arXiv:2112.02107v2 [hep-ph] 9 Aug 2023

Time- and Space-Varying Neutrino Mass Matrix from Soft Topological Defects

Gia Dvali,^{1, 2} Lena Funcke,^3 and Tanmay Vachaspati^4 1Arnold Sommerfeld Center, Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität, Theresienstraße 37, 80333 München, Germany 2Max-Planck-Institut für Physik, Föhringer Ring 6, 80805 München, Germany 3Center for Theoretical Physics and NSF AI Institute for Artificial Intelligence and Fundamental Interactions, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 77 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA 4Physics Department, Arizona State University, Tempe, AZ 85287, USA

We study the formation and evolution of topological defects that arise in the post-recombination phase transition predicted by the gravitational neutrino mass model in Ref. [1]. In the transition, global skyrmions, monopoles, strings, and domain walls form due to the spontaneous breaking of the neutrino flavor symmetry. These defects are unique in their softness and origin; as they appear at a very low energy scale, they only require Standard Model particle content, and they differ fundamentally depending on the Majorana or Dirac nature of the neutrinos. One of the observational signatures is the time dependence and space dependence of the neutrino mass matrix, which could be observable in future neutrino experiments. Already existing data rule out parts of the parameter space in the Majorana case. The detection of this effect could shed light onto the open question of the Dirac versus Majorana neutrino nature.

Introduction.—The origin of the observed small neutrino masses is one of the greatest puzzles of the Standard Model (SM). The most popular directions of model building beyond the SM usually focus on new physics at high-energy scales. Many high-energy origins of neutrino masses have been proposed, which require either hypothetical new particles [2–5] or extra dimensions [6–8] (see Ref. [9] for a review). These scenarios all depend on electroweak symmetry breaking, and the resulting neutrino masses are proportional to (some power of) the SM Higgs vacuum expectation value.

As an alternative direction, a new low-energy solution to the neutrino mass problem was proposed in Ref. [1], which is independent of the SM Higgs vacuum expectation value and does not require any additional dimensions or particles. Using the SM particle content coupled minimally to gravity, it only requires the assumption that pure gravity contains a non-zero topological vacuum susceptibility,

⟨RR̃, RR̃⟩_{q→0} ≡ lim_{q→0} � d^4x e^{iqx}⟨T [RR̃(x)RR̃(0)]⟩

= const ≠ 0, (1)

in the limit of vanishing momentum q. Here, T is the time ordering operator, R is the Riemann tensor, and R̃ is its dual. The condition [Eq. (1)] is equivalent to the statement that the gravitational analog of the QCD θ-term,

L_G ⊃ θ_GRR̃, (2)

is physical [10–13], meaning that the free parameter θ_G ∈ [0, 2π] is a physically measurable quantity.

If the condition [Eq. (1)] is fulfilled, it was shown that fermion condensation ⟨f̄f⟩ [14, 15] and effective fermion masses m_f [1] emerge at a new fundamental energy scale. Note that this is true for arbitrary numbers of massless fermion flavors, as it is enforced by gravitational anomaly matching conditions [16]. Thus, we get

Λ_G = ⟨RR̃, RR̃⟩^{1/8}_{q→0} ∼ |⟨f̄f⟩|^{1/3} ∼ m_f . (3)

Phenomenological constraints push this scale into the range Λ_G ∼ 0.1 meV–eV [1, 17, 18] (see Ref. [19] for more details). This opens up the possibility that neutrino masses m_{νi} are generated through a Higgs-like composite field ⟨Φ⟩ ≡ ⟨ν̄_iν_i⟩ at low energies [1] instead of highenergy extensions of the SM.

In this Letter, we will study the topological defects that form in the late Universe due to this neutrino condensation. The model [1] predicts a phase transition in the late Universe after recombination, in which neutrino flavor symmetry gets spontaneously broken, small effective neutrino masses m_ν ∼ Λ_G arise, and pseudoscalar Nambu- Goldstone bosons ϕ appear [1, 15, 17]. Moreover, topological defects form due to the Kibble mechanism [20], including skyrmions, global monopoles, strings, and domain walls (DWs). These defects are very soft, only require SM particle content, and depend on the Majorana or Dirac nature of the neutrinos. In the current work, we will provide a detailed study of the formation, evolution, and observational consequences of these defects. Beyond these observational consequences presented here, two more experimental signatures of this model are postrecombination relic neutrino annihilation and astrophysical neutrino decay [1, 17, 18]. The former prediction can be experimentally verified or falsified with the nextgeneration cosmological surveys, while the latter can be tested with future astrophysical neutrino observatories.

Relic neutrino phase transition.—The low-energy neutrino mass model proposed in Ref. [1] predicts that the cosmological neutrinos remain massless until the very late Universe, T ≲ T_{CMB} ∼ 0.3 eV. At that time, a neutrino vacuum condensate forms in a cosmological phase transition triggered by the gravitational vacuum susceptibility. The condensation generates small effective neutrino masses and (pseudo)Goldstone bosons, ϕ ≡ {ϕ_k, η_ν }, which are called “gravi-majorons” in Ref. [18]. These neutrino-composite bosons arise from the spontaneous breaking of the neutrino flavor symmetry, which reads U(3)_L in the case of left-handed Majorana neutrinos (for which k = 1, ..., 8) and U(3)_L ×U(3)_R in the case of Dirac neutrinos (for which k = 1, ..., 14); see Eqs. (6) and (13).

The η_ν boson is analogous to the heavy η^′ meson of QCD and acquires a small mass through the chiral gravitational anomaly, m_{ην} ∼ Λ_G [15]. At first sight, one might expect the ϕ_k bosons to be massless, since the neutrinos in the model [1] have no hard masses but only effective ones. However, loop diagrams involving W -boson and charged-lepton exchange give rise to tiny mass contributions for some of the ϕ_k bosons [see Eq. (12) in the Supplemental Material [21]],

m_{ϕk} =

G_F 4π m_l Λ^2_G = 2 × 10^{−21} eV � m_l m_τ � � Λ_G 1 meV

�_2 , (4) thus explicitly breaking the original U(3)_L neutrino flavor symmetry. The largest (smallest) contributions to the ϕ_k-boson masses are given for m_l = m_τ (m_l = m_μ).

After the phase transition, the massive relic neutrinos rapidly decay into the lightest neutrino mass eigenstate, ν_i → ν_j + ϕ_k , and bind up or annihilate into the (almost) massless ϕ_k bosons, ν_j + ν̄_j → ϕ_k + ϕ_k [1]. Note that these bosons only form in the very late Universe and thus do not alter any early-Universe physics. Almost all neutrinos convert into this dark radiation in the late Universe, apart from a negligibly small freezeout density. This late “neutrinoless Universe” scenario can only be evaded in the hypothetical presence of neutrino asymmetries [22]. The absolute neutrino mass scale is constrained by m_ν ≲ T_{CMB} ∼ 0.3 eV if the phase transition takes place instantaneously at a temperature T_{ΛG} ∼ Λ_G ∼ m_ν [1, 23] so as not to conflict with cosmic microwave background (CMB) observations. However, the phase transition can also be supercooled and thus can give rise to relatively large neutrino masses even at a low apparent transition temperature, T_{ΛG} < Λ_G ∼ m_ν ≲ 1.5 eV at 95% C.L. [22, 24]. Such a supercooling mechanism would allow for substantial energy densities of the ϕ_k bosons and the topological defects after the transition.

In the following, we will discuss the neutrino flavor symmetry breaking patterns from neutrino condensation. We will first focus on the case that neutrinos are Majorana particles, followed by a discussion of the Dirac case. We will restrict our analysis to the minimal SM scenario of three active neutrino species. However, we wish to emphasize that there could be additional sterile neutrino species, which could enhance the neutrino flavor symmetry. Because of the universality of the gravitational neutrino mass mechanism [1], the topological structure in the neutrino sector would be sensitive to the structure of such hidden-sector sterile neutrinos. Interestingly, because of the unique role of neutrinos as the lightest and weakest interacting particles of the SM, this offers an exciting new opportunity to probe hidden-sector physics.

Symmetry breaking in the Majorana case.—The minimal version of the SM only contains three left-handed neutrinos ν_{Lα} (where α = e, μ, τ is the flavor index) and no right-handed neutrinos. Thus, the minimal version of the gravitational neutrino mass model [1] generates effective Majorana masses for these three left-handed species.

When neglecting SM interactions, the Lagrangian of the three massless neutrinos only contains a kinetic term,

L_ν = iν̄_{Lα} /∂ν_{Lα} + h.c., (5)

where the implicit sum over the flavor index α = e, μ, τ could be equivalently written as a sum over the mass index i = 1, 2, 3 [just as in Eq. (12) below]. The Lagrangian in Eq. (5) has the flavor symmetry

G = U(3)_L =

SU(3)_L × U(1)_L Z_3

. (6)

This neutrino flavor symmetry is a quotient group because the SU(3) and U(1) symmetries have a common center, U(3) = [SU(3) × U(1)]/Z_3. On top of the small explicit breaking through weak effects [Eq. (4)], the flavor symmetry in Eq. (6) gets explicitly broken by the chiral gravitational anomaly [10–13] and spontaneously by the neutrino condensate [1]. The explicit breaking of the U(1)_L part in Eq. (6) is similar to invisible axion scenarios [25–31], where the U(1)_{PQ} symmetry is explicitly broken by the chiral anomalies of gravity and QCD. For the spontaneous breaking, the order parameter reads

Φ_{αβ} ≡ ν^T_{Lα}Cν_{Lβ} , (7)

where C = iγ^2γ^0 is the charge conjugation matrix. Note that the order parameter is symmetric, Φ_{αβ} = Φ_{βα}.

The effective potential of the symmetry breaking reads

V (Φ) = a Tr(Φ^†Φ) + b Tr(Φ^†ΦΦ^†Φ) + · · · + c det Φ + h.c. + · · · , (8) where a, b, and c are unknown numerical coefficients and det Φ is a ’t Hooft-like determinant [32] which breaks the U(1)_L symmetry in Eq. (6) down to Z_6. Note that the potential in Eq. (8) does not necessarily need to respect the full U(3) symmetry but could minimally be invariant under O(3) symmetry only, because the maximal flavor symmetry of flavor-invariant Majorana masses is O(3).

Gravitational anomaly matching conditions require all neutrinos to become massive [16], and these masses need to be different due to the observed neutrino flavor oscillations. Thus, in the neutrino mass eigenbasis, the vacuum expectation value reads

⟨Φ⟩ = � � ⟨Φ_{11}⟩ 0 0 0 ⟨Φ_{22}⟩ 0 0 0 ⟨Φ_{33}⟩ � � , (9) where ⟨Φ_{11}⟩ ≠ ⟨Φ_{22}⟩ ≠ ⟨Φ_{33}⟩ for different masses.

In order to determine the resulting flavor symmetry breaking pattern, we need to find all elements of the initial group G in Eq. (6) that leave ⟨Φ_{11}⟩, ⟨Φ_{22}⟩, and ⟨Φ_{33}⟩ invariant, which gives us the unbroken symmetry group H. Among the elements of SU(3)_L × U(1)_L, only the Z_2 elements {1, e^{iπ1}} leave the different condensates ⟨Φ_{ii}⟩ invariant (for each i = 1, 2, 3, with no sum over repeated indices). Therefore, we finally get the symmetry group H = Z_2 × Z_2 × Z_2 from the spontaneous breaking

SU(3)_L → Z_2 × Z_2, U(1)_L → Z_2, (10)

where the elements of Z_2 × Z_2 are given by

g_1 = diag(1, −1, −1), g_2 = diag(−1, 1, −1), g_3 = diag(−1, −1, 1), g_4 = 1.

(11)

Note that this Z_2 × Z_2 symmetry is explicitly broken by weak effects at very low energy scales; see Eq. (4).

Symmetry breaking in the Dirac case.—As a minimal extension of the SM, the three left-handed neutrinos ν_{Lα} could be accompanied by two or more right-handed partners. In the following, we will focus on the three-flavor Dirac neutrino case of the neutrino mass model [1], noting that the model also allows for mixed active-sterile neutrinos with both Dirac and Majorana masses.

When neglecting SM interactions, the Lagrangian of the three massless neutrinos only contains a kinetic term,

L_ν = iν̄_{Lα} /∂ν_{Lα} + iν̄_{Rα} /∂ν_{Rα} = iν̄_{Dα} /∂ν_{Dα}. (12)

In the limit in which all interactions except gravity are switched off, the Lagrangian has a U(6) flavor symmetry. When taking into account the small explicit breaking by the weak interaction [Eq. (4)], the left- and right-handed sectors cannot mix, and we can write the symmetry as

G = U(3)_L × U(3)_R =

U(3)_V × U(3)_A Z_2 = SU(3)_V × SU(3)_A × U(1)_V × U(1)_A

Z_{V 3} × Z_{A3} × Z_2 , (13)

where L, R, V = L + R, and A = L − R denote the left, right, vector, and axial symmetries, respectively. The L and R group elements act on ν_D and take the form exp[i(1 ± γ_5)α_aT_a], where the T_a are group generators. The flavor symmetry G in Eq. (13) is a quotient group because (i) the SU(3) and U(1) symmetries have a common Z_3 center and (ii) the π rotations of the U(1)_V and U(1)_A symmetries are the same element, exp(iπ) = exp(iπγ_5) = −1, which yields U(1)_L × U(1)_R = [U(1)_V × U(1)_A]/Z_2.

Similar to the Majorana case [Eq. (6)], the initial flavor symmetry G in Eq. (13) is explicitly broken by the gravitational anomaly and spontaneously by the neutrino condensate [1]. The order parameter in the Dirac case is

Φ^D_{ij} ≡ ν̄_iν_j (14) in the mass eigenbasis, and its expectation value ⟨ν̄_iν_j ⟩ is bifundamental and obeys ⟨ν̄_iν_i⟩ ≠ ⟨ν̄_j ν_j ⟩ for i ≠ j. The effective potential is similar to the one in Eq. (8).

Among the elements of SU(3)_A × U(1)_A, only the Z_2 elements {1, e^{iπγ51}} leave ⟨ν̄_iν_i⟩ invariant (for each i = 1, 2, 3). Therefore, we get

SU(3)_A → 1, U(1)_A → Z_2. (15)

Here, we neglected the explicit symmetry breaking of U(1)_A → Z_6 [just as we neglected the explicit breaking of U(1)_L in Eq. (10)] due to the ’t Hooft-like determinant (8), as discussed in detail in Ref. [21].

Regarding the U(3)_V symmetry, any phase transformation of ν_i leaves ⟨ν̄_iν_i⟩ invariant. Therefore, we get three unbroken U(1) symmetries,

U(3)_V → U(1)_{V 3} ×

U(1)_{V 1} × U(1)_{V 8}

Z_{V 3}

, (16)

where the elements of U(1)_{V 1} are e^{iα1}, of U(1)_{V 3} are e^{iαλ3} , and of U(1)_{V 8} are e^{iαλ8} , with λ_3 = diag(1, −1, 0) and λ_8 = diag(1, 1, −2)/ √ 3. The Z_{V 3} denominator is because the center of SU(3)_V is given by {1, e^{i2π/3}1, e^{i4π/3}1} and is contained in both U(1)_{V 1} and U(1)_{V 8}. Thus, the symmetry breaking is effectively

SU(3)_V → U(1)_{V 3} × U(1)_{V 8} (17)

and the unbroken symmetry group reads H = U(1)_{V 3} × [U(1)_{V 1} × U(1)_{V 8}]/Z_{V 3} because the Z_2 denominator in Eq. (13) cancels the numerator in Eq. (15).

From a broader perspective, we observe that the symmetry breaking patterns substantially differ for the Majorana and Dirac cases. Thus, the resulting topological defects crucially depend on the yet unknown neutrino nature and offer the exciting possibility of shedding new light onto this nature. In the following, we show that only the Majorana neutrino case yields topological defects that can induce a time- and space-varying neutrino mass matrix. In the Dirac case, the defects are quickly annihilating and thus are not expected to have any observational consequences, as demonstrated in Ref. [21].

Cosmic string network.—In the Majorana case, the original SU(3)_L flavor symmetry of the massless lefthanded Majorana neutrinos is spontaneously broken down to Z_2 × Z_2; see Eq. (10). This symmetry breaking gives rise to global strings,

π_1[SU(3)/(Z_2 × Z_2)] = Z_2 × Z_2, (18)

which are analogous to the cosmic strings of broken flavor symmetry first discussed in Refs. [33–35]. The order parameters in the current and original flavor string scenarios are similar, except that in the present case it is composite instead of fundamental.

When investigating the cosmological evolution of the string network, we obtain the characteristic length scale ξ of the strings [see Eq. (18) in Ref. [21]], which reads

ξ = � λ^2Λ^7_Gt a^2_GT^8_ν

= 10^{14} m � λ 1 � � Λ_G 1 meV

� 7_2 � 1 a_G � . (19)

Here, λ is the self-coupling of the scalar string field Φ, Λ_G is the infrared gravitational scale, t is the Hubble time, a_G is the scale factor of the phase transition, and T_ν ∼ 0.2 meV is the neutrino temperature. This scale sets the distance over which the strings are straight, which is also assumed to be the inter-string separation.

When traveling around a string, the vacuum expectation value ⟨Φ⟩ winds continuously by the SU(3) group transformation

⟨Φ(θ)⟩ = ω^T (θ)⟨Φ⟩ω(θ), (20)

where ⟨Φ⟩ is defined in Eq. (9). While the angle θ runs from 0 to 2π, the path ω(θ) interpolates between different elements g_i ∈ Z_2 ×Z_2 [Eq. (11)], which label the different strings [36]. For example, the string labeled by the g_3 element corresponds to a path ω(θ) that has the form

ω_3(θ) = � � cos (θ/2) sin (θ/2) 0 − sin (θ/2) cos (θ/2) 0 0 0 1 � � , (21)

which corresponds to a rotation around a third axis in flavor space. Thus, when a neutrino passes by a string, the mixing angles of the standard Pontecorvo- Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) neutrino mixing matrix [37, 38] change nontrivially. The PMNS matrix U_{PMNS} = U^†_e U_ν is a product of two unitary matrices U_e and U_ν arising from the diagonalization of the charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices. Keeping U_e fixed, the matrix U_ν changes by ω(θ)U_ν when passing by a string, resulting in U_{PMNS} = U^†_e ω(θ)U_ν . Thus, the parameters of the PMNS matrix and the resulting strength of CP violation (given by a product of these parameters) are time dependent and space dependent. As discussed in Refs. [21, 33–35], the strings can only induce such observable changes of the neutrino mass matrix if the residual Z_2 × Z_2 symmetry in Eq. (18) is further broken. This breaking gives rise to DWs, as we will demonstrate in the following section.

Topological domain walls.—In the original flavor string models in Refs. [33–35], the residual Z_2 × Z_2 symmetry in Eq. (18) needed to be further broken at high-energy scales, Λ_{Z2} ∼ (10–100) MeV, in order to ensure sizable lepton mass differences, m_e ≠ m_μ. In our case, the Z_2 × Z_2 symmetry in Eq. (10) is explicitly broken at the lowenergy scales given by Eq. (4), such that the resulting topological DWs have a width of

δ_{DW} = 1 m_{ϕk}

= 8 × 10^{14} m � m_τ m_l � � 1 meV Λ_G

�_2 , (22) where m_l is either m_τ or m_μ, depending on the ϕ_k boson under consideration. Thus, there are two independent string-wall networks, in which the DWs of width δ_{DW}(m_l = m_μ) and δ_{DW}(m_l = m_τ ) are connected to the two different types of Z_2 strings in Eq. (18), respectively. The energy density in these DWs is ρ_{DW} = δ^3_{DW}ξ.

As discussed above, the explicit Z_2 × Z_2 symmetry breaking that gives rise to the DWs is the reason why passing by a string results in observable neutrino flavor transitions. As an example, we can consider a DW bounded by a g_3 string, described by ω_3(θ) in Eq. (21). As we go around the string, ⟨Φ(θ)⟩ is rotated by ω^T_3 (θ)⟨Φ⟩ω_3(θ) as in Eq. (20) and returns to itself for θ = 2π. Meanwhile, the neutrino wave function rotates by ω_3(θ) −−−→_{θ=2π} diag(g_3, 1), which leads to an overall minus sign of ν_1 and ν_2. Such a DW can arise through the vacuum expectation value (VEV) ⟨Φ⟩ ∝ (1, 0, 0), for which g_3⟨Φ⟩ ≠ ⟨Φ⟩ with g_3 given by Eq. (11). Thus, the neutrinos change their flavor when passing by a string or through a DW.

Experimental predictions.—In principle, both the DWs and the strings that form in the Majorana neutrino case can induce time- and space-dependent effects on the neutrino mass matrix. However, the DW effects are negligibly small, as they only change the neutrino mass splittings by O(δ^{−1}_{DW}) ≲ 2 × 10^{−21} eV; see Eq. (4). While the string effects are larger, they do not change the neutrino mass splittings but only the mixing angles, as explained below Eq. (21). While a neutrino travels from one string to another, the mixing angles continuously and randomly change by O(1), which is the leading observational effect of the topological defects. As a secondary effect, the strings induce different mixing angles at Sun and Earth, but this effect is negligibly small because the Earth-Sun distance is smaller than the inter-string separation.

The time-dependent change of the neutrino mixing angles can be observable in future neutrino experiments and already in existing neutrino data. Similar experimental signatures have been previously discussed in the context of dark-matter-neutrino interactions, which can give rise to time-dependent oscillatory contributions to the neutrino masses and mixing angles [39–43]. However, the predictions of our scenario fundamentally differ from the previously considered ones, because only the mixing angles are time dependent. Interestingly, current data allow for an O(10%) variation in the neutrino parameters over the last ten years [44, 45].

To determine the timescales over which the neutrino mixing angles change, we need to compare the interstring separation scale ξ in Eq. (19) to the DW width δ_{DW} in Eq. (22). Here, we can distinguish two scenarios: For ξ > δ_{DW}, the DWs would dominate the evolution of the string-wall network, and the network would dilute rapidly, similar to the axionic and non-topological DWs treated in Ref. [21], with O(10) DWs remaining per Hubble volume. In this case, an observation of variations in the mixing angles would be very unlikely. We thus focus only on the case ξ < δ_{DW} in the following.

Next, we need to compare the distance scale ξ and the timescale t = ξ/v to the corresponding scales of the neutrino experiments under consideration. For example, experiments like Daya Bay [46] measured sin^2(2θ_{13}) = 0.0856 ± 0.0029 taking data for t ∼ 6 years. During this time, the solar system moved a distance d = vt = 4×10^{13} m through the frozen string and DW background, where v ∼ 230 km/s. Interestingly, this distance is similar to the inter-string separation ξ in Eq. (19) and therefore similar to the distance over which the neutrino mixing angles change by O(1). This implies that current data already exclude the existence of the smallest possible inter-string separation ξ < δ_{DW} = 8×10^8 m for m_l = m_τ and Λ_G = 1 eV. In this case, the Solar System would only need t = d/v ∼ 1 h to pass by a string, which would result in rapid variations of the neutrino mixing angles. While this specific case of ξ < δ_{DW} and Λ_G = 1 eV is ruled out, both the cases of ξ > δ_{DW} and ξ < δ_{DW} with Λ_G ≲ 0.2 meV are still viable. In the latter case, the most constraining parameter is the smallest mixing angle sin^2(2θ_{13}) = 0.0856 ± 0.0029 [46], which could exhibit a time-dependent change Δ_{13} within the experimental uncertainty, Δ_{13} = sin^2(2 × 2πvt/δ_{DW}) ≲ 2 × 0.0029, where t ∼ 6 y and δ_{DW} is given by Eq. (22). This estimate strongly motivates the search for time-dependent changes in existing and future neutrino oscillation data, with a particular focus on the smallest mixing angle θ_{13}.

Conclusions.—We studied the formation and evolution of soft topological defects from a late cosmological phase transition predicted by the neutrino mass model in Ref. [1]. In the model, neutrino flavor symmetry gets spontaneously broken by a composite Higgs-like field, which is neutrino bilinear and thus does not require any new particles. We demonstrated that the Dirac case gives rise to neutrino skyrmions, global monopoles, and a hybrid string-wall network, which all quickly annihilate into dark radiation. More importantly, the Majorana case predicts the formation of strings and topological DWs that are similar to the strings and DWs of broken flavor symmetry first discussed in Refs. [33–35]. This string-wall network induces a time- and space-dependent variation of the neutrino mixing angles, which could be observable in future neutrino experiments and already in existing neutrino data. The detection of this smoking gun feature would indicate that neutrinos are Majorana particles and thus could solve one of the fundamental open questions of neutrino physics.

We thank Cecilia Lunardini, Georg Raffelt, Goran Senjanović, Alexei Smirnov, and Alex Vilenkin for insightful discussions and the referees for valuable remarks. G.D. is supported in part by the Humboldt Foundation under Humboldt Professorship Award, by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) under Germany’s Excellence Strategy - EXC- 2111 - 390814868, and Germany’s Excellence Strategy under Excellence Cluster Origins. L.F. is supported by the DOE QuantiSED Consortium under Subcontract No. 675352, by the National Science Foundation under Cooperative Agreement PHY-2019786 (The NSF AI Institute for Artificial Intelligence and Fundamental Interactions [47]), and by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office of Nuclear Physics under Grant Contracts No. DE-SC0011090 and No. DE-SC0021006. T.V. is supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of High Energy Physics, under Award No. DE-SC0019470 at ASU.

Supplemental Material: Details on Goldstone Boson Masses and Topological Defects Without Observational Consequences

Goldstone boson masses

In this section, we compute the ϕ_k -boson masses that are generated through loop diagrams involving W -boson and charged-lepton exchange. These masses determine the topological domain wall widths in Eq. (22) of the main text and have a crucial impact on the observable consequences of the cosmic strings. To demonstrate the latter, let us in the following first discuss a toy model in which these ϕ_k-boson masses are absent.

For this discussion, we use a slightly different notation as in the main paper. In particular, we do not use α as a neutrino flavor index and i as a neutrino mass index, but we assume that the mass matrices of the leptons (ν_i and e_α, see below) are aligned at θ = 0. Thus, the flavor and mass indices are equivalent and there is no mixing in the lepton sector at θ = 0. Below Eq. (26), we then discuss how mixing arises for nonzero values of θ.

In the toy model, we have two Majorana neutrinos ν_i with flavor (or mass) index i = 1, 2. These neutrinos gain masses through the condensation of a scalar field ϕ_{ij} that is in a symmetric, reducible representation of the SO(2) neutrino flavor symmetry. For simplicity, we assume the field ϕ_{ij} to be fundamental instead of composite, which is different from the model discussed in the main paper. Further, the toy model contains a gauge boson W_μ similar to the one in the Standard Model and two additional fermions e_α with flavor (or mass) index α = 1, 2. The latter are similar to the electron and muon of the Standard Model, but are assumed to be electrically neutral Majorana fermions instead of Dirac fermions. Moreover, as mentioned above, we first neglect lepton mixing for simplicity and assume that the mass matrices of ν_i and e_α are diagonal in the same basis.

The Lagrangian of this toy model reads

L_{toy} = ν^T_i /∂ν_i + e^T_α /∂e_α − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} + m^2_W W_μW^μ

+ m^e_αe^T_α γ^0e_α + Tr∂_μϕ_{ij} ∂^μϕ_{ij} − λ^2(Trϕ^2_{ij} − v^2)^2

+ gϕ_{ij} ν^T_i γ^0ν_j + g_W W_μl^T_β γ^0γ^μl_β , (23)

where F_{μν} is the field strength tensor and m_W is the mass of the W_μ field, l_β is the weak lepton doublet (β = 1, 2), m^e_α are the electron and muon masses, g is the neutrinoscalar coupling, g_W is the weak coupling, and v is the vacuum expectation value of the ϕ_{ij} field that spontaneously breaks the SO(2) neutrino flavor symmetry and generates the neutrino masses.

In the limit of m^e_α → 0, there is a full SO(2) symmetry that is spontaneously broken, and both (ν_1, ν_2)^T and (e_1, e_2)^T transform as doublets under SO(2). In the limit g_W → 0, only (ν_1, ν_2)^T transforms under SO(2). In the case g_W ≠ 0 and m^e_1 ≠ m^e_2, there is an approximate SO(2) symmetry for (ν_1, ν_2)^T , which is broken by the mass difference |m^e_1 − m^e_2| ≠ 0.

Now, let us consider the case g_W = 0 and m^e_1 ≠ m^e_2 and study the cosmic strings that form in the transition,

⟨ϕ⟩ = ω^T_3 (θ)v ω_3(θ) = v � cos^2 (θ/2) cos (θ/2) sin (θ/2) cos (θ/2) sin (θ/2) sin^2 (θ/2) � , (24)

where ω_3(θ) is the upper left 2×2 matrix of the analogous three-flavor matrix given in Eq. (21) of the main text.

If g_W = 0, the strings do not have any observable consequences. In order to see this, let us insert Eq. (24) into the neutrino-dependent part of Eq. (23),

L_{toy,ν} = ν^T_i /∂ν_i + gϕ_{ij} ν^T_i γ^0ν_i

= ν^T_i /∂ν_i + gv(ν^T_1 , ν^T_2 ) � c^2 cs cs s^2 � γ^0 � ν_1 ν_2 � , (25)

where c^2 ≡ cos^2(θ/2), etc. When a neutrino goes around the string, the first neutrino species ν_1 has a nonzero mass m_1 = vg at θ = 0 but a zero mass at θ = π, while the opposite is true for the second neutrino species ν_2,

m_{νi} (θ = 0) = gv � 1 0 0 0 � → m_{νi} (θ = π) = gv � 0 0 0 1 � . (26)

As mentioned before, we assume that the mass matrices of ν_i and e_α are diagonal in the same basis at θ = 0, such that the neutrino flavor and neutrino mass indices are equivalent. We also note that without coupling the neutrinos to the electrons and muons via g_W ≠ 0, the definition of the neutrino species ν_1 and ν_2 in Eq. (25) is arbitrary. Thus, without a reference point, the statement that we produce the massive ν_1 state at θ = 0 and measure the massless state ν_2 at θ = π is empty. Only when turning on g_W ≠ 0, we can define ν_1 as the neutrino that is coupled to e_1W_ν , such that changing the massive neutrino from ν_1 at θ = 0 to ν_2 at θ = π in Eq. (26) by going around the string becomes an observable effect.

The observability of changing the neutrino mass matrix while going around the string is directly connected to the nonzero masses of the ϕ_k bosons, as we will demonstrate in the following. For g_W ≠ 0, the ϕ_k bosons gain masses through loop diagrams, which differ depending on the Majorana or Dirac nature of the electron and muon species. In our toy model, the electron and muon are Majorana fermions, which allows for two-loop diagrams with two external ϕ_k legs, which are proportional to

Tr(m^eϕϕ) = m^e_1ϕ_{11}ϕ_{11} + m^e_2ϕ_{22}ϕ_{22} (27)

= m^e_2(ϕ^2_{11} + ϕ^2_2) + (m^e_1 − m^e_2)ϕ^2_{11}. (28)

Here, ϕ = diag(ϕ_{11}, ϕ_{22}) with ϕ_{11} = v cos^2(a/v) is obtained from Eq. (24), where we promoted the θ-angle into the dynamical Goldstone field a via θ/2 ≡ a/v. The first term in Eq. (28) is proportional to Tr(ϕ^2) and does not contribute to the Goldstone boson masses. Only the second term, which is proportional to the difference between the electron and muon masses, contributes to the Goldstone boson masses. Thus, we observe that g_W ≠ 0 is not the only requirement to generate nonzero Goldstone boson masses, but we also require m^e_1 ≠ m^e_2. This is analogous to the well-known Glashow–Iliopoulos–Maiani (GIM) mechanism [48] in the weak interactions.

Using Eq. (28) and the definitions below, we can now write down the effective Goldstone Lagrangian

L_{toy,a} = ∂_μa∂^μa − 1 16π^2 g^2g^2_W v^2(δm^e_α)^2 cos^2 � a v � , (29)

where δm^e_α = m^e_1 − m^e_2. Thus, we find a Goldstone boson mass that scales linearly with the coupling constant g_W ,

m_a = 1 4π gg_W (δm^e_α). (30)

Note that this nonzero Goldstone boson mass is a prerequisite for the cosmic string (24) to have a nontrivial impact on the Goldstone Lagrangian (29). If we had no Goldstone boson mass, the second term in Eq. (29) would vanish, and the effect of the cosmic string could be completely absorbed into the kinetic term, Tr � ∂_μω^T_3 (θ)v ω_3(θ)∂^μω^T_3 (θ)v ω_3(θ) � = ∂_μa∂^μa. (31)

Up to now, we assumed that the electron and muon in our toy model are Majorana fermions. This allowed for two-loop diagrams with two external ϕ_k legs, because the Majorana fermion loops only required a single Majorana mass insertion. Similarly, the electron and muon species in our toy model generated an additional one-loop mass contribution for the Majorana neutrinos.

In the Standard Model, the electron and muon species are Dirac fermions, so their one-loop contribution to the Majorana neutrino mass is forbidden by lepton number conservation. Likewise, the two-loop diagrams yielding Eq. (28) now require a double Dirac mass insertion. These diagrams only renormalize the kinetic term of the neutrino and therefore are unobservable. Similarly, one could naively write down one-loop contributions to the kaon masses [49], but these contributions would just renormalize the kinetic term. Thus, unlike in Eq. (30), both the kaon masses and the ϕ_k boson masses do not scale linearly with g_W but quadratically instead.

In the Standard Model, the lowest-order diagram that contributes to the ϕ_k boson masses is generated through the four-fermion interaction G_F (ν̄ν)(ēe), which yields a one-loop diagram with four external neutrino lines (corresponding to two external ϕ_k lines) and a charged-fermion loop. The resulting four-neutrino interaction is given by

L_{4ν} = 1 16π^2

G^2_F (δm_l)^2(ν̄νν̄ν), (32)

where δm_l = m_{l1} − m_{l2} , just as in Eq. (29). Due to the large charged-lepton mass differences, m_τ ≫ m_μ ≫ m_e, we will in the following use δm_l ≈ m_l with m_l being either m_τ or m_μ for the different ϕ_k bosons.

In our neutrino mass model, the neutrino condensate is given by ⟨ν̄ν⟩ = Λ^3_G, such that the four-neutrino interaction (ν̄νν̄ν) in Eq. (32) gets replaced by Λ^6_G(ϕ_k /Λ_G)^2. Thus, the effective Goldstone Lagrangian has the following mass term:

L_{mass,ϕk} = 1 16π^2

G^2_F m^2_l Λ^4_G ϕ^2_k. (33)

The resulting ϕ_k boson masses scale quadratically in the weak coupling, linearly in the charged-lepton mass difference, and quadratically in the infrared graviational scale,

m_{ϕk} = 1 4π G_F m_l Λ^2_G. (34)

Cosmological evolution of string network in Majorana neutrino case

In this section, we study the cosmological evolution of the string network that forms in the Majorana neutrino case due to the breaking SU(3)_L → Z_2 ×Z_2, see Eq. (18) in the main text. This string network interacts with the ϕ_k bosons that emerge from the late cosmological neutrino annihilation, as we discussed in the section on the relic neutrino phase transition.

To begin with, we determine how the characteristic length scale ξ of the string network grows in response to the effects of acceleration and friction. Due to its tension μ ∼ Λ^2_G, a string with curvature radius r (assumed to be comparable to the string separation scale ξ), experiences a transverse accelerating force per unit length,

F_{acc} =

Λ^2_G r , (35)

which competes with the damping force per unit length,

F_{damp} = ρ_{ϕk} σ_T v. (36)

Here, ρ_{ϕk} ∼ T^4_ν is the energy density of the neutrinocomposite ϕ_k bosons, which is roughly given by the temperature T_ν of the cosmic neutrinos in the absence of neutrino annihilation. Moreover, v is the string velocity and σ_T is the thermal scattering cross section per unit length of the strings and the ϕ_k bosons, which is given by σ_T Λ_G

= α^2_{string−ϕk} 1 λ^2Λ^2_G = � T^2_ν Λ^2_G

�_2 1 λ^2Λ^2_G = T^4_ν λ^2Λ^6_G

(37)

due to the derivative coupling of the Goldstone bosons ϕ_k to the scalar string field Φ_{ij} . The size of the string core is 1/λΛ_g, where λ is the self-coupling of Φ_{ij} .

Due to the large damping force, the evolution of the strings is friction dominated. When comparing Eqs. (35) and (36), we find that the maximal string velocity reads

v_{max} =

Λ^2_G rρ_{ϕk} σ_T = λ^2Λ^7_G rT^8_ν ≡ l_F r , (38)

where l_F is the length scale associated with friction. The expected time scale τ on which ξ ∼ r increases is ξ̇ ξ = 1 τ = v_{max} ξ = l_F ξ^2 = λ^2Λ^7_G ξ^2T^8_ν

. (39)

When comparing this time scale with the Hubble time t and going from comoving to proper distances, we obtain for the final characteristic length scale of the strings ξ = � λ^2Λ^7_Gt a^2_GT^8_ν

. (40)

Annihilation of skyrmions, monopoles, and string-wall network in Dirac neutrino case

In this section, we discuss the formation and evolution of further topological defects that are not expected to have any observational consequences. In particular, we study the skyrmions, monopoles, and string-wall network that arise in the case of Dirac neutrinos. Note that a similar string-wall network also arises in the Majorana case, due to the breaking U(1)_L → Z_2 in Eq. (10) of the main text.

Skyrmions—For Dirac neutrinos, the breaking of the SU(3)_A symmetry in Eq. (15) of the main text gives rise to textures,

π_3(SU(3)) = Z. (41)

Unless stabilized by the Skyrme term [50], the textures are unstable, i.e. the topological texture knots quickly unwind with a rate dn/dt ∼ Λ^4_G and dissipate into Goldstone bosons [51]. In the neutrino mass model, the textures are stabilized by the Skyrme term [1], just as in the QCD baryon case [52]. The skyrmions are spin 1/2 states because they are bound states of N_F = 3 neutrinos.

After formation, the skyrmions and anti-skyrmions annihilate into ϕ_k bosons with an annihilation rate of [53]

Γ_S = ⟨σ_S v_S ⟩ n_{eq,S} = π Λ^2_G � 3T_ν Λ_G

�_{1/2} �

Λ_GT_ν 2π �_{3/2} e^{−ΛG /Tν} , (42)

where σ_S = π/m^2_S ∼ π/Λ^2_G is the geometrical cross section, m_S ∼ Λ_G is the skyrmion mass, v_S is the thermal skyrmion velocity, and n_{eq,S} is the skyrmion equilibrium density. This annihilation is less efficient than, e.g., for global monopoles, due to negligible long-range forces between skyrmions and antiskyrmions [54]. Nevertheless, the skyrmions quickly annihilate into the massless ϕ_k bosons within timescales of Γ^{−1}_S = 10^{−15} s for the exemplary values of Λ_G = T_ν = 0.1 eV, and only a negligibly small freeze-out density remains.

Global monopoles—The SU(3)_V symmetry breaking in Eq. (17) of the main text gives rise to global monopoles carrying two U(1) charges,

π_2(SU(3)_V /[U(1)_3 × U(1)_8]) = Z × Z. (43)

These monopoles have energies of the order m_M ∼ Λ^2_Gd(t), where d(t) is the time-dependent distance to the nearest antimonopole (with d(0) ∼ Λ^{−1}_G ). The attractive force between global monopoles and antimonopoles is proportional to Λ^2_G and independent of the distance between them [55]. Thus, the monopoleantimonopole separation decreases at relativistic speeds and the (anti)monopoles efficiently annihilate into ϕ_k bosons [56].

String-wall network—The anomalous U(1)_A symmetry in Eq. (15) of the main text has an anomaly-free Z_6 subgroup, similar to axion scenarios [25–31]. Thus, the spontaneous symmetry breaking of this anomalous U(1)_A symmetry gives rise to strings and DWs [57, 58],

π_1(U(1)_A/Z_6) = Z, π_0(Z_6/Z_2) = Z_3, (44)

For N_F = 3 neutrino species, three DWs attach to each string, and a hybrid string-wall network forms.

The thickness of the string core is given by δ_S ∼ Λ^{−1}_G and the mass per unit area of the DWs is σ_W ∼ Λ^3_G/N_F . Note that the resulting DW width is much smaller than the width of the Z_2×Z_2 DWs in Eq. (22) of the main text, because here the dominant contribution to the explicit symmetry breaking is the anomaly, not the weak effects given by Eq. (4) of the main text. Therefore, at the time of formation, the DW and string energy densities are comparable. The tension of the strings efficiently straightens them out, and the string energy density soon becomes negligible compared to the DW energy density. Thus, the DWs determine the dynamics of the stringwall network. Numerical simulations [58–60] showed that the string-wall energy density eventually approaches a scaling solution,

ρ_{SW}(t) ∼ σ_W t^{−1} ∼ Λ^3_Gt^{−1}, (45)

such that O(10) DWs remain per Hubble volume.

This DW density is too low to yield any observational consequences, similar to the skyrmion and monopole densities discussed above. The reason for the low density of these DWs compared to the high densities of the DWs discussed in the main text is that the current DWs do not interact with the ambient cosmological medium. Due to the axionic nature of the current DWs, the ϕ_k bosons pass through them without reflection. Thus, these axionic DWs are not slowed down by friction and their annihilation is very efficient [61].

In the neutrino mass model [1], the η_ν bosons resulting from the string-wall annihilation further decay into the ϕ_k bosons and thus contribute to dark radiation in the late Universe. In contrast, the gravitational axion model proposed in [17] only requires the η_ν boson, which is stable and thus may contribute to the late dark matter abundance. The precise density of these dark bosons strongly depends on the free parameters of the models, such as the scale Λ_G and the phase transition time.

As a general remark regarding the energy density of the dark radiation in the Dirac case, we wish to emphasize that this density also depends on the nature of the phase transition. If the transition is a smooth, secondorder transition, the resulting energy density of the dark radiation is given by the energy density of the neutrinos at the phase transition time. If the phase transition is a supercooled, first-order transition, the energy density of the dark radiation could be much larger, as discussed briefly in the main text and in more detail in Ref. [22].

Non-topological domain walls

In this section, we briefly discuss the non-topological DWs that arise when the Universe falls into different vacua with different neutrino mass matrices after the phase transition. The effective neutrino potential [1, 17]

V (X̂) = � n 1 n c_{2n}Tr[(X̂^+X̂)^n], (46)

allows for a large variety of neutrino flavor symmetry breaking patterns, parametrized by unknown coefficients c_{2n} that multiply generic invariants Tr[(X̂^+X̂)^n] of the neutrino condensate order parameter X̂^{αR}_{αL} ≡ ⟨ν̄_{αL} ν_{αR} ⟩. Here, α_L = 1, 2, 3 and α_R = 1, 2, 3 are left- and righthanded flavor indices, respectively. The effective potential in Eq. (46) allows for a highly nontrivial vacuum structure. Thus, when the Universe falls into different vacua after the transition, these different vacua on either side of the resulting DWs are not exactly degenerate.

The evolution of the resulting network of nontopological DWs depends on the pressure difference δp across the DWs as compared to the viscosity η of the DWs due interactions with the ambient cosmological medium. Depending on the unknown coefficients c_{2n} in Eq. (46), the pressure difference δp can range between δp = 0 and δp = m_{νi} ≲ 0.8 eV [62], while the viscosity is determined by the density ρ_{ϕk} ∼ T^4_ν ∼ (0.1 meV)^4 of the ϕ_k bosons that scatter off the DWs (see Eq. (36) for more details). Thus, for most of the DWs, the pressure difference is expected to be larger than the frictional force, such that the DWs quickly annihilate and dilute. The observational consequences of these non-topological DWs are therefore similar to the ones discussed at the end of the previous section.

[1] G. Dvali and L. Funcke, Phys. Rev. D 93, 113002 (2016), arXiv:1602.03191 [hep-ph].

[2] P. Minkowski, Phys. Lett. B67, 421 (1977). [3] R. N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovic, Phys. Rev. Lett.

44, 912 (1980).

[4] M. Gell-Mann, P. Ramond, and R. Slansky, in Proceedings of the Supergravity Stony Brook Workshop (edited by P. Van Nieuwenhuizen and D. Freedman, Elsevier, Amsterdam, 1979).

[5] T. Yanagida, Prog. Theor. Phys. 64, 1103 (1980). [6] N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos, G. R. Dvali, and J. March-Russell, Phys. Rev. D 65, 024032 (2002), arXiv:9811448 [hep-ph].

[7] K. R. Dienes, E. Dudas, and T. Gherghetta, Nucl. Phys.

B 557, 25 (1999), arXiv:9811428 [hep-ph].

[8] G. R. Dvali and A. Yu. Smirnov, Nucl. Phys. B 563, 63 (1999), arXiv:9904211 [hep-ph].

[9] G. Senjanovic, Riv. Nuovo Cim. 34, 1 (2011). [10] R. Delbourgo and A. Salam, Phys. Lett. B 40, 381 (1972). [11] T. Eguchi and P. G. O. Freund, Phys. Rev. Lett. 37, 1251 (1976).

[12] S. Deser, M. J. Duff, and C. J. Isham, Phys. Lett. B 93, 419 (1980).

[13] L. Alvarez-Gaume and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 234, 269 (1984).

[14] G. Dvali, (2005), arXiv:hep-th/0507215.

[15] G. Dvali, S. Folkerts, and A. Franca, Phys. Rev. D 89, 105025 (2014), arXiv:1312.7273 [hep-th].

[16] G. Dvali, (2017), arXiv:1705.06317 [hep-th]. [17] G. Dvali and L. Funcke, (2016), arXiv:1608.08969 [hep- -ph].

[18] L. Funcke, G. Raffelt, and E. Vitagliano, Phys. Rev. D 101, 015025 (2020), arXiv:1905.01264 [hep-ph].

[19] The scale ΛG, the neutrino condensate ⟨ν̄iνi⟩, and the temperature T_{ΛG} of the phase transition are free parameters of the theory, which can differ by unknown O(10^{−1} − 10) parameters and are fixed by phenomenological constraints, including: (i) corrections to Newtonian gravity are experimentally excluded up to ⟨ν̄iνi⟩ ≳ meV [63]; (ii) neutrino mass splittings require the largest neutrino condensate to be ⟨ν̄iνi⟩ ≥ 4 meV due to mν_i = gi⟨ν̄iνi⟩ and gi ≤ 4π [45]; (iii) neutrino free-streaming before photon decoupling requires T_{ΛG} ≲ T_{CMB} = 0.3 eV [1]. Note that the constraints (i) and (iii) are model-independent constraints, which still apply if neutrinos get small masses through other mechanisms. Due to the unknown O(10^{−1} − 10) parameters, the scale ΛG can take values between O(0.1 meV) and O(eV) [1].

[20] T. W. B. Kibble, J. Phys. A 9, 1387 (1976). [21] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/ supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.091601 for details on Goldstone boson masses and topological defects without observational consequences.

[22] C. S. Lorenz, L. Funcke, E. Calabrese, and S. Hannestad, Phys. Rev. D 99, 023501 (2019), arXiv:1811.01991 [astro-ph.CO].

[23] S. Koksbang and S. Hannestad, JCAP 09, 014, arXiv:1707.02579 [astro-ph.CO].

[24] C. S. Lorenz, L. Funcke, M. Löffler, and E. Calabrese, (2021), arXiv:2102.13618 [astro-ph.CO].

[25] R. D. Peccei and H. R. Quinn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 38, 1440 (1977).

[26] S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40, 223 (1978). [27] F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40, 279 (1978). [28] J. E. Kim, Phys. Rev. Lett. 43, 103 (1979). [29] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein, and V. I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B 166, 493 (1980).

[30] A. R. Zhitnitsky, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 31, 260 (1980), [Yad.

Fiz. 31 (1980) 497].

[31] M. Dine, W. Fischler, and M. Srednicki, Phys. Lett. B 104, 199 (1981).

[32] G. ’t Hooft, Phys. Rept. 142, 357 (1986). [33] T. M. Bibilashvili and G. R. Dvali, Phys. Lett. B 248, 259 (1990).

[34] G. R. Dvali, Phys. Lett. B 265, 64 (1991). [35] G. R. Dvali and G. Senjanovic, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 9 (1994).

[36] N. D. Mermin, Rev. Mod. Phys. 51, 591 (1979). [37] B. Pontecorvo, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 34, 247 (1957). [38] Z. Maki, M. Nakagawa, and S. Sakata, Prog. Theor.

Phys. 28, 870 (1962).

[39] A. Berlin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 231801 (2016), arXiv:1608.01307 [hep-ph].

[40] G. Krnjaic, P. A. N. Machado, and L. Necib, Phys. Rev.

D 97, 075017 (2018), arXiv:1705.06740 [hep-ph]. [41] V. Brdar, J. Kopp, J. Liu, P. Prass, and X.-P. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 97, 043001 (2018), arXiv:1705.09455 [hep- -ph].

[42] A. Dev, P. A. N. Machado, and P. Martínez-Miravé, JHEP 01, 094, arXiv:2007.03590 [hep-ph].

[43] M. Losada, Y. Nir, G. Perez, and Y. Shpilman, (2021), arXiv:2107.10865 [hep-ph].

[44] K. Nakamura et al. (Particle Data Group), J. Phys. G 37, 075021 (2010).

[45] P. A. Zyla et al. (Particle Data Group), Prog. Theor.

Exp. Phys. 2020, 083C01 (2020).

[46] D. Adey et al. (Daya Bay), Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 241805 (2018), arXiv:1809.02261 [hep-ex].

[47] http://iaifi.org/.

[48] S. L. Glashow, J. Iliopoulos, and L. Maiani, Phys. Rev.

D 2, 1285 (1970).

[49] M. Gell-Mann and A. Pais, Phys. Rev. 97, 1387 (1955). [50] T. Skyrme, Nucl. Phys. 31, 556 (1962). [51] N. Turok, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 2625 (1989). [52] G. S. Adkins, C. R. Nappi, and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys.

B 228, 552 (1983).

[53] M. Gillioz, A. von Manteuffel, P. Schwaller, and D. Wyler, J. High Energy Phys. 03, 048, arXiv:1012.5288 [hep-ph].

[54] A. Jackson, A. Jackson, and V. Pasquier, Nucl. Phys. A 432, 567 (1985).

[55] M. Barriola and A. Vilenkin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 341 (1989).

[56] C. J. A. P. Martins and A. Achúcarro, Phys. Rev. D 78, 083541 (2008).

[57] P. Sikivie, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1156 (1982). [58] A. Vilenkin and A. E. Everett, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1867 (1982).

[59] B. S. Ryden, W. H. Press, and D. N. Spergel, Astrophys.

J. 357, 293 (1990).

[60] A. M. M. Leite and C. J. A. P. Martins, Phys. Rev. D84, 103523 (2011), arXiv:1110.3486 [hep-ph].

[61] A. Vilenkin and E. P. S. Shellard, Cosmic Strings and Other Topological Defects (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000).

[62] M. Aker et al., arXiv:2105.08533 [hep-ex]. [63] D. J. Kapner, T. S. Cook, E. G. Adelberger, J. H. Gundlach, B. R. Heckel, C. D. Hoyle, and H. E. Swanson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 021101 (2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0611184 [hep-ph].