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Abstract

If an ultralight scalar interacts with the electromagnetic fields of a compact rotating star, then

a long-range scalar field is developed outside the star. The Coulomb-like profile of the scalar field

is equivalent to an effective scalar charge on the star. In a binary star system, the scalar-induced

charge would result in a long-range force between the stars, with the scalar field acting as the

mediator. The scalar-photon interactions would modify Maxwell’s equations for electromagnetic

fields in vacuum, resulting in a modified dispersion relation. This could be observed as an apparent

redshift for photons emitted by such sources. The scalar field would also induce additional elec-

tric and magnetic fields and hence affect the electromagnetic energy radiated from such compact

objects. A scalar field sourced by time-varying electromagnetic fields can also carry away energy

from a compact star in the form of radiation, and hence contribute to its spin-down luminosity.

We constrain the scalar-photon coupling from the measurements of the electromagnetic radiation

of the compact star and its spin-down luminosity. We also project the prospective bounds on these

couplings with future measurements of the apparent redshifts of compact stars and of the long-

range force between two magnetars in a binary. We analyze the systems of the binary pulsar PSR

J0737-3039, the Crab pulsar, the soft gamma repeater SGR 1806-20, and the gamma ray burst

GRB 080905A. The bounds on the coupling can be significantly improved by future measurements

of compact stars with large magnetic fields, experiments with better sensitivity, and precision clock

measurements.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars (NSs) — or pulsars — act as remarkable cosmic laboratories for exploring

the mysteries of the Universe. They play a crucial role in generating gravitational waves

(GWs), as evidenced by the GW170817 event [1] that has paved the way for advancements in

multi-messenger astronomy [2]. These dense, rotating, magnetized objects emit radio waves

so regularly that they behave like cosmic clocks. The typical mass of a NS is 1.4 M⊙ and

its radius is 10 − 20 km. The magnetic field of the NS is dipolar and its strength is about

1012 G [3–8]. If the magnetic field is even stronger (≳ 1015 G), then the compact object is

called a magnetar [9–18].

Compact stars (NSs and magnetars) also serve as probes to search for the dark matter

(DM) in the Universe [19–21]. Results from the Planck satellite suggest that the energy

density of DM is about five times that of the visible matter [22]. The weakly-interacting

massive particle (WIMP) motivated by the theory of supersymmetry has been one of the

leading candidates for DM [23]. However, constraints on WIMPs from direct detection

experiments [24–27] and the small scale structure of the Universe [28] motivate us to study

alternative candidates for DM. Ultralight DM is one such promising candidate, where sub-eV

mass range particles can account for the present relic density of the universe, at the same time

staying consistent with the direct search experiments and cosmological observations [29–33].

If such a DM candidate has mass as low as 10−22 eV, its de Broglie wavelength would be of

the order of the size of a dwarf galaxy (1 − 2 kpc). The number density of ultralight DM

within this de Broglie wavelength is 1030/cm3 for the local DM density ρ⊙ ∼ 0.4 GeV/cm3.

The presence of such a large number density implies that DM oscillates coherently in a wave-

like manner or exhibits long-range behavior, potentially forming a Bose-Einstein condensate

[34, 35]. The ultralight DM can be scalar [31, 36–38], pseudoscalar [39–44], vector [45–48],

or tensor [49–51]; some such particles are also motivated from string/M theory [52–56].

In addition to its gravitational interactions, if the DM interacts with the Standard Model

(SM) particles with very small interaction strengths (allowed by the current data), then

precision measurements at the existing and forthcoming experiments can either detect or

constrain its properties. No observations or experiments have found the nature of DM so

far. However, there are several tests which put constraints on ultralight DM, for example,

gravity tests [57–64], magnetometer searches [65, 66], Lyman-α observations [67, 68], search

2



for black hole (BH) superradiance [69–71], variation of fundamental constants [72–79], cosmic

microwave background (CMB) observations [80, 81], and more [82–94]. The existing bounds

on the coupling of ultralight DM with photons, as determined from different experiments,

are summarized in [95].

The phenomenology of ultralight scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, and tensor fields is remark-

ably diverse, and numerous studies over the years have explored their potential signatures

in cosmic laboratories. The dilaton and axion field profiles in different string gravity models

of BH have been discussed in [96–99], where the field is sourced by the Chern-Simon and

Gauss-Bonnet terms. In this paper, we consider the scenario where an ultralight scalar

ϕ (which need not be the DM) interacts with the CP-even electromagnetic (EM) current

FµνF
µν . As we shall show later, such an interaction, in the presence of the large EM fields

near the surface of a rotating compact star, leads to a long-range scalar field,1 ϕ ∼ 1/r. This

scalar field, in turn, induces additional electric and magnetic fields around the source. We

explore four kinds of effects of such a scalar field:

• The scalar interaction with the EM field of a compact star alters Maxwell’s equations

[105]. As photons from compact stars travel through the scalar field background, their

dispersion relation changes due to this interaction, causing the photon wavenumber to

change from the point of emission to detection. We study the propagation of pulsar

light through the background scalar field.

• In a binary system of two compact stars, an ultralight scalar particle can mediate

a long-range force in addition to the gravitational force between the stars. Various

fifth-force experiments can place constraints on such long-range interactions [40, 58].

• The scalar-induced magnetic field can alter the surface magnetic field of the compact

star, which plays a crucial role in determining the energy loss through magnetic dipole

radiation [105].

• If the source is time-dependent, the scalar field itself can also act as a form of radiation,

carrying away energy from the compact star. This leads to a decrease in their spin

rate, a process known as spin-down [106–108].

1 Note that ultralight pseudoscalars such as axions may interact with the charge-parity (CP)-odd EM

current Fµν F̃
µν . However, the resultant pseudoscalar field goes as a ∼ 1/r2 [100–105], i.e., it falls faster

than the scalar field as one moves away from the source. The influence of an axion background on EM

radiation is examined in [103–105]. 3



The measurements of observables corresponding to the above effects would allow us to

constrain the scalar-photon coupling.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we obtain the scalar field profile due to the

scalar-photon interaction outside the compact star. The scalar-induced electric and magnetic

fields are calculated in Section III. In Section IV, we derive the modified photon dispersion

relation and calculate the modification of the redshift and photon wavenumber in space due

to the scalar-photon interaction. The rate of energy loss due to scalar radiation is derived in

Section V. In Section VI, we obtain constraints on the strength of scalar-photon interactions

based on the searches for a new long-range force in a double pulsar binary, the EM radiation

generated by a scalar-induced magnetic field, and pulsar spin-down measurements. Finally,

in Section VII we conclude and discuss our results.

We use the system of units with the speed of light in vacuum c = 1, the reduced Planck

constant ℏ = 1, and the Newton’s gravitational constant G = 1 throughout the paper, unless

stated otherwise.

II. LONG-RANGE SCALAR FIELD OUTSIDE A COMPACT STAR

A rotating compact star like a NS or a magnetar is a large dipole magnet. In the aligned

rotator model (where the magnetic dipole moment is along the rotation axis of the star),

the external dipolar magnetic field is given by [4, 101, 109]

Bout
(r>R) = B0R

3
(cos θ

r3
r̂ +

sin θ

2r3
θ̂
)
, (1)

Here, R denotes the radius of the star, B0 denotes the magnetic field strength at its surface

(r = R), and θ denotes the polar angle which is measured with respect to the rotation axis of

the star. Using the boundary condition that the tangential component of the electric field is

continuous at r = R while the normal component of the electric field may be discontinuous

across the boundary, the expression for the electric field profile outside the star is [4, 101, 109]

Eout
(r>R) = −B0ΩR

5

r4

[(
1− 3

2
sin2 θ

)
r̂ + sin θ cos θ θ̂

]
, (2)

where Ω denotes the angular velocity of the star. Using Eqs. 1 and 2, we can estimate the

quantity 1
2
FµνF

µν = B2 − E2 outside the star as

B2 − E2 =
B2

0R
6

4r6
(3 cos2 θ + 1)− B2

0Ω
2R10

4r8
(5 cos4 θ − 2 cos2 θ + 1) , (3)
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where F µν denotes the EM stress tensor.

To study the scalar field profile sourced by the EM fields outside a compact star, we write

the Lagrangian for a CP-even scalar field interacting with the EM field as

L =
1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ− 1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

2
gϕγγϕFµνF

µν , (4)

where ϕ denotes the scalar field and gϕγγ denotes the coupling constant of this scalar field

with the EM fields of the star. The equation of motion of the scalar field can be obtained as

2ϕ = −gϕγγ(B
2 − E2) , (5)

where the d’Alembertian operator is 2 = ∂2

∂t2
−∇2 in the Minkowski spacetime. Therefore,

to have a non-trivial scalar field profile outside the compact star, we must have a nonzero

“source charge density” ρϕ = gϕγγ(B
2 −E2) outside the star. Now, for a rotating NS where

the angular velocity is not very large, |B| ≫ |E|, and we can neglect the E2 term to write

Eq. 5 as

2ϕ ≈ −gϕγγ
B2

0R
6

4r6
(3 cos2 θ + 1) . (6)

This, in the Schwarzschild background, takes the form

1

r2
∂

∂r

[
(r2 − 2Mr)

∂

∂r
ϕ(r, θ)

]
+

1

r2 sin θ

∂

∂θ

[
sin θ

∂

∂θ
ϕ(r, θ)

]
= −gϕγγ

B2
0R

6

4r6
(3 cos2 θ + 1) . (7)

Solving Eq. 7 by the Green’s function method, we obtain the scalar field profile as

ϕ(r) ≈
Qeff

ϕ

r
+O

( 1

r2

)
, (8)

where the effective scalar charge Qeff
ϕ is

Qeff
ϕ =

gϕγγB
2
0R

6

48M3
. (9)

Thus, the rotating star has a long-range scalar “hair” associated with a charge Qeff
ϕ . Though

we have obtained Eqs. 8 and 9 for a massless scalar, our results would be valid as long as the

Compton wavelength of the scalar is greater than the radius of the star, i.e., for 1/mϕ ≳ R,

or mϕ ≲ 1/R.

Note that, for stars with a large angular velocity (ΩR ∼ O(1)), the electric field outside

the star cannot be neglected, and we need to solve the scalar field profile in the Kerr

background, sourced by B2 − E2 instead of only B2. A detailed analysis of this scenario is

presented in Appendix A.
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III. SCALAR-INDUCED EM FIELDS FROM MAXWELL’S EQUATIONS

The interaction of a CP-even scalar with the EM fields of the star modifies Maxwell’s

equations for the EM fields in vacuum. We derive the electric and magnetic field equations

in a perturbative way by expanding the stress tensor in powers of gϕγγ, such that

F µν = F µν
(0) + F µν

ϕ +O(g2ϕγγ) , (10)

where the “(0)” corresponds to any quantity in the limit gϕγγ = 0. We keep the terms

which are linear in gϕγγ, and obtain ∂µF
µν
ϕ = −gϕγγ(∂µϕ)F

µν
(0) in the absence of source charge

and current density of the plasma. This relation gives the expressions for the scalar induced

electric (Eϕ) and magnetic (Bϕ) fields in terms of the background electric (E(0)) and magnetic

(B(0)) fields as

∇ · Eϕ = −gϕγγ E(0) · ∇ϕ ,

∇×Bϕ =
∂Eϕ

∂t
− gϕγγ ∇ϕ×B(0) + gϕγγ

(
∂ϕ

∂t

)
E(0) , (11)

while the Bianchi identity ∂µF̃
µν
ϕ = 0 gives

∇ ·Bϕ = 0 ,

∇× Eϕ = −∂Bϕ

∂t
. (12)

Note that in the aligned rotator model, the scalar field and the background EM fields do not

have any temporal dependence. Further, since the source terms (arising from the background

fields) are time-independent, the terms ∂Eϕ/∂t, ∂Bϕ/∂t and ∂ϕ/∂t also vanish. The scalar-

induced magnetic and electric fields are produced due to the interaction of background

magnetic (Eq. 1) and electric (Eq. 2) fields with the scalar. For static background EM fields,

Eqs. 11 and 12 represent how these background fields are altered due to the interaction with

the scalar field.

Combining Eqs. 11 and 12, we obtain the wave equations for the scalar-induced magnetic

and electric fields (in the static case) as

2Bϕ = gϕγγ (∇ϕ · ∇)B(0) ,

2Eϕ = gϕγγ (∇ϕ · ∇)E(0) ,
(13)

where we neglect terms which appear as two spatial derivatives of ϕ (since ϕ falls as 1/r

and the derivatives of ϕ will fall even faster). In the limit ΩR ≪ 1, we solve Eq. 13 in the
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Schwarzschild background to obtain the scalar-induced magnetic field as2

Bϕ(r, θ) ≈ −
gϕγγQ

eff
ϕ B0R

3 cos θ

12M2r2
r̂ −

gϕγγQ
eff
ϕ B0R

3π

64M3r
θ̂ , (14)

where we use Eq. 1 for the background magnetic field.

Note that the scalar-induced magnetic field Bϕ in Eq. 14 is actually proportional to g2ϕγγ,

as Qeff
ϕ itself is proportional to gϕγγ. It falls as 1/r2 in the radial direction and 1/r in the

angular direction, as compared to the background magnetic field B(0) which falls as 1/r3.

The scalar-induced electric field Eϕ can also be calculated in a similar manner. Since these

scalar-induced EM fields scale quadratically with gϕγγ, the deviations of the EM fields from

their background values, as a result of their interactions with the scalar, are small.

IV. EM WAVE PROPAGATION IN THE BACKGROUND OF A LONG-RANGE

SCALAR FIELD

Maxwell’s equations of electrodynamics for the propagation of light are modified due to

the interactions of the CP-even scalar ϕ with the EM fields. Consider a situation where light,

i.e., an EM wave, is emitted by the source in the presence of the background static EM and

scalar fields. In the absence of any other source plasma charge and current densities, the

Maxwell’s equations become [105]

∇ · E = −gϕγγE · ∇ϕ ,

∇×B =
∂E

∂t
− gϕγγ∇ϕ×B ,

∇ ·B = 0 ,

∇× E = −∂B

∂t
. (15)

where the E and B are the electric and magnetic fields of the propagating EM wave. In

addition, we neglect terms which appear as two spatial derivatives of ϕ, as earlier. Using

Eq. 15, we obtain the equation for the EM wave as

2B = gϕγγ(∇ϕ · ∇)B . (16)

We choose the Eikonal ansatz B(x, t) = B eiS(x,t) for the propagation of light. The phase

S defines the frequency and wavenumber of photon along the ray orbit, since ω = −∂S/∂t

2 The form of the scalar-induced magnetic field in the Kerr background is given in Appendix A.
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and k = ∇S. Eq. 16 implies that in the asymptotically flat spacetime, the dispersion

relation of photons is modified due to the scalar field contribution as3

ω2 − k2 = gϕγγk∇ϕ , (17)

where k = k(r). The group velocity of the photon becomes

∂ω

∂k
= vg = 1 +

m2
γ

2ω2
+O

(m3
γ

ω3

)
, (18)

where we define the scalar-induced photon mass as

mγ = |gϕγγ∇ϕ|/2 . (19)

The correction in the photon group velocity appears with the fourth power of gϕγγ, as

∇ϕ ∝ gϕγγ. Since m2
γ is a real positive quantity, The photon’s group velocity appears to be

superluminal. However, this is not a problem since the group velocity of the photon in this

case does not correspond to the speed of information propagation. Rather, it corresponds

to the speed which appears as an analytical continuation of the pulse shape within the light

cone [103, 110–112]. This is similar to the case of photon propagation in a dynamic axion

background and in the absence of plasma, where the photon can exhibit a group velocity

greater than one [103].

From Eq. 17, we obtain the solution for k as

k = ω
(
1− mγ

ω
+

m2
γ

2ω2

)
. (20)

The contribution of this dispersion relation to the apparent redshift of the photon of wave-

length λ, as measured in the asymptotically flat spacetime (i.e. at the observation point r2)

is then

δz =
λ(r2)− λ(r1)

λ(r1)
≈ k(r1)− k(r2)

k(r2)
≈ mγ(r1)

ω
=

gϕγγQ
eff
ϕ

2ωR2
, (21)

where r1 represents the location close to the magnetar. We have assumed mγ(r2) ≈ 0 as

the observer is far away from the magnetar (for example, at the Earth). From Eq. 21,

the correction to the photon redshift would be significant if mγ(r1) is of the same order of

magnitude as ω. Moreover, the redshift as measured at different frequencies will be different,

3 Note that, unlike the CP-odd pseudoscalar coupling, the CP-even structure of the source in our case

ensures that scalar-photon interactions do not produce any birefringence effects, i.e. the propagation is

independent of the photon polarization.
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an indication of a non-trivial dispersion relation. Note that δz is proportional to g2ϕγγ, since

Qeff
ϕ itself is proportional to gϕγγ.

The wavelength-dependence of the redshift as indicated in Eq. 21 implies that, if we

are able to have measurements of multiple spectral lines from a magnetar (which will yield

different redshift values for different photon frequencies) and the redshift of the host galaxy

(for an appropriate normalization), we will be able to determine the value of δz(ω) and

hence, the value of gϕγγ. To present an estimation for the order of magnitude of δz, we

use as the benchmark GRB 080905A [113, 114], which originates from a magnetar. The

apparent redshift, or the fractional change in the photon wavenumber, can be expressed

using Eq. 21 as

δz =
∆k

k
∼ 10−4

( gϕγγ

10−16 GeV−1

)2(2.1 GHz

ω

)( B0

3.93× 1016 G

)2( R

10 km

)4(1.4 M⊙

M

)3

,

(22)

where we have used Eqs. 8 and 9 to describe the scalar field and k ≈ ω at the leading order.

If the redshift measurements have a precision of ∼ 10−4 [115], we would get sensitivity of

gϕγγ ∼ 10−16 GeV−1 to the scalar-photon coupling.

With the advancements in precision atomic clocks, it may be possible in future to deter-

mine the wavelength (or frequency) of a particular spectral line emitted by the magnetar to

a precision of ∆k/k ∼ 10−18. From Eq. 22, this precision would correspond to the sensitivity

in gϕγγ of ∼ 10−23 GeV−1. This prospective bound has been indicated by a dashed purple

line in FIG. 1. The shift in the wavelength would be more pronounced for compact stars

that have strong surface magnetic fields, larger dimensions, and emit signals detectable at

lower frequencies.

V. SCALAR FIELD RADIATION FROM AN ISOLATED COMPACT STAR

In the situations considered in previous sections, the scalar field was coupled to a static

source, resulting in a long-range 1/r scalar field profile outside the magnetized star. Since

a static source does not emit scalar radiation, no scalar field radiation originates from the

star in these situations. To investigate the impact of scalar radiation on pulsar spin-down,

we now consider a scenario where the EM fields of the magnetar are oscillating with time.

We consider a skewed rotator model, where the magnetic moment axis of the star makes

an angle α with its rotation axis. In this model, the magnetic and electric fields at any
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space-time point can be written as [116]

B =
B0R

3

2r3

[
(3 cos θm sin θ cosφ− sinα cosΩt)(sin θ cosφ r̂ + cos θ cosφ θ̂ − sinφ φ̂)+

(3 cos θm sin θ sinφ− sinα sinΩt)(sin θ sinφ r̂ + cos θ sinφ θ̂ + cosφ φ̂)+

(3 cos θm cos θ − cosα)× (cos θ r̂ − sinθ θ̂)
]
,

(23)

and

E = −B0ΩR
5

2r4

[
{cosα(3 cos2 θ − 1) + 3 sinα sin θ cos θ cos(Ωt− φ)}r̂+

2{cosα sin θ cos θ + sinα sin2 θ cos(Ωt− φ)}θ̂
]
,

(24)

where the magnetic colatitude θm is the angle between the magnetic moment axis and the

line of sight. It is expressed as cos θm = cosα cos θ + sinα sin θ cos(Ωt − φ), where α is the

angle between the rotational axis and the magnetic moment axis, and θ is the angle between

the rotational axis and the line of sight. In the limit α → 0, Eqs. 23 and 24 reduce to Eqs.

1 and 2, respectively. Thus, for radiation, one needs a non-zero α.

The source charge density for ϕ may be written as ρϕ(r, t) = gϕγγ(B
2 − E2), where Eqs.

23 and 24 give

B2 − E2 ≈ −3

2

B2
0R

6

r6
cos θm sinα sin θ cos(Ωt− φ). (25)

Here we omit terms involving ΩR ≪ 1 and higher-order terms of O(α2) for small α. The

dominant contribution to the radiation comes from the fundamental harmonic, since the

power radiated in the higher harmonics is suppressed by the powers of the velocity of the

rotating star, and hence can be neglected. We also remove the time-independent terms

which do not contribute to the radiation.

We use the far-field and long-wavelength approximation. Following [117] and taking the

time-average over the rotation period, we obtain the rate of scalar dipole radiation as

dE

dt
=

1

8π2
Ωk3

∫
dSn|pΩ · n̂|2, (26)

where k2 = Ω2 − m2
ϕ and dSn is the solid angle. The time-averaged dipole moment pΩ is

given as

pΩ =
1

P

∫ P

0

dteiΩt

∫
ρ(r, t) r d3r, (27)

where P = 2π/Ω is the rotational time period. Therefore, Using Eqs. 25, 26 and 27, we

obtain
dE

dt
≈ π

48
g2ϕγγB

4
0R

8Ω4 sin2(2θm)
(
1−

m2
ϕ

Ω2

)3/2

, (28)

which contributes to the pulsar spin-down, provided mϕ < Ω.
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VI. CONSTRAINTS FROM OBSERVATIONS

In this section, we employ the results obtained in the previous sections and attain con-

straints on the scalar-photon coupling based on various observations related to pulsars and

magnetars. The constraints may originate from the bounds on the magnitude of a new

long-range force in double pulsar binaries, as well as from the measurements of the radiation

from a compact star and of its spin-down luminosity.

The most stringent current bounds on the scalar-photon coupling arise from the studies

searching for variation in the fine-structure constant caused by the interaction between

photons and the scalar field. These bounds are obtained assuming that the scalar field is

responsible for the entire DM in the universe. The Holometer bound [118] is obtained by

studying the variation of the fine structure constant α with the cross-correlated data of

the Fermilab Holometer instrument. The Cs/Cav result is obtained from the study of the

variation of α with the optical spectroscopy apparatus [38]. The GEO 600 bound [119]

is obtained by doing spectral analysis of the strain data of the GEO 600 interferometer.

The LIGO bound [120, 121] is obtained from the LIGO-Virgo data, based on studying the

variation of α. The thin vertical gray-shaded region is excluded by AURIGA [122], where the

bound is obtained by studying the oscillation of cryogenic resonant mass AURIGA detector

due to the scalar DM. The H/Quartz/Sapphire [123] bound is obtained from the search for

frequency modulation due to oscillating DM interaction in the frequency-stable oscillators

such as hydrogen maser atomic oscillator, bulk acoustic wave quartz oscillator, and cryogenic

sapphire oscillator. The Dy/Quartz [124] bound is obtained by comparing the frequency of a

quartz oscillator to the hyperfine and electronic transitions of 87Rb and 164Dy, respectively,

due to effect of time-oscillating DM. The bound for Dynamical Decoupling (DD) [125] is

obtained from the non-observation of variation of α due to the oscillating scalar DM in an

atomic optical transition. The I2 bound [76] is obtained by studying the oscillations of α

induced by the ultralight scalar DM and their effect on the Iodine molecular spectroscopy.

The DAMNED bound [126] is obtained from the search for DM with an optical cavity and

unequal delay interferometer. The parameter space for gϕγγ is also constrained by the optical

and atomic clock studies for the search of DM, such as PTB [127], Sr/Si [128], Rb/Cs [129],

Dy/Dy [130], BACON [131], Yb+/Sr [78]. These bounds have been shown with various

shades of gray in FIG. 1. However, since the scalar in our scenario need not play the role of
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DM, these bounds are not directly applicable for our scenario.

On the other hand, there are bounds that do not need the scalar to be the DM. The

astrophysical bounds from globular clusters [132] are obtained by calculating the ratio of

the energy losses due to the scalar in the asymptotic giant branch to the horizontal branch

stars. The bounds from the Eöt-Wash experiment [133], fifth force experiments [134–137]

and MICROSCOPE experiment [138] are obtained from the precision tests of Einstein’s

equivalence principle, using laboratory measurements or astrophysical observations. These

bounds are relevant for comparison and complementarity with our work.

A. Search for a new long-range force in a double pulsar binary

We have seen in Section II that the scalar field interaction with the EM fields of a

compact star induces a scalar charge on the compact star. For a system of two compact

stars in a binary, this would lead to a scalar-mediated long-range force that has the same

spatial dependence, 1/r2, as the gravitational force between the two stars. The ratio of the

long-range force to the gravitational force is

η =
Qeff

1 Qeff
2

4πGM1M2

≈
g2ϕγγB

2
01B

2
02R

6
1R

6
2

(48)2 × 4πG7M4
1M

4
2

, (29)

where we use the expression for the scalar charge as given in Eq. 9 and write the Newton’s

constant G explicitly. Here B01, B02 are the surface magnetic fields of the two stars in a

binary, and M1, M2 are their masses, respectively, assuming the two stars to have equal

radii (R1 = R2).

As a concrete example to demonstrate how the scalar-mediated force may be constrained,

we consider the double pulsar binary system PSR J0737-3039 [139, 140]. The surface mag-

netic fields of the two pulsars areB01 ∼ 6.3×109 G andB02 ∼ 1.2×1012 G [141]. Their masses

are M1 = 1.3381± 0.0007 M⊙ and M2 = 1.2489± 0.0007 M⊙ [139]. We take R1 = R2 = 10

km for an estimation. This gives η ∼ (1.6× 107) g2ϕγγ GeV2. The measurement/bound on η

can then be translated to the measurement/bound on gϕγγ.

However, since the gravitational and the long-range force have the same spatial depen-

dence, it would be impossible to separate their contributions by simply measuring the attrac-

tive force between them. Indeed, a change in the magnitude of the force would be mimicked

by a change in the measured values of the masses. This no-go situation may be circum-
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FIG. 1. Bounds on gϕγγ derived from the measurements of the electromagnetic radiation by a

scalar-induced magnetic field (blue shaded region), and pulsar spin-down caused by scalar radiation

(red shaded region). The prospective bound from possible future constraints on a new long-range

force from a pulsar binary pair with large surface magnetic fields B0 is shown as a magenta dashed

line, while the prospective bound from the measurement of the photon wavenumber using a future

precision atomic clock is shown as a purple dashed line. Existing constraints are shown as gray-

shaded areas.

vented if the values of the masses are determined independently by some means other than

the gravitational measurements, or we have access to a third body that is gravitationally

bound with the binary but has a magnetic field much different than the two compact stars.

The distance between the two stars in PSR J0737-3039 is a = 8.8 × 105 km, which is

known to ∼ 0.05%. If indeed the masses of the stars in PSR J0737-3039 were also known to

a precision of ∼ 0.05% as the current measurements suggest, the precision in the prediction

of the gravitational force would be ∼ 0.1% and hence the observations would be sensitive to

η ∼ 10−3. Not finding a deviation at this level would put a bound of gϕγγ ≲ 8×10−6 GeV−1.

Note that this bound would be applicable only when the range of the scalar-induced force

is more than the distance between the two compact stars, i.e. 1/mϕ ≳ a or mϕ ≲ 1/a.
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While our ability to obtain a concrete bound on gϕγγ at this stage is limited by the lack of

available information about the masses of the stars through non-gravitational means or from

a third gravitationally-bound body, future observations may locate a system where these

conditions are fulfilled. Since the scalar charge is proportional to the square of the magnetic

field strength, larger values of B0 will give better constraints on gϕγγ. The constraint can

be significantly improved for binary magnetar systems because of the larger magnetic fields.

So far, no magnetar binary system has been detected. However, future experiments and

observations with better sensitivity can explore this possibility [142–146].

For a benchmark, consider a binary system consisting of two magnetars, each with a

surface magnetic field of B0 ∼ 1016 G, separated by the same distance as the components of

PSR J0737-3039, and having identical masses and radii to the stars in that system. Let us

also assume that the masses of the compact stars are measured with a precision of 0.05%,

so that the measurements are sensitive to η ∼ 10−3. Under these conditions, the projected

constraint on the scalar-photon coupling can be obtained as gϕγγ ≲ 6× 10−16 GeV−1. If the

magnetic fields were 1017 G each, the corresponding bound will be gϕγγ ≲ 6× 10−18 GeV−1.

These prospective bounds have been given in TABLE I. The last bound is represented by

the magenta dashed line in FIG. 1.

Search for a new long-range force

Limits PSR J0737-3039 B01,02 ∼ 1016 G B01,02 ∼ 1017 G

gϕγγ ≲ 8× 10−6 GeV−1 ≲ 6× 10−16 GeV−1 ≲ 6× 10−18 GeV−1

TABLE I. Summary of the prospective bounds on the scalar-photon coupling. For compact stars

separated by a = 8.8× 105 km, these limits are valid for mϕ ≲ 1/a = 2.2× 10−16 eV.

B. Electromagnetic radiation due to the scalar-induced magnetic field

As discussed in section III, the scalar field interaction with the EM fields of a compact

star gives rise to a scalar-induced long-range magnetic field Bϕ. If these fields are time-

dependent, they result in radiated power, which decreases the rotational energy E = IΩ2/2

of the star, where I is its moment of inertia. The loss of rotational energy results in a
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decrease in Ω and hence an increase in the time period of rotation P of the star:

dE

dt
=

d

dt

(
I

2
Ω2

)
≈ I Ω Ω̇ = I

(2π)2

P 3
Ṗ . (30)

We conservatively assume that the energy loss is entirely due to the magnetic dipole radia-

tion. The rate of energy released by the magnetic dipole radiation is

dE

dt

∣∣∣
magnetic dipole

=
2

3
(B0R

3 sinα)2Ω4 =
2(2π)4

3

(
B0R

3 sinα

P 2

)2

. (31)

From Eqs. 30 and 31, we get

B0 sinα =
( 3I

8π2R6

) 1
2
(PṖ )

1
2 . (32)

The surface magnetic field of the compact star B0 has contributions from the standard EM

fields and the scalar-induced magnetic field Bϕ|r=R as given in Eq. 14. Taking this into

account, the corresponding bound on gϕγγ can be obtained.

We use three sources for our analysis: the Crab pulsar [147–150], the Soft Gamma Re-

peater SGR 1806-20 [151, 152], and GRB 080905A [113, 115]. In TABLE II, we summarize

the input parameters of these compact stars such as their spin period P , the period deriva-

tive Ṗ , the surface magnetic field B0, the radius of the compact star R, the inclination angle

α, and the bounds obtained by us on the scalar-photon coupling. Note that these bounds

are valid when the range of the scalar field is more than the radius of the star, i.e. 1/mϕ ≳ R

or mϕ ≲ 1/R.

The strongest bound on the coupling is obtained from GRB 080905A, which is valid for

mϕ ≲ 2 × 10−11 eV. This bound is stronger than the astrophysical bound obtained using

globular clusters, and is stronger than the current fifth-force bound for mϕ ≲ 1.5×10−22 eV.

This constraint is depicted in FIG. 1 by the blue-shaded region. The bounds for Crab pulsar

and SGR 1806-20 are weaker than GRB 080905A and we do not show them in the figure.

C. Spin-down of compact stars due to scalar radiation

As discussed in the preceding subsection, the rotational energy of a compact star, and

thus its spin, decreases due to the EM radiation. The gravitational wave radiation would

also contribute, but its contribution would be negligible. The scalar radiation may also

contribute to this spin-down, which can be measured using Ṗ , i.e., the rate of increase of
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Search for a scalar induced magnetic field

Crab pulsar SGR 1806-20 GRB 080905A

P 33 ms [153] 7.468 s [154] 9.80 ms [113]

Ṗ 4.20× 10−13 s s−1 [153] 115.7× 10−12 s s−1 [154] 1.86× 10−7 s s−1[113]

B0 8.5× 1012 G [153, 155] 9.41× 1014 G [154] 39.26× 1015 G [113]

R 14 km [155] 10 km [154] 10 km [113]

α 70◦ [156] 70◦ [157] 23◦ [115]

gϕγγ ≲ 6× 10−15 GeV−1 ≲ 10−17 GeV−1 ≲ 5× 10−18 GeV−1

mϕ ≲ 1.4× 10−11 eV ≲ 2× 10−11 eV ≲ 2× 10−11 eV

TABLE II. Input Parameters for the candidate compact stars and bounds obtained on the scalar-

photon coupling gϕγγ , from the search for a scalar-induced magnetic field. These bounds are valid

for the ranges of mϕ as shown.

the spin period P . The spin-down luminosity of the star is the rate of loss of its rotational

energy, dE/dt, as given in Eq. 30.

To establish bounds on the scalar-photon coupling, we assume that dE/dt includes con-

tributions from both standard physics and from Eq. 28. We also take sin2(2θm) = 1 for a

conservative limit. Note that, from the kinematic factor (1 − m2
ϕ/Ω

2)3/2 in Eq. 28, there

will be no scalar radiation for mϕ > Ω. Therefore, the bounds are valid only for mϕ ≲ Ω.

Note that this range is smaller than the range mϕ ≲ 1/R in the preceding subsection, since

Ω ∼ 10−13 eV while 1/R ∼ 10−11 eV.

In TABLE III, we summarize the values of spin-down luminosity, the bounds on scalar-

photon coupling and scalar mass from the spin-down of Crab pulsar, SGR 1806-20, and

GRB 080905A. The strongest bound on the coupling is obtained from the spin-down of

GRB 080905A.

In FIG. 1, the constraint obtained from the spin-down of GRB 080905A is shown in

the red-shaded region, while the bounds from the Crab pulsar and SGR 1806-20 are not

depicted, as they are weaker in comparison. The constraints from SGR 1806-20 and GRB

080905A are stronger than the astrophysical bounds from globular clusters, and surpass

those of the fifth-force bounds in the ultra-low scalar mass limit (mϕ ≲ 4.5 × 10−24 eV).

However, they are still weaker than the bounds from Eöt-Wash [133] and MICROSCOPE
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Spin-down of compact stars

Crab pulsar SGR 1806-20 GRB 080905A

dE/dt 4.5× 1038 erg/s[149, 153, 158] 1.4× 1036 erg/s [159] 1.8× 1048 erg/s [113]

gϕγγ ≲ 6× 10−14 GeV−1 ≲ 2× 10−14 GeV−1 ≲ 2× 10−16 GeV−1

mϕ ≲ 1.2× 10−13 eV ≲ 5.5× 10−16 eV ≲ 4.2× 10−13 eV

TABLE III. Input Parameters for the candidate compact stars and bounds obtained on the scalar-

photon coupling gϕγγ for a range of scalar masses, from the measurements of spin-down.

[138] experiments. Note that the bounds obtained from GRB 080905A could be improved by

almost four orders of magnitude for a magnetar with a magnetic field B0 ∼ 1018 G, making it

competitive with the fifth-force constraints over a wider range of mϕ. More sensitive pulsar

spin-down measurements could lead to bounds exceeding those set by the laboratory tests

for the equivalence principle.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

Ultralight scalar particles can couple with the time-independent electric and magnetic

fields of a compact star, which would result in a long-range scalar field around the star with

a spatial dependence ϕ ∼ 1/r. Several laboratory and astrophysical measurements, such as

the tests of the equivalence principle from Eöt-Wash experiment, the fifth force experiments,

and measurements in atomic spectroscopy, yield stringent constraints on the EM couplings

of these scalars. In this paper, we propose and analyze multiple ways of constraining these

couplings using observations of pulsars, magnetars and double pulsar binaries.

The (∼ 1/r) spatial dependence of the scalar field differs from the (∼ 1/r2) spatial

dependence of the pseudoscalar axions that may couple to the EM field. Due to this spatial

dependence, the scalar scenario may be considered equivalent to having a scalar charge Qϕ

on the star, giving rise to a Coulomb-like long-range potential [101]. The effects of this

long-range scalar “hair” would be significant till a distance r ∼ 1/mϕ outside the star, and

would affect multiple observations.

The interaction of the scalar with the EM fields modifies Maxwell’s EM equations and

gives rise to scalar-induced electric and magnetic fields. The dispersion relation of the EM

radiation (photon) emitted by the star is also modified during its propagation through the
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long-range scalar field. This would result in a wavelength-dependent apparent redshift of

photons emitted by the star. The measurement of this wavelength dependence, combined

with the knowledge of the redshift of host galaxy, can lead to the determination of gϕγγ.

With the currently possible precision on redshifts (δz ∼ 10−4), one can be sensitive to

gϕγγ ∼ 10−16 GeV−1. With future precision atomic clocks that may be able to measure

a specific spectral line from the magnetar with a precision of δz = ∆k/k ∼ 10−18, the

sensitivity to gϕγγ ∼ 10−23 GeV−1 may be obtained.

In a binary pulsar system where both of the compact stars give rise to scalar fields, the

stars experience a long-range scalar-mediated force in addition to gravity, arising from the

interaction between the scalar fields and EM fields sourced by the two stars. The scalar-

mediated force may be mimicked by a change in the product of masses of the two stars.

However, if independent information about the two stars and the distance between them

is available – for example, from their interaction with a third body gravitationally bound

to them but without a large EM field – then it would be possible to detect this force or

to constrain its value. Using the parameters of the pulsar binary system PSR J0737-3039,

if the masses of the two stars and the distance between them is known to a precision of

0.05%, we find that a constraint of gϕγγ ≲ 8 × 10−6 GeV−1 on the scalar-photon coupling

may be obtained. This constraint would be valid for a scalar mass of mϕ ≲ 2.2× 10−16 eV

so that the range of the force is more than the distance between the two stars in this binary

system. This bound is weaker than that from the fifth force measurements by several orders

of magnitude. However, it is inversely proportional to the square of the magnetic field at

the surface of each star, and future measurements of a binary magnetar system with a high

magnetic field (B0 ∼ 1017 G) could improve it to gϕγγ ≲ 10−18 GeV−1 if the masses of the

stars and the distance between them are known to ∼ 0.05%.

If the background EM fields are time-dependent, the scalar-induced EM fields, through

their radiation, would also carry away additional energy from the source star. This would

result in a decrease in the rotational energy of the star, and a consequent increase in its

spin period. The surface magnetic field of a compact star may be predicted from the mea-

surements of the spin period and its derivative, which can be well measured from radio and

X-ray observations. Indeed, a bound of gϕγγ ≲ 5× 10−18 GeV−1 may be obtained from the

observations of GRB 080905A. This bound is valid for the mϕ ≲ 2×10−11 eV, which ensures

that the range of the scalar field is more than the size of the star.
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If the background EM fields are time-dependent, the scalar field will also be time-

dependent and hence will radiate. This scalar radiation will lead to an additional spin-down

of the star. The spin-down luminosity, or the rate of change of rotational energy of the

star, is a measurable quantity and can be obtained from the measurements of the spin pe-

riod and its derivative. The scalar spin-down luminosity increases with increasing surface

magnetic field, radius, and spin frequency of the star. We analyze the data on the Crab

pulsar, SGR 1806-20, and GRB 080905A, and obtain the strongest bound on the scalar-

photon coupling from the measurement of the spin-down luminosity of GRB 080905A as

gϕγγ ≲ 2× 10−16 GeV−1 for mϕ ≲ 4.2× 10−13 eV.

The constraints discussed here from various observations can be further improved with

enhanced sensitivity of detection and by focusing on stars with high surface magnetic fields,

larger radii, and higher spin frequencies. The strongest constraint on the scalar-photon

coupling comes from the measurements of the rate of change of the spin period due to the

EM radiation. This constraint is stronger than the astrophysical bound from the globular

clusters. For extremely low values of mϕ, i.e., for mϕ ≲ 1.5 × 10−22 eV, it is also stronger

than the bound set by the fifth-force experiments.

The reason why our method yields stronger bounds than that from the fifth-force mea-

surements at ultralight masses is as follows. The fifth-force experiments investigate the

derivative of a generic Yukawa potential across small and large length scales to identify any

deviations from standard gravity. In the very long-range limit, the mass of the mediator ap-

proaches zero, making the Yukawa potential indistinguishable from the standard Newtonian

potential. In our method, the constraints on the coupling are valid when the scalar mass is

smaller than the relevant inverse-distance scale in the observed system: the inverse of the

distance between the binaries, the inverse radius of the compact star, or the spin frequency

of the compact star. Therefore, our results stay valid as mϕ goes to zero.

Ultralight scalar particles are predicted in many theories, and investigating their possible

existence and properties is important, irrespective of whether they form a significant amount

of DM in the Universe. These particles can give rise to interesting observable effects in

astrophysics as well as in laboratory tests of the equivalence principle. The bounds obtained

by us in this paper (see Fig. 1), using the available data on pulsars and magnetars, are

not yet competitive with precision Eöt-Wash and MICROSCOPE experiments. However,

future observations of astrophysical systems by detectors with higher sensitivities, and with
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precision clocks, can improve these bounds by orders of magnitude.
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Appendix A: Long-range scalar field outside a compact star in Kerr background

Here, we follow [4, 109] to calculate the electric and magnetic field profiles for a compact

star when its spin axis aligns with its magnetic dipole axis, to calculate analytic expressions

that are valid even for fast-rotating stars, i.e., when ΩR ∼ O(1). The dipolar magnetic field

outside of a compact star is given in Eq. 1. The magnetic field just inside the surface of the

star is given as

Bin
(r=R) = B0

(
cos θr̂ +

sin θ

2
θ̂
)
. (A1)

If J denotes the current density then Ohm’s law reads J = σ(Ein + v × Bin), where σ

denotes the conductivity and v denotes the velocity of the star. Assuming that the NS is a

perfect conductor (J /σ → 0), we can write the Ohm’s law as Ein+(Ω× r)×Bin = 0, since

v = Ω× r. Using Eq. A1, we obtain the electric field just inside the surface of the NS as

Ein
(r=R) = −B0

[
cos θ (Ω× r)× r̂ +

sin θ

2
(Ω× r)× θ̂

]
. (A2)

For v = ΩR sin θ ϕ̂, Eq. A2 becomes

Ein
(r=R) = B0ΩR sin θ

(sin θ
2

r̂ − cos θ θ̂
)
. (A3)

Since the tangential component of the electric field is continuous at r = R, from Eq. A3 we

obtain

Eout
θ(r=R) = − ∂

∂θ

(B0ΩR sin2 θ

2

)
=

∂

∂θ

(B0ΩR

3
P2(cos θ)

)
, (A4)
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where P2(cos θ) =
1
2
(3 cos2 θ−1) is the Legendre polynomial of degree 2. Assuming the outer

region of the star is vacuum, we can write Eout = −∇Φ, where ∇2Φ = 0 from Poisson’s

equation. Using the boundary condition Eq. A4 at r = R, the solution of Poisson’s equation

becomes

Φ = −B0ΩR
5

3r3
P2(cos θ). (A5)

Thus, the scalar potential is quadrupolar in nature. Using Eq. A5, we obtain the expression

for the electric field profile outside of the compact star as given in Eq. 2.

Since the star is rotating, the geometry outside of the star is described by the Kerr metric,

given as

ds2 =
ρ2

∆
dr2+ρ2dθ2+

[
(r2+a2) sin2 θ+

2Mr

ρ2
a2 sin4 θ

]
dφ2−4Mr

ρ2
a sin2 θdφdt−

(
1−2Mr

ρ2

)
dt2,

(A6)

in Boyer-Lindsquist coordinates. Here, ∆ = r2−2Mr+a2, ρ2 = r2+a2 cos2 θ and a = J/M ,

where J is the spin angular momentum of the star and M is the stellar mass. To solve

Eq. 5 in the Kerr background when Ω is not very small, it is essential to account for terms

proportional to O(a2) for large Ω. This is because the term (B2 − E2) in Eq. 3 contains

Ω2, making it impossible to neglect higher-order contributions in a2. Hence, the equation of

motion of the scalar field in the Kerr background can be written as

1

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)

∂

∂r

[
(r2 − 2Mr + a2)

∂

∂r
ϕ(r, θ)

]
+

1

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ) sin θ

∂

∂θ

[
sin θ

∂

∂θ
ϕ(r, θ)

]
= −gϕγγ

B2
0R

6

4r6
(3 cos2 θ + 1) + gϕγγ

B2
0Ω

2R10

4r8
(5 cos4 θ − 2 cos2 θ + 1).

(A7)

To solve the above inhomogeneous differential equation (Eq. A7), we use the Green’s func-

tion method. The source term is given as

J(r, θ) = −gϕγγ
B2

0R
6

4r6
(3 cos2 θ + 1) + gϕγγ

B2
0Ω

2R10

4r8
(5 cos4 θ − 2 cos2 θ + 1). (A8)

The static Green’s function G(x, y) satisfies

∇2G(x, y) = −δ3(x− y)/
√
g(y), (A9)

and one can obtain the solution of the scalar field as

ϕ(x) = −
∫

d3y
√

g(y)G(x, y)J(y). (A10)
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We can write Eq. A9 in the Kerr background, for a point source at r = b and θ0 = φ0 = 0,

as

1

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)

∂

∂r

[
(r2 − 2Mr + a2)

∂G

∂r

]
+

1

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ) sin θ

∂

∂θ

[
sin θ

∂G

∂θ

]
= −δ(r − b)δ(cos θ0 − 1)δ(φ0)

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)
.

(A11)

The solution of this homogeneous equation in terms of spherical harmonics can be written

as

G(r, θ) =
∑
l

Rl(r)Pl(cos θ), (A12)

where
∂

∂r

[
(r2 − 2Mr + a2)

∂Rl

∂r

]
− l(l + 1)Rl = 0. (A13)

Therefore, considering that the scalar field is finite at r → ∞ and at r → M +
√
M2 − a2,

and continuous at r = b, we obtain the solution of the Green’s function as [97]

G(r, θ) =
∞∑
l=0

ClPl

( b−M√
M2 − a2

)
Ql

( r −M√
M2 − a2

)
Pl(cos θ), r > b ,

=
∞∑
l=0

ClQl

( b−M√
M2 − a2

)
Pl

( r −M√
M2 − a2

)
Pl(cos θ), r < b , (A14)

where Pl and Ql denote the Legendre polynomials of degree l of first and second kind,

respectively, and Cl = (2l + 1)/(4π
√
M2 − a2).

Hence, the external scalar field solution in terms of the Green’s function becomes

ϕ(r, θ) = −
∫ ∞

rs

db

∫ π

0

dθ0

∫ 2π

0

dφ0(b
2 + a2 cos2 θ0) sin θ0G(r, θ, φ, b, θ0, φ0)J(b, θ0, φ0),

(A15)

where rs = M+
√
M2 − a2. Since the source term does not depend on φ0, we can immediately

perform the integration for φ0 and write Eq. A15 as

ϕ(r, θ) = −
∞∑
l=0

2l + 1

2
√
M2 − a2

∫ r

M+
√
M2−a2

db

∫ π

0

dθ0(b
2 + a2 cos2 θ0) sin θ0Pl

( b−M√
M2 − a2

)
×Ql

( r −M√
M2 − a2

)
Pl(cos θ)Pl(cos θ0)J(b, θ0)

−
∞∑
l=0

2l + 1

2
√
M2 − a2

∫ ∞

r

db

∫ π

0

dθ0(b
2 + a2 cos2 θ0) sin θ0Ql

( b−M√
M2 − a2

)
Pl

( r −M√
M2 − a2

)
Pl(cos θ)

×Pl(cos θ0)J(b, θ0).

(A16)
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Evaluating the integrals in Eq. A16, we obtain the scalar field profile outside the rotating

star (r > R) as

ϕ(r) ≈ −gϕγγB
2
0Ω

2R10

480M5r
+

gϕγγB
2
0R

6

576M4r

(15a2
M

+ 12M
)
+

7gϕγγB
2
0R

6a2

4800M5r
+O

( 1

r2

)
, (A17)

where Ω = a/2M(M +
√
M2 − a2). The dominant term of the scalar field is the monopole

term (l = 0) and we can write the scalar field configuration as ϕ(r) ≈ QK
ϕ /r, where QK

ϕ is

the scalar charge, defined as

QK
ϕ = −gϕγγB

2
0Ω

2R10

480M5
+

gϕγγB
2
0R

6

576M4

(15a2
M

+ 12M
)
+

7gϕγγB
2
0R

6a2

4800M5
. (A18)

In the limit a → 0 and ΩR ≪ 1, Eqs. A17 and A18 reduce to Eqs. 8 and 9 respectively.

The scalar-induced magnetic field can be obtained by solving Eq. 13 in the Kerr back-

ground as

Bϕ(r, θ) ≈ −gϕγγB0R
3

4M2

(QK
ϕ

3
+

59Qeff
ϕ a2

400M2

)cos θ
r2

r̂ − gϕγγB0R
3π

64M3r

(
QK

ϕ +
103Qeff

ϕ a2

80M2

)
θ̂, (A19)

where Qeff
ϕ is given in Eq. 9. The limiting scenario where ΩR ≪ 1 from Eq. A19 is given

by Eq. 14.
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