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Beyond Standard Model scenarios addressing the flavor puzzle and the hierarchy problem gener-
ally predict dominant new physics couplings with fermions of the third generation. In this Letter, we
explore the collider and astrophysical signatures of new light scalar and pseudoscalar particles dom-
inantly coupled to the τ -lepton. The best experimental prospects are expected at Belle II through
the e+e− → τ+τ−γγ, τ+τ−γ, 3γ,mono−γ processes, and the τ anomalous magnetic moment. The
correlated effects in these searches can unambiguously point toward the underlying new physics
dynamics. Moreover, we study astrophysics bounds—especially from core-collapse supernovae and
neutron star mergers—finding them particularly effective and complementary to collider bounds.
We carry out this program in the well-motivated context of axion-like particles as well as generic
CP-even and CP-odd particles, highlighting possible ways to discriminate among them.

I. INTRODUCTION

The LHC discovery of a new scalar with mass around
125 GeV and properties compatible with those of the
Higgs boson, provided a convincing confirmation of the
Standard Model (SM) description of electroweak symme-
try breaking. Whether the scalar sector chosen by Nature
is minimal—as in the SM—or extended—as in several be-
yond SM (BSM) scenarios—remains an important open
question of particle physics. Models entailing light pseu-
doscalars, generically dubbed axion-like particles (ALPs)
[1–4], are among the most renowned BSM scenarios with
an extended scalar sector.

Interestingly, ALPs may be helpful in answering sev-
eral open questions in particle physics such as the strong
CP [5–8] and flavor problems [9–12], the evidence of dark
matter [13–16], as well as the stability of the electroweak
scale [17]. Their lightness, relative to the new physics
(NP) scale from which they stem, can be naturally jus-
tified if they are pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bosons asso-
ciated with the spontaneous breaking of an underlying
global symmetry. The QCD axion, originally proposed
as a solution to the strong CP problem, stems from the
spontaneous breaking of a global U(1)PQ symmetry at
the scale fa. Non-perturbative QCD effects provide the
axion with an effective potential at low energy, leading
to the condition mafa ≃ mπfπ. Instead, the more gen-
eral case, where the ALP mass (ma) and the symmetry
breaking scale (fa) are independent parameters, defines
the ALP scenario. In this framework, ALP interactions
with fermions and gauge bosons of the SM are described
through effective dimension-5 operators [18]. Such a
model-independent approach enables us to capture the
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general features of broader classes of models without re-
lying on specific ultraviolet completions.

For masses below the MeV scale, ALPs can be probed
by a variety of cosmological and astrophysical experi-
mental searches. This vast program spans from searches
in the sub-eV region (such as haloscopes [19–21], helio-
scopes [22–25], and optical/EM setups [26–29]), to beam-
dump experiments extending up to the GeV scale [30, 31].
On the other hand, the mass window above the MeV
scale can be explored at colliders and through a plethora
of rare processes [32, 33].

ALP couplings to charged leptons were studied at B-
and charm-factories [34–43]. As a result, an ALP decay-
ing into electrons and muons was constrained for masses
up to 10 GeV. Even though it is experimentally diffi-
cult to treat the final states with multiple neutrinos, the
BaBar and Belle collaborations managed to constrain
ALP decays into pairs of τ leptons [34–36]. Most re-
cently, the Belle II collaboration reported the search for
an ALP decaying into τ pairs in e+e− → µ+µ−τ+τ−

events in the 3.6 − 10 GeV mass range [42].
These searches have been conducted under the assump-

tion that ALP couplings to leptons, in the derivative ba-
sis, are universal. However, several BSM scenarios ad-
dressing the flavor puzzle and the hierarchy problem fea-
ture dominant couplings to the third fermion generations.
A famous paradigm is provided by U(2) flavor models
which have been employed e.g. within SUSY [44–46],
composite Higgs [47–49], and non-universal gauge inter-
actions [50–55] frameworks. Therefore, we find it relevant
to explore the phenomenological implications of ALPs
dominantly coupled to the tau lepton. Since it is difficult
to access experimentally the e+e− → τ+τ−a(→ τ+τ−)
channel, which is directly sensitive to the ALP-tau cou-
pling, we will mainly focus on the γa(→ inv), γa(→ γγ),
γa(→ τ+τ−), and τ+τ−a(→ γγ) processes, where the
ALP-photon coupling is unavoidably loop-induced via
the ALP-tau interaction.

Moreover, the τ anomalous magnetic moment—which
is expected to be probed at Belle II with an experimental
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resolution of O(10−6) through measurements of longitu-
dinal and transverse asymmetries in τ -pair events [56–
59]—should receive a large contribution once the ALP-τ
interaction is switched on.

The ALP-τ coupling can receive significant constraints
also from astrophysics observables, like for instance core-
collapse supernovae and neutron star mergers, via its in-
evitable one-loop contribution to the ALP-photon inter-
action [60–63]. The aforementioned physics program is
carried out in the well-motivated context of ALPs as well
as generic CP-even and CP-odd particles, with the in-
tention of highlighting specific signatures enabling us to
discriminate among them.

The Letter is structured as follows: in Sec. II, we in-
troduce the ALP Effective Field Theory (EFT) with en-
hanced τ couplings. In Sec. III, we discuss the constraints
on the ALP-τ lepton coupling from current and future di-
rect searches at colliders while, in Sec. IV, we analyze the
future prospects on the g−2 of the τ at Belle II. Sec.V is
devoted to the study of astrophysics bounds. In Sec. VI,
we investigate the impact of a direct ALP-photon cou-
pling in addition to the loop-induced one. In Sec. VII,
we compare the results of the ALP framework with those
pertaining to models with generic light scalar and pseu-
doscalar particles. Finally, in Sec. VIII, we provide our
conclusions.

II. ALP EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

The EFT accounting for ALP interactions with the τ
lepton below the electroweak scale, is described by the
following dimension-5 Lagrangian

La
d≤5 =

1

2
(∂µa)2 − 1

2
m2

a a
2 − αem

4π
c0γγ

a

fa
Fµν F̃

µν

− cτ
2fa

(∂µa) τ̄ γµγ5τ , (1)

where ma is the ALP mass and fa is the scale at which the
global symmetry is broken. An anomalous contribution
to the ALP-photon coupling is unavoidably generated at
one-loop level through the ALP-τ coupling. For the sake
of comparison with a broader class of ALP models, we
include in Eq. (1) a “bare” ALP-photon coupling, c0γγ ,
encoding additional contributions arising from possible
heavy states. For phenomenological reasons, it is often
preferable to switch from the so-called “derivative” basis
of Eq. (1) to the “chirality-flipping” one in which the
ALP interactions read

La
int ⊃ imτ

cτ
fa

a τ̄γ5τ − αem

4π

c0γγ + cτ

fa
aFµν F̃

µν . (2)

In this scenario, the ALP can decay either into a pair of
photons or into a τ -lepton pair, if kinematically allowed.

For ma < 2mτ , the ALP decays into a pair of photons
with the rate given by

Γ(a → γγ) =
α2
em

(4π)3
m3

a

|ceff,0
γγ |2
f2
a

, (3)

with

ceff,0
γγ = c0γγ + cτ B1

(
4m2

τ

m2
a

)
. (4)

The loop function B1(x) is defined in App. A and, in the
x ≫ 1 limit (i.e. 2mτ ≫ ma), it is well approximated by
B1(x) ≈ −1/(3x).

Instead, for ma > 2mτ , the a → τ+τ− channel clearly
dominates and the corresponding rate reads

Γ(a → τ+τ−) =
mam

2
τ

8πf2
a

|cτ |2
√

1 − 4m2
τ

m2
a

. (5)

III. COLLIDER SEARCHES

Colliders have already set stringent constraints on ALP
interactions with photons, muons, and τ -leptons in the
mass range ma ∈ [0.2, 10] GeV [34–43].

Nevertheless, none of the searches conducted so far has
tested or interpreted data in terms of a purely τ -philic
scenario. Even for the Belle II search of a τ+τ− res-
onance [43], the collaboration relies on ALPs radiated
from muons, making this search inapplicable in our sce-
nario. Therefore, in this letter, we propose a way to
bridge this gap by looking for correlated signals in the
final states with mono-γ, 3γ, τ+τ−γ, τ+τ−γγ and the
g − 2 of the τ -lepton. In Fig. 1, we show the relevant
ALP mediated processes at e+e− colliders, once the La-
grangian in Eq. (1) is assumed. The e+e− → 4τ channel
is not included here because, as previously stated, of dif-
ficult experimental implementation. When the ALP is
radiated from the final state τ -lepton, see Fig. 1(a), the
production cross-section, at leading order, is proportional
to |cτ |2, and this process is practically insensitive to the
value of c0γγ , even in the ma < 2mτ case.

If, instead, the ALP production proceeds through an
off-shell photon, see Fig. 1(b,c), the relevant cross-section
reads

σNR(e+e− → γa) =
α3
em

24π2

|ceff,s
γγ |2
f2
a

(
1 − m2

a

s

)3

, (6)

with the effective ALP-photon coupling defined as

ceff,s
γγ = c0γγ + cτ B3

(
4m2

τ

m2
a

,
4m2

τ

s

)
, (7)

hence showing simultaneous sensitivity to c0γγ and cτ .
The loop function B3(x, y) is defined in App. A. It is
almost independent of the ALP mass when ma ≪ 2mτ ,
and it introduces an energy dependence of the effective
couplings, e.g at BESIII energies |B3(x, y)| ≈ 0.5, while
|B3(x, y)| ≈ 1.2 at Belle II.

Finally, when the ALP is produced through the decay
of a meson resonance V , we use the Breit-Wigner approx-
imation and write the e+e− → V → aγ cross-section as

σR =
12πΓ2

V

(s−m2
V )2 + m2

V Γ2
V

B(V →e+e−)B(V →γa) . (8)
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Figure 1. Feynman diagrams for the processes used to directly probe the τ -specific ALP at Belle II.

Here, mV and ΓV are the mass and decay width of V , fV
is its decay constant [64, 65], while the branching ratio
B(V → e+e−) is experimentally determined and can be
found in [66]. Moreover, the decay of the quarkonium
state V to a photon and an ALP is described by the
following branching fraction

B(V → γa) =
Q2

qα
3
em

24π2ΓV
mV f

2
V

|ceff,s
γγ |2
f2
a

(
1 − m2

a

m2
V

)3
, (9)

with Qq being the electric charge of the valence quark
of the quarkonium. By imposing that no evidence for a
signature of ALPs decaying to a τ+τ− or a photon pair
is observed, we can set limits on mτ |cτ |/fa using Eqs. (8)
and (9). However, we can only use Eq. (9) directly for
resonant searches, i.e. when the parent meson has been
identified by the kinematics of the process, for example
reconstructing the Υ(1S) through Υ(2S) → Υ(1S)π+π−.
Instead, if the experiment runs at the energy

√
s = mV ,

but the meson is not identified kinematically, then the
search is sensitive to both non-resonant (Eq. (6)) and
resonant (Eq. (8)) cross-sections [64]. In the case of
the Belle II experiment running at the mass of Υ(4S),
the resonance has a width much larger than the energy
spread of the beam and, consequently, the non-resonant
ALP production described by the cross-section in Eq. (6)
largely dominates over the resonant contribution.

e+e− → τ+τ−γγ: We start with the process
in Fig. 1(a) and perform a sensitivity study using
FeynRules-UFO-MadGraph5 aMC@NLO chain [67–69]
to simulate the signal and background events. The sig-
nal events consist of the production of an on-shell ALP,
e+e− → τ+τ−a, that decays into a pair of photons.
Therefore, our analysis relies on searching for a nar-
row peak in the photon-pair invariant mass distribution,
m2

γγ = m2
a, superimposed over the smooth QED back-

ground. To extract the limits on |cτ |/fa, we employ
the m2

γγ resolution reported by Belle II in the e+e− →
γa(→ γγ) search, where the ALP is analogously recon-
structed through the two recoiling photons [39]. Fur-
thermore, we require photons with energies Eγ > 1 GeV
in the calorimeter region characterized by the polar an-
gle 37.3◦ < θγ < 123.7◦, in order to have the best energy
resolution and minimize the beam background levels [70].

Likewise, the background from photon conversions out-
side of the tracking detectors is reduced by requiring an-
gular separation between photons ∆θγγ > 0.014 rad and
∆ϕγγ > 0.400 rad [39]. Ultimately, we require that at
least one of the τ decays leptonically. We explore the
ALP mass range ma ∈ [0.4, 3.5] GeV by analyzing the in-
dividual m2

γγ bins. Utilizing Poisson statistics, we deter-

mine the upper limit on mτ |cτ |/fa for which S/
√
B = 2,

where S represents the number of signal events and B
denotes the number of background events in each bin.

At present, no experimental analysis has been per-
formed for this channel. Our projected limits at 95%
CL, and for the Belle II foreseen luminosity of 50 ab−1,
are shown as an orange-dashed line in the left plot of
Fig. 2. This channel has an obvious cutoff at ma > 2mτ

when the 4τ process becomes dominant. The sensitivity
loss for ma < 1 GeV is, instead, due to the increased
lifetime of lighter ALPs and has been estimated us-
ing the Belle search for a leptophilic scalar in the
e+e− → τ+τ−a(→ ℓ+ℓ−) (with ℓ = e, µ) channels [71].
Since our proposal overlaps with this Belle search we
expect the same sensitivity loss when the ALP proper de-
cay length approaches L0 ∼ 25 cm. Further investigation
is required to determine whether the ALP mass win-
dow could be extended through a displaced vertex search.

e+e− → τ+τ−γ: In order to explore ALPs with
ma > 2mτ , we use the processes where an ALP decays
to a pair of τ -leptons. The searches with Υ(1S) at
BaBar [35] and Belle [36] have been performed with
data sets of 14 fb−1 and 25 fb−1, respectively, while
the Υ(3S) at BaBar [34] used 25 fb−1. As Belle II
will mostly run at the energy corresponding to Υ(4S)
mass, the mentioned searches with lighter quarkonia will
not be further improved. Nevertheless, there is still a
bright prospect for testing τ -specific ALPs above the tau
production threshold through the non-resonant process
e+e− → γa(→ τ+τ−) shown in Fig. 1(c), which will
benefit from the large luminosity expected at Belle II.
In order to estimate the potential limits, we employ the
same FeynRules-UFO-MadGraph5 aMC@NLO chain
as before and simulate the SM background dominated by
QED. As the τ -invariant mass cannot be reconstructed,
we focus on the photon energy Eγ > 0.1 GeV and look
for the peak in the distribution of m2

ττ = s − 2
√
sEγ
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Figure 2. Current (solid lines) and projected (dashed lines) exclusion regions for a τ -specific ALP. Left: Bounds imposed by
collider searches, analyzed in Sections III and IV. Right: Bounds arising from both colliders and astrophysics, discussed in
Section V. All the bounds assume c0γγ = 0.

which would correspond to the ALP invariant mass.
In order to enhance the tagging, we also require both
τ -leptons to decay leptonically as in the analogous
BaBar search [34]. The potential 95% CL limits on
mτ |cτ |/fa for ma > 2mτ are shown in Fig. 2(left) for
50 ab−1 by the dashed brown line. The current bounds
which involve the searches performed at BaBar using
Υ(3S) → γa(→ τ+τ−) [34] and BaBar and Belle with
Υ(1S) → γa(→ τ+τ−) [35, 36] are summarised by the
solid brown line in Fig. 2.

e+e− → γγγ and e+e− → γ+inv: On the other side of
the mass spectrum with ma < 2mτ , the searches involv-
ing three photons or a single photon in the final states
have already been performed. Examples are given by
the Belle II collaboration using a data set of 445 pb−1

collected at the Υ(4S) energy [39], and by the BESIII
collaboration using a data set of 2.568 fb−1 collected at
the J/Ψ energy [72, 73]. Utilizing Eq. (7), we translate
the upper limits on the effective ALP-photon interaction
to the effective ALP-τ one, assuming c0γγ = 0. Present
bounds are respectively shown as red and pink regions in
Fig. 2(left). Belle II prospects with 50 ab−1 luminosity
are depicted as a red dashed line. Different regions in
Fig. 2(left) correspond to different experimental signa-
tures expected in the τ -specific ALP scenario. The en-
ergy of ALPs produced in e+e− → γa processes is fixed
and given by

Ea =
s + m2

a

2
√
s

, (10)

which allows us to compute the ALP boost and ana-
lyze distinct detector signatures based on the ALP decay
length. In the lab frame, it is given by

La
lab =

βaγa
Γ(a → γγ)

≈ 72(4π)3
√
sm4

τf
2
a

|cτ |2α3
emm

8
a

, (11)

where βa = va/c is the speed of the emitted ALP,
γa its Lorentz boost, and in we have taken the limit
ma ≪ 2mτ ,

√
s such that βaγa ≈ Ea/ma. We as-

sume that ALPs with a decay length larger than the de-
tector length, Ldet = 3 m for Belle II, decay invisibly,
and ALPs with a decay length smaller than 1 cm decay
promptly [70, 74, 75]. This defines the lines of constant
decay length, |cτ |mτ/fa ∝ m−4

a , separating the different
regions corresponding to distinct collider signatures. As
one can see, the BESIII search has a similar sensitivity
to the current 3γ search at Belle II. Moreover, the larger
detector length, Ldet = 7 m, and the smaller ALP boost
allow us to probe ALP masses in a range inaccessible to
Belle II.

An important message from Fig. 2(left) is that the
Belle II collaboration should target the displaced vertex
signals with two photons reconstructing the ALP invari-
ant mass for ma ≲ 1 GeV. Further lowering the ALP
mass results in the mono-γ signature as the ALP decay
length becomes of the detector size. The mono-γ search
has not been performed yet at Belle II, but we can com-
pare it with the BESIII measurements that we show in
Fig. 2(left) [76]. A dedicated analysis of the interplay be-
tween the ALP decay length and the related signatures
at Belle II was performed in [77]. We recast their limits
on the effective ALP-photon coupling from the mono-γ
channel and show them in Fig. 2(left) assuming c0γγ = 0.
In conclusion, the BESIII collaboration provides the best
current bounds in the mono-γ channel, which will only
be exceeded in future Belle II analyses [70, 76, 78].

Finally, we remark that the limits for tauphilic ALP
masses below 10 MeV and above 2mτ are so far ob-
tained through one type of process, e+e− → γ + inv.
and e+e− → γ+a(→ τ+τ−), respectively. An additional
handle on these mass ranges is provided by the τ -lepton
magnetic moment which we discuss next.
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IV. τ ANOMALOUS MAGNETIC MOMENT

The most stringent constraint on the tau g−2 arises
from the recent measurement of τ -pair production via
photon-photon fusion, pp → γγ → τ+τ−, by the CMS
experiment resulting in aexpτ = 9+32

−31 × 10−4 [79]. This
result improves the current PDG limit at 95% CL of
−0.052 < aexpτ < 0.013 [80] obtained from the total cross-
section measurement of e+e− → e+e−τ+τ− at LEP2.
Still, the situation is anticipated to greatly improve, as
Belle II offers a promising way forward through measure-
ments of longitudinal and transverse asymmetries in τ -
pair events [56–59]. The expected experimental resolu-
tion of O(10−6), together with adequate theoretical con-
trol, aSMτ = (117717.1 ± 3.9) × 10−8 [81, 82], will probe
τ -specific ALP couplings in the mass region which was
previously unconstrained.

The main contributions to aALP
τ ≡ (g − 2)ALP

τ /2 are

aALP
τ = aYuk

τ + aB−Z
τ + aALP−γ

τ , (12)

where the individual contributions read [32, 83–85]

aYuk
τ = −

(
mτ cτ
4πfa

)2
h1(xτ ) , (13)

aALP−γ
τ = m2

τ

8αem

(4π)3
cτ
fa

c0γγ + cτ

fa

(
h2(xτ ) − log

Λ2

m2
τ

)
, (14)

aB−Z
τ = −

(
mτ cτ
4πfa

)2
2αem

π

∫ 1

0

dzF (z(1 − z)xτ , xτ), (15)

and xτ = m2
a/m

2
τ . The scale Λ ∼ 4πfa signals the ALP

EFT breakdown, while we present the functions h1, h2,
and F in App. A. The contributions in Eqs. (13)-(15) are
shown in Fig. 3 and are described below:

• aYuk
τ comes from the one-loop diagram of Fig. 3(a)

and it is always negative.

• aALP−γ
τ corresponds to the diagram of Fig. 3(b). It

receives an anomalous contribution which is nega-
tive and a contribution from UV physics, encoded
in c0γγ , which might have either sign.

• aB−Z
τ stems from the two-loop Barr-Zee diagram

in Fig. 3(c). This contribution is always positive,
and for τ -specific ALPs, is always subdominant as
compared to the other contributions above.

Taking into account all the contributions, we show the
sensitivity on the ALP parameter space assuming the ex-
pected experimental resolution O(10−6) on aALP

τ at Belle
II (dotted violet line in Fig. 2(left) where we set c0γγ = 0).
For comparison, we also show in Fig. 2(left), as a contin-
uous violet line, the current limits due to the aALP

τ which
exploit 138 fb−1 of data at CMS [79].

As clearly illustrated by Fig. 2(left), the tau g−2 at
Belle II has a unique role in being entirely complementary
to searches in all other channels, i.e. γ + inv, 3γ, τ+τ−γ,
and τ+τ−γγ. Moreover, a (correlated) signal only in

τ

(a)

τ

γ

a
τ

(b)

τ

γ

a

τ

(c)

γ

τ
aγ

Figure 3. Feynman diagrams contributing to aALP
τ .

aALP
τ and e+e− → γ + inv or e+e− → γ + a(→ τ+τ−)

could be identified as the smoking gun of a tauphilic ALP
scenario with ma ≲ 10 MeV or ma > 2mτ , regions that
would be otherwise impossible to access.

V. ASTROPHYSICAL BOUNDS

In astrophysical environments, such as core-collapse
supernovae or neutron star mergers, τ -specific ALPs can
be generated via the effective coupling to photons of
Eqs. (4)-(7) in two different processes: via Primakoff ef-
fect, where one real photon is converted into the ALP
in the electrostatic field created by the charged particles
of the plasma γ + X → a + X; and via coalescence of
two real photons γγ → a. Primakoff effect is the domi-
nant process below ma ∼ O(70 MeV), while coalescence
operates up to ma ∼ O(400 MeV). These ALPs would
subsequently decay into a pair of photons, leaving an im-
print on several astrophysical events.
Supernova (SN) ν cooling. During the first ∼ O(10 s)

after the explosion of the SN 1987A, the proto-neutron
star is cooled by the emission of neutrinos. If ALPs or
(pseudo)scalars can be produced and efficiently extract
energy from the proto-neutron star, the cooling time
scale would be significantly shortened. Thus, limits on
the effective ALP coupling to photons can be imposed
by requiring that the ALP luminosity does not surpass
the neutrino luminosity. In the limit of increased ALP-
photon couplings, the ALP mean path becomes reduced,
and if it becomes smaller than the size of the SN core,
in the so-called “trapping regime”, they can no longer
contribute to the cooling process [62].
No-observation of SN Gamma-ray bursts. If the ALPs

produced in a supernova are long-lived, the photons
produced in its decay would be observed as a gamma-
ray burst. However, in the 223 s after the SN 1987A
event, the gamma-ray spectrometer (GRS) aboard the
SMM satellite was operational and did not observe said
burst [86, 87]. The constraints on the ALP coupling are
derived by imposing that the ALP has a long enough life-
time so its decay would not have been observed during
the operation of the GRS. However, this exclusion is no
longer effective if the coupling is so large that the ALP
decays inside the envelope of the SN, where the photons
would be re-absorbed and would not result in a gamma-
ray burst.
Low-energy supernovae. If ALPs were short-lived, they
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would deposit their energy within the progenitor star,
contributing to the explosion energy. Studying a popula-
tion of low-energy supernovae results in bounds comple-
mentary to those of gamma-ray bursts [63].

Fireballs in neutron star mergers. The decay of the
ALPs produced during a neutron star merger would pro-
duce a dense plasma of interacting photons dubbed “fire-
ball”. The fireball undergoes adiabatic and free ex-
pansion, such that the resulting photons reach Earth
with low average energy, where X-ray detectors can
detect them. Considering the multimessenger signal
GW170817/GRB 170817A identified as the asymmetric
merger of two neutron stars, the X-ray telescopes CALET
CGBM, Konus-Wind, and Insight-HXMT/HE can set
constraints on the ALP parameters [88].

The potential ALP effects in the aforementioned astro-
physics processes result in stringent limits on the τ -philic
ALP couplings, as shown in Fig. 2(right). These bounds
completely dominate the ALP mass region ma ∈ [10, 400]
MeV. On the one hand, the limits become weaker for
smaller ALP masses due to ALP-photon coupling sup-
pression induced by the loop function B1 in Eq. (4),
which scales as B1 ∼ −m2

a/(12m2
τ ) for ma ≪ mτ .

On the other hand, for larger ALP masses, astrophys-
ical environments do not have enough energy to pro-
duce heavier states and become ineffective in constrain-
ing ma > O(100 MeV). Above these masses, the best
prospect comes from colliders searches at Belle II.

VI. IMPACT OF c0γγ

Up to this point, we assumed that the coefficient c0γγ
(see Eq. (1)), which characterizes the effective ALP-
photon interactions and is unrelated to the τ -lepton, is
vanishing. In this section, we describe the consequences
of departing from this assumption. In essence, we expect
the impact of c0γγ ̸= 0 in all processes which depend on

ceff,0
γγ and ceff,s

γγ defined in Eqs. (4) and (7), respectively. In
our study, these include processes when the ALP is pro-
duced together with a photon through e+e− → γ∗ → γa,
the anomalous magnetic moment of the τ , as well as as-
trophysics processes.

We start with the processes at e+e− colliders, using
Belle II 50 ab−1 prospects in mono-γ and 3γ searches
to exemplify our findings. The production cross-section
σ(e+e− → γa) and the ALP decay width are sensitive
to c0γγ and its non-vanishing value affects our limits on
mτ cτ/fa. In Fig. 4(a), we show this interplay by chang-
ing the value of mτ c

0
γγ/fa, and two different signs with

respect to mτ cτ/fa. The gray region is excluded by the
e+e− → γ + inv. search valid for ma ≲ 1 GeV, while the
dark green region is excluded by e+e− → 3γ and is ac-
tive for ma ≳ 1 GeV. There are no flat directions when
both cτ and c0γγ are real, meaning that our bounds are
quite robust and only change by a factor of a few for
experimentally viable values of c0γγ which do not com-

pletely saturate the bounds on ceff,s
γγ . When mτ |c0γγ |/fa
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Figure 4. Impact of c0γγ on the mτcτ/fa limits in: (a) The
relevant searches at Belle II with maximum luminosity. (b)
The anomalous magnetic moment of the τ -lepton. (c) Astro-
physics bounds. The colored regions are excluded.

approaches 8×10−3 for mono-γ searches and 5×10−2 for
3γ searches, the bounds on the effective ALP-photon cou-
pling become saturated and limits on mτ cτ/fa become
stronger.

In the case of the τ -lepton anomalous magnetic mo-
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Figure 5. Current (solid lines) and projected (dashed lines) exclusion regions for a τ -specific pseudoscalar. Left: Bounds
imposed by collider searches. Right: Bounds arising from both colliders and astrophysics.

ment, a non-vanishing value of c0γγ can induce a change

of the aALP
τ sign and even a strong suppression of aALP

τ

due to accidental cancellations between the aYuk
τ and

aALP−γ
τ terms in Eqs. (13) and (14). Such cancellation

is shown by the flat directions in Fig. 4(b) when c0γγ and
cτ have an opposite sign. We show the excluded regions
from Belle II with 50 ab−1 in blue, and the current CMS
measurement in red [79]. In summary, barring unnatural
cancellations, the limits on cτ from the tau g−2 stay the
same or get stronger in the presence of non-zero c0γγ .

Lastly, in the case of astrophysics processes, there
are again two distinct possibilities based on the relative
sign of c0γγ and cτ . First, if they have the same sign,
limits on mτ cτ/fa do not change at all as long as
mτ c

0
γγ/fa < 10−8, while increasing c0γγ requires cτ

to lie on a cτ = −c0γγ/B1(4m2
τ/m

2
a) line to pass the

astrophysics constraints. This situation requires a
huge cancellation between two independent parameters
and we consider it unnatural. Second, if c0γγ and cτ
have a different sign, it is impossible to cancel the two
contributions and there is no flat direction. Again,
if mτ c

0
γγ/fa < 10−8, the bounds on mτ cτ/fa remain

unchanged, and increasing c0γγ in a range fixed by the
data results in stronger limits on cτ . We exemplify
these aspects by bounds based on the non-observation
of gamma-ray bursts associated with SN 1987A in
Fig. 4(c). We show how the limits on mτ cτ/fa change
as a function of mτ c

0
γγ/fa for two different ALP masses:

the orange region being excluded for ma = 37 MeV, and
the blue region for ma = 100 MeV. The conclusion is
that, barring cancellations, the astrophysics bounds we
derived either remain the same or get stronger.

VII. COMPARISON TO OTHER SCALARS

In this section, we compare the phenomenological im-
plications of a τ -specific ALP scenario with the predic-
tions of models entailing scalars with renormalizable cou-
plings to τ -leptons. We introduce two new states: a pseu-
doscalar φ and a scalar ϕ interacting with τ -leptons as
follows

L = igφτ φτ̄γ5τ + gϕτ ϕτ̄τ . (16)

At the one-loop level, the following interactions are
induced

L = −gφγγ
αem

4π
φFµν F̃

µν − gϕγγ
αem

4π
ϕFµνF

µν , (17)

where the effective couplings, with one photon being off-
shell, read

gφ,s
γγ =

gφτ
mτ

[
B3

(
4m2

τ

m2
a

,
4m2

τ

s

)
− 1

]
, (18)

gϕ,sγγ =
gϕτ
mτ

A3

(
4m2

τ

m2
ϕ

,
4m2

τ

s

)
, (19)

with s being the momentum-squared injected by the off-
shell photon, and the loop functions B3 and A3 can be
found in App. A.

The effective couplings to photons allow us to de-
rive bounds for τ -specific (pseudo)scalars based on the
searches at Belle II and other colliders and the various
astrophysical observations, analogously to the ALP case
described in the previous section. Interestingly, the dis-
tinct loop functions characterizing the spinless particle
interactions with photons result in significantly different
production cross-sections depending on the CP nature of
the particle. For illustration, in the case of Belle II where
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Figure 6. Current (solid lines) and projected (dashed lines) exclusion regions for a τ -specific scalar. Left: Bounds imposed by
collider searches. Right: Bounds arising from both colliders and astrophysics.

one of the photons has virtuality s and we take c0γγ = 0,
we find

σ(e+e− → γa)

σ(e+e− → γφ)
=

|ceff,s
γγ |2

f2
a |gφ,s

γγ |2 ≃ 4 × |cτ |2m2
τ

|gφτ |2f2
a

, (20)

for ma = mφ < 2mτ , and analogously

σ(e+e− → γφ)

σ(e+e− → γϕ)
=

2

3

|gφ,s
γγ |2

|gϕ,sγγ |2
≃ 12 × 2

3

|gφτ |2
|gϕτ |2

. (21)

This means that the bounds on the ALP-τ Yukawa cou-
pling mτ |cτ |/fa are two times better than the bounds on
the pseudoscalar coupling gφτ which is, in turn, roughly
two-to-three times more constrained than the scalar cou-
pling gϕτ . This hierarchy of constraints on the spinless
particles is clearly illustrated in Figs. 2, 5, and 6 in the
Belle II searches relying on the ALP production in as-
sociation with a photon. Furthermore, different loop
functions result in spinless particles having distinct de-
cay rates to photons. These are governed by the effective
coupling to two on-shell photons gS,0γγ = lims→0 g

S,s
γγ for

S = φ, ϕ. The corresponding ratios read

Γ(a → γγ)

Γ(φ → γγ)
=

|ceff,0
γγ |2

f2
a |gφ,0

γγ |2
≃ |cτ |2m2

τ

|gφτ |2f2
a

m4
a

144m4
τ

, (22)

for ma = mφ ≪ mτ , and equivalently

Γ(φ → γγ)

Γ(ϕ → γγ)
=

9

4

|gφ,0
γγ |2

|gϕ,0γγ |2
≃ 9

4

|gφτ |2
|gϕτ |2

. (23)

Consequently, a light τ -specific ALP has a sizably
larger lifetime compared to a (pseudo)scalar, meaning
that for a fixed mass, it will be experimentally long-lived
even for larger couplings. The decay length in the lab

frame for a light pseudoscalar is

La
lab

Lφ
lab

=
|gφτ |2f2

a

|cτ |2m2
τ

144m4
τ

m4
a

. (24)

An analogous expression for the decay length of the scalar
can be obtained from Eq. (24) by replacing |gφτ |2 →
4
9 |gϕτ |2 as indicated in Eq. (23). For both scalar and pseu-
doscalar, the lines of constant decay length separating

visible and invisible decays are of the form |gφ/ϕ
τ | ∝ m−2

a .
This is illustrated when comparing e + e− → γ + inv. or
e + e− → 3γ constraints in Fig. 2 to Figs. 5 and 6.

More strikingly, the same scaling of the decay rate in
Eqs. (22) and (23) explains why the astrophysics bounds
are ineffective in the region of very light ALPs, as dis-
cussed at the end of Sec. V, but are still at work in
the case of a generic pseudoscalar or scalar. In ad-
dition, we find a remarkable complementarity between
the supernovae-based limits, that can not probe large
(pseudo)scalar couplings due to the trapping regime kick-
ing in, and future measurements of (g−2)τ and the mono-
γ process at Belle II that would close the astrophysics
gap.

Lastly, the modification to the anomalous magnetic
moment of the τ lepton due to a pseudoscalar can be
obtained from Eq. (12) just by setting the anomalous con-
tribution aALP−γ

τ equal to zero and replacing mτ cτ/fa →
gφτ . The effect of a scalar is due to the 1-loop Yukawa-like
and 2-loop Barr-Zee contributions

aYuk,ϕ
τ =

|gϕτ |2
8π2

m2
τ

m2
ϕ

I(m2
ϕ/m

2
τ ) , (25)

aB−Z,ϕ
τ = −αem|gϕτ |2

8π3

m2
τ

m2
ϕ

L(m2
ϕ/m

2
τ ) , (26)

with the loop functions I and L defined in App. A [83].
The Yukawa contribution is the dominant one and it is al-
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ways positive, while the Barr-Zee term is negative. Phe-
nomenologically, aALP

τ , aφτ , and aϕτ give rise to similar
constraints on the corresponding particles except for the
sign.

We end this section by noting that the interplay among
the different constraints that we presented, together with
distinct angular distributions of the photon emitted to-
gether with the spinless particle

dσ(e+e− → γa)/dθ

dσ(e+e− → γϕ)/dθ
∝ sin θ

(3 + cos 2θ)
, (27)

could help to probe the CP nature of the associated spin-
0 particle at e+e− colliders.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this Letter, we have explored the collider and astro-
physical signatures of new light (pseudo)scalar particles
dominantly coupled to the τ -lepton. This study is moti-
vated by BSM scenarios with dominant couplings to the
third fermion family, often invoked as solutions to the
flavor and hierarchy problems.

A significant obstacle to probe this scenario through di-
rect searches is the difficulty of reconstructing final states
with multiple neutrinos arising from τ -decays. How-
ever, the (pseudo)scalar coupling to the τ -lepton gen-
erates the coupling to photons at loop level. Therefore,
we have exploited the direct search processes e+e− →
τ+τ−γγ, τ+τ−γ, 3γ, mono−γ at colliders. We have pro-
posed new searches at Belle II with τ+τ−γγ and τ+τ−γ
final states and derived the corresponding sensitivity lim-
its which we recommend for a more in-depth analysis by
the collaboration.

As shown in Fig. 2, the above mentioned channels are
very effective and complementary to explore large regions

of the parameter space of our scenario. Moreover, the tau
g−2 at Belle II has excellent potentialities to probe the
(pseudo)scalar parameter space in an entirely comple-
mentary way to direct searches. The correlated pattern
of new physics effects in these observables provides an es-
sential handle on the underlying new physics dynamics.

Finally, astrophysics bounds from core-collapse super-
novae and neutron star mergers probe couplings of spin-0
particles to taus up to masses of O(400 MeV), and we find
them extremely powerful and complementary to collider
bounds.

Our study focused on the well-motivated context of
axion-like particles as well as generic CP-even and CP-
odd particles. Interestingly, as clearly shown in Figs. 2,
5, 6 and in Eqs. (20)-(23), the interplay among different
constraints that we presented, could help us to unveil
the CP and/or pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson nature
of the associated spin-0 particle at e+e− colliders.

‘
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Edoardo Vitagliano and Sebastian Hoof for
useful discussions on astrophysics limits and Arman Ko-
rajac for helpful comments about collider searches. This
work received funding by the INFN Iniziativa Specifica
APINE and from the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation programme under the Marie
Sk lodowska-Curie grant agreements n. 860881 – HID-
DeN, n. 101086085 – ASYMMETRY and . This work
was also partially supported by the Italian MUR Depart-
ments of Excellence grant 2023-2027 “Quantum Fron-
tiers”. JA has received funding from the Fundación
Ramón Areces “Beca para ampliación de estudios en el
extranjero en el campo de las Ciencias de la Vida y de la
Materia”.

Appendix A: Loop functions

1. Effective photon couplings

The loop functions for the effective couplings of spin-0 particles interacting with one on-shell and one off-shell
photon, are given by

B3(x, y) =1+
xy

x− y

[
f2(x) − f2(y)

]
, (A1)

A3(x, y) =
xy

(x− y)2
[
x− y + (x− y + xy)

(
f2(x) − f2(y)

)
− x(g(x) − g(y))

]
, (A2)

with

f(x) =

arcsin
(

1√
x

)
x ≥ 1

π
2 + i

2 log 1+
√
1−x

1−
√
1−x

x < 1
(A3)
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g(x) =

{
−
√
x− 1 arccos

(
1 − 2

x

)
x ≥ 1

√
1 − x

(
log 2−x−2

√
1−x

x + iπ
)

x < 1
(A4)

In the limit where the two photons are on-shell, s ≪ 4m2
τ , which is suitable for describing the (pseudo)scalar decay

S → γγ (with S = a , φ , ϕ) as well as its production in supernovae and neutron star mergers, one has

B1(x) = B3(x, y ≫ 1) ≃1−xf2(x) , (A5)

B1(x ≫ 1) ≃ − 1

3x
, (A6)

A1(x) = A3(x, y ≫ 1) ≃ −x
[
1−(x−1)f2(x)

]
, (A7)

A1(x ≫ 1) ≃ −2

3
. (A8)

On the other hand, in the limit s ≫ 4m2
τ , which is an adequate assumption for processes taking place at Belle-II, one

finds the following approximate expressions:

B3(x, y ≪ 1) ≃1+y arcsin2 1√
x

+
y

4
log2

(−y

4

)
, (A9)

B3(x ≫ 1, y ≪ 1) ≃1+
y

4
log2

(−y

4

)
+

y

x
, (A10)

A3(x, y ≪ 1) ≃ y

[
1 + f2(x) − g(x) + log

−y

4
+

1

4
log2 −y

4

]
, (A11)

A3(x ≫ 1, y ≪ 1) ≃ y

[
3 +log

(−y

4

)
+

1

4
log2

(−y

4

)]
+

y

3x
. (A12)

2. Anomalous magnetic moment

The loop functions entering the contributions to the anomalous magnetic moment of the τ are given by

h1(x) = 1 + 2x + x(1 − x) log x− 2x(3 − x)

√
x

4 − x
arccos

√
x

2
, (A13)

h2(x) = 1 − x

3
+

x2

6
log x +

2 + x

3

√
x(4 − x) arccos

√
x

2
, (A14)

F (x, y) =
1

1 − x

[
h2(y) − h2

(y
x

)]
, (A15)

I(x) =

∫ 1

0

dz
z2(2 − z)

1 − z + z2/x
, (A16)

L(x) =

∫ 1

0

dz
1 − 2 + 2z2

z − z2 − 1/x
log[(z − z2)x] . (A17)

For light ALPs the limits are h1(0) ≈ h2(0) ≈ 1, I(0) ≈ 3m2
ϕ

2m2
τ

, L(0) ≈ m2
ϕ

9mτ2 (6 log
m2

τ

m2
ϕ

+ 13).
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