
Chern-Simons Gravity and Neutrino Self-Interactions

Stephon Alexander∗

Brown Theoretical Physics Center and Department of Physics,
Brown University, 182 Hope Street, Providence, Rhode Island, 02903

Cyril Creque-Sarbinowski†

William H. Miller III Department of Physics and Astronomy,
Johns Hopkins University, 3400 N. Charles St., Baltimore, Maryland 21218, USA

(Dated: July 13, 2022)

Dynamical Chern-Simons gravity (dCS) is a four-dimensional parity-violating extension of general
relativity. Current models predict the effect of this extension to be negligible due to large decay
constants f close to the scale of grand unified theories. Here, we present a construction of dCS
allowing for much smaller decay constants, ranging from sub-eV to Planck scales. Specifically, we
show that if there exists a fermion species with strong self-interactions, the short-wavelength fermion
modes form a bound state. This bound state can then undergo dynamical symmetry breaking and
the resulting pseudoscalar develops Yukawa interactions with the remaining long-wavelength fermion
modes. Due to this new interaction, loop corrections with gravitons then realize a linear coupling
between the pseudoscalar and the gravitational Chern-Simons term. The strength of this coupling is
set by the Yukawa coupling constant divided by the fermion mass. Therefore, since self-interacting
fermions with small masses are ideal, we identify neutrinos as promising candidates. For example, if
a neutrino has a mass mν . meV and the Yukawa coupling is order unity, the dCS decay constant
can be as small as f ∼ 103mν . eV. We discuss other potential choices for fermions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Einstein-Hilbert (EH) action is the most success-
ful description of gravity today [1, 2]. However, even at
energies far below the regime of quantum gravity, there
is no reason to expect the EH action to be a complete
descriptor of gravity from an effective field theory (EFT)
perspective [3, 4]. A large body of work has thus been
extensively researched in order to search for its devia-
tions [5–10]. One extension is to look for parity-violation
within our description of gravity, as we already know
parity-violating effects to already be present within the
Standard Model [11, 12]. The lowest-order term that en-
capsulates such parity violation is given by dynamical
Chern-Simons gravity (dCS), where an additional pseu-
doscalar field a is added that is linearly coupled to the
Pontryagin density ∗RR [13, 14].

dCS emerges naturally in the low-energy limit of string
theory through the Green-Schwartz anomaly cancelling
condition, with a decay constant that is typically the
string scale 1 [15, 16]. However, such large decay con-
stants render compact astrophysical signals and superra-
diance effects to be undetectable. Attempts to generate
dCS through radiative corrections by explicitly including
Lorentz-violating terms [17–19] have also been investi-
gated, although it may be the case that such terms must
vanish by gauge invariance [20]. Finally, dCS is also a
possible solution to the gravitational analog to the strong
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1 The scale of the decay constant can also depend on compactifi-

cation volume factors.

CP problem in QCD if the pseudoscalar takes a suitable
minimum [21–23]. In these cases, a gravitational axion is
created either through the breaking of a global PQ [24–
26] or axial [27, 28] symmetry.

In this work, we show that dCS emerges as the low-
energy limit of a theory of self-interacting fermions after
dynamical symmetry breaking, i.e we do not require an
additional scalar degree of freedom. In doing so, we also
show that it is possible, but not necessary, to generate
the mass of the fermion. We finish by demonstrating that
the dCS decay constant can be made to reach the sub-eV
regime for a wide range of phenomenological parameters.
Specifically, we point out that light neutrinos are great
candidates for reaching this threshold.

This paper is organized as follows. First, in Sec. II,
we review the definition and dynamics of dCS. Then,
in Sec. III, we show how a single massive fermion with
attractive self-interactions yields a bound state that un-
dergoes spontaneous symmetry breaking. We specify the
dynamics of the symmetry breaking in Sec. IV and show
that it yields a Yukawa coupling between the bound state
and fermion. With this new coupling, we then show, in
Sec. V, that it induces a gravitational Chern-Simons in-
teraction through a triangle diagram with fermion loops.
We then quantify the parameter space of generating dCS
in Sec. VI and point out possible candidates for the
fermion in Sec. VII. We discuss and conclude in Sec. VIII
and Sec. IX, respectively.

II. CHERN-SIMONS GRAVITY

Let κR be the EH term with κ = (16πG)−1 and R the
Ricci scalar. Then the vacuum action S of dCS gravity
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is given by

S =

∫
d4x
√−g

[
κR+

a

4f
∗RR− 1

2
(∇µa) (∇µa)

]
. (1)

The dCS extension beyond EH consists of the dynamical
pseudoscalar field, a, which linearly couples to the Pon-
tryagin density through the dCS decay constant f . The
Pontryagin density is defined as

∗RR = ∗Rρσ
µνRσρµν , (2)

where

∗Rρσ
µν =

1

2
εµναβRρσαβ , (3)

is Hodge dual to the Riemann tensor and εµναβ is the
Levi-Civita tensor. The Pontryagin density can also be
written in terms of divergence of the Chern-Simons topo-
logical current,

∇µKµ =
1

4
∗RR, (4)

where

Kµ := εµναβ
(

Γσνρ∂αΓρβσ +
2

3
ΓσνρΓ

ρ
αλΓλβσ

)
, (5)

giving rise to the name “Chern-Simons gravity”. Varying
the action, Eq. (1), with respect to the metric yields the
modified vacuum field equations,

Gµν +
1

κf
Cµν =

1

2κ
Tµν , (6)

which include a modification from the C-tensor,

Cµν = (∇αa) εαβγ(µ∇γRν)
β + (∇α∇βa) ∗Rβ(µν)α .

(7)

The total energy-momentum tensor Tµν is the sum of
any matter stress-energy tensor (assumed in this sub-
section to be zero) and the stress-energy tensor of the
pseudoscalar,

T (a)
µν = (∇µa) (∇νa)− 1

2
gµν (∇λa)

(
∇λa

)
. (8)

The pseudoscalar field itself obeys the following vacuum
equation of motion

�a = − 1

4κf
∗RR , (9)

which can be obtained by varying the action in Eq. (1)
with respect to a.

dCS backreacted solutions of the pseudoscalar onto a
gravitaional wave h lead to an amplitude birefringence
between left hL and right hR polarizations, resulting in
parity violation:

FIG. 1: One-loop diagrams for the process a → hh, with a
pseudoscalar particle a depicted as a dashed line and hµν the
graviton as the solid wiggly line. The loops are generated by
a fermion Ψ.

hL,R = e±A(a,ȧ)L,Reik
µxµ . (10)

A key observation of dCS concerns the coupling f .
Since f has dimensions of energy, this theory is nonrenor-
malizable, seen at energies E � f , and so we are there-
fore motivated to search for a UV completion of dCS.
More specifically, we expect that dCS action to be gen-
erated by loop diagrams of the UV complete theory, as
shown by Fig. 1. In what follows, we show that fermions,
and in particular neutrinos, that self-interact generate
such diagrams.

III. FERMION SELF-INTERACTIONS

Our first goal is to derive a theory that undergoes
spontaneous symmetry breaking from a fermionic, self-
interacting theory. For simplicity, we consider the La-
grangian of a single massive fermion Ψ with attractive
self-interactions,

LΨ = Ψ̄ (iγµ∂µ − m̃Ψ) Ψ− λΨ̄ΨΨ̄Ψ, (11)

with γµ the Dirac gamma matrices, m̃Ψ the initial mass
of the fermion, λ the fermion self-interaction coupling
constant, and interactions with gravitons currently sup-
pressed. Similar to dCS, this Lagrangian is also non-
renormalizable, and thus has a cutoff Λ. Following the
Nambu-Jones-Lasinio formalism presented in [29–31], an
attractive four-fermion interaction will generate a new
bound state Φ below this cutoff.

If we were to investigate this theory at extremely low
energies E � Λ, where self-interactions dominate, we
could perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation
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on the fermion pair and integrate out the fermion from
our theory, in accordance to the mean-field approxima-
tion. Here, we consider the intermediate regime and per-
form a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation on fermion
modes between the scales E and Λ, integrating them out
afterwards. More specifically, we first expand the fermion
modes into long (`, k < E) and short (s, k > E ) wave-
length modes, Ψ = Ψ` + Ψs. Next, we multiply the path
integral of our theory by a constant,

Zα =

∫
DαDᾱ

(
−
∫
d4x m̃2

Φᾱα

)
, (12)

with α an auxiliary field and m̃Φ an as-of-yet unspecified
bare mass scale. Then, we perform a field redefinition
Φ = α − m̃−2

Φ Ψ̄sΨs in accordance with the Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation. We therefore get the new
Lagrangian

L̃Ψ = Ψ̄(iγµ∂µ − m̃Ψ)Ψ− λ
[
Ψ̄`Ψ`Ψ̄`Ψ` (13)

+ 2Ψ̄`Ψ`Ψ̄sΨs + 2Ψ̄`ΨsΨ̄`Ψs + 2Ψ̄sΨ`Ψ̄sΨ`

]
+ m̃−4

Φ Ψ̄sΨsΨ̄sΨs + Ψ̄sΨsΦ + Φ∗Ψ̄sΨs + m̃2
ΦΦ2.

Now, we integrate out the short scale modes and normal-
ize the kinetic term,

L̃Ψ = Ψ̄(iγµ∂µ − m̃Ψ)Ψ− λΨ̄ΨΨ̄Ψ (14)

+ (∂µΦ∗) (∂µΦ)− yΦ

(
ΦΨ̄Ψ + h.c.

)
+m2

Φ |Φ|2 −
λΦ

4
|Φ|4,

with

m2
Φ =

(
m̃2

Φ + Π0

)
/Π2, (15)

yΦ = λΠ0/Π
1/2
2 , (16)

λΦ = V4/Π
2
2, (17)

renormalized parameters due to the condensation at one
loop. Defining S̃(k) = (−�k+m̃Ψ)/(k2+m̃2

Ψ) to be Fourier
transform of the fermion propagator,

Π =

∫ Λ

E

d4`

(2π)4
Tr
[
S̃(`)S̃(`+ k)

]
(18)

= − 1

16π2
(Λ + E − 2k)(Λ− E) (19)

+
3m̃2

Ψ

16π2
log

[
m̃2

Ψ + (k + Λ)2

m̃2
Ψ + (k + E)2

]
+

m̃3
Ψ

8π2k

[
atan

(
E

m̃Ψ

)
− atan

(
Λ

m̃Ψ

)]
+

(
m̃3

Ψ

8π2k
− 3m̃Ψk

8π2

)[
atan

(
k + Λ

m̃Ψ

)
− atan

(
k + E

m̃Ψ

)]
+

k2

16π2
log

[
m̃2

Ψ + (k + E)2

m̃2
Ψ + (k + Λ)2

]
≡ Π0 + k2Π2, (20)

is then the self-energy and

V4 = 6

∫ Λ

E

d4`

(2π)4
Tr
[
S̃(`)4

]
(21)

=
6m̃2

Ψ

64π2

[
45m̃4

Ψ + 119m̃2
ΨΛ2 + 96Λ4

(m̃2
Ψ + Λ2)3

(22)

− 22m̃4
Ψ

(m̃2
Ψ + E2)3

+
73m̃2

Ψ

(m̃2
Ψ + E2)2

− 96

m̃2
Ψ + E2

]

+
24

8π2
log

[
m̃2

Ψ + Λ2

m̃2
Ψ + E2

]
,

the fermion-loop-corrected four-scalar vertex with zero
external momenta. Note we have suppressed the long-
wavelength subscript and ignore the renormalization of
the original theory parameters for simplicity. Moreover,
note that short-wavelength (k � Λ) modes are not dy-
namic as limk/Λ→∞Π2 = 0.

Each of the renormalized parameters has some run-
ning with energy, and so in order to precisely deter-
mine the value of these parameters at some low-energy
quasi-fixed point, a beta function analysis must be per-
formed. Here, for simplicity and to capture the general
scaling of parameters, we assume the running of energy
induces order one corrections to the parameters, i.e we
take Π0 ∼ −Λ2/(16π2) and Π2 ∼ k2/(16π2).

Restoring the ignored factors for a moment, we see that
at zero external momentum, Π0 simplifies to

Π0 = − 1

16π2

[ (
Λ2 − E2

)
+ 2m̃4

Ψ

(
1

m̃2
Ψ + E2

− 1

m̃2
Ψ + Λ2

)

− 3m̃2
Ψ log

(
m̃2

Ψ + Λ2

m̃2
Ψ + E2

)]
. (23)

Solving numerically, we find that Π0 at E = 0 is negative
as long as m̃Ψ . 0.74Λ and at any E as long as m̃Ψ .
0.46Λ 2. Regardless, we infer the mass of Φ in Eq. (15)
can go from positive at E ∼ Λ to negative at E � Λ.
Since there is a positive quartic term for Φ, Φ can then
undergo spontaneous symmetry breaking3.

IV. SPONTANEOUS SYMMETRY BREAKING

We now wish to realize the pseudoscalar coupling from
spontaneous symmetry breaking, as this will be key to
understanding the emergence of the gravitational Chern-
Simons term. Consider the following Lagrangian of a

2 However, given that factors of m̃Ψ/Λ are large in the opposite
regimes, it is unclear if higher-order loops relax these conditions.

3 As a matter of terminology, Φ undergoes spontaneous symmetry
breaking, but Ψ creates dynamical symmetry breaking.
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complex scalar field theory,

LΦ = Ψ̄L (iγµ∂µ − m̃Ψ) ΨL + Ψ̄R (iγµ∂µ − m̃Ψ) ΨR

+ ∂µΦ∂µΦ∗ − V
(
|Φ|2

)
− (yΦΦΨ̄LΨR + h.c.), (24)

with V (x) a U(1) symmetry breaking potential and y a
new Yukawa coupling constant. Below some scale energy
scale F , the field will fall to a minimum energy config-
uration that spontaneously breaks its U(1) symmetry.
As a result, we expand the field around this minimum,
Φ = (1/

√
2)(F + σ) exp[ia(x)/F ]. Plugging this expan-

sion back into Eq. (24), and also expanding the pseu-
doscalar exponential, we obtain

LΦ = Ψ̄

[
iγµ∂µ −

(
m̃Ψ +

yΦF√
2

)]
Ψ (25)

+
1

2
∂µa∂

µa− yΦ√
2
aΨ̄γ5Ψ,

neglecting higher order terms of the pseudoscalar field.
Typically, the symmetry breaking scale F is related

to the complex scalar’s quadratic and quartic terms,
F =

√
4|mΦ|2/λΦ, once m2

Φ becomes negative. How-
ever, since the bare mass scale m̃Φ in this phase is un-
determined we cannot solve for F using this expression.
Therefore, in order to determine the symmetry breaking
scale, or alternatively the mass mΨ = m̃Ψ + yΦF/

√
2,

we invoke the self-consistency condition of the fermion
propagator, i.e the gap equation, depicted below,

= +

.

The solid (dashed) arrow line is the total (bare)
fermion propagator. The loop diagram is the result of
the four-fermion interaction.

This condition amounts to a non-perturbative loop cor-
rection, ∆mΨ = yΦF/

√
2, to the fermion mass. Specif-

ically, the gap equation relates the cutoff scale and self-
interaction coupling constant λ to this correction and the
mass mΨ,

∆mΨ

mΨ

(
2π2

λΛ2

)
= 1− m2

Ψ

Λ2
log

(
1 +

Λ2

m2
Ψ

)
, (26)

with a solution possible for sufficiently strong coupling,
λ ≥ (∆mΨ/mΨ)(2π2/Λ2). For large cutoffs Λ � mΨ,
this bound is saturated,

λ = (2.25 MeV)
−2

(
∆mΨ

mΨ

)(
107 eV

Λ

)2

, (27)

while for small cutoffs Λ� mΨ

λ = (1.59 MeV)
−2

(
∆mΨ

mΨ

)(
m2

Ψ

Λ2

)(
107 eV

Λ

)2

. (28)

Solving for F , and ignoring the lower-order terms in yΦ,
we find that

F ≈ mΨ
2
√

2

π

[
1− m2

Ψ

Λ2
log

(
1 +

Λ2

m2
Ψ

)]
. (29)

Therefore, for large cutoffs, F ≈ 0.9mΨ and for small
cutoffs, F ≈ 0.45Λ2/mΨ. Moreover, we point out that at
low cutoffs, the condition m̃Φ . cΛ, c ∼ 1 translates to
(∆mΨ/mΨ) & 1− c(Λ/mΨ) or ∆mΨ/mΨ ∼ 1.

Thus, through this mechanism, we are able to gener-
ate a Yukawa coupling between the fermion and a pseu-
doscalar.

V. LOOP GENERATION OF DCS

We now place our fermion in a curved background in
order to realize dCS. That is, we begin with a Dirac
fermion Ψ that has both a minimal gravity and a pseu-
doscalar Yukawa interaction,

Lg = Ψ̄
(
iγbeµbDµ −mΨ

)
Ψ + igaΨ̄γ5Ψ, (30)

with eµb an orthonormal tetrad basis, Dµ = ∂µ −
(i/4)σabωµab the covariant spinor derivative, σab =
[γa, γb] the Lorentz group generator for Dirac fermions,
ωµab = (1/2)eνa(∂µebν−∂νebµ)−(1/2)eνb (∂µeaν−∂νeaµ)+
(1/2)eρae

σ
b (∂σecρ − ∂ρecσ)ecµ the torsion-free spin connec-

tion, and g the pseudoscalar Yukawa coupling constant
(equal to yΦ/

√
2 in the previous section). Here, Greek in-

dices indicate the global Lorentzian structure and Latin
indices the local structure.

In order to generate dCS, we perform the same steps
as to derive the pion-photon decay and integrate out the
fermion triangle loop from our theory. For energies be-
low the fermion mass mΨ, integrating out the field Ψ
is equivalent to evaluating the Ψ-dependent Lagrangian
in a fixed gravitational field. As a result, the effective
Lagrangian is then

Leff
g = gaJa, (31)

Ja = i 〈h| Ψ̄γ5Ψ |h〉 , (32)

with Ja is the pseudoscalar composite operator, ex-
pressed as an expectation value over a gravitational field
h. In order to evaluate this expectation value, we use
the alternative, and equivalent, expression for the gravi-
tational Adler-Bell-Jackiw (ABJ) anomaly,

〈h| ∂µJ̃µ5 |h〉 = − 1

384π2
∗RR, (33)

with ∂µJ̃
µ
5 = 2mΨiΨ̄γ

5Ψ the divergence of the classi-
cal axial current associated with Ψ. Note that this cur-
rent is not to be confused with the total axial current
∂µJ

µ
5 = ∂µJ̃

µ
5 + ∗RR/(384π2). The expression for the

ABJ anomaly can be obtained in numerous different ways
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(e.g. Fujikawa’s method) [32–34]. The equivalent pertur-
bative triangle loop diagram results in inserting the in-
teraction vertex between the graviton and the fermion
and evaluating the amplitude integrals. The relevant
graviton-fermion interactions for the amplitude can be
found in Ref. [35]. For example, a typical triangle ampli-
tude for the decay of the pseudoscalar to gravitons is:

M(a→ hh) =
ga

16

∫
d4kεµν(q1)εδγ(q2) (34)

×
[
S̃(k − q1)γγδS̃(k − q1)νγµγ5

]
+ (µν → δγ; 1→ 2)

where εµν is the graviton polarization tensor. However,
since this diagram is one-loop exact, the choice of com-
putational scheme does not alter the result. Therefore,
since Ja = [1/(2mΨ)] 〈h| ∂µJ̃µ5 |h〉, we obtain the CS term

Leff
g = − g

384π2

a

2mΨ

∗RR. (35)

In this procedure, CSG is specified by two parameters:
the mass of the fermion, and its Yukawa coupling to
the pseudoscalar a. Moreover, connecting Eq. (35) with
Eq. (1) we see that the dCS decay constant is

f = 192π2mΨ

g
. (36)

Therefore, when the cutoff is large, Λ� mΨ, we have

f = 1.7 eV

(
∆mΨ

mΨ

)−1 ( mΨ

10−3 eV

)
, (37)

and when it is small

f = 0.85 eV

(
∆mΨ

mΨ

)−1(
Λ

mΨ

)(
Λ

10−3 eV

)
. (38)

Thus, if a fermion self-interacts strongly enough, Chern-
Simons gravity is a consequence.

VI. PARAMETER SPACE

We now address the relevant parameter space for obser-
vations. First, we consider the most general parameter-
ization to generate dCS with a four-fermion interaction,
and then consider two specific examples.

A. General

From the gap equation [Eq. (26)], the main parameters
in question are the mass of the fermion, mΨ, the cutoff
scale Λ, and the self-interaction coupling strength λ. We
plot the relation between these quantities to the dCS
decay constant f in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3.
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FIG. 2: The parameter space for dCS generated by a self-
interacting fermion Ψ of mass mΨ = 10−3 eV using Eq. (26)
and Eq. (36). The black (orange) [blue] {green} solid line indi-
cates the parameters necessary to generate a mass correction
∆mΨ/mΨ = 1 (10−4) [10−8] {10−12}. The dashed red line in-
dicates the regime when the condition m̃Ψ . 0.74Λ is active.
Regions strictly above this red line do not undergo sponta-
neous symmetry breaking (SSB), and thus cannot generate
dCS, if the one-loop calculation is valid (the red line itself
can undergo SSB). Finally, we only plot parameters that are
below the Planck scale, and have ∆mΨ/mΨ ≤ 1. Moreover,
while in principle the cutoff can be made arbitrarily small, we
only plot Λ & 10−6mΨ for visualization purposes.
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FIG. 3: Same as Fig. 2, except for mΨ = 103 eV.

B. Scalar Mediator

One scenario to create a fermion self-interaction is
through the interaction with a scalar mediator χ of
mass mχ. The interaction has a Yukawa-like form,
L ⊃ gχχΨ̄Ψ. At energies E � mχ, a four-fermion in-
teraction is induced with λ = (gχ/mχ)2, indicating the
cutoff of the theory is roughly Λ ∼ mχ.
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As a result, the gap equation now takes the form

∆mΨ

mΨ

2π2

g2
χ

= 1− m2
Ψ

m2
χ

log

(
1 +

m2
χ

m2
Ψ

)
. (39)

Therefore, for mχ � mΨ,

g2
χ = 2π2 ∆mΨ

mΨ
, (40)

and for mχ � mΨ,

g2
χ = 4π2m

2
Ψ

m2
χ

∆mΨ

mΨ
. (41)

Moreover, for both regimes,

f = 34 eV g−2
χ

( mΨ

10−3 eV

)
. (42)

C. Gravitational Torsion

If the gravitational connection has non-zero torsion,
a scalar four-fermion interaction is typically induced at
energies below the Planck scale for all fermions [36]. In
this case, the self-interaction coupling constant is λ =
3π/Λ2

T .

VII. FERMION CANDIDATES

A. Neutrinos

Since smaller fermion masses yield larger coupling con-
stants, we are most interested in fermions with small
masses that self-interact. The ideal candidate for such a
scenario is thus the neutrino. While the Standard Model
induces neutrino self-interactions, these are too small to
realize a condensate in nature [37]. However, beyond the
Standard Model interactions are both a viable option and
well-motivated [38].

In regards to the parameter space, oscillation experi-
ments [39], along with Planck 2018 measurements [40],
imply that an active neutrino’s mass can be as small as
mν ∼ meV for the normal hierarchy, or even be mass-
less in the inverted hierarchy [41]. In addition, sterile
neutrinos may have masses as small as any given active
neutrino, and as large as the Planck mass [42–48]. Given
the wide range of masses, connecting our results to spe-
cific neutrino self-interaction models (and therefore giv-
ing constraints on λ and Λ) is beyond the scope of our
work.

B. Fermionic Self-Interacting Dark Matter

It is also possible that the fermion in question is a
dark matter (DM) particle that self-interacts [49–53]. In

this case, if this particle compromises all of DM, it may
have masses between 0.1 GeV ≤ mΨ ≤ 107 GeV [54].
However, if instead the fermion is one of a large number
N . 1062 of particles, such as in ultralight fermionic dark
matter [55], the mass of the fermion could possibly be as
small as mΦ ∼ 10−14 eV. We note, however, that the
ultralight case with self-interactions has not been studied,
and so it is not definite that such a scenario is viable.

VIII. DISCUSSION

We clarify three assumptions and give four comments.
First, given that we are dealing with an EFT with a
very low energy cutoff, one may worry that astrophysical
or cosmological systems, such as compact binary coales-
cences, are characterized by larger energies. As a rough
argument, the scale of the EFT breaking down at ring-
down occurs at energies smaller than the Schwarzschild
radius, which for∼eV energies is far above the EFT limit.
A much more detailed analysis of such scales has been
done in Ref. [56, 57], although they note that it is diffi-
cult to analyze the parity-violating sector.

Second, for simplicity, we only considered the self-
interaction of a single neutrino. Our method of gener-
ating a neutrino bound state can be extended to multi-
ple generations of neutrinos in straightforward fashion,
whether they be active or sterile, through promoting
the self-interacting coupling constant to a self-interacting
coupling matrix.

Third, we assume that renormalization will lead to or-
der one changes in the induced condensation parameters.
We base this assumption on both dimensional grounds
and the results presented in other dynamical symmetry
breaking papers [30, 58]. However, we note that as en-
ergies fall, the Yukawa coupling yΦ increases. Therefore,
the dCS decay constant will decrease and our results are
then in fact upper bounds on the actual decay constant
and the likelihood of detecting dCS via this mechanism
increases.

It may be the case that the complex scalar and fermion
in Sec. IV are actually fundamental new particles, rather
than related to some bound state. In this case, the dCS
phenomenology is completely specified by the Yukawa
coupling and symmetry breaking scale.

If the fermion in question is a neutrino, then the pseu-
doscalar interaction in Eq. (30) can also be generated
through the breaking of a global lepton symmetry, so
that a = J , with J the majoron [59–62]. Moreover, this
association is also possible if the fermion is a dark-matter
candidate [63, 64], however the masses of the fermion typ-
ically are large mΨ � GeV.

In order to create fermion self-interactions we con-
sidered the case where a real scalar mediator generates
the fermion self-interactions, however it can equally be a
complex scalar, vector, or tensor. For these mediators,
we expect the resulting low-energy self-interacting cou-
pling constant to be an O(1) factor difference from the
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real scalar mediator.
Finally, we point out that sensitivity forecasts of 2G de-

tectors to the dCS decay constant in the inspiral of black
hole mergers yield f & 10−50 eV (or ξ1/4 . 10 km) [65–
67]. Hence, it will be difficult, but not implausible, that
inspiral signals will yield a detectable signal from our
mechanism. In particular, it may be the case that back-
reaction of the pseudoscalar onto the evolution of the bi-
nary could yield a more distinct imprint on gravitational
wave observations. In addition, it is unclear if merger and
ringdown signals will yield larger parity-violating signals,
given that the scale of the system is much smaller and the
gravitational strength much larger, especially in super-
massive black hole systems. We leave the investigation
of all these possibilities for future work.

IX. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presented a new method of generating
dCS, with decay constants that reach the sub-eV regime.
First, we showed that a fermion with attractive self-
interactions will form a bound state made up of short-
wavelength fermion modes. In doing so, these modes also
generate quadratic and quartic potential terms for the
bound state, allowing for spontaneous symmetry break-
ing to occur.

After demonstrating symmetry breaking, we then
showed that the angular part of the bound state cor-
responds to a pseudoscalar that developed Yukawa in-
teractions with the long-wavelength fermion modes. In
order to solve for the symmetry breaking scale, we in-
voked the gap equation, a self-consistency condition for

the fermion propagator. As a result, we found that the
symmetry breaking scale at large cutoffs is roughly the
scale of the fermion mass and at small scales it is roughly
the square of cutoff scale divided by the fermion mass.

The Yukawa interaction then facilitated a triangle di-
agram between the pseudoscalar and a pair of gravitons,
with the long-wavelength fermions going around the loop.
By integrating out these fermions, we then saw the dCS
interaction term was created, with a decay constant that
is proportional to the mass of the fermion divided by the
Yukawa coupling.

With these results, we then identified neutrinos as par-
ticularly optimistic candidates to generate dCS, due to
their small masses and ability to self-interact. In partic-
ular, we found that for neutrinos of mass mν . meV
the dCS decay constant could be less than an eV, f ∼
103mν . eV.
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