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Abstract

Ultralight electrophilic scalar field can mediate a long-range force or radiate from a pulsar or

a magnetar if the scalar field has a coupling with the Goldreich-Julian charge density or the net

electron charge density of the star. The interaction of the electron with the long-range scalar profile

results in a spatial variation of the electron mass. A scalar induced magnetic field is created due to

such interaction. The mass of the scalar in such cases is constrained by the radius of the star. The

scalar field can also radiate from a binary system or an isolated star if the mass of the scalar is less

than the orbital frequency and the spin frequency respectively. The electrophilic scalar radiation

can contribute to the orbital period loss of binary systems and pulsar spin-down. Comparing

with existing and projected experimental sensitivities, we obtain constraints on scalar coupling

with ultralight mass. Some of these bounds are stronger than the existing fifth force constraints.

The constraints on the scalar coupling can be significantly screened if the scalar has a coupling

with the ubiquitous cosmic neutrino background. Improvements in experimental sensitivity and

observations of compact objects with stronger magnetic fields and higher angular velocities could

further refine these bounds.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Compact objects like Neutron Stars (NSs) and pulsars provide valuable opportunities to

explore new physics, such as Dark Matter (DM). While direct detection experiments have

placed tight limits on Weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP) DM [1–5], alternative

candidates are being sought [6–9]. One promising option is ultralight wavelike DM [6, 10],

where DM acts as a wave with a wavelength comparable to that of a dwarf galaxy. Initially

proposed to address small-scale structure issues in the universe [11–13], this type of DM

consists mostly of scalar bosons with high occupation numbers. It may exhibit oscillatory

behaviour over long periods or possess long-range effects. Ultralight scalar DM can arise

from misalignment or the Stueckelberg mechanism [10, 14], with its small mass potentially

explained by models such as clockwork or D-term inflation [15–17]. This DM can interact

weakly with Standard Model (SM) particles, with constraints on its coupling strength derived

from various experiments and observations. Rigorous bounds on ultralight scalar and vector

couplings have been established through experiments involving neutrino oscillations [18–

22], neutrino decay [23], equivalence principle tests [24], magnetometer searches [25, 26],

Gravitational Waves (GWs) [27–35], atomic transitions [36, 37], pulsar timing arrays [38],

observations of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [39, 40] and more [41–51].

Rotating NSs or pulsars serve as cosmic beacons where electrons interact with the back-

ground of scalar DM, influencing various measurements including spatial variations in elec-

tron mass, magnetic fields, orbital period decay in binary systems, and pulsar spin-down

rates.

When ultralight, time-oscillating DM interacts with SM particles like photons, leptons,

and baryons, it leads to oscillations in the coupling of force and mass of these particles over

time [36, 52–56]. Consequently, fundamental constants such as the fine structure constant,

electron mass, and nucleon mass may no longer remain constant but vary with time. Addi-

tionally, if SM particles interact with the spatially varying ultralight DM, which can have a

spatial profile, fundamental constants may also vary in space [56, 57].

In scenarios, where the ultralight electrophilic scalar DM background interacts with

Goldreich-Julian (GJ) electrons or positrons [58] in pulsar co-rotating magnetospheres, it

results in a long-range scalar profile outside the pulsar. This interaction alters the mass

of electrons as one moves from the pulsar to Earth due to the influence of the long-range
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scalar field. Various space-based probes offer promising avenues for constraining the spatial

variation of fundamental constants. Moreover, the long range scalar DM background inter-

action with the net electron charge of the star can also influence the variation of fundamental

constants.

When the electrophilic scalar interacts with the GJ charge within the pulsar magneto-

sphere, it leads to the formation of a scalar-induced GJ charge. This interaction can also

generate scalar-induced electric and magnetic fields. In a binary system, where two rotat-

ing NSs are present, their respective scalar charges can exert a long-range force in addition

to gravitational force. Besides the GJ-induced scalar charge, the scalar charge induced by

the net electrons within the star can also result in a long-range Yukawa-type force. Strin-

gent constraints on scalar charge can be obtained from various fifth force experiments and

magnetometer searches.

The observed decrease in the orbital period of a binary system, as first seen in PSR

B1913+16 (Hulse-Taylor binary) [59–61], is primarily attributed to GW radiation. How-

ever, the background of the ultralight electrophilic scalar field can interact either with the

net electron charge within the star or with the GJ electrons on the star’s surface. These

interactions lead to the emission of ultralight particles from the binary system. This scalar

radiation may contribute to the orbital period loss of the binary system alongside GW ra-

diation. Nonetheless, the impact of scalar radiation is constrained by the measurement

uncertainty associated with the orbital period loss.

The rotational energy loss of pulsars, leading to pulsar spin-down, can be attributed to

various factors. Pulsars, being highly magnetized NSs, exhibit a misalignment between their

magnetic axis and rotation axis. Electromagnetic radiation, specifically magnetic dipole

radiation emitted along the magnetic axis, contributes to the slowdown of the pulsar. Addi-

tionally, GW radiation from rapidly rotating pulsars also contributes to the decrease in spin

period. Interaction between the pulsar’s magnetic field and its surrounding nebula further

accelerates the spin-down process.

The possibility of an ultralight scalar field interacting with the GJ charge or the net

charge of the star can result in scalar dipole radiation, which could also play a role in

pulsar spin-down. Observations of pulsar spin-down offer a means to constrain such new

interactions.

The Cosmic Neutrino Background (CνB) is as ubiquitous as the Cosmic Microwave Back-
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ground (CMB). However, the very low energy (∼ 10−4 eV− 10−6 eV) of these relic neutrino

background makes them difficult to detect. As the low energy CνB neutrinos are weakly

interacting, they can probe the universe before the CMB epoch, if detected. At present

epoch, the CνB (CMB has a temperature of 2.725 K) has a temperature of 1.95 K which

corresponds to 1.68× 10−4 eV. The standard cosmological model predicts the number den-

sity of each flavour of cosmic Dirac neutrino as 56/cm3 or in total 336/cm3 (after taking

into account all the flavours and their antiparticles). Depending on their mass, CνB can

be relativistic or non-relativistic. From oscillation data [62], one can infer that two of the

neutrino mass eigenstates are non-relativistic today. Although difficult, there are several

ways to detect these relic neutrinos. The experiment PTOLEMY can detect CνB through

inverse beta decay of tritium [63]. The relic neutrino background can also affect the CMB

fluctuations and can be indirectly probed [64]. Other novel detection techniques and in-

direct constraints are proposed to probe this elusive background [65–68]. The CνB can

gravitationally collapse to form a cluster or overdensity due to the gravitational potential

of baryonic matter and DM. The overdensity is defined as η = nν/n̄ν , where n̄ν = 56/cm3.

Different observations yield constraints on the overdensity. From cosmic rays, the bound on

the local cosmic neutrino overdensity is derived as η ≲ 1013, and at blazar TXS 0506+056,

the bound becomes η ≲ 1010 for a lightest neutrino mass mν ∼ 0.1 eV [69]. The KATRIN

experiment puts the bound on the overdensity as η ≲ 1011 [70]. The radiation of a scalar

field from the binary system or the isolated pulsar can interact with CνB medium and gain

a medium dependent scalar mass, similar to the photon plasma mass. The increase of the

scalar mass from its vacuum value weakens the bound on the scalar coupling.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we derive a long-range scalar profile

outside of the NS resulting from the GJ charge and the net charge of the star in a simplified

scenario. Section III focuses on determining the variation of fundamental constants, such

as electron mass, due to scalar interactions with charge density. The discussions on scalar-

induced magnetic fields and long-range forces are presented in Section IV. Section V deals

with the calculation of massive scalar radiation from a binary system using a field-theoretic

approach. The computation of scalar dipole radiation from an isolated pulsar, considering

the influence of the GJ charge and the net electron charge, is covered in Section VI. In

Section VII, we discuss the effect of CνB on the scalar coupling. Section VIII discusses con-

straints on electrophilic scalar coupling derived from various observations. Finally, Section
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IX summarizes our findings and concludes the paper.

We use natural systems of units (c = ℏ = 1) throughout the paper unless stated otherwise.

II. ELECTROPHILIC SCALAR FIELD PROFILE FOR A NEUTRON STAR

The current density for a rotating NS can be written as

J = σ(E+ v ×B), (1)

where σ denotes the conductivity of the star and v denotes its velocity of the charges co-

rotating with the star. Since the star is believed to be an excellent conductor, we can write

J
σ
→ 0, and Eq. 1 reduces to

E+Ω× r×B = 0, (2)

where v = Ω×r, and Ω denotes the angular velocity of the star. The free charges within the

rotating conducting star will try to create a force-free equilibrium so that the net force on

each charge becomes zero. To compensate for the Lorentz force, an electric field is created

within the star. The strong electric field will create a volume charge density for a steady

state configuration and is called the Goldreich-Julian (GJ) charge density [58]. Therefore,

using Eq. 2 we obtain

JGJ(r) = ∇ · E ≈ −2Ω ·B, (3)

where the approximation holds for the velocity of the co-rotating charges |v| ≪ 1, i.e., near

the stellar surface. The tangential velocity of the charge increases as it moves away from the

star. For a constant angular velocity, the speed of the charge cannot exceed the light speed

to satisfy the causality condition. Therefore, from v = Ω×r, we can write at r = RLC, v = c,

and RLC = 1/Ω, where RLC is called the light cylinder radius. Hence, charge particles with

r ≤ RLC co-rotate with the same angular velocity of the star and form the magnetosphere

of the pulsar. These charge particles are bound with the pulsar and cannot escape.

When charged particles, such as electrons, approach from the stellar surface to the light

cylinder surface, their tangential velocity must increase to match the speed of light at that

boundary. This increase in velocity occurs because the magnetic field lines extend outwards

from the pulsar, and as the distance from the pulsar increases, the circumference of the circu-

lar path followed by the charged particles also increases. To maintain a constant rotational

period, the velocity of the particles must increase as they move outward.
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Using the most simplistic scenario, where Ω and B are parallel to each other, the GJ

number density on the surface of the star can be written as ρGJ = −2ΩB/e. Hence, we

can write the Lagrangian, defining the interaction of a massive scalar field ϕ with the GJ

number density as

L =
1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ− 1

2
m2

ϕϕ
2 − geϕρGJ . (4)

Thus, the equation of motion of the scalar field becomes

(2+m2
ϕ)ϕ = geρGJ . (5)

Considering the matter density distribution is spherically symmetric, we can write Eq. 5 in

radial coordinate as
∂2ϕ

∂r2
+

2

r

∂ϕ

∂r
−m2

ϕϕ = −geρGJ(r). (6)

The solution of the scalar field can be calculated from the variation of parameters method

as

ϕ(r) =
ge
mϕr

[
e−mϕr

∫ r

0

r′ρGJ(r
′) sinh(mϕr

′)dr′ + sinh(mϕr)

∫ ∞

r

r′ρGJ(r
′)e−mϕr

′
dr′

]
, (7)

where we follow [71, 72]. Assuming the GJ number density is constant and confined within

the NS of radius R as

ρGJ(r) = ρ0GJ = −2ΩB

e
r ≤ R

= 0 r > R. (8)

In this context, ρ0GJ represents the GJ charge density, which remains constant as B denotes

the surface magnetic field. This assumption remains valid because the GJ charges on the

stellar surface can be regarded as non-relativistic since they are gravitationally bound to the

star. The speed of the Crab pulsar, and consequently, the velocity of charged particles on

its surface, are computed as 8.6 × 10−3 ≪ 1, which can be approximately treated as non-

relativistic.

Imposing the boundary condition that the scalar field and its derivative are continuous

at r = R, we obtain the solutions of the scalar field inside and outside of the star as

ϕ(r) =
2geΩB

em2
ϕ

[
− 1 +

1 +mϕR

mϕr
e−mϕR sinh(mϕr)

]
, r ≤ R

=
2geΩB

em2
ϕ

e−mϕr

mϕr
(sinh(mϕR)−mϕR cosh(mϕR)), r > R. (9)
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FIG. 2: Φ vs. mϕ

In the small scalar mass limit, we can write Eq. 9 as

ϕ(r) ≈ geBΩ

3e
(r2 − 3R2), r ≤ R

≈ −2geBΩR3

3er
, r > R. (10)

Thus, in the small scalar mass limit, the scalar field has a Coulomb potential (∝ 1/r) like

behaviour.

Now consider that the scalar field is coupled with the net electron charge of the NS. For a

point source, the number density of the net electron charge can be written as n(r) = Nδ3(r)

and the scalar field profile sourced by the NS is obtained as [56, 73]

ϕ(r) = −geN

4πr
e−mϕr. (11)

In FIG. 1 we obtain the variation of the scalar field profile Φ with r for mϕR = 10−2

(red), 1 (magenta), 10 (blue), using Eq. 9. Here, Φ(r) in the y axis is defined as Φ(r) =

eϕ(r)/2geΩBR2. For mϕR ≪ 1, the scalar field profile shows a Coulomb potential-like

behaviour and for mϕR ≫ 1, the field Φ(r) essentially behaves as a step function. The

mϕ → 0 limit (Eq. 10), almost overlaps with the red curve. Outside of the star, ϕ(r) → 0

as r → ∞.

In FIG. 2 we obtain the variation of Φ(r) with respect to mϕ for r = R. The field value

decreases with increasing mϕR, showing a long-range behaviour.
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III. VARIATION OF ELECTRON MASS DUE TO LONG RANGE ELECTROPHILIC

SCALAR INTERACTION

The free Dirac Lagrangian of the electron modifies due to the scalar interaction as

L = ē(iγµ∂µ −m)e− geϕēe. (12)

The scalar interaction with the electron field changes the mass of the electron. Therefore,

we can write the scalar-induced electron mass at r = R as

mR
e (ϕ) = me(0) + geϕ(R), (13)

where me(0) denotes the mass of the electron in the absence of the scalar interaction and R

denotes the radius of the star. Similarly, at the surface of Earth, the measured value of the

electron mass is

mEarth
e (ϕ) = me(0) + geϕ(Earth). (14)

Using Eqs. 13 and 14 we can write

mR
e (ϕ)−mEarth

e (ϕ)

me(0)
=

∆me

me

=
geϕ(R)

me

, (15)

as r → ∞, ϕ(Earth) → 0 due to its long-range behaviour, given in Eqs. 10 and 11.

Since, the potential difference induced by the scalar field is a measurable quantity, its value

(∆ϕ = |ϕ(R) − ϕ(∞)| ∼ ϕ(R)) is equal to the scalar potential at the surface of the star.

The mass of the electron is not constant in space due to its interaction with the scalar field,

which has a long-range spatial profile. Hence, the fractional change in electron mass in terms

of rotating star parameters can be written as

(∆me

me

)
GJ

=
2g2eΩB

em2
ϕme

e−mϕR

mϕR
(sinh(mϕR)−mϕR cosh(mϕR)), (16)

if the variation in electron mass is caused by the scalar field interaction with the GJ charge.

If the scalar field is coupled with the net electron charge of a pulsar, the fractional change

of electron mass is modified as

(∆me

me

)
net

=
3g2eN

4πR3m2
ϕme

e−mϕR

mϕR
(sinh(mϕR)−mϕR cosh(mϕR)). (17)
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IV. SCALAR-INDUCED MAGNETIC FIELD AND LONG RANGE FORCE

We can write the scalar-induced electron potential sourced by the GJ charge at a distance

r > R due to ϕ(r) as

VGJ(r) = geϕ(r) =
2g2eΩB

em2
ϕ

e−mϕr

mϕr
(sinh(mϕR)−mϕR cosh(mϕR)), (18)

using Eq. 9. The scalar-induced electron potential results in the shift in the electron mass.

We can write the scalar-induced electric field as

EGJ
ϕ (r) = −∇VGJ(r) =

2g2eΩB

em3
ϕ

( 1

r2
+

mϕ

r

)
e−mϕr(sinh(mϕR)−mϕR cosh(mϕR)). (19)

Similarly, we can write the scalar-induced magnetic field sourced by the GJ charge as

BGJ
ϕ (r) =

EGJ
ϕ (r)

v
=

2g2eΩB

em3
ϕv

( 1

r2
+

mϕ

r

)
e−mϕr(sinh(mϕR)−mϕR cosh(mϕR)), (20)

where v denotes the non-relativistic velocity of electron tied with the NS. At the surface of

the star, the scalar- induced magnetic field becomes

BGJ
ϕ (R) =

2g2eB

em3
ϕ

( 1

R3
+

mϕ

R2

)
e−mϕR(sinh(mϕR)−mϕR cosh(mϕR)). (21)

The scalar-induced electric field can result in a long- range force if there is another NS at

a distance r. Therefore, the scalar force between the GJ charges of the two stars can be

written as

FGJ
ϕ (r) =

8π

3e
BR3ΩEϕ(r) =

16πg2eΩ
2B2R3

3e2m3
ϕ

( 1

r2
+

mϕ

r

)
e−mϕr(sinh(mϕR)−mϕR cosh(mϕR)),

(22)

where the number of co-rotating GJ charge on the surface of the star is given as

QGJ = −8π

3e
BR3Ω, (23)

using Eq. 3. The net electron charge can also induce the magnetic field for a point source

object as

Bpoint
ϕ (r) =

g2eN

4πv

( 1

r2
+

mϕ

r

)
e−mϕr, (24)

using Eq. 11. This induces the long-range force as

F point
ϕ (r) =

g2eN
2

4π

( 1

r2
+

mϕ

r

)
e−mϕr. (25)

The scalar-induced magnetic field on the surface of an extended object sourced by the net

charge can also be derived as

Bnet
ϕ (R) =

3g2eN

4πm3
ϕR

3Ω

( 1

R3
+

mϕ

R2

)
e−mϕR(sinh(mϕR)−mϕR cosh(mϕR)). (26)
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V. SCALAR FIELD RADIATION FROM A BINARY SYSTEM

In [74], the emission of massless scalar field radiation from a binary system is discussed

using a field-theoretic approach. Meanwhile, the emission of corresponding massive scalar

radiation from a multipole expansion (classical) method, considering a baryonic source den-

sity, is discussed in [75]. In this paper, we focus on calculating the emission of massive

scalar particles when the scalar field is coupled with the net electron number density in

binary stars, adopting a field-theoretic perspective.

We simplify the treatment by considering the stars as point sources, justified by the fact

that the Compton wavelength of the scalar field (1/Ωorb ∼ 109 km) is much larger than

the dimensions of the stars (R ∼ 10 km). We model the electrons inside the stars as non-

relativistic, and bind with the stars. As a result, the interaction Lagrangian describing the

scalar field’s interaction with the electron number density can be expressed as

L ⊃ geϕn(r), (27)

where n(r) =
∑

j=1,2Njδ
3(r − rj(t)) for a point source. Nj stands for the total number

of electrons (net charge) in the j-th star and rj denotes the position vector. Suppose, the

motion of the binary stars is in the x− y plane of a Keplerian orbit and its parametric form

is given as [76]

x = a(cos ξ − e), y = a
√
1− e2 sin ξ, Ωorbt = ξ − e sin ξ, (28)

where e and a denote respectively the eccentricity and the semi-major axis of the Keplerian

orbit and the fundamental orbital frequency is Ωorb =
√

G(M1+M2)
a3

. Here, M1 and M2

designate the masses of the two stars. As the angular velocity is not constant for an elliptic

orbit, we have to sum over all the harmonics of the fundamental frequency to calculate the

scalar radiation. The coordinates in the frequency space are [76]

x(ω) =
aJ ′

n(ne)

n
, y(ω) =

ia
√
1− e2Jn(ne)

ne
, (29)

where ω = nΩorb is the n-th harmonic of the fundamental frequency. The prime denotes the

derivative of the Bessel function with respect to its argument. Therefore, we can write the

emission rate of the scalar particles from the binary system as

dΓ = g2e |n(ω′)|22πδ(ω − ω′)
d3k′

(2π)32ω′ . (30)
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The source number density in the frequency space is

n(ω) =
1

2π

∫ ∫
eik·re−iωt

∑
j=1,2

Njδ
3(r− rj(t))d

3rdt, (31)

which simplifies to

n(ω) = (N1 +N2)δ(ω) +
(N1

M1

− N2

M2

)
M(ikxx(ω) + ikyy(ω)) +O(k · r)2. (32)

Here r1 = M
m1

r and r2 = − M
m2

r in the centre of mass frame and M is the reduced mass of the

binary system consists of two stars with masses M1 and M2. Therefore, the rate of energy

loss due to massive scalar radiation is

dE

dt
=

g2e
2π

∫
|n(ω′)|2δ(ω − ω′)ω′2dω′

(
1−

m2
ϕ

ω′2

) 1
2
, (33)

where the dispersion relation for the scalar particle is ω2 = k2 +m2
ϕ.

Using Eqs. 29 and 31 we obtain the leading non zero contribution of |n(ω)|2 as

|n(ω)|2 = 1

3

(N1

M1

− N2

M2

)2

M2a2Ω2
orb

[
J ′
n(ne)

2
+

1− e2

e2
Jn(ne)

2
](

1−
m2

ϕ

n2Ω2
orb

)
, (34)

where we use the fact ⟨k2
x⟩ = ⟨k2

y⟩ = k2

3
. Therefore, substituting Eq. 34 in Eq. 33, we obtain

the rate of energy loss due to massive scalar radiation as

dE

dt
=

g2e
6π

(N1

M1

− N2

M2

)2

M2a2Ω4
orb

∑
n>mϕ/Ω

n2
[
J ′
n(ne)

2
+

1− e2

e2
Jn(ne)

2
](

1−
m2

ϕ

n2Ω2
orb

) 3
2
. (35)

For massless scalar (mϕ → 0), we obtain

dE

dt
=

g2e
12π

(N1

M1

− N2

M2

)2

M2a2Ω4
orb

(
1 + e2

2

)
(1− e2)

5
2

, (36)

where we use the fact

∑
n

n2
[
J ′
n(ne)

2
+

1− e2

e2
Jn(ne)

2
]
=

∑
n

f(n, e) =

(
1 + e2

2

)
2(1− e2)

5
2

. (37)

The expression Eq. 35 represents the massive scalar particle emission rate from a binary

system where the scalar is coupled with the net electron charge of the system. There should

be an asymmetry between the charge-to-mass ratio of the two stars for the radiation to

happen. The emission rate is dipolar and is proportional to Ω4
orb. The rate of energy loss is
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FIG. 3: Variation of f(n, e) with n for different eccentricity

only valid as long as mϕ < Ωorb for the fundamental mode. The scalar emission rate is two

times smaller than the equivalent vector emission rate [30].

In FIG. 3 we plot the variation of f(n, e) as a function of the number of harmonics n

for different orbital eccentricity values. The rate of energy loss increases with f(n, e) and

hence, eccentricity. The scalar radiation is dominated at higher harmonics as e approaches

one. For a fixed eccentricity value, the radiation spectrum has a peak at a particular value

of n.

The number of co-rotating GJ charges on the surface of the star is given in Eq. 23. The GJ

charge on the surface of the star can be considered as non-relativistic and the approximation

Ω−1 ≫ R still holds. Therefore, we can write the scalar field interaction Lagrangian with

the GJ charge as

L ⊃ geϕ
∑
j=1,2

QGJ
j δ3(r− rj(t)). (38)

Following the same steps as above, we can write the massive scalar radiation due to GJ

charge as

dE

dt
=

32πg2e
27e2

(B01R
3
1Ω1

M1

−B02R
3
2Ω2

M2

)2

M2a2Ω4
orb

∑
n>mϕ/Ω

n2
[
J ′
n(ne)

2
+
1− e2

e2
Jn(ne)

2
](

1−
m2

ϕ

n2Ω2
orb

) 3
2
.

(39)

Thus, we can have scalar radiation due to GJ charge even if the mass and radius of the two

stars in the binary are the same, provided either or both of their surface magnetic fields and

the spin frequencies are different.
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In the massless scalar limit, the rate of energy loss becomes

dE

dt
=

16πg2e
27e2

(B01R
3
1Ω1

M1

− B02R
3
2Ω2

M2

)2

M2a2Ω4
orb

(
1 + e2

2

)
(
1− e2

) 5
2

. (40)

The rate of energy loss is related with the orbital period loss of the binary system as

Ṗb = −6πG−3/2(M1M2)
−1(M1 +M2)

−1/2a5/2
(dEtot

dt

)
, (41)

where G denotes the gravitational constant and Etot incorporates the total energy due to the

GW radiation and scalar radiation, if any. The orbital period of the binary system decreases

primarily due to the GW radiation given as

dEGW

dt
=

32

5
GΩ6

orbM
2a4(1− e2)−7/2

(
1 +

73

24
e2 +

37

96
e4
)
. (42)

The scalar radiation from the binary system can contribute to the orbital period loss of the

binary system within the measurement uncertainty of the orbital period decay.

Like scalar radiation, ultralight vector particles can also radiate from the binary system

and contribute to the orbital period loss [30, 75]. The energy loss due to vector radiation is

two times the scalar radiation in the massless limit. The ultralight scalar particles can also

couple with the muons inside the NS (number of muons inside a NS is Nµ ∼ 1055) [77] and

one can similarly constrain muonphilic coupling from the orbital period loss of the binary

systems [30].

VI. SCALAR FIELD RADIATION FROM AN ISOLATED PULSAR

Suppose, the pulsar periodically rotates with an angular spin frequency Ω and the solution

of the scalar field sourced by the pulsar can be written as a Fourier sum [75, 78]

ϕ(r, t) =
∞∑

n=−∞

eiωtϕn(r), (43)

where ω = nΩ. The source current can also be written as a Fourier sum

ρ(r, t) =
∞∑

n=−∞

eiωtρn(r), (44)

where

ρn(r) =
1

T

∫ T

0

eiωtρ(r, t)dt. (45)
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Here, T denotes the rotational time period of the pulsar and T = 2π/Ω. Therefore, the wave

equation of the scalar field for each Fourier component is

(∇2 + k2)ϕn(r) = −ρn(r), (46)

where k2 = ω2 −m2
ϕ. We use the Green’s function method to solve Eq. 46. The solution of

the Green’s function for a point source is given as

G(r, r′) =
1

4π

eik|r−r′|

|r− r′|
. (47)

Thus, the solution of Eq. 46 becomes

ϕn(r) =
1

4π

∫
eik|r−r′|

|r− r′|
ρn(r

′)d3r′. (48)

In the following we calculate the scalar radiation for the fundamental mode as the higher

modes are already suppressed. In the limit |r| ≫ |r′| and k|r′| ≪ 1, we can write the scalar

field solution as

ϕ±(r) =
e±ikr

4πr
(Q± ± ikn̂ · p± + ...), (49)

as the number of harmonics (n) can take both positive and negative values. The monopole

and dipole moments are

Q± =

∫
d3r′ρ(r′), p± =

∫
d3r′ρ(r′)r′, (50)

respectively. For a source of conserved charge, the monopole term vanishes. Therefore, the

outgoing dipolar scalar field solution can be written as [75]

ϕ(r, t) =
ik

4πr
(n̂ · p+e

−i(Ωt−kr) − n̂ · p−e
i(Ωt−kr)). (51)

Thus, the rate of energy loss due to the scalar radiation is

dE

dt
=

∫
r2dΩn(n̂ · S), (52)

where the energy flux is S = ϕ̇∗∇ϕ and dΩn is the solid angle in the θ − ϕ plane. Taking

the time average over the rotation period, we obtain

dE

dt
=

1

8π2
Ωk3

∫
dΩn|p+ · n̂|2, (53)

as p+ = p∗
− and the integration has to be done over the solid angle. The Fourier component

of the dipole moment is

p+ =
1

T

∫
eiΩtdt

∫
d3r′ρ(r′, t)r′. (54)

14



Now consider the total charge of the NS is conserved. In that case, to calculate the

scalar dipole emission from an isolated pulsar, we model the pulsar as a rotating dipole with

equal and opposite number of scalar induced charges QN
ϕ = −QS

ϕ = geN/2, at the north

and the south poles respectively. This asymmetry in the two poles may arise due to the

strong dipolar magnetic field and fast rotation of the pulsar. Here, we use the point source

approximation as Ω−1 ≫ R. Therefore, we can write the scalar-induced charge density for

a rotating dipole as

ρ(r, t) =
geN

2
(δ3(r−R(t))− δ3(r+R(t))), (55)

where

R(t) = R(sin θm cos(Ωt)x̂+ sin θm sin(Ωt)ŷ + cos(Ωt)ẑ), (56)

where θm denotes the angle between the magnetic moment axis to the rotation axis. Using

Eqs. 54, 55, and 56 we write the Fourier component of the dipole moment as

n̂ · pΩ =
1

2
geNR sin θm sin θne

iϕn , (57)

where θn and ϕn denote the spherical coordinates with respect to the observer and n̂ denotes

the unit vector along r. Hence, the rate of energy loss due to dipole scalar radiation is

dE

dt
=

1

8π2
Ωk3

∫ ∫
dΩn|n̂ · pΩ|2 =

1

12π
g2eR

2Ω4N2 sin2 θm

(
1−

m2
ϕ

Ω2

) 3
2
, (58)

where we use Eqs. 53 and 57. This expression is valid for n = 1 Fourier mode and cor-

responds to the case where the pulsar is rotating with Ω fundamental spin frequency. The

n > 1 modes are highly suppressed by powers of v ∼ ΩR ≪ 1. The pulsar spin-down due to

the scalar radiation is valid only for Ω > mϕ. The radiation of the scalar field can contribute

to the pulsar spin-down within the measurement uncertainty.

The GJ co-rotating charge on the surface of the star can also source a scalar-induced dipole

moment and contribute to the pulsar spin-down. The magnetic colatitude θm is defined as

cos θm = cosα cos θ + sinα sin θ cos(ϕ − Ωt) [79], where α denotes the angle between the

magnetic moment axis and the spin axis. Therefore, we calculate the scalar-induced number

density for a dipolar magnetic field given in [79] as

ρ(r, t) ≈ 2geB0R
3Ω

er3
tanα cos θm cos(ϕ− Ωt), (59)
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where we do not mention the time-independent terms as they will not contribute to the

radiation and we also remove other subleading terms because of small α. Hence, the radiation

happens at angular frequency Ω with scalar-induced dipole moment

|p| =
∫

d3r′r′ρ(r′) ≈ π2

e
geB0R

4Ω tanα cos θm. (60)

Using Eqs. 53 and 60 we obtain the rate of energy loss for the pulsar spin-down due to

scalar radiation as

dE

dt
=

1

8π2
Ωk3

∫ ∫
dΩn|n̂ · pΩ|2 ≈

π3

8e2
g2eB

2
0R

8Ω6 sin2 θm

(
1−

m2
ϕ

Ω2

) 3
2
, (61)

where we use the fact α ∼ θm for small α. Also, in this case, the radiation only happens for

Ω > mϕ.

VII. EFFECTS OF COSMIC NEUTRINO BACKGROUND ON SCALAR FIELD

PROFILE

The mass of the ultralight scalar particle increases when it propagates through the ubiq-

uitous CνB medium. Depending on the mass of neutrinos, the background can be either

relativistic or non-relativistic. The mass of the scalar transforms as [72, 80]

m2
ϕ → m2

ϕ + y2ν
nν

mν

, (62)

where yν denotes the scalar-CνB coupling, mν denotes the neutrino mass and nν denotes the

CνB density. Thus, the medium-dependent scalar mass ∆m2
ϕ = y2ν

nν

mν
can be enhanced due to

the small mass of neutrino. The above equation Eq. 62 is true for non-relativistic neutrinos.

For relativistic neutrinos, the number density changes as nν → αmνn
2/3
ν , where α ∼ O(1),

depends on the neutrino momentum distribution function. The relativistic neutrino density

is lowered by a factor of mν/Eν compared to the non-relativistic spectrum. The mass

correction ∆m2
ϕ for the non relativistic cosmic neutrino background (mν ≫ 1.7× 10−4 eV ∼

1.95 K) can be written as [80]

∆m2
ϕ = y2ν

nν

mν

∼ 10−32 eV2
( yν
10−10

)2( nν

56/cm3

)(0.1 eV

mν

)
, (63)

whereas for relativistic neutrinos [80]

∆m2
ϕ = y2ν

αmνn
2
3
ν

mν

∼ 10−30 eV2
( yν
10−10

)2( nν

56 cm3

) 2
3
. (64)
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FIG. 4: Constraints on ge from the variation of electron mass

The bound on yν is less stringent than ge and yν ≫ ge [72]. There can also be CνB over-

density in space due to the gravitational clustering of relic neutrinos. The cosmic neutrino

overdensity can affect the scalar field profile and hence, screen the measurements of cou-

pling parameters. As the mass of the scalar increases in presence of the medium, the force

becomes effectively short-ranged.

VIII. CONSTRAINTS FROM OBSERVATIONS

In this section, we obtain constraints on the scalar coupling from the variation of electron

mass, magnetometer search, binary pulsar timing, pulsar spin-down and CνB. The derived

constraints depend on the source currents. The source can be either the GJ charge density

or the net charge density. In the following, we discuss these scenarios and plot the relevant

results.

A. Variation of electron mass

In FIG. 4 we obtain projected constraints on the electrophilic scalar coupling from the

variation of electron mass using Eqs. 16 and 17. The grey and black shaded regions bounded

by the grey and black dashed lines correspond to the excluded regions from the fifth force

experiments and energy loss from the Red Giant (RG) and Horizontal Branch (HB) stars
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respectively. The scalar-electron coupling can lower the temperature of these stars than

expected which puts the bound on the coupling as ge ≲ 10−15 [81, 82]. The fifth force

experiments look for the deviation from the Newtonian gravity [83–88], which is based on

the tests of the equivalence principle. The constraint on the scalar coupling from the fifth

force experiment is ge ≲ 10−24 for mϕ ≲ 10−12 eV. The range of the fifth force depends on

the mass of the mediator. The constraints on scalar coupling strengthen with the increase of

magnetic field and angular velocity of the rotating star. The long-range scalar field profile

induces a spatial variation of electron mass. Here, we choose the Crab pulsar for the input

parameters [89–92]. The surface magnetic field of the Crab pulsar is B ∼ 8.5 × 1012 G,

and its angular velocity is Ω ∼ 2π × 29.56 s−1. The mass and the radius of the star are

taken as M ∼ 1.4 M⊙ and R ∼ 14 km respectively. We also choose millisecond magnetar

(M ∼ 1.4 M⊙, R ∼ 12 km, B ∼ 1016 G, Ω ∼ 2π× 666.67 s−1) which are the central engine

for the Gamma Ray Bursts (GRBs) [93, 94], as a test object to derive the scalar coupling.

We obtain projected constraint on the scalar coupling as ge ≲ 5.6 × 10−19 (red line) if the

scalar field is coupled with the GJ charge of the Crab pulsar. The scalar field interaction

with the GJ charge changes the effective mass of the electron. We obtain the bound on

the scalar coupling by comparing the electron mass variation with its LIGO projected value

(∆me/me ∼ 10−22) [95–97]. The purple line corresponds to the same scenario as the red

line, but in this case, the star is a magnetar. We obtain a slightly better bound on the

scalar coupling as ge ≲ 4.2× 10−21 because of the fact that the magnetar possesses a strong

magnetic field compared to the usual pulsar. The projected bounds for the Crab pulsar and

the millisecond magnetar sourced by the GJ charge are four and six orders of magnitude

stronger than the bounds from RG/HB stars respectively. Although, as mentioned above,

the fifth force experiments put stronger bounds on ge. The bound on scalar coupling sourced

by GJ charge density can be as strong as the fifth force experiments if the sensitivity of the

fraction of the electron mass variation is ∆me/me ∼ 10−34, which can be motivated from

ultra-precise future space-based detectors. We also obtain the bound on the scalar coupling

as ge ≲ 2 × 10−31 if the scalar field is coupled with the net electron charge on the surface

of the Crab pulsar from the LIGO projected results on the variation of the electron mass.

The bounds are only valid for the mass of the scalar mϕ ≲ 1.41 × 10−11 eV. The result is

seven orders of magnitude stronger than the current fifth force constraints. While deriving

this bound, we make an approximation that the numbers of electrons, protons and neutrons
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FIG. 5: Constraints on ge from the magnetometer search

are equal inside the pulsar from the charge neutrality condition.

B. Magnetometer search

In FIG. 5 we obtain projected constraints on the scalar coupling from the magnetometer

search using Eqs. 21 and 26. The scalar field is coupled either with the GJ charge or the

net charge density and induces a scalar potential. This scalar potential can also result in

a scalar-induced (pseudo) magnetic field. Comparing the scalar magnetic field with the

current magnetometer sensitivity (∼ 10−18 T) experiments such as GNOME [25, 98–100],

we obtain the bounds on the scalar coupling. The pseudo magnetic field contribution due

to the GJ charge of the Crab pulsar is very small and we do not show it in the figure. For a

millisecond magnetar, we obtain the bound (purple line) on the scalar coupling sourced by

the GJ charge, which is as strong as RG/HB bounds. If the scalar field is coupled with the net

electron charge, then its effect on the pseudo-magnetic field is quite strong. We obtain the

bound on the scalar coupling for Crab pulsar sourced by the net charge as ge ≲ 1.14× 10−26

by comparing the scalar- induced pseudo magnetic field with the GNOME magnetometer

sensitivity. The bound is two orders of magnitude stronger than the fifth force experiments.

The bounds are valid for the mass of the scalar mϕ ∼ 1/R ≲ 1.41× 10−11 eV.
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FIG. 6: Constraints on ge from the orbital period loss

C. Search from orbital period decay of binary systems

The radiation of scalar particles from the pulsar binary system contributes to its orbital

period loss along with the GW radiation. As the binary period loss due to the GW radia-

tion matches quite well with the observed period loss to an accuracy of < 0.1%, the scalar

contribution in the orbital period loss should be within the measurement uncertainty. We

consider PSR J0737-3039A/B [101] as a test pulsar binary system to derive the scalar cou-

pling. The masses of the two stars in the binary are M1 = 1.338 M⊙ and M2 = 1.25 M⊙, the

eccentricity is e = 0.087, the orbital frequency is Ω = 4.79× 10−19 eV, and the semi major

axis is a = 4.83 × 1015 eV−1. As the masses of the two stars in the binary are different,

(N1/M1−N2/M2) ̸= 0, even for N1 = N2, the scalar radiation contribution can be non-zero.

The difference in the number-to-mass ratio of the two stars can also be treated as follows.

We can write Ni(mp + me) ≈ Nimp = Mi − GM2
i /Ri, where GM2

i /Ri is the gravitational

binding energy of the i-th star and mp is the mass of the proton. Therefore, one can write

(N1/M1−N2/M2) = G/mp(M2/R2−M1/R1). We use N1 = N2 ∼ 1057 to derive the bounds.

In FIG. 6, we show the bounds on scalar coupling sourced by the net electron charge. How-

ever, we do not show the results for the GJ charge as its contribution to the orbital period

loss will be very small and we will not get any optimistic bound. Using Eqs. 40, 41, and

42, we obtain the bound (solid blue line) on the scalar coupling as ge ≲ 3× 10−21 by using

the experimental result of the orbital period loss of PSR J0737-3039A/B. The constraint is

six orders of magnitude stronger than the RG/HB stars. However, the scalar coupling is
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FIG. 7: Constraints on ge from the pulsar spin-down

four orders of magnitude weaker than the fifth force experiments. The bound on the scalar

coupling can be found stronger for other NS-NS and NS-WD (White Dwarf) binary systems.

Future experiments with sensitivity improved by eight orders of magnitude compared to cur-

rent levels are expected to yield more stringent constraints on the scalar coupling than the

fifth force constraints, given that the radiation formula involves the square of the coupling.

The bounds are only valid as long as the orbital frequency of the binary system is greater

than the scalar mass.

D. Search from pulsar spin-down

Pulsar gradually decreases the rotational energy in the form of electromagnetic radiation

and hence spin rate reduces over time. The spin-down luminosity of Crab pulsar is measured

as L = 4.5 × 1038 erg/s [90, 102] with less than 1% uncertainty. If scalar radiation from

the pulsar contributes to its spin-down within the measurement uncertainty, then using Eq.

58, we obtain the scalar coupling as ge ≲ 2.5 × 10−25 which is stronger than the fifth force

constraints by a multiplicative factor of 2.2. The result is shown in FIG. 7. The blue-shaded

region is excluded from our obtained result. We obtain this bound by considering that the

scalar field is coupled with the net electron charge in the star. We are not showing the result

corresponding to the GJ source as it will not give any optimistic bounds. The bound is only

valid as long as the spin frequency of the pulsar is greater than the scalar mass.
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FIG. 8: ge vs. mϕ for different yν and η in

search for scalar magnetic field

yν = 0

yν = 10
-10, η = 1013

yν = 10
-6, η = 1010

yν = 10
-6, η = 1013

10-12 10-9 10-6 0.001

10-28

10-24

mϕ (eV)

g
e

FIG. 9: ge vs. mϕ for different yν and η in

search for electron mass variation
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FIG. 10: ge vs. mϕ for different yν from

pulsar spin-down

E. Effects of cosmic neutrino background on scalar couplings

In FIGs. 8 and 9 we obtain the variation of scalar coupling with its mass for different

neutrino overdensity and neutrino coupling in search for scalar magnetic field and electron

mass variation respectively. The increase of scalar-cosmic neutrino coupling and the neutrino

overdensity increase the scalar mass and hence, the force becomes comparatively short-

ranged. The CνB overdensity screens the scalar propagation and the bounds on the scalar

couplings become weaker. The yν = 0 condition is the case when there is no CνB medium

effects and the results are already derived in VIIIA and VIII B, which corresponds to the

case that the scalar field is coupled with the net electron charge of the Crab pulsar. In these

cases, we need the overdensity for a substantial change in the coupling as only η = 1 will

not change the scalar mass from its vacuum value. In FIG. 10 we obtain the variation of

ge vs. mϕ with different values of scalar neutrino coupling for pulsar spin-down. We do
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not require any overdensity because to satisfy the phase space factor condition (Eq. 58).

The blue line corresponds to the case when the scalar field is coupled with the net electron

charge of the Crab pulsar and causes spin-down. This is the same result as already derived

in VI when there is no CνB. We use Eq. 63 to obtain the figures. The bound on the

scalar coupling becomes weaker with increasing the values of yν . The value of yν cannot

be increased indefinitely because of the BBN and Neff constraints. The bound on scalar

neutrino coupling from cosmology is yν ≲ 10−5 [103, 104] and hence, we restrict our choices

of yν till 10−6.

IX. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we obtain constraints on electrophilic scalar coupling for ultralight scalar

particles from the variation of electron mass, determination of pulsar magnetic field, pulsar

spin-down, and orbital period loss of the binary systems. We also study, how the results are

affected due to the presence of CνB.

As the strong magnetized NS or pulsar rotates very rapidly, it generates a strong electric

field around it. This electric field creates a volume charge density for a force- free equilibrium.

An ultralight scalar particle can couple with this GJ charge density and result in a long-

range scalar hair outside of the pulsar. This charge density is not the net charge density of

the pulsar. This charge density is required to maintain a steady state configuration. The

scalar field can also couple with the net charge density of the star and similarly result in

a long-range scalar hair. Considering both of these charge densities consist of electrons,

its interaction with the scalar field changes the electron mass. As the scalar field has a

long-range variation outside of the star, the electron mass can also be spatially varied. This

type of electrophilic scalar coupling induces a scalar potential. Though, we cannot measure

the potential at a point, what we can measure is the potential difference. Because, of the

long-range behaviour of the scalar hair, the potential difference is equal to the potential at

the surface of the star. The electron mass fluctuation depends on the potential difference

induced by the scalar field. We consider Crab pulsar and millisecond magnetar as test

objects and obtain projected constraints on the scalar couplings if the scalar field is coupled

with both the GJ and net charge density. While deriving constraints, we use the results

of the LIGO projected sensitivity on the measurement of the electron mass variation. We
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obtain a stronger bound on the scalar coupling if it is coupled with the net electron charge of

the Crab pulsar. This bound is stronger than the fifth force experiments by seven orders of

magnitude. The scalar coupling bound sourced by the GJ charge is stronger than the RG/HB

star bounds but weaker than the fifth force experiments. The bound can be improved for

a millisecond magnetar, as the electron mass fluctuation increases with larger values of

magnetic field and angular velocity.

The scalar field potential can also result in a scalar- induced magnetic field. However,

the scalar-induced magnetic field strength is less than the real magnetic field. Equating the

scalar-induced magnetic field with the GNOME sensitivity, we obtain projected constraints

on the scalar coupling. However, the bound sourced by the GJ charge of the Crab pulsar

is weaker than the RG/HB stars. The millisecond magnetar results in a similar bound to

the RG/HB stars. The scalar coupling becomes two orders of magnitude stronger than the

fifth force constraint if the scalar is coupled with the net charge of the Crab pulsar. The

bounds on coupling from electron mass variation and magnetometer search are only valid

for mϕ ≲ 1.41× 10−11 eV.

The scalar field can radiate from a binary system if the mass of the scalar is less than the

orbital frequency of the binary system, such that mϕ ≲ 10−19 eV. The scalar field can be

sourced either by the GJ charge or the net electron charge. The radiation of the scalar field

from the binary system can contribute to the orbital period loss of the binary system along

with the GW radiation, no greater than the measurement uncertainty. We consider the

double pulsar binary system PSR J0737-3039A/B to obtain the bounds. The contribution

of the scalar radiation is much less if the scalar is coupled with the GJ charge. However, we

obtain bound on scalar coupling as ge ≲ 10−21 if the scalar is coupled with the net electron

charge density. This bound is six orders of magnitude more stringent than the RG/HB

results but three orders of magnitude weaker than the fifth force measurements. Future

experiments with six orders of magnitude better sensitivity than the current experiments

can strengthen our bounds. The scalar radiation has a dipolar nature and the radiation is

only possible if the charge-to-mass ratio of the two stars is different.

The scalar radiation can also contribute to the pulsar spin-down of an isolated pulsar.

The spin rate of the pulsar continuously decreases due to the electromagnetic radiation. The

spin-down luminosity of a Crab pulsar is well measured to less than one per cent uncertainty.

If the scalar field coupled with the net electron charge of the Crab pulsar is radiated from the
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pulsar, it can contribute to the spin-down luminosity within the measurement uncertainty.

We obtain bound on the scalar coupling from the pulsar spin-down as ge ≲ 2.5×10−25 which

is stronger than the fifth force bound by a multiplicative factor of 2.2. This result is valid

as long as the mass of the radiated scalar is less than the spin frequency of the Crab pulsar.

The CνB is ubiquitous and the interaction of the ultralight scalar with cosmic neutrino

can significantly affect the electrophilic scalar bound. When the ultralight scalar propagates

through CνB medium, the effective mass of the scalar increases from its vacuum value due

to the medium effects. The scalar mass increases with scalar-neutrino coupling and cosmic

neutrino density. As the mass of the scalar increases, the range of the force effectively

becomes shorter and the bound on the electrophilic scalar coupling is changed. The existence

of an overabundance in the CνB can significantly influence the outcomes to an even larger

extent. We show that the CνB screens the scalar coupling and obtains weaker bounds

on the coupling derived from variation of electron mass, magnetometer search and pulsar

spin-down.

The above results strongly depend on the number of electrons considered inside the pulsar.

The electrophilic couplings obtained from the variation of electron mass and the magnetic

field vary with the number of electrons as ge ∝ 1/
√
N . On the contrary, the coupling

varies as ge ∝ 1/N from pulsar spin-down and orbital period loss. Thus, a decrease in the

number of leptons would weaken the bounds on coupling. Therefore, fixing the number of

leptons from a particular pulsar model, one can obtain constraints on other leptophilic scalar

coupling as studied above.

The bounds on electrophilic coupling are obtained by considering electrons as non-

relativistic. This approximation is true as long as the charges are tied with the star.

However, if the charges approach towards the light cylinder, the charge particles become

relativistic. In such scenario, we have to use the relativistic number density of charge parti-

cles to obtain the bound. In the relativistic picture, the number density of electron changes

as ne → αmen
2/3
e , where α ∼ O(1), depends on the number distribution function of electron.

Qualitatively, the number density in relativistic case is suppressed by a factor me/Ee com-

pared to the non-relativistic case, where Ee is the mean energy of electron. The magnetic

field also reduces away from the surface, in a dipolar way. As, the light cylinder radius is

constrained by the angular frequency of the star RLC ≤ 1/Ω, the long range scalar profile

results for mϕ ≤ Ω instead of mϕ ≤ 1/R, for the electron mass variation and magnetometer
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search cases. Thus, in that case we can probe even lighter scalar particle. Note, for Crab

pulsar Ω ∼ 1.22×10−13 eV and 1/R ∼ 1.41×10−11 eV. However, due to suppressed number

density and dipolar magnetic field, the bounds for relativistic electrons would be weaker.

These ultralight particles can be a good candidate for DM, solving the core-cusp prob-

lem and evading direct detection bounds. Future experiments with better sensitivity can

strengthen our results. The above results can be generalized to ultralight vector/tensor par-

ticle radiation from the isolated pulsar or pulsar binary system. The ultralight particles can

also couple with other leptonic currents (muon) and other leptophilic bounds can similarly

be obtained.
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