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Abstract

Ultralight axion like particles (ALPs) of mass ma ∈ (10−21eV − 10−22eV) with axion decay

constant fa ∼ 1017GeV can be candidates for fuzzy dark matter (FDM). If celestial bodies like

Earth and Sun are immersed in a low mass axionic FDM potential and if the ALPs have coupling

with nucleons then the coherent oscillation of the axionic field results a long range axion hair outside

of the celestial bodies. The range of the axion mediated Yukawa type fifth force is determined by

the distance between the Earth and the Sun which fixes the upper bound of the mass of axion as

ma . 10−18eV. The long range axionic Yukawa potential between the Earth and Sun changes the

gravitational potential between them and contribute to the light bending and the Shapiro time

delay. From the observational uncertainties of those experiments, we put an upper bound on the

axion decay constant as fa . 9.85 × 106GeV, which is the stronger bound obtained from Shapiro

time delay. This implies if ALPs are FDM, then they do not couple to nucleons.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The galactic rotation curve [1, 2] and the Bullet cluster experiment by Chandra X-ray

observatory [3] confirms the existance of non luminous /dark matter (DM) in our universe

which constitutes 25% of the total energy budget and cannot be explained by our known

standard model (SM) of particle physics [4]. The model of weakly interacting massive

particles (WIMPs) motivated from supersymmetric theory (SUSY) is a promising candidate

of DM [5]. However, direct detection experiments put stringent bound on the WIMPs of

mass & 1GeV [6–8]. The other problem with WIMP model is that it cannot explain the small

scale structure problem of the universe [9, 10]. To resolve these drawbacks, physicists think of

alternative models like feebly interacting massive particles (FIMPs) [11], strongly interacting

massive particles (SIMPs) [12], fuzzy dark matter (FDM) [13] etc., where particles such

as sterile neutrino [14], axions or axion like particles [15, 16], ultralight particles [17–19],

primordial black holes [20, 21] etc., can be the possible dark matter candidates. These DM

particles can have a wide mass range varying from a very few eV to several GeV.

In this paper, we consider FDM model where the mass of the particle is O(10−21eV −

10−22eV) and it can solve the cuspy halo problem. This ultralight dark matter particle has a

de Broglie wavelength of the size of a dwarf galaxy (1− 2kpc) and can form a Bose-Einstein

condensate. Ultralight scalar or vector particles, axions or axion like particles (ALPs) can

be the candidates of FDM. In the following, we have considered the ultralight ALPs as FDM

candidates.

The main motivation of introducing axions in nature was to solve the strong CP problem

and it was first proposed by Peccei and Quinn in 1977 [22–25]. The direct experimental

probe of strong CP problem is the measurement of neutron electroc dipole moment (nEDM).

The nEDM depends on a parameter θ̄ which is related to the quantum chromodynamics

(QCD) θ angle by θ̄ = θ + arg(det(Mq)) where Mq is the quark mass matrix [26, 27]. From

chiral perturbation theory, we can write the nEDM as dn ∼ 10−16θ̄e.cm. The experimental

bonud on nEDM (dn < 10−26e.cm) puts upper bound on nEDM parameter as θ̄ < 10−10

[28]. The natural choice of θ̄ ∼ O(1) violates the experimental bound which is called

the strong CP problem. To solve this problem of having very small value of θ̄, Peccei

and Quinn (PQ) proposed that θ̄ is not just a parameter but a dynamical field and is

driven to zero by its own classical potential. This θ̄ is the axion field which is scaled
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by fa (some energy scale) to make θ̄ = a
fa

dimensionless. The axion is a pseudo nambo

Goldstone boson which arises due to spontaneous symmetry breaking of global U(1) PQ

symmetry at the scale fa and explicitly breaks at the QCD scale (ΛQCD) by non perturbative

QCD effects. These are QCD axions and can couple with the other SM particles with

interaction strength ∝ 1
fa

[29]. Hence, larger values of fa implies weaker coupling with

matter. There are other ultralight pseudoscalar particles which are not exactly the QCD

axions but have similar kind of interactions. Those particles are called axion like particles

or ALPs and are well motivated from string theory [30]. So far, there are no experimental

confirmation of the presence of axions however astrophysical, cosmological, laboratory and

other experiments put bounds on the axion parameters [31–49]. The axions can also be

probed from superradiance [50, 51] and birefringence phenomena [52–54]. The ultralight

ALPs with mass ma ∼ 10−22eV and fa ∼ 1017GeV satisfy the cold FDM relic density which

are produced from vacuum misalignment mechanism [17].

In a macroscopic unpolarized body, if ALPs have spin dependent coupling with nucleons

then there is no net long range force due to ALPs outside the body. However, if they have

CP violating coupling then they can mediate long range force even for unpolarized body

[55, 56].

It has been proposed in [57] that if compact objects like neutron star (NS), white dwarf

(WD), and celestial bodies like Sun, Earth etc., are immersed in a low mass axionic FDM

potential and if the axions have coupling with nucleons then the coherent oscillation of the

axionic field results a long range axion hair outside of those objects. The long range Yukawa

type of axionic potential between Sun and Earth changes the effective gravitational potential

and affects in the measurement of bending of light and Shapiro time delay.

The bending of light or the gravitational lensing [58, 59] is one of the tests of Einstein’s

general theory of relativity (GR) along with the perihelion precession of Mercury planet and

the gravitational redshift [60]. When light ray from a distant star passes through a massive

object like Sun then the speed of light decreases due to the presence of increasing gravita-

tional potential. In other words, massive objects with higher gravity distorts the spacetime

geometry and bends the light. In 1915, Einstein became the first person to calculate the

amount of bending of light near the Sun which is 1.75arcsec based on equivalance principle.

This value agrees well with the experiment to an uncertainty of ∼ 10−4 [61]. Another test

of Einstein’s GR theory is the Shapiro time delay which was predicted by Irwin Shapiro in
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1964 [62, 63]. When a radar signal is sent from Earth to Venus and it reflects back from

Venus to Earth, then the time taken for the round trip is delayed by the presence of strong

gravitational potential near the Sun. The calculated amount of time delay is 2 × 10−4sec

which agrees well with the experiment to an uncertainty of ∼ 10−5 [64]. Gravitational waves,

high energy neutrinos etc., also have this Shapiro time delay from which one can constrain

the violation of weak equivalence principle [65, 66].

The Earth and Sun which are the sources of axions can mediate a long range Yukawa

type of potential and result an axionic fifth force between those massive objects. This

long range Yukawa potential affects the effective gravitational potential between Earth and

Sun and contribute to the bending of light and Shapiro time delay within the experimental

uncertainty.

It has been studied in [16], that if axions are sourced by NS and WD, then long range axion

hair can mediate between NS-NS and NS-WD binary systems and contribute to the orbital

period loss. From the observational uncertainty of the orbital period decay the authors of

[16] put bound on the axion parameters. In this paper we calculate the light bending and

Shapiro time delay due to the presence of long range axionic fifth force between Earth and

Sun and put bounds on the axion mass and axion decay constant.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, we have discussed the long range behaviour

of the axion field and the axion charge for a massive object immersed in an ultralight axion

potential. In Sec.III, we have explained how the Earth and the Sun can be the possible

sources of axions. In Sec.IV and Sec.V we have calculated the amount of light bending and

Shapiro time delay due to the long range axionic fifth force. We put bounds on the axion

parameters in Sec.VI from the observational uncertainty of light bending and Shapiro delay.

In Sec.VII, we put constraints on axionic FDM. Finally, in Sec.VIII, we conclude our result.

In the rest of the paper, we use natural system of units ~ = c = 1 and G = 1.

The parameters that we have chosen in our following analysis are: the radius of the

Sun R� ∼ r0 ∼ b = 6.96 × 1010cm = 3.52 × 1024GeV−1, the radius of the Earth R⊕ =

6.38 × 108cm = 3.22 × 1022GeV−1, the distance between Earth and Sun is D = re =

1.49 × 1013cm = 7.52 × 1026GeV−1, the distance between Sun and Venus is rv = 1.08 ×

1013cm = 5.47 × 1026GeV−1, the mass of Sun M = M� = 1057GeV, the mass of Earth

Mp = M⊕ = 3.35× 1051GeV, G = 10−38GeV−2.
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II. THE AXION PROFILE FOR A COMPACT/CELESTIAL OBJECT

The Lagrangian which describes the interaction of ALPs with other SM particles below

the PQ and the electroweak breaking scale in the leading order of 1
fa

is

L =
1

2
∂µa∂

µa− αs
8π
gag

a

fa
Gµν
a G̃

a
µν −

α

8π
gaγ

a

fa
F µνF̃µν +

1

2fa
gaf∂µaf̄γ

µγ5f, (1)

where g′s denote the coupling constants which depend on the model. The first term in Eq.(1)

denotes the kinetic term of the dynamical axion field, whereas the second, third and fourth

terms denote the interactions of axion with gluon, photon and fermion fields respectively.

All the coupling terms in Eq.(1) are proportional to 1
fa

which means larger value of fa leads

to weaker coupling of matter with axions.

It has been discussed in [57] that if ALPs are coupled with nucleons then massive objects

like Sun, Earth, neutron stars, white dwarfs etc., can be the sources of long range axion hair.

Here we consider the massive objects as Sun and Earth. In vacuum, the ALPs potential is

given by

V ≈ −εm2
πf

2
π

√
1− 4mumd

(mu +md)2
sin2

( a

2fa

)
, (2)

where mπ and fπ are the pion mass and pion decay constant respectively. mu and md are

the masses of up and down quarks, a denotes the axion field and ε is a small number which

is fixed by the axion mass that we want to probe. We chose mu = md for convenience and

the ALPs mass in vacuum becomes

ma =
mπfπ
2fa

√
ε r > R, (3)

where R is the radius of the massive object. Now, inside the massive object, the ALPs

potential is

V ≈ −m2
πf

2
π

{(
ε− σNnN

m2
πf

2
π

)∣∣∣ cos
( a

2fa

)∣∣∣+O
((σNnN

m2
πf

2
π

)2)}
, (4)

where the nucleon density nN corrects the quark mass mq which is denoted by σNnN
m2
πf

2
π

and

changes the ALPs potential. The nucleon σ term σN is defined by

σN =
∑
q=u,d

mq
∂mN

∂mq

. (5)

Inside the massive object, the ALPs mass is tachyonic and its magnitude is given by

mT =
mπfπ
2fa

√
σNnN
m2
πf

2
π

− ε, r < R. (6)
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Inside the massive object, σN 6= 0 and mT & ma. The high nucleon density inside the

massive object changes the sign of ALPs potential which allows the objects as the sources of

ALPs. The axion potential is periodic and it has a degenerate vacuua which can be weakly

broken by finite density effect or higher dimensional operators suppressed at the Planck

scale.

Inside the massive object (r < R) σN 6= 0, and the ALPs potential attains maxima at

a = 0,±4πfa · · · and minima at a = ±2πfa,±6πfa · · · . Outside the massive object (r > R),

σN = 0 and the ALPs potential have maxima at the field values a = ±2πfa,±6πfa · · · and

minima at the field values a = 0,±4πfa · · · .

In the region r < R, the axion field sits on one of the local maxima of the axion potential.

In the region r > R, the field rolls down to the nearest local minimum of the potential and

stabilizes about it. Inside the massive object, the axion field takes a constant value a = 4πfa,

the nearest local maximum and reaches a = 0 asymptotically at r → ∞ and allows ALPs

to be sourced by the object. This happens due to the fact that the gain in potential energy

m2
πf

2
π(ε− σNnN

m2
πf

2
π

) which is obtained by putting a = 4πfa in Eq.(4) is greater than the gradient

energy f2a
r2

which is required to move the axion from its unstable solution. This implies

rcritical &
1

mT

, (7)

where rcritical is the critical size and if the size of the compact object is greater than rcritical,

then ALPs can be emiited from those objects. We can obtain the long range behaviour of

the axion field by matching the inside and outside axion field solution. Now the equation of

motion of axion field for a massive object of constant density is [57]

∇µ∇µ

(
a

2fa

)
=

−m
2
T sin

(
a

2fa

)
sgn{cos

(
a

2fa

)
} (r < R),

m2
a sin

(
a

2fa

)
sgn{cos

(
a

2fa

)
} (r > R).

(8)

The solution of Eq.(8) in the Schwarzschild background is [54]

a =
qae
−mar

r

[
1 +

M

r
{1−mar ln(mar) +mare

2marEi(−2mar)}
]

+O
((M

R

)2)
, r > R.

= 4πfa, r < R, (9)

where we solve Eq.(8) in a perturbative way, M
R

is the perturbation parameter, the leading

order term is the Yukawa term and qa denotes the axion charge which is given as [54]

qa = 4πfaRe
maR

[
1+

M

R
{1−maR ln(maR)+maRe

2maREi(−2maR)}
]−1

+O
((M

R

)−2)
. (10)

6



In the limit M
R
� 1 and ma → 0, we obtain qa ∼ 4πfaR and a(r > R) ∼ qae−mar

r
.
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FIG. 1. In Fig.1(a), we plot the variation of the axion potential with the axion field. Here, we have

chosen
m2
T

m2
a

= 2. In Fig.1(b), we have shown the axion field behaviour with distance for Earth. In

the figure, R denotes the radius of the Earth. In Fig.1(c) we have shown the variation of the axion

potential with the distance. There is a discontinuity of potential at the surface of the Earth due to

the sign change of V . The variation of axion charge with the mass of axion is shown in Fig.1(d).

We plot the figures in M
R � 1 limit.

In Fig.1, we have shown the behaviour of axion for Earth. In Fig.1(a), we have shown

the variation of axion potential with the axion field for Earth. Here we have chosen
m2
T

m2
a

= 2.

Inside the Earth, the axion field takes a constant value a = 4πfa, the nearest local maximum

and reaches zero asymptotically at r → ∞. In Fig.1(b), we have shown the axion field

behaviour with distance. The axion field takes a constant value inside the Earth and has

a long range Yukawa type behaviour outside of the Earth. In Fig.1(c) we have shown the

variation of the axion potential with the distance. The variation of axion charge with the

mass of axion is shown in Fig.1(d). The similar behaviour of the axion field is also true for

Sun. In Fig.1, we plot all the figures in M
R
� 1 limit since for Earth and Sun, the values
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of M
R

are very small. The similar behaviour of axion for compact objects (NS,WD) are also

obtained in [16]. For small ALPs mass, the Compton wavelength of ALPs is greater than

the size of the massive object and the ALPs field has a long range behaviour of Yukawa

type. In Sec.III we quantitatively describe how the Earth and the Sun can be the sources

of axions.

III. SUN AND EARTH AS THE SOURCES OF ALPS

A celestial object like Earth or Sun can be the source of axions if its size is greater than

the critical size which is given by Eq.(7). From Eq.(3) and Eq.(6), we can write

m2
T =

σNnN
4f 2

a

−m2
a. (11)

Using the values of σN = 59MeV from lattice simulation [67], ma . 1.333 × 10−18eV and

other parameters we obtain the upper bounds on fa for which the axions can be sourced by

Earth and Sun as fa . 1.91 × 1013GeV and fa . 1015GeV respectively. The mass of the

axion is constrained by the distance between Earth and Sun.

In other words, Earth and Sun can be the sources of axions if the following two conditions

are satisfied,

ρR & m2
af

2
a ,

1

R
.
√
ρR

fa
, (12)

where ρR is the mass density of the celestial body of radius R. We have checked that the

ma and fa values that we obtain later in Sec.VI satisfy Eq.(12). Hence, the Sun and the

Earth are in fact the sources of axions. If q1 and q2 are the axion charges of Sun and Earth

respectively, then the potential energy act between Sun and Earth is V = q1q2
4πr

e−mar which is

long range Yukawa type. Hence, there is a long range axion mediated fifth force act between

the Earth and the Sun. The two massive objects attract each other if q1q2 > 0 and repel

each other if q1q2 < 0.

For Earth M
R
≡ GM

R
= 1.04 × 10−9 and for Sun M

R
≡ GM

R
= 2.84 × 10−6 which are much

smaller than unity. Hence, we use the axion charge for Earth and Sun as qa = 4πfaR and

the axion field outside of the compact object as a(r > R) = qae−mar

r
.
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IV. LIGHT BENDING DUE TO LONG RANGE AXIONIC YUKAWA TYPE OF

POTENTIAL IN THE SCHWARZSCHILD SPACETIME BACKGROUND

The trajectory of light or photon follows null geodesic which is given by

gµνV
µV ν = 0, (13)

where V µ = dXµ

dλ
is the tangent vector of a curve which is a parametrized path through

spacetime xµ(λ), where λ is the affine parameter that varies smoothly and monotonically

along the path and xµ = (t, r, θ, φ) are the coordinates of the Schwarzschild spacetime which

is defined by the metric gµν whose line element is

ds2 =
(

1− 2M

r

)
dt2 −

(
1− 2M

r

)−1
dr2 − r2dΩ2, (14)

where we put Newton’s universal gravitation constant G = 1 for convenience and dΩ2 =

dθ2+sin2 θdφ2. M is the mass of the Sun outside of which Einstein’s field solution is defined.

For planar motion θ = π
2

and the conserved quantities are E =
(

1 − 2M
r

)
ṫ and L = r2φ̇.

E and L are interpreted as the energy per unit mass and the angular momentum per unit

mass of the system which are constants of motion.

Using Eq.(13) and Eq.(14) we can write for null geodesic(
1− 2M

r

)
ṫ2 −

(
1− 2M

r

)−1
ṙ2 − r2φ̇2 = 0. (15)

Expressions of L and E reduce Eq.(15) to

E2

2
=
ṙ2

2
+
L2

2r2

(
1− 2M

r

)
=
L2

2

(du
dφ

)2
+
L2u2

2
(1− 2Mu), (16)

where we use ṙ = dr
dλ

= L
r2

dr
dφ

and u = 1
r

is the reciprocal coordinate. The right hand side of

Eq.(16) is the effective potential of the system. As we have already discussed that the Sun

and the Earth can be the sources of axions, the long range axion field mediates a Yukawa

type fifth force (in addition to the gravitational force) between the Sun and the Earth which

changes the effective potential per unit mass of the system as

Veff =
L2

2

(du
dφ

)2
+
L2u2

2
(1− 2Mu)− q1q2u

4πMp

e−
ma
u , (17)
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where q1 and q2 are axion charges of the Sun and the Earth respectively, ma is the mass of

the axion and Mp is the mass of the Earth. Hence, Eq.(16) becomes

E2

2
=
L2

2

(du
dφ

)2
+
L2u2

2
(1− 2Mu)− q1q2u

4πMp

e−
ma
u . (18)

Differentiating Eq.(18) with respect to φ, we obtain

0 =
d2u

dφ2
+ u− 3Mu2 − q1q2

4πMpL2
e−

ma
u − q1q2ma

4πMpL2u
e−

ma
u . (19)

Expanding Eq.(19) upto the leading order of ma, we obtain

d2u

dφ2
+ u = 3Mu2 +

q1q2
4πMpL2

− q1q2m
2
a

8πMpL2u2
, (20)

where the first term in r.h.s of Eq.(20) arises in Einstein’s standard GR calculation which

causes the light bending and the last two terms contribute to the uncertainty in light bending

measurement from experiment compared with the standard GR result. This arises due to

long range axion mediated fifth force between the celestial objects which change the effective

potential.

Suppose the solution of the Eq.(20) is u(φ) = u0(φ) + ∆u(φ), where u0(φ) is the solution

for the complementary function of Eq.(20) and ∆u(φ) is the solution due to GR correction

and the Yukawa contribution. Thus we can write

d2u0
dφ2

+ u0 = 0. (21)

The solution of Eq.(21) is u0 = sinφ
b

, where b is the impact parameter and

d2∆u

dφ2
+ ∆u = 3M

sin2φ

b2
+

q1q2
4πMpL2

− q1q2m
2
ab

2

8πMpL2 sin2 φ
. (22)

The solution of Eq.(22) is

∆u(φ) =
3M

2b2

(
1 +

1

3
cos 2φ

)
+

q1q2
4πMpL2

− q1q2m
2
ab

2

8πMpL2
[cosφ ln |cosecφ+ cotφ| − 1]. (23)

Hence, the total solution of Eq.(20) is

u =
sinφ

b
+

3M

2b2

(
1 +

1

3
cos 2φ

)
+

q1q2
4πMpL2

− q1q2m
2
ab

2

8πMpL2
[cosφ ln |cosecφ+ cotφ| − 1]. (24)

Far from the Sun, u → 0 as φ → 0. Hence, from Eq.(24) we can write the change in the

angular coordinate φ is

δφ =

−2M
b2
− q1q2

4πMpL2 (1− 0.347m2
ab

2)

1
b

+ q1q2m2
ab

2

8πMpL2

. (25)
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The contribution to δφ before and after the turning point are equal from symmetry. Hence

the total light bending is

∆φ = −2δφ =

4M
b2

+ q1q2
2πMpL2 (1− 0.347m2

ab
2)

1
b

+ q1q2m2
ab

2

8πMpL2

. (26)

In absence of long range axion mediated Yukawa type of force (q1 = q2 = 0), the deflection

of light can be written from Eq.(26) as

∆φ =
4M

b
=

4GM

R�c2
= 1.75 arcsec, (27)

which is the standard GR result. We assume b ∼ R� as the solar radius, c is the speed of

light in vacuum. We replace M → GM and b→ R�c
2 in the last step to write the deflection

in SI system of units.

V. SHAPIRO TIME DELAY DUE TO LONG RANGE AXIONIC YUKAWA TYPE

OF POTENTIAL IN THE SCHWARZSCHILD SPACETIME BACKGROUND

To calculate the Shapiro time delay due to long range Yukawa axion potential, we can

write Eq.(18) as
E2

2
=
ṙ2

2
+
L2

2r2

(
1− 2M

r

)
− q1q2

4πMpr
e−mar, (28)

where ṙ = dr
dλ

= dr
dt

dt
dλ

= E(
1− 2M

r

) dr
dt

. Thus, Eq.(28) becomes

E2

2
=

E2

2
(

1− 2M
r

)2(drdt)2 +
L2

2r2

(
1− 2M

r

)
− q1q2

4πMpr
e−mar. (29)

For the closest approach of light, dr
dt

= 0 at r = r0. Hence, from Eq.(29) we can write

L2

E2
=
(

1 +
q1q2e

−mar0

2πMpE2r0

) r20(
1− 2M

r0

) . (30)

In absence of axionic Yukawa potential, Eq.(30) becomes L2

E2 =
r20(

1− 2M
r0

) which is the standard

result in GR. Hence using Eq.(30), we can write Eq.(29) as

E2

2
=

E2

2
(

1− 2M
r

)2(drdt)2 +
1

2r2

(
1− 2M

r

) E2r20(
1− 2M

r0

)(1+
q1q2e

−mar0

2πMpE2r0

)
− q1q2

4πMpr
e−mar. (31)
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We can obtain the rate of change of r from Eq.(31) as

dr

dt
=
(

1− 2M

r

)[
1− 1

r2

(
1− 2M

r

) r20(
1− 2M

r0

)(1 +
q1q2e

−mar0

2πMpE2r0

)
− q1q2

2πMpE2r
e−mar

] 1
2

(32)

Hence, using Eq.(32), the time taken by the light to reach from r0 to r is

t =

∫ r

r0

dt

dr
dr

=

∫ r

r0

dr
1(

1− 2M
r

)[1− r20
r2

(
1− 2M

r

)
(

1− 2M
r0

)(1 +
q1q2e

−mar0

2πMpE2r0

)
− q1q2

2πMpE2r
e−mar

]− 1
2
. (33)

If there is no mass distribution between Earth and Venus, then we can put M = 0 in Eq.(33)

and the required time becomes

t = t1 =
√
r2 − r20 −

1

2

a0
r

(−r20 + 2r2)− b0e
−c0rr20

48r4
[−36r2(−1 + c0r) + r20(6− 2c0r + c20r

2)]+

b0
48

(48 + 36c20r
2
0)Ei(−c0r) +O(c30),

(34)

where a0 = q1q2e−mar0

4πMpE2r0
, b0 = q1q2

4πMpE2 , and c0 = ma. Ei(x) is the exponential integral function

which is defined as Ei(x) = −
∫∞
−x

e−t

t
dt.

Now if there is a mass distribution between Earth and Venus then M 6= 0 and from

Eq.(33) we obtain the required time after expanding and linearising in M as

t = t2 =
√
r2 − r20 + 2M ln

√
r2 − r20 + r

r0
+M

(r − r0
r + r0

) 1
2 − (2M + r0)a0r0√

r2 − r20
+

b0
2

[√
r2 − r20

{
2c0(−1 + c0M) +

c20r

2
+

2M

r2
+

2

r
− 4c0M

r

}]
.

(35)

Hence, if there is no mass distribution between Earth and Venus then the total time taken

by the pulse to go from Earth to Venus and then comes back to the Earth in r � r0 limit is

T1 = 2t1 = 2
[√

r2e − r20 +
√
r2v − r20−a0re−a0rv+

b0
48

(48+36c20r
2
0){Ei(−c0re)+Ei(−c0rv)}

]
,

(36)

and the time taken by the signal to go from Earth to Venus and returns to Earth in presence

of the mass distribution in r � r0 limit is

T2 = 2t2 = 2
[√

r2e − r20 +
√
r2v − r20 + 2M ln

(2re
r0

)
+ 2M ln

(2rv
r0

)
+ 2M + b0c0re(−1 + c0M)+

b0c0rv(−1 + c0M) + b0 − 2c0Mb0 +
b0c

2
0

4
(r2e + r2v)

]
.

(37)
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Hence the excess time due to GR correction and the axion mediated fifth force is

∆T = T2 − T1 = 4M
[

ln
(4rerv

r20

)
+ 1
]

+ 2b0c0(−1 + c0M)(re + rv) +
b0c

2
0

2
(r2e + r2v) + 2b0−

4c0Mb0 + 2a0(re + rv) +
b0
24

(48 + 36c20r
2
0)[Ei(−c0re) + Ei(−c0rv)].

(38)

In absence of axion mediated fifth force, a0 = 0, b0 = 0, c0 = 0 and from Eq.(38) we get back

the standard GR result

∆T =
4GM

c3

[
ln
(4rerv

r20

)
+ 1
]

= 2× 10−4sec, (39)

where we reinsert G and c.

VI. CONSTRAINTS ON AXION PARAMETERS FROM LIGHT BENDING AND

SHAPIRO TIME DELAY MEASUREMENTS

The contribution of axions in the light bending must be within the excess of the GR

prediction which implies (∆φ)obs −∆φGR ≥ ∆φaxions. Hence, from Eq.(26) we can write

∆φaxions =

4M
b2

+ q1q2
2πMpL2 (1− 0.347m2

ab
2)

1
b

+ q1q2m2
ab

2

8πMpL2

− 4M

b
, (40)

where q1 = 4πfaR�, q2 = 4πfaR⊕, L2 = MD(1− e2). The parameters b ∼ R� and R⊕ are

the solar radius and Earth radius respectively. D is the semi major axis of Earth’s orbit and

e is the orbital eccentricity. Now the uncertainty in the measurement of light bending from

the GR prediction is 10−4 which puts upper bound on the axion decay constant fa from

Eq.(40) as

fa . 1.58× 1010GeV. (41)

Similarly, the contribution of axions in the Shapiro time delay must be within the excess of

GR result which yields (∆T )axions from Eq.(38) as

∆Taxions = 2b0c0(−1 + c0M)(re + rv) +
b0c

2
0

2
(r2e + r2v) + 2b0 − 4c0Mb0+

2a0(re + rv) +
b0
24

(48 + 36c20r
2
0)[Ei(−c0re) + Ei(−c0rv)].

(42)

Now the uncertainty in the measurement of Shapiro time delay from the GR result is 2×10−5

which puts upper bound on the axion decay constant by using Eq.(42) as

fa . 9.85× 106GeV. (43)
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FIG. 2. Variation of fa with ma from light bending and Shapiro delay measurements.

TABLE I. Summary of axion decay constant (fa) and the ratio of axionic fifth force to gravity (α)

obtained from light bending and Shapiro time delay for ALPs of mass ma . 1.33× 10−18eV.

Experiments axion decay constant (fa) α

Light bending . 1.58× 1010GeV . 10−2

Shapiro time delay . 9.85× 106GeV . 4.12× 10−9

Hence, the stronger bound on axion decay constant fa is obtained from Shapiro time delay.

The mass of the axion is constrained by the distance between the Earth and Sun which gives

1
D

= ma . 1.33× 10−18eV. In Fig.2 we numerically solve Eq.(19) and Eq.(33) and show the

bounds on axion parameters obtained from light bending and Shapiro time delay. The red

curve denotes the variation of fa with ma for light bending measurement and the blue curve

denotes fa vs. ma for Shapiro time delay measurement. The region above those curves are

excluded.

We put the upper bounds on the ratio of axionic fifth force to the gravitational force as

α = q1q2
4πGm1m2

. 10−2 from light bending and α = q1q2
4πGm1m2

. 4.12× 10−9 from Shapiro time

delay. The Shapiro time delay puts stronger bound on α. Hence the axionic fifth force is

weaker than the gravitational force by a factor of roughly 109. In Table I we summarize the

bounds on fa and ma from light bending and Shapiro time delay.

In Fig.3 we plot Eq.(17) and show the variation of effective potential with distance. The

nature of the potential does not change from its standard GR result in presence of long
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range axionic Yukawa potential. At r = 3M , we have circular unstable orbit.

VII. CONSTRAINTS ON AXIONIC FUZZY DARK MATTER FROM THE MEA-

SUREMENTS OF LIGHT BENDING AND SHAPIRO TIME DELAY

In Sec.III, we have discussed that the celestial objects like Sun and Earth can be the

sources of ultralight axions or ALPs and they can be possible candidates of FDM whose

mass is O(10−21eV − 10−22eV) and has a de Broglie wavelength of order kpc scale. In the

begining of the universe, we can write the action of the dynamical axion field as

S =

∫
d4x
√
−gL =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[1

2
∂µa∂

µa− V
( a
fa

)]
, (44)

where g = det(gµν) is the determinant of the metric and the axion field evolves with a

periodic potential

V
( a
fa

)
= m2

af
2
a

[
1− cos

( a
fa

)]
. (45)

Using Eq.(45), we can solve the action Eq.(44) to obtain the equation of motion of the axion

field in Friedman-Robertson-Walker (FRW) spacetime in Fourier space as

äk + 3Hȧk +
k2

R2
ak +m2

aak = 0, (46)

where H is the Hubble parameter, R(t) is the scale factor in FRW spacetime. In Fourier

space, all the modes decouple and for non relativistic or zero mode, we can omit the third

term in Eq.(46). Hence, the axionic field has a damped harmonic oscillatory solution. If

H & ma, then the axion field takes a constant value a0 = θ0fa which fixes the initial
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misalignment angle θ0. After that the axion starts oscillating with a frequency ∼ ma. The

oscilation starts at H ∼ ma and the energy density of the axion field is damped as 1
R3 . Hence,

at late time the axion field varies as a ∝ T
3
2 cos(mat), where T = 1

R
is the temperature of the

universe at that epoch and the axion field energy density redshifts like a cold dark matter.

With the expansion of the universe, the ratio of the energy densities of dark matter and

radiation increases as 1
T

and at T ∼ 1eV, the dark matter starts dominating over radiation.

Hence, the axionic FDM relic density becomes

ΩFDMh
2 ∼ 0.12

( a0
1017GeV

)2( ma

10−22eV

) 1
2
. (47)

The initial misalignment angle can take values from −π to +π. The coupling of ALPs with

matter is proportional to 1
fa

. Hence, large values of fa correspond to weaker coupling of

axions with matter. The ALPs of mass ma ∈ (10−21eV − 10−22eV) sourced by Earth and

Sun can be the candidate of FDM if fa is O(1017GeV) and θ0 ∼ O(1). Any value of fa other

than 1017GeV requires fine tuning of θ0 which can take values −π < θ0 < π. From Sec.VI,

we obtain the stronger bound on fa from Shapiro time delay as fa . 9.85 × 106GeV and

Eq.(47) implies that if the ultralight ALPs have to satisfy FDM relic density, then the ALPs

do not couple with nucleons.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have obtained the upper bounds on the axion decay constant from

light bending and Shapiro time delay measurements if ALPs contribute to the uncertainty

in the measurements of those two experiments. The Shapiro time delay gives the stronger

bound on the axion decay constant as fa . 9.85 × 106GeV. The sign change of the axion

potential due to high nucleon density causes the Sun and the Earth as the possible sources of

ALPs. The mass of axion is constrained by the distance between Earth and Sun which gives

the upper bound on the mass of axion as ma . 1.33 × 10−18eV. The ultralight nature of

axions results a long range Yukawa behaviour of axion field over the distance between Earth

and Sun. The presence of long range Yukawa type axion mediated fifth force changes the

effective gravitational potential between Earth and Sun and contributes to the time dilation

along with the GR effect. The long range axionic fifth force is 109 times smaller than the

gravitational force. The upper bounds on ma and fa disfavours ALPs as FDM candidates.
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The paper [16] also disfavors ALPs as FDM from the orbital period loss of compact binary

systems. However, the bound on fa obtained in this work is much stronger than [16]. For

single field slow roll inflation, the Hubble scale is H∗ = 8 × 1013
√

r
0.1

GeV [68], where r is

primordial tensor to scalar ratio. The upper bound on fa that we have obtained in this paper

satisfies 2πfa < H∗ which implies ALP symmetry breaking occurs after inflation. Hence,

there will be no constraints on ALPs from isocurvature perturbations. However, the FDM

model is in strong tension from Lyman-α forest [69, 70]. The ultralight ALPs in our paper

can be probed in the precession measurements of light bending and Shapiro time delay.
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