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Abstract. We study the cosmology and astrophysics of axion-like particles (ALPs) with
CP-violating Yukawa couplings to nucleons. At finite nucleon density, the ALP’s dynamics is
governed by an effective potential which is the sum of the bare periodic potential and a linear
potential whose strength depends on the nucleon density. We identify a critical nucleon den-
sity ρc controlling the dynamics. At densities smaller than ρc the effective potential is a tilted
sinusoidal curve and the field is displaced from its zero-density minimum. At densities larger
than ρc the minima (and maxima) are absent, and the ALP is destabilized. Astrophysically,
this implies that neutron stars can source a radial ALP field, providing a complementary
probe to equivalence principle tests. Cosmologically, the ALP may have been destabilized in
the early Universe and could have made large field excursions. We discuss model-building
applications of our results for such early universe scenarios.
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1 Introduction

Axions and axion-like particles (ALPs) are shift-symmetric pseudo-scalar particles that man-
ifest in various beyond the Standard Model (BSM) scenarios, encompassing the QCD axion,
grand unified theories, and string theory [1–5]. They represent a potential resolution to the
strong CP problem [6–9] and serve as candidates for dark matter (DM) [2, 3, 10]. Their
mass and couplings are protected against radiative corrections by a shift symmetry, making
them valuable for building natural models of inflation [11–14], dark energy (DE) [15], and
early dark energy [16, 17]. These considerations have motivated a concerted global search
effort looking for their signatures in astrophysical objects and terrestrial laboratories (see
e.g., [18–21] for reviews).

CP-violating ALP-nucleon Yukawa couplings typically emerge as a result of CP-violation
in the UV [22–26]. These induce monopole-monopole forces between objects [22], providing
additional detection channels e.g., via fifth-force and weak equivalence principle violation
searches [25, 27, 28]. In this work, we explore the consequences of these couplings for the
cosmology of ALPs, and for the existence and structure of neutron stars. We will consider a
generic ALP in order to be model-independent.

Instanton corrections break the ALP shift-symmetry a(x) → a(x) + a0 with a0 an
arbitrary constant to a discrete symmetry a(x) → a(x) + 2πn with n an integer. This gener-
ically generates a periodic potential of the form V (a) = m2

af
2
a [1 − cos(a/fa)] for a single

ALP field [1, 29, 30] where ma is the ALP’s mass and fa is the decay constant. As we
will derive below, the ALP-nucleon coupling induces a density-dependent effective potential
Veff(a) = V (a) + ρa/µ where ρ is the density of nucleons and µ is a new mass-scale param-
eterizing the CP-violating coupling. The effect of the linear term is to tilt the potential in
an environment-dependent manner that depends upon the critical density ρc = m2

aµfa; this
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Figure 1. Left: Effective potential when ρ < ρc. The blue curve shows the bare potential (Veff at
ρ = 0) and the red curve shows the effective potential when 0 < ρ < ρc. The dashed lines indicate the
minima, demonstrating that the VEV is shifted to smaller values at finite density. Right: Effective
potential when ρ > ρc. In this case, there are no minima.

is exemplified in Fig. 1. When ρ < ρc the minima are displaced, shifting the ALP vac-
uum expectation value (VEV) to smaller values where the effective mass is lighter i.e.,
meff = V ′′

eff(a) < ma. When ρ > ρc the minima are absent, and the ALP is destabilized.
Cosmologically, the density of nucleons redshifts so the ALP may be destabilized at early

times. If this is the case, then at some later time the nucleon density will redshift sufficiently
for the minima to appear, with the specific transition time being parameter-dependent. After
this, the field will evolve towards the nearest minimum. Astrophysically, one expects that
the ALP VEV is shifted inside celestial objects. This implies that its mass is lighter than it
is in interstellar space, increasing the range of the ALP-mediated fifth-force. Depending on
the size of µ, sufficiently dense objects may destabilize the ALP. In what follows, we explore
these possibilities quantitatively. To summarize our results, we find:

Cosmological ALPs:

– In the stabilized regime the ALP exhibits oscillations about a time-dependent
VEV. The former acts as a component of DM while the latter acts as DE. Thus,
CP-violating ALPs provide a unified description of these phenomena.

– At early times, the ALP is destabilized and we derive a bound on the model
parameters that must be satisfied in order that the nucleon masses do not vary
significantly between big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) and the cosmic microwave
background (CMB).

Astrophysical ALPs:

– The ALP may be destabilized inside neutron stars, causing it to make large field
excursions that would unbind the star. We derive bounds on the model parameters
that ensure that this cannot happen so that these objects exist.

– The ALP can be probed by solar system tests of gravity. We derive the corre-
sponding bounds on the model parameters.

This work is organized as follows. We introduce CP-violating ALPs and derive the
features outlined above in section 2. The consequences of the CP-violating couplings for the
ALP’s cosmological evolution are derived in section 3 and the consequences for neutron stars
in section 4. We discuss the implications of our results and conclude in section 5.
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2 CP-Violating Axions

The low-energy effective ALP action, valid at sub-MeV energy scales is

Sa =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
−1

2
∂µa∂

µa−m2
af

2
a

[
1− cos

(
a

fa

)]

+
∑
ψ=n,p

(
iψ̄γµ∂µψ −mψ

(
1 +

a

µψ

)
ψ̄ψ

)
+ · · ·

 , (2.1)

where ψ are Dirac spinors corresponding to either neutrons (ψ = n) or protons (ψ = p), µψ
are new mass scales parameterizing the strength of the CP-violating Yukawa ALP-nucleon
interactions, and · · · represent other ALP interactions and higher order terms not relevant
for this study. The Yukawa terms are sometimes written equivalently as −a∑ψ g

ψ
s ψ̄ψ with

ψ = n, p e.g., [25]; the relation is gψs = mψ/µψ as we derive in Appendix A. In what follows
we will take µn = µp = µ or, equivalently, gns = gps = gNs (N is for nucleon) for simplicity, and
to enable comparisons with previous works who have made the same choice e.g., reference
[25]. The action we consider is then

Sa =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
−1

2
∂µa∂

µa−m2
af

2
a

[
1− cos

(
a

fa

)]
+in̄γµ∂µn+ ip̄γµ∂µp−mn

(
1 +

a

µ

)
n̄n−mp

(
1 +

a

µ

)
p̄p

}
. (2.2)

This action is equivalent to a conformal scalar-tensor theory of gravity [31, 32] where the
Einstein frame metric gµν satisfies the Einstein equations and neutrons and protons move
on geodesics of the Jordan frame metric g̃µν = exp(a/µ)gµν ; see e.g., [33–40] for reviews. We
provide a brief review of this equivalence in Appendix A. As a consequence of this coupling,
the field’s equation of motion (EOM) is

□a− dVeff(a)

da
= 0; Veff(a) = V (a)− a

µ
T, (2.3)

where Veff is the effective potential that governs the field’s dynamics, □ = gµν∇µ∇ν , and
T = gµνT

µν is the trace of the energy-momentum tensor for protons and neutrons. In cases
where the pressure can be neglected, including non-relativistic sources and cosmology, the
effective potential is

Veff(a) = m2
af

2
a

[
1− cos

(
a

fa

)]
+
ρ

µ
a, (2.4)

where ρ = ρn + ρp is the density of protons and neutrons. The effective potential has an
infinite number of minima labeled by an integer n

amin = −fa arcsin
[
ρ

ρc

]
+ 2πnfa, (2.5)

when ρ < ρc, where ρc ≡ µfam
2
a is the critical density. In contrast, Veff(a) has no minima

(or maxima) when ρ > ρc. The two scenarios are exemplified in Fig. 1. As demonstrated in
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this figure by the vertical dashed lines, the position of the minima is shifted for nonzero but
sub-critical density, and the field’s mass at each minimum is

m2
eff = V ′′

eff(amin) = m2
a

√
1−

(
ρ

ρc

)2

. (2.6)

This implies that the CP-violating couplings act to reduce the ALP mass in high-density
environments so that the monopole-monopole force range is increased. For relativistic objects,
the picture above is qualitatively unchanged but ρ is replaced by −T = ρ − 3P with P the
pressure of protons and neutrons. The majority of physical nuclear equations of state have
ρ − 3P > 0, but for the few that do not, the potential in Fig. 1 is tilted the opposite
direction. In this case, the qualitative considerations above still apply, but the field rolls to
larger values when ρ > ρc.

The ALP EFT in equation (2.2) ceases to be a valid description at energies/temperatures
larger than ∼MeV. In this case, one must use the UV completion where the ALP-matter
couplings are treated at the level of individual quarks. These too have CP-violating couplings
[22]. We will remain agnostic of these in what follows in order to be as model-independent as
possible, but some general considerations can be discerned. The discussion above is unchanged
except for the replacement of T by the trace of the energy-momentum tensor of the quarks,
possibly with different couplings µq, which would change aT/µ → a

∑
q Tq/µq with the sum

running over all quarks. The ALP-quark EFT does not break down at temperatures larger
than the quark masses, however this does not imply that at such temperatures ρ − 3P = 0
such that the contributions to the ALP potential vanish. This would be true for exactly
massless quarks, but the leading-order correction for a massive particle scales as m2

qT
2
q where

mq and Tq are the quark mass and temperature respectively [41–43]. This increases at higher
temperatures, acting to destabilize the ALP potential.

3 Cosmology

We first study the cosmological implications of ALP-nucleon Yukawa couplings. In a flat
Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) universe, equation (2.3) becomes

ä+ 3Hȧ+m2
afa sin

(
a

fa

)
+
ρb(t)

µ
= 0. (3.1)

The baryon density ρb(t) = 3H2M2
PlΩb,0(1+z)

3 increases in the past and therefore, depending
on the parameters, we expect that the minima exist at late-times but that the ALP may be
destabilized (i.e., ρ > ρc) in the past at a critical redshift

zc =

(
µfam

2
a

3H2
0M

2
PlΩb,0

) 1
3

− 1. (3.2)

The effective action (2.2) is valid when quarks are confined, below the QCD phase transition
at zQCD ∼ 1012, so this expression is accurate provided that zc ≤ zQCD. The UV-completion
describing the ALP-quark CP-violating couplings is required to treat redshifts larger than
this. As discussed above, the qualitative features are unchanged at high redshift — the ALP
potential will be destabilized at some point in the past. In our current analysis, we will treat
the effects of this as an initial field position and velocity and begin our investigations at zQCD
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Eö
t-

W
as

h

H UST

White dwarfs

AU R� R⊕ km m cm µm nm Å
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Figure 2. CP-violating ALP parameter space gNs vs ma; we remind the reader that gNs = mN/µ. The
ALP-nucleon Yukawa couplings mediate fifth-forces on length scales given in the top legend with
strength relative to gravity α = FALP/Fgrav given in the right legend. The dashed lines show regions
(indicated by the arrow) where the ALP is destabilized before the QCD phase transition i.e., zc > zQCD

in Eq. (3.2) for different values of fa indicated in the figure. The blue region shows constraints from
inverse-square law tests of gravity [44–48], the light blue region shows bounds from tests of weak
equivalence principle [49, 50], and the dark orange region shows the astrophysical limits from white
dwarf cooling [51]. The QCD axion region highlights the expected parameter space for the QCD
axion. The figure was created by modifying the open-source code from reference [25].

or later. The regions of parameter space where zc > zQCD for different values of the axion
decay constant are shown in figure 2. A general cosmological scenario is as follows.

We expect that the ALP effective potential is destabilized at some point in the past,
implying that the cosmology of the ALP begins with a rolling phase after inflation. This
is problematic for some parameters because the field can make large excursions during this
time. Equation (2.2) predicts that the nucleon masses mN depend on the ALP VEV as

mN = m̄N

(
1 +

a

µ

)
(3.3)

with m̄N the nucleon mass at a = 0, which implies a variation in the masses of protons and
neutrons whenever the field varies. Between BBN and the CMB scales, such variations are
constrained to be smaller than ∼ 10% [52]. In addition, since the kinetic energy of the ALP is
expected to increase with time, it may dominate the energy budget of the universe, leading to
an early ALP-dominated kination phase. Finally, the ALP’s equation of state w ̸= 0 during
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this time so if the ALP constitutes DM today then this DM will have been absent in the
past, altering the standard ΛCDM evolution.

To investigate this quantitatively, we will consider the following scenario. As noted
above, prior to the QCD phase transition at zQCD ∼ 1012 the field is destabilized by ALP-
quark couplings so is rolling with some initial position a0 with velocity ȧ0. During the radi-
ation epoch, the ALP’s equation of motion in Eq. (3.1) is

ä+ 3Hȧ = −ρQCD
µ

(
tQCD

t

) 3
2

, (3.4)

where ρQCD ≈ 1.8 × 10−12 GeV4 is the baryonic density1 at the time of the QCD phase
transition, tQCD ≈ 2× 10−5s, and we have neglected the bare potential. This approximation
is valid at early times when the density-dependent term is large, but we expect it to break
down after some amount of time has elapsed because the term on the right hand side of
Eq. (3.4) redshifts as t−3/2. We can estimate this timescale by comparing the restoring term
with the driving term to find

tbreak =
1√
2ma

, (3.5)

where we have used the fact that a/fa ≪ 1. The solution to Eq. (3.4) with the initial
conditions a(tQCD) = a0 and ȧQCD = ȧ0 is

a(t) = a0 + 2ȧ0tQCD

(
1−

√
tQCD

t

)
+

2ρQCDt
3/2
QCD

µ

(
2

√
tQCD

t
− tQCD

t
− 1

)
√
t, (3.6)

demonstrating that at sufficiently late times, the initial conditions a0 and ȧ0 become irrele-
vant and a(t) ∝ −

√
t. Note that the approximations above do not break when the effective

potential is stabilized, only when the bare potential becomes important so this solution is
valid until the field approaches the nearest minimum. Taking the asymptotic solution, one
finds that the nucleon mass varies by 10% after a time

tN =
µ4

400ρ2QCDt
3
QCD

. (3.7)

From this, one concludes that tN ≤ tCMB where tCMB ≈ 380 kyr is the time of decoupling,
when µ < 5×1018 GeV. This suggests that a constraint on the CP-violating coupling µ can be
placed, but there are caveats that must be addressed before drawing such a conclusion. First,
we have used a series of approximations, one or more of which may break down; and second,
the bound only applies to values of fa and ma for which the baryon density at the time
of decoupling ρCMB ≈ 2.3 × 10−36 GeV4 is larger than the critical density ρc. When this
is not the case the minima reappear before the CMB is formed and the field excursion is
smaller than we have estimated. One can still place a bound in this case provided this effect
is accounted for.

We have further explored the scenario above to investigate these caveats by numerically
by solving Eq. (3.1) in a radiation dominated universe. An example is shown in figure 3. The
solution rapidly approaches the −

√
t scaling derived analytically above. Other choices of

1We remind the reader that the ALP couples only to nucleons so this value is smaller than the total
density of the universe at the QCD phase transition, ρ = 3H2M2

pl ∼ 5 × 10−3 GeV4, by several orders of
magnitude. All quoted parameters in this section were calculated using the Planck 2018 results [53].
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10-3 100 103
-2×10-7

-1×10-7

0

Figure 3. Cosmological evolution of the ALP field. The blue solid line is the numerical solution
obtained by solving the Klein-Gordon equation in Eq. (3.1) and the black dashed line is the approxi-
mate analytical solution in Eq. (3.6). The parameters used were gNs = 10−21 (µ = 9.38× 1020 GeV),
fa = 1016 GeV, and ma = 10−16 eV. The vertical solid red line indicates the time at which the
effective potential is stabilized i.e., ρ(t) = ρc, the vertical solid blue line shows the time of the QCD
phase transition, and the vertical solid magenta line shows the estimate for the time tbreak (Eq. (3.5))
at which the analytic solution in Eq. (3.6) is estimated to break down.

parameters gave similar behavior. We therefore conclude that the analytically derived bound
µ < 5× 1018 for parameters ma and fa where ρ < ρc is robust. This bound is reinforced by
tests of the weak equivalence principle (WEP).

As to the question of whether the destabilized ALP can over-close the universe at late
times: equation (3.6) shows that this is not possible. The asymptotic solution a ∼ −

√
t

implies that the kinetic energy ȧ2/2 is decaying while the potential is bounded by virtue of
being a cosine. Ultimately, this can be traced back to the density term in the ALP’s EOM
decaying as the universe expands. Interestingly, this implies that there may be a phase of
kination in the early universe, although the details of this will depend on the axion-quark
coupling, so lie beyond the scope of the present work.

The minima of the effective potential appear at z = zc. As can be seen in Fig. 3, the field
will subsequently roll towards the nearest time-dependent minimum, pushed by the density
term in Eq. (3.1) (which acts as a driving force) and execute harmonic oscillations. Writing
a(t) = amin(t)+δa(t) one finds, in the limit where ρ(t) ≪ ρc, appropriate for all times except
the short period when z ≈ zc:

δ̈a+ 3Hδ̇a+m2
eff(t)δa = 0, (3.8)

where we have taken ämin ≈ ȧmin ≈ 0. Thus, the field indeed executes damped harmonic
oscillations about amin(t) with period m−1

eff (t). For all intents and purposes one has meff ∼ ma

when ρ ≪ ρc (see Eq. (2.6)). As with regular ALPs, the component δa(t) behaves as cold
dark matter (CDM) with equation of state w = 0 [2, 3]. The component amin(t) induced
by the CP-violating couplings behaves as a form of dynamical dark energy with equation of
state

wDE =
Pa
ρa

=
ȧ2min − 2V (amin)

ȧ2min + 2V (amin)
= −1 + 18

H2
0

m2
a

(3.9)
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where H0 ∼ 10−33 eV is the Hubble constant today, we have again taken the limit ρ ≪ ρc,
and the final expression is the value at the present time. This gives detectable deviations
from the ΛCDM value w = −1 for ALPs with masses in the range ma ∼ 10−31–10−32 eV but
is negligible for heavier masses.

The case where ma ∼ H0 ∼ 10−33 eV must be treated separately because the oscillation
period is longer than the age of the universe, implying that the field is slowly-rolling towards
the nearest minimum and does not act as CDM. In the slow-roll limit, ä ≈ 0, and taking
sin(a/fa) ≈ a/fa, equation (3.1) admits the solution

a(t) = aie
−m2

a
4

(t2−t2i ) +
t20ρ0
4µ

e−
m2

at2

4

[
Ei

(
m2
at

2
i

4

)
− Ei

(
m2
at

2

4

)]
, (3.10)

where ti is the time at which the field begins to roll; ai = a(ti) is the ALP’s initial con-
dition; and we have taken H(t) = 2/3t and ρb = ρ0(t/t0)

2/3, corresponding to a matter
dominated universe. The function

Ei(y) =

∫ y

−∞

eu

u
du (3.11)

is the exponential integral function. At late times when t ≫ m−1
a we can Taylor-expand

Eq. (3.10) to find that the equation of state of the field in Eq. (3.9) is

wDE = −1 +
8

m2
at

2
(3.12)

so the field acts as a source of dynamical dark energy.

4 Astrophysical Objects

Figure 4 shows the expected behavior of the ALP inside stars. The CP-violating coupling
causes the ALP VEV to be density-dependent, implying that the VEV at the center of stars
will differ from the asymptotic VEV at large distances. The latter is set by minimizing the
effective potential in the ambient background, which is the density in the host galaxy. The
former depends upon whether the minima exist, and, if so, whether it is energetically favor-
able for the field to minimize Veff [35, 36]. These inhomogeneous boundary conditions imply
that stars will source an ALP field, giving rise to an ALP-mediated fifth-force between its
constituents and, consequentially, altering its structure. This raises two questions: (1) what
happens if ρ > ρc at some radius within the object? and (2) which objects, if any, can be
used to constrain the CP-violating coupling? We now address each of these in turn.

4.1 ALP Destabilization Inside Stars

If ρ > ρc is reached at some radius within the star then the ALP effective potential is
destabilized. The potential energy is unbounded from below, and can in principle be reduced
ad infinitium by moving the ALP to increasingly negative values. In practice, the ALP will
not move to −∞ because it is not the potential energy that must be minimized but the
total energy. Far from the object, the minimum energy configuration is one where the ALP
minimizes Veff in the ambient density, so there is a gradient energy cost to be paid for moving
the field to negative values inside the star in order for the field to asymptote to the requisite
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Figure 4. Behavior of the ALP inside astrophysical objects of radius R when the effective potential
is stabilized. The asymptotic field value is a∞ but the density-dependent effective potential causes the
field to deviate from this inside astrophysical bodies. Left: Case where the field minimizes Veff . There
is a large gradient energy cost to doing this. Right: If it is not energetically favorable for the field
to minimize Veff due to the gradient energy cost then the field does not make large excursions from
a∞. The field mediates a fifth-force proportional to ∇a so the scenario in the left figure is expected
to alter stellar structure. If the density becomes sufficiently high that the ALP effective potential is
destabilized then the field is expected to run away to large values (scenario not depicted).

value at large distances (see Fig. 4). We then expect that the field will move by a distance
∆a from it’s asymptotic value a∞ such that

E =

∫
d3x⃗

(
1

2
ȧ2 +

1

2
|∇a|2 + Veff(a)

)
(4.1)

is minimized. Assuming a static, spherically-symmetric object we can write a(x⃗) = a∞+∆a,
and make the further approximation that ρa(x⃗)/µ ≫ V (a) appropriate for the destabilized
regime. If the star has a massM and radius R we can approximate d3x⃗ ∼ R3, ρ ∼ 3M/4πR3,
and |∇a| ∼ ∆a/R to find

E ≈ 1

2
R(∆a)2 +

3M

4µ
(a∞ +∆a). (4.2)

This is minimized when

∆a = − 3M

4µR
. (4.3)

Equation (4.3) reveals that the largest field excursions happen in the most compact objects,
which are neutron stars. Following Eq. (3.3), this implies that the neutron mass at the center
of these stars differs from the laboratory measured value of then neutron mass by an amount

∆mn

m̄n
=

∆a

µ
= − 3M

4Rµ2
. (4.4)

For a typical neutron star with M = 1M⊙ and R = 12 km one has∣∣∣∣∆mn

m̄n

∣∣∣∣ = (3.7× 1018 GeV

µ

)2

, (4.5)
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Figure 5. Region plot showing where the ALP potential becomes destabilized inside neutron stars,
indicated by ρNS > ρc, with a typical neutron star density of ρNS = 1014 g/cm3. We show five
regions, labeled by their respective axion decay constants, for which the change in the neutron mass
detailed in Eq. (4.5) is |∆mn/m̄n| ≥ 1. Moreover, in yellow, we show the bounds from the perihelion of
Mercury [54], and in red, the bounds from the Cassini satellite [55]; both are derived in section 4.4. In
grey, we show existing constraints from tests of the inverse-square law [44–48], white dwarf cooling [51],
and WEP violation searches [49, 50]. Lastly, the QCD axion region indicates where the QCD axion
is expected to live [25]. The plot was generated by adapting the open-source code from O’Hare et
al. [25].

implying that CP-violating couplings at the Planck-scale or smaller are problematic for values
of ma and fa for which ρNS > ρc. We show this region in Fig. 5 for a typical neutron
stars density ρNS = 1014 g/cm3. In this region, the gravitational fine-structure constant
αG = Gm2

n → 0, implying that the neutron star will be unbound.

4.2 Modified Stellar Structure

We can gain some intuition for how and when stars are modified in the presence of the ALP
CP-violating coupling by considering a static, spherically-symmetric non-relativistic object,
for which equation (2.3) becomes

1

r2
d

dr

(
r2

da(r)

dr

)
− dVeff(a)

da
= 0. (4.6)

As discussed above, at large distances the field must tend to the asymptotic value a∞,
which minimizes Veff in the host galaxy’s ambient density; and the field at the center will
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be displaced from this (see Fig. 4). In the case where ρ > ρc in the core of the object
the potential is destabilized, the field is displaced by an amount of order 3M/4µR (see
Eq. (4.3)). In the case where the potential is not destabilized energy considerations again
dictate the central value. Either the field will minimize the effective potential at the stellar
central density if it is energetically favorable to do so, or a compromise between potential
and gradient energy will be reached that minimizes the total energy. In some theories, this
behavior can give rise to novel phenomena such as screening mechanisms [35, 36, 39, 56–
58] or spontaneous scalarization [59, 60]. However, we do not expect these effects to arise
in our theory because both the effective ALP mass and ALP-nucleon coupling do not vary
significantly with density. The coupling is constant and Eq. (2.6) demonstrates that except
in the limit ρ ∼ ρc, the effective mass is always of order the bare mass ma. Thus, we expect
that the field sourced by an object with mass M will scale schematically as

a(r) ∼ M

4πµr
e−mar, (4.7)

demonstrating that deviations from general relativity (GR) will only manifest for parameters
where the Compton wavelength λC ∼ m−1

a is larger than the length-scale of the object and

F5

FN
=

1

4πGµ2
≳ 1 (4.8)

where F5 = |∇a(r)|/µ is the ALP-mediated fifth-force per unit mass [34–36] and FN is the
gravitational acceleration. Celestial bodies have length scales R ≳ km, so, examining Fig. (5),
the requirement in Eq. (4.8) implies that any bounds will likely complement those coming
from tests of the WEP.

4.3 Neutron Star Structure

As discussed above, we expect the largest effects of ALPs, if any, inside neutron stars. Equa-
tion (4.5) gives a new approximate bound on µ ≳ 3.7× 1018 GeV for parameters {ma, fa, µ}
where ρ > ρc is obtained at some radius inside the star (see Fig 5). The precise bound is
sensitive to the equation of state of nuclear matter of course. This bound can equivalently
be thought of as a bound on the regime of validity of the effective field theory (EFT). The
Yukawa coupling in (2.2) scales as a/µ so we require a/µ≪ 1 for the theory to constitute a
healthy EFT. The neutron mass scales as mn(1 + a/µ) so equation Eq. (4.5) demonstrates
that, as expected, problems such as zero neutron mass arise precisely at energy scales of
order the EFT cut-off µ. In order to avoid this, we must demand that µ ≳ 3.7× 1018 GeV to
avoid exiting the regime of validity of the EFT inside neutron stars.

Moving away from the extreme case above, we now turn our attention to couplings that
satisfy the bound µ ≳ 3.7 × 1018 GeV and discuss whether the ALP CP-violating coupling
can alter the structure of neutron stars. The bound is already higher than the Planck scale,
implying that we may be in the regime of quantum gravity. Nonetheless, such couplings are
often considered in the context of modified gravity. Following our discussion in Sec. 4.2 above,
we expect deviations from GR when ma ≲ (10 km−1) ∼ 10−11 eV and µ ≲

√
2MPl ∼ 3.4 ×

1018 GeV. This is incompatible with the bound derived above, suggesting that deviations from
GR will be negligible. One caveat to this is that the bound does not apply if fa andma are such
that ρ > ρc. We explored this possibility finding that deviations from GR are negligible. In
addition, there are further caveats that the bound on µ derived above made a series of
approximations, and that Eq. (4.7) and (4.8) were derived in the non-relativistic limit, which
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does not apply to neutron stars. To eliminate these sources of uncertainty, we derived the
modified Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkovff (TOV) system of equations for CP-violating axions
and solved them numerically for a realistic nuclear equation of state, APR [61], to find the
modified mass-radius relation. The equations and a description of our numerical code are
given in Appendix B. We explored the parameter range µ ∈ [1021, 1025] GeV, fa ∈ [1015, 6×
1019] GeV, ma ∈ [10−16, 10−11] eV. We found negligible differences from the GR solutions,
with deviations in the maximummasses being of order ∆M = 10−3M⊙. We therefore conclude
that the new bound on µ that we have obtained is the only constraint that can be extracted
from neutron stars.

4.4 Solar System Tests

As noted above, axions with masses smaller than the Compton wavelength of the object
under consideration behave as massless scalar-tensor theories, which are constrained by the
parameterized post-Newtonian (PPN) framework for testing GR in the solar system [54]. In
this subsection, we translate these bounds into bounds on µ as a function of ma. The two
relevant parameters are γ, which controls the magnitude of the Shapiro time-delay effect
and the angle of light bending by massive bodies; and β, which determines the perihelion
advance of orbiting bodies. While enroute to Saturn in 2002, the Cassini satellite obtained
conjunction with Earth, enabling a test of the Shapiro-time delay effect at a distance of 8.43
Au [55]. This constrained the parameter γ to satisfy |γ − 1| < 2× 10−5, which, in our case,
applies when ma ≲ (8.43 Au)−1 ∼ 1.6× 10−19eV. The parameter β is constrained to satisfy
|β−1| < 8×10−5 using observations of the perihelion of Mercury [54]. In our case, this bound
applies for masses ma ≲ R−1

Mercury ∼ (0.4 Au)−1 ∼ 3.3× 10−18 eV. We can calculate γ and β
for CP-violating ALPs when the bounds above apply by assuming the massless limit. In this
limit, one has [37, 62, 63]

γ − 1 = −4
M2

Pl

2M2
Pl + µ2

and β − 1 = −2
M4

pl

(2M2
Pl + µ2)2

. (4.9)

The resultant bounds on µ are shown in Fig. 5. Quantitatively, the bound on γ yields µ >
1.16 × 1021 GeV (gNs < 8.07 × 10−22) and the bound on β yields µ > 2.16 × 1019 GeV
(gNs < 4.36× 10−20).

5 Discussion and Conclusions

In this work we have explored the phenomenological consequences of Yukawa couplings be-
tween axion-like particles and nucleons. Such couplings, which are induced by CP-violation in
the UV, are expected to arise in generic models. We identified a novel phenomenon whereby
the ALP effective potential can be destabilized in sufficiently high nucleon densities larger
than a model-dependent critical density. In this regime, the field rolls over potentially large
distances. Below the critical density, the ALP vacuum expectation value is shifted, reducing
its mass.

We explored the cosmology of CP-violating ALPs and found three distinct late-time
regimes:

1. ALPs with masses ma > 10−32 eV behave like (a subfraction of) cold DM, similarly to
the standard scenario.
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2. ALPs with masses in the range ma ∼ 10−31–10−32 eV execute oscillations about a
time-dependent minimum. The oscillating component behaves like cold DM while the
component that tracks the minimum provides a source of dynamical dark energy with
equation of state w that exhibits detectable deviations from that of a cosmological
constant, w = −1. ALPs with masses in this range thus provide a unified description
DM and dark energy.

3. ALPs with masses ma ∼ 10−33 eV act as dynamical dark energy with an equation of
state that deviates from that of a cosmological constant.

At early times, the ALP potential is destabilized and can roll over large distances. The specific
time depends upon the model parameters. This rolling is problematic because the nucleon
masses would change by a factor ∆mN = ∆a/µ. Requiring that any such change between
big bang nucelosynthesis and the CMB is smaller than 10% imposes the bound µ ≳ 5× 1018

GeV.
We also explored the effects of ALP CP-violating couplings for neutron stars. We found

that the large densities inside neutron stars can be sufficient to destabilize the ALP if µ ≳
3.7 × 1018 GeV. When this condition is imposed and the potential is stabilized, the effects
of axion-mediated Yuakwa forces are negligible. Finally, we derived bounds on the model
parameters imposed by solar system tests of post-Newtonian gravity.

Our preliminary study lays the foundation for follow-up investigations along several
lines. One possibility would be to build and constrain models of ALP dark energy. Another
would be to build models of ALP early dark energy aimed at resolving the Hubble ten-
sion. The canonical early dark energy model utilizes ALP-like periodic potentials [16, 64] but
it faces theoretical challenges [65, 66]. The model parameters are tuned such that the onset
of early dark energy coincides with matter-radiation equality, and the leading-order ALP
potential is fine-tuned to zero to avoid predicting too much DM at late times. It would be
interesting to explore the possibility of using a combination of the time-varying axion mass
and destabilization as building blocks for a more natural model.

Another application would be to relaxion models, which may resolve the Higgs or cos-
mological constant fine-tuning problems [67, 68]. These utilize a similar potential to ours in
the destabilized regime, with the notable difference that the destabilization is due to a linear
term in the bare potential so is ever-present. The field is ultimately stabilized by ALP-gauge
field strength couplings. Including CP-violating Yukawa couplings to matter would provide
an alternative method for stabilizing the relaxion at late times.

Finally, the novel phenomenological features we have identified could be imported into
more general theories e.g., dark sector ALPs coupled to dark gauge groups. The parameters
in such theories would be subject to fewer observational bounds, enlarging the space for
model building.

Software

Mathematica v13.2.1.0, Python v3.10.14, SciPy v1.13.0, open-source plotting code from
O’Hare et al. (2020) [25].
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A Equivalence of Yukawa couplings and Conformal Scalar-Tensor Theories

In this Appendix, we review the equivalence between conformal scalar-tensor theories of
gravity and Yukawa couplings, and use this equivalence to derive some results used in the
main text.

Our starting point is a conformal scalar-tensor theory in the Einstein frame. This theory
contains a graviton described by the Einstein frame metric gµν , a scalar a (the ALP), and
an arbitrary number of matter fermions Ψj . These are coupled to the conformally-rescaled

Jordan frame metrics G
(j)
µν = A2

j (a)gµν

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
R(g)

16πG
− 1

2
∇µa∇µa− V (a)

]
+ Sm[G

(j)
µν ; Ψj ], (A.1)

where A(ϕ) are free coupling functions. The final term indicates that all indices in the action
for the matter fermions are contracted with their own Jordan frame metric G(j). It is this cou-
pling that gives rise to modifications of general relativity. The fermions move on geodesics of

G
(j)
µν whereas it is gµν that satisfies the Einstein equations. In this description, the space-time

curvature sourced by matter differs from the space-time governing the motion of particles,

and one can view each particle as living in its own distinct spacetime G
(j)
µν .

To see that this coupling is equivalent to a Yukawa coupling, we expand out the action
for fermions as

Sm[G
(j)
µν ; Ψj ] =

∑
j

∫
d4x
√

−G(j)
[
iΨ̄jE

µ
(j)aγ

a
↔
∂ µΨj −mjΨ̄jΨj

]
, (A.2)

where Ea(j)µ is the vierbein for G(j) i.e., G
(j)
µνE

µ
(j)aE

ν
(j)b = ηab, {γa, γb} = ηab, and

↔
∂ µ = (

→
∂ µ−

←
∂ µ)/2; this formalism has been used to avoid the need to include the spin-connection. Ex-

panding this action in terms of the Einstein frame metric using
√

−G(j) = A4
j (a)

√−g,
Eµ(j)a = A−1

j (a)eµa with eµa the Einstein frame vierbein i.e., gµνe
µ
aeνb = ηab one finds

Sm[gµν ; Ψj ] =
∑
j

∫
d4x

√−g
[
iA3

j (a)Ψ̄e
µ
aγ

a
↔
∂ µΨ−mjA

4
j (a)Ψ̄jΨj

]
. (A.3)

One can then canonically normalize the fermion fields as ψj = A− 3
2 (a)Ψj to find

Sm[gµν ;ψj ] =
∑
j

∫
d4x

√−g
[
iψ̄eµaγ

a
↔
∂ µψ −mjAj(a)ψ̄jψj

]
. (A.4)

A Yukawa coupling of a to the field ψj is then seen to be equivalent to

Aj(a) = 1 +
a

µj
= 1 + gj

a

mj
(A.5)
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where the mass scales µj are introduced on grounds of dimension and the second expression
introduces the dimensionless Yukawa coupling gj = mj/µj .

The equation of motion for the scalar can be derived directly from the action (A.1). Do-
ing so, one has

□a− dV (a)

da
+

1√−g
δSm
δa

= 0. (A.6)

The final term can be expanded as

1√−g
δS

δa
=
∑
j

1√−g
δS

δG
(j)
µν

δG
(j)
µν

δa
=
∑
j

A4
j (a)G

(j)
µνΘ

µν
j

d lnAj(a)

da
, (A.7)

where Θµν
j = 2√

−G(j)

δS

δG
(j)
µν

is the trace of the fermion energy-momentum tensor for Ψj . We

wish to work with the canonically-normalized field ψj in the Einstein frame. Making this

change, one has G
(j)
µνΘ

µν
j = A−4

j gµνT
µν
j = A−4

j Tj where T
µν
j is the energy-momentum tensor

for ψj derived from the action (A.4) and Tj is its trace [34]. The EOM in equation (A.6) is
then

□a− dV (a)

da
+
∑
j

d lnAj(a)

da
Tj = 0, (A.8)

showing that the dynamics of the scalar are governed by an effective potential Veff = V (a)−∑
j Tj ln(Aj), which is equivalent to Eq. (2.3) after coupling to nucleons with equal strength

and working to first-order in a/µ.

B Stellar Structure Equations in the Presence of CP-Violating ALPs

In this Appendix, we derive the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkov equations governing the struc-
ture of static spherically symmetric neutron stars in the presence of ALP-nucleon couplings,
and explain our numerical procedure for solving them. We begin by deriving the modified
TOV equations. The equations to be solved are the Einstein and Klein-Gordon equations. We
work in the Einstein frame and in the limit where a/µ ≪ 1 so that factors of A(a) (but not
A′(a)) can be neglected. We use the standard gauge for the metric

ds2 = −eν(r)dt2 + eλ(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2, (B.1)

where dΩ2 is the line-element on a unit 2-sphere; and make the ansatz a = a(r), mandated
by the symmetries of the system. We model the star as a perfect fluid with pressure p
and density ρ with corresponding energy-momentum tensor Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν + pgµν with
uµ = (−e− ν

2 , 0, 0, 0) the four velocity in this gauge. Inside the star, these ansatzes leads to
the following system of equations

dp

dr
= −1

2
(ρ+ p)

dν

dr
+ (3p− ρ)

fa
µ

dθ

dr
, (B.2)

dν

dr
=
eλ − 1

r
+

[
8πrG

(
p− ρ

fa
µ

−m2
af

2
a (1− cos (θ))

)
eλ + 4πrGf2a

(
dθ

dr

)2
]
, (B.3)

dλ

dr
=

1− eλ

r
+

[
8πrG

(
ρ

(
1 +

fa
µ

)
+m2

af
2
a (1− cos (θ))

)
eλ + 4πrGf2a

(
dθ

dr

)2
]
, (B.4)
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d2θ

dr2
+
dθ

dr

(
2

r
− 1

2

dλ

dr
+

1

2

dν

dr

)
−m2

ae
λ sin (θ) =

ρeλ

faµ
, (B.5)

where θ ≡ a/fa. We use the APR equation of state [61] to close our system of equations,
enabling us to express p ≡ p(ρ).

The system above is an initial-boundary value problem — the equations for the metric
potentials and the pressure/density are initial value problems while the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion for the scalar is a boundary value problem. The central conditions are ρ(0) = ρcentral,
which gives pcentral via the EOS; λ(0) = 0, reflecting the fact that there is no mass at
r = 0; ν(0) = νcentral; and θ

′(0) = 0, which is mandated by spherical symmetry. Physically,
ρcentral is a free parameter that determines the star’s mass and radius, while νcentral is a choice
of time-coordinate/units that is shifted as νcentral → νcentral + ν0 under the gauge transfor-
mation t → eν0/2t. We will make use of this to extract the star’s mass. The central ALP
value θ(0) = θcentral is fixed by the requirement that limr→∞ θ(r) = θ∞ where θ∞ = a∞/fa
is the asymptotic field value, which minimizes the effective potential in the ambient density
ρ∞ surrounding the neutron star. In what follows we will take θ∞ = 0 corresponding to
ρ∞ = 0. Strictly speaking, the physical ambient density is the galactic density, ρgal ∼ 10−24

g/cm3 but, practically, this shifts the minimum from a∞ = 0 by a negligible amount. The ra-
dius of the star R corresponds to the point where ρ(R) = 0. The scalar, the metric potentials,
and their derivatives are continuous across this boundary.

Due to the singularity at r = 0, the numerical integration cannot begin at the star’s
center. Instead, we define the initial conditions at a small distance from the center, ri, where
ri ≪ R with R being the radius of a neutron star, typically on the order of 106 cm. We
choose ri = 10−15 cm. For consistency, we derive the initial conditions for metric potentials,
field, and density at r = ri by expanding them to second-order in r as

ρi = ρcentral + αr2i , (B.6)

νi = νcentral + βr2i , (B.7)

λi = γr2i , (B.8)

θi = θcentral + ηr2i , (B.9)

and using the modified TOV equations to find the unknown coefficients {α, β, λ, η} as func-
tions of the central values and ALP parameters. Notably, λcentral is zero, reflecting the fact
that no mass in enclosed at r = 0 is zero, as anticipated. The final expressions are cumber-
some so we do not give them here. We imposed the asymptotic conditions at a final radius
rf = 2000 km.

We solved the TOV system above using a custom algorithm, which will be released upon
publication of this work:

1. The LSODA method [69, 70] was first utilized to solve the interior system as an initial
value problem with an initial guess for the central field value θ(0) = θcentral found by
using Eq. (4.3) assuming a constant density star with ρ = ρcent to find the field value
that minimizes the Hamiltonian:

θcentral = −πR
2ρcent
µfa

. (B.10)

The system was integrated until the radius R where ρ(R) = 0, yielding a value for
θ(R) = θ−.
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2. Next, the solve bvp function from SciPy was used to solve the exterior boundary
value problem. This method utilizes a fourth-order collocation algorithm with residual
control [71], and solves the collocation system through a damped Newton method
with an affine-invariant criterion function [72]. We use θ(rf ) = 0 and θ′(R) obtained
in the previous step as boundary conditions. This step yields θ(R) = θ+ such that
limr→∞ = 0.

3. The Nedler-Mead minimization algorithm [73] was employed to minimize a pre-defined
cost function without the need for gradients, making it suitable for complicated prob-
lems where the gradients are computationally expensive or inaccessible. We used a
mean squared error (MSE) cost function cost = |θ′(rf ) − 0|2 + |θ− − θ+|2. To restrict
ourselves to physical solutions, we penalized solutions where θ(r) > 0 and null solutions
θ(r < R) = 0. Due to the difference in the scales of each term, we normalize the terms
with equal weights to ensure that minimizing the cost is fair to both terms.

This algorithm yields numerical solutions for {ν(r), λ(r), θ(r), ρ(r)}. To find the star’s mass,
we use the asymptotic expansion for the metric potential

lim
r→∞

ν(r) = A

(
1− 2GM

r

)
(B.11)

where A is a constant that accounts for the arbitrariness of the time coordinate discussed
above. The values of A and M were extracted by matching the numerical solutions for ν(r)
and ν ′(r) onto this.
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