dynamics from
the inflationary epoch to today and show that the scalar field ¢ finally approaches the asymptotic
value ¢, without spoiling a successful cosmological evolution. After ¢ starts to oscillate about the
potential minimum, the same field can also be the source for cold dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Having the detection of gravitational waves from binary systems composed of black holes (BHs) and/or neutron stars
(NSs) [1 2], we are now ready for testing physics on strong gravitational backgrounds in the strong field regime [3-5].
General Relativity (GR) is currently recognized as a fundamental theory describing the gravitational interaction, but
it is not yet clear how much extent to GR is trustable in the vicinity of extreme compact objects. There are some
alternative theories of gravity like scalar-tensor theories [6HI2] in which a new degree of freedom like a scalar field
could modify the gravitational interaction through couplings to curvature invariants. Since the accuracy of GR has
been well confirmed in the weak-field regimes, modified gravitational theories have to be constructed to be consistent
with local gravity constraints in the Solar system [I3HIS].

In the presence of a scalar field ¢ nonminimally coupled with the Ricci scalar R of the form F(¢)R, it is known
that a phenomenon called spontaneous scalarization can occur for static and spherically symmetric NSs [19], while
recovering the GR behavior in the weak-field backgrounds. Spontaneous scalarization is an interesting phenomenon
in that the large deviation from GR manifests itself on strong gravitational backgrounds [20H22]. In the presence
of a scalar Gauss-Bonnet coupling, scalarization can occur for non-rotating and rotating BHs [23H30] as well as NSs
[31]. Spontaneous scalarization can take place with a scalar-gauge coupling a(¢)F,,, F*¥ /4 for charged BHs [32] 33]
and charged stars [34]. While the extension of spontaneous scalarization of NSs to the vector-field sector has been
considered in the literature [35H39], it has been argued that these models generically suffer from ghost or gradient
instabilities [40-42].

In the original model of Damour and Esposito-Farese based on the nonminimal coupling F(¢)R [19], the necessary
conditions for the occurrence of NS scalarization are given by F 4(0) = 0 and F 44(0) > 0, where F 4 = dF/d¢ and
F 44 = d>F/d¢?. In general, there is a nonvanishing scalar-field branch ¢(r) # 0 that depends on the radial distance r
besides a GR branch ¢(r) = 0. The effective field mass squared around ¢ = 0 is given by mZg(0) = —M2 F 44(0) Ro/2,
where My, is the reduced Planck mass and Ry is the Ricci scalar at ¢ = 0. In the weak-field backgrounds, the field
can stay in the GR branch due to the smallness of Ry. Inside extreme compact objects like NSs, the negative mass
squared mzH(O) < 0 induced by large values of Ry can trigger a tachyonic instability toward the nontrivial branch
6(r) # 0.

The typical choice of nonminimal couplings consistent with the first condition F4(0) = 0 is F(¢) = e P97/ (2Mz)
where /3 is a constant. To realize the second condition F 4,(0) > 0, i.e., m%;(0) < 0, we require that 8 < 0. The
studies in Refs. [43H45] have shown that spontaneous scalarization can occur for the nonminimal coupling in the range
B < —4.35, irrespective of the NS equation of state (EOS). On the other hand, the binary pulsar measurements of
an energy loss through the dipolar radiation have put the bound 8 > —4.5 [46] [47]. Then, the coupling constant 3 is
constrained to be in a limited range.

If we apply the above nonminimally coupled theory to cosmology, it is known that the scalar field is subject to a
tachyonic instability for negative values of 3 required for the occurrence of spontaneous scalarization [48, 49]. Around



¢ = 0, the effective field mass squared is estimated as m2;(0) ~ BRy/2, so that mZ;(0) < 0 for 8 < 0 expect the
radiation-dominated era (where Ry = 0). During inflation in which the Hubble expansion rate H is nearly constant,
we have m?;(0) ~ 68H? and hence the negative coupling of order 3 ~ —5 leads to the exponential growth of ¢. This
spoils the success of the standard inflationary paradigm. We note that the initial field value at the onset of inflation
cannot be tuned to 0 due to the presence of scalar-field perturbations d¢. Indeed, the perturbations d¢ relevant to
the scales of observed CMB temperature anisotropies are exponentially amplified after the Hubble radius crossing
during inflation. The scalar field also increases during matter and dark energy dominated epochs. Hence the GR
solution ¢ = 0 is not a cosmological attractor and the Solar-system constraints would be easily violated. The similar
instability of cosmological solutions is present for spontaneously scalarized BHs realized by a scalar Gauss-Bonnet
coupling [50H52].

There have been several attempts to reconcile NS spontaneous scalarizations with cosmology. One scenario is to
take into account higher-order polynomial corrections (like O(¢%)) to the nonminimal coupling function F(¢) [53].
There is also a scalarization scenario based on a disformal coupling between the scalar field ¢ and matter [54]. In this
case, however, it was shown that the large disformal coupling required for the cosmological evolution toward ¢ = 0
works to suppress the occurrence of spontaneous scalarization.

The other scalarization scenario, which is called an “asymmetron” model [55], is to introduce a mass term of the
scalar field in the original model of Damour and Esposito-Farese, where the effective potential of the scalar field ¢ could
have a global minimum. In this scenario, there is a nonvanishing global minimum and the scalar field moves toward
this point due to tachyonic instability during inflation. After the Universe enters the radiation-dominated epoch, the
scalar field decouples from matter and the global minimum shifts back to the origin of the effective potential. As the
Universe expands further during the matter era, the Hubble parameter drops below the mass of ¢. Then the scalar
field undergoes a damped oscillation, after which the cosmological evolution approaches that of GR. Hence GR is a
cosmological attractor in the present Universe, while in local high-density regions spontaneous scalarization can occur
as in the original Damour-Esposito-Farese model. Moreover, the oscillating scalar field can be a candidate for cold
dark matter (CDM).

There is also another possibility for introducing a coupling between ¢ and the inflaton x of the form g2¢2x?/2,
where g is a coupling constant [56]. Then the effective field mass squared mgff((b) can be largely positive during
inflation, in which case ¢ decreases exponentially toward 0. After the end of the radiation-dominated era, the field
¢ starts to increase by the tachyonic mass. Provided that the suppression of ¢ during inflation occurs sufficiently,
however, it is possible that today’s value of ¢ is below the limit constrained by Solar-system experiments. Although
the four-point coupling g larger than the order 10~° can lead to viable cosmological dynamics including the reheating
epoch after inflation [57], the nonminimal coupling constant S still needs to be in a limited negative range.

In this paper, we propose a new mechanism for NS scalarizations realized by the presence of a self-interacting
potential of the form V(¢) = m?f2[1 + cos(¢/ fp)] besides the nonminimal coupling e=B*/CMED R where m and fp
are constants with mass dimensio In this setup, the field ¢ is in a ground state at the vacuum expectation value
(VEV) ¢, = 7 fp in the asymptotic region far away from a NS. At ¢ = 0 the bare potential V' (¢) has a negative mass
squared —m?, but the positive nonminimal coupling constant (3 > 0) gives rise to a positive contribution SRg/2 to
the effective mass squared as m2(0) = —m? + BRy/2. In the high-curvature region with m?2g(0) > 0, the field ¢ can
stay in the vicinity of ¢ = 0. The transition to the region close to ¢ = 0 should occur inside the NS for the coupling
B > 0(0.1) with m = O(1071!eV), where the Compton radius m~! = O(10km) corresponds to the typical size of
NSs. We will show the existence of field profiles connecting the internal solution (¢ ~ 0) to the external solution far
outside the star (¢ ~ ¢,). A conceptually similar model was proposed in Ref. [58], where scalarized BHs were induced
by the scalar Gauss-Bonnet coupling with a symmetry-breaking potential.

We note that the structure of our model is similar to the symmetron scenario [59], which was proposed as one of
the screening mechanisms of fifth forces in local regions of the Universe. The similarity is that positive nonminimal
couplings are used to restore the symmetry at ¢ = 0 at high density and that the tachyonic mass of the potential
breaks the symmetry to reach the state at ¢ = ¢, at low density. In the symmetron model the scalar field is relevant to
the late-time cosmic acceleration (i.e., dark energy), so that the scalar field mass is as small as m = O(1073° eV). The
fifth force can be suppressed for ¢ close to 0, but it propagates once ¢ reaches the region close to ¢, (see Refs. [60, [61]
for laboratory tests of the symmetron). In our model the typical mass scale is as large as m = O(10~!! eV), in which
case it is possible to satisfy local gravity constraints even for ¢ close to ¢,. In the vicinity of NSs, the scalar field
can reach the region close to ¢ = 0 and hence the spherically symmetric solutions in strong gravity regimes exhibit
differences from those in weak gravity regimes. Cosmologically, the scalar field can also behave as CDM after the

I In fact, our model does not correspond to “spontaneous scalarization” in the strict sense. The term “spontaneous scalarization” is
typically used for phenomena where an excitation of the scalar field is realized as a continuous phase transition from a GR solution to
the other nontrivial branch. This means that there should be both the GR and non-GR solutions with a nontrivial scalar field profile in
a given theory. In our model, the solution approaching ¢ = ¢, (= mfp) at asymptotic infinity is not connected to a GR solution with
a continuous phase transition (see Fig. [5). Nevertheless, in the whole manuscript, we call our solution “the scalarized solution” in the
sense that it could overcome the difficulty of embedding the Damour—Esposito-Farese model into the realistic cosmic expansion history.



symmetry breaking. These properties are different from those in the symmetron model. Our model is also different
from the asymmetron model mentioned above in that the Universe approaches the GR vacuum at ¢ = 0 but not the
one at ¢ = ¢, in late-time/low density regimes.

In our model, the nonminimal coupling constant 3 is positive and the effective mass squared mgﬁ(O) = —m2+SRy/2
at ¢ = 0 is positive in the early cosmological epoch satisfying 3Ry/2 > m?. Then, during inflation, the scalar field
¢ can decrease exponentially toward 0. After SRy/2 drops below m? in the radiation-dominated era, the field ¢
should exhibit tachyonic growth toward the ground state at ¢ = ¢,,. Indeed, we will show that the field settles down
the potential minimum by today without violating a successful cosmic expansion history. After ¢ starts to oscillate
around ¢,, the same field can also work as the source for (a portion of) CDM.

In weak gravitational objects like the Sun, the Ricci scalar R inside the star is small in comparison to that in NSs and
hence mgﬂ is negative in the vicinity of ¢ = 0. In such cases, the scalar field is in the region close to ¢ = ¢,, both inside
and outside the star. We will obtain the field profile and post-Newtonian parameter and put bounds on the scale fp
from Solar-system tests on local gravity. Using these constrained values of fp, we numerically construct scalarized NS
solutions with nontrivial profiles of the scalar field and compute the effect on the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass
and radius of NSs as well as modifications of gravity around the surface of star. We will show that the difference of
the ADM mass of scalarized NSs from that in GR can exceed more than 10 %. The modified gravitational interaction
induced in our scenario may be detectable in future observations of gravitational waves and other measurements on
the strong field regimes.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [ we present our new model of NS scalarizations and discuss its
basic structure. In Sec. [[TI} we study the cosmological dynamics of the nonminimally coupled scalar field from an
inflationary epoch to today and show that the field is eventually stabilized at ¢ = ¢, without preventing the cosmic
expansion history. In Sec.[[V] we derive the field profile for a constant density star on weak gravitational backgrounds
and place bounds on model parameters from Solar-system constraints. In Sec. [V] we obtain the scalar-field solution
for NSs and study its effect on the modification of gravitational interactions. Sec.[VI]is devoted to conclusions.

II. MODELS WITH NS SCALARIZATIONS
We consider theories given by the action

2
5= [ dtay=gs [ FPFOR + 00X = V)| + Sula ). (2.1)

where g7 is a determinant of the metric tensor g,,,,, M, is a constant having the dimension of mass, F' is a function of
¢, R is the Ricci scalar, X = —(1/2)g""V 6V, ¢ is a scalar kinetic term with the covariant derivative operator V,,

V(¢) is a scalar potential, and
3ME F%
=(1-—21|F 2.2
w(9) ( e E (22)

with Fy = dF/d¢ and so on. The action S,,, incorporates the contributions of matter fields ¥,,, inside the NS. Note
that in the case F(¢) = 1 the constant Mp; represents the reduced Planck mass (Mp; = 2.435 x 1018 GeV).
The equations of motion for the metric and scalar field are given, respectively, by

Mg, [F($)Gus + OF (9)guy = ViV F(8)] = w(6) (VudVid + X ) + 9V (9) = Tow, (2.3)
w(@)o —w 4(9) X + MTI%IF,M@R —Vs(¢) =0, (2.4)
where T),, represents the energy-momentum tensor of matter in the Jordan frame defined by
Ty = —\/%gjz (2.5)
Acting the operator V# on Eq. and using Eq. , we obtain the conservation law of matter as
VHT,, = 0. (2.6)

We consider the nonminimal coupling chosen by Damour and Esposito-Farese [19]

F(¢) = o B/ (2M}) , (2.7)



where ( is a dimensionless constant. From Eq. (2.2)), we have

w(g) = (1 - iﬁz ‘g?) F. (2.8)

Under a conformal transformation of the action to the Einstein frame, the theory with V' (¢) = 0 recasts the one
originally advocated in Ref. [19] (see the Appendix of Ref. [38]). In the following, we will perform all the analysis in
the Jordan frame action .

Let us first revisit the case of standard NS spontaneous scalarization in the absence of the scalar potential, i.e.,

V(¢)=0. (2.9)

Then, there is the branch ¢ = 0 as one of the solutions to Eq. (2.4). For this solution, Eq. reduces to the
Einstein equation MglG w(GR) = Tyuu(ar) in GR. In regions of the large curvature R, it is possible to have a nontrivial
branch with ¢ # 0 besides the GR branch ¢ = 0. If we consider a small perturbation d¢ about the GR solution,
the perturbation obeys d¢ — mZ;(0)d¢ = 0, where m?;(0) = —MglF’M(O)RO/Z and Ry is the Ricci scalar in the
GR background at ¢ = 0. Provided that F 44(0) > 0 with Ry > 0, the GR branch is subject to tachyonic instability
due to the negative mass squared mgﬁ(O). For 8 < 0, there is a possibility for NSs to acquire a scalar hair after the
spontaneous growth of ¢ toward the other nontrivial branch, whose phenomenon is dubbed spontaneous scalarization.

As mentioned in Sec. [} the nonminimal coupling constant 8 needs to be in the limited range —4.5 < 8 < —4.35 in
the original model of Ref. [I9]. Here, the upper limit of § arises for the occurrence of spontaneous scalarization [43] 44],
whereas the lower bound comes from binary pulsar measurements [46] [47]. For such negative values of 3, there is a
tachyonic instability of the field ¢ on the cosmological background and hence GR solution ¢ = 0 is not an attractor.
This instability is particularly prominent during the inflationary epoch to destroy the background evolution. Then,
the successful cosmic expansion history is spoiled by the negative nonminimal coupling with V(¢) = 0.

The story is different for the positive nonminimal coupling with a self-interacting scalar potential V' (¢). For
concreteness, we consider a potential of the pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson (pNGB), which is given by

V() =m?f3 {1 + cos <f¢)] : (2.10)

B

where m and fp are constants having the dimension of mass. This potential has a reflection symmetry with respect
to ¢ = 0. To choose either the ground state at ¢ = wfp or ¢ = —7 fp means the breaking of the reflection symmetry.
We will choose the positive VEV ¢, = wfp as a symmetry-breaking ground state. Note that in order to test our
idea, the form of the scalar field potential may not be restricted to a particular from as Eq. . We can consider
other symmetry-breaking potentials like V(¢) = h?(¢? — ¢2)?, where h and ¢, are constants. Indeed, so long as
the potential has a local maximum at ¢ = 0 and a global minimum at ¢ # 0, it is sufficient for our purpose of the
construction of a viable model. We choose the particular pNGB potential for an illustration.

Around ¢ = 0, the potential has a negative mass squared —m?. Since the nonmininal coupling M2, F(¢)R/2
is present, the squared effective mass of the field at ¢ = 0 yields

mZg(0) = —m? + gRo : (2.11)

Due to the largeness of Ry in regions of the high density, the positive nonminimal coupling constant S can lead to
the symmetry restoration at ¢ = 0. This occurs if 3Ro/2 exceeds the negative mass squared —m?. In regions of
the low density, the effect of SRy/2 on mzﬁ(()) should be unimportant relative to the contribution —m?. Hence the
scalar field would acquire the VEV ¢, = mfp on weak gravitational backgrounds. This scalar-field configuration is
different from that arising from standard NS spontaneous scalarization with V(¢) = 0, in that the scalar field is in
the symmetry-restored state ¢ = 0 around the center of star while ¢ approaches the asymptotic value ¢, = 7 fp far
away from the star.

For a star with the mean density p and pressure P, the Ricci scalar R at ¢ = 0 is of order R ~ (p — 3P)/M3,.
Then, the critical value of 3 corresponding to m2;(0) = 0 can be estimated as

2m? M3, 10%5 g/cm® m 2
L= 2R (08 . 2.12
p p—3P p—3P (10*11 eV) (2.12)

Note that, for m = O(10~!! eV), the Compton radius of ¢ is of O(10km), i.e., the typical the size of NSs. For 5 > .
we have mgﬂ(O) > 0, and the scalar field can be in the symmetry-restored state at ¢ = 0. For § < ., the state at



¢ = 0 becomes unstable and hence the solution should approach the ground state at ¢ = ¢,. The typical central
density of NSs is around p = 10'° g/cms, so the mass of order m = 107! eV gives rise to the critical coupling 3.
around B, = 0.1 ~ 1.

On the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) cosmological background, the scalar field can be in the
state ¢ = 0 in the early Universe satisfying the condition 3Ry/2 > m?2. After the term 3R/2 drops below m? along
the cosmic expansion, however, the field should evolve to the ground state at ¢ = ¢, since mgﬂ(O) becomes negative.
In Sec. [[TT} we study cosmology in the above model in details and show that ¢ sufficiently approaches the potential
minimum by today.

III. COSMOLOGY WITH POSITIVE NONMINIMAL COUPLING

We study the cosmological dynamics of the scalar field ¢ from the inflationary epoch to today for the theory given
by the action (2.1). A spatially-flat FLRW background is given by the line element

ds? = g, datde” = —dt? + a®(t)d;;dz'da? | 3.1
1 J

where the scale factor a(t) depends on the cosmic time ¢. Then, the gravitational and scalar-field equations of motion
are

. 1 .
3FH*Mg, = —3M3 HF s¢ + §w¢2 +V+p, (3.2)
. . . . 1 .
F (QH + 3H2) M2, = —M2 [F,qs(sb +2H3) + Fpp”| — gwd® +V — P, (3.3)
. . 3M2F . 2oy
$+3HG— P2 (H + 2H2) 4o | Ve 0, (3.4)
w 2w w

where p and P are the density and pressure of the inflaton field and/or perfect fluids, H = a/a is the Hubble
parameter, and a ‘dot’ represents the derivative with respect to ¢, and w 4 = dw/d¢, V4 = dV/d¢, and so on. Note
that F g = —BoF/ME and F 44 = B(B¢? — MB3,)F/M3,, and in the regime |¢| < Mpy, w 4/w ~ —B(1 + 38)¢/M3,.

A. Evolution during inflation and reheating

To study the cosmological dynamics during inflation, we incorporate a canonical inflaton field y with the potential
U(x). Then, we have p = x?/2 + U(x) and P = x?/2 — U(x) in Egs. (3.2) and (3.3). The inflaton field obeys the
continuity equation p+ 3H(p 4+ P) =0, i.e.,

X+3HY+U, =0, (3.5)

where U, = dU/dx. The kinetic and potential energy of the field ¢ should be suppressed relative to U(x) during
inflation. Let us consider the typical Hubble scale of inflation of order H ~ 10'* GeV. Since V (¢) is at most of order
m?f%, we have V(¢) < m?fs < H?M3, ~ U(x) for the mass scale m ~ 107! eV with fp < Mp). Provided that
the condition |w 4|¢? < H2ME|F 4| holds together with the slow-roll condition |H| < H?, Eq. is approximately
given by

b+ 3Ho + 1 68FH2p — m?fp sin (¢>] ~0. (3.6)
w IB

We are interested in the coupling range 8 > 0.1 with m of order 10! eV. For ¢ > fp, since H > m, the term 63F H%¢
dominates over m? fgsin(¢/fg) during inflation. This is also the case for 0 < ¢ < fp as m?fgsin(¢/fg) ~ m?¢ in
this regime. Then, during inflation, Eq. (3.6) approximately reduces to

63 F H?
w

¢+3Hp+ $p~0, (3.7)

and the contribution of the pNGB scalar potential to the background Egs. (3.2))-(3.3) can be completely neglected.
Provided that the scalar field is in the range 8¢?/M3, < 1, we have F' ~ 1 and w ~ 1. On using the approximation



that H is constant during inflation, the dominant solution to Eq. (3.7) is given by
3
exp <—2Ht> cos(Qot + bp) (if 8 > 3/8), (3.82a)
b 3 8

where Qg = /68 —9/4 H and 6, is an arbitrary constant. For 3 > 3/8, the field ¢ exhibits a damped oscillation
with the amplitude rapidly decreasing as |¢| o« exp(—3Ht/2). If the total number of e-foldings during inflation is
N = fot Hdt ~ Ht = 60, the amplitude of ¢ at the end of inflation is 8 x 1074 times as small as that at the onset of
inflation. For 0 < 8 < 3/8, ¢ decreases without oscillations according to Eq. . If B < 0, the scalar field increases
as ¢ x exp[(3/2)(y/1 —86/3 — 1)Ht|.

As the inflaton potential, we consider the a-attractor type given by

2
Ulx) = ZaMQMgl ll — exp (@Jplﬂ , (3.9)

where « is a positive constant [62]. For a = 1, the potential is equivalent to that of Starobinky inflation [63] in the
Einstein frame [13]. The field x at the end of inflation can be determined by the condition ey = (Mg,/2)(V,/V)? = 1,
ie., xy = 0.940Mp;. Cosmic acceleration occurs in the region where x 2 Mpi, which is followed by the reheating stage
driven by the oscillation of y around x = 0. From the Planck normalization of curvature perturbations generated
during inflation, the mass M is constrained to be around M =~ 10~°Mp;. In our numerical simulations we will choose
the potential with @ = 1, but the evolution of ¢ during inflation and reheating is similar for any other slow-roll
inflaton potentials which can be approximated by U(x) =~ M?x?/2 in the vicinity of x = 0. Indeed, the analytic
solutions to ¢ given by Eqs. (3.8a) and (3.8b)) during inflation as well as those during reheating derived later in
Egs. (3.13a)) and (3.13b|) are insensitive to the change of inflaton potentials.

In Fig. |1} we plot the evolution of |¢|/Mp) during inflation and reheating for 5 = 1,0.1, =1 with m = 10~ eV and
M = 10~°Mp,. The initial conditions are chosen to be x; = 5.365Mp1, x; = 0, ¢; = 0.5Mp;, and qﬁl =0. For g =1,
we can confirm that the amplitude of ¢ during inflation decreases as |¢| < exp(—3Ht/2) with oscillations. In this
simulation the number of e-foldings acquired during inflation is N ~ 60, so the amplitude of ¢ at the end of inflation
is of order |¢f| ~ |¢:| exp(—90) ~ 10749 Mp). This rapid decrease of ¢ toward 0 is the outcome of a positive mass
squared larger than H? induced by the nonminimal coupling with 3 > 3/8. Due to the strong suppression of ¢, the
dynamics of inflation driven by the x-field potential energy U(x) is not affected by the presence of ¢. For g = 0.1,
the analytic estimation shows that the field ¢ decreases as |¢| o< exp(—0.215Ht), so that |¢p¢| ~ 1075Mp at
the end of inflation. Even in this case, the dynamics of inflation is hardly modified by the field ¢.

When 8 = —1, the field ¢ grows as ¢ « exp(1.372Ht) from the onset of inflation, the slow-roll inflation is prevented
by the rapid increase of (i)2 (see Fig. . In particular, the epoch of cosmic acceleration soon comes to end by the
negative coupling S ~ —5 used for the occurrence of spontaneous scalarization with V(¢) = 0. In our setup, the
presence of the self-interacting potential V(¢) with a positive nonminimal coupling 5 allows a possibility for realizing
a positive effective field mass squared around ¢ = 0. As discussed above, for 5 > 0(0.1), the field ¢ decreases toward
the local minimum of its effective potential (¢ = 0) during inflation.

After inflation, the inflaton field ¢ should decay to radiation. To study the dynamics of ¢ during reheating, we
incorporate the Born decay term I'x in Eq. as

X+BH+T)x+U, =0, (3.10)
where I' is a constant. The radiation density p, obeys the differential equation
pr+4Hp, =Tx?. (3.11)

The energy density p and pressure P in Egs. and should be also modified to p = x2/2 + U(x) + p, and
P =x2%/2—U(x)+ p,/3, respectively. We numerically solve Egs. — and — by using the field values
X, ¢, and their time derivatives at the end of inflation as the initial conditions of the reheating period. We take
the radiation into account from the end of inflation and integrate the background equations of motion by the time at
which the inflaton energy density drops below p,.. For the mass m of order 107! eV the condition m?f% < H?M3,
is satisfied in the standard reheating scenario, and it is a good approximation to neglect the contributions of the
potential energy V(¢) to the background equations of motion.
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FIG. 1. Evolution of |¢|/Mp; versus In(Mt) during inflation and reheating for 8 = 1,0.1, —1 with m = 1.0 x 107! eV and
M = 1.1 x 107°Mp,. We choose the a-attractor potential with & = 1 and the decay constant I' = 10® GeV. The initial
conditions of scalar fields are x; = 5.365Mp1, X = 0, ¢; = 0.5Mp1, and ¢; = 0. The integration is performed by the time at
which the energy density of inflaton drops below that of radiation.

The inflaton potential is approximated as U(y) ~ M?x?/2 around x = 0. The reheating stage driven by the
oscillating y field corresponds to a temporal matter era with a o« t2/3 and H = 2/(3t). As long as the field ¢
sufficiently approaches 0 during inflation, Eq. (3.4)) approximately reduces to

. 2. 283
- —p~0. 3.12
v L (3.12)
The dominant solution to this equation is given by
—-1/2 86 —3 :
t cos In(Mt)+6y | (if 8> 3/8), (3.13a)
¢ x 12

—(1—\/1-85/3)/2 (if B < 3/8). (3.13b)

The time ¢ at the beginning of reheating is related to the Hubble parameter at the end of inflation Hy, ast; ~ 1/H;.
The reheating period ends around the time tp ~ 1/T, after which the energy density of radiation dominates over that

of the inflaton field x. Since the evolution of ¢ during inflation is given by Egs. (3.8a)-(3.8b]), the amplitude of ¢ at
which the radiation-dominated epoch commences can be estimated as

3 T2
|| exp (—2N> (Hf) (if 8> 3/8), (3.14a)
|or| = 5 < [\ (1-V/1-85/3)/2

where ¢; is the initial value of ¢ at the onset of inflation and N is the total number of e-foldings during inflation.
Since I'/Hy < 1, the amplitude of ¢ further decreases during the reheating epoch, but the suppression of |¢| is much
less significant compared to the inflationary period. For 8 > 3/8, |¢r| does not depend on the coupling constant S.

The numerical simulation of Fig. [1] corresponds the decay constant I' = 108 GeV. The Hubble parameter around
the end of inflation is of order Hy = 0.1M ~ 107%M,,. Applying the estimations (3.14a)) and (3.14b) to 8 = 1 and
B = 0.1, we obtain |¢gr| ~ 3 x 10742 Mp) and |¢g| ~ 6 x 10~7 Mp), respectively, whose orders agree with the numerical
results. For smaller I, the suppression of |¢| during reheating is even more significant. Thus, we showed that the
positive nonminimal coupling with 8 > (0(0.1) leads to the values of ¢ close to 0. This property is mostly attributed
to the exponential decrease of |¢| during inflation.




B. Evolution after the onset of radiation era

Let us proceed to the discussion about the evolution of ¢ after the end of reheating by considering the mass scale of
order m = O(10~! eV). During the radiation-dominated epoch, we have H = 1/(2t) and hence the term 3(2H? + H)
in Eq. (3.4) vanishes. Provided that the field ¢ is much smaller than Mp; and f5, Eq. (3.4)) is approximately given by

(3.15)

., B+3p)8]

b+3H¢p—

For 8 > 3/8 the initial field value (3.145] at the onset of the radiation era is as small as 10~%2Mp;, and we can ignore

the second term in the square bracket of Eq. (3.15)) relative to m?. For 0 < 3 < 3/8, the field ¢ is not necessarily
subject to strong suppression during inflation, so it may be possible to satisfy the condition 3(1+38)¢?/(2M3,) > m?

at the end of reheating. In this case, however, ¢ = 0 is the solution to Eq. li and hence the field derivative rapidly

decreases to reach the region (1 + 383)¢?/(2M3,) < m?. Thus, in both cases, the scalar field ¢ eventually obeys
(3.16)

b+3Hp—m2p~0,

which has a tachyonic mass squared —m? around ¢ = 0 due to the existence of the self-interacting potential V().
Since the condition H > m = O(10~! eV) is satisfied in the early radiation era, ¢ is nearly frozen by the Hubble

friction.

1. Growth of the scalar field from the symmetry-restored state

After H drops below the order m, ¢ starts to increase. During the radiation dominance, the solution to Eq. (3.16)

is given by
o=t"1* [01[1/4(mt) + 02K1/4(mt)} , (3.17)

where I, 4 and K4 are modified Bessel functions of the first and second kinds, respectively. Taking the limit m# > 1
7), there is indeed a growing-mode solution ¢ oc €™ /t3/ 4. Since the potential (2.10) has a local minimum

in Eq. (3.17
at ¢ = wfp, the field ¢ eventually reaches this region and starts to oscillate around ¢ = 7 fp.

0.0 T T T T T
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Evolution of |¢|/Mp versus m/H in the radiation-dominated epoch for 8 = 1,0.1 with m = 1.0 x 107** eV and
fB=10x 1073 Mp,. The initial conditions of ¢ are chosen to match with those derived in the numerical simulations of Fig.

FIG. 2.

at the end of reheating.
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In Fig. [2, we plot the evolution of |¢|/Mp; as a function of m/H for 3 = 1,0.1. We choose m = 107! eV and
fB = 1.0x 1075 Mp; with the initial conditions of ¢ consistent with their values at the end of reheating. For 8 = 1, the
field ¢ is nearly frozen with the value of order 1042 Mp; and then starts to grow for H < m/3. Around H < m/200,
the field sufficiently approaches the potential minimum and exhibits a damped oscillation around ¢ = 7 fg. When
B = 0.1, the field starts to evolve for H < m/3 as well, while the approach to ¢ = wfp occurs around H < m/12
because of the large initial value of ¢ of order 106 Mp;.

In the era dominated by the radiation density p, = 72g,T*/30, where g, is the number of relativistic degrees of
freedom and T is the temperature, we estimate the temperature T}, at which the field ¢ starts to evolve along the
potential V(¢). Using the Friedmann equation 3H?>M3, = p, with m = 3H, it follows that

10 1/4
Tm = <7‘r29 ) \/mMpl. (318)

For the mass scale m = 107! eV with g, ~ 10 [64], we have T}, ~ 10'2 K. Then, the field ¢ reaches the potential
minimum 7 fp before the epoch of big-bang nucleosynthesis (BBN). After the Universe enters the matter-dominated
epoch, the term H + 2H? in Eq. is nonvanishing, i.e., H + 2H? ~ H?/2. Since m? > H? in this epoch, the
effect of the nonminimal coupling on Eq. is negligible and the field ¢ coherently oscillates around ¢ = 7 fp with
a decreasing amplitude. This is also the case for the late-time dark energy dominated era, so the field ¢ reaches the
potential minimum by today.

2.  Oscillation around the potential minimum as CDM

Around ¢ = 7 fp, the potential (2.10)) is approximated as

V(¢) = sm*(6 —7fp)”. (3.19)

After the scalar field starts to oscillate about the potential minimum, it behaves as (a portion of) CDM with the
energy density decreasing as ps o a~3. Today’s field density can be estimated as pyo ~ m?fzadpy;, where acpm
is the scale factor at which the field ¢ starts to behave as CDM during the radiation era and the scale factor is

normalized as ag = 1. Defining the ratio

m

TCDM = (3.20)

Hcpwu

with Hepy = How/Qran%M, where Hy and 2, are today’s Hubble parameter and radiation density parameter
respectively, today’s field density parameter Qg0 = pgo/(3M3 HZ) can be estimated as

9] :Té/i fi ’ m 1/293/4 (321)
%0 3 \Mp ) \H o ‘

If the field ¢ is responsible for a part of CDM, we require that {240 ~ 0.27acpm, where the constant acpm represents
the energy fraction of ¢ to CDM and acpm = 1 corresponds to the case that ¢ is responsible for all CDM. Then, we
obtain

RS

m )71/4
Mpy ’

—3/4
~ 307‘CD<\/I\/OZCDM (m (322)

where we used .0 ~ 9x 1075 and Hy ~ 10733 eV. If m = 107! eV, then we have fz/Mp; ~ 9.4 x IO*SMTEE{&.
Using the value rcpm = 200 for 5 = 1, we obtain fg/Mp) ~ 2X IO_GW. For 8 = 0.1 we take the value rcpy = 12,
in which case fp/Mp; ~ 1 X 10_5@- Under the constraint , the density parameter of ¢ at a = acpm
(which is slightly before the BBN epoch) is as small as

Qy(a = acpm) ~ " f = i répm = 300r ¢ QCcDM (
BMp HEpy — 3ME, DM

m
10-33eV

~1/2
) =3 x 10" %2 acom,  (3.23)

and hence the BBN is not affected by the presence of the field ¢.
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The relation has been derived by assuming that the scalar field ¢ behaves as a coherently oscillating CDM by
today. If the energy density of ¢ decays to that of radiation or some other particle whose density decreases faster than
radiation, then it is possible to have larger values of fp than those constrained by Eq. . For example, adding a
decay term F¢<i> to the left hand-side of Eq. leads to the dissipation of the energy density of ¢ before the field
reaches the VEV ¢, = mfp. When we study scalarized NS solutions in Sec. [V] we will allow for the possibility that
fB/Mp is larger than the value constrained by Eq. .

IV. WEAK GRAVITATIONAL OBJECTS

In this section, we study solutions of the scalar field ¢ for compact objects on weak gravitational backgrounds (like
the Sun). For this purpose, we consider a static and spherically symmetric background given by the line element

ds? = gy datde” = —f(r)dt? + R~ (r)dr? + r? (d6? + sin? 9d<p2 , 4.1
“w

where f(r) and h(r) are functions of the radial coordinate r. The scalar field is assumed to be a function of r alone, i.e.,
¢ = ¢(r). For the matter species inside a star, we consider a perfect fluid described by the mixed energy-momentum
tensor T#, = diag [—p(r), P(r), P(r), P(r)], where the energy density p and pressure P are functions of r. Assuming
that the perfect fluid is minimally coupled to gravity, it obeys the continuity Eq. . On the background , this
equation translates to

f'/

P +=—(p+P)=0, (4.2)

2f

where a ‘prime’ represents the derivative with respect to 7.
Varying the action with respect to f and h, we obtain the following gravitational field equations

f1AQ = )M + 2ME hrg) (rg! + 4B9) — 332¢%¢2hr? — A(V — P)r2 Mg P/ 2Miy

- 4.
f M2 T (202, — Bod') ) (4.3)
W f M Bhed” + {205 — )M, + 8267 }he” — 2M(p + Pl M) (4.4)
ho MZ,h(2MZ, — Bog'r)
The scalar field obeys the differential equation
o 2(1 4+ h) M2, + B¢2hr? — r2(2V + p — P)eP#*/(2M)
2M3, hr
2M2, — /e eﬁ¢2/(2M§>1)
_ (Mg, = 5o¢'T) [2V,y ME, + 4BV + B(p — 3P)$] = 0. (4.5)

AMP B

As we discussed in Sec. for 8 > O(0.1), the scalar field ¢ approaches the VEV ¢, = 7 fp by today during the
cosmic expansion history. We would like to construct a scalar-field profile ¢(r) having the asymptotic value 7 fp at
spatial infinity, i.e.,

¢(o0) =7fp, (4.6)

with ¢'(0c0) = 0. At r = 0, we impose the boundary conditions ¢(0) = ¢g and ¢’(0) = 0, where ¢, is a constant in
the range 0 < ¢pg < 7fp.

Since we are now considering a nonrelativistic object, we ignore P relative to p and employ the approximation
pr? < M3, inside the star. The gravitational potentials are much smaller than 1, so we can exploit the approximation
h ~ 1 in Eq. . As we will see below, the field variation ¢'(r) is small on weak gravitational backgrounds, under
which B¢"*r? < M3, and |Bé¢'r| < ME. In the vicinity of ¢ = 7 fp, the potential can be also expanded as
Eq. (3.19). Around ¢ = 7 fp, Eq. is approximately given by

Bp

~0. 4.
saprd] =0 (47)

¢//+%¢/_ m2(¢_7TfB)+

By the end of this section, we consider a star with the constant density p and radius r;. We assume that the exterior
region of the star has a vanishing density (p = 0). Then, for r > rg, the solution to Eq. (4.7) consistent with the
boundary condition ¢’(c0) = 0 is given by

Ae—mT

o(r)=nfp+ > (4.8)
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where A is a constant.
Inside the star, the field Eq. (4.7) can be expressed as

2
"+ ¢/ — i (¢ — 60) =0, (4.9)
where
2
2 _ 2 Bp _m

For 3 > 0, we have 2 > m? and hence ¢y < mfp. If we consider the Sun with the mean density p = O(1 g/cmg) and
mass m = O(10711 eV), we have m? > Bp/(2M3,), under which ¢ is very close to mfp. Since we are assuming that
p = constant, the solution to Eq. (4.9) consistent with the boundary condition ¢'(0) = 0 is given by

¢(r) = ¢o + M (4.11)

where B is a constant.
Matching Eq. (4.8) with (4.11) and also their r derivatives at r = r,, we obtain

A~ Yo —mfp)l(prs — 1) H7e 4 pry +1]e™e o (G0 — mfp)(mr + 1) €™ (4.12)
(i m) 27 & i —m ’ (it m)eme fp—m '

Then, the resulting solution of ¢ outside the star (r > r,) is given by

GM,
O(r) = mfp = BorMp1— gommlr=rs) (4.13)

where G = 1/(8mM3,) is the gravitational constant, M, = 4mwr3p/3 is the mass of body, and

7fe  (urs —1)e®H"s 4+ urg + 1
Mpy p2r3[(p+ m) €21 + pu —m]

Bet = 38 (4.14)
The fifth force between the scalar field and baryons is mediated by the effective coupling B.g. Note that the solution
looks similar to that derived in the chameleon mechanism [65] 66], but the difference is that the effective mass
of ¢ inside and outside the star is similar to each other (x4 ~ m) in our scenario. This leads to the different form of
Beft In comparison to the chameleon case.

If we consider the Sun (ry = 7.0 x 10® m) with the mass m = 107! eV, we have pu? ~ m? > Bp/(2M3,) and
urs ~ mrg ~ 3.5 x 10%. In this case, Eq. reduces to

3B 1
Beosp ™ fj\jli(mrs)Q for mry>1. (4.15)
Because of a large suppression factor (mrs)~2, it is easier to satisfy Solar-system constraints in comparison to the
massless case (see below). For the symmetry-breaking scale fg/Mp; = 2 x 1076 with 3 = 1, the effective coupling is
as small as Beg =~ 7.7 x 10715, In the case of Earth (r; = 6.4 x 10° m) with m = 107! eV, fg/Mp; = 2 x 10~ and
B =1, we have Beg ~ 9.2 x 10~ 1. In addition to these small values of SBeg, the factor e=("="+) in Eq. leads
to the exponential suppression of fifth forces at the distance r 2 rs + 1/m.

In the massless limit mrys — 0, we have p? ~ Bp/(2M3,). Since (urs)? is of order the gravitational potential at the
surface of star, we exploit the approximation ury < 1 in Eq. . Then, the effective coupling reduces to

Bt ~ B2 for mr, 0. (4.16)
Mp,
For 8 of order 1, we have B < 1 under the condition 7 fg/Mp) < 1, in which case it is possible to satisfy Solar-system
constraints even for a nearly massless scalar field (as we will see at the end of this section).

Outside the star, we estimate fifth-force corrections to the metric components f and h. They are related to the
gravitational potentials U and ®, as f = e?¥ and h = e?®. Since |¥| and |®| are much smaller than 1 on weak
gravitational backgrounds (of order 1076 for the Sun), we only pick up terms linear in ¥ and ®. Let us consider the
massive scalar field satisfying the condition

mrs > 1. (4.17)
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Substituting the solution (4.13)) and its r derivatives into Eqs. (4.3]) and (4.4]), we find that the gravitational potentials
® and ¥ approximately obey

o 1 7TfB _ S
'+ — = BB GM, 2= mPem (T 4.18
o = TPl GM s me ’ (4.18)
P GMy7mfg
U — ~ BB, 9 22 memmrore) 4.19
+ = BB — e (4.19)
The integrated solutions to these equations, which are consistent with the asymptotic flatness, are given by
GM, BBest Tf1 Cm(r—
d=—""9|1- = m(r—rs) 4.20
T |: 2 Mp] mre ’ ( )
GM, BBett 7B _pr—
v=-""411 L _IZ gmmlr=ra) | 4.21
T [ + 2 Mple ( )
We introduce the post-Newtonian parameter as
P BBet TfB i
=—~1- —= mr=rs) 4.22
YPPN 7 2 Mp mre ( )

The time-delay effect of the Cassini tracking of the Sun has given the bound yppx — 1 = (2.142.3) x 10~° [16]. Since
~vppN — 1 is negative in the current theory, we adopt the limit 1 — vppny < 2.0 x 1076, Taking the value of vppn at
r = rg, this Solar-system constraint translates to

ﬂﬂeﬁ%imrs <4.0x107°. (4.23)

On using the effective coupling (4.15)) derived for mry > 1, we obtain the bound

nfp 1 —3
—= <1. 1 f s 1. 4.24
Moy s = 6 x 10 or mrs > (4.24)

With the mass scale m = 10711 eV, this translates to 7 fg/Mp; < 0.3/ for the Sun. The symmetry-breaking scale
fB/Mp) ~ 2 x 1075 with 8 = 1, which was mentioned in Sec. in the context of an oscillating ¢-field CDM, is well
consistent with this upper limit.

We also comment on Solar-system constraints in the massless limit (mrs — 0). In this case, the scalar-field solution
is given by Eq. with Beg = B fp/Mp. Provided that 7 fp/Mp is smaller than the order 1, the gravitational
potential ® is estimated as ® = —GM,/r up to the linear order in GM,/r, while the other gravitational potential
receives a correction from the nonminimal coupling as ¥ = —(GM,/r)[1+ B%(7 f5/Mp1)?]. Then, the post-Newtonian
parameter is estimated as

2
opx 1 2 <7TfB> , (4.25)

where we used the approximation 82(wfg/Mp;)?> < 1. Note that the result (4.25) is consistent with that derived in
Ref. [67]. Using the Solar-system bound 1 — yppn < 2.0 x 107°, it follows that

ﬂ% <14x107%  for mry—0. (4.26)
Pl

For the symmetry-breaking scale fp/Mp; ~ 2 x 107% with 3 = 1, the bound (4.26) is satisfied. In the massive case
there is an extra suppression factor 1/,/mrs < 1, and the propagation of fifth forces is suppressed in comparison
to the massless case.

For laboratory tests of gravity, the associated scale r of experiments is in the range mr < 1. Let us consider two
identical test bodies with constant density p, radius rs, and mass M, = 47r3p/3. In this case, the gravitational
potential ¥ made by one test body is given by Eq. , with Seg ~ Bmfp/Mp) and e~ ™(r=7s) ~ 1. Then, the
potential energy between two test bodies is expressed as

2 2
1+ 2 (77]‘3) ] . (4.27)

GM?
a 2 \ Mp
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The second term in the squared bracket of Eq. (4.27)), which corresponds to the fifth-force contribution to V(r), can
be expressed in the form 32%;/2. This result is analogous to what was obtained for chameleon and symmetron theories
[66, 68]. Parametrizing the fifth-force potential energy as Vi(r) = —asGM, 92 /7, the laboratory tests of gravity gives

the constraint oy < 1072 [69]. Since af = (5%/2)(wfz/Mp1)? in our case, we obtain the following bound

5% <45x1072. (4.28)

This is weaker than the Solar-system constraint by one order of magnitude. On astrophysical scales much larger
than m~! = O(10km), our model is consistent with observational tests of gravity due to the exponential suppression
of fifth forces.

For the choice m~! = O(10km), we may also apply the experimental tests of Newton’s law on geophysical scales to
our model. Assuming that the Yukawa-type corrections to the Newtonian potential V(1) = —(GM,/r) (1 + are™"/?)
for the scale A = O(10km), the bound on «f is given by |ag| < 107 (see e.g., Fig. 4 of Ref. [70]). Comparing V,(r)

with Eq. (4.21)), we find
6683@ <107*. (4.29)
Mpy ™

This is weaker than the Solar System bound (4.23) derived for mrs > 1.

V. NEUTRON STAR SOLUTIONS

In this section, we will construct NS solutions on the static and spherically symmetric background given by the line
element . We note that Egs. — are the strict Euler-Lagrange equations obtained by varying the action
and hence valid also on strong gravitational backgrounds. The difference from the case of weak gravitational
stars discussed in Sec. is that the gravitational potentials |¥| and |®| in the vicinity of NSs are of ((0.1) and
nonlinearities in the gravitational field equations become important. Moreover, the pressure P is not negligible
relative to the energy density p. The other important difference is that the central density of NSs p. is typically of
O(10% g/cm®), so in our model the term Sp/(2M2,) can exceed m2 = O (107 eV)?) for 8 2 0(0.1). This means
that the field value ¢g defined in Eq. can approach 0 inside the NS, unlike the low density star where ¢q is very
close to wfp. Then, it should be possible to realize a scalar-field configuration in which ¢ is close to ¢ = 0 inside the
star and approaches 7 fg outside the star. In the following, we will show that such scalarized solutions do exist.

A. Boundary conditions

We first derive the approximate solutions around the center of star by using the expansions of f, h, ¢, and P. Due
to the regularity condition ¢’(0) = 0, we can expand the scalar field around r = 0 in the form ¢(r) = ¢+ dar2 +O(r?),
where ¢. = ¢(0) and ¢- is a constant. We also impose the boundary conditions f(0) = f., h(0) = 1, p(0) = pe,
P(0) = P., and f'(0) = h/(0) = p’(0) = P’'(0) = 0. Around r = 0, the scalar-field potential is expanded as

V(¢) = ‘/C+V:¢C(¢)7 ¢c) +O((¢*¢c)2)a (51)

where we used the notations V., = V(¢.) and V4. = (dV/d¢)(¢.). The solutions consistent with Eqgs. (4.2)-(4.5)
around the center of NSs are given by

eP9e/ M2 [2(p, + 3P, — 2Ve) ME, + 2B ME V. s + B2¢%(pe — 3P +4V2)] ,

4
= .2
f=tott. v 400, (5:2)
5452/(2]‘/12)2 M2 —9 M2 9242 _3P. 14
_q_°¢ PU[2(pe + Ve) Pl B - 51V gc Boz(pe — 3P: + AVe)] r2 4 O(T4) , (5.3)
6M4,
B2/ (2ME)) Bbe(pe — 3P, + 4V,)
¢=tpe + ———— |V + r? 4+ 0(rt), (5.4)
6 2M32,
2 2
Pp_ PP/ CMe)) (p, + P.)[2(pe + 3P, — 2V.) M2, + 28¢MEV 4o + 3202 (pe — 3P + 4V,)] 2400 (55)

24 M,
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Let us consider the case in which ¢. is in the range 0 < ¢. < 7fp. The potential energy around ¢ = 0 is of order
V ~2m?f3, with V.5 ~ —m?¢. Provided that fp < Mpy, it follows that V is much smaller than the central density

pe = O(10%° g/cmg) for m = O(10~! eV). Then, the solution 1) is approximately given by

P92/ (2Mz))

¢~ o+ 6 QscmgffTQ + O(TB) ) (5'6)
where
(1 — 3w,)
m2g = —m? + Bpe(l — 3we) , (5.7)
ft 2M32,

with the equation of state (EOS) parameter w. = P./p. at r = 0. Here, m2; corresponds to an effective mass squared
of the scalar field around the potential maximum at ¢ = 0. Like Eq. , for 8 =0, we have m2%; = —m? < 0, so
the scalar field decreases as a function of 7, i.e., ¢'(r) < 0, around r = 0. In the presence of the positive nonminimal
coupling 8 with w, < 1/3, it is possible to realize m2; > 0 for

3
go 2MB 028 (1015 g/cm>< m )27 58)

pe(l —3w,) 1— 3w, e 10-11 eV

where the right hand-side is equivalent to the critical value (. given in Eq. . For large values of p., w. can
be close to the relativistic value 1/3 or even larger, so we need to implement the pressure to derive the scalar-field
profile correctly. For w,. < 1/3 the scalar field increases as a function of ¢ around r = 0, so it is possible to reach
the asymptotic value ¢, = 7 fp at spatial infinity. Even if ¢(r) decreases around r = 0 for w,. > 1/3, the decrease of
the EOS parameter w = P/p around the NS surface to the region w < 1/3 allows a possibility for increasing ¢(r) to
reach ¢, = 7w fp outside the star. We note that we have ignored the term 4V, in Eq. relative to p. — 3P., but if
fB is as close as the order Mp), there is the contribution of the potential to mﬁﬂ especially around w, ~ 1/3.

In the asymptotic region outside the NSs, the field ¢ should relax toward the value 7 fg. In this regime, we can set
p=P=0,V —=0,and h — 1 in Eq. and ignore the terms B¢™>r? and B¢¢'r relative to MZ,. Keeping the term
Vi~ m?2(¢ — wfg) around ¢ = 7 fp, the solution to Eq. is approximately given by Eq. , but the coefficient
A is different from that on weak gravitational backgrounds.

B. Numerically constructed scalar-field profile

To study the existence of the field profile connecting the solution to the other solution , we numerically
integrate Egs. — from the center of NSs to a sufficiently large distance. We exploit Egs. — as the
boundary conditions around r = 0. In Eq. 7 we can set f. = 1 without loss of generality. The field value ¢. at
the center of star is iteratively found from the demand of realizing the asymptotic value ¢(r) — 7 fp with ¢'(r) — 0
far outside the star. For the perfect fluid inside the NS, we use the analytic representation of SLy EOS parametrized
by

¢ =logg(p/g-cm™?),  (=log;o(P/dyn-cm™?), (5.9)

where the explicit relation between £ and ( is given in Ref. [T1]. The outside of NS is assumed to be in a vacuum
with a vanishing density and pressure. For the numerical purpose, we introduce the following constants

8 M2
po = Mano = 16749 x 10™ g/cm®, 1o = 4| Pl — 89.664 km, (5.10)
Po

where m,, = 1.6749 x 1072* g is the neutron mass and ny = 0.1 (fm)~3 is the typical number density of NSs. The
density p and radius r are normalized by py and 7, respectively.

In Fig. [3) we plot ¢/(wfg) versus r/rq for 3 = 1,5,10,30 with the model parameters m = 1.0 x 107! eV and
fB = 0.3Mp1/(7B3). The central density of NS is chosen to be p. = 6pg ~ 10° g/cmg. With this mass scale m
the local gravity constraint gives the bound Srfg/Mp; < 0.3 for the Sun, so the choice fg = 0.3Mp/(7f)
corresponds to a maximally allowed value of fg. When p. = 6py the EOS parameter at r = 0 is w, ~ 0.158, the
condition translates to 5 > 0.53. In this case the effective mass squared mgﬂ is positive at 7 = 0, and the scalar
field grows according to Eq. in the vicinity of r = 0.
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FIG. 3.  The scalar field ¢ (normalized by 7fp) versus the radius r (normalized by the distance ro = 89.664 km) for
m =1.0x10"*" eV and fg = 0.3Mp1 /(7). Each case corresponds to 8 = 1, 5,10, 30. We choose the SLy EOS with the central
density p. = 6po, where po = 1.6749 x 10 g/cmS.

For 8 = 1, the field value at r = 0 is ¢, ~ 0.837fp, and the difference from the asymptotic value is 7fp — ¢, ~
0.177 fp. On weak gravitational backgrounds discussed in Sec. [[V] the field values inside and outside a star are very
close to each other, see Eq. together with the condition m? > (Bp/(2M%,). Since the nonminimal coupling
Bp/(2M3,) can be larger than m? for NSs around r = 0, the difference between 7 fp and ¢. exceeds the order of
0.17fp. With the increase of 3, this difference tends to be more significant, e.g., ¢. ~ 0.04w fp for 8 = 30. We
note that the symmetry-breaking scale fp does not appear in the effective mass squared at = 0. Hence the
normalized field configuration ¢/(7fp) is hardly sensitive to the change of f5.

The large variation of ¢(r) spanning in the range 0 < 7 fg — ¢, < 0.17fp is an outcome of the positive mass squared
mzﬂ induced by large values of p.. Then, the scalar field acquires a sufficient kinetic energy around r = 0 to reach the
asymptotic value ¢, = wfp far outside the NSs. This is not the case for weak gravitational objects where ¢ needs to
stay around 7 fp both inside and outside the star. Thus, our model allows the existence of an interesting scalar-field
profile whose variation is significant for strongly gravitating objects, while the variation of ¢(r) is suppressed on weak
gravitational backgrounds as consistent with Solar-system constraints.

C. Modification of gravitational interactions

The scalar-field profile derived above affects the nonlinearly extended gravitational potentials ¥ and ® through
Eqgs. and (4.4). Since f = e?¥ and h = €?®, the left hand-side of Eq. is equivalent to 2(®' — ¥’). In GR
the right hand-side of Eq. vanishes for r > rg, where 7y is the radial position of the NS radius. In the current
model, however, there are contributions of ¢(r) and its derivatives to the right hand-side of Eq. . To quantify
the difference between ® and ¥’, we define

(5.11)

and compute it at the surface of star.

In Fig. 4l we plot n, = n(rs) versus B for p. = 3pg, 6pg, 10py with m = 1.0 x 107! eV and fg = 0.3Mp;/(73).
When p. = 3pg, the quantity 1, can be as large as 0.08 for 8 in the range 0.1~1. Since we are choosing the maximally
allowed value of fp consistent with Solar-system constraints, increasing g results in smaller values of fg. Given that
¢(r) is normalized by 7 fp in the numerical simulation of Fig. |3} decreasing fp implies smaller values of ¢(r) inside
the star. Then, as [ increases, the corrections to gravitational potentials induced by the nonvanishing field profile
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FIG. 4. We show ns = ®'(rs)/¥'(rs) — 1 versus the nonminimal coupling 8 for m = 1.0 x 107" eV and fz = 0.3Mp,/(7B).
We choose the SLy EOS with three different central densities p. = 3po,6p0, 10p0.

should be more suppressed. Indeed, for given p., the property of decreasing 7, as a function of 5 can be confirmed in
Fig.

Asl,zl pe increases in the range p. > 2pp, ns decreases from the maximum around (7)s)max = 0.08 realized for the
density p. = 2po ~ 3po. One of the reasons for this decrease of n, is that, for larger p., w. tends to increase.
For p. = 3pg, 6p0, 10pg, we have w. = 0.047,0.158,0.315, respectively. This means that, for p. = 6pg, the product
pe(1 — 3w,), which appears in the effective mass squared , gets smaller as p. increases. The other reason is that,
as p. increases in the range 2pg < p. < 6pg, the field value ¢. at r = 0 tends to be smaller by approaching the
symmetry-restored state. This leads to the overall decrease of corrections of the scalar field ¢ to the right hand-sides
of Egs. and . Due to these two combined effects, for increasing p. in the range 2py < p. < 10pg, there is
the tendency that 7y decreases. Nevertheless, the observations of gravitational waves will provide us with interesting
possibilities for probing the deviation from GR of order ns > (0(0.01) in the coupling range 8 = 0.1 ~ 10.

As p. exceeds 10pg, the product p.(1 — 3w,) can be negative. In such cases the EOS parameter w = P/p decreases
toward the NS surface, and there is a point at which p(1—3w) becomes positive. Then, it is possible to have nontrivial
scalar-field profiles even for p.(1—3w,.) < 0, but the difference between 7 fg and ¢. tends to be smaller. For p. = 10po,
this results in suppressed values of 7, in comparison to the case p. < 10pp.

The ADM mass of NSs is defined by

M, = 4x M2 [1 — h(r)] |r=oo , (5.12)

while the NS radius is determined by the condition P(ry) = 0. In Fig. [5] we plot the relation between M /Mg, and
for 8= 0.3 and 1 with m = 1.0 x 107! eV and fp = 0.3Mp,/(73), where M, is the Solar mass. In comparison, we
also show the case of GR derived for the SLy EOS without the scalar field ¢. The matter density p. at r = 0 is chosen
to be in the range p. > 2pg, under which the NS in GR has the ADM mass My > 0.243M, and radius rs < 14.33 km.

In Fig. [5] we observe that, for § > 0, both My and 7, are smaller than those in GR. For 8 = O(0.1) the field
value ¢. is generally quite close to wfp, so the exponential factor P2/ (MR ip Eq. 1) can be estimated as
eP9e/(2ME) ~ 1 4 0.045/8 > 1. This leads to the larger decreasing rate of P(r) in comparison to GR, and hence
rs and M, are reduced. Such reductions of r; and M, are different from the properties in standard spontaneous
scalarization induced by the negative coupling § [19, 22, B1]. For S = 0.3 and p. = 2py we obtain r; = 13.08 km and
M = 0.207Mg, so the relative difference from the ADM mass in GR (Mgr = 0.243M) with the same value of p. is
as large as pps = 0.15, where we have defined

M,
Mar'

As p. increases, the deviation parameter py; tends to decrease, e.g., up = 0.10 for p. = 5pg and pp; = 0.07 for
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FIG. 5. The ADM mass M, normalized by the Solar-mass Mg, versus the NS radius r for the SLy EOS with m = 1.0x 107! eV
and fg = 0.3Mp1/(7B). The solid black and red lines correspond to 8 = 0.3 and 3 = 1, respectively, while the dashed blue line
is the case in GR. In all cases, the matter density at » = 0 are in the range 2po < p. < 18po.

pe = 15pg. However, it is interesting to note that, for 8 = 0.3, the difference of order 7% from GR arises for the
ADM mass even with high densities like p. 2 10p0.

~

With the increase of 3, ¢. tends to decrease toward the symmetry-restored state ¢ = 0 and hence the exponential
factor ef9e/(2Mp) approaches 1. Moreover, as we already discussed in Fig. |4} the quantity 7, is a decreasing function
of B for the choice fg = 0.3Mp/(7f). Indeed, as we see the case 8 =1 in Fig. [5| the deviations of My and 7, from
those in GR are less significant relative to the coupling 8 = 0.3. Still, for g = 1, we have uy; = 0.08 for p. = 2pg
and pps = 0.04 for p. = 5pg, so the appreciable deviation from GR is present. For § exceeding the order of 1, the
theoretical curve in the (M, rs) plane approaches that of GR.

In standard spontaneous scalarization induced by negative values of 3, the theoretical curve in the (Mg, rs) plane
starts to be bifurcated from the GR one for p. larger than some critical density, and the mass of NSs in the scalarized
branch are larger than that in GR with the same central density. This characterizes a continuous phase transition
from the GR branch ¢ = 0 to the other nontrivial branch ¢ # 0 triggered by a tachyonic instability. In our case, the
scalarized NS solutions arise from the symmetry restored state at ¢ = 0 induced by positive 8. Theoretical plots for
B > 0 differ from the GR curve in the whole range of p. shown in Fig. [5] i.e., 2pg < p. < 18p¢. This is because in our
model there is no GR solution and hence no bifurcation from it. Instead, we have only one branch of NS solutions
where the scalar field ¢ asymptotically approaches the ground state located around ¢ = 7 fg.

In theories given by the action , the conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities against odd-
and even-parity perturbations are given by p+ P > 0 and F(¢) > 0 [72] (see also Ref. [73]). Since we are considering
the nonminimal coupling F(¢) = e P9/ (2M) with B > 0 in the presence of a perfect-fluid matter satisfying the weak
energy condition, there are neither ghost nor Laplacian instabilities for our scalarized NS solutions as in the case of
standard spontaneous scalarization.

It should be noted that NSs in GR with other EOMs may provide the similar ADM mass and radius to those derived
for nonzero § in Fig. [5l In our case, since the mass of NSs is relatively suppressed to that in the GR case, it would
be difficult to distinguish NSs in our theory from those in GR with a different choice of EOSs, only with observations
regarding the mass and radius of NSs. In order to break the degeneracy between the modified gravity effects and the
ambiguity associated with the choice of EOSs, we should explore the existence of universal relations which are almost
insensitive to the choice of EOSs [T4H70] as well as signatures associated with gravitational perturbations of NSs such
as tidal deformability and quasinormal frequencies. We leave these subjects for future works.

Finally, we should comment on the case in which the energy density of an oscillating scalar field ¢ around ¢ = 7 fp
is responsible for a fraction of CDM without decaying to other particles by today. In this case, the symmetry-breaking
scale fp is constrained as Eq. . When 3 = 1, this gives the constraint fg/Mp; ~ 2 x 107%. For such small
values of fg, the field ¢ inside and outside the NS is also suppressed and hence 7, is at most of order 1079 with the
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nonminimal coupling in the range S < O(10). In such cases, the NS mass and radius are also very similar to those
in GR. However, there is a possibility that the oscillating field ¢ decays to other particles whose energy densities
decrease as that of radiation or faster, in which case larger values of fp are allowed. In Figs. [d] and [5 we have used
the maximum allowed values of fp consistent with Solar-system constraints.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We proposed a new scenario of NS scalarizations in the presence of a pNGB potential V (¢) = m? f3[1 + cos(¢/ fp)]
and a nonminimal coupling to the Ricci scalar R of the form F(¢) = e=#%"/(2M2) _ In regions of the high density, the
scalar field ¢ acquires a large positive mass squared by the nonminimal coupling with 8 > 0. This can overwhelm a
negative mass squared —m? of the bare potential at ¢ = 0. Then, the symmetry restoration toward ¢ = 0 occurs in
strong gravitational backgrounds like the interior of NSs, while the scalar approaches a VEV ¢, = 7w fp toward spatial

infinity. This allows the existence of nontrivial field profiles affecting gravitational interactions in the vicinity of NSs.

Unlike the original scenario of spontaneous scalarization induced by negative 8 with V(¢) = 0 [I9], our model does
not suffer from the tachyonic instability of cosmological solutions. In Sec. [[T]| we studied the cosmological evolution of
¢ for m = O(10~! eV) and fg < Mp) relevant to the mass scales of NS scalarizations. For 8 > O(0.1), the amplitude
of ¢ exponentially decreases during inflation due to the dominance of the positive nonminimal coupling over the
tachyonic mass squared —m? in the effective mass squared m2;. During the reheating stage, the field amplitude
exhibits mild decrease further. During the radiation-dominated era, after the contribution from the nonminimal
coupling to mgﬂ drops below —m?, ¢ starts to roll down the potential toward the VEV 7 fz. Numerically, we showed
that the scalar field starts to oscillate around ¢ = 7 fg before the epoch of BBN. If the oscillation of ¢ has continued
by today, it can be the source of (a portion of) CDM for fp satisfying Eq. . This relation is not applied to the
case in which the energy density of oscillating ¢ is converted to other particles by today.

In Sec. [[V] we derived the field profile for nonrelativistic stars with constant p on weak gravitational backgrounds.
Outside the star, the scalar field is given by Eq. with the effective coupling . For the mass satisfying the
condition mrs > 1, where r, is the radius at the surface of star, the field stays in the region very close to ¢ = 7 fp.
In this case, the gravitational potentials ® and W receive fifth-force corrections as Egs. and (4.21). From

Solar-system constraints on the post-Newtonian parameter yppy = @/, we obtained the upper limit (4.24)) on the

product Bfp. With the mass scale m = 107! eV, the bound 14.24) translates to S fp/Mp) < 0.3 for the Sun. This
is weaker than the constraint (4.26) derived in the massless limit mr; — 0 by two orders of magnitude.

In Sec. [V] we have numerically constructed NS solutions in the presence of a positive nonminimal coupling with
the self-interacting potential. We showed the existence of scalar-field profiles with significant difference between the
field value ¢. at = 0 and the asymptotic value 7 fp at spatial infinity for static and spherically symmetric NSs.
This is an outcome of the symmetry restoration toward ¢ = 0 in regions of the high density induced by the positive
nonminimal coupling 8. As we observe in Fig. [3] for larger [, the difference between ¢. and 7 fg tends to be more
significant. The nonminimally coupled scalar field gives rise to modifications to the gravitational potentials ® and ¥
in comparison to GR. We computed the quantity ns, = ®'(r,)/¥’(rs) — 1 by varying the central density p. in the range
pe > 2pg. Taking the upper limit fg = 0.3Mp;/(73) constrained from Solar-system tests of gravity, we find that 7,
is a decreasing function of § for given p.. The increase of 8 results in the decreases of fg and ¢(r) inside the star, so
the parameter 7, tends to be suppressed. As p. increases, 7, is also subject to the decrease due to several combined
effects explained in the main text. Still, ns can be of order 1, > 0(0.01) in the coupling range 8 = 0.1 ~ 10.

In Fig. 5| we plotted the relation between the ADM mass My and the radius r4 of NSs for f = 0.3 and g = 1 with
fB = 0.3Mpy/(7w3). Unlike standard spontaneous scalarization, the deviation of M, and r, from their values in GR
occurs for any central density in the range 2pg < p. < 18pg. For g = 0.3, the relative difference of the ADM mass
from that in GR, which is defined by uy = 1 — Ms/Mgr, is as large as up = 0.15 for p. = 2pg. As p. increases,
oy tends to decrease, but uys still has a considerably large value 0.07 even for p. = 15p9. With the increase of g,
the theoretical lines in the (Mg, rs) plane, which exist in the region My < Mgr, approach that in GR. For 8 =1 and
pPe = 2po, we found that pps = 0.08 and hence there is still appreciable deviation from GR.

In summary, we showed that our new model of scalarizations of NSs associated with the symmetry restoration
induced by the nonminimal coupling leads to modified gravitational interactions in the vicinity of NSs, while it is free
from the problem of instabilities during the cosmological evolution. The implication of our model to observations of
the binary NS coalescense was recently studied in Ref. [77]. Since the scalar field mass m = O(10~ ! eV) is larger
than the typical orbital frequency of NS binaries w = O(10713 eV), the scalar radiation emitted from compact binaries
during the inspiral phase is strongly suppressed. The resulting gravitational wave forms are similar to those in GR,
so our model evades current observational constraints of inspiral gravitational wave forms.
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