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We generalize the symmetron screening mechanism by allowing for an explicit symmetry breaking
of the symmetron φ4 potential. A coupling to matter of the form A(φ) = 1+ φ2

M2 leads to an explicitly
broken symmetry with effective potential Veff (φ) = −µ2(1− ρ

µ2M2 )φ2 + λ
2φ

4 + 2εφ3 + λ
2 η

4. Due to
the explicit symmetry breaking induced by the cubic term we call this field the ’asymmetron’. For
large matter density ρ > ρ∗ ≡ µ2M2 + 9

4εηM
2 the effective potential has a single minimum at φ = 0

leading to restoration of General Relativity (GR) as in the usual symmetron screening mechanism.
For low matter density however, there is a false vacuum and a single true vacuum due to the explicit
symmetry breaking. This is expected to lead to an unstable network of domain walls with slightly
different value of the gravitational constant G on each side of the wall. This network would be in
constant interaction with matter overdensities and would lead to interesting observational signatures
which could be detected as gravitational and expansion rate transitions in redshift space. Such a
gravitational transition has been recently proposed for the resolution of the Hubble tension.

I. INTRODUCTION

It has recently been pointed out [1–3] that a funda-
mental physics phase transition taking place at a redshift
zt . 0.01 and leading to a sudden increase of the type
Ia supernovae (SnIa) absolute magnitude M by about
∆M ' 0.2 for z < zt [1] can lead to a resolution of the
Hubble tension [4] between the Planck estimate [5] and
the SH0ES collaboration measurements [6] which is cur-
rently at the 5σ level (see Refs. [7–10] for recent reviews
and Refs. [11–16] for recent studies of the ultra-late tran-
sition approach to the Hubble tension). Under simple
assumptions about the connection of the SnIa absolute
magnitude with the effective gravitational constant Geff
[17–19] , this transition could be induced by a gravita-
tional transition increasing the value of the gravitational
constant up to about 10% for z < zt. If such a transition
were to imply weaker gravity [17, 18] in the past it could
also play an important role in the resolution of another
tension of the standard ΛCDM model known as the σ8
or ’growth’ tension [20–29].

In view of the effectiveness of such a transition in the
resolution of the Hubble and growth tensions, the follow-
ing questions emerge

• Is such a transition consistent with current obser-
vational and experimental constraints on the evo-
lution of Geff?

• Are there any hints in observational data for such
a transition?

• Are there theoretical models [30–32] that can gener-
ically predict such a transition at the spatial or tem-
poral level at zt . 0.01?
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The answer to the first question is positive. In fact cur-
rent constraints on the evolution of Geff strongly con-
strain its time derivative at present and at specific times
and distances in the past. However a abrupt shift of
Geff is weakly constrained and the current bounds allow
an abrupt change of Geff by up to about 5 − 10% at
some cosmological time in the past between the present
time and the time of nucleosynthesis.
The answer to the second question is also positive.

Hints for such a transition in the values of dynamical
parameters connected to the gravitational constant have
recently been pointed out in Cepheid SnIa calibrator data
[33, 34], in Tully-Fisher data [35] and in solar system his-
tory data [36] which indicate an increase of the rate of
impactors on the Moon and Earth surfaces by about a
factor of 2-3 during the past 100Myrs which correspond
to z < 0.008 [37–43]. Such a transition is also consistent
with low redshift galaxy surveys data [44].
The answer to the third question may be approached

at both the temporal and the spatial level. In the context
of a temporal transition a nonminimal scalar field could
be initially trapped either due to cosmic friction or due
to a local minimum of a time-dependent potential and
globally shift to a new minimum of the effective potential
at zt via a classical evolution of the potential which may
be coupled to the matter density or via the reduction of
the cosmic friction. An alternative scenario leading to
a gravitational transition could include a pressure non-
crushing cosmological singularity in the recent past [45].
In the context of a tunneling first order phase tran-

sition of spatial character we, as observers, may be lo-
cated in a true or false vacuum bubble with scale of about
20−40Mpc corresponding to z < 0.01 where the value of
Geff is up to about 10% higher than the value of Geff
of the other vacuum of a non-minimally coupled scalar
field.
Alternatively, a mechanism involving a transition with

spatial character by a purely classical evolution may be
realized in the context of a symmetron field used as a
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screening mechanism of modified gravity theories. Based
in part on earlier work [46, 47] the authors of Ref. [48]
proposed the symmetron screening mechanism with a
specific form of the scalar-gravity coupling where the cou-
pling strength is the density-dependent quantity. The
scalar field is decoupled from matter and screened when
the matter density is sufficiently high, while in regions
of low density the scalar field is coupled to matter with
a long-range mediated force of gravitational strength
[48, 49] (see also Refs. [50–56] and the next Section for
details).

At early times when the mean density of the universe
is ρ > ρ∗ (where ρ∗ is a critical density), the minimum
of the effective potential everywhere is at φ = 0 and GR
is applicable. As the mean density drops below ρ∗ the
symmetry is spontaneously broken and the symmetron
field relaxes at one of the minima, the potential devel-
ops in low density regions while in regions where density
perturbations have grown to densities above ρ∗ the field
remains at the symmetric vacuum φ = 0. Low density
regions where the field has relaxed in different vacua are
separated by symmetron domain walls1 where the field
by continuity goes through the local maximum of the po-
tential φ = 0. Due to the Z2 symmetry of the potential
φ2 is the same at the two vacua and the corresponding ef-
fective gravitational constant Geff in the Jordan frame,
is the same on the two sides of the symmetron wall. Thus
in the context of the symmetron domain wall no transi-
tion of Geff is expected as the symmetron domain wall
is crossed.

This is not the case if the bare potential includes an
explicit Z2 symmetry breaking term εφ3. In this case
the two local minima of the potential in low density re-
gions are not symmetric (φ+ 6= −φ−) and this implies a
transition in the value of the Jordan frame gravitational
constant as the wall is crossed. In addition the coex-
istence of a true with a false vacuum implies that the
wall network dynamics will involve instabilities and will
thus be different from the wall network appearing in the
context of symmetric equivalent vacua.

This work focuses on a symmetron mechanism that in-
volves explicit symmetry breaking. For definiteness we
call this type of generalized symmetron field the asym-
metron.

There are at least three main mechanisms that can
lead to a gravitational transition observed in the recent
cosmological lookback time:

• Evolving scalar field (extended quintessence) in a
scalar tensor sharply varying scalar-tensor poten-
tial.

1 A domain wall is a type of two dimensional (sheet-like) topo-
logical defect (solitonic configurations of field) in three spatial
dimensions that occurs whenever a discrete symmetry of the po-
tential is spontaneously broken [57–67]. It separates neighboring
spatially domains where the field is in different vacua.

• False vacuum decay (first order phase transition)
in the context of a scalar-tensor theory.

• A network of symmetron domain walls with explic-
itly broken Z2 symmetry of the effective potential
(asymmetron wall network).

The present analysis focuses on the third mechanism and
aims to provide a better understanding of the scalar field
dynamics involved in such a mechanism. The main ques-
tions addressed in this context are the following:

• How can a gravitational transition be realized in
the context of an asymmetron wall network?

• What are the properties and evolution of an asym-
metron field domain wall in the presence of a spher-
ical matter shell overdensity?

• Are there cosmological observations that could be
interpreted as results on an existing asymmetron
domain wall network?

The paper is structured as follows. Section II intro-
duces the necessary background and notation of sym-
metron screening. In Section III we introduce the asym-
metron field and the explicit Z2 symmetry breaking as-
sociated with it. We also present the energetics and dy-
namics of spherical symmetron and asymmetron domain
walls. Static stable wall solutions in the presence of mat-
ter are derived in Section IV. We also point out that re-
cent cluster profile data may be interpreted as revealing
spatial cosmological sectors where distinct properties of
gravity are present. We discuss the possible connection
of such an effect with the existence of asymmetron do-
main walls. Finally in Section V we conclude, summarise
and discuss possible extensions of our analysis.
In what follows we assume a metric signature

(−,+,+,+).

II. REVIEW OF THE SYMMETRON
SCREENING

In the context of the symmetron mechanism2, screen-
ing is achieved via Z2 symmetry restoration in regions
with matter density larger than a critical density.
The symmetron model is a special case of a general

scalar-tensor theory, thus its action in the Einstein frame
(where the scalar field couples non-minimally to matter
components and minimally to gravity) is described by
the general scalar-tensor action [48–53]

S =
∫
d4x
√
−g
[

R

16πG −
1
2∇µφ∇

µφ− V (φ)
]

+ Sm [ψi, g̃µν ] (2.1)

2 For reviews of modified gravity theories with screening mecha-
nisms, such as the Vainshtein [68–70] and the chameleon [71–80]
models see in Refs. [81–92].
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where G is Newton’s constant as measured locally e.g.
in Eotvos-type experiments, g is the determinant of the
Einstein frame metric gµν , R is the Ricci scalar, φ is a
scalar field with self-interactions given by the potential
V (φ), Sm is the action for the various matter fields and ψi
represent these matter fields which are minimally coupled
in the Jordan frame metric g̃µν3. This is connected to the
Einstein frame metric gµν via a conformal rescaling [48–
53]

g̃µν = A2(φ)gµν (2.2)

The non-minimal coupling to matter is described by
the coupling function A(φ) and leads to deviations from
GR. The scalar field couples to the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor and its equation of motion, obtained
using standard variational methods, is [48, 49]

2φ = dV (φ)
dφ

− dA(φ)
dφ

A(φ)3T̃ (2.3)

where T̃ is the trace T̃ = g̃µν T̃
µν of the Jordan frame

energy-momentum tensor

T̃µν ≡ −2√
−g̃

δSm
δg̃µν

= A(φ)−6Tµν (2.4)

which is covariantly conserved ∇̃µT̃µν = 0.
For non-relativistic matter the trace of the Einstein

energy-momentum tensor4 is T = −ρ ≈ −A(φ)3ρ̃ =
−A(φ)3T̃ , and the scalar field equation of motion (2.3)
takes the form

2φ = dV (φ)
dφ

+ β(φ)ρ
Mpl

= dVeff
dφ

(2.5)

whereMpl = (8πG)−1/2 is the reduced Planck mass, Veff
is the effective potential5 [48, 49]

Veff (φ) = V (φ) + ρA(φ) (2.6)

and the β is the coupling between the scalar field and
matter

β(φ) = Mpl
dA(φ)
dφ

(2.7)

This coupling characterises the strength of the scalar fifth
force which, in the nonrelativistic limit, is given by [50,
93, 95]

~Fφ = β(φ)
Mpl

~∇φ (2.8)

3 In the rest of this paper, quantities associated to the Jordan
frame metric g̃µν will be distinguished by a tilde.

4 Note that in the Einstein frame the density ρ is not conserved
but the ’density’ A(φ)3ρ̃ is conserved [48, 93] and φ-independent
[49]. However the coupling function is assumed to be a weak
function of φ (A(φ) ≈ 1), so that the two densities do not differ
from each other significantly (ρ ≈ A(φ)3ρ̃).

5 Note that in the literature the effective potential is often defined
as Veff (φ) = V (φ) + ρ[A(φ) − 1] [51, 52, 84, 94] or Veff (φ) =
V (φ) + ρ lnA(φ) [82].

This scalar fifth force is an additional contribution to the
(Newtonian) gravitational force FN .
The interaction potential and the coupling function are

chosen to be of the spontaneous symmetry breaking form
[48–50]

V (φ) = λ

4 (φ2 − η2)2 (2.9)

A(φ) = 1 + φ2

2M2 +O( φ
4

M4 ) (2.10)

whereM is the mass scale of symmetron field coupling to
the matter density. It gives the strength of the interaction
with the matter fields. The parameter λ is a positive
dimensionless coupling securing that the energy of the
φ4 model [96, 97] is bounded from below [65]). Also η =
φ0 = φ(ρ = 0) is the expectation value of the scalar field
at zero matter density. For the field range ( φM )2 � 1 the
higher order correction terms of the coupling function
can be consistently neglected [49, 50].
The effective potential is

Veff (φ) = −1
2µ

2
(

1− ρ

µ2M2

)
φ2 + λ

4φ
4 + λη4

4 (2.11)

where µ2 ≡ λη2.
The effective potential is invariant with respect to the

Z2 symmetry (reflection symmetry) transformation φ→
−φ (as are V (φ) and A(φ) individually). The coefficient
of the quadratic term (effective mass) changes sign at a
critical density

ρ∗ ≡ µ2M2 (2.12)

For density smaller than the critical density (ρ < ρ∗)
the effective mass is negative, the Z2 symmetry is spon-
taneously broken and the effective potential has two
nonzero degenerate minima located at

φ± = ±η
√

1− ρ

ρ∗
(2.13)

leading to two degenerate vacua. Note that if ρ � ρ∗
then the vacua correspond to φ± ≈ ±η = ± µ√

λ
.

For background density larger than the critical density
(ρ > ρ∗) the symmetry gets restored (symmetric phase)
and the effective potential has a unique global minimum
at the origin (φ = 0) about which it is symmetric.
From Eqs. (2.7) and (2.10) the coupling to matter at

the minima of the effective potential is given by

β(φ±) = Mplφ±
M2 =

{
0 ρ > ρ∗

±β0
√

1− ρ
ρ∗

ρ < ρ∗
(2.14)

where β0 ≡ Mplη
M2 is the coupling at zero matter density

(vacuum). Clearly, the strength of the coupling to matter
depends on the background density. Thus in high density
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regions the field does not couple to matter and the fifth
force in Eq. (2.8) is suppressed while in regions of low
density the field couples to matter and mediates a force.

Using Eq. (2.11) we have for the effective mass of the
symmetron field

m2
eff ≡

d2Veff
dφ2

∣∣∣∣
min

=
(
ρ

ρ∗
− 1
)
µ2 + 3λφ2

± ⇒

m2
eff = 2µ2

(
1− ρ

ρ∗

)
(2.15)

and the range (Compton wavelength) of the field in den-
sity regions with ρ < ρ∗ is

lφ = 1
meff

= 1√
2µ

(
1− ρ

ρ∗

)−1/2
(2.16)

The spontaneous symmetry breaking phase can lead
to the formation of a domain wall network via the Kib-
ble mechanism. These walls are attracted to high den-
sity regions (see in Refs. [53, 98, 99] for numerical
studies of properties and dynamics of domain walls in
the symmetron model). The physical origin of this in-
teraction is described in the next section. The profile
of such a static domain wall with boundary conditions
φ(x → ±∞) = φ±, is obtained by solving Eq. (2.5) and
is of the form

φ(x) = η

√
1− ρ

ρ∗
tanh

[√
λ

2 η
√

1− ρ

ρ∗
x

]
(2.17)

Its width is

δ = 1
µ

(
1− ρ

ρ∗

)−1/2
=
√

2lφ (2.18)

A slowly evolving wall network may be interpreted as a
fluid with equation of state parameter [64]

ww = pw
ρw

= −2
3 (2.19)

and density parameter [53]

Ωw ≡
ρw
ρc

= σ

3H2M2
pla d

(2.20)

where a is the scale factor and d is the comoving distance
between the walls6, σ ≡ ρw a d is the surface energy den-
sity (energy per unit area or tension) of the wall (with
σ = 4

3

√
λ
2 η

3 for ρ = 0 [64]), ρc is the critical density of
the universe and H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter.

In theories where the phase transition takes place in
the recent past (around the onset of cosmic acceleration)

6 Assuming parallel domain walls separated by physical distance
a d which grows in proportion with the scale factor.

the scale factor at the time of the symmetry breaking is
given by [50]

a3
∗ = ρ0

ρ∗
=

3Ω0mH
2
0M

2
pl

µ2M2 (2.21)

where ρ0 = ρ(a = 1) and Ω0m = Ωm(a = 1) are the
matter density and the corresponding density parameter
in the universe today respectively while H0 is the Hubble
constant. This equation fixes µ in terms of M and hence
combining with the Eq. (2.16) we obtain for redshifts
z < z∗ (with z∗ = 1

a∗
−1) in low density regions (ρ� ρ∗)

l2φ '
M2

6 Ω0mM2
plH

2
0

1
(1 + z∗)3 (2.22)

As shown in Eq. (2.16), in density regions with ρ < ρ∗
there is a dependence of the symmetron range on the
background matter density and hence the redshift. The
range decreases as the redshift at the time of symmetry
breaking increases. For a rangeM . 10−3Mpl, the range
of the scalar field force becomes lφ . 1Mpc [50, 81, 100].
The value 1Mpc corresponds intergalactic distance in
clusters and therefore dynamical observational cosmolog-
ical effects are anticipated for this range.
The background cosmology, the evolution of pertur-

bations and large-scale structure in the context of the
symmetron model have been investigated in [49, 50, 101–
104]. Before the time of the symmetry breaking (t < t∗)
we have φ ≈ 0 and the effective gravitational constant
Geff = G. While after the symmetry breaking (t > t∗)
the field approaches the minima φ± = ±η in low density
regions and the effective gravitational constant is (see in
Ref. [50] for details)

Geff =
{
G a/k � lφ
G
(
1 + 2β2

0
)

a/k � lφ
(2.23)

The implementation of N-body simulations constitutes a
useful tool for cosmological studies and for observational
predictions of the symmetron screening mechanism [50,
51, 95, 105–109].

III. ASYMMETRON DOMAIN WALLS

In this Section we generalize the symmetron mecha-
nism by allowing for an explicit symmetry Z2 breaking
of the symmetron potential (2.9). The explicit symme-
try breaking is induced by the inclusion of a cubic term
εφ3 in the potential. In this case the two local minima of
the effective potential in low density regions are not sym-
metric (φ+ 6= −φ−). We call this generalized symmetron
field the asymmetron.

The explicit symmetry breaking can create domain
walls which interpolate between spatial regions with the
vacuum values φ+ and φ−. Also the coexistence of a
true with a false vacuum implies that the wall network
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Asymmetron effective potential

ε=0.2
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ϕ-
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Figure 1. Schematic plots of the asymmetron effective poten-
tial Eq. (3.8) in vacuum (purple) and in high density (green)
cosmological regions. Notice the asymmetric form of the effec-
tive potential in which the degeneracy of the vacua is slightly
broken. However in the presence of sufficiently high density,
a single minimum at φ = 0 restores GR as in the symmetron
case.

dynamics will involve instabilities in contrast to the wall
network appearing in the case of symmetron model equiv-
alent vacua φ+ = |φ−|. In addition it can lead to a
transition in the value of gravitational constant G as the
wall is crossed. Before the time of the symmetry break-
ing (t < t∗) we have φ ≈ 0 and the effective gravita-
tional constant is Geff = G as in the case of symmetron
field. After the symmetry breaking (t > t∗) the field
approaches different minima φ+ = η1 and φ− = η2 in
different domains. The effective gravitational constant is

Geff =
{
G a/k � lφ
G
(
1 + 2β2

0i
)

a/k � lφ
(3.1)

where β0i ≡ Mplηi

M2 (with i = 1, 2) are the coupling at
the true and false vacua. Thus, low density regions in
different domains would have different values of gravita-
tional constant and thus different expansion rates since
H2 ∼ Geff .

III.1. Dynamical equations and energetics of
spherical asymmetron configurations

The action describing the dynamics of the symmetron
scalar field may be written as7

S =
∫
d4x
√
−g [gµν∂µφ∂νφ− V (φ)] (3.2)

The dynamical equation for a spherically symmetric field
configuration in flat space is

r2φ̈− ∂

∂r
r2 ∂φ

∂r
= −1

2
dV

dφ
r2 (3.3)

where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to cos-
mic time t.
The corresponding energy is

E = 4π
∫ ∞

0
r2

[(
dφ

dr

)2
+ V (φ)

]
dr (3.4)

We now assume a φ4 potential which includes an explicit
Z2 symmetry breaking term εφ3

V (φ) = λ

2 (φ2 − η2)2 + 2εφ3 (3.5)

with a coupling to matter

A(φ) = 1 + φ2

M2 (3.6)

such that the effective potential is

Veff (φ) = −µ2(1− ρ

µ2M2 )φ2 + λ

2φ
4 + 2εφ3 + λ

2 η
4 (3.7)

where ε is a parameter.
By defining the effective rescaled potential V̄eff (φ̄) ≡

Veff (φ)/λη4 we obtain

V̄eff (φ̄) = − (1− ρ̄) φ̄2 + 1
2 φ̄

4 + 1
2 + 2ε̄φ̄3 (3.8)

where the rescaled dimensionless quantities are

φ̄ ≡ φ

η
, ρ̄ ≡ ρ

λη2M2 ≡
ρ

m2M2 , ε̄ ≡
ε

λη
(3.9)

We set also

r̄ ≡ r
√
λη, Ē ≡ E

√
λ

4πη (3.10)

and by taking into account the above redefinitions, we
can rewrite the dynamical equation (3.3) as

r̄2 ¨̄φ− ∂

∂r̄
r̄2 ∂φ̄

∂r̄
= −1

2
dV̄eff
dφ

(φ̄)r̄2 (3.11)

7 We have multiplied by a factor of 2 the usual form of the action
to avoid the factor of 1

2 in the kinetic term.
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Rw

ww

Rm

wm

Figure 2. The geometry of the spherical domain wall in the
presence of spherical matter shell.

and the corresponding energy Eq. (3.4) as

Ē =
∫ ∞

0
r̄2

[(
dφ̄

dr̄

)2

+ V̄eff (φ̄)
]
dr̄ (3.12)

We omit bar from now on and work with dimensionless
quantities.

The two vacuum values (true and false) of φ, given by
the equation

dVeff
dφ

∣∣∣∣
φ±

= 0 (3.13)

read φ±

φ± = 1
2

(
−3ε±

√
∆
)

(3.14)

where

∆ = 4 + 9ε2 − 4ρ (3.15)

In the case of explicit symmetry breaking (asymmetron
wall formation) the symmetry gets restored, for a back-
ground density larger than the critical density corre-
sponding to the symmetron field. For the asymmetron
case we have ρ > ρ∗,as = 1+ 9

4ε
2 which is larger than the

critical density (ρ∗ = 1) in the symmetron case.
The form of the asymmetron effective potential in vac-

uum and in high density cosmological regions is shown
in Fig. 1. Clearly, in the case of asymmetron model the
two local minima of the potential depend on the mat-
ter density as in the symmetron case. In the presence of

sufficiently high density, the symmetry is restored along
with GR since the coupling A(φ) ≈ 1. Thus a screened
fifth force is associated with the asymmetron field. How-
ever, as indicated in Eqs. (3.14), (3.15) and in Fig. 1
in the case of asymmetron model the two local minima
of the potential in low density regions are not symmetric
φ+ 6= |φ−| and non-degenerate. Thus, since the degen-
eracy of the vacua is broken, this double-well potential
has a false vacuum and a true vacuum due to the explicit
symmetry breaking induced by the cubic term. The dif-
ference between the false and true vacuum energies in-
creases with ε as

Veff (φ+)− Veff (φ−) =
[
2ε(1− ρ) + 9

2ε
3
]√

∆ (3.16)

Clearly, the energy difference between the vacua increases
linearly with ε for small ε.

III.2. Spherical wall interaction with a matter
shell: A toy model

We consider a finite thickness spherical domain wall
in the presence of spherical matter shell as a simple toy
model (see Fig. 2). Although this model is too simple it
enables us to draw useful conclusions.
The scalar field energy of the system if the wall and

the matter shells are separate is approximated as8

Es = V (0)wmR2
m + V (0)wwR2

w (3.17)

where ww (Rw) and wm (Rm) are the widths (radii) of
the domain wall and the matter shells respectively. In
the matter shell region the field is at the minimum of the
effective potential (φ = 0) with energy density ρφ ' V (0)
while at the domain wall radius the field is trapped at the
local maximum of the effective potential (φ = 0) with the
same energy density ρφ ' V (0).
The energy of the system if the wall and the matter

shells overlap is

Eo = V (0)wwR2
w (3.18)

where we assumed without loss of generality that ww >
wm. Therefore, the energy difference of the two configu-
rations is

∆E = Eo − Es = −V (0)wmR2
m < 0 (3.19)

Thus Eo < Es and it is energetically favored for the wall
to overlap with the matter shell. In contrast to the con-
ventional domain walls, the symmetron and asymmetron
walls tend to stay in regions where the matter density is
high. This is confirmed numerically in what follows.

8 For simplicity, here we ignore the gradient energy which if in-
cluded further enhances the attraction of the wall by the matter
shell.
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ε=0, ρ=
Rm

r
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- Initial

- Final

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0.0
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0.4
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0.8

1.0

1.2

r

ϕ

Figure 3. The scalar field φ as a function of the distance r
corresponds to the solution in the case of monotonic matter
density increasing towards the center (with Rm = 1). In
this resulting minimum energy field configuration we see a
collapse of the wall due to tension. The energy minimization
was performed numerically using N = 150 lattice points.

IV. STATIC STABLE SPHERICAL WALL
CONFIGURATIONS IN THE PRESENCE OF

MATTER

IV.1. Analytic considerations

A spherical domain wall is a field configuration that
interpolates between the two minima φ± of the effective
potential as the surface of the wall sphere in physical
space is crossed. The wall is characterized by the surface
energy density σ [64] which depends not only on the con-
figuration of φ but also on the matter density ρ. The cor-
responding to tension force per unit area is pσ ∼ σ/R(t)
(with R(t) the curvature scale). In addition a pressure
difference p (with p ∼ εη3 for ρ � ρ∗ [64]) pushes the
wall toward the vacuum with the lowest energy (true vac-
uum). The dynamics of the spherical asymmetron wall
surrounding a true vacuum region is determined by three
factors:

• The tension term that favors contraction of the
spherical wall with contribution to the energy Eσ ∼
η3R(t)2. This energy term increases with the wall
radius.

• The vacuum energy difference term that favors ex-
pansion of the true vacuum domain with contri-
bution to the energy (relative to the exterior false
vacuum domain) Evac ∼ −εη3R(t)3 for small ε.
This negative energy term decreases with wall ra-
dius R(t) and favors expansion. If the wall sur-
rounds a false instead of a true vacuum region, then
the sign of Evac will be positive and the fate of the
wall radius in the absence of the coupling to matter
is contraction and collapse due to both tension and
false vacuum energy.

• The term due to the coupling to matter Emat ∼
−wmR2

mη
4δ(R(t)−Rm) which dominates over the

effect of tension as shown in Eq. (3.19) when the
wall overlaps with the matter density shell. The δ
function should be replaced by a smooth function
leading to an attractive force, in thick-smooth real-
istic density profiles as those discussed in the next
section.

The first two terms can at best lead to an unstable spher-
ical domain wall as it can easily be verified that they lead
to a static configuration at an energy maximum (instabil-
ity) with respect to R. These configurations would tend
to contract if the initial spherical wall radius is less than
a critical value and would tend to expand if the initial
radius is larger than this value. This could have been
anticipated also due to Derrick’s theorem [110]. Stabil-
ity can only be achieved due to the last term which is
due to the external coupling to the matter density shell
which violates the assumptions of Derrick’s theorem and
allows for a stable static spherical wall configuration as
demonstrated numerically in what follows. A similar sta-
bilization mechanism has been recently considered using
external gravitational fields instead of a coupling to mat-
ter density [67].

IV.2. Numerical energy minimization

The evolution of the spherical domain wall is described
by the action (3.2) and the corresponding dynamical
equation (3.11). The energy of the spherical wall, as-
sumed initially static is given by Eq. (3.12).
We search for a stable static wall configuration by min-

imizing the discretized integral of the field energy Eq.
(3.12) starting from an initial guess that interpolates be-
tween the two vacua φ+, φ− at a radius Rw

φ(r) = φ+ − φ−
2 tanh(r −Rw

ww
) + φ+ + φ−

2 (4.1)

We have verified that the precise form of the initial guess
does not affect the final field configuration that minimizes
the energy.
The boundary conditions may be set such that the

spatial r derivative of the scalar field is 0 at the two
boundaries of r (r = 0 and r = rmax). Alternatively the
boundary condition can fix the field at the correspond-
ing vacua at the two boundaries. Both types of boundary
conditions lead to the same minimum energy static field
configuration in the cases studied.
Therefore, a simple way to derive numerically the basic

features of the evolution of the wall initial configuration
Eq. (4.1) is to explicitly minimise the energy functional
Eq. (3.12) with fixed boundary conditions. We thus use
the Energy Minimization (EM) method which consists of
the following steps:

1. We discretize the energy functional Eq. (3.12) as a
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Figure 4. The scalar field φ as a function of the distance r cor-
responds to the solution obtained from the energy minimiza-
tion method in the case of increasing matter density. This
field configuration appears to be stabilized by the combined
effects of the wall tension and the attraction of the increased
matter density as r increases.

sum over N lattice points as

E = dx

N∑
i=1

[
r2
i

(
φi − φi−1

dx

)2
+ r2

i V (φi)
]

(4.2)

where ri = idx, dx = rmax/N and φi ≡ φ(ri).

2. We numerically minimize the sum (4.2) with re-
spect to the N lattice values of the field φi (one
value at each lattice point) keeping fixed the bound-
ary conditions.

In particular, we consider the following cases:

I. Spherical Symmetron Walls

We first allow only spontaneous symmetry breaking
and set ε = 0. We consider the following matter density
profiles:

• Monotonic matter density increasing to-
wards the center of the form:

ρ(r) =
(

r

Rm

)−2
(4.3)

with Rm = 1.
We fix the boundary conditions such that the
field remains at the corresponding vacuum on each
boundary (we choose φ+ at the outer boundary
where the matter density is low).

φ(r = 0) = 0, φ(r = rmax) = φ+ (4.4)

According to the above analytic arguments we an-
ticipate an attractive force of the wall towards the
center where the matter density is maximum in ad-
dition to the tension force which further amplifies

this trend for collapse. In Fig. 3 we show the initial
guess wall configuration and the final configuration
emerging after the EM method. The minimization
of the energy leads to a collapse of the wall due to
tension as expected.

• Increasing outward matter density of the
form:

ρ(r) =
(

r

Rm

)6
(4.5)

with Rm = 5 and the following two boundary con-
ditions

φ′(r = 0) = 0, φ′(r = rmax) = 0 (4.6)

Unlike the result of the previous case, here we an-
ticipate an outward force driving the wall radius
to larger values where the density is larger. This
trend is expected to compete with the wall tension.
Indeed, here the field configuration emerging after
EM method appears to be stabilized by the com-
bined effects of the wall tension and the attraction
of the increased matter density as r increases. This
resulting field configuration is shown in Fig. 4.

• Shell-like matter density of the form (see in left
panel of Fig. 5)

ρ(r) = 3
1 +

(
r−Rm

4
)6 (4.7)

with Rm = 15 and boundary conditions:

φ′(r = 0) = 0, φ′(r = rmax) = 0 (4.8)

As expected from the analytic arguments of Eq.
(3.19) in this case the minimum energy field con-
figuration corresponds to a wall radius overlapping
with the matter shell radius (see in middle panel of
Fig. 5).

II. Stable Spherical Asymmetron Walls

In the presence of an explicit symmetry breaking lead-
ing to the asymmetron field, the above results remain
qualitatively unaffected. In this case we set ε = 0.2 and
assume a shell-like spherical matter density of the form
(4.7) (see in left panel of Fig. 5) and boundary conditions
(4.8).
The resulting asymmetron field configuration after en-

ergy minimization is shown in right panel of Fig. 5. The
form of the corresponding asymmetron effective poten-
tial and the field values as the distance from the center
of the spherical matter overdensity increases is shown in
Fig. 6. Snapshots of the potential and the corresponding
field values are shown for matter density ρ = 0 (vacuum
inside and outside the matter shell) and ρ = 3 (on the
matter shell). The red points represent the position of
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Figure 5. Left panel: The matter density of the spherical matter shell of the form (4.7) with radius Rm = 15. Middle panel:
The scalar field φ in symmetron case (ε = 0) as a function of the distance r corresponds to the solution obtained from the
energy minimization method in the case of matter density of the spherical matter shell of the form (4.7) with radius Rm = 15.
The final minimum energy configuration is independent of the initial guess shown here in blue. Right panel: The scalar field φ
in asymmetron case (ε = 0.2) as a function of the distance r corresponds to the solution obtained from the energy minimization
method in the case of matter density of the spherical matter shell of the form (4.7) with radius Rm = 15.
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Figure 7. Simulation of time evolution of the perturbed scalar
field corresponding to a perturbed spherical asymmetron do-
main wall. The wall gets trapped at the matter shell as ex-
pected (collapse is avoided).

the field and show how the field changes as the distance
r from the center increases.

In order to further confirm the stability of the derived
minimum energy configurations φs(r) we have perturbed
them and implemented numerical dynamical evolution
using a explicit Runge–Kutta algorithm [111]. In partic-
ular, we solve numerically Eq. (3.11) with initial condi-
tions

φ(0, r) = φs(r − δr), φ̇(0, r) = 0 (4.9)

with boundary conditions

φ(t, 0) = φs(0), φ̇(t, 0) = 0 (4.10)

φ′(t, rmax) = 0, φ̇(t, rmax) = 0 (4.11)

where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to the
cosmic time t and prime denotes differentiation with re-
spect to the distance r.
The imposed perturbations on the minimum energy

configuration of the right panel of Fig. 5 correspond to
an initial shift by δr < 1 of the wall radius r.
The evolved scalar field configuration corresponds to

a spherical wall with a radius that appears to be oscil-
lating around the radius of the matter shell, effectively
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being trapped by it as shown in Fig. 7. This behavior is
consistent with the stability of the spherical wall implied
by both the analytic arguments of Subsection IV.1 and
by the energy minimization procedure discussed above.

IV.3. Observational considerations

If asymmetron walls exist in Nature there could be cos-
mological regions bounded by surface-like matter over-
densities where the strength of gravity would be different
from other regions. Thus, the expansion rate within these
regions would be different as would be the growth rate of
cosmological perturbations and formation of structure.
This inhomogeneity of the expansion rate could be de-
tectable as anisotropies of the SnIa luminosity distances
at a given redshift and could also be related with some of
the observed cosmic dipoles (alpha dipole, quasar dipole
etc). These observations could be used to impose bounds
on the explicit symmetry breaking parameter ε.

The variation of the growth rate of cosmological per-
turbations among different domains could manifest itself
as variation of the cluster properties including the cluster
pressure and density profiles [113, 114] (see for a review
in Refs. [115, 116]). Such variation in cluster proper-
ties which could be associated with properties of gravity
has recently been identified in Ref. [112]. In what fol-
lows we explore the possible relevance of the results of
Ref. [112] with the existence of asymmetron walls and
their corresponding prediction for the existence of spatial
cosmological domains with distinct properties of gravity.

Galaxy clusters are the largest gravitationally bound
structures of the Cosmic Web. Thanks to the various sur-
veys using dynamical, kinematic and weak lensing trac-
ers, galaxy clusters can be used as a powerful cosmo-
logical probe of gravitational theories [112, 117–119] and
screening mechanisms [120–122].

The cluster pressure and density profiles can be in-
ferred using the Sunyaev-Zeldovich effect, the inter galac-
tic gas, the so called Intra Cluster medium (ICM), the
temperature from their X-ray emission and the velocities
of the individual cluster members. These profiles can be
used to search for possible changes of properties of grav-
ity in different domains of cosmological space.

Recently the authors of Ref. [112] have used cluster
profile properties to test and constrain the parameters
of the Degenerate Higher-Order Scalar-Tensor (DHOST)
theory [123] (see also Refs. [124–130] for recent related
studies and Refs. [131, 132] for relevant reviews).

The modified gravitational potential for the DHOST
theory in the galaxy cluster as a static spherically sym-
metric object is [133–137]

dΦ(r)
dr

= GeffM(< r)
r2 + Ξ1Geff

d2M(< r)
dr2 (4.12)

where M(< r) =
∫ r

0 4πr′2ρ(r′)dr′ is the total mass (dark
matter, gas, and galaxies) within the radial distance r,
Geff = γ̃G is the effective Newton’s constant and Ξ1 is a

dimensionless parameter which depends on the noniminal
coupling of the DHOST theory. The modified gravity
parameters γ̃ and Ξ1 can be recognized as quantifying
the deviation of the DHOST theory from GR, which is
recovered for γ̃ = 1 and Ξ1 = 0.
Ref. [112] uses cluster data profiles of the XMM-

Cluster Outskirts Project (X-COP) [138] to place con-
straints on the DHOST parameters defining the devia-
tion from GR. This very large programme uses a joint
analysis of XMM-Newton and Planck data and targets
the outer regions (R > R500

9) of a sample of 13 massive
(1014M� .M500 . 1015M�) local galaxy clusters in the
redshift range 0.04 < z < 0.1 at uniform depth.

The constraints on the DHOST parameter γ̄ = γ̃ ×
M500/M

GR
500 and Ξ1 as obtained for each of the clusters

by Ref. [112] and the corresponding σ significance for de-
viation from GR expectation are shown in Table I of the
Appendix A. As illustrated in Fig. 8 4 clusters (A644,
A1644, A2319 and A2255) have large negative value for
Ξ1 parameter, significantly (> 3σ) different from the GR.
Also for these 4 clusters we have γ̄ < 1 (Geff < G) with
∼ 2σ significance for a deviation from GR. These cluster
constraints may be either interpreted as upper bounds on
deviations of the DHOST parameters from their GR val-
ues or in a less conservative approach as possible hinds for
modification of gravity. On the contrary, the constraints
on γ̄ and Ξ1 for the other 8 clusters are fully consistent
with GR.

In Fig. 8 we show the green ellipses that surround
observed regions-bubbles in space (∼ 50Mpc) where
clusters with hints of weaker effective gravitational
constant were found in Ref. [112]. These spatial sectors
where the properties of gravity may be distinct from
other regions may be consistent with the existence of
asymmetron walls separating these sectors from other
spatial sectors with slightly different properties of gravity.

V. CONCLUSION-DISCUSSION

We have generalized the symmetron screening mech-
anism by allowing for an explicit symmetry breaking of
the symmetron φ4 potential by the cubic term εφ3. In
such a screening scalar field (the asymmetron) the two
local minima of the potential in low density regions are
neither degenerate nor symmetric (φ+ 6= −φ−). Thus
the asymmetron domain wall network that may form in-
cludes a transition in the value of the Jordan frame ef-
fective gravitational constant as the asymmetron wall is
crossed.

9 For a given overdensity ∆, the radius R∆ is determined as the
distance from the halo centre within which the mean density is
∆ times the critical density, ρc(z) = 3H2(z)/(8πG), at the halo
redshift. Thus ∆ρc(z) = M∆/(4/3πR3

∆), where M∆ is the halo
mass i.e. the mass enclosed in R∆.
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Figure 8. Mollweide projection view of 12 cluster locations of Ref. [112] in galactic coordinates (see Table I). The colour of the
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We have implemented numerical energy minimization
and simulation of evolution of spherical symmetron and
asymmetron domain walls in the presence of a matter
shell. We have thus demonstrated that the walls get
trapped by matter overdensity shells as expected prevent-
ing the collapse of spherical symmetron and asymmetron
walls and leading to stable spherical wall configurations.
We have used a simple analytical energetic argument to
describe this stabilization mechanism. The relevance of
these asymmetron wall configurations with recent cluster
profile data which may be interpreted as hinting towards
distinct gravitational properties of certain clusters has
also been discussed.

The possible existence of an asymmeron wall network
pinned on matter overdensities separating regions with
distinct gravitational properties could constitute a phys-
ical mechanism for the realization of gravitational tran-

sitions in redshift space that could help in the resolution
of the Hubble and growth tensions as described in the
Introduction. In this context, a wide range of possible
extensions of the present analysis could be considered.
Such extensions include the following:

• The search for anisotropies of the Hubble expansion
rate in certain cosmological regions surrounded by
matter overdensities which can not be explained by
the observed sign and level of matter underdensi-
ties. If such local modifications of the Hubble ex-
pansion rate can not be explained by matter under-
densities, they could be attributed to local modi-
fications of the Friedmann equation due to local
modifications of the properties of gravity.

• The comparison of the growth rate of cosmological
perturbations in different cosmological spatial sec-
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tors using for example weak lensing, cluster count
and/or redshift space distortion data.

• The implementation of N-body simulations is order
to identify signatures of asymmetron walls on the
large scale structure power spectrum and on the
ISW effect.

• The construction of other physically motivated
mechanisms that could lead to spatial gravitational
transitions at low redshifts e.g. in the context of
scalar tensor theories false vacuum decay.

In conclusion, the asymmetron model offers an in-
teresting novel approach for the modification of GR
in distinct spatial sectors. The predicted gravitational
transition in redshift space could lead to the resolution
of the important cosmological tensions of the standard
ΛCDM cosmology [7–10]. Observable new effects and
new physics beyond the standard model could also be
realized in the context of the asymmetron domain wall
network and corresponding constraints on the explicit
symmetry breaking parameter can be imposed.

NUMERICAL ANALYSIS FILES

The numerical files for the reproduction of the figures
can be found in the Gravitational transitions via the

explicitly broken symmetron screening mechanism
Github repository under the MIT license.
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Appendix A: Cluster collection

In this appendix we present the collection of 12 clus-
ters.
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Table I. The collection of 12 clusters. From left to right the columns correspond to: Abell names, galactic coordinates (from
NED), redshifts (from NED), luminosity distances (from NED), the halo radii for overdensity of ∆ = 500 with respect to the
critical density of the universe at the cluster’s redshift, the modified gravity parameters Ξ1 and γ̄ which track the departure of
DHOST theory from GR as derived by Ref. [112] and the corresponding σ significances.

GR DOST
Cluster RA DEC z D R500 R500 Ξ1 Significance γ̄ Significance

[Deg] [Deg] [Mpc] [Mpc] [Mpc] σΞ1 σγ̄
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