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ABSTRACT

Probing ultralight dark fields

in cosmological and astrophysical systems

by

Hong-Yi Zhang

Dark matter constitutes 26% of the total energy in our universe, but its nature

remains elusive. Among the assortment of viable dark matter candidates, particles

and fields with masses lighter than 40eV, called ultralight dark matter, stand out as

particularly promising thanks to their feasible production mechanisms, consistency

with current observations, and diverse and testable predictions. In light of ongoing

and forthcoming experimental and observational efforts, it is important to advance

the understanding of ultralight dark matter from theoretical and phenomenological

perspectives: How does it interact with itself, ordinary matter, and gravity? What

are some promising ways to detect it?

In this thesis, we aim to explore the dynamics and interaction of ultralight dark

matter and other astrophysically accessible hypothetical fields in a relatively model-

independent way. Without making specific assumptions about their ultraviolet physics,

we first demonstrate a systematic approach for constructing a classical effective field

theory for both scalar and vector dark fields and discuss conditions for its validity.

Then, we explore the interaction of ultralight dark fields, both gravitational and oth-

erwise, within various contexts such as nontopological solitons, neutron stars, and

gravitational waves.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Dark matter

Dark matter (DM) remains as one of the biggest mysteries in our universe. The idea

of its existence was arguably supported in the 1930s when researchers discovered the

high mass-to-light ratio in galaxy clusters [7]. This hypothesis was further validated

by the observation of anomalies in the rotation curves of galaxies: the observed flat

rotation curves did not align with predictions based on Newtonian mechanics and

visible galactic matter alone [8]. These discrepancies unveil a universe where New-

tonian predictions based solely on visible matter failed. See [9] for a comprehensive

introduction to the history of DM.

Modern observations have provided profound insights into DM, presenting evi-

dence across an array of scales – from small-scale nonlinear structure within galaxies

to large-scale structure of the universe. Aligning with theoretical predictions, light ele-

ment abundances, temperature and polarization anisotropies in the cosmic microwave

background (CMB), and multiple probes of galaxy distributions collectively suggest a

vivid picture: a universe composed of dark energy, DM and ordinary matter, known as

the ΛCDM model or the concordance model of cosmology [10,11]. These constituents,

respectively, account for 69%, 26%, and 5% of the universe’s total energy [12].

DM must be cold, i.e. nonrelativistic (NR) at the time of structure formation, to

clump efficiently and account for the formation of galaxies. This simplest scenario of
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Figure 1.1. The 90% confidence limit for the spin-independent WIMP cross section vs
WIMP mass. The current best constraint comes from the LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ) experiment
(black lines) [1]. The dashed line shows the median of the sensitivity projection and the
green and yellow bands are the 1σ and 2σ sensitivity bands for the LZ experiment. Also
shown are the PandaX-4T [2], XENON1T [3], LUX [4], and DEAP-3600 [5] limits. Figure
taken from [1].

cold dark matter (CDM) is very successful in fitting the angular power spectrum of

CMB and the linear power spectrum of galaxy distributions. A notable example is

the weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs), which represent new elementary

particles that interact with baryons not only gravitationally but also through the weak

force or a new force of comparable strength [13, 14]. WIMPs stand out for a unique

reason: if thermally produced in the primordial universe, their current abundance

would align with the observed DM abundance. This has led to a fervent experimental

hunt for WIMPs and their interactions [13–16], nevertheless conclusive evidence of

these particles remains elusive. See figure 1.1 for current best constraints on the

interaction cross section of WIMPS with nucleons.

While the gravitational properties of DM on large scales have been extensively
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Figure 1.2. Mass of different DM candidates, ranging from elementary particles, composite
objects to primordial black holes. Note that the mass range provided is not to scale and
meant to be indicative.

mapped, a closer look at DM in sub-galatic scales reveals intriguing complexity. For

instance, a discrepancy arises between the observed flat DM density profiles in the

centers of galaxies and the predictions of cuspy cores made by numerical simulations of

CDM cosmology [17,18]. That is, the observed small-scale structure is less prominent

than what expected in the CDM scenario. This cusp-core problem poses a challenge,

but also reveals an avenue into understanding the microphysics of DM. A particularly

interesting candidate motivated by this problem is the ultralight DM [19, 20], whose

de Broglie wavelength is large enough for suppressing the formation of small-scale

structure. This DM candidate has rich phenomenology thanks to wavelike effects in

macroscopic and even astrophysical scales, and will be the focus of this thesis. Other

solutions of the problem include, for example, warm DM [21] and self-interacting

DM [22], for which the small scale structure is suppressed due to a significant thermal

velocity dispersion or appropriate nongravitational DM self-interactions.

Motivated by various considerations, DM models spanning over 80 orders of mag-

nitude in mass have been postulated, ranging from elementary particles, to composite

objects, and up to astrophysical-sized primordial black holes [23–26], as shown in fig-

ure 1.2. This reflects that the identity and properties of DM remain shrouded in

mystery.
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1.2 Ultralight dark fields

Dynamical measurements tell us that the DM mass density in the solar neighborhood

is about 0.4GeV cm−3 [27–30], based on which we can deduce the average inter-

particle separation, given a DM particle mass. It is instructive to compare this scale

to the de Broglie wavelength of the particle

λdB =
2π

mv
= 6.0pc

(
10−20eV

m

)(
200km/s

v

)
, (1.1)

where 1pc ≈ 3× 1016m. The de Broglie wavelength exceeds the inter-particle separa-

tion if the number of particles per de Broglie volume λ3dB, given by

NdB ∼
(
40eV

m

)4(
ρ

0.4GeV/cm3

)(
200km/s

v

)
, (1.2)

is larger than unity. Therefore, for m ≪ 40eV, the small separation between DM

particles and large occupation numbers implies that the DM is best described by

classical wave mechanics [31, 32]. This type of DM is called ultralight/wave DM.

Ultralight DM particles must be bosonic for the Pauli exclusion principle precludes

such a high occupancy for fermions [33], unless there are many distinct species of DM

particles [34].

For the ultralight end, DM particles with a mass 10−22eV–10−20eV are sometimes

called fuzzy DM [35]. A mass m < 10−22eV is possible, but only if the particle

constitutes a small fraction of DM, otherwise an excessively large λdB would negate

the existence of DM-dominated dwarf galaxies. A characteristic feature of fuzzy

DM is the soliton core [36], a stable structure at the heart of DM haloes where

quantum pressure counteracts gravitational collapse. By hosting a solitonic core,
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the galaxy can exhibit a flat central density profile, thereby preventing gravitational

clustering of matter and resolving the core-cusp problem. The solitonic behavior,

when mapped against observational data, can effectively distinguish fuzzy DM from

other DM candidates. Moreover, solitons might dominate the bulge dynamics in

massive galaxies and could potentially represent the majority of halo mass in smaller

dwarf galaxies. Analysis against observed galactic density profiles has provided strong

constraints on DM mass [36–45].

There has been significant effort in recent years to place various astrophysical con-

straints on the fuzzy DM particle mass [19,20]. These constraints generally bifurcate

into two groups in moderate disagreement. On one hand, dwarf spheroidal galaxies

typically exhibit characteristics consistent with large, low-density DM cores, such as

those predicted by fuzzy DM theory with soliton cores atm ≃ 10−22eV [38,46,47]. On

the other, the Lyman-α forest observations suggest m ≳ 10−21eV [48–50], where the

wave effects of fuzzy DM become less pronounced. The disparity between these find-

ings has become more pronounced of late. Notably, evaluations of the size and stellar

dynamics of ultra-faint dwarf galaxies suggest m ≳ 10−19eV [51], while considerations

centered on free-streaming effects and white noise in DM isocurvature perturbations

lean towards m ≳ 10−18eV [52]. This existing tension hints at a potentially diverse

nature of fuzzy DM [47], or that some of the effects should be attributed to baryonic

physics [20,53].

Another well-known example of ultralight DM is axions [45, 54–56], which are

pseudo-Goldstone bosons associated with a spontaneously broken global symmetry

that is anomalous under the standard model (SM) gauge theory [57]. Initially pro-

posed as a natural solution to explain the absence of the neutron electric dipole mo-

ment [58–60], a quantum chromodynamics (QCD) axion is characterized by its decay
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Figure 1.3. Summary of existing constraints on axions’ mass and their coupling to neu-
trons. Figure taken from [6].

constant fa [61–64] and its mass is determined by ma ≈ 5.7µeV(1012GeV/fa) [65,66].

Apart from the QCD axion and DM axions, axionlike particles have also been exten-

sively studied in string theory [67–69]. For recent reviews, refer to [45,54–56].

Due to their weak interactions with SM particles, detecting axions in terrestrial

experiments is exceptionally challenging. Therefore, there is a strong motivation to

search for evidence of axions in astrophysical systems where their feeble couplings

are partially compensated by high temperatures and densities [70]. For instance,

the axion’s interaction with nucleons is probed by NS cooling [71–73] and supernova

neutrino emission [74–81], which imply tight upper limits at the level of gaNN ≲ 10−10,

see figure 1.3.
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1.3 Executive summary

In this thesis, we aim to explore the dynamics and interaction of ultralight DM,

or hypothetical ultralight fields, in a relatively model-independent way. Many of

our insights emerge from the lens of effective field theory (EFT), emphasizing the

low-energy behavior of dark fields without making specific assumptions about the

ultraviolet physics. In the rest of this section, we will provide a concise overview of

the principles underlying the construction of an EFT for DM, and outline ideas to

investigate the interaction of ultralight dark fields with itself, ordinary matter, and

gravity within cosmological and astrophysical contexts.

1.3.1 Exploring the low-energy dynamics of dark fields

Although physical systems could be nonlinear and too complicated to track in 3+1

spacetime dimensions, their dynamics can often be separated into several hierarchical

energy scales. If the energy of involved particles is dominated by their rest mass,

then the core dynamics happens on low-energy scales with higher-energy (relativistic)

modes treated as fast-varying perturbations. The resulting EFT for NR modes is

typically much cleaner and easier to deal with than the original full theory.

In the use of EFT to describe DM, errors must be quantified to justify adopted

assumptions and to compare with observed data. However, in spite of the fact that

leading-order NR EFT had been employed for phenomenological studies for decades,

the importance of relativistic corrections was not assessed quantitatively in astro-

physical/cosmological settings. In section 2.2, we identify parameters that separate

different energy scales and systematically quantify the contribution of fast-varying

modes based on perturbative expansions of those parameters. It turns out that the

inclusion of relativistic corrections can significantly improve the accuracy of predic-
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tions for certain observables, such as the mass-radius relation of DM solitons.

While the validity of EFT is typically determined by expansion parameters, as

illustrated in section 2.3, we discover another type of restriction for spin-1 DM in

section 2.4. This is related to a singularity problem in field components at certain

amplitudes, whose resolution requires the use of EFT only at lower amplitudes or the

use of gauge-invariant interaction with other fields. The latter implication, which was

overlooked in the literature, can significantly reduce the number of possible interac-

tions in the construction of a theory involving massive spin-1 fields.

1.3.2 Probing the interaction of dark fields with themselves, ordinary

matter, and gravity

The key for observing, detecting, and even using DM is to understand its interactions.

Existing observations suggest that the gravitational interaction of DM is described

by minimal couplings, following Einstein’s General Relativity, and any direct inter-

action with ordinary matter must be feeble. However, there are no certain answers

for the following questions: How does DM interact with itself? What observable

impacts could its feeble interaction with ordinary matter have? Is the gravitational

interaction of DM really described by General Relativity? With the established EFT

approach, we tackle these problems by investigating the properties of DM oscillons in

section 3, emission of ultralight particles from NSs in section 4, and phenomenology

of nonminimal gravitational interactions in section 5.

DM oscillons, solitons supported by a balance between attractive self-interactions

and repulsive pressure, are excellent targets to infer DM self-interactions. An obser-

vation of their existence and properties could reveal the specific form and coupling

strength of the self-interaction. By developing a mathematical framework and car-
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rying out 3+1 dimensional lattice simulations, we conduct thorough studies on their

density profiles, stability, radiation, and lifetimes in the presence of self-interactions.

In cases where DM particles carry an internal spin, we investigate all possible states

of oscillons, which could be polarized and carry a macroscopic internal spin. Their

stability is confirmed in our fully relativistic lattice simulations.

Despite their feeble interactions with ordinary matter, ultralight particles can be

efficiently produced in dense NS matter and yield observable signals. We examine the

emission of axions, well-motivated hypothetical particles and DM candidates, from

NSs due to novel interactions that violate the lepton flavor. The constraint on the

lepton-flavor-violating (LFV) coupling gaeµ ≲ 4 × 10−11, which is established based

on NS cooling and supernova observations, is competitive with the best laboratory

limit gaeµ < 1.9× 10−11.

In the presence of nonminimal gravitational couplings, we study the phenomenol-

ogy of spin-1 DM, including the mass-radius relation of DM solitons, growth of density

perturbations, and propagation of gravitational waves (GWs). Remarkably, we find

that the nonminimal coupling would lead to a speed of GWs faster or slower than

that of light, depending on the coupling nature. To align with the observations of

GWs, gamma ray bursts and large-scale structure, such as GW 170817 and its electro-

magnetic counterpart GRB 170817A, we place strong constraints on the nonminimal

coupling of DM.



10

1.4 Conventions, notations, technical acknowledgments, and

frequently used acronyms

In the rest of this thesis, the upcoming sections are based on my published/submitted

papers with my collaborators. Specifically, section 2 is primarily based on [82, 83],

section 3 on [84–86], section 4 on [87], and section 5 on [88]. I have changed some of

the notation and organization compared to the published works, and added additional

text, to make this thesis more coherent. Most of the figures are adapted/taken from

these works.

We adopt the natural unit c = ℏ = 1 and mostly plus signature (−,+,+,+) for

the spacetime metric. MP ≡ (8πG)−1/2 = 2.43 × 1018GeV is the reduced Planck

mass. We use Greek letters and Latin letters standing for indices going within 0− 3

and 1− 3, e.g., µ, ν = 0, · · · , 3 and i, j = 1, 2, 3. Repeated indices are assumed to be

summed over unless otherwise stated.

In writing this thesis, I acknowledge the use of Mathematica, Python and Ana-

conda for symbolic and numerical calculations, LaTeX and Youdao Dictionary for

thesis writing, ChatGPT and Microsoft Word for grammar checks, the online tool

https://feynman.aivazis.com/ and Microsoft PowerPoint for drawing Feynman

diagrams and editing figures, the Mathematica package FeynCalc for evaluating ma-

trix elements involving spinor fields, and the Github project BibTeX Tidy https:

//github.com/FlamingTempura/bibtex-tidy for LaTeX reference management.

Frequently used acronyms:

CMB: cosmic microwave background

DM: dark matter

EFT: effective field theory

https://feynman.aivazis.com/
https://github.com/FlamingTempura/bibtex-tidy
https://github.com/FlamingTempura/bibtex-tidy
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FRW: Friedmann-Robertson-Walker

GW: gravitational wave

KGE: Klein-Gordon-Einstein

LFP: lepton-flavor-preserving

LFV: lepton-flavor-violating

NR: nonrelativistic

NS: neutron star

QCD: quantum chromodynamics

SM: standard model of particle physics

SP: Schroedinger-Poisson

VDM: vector dark matter

WIMP: weakly interacting massive particle



12

Chapter 2

Classical effective field theory

2.1 Introduction

A NR axion field oscillates rapidly on the time-scale of order m−1
a , whereas its spatial

variations are on length-scales L ∼ (vma)
−1, where v ≪ 1 is the typical velocity of

the axion particles. Moreover ma/H ≫ 1 (where H is the Hubble parameter) within

a few e-folds of expansion after the axion field starts oscillating. Together, these

considerations indicate that a NR description of the field, obtained by integrating

out the rapid variations in time, might be possible and fruitful for cosmological and

astrophysical applications. Such an effective NR theory would be extremely useful

both analytically and computationally, since one would no longer need to resolve the

rapid oscillations of the field.

Note that the terminology of effective field theory refers to two different ap-

proaches. One approach is bottom-up, in which all relevant operators that are consis-

tent with the symmetries are included and then the coefficients are fixed by matching

with experiments. This approach is incorporated for example in the EFT of infla-

tion [89] and large-scale structure formation [90]. In contrast, the approach described

above is top-down, in which an EFT is obtained by taking the low-energy limit of a

more complete theory. In this case, the coefficients appearing in the EFT are fixed

by the parameters given in the more complete theory. This approach has been used

for axion DM, for example in [91–93]. Useful comparisons of the different top-down
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results are also provided in the same papers.

In section 2.2, we start from the relativistic Lagrangian of a classical, real-valued

scalar field within general relativity. By systematically integrating out relativistic

degrees of freedom we obtain an effective NR description for the system. Our specific

approach was first used in [91] to obtain an EFT in Minkowski spacetime for a self-

interacting scalar field. It was then generalized for curved spacetimes in [94], and

more specifically applied to the case of a spatially flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker

(FRW) universe, with the analysis restricted to linearized perturbations. However,

one important feature of DM is its ability to form dense, nonlinear structures due

to gravitational instability in an expanding universe. The focus of this section is

therefore to develop an EFT without any assumptions regarding the amplitude of

the density perturbations of DM within an expanding universe. In this sense we

obtain an EFT for axion DM in the nonlinear regime. Although metric perturbations

are expected to remain small (at least in typical cosmological contexts [95, 96]), we

systematically go beyond linear order in the metric perturbations as well.

As we will see in section 2.2.4, the leading-order result in our EFT is consistent

with the Schroedinger-Poisson (SP) system in an expanding universe, which is widely

used in the literature [35]. For example, the SP system has enabled long-time-scale

simulations of nonlinear structure formation of axionlike fields [46, 97, 98]. It has

also been used to understand the cosmological formation, gravitational clustering,

and scattering of solitons with strong self-interactions in the early and contemporary

universe [99]. Mirroring the late-universe simulations, purely gravitational growth

of structure in the very early universe was pursued in [100] with the help of the SP

system. The SP system was used for numerically exploring mergers and collisions of

solitons with and without self-interactions in axionlike DM [101,102], along with their
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Klein-Gordon-Einstein
Nonrelativistic EFT for ‘slow’ modes
= Schrödinger-Poisson +  corrections

integrate out ‘fast’ modes

Figure 2.1. Schematic approach of our EFT method for identifying systematic corrections
to the SP equations.

non-gravitational consequences [103,104]. The SP system was at the heart of exploring

dynamical friction [105], relaxation [106], turbulence [107], halo substructure [108,

109], kinetic nucleation of solitons [110, 111], and the dynamics of transient vortices

in fuzzy DM scenarios [112]. A number of existing numerical algorithms and codes

are being used to explore the nonlinear dynamics of the SP system (see [107,113,114]

for examples).

Given its importance and widespread use, it is critical to understand the domain of

validity of the SP system as well as expected deviations from it. With our systematic

expansion, which relies upon integrating out the dynamics on short time-scales, we go

beyond the leading-order SP system of equations and capture quantitative deviations

expected due to relativistic corrections. See figure 2.1. These deviations are expected

to be small in most cosmological contexts in the late universe, when the fields are

essentially NR. Nevertheless, explicit expressions for the relativistic corrections to the

SP system can pinpoint which particular physical attribute of the system dominates

the corrections. For example, one can hope to understand the relative importance of

large gradients in the field, deviations from Newtonian gravity, and self-interactions

of the scalar field, and at what order in the relativistic corrections vector and tensor

perturbations of the metric become relevant as one moves beyond the SP system.

This understanding, in turn, can clarify the domain of validity of the SP system,
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and provide insights into the most efficient way of including relativistic corrections

in different physical contexts (such as those discussed in the previous paragraph).

The corrections can also point the way towards exploring deviations from general

relativity or characterizing the type of field content making up the DM. Furthermore,

they might point to symmetries in the problem that are lost or restored as we go

beyond the SP system.

As an explicit application of our NR EFT equations, we explore the mass-radius

relation for solitons in the axion field in section 2.2.5. We demonstrate that our

EFT better approximates the fully relativistic solution within the mildly relativistic

regime compared to the SP equations alone. Although our EFT with leading-order

relativistic corrections is more complicated than the SP system, it is still easier to use

numerically and analytically than the fully relativistic Klein-Gordon-Einstein (KGE)

equations.

In section 2.3, we discuss the conditions necessary for the validity of the NR

EFT. Specifically, our approach hinges on the requirement that certain dimensionless

quantities (e.g., the gravitational potential) are much less than one, a characteristic

feature of DM being NR. We confirm the validity of using the NR EFT in our soliton

studies and identify the circumstances under which the EFT fails.

By considering a similar procedure, the NR EFT for a massive vector (Proca) field

Aµ can be derived in terms of a corresponding NR field ψi. While it is tempting to

conclude that the EFT for Proca fields remains valid in cases where all dimensionless

expansion parameters are less than unity, the situation is more complicated than the

scalar case as the theory is a nontrivially constrained system, where the auxiliary

component A0 is supposed to be uniquely solved in terms of the canonical fields Ai.

The problem is that the interaction of Proca fields may lead to a singular problem
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for A0, signaling a breakdown of the theory. We discuss it in section 2.4.

In general, Proca fields could have a variety of interactions and thus very rich

dynamics. For example, the coupling to an axion field may allow for a significant

energy transfer from axions to dark photons, and make the latter the dominant com-

ponent of DM in the present-day universe [115, 116]. If the Proca field possesses a

nonlinear self-interacting potential or a nonminimal coupling to gravity, it may drive

the cosmic inflation in the early universe [117, 118], and support coherently oscillat-

ing localized solitonic field configurations called vector oscillons [86]. The existence

of strong self-interactions would also weaken the superradiance bounds on ultralight

vectors [119–123]. Moreover, the theory of vector Galileons, whose effective action

contains self-interactions with higher-order derivatives, has been constructed by re-

quiring that the equation of motion has 2nd-order time derivatives and yields three

healthy propagating degrees of freedom [124, 125]. As an IR modification of gravity,

it has been shown that these self-interacting Proca fields can lead to a viable cos-

mic expansion history and even alleviate the Hubble tension without sabotaging the

success of General Relativity on scales of the solar system [126–128].

In section 2.4, we illustrate the singularity problem by taking the quartic self-

interaction of a real Proca field as an example and then generalize the discussion

to complex fields and more generic interactions. We point out that either some

constraints on field values must be respected to use the vector field theory in a self-

consistent way or the specific interaction is forbidden in cases where the theory is

meant to be fundamental.
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2.2 Nonrelativistic effective field theory

To illustrate the procedure to derive a NR EFT, we consider the nonlinear and inho-

mogeneous dynamics of a scalar field. Having in mind cosmological applications, we

consider an expanding universe which contains a perfect fluid in addition to the scalar

field; the additional fluid contributes to the homogeneous and isotropic background.

However, we neglect perturbations of the perfect fluid and assume that gravitational

collapse is only sourced by the scalar field. Our theory takes the following form:

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
1

2
M2

PR + Lϕ
]
+ Background fluid , (2.1)

The scalar field and the background fluid are described by a Lagrangian density (Lφ)

and an energy-momentum tensor (Tf ), respectively,

Lϕ = −1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ− 1

2
m2ϕ2 − Vint , Vint =

1

4!
λϕ4 +

1

6!

κ

Λ2
ϕ6 + . . . , (2.2)

(Tf )
µ
ν = p δµν + (p+ ρ)uµuν , (2.3)

where m is the mass of the scalar field, λ and κ are dimensionless coupling constants,

and Λ is a large mass scale (compared to m). The κ term is expected to be suppressed

compared to the λ term for a sufficiently large cutoff Λ. In what follows, we will

assume such a hierarchy but our approach for obtaining the NR EFT can easily be

extended to a situation with no hierarchy.

In the NR regime the dynamics of the scalar field is dominated by oscillations

with frequency almost equal to its mass m. Thus it is reasonable to rewrite the scalar
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field in terms of a new, complex variable ψ by

ϕ(t,x) =
1√
2m

[
e−imtψ(t,x) + eimtψ∗(t,x)

]
. (2.4)

The remaining time or space dependence, encoded in ψ, is expected to be dominated

by low-energy physics (i.e., lower than the mass scale), so that ψ is a slowly varying

function of time and space (compared to the dominant frequency of the system given

by m). However, due to the nonlinearities involved in the system, high-frequency

oscillations appear in ψ with small amplitudes. The task is to integrate out such

high-frequency modes and obtain an effective theory for the slowly varying mode.

It should be noted that the field redefinition of (2.4) is not a one-to-one corre-

spondence between the real field ϕ and the complex NR field ψ. In [91], the au-

thors assumed a relation similar to (2.4) as a transformation in phase space with an

accompanying redefinition for the conjugate momentum, which together make the

transformation canonical and invertible. A nonlocal operator was also introduced

in [91], which simplifies the derivation of the EFT in Minkowski spacetime. However,

as discussed in [94], this strategy is not very helpful for the case of curved spacetimes.

An alternative approach is to remove the redundancy in (2.4) by adding a constraint

on the NR field ψ(t,x). One convenient choice for the constraint is [94]

e−imtψ̇ + eimtψ̇∗ = 0 , (2.5)

where the overdot denotes a time derivative. This constraint implies an equation of

motion for ψ that is first order in time derivatives. By using (2.5) one can show that

ϕ̇(t,x) = −i
√
m

2

[
e−imtψ(t,x)− eimtψ∗(t,x)

]
. (2.6)
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Applying (2.4) and (2.6) to the Klein-Gordon equation yields

ig00ψ̇ +Dψ + e2imtD∗ψ∗ = − eimt√
2m

dVint
dϕ

(ψ, ψ∗) , (2.7)

where D is a differential operator defined by

D =
m

2

(
g00 + 1

)
+
i ∂µ(

√−gg0µ)
2
√−g +

(
ig0i − ∂µ(

√−ggµi)
2m

√−g

)
∂i −

1

2m
gij∂i∂j , (2.8)

and Vint is given in (2.2), which here is written in terms of ψ and ψ∗ using (2.4). This

is a generalized Schroedinger equation in an arbitrary spacetime. Notice that (2.7) is

exact and there exists a one-to-one map from the complex field ψ to the real field φ

and its conjugate momentum. Also note the appearance of rapidly oscillating factors.

A common approximation is to neglect such terms, under the assumption that they

average to zero. Whereas this is true at leading order, these terms will play a crucial

role in the derivation of our EFT, as we will see shortly. Note that the oscillatory

terms are present even in a free theory with Vint = 0, which then leads to a tower of

higher spatial-derivative terms in the free EFT; these terms can be thought of as the

expansion of the relativistic energy in the large-mass limit [91].

2.2.1 Metric perturbations in an expanding universe

To fully describe the system, the Schroedinger equation (2.7) must be accompanied

by the Einstein field equations as well as the energy-momentum conservation for the

fluid,

Gµ
ν =

1

M2
P

[
T µν + (Tf )

µ
ν

]
, (Tf )

µ
ν;µ = 0 . (2.9)
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Let us emphasize again that in what follows, for simplicity, we will ignore perturba-

tions of the background fluid. For application of our EFT to cosmology, we consider

a perturbed expanding universe. As noted above, we intend to study the inhomo-

geneities in the scalar field ψ(t,x) nonlinearly. This implies that, contrary to the case

for linear perturbation theory, the vector and tensor modes of the spacetime metric

may play a nontrivial role in the dynamics of the scalar degrees of freedom. As a

result, here we start from a general metric, including all forms of the metric pertur-

bations, and then estimate the contribution of each type of modes to the dynamics of

the scalar field. It is convenient to work with the ADM metric decomposition, which

is given by

ds2 = −N2 dt2 + γij(dx
i +N i dt)(dxj +N j dt) , (2.10)

where N , N i and γij are the lapse function, shift vector, and the first fundamental

form, respectively. We remove the gauge redundancy by the following choice of the

metric components:

N = eΦ , N i =
1

a
σi , γij = a2e−2Ψ(eh)ij , (2.11)

where we have

∂iσ
i = δijhij = ∂ih

i
j = 0 , (2.12)

and we lower and raise the Latin indices with δij and δ
ij. The background geometry

is FRW spacetime and a(t) is the scale factor. We have fixed the gauge by requiring

the scalar mode of g0i and the vector and some of the scalar modes of gij to vanish.

This choice of gauge can be retained to all orders of perturbations and is a natural

generalization of the Newtonian gauge, which is particularly convenient for the system
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in the NR regime. Note that we think of the above metric as perturbative in Φ, Ψ,

σi and hij (while we treat the scalar field ψ nonperturbatively), which we will justify

shortly. From (2.10)-(2.12), one has

√−g = N
√
γ = a3eΦ−3Ψ , g00 =

−1

N2
= −e−2Φ , g0i =

N i

N2
=

1

a
e−2Φσi ,

gij = γij − 1

N2
N iN j =

1

a2

[
e2Ψ(e−h)ij − e−2Φσiσj

]
,

(2.13)

which may be used in (2.7) as well as for the Einstein field equations.

2.2.2 Power counting

As we take the NR limit of a relativistic theory, several small parameters/operators

appear, which allows us to organize different terms that arise in the EFT. In this

subsection we shall identify these small parameters. Furthermore, in the NR limit

and as a result of the source of gravitational perturbations being a scalar field, there

exists a hierarchy among the amplitudes of the scalar, vector, and tensor modes of

the perturbed spacetime metric. As we will see below, the scalar modes dominate

and the amplitude of the vector mode is larger than that of the tensor modes.

Ignoring metric perturbations, the Klein-Gordon equation is

ϕ̈+m2ϕ

+ 3Hϕ̇− ∇2ϕ

a2
+

1

3!
λϕ3 +

1

5!

κ

Λ2
ϕ5 + · · · = 0 .

(2.14)

As stated above, in the NR regime the mass term is the dominant contribution to the

time evolution of the scalar field, and all other terms are suppressed. We have written

the equation of motion in (2.14) in two different lines to emphasize this hierarchy.
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Demanding that the terms on the second line are smaller than those on the first line,

we identify the following small parameters in the NR limit:

ϵH ∼ H

m
≪ 1 , ϵx ∼

∣∣∣∣∣
∇2

m2a2

∣∣∣∣∣≪ 1 , ϵλ ∼ |λ| ϕ
2

m2
≪ 1 , ϵκ ∼ |κ| ϕ4

m2Λ2
≪ 1 .

(2.15)

The first parameter quantifies the smallness of the expansion rate compared to the

mass scale. In the opposite regime, when the Hubble scale is larger than m, the

scalar field does not oscillate and cannot mimic DM behavior. The second parameter

quantifies the smallness of the typical momentum of the DM “particles” compared to

m, while the last two parameters specify the smallness of self-interactions. Note that

if we assume that λ and κ are of the same order and Λ is a very large mass scale,

then one can see that ϵκ is much smaller than ϵλ. In fact for the special case of the

axionlike field we have ϵκ = ϵ2λ. Although we do not restrict ourselves to the axion,

we assume a similar hierarchy between these two parameters, with ϵκ ∼ O(ϵ2λ).

Next we study the hierarchy among the dynamical variables, which follows as a

consequence of the system being NR. For these estimates, one can use the Einstein

field equations. However, most of the approximate relations can also be estimated by

considering symmetries and other simple relationships. First we note that in order

for the system to remain NR even amid the gravitational dynamics, the gravitational

potentials must remain small,

ϵg ≡ |Φ| ∼ |Ψ| ≪ 1 . (2.16)

The fact that Φ and Ψ are expected to be of the same order in ϵg is discussed below.

From the 00 component of the Einstein field equations one can obtain the Poisson-like
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equation for Ψ, leading to

∇2Ψ

a2
∼ m2ϕ2

M2
P

. (2.17)

Further, the Poisson equation implies that there is another small parameter related

to the amplitude of the scalar field,

ϵϕ ≡
|ϕ|
MP

∼ |ψ|
MP

√
m

≪ 1 , (2.18)

from which we find ϵ2ϕ ∼ ϵxϵg. In addition, by using the trace-free part of the ij-

component of the Einstein field equations we can see that

∇2(Φ−Ψ) ∼ (∇ϕ)2
M2

P

, =⇒ Φ−Ψ ∼ ϵ2ϕ , (2.19)

that is, the difference between the two gravitational potentials is typically one order

smaller than the gravitational potentials themselves. Further, from the 0i-component

of the Einstein field equations we find

1

a
∇2σi ∼

1

M2
P

ϕ̇∂iϕ , =⇒ σj ∼ ϵ1/2x ϵg , (2.20)

where we have used ϕ̇ ∼ mϕ. Note that the relation between the vector mode and

the scalar field (which acts as its source) could also be identified from symmetries

and dimensional analysis. Finally, by using the ij-component of the Einstein field

equations (or, again, by symmetries), we find

∇2hij ∼
∂iϕ∂jϕ

M2
P

, =⇒ hij ∼ ϵ2ϕ . (2.21)

In the following, instead of keep tracking of these small parameters individually, we
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collectively denote all of them by ϵ = {ϵH, ϵx, ϵλ, ϵg, ϵϕ} and work up to appropriate

order in ϵ. This effectively means that we assume all small parameters are of the

same order (except for ϵκ, which is one order smaller). Depending on the application,

it is expected that a hierarchy among the small parameters exists, in which case our

EFT would be simplified. By using our approach, any higher-order term in the EFT

can be derived systematically.

2.2.3 Scalar and vector equations

By using our power-counting arguments, one can obtain a set of equations for the

gravitating scalar DM in an expanding background at the requisite order in ϵ. Because

our primary interest is the evolution of the scalar modes, we will be dealing with scalar

equations of motion; hence the tensor modes hij cannot appear by themselves, but will

always enter the equations of motion accompanied by at least two spatial derivatives.

This implies that the tensor modes would only appear at O(ϵ3), according to (2.21).

Similarly, the vector mode σi appears with at least one spatial derivative which, upon

using (2.20), implies that it appears at O(ϵ2) in the scalar equations of motion.

Based on the above considerations, the generalized Schroedinger equation (2.7),

the Einstein field equations that reduce to the Poisson equation in the NR limit, and
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the equation for the vector mode take the following form

iψ̇ + D̃ψ + e2imtD̃∗ψ∗ = eimte2ΦJ +O
(
ϵ4
)
, (2.22)

∇2

a2
Φ+ 3e−2(Φ+Ψ)

(
HΦ̇ + 2HΨ̇− Φ̇Ψ̇− Ψ̇2 + Ψ̈− ä

a

)
=
e−2Ψ

2M2
P

[
(ρ+ 3p) + SΦ

]
+O

(
ϵ4
)
,

(2.23)

∇2Ψ

a2
− (∇Φ)2

2a2
+

3

2
e−2(Φ+Ψ)

(
H2 + Ψ̇2 − 2HΨ̇

)
=
e−2Ψ

2M2
P

[
ρ+ SΨ

]
+O

(
ϵ4
)
, (2.24)

∇4

a
σi =

2i

M2
P

[ (
∇2ψ + (∇ψ · ∇)

)
∂jψ

∗ −
(
∇2ψ∗ + (∇ψ∗ · ∇)

)
∂jψ

]
+O

(
ϵ9/2

)
, (2.25)

where we have defined

D̃ =
m

2

(
1− e2Φ

)
+

e4Φ

2ma2
∇2 +

i

2

(
3H − Φ̇− 3Ψ̇

)
− i

a
σ⃗ · ∇ , (2.26)

J =
1

3!
λϕ3 +

1

5!

κ

Λ2
ϕ5 , SΦ = 2e−2Φϕ̇2 −m2ϕ2 − 2λ

4!
ϕ4, (2.27)

SΨ =
1

2
e−2Φϕ̇2 +

e2Φ

2a2
(∇ϕ)2 + 1

2
m2ϕ2 +

λ

4!
ϕ4 . (2.28)

Within the expressions (2.26)-(2.28), the fields ϕ and ϕ̇ need to be replaced by ψ

and ψ∗ using (2.4) and (2.6). Note that we have replaced Ψ with Φ in several terms,

because the difference between the two gravitational potentials is one order smaller

than Φ and Ψ themselves. To avoid clutter we did not expand the exponential factors,

but one needs to keep in mind that they are only relevant to appropriate order in

their Taylor expansion. Notice that since, at this stage, different variables may contain

highly oscillating contributions, it is not necessarily the case that the time derivative

operator is small. Moreover, as a result of the assumed hierarchy between the self-

interaction terms (i.e., ϵκ ∼ ϵ2λ), the κ term only appears in the Schroedinger equation

at the current working order.

In general, the order of terms that are neglected must be compared with the
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leading-order terms. For example, in the Schroedinger equation (2.22), the leading-

order terms (such as ∇2ψ/m2a2) are already of O(ϵ2), according to our power count-

ing. This implies that we are neglecting some terms that are at least two orders

higher in ϵ. It is thus evident that we have only kept the leading-order nontrivial

corrections, which is indeed the case for all other equations. To go beyond that, one

needs a more accurate set of equations.

One can obtain the SP equations from (2.22) and (2.23) to the leading order in

the EFT, while corrections appear at the next order. As a final remark, note that at

the background level the above set of equations reduce to

iψ̇ +
3i

2
H
(
ψ − e2imtψ

∗
)
= eimtJ , 3M2

PH
2 = ρ+ SΨ ,

ä

a
= − 1

6M2
P

[
(ρ+ 3p) + SΦ

]
,

ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0 , (2.29)

where an overbar indicates that the quantity is evaluated at the spatially homogeneous

background level. In (2.29) we have also included the continuity equation for the

additional perfect fluid, which is assumed to be spatially homogeneous.

So far, by removing unnecessary terms, we have already taken the first step toward

identifying the leading-order corrections in the NR EFT. In principle, one can solve

(2.22)-(2.25) numerically to obtain the dynamics of the scalar field. However, such

numerical computation is, in general, a difficult task due to the rapidly oscillating

factors appearing in those equations. Next, we will remove such factors in a systematic

way (instead of naively neglecting them) and obtain their corresponding corrections

to the slowly varying variables. We will see that this procedure leads to nontrivial

corrections at a given working order in ϵ, and hence cannot be neglected.
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2.2.4 Nonrelativistic limit and relativistic corrections

As stated in the previous section, we are interested in the slowly varying modes of

dynamical variables. However, due to the appearance of oscillatory factors in the

equations of motion, the dynamics of slowly varying quantities will be affected by

rapidly oscillating terms. The situation is illustrated in figure 2.2, which shows the

typical behavior of the variables in the frequency domain (i.e., the Fourier transform

of time-dependent variables). We see that the zero mode (which translates to the

slowly varying mode in the time domain) dominates, although modes with nonzero

frequencies, close to integer multiples of the mass m, also exist in the spectrum, albeit

with subdominant amplitudes.

To obtain a theory entirely in terms of slowly varying quantities, we must inte-

grate out modes associated with these rapid oscillations. This is a nontrivial task

because the rapid oscillations are sourced by the slowly varying mode, and they in

turn backreact on the evolution of the slowly varying mode.

Working in the time domain, we may apply a smearing operator to each variable

in order to extract the slowly varying part of the variables. That is, we may take a

time average of each variable with a suitable choice of window function [94]:

Xs = ⟨X⟩ ≡
∫

dt′W (t− t′)X(t′) , (2.30)

in which W (t) is the window function and Xs is the “slow mode” of the variable X.

In [94] it has been shown that the top-hat window function in the frequency domain,

which becomes sinc(t) in the time domain, is a suitable choice. Besides the slow mode

Xs, each variable also contains a tower of modes associated with rapid oscillations.
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Fourier transform

top-hat

frequency
. . .. . .

2m−2m

Figure 2.2. Typical frequency spectrum of the variables in the problem. The system is
dominated by the slowly varying mode, though modes associated with rapid oscillations
also arise in the spectrum. By applying the smearing operator of (2.30), we may extract
the slowly varying part.

Quite generally, one has

X =
∞∑

ν=−∞

Xν e
iνmt , Xν =

〈
X e−iνmt

〉
, (2.31)

where the coefficients Xν depend on both time and space. We define the “slow mode”

as Xs = Xν=0, and refer to the modes associated with rapid oscillations as “nonzero

modes,” that is, modes Xν with ν ̸= 0. According to the definition in (2.31), we

have (X∗)ν = X∗
−ν , and therefore if X is real-valued then the modes Xν obey the

constraint X∗
ν = X−ν .

Note first that the expansion in (2.31) is exact, as a result of the appropriate choice

of the window function (see [94] for an outline of the proof.) Second, we emphasize

that the coefficients Xν (even with ν ̸= 0) are themselves slowly varying functions

of time (compared to the frequency of the oscillations) since, as noted in the second

expression in (2.31), the Xν may be represented by the smearing operator acting on

X (weighted by an appropriate phase). In fact, as shall be made explicit below, the

ν ̸= 0 modes can be written in terms of the slow mode Xs (since, to reiterate, they are

sourced by the slow mode). We may therefore identify a new small operator, namely,
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the time-derivative operator acting on the slow modes,

ϵt ∼
∣∣∣∣∣
Ẋs

mXs

∣∣∣∣∣≪ 1 , (2.32)

where X can be any of our variables after the field redefinition, including ψ, Φ, Ψ,

σi, hij, and a; the subscript indicates that the slow mode (with ν = 0) is considered.1

Thus, we can include the time-derivative operator within the set of small parame-

ters/operators identified below (2.21), and our EFT will be an expansion in powers

of ϵ = {ϵt, ϵH, ϵx, ϵλ, ϵg, ϵϕ}. Note that these small parameters are not all independent;

one may derive relations among them by using the equations of motion. Let us em-

phasize that ϵt is defined as the operator that acts on modes Xν , rather than on the

full fields. In the latter case, according to the definition in (2.31), the time derivative

would act on the oscillatory factors, which are not slowly varying, which is why, for

example, Ψ̇ in (2.23) should not be considered as O(ϵ2) in the power counting.

We will be interested in the effective equations for the slow modes Xs = Xν=0;

therefore we will systematically remove nonzero modes Xν with ν ̸= 0 from the

theory. For a NR system, all ν ̸= 0 modes are suppressed by factors of the small

parameters/operators denoted collectively by ϵ. Using power counting to estimate

the size of each term that appears in the equations of motion for the nonzero modes,

we may solve for them perturbatively in ϵ. To achieve this, we expand the nonzero

modes as a power series in ϵ:

Xν =
∞∑

n=1

X(n)
ν = X(1)

ν +X(2)
ν + . . . , (ν ̸= 0) . (2.33)

1 Because the functions Xν with ν ̸= 0 are also slowly varying and can be expressed in terms of
Xs, we also have ϵt ∼ |Ẋν/mXν | – at least for ν not too large.
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The superscript (n) denotes the order of magnitude relative to the slowly varying

mode X
(n)
ν /Xs ∼ O(ϵn).2 This expansion allows us to solve for the ν ̸= 0 modes

perturbatively and substitute the solutions back into the equations for the slow mode,

resulting in an EFT for the slow modes. This procedure has been done explicitly

for an interacting theory in Minkowski spacetime in [91] and extended to the case

of a linearly perturbed FRW universe in [94]. Here we outline essential steps in the

derivation, focusing mainly on the Schroedinger equation, and omit additional details.

Applying the mode expansion (2.31) to (2.22) yields3

iψ̇ν − νmψν + D̃αψν−α + D̃∗
−αψ

∗
2+α−ν =

(
e2Φ
)
α
Jν−α−1 . (2.34)

This equation makes it evident that modes of different ν couple to each other; in

particular, nonzero modes (ν ̸= 0) affect the dynamics of the slow mode (ν = 0) and

the nonzero modes are sourced by the slow mode. Similar results follow from (2.23)

for Φ and (2.24) for Ψ. We can then solve for the nonzero modes perturbatively. At

leading order we find

ψ(1)
ν =

( ∇2

4m2a2s
− 3iHs

4m
− λ|ψs|2

16m3
− 1

2
Φs

)
ψ∗
sδν,2 +

λψ3
s

48m3
δν,−2 −

λψ∗
s
3

96m3
δν,4 (2.35)

Ψ(1)
ν =

ψ∗
s
2 − ψ

∗
s
2

16mM2
P

δν,2 +
ψ2
s − ψ

2

s

16mM2
P

δν,−2, H(1)
ν = − iψ

∗
s
2

8M2
P

δν,2 +
iψ

2

s

8M2
P

δν,−2, (2.36)

where ψ
(1)
ν is derived from (2.34) while Ψ

(1)
ν and H

(1)
ν can be obtained by solving

equations after the mode decomposition (2.23) and (2.29), respectively. Note that

2 Note that the power series we use here is slightly different from the one introduced in [94]. X
(n)
ν

here corresponds to what was denoted X
(n+1)
ν in [94].

3 The mode decomposition of equations of motion can be understood as the result of multiplying
each equation by e−iνmt and then applying the smearing operator.



31

δν,i is the Kronecker delta function, and the superscript (1) denotes that each term

on the right hand side is suppressed by O(ϵ) compared to ψs, Ψs orHs . An expression

can also be derived for the ν ̸= 0 modes of Φ, with the additional complication that

the solution would be nonlocal. Fortunately, among the leading-order corrections,

nonzero modes of Φ do not contribute. Note also that the leading-order nonzero

modes of the scale factor vanish.

We can now use these solutions to replace nonzero modes that appear in the

equations for the slow modes. Furthermore, based on the power counting, we can

neglect terms that are at higher order compared to the leading-order corrections.

After significant algebraic simplification, for the Schroedinger equation we find

iψ̇s +
3i

2
Hsψs +

1

2ma2s
∇2ψs −mΦsψs −

λ

8m2
|ψs|2ψs

+

(
3ρs

8mM2
P

+
|ψs|2
2M2

P

+
|ψs|2
16M2

P

− m

2
Φ2
s

)
ψs − 2iΦ̇sψs +

∇4ψs
8m3a4s

+ 3Φs
∇2ψs
2ma2s

− ∇Φs · ∇ψs
2ma2s

− i
σ⃗s · ∇ψs

as
+

(
17λ2

8m2
− κ

Λ2

) |ψs|4ψs
96m3

− λ

16m4a2s

(
2|∇ψs|2ψs + ψ2

s∇2ψ∗
s + 2|ψs|2∇2ψs + ψ∗

s(∇ψs)2
)
= 0 +O

(
ϵ4
)
, (2.37)

where the background equations as well as the leading-order Poisson equation are

used to simplify the subleading terms. Because of Ψs−Φs ∼ O(ϵ2), we have replaced

Ψs by Φs if it appears anywhere but the first line. Note that since ρs ≤ 3M2
PH

2 we

have that ρs/m
2M2

P ∼ O(ϵ2) or smaller.

In a similar way, we obtain the effective equation for the gravitational potential
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Φs, starting from (2.23):

∇2Φs

a2s
− m

2M2
P

(|ψs|2 − |ψs|2)

+ 3(3HsΦ̇s + Φ̈s)−
1

M2
P

(
ρs + 3ps + 2m|ψs|2 − (3/2)m|ψs|2

)
Φs

+
3

8mM2
Pa

2
s

(
ψs∇2ψ∗

s + ψ∗
s∇2ψs

)
− λ

8m2M2
P

(
|ψs|4 − |ψs|4

)
= 0 +O

(
ϵ4
)
. (2.38)

Interestingly, notice that the other gravitational potential, Ψs, decouples from Φs and

ψs to this order. However, to close the system of equations, we must add one for the

vector modes, which at this order is simply given by (2.25) with all variables replaced

by their corresponding slow modes:

∇4σ⃗s
as

=
2i

M2
P

[ (
∇2ψs + (∇ψs · ∇)

)
∇ψ∗

s −
(
∇2ψ∗

s + (∇ψ∗
s · ∇)

)
∇ψs

]
+O

(
ϵ9/2
)
.

(2.39)

Equations (2.37)-(2.39) are sufficient for obtaining the leading-order corrections to

the SP equations. However, the gravitational potential Ψs might also be of interest

for some purposes, such as lensing effects of compact objects. Based on (2.24), its

effective equation is

∇2Ψs

a2s
− m

2M2
P

(|ψs|2 − |ψs|2)

− (∇Φs)
2

2a2s
− 3HsΦ̇s −

1

M2
P

(
ρs + 2m|ψs|2 −

3

2
m|ψs|2

)
Φs

− |∇ψs|2
4mM2

Pa
2
s

− λ

32m2M2
P

(
|ψs|4 − |ψs|4

)
= 0 +O

(
ϵ4
)
. (2.40)

Equations (2.37)-(2.40) are the main results of this section. It is worth noting
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that the first lines of (2.37) and (2.38) yield the familiar SP equations

iψ̇s +
3i

2
Hsψs +

1

2ma2s
∇2ψs −mΦsψs −

λ

8m2
|ψs|2ψs = 0 +O

(
ϵ3
)
,

∇2Φs

a2s
− m

2M2
P

(
|ψs|2 − |ψs|2

)
= 0 +O

(
ϵ3
)
.

(2.41)

We do not need (2.39) and (2.40) for the evolution of ψs at this order.

At the FRW background level, there are no corrections to the Friedmann equation

or the continuity equation at leading order. We have

3M2
PH

2
s = ρs +m|ψs|2 +

λ|ψs|4
16m2

+O
(
ϵ4
)
, ρ̇s + 3Hs(ρs + ps) = 0 +O

(
ϵ4
)
. (2.42)

The background Schroedinger equation receives corrections, which can be obtained

by the replacement ψs → ψs in (2.37) and setting metric perturbations to zero.

Note that from the bottom-up EFT point of view one can expect the appearance

of all correction terms in (2.37) but with unknown coefficients. However, it is not the

case that all terms consistent with the symmetries appear: for example, terms like

Φsλ|ψs|2ψs or Hs∇2ψs did not appear. This can be thought as the consequence of the

original theory with which we started, namely general relativity with a scalar field

minimally coupled to gravity. One may expect new terms to appear if one considers

a modified theory of gravity, which may also change the coefficients of terms already

identified in (2.37)-(2.40). It would be interesting to explore such a possibility in the

future. Furthermore, note that a term proportional to λ2 has appeared in (2.37) with

the same structure as the κ term. Therefore, we see that a single term in the original

theory gives rise a tower of terms in the low-energy EFT as a result of integrating

out high-energy modes.
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2.2.5 Case study: Mass-radius relation of solitons

Equations (2.37)-(2.40) of our EFT, which include relativistic corrections to the SP

system, can be incorporated in many different contexts and the solutions will take

different forms. In this section we study one of the simplest solutions: spherically

symmetric, stationary solitonic solutions of the form

ψs(t, r) = f(r)eiµt , (2.43)

where µ/m ∼ ϵt ≪ 1. Under spherical symmetry, the vector and tensor modes vanish

identically. The expansion of the universe is not relevant due to the small size of

solitons, so we set a(t) = 1 and ignore contributions from the background fluid.

The specific form of the field in (2.43) resembles the wavefunction of stationary

states in quantum mechanics. Although strictly speaking the field ψs is not a wave-

function, its time evolution is governed by (2.37) which, at leading order, resembles

the conventional Schroedinger equation. The ansatz (2.43) corresponds to a time-

independent energy density.4

Using (2.43) and the time independence of Φs in (2.37) and (2.38), we find

∇2f

2m
−
(
Φs +

µ

m

)
mf − λf 3

8m2

+
(
3Φ2

s +
4µ

m
Φs +

µ2

2m2

)
mf +

λf 3

8m2

(
2Φs −

µ

m

)
+

3f 3

16M2
P

− λ2f 5

768m5
= 0 +O

(
ϵ4
)
,

(2.44)

4 One crucial difference between our system and conventional quantum mechanics is that our
system is nonlinear (even without relativistic corrections), so that a superposition of solutions fails
to be a solution. As a result, unlike in quantum mechanics, one cannot express the general time
evolution in terms of a superposition of various stationary states.
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and

∇2Φs −
mf 2

2M2
P

− mf 2

2M2
P

(
− 6Φs − 3

µ

m

)
+

λf 4

16m2M2
P

= 0 +O
(
ϵ4
)
, (2.45)

where for simplicity we have set κ = 0. The above equations are the time-independent

NR EFT system of equations; in both (2.44) and (2.45), terms on the second line

are smaller than those on the first by O(ϵ) (while the first lines are already O(ϵ2)

according to our power counting). Note the explicit appearance of the parameter µ

in these equations. Since the stationary ansatz (2.43) removes all time derivatives

from (2.37) and (2.38), we have used the leading-order equations to remove all spatial

derivatives in subleading terms, which yields multiple terms proportional to µ in the

final result.5 Moreover, the ∇4 term in (2.37), which appears due to integrating out

nonzero modes Xν with ν ̸= 0, can also be removed by a similar manipulation. This

removal of higher spatial derivatives makes the system more suitable for numerical

calculations. We look for spatially localized, nodeless and regular solutions. That is,

we demand that f(r) and Φs(r) vanish fast enough at infinity; that f ′(0) = 0; and

that the solutions are monotonic. Such solutions are expected to describe long-lived

solitonic solutions.

We wish to compare solutions of our EFT, (2.44) and (2.45), with corresponding

solutions of the SP equations, as well as solutions of a fully relativistic theory. This

will allow us to see whether the EFT equations provide an improvement over the SP

5 Some appropriate field redefinitions can remove µ completely from the equations, but change
the asymptotic behavior of Φ to a nonzero constant. In this case Ψ can no longer be replaced by Φ
to the working order, so that both gravitational potentials must be solved simultaneously. Such a
system is easier to solve numerically, and the plots in this section take advantage of this procedure.
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equations. Before doing so, however, we must address two questions: (1) What solu-

tion of the Klein-Gordon equation corresponds to the solution of (2.44) and (2.45)?

(2) What observable should we choose in order to compare the solutions?

To answer the first question we try to reconstruct the scalar field ϕ, or equivalently

ψ, from the knowledge of ψs and nonzero modes ψν . From (2.35) for the stationary

solution we have

ψ(1)
ν =

[
µ

2m
e−iµtδν,2 +

λf 2

48m3
e3iµtδν,−2 −

λf 2

96m3
e−3iµtδν,4

]
f , (2.46)

where we have used the leading-order Schroedinger equation to simplify terms. Using

ψ = ψs+
∑

ν ̸=0 ψ
(1)
ν eiνmt+O(ϵ3) and (2.4), we see that the relativistic scalar field will

take the form

ϕ =

√
2

m

[
ϕ1 cos(ωt) + ϕ3 cos(3ωt) +O

(
ϵ3
)]
, (2.47)

where the higher-order terms also include higher multiples of the frequency ω ≡ m−µ.

We have defined time-independent coefficients ϕ1 = (1+µ/2m)f and ϕ3 = λf 3/96m3

at this working order. As a result, the specific form of (2.43) implies a periodic

solution for the scalar field with a period 2π/ω, and we must look for this type of

solution in the relativistic theory; keeping in mind that the true relativistic solutions

also include radiating modes (leading to deviations from periodicity) [84, 129, 130],

which are not captured here.

Solutions in which the field configuration is spatially localized, coherently oscil-

lating in the core, and the configuration is exceptionally long lived, are well known

and are called oscillons [130–136], axion stars, scalar stars [137–140] depending on

the context. They are approximate, time-dependent solitons of the relativistic the-

ory. Such solitons are relevant in many cosmological contexts, both in the early and
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contemporary universe (for example, see [104, 110, 133, 141–152]). They owe their

localization to gravitational interactions [137,153–155], or self-interactions [84,85,99]

or a combination of both.

As for the second question, one important and reliable observable we have for

solitonic solutions is their mass. We use the ADM definition of mass [156] (see

also [157]), which is the Schwarzschild mass for an observer at infinity,

M ≡ lim
r→∞

r2∂rΨ

G
= −

∫ ∞

0

dr 4πr2
[
T 0

0 + 3M2
Pe

−2ΦΨ̇2
]
e−5Ψ/2 . (2.48)

In the second equality we have used the Einstein field equations and the expression for

the G0
0 component of the Einstein tensor. Since the ADM mass is time independent,

in the language of the mode expansion of (2.31), it only depends on the slow mode:

M = ⟨M⟩ =Ms. As a result, it is also possible to compute M with the help of EFT

variables f and Φs as

Ms =

∫ ∞

0

dr 4πr2
[
mf 2

(
1− 7Φs

2

)
+

(∇f)2
2m

+
λf 4

16m2

]
, (2.49)

to working order. This means that, although the KGE and SP (plus suitable correc-

tions) systems are two different theories, we can compare their solutions by demanding

that they both yield the same solitonic mass. We define the radius R95 as the distance

enclosing 95 percent of the mass after taking the time average of the mass density:

0.95M =

∫ R95

0

⟨[. . .]⟩4πr2dr , (2.50)

where the integrand is given by the corresponding term in (2.49).

In practice, it is easier to fix the value of the field at the origin, rather than the
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Figure 2.3. A comparison of the mass-radius relation for the free theory (λ = 0) obtained
from the Klein-Gordon-Einstein (KGE) equations, the Schroedinger-Poisson (SP) equations,
and our NR EFT that includes O(ϵ) and O(ϵ2) corrections beyond the SP equations. When
the system becomes mildly relativistic, R95 ∼ 10m−1, the SP equations show increasing
disagreement with the fully relativistic results obtained from the KGE equations. On the
other hand, our effective equations with just the leading relativistic corrections improve
the results significantly. Furthermore, the O(ϵ2) corrections also capture the qualitative
behavior when the system becomes highly relativistic.

mass, and find the corresponding solution in both theories. The mass and radius of

the solution can then be obtained from (2.49). In figure 2.3 we compare the mass-

radius relationship for solitons in the free theory (λ = 0) obtained with the KGE and

with SP equations (with and without corrections). In the figure, “SP” refers to results

from the lowest-order SP equations, neglecting all corrections, as given by the first

lines of (2.44) and (2.45). The EFT including O(ϵ) corrections to the SP equations is

given by (2.44) and (2.45) (first and second lines). The O(ϵ2) corrections are derived

using the same procedure, and the details are omitted here. Compared with the SP

equations, our effective equations with just the O(ϵ) corrections improve the mass-

radius relation significantly in the mildly relativistic regime, for R95 ≃ 10 m−1. Note

that at this radius, the mass calculated using the SP equations differs from that

obtained from the relativistic KGE calculation by > 50%, whereas including O(ϵ)
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Figure 2.4. A comparison of the mass-radius relation for theories with repulsive (left) and
attractive (right) self-interactions. The results for much larger |λM2

P/m
2| (as would be the

case for QCD and ultra-light axions) can also be obtained within our EFT. In this case the
deviations from the SP system with attractive self-interactions still appear at mR95 ≲ 50.
For the repulsive case, the deviation from the SP system becomes significant at larger and
larger mR95 as |λM2

P/m
2| increases.

corrections in our EFT leads to a discrepancy of < 10% from the relativistic KGE

solutions. We can improve the results further by including O(ϵ2) corrections, which

match the relativistic KGE calculation to within ∼ 1% around R95 ≃ 10 m−1.

We have also confirmed the improvement in the mass-radius relationship obtained

from our equations compared to the SP system in theories with repulsive (λ > 0)

and attractive (λ < 0) self-interactions in figure 2.4. The reasons for choosing λ =

±12m2/M2
P in figure 2.4 are that (i) by this choice all small parameters become the

same order of magnitude in the mildly relativistic regime and (ii) it can make the

comparison with the λ = 0 easier. With more canonical parameter choices, the value

of |λM2
P/m

2| can be very large, for example, for QCD axions λM2
P/m

2 ∼ −M2
P/f

2
a

where fa ∼ 1011GeV. A natural question is at what mR95 does the mass-radius

relation of SP equations start to deviate significantly from that of KGE equations

when |λM2
P/m

2| ≫ 10? We have confirmed that few percent level differences from
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the SP system always start appearing at mR95 ≲ 50 as long as λM2
P/m

2 ≪ −10.6

For the repulsive case, and with λM2
P/m

2 ≫ 10, there is a minimum radius for the

soliton (in the SP system). Around the minimum, the soliton is formed by a balance

between gravity and self-interactions which implies that mRmin ∝
√
λM2

P/m
2. The

deviation between results from SP and KGE equations is large at mRmin. As a result,

relativistic corrections become important at larger mR95 as we increase the value of

λM2
P/m

2 – which shifts the minimum (and therefore the whole curve) to the right in

the mass-radius plot. The difference between attractive and repulsive cases is because

the former has a balance between the gradient term and attractive self-interactions.

For the repulsive case, also see [158].

2.3 Validity for the nonrelativistic expansion

Regarding the consistency of an EFT, one guiding principle that often comes into play

is the validity of an effective description of the interaction. Another standard lore

is that theories with ghosts or energies unbounded from below are usually unstable

and problematic [159–161] and the initial conditions must be restricted in “islands

of stability” if possible [162, 163], although there may be some exceptions [164]. For

example, it is pointed out that if massive vectors are nonminimally coupled to gravity,

the longitudinal mode may exhibit ghost instabilities and one can not discuss the

vector field dynamics in a healthy way [165, 166]. In practice, one performs as many

sanity checks as possible to determine the scope of application for the theory in hand.

To derive the NR EFT, we have assumed in section 2.2 that all dimensionless ϵ

parameters are less than unity. To check the validity for our use of the EFT in soliton

6 In practice, as a proxy for the detailed mass radius curve, we simply construct mR95 vs. |λ|
for ϵλ = 0.1, and see that this mR95 initially grows slowly with |λ| and then approaches a constant
at sufficiently large |λ|.



41

0 5 10 15 20 25

r [m−1]

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4
S

m
al

l
p

ar
am

et
er

s
O

(ε
)

λ = 12 m2/M 2
Pl

εϕ

εx

εg

ελ

10 20 30 40

R95 [m−1]

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

S
m

al
l

p
ar

am
et

er
s
O

(ε
)

λ = 12 m2/M 2
Pl

εϕ

εx

εg

ελ

Figure 2.5. Small parameters in the EFT for the soliton solutions. In the left panel, we
plot the spatial dependence of the small parameters ϵ for a soliton with R95 = 9.08 m−1.
In the right panel, we plot the maximum value of ϵ as a function of the 95% radius. The
data is obtained based on our effective equations with O(ϵ2) corrections.

investigations in section 2.2.5, we plot various small parameters ϵ for the solitons

with repulsive self-interactions in figure 2.5. The left panel shows the profile of ϵ in

terms of the radius, while the right panel shows the maximum value of ϵ in terms of

the 95% radius. Our perturbative scheme fails when ϵ ∼ 1. Also note that ϵx is a

measure of momentum, and we see that particles are indeed mildly relativistic when

R95 ≃ 10 m−1.

2.4 Validity for vector field theory

Unlike scalar field theory, an interacting Proca theory is a nontrivially constrained

system, where a singularity problem for the auxiliary component A0 could arise if it

cannot be uniquely solved in terms of the canonical fields, signaling a breakdown of

the theory. Note that this issue is not exclusive to the NR EFT described above but

is more broadly applicable and could arise in any limits of a classical EFT. Therefore,

instead of expressing the original field in terms of an NR field as done previously, we
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will retain the original field to describe the problem as generally as possible.

In what follows, we will first clarify three consistency conditions and introduce the

singularity problem by taking real-valued self-interacting vectors as an example, then

a specific model is carried out in detail both analytically and numerically. Finally we

discuss the implication of our results and illustrate that the singularity problem can

also exist for complex fields and general types of interactions.

2.4.1 Singularity problem

For definiteness, let us consider a real-valued massive vector field Aµ = (A0,A) with

the Lagrangian

L = −1

4
FµνF

µν − V (AµA
µ) , (2.51)

where Fµν = ∂µAν−∂νAµ and there is no gauge invariance thanks to the potential V ,

which includes a mass term along with self-interactions. A concrete example is the

Abelian-Higgs model, where a quartic self-interaction is induced by Higgs exchange

in the low-energy limit. Later on, we will generalize the discussion to complex fields

and more generic interactions. By varying the action S =
∫
d4xL with respect to the

field Aν , we find the Euler-Lagrange equation ∂µF
µν − 2V ′(AµA

µ)Aν = 0. In vector

notation, it becomes

∇ ·Π+ 2V ′A0 = 0 , (2.52)

Π̇+∇×∇×A+ 2V ′A = 0 , (2.53)
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where the prime denotes the derivative of the potential in terms of AµA
µ and we have

defined the conjugate field Πµ ≡ ∂L/∂Ȧµ = F0µ, so

Ȧ = Π+∇A0 . (2.54)

One more useful equation can be obtained by noting that F µν is antisymmetric, so

that ∂µ(V
′Aµ) = 0. That is

−(V ′ − 2V ′′A2
0)Ȧ0 − 2A0V

′′(A · Ȧ) +∇ · (V ′A) = 0 . (2.55)

In the language of Hamiltonian mechanics, Π0 = 0 is a primary constraint, equation

(2.52) is a secondary constraint obtained by requiring Π̇0 = δH/δA0 = 0, and equa-

tion (2.55) is a tertiary constraint obtained by requiring the secondary constraint to

be preserved in time [167]. The foundation for these derivations is the stationary

action principle, in which we have implicitly assumed that the field Aµ is continuous

otherwise the infinitesimal variation δAµ is ill-defined. By applying the above for-

malism, therefore, we require a consistent classical system to satisfy at least three

conditions everywhere:

(i) The field Aµ(t,x) is real-valued;

(ii) The field Aµ(t,x) is continuous;

(iii) The second-class constraints, e.g. (2.52) and (2.55), are respected.

These conditions are not trivial, and we may gain some insights about them by us-

ing equations (2.53)-(2.55) and numerically evolving Π, A and A0. Given appropriate

initial conditions, suppose that V ′ − 2V ′′A2
0 never becomes 0, then the infinitesimal
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variations δΠ, δA and δA0 are always well defined in a infinitesimal time interval

δt, and the field Aµ will remain smooth and unique all the time. This is indeed the

case for free massive fields, where V (AµA
µ) = m2AµA

µ/2. For theories with self-

interactions, however, a singularity is encountered if V ′ − 2V ′′A2
0 becomes 0 at some

spacetime point unless −2A0V
′′(A · Ȧ) +∇ · (V ′A) also vanishes in an appropriate

way to ensure a finite Ȧ0, which otherwise causes a discontinuity in A0 and violate

at least one of the consistency conditions. Thus maintaining the continuity of A0 at

this point needs an over-constraint and requires fine tuning of initial conditions. It is

seen that any plausible interacting Proca theories should ensure that such a problem

is avoided in its validity, to wit, the field value should never cross the boundary in

field space {|A0|, |A|} specified by

V ′ − 2V ′′A2
0 = 0 . (2.56)

One may think that the problem identified here can be easily avoided if we use

equation (2.52) instead of (2.55) to obtain A0. As will be shown shortly, this difficulty

is actually independent of whether and how we evolve the system numerically.

2.4.2 A concrete model

In order to understand the significance of this singularity bound, it is illuminating to

consider the simplest possibility of a self-interaction

V (AµA
µ) =

m2

2
AµA

µ +
λ

4
(AµA

µ)2 , (2.57)

where A0 can be solved in closed form. We are going to show that if we stick with

condition (i) and (iii), then condition (ii) will necessarily be violated if the field system
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hits the boundary (2.56) during its evolution.

The secondary constraint (2.52) in this case becomes

A3
0 + c1A0 + c2 = 0 , (2.58)

where c1 = −m2/λ − A2 and c2 = −∇ · Π/λ. The general solution of this cubic

equation can be given by the Cardano’s formula,

A
(1)
0 = u+ v , (2.59)

A
(2)
0 =

−1 + i
√
3

2
u+

−1− i
√
3

2
v , (2.60)

A
(3)
0 =

−1− i
√
3

2
u+

−1 + i
√
3

2
v , (2.61)

where u = 3

√
−c2/2 +

√
∆ and v = 3

√
−c2/2−

√
∆. The A

(1)
0 is a real root and the

other two are complex conjugate if ∆ > 0. All three are real roots with A
(2)
0 and A

(3)
0

being the same if ∆ = 0. And all three are different real roots if ∆ < 0.7 Here the

discriminant is defined as

∆ ≡
(c2
2

)2
+
(c1
3

)3
=

(∇ ·Π
2λ

)2

−
(
m2

3λ
+
A2

3

)3

. (2.62)

The value of ∆ in terms of ∇ ·Π and A is shown in figure 2.6.

A few subtleties need to be clarified when we apply the Cardano’s formula (2.59)-

(2.61). First, we have defined the square root of any number by its principal value.

Second, we have defined the cube root of any number by its principal value when

c2 ≤ 0 and its anti-principal value when c2 > 0. The (anti-)principal cube root

7 Depending on the sign of λ, there are three or one real roots when λ → 0+ or 0−. In either
case there is only one finite root as expected since the free theory should be recovered in this limit.
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Figure 2.6. The value of the discriminant ∆ in terms of ∇·Π and A, defined by equation
(2.62), for repulsive (λ > 0, left) and attractive (λ < 0, right) self-interactions. There are
one, two or three different real roots of A0 in equation (2.58) when ∆ is >,= or < 0.

returns the real cube root for a real number, and the root with the (smallest) greatest

real part for a complex number. These conventions are adopted such that A
(1)
0 is

always real and all three roots are continuous everywhere except at ∇ ·Π = 0, where

A0 can actually remain continuous by switching roots.

If a field system crosses the boundary ∆ = 0 (and ∇·Π ̸= 0) during its evolution,

then the real roots A
(2,3)
0 will be annihilated or created depending on which region in

figure 2.6 the system is in before the crossing. It is easy to see that the discontinuity

of A0 is an inevitable consequence if A0 follows either A
(2)
0 or A

(3)
0 , and if the system

hits ∆ = 0 from the white region where ∆ < 0.

Now we will show that A0 can not remain continuous if the system hits the bound-

ary specified by equation (2.56). To do this, we can judiciously rewrite the discrimi-

nant ∆ in terms of |A0| and |A| by using the secondary constraint (2.52). The value

of ∆ in terms of |A0| and |A| is shown in figure 2.7. At ∆ = 0, the three roots
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Figure 2.7. The value of the discriminant ∆ in terms of A0 andA for repulsive (λ > 0, left)
and attractive (λ < 0, right) self-interactions. The colored and white regions correspond
to ∆ > 0 and ∆ < 0 as in figure 2.6, and the gray dashed and black solid curves represent
A0 = 2A0,crit and A0 = A0,crit at which ∆ = 0. A consistent classical system should never
cross the black solid curve, which is exactly the one specified by equation (2.56) (see the
texts for proof). Allowing field values to be small, the system during the evolution should
never enter into the meshed region.

(2.59)-(2.61) become |A(1)
0 | = 2A0,crit, |A(2,3)

0 | = A0,crit, where
8

A0,crit(A) =

√
m2 + λA2

3λ
, (2.63)

and A0 = 2A0,crit and A0 = A0,crit are visualized as the gray dashed and solid black

curves respectively in figure 2.7. Note that only A0 = A0,crit (solid black line) corre-

sponds to the boundary V ′ − 2V ′′A2
0 = 0, and the adjacent regions separated by this

line both have ∆ < 0, which justifies the foregoing claim.

On the other hand, it is always safe to cross the gray dashed line, since in this case

A0 follows the root A
(1)
0 and A

(1)
0 is real and continuous. But there is no guarantee

that the evolution will be healthy if the root A
(1)
0 is chosen for A0 initially, because

A0 switches roots at ∇ · Π = 0. In order to avoid the singularity problem and

8 We are only interested in the case where A0,crit is real.
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Figure 2.8. Field-space trajectories of a numerical example for repulsive self-interactions,
where the system crosses the black solid boundary specified by equation (2.56). The colored
and white regions, and the gray dashed and black solid curves have the same meaning as in
figure 2.6 and 2.7. The blue and red trajectories represent the time evolution of fields at two
adjacent spatial locations starting from the solid point. As shown by the blue trajectory,
when the system meets the black solid boundary, the value of A0 can no longer remain
continuous and suddenly jumps to the gray dashed line, which violates the consistency
conditions.

also allowing field values to be small, we conclude that the field evolution should be

restricted in the non-meshed region in figure 2.7.

A minimal model of (2.57) is carried out numerically in 1+1-dimensional spacetime

to support the above analysis. We present field-space trajectories for repulsive self-

interactions in figure 2.8. The case of attractive self-interactions is similar, and thus

only shown in the Supplemental Material I, where numerical details are also provided.

Up to this point, it looks like that the “discontinuity problem” is a more appropri-

ate name inasmuch as the temporal component A0 can not be continuous when the

field system hits the boundary specified by (2.56). In fact, the discontinuity is just an

artificial phenomenon because in principle we can stick with the condition (i) and (ii)

instead, and then we will reach a conclusion that the second-class constraints can not

be obeyed. The real problem is that at least one of the consistency conditions would

be violated if the boundary (2.56) is hit, which is closely related to a singularity in Ȧ0.
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In [122,168], the authors also consider self-interactions that are described by equation

(2.51) and interpret the singularity problem discussed here as a ghost instability or

a loss of hyperbolicity, by rewriting the field equations for Aµ in the form of wave

equations (up to some terms with derivatives) and by identifying an effective metric

ĝµν . The condition ĝ00 = 0 turns out to be the same as (2.56).9

2.4.3 Potential applications

Loosely speaking, trajectories in phase space (if we could ever visualize them for

PDEs) would intersect at the singularity bound (2.56), indicating that A0 can no

longer be solved uniquely. This situation is usually avoided in physics equations

because of the Picard-Lindelof theorem (also called the existence and uniqueness

theorem), which states that the existence and uniqueness of solutions are guaranteed

if the derivative of the variable is continuously differentiable. We also note in there

the existence of a basin of attraction towards the singularity bound. If the same goes

for interacting massive vectors, the allowed field space is further restricted.

Our procedure to obtain the singularity bound is systematic, and also works for

more general interactions (such as derivative interactions and interactions with ex-

ternal fields) – finding the tertiary constraint in the theory and then picking out the

coefficient of the time derivative of the auxiliary component.10 Following the proce-

dure, we can also find that the singularity bound equally exists for complex fields. To

see this, we may separate the real and imaginary part of a complex field Aµ = Rµ+iIµ,

then the theory of Aµ becomes a theory of two interacting real fields Rµ and Iµ, which

9 There are some caveats, though: (i) The vector field would become ghosts by diverging, at
which point the entire theory actually breaks down (so the field would not get a chance to acquire
kinetic terms with a wrong sign), and (ii) The loss of hyperbolicity is often dangerous, but not
always fatal for physical systems (see, for example [169–171]).

10 This procedure may even work for spin-2 fields, and we leave this investigation for future work.
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are both constrained by demanding the absence of the singularity for Ṙ0 and İ0.

We note that the singularity problem can be avoided by gauge-invariant interac-

tions, e.g. those only involving Fµν , although this may not be the only solution. This

is because the gauge-invariant part in action must satisfy ∂µ(δSGI/δAµ) = 0 while

we have ∂µ(δS/δAµ) = 0 if the equation of motion is satisfied.11 Thus the tertiary

constraint like (2.55) can be obtained solely from gauge-symmetry-breaking terms.

This is an example where gauge invariance plays a role even in theories without gauge

invariance. The existence of the singularity problem in a theory indicates that the

theory can not be the complete story. Learning from perturbative unitarity [173,174],

the standard solution would be to introduce new particles or to look for a ultraviolet

completion above the scale where the singularity bound is met. For example, we can

introduce a Higgs boson to rescue the quartic theory (2.57).

11 By gauge invariance here we mean that the action is invariant under the gauge transformation
Aµ → Aµ + ∂µΛ. More generally, a combined gauge transformation with another scalar field can be
invented for massive vectors by using the Stueckelberg trick [172]. In this case one must generalize
∂µ(δSGI/δAµ) = 0 to include the scalar field.
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Chapter 3

Oscillons as a probe of dark matter

self-interactions

3.1 Introduction

Exceptionally long-lived, spatially-localized and oscillatory field configurations, called

oscillons, exist in real-valued scalar field theories with attractive self-interactions [131–

135]. Oscillons emerge naturally from rather generic initial conditions making them

relevant for wide ranging physical contexts including reheating after inflation [141–

143, 145, 146, 175] and other phase transitions [148, 176, 177], moduli field dynamics

in the early universe [149], and structure formation in scalar field DM [150, 178–

180]. Oscillons can have gravitational implications in the form of clustering [99],

gravitational waves [181–185] and even formation of primordial black holes [186,187].

They can also have non-gravitational implications, for example in the generation of

matter-antimatter asymmetry [188]. Besides single scalar fields with canonical kinetic

terms, oscillons can be found in theories with non-canonical kinetic terms [136, 189]

as well as multi-field systems beyond scalar fields [190–192].1

The longevity, and decay rates of oscillons has long been a subject of interest.

A decade after the discovery of oscillons (initially called “pulsons” [131]), Kruskal

1 When gravity is more important than scalar-field self-interactions, oscillons are called “oscil-
latons” [147, 154, 155]. Oscillons are also intimately connected with Q-balls [193, 194], and boson
stars [195, 196] which are related configurations in complex valued fields (without and with gravity
respectively). Oscillons also have NR analogs in Bose-Einstein condensates [197], as well as in the
NR, and weak field gravity regime in astrophysical contexts [46,198].
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and Segur provided an estimate of their exceptionally suppressed decay rates in the

small amplitude limit [199] (also see, [129,130,200]). However, oscillons of interest in

cosmology do not have small amplitudes because there exists a long-wavelength insta-

bility in small amplitude oscillons in 3+1 dimensions, whereas larger amplitude ones

are safe from such long-wavelength instabilities (see, for example [135]).2 Moreover,

for many potentials relevant for cosmology, polynomial approximations to the poten-

tial are not sufficient (for example, in the context of inflationary physics [142]). The

characteristics of the radiation from oscillons in non-polynomial, flattened potentials

was explored numerically in [202].

Motivated by, and building upon earlier works, in section 3.2 and 3.3 we provide

a semi-analytical calculation of the decay rate of oscillons in 3+1 dimensions. Our

technique is applicable to large amplitude oscillons in polynomial and non-polynomial

potentials. Crucially, by including the effects of a spacetime dependent effective mass,

we are able to capture the decay rates accurately – an improvement by many orders of

magnitude in certain cases compared to earlier techniques [92, 203, 204]. Our results

match well with detailed numerical simulations.

The gravitational effects on oscillon decay rates are expected to depend on the

relative magnitude between gravitational and self- interactions. In 3+1 dimensions,

the lifetime of small-amplitude dilute oscillons (whose self-interactions are negligible)

was shown to exceed the present age of the universe [144, 205, 206].3 What was not

clear to us is whether the existence of gravity stablizes large-amplitude dense ones,

whose self-interactions are more or at least equally important. We investigate the

2 For shorter wavelength instabilities in the small amplitude limit, which are related to quantum
instabilities, see for example, [201].

3 The stability of dilute oscillons is ensured by gravitational attraction, for example, oscillatons
[137,155,207] and dilute axion stars [138,140]. Their size can be cosmological scales, e.g. ∼ kpc for
fuzzy DM [208].
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gravitational impacts on oscillon lifetimes in section 3.4.

Apart from scalar fields, nature provides us with many examples of higher spin

fields. For instance, W and Z bosons in the SM, or speculatively, as (some or all

of) DM [115, 116, 209–215]. In section 3.5, we study oscillons in real-valued massive

vector fields with attractive self-interactions. These spatially localized objects could

be maximally polarized (with respect to a particular direction), i.e. either the vector

field configuration is primarily linearly polarized which we call a directional oscillon,

or it is mostly circularly polarized that we refer to as a spinning oscillon (see figure

3.10 for a quick description).

The spin nature of the vector field, manifest in these oscillons, can lead to novel

phenomenological implications. Collisions and mergers of dense vector oscillons can

lead to gravitational wave production, which might be distinct from the scalar case

[181, 183–185, 216–218]. If the massive (dark) vector field kinetically mixes with the

visible photon, namely L ⊃ (sinα/2)XµνFµν where sinα is the mixing parameter

and Xµν , Fµν are the field strength of dark photons and regular photons [219], col-

lisions between polarized vector oscillons, or interaction with strong magnetic fields

can also lead to specific outgoing radiation patterns based on oscillon polarization

(see [103, 104, 220] for scalar case). If such vector oscillons exist today, and interact

with terrestrial experiments [221–224], detectable signatures that depend on the po-

larization state of the vector field might be possible. Therefore, oscillons are excellent

targets for probing the self-interaction, and potentially the spin nature, of DM.
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Figure 3.1. Potential of scalar fields. For the α-attractor T-model of inflation and the
axion monodromy model, the deviation from a quadratic minimum is significant for ϕ ≳ F .

3.2 Scalar oscillons

To understand the basic properties of oscillons, consider a real-valued scalar field with

the lagrangian given by

L = −1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− 1

2
m2ϕ2 − Vnl(ϕ) , (3.1)

where gµν = Diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) is the Minkowski metric and Vnl(ϕ) is the nonlinear part

of the potential V (ϕ). In this section, we will study two well-motivated examples,

the α-attractor T-model of inflation [145,225] and the axion monodromy model [142,

226,227]

V (ϕ) =
m2F 2

2
tanh2 ϕ

F
, V (ϕ) = m2F 2

(√
1 +

ϕ2

F 2
− 1

)
, (3.2)

where F is the amplitude scale that indicates a significant deviation from a quadratic

minimum, see figure 3.1.
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Figure 3.2. A schematic plot of an oscillon: a spatially-localized, oscillating field configu-
ration and its small radiation tail.

The equation of motion is the Klein-Gordon equation

[
−∂2t +∇2 −m2

]
ϕ− V ′

nl(ϕ) = 0 , (3.3)

where ∇2 ≡ ∂2r + (2/r)∂r. For simplicity we will only consider symmetric potentials,

but the method developed in this paper should also be applicable to asymmetric ones.

As suggested in [137], we approximate oscillons by a cosine series

ϕ(t, r) = ϕosc(t, r) + ξ(t, r) = ϕ1(r) cos(ωt) +
∞∑

j=3

ξj(r) cos(jωt) , (3.4)

where j is odd, ϕosc is a single-frequency profile and ξ(t, r) includes all the radiating

modes. See figure 3.2 for a schematic plot of oscillons. The ξj(r) cos(jωt) mode is a

radiating mode if jω > m. Notice that this expansion is actually a balance between

ingoing and outgoing waves, and we must manually ignore the ingoing contributions

in the end. Typically |ξ| ≪ |ϕosc| inside oscillons.

As a result, the potential and its derivatives can also be written in terms of the
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Fourier cosine series

U ≡ Vnl(ϕosc) =
1

2
U0(r) +

∞∑

j=2

Uj(r) cos(jωt) , Uj =
ω

π

∫ π
ω

− π
ω

Vnl(ϕosc) cos(jωt)dt ,

(3.5)

M ≡ V ′′
nl(ϕosc) =

1

2
M0(r) +

∞∑

j=2

Mj(r) cos(jωt) , Mj =
ω

π

∫ π
ω

π
ω

V ′′
nl(ϕosc) cos(jωt)dt .

(3.6)

where j is even, and

J ≡ V ′
nl(ϕosc) =

∞∑

j=1

Jj(r) cos(jωt) and Jj =
ω

π

∫ π
ω

− π
ω

V ′
nl(ϕosc) cos(jωt)dt , (3.7)

where j is odd. The Uj is a functional of ϕ1 hence a function of r, namely Uj(ϕ1) ≡

Uj(r). We will mix the notation Uj(ϕ1) and Uj(r), and similarly for Jj and Mj.

For polynomial potentials, it is possible to find analytical expressions for Uj,Mj and

Jj [85].

3.2.1 Spatial profiles

Plugging the single-frequency profile ϕosc into the Klein-Gordon equation and collect-

ing the coefficient of cos(ωt), we obtain the radial profile equation

(∇2 + κ21)ϕ1(r) = J1(r) , (3.8)

where κ2j ≡ (jω)2 − m2 is the square of the momentum for a particular mode and

we have used J1(ϕ1) = U ′
0(ϕ1). Oscillon profiles can be found by using the numerical

shooting method and by demanding a localized, smooth and no-node solution for
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each ω. Without loss of generality, we assume that the minimum of V (ϕ) is located

at ϕ = 0 thus the boundary condition is ϕ1(∞) = 0.

A few words regarding the single frequency assumption are in order. We assumed

that a good approximation to ϕosc is provided by the single frequency solution as

shown in (3.4). More generally, ϕosc(t, r) =
∑∞

j=0 ϕj(r) cos(jωt+ θj) can be used. For

small amplitude oscillons, the profiles can be solved order by order (see chapter 2

and [200]). For the models (and large amplitudes) considered here, we have checked

numerically that the Fourier transform of oscillons in the temporal domain show a

rich structure in other frequencies (also see [202]), including frequencies other than

multiples of ω. Nevertheless, there is typically a single dominant frequency, and the

single frequency solution remains a good approximation up to moderately large field

amplitudes. We use this check to justify our single frequency approximation. The

dropping of higher harmonics, however, might have consequences in the form of a

somewhat larger than expected amplitude for the radiation modes ξ.4 Also recall

that even with the single-frequency assumption, we have ignored contributions from

ξ in the profile equation (3.8). The assumption of a single-frequency profile becomes

invalid when ω ≪ m, however we never consider the ω ≪ m limit because: (1) The

particles that make up the oscillons in this regime are relativistic as we will see in

section 3.2.4. In this case, a large number of particles can easily pop in and out

of the condensate and we are unlikely to have a stable long-lived condensate. (2)

The radiating modes, and hence decay rates, are typically too large for the oscillon

to maintain a stable configuration and (3) The size of the oscillon approaches the

Schwarzschild radius and the nonlinearity of gravity becomes important, which is

4 Heuristically, this could be because we have transferred these higher multipoles to the radiation
sector in our calculation.
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beyond the scope of this section.

Not all forms of U0(ϕ1) and ω allow spatially localized, nodeless solutions. The

necessary condition for such solutions to exist are:

2U0(ϕ1)

ϕ2
1

> m2 − ω2 > 0 . (3.9)

To understand why U0(ϕ1)/ϕ1 > (m2 − ω2)/2 is necessary, note that (3.8) can be

regarded as an equation of motion for a rolling ball with r playing the role of a time

variable, see figure 3.3. Explicitly,

∂2rϕ1 +
2

r
∂rϕ1 = −U ′

eff(ϕ1) (3.10)

where

Ueff(ϕ1) ≡ −1

2
(m2 − ω2)ϕ2

1 + U0(ϕ1) (3.11)

We think of (2/r)∂rϕ1 as a friction term. We would like a monotonic solution with

ϕ1|r=0 ̸= 0, ∂rϕ1|r=0 = 0 and ϕ1, ∂rϕ1|r→∞ → 0. If U0(0) = 0, then the final effective

energy at r → ∞ is 0. Now, since there is friction in the system, we must have the

“initial energy” at r = 0 satisfy Ueff(ϕ1(r = 0)) > 0. That is, for some ϕ1 ̸= 0, we must

have U0(ϕ1) > (m2−ω2)ϕ2
1/2. To understand the second inequality, m2−ω2 > 0, note

that for large r, (3.10) has solutions of the form ϕ1|r→∞ ∼ e±i
√
ω2−m2r/r (assuming we

can ignore U0 at large r since ϕ1 will be small). Hence, if we want localized solutions,

we need m2 > ω2.

Once the profile is found, the energy of oscillons can be obtained by time averaging
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Figure 3.3. The shape of the effective potential Ueff(ϕ1) for V (ϕ) potentials that open
up away from the minimum. The profile solution can be obtained by thinking about ϕ1(r)
as the spatial coordinate of a ball rolling down the Ueff(ϕ1) in the presence of friction
(2/r)∂rϕ1(r). Note that r plays the role of the time coordinate.

the energy density over a period, and is given by

Eosc =

∫ ∞

0

[
1

4
(∂rϕ1)

2 +
1

4
(ω2 +m2)ϕ2

1 +
1

2
U0

]
4πr2dr . (3.12)

For these single frequency objects, we can define the particle number [203]

Nosc =
ω

2

∫ ∞

0

ϕ2
1 4πr2dr . (3.13)

The stability condition of oscillons against small perturbations is given by [228]

dNosc

dω
< 0 or

dEosc

dω
< 0 , (3.14)

and the critical frequency ωcrit can be obtained by setting dEosc/dω = 0.

The profile of oscillons is unique for each ω. For V (ϕ) that have quadratic minima,

and flatten to shallower than quadratic power laws at larger field values, Ueff(ϕ1)

will be negative for small ϕ1 and positive and monotonic for large ϕ1 (for any ω <
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m). Following our ball-rolling on a hill analogy with r as the time coordinate, it is

clear that there will be a unique initial condition ϕ1|r=0 ̸= 0, ∂rϕ1|r=0 = 0, where

Ueff(ϕ1|r=0) > 0 for which ϕ1(r) will be localized. We note that for polynomial

potentials, Ueff(ϕ1) can have a positive local maximum at some ϕ1 ̸= 0. For the case of

the ϕ6 potential, such local maxima indicate the existence of “flat-top” oscillons [135].

Multiple studies have shown that oscillons tend to be attractors in the space of

solutions (see for example [229]). The existence of a unique profile for each ω allows

for some freedom in setting up initial conditions for the profiles numerically. Once

an approximate initial profile is set up at some sufficiently small ω < m, the oscil-

lons radiate energy quickly, and latch on to an oscillon configuration. This oscillon

configuration then adiabatically passes through a unique set of subsequent oscillon

configurations with slowly increasing ω. The configurations continue to evolve adia-

batically, emitting a small amount of radiation, until they collapse at ωcrit.

3.2.2 Decay rates

Radial equations for radiating modes can be obtained by plugging the full expansion

(3.4) into the Klein-Gordon equation and collecting the coefficient of cos(jωt), i.e.

[
∇2 + κ2j

]
ξj(r) = Sj(r) ≡ Jj +

1

2

∞∑

k=3

ξk
(
M|k+j| +M|k−j|

)
, (3.15)

where j and k are both odd, Sj is the effective source and Mj is the effective mass.

For κ2j > 0, the central amplitude of a radiating mode is

ξj(0) = −
∫ ∞

0

dr′ Sj(r
′) r′ cos(κjr

′) . (3.16)
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This is not in closed form, and we can find the solution of ξj(r) by using the iterative

method developed in [84].5 The energy loss rate of oscillons is determined by radiation

at large radius

dEosc

dt
= −4πr2T 1

0 |r→∞ = −4πr2∂tξ∂rξ
∣∣
r→∞ , (3.17)

where T µν = ∂µϕ∂νϕ+δ
µ
νL is the energy-momentum tensor and the radiation is given

by

ξ(t, r)|r→∞ = − 1

4πr

∞∑

j=3

S̃j(κj) cos(κjr − jωt) . (3.18)

Here S̃j(p) is the Fourier transform of the effective source

S̃j(p) =

∫ ∞

0

dr 4πr2 sinc(pr)S(r) . (3.19)

The (absolute value of) decay rate is defined

Γ ≡
∣∣∣⟨Ėosc/Eosc⟩T

∣∣∣ = 1

8πEosc

∞∑

j=3

[
S̃j(κj)

]2
jω κj ≡

∞∑

j=3

Γj , (3.20)

where Γj is the contribution due to Sj. Typically the radiating mode safisfies |ξj| ≫

|ξj+2|, which means only finite terms are needed in the radial equation (3.15). How-

ever, the leading channel of decay rates Γ3 might vanish for some ω, causing a dip

structure in Γ− ω plots.

If we start with an oscillon with ω < ωdip, the frequency of the oscillons evolves

5 We will no longer call this method “shooting” as we did in [84], because technically we are not
solving a boundary value problem.
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to larger values by slowly emitting scalar radiation (and the profile changes corre-

spondingly). Since the leading decay channel Γ3 is vanishing in the dip, the oscillon

configuration with ω ≈ ωdip is expected to have a long lifetime. When considering

the total lifetime of oscillons that start out at ω < ωdip, the oscillon will spend most

of its lifetime in such a dip. Generally speaking, we will use Γ3 + Γ5 to estimate the

lifetime of oscillons, which is just the area enclosed by the evolution curve in dt/dEosc

versus Eosc plot, where dt/dEosc = 1/(ΓEosc). For future reference, if we keep only ξ3

and ξ5, the effective source becomes

S3 = J3 +
1

2
ξ3(M0 +M6) +

1

2
ξ5(M2 +M8) , (3.21)

S5 = J5 +
1

2
ξ3(M2 +M8) +

1

2
ξ5(M0 +M10) . (3.22)

The generalization to including more ξj terms is straightforward. Note that the

effective source Sj receives a contribution from the oscillon background Jj as well as

corrections due to radiation ξj.

3.2.3 Lattice simulations

We apply the following numerical strategy to verify our analytical results. The main

goal is to solve the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation (3.3) and obtain a decay rate as

a function of time. Since at each instant in time we are passing adiabatically through

different oscillon configurations (specified by an ω(t)), these results can be directly

compared to the analytically obtained decay rates from the previous sections.

We solve the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation (3.3) (assuming spherical symme-

try) using a Verlet method (a 2nd-order symplectic method) while the spatial deriva-

tive is characterized by centered difference. The simulations are performed on a box
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of size rmax = 60m−1 with dt = dr/5 = 0.005m−1. We have checked that changing the

box size or the spatial/temporal step size does not change our results qualitatively.

The size of the box is much larger than the typical width of the oscillon profile which

is < O[10]m−1.

At the boundary r → rmax we impose the absorbing boundary condition [202], i.e.

∂2t ϕ+ ∂t∂rϕ+
1

r
∂tϕ+

1

2
m2ϕ = 0 , (3.23)

which uses a backward-in-time, and centered-in-space discretization. This boundary

condition provides an alternative approach to remove the dispersive waves from the

lattice, requiring no extra lattice sites for its operation.

We begin with spatial profile ϕ(t, r)|t=0 and ∂tϕ(t, r)|t=0 which is smooth at the

origin r = 0. After picking an ω, we find the profile using the shooting algorithm

discussed in section 3.2.1. Once set up in this way, the system evolves primarily via

radiation of scalar modes which are approximately removed at r = rmax. Typically

the characteristic ω of the solution (near r = 0) increases with time, and the oscillon

undergoes an adiabatic evolution, passing through many oscillon configurations with

increasing ω. The frequency ω is measured using the interval between the field maxima

at r = 0.

The decay rate of the oscillons is numerically calculated using

Γ(t) =
1

Tave

∫ t+Tave/2

t−Tave/2

1

Eosc(t′)

dEosc(t
′)

dt′
dt′ , (3.24)

where we use Tave = 200m−1 for convenience. The time-dependent, but slowly de-



64

creasing energy Eosc(t) of the oscillon is calculated using

Eosc(t) =

∫ rmax/2

0

dr 4πr2
[
1

2
(∂tϕ)

2 +
1

2
(∂rϕ)

2 +
1

2
m2ϕ2 + Vnl(ϕosc)

]
. (3.25)

Our choice of bounding radius rmax/2 is arbitrary. However, as long as the bounding

radius is ≳ O[10]m−1, the decay rate is approximately independent of this choice.

We also keep track of the time averaged frequency, central amplitude, energy and

decay rates of oscillons obtained by an average over a time period Tave = 200m−1

unless otherwise stated.

To get a more refined picture of the frequency content of the oscillons and the

radiation, we calculate Fourier Transform of the time dependence of the field at r = 0

and r = rrad = 50m−1 respectively. Such Fourier Transforms are calculated over a

time interval of Tfourier = 5000m−1.

We have confirmed that a slight change of parameters (rmax, dt, Tave, Tfourier) will

not affect the results significantly.

3.2.4 Virial theorem

Assume that oscillons are single-frequency objects like Q-balls and Boson stars [230],

then one way to derive a virial theorem is to use the variational principle. The

Legendre transformation

Fosc = ωNosc − Eosc (3.26)

defines a functional of ϕ1 and a function of ω (one may recognize that Fosc is just

the lagrangian). The variation of Fosc in terms of ϕ1 by keeping ω fixed gives the

profile equation of oscillons (3.8). A virial theorem can be obtained by considering
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the variation ϕ1(r) → ϕ1(λr) for an oscillons solution. By setting (∂Fosc/∂λ)ω = 0 at

λ = 1, we find

ES/3 + EV = EK , (3.27)

where the surface energy, potential energy and kinetic energy are defined

ES =

∫
1

4
(∂rϕ1)

2d3r , EV =

∫ (
1

4
m2ϕ2

1 +
1

2
U0

)
d3r , EK =

∫
1

4
ω2ϕ2

1 d
3r .

(3.28)

For oscillons with ω ≲ m, we can identify three small parameters immediately

ϵr ≡ 1− ω2/m2 , ϵV ∼ U0

m2ϕ2
1/2

, ϵξ ∼
ξj
ϕ1

. (3.29)

The parameter ϵr is a measure of how relativistic the particles inside the oscillon are.

Equation (3.8) implies that at large radius ϕ1(r) ∝ r−1 exp
[
−(m2 − ω2)1/2r

]
, hence

a typical spatial derivative brings a factor
√
ϵrm, that is, ∂rϕ1 ∼ −√

ϵrmϕ1, and

∇2ϕ1 ≪ ω2ϕ1 . (3.30)

This means that the particles that make up the oscillon are NR. And from equations

(3.15) and (3.27), we see ϵξ ∼ −ϵV and ϵV ∼ −ϵr.

For oscillons with ω ≪ m, we may not regard surface energy as a small quantity

anymore. Take the tanh potential in (3.2) for example and assume a Gaussian profile

ϕ1(r) = C e−r
2/R2

, (3.31)
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where C ≫ F . Then each energy component becomes

ES ∼ C2R , EK ∼ C2R3ω2 ∼ N2
osc

C2R3
, EV ∼ R3

Vm
2F 2 , (3.32)

where we have taken advantage of the flatness of the potential at large ϕ and RV is

the length scale satisfying ϕ1(RV) ∼ O(1), i.e.

RV ∼ R log1/2
(
C

F

)
∼ R . (3.33)

By setting ∂Eosc/∂R = ∂Eosc/∂C = 0 and keeping Nosc fixed, we obtain

R ∼ ω−1 , C ∼ ω−1 . (3.34)

We see that three components of energy now are all comparable, and thus oscillon

particles are relativistic. This phenomenon has been witnessed numerically in the

context of dense axion stars [138,140].

3.3 Case study

In this subsection, we study the decay rate of oscillons with the field potential (3.2).

We will compare the prediction of the foregoing analytical framework with results of

lattice simulations.

Analytically, we can calculate the leading decay rate mode Γ3 as a good approxi-

mation of the total decay rate. However, occasionally Γ3 vanishes at some frequency
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ωdip, and the leading decay rate mode becomes Γ5. It is convenient to define

Γ(N) =
N∑

j=3

Γj , (3.35)

where j is an odd integer. The total decay rate is the sum of all components Γ(∞).

On the other hand, we can numerically evolve the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equa-

tion (3.3) assuming spherical symmetry and calculate the decay rate as a function of

time. This time dependence of the decay rate is translated to an ω dependence since

the solution evolves slowly, and continuously through different oscillon configurations

characterized by an adiabatically changing ω(t). We typically start the calculation by

evolving the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation (3.3) with field configurations corre-

sponding to ω that are smaller than the ones shown in the upcoming plots. Regardless

of the starting points, we always end up on the same Γ − ω trajectory numerically.

This is a consequence of oscillons being attractors in the space of solutions, and the

fact that there is a unique oscillon profile for each ω.

3.3.1 α-attractor T-model

Let us first consider the α-attractor T-model of inflation [145,225] with a potential

V (ϕ) =
m2F 2

2
tanh2 ϕ

F
. (3.36)

The numerical and analytical results for the field amplitude, energy and decay rate

as a function of ω are presented in figure 3.4.

Amplitude and energy: In the left panel of figure 3.4, we show the central am-

plitude and total energy of the oscillon configurations as a function of ω. Note that
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Figure 3.4. V (ϕ) = (1/2)m2F 2 tanh2(ϕ/F ): Left: Analytical (colored) and numerical
(black) calculations for the oscillon amplitude and energy as a function of the fundamental
oscillon frequency ω. The numerical calculation includes time evolution (moving from left
to right), whereas the analytical one assumes a stationary configuration for each ω. Right:
Decay rates of oscillons as a function of ω. Black dots show the numerical evolution of
the decay rate. With time flowing from left to right, the oscillons disappear quickly after
ωcrit ≈ 0.964m, where ωcrit is defined in (3.14). The orange and green curves show the
analytic expectation for the decay rate at each quasi-stable oscillon configuration. The
orange curve includes the 3ω radiation contribution, whereas the green includes the 3ω
and 5ω modes. An accurate prediction of the decay rate, including the dip where the 3ω
radiation is vanishing, is correctly provided by our calculations. Finally, the red line shows
that the oscillon spends most of its lifetime near the dip at ωdip ≈ 0.82m.
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the amplitudes ϕ1(r = 0)/F ≳ O[1]. The upper-limit of the frequency corresponds to

ωcrit, above which the oscillons are unstable against long-wavelength perturbations.

The black dots indicate the numerically obtained energies and amplitudes as the

configurations evolve from low to high ω. The agreement between the colored lines

(analytic) and the black dots (numerical) indicates that our single frequency ansatz

works reasonably well in the range displayed – conservatively, it is consistent with

the numerical solutions at a few % level.

Decay rate: In the right panel of figure 3.4, we show the numerically calculated

decay rate (black dots) as the oscillon evolves with time (from low to high ω) until its

eventual demise at ω = ωcrit at the right edge of the panel. Notice the significant “dip”

in decay rate around ωdip ≈ 0.82m. The solid red line shows that most of the lifetime

of the oscillons is spent in the dip. We compare these numerically obtained results

with the analytic expectation of our calculations. Note that Γ(3) (orange curve), where

radiation modes with frequency 3ω were included, beautifully captures the location

of the dip in Γ as a function of ω. In particular, S̃3(κ3) = 0 and hence Γ(3) = Γ3 = 0

at ωdip ≈ 0.82m. The Γ(5) = Γ3 + Γ5 calculation (green) barely corrects the Γ(3)

anywhere, except in the dip, making the decay rate small but finite there. This is

to be expected. As we discussed in section 3.2.2, we expect [S̃3(κ3)]
2 ≫ [S̃5(κ5)]

2,

except when [S̃3(κ3)]
2 vanishes.

Frequency content: It is useful to calculate frequency content of the oscillon as

well as the radiation – this calculation allows us to verify some of the assumptions

inherent in our analytic calculation. We take the Fourier transform of ϕ(t, r = 0)

and ϕ(t, r = rrad). We provide these Fourier transforms for ω = 0.938m as well

as ω = ωdip ≈ 0.82m in figure 3.5. Consistent with our assumptions, note that a
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Figure 3.5. Fourier analysis of the field amplitude at the centre of the oscillon r = 0m−1

(blue) and far from the center where radiation dominates (orange) [units are arbitrary on the
vertical axes]. For both panels, note that the frequency content of the oscillon is dominated
by a single fundamental frequency ω, although higher harmonics of ω are present (blue
curves). For the left panel, we have chosen ω = 0.938m. In this case the radiation content
(orange) is dominated by the 3ω mode as expected, with subdominant content in higher
multiples of ω. In contrast, we chose ω = ωdip ≈ 0.82m for the right panel which is the
location of the dip in the decay rate in figure 3.4. As expected, in this case, the 3ω mode is
subdominant in the radiation, with the 5ω mode determining the decay rate. These plots
provide a verification of our underlying assumptions and confirm the results of our analytic
calculation.

single frequency does dominate the profile near the origin (blue). Similarly, for the

radiation (orange), there is a clear hierarchy of power in multiples of ω. This hierarchy

is broken at the dip for the ωdip ≈ 0.82m case, with 5ω contribution becoming larger

than the 3ω one. We caution that given the finite window for the Fourier transform

and numerical uncertainties, the absolute amplitude of the peaks are not quite robust,

however, the trends can be trusted.



71

Figure 3.6. V (ϕ) = m2F 2
[√

1 + ϕ2/F 2 − 1
]
: For general description, see the caption

of figure 3.4. Once again, the analytics and numerics agree quite well. In this case the
behavior of the decay rate is monotonic. Note that most of the oscillon’s lifetime arises
from the configuration with a frequency close to the ωcrit ≈ 0.982m, with a lifetime that is
longer than 3× 107m−1 (potentially much longer). For all cases where the behavior of the
decay rate is monotonic up to the critical frequency, we expect that the oscillon tends to
spend most of its lifetime near the critical frequency.

3.3.2 Axion monodromy model

Now let us consider the axion monodromy model [142,226,227]

V (ϕ) = m2F 2

(√
1 +

ϕ2

F 2
− 1

)
. (3.37)

In figure 3.6, we show the comparison between the analytical and numerical results

for this potential. Apart from the excellent match between theory and numerics, it is

worth noting that the numerics do not show any non-monotonic behavior in the decay

rate. Our analytics agree with this behavior (green and orange curves). Note that we

did not simulate the eventual demise of these oscillons. Their lifetime is longer than

108m−1 [142,179].



72

3.4 Gravitational effects on oscillon lifetimes

So far our analysis does not include gravity. In this section, the scalar field is assumed

to be minimally coupled to gravity. We introduce a lagrangian mechanism that can

convert the Hilbert action into one that contains only the first derivative of the metric

in section 3.4.1, then we use it to generalize the definition of energy and mass into

curved spacetime in section 3.4.2. In section 3.4.3, we study oscillons with linearized

gravity. The results for the α-attractor T-model of inflation and the axion monodromy

model are presented in section 3.4.4.

3.4.1 Lagrangian mechanism

The simplest choice of metric to describe oscillons is the spherical coordinates

ds2 = −e2Φ(t,r)dt2 + e−2Ψ(t,r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2) , (3.38)

where θ, φ are the polar and azimuthal angles, r is (2π)−1 times the circumference

of a two-sphere. The action of our theory is composed of the action of gravity and

matter S = SG + SM, specifically

SG =
1

16πG

(∫

Ω

R
√−g d4x+

∫

∂Ω

K
√

|h| d3x
)
, (3.39)

SM =

∫ [
−1

2
gµνϕ,µϕ,ν − V (ϕ)

]√−g d4x , (3.40)
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where ϕ,µ ≡ ∂µϕ is defined for notation convenience, R is the Ricci scalar and g is

the determinant of gµν , i.e.

R =2r−2 − 2e−2Φ [Ψ,00 −Ψ,0(Φ + Ψ),0] (3.41)

− 2e2Ψ
[
r−2 + 2r−1(Φ + Ψ),1 + Φ,1(Φ + Ψ),1 + Φ,11

]
, (3.42)

√−g d4x =eΦ−Ψr2 sin θ dt dr dθ dφ . (3.43)

Apart from the standard Hilbert action, K is a surface term and h is the induced

metric on the boundary ∂Ω [231] that can be appropriately chosen [232], i.e.

K = 2eΨΦ,1 + 4r−1(eΨ − 1) , (3.44)

√
|h| d3x = eΦr2 sin θ dt dθ dφ , (3.45)

for the three dimensional surface at r = r0 and

K = 2e−ΦΨ,0 , (3.46)

√
|h| d3x = e−Ψr2 sin θ dr dθ dφ , (3.47)

for that which is bounded by t = ±T . The inclusion of surface terms will not change

the Einstein equations, but can convert the Hilbert action into one that contains

only the first derivative of the metric so that the usual lagrangian mechanics can be

applied. After setting r0 and T → ∞, the lagrangian, i.e. S =
∫
L dt, becomes

LG = (2G)−1

∫ ∞

0

[
eΦ−Ψ + eΦ+Ψ(1 + 2rΦ,1)− 2eΦ(1 + rΦ,1)

]
dr , (3.48)

LM =

∫ ∞

0

(X − Y − V ) eΦ−Ψ4πr2dr , (3.49)
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where we have defined

X ≡ 1

2
e−2Φϕ2

,0 , Y ≡ 1

2
e2Ψϕ2

,1 . (3.50)

The gravity and matter are related by the Einstein equation

Gµν = Rµν −
1

2
gµνR = 8πG Tµν , (3.51)

where Rµν is the Ricci tensor and the energy-momentum tensor T µν is given by

Tµν = −2
1√−g

δSM

δgµν
= ϕ,µϕ,ν −

1

2
gµνg

ρσϕ,ρϕ,σ − gµνV (ϕ) . (3.52)

More specifically

G0
0 = r−2

(
e2Ψ − 1 + 2rΨ,1e

2Ψ
)
= −8πG(X + Y + V ) , (3.53)

G1
0 = −2r−1Ψ,0e

2Ψ = 8πG e2Ψϕ,0ϕ,1 , (3.54)

G1
1 = r−2

(
e2Ψ − 1 + 2rΦ,1e

2Ψ
)
= 8πG(X + Y − V ) , (3.55)

G2
2 = e−2Φ [Ψ,00 −Ψ,0(Φ + Ψ),0] + e2Ψ

[
Φ,11 + (Φ,1 + r−1)(Φ + Ψ),1

]

= 8πG(X − Y − V ) , (3.56)

where G3
3 = G2

2 and all other components vanish. The G0
0 and G1

1 equations can

be alternatively obtained by varying the lagrangian with respect to Φ and Ψ. The

others can be derived using the contracted Bianchi identity Gµ
ν;µ = 0, i.e. ν = 0

gives (3.54), ν = 2 gives G2
2 = G3

3 and ν = 1 gives (3.56). Some combanitions will
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be useful, for example, equations (3.53) and (3.55) give

r−1e2Ψ(Φ−Ψ),1 = 8πG(X + Y ) , (3.57)

and equations (3.56) and (3.57) give

e−2Φ [Ψ,00 −Ψ,0(Φ + Ψ),0] + e2Ψ
[
∇2Φ + Φ,1(Φ + Ψ),1

]
= 8πG(2X − V ) , (3.58)

where ∇2 ≡ ∂2r + (2/r)∂r. The equation of motion of ϕ is

e−2Φ [−ϕ,00 + (Φ + Ψ),0ϕ,0] + e2Ψ
[
∇2ϕ+ (Φ + Ψ),1ϕ,1

]
− V ′(ϕ) = 0 , (3.59)

which is obtained by varying the lagrangian with respect to ϕ.

3.4.2 Mass and energy

Following [232], we distinguish between the mass and energy of oscillons. At large

radius the mass density vanishes exponentially, hence Φ and Ψ scale as r−1. The mass

then must satisfy

Mosc = −G−1 lim
r→∞

rΨ = −G−1 lim
r→∞

rΦ , (3.60)

to be consistent with the static Schwarzschild solution. There are other ways to

express the same mass. For example, the LHS of 00 component of Einstein equation

can be rewritten into r−2[r
(
e2Ψ − 1

)
],1 hence the mass is also given by

Mosc =

∫ ∞

0

(X + Y + V ) 4πr2dr = −
∫ ∞

0

T 0
0 4πr2dr , (3.61)
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which is in agreement with the Schwarzschild mass (3.60).

A more enlightening way to describe the mass is to use the Hamiltonian formalism.

The lagrangian of matter (3.49) indicates that the energy of the oscillon is

Eosc =

∫ ∞

0

(X + Y + V ) eΦ−Ψ4πr2dr = −
∫
T 0

0

√−g d3x . (3.62)

There is no kinetic term in the lagrangian of gravity (3.48) thus the energy of gravity

is EG = −LG. Then we define the mass of oscillons

Mosc ≡ Eosc + EG . (3.63)

Combining the energy expression and the 00 component of Einstein equations, we

find

[r(eΦ − eΦ+Ψ)],1 = G(EM + EG),1 , (3.64)

in agreement with the Schwarzschild mass (3.60) and the ADM mass [156].

3.4.3 Oscillons with linearized gravity

The typical central amplitude, radius and mass of dense oscillons in the NR limit are

ϕ1(0) ∼ F , Rosc ∼ 5m−1 , Mosc ∼ 100F 2/m . (3.65)
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Nonlinear effects of gravitational interactions are not important if the size of oscillons

is much smaller than their Schwarzschild radius

Rosc ≪ GMosc ⇒ ϵϕ ∼ ϕ1/MP ≪ 1 , (3.66)

which is satisfied by a number of cosmological models. In this section, therefore, we

study the decay rate and lifetime of oscillons in the NR limit and weak-field limit of

gravity, specifically those with ϵr ≲ 0.1 and ϵϕ ≲ 0.1.6 The basic idea is similar to

what we have done in section 3.2.2.

In the weak-field approximation, the spherical metric (3.38) reduces to

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + (1− 2Ψ)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2) . (3.67)

So far we have encountered five sets of small dimensionless parameters, recall equa-

tions (3.29) and (3.66), i.e. the spatial derivative parameter ϵr, the nonlinear potential

parameter ϵV , the radiation parameter ϵξ, the amplitude parameter ϵϕ and the gravi-

tational potentials Φ and Ψ (denoted by ϵg). To be consistent, we will keep all small

quantities to 1st order, and to 2nd order if spatial derivatives of small parameters are

involved. Then the equation of motion of ϕ (3.59) becomes

−(1− 2Φ)ϕ,00 + (Φ + Ψ),0ϕ,0 +∇2ϕ− V ′(ϕ) = O(ϵ2m2ϕ) . (3.68)

To be consistent with the field expansion (3.4), we expand the gravitational po-

6 Examples of the EFT that focuses on such low-energy phenomena includes [91–94,203].
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tentials in terms of a Fourier cosine series

Φ =
1

2
Φ0 +

∞∑

j=2

Φj cos(jωt) , Ψ =
1

2
Ψ0 +

∞∑

j=2

Ψj cos(jωt) , (3.69)

where j is even. We can solve these radial modes by plugging the expansion into

the Einstein equations and collecting the coefficient for each Fourier mode. Then

equations (3.54) and (3.55) give

Ψ0 = −rΦ0,1 +O(ϵ2) , Ψ2 = O(ϵ2) , Ψj≥4 = O(ϵ3) . (3.70)

Equations (3.57) and (3.58) give

∇2Φ0 = 4πG m2ϕ2
1 +O(ϵ3m2) , Φ2,1/r = −2πG m2ϕ2

1 +O(ϵ3m2) , (3.71)

and Φj≥4 = O(ϵ2). Therefore, −Φ0 ∼ −Ψ0 ∼ Φ2 ∼ ϵg ∼ ϵ2ϕ/ϵr.
7 Somewhat surpris-

ingly, we find Φ2 and Ψ2 are not the same order of magnitude, in constrast with the

common results of the isotropic coordinates (Newtonian gauge) where the oscillating

part of gravitational potentials is insignificant. This distinction is due to that the

notion of time is different in these two coordinates, where t is related to the time in

isotropic coordinates η by η ≃ t − Φ2

2ω
sin(2ωt) [82]. As a result, we will ignore Φj≥4

and Ψj≥2 in future calculations.

In order to find the profile of oscillons, we plug the field expansion (3.4) and (3.69)

7 For the quadratic potential, there is no mass scale F and the central amplitude of oscillons
satisfies ϕ1 ∼ O(ϵrMP) [230], hence ϵϕ ∼ ϵg ∼ ϵr.
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into equation (3.68) and collect the coefficient of cos(ωt) to get

[∇2 + ω2(1− Φ0)−m2]ϕ1 = J1 +O(ϵ2m2ϕ1) . (3.72)

Here ω(1−Φ0)
1/2 can be regarded as an effective frequency and is larger than ω. This

equation can be solved by numerical shooting method.8 The time-averaged formula

for the oscillon energy (3.62) is, up to O(ϵ−1/2ϕ2
1/m),

Eosc =

∫ ∞

0

[
1

4
(∂rϕ1)

2 +
1

4
(ω2 +m2)

(
1− 1

2
Ψ0 +

1

2
Φ2

)
ϕ2
1 +

1

2
U0

]
4πr2dr . (3.73)

As long as the oscillating part of the gravitational potentials is not too important,

namely ϵg ≲ 0.1, oscillons share great similarities with mini-boson stars [233], and we

assume the stability condition is still valid [232]

dEosc

dω
< 0 . (3.74)

This is confirmed by comparing analytical predictions of ωcrit with numerical results

in the left panel of figure 3.9.

Plugging the field expansion (3.4) and (3.69) into equation (3.68) and collecting

the coefficient of cos(jωt), we obtain the radial equation of radiating modes

[
∇2 + κ2j

]
ξj(r) = Sj(r) +O(ϵ3m2ϕ1) , (3.75)

where j ≥ 3 and j is odd, and Sj is the effective source. We can keep finite terms

of ξj as we did in Minkowski spacetime. In particular, if we keep only ξ3 and ξ5, the

8 The boundary conditions are ϕ1(∞) → 0, Φ0(∞) ∝ 1/r and Φ2(∞) → 0.
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effective source becomes

S3 = J3 +
1

2
ξ3(M0 +M6) +

1

2
ξ5(M2 +M8) + 2ω2ϕ1Φ2 + 9ω2ξ3Φ0 + 20ω2ξ5Φ2 ,

(3.76)

S5 = J5 +
1

2
ξ3(M2 +M8) +

1

2
ξ5(M0 +M10) + 12ω2ξ3Φ2 + 25ω2ξ5Φ0 , (3.77)

where we have kept higher-order perturbations ξ5Φj because of their large coefficients.

Comparing (3.76) with the corresponding expression in Minkowski spacetime (3.21),

new corrections are introduced due to the coupling of gravity to oscillons and their

radiation. The radiation equation can be solved by the iterative method [84].9

The conservation law of the energy-momentum tensor is

T µν;µ = 0 ⇒ (T µν
√−g),µ = 0 , (3.78)

which implies

dEosc

dt
=

∫
(T i0

√−g),i d3x = −4πr2T i0 (1 + Φ−Ψ)
∣∣
r→∞ = −4πr2ξ,0ξ,1

∣∣
r→∞ ,

(3.79)

where we have used Gauss’s divergence theorem to obtain the second equal sign. The

ξ at infinity is calculated in (3.18), then the decay rate expression is just the same as

the one in Minkowski spacetime (3.20).

9 The participation of Φ0 is possible to make the iteration divergent (since both Φ0, ξ3 ∝ 1/r
at large radius), in which case ξj can be easily found by adjusting initial values and matching the
central amplitudes calculated by equations (3.16) and (3.75).
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3.4.4 Case study

Now we explore gravitational effects on oscillon lifetimes by studying the α-attractor

T-model of inflation and the axion monodromy model.

The α-attractor T-model of inflation: The longevity of oscillons in this model

(whose lifetime ∼ 106m−1 in Minkowski spacetime) is characterized by a dip structure

in decay rates, see figure 3.4. In the dip, the leading channel of decay rates Γ3 vanishes

and the scalar radiation is dominated by the subleading channel Γ5. Now we argue

that the existence of gravity reduces the lifetime of oscillons.

We first study how the location of the dip is affected both analytically and nu-

merically in figure 3.7 (left panel). The value of ωdip is significantly reduced when

the mass scale F approaches the reduced Planck mass. A smaller value of ωdip is an

indication of shorter lifetimes, since the amplitude of radiating modes (in unit of F )

is inversely related to frequencies and thus larger decay rates are expected. The com-

parison between analytics and numerics also provides a chance to test our formalism,

which correctly captures the gravitational effect on ωdip as long as the assumptions

of weak-field gravity and NR limit remain valid.

To exclude the possibility that the subleading channel of decay rates also vanishes,

we explicitly calculate Γ5 around ωdip as shown in figure 3.7 (right panel). As a

determinant factor, the increasing of Γdip ≈ Γ5 is a clear evidence that the existence

of gravity reduces the lifetime of oscillons, which has also been confirmed numerically.

For convenience, we present a direct visualization of these two factors in figure 3.8.

The axion monodromy model: In constrast with the α-attractor T-model, the

subleading channel of decay rates Γ5 is never comparable with the leading channel
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Figure 3.7. Evidence that the existence of gravity reduces the lifetime of oscillons in the
α-attractor T-model. In the left panel, we show the dependence of dip locations on values
of the characteristic mass scale F . The smaller value of ωdip is an indication of a shorter
lifetime of oscillons, since the amplitude of radiating modes (in unit of F ) is inversely related
to frequencies and thus larger decay rates are expected. In the right panel, we confirm this
expectation by explicitly calculating the decay rate at ωdip.

Figure 3.8. Decay rates for two different values of F in the α-attractor T-model.
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Figure 3.9. Two determinant factors of oscillon lifetimes in the axion monodromy model,
values of the critical frequency (left panel) and decay rates around ωcrit (right panel). It
is shown that gravitational effects decrease the value of ωcrit, which tends to reduce the
lifetime, while suppressing the decay rate around ωcrit, which tends to stablize oscillons. In
the inset, we show that oscillon lifetimes are reduced slightly for the stronger-field gravity.

Γ3 in the axion monodromy model. The longevity of oscillons in this case (whose

lifetime ∼ 108m−1 in Minkowski spacetime) is due to the dramatic suppresion of

Γ3 just before their final collapse at ωcrit. Consequently, there are two factors that

determine the lifetime of oscillons, the value of ωcrit and the decay rate around ωcrit.

In figure 3.9 (left panel), we show that the values of ωcrit are inversely related

to F . This seems an indication of shorter lifetimes for stronger gravitational effects

because oscillons now spend less time around ωcrit. A good match between analytics

and numerics implies that the stability condition (3.74) is still valid as long as gravity

is not too important.

Based on our semi-analytical framework, we calculate oscillon decay rates for

F = 0.0001MP and F = 0.07MP in the right panel. Compared with the very weak-

field gravity, it is shown that the decay rate around ωcrit is more suppressed for

F = 0.07MP. This can be qualitatively understood by inspecting equations (3.21)

and (3.76). Since J3 at ωcrit typically has a Gaussian-like shape with a negative

amplitude, the introduction of the positive term 2ω2ϕ1Φ2 diminishes the magnitude
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of the effective source, and thus tends to reduce the decay rate and increase the total

lifetime.

To determine which factor dominates, we integrate out the decay rate and show

the lifetime in an inset of the right panel of figure 3.9. Our results imply that the first

factor plays a more important role and the oscillon lifetime is shorter for stronger-

field gravity. Nevertheless, the oscillon is still too long-lived to be simulated with our

current numerical algorithms. And we leave this as a testable prediction for a future

numerical experiment.

3.5 Vector oscillons

In cases where DM is primarily composed of massive vector fields, vector oscillons

can be excellent targets to probe DM’s self-interactions. To study the property of

vector oscillons, we consider a phenomenological real-valued massive spin 1 field Wµ

with the lagrangian

L = −1

4
FµνF

µν − V (WµW
µ) , (3.80)

where Fµν = ∂µWν − ∂νWµ and the potential

V (WµW
µ) =

m2

2
WµW

µ +
λ

4
(WµW

µ)2 +
h

6
(WµW

µ)3 . (3.81)

This type of potential may arise from the interaction of Wµ to other matter and/or

nonminimal coupling of Wµ to gravity. Without loss of generality, we will set m = 1
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Figure 3.10. Schematic diagrams of an equatorial cut for directional (left), spinning (mid-
dle) and hedgehog (right) oscillons. Arrows denote magnitude and direction of the 3-vector
W , and lighter colors represent higher energy density. Roughly speaking,W in directional
or hedgehog oscillons oscillates periodically between opposite directions along one specific
axis or the radial axis, while in spinning oscillons it rotates around the axis perpendicular
to a plane.

and λ = ±1.10 The equations of motion are

−∇2W0 + ∂t∇ ·W + 2V ′(WµW
µ)W0 = 0 , (3.82)

∂2tW − ∂t∇W0 +∇×∇×W + 2V ′(WµW
µ)W = 0 , (3.83)

where ∇×∇×W = ∇(∇·W )−∇2W . In order to find localized configurations with

the lowest-energy for a fixed particle number, we consider oscillons with some sort of

spherical symmetry, i.e. either some components of Wi are (approximately) radially

symmetric or the entire vector field Wµ is spherically symmetric. As illustrated in

figure 3.10, we call these localized clumps directional, spinning and hedgehog oscillons.

Once a solution is found, the energy can be given by the Noether’s current asso-

10 This can be achieved by redefining the field and spacetime coordinates as xµ → xµ/m, Wµ →
mWµ/

√
|λ| and h→ hλ2/m2.
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ciated with spacetime translations

T µν = ∂νWσF
µσ + gµνL . (3.84)

And the angular momentum is given by that associated with Lorentz transformations,

i.e. Mµνσ = Lµνσ + Sµνσ, where

Lµνσ = xνT µσ − xσT µν , (3.85)

Sµνσ = F µνW σ − F µσW ν . (3.86)

The density of orbital and spin angular momentum is thus Li = (1/2)ϵijkL0jk and

Si = (1/2)ϵijkS0jk. We will see that spinning oscillons have intrinsic spin and are the

composition of particles of spin 1 in the NR limit, thus they should not be regarded

as rotating directional oscillons, which are made up of spin 0 particles.

In what follows, we will first derive oscillon solutions by doing small-amplitude

expansions in section 3.5.1–3.5.3. In section 3.5.4, we derive a NR EFT for the the

original theory and prove that vector oscillons are lowest-energy states of the field. By

carrying out fully relativistic simulations, we study the stability and lifetimes of vector

oscillons by carrying out fully relativistic simulations in section 3.5.5. Although we

study properties of vector oscillons with a specific type of self-interactions, the small-

amplitude expansion and many of our conclusions (e.g. the lowest energy state, spin,

stability and longevity) should remain valid for more general interactions including

gravitational ones.
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3.5.1 Small-amplitude expansions

Consider a vector field in the NR regime that is characterized by a frequency ω ≈ 1

and has a small amplitude |Wµ| ≪ 1. In this case it approximately obeys the Klein-

Gordon equation and a localized solution has the form Wµ ∝ e−
√
1−ω2r/r, where

ω < 1. This motivates us to define a small positive quantity ϵ ≡
√
1− ω2 and rescale

spacetime coordinates by

x′ = ϵx , t′ = ωt , (3.87)

such that |∂µ′Wν | ∼ Wν . Then from (3.82) and (3.83) one sees that W0 ∼ ϵWi and

∇2Wi ∼ W 3
i , which suggests an expansion of the vector field in terms of ϵ, i.e.

Wµ = ϵW (1)
µ + ϵ2W (2)

µ + ϵ3W (3)
µ + · · · . (3.88)

Such a scheme was used to study oscillons in scalar field theory [135, 136, 234]. By

plugging these expansions into equation (3.83) and collecting terms up to the order

O(ϵ4), we obtain

Ẅ (1) +W (1) =0 , (3.89)

Ẅ (2) +W (2) =0 , (3.90)

Ẅ (3) +W (3) =[∇2 − (1 + λW (1) ·W (1))]W (1) , (3.91)

Ẅ (4) +W (4) =[∇2 − (1 + λW (1) ·W (1))]W (2) − 2λ(W (1) ·W (2))W (1) , (3.92)



88

where we have used W
(n)
0 = −∇ · Ẇ (n−1) for n ≤ 3 based on (3.82) and W (0) = 0.

Equations (3.89) and (3.90) then imply

W
(1)
i = v

(1)
i (x′) sin[t′ + ϕ

(1)
i (x)] , (3.93)

W
(2)
i = v

(2)
i (x′) sin[t′ + ϕ

(2)
i (x)] . (3.94)

To find localized solutions for v
(1)
i and v

(2)
i , we will plug equations (3.93) and

(3.94) into (3.91) and (3.92). The RHS of the resulting equations contain harmonics

of sin(nt′) and cos(nt′) with n a positive integer. However, W (3) andW (4) will grow

linearly with time if the coefficients of sin(t′) and cos(t′) do not vanish, since the

driving frequency matches the natural frequency of the system. Thus by requiring

the coefficients to be 0, we obtain spatial profile equations of v
(1)
i and v

(2)
i , which can

be solved by numerical shooting method. By repeating this game, we can find the

profiles to arbitrary order.

A significant simplification can be made by noting that the profile equation of v
(2)
i

resulting from the equation (3.92) is linear in v
(2)
i . This means that once a solution is

found, we can construct infinite number of solutions by multiplying it with constants

while the leading profile v
(1)
i is fixed. Such a continuous degree of freedom (if exists)

should not be observed for oscillon solutions, thus we must require v
(2)
i to be 0.11

Similarly for higher-order terms, we must require all even-order terms of the spatial

component W (2n) and odd -order terms of the temporal component W
(2n−1)
0 to be 0.

11 This is because: (1) The vector oscillon profile is probably unique for each ω as suggested by
numerical simulations, and it is proved true for scalar oscillons [84]. (2) We find that the profile

equations of v
(2)
i actually do not yield any localized solutions for oscillons that will be studied in

this letter and (3) We are always free to multiply the profile by 0 for lowest-energy solutions.
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Then the system possesses a constant of motion thanks to equation (3.89), i.e.

N =
1

2ϵ

∫
d3x′ (Ẇ

(1)
i Ẇ

(1)
i +W

(1)
i W

(1)
i ) , (3.95)

which may be identified as the particle number. We define the particle number in a

more general way in section 3.5.4 and show that dE/dN = ω approximately holds,

where E =
∫
d3x T 00 is energy of an oscillon. Hence ω may be identified as the

chemical potential.

Since we are most interested in lower-energy states for a fixed particle number, we

assume that the phase of leading modes is spatially independent, namely ϕ
(1)
i (x) ≡

ϕ
(1)
i , which would otherwise lead to extra energy. And we set 0 ≤ ϕ

(1)
i < π since other

choices for ϕ
(1)
i are mere a redefinition of v

(1)
i . On the other hand, the gradient of

v
(1)
i will make positive contributions to the oscillon energy proportional to its surface

area, and thus we expect some sort of spherical symmetry existing in the solution.

For example, we assume that either some v
(1)
i are radially symmetric or the entire

vector field is spherically symmetric.

By pluging equation (3.93) into (3.91) and by collecting the coefficients of cos(t′)

and sin(t′) on the RHS of (3.91), generally we will obtain 6 profile equations that

contain sin
(
ϕ
(1)
i

)
and cos

(
ϕ
(1)
i

)
. However, we only need 3 of them to determine v

(1)
i ,

and the others are just over-constraints that may not be satisfied simultaneously. The

only way to get rid of these over-constraints is to make ϕ
(1)
i either 0 or π/2. Hence

we classify the oscillon solutions as follows:

• Directional oscillons: W
(1)
1 = W

(1)
2 = 0 and W

(1)
3 = vd(r

′) sin(t′), where the

phase inW
(1)
3 has been absorbed by a time shift. Through a spatial rotation, we

may obtain other solutions with non-vanishing W
(1)
1 ,W

(1)
2 and time dependence
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in the form of sin(t′).

• Spinning oscillons: W
(1)
1 = vs(r

′) cos(t′), W
(1)
2 = vs(r

′) sin(t′) and W
(1)
3 = 0,

where the phase inW
(1)
2 has been absorbed by a time shift and the other phase is

fixed to π/2 in order to get different time dependence from directional oscillons.

Through a spatial rotation, we may obtain other solutions with non-vanishing

W
(1)
3 and time dependence in the form of either sin(t′) or cos(t′).

• Hedgehog oscillons: W
(1)
i = (x′i/r

′)vh(r
′) sin(t′), which says that the vector field

is spherically symmetric W = vh(r
′) sin(t′)r̂′ and invariant under rotations.

Due to the symmetry, W must vanish at the center.

Thus to the leading order, we conclude that any oscillon solutions that have radially

symmetric componentW
(1)
i can be obtained by either directional or spinning oscillons

by a spatial rotation. Note that even though W
(1)
i is radially symmetric, generally

the oscillon profile with higher-order terms included is not.

By plugging the field ansatz into equation (3.91) and by collecting the coefficient

of sin(t′), we obtain profile equations of the leading mode for directional, spinning

and hedgehog oscillons respectively, i.e.

∂2r′vd +
2

r′
∂r′vd − vd −

3

4
λv3d = 0 , (3.96)

∂2r′vs +
2

r′
∂r′vs − vs − λv3s = 0 , (3.97)

∂2r′vh +
2

r′
∂r′vh −

(
1 +

2

r′2

)
vh −

3

4
λv3h = 0 . (3.98)

Equations (3.96) and (3.97) resemble the profile equation for scalar oscillons [136],

and a localized solution can be obtained only if λ < 0. The solutions of directional

and spinning oscillons are related by vs =
√

3/4vd. As for equation (3.98), if we
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Figure 3.11. Leading-order profiles of small-amplitude directional, spinning and hedgehog
oscillons. These are localized solutions of equations (3.96)-(3.98).

consider vh(r
′) > 0, this means that ∂r′vh = 0 and ∂2r′vh < 0 at some finite r′,

namely ∂2r′vh|∂r′vh=0 = (1 + 2/r′2)vh +
3
4
λv3h < 0. This equation is true only if λ < 0.

Hence attractive self-interactions are required for all type of oscillon solutions to exist.

These profile equations can be solved by numerical shooting method, and the solution

is shown in figure 3.11. In section 3.5.3, we go beyond the leading order and obtain

the 3rd-order profiles for these oscillons.

3.5.2 Energy and angular momentum

Plugging the small-amplitude expansions (3.87) and (3.88) into the energy-momentum

tensor (3.84), we obtain the energy

E =
1

2ϵ

∫
d3x′ (Ẇ

(1)
i Ẇ

(1)
i +W

(1)
i W

(1)
i ) +O(ϵ) . (3.99)
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Figure 3.12. A schematic diagram for the relation between energy and particle numbers.
Here the oscillon A has lower energy for a fixed particle number.

Since the first-order solution W
(1)
i is obtained in the last subsection, we calculate the

energy to be 5.01/ϵ, 18.9/ϵ and 73.4/ϵ for directional, spinning and hedgehog oscillons

respectively. Although the energy at this order is the same for all three types of

oscillons for a fixed particle number (3.95), in fact it is possible to lift the degeneracy

and select the lowest-energy solution by appealing to the relation dE/dN ≈ ω.

A schematic diagram of E vs N for vector oscillons is shown in figure 3.12. There

is a cusp Nc at which dE/dω = dN/dω = 0, indicating a classical instability against

fission, i.e. oscillons in the upper branch is not stable due to the curvature ∂2E/∂N2 =

∂ω/∂N > 0. Suppose that we have two oscillons A and B with two different curves.

As a rule of thumb, the one that has lower energy for the same frequency is the lower-

energy state, to wit, oscillon A has lower energy for a fixed particle number. This

is because we can usually extropolate one of the curve starting from the point such

that they can be compared at the same particle number, by noting that the slope is
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dE/dN = ω < 1 everywhere and ω is monotonic when extending the curve towards a

specific direction. Therefore, among the three type of configurations, directional and

hedgehog oscillons are the lowest- and highest-energy state respectively, which is not

surprising since hedgehog profiles have nodes which will contribute extra energy. We

have verified this conclusion by explicitly calculating subleading profiles and energy.

The orbital and spin angular momentum to the leading order is

Li = −ϵijk
ϵ

∫
d3x′ x′j∂kW

(1)
l Ẇ

(1)
l +O(ϵ) , (3.100)

Si =
ϵijk
ϵ

∫
d3x′ W

(1)
j Ẇ

(1)
k +O(ϵ) . (3.101)

At this order the orbital and spin angular momentum actually are conserved sepa-

rately, and the only non-zero component is the spin of spinning oscillons along the

three-axis, i.e.

Ss3 =
1

ϵ

∫
d3x′ v2s , (3.102)

which equals its particle number (3.95). Thus we may interpret the spinning oscillon

in the NR limit as a composition of particles of spin 1. Nevertheless one should keep

in mind that the spin within this definition can be any values between Ss3 and −Ss3

by performing a spatial rotation while the total spin is fixed. Similarly, directional

and hedgehog oscillons may be recognized as collections of spin 0 particles.

3.5.3 Beyond the leading order

In this section, we follow the small-amplitude expansions and go beyond the leading

order. Since solutions of W (1) have already been obtained, we can simply solve
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equation (3.91) for W (3) and require coefficients of sin(t′) and cos(t′) in equation

(3.83) at order O(ϵ5) to be 0 in order to avoid the linear resonance. We can then

solve these profiles equations by numerical shooting method.

For directional oscillons, equation (3.91) gives

W (3)
m =

x′m

ρ′
[u(3)ρ cos(t′) + v(3)ρ sin(t′)] , (3.103)

W
(3)
3 = u(3)z cos(t′) + v(3)z sin(t′)− 1

32
λv3d sin(3t

′) , (3.104)

wherem = 1, 2 and ρ′ =
√
x′2 + y′2, and we have implemented the cylindrical symme-

try in (3.103). However, the profile equations of u
(3)
ρ and u

(3)
z given by the coefficient

of cos(t′) in equation (3.83) at order O(ϵ5) are linear in u
(3)
ρ and u

(3)
z , hence we must

require u
(3)
ρ = u

(3)
z = 0 (recall footnote 11). Then the profile equations of v

(3)
ρ and v

(3)
z

become

(
∇2 − 1− 1

ρ′2
− 3

4
λv2d

)
v(3)ρ +

[
4(∂ρ′vd)(∂z′vd) + 2vd∂ρ′∂z′vd

]
λvd = 0 , (3.105)

(
∇2 − 1− 9

4
λv2d

)
v(3)z −

(
3

128
λ2 +

5

8
h

)
v5d +

[
17

4
(∂z′vd)

2 + 2vd∂
2
z′vd

]
λvd = 0 , (3.106)

where ∇2 = ∂2ρ′ + (1/ρ′)∂ρ′ + ∂2z′ . These equations are PDEs and can not be directly

solved by numerical shooting. However, by redefining the field

v(3)ρ ≡ ρ′z′

r′2
f1 , v(3)z ≡ z′2

3r′2
(f2 + 2f3) +

ρ′2

3r′2
(f2 − f3) , (3.107)

we find that fn can be radially symmetric. Equations (3.105) and (3.106) now become
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Figure 3.13. The 3rd-order profiles of small-amplitude oscillons. Here fn, gn and v
(3)
r are

defined in equations (3.107), (3.118), (3.119) and (3.126).

three ODEs, i.e.

(
∇2 − 1− 6

r′2
− 3

4
λv2d

)
f1 +

[
4(∂r′vd)

2 + 2vd∂
2
r′vd −

2

r′
vd∂r′vd

]
λvd = 0 ,

(3.108)
(
∇2 − 1− 9

4
λv2d

)
f2 −

(
9λ2

128
+

15h

8

)
v5d +

[
17

4
(∂r′vd)

2 + 2vd∂
2
r′vd +

4

r′
vd∂r′vd

]
λvd = 0 ,

(3.109)
(
∇2 − 1− 6

r2
− 9

4
λv2d

)
f3 +

[
17

4
(∂r′vd)

2 + 2vd∂
2
r′vd −

2

r′
vd∂r′vd

]
λvd = 0 ,

(3.110)

where ∇2 = ∂2r′ + (2/r)∂r′ . The localized solutions of these equations for h = 1 are

shown in figure 3.13.

For spinning oscillons, equation (3.91) gives

W
(3)
i = u

(3)
i cos(t′) + v

(3)
i sin(t′) , (3.111)
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where i = 1, 2, 3. By collecting coefficients of cos(t′) and sin(t′) in equation (3.83) at

order O(ϵ5), we obtain

(
∇2 − 1− 5

2
λv2s

)
u
(3)
1 − 1

2
λv2s v

(3)
2 +

[
3

4
(∂y′vs)

2 +
17

4
(∂x′vs)

2 + 2vs∂
2
x′vs

]
λvs − hv5s = 0 ,

(3.112)
(
∇2 − 1− 5

2
λv2s

)
v
(3)
2 − 1

2
λv2su

(3)
1 +

[
3

4
(∂x′vs)

2 +
17

4
(∂y′vs)

2 + 2vs∂
2
y′vs

]
λvs − hv5s = 0 ,

(3.113)
(
∇2 − 1− 3

2
λv2s

)
v
(3)
1 − 1

2
λv2su

(3)
2 +

[
7

2
(∂x′vs)(∂y′vs) + 2vs∂x′∂y′vs

]
λvs = 0 ,

(3.114)
(
∇2 − 1− 3

2
λv2s

)
u
(3)
2 − 1

2
λv2s v

(3)
1 +

[
7

2
(∂x′vs)(∂y′vs) + 2vs∂x′∂y′vs

]
λvs = 0 ,

(3.115)

(
∇2 − 1− λv2s

)
u
(3)
3 + [4(∂x′vs)(∂z′vs) + 2vs∂x′∂z′vs]λvs = 0 ,

(3.116)

(
∇2 − 1− λv2s

)
v
(3)
3 + [4(∂y′vs)(∂z′vs) + 2vs∂y′∂z′vs]λvs = 0 ,

(3.117)

where ∇2 = ∂2x′ + ∂2y′ + ∂2z′ . These equations are PDEs and can not be directly solved

by numerical shooting. However, by redefining the field

u
(3)
1 − v

(3)
2 ≡ x′2 − y′2

r′2
g1 , u

(3)
1 + v

(3)
2 ≡ z′2

3r′2
(g2 + 2g3) +

x′2 + y′2

3r′2
(g2 − g3) ,

(3.118)

u
(3)
2 − v

(3)
1 ≡ x′y′

r′2
g4 , u

(3)
2 + v

(3)
1 ≡ x′y′

r′2
g5 , u

(3)
3 ≡ x′z′

r′2
g6 , v

(3)
3 ≡ y′z′

r′2
g6 ,

(3.119)

we find that gn can be radially symmetric and then equations (3.112)-(3.117) become
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six ODEs, i.e.

(
∇2 − 1− 6

r′2
− 2λv2s

)
g1 + 2λv2s

(
∂2r′ −

2

r′
∂r′

)
vs = 0 , (3.120)

(
∇2 − 1− 3λv2s

)
g2 +

[
10(∂r′vs)

2 + 4vs∂
2
r′vs +

8

r′
vs∂r′vs

]
λvs − 6hv5s = 0 , (3.121)

(
∇2 − 1− 6

r′2
− 3λv2s

)
g3 −

[
5(∂r′vs)

2 + 2vs∂
2
r′vs −

2

r′
vs∂r′vs

]
λvs = 0 , (3.122)

(
∇2 − 1− 6

r′2
− λv2s

)
g4 = 0 , (3.123)

(
∇2 − 1− 6

r′2
− 2λv2s

)
g5 +

[
7(∂r′vs)

2 + 4vs∂
2
r′vs −

4

r′
vs∂r′vs

]
λvs = 0 , (3.124)

(
∇2 − 1− 6

r′2
− λv2s

)
g6 +

[
4(∂r′vs)

2 + 2vs∂
2
r′vs −

2

r′
vs∂r′vs

]
λvs = 0 , (3.125)

where ∇2 = ∂2r′ +(2/r′)∂r′ . The equation (3.123) is linear in g4 hence we must require

g4 = 0, i.e. u
(3)
2 = v

(3)
1 . The localized solutions of non-vanished gn for h = 1 are

shown in figure 3.13.

For hedgehog oscillons, equation (3.91) gives

W
(3)
i =

x′i

r′
[u(3)r cos(t′) + v(3)r sin(t′)] , (3.126)

where i = 1, 2, 3 and we have implemented the spherical symmetry. However, the

profile equation of u
(3)
r given by the coefficient of cos(t′) in equation (3.83) at O(ϵ5)

is linear in u
(3)
r , hence we must require u

(3)
r = 0. Then the profile equation of v

(3)
r

becomes

(
∇2 − 1− 2

r′2
− 9

4
λv2h

)
v(3)r +

(
189

128
λ2 − 5

8
h

)
v5h +

[
2

r′2
v2h +

17

4
(∂r′vh)

2 + 2v2h

]
λvh = 0 ,

(3.127)

where ∇2 = ∂2r′ +(2/r′)∂r′ . The localized solution of this equation for h = 1 is shown
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in figure 3.13.

3.5.4 Nonrelativistic effective field theory

In the previous sections, we show that directional oscillons are the lowest-energy state

among the three types of vector oscillons. In this section, we prove that vector oscil-

lons are ground states of the vector field for a fixed particle number by deriving a NR

EFT. The approach we adopt here is similar to that in section 2. The resulting EFT

comes with an approximate global U(1) symmetry, which reflects the conservation of

particle numbers in the NR regime. Therefore, vector oscillons may be regarded as

a projection of Proca Q-balls onto the real space, and conversely Proca Q-balls are

quasi-static approximations of vector oscillons.

We proceed by expanding the real vector field Wµ in terms of a complex field Zµ,

Wµ(t,x) ≡
1√
2m

[
Zµ(t,x)e

−imt + Z∗
µ(t,x)e

imt
]
, (3.128)

where the dependence of Zµ on time is weak. Note that unlike the approach for

deriving the NR EFT in section 2, here we do not assume other small parameters.

By plugging this expansion into the action and by integrating out fast-oscillating

modes, we can obtain anEFT for the NR field Zµ. To leading order, the effective

lagrangian for slow modes is

LNR =
1

2m

(
B∗

0iB0i + imZ∗
i B0i − imZiB

∗
0i +m2Z∗

i Zi −
1

2
B∗
ijBij

)
− Veff(Z

∗
µZ

µ) ,

(3.129)

where Bµν ≡ ∂µZν − ∂νZµ. In fact the full lagrangian also contains terms with einmt

where n ̸= 0, but for our purpose here, these terms are neglected inasmuch as Zµ
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is slowly varying and thus the time integral in action gives a delta function δ(nm).

From (3.129), we find the conjugate momentum of Zµ and Z∗
µ to be

Π0 = 0 , Πi =
1

2ω
(B∗

0i + imZ∗
i ) , Π∗

0 = 0 , Π∗
i =

1

2ω
(B0i − imZi) . (3.130)

The Hamiltonian density is then given by HNR = ΠiZi +Π∗
iZ

∗
i − LNR, specifically

HNR =
1

2ω

[
∂0Z

∗
i ∂0Zi − (∂iZ

∗
0 − imZ∗

i )(∂iZ0 + imZi) +
1

2
B∗
ijBij

]
+ Veff(Z

∗
µZ

µ) . (3.131)

and the Hamilton’s equation reads

∂0Zi =
δHNR

δΠi

, ∂0Πi = −δHNR

δZi
, (3.132)

where HNR =
∫
d3x HNR. Note that the Hamiltonian in this NR effective theory HNR

is different from the one H that is obtained by plugging equation (3.128) directly into

(3.84), i.e.

⟨T 00⟩T −HNR = imΠ∗
iZ

∗
i − imΠiZi , (3.133)

where ⟨· · ·⟩T denotes time averaging over an oscillation period.

Since the effective lagrangian (3.129) is invariant under a global U(1) transfor-

mation Zµ → e−iαZµ and Z∗
µ → eiαZ∗

µ, there exists a conserved charge that may be

identified as the particle number

N =

∫
d3x j0 , where j0 = iΠ∗

iZ
∗
i − iΠiZi . (3.134)

This definition of particle number is more general than equation (3.95), because in
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the derivations we only assume that Zµ is weakly dependent on time, to wit, the

oscillon frequency ω is close to m. This expression reduces to equation (3.95) in the

NR limit. In order to find the lowest-energy solution, we minimize energy by fixing

the particle number

δ(E − ωN) =

∫
d3x [δZi(−∂0Πi − iµΠi) + δZ∗

i (−∂0Π∗
i + iµΠ∗

i )

+ δΠi(∂0Zi − iµZi) + δΠ∗
i (∂0Z

∗
i + iµZ∗

i )] = 0 , (3.135)

where ω is a Lagrange multiplier, E =
∫
d3x ⟨H⟩T and µ ≡ m − ω. Since δZi, δZ

∗
i ,

δΠi and δΠ
∗
i are arbitrary small variations, we must require each bracket to vanish

and this implies that Zi has a time denpendence eiµt. This is the case for the vector

oscillon solutions. From (3.135), we can see

dE

dN
= ω , (3.136)

which implies that ω is the chemical potential.

3.5.5 Large-amplitude oscillons

Oscillons with very small amplitudes are actually not stable, since they locate in the

upper branch curve in figure 3.12. One way to avoid the instability is to consider flat-

top vector oscillons by formulating small-amplitude expansions in terms of a largeW 6

coupling h, analogous to the scalar case [135]. In what follows we will instead move

on to the non-perturbative regime and study large-amplitude oscillons by carrying

out fully relativistic simulations in 3+ 1 dimensions. For definiteness we set h = 1 in

potential (3.81), and vector oscillon properties should be insensitive to this parameter.
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See [86] for the detail of the numerical algorithm.

In order to see that the existence of vector oscillons is not too sensitive to the

choice of initial conditions, we use a Gaussian ansatz F ≡ Ce−r
2/R2

with C ≲ m/
√
λ

and R ∼ 10m−1 to initialize vector field components for our two different oscillons.

Depending on the choice of C and R, the fields latch on to oscillon configurations with

different dominant frequency ω (after an initial transient). For ease of comparison, we

intentionally pick C and R so that in each case we get an oscillon with approximately

the same ω ≈ 0.975m.

For the directional solitons, we start with an initial profile W (t,x)|t=0 = F (r)ẑ

and Ẇ (t,x)|t=0 = 0. Within t = O(102)m−1, this initial Gaussian profile settles into

an oscillon configuration with frequency ω ≈ 0.975m and the energy Ed ≈ 164m/λ.

For this ω, the energy of the oscillon from the NR approximation is Ed = mN + E ≈

171m/λ with a radius R1/e ≈ 6m−1.

Due to relativistic effects, a small deviation of the field configuration from the

ẑ direction is expected, which is indeed observed in our simulations. See figure

3.14 for snapshots of numerical profiles. In the quantities we have checked, such as

profiles, energy etc., there is typically a few percent fractional difference between the

results of the simulations and the NR solutions. This difference is consistent with our

expectation that relativistic corrections should be of order |∇2/m2| ∼ 1/(mR1/e)
2 =

O(10−2).

Taking advantage of a cylindrical symmetry exhibited by directinal oscillons, we

carry out long-time simulations in effectively 2+1 dimensions with absorbing bound-

ary conditions. After an initial transient, the oscillon does not show significant energy

loss for the duration of the simulations (∼ 105m−1). We note that the lifetimes may

be longer because of non-trivial suppression in the decay rates as seen in the case of
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Directional Spinning

Figure 3.14. Left: The top panel is a snapshot of the profile of the z component of
a directional oscillon (with W pointing predominantly in the ẑ direction). The time is
chosen so that the field component has a maximal central value. Bottom panel is the profile
for the y component of the field at this same time. Note that these profiles are provided
on the y = 0 plane. On the z = 0 plane, the x, y components vanish. Right: Snapshot
of spatial profiles of the x(top) and y(bottom) components of W for spinning oscillons,
with W rotating predominantly in the x-y plane. In the first column, the time is chosen
so that the Wx is at its maximum in the center, whereas for the second column Wy is at
its maximum. Note that the deviation from spherical symmetry of the profile of dominant
component is small. The subdominant component is small, and does not have spherically
symmetric profiles. They are qualitatively consistent with the small-amplitude expansions
in section 3.5.1 and 3.5.3, in particular, the relative amplitude and shape of the subdominant
components.
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Figure 3.15. The decay rate (blue) and evolution time (orange) of hedgehog oscillons in
terms of their central frequencies ω. They evolve from small to large ω and have a long
lifetime ∼ 106m−1 due to the existence of a dip in decay rates.

scalar oscillons [84,85].

In order to obtain spinning oscillons, we start the simulation with W (t,x)|t=0 =

F (r)x̂, Ẇ (t,x)|t=0 = F (r)ŷ. With these initial conditions, the field quickly settles

into a spinning oscillon configuration with frequency ω ≈ 0.975m and the energy

Es ≈ 216m/λ. Our analytic estimates yield Es ≈ 225m/λ. Along with dominant

components in the x−y plane, we see small components in the ẑ direction. Moreover,

the energy density deviates slightly from spherical symmetry. Once again, the analytic

estimates from our NR theory differ from the results from relativistic simulations by

a few percent, consistent with our expectations.

Unlike the directional case, we cannot take advantage of symmetries to do a long-

time simulation in effectively lower dimensions. However, we have verified that with

absorbing boundary conditions, the spinning oscillon does not decay away for at least

∼ 103m−1.

As for hedgehog oscillons, the spherical symmetry of W requires W = 0 at the
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center and W is an odd function of x, y, z. Hence initially we set Wi(t, x, y, z)|t=0 =

(xi/r)C sin
(
πr
2R

)
e−r

2/R2
while the time derivative is 0. The spherical symmetry makes

the simulation of lifetimes for hedgehog oscillons much less CPU-intensive, since it

reduces to an 1 + 1-dimensional problem. With absorbing boundary conditions and

with C = 1 m/
√

|λ| and R = 9m−1 as initial conditions, we find the lifetime of

hedgehog oscillons is ∼ 106m−1, see figure 3.15.
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Chapter 4

Neutron star cooling with lepton-flavor-violating

axions

4.1 Introduction

As an extension of the SM, there is no strong reason for the ultraviolet theory of

axions to respect the lepton flavor symmetry, an accidental one of the SM broken

by tiny neutrino masses. The axions whose ultraviolet theory is responsible for the

breaking of the flavor symmetry are known as flavons or familons [235–238], which can

also explain the strong CP problem if they have a coupling to gluons [239,240]. Even

if the underlying theory preserves lepton flavor, LFV effects can arise from radiative

corrections [241–244]. It has been shown that LFV interactions can account for the

production of dark matter through thermal freeze-in [245].1 Tests of lepton flavor

conservation thus provide important information about new physics.

Laboratory tests of lepton-flavor violation serve as an indirect probe of the axion’s

LFV interactions. Notably, charged lepton flavor violation would lead to rare lepton

decays [249]. If the axion were heavier than the muon, an effective field theory

approach could be used to study decays such as µ→ eγ, µ→ 3e and µ−e conversion,

being the best process to detect LFV in the eµ sector.2 For lighter axions, µ → ea

1 The proposal of using LFV axions to explain the anomalies related to the muon and electron
magnetic moments [246] is ruled out by muonium-antimuonium oscillation constraints [247,248].

2 In the SM, LFV decays are suppressed by the neutrino mass-squared difference and Br(µ →
eγ) ∼ Br(µ → 3e) ∼ 10−54 [249–251], far below the current experimental limits Br(µ → eγ) <
4.2× 10−13 [252] and Br(µ→ 3e) < 1.0× 10−12 [253].
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Figure 4.1. If axions are produced in NS cores, they will carry energy out of the star and
make the NS cool down more efficiently than expected.

could be the dominating channel and the current limit on Br(µ → ea) is of order

10−6 [254] or 10−5 [255] depending on the axion mass and chirality of the interaction.

The limit will be improved in the future experiments MEG II [256,257] and Mu3e [258]

by up to two orders of magnitude [259].

In this section, we aim to establish an astrophysical limit on the axion’s LFV

interactions based on NS cooling arguments, as a complement to current lab limits.

The basic idea is illustrated in figure 4.1; if axions are produced in NS cores, they

must not carry energy out of the star more efficiently than standard neutrino-mediated

cooling channels [70]. In a NS core, unlike nondegenerate stars or even white dwarf

stars, the particle densities are so high that the electron Fermi energy exceeds the

muon mass, and an appreciable population of muons is present [260]. As such, NSs

provide a unique opportunity to probe the axion’s LFV coupling with muons and

electrons.
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4.2 Neutron stars

When the density of a stellar object is high enough, electrons can combine with

protons and form neutrons, and the gravitational force is balanced by the neutron

degeneracy pressure. Such a compact object is called NSs. A typical NS is about

1 solar mass and 10km, and the General Relativity effects become important since

GM/R ≃ 0.15. The average mass density is ρ ∼ 4.8× 1014g/cm3.

4.2.1 npeµ matter

For our purpose, it is sufficient to consider NSs with npeµ matter. The beta equilib-

rium and conservation of the baryon number and electric charge indicate [260]

EF,µ = EF , EF,n = EF,p + EF,e , np = ne + nµ , (4.1)

where we have replaced the chemical potential by the Fermi energy by assuming

all particles are degenerate. Given EF,i =
√
m2
i + p2F,i =

√
m2
i + (3π2ni)2/3, if one of

ρ, nn, np, ne, nµ is chosen, the other four can be fully determined. These quantities are

calculated in table 4.1, where the nucleon effective mass (due to nuclear interactions)

is taken as 0.8mN . In the following we will consider NSs with energy density ρ >

4.6× 1014g/cm3 such that muons are produced. All npeµ particles are degenerate if

the temperature T < 1010K. The incorporation of nuclear interactions would slightly

change the result. For example, the table I of [261] indicates a muon threshold at

ρ ≈ 2.2× 1014g/cm3.
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ρ[g/cm−3] nn[cm
−3] pF,n[MeV] TF,n[MeV] np[cm

−3] pF,p[MeV] TF,p[MeV] ne[cm
−3] pF,e[MeV] TF,e[MeV] nµ[cm

−3] pF,µ[MeV] TF,µ[MeV]
6.66× 1013 4.96× 1037 224 32.7 1.58× 1035 33.0 0.727 1.58× 1035 33.0 32.5 0 0 0
2.14× 1014 1.59× 1038 330 69.4 1.35× 1036 67.5 3.02 1.35× 1036 67.5 66.9 0 0 0
4.60× 1014 3.38× 1038 425 112 5.18× 1036 106 7.40 5.18× 1036 106 105 0 0 0
4.68× 1014 3.44× 1038 428 113 5.34× 1036 107 7.55 5.33× 1036 107 106 1.31× 1034 14.4 0.977
4.75× 1014 3.49× 1038 430 114 5.51× 1036 108 7.71 5.47× 1036 108 107 3.69× 1034 20.3 1.94
4.83× 1014 3.55× 1038 432 115 5.69× 1036 109 7.87 5.62× 1036 109 108 6.73× 1034 24.8 2.88
4.90× 1014 3.60× 1038 434 116 5.87× 1036 110 8.03 5.77× 1036 109 109 1.03× 1035 28.6 3.81
4.98× 1014 3.66× 1038 436 118 6.05× 1036 111 8.20 5.91× 1036 110 110 1.43× 1035 31.9 4.72
5.05× 1014 3.71× 1038 439 119 6.24× 1036 112 8.37 6.06× 1036 111 111 1.87× 1035 34.9 5.61
5.13× 1014 3.76× 1038 441 120 6.43× 1036 114 8.54 6.20× 1036 112 112 2.34× 1035 37.6 6.50
5.14× 1014 3.77× 1038 441 120 6.46× 1036 114 8.56 6.22× 1036 112 112 2.41× 1035 38.0 6.62
6.09× 1014 4.45× 1038 466 133 9.25× 1036 128 10.9 8.16× 1036 123 122 1.09× 1036 62.8 17.3
7.24× 1014 5.27× 1038 493 147 1.33× 1037 144 13.8 1.07× 1037 135 134 2.54× 1036 83.3 28.9
8.65× 1014 6.26× 1038 522 164 1.88× 1037 162 17.4 1.41× 1037 147 147 4.76× 1036 103 41.7
1.04× 1015 7.46× 1038 554 182 2.64× 1037 182 21.7 1.84× 1037 161 161 7.96× 1036 122 55.6
1.25× 1015 8.92× 1038 588 202 3.67× 1037 203 26.9 2.42× 1037 177 176 1.25× 1037 141 70.9
1.50× 1015 1.07× 1039 624 225 5.04× 1037 226 33.1 3.18× 1037 193 193 1.87× 1037 162 87.7
1.82× 1015 1.29× 1039 664 251 6.88× 1037 250 40.6 4.17× 1037 212 211 2.71× 1037 183 106
2.21× 1015 1.55× 1039 707 280 9.32× 1037 277 49.4 5.47× 1037 232 231 3.86× 1037 206 126
2.70× 1015 1.88× 1039 753 313 1.26× 1038 306 59.9 7.18× 1037 254 253 5.39× 1037 231 148
3.30× 1015 2.28× 1039 804 349 1.69× 1038 337 72.3 9.42× 1037 278 277 7.45× 1037 257 172
4.06× 1015 2.79× 1039 859 390 2.25× 1038 372 86.9 1.24× 1038 304 304 1.02× 1038 285 198

Table 4.1. NS composition in the npeµ model. Here TF is the Fermi temperature. No
muons are present if EF < mµ, i.e. ρ < 4.6× 1014g/cm3.

4.2.2 Cooling

Once formed, NSs lose energy through the emission of particles and the temperature

decreases with time. Eventually thermal radiation of photons will dominate the en-

ergy loss of the stars. Here we summarize the cooling stories presented in [262, 263].

Also see section 4.8 and 4.9 in [264].

In the simplest scenario, NSs cool down by emitting neutrinos. If the proton

density is bigger than 11.1%–14.8%, for which we take the upper value if µe ≫ mµ or

the lower value if no muons are present, the neutrino emission is dominated by the

direct Urca process [262],

n→ p+ e− + νe , p+ e− → n+ νe . (4.2)

The threshold proton concentration is higher for direct Urca process with muons. If
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the direct Urca processes can happen, the emissivity for (4.2) is given by3 [262]

εURCA =
457π

10080
G2
F cos2 θC(1 + 3g2A)mnmpµeT

6

= 3.9× 1027
(
Yen

n0

)1/3(
T

109K

)6

erg cm−3 s−1 , (4.3)

where GF ≃ 1.436×10−49erg cm−3 is the Fermi’s constant, θC ≃ 0.239 is the Cabibbo

angle, gA ≃ −1.261 is the axial-vector coupling constant, n = nn + np is the baryon

density, Ye is the number density per baryon, and n0 = 0.15fm−3 is the nuclear satu-

ration density. The numerical value here is obtained by using the physical quantities

in the vacuum, and interactions will change the neutron and proton mass, gA and

weak-interaction matrix element [262].

In case where the direct Urca processes are Pauli blocked, one needs to add a

bystander particle and obtain the modified Urca processes,

n+ n→ n+ p+ e− + νe , n+ p+ e− → n+ n+ νe . (4.4)

Without nucleon superfluidity, the modified Urca process is the dominating cooling

channel at temperatures down to 2 × 108K [266], below which the photon radiation

takes over. The emissivity is given by (57), (64c) and (75) in [267]4

εMURCA =
21

16
× 11513

60480

G2
Fg

2
Am

∗
n
3m∗

p

2π

(
f

mπ

)4

pFαT
8

= 4.4× 1021
(

m∗
n

0.8mn

)3( m∗
p

0.8mp

)(
ρ

6ρ0

)2/3(
T

109K

)8

erg cm−3 s−1 , (4.5)

3 The numerical value given in [262] is with respect to n0 = 0.16fm−3. Here we have used a more
recent value n0 = 0.15fm−3 [265].

4 The numerical value given in [267] is with respect to n0 = 0.17fm−3. Here we have used a more
recent value n0 = 0.15fm−3 [265].
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where 21/16 accounts for the inclusion of the exchange diagrams (i.e. equation (75)),

α ∼ 1 is a numerical factor, the superscript ∗ stands for effective masses.

The Urca processes can also happen for exotic states such as pion and kaon con-

densate and quark matter, if they exist in NSs. The emissivities are given by (19),

(20), (26) in [263], and are smaller compared to that of nucleons.

Dense NS matter (n > 2n0) may contain a significant fraction of hyperons. The

emissivity of the hyperon Urca processes, if they are allowed, are comparable to that

expected for exotic states. The threshold concentration of Λ’s is quite small, and

thus minute traces of A hyperons would be a very effective refrigerant. For processes

without strangeness change, such as Σ− → Λ+ e−+νe, the emissivity is not Cabibbo

suppressed and would be comparable to that of the nucleon Urca process. Whether

any of these processes can occur in NSs is uncertain because of our ignorance of

interactions among hyperons, isobars, and nucleons at densities well above nuclear

density.

At some densities and low temperatures neutrons may be superfluid and/or pro-

tons be superconducting (analogous to Cooper pairs of electrons in metallic super-

conductors). Because neutrinos are produced only by thermal excitations and not

by paired nucleons, superfluidity and superconductivity reduce neutrino production

rates. The direct Urca rate is then reduced by a factor of e−∆/T and the modified

Urca rate by e−2∆/T , where ∆ is the larger of the neutron and proton paring gaps and

typically a few hundred keV. In this case, the Cooper pair breaking and formation

provides the dominant neutrino production channels. Medium effects for neutrino

emission processes are discussed in [268–270].
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Eventually photon radiation will dominate the cooling. The emissivity is

εγ =
4πR2

NSσSBT
4

4πR3
NS/3

=
3σSB
RNS

T 4 = 1.7× 1026erg cm−3 s−1

(
10km

RNS

)(
T

109K

)4

, (4.6)

where σSB = π2/60 is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant and T refers to the surface

temperature rather than the core temperature.

4.3 Lepton-flavor-violating axions

Due to the particle content of the npeµ matter, we consider a LFV coupling among

the electron, muon, and axion,

LLFV =
gaeµ

me +mµ

Ψeγ
ργ5Ψµ ∂ρa + h.c. , (4.7)

where Ψe(x) is the electron field, Ψµ(x) is the muon field, a(x) is the axion field,

me ≈ 0.511MeV is the electron mass, mµ ≈ 106MeV is the muon mass, and gaeµ is

the axion’s LFV coupling. The coupling may also be written in terms of the axion de-

cay constant fa as gaeµ = Caeµ(me +mµ)/(2fa). This interaction can naturally arise,

e.g., in the models of the LFV QCD axion, the LFV axiflavon, the leptonic familon

and the majoron (see [259] and references therein). Past studies of charged lepton

flavor violation, from both terrestrial experiments and cosmological/astrophysical ob-

servations, furnish constraints on the LFV coupling gaeµ, which we summarize here.

The LFV interaction opens an exotic decay channel for the muon µ→ ea, as long

as the axion mass is not too large ma < mµ −me. The branching ratio is predicted
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to be [271]

Br(µ→ ea) ≈ Γ(µ→ ea)

Γ(µ→ eνν)
= 7.0× 1015g2aeµ . (4.8)

Initial searches for the two-body muon decay were performed by Derenzo using a

magnetic spectrometer, resulting in an upper limit on the branching ratio of 2× 10−4

for the mass range 98.1–103.5MeV [272]. Jodidio et al. constrained the branching

ratio for a massless familon to be < 2.6× 10−6, which was later extended to massive

particles up to ∼ 10MeV [259]. Bryman & Clifford analyzed data of muon and tauon

decays obtained from NaI(Tl) and magnetic spectrometers, concluding an upper limit

of 3 × 10−4 for masses less than 104MeV [273]. Bilger et al. studied muon decay in

the mass range 103–105MeV using a high purity germanium detector and established

a limit of 5.7× 10−4 [274], while the PIENU collaboration improved the limit in the

mass range 87.0–95.1MeV [275]. The TWIST experiment performed a broader search

for masses up to ∼ 80MeV by accommodating nonzero anisotropies, resulting in an

upper limit of 2.1× 10−5 for massless axions [255]. These constraints on Br(µ→ ea)

translate into upper limits on the LFV coupling gaeµ, and we summarize the current

status in Tab. 4.2.

Apart from terrestrial experiments, cosmological and astrophysical observations

also constrain the axion’s LFV interaction. If this interaction were too strong, rela-

tivistic axions would be produced thermally in the early universe; however, the pres-

ence of a dark radiation in the universe is incompatible with observations of the cosmic

microwave background anisotropies. Constraints on dark radiation are typically ex-

pressed in terms of a parameter Neff called the effective number of neutrino species. A

recent study of flavor-violating axions in the early universe finds that current observa-
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|gaeµ| 2fa
Caeµ

[GeV] Br(µ→ ea) ma [MeV] Experiment Reference

< 3.0× 10−6 > 3.5× 104 < 1.0 ≲ 1 NS cooling This work

≲ 8× 10−10 ≳ 1× 108 ≲ 4× 10−3 ≲ 50 SN 1987A, µ→ ea [259]

< 4.2× 10−10> 2.5× 108< 1.3× 10−3 ≲ 10−7 Cosmology, ∆Neff [276]

< 2.9× 10−10> 3.7× 108< 5.7× 10−4 103− 105 Rare muon decay [274]

≲ 2× 10−10 ≳ 5× 108 ≲ 3× 10−4 < 104 Rare muon decay [273]

< 2× 10−10 > 6× 108 < 2× 10−4 98.1− 103.5 Rare muon decay [272]

< 1× 10−10 > 9× 108 < 1× 10−4 47.8− 95.1 Rare muon decay (PIENU)5 [275]

< 5.5× 10−11> 1.9× 109< 2.1× 10−5 < 13 Rare muon decay (TWIST) [255]

≲ 4× 10−11 ≳ 3× 109 ≲ 9× 10−6 ≲ 50 SN 1987A, lf → l′fa This work

< 1.9× 10−11> 5.5× 109< 2.6× 10−6 ≲ 10 Rare muon decay [254,259]

Table 4.2. A summary of constraints on the axion’s LFV coupling in the e-µ sector, where
stronger constraints are presented at the bottom. See the main text for more detailed
descriptions. For the NS cooling limit, we calculate the axion emissivity via l+f → l′+f+a
and compare with the neutrino emissivity via the modified Urca channels. For the SN 1987A
limit, we compare with the upper bound on energy loss rate.

tional limits onNeff require the LFV coupling to obey |2fa/Caeµ| > 2.5×108GeV [276].

Astrophysical probes of the axion’s LFV interaction have not been extensively ex-

plored. Calibbi et al. considered the bound on Br(µ → ea) from SN 1987A associ-

ated with the cooling of the proto-NS [259]. Assuming that the dominant energy loss

channel is free muon decay µ→ ea, they derive an upper limit on the branching ratio

at the level of 4×10−3. We find that a stronger constraint is obtained from the 2-to-3

scattering channels, such as µp→ epa, and we discuss this result further below.

To provide a comprehensive overview, we also introduce the constraints on LFV

couplings involving τ leptons. Currently, laboratory limits on the branching ratios

of rare tauon decays are Br(τ → ea) < 2.7 × 10−3 and Br(τ → µa) < 4.5 × 10−3

[259, 277]. Constraints from Neff are more stringent, Br(τ → ea) ≲ 3 × 10−4 and

Br(τ → µa) ≲ 5×10−4 [276]. Each of these limits is expected to improve significantly,

by up to three orders of magnitude, in the future Belle II [259, 278] and CMB-S4

experiment [276, 279, 280]. However, it remains challenging to impose constraints on
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τ leptons from astrophysical systems due to their considerable mass of 1.8GeV, which

far exceeds stellar core temperatures.

4.4 Axion emission

The emission of axions from NS matter via the LFV interaction can proceed through

various channels. One might expect the dominant channel to be the decay of free

muons µ→ ea; however, since the electrons in NS matter are degenerate, this channel

is Pauli blocked, and its rate is suppressed in comparison with scattering channels.

Since NS matter consists of degenerate electrons, muons, protons, and neutrons,

various scattering channels are available. We denote these collectively as6

l + f → l′ + f + a , (4.9)

where a lepton l = e, µ is converted to another l′ = µ, e with the spectator particle

f = p, e, µ. We consider channels in which the neutron star’s muon is present in the

initial state, and channels in which muons are created thanks to the large electron

Fermi momentum. The scattering is mediated by the electromagnetic interaction

(photon exchange), and channels involving neutrons are neglected. Assuming that all

particles are degenerate, scattering predominantly happens for particles at the Fermi

surface. These processes are kinematically allowed if |pF,l − pF,f | < pF,l′ + pF,f and

|pF,l′ − pF,f | < pF,l + pF,f , implying the existence of a threshold momentum of the

6 We neglect the Compton process for axions, since the number density of photons is low compared
to other particles.
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spectator particle

pF,f >
pF,e − pF,µ

2
. (4.10)

Here we have introduced the Fermi momentum pF,i of the particle species i.

The quantities of interest are the axion emissivities ε
(lf)
a , which corresponds to

the energy released in axions per unit volume per unit time through the channel

lf → l′fa. We assign (E1,p1) and (E ′
1,p

′
1) for the initial and final four-momenta of

the converting leptons l and l′, (E2,p2) and (E ′
2,p

′
2) for the spectator f , and (E ′

3,p
′
3)

for the axion. Then the axion emissivity is calculated as

ε(lf)a =
(2π)4

S

∫ 2∏

i=1

d̃pi

3∏

j=1

d̃p′j
∑

spin

∣∣M(lf)
∣∣2

× δ(4)(p1 + p2 − p′1 − p′2 − p′3)E
′
3 f1 f2 (1− f ′

1) (1− f ′
2) , (4.11)

where S is the symmetry factor accounting for identical initial and final state par-

ticles, M(lf) is the Lorentz invariant matrix element, fi and f
′
i are the Fermi-Dirac

distribution functions, the factor (1 − f ′
i) takes into account the Pauli blocking due

to particle degeneracy, and d̃p ≡ d3p/[(2π)32E] is the Lorentz-invariant differential

phase space element. We do not include a factor of (1 + f ′
3), since f

′
3 ≪ 1 and there

is no Bose enhancement of axion production since NSs are essentially transparent to

axions for the currently allowed parameter space.

4.4.1 Fermi-surface approximation

Calculating the emissivity (4.11) requires evaluating the 15 momentum integrals along

with the 4 constraints from energy and momentum conservation. We evaluate all
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but 2 of these integrals analytically using the Fermi surface approximation, and we

calculate the last 2 integrals using numerical techniques. The Fermi surface approxi-

mation assumes that the integrals are dominated by momenta near the Fermi surface

|p| ≈ pF ; smaller and larger momenta do not contribute because of Pauli blocking

or Boltzmann suppression [281]. To implement the Fermi surface approximation we

introduce Dirac delta functions that fix the magnitude of the fermion 3-momenta

to equal their respective Fermi momenta, and we promote the fermion energies to

integration variables via the prescription:

d3p→ d3p

∫
E

pF
δ(p− pF )dE . (4.12)

This approximation allows the emissivity to be written as

ε(lf)a =
1

25(2π)11pF,1pF,2pF,1′pF,2′S
JA , (4.13)

which splits the calculation into two parts: an angular integral A and an energy

integral J , defined by

A ≡
∫
d3p1d

3p2d
3p′1d

3p′2d
2Ω′

3δ(p1 − pF,1)δ(p2 − pF,2)δ(p
′
1 − pF,1′)δ(p

′
2 − pF,2′)

× δ3(p1 + p2 − p′1 − p′2)
∑

spin

∣∣M(lf)
∣∣2
Fermi

E ′
3
n , (4.14)

J ≡
∫
dE1dE2dE

′
1dE

′
2dE

′
3δ(E1 + E2 − E ′

1 − E ′
2 − E ′

3)f1f2(1− f ′
1)(1− f ′

2)E
′
3
n+2

.

(4.15)

The matrix element
∣∣M(lf)

∣∣
Fermi

is evaluated with fermion 3-momenta and energies

fixed to the respective Fermi momenta and Fermi energies. The exponent n is chosen
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such that E ′
3
−n∑

spin

∣∣M(lf)
∣∣2
Fermi

is independent of E ′
3. We have neglected the axion

momentum in the momentum conservation delta function since p′3 ∼ T ≪ pF,µ. The

mass dimension of J and A is 6 + n and 3 − n, and that of
∣∣M(lf)

∣∣2 is −2. For the

LFV channels considered in this work, we note that pF,2 = pF,2′ , n = 2, and S = 1

for f being a proton and S = 2 otherwise.

4.4.2 Energy integral

The energy integral can be written as

J ≈
∫ ∞

−∞
dx1

∫ ∞

−∞
dx2

∫ ∞

−∞
dx′1

∫ ∞

−∞
dx′2

∫ ∞

0

dz
T 6+nz2+nδ (x1 + x2 + x′1 + x′2 − z)

(ex1 + 1)(ex2 + 1)(ex
′
1 + 1)(ex

′
2 + 1)

=
T 6+n

6

∫ ∞

0

dz
z3+n(z2 + 4π2)

ez − 1
, (4.16)

where xi ≡ (Ei − EF,i)/T , x′i ≡ (E ′
F,i − E ′

i)/T , and z ≡ E ′
3/T . The approximation

symbols arise from extending the limits of integration to infinity. The second equality

is derived using the technique in [282]. For n = 2, we obtain

J =
164π8

945
T 8 . (4.17)

4.4.3 Angular integral

For the angular integral, we first integrate d3p′2 with the momentum delta function

and dp1, dp2, dp
′
1 with the Fermi surface delta function. It is convenient to align all
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angles with respect to p1, so
∫
d2Ω1 simply gives 4π. The angular integral A becomes

A = 4πp2F,1p
2
F,2p

2
F,1′

∫ 1

−1

dc12

∫ 1

−1

dc11′

∫ 1

−1

dc13′

∫ 2π

0

dφ12

∫ 2π

0

dφ11′

∫ 2π

0

dφ13′

× δ(p′2 − pF,2′)E
′
3
−n∑

spin

∣∣M(lf)
∣∣2
Fermi

,

= 32π3p2F,1p
2
F,2p

2
F,1′

∫ 1

−1

dc12

∫ 1

−1

dc11′

∫ 1

−1

dc13′

∫ π

0

dvφ (4.18)

× δ(p′2 − pF,2′)⟨E ′
3
−n∑

spin

∣∣M(lf)
∣∣2
Fermi

⟩φ13′
,

where cij denotes the cosine of the angle between pi and pj, uφ ≡ φ11′ + φ12, vφ ≡

φ11′−φ12, and ⟨· · ·⟩φ13′
stands for an average over φ13′ . To obtain the second equality,

we have assumed that ⟨E ′
3
−n∑

spin |M|2Fermi⟩φ13′
and δ(p′2 − pF,2′) do not depend on

uφ, and may rely on vφ only through cos vφ.

To simplify the expression further, we note that 2 and 2′ represent identical particle

species whereas 1 and 1′ represent different particle species, and either pF,2 ≥ pF,1, pF,1′

or pF,2 < pF,1, pF,1′ . The delta function then becomes

δ(p′2 − pF,2′) =
δ(vφ − vφ,0)

pF,1′
√
(1− c211′)(1− c212)(1− cos2 vφ,0)

, (4.19)

where

vφ,0 = arccos

[
p2F,1 + p2F,1′ − 2pF,1pF,1′c11′ + 2pF,2(pF,1 − pF,1′c11′)c12

2pF,1′pF,2
√

(1− c211′)(1− c212)

]
. (4.20)

To have a real-valued vφ,0 within the range from 0 to π, we must require cos2 vφ,0 < 1.

This restricts the range of dc11′ and dc12 integrals to be within

c−11′ < c11′ < c+11′ , c−12 < c12 < c+12 , (4.21)
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where

c±11′ =
(pF,1 + pF,2c12)(p

2
F,1 + p2F,1′ + 2pF,1pF,2c12)

2pF,1′(p2F,1 + p2F,2 + 2pF,1pF,2c12)

±
pF,2
√

(c212 − 1)[(p2F,1 − p2F,1′ + 2pF,1pF,2c12)2 − (2pF,2pF,1′)2]

2pF,1′(p2F,1 + p2F,2 + 2pF,1pF,2c12)
, (4.22)

and

c+12 = min

[
1,
p2F,1′ − p2F,1 + 2pF,2pF,1′

2pF,1pF,2

]
, c−12 = max

[
−1,

p2F,1′ − p2F,1 − 2pF,2pF,1′

2pF,1pF,2

]
.

(4.23)

Combining equations (4.18)-(4.23), we find

A = 32π3p2F,1p
2
F,2pF,1′

∫ c+12

c−12

dc12

∫ c+
11′

c−
11′

dc11′

∫ 1

−1
dc13′

⟨E′
3
−n∑

spin

∣∣M(lf)
∣∣2
Fermi

⟩φ13′ ,vφ=vφ,0√
(1− c211′)(1− c212)(1− cos2 vφ,0)

.

(4.24)

We need to calculate the matrix element at the Fermi surface to evaluate this integral.

4.4.4 Matrix element

Now we evaluate the matrix element. It is convenient to use the LFV coupling

LLFV = −igaeµa(Ψeγ5Ψµ +Ψµγ5Ψe) , (4.25)

which is equivalent to the use of the pseudovector (derivative) form (4.7) if each

fermion line is attached to at most one axion line [283]. Given the two Feynman
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Figure 4.2. Feynman diagrams for the LFV process l + f → l′ + f + a. If f is a lepton,
there occur two more graphs which can be obtained by exchanging (1 ↔ 2) for f being
identical to l or (1′ ↔ 2′) for f being identical to l′.

diagrams in figure 4.2, the matrix elements are

iM(1) = ±e2gaeµ
[
u′1γ

µ−/r +m′
1

r2 +m′
1
2γ5u1

] −gµν
k2

[u′2γ
νu2] , (4.26)

iM(2) = ±e2gaeµ
[
u′1γ5

−/s +m1

s2 +m2
1

γµu1

] −gµν
k2

[u′2γ
νu2] , (4.27)

where k ≡ p2 − p′2, r ≡ p1 − p′3, s ≡ p′1 + p′3 and ± refers to the sign of the spectator

particle’s electric charge. In NSs we have |m2
1−m′

1
2| ≈ m2

µ ≫ EFE
′
3, thus r

2+m′
1
2 ≈

−m2
1 +m′

1
2 and s2 +m2

1 ≈ −m′
1
2 +m2

1. The matrix element for exchange diagrams

can be obtained by (1 ↔ 2) or (1′ ↔ 2′), with an additional factor of −1 included.

The spin-summed squared matrix element is

∑

spin

∣∣M(lp)
∣∣2 = − 128g2aeµe

4

(p2 − p′2)
4

(p1 · p′1 +m1m
′
1)(p2 · p′3)(p′2 · p′3)

(m2
1 −m′

1
2)2

, (4.28)

∑

spin

∣∣M(ll)
∣∣2 =

∑

spin

∣∣M(lp)
∣∣2 + (1 ↔ 2) + T (ll) , (4.29)

∑

spin

∣∣∣M(ll′)
∣∣∣
2

=
∑

spin

∣∣M(lp)
∣∣2 + (1′ ↔ 2′) + T (ll′) , (4.30)

where l = e, µ and l′ = µ, e. The second term in (4.29) and (4.30) is the contribution

solely from the exchange diagrams given by the first term but with (1 ↔ 2). The

third term in (4.29) is the interference between prototype and exchange diagrams



121

given by

T (ll) =
64g2aeµe

4

(p1 − p′2)
2(p2 − p′2)

2

p′2 · p′3
(m2

1 −m′
1
2)2

× [(p2 · p′1 +m1m
′
1)(p1 · p′3) + (p1 · p′1 +m1m

′
1)(p2 · p′3)− (p1 · p2 +m2

1)(p
′
1 · p′3)] ,

(4.31)

and T (ll′) in (4.30) by T (ll) but with (1 ↔ 1′) and (2 ↔ 2′). Here we evaluate the

traces of products of gamma matrices and spinors with the help of the Mathematica

package FeynCalc [284].

At the Fermi surface, the spin-summed squared matrix element becomes

∑

spin

∣∣M(lf)
∣∣2
Fermi

=
32e4g2aeµE

′
3
2

E2
F,1E

2
F,2β

4
2(β

2
1 − β′

1
2)2

G(lf) , (4.32)

where f = p, e, µ. The G(lf) factor is found to be

G(lp) =
(1− βF,2c23′)(1− βF,2c2′3′)(1− βF,1βF,1′c11′)

(1− c22′)2
, (4.33)

G(ll) = G(lp) + (1 ↔ 2) +H(ll) , (4.34)

G(ll′) = G(lp) + (1′ ↔ 2′) +H(ll′) , (4.35)

where we have assumed that electrons are ultra relativistic so βF,e = 1. The second

term in (4.34) and (4.35) is the contribution solely from the exchange diagrams given

by the first term but with (1 ↔ 2). The third term in (4.34) is the interference
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between prototype and exchange diagrams given by

H(ll) =
(1− βF,1c2′3′)

2(1− c12′)(1− c22′)

[
βF,1

(
c13′ + c23′ + βF,1(1− c12) + βF,1′(c11′ + c21′)

+βF,1βF,1′(c12c1′3′ − c11′c23′ − c13′c21′ − c1′3′)
)
− 2
]
,

(4.36)

and H(ll′) in (4.35) by H(ll) but with (1 ↔ 1′) and (2 ↔ 2′).

4.4.5 Axion emissivity

In summary, the axion emissivity is given by

ε(lf)a =
328π2α2g2aeµ

945m4
µ

βF,1E
3
F,1

β2
F,2p

2
F,2

F (lf)T 8 , (4.37)

F (lf) ≡ 1

8S

∫ c+12

c−12

dc12

∫ c+
11′

c−
11′

dc11′

∫ 1

−1

dc13′
⟨G(lf)⟩φ13′ ,vφ=vφ,0√

(1− c211′)(1− c212)(1− cos2 vφ,0)
. (4.38)

To derive (4.37), we have assumed that the axion mass is small compared to the

NS temperature ma ≪ T , muons and electrons are in the beta equilibrium (i.e.,

EF,e ≈ EF,µ), electrons are ultra relativistic but muons are not (i.e., pF,µ ≲ mµ), and

T ≪ m2
µ/EF,e.

The temperature dependence of the axion emissivity (4.37) is especially inter-

esting and important for understanding the limits from neutron star cooling. For

comparison, note that axion bremstrahlung via lepton-flavor-preserving (LFP) in-

teractions (such as ep → epa or µp → µpa) goes as εa ∝ T 6. In other words,

the LFV interaction leads to an emissivity that’s suppressed by an additional factor

of T 2E2
F,e/(m

2
µ − m2

e)
2 ∼ T 2/m2

µ, which is of order (100keV/100MeV)2 ∼ 10−6 for

T ∼ 109K. A detailed discussion appears in the Supplemental Material, but the es-
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Figure 4.3. The factor F (lf) as a function of the Fermi velocity of muons (left) and protons
(right). Here we have set βF,p = 0.3 and βF,µ = 0.8 for the left and right panels respectively
for the f = p processes.

sential idea can be understood as follows. The phase-space integrals over momenta

can be converted to energy integrals, and each integral for degenerate leptons and

protons is restricted to the Fermi surface of thickness ∼ T , giving a factor of T 4. The

phase-space integral of axions (i.e., d3p′3/E
′
3) gives a factor of T 2. The axions are

emitted thermally and have an energy ∼ T . The energy conservation delta function

gives T−1. The squared matrix element has a temperature dependence T 2. Putting

all these together, we see that the emissivity is proportional to T 8. In comparison,

the squared matrix element for the LFP interactions has no temperature dependence

since one power of T from the coupling vertex is canceled by T−1 from the lepton

propagator.

The dc13′ integral in (4.37) can be evaluated analytically. We calculate the other

integrals using numerical techniques and present the result for F (lf) in figure 4.3. In

the left panel we vary the muon Fermi velocity βF,µ = pF,µ/EF,µ. From the right panel

we see that F (lp) is not sensitive to βF,p if protons are NR, i.e., βF,p ≲ 0.5, which is

expected in NSs. Therefore, we may use the values of F (lf) shown in the left panel to

calculate the emissivity.

The numerical values of axion emissivity (4.37) are shown in figure 4.4 for the six
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channels lf → l′fa, where the effective mass of protons is taken to be 0.8mp (see [285]

and references therein).7 The emissivities are equal for the channels ef → µfa

and µf → efa due to the strong degeneracy of particles and the beta equilibrium

condition EF,e ≈ EF,µ, so the plot only shows three curves corresponding to different

spectator particles f = p, e, µ. The channels with a spectator proton (f = p) have

the largest emissivity across the range of muon Fermi momenta shown here; this is

a consequence of the enhanced matrix element and the larger available phase space

for these scatterings. For the channels with a spectator muon (f = µ), the emissivity

drops to zero below βF,µ ≈ 0.34; this corresponds to a violation of the kinematic

threshold in (4.10). For all channels, the emissivity decreases with decreasing muon

Fermi velocity due to the reduced kinematically allowed phase space. On the other

hand, for larger muon Fermi velocity, the channels with spectator electrons and muons

coincide, since both particles can be regarded as massless. For the top axis in figure

4.1, we show the corresponding mass density of a NS assuming the npeµ model; see

section 4.2.1 for more details.

The total axion emissivity is obtained by summing over the six channels. For this

estimate we set βF,µ = 0.84, corresponding to

pF,n ≃ 624MeV , pF,p ≃ 226MeV , pF,e ≃ 193MeV , pF,µ ≃ 162MeV . (4.39)

We find the axion emissivity via LFV interactions to be

εLFVa ≃ 4.8× 1032g2aeµT
8
9 erg cm−3 s−1 , (4.40)

7 Thanks to the electric charge neutrality and the beta equilibrium condition EF,e ≈ EF,µ, the
emissivity can be fully determined once the effective proton mass and βF,µ are given.
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Figure 4.4. Axion emissivities ε
(lf)
a for the LFV process l + f → l′ + f + a, given by

equation (4.37), as a function of the muon Fermi velocity βF,µ. The top axis, in a nonlinear
scale, represents the corresponding mass density of a NS assuming the npeµ matter. Here

we take gaeµ = 10−11 and T = 109K, and more generally ε
(lf)
a ∝ g2aeµT

8.

where T9 ≡ T/(109K) and 109K ≈ 86.2keV.

4.5 Implications for neutron star cooling

In low-mass NSs, slow cooling could occur via neutrino emission by the modified

Urca (Murca) processes nn → npeν, npe → nnν or slightly less efficient processes

such as the nucleon bremsstrahlung [268, 286]. At the density ρ = 6ρ0, where ρ0 =

2.5×1014 g cm−3 is the nuclear saturation density [265], and with the effective nucleon

mass taken to be 0.8mN [285], the emissivity of the Murca process is given by εν =

4.4× 1021T 8
9 erg cm−3 s−1 [267]. Comparing this rate with (4.40), one finds that the

axion emission from LFV couplings dominates the neutrino emission unless

|gaeµ| ≲ 3.0× 10−6 , (4.41)
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which is indeed the case based on the existing constraints. In heavier NSs, the LFV

emission of axions tends to have a less significant impact. This is because fast neutrino

emission could occur via the direct Urca processes [262]. In the presence of superflu-

idity, the formation of Cooper pairs can dominate over the Murca process [287,288],

further diminishing the role of LFV axion emission.

Axions are predominantly produced in NSs through the nucleon bremsstrahlung

process nn→ nna. At the same core conditions, its emissivity is given by ε
(nn)
a ≃ 2.8×

1038g2annT
6
9 erg cm−3 s−1 [289,290]. The nucleon bremsstrahlung process dominate the

LFV processes if

|gaeµ| ≲ 7.6× 102|gann|T−1
9 . (4.42)

The current best constraint on the axion-neutron coupling is |gann| ≲ 2.8×10−10 [72].

Therefore, it is unlikely for the LFV couplings to play a significant role in NSs with

an age ≳ 1yr, where the temperature has cooled to 109K [263].

These limits on the axion’s LFV coupling are relatively weak, and this is a con-

sequence of the εLFVa ∝ T 8 scaling, which is suppressed compared to LFP chan-

nels by a factor of (T/mµ)
2, which is tiny in old NSs. However, in the proto-NS

that forms just after a supernova, this ratio can be order one, which suggests that

stronger limits can be obtained by considering the effect of axion emission on su-

pernova rather than neutron stars. Since our analysis has focused on neutron star

environments, adapting our results to the more complex proto-NS system requires

some extrapolation. We estimate the axion emissivity from a supernova by extrap-

olating (4.40) to high temperatures. By imposing the bound on the energy loss of

SN 1987A, εa/ρ ≲ 1019 erg g−1 s−1 [70], one finds that at a typical core condition
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ρ ∼ 8× 1014 g cm−3,

|gaeµ| ≲ 4× 10−11

(
50MeV

T

)4

, (4.43)

which is to be evaluated at T ∼ (30 − 60) MeV. This constraint is more stringent

than that obtained from considering µ → ea in a supernova and is comparable to

the current best terrestrial limit. One should note that at typical core conditions

of a proto-NS, nucleons and muons are at the borderline between degeneracy and

nondegeneracy, and we expect a similar constraint if a nondegenerate emission rate

is used.8

Incorporating the effect of nuclear interactions, we have used an effective proton

mass of 0.8mp where mp denotes the proton mass in vacuum [285]. If protons are

nonrelativistic, a reduced effective mass diminishes axion emission and consequently

weakens constraints on gaeµ. For an effective mass around 0.5mN , a correction factor

of ∼ 0.8/0.5 arises based on equation (4.37). However, the emission rate remains un-

affected for relativistic protons. Additionally, in next section, we discuss the screening

effect of electric fields. By introducing an effective mass for photon propagators of

the order kTF, where kTF represents the Thomas-Fermi wavenumber, we estimate a

correction factor of ∼ 2 due to the screening effect.9 Our numerical analysis indicates

that extrapolating the degenerate rate (4.40) to T ∼ 50MeV tends to overestimate

the axion emission, introducing a correction factor of ∼ 3 in the supernova constraint.

8 For the axion bremsstrahlung by nucleons, the emission rates with degenerate and nondegen-
erate nucleons coincide at typical supernova core conditions [70].

9 While this methodology isn’t apt for strongly coupled plasmas like NSs and white dwarfs, it
does furnish reasonably accurate estimates of the screening effect in axion bremsstrahlung processes
within white dwarfs [70].
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4.6 Brute force calculations

In foregoing sections we calculate the emissivity of LFV axions using the Fermi surface

approximation and use it to explore the impact of the LFV coupling on NS cooling.

This is appropriate at low temperatures, where all involved particles are degenerate.

However, as we can see in table 4.1, protons and muons start to become nondegenerate

at T ∼ 10MeV, at which point the Fermi surface approximation starts to break down.

Thus in section, we aim to provide a complementary method for evaluating the axion

emissivity – brute-force Monte Carlo integration technique. The numerical details

are provided in [87].

The results of brute-force evaluations for the various axion emission channels are

shown in figure 4.5. The numerical results (dots and squares) agree very well with

the analytical results (lines) for a wide range of βF,µ. For small βF,µ the numerical

results tend to diverge from the analytical results, which is expected because in this

regime the number density of muons is small, which means that the degenerate matter

approximation breaks down. In addition, we observe that the emissivities are paired

by channel such that ε
(µp)
a ≈ ε

(ep)
a , ε

(µe)
a ≈ ε

(eµ)
a , and ε

(µµ)
a ≈ ε

(ee)
a . This is a consequence

of the strong particle degeneracy and the beta equilibrium condition EF,e ≈ EF,µ.

In degenerate NS matter, electric fields are screened because of the polarizability

of charged particles. To estimate this effect, we replace the photon propagator k−2

in the matrix element by (k2 + k2TF)
−1 [264], where k2TF =

∑
i 4αpF,iEF,i/π is the

Thomas-Fermi screening scale contributed by electrons, muons and protons. Noting

that k2 ∼ (pF,e − pF,µ)
2 ∼ E2

F,e(1− βF,µ)
2 at low temperatures, the screening effect is

small if βF,µ ≲ 1−kTF/EF,e, which becomes βF,µ ≲ 0.75 at the core condition given by

(4.39). Therefore, for midly relativistic muons, the emissivity of LFV axions without

including the screening effect is subject to O(1) corrections. On the other hand,
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Figure 4.5. Axion emissivity computed by brute force (dots and squares) vs. by using
the Fermi surface approximation (lines). The results agree well for βF,µ ≳ 0.1 and the
agreement is good within about 10% at βF,µ ≈ 0.8. Data shown in this figure was generated
using a NS core temperature of T = 109 K and a axion mass ma = 0.

incorporating the screening effect in axion emissivities is crucial at high temperatures

since k2TF dominates over k2, especially near the pole k2 = 0.

Employing this change in photon propagators, we present the temperature de-

pendence of the axion emissivity is in figure 4.6. Since we expect the emissivity to

scale as ε(lf) ∝ T 8 for low temperatures we normalize the emissivity by T 8 so that

a T 8 scaling would be a constant line in this figure. As expected, the emissivity

diverges from the scaling T 8 for temperatures higher than ∼ 10MeV, where protons

and muons are at the borderline between degeneracy and nondegeneracy. We can see

that extrapolating the degenerate rate (4.40) to T ∼ 50MeV tends to overestimate

the axion emission, introducing a correction factor of ∼ 0.1 in axion emissivities and,

consequently, a factor of ∼ 3 in the supernova constraint.



130

Figure 4.6. Axion emissivities as a function of temperature. To generate the data we set
βF,µ = 0.836788, ma = 0, and gaeµ = 10−11.
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Chapter 5

Nonminimal gravitational interactions of dark

matter

5.1 Introduction

Vector dark matter (VDM) has been drawing increasing attention of theorists and

experimentalists in recent years [219, 291]. Proposals for VDM cover a large range

of mass, with a division occurring at 30eV (as we demonstrate in the introduction

section 1.2), below or over which the vector bosons behave like waves [292–296] or par-

ticles [297–302]. VDM can be produced through, for example, gravitational particle

production [166, 209, 303–305], freeze-in mechanism [306–308], energy transfer from

scalar fields [115,116,210,309–312] and misalignment mechanism [165,313–316].1

While most of the studies on VDM consider vector fields that are minimally cou-

pled to gravity, additional nonminimal couplings are well motivated as they naturally

arise as quantum corrections to a minimally coupled classical theory [321]. It has been

demonstrated that the inclusion of the nonminimal coupling is integral to the renor-

malization of field theories in curved spacetime [167,322–324]. Moreover, the nonmin-

imal terms are phenomenologically relevant and have been employed in the context

of inflation [117,118,325–329], modified gravity [124–127,330,331], DM [308,332–334]

1 The misalignment mechanism proposed in [313] can not produce sufficient DM, which can
be fixed by adding a nonminimal coupling to gravity [314]. However, the added nonminimal cou-
pling induces a ghost instability and a quadratic divergence [209, 317–320]. A viable misalignment
mechanism for VDM can be constructed by including a nonminimal kinetic coupling to the infla-
ton [165,315].



132

and dark energy [335,336].

In this section, we study ultralight VDM that is nonminimally coupled to gravity

in the wave regime. Although the DM mass m ∼ 10−22eV is preferred in some

galaxies [38, 46, 47], a lower bound m ≳ 10−19eV has been reported by constraining

velocity dispersion in Segue 1 and Segue 2 galaxies [51], and it further increases tom ≳

10−18eV if the DM is produced after inflation via a process with a finite-correlation

length [52]. The impact of nonminimal couplings on these constraints warrants a

detailed analysis, and for generality we focus on m ≳ 10−22eV. Remaining agnostic

about the ultraviolet physics, in section 5.2, we derive a NR EFT and the modified

version of the SP equations that include the nonminimal couplings. With this tool,

we analyze the phenomenology of the nonminimal couplings in several contexts in

section 5.3, such as the mass-radius relation of vector solitons, the growth of linear

perturbations, and the propagation of GWs.

5.2 Nonrelativistic effective field theory

As discussed in section 2, the NR dynamics of wave DM can be described by the

SP equations, which are the leading-order approximation of the KGE system. To

investigate the impacts of nonminimal couplings to gravity, in this section we derive

a modified version of the SP equations by identifying small, dimensionless quantities

and expanding the relativistic equations to the leading order [82,94]. We also convert

the modified SP equations to a fluid description, which is more commonly used in the

study of linear perturbations.
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5.2.1 Wave description

For the purpose of describing the low-energy limit of VDM, we can start without

loss of generality from the covariant action S that contains nonminimal couplings to

gravity with the lowest mass dimension. The progenitor action we consider is

S = SG + SM , (5.1)

where the gravity and matter parts are given by

SG =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
1

2
M2

PR

]
, (5.2)

SM =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
−1

4
XµνX

µν − 1

2
m2XµX

µ +
1

2
ξ1RXµX

µ +
1

2
ξ2R

µνXµXν + · · ·
]
.

(5.3)

Here, ξ1 and ξ2 characterize the nonminimal coupling to gravity, R and Rµν are the

Ricci scalar and Ricci tensor, Xµ is the VDM field, and Xµν ≡ ∂µXν − ∂νXµ. In

the low-energy limit, an expanding universe containing VDM can be described by the

perturbed FRW metric [337]

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ) dt2 + a2(t)(1− 2Φ)δij dx
i dxj . (5.4)

The action (5.1) and metric (5.4) are valid if the VDM has become the dominant

and NR component of the universe. After the universe enters the matter-dominated

era, the dynamics of Xµ is dominated by oscillations of frequency ω ∼ m, thus it is
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motivated to redefine the vector field in terms of a new, complex NR field ψµ by

Xµ(t,x) =
1√
2ma

[
e−imtψµ(t,x) + eimtψ∗

µ(t,x)
]
. (5.5)

The power of the scale factor is chosen such that the amplitude of ψµ does not

change significantly with the expansion of the universe, since the energy density

scales like ρ ∼ m2a−2XiXi ∝ a−3 during matter domination. To ensure that the

field redefinition preserves the number of propagating degrees of freedom, one could

employ a constraint that implies a field equation of ψµ remaining first order in time

derivatives [94],

e−imtψ̇i + eimtψ̇∗
i = 0 . (5.6)

An alternative nonlocal field redefinition was exploited in [91].

To derive a NR EFT of VDM, we follow the prescription in section 2 and identify

the following small, dimensionless parameters

ϵH ∼ H

m
, ϵt ∼

∣∣∣∣∣
Q̇

mQ

∣∣∣∣∣ , ϵk ∼
∣∣∣∣
∇2Q

a2m2Q

∣∣∣∣ , ϵψ ∼ |ψi|
MP

√
m

, ϵg ∼ |Φ| , (5.7)

where Q can be any of the slowly varying variables including a,H, ψµ,Φ. These pa-

rameters respectively characterize the smallness of the expansion rate, time variation,

spatial gradient, field amplitude and gravity strength. In addition, the nonminimal

coupling terms in (5.1) should not play too significant a role in order to retain the

success of General Relativity and to avoid the ghost instability of longitudinal modes

discussed in refs. [209,317–320]. Hence one must have another small parameter much
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less than unity in terms of ξa (a = 1, 2),

ϵξ ∼
∣∣∣∣
ξaR

m2

∣∣∣∣ , (5.8)

where R ∼ a−2∇2Φ ∼ ρ/M2
P and ρ is the local DM density. This sets an upper limit

on ξa,

|ξa| ≪
m2M2

P

ρ
= 1.5× 1015

( m

10−20eV

)2(5× 1010 GeV/m3

ρ

)
. (5.9)

Here the reference value of DM density is taken to be its average value at the matter-

radiation equality [45]. If one is interested in the dynamics of local DM today, one

should take the DM density to be around 0.3 GeV/cm3 [27–30], which implies |ξa| ≪

2.6×1020(m/10−20eV)2.2 In general, these small parameters are not independent from

each other and we do not know a priori the relative magnitudes between them, thus a

reliable expansion strategy would require the system of equations to be expanded up

to a specific order that includes every parameter. That is, each order is a homogeneous

function of all small parameters. In the following discussions, we will denote all small

parameters collectively by ϵ = {ϵH , ϵt, ϵk, ϵψ, ϵg, ϵξ} for notation convenience and work

up to the leading order in ϵ.

By plugging the field redefinition (5.5) into the action (5.1) and integrating out

2 In section 5.3.3, we will take this value as the upper limit of ξa when studying the variation of
gravitational wave speed.
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the fast oscillating terms, we obtain a NR effective action

S =

∫
d4x

[
M2

Pa
(
−3ȧ2 + Φ∇2Φ− 6aäΦ

)

+
1

2
a2m

∣∣∣∣ψ0 −
i

a2m
∇ ·ψ

∣∣∣∣
2

+ iψ̇ ·ψ∗ +
1

2a2m
(∇2ψ) ·ψ∗ −mΦ|ψ|2

+
|ψ|2
2a2m

[
2ξ1(∇2Φ + 3ȧ2 + 3aä) + ξ2(∇2Φ + 2ȧ2 + aä)

] ]
× [1 +O(ϵ)] ,

(5.10)

where ψ is the spatial part of ψµ, the overdot stands for time derivative, and O(ϵ)

includes all relativistic corrections.3 To the leading order, the constraint equation

on ψ0 is not affected by the nonminimal coupling, implying that the existence of

nonminimal couplings does not bring about the singularity problem discussed in [83,

122, 168]. As promised, (5.10) is also free from the ghost instability of longitudinal

modes [209,317–320].

By varying (5.10) with respect to a, ψ∗
i ,Φ, in the NR limit, we obtain the field

equations

i∂tψi = − ∇2

2ma2
ψi +mΦψi −

(2ξ1 + ξ2)2πG

m
ρξψi , (5.11)

∇2

a2
Φ = 4πG(ρξ − ρξ) , H2 =

8πG

3
ρξ , (5.12)

ρξ ≡ ρ− 2ξ1 + ξ2
2m2a2

∇2ρ , ρ =
1

a3
m|ψ|2 ≡

3∑

i=1

ρi , (5.13)

where Φ can be split into the conventional Newtonian part ΦN and a nonminimal

part Φξ = −(2ξ1 + ξ2)2πGρ/m
2, the overline stands for spatial averaging and we

3 Higher-order time derivatives will emerge if one takes the relativistic corrections into account,
but they do not introduce unphysical degrees of freedom because they can be systematically removed
by applying field equations at lower orders [91].
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have broken the energy density into its component parts ρi ≡ a−3m|ψi|2. Besides the

Newtonian potential ΦN , the nonminimal coupling results in a nonminimal potential

Φξ, which represents attractive (repulsive) self-interactions for 2ξ1 + ξ2 > 0 (< 0).

These self-interactions do not depend on specific polarization states, and are distinct

from those due to terms of the form (XµX
µ)2, which would result in both ψjψ

∗
jψi and

ψjψjψ
∗
i terms in (5.11) and can break the degeneracy in energy of polarized vector

solitons [86, 338]. The modified SP equations and Friedmann equation (5.11)-(5.13)

are our master equations in the wave description for VDM.

5.2.2 Fluid description

The fluid description is related to the SP equations through the Madelung transfor-

mation [339]. To do the transform, let us define the fluid velocity vi in terms of the

phase of each field component ψi,

ψi ≡
√
ρia3

m
eiθ , vi ≡

1

ma
∇θi . (5.14)

For convenience, we do not use the Einstein summation convention in and only in

this subsection. The equations (5.11) become

ρ̇i + 3Hρi +
1

a
∇ · (ρivi) = 0 , (5.15)

v̇i +Hvi +
1

a
(vi · ∇)vi = −1

a
∇
(
ΦN + ΦQ,i + 2Φξ −

(2ξ1 + ξ2)

2m2a2
∇2Φξ

)
, (5.16)

where Φξ is the nonminimal part in (5.12) and

ΦQ,i ≡ − 1

2a2m2

∇2√ρi√
ρi

. (5.17)
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Physically, the Newtonian potential ΦN attracts matter, the quantum potential ΦQ

repulses matter, and the property of interactions induced by nonminimal couplings

depends on the sign of 2ξ1 + ξ2. In the large mass limit, the equations can be used

to describe particle-like CDM [340]. In section 5.3.2, we will use (5.15) and (5.16) to

study the growth of linear perturbations and the Jeans scale.

5.3 Phenomenological implications

With the wave and fluid description of VDM, we study the mass-radius relation

of vector solitons and the growth of linear perturbations in section 5.3.1 and 5.3.2

respectively. Moving beyond scalar perturbations, we will investigate the effects of

nonminimal couplings on GW speed in section 5.3.3.

5.3.1 Mass-radius relation of vector solitons

In section 3.5, we find that vector field theories admit three types of classically stable

solutions with zero orbital angular momentum, also see [86, 293–295, 338, 341–345].

The ground state solitons are polarized, not spherically symmetric in field configu-

ration but are spherically symmetric in energy/mass density [86, 338]. It is useful

to note how the nonminimal couplings affect their mass-radius relation. Once again,

we neglect the universe expansion since the size of solitons is much smaller than the

Hubble patch.

The mass-radius relation can be found by minimizing the energy of the soliton at

a fixed particle number. We define the total particle number N and mass M of a

vector soliton by

N ≡
∫

d3xψiψ
∗
i , M ≡

∫
d3x ρ = mN , (5.18)
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where N is the conserved charge associated with the global U(1) symmetry ψi → eiαψi

in the NR action (5.10). The radius R is defined as that of the ball enclosing 99%

of the total mass. The NR action (5.10) is also invariant under time translation, and

the associated conserved charge is identified as the energy Eψ,

Eψ =

∫
d3x

[
1

2m
∂jψi∂jψ

∗
i +mΦN |ψ|2 + 2mΦξ|ψ|2 −

(2ξ1 + ξ2)∇2Φξ

2m
|ψ|2

]
.

(5.19)

This energy does not include the rest mass energy of the original vector field Xµ.

In the NR limit, the total energy of Xµ is EX = Eψ + mN . Using the thin-wall

approximation and replacing ∇ with 1/R and
∫
d3x with R3 [138,193,230], the energy

can be written as4

Eψ ∝ β1
2

M

m2R2
− M2

M2
PR

− β2
3

(2ξ1 + ξ2)M
2

m2M2
PR

3
− β3

5

(2ξ1 + ξ2)
2M2

m4M2
PR

5
, (5.20)

where β1, β2, β3 are numerical coefficients to be determined, and we have replaced

center field amplitudes ψc with M ∼ mψ2
cR

3. This expression of energy allows us to

minimize the energy at a fixed particle number, to wit, δ(Eψ + µN) = 0 where µ is a

Lagrangian multiplier [230]. By varying Eψ + µN with respect to R for a fixed M ,

we obtain

M =
β1m

3R3

m4R4 + β2(2ξ1 + ξ2)m2R2 + β3(2ξ1 + ξ2)2
M2

P

m
. (5.21)

The numerical coefficients β1, β2, β3 can be determined by comparing (5.21) with the

4 An alternative method is to assume a Gaussian ansatz for soliton profiles [346]. However, nu-
merically Gaussian profiles are bad approximations if the nonminimal coupling becomes important.
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Figure 5.1. Mass-radius relation of the ground-state vector solitons, given by equation
(5.21). The dashed line indicates a classical instability against small perturbations. The
gray region at the upper left corner corresponds to the regime in which R is comparable
with the Schwarzschild radius, mM/M2

P ≤ 4πmR, where gravity becomes strong and the
NR approximation breaks down.

mass-radius relation obtained using the numerical shooting method. We find the

above formula to be a good approximation with β1 = 250, β2 = 30.25, β3 = 0 for

2ξ1 + ξ2 > 0 and with β1 = 250, β2 = 8.5, β3 = 18.06 for 2ξ1 + ξ2 < 0.5 The mass-

radius relation (5.21) is shown in figure 5.1, which manifests a similar qualitative

behavior compared to that from covariant quartic self-interactions [82,346,347]. One

can see that the low-radius part of the curve is dramatically changed compared to

the minimal case, signifying the fact that the nonminimal coupling becomes more

important than Newtonian gravity at small scales. Also, if one wants to investigate

nonlinear dynamics of vector solitons, one must carry out rigorous lattice simulations

(See [86,294,295,342–345] for examples.).

5 In finding these numbers, we have assumed that the size of solitons is much larger than the
strength of the nonminimal couplings, m2R2 ≫ 2ξ1 + ξ2, and thus approximated ρξ ≈ ρ in (5.13).
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We end this subsection with a brief discussion on the possibility of inferring soliton

configurations from the density profile of galaxies. Solitons offer a natural solution

to the core-cusp problem, which refers to the mismatch between the cuspidal density

profile predicted by CDM simulations and the flatter ones observed in galactic centers

[20]. By hosting a solitonic core, the galaxy can exhibit a smooth central density

profile, thereby preventing gravitational clustering of matter and resolving the core-

cusp problem. While a proliferation of favorable evidence for such solitonic cores has

emerged in recent years, the existence of solitonic cores also pose strong constraints

on the mass of DM bosons, which were obtained by comparing the predicted density

profiles of solitonic galaxy cores and the observed ones [36–45]. Nonminimal couplings

to gravity could weaken such constraints and alleviate tensions between the halo mass

and soliton mass in some galaxies [348–350]. Further investigation is needed to explore

this possibility.

5.3.2 Growth of linear perturbations

In this section, we will use the fluid description to study the growth of density pertur-

bations for wave VDM.6 We find that significant nonminimal couplings may lead to

distinct evolution of perturbations, where both the small and large scale perturbations

can grow significantly. As the universe expands, the importance of the nonminimal

coupling decreases and eventually the standard picture of wave DM [35] is recovered,

albeit with a modified Jeans scale.

Linearizing the fluid equations (5.15) and (5.16), we obtain the equations for

6 For scalar DM, the density perturbation has been calculated in the fluid description up to the
third order in δ and v to obtain the one-loop power spectrum [351]. One may also use the wave
perturbations δψ ≡ ψ−ψ to study structure growth; that said, this approach breaks down at higher
redshifts compared to the fluid description [351].
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perturbations around a homogeneous background

δ̇i +
1

a
∇ · vi = 0 , (5.22)

v̇i +Hvi = −1

a
∇
(
ΦN + ΦQ,i + 2Φξ −

(2ξ1 + ξ2)

2m2a2
∇2Φξ

)
, (5.23)

where ΦN ,ΦQ,i,Φξ are given by (5.12) and (5.17), ρi ≡ ρi(1+ δi) and the background

densities satisfy ρ̇i + 3Hρi = 0. These equations can be combined to yield a set of

second-order differential equations for the overdensity δi. In Fourier space, it can be

written as



∂2t + 2H∂t +




k4

4a4m2 + c1 c2 c3

0 k4

4a4m2 0

0 0 k4

4a4m2










∆1

∆2

∆3




= 0 , (5.24)

where




∆1

∆2

∆3




≡ Q




δ1

δ2

δ3




, Q =
1√
6




√
2

√
2

√
2

2 −1 −1

0
√
3 −

√
3




,

and we have defined

c1 ≡ −
[

k2

2m2a2
(2ξ1 + ξ2)

√
4πGρ+

√
4πGρ

]2
,

c2 ≡ −πG(2a
2m2 + k2(2ξ1 + ξ2))

2

√
2a4m4

(2ρ1 − ρ2 − ρ3) ,

c3 ≡ −
√
3πG(2a2m2 + k2(2ξ1 + ξ2))

2

√
2a4m4

(ρ2 − ρ3) .

Assuming ρ1 = ρ2 = ρ3, which is expected unless there is a mechanism that favors
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VDM with a particular polarization state at the time of production and throughout

its subsequent evolution,7 the differential operator of (5.24) becomes diagonal and

one can study ∆i separately.
8 While both ∆2 and ∆3 oscillate and do not experience

significant growth due to their positive effective mass, the growth of ∆1 depends on

the sign of

Ω2 ≡ k4

4a4m2
+ c1

= −4πGρ

[
1 + (2ξ1 + ξ2)

k2

a2m2
+

(
(2ξ1 + ξ2)

2 − m2

4πGρ

)
k4

4a4m4

]

=
1

4a4m2

[
1− (2ξ1 + ξ2)

24πGρ

m2

]
(k2 + k2−)(k

2 − k2+) , (5.25)

where

k2± ≡ k2J,0
1

1∓ (2ξ1 + ξ2)
√
4πGρ/m2

, kJ,0 = (16πGm2ρa4)1/4 , (5.26)

with kJ,0 being the comoving Jeans scale without nonminimal couplings [35, 294].

The sign of Ω2 is undetermined, because the upper limit of ξa (a = 1, 2) is given by

ξa ≪ m2M2
P/ρ, i.e. equation (5.9), which does not fix the relative magnitude between

ξ2a and m2M2
P/ρ.

The nonminimal couplings can play an important role if (2ξ1+ξ2)
2 ≫ m2M2

P/ρ. In

7 In fact, this assumption holds as long as there is no statistically preferred direction. In particu-
lar, helicities (in Fourier space) produced by mechanisms described in refs. [115,116,209,210,310–312]
do not invalidate this assumption.

8 Since ∆1 corresponds to the direction δ1 = δ2 = δ3 (which does not distinguish between spatial
indices), ∆1 should be interpreted as the isotropic component of the density contrast; accordingly,
∆2 and ∆3 are the anisotropic components. If ρ1 = ρ2 = ρ3, then equation (5.24) is symmetric
under permutations of the spatial indices i = 1, 2, 3, and the isotropic and anisotropic components
correspond to orthogonal invariant subspaces of the solution space. Note that the orthogonal trans-
form Q is not to be understood as a spatial rotation since the δi’s do not form a vector under spatial
rotation.
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this case, we have k2+ < 0, k2− > 0 for positive 2ξ1+ξ2, hence Ω
2 < 0 and perturbations

grow for all k modes. For negative 2ξ1+ξ2, we have k
2
+ > 0, k2− < 0, thus perturbations

with |k+| < k < |k−| oscillate whereas others grow. In contrast, the small-scale

perturbations with k > kJ,0 are suppressed for minimally coupled wave DM [35,294] –

the presence of significant nonminimal couplings could enhance small-scale structure.

The evolution of CDM perturbations δ ∝ a for k < kobs ∼ 10 hMpc−1 ∼ 103keq is

consistent with current observations [48,352]. To retain the success of CDM on large-

scale perturbations, we demand Ω2 ≈ −4πGρ for k < kobs since the matter-radiation

equality, which yields

|2ξ1 + ξ2| ≪
a2eqm

2

k2obs
= 1010

( m

10−20eV

)2(10−28eV

Heq

)2

, (5.27)

This bound is more stringent than equation (5.9), but weaker than the constraint we

will obtain for ξ2 in section 5.3.3 based current limits on GW speed.

As the energy density decreases with the expansion of the universe, eventually

m2M2
P/ρ will dominate over (2ξ1 + ξ2)

2 and we recover the standard evolution of

perturbations for wave DM [35, 294]. The comoving Jeans scale for the subsequent

evolution is

kJ = k+ ≃ a(16πGm2ρ)1/4

[
1 + (2ξ1 + ξ2)

√
πGρ

m2

]
. (5.28)

Perturbations grow at large length scales with k ≪ kJ and oscillate at small scales

with k ≫ kJ .

It has been shown that minimally coupled wave DM has a sharp break in the

power spectrum of density perturbations with k larger than kJ,0,eq, the comoving

Jeans scale at matter-radiation equality [35]. The existence of nonminimal couplings



145

is expected to leave imprints on the spectrum at small scales and also shift the break

toward higher or lower k depending on the value of 2ξ1+ξ2. The small-scale structure

could be enhanced if the nonminimal coupling is significant in early times. It might

be interesting to explore the related phenomenology in detail in the future.

5.3.3 Speed of gravitational waves

The presence of nonminimal couplings for VDM changes the propagation speed of

GWs. In this subsection, we investigate this effect and put constraints on ξ2 and the

VDM mass based on current limits on GW speed.9

Since the propagation distance of GWs is typically much less than the Hubble

horizon, we will neglect the expansion of the universe and consider a metric with

tensor perturbations gµν = ηµν + hµν , where ηµν is the Minkowski metric by choosing

locally inertial coordinates of VDM, and hµν is traceless and transverse. The action

for linearized GWs is

S(2) =
1

2

∑

λ=+,×

∫
d4x M2

∗

[
ḣ2λ − c2T (∇hλ)2

]
, (5.29)

where hλ is the amplitude of polarization states, and the effective reduced Planck

9 In contrast, the nonminimal coupling of the form ϕ2R for scalar DM [332] effectively modifies
the Planck constant and has no impact on GW speed, unless interactions suppressed by higher-order
gradients are considered [334].
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mass M∗ and the speed of tensor modes cT are10

M2
∗ =M2

P

[
1 + ξ1

ρ

m2M2
P

+ ξ2
ρ− ρn̂
m2M2

P

+O(ϵ2)

]
, (5.30)

M2
∗ c

2
T =M2

P

[
1 + (ξ1 + ξ2)

ρ

m2M2
P

+O(ϵ2)

]
. (5.31)

Here, n̂ is a unit vector with the same direction as the propagation of GWs, and

ρn̂ ≡ m|ψ · n̂|2 represents the energy density contributed by the component of the

field ψ parallel to n̂. Since M2
∗ > 0 and c2T > 0, the tensor-mode action (5.29) is free

from ghost and gradient instabilities [353].

The deviation of the GW speed from the light speed can be characterized by αT ≡

c2T−1 ≈ ξ2ρn̂/(m
2M2

P). If the VDM can be regarded as homogeneous and unpolarized

(i.e. ψ does not have a preferred direction) at the length scales comparable to the

propagating distance of GWs, then ρn̂ ≃ ρ/3 and we obtain

αT ≃ 1.7× 10−11

(
ξ2
1010

)(
ρ

0.4GeV/cm3

)(
10−20eV

m

)2

. (5.32)

For GW events detected by LIGO, we may use a “separate-region approximation”

to describe the GW speed – assuming that GWs propagate through two separate

homogeneous regions of galactic halos and intergalactic medium. Denoting the total

propagating distance and the distance propagated in galactic halos as d and dhalo, one

can estimate the time differences between photons and GWs accumulated in these

10 To obtain the expression, we have integrated out the fast oscillating modes of VDM, as we did
when deriving the NR EFT.



147

two regions

∆thalo ∼
1

2
dhaloαT ≃ 8.89s

(
dhalo
10kpc

)(
αT

1.7× 10−11

)
, (5.33)

∆tintga ∼
1

2
(d− dhalo)αT ≃ 0.09s

(
d− dhalo
40Mpc

)(
αT

4.3× 10−17

)
, (5.34)

where the reference values of αT in (5.33) and (5.34) are those given by (5.32) with

the DM density being 0.4GeV/cm3 (local DM density) [27–30] and 1GeV/m3 (DM

density at cosmological scales) [45]. Thus for a leading-order calculation of arrival

time differences between photons and GWs, one may neglect the contribution due to

the intergalactic propagation.

A strong constraint on αT can be extracted with the fact that GW 170817 and

GRB 170817A, which were emitted by the same binary neutron stars, arrived on

the Earth at nearly the same time (the coalescence signal is 1.7s prior to the peak

of GRB) after propagating a distance of d ≃ 40 Mpc [354, 355]. As a conservative

estimation, we assume that the GRB peak was emitted after the coalescence within

10s, then the time difference between the GRB and GW accumulated during the

propagation satisfies −8.3s < ∆t < 1.7s. Replacing ∆thalo in equation (5.33) with

∆t, the αT is constrained to be within −1.6× 10−11 ≲ αT ≲ 3.3× 10−12. A stronger

lower bound αT ≳ −4×10−15 can be put due to a lack of observation for gravitational

Cherenkov radiation from cosmic rays with a galactic origin [356]. Combining these

considerations, we obtain

−4× 10−15 ≲ αT ≲ 3× 10−12

(
10 kpc

dhalo

)
. (5.35)
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Figure 5.2. Constraints on the speed of gravitational waves, characterized by αT = c2T−1 ≈
2(cT − 1), for the negative (left) and positive (right) nonminimal coupling ξ2. The gray
regions are excluded by the lack of observation for gravitational Cherenkov radiation of
cosmic rays with a galactic origin or by the difference in arrival time between GW 170817
& GRB 170817A.

In terms of the ξ2 parameter and VDM mass, equations (5.32) and (5.35) yield

−2× 1046
(
0.4GeV/cm3

ρhalo

)
eV−2 ≲

ξ2
m2

≲ 2× 1049
(
10kpc

dhalo

)(
0.4GeV/cm3

ρhalo

)
eV−2 .

(5.36)

The constraints (5.35) and (5.36) are shown in figure 5.2.
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[48] V. Iršič, M. Viel, M. G. Haehnelt, J. S. Bolton and G. D. Becker, First

constraints on fuzzy dark matter from Lyman-α forest data and

hydrodynamical simulations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) 031302 [1703.04683].

[49] M. Nori, R. Murgia, V. Iršič, M. Baldi and M. Viel, Lyman α forest and

non-linear structure characterization in Fuzzy Dark Matter cosmologies, Mon.

Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 482 (2019) 3227 [1809.09619].

[50] K. K. Rogers and H. V. Peiris, Strong Bound on Canonical Ultralight Axion

Dark Matter from the Lyman-Alpha Forest, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021)

071302 [2007.12705].

[51] N. Dalal and A. Kravtsov, Excluding fuzzy dark matter with sizes and stellar

kinematics of ultrafaint dwarf galaxies, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 063517

[2203.05750].

[52] M. A. Amin and M. Mirbabayi, A lower bound on dark matter mass,

2211.09775.

[53] A. Del Popolo and M. Le Delliou, Small scale problems of the ΛCDM model: a

short review, Galaxies 5 (2017) 17 [1606.07790].

https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2996
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.6586
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1595
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1595
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.14165
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.031302
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04683
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2888
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2888
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.09619
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.071302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.071302
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.12705
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.063517
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.05750
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.09775
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies5010017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07790


155

[54] D. J. E. Marsh, Axion Cosmology, Phys. Rept. 643 (2016) 1 [1510.07633].

[55] L. Di Luzio, M. Giannotti, E. Nardi and L. Visinelli, The landscape of QCD

axion models, Phys. Rept. 870 (2020) 1 [2003.01100].

[56] P. Sikivie, Invisible Axion Search Methods, Rev. Mod. Phys. 93 (2021) 015004

[2003.02206].

[57] J. E. Kim, Light Pseudoscalars, Particle Physics and Cosmology, Phys. Rept.

150 (1987) 1.

[58] R. D. Peccei and H. R. Quinn, CP Conservation in the Presence of

Instantons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 38 (1977) 1440.

[59] S. Weinberg, A New Light Boson?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 223.

[60] F. Wilczek, Problem of Strong P and T Invariance in the Presence of

Instantons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 279.

[61] J. E. Kim, Weak Interaction Singlet and Strong CP Invariance, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 43 (1979) 103.

[62] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein and V. I. Zakharov, Can Confinement Ensure

Natural CP Invariance of Strong Interactions?, Nucl. Phys. B 166 (1980) 493.

[63] A. R. Zhitnitsky, On Possible Suppression of the Axion Hadron Interactions.

(In Russian), Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 31 (1980) 260.

[64] M. Dine, W. Fischler and M. Srednicki, A Simple Solution to the Strong CP

Problem with a Harmless Axion, Phys. Lett. B 104 (1981) 199.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2016.06.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.07633
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.06.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.01100
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.015004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.02206
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(87)90017-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(87)90017-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.38.1440
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.40.223
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.40.279
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.43.103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.43.103
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(80)90209-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(81)90590-6


156

[65] S. Borsanyi et al., Calculation of the axion mass based on high-temperature

lattice quantum chromodynamics, Nature 539 (2016) 69 [1606.07494].

[66] M. Gorghetto and G. Villadoro, Topological Susceptibility and QCD Axion

Mass: QED and NNLO corrections, JHEP 03 (2019) 033 [1812.01008].

[67] P. Svrcek and E. Witten, Axions In String Theory, JHEP 06 (2006) 051

[hep-th/0605206].

[68] A. Arvanitaki, S. Dimopoulos, S. Dubovsky, N. Kaloper and J. March-Russell,

String Axiverse, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 123530 [0905.4720].

[69] A. Ringwald, Searching for axions and ALPs from string theory, J. Phys.

Conf. Ser. 485 (2014) 012013 [1209.2299].

[70] G. G. Raffelt, Astrophysical methods to constrain axions and other novel

particle phenomena, Phys. Rept. 198 (1990) 1.

[71] K. Hamaguchi, N. Nagata, K. Yanagi and J. Zheng, Limit on the Axion Decay

Constant from the Cooling Neutron Star in Cassiopeia A, Phys. Rev. D 98

(2018) 103015 [1806.07151].

[72] M. V. Beznogov, E. Rrapaj, D. Page and S. Reddy, Constraints on Axion-like

Particles and Nucleon Pairing in Dense Matter from the Hot Neutron Star in

HESS J1731-347, Phys. Rev. C 98 (2018) 035802 [1806.07991].

[73] M. Buschmann, C. Dessert, J. W. Foster, A. J. Long and B. R. Safdi, Upper

Limit on the QCD Axion Mass from Isolated Neutron Star Cooling, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 128 (2022) 091102 [2111.09892].

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature20115
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07494
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2019)033
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.01008
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/06/051
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0605206
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.123530
https://arxiv.org/abs/0905.4720
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/485/1/012013
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/485/1/012013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.2299
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(90)90054-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.103015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.103015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.07151
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.035802
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.07991
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.091102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.091102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09892


157

[74] A. Burrows, M. S. Turner and R. P. Brinkmann, Axions and SN 1987a, Phys.

Rev. D 39 (1989) 1020.

[75] A. Burrows, M. T. Ressell and M. S. Turner, Axions and SN1987A: Axion

trapping, Phys. Rev. D 42 (1990) 3297.

[76] W. Keil, H.-T. Janka, D. N. Schramm, G. Sigl, M. S. Turner and J. R. Ellis, A

Fresh look at axions and SN-1987A, Phys. Rev. D 56 (1997) 2419

[astro-ph/9612222].

[77] C. Hanhart, D. R. Phillips and S. Reddy, Neutrino and axion emissivities of

neutron stars from nucleon-nucleon scattering data, Phys. Lett. B 499 (2001)

9 [astro-ph/0003445].

[78] T. Fischer, S. Chakraborty, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi, A. Payez and

A. Ringwald, Probing axions with the neutrino signal from the next galactic

supernova, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 085012 [1605.08780].

[79] P. Carenza, T. Fischer, M. Giannotti, G. Guo, G. Mart́ınez-Pinedo and

A. Mirizzi, Improved axion emissivity from a supernova via nucleon-nucleon

bremsstrahlung, JCAP 10 (2019) 016 [1906.11844].

[80] P. Carenza, B. Fore, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi and S. Reddy, Enhanced

Supernova Axion Emission and its Implications, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021)

071102 [2010.02943].

[81] A. Lella, P. Carenza, G. Co’, G. Lucente, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi et al.,

Getting the most on supernova axions, 2306.01048.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.1020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.1020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.42.3297
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.56.2419
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9612222
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)01382-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)01382-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0003445
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.085012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.08780
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/10/016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11844
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.071102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.071102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.02943
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.01048


158

[82] B. Salehian, H.-Y. Zhang, M. A. Amin, D. I. Kaiser and M. H. Namjoo,

Beyond Schrödinger-Poisson: nonrelativistic effective field theory for scalar

dark matter, JHEP 09 (2021) 050 [2104.10128].

[83] Z.-G. Mou and H.-Y. Zhang, A singularity problem for interacting massive

vectors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022) 151101 [2204.11324].

[84] H.-Y. Zhang, M. A. Amin, E. J. Copeland, P. M. Saffin and K. D. Lozanov,

Classical Decay Rates of Oscillons, JCAP 07 (2020) 055 [2004.01202].

[85] H.-Y. Zhang, Gravitational effects on oscillon lifetimes, JCAP 03 (2021) 102

[2011.11720].

[86] H.-Y. Zhang, M. Jain and M. A. Amin, Polarized vector oscillons, Phys. Rev.

D 105 (2022) 096037 [2111.08700].

[87] H.-Y. Zhang, R. Hagimoto and A. J. Long, Neutron star cooling with

lepton-flavor-violating axions, 2309.03889.

[88] H.-Y. Zhang and S. Ling, Phenomenology of wavelike vector dark matter

nonminimally coupled to gravity, JCAP 07 (2023) 055 [2305.03841].

[89] C. Cheung, P. Creminelli, A. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan and L. Senatore, The

Effective Field Theory of Inflation, JHEP 03 (2008) 014 [0709.0293].

[90] J. J. M. Carrasco, M. P. Hertzberg and L. Senatore, The Effective Field

Theory of Cosmological Large Scale Structures, JHEP 09 (2012) 082

[1206.2926].

[91] M. H. Namjoo, A. H. Guth and D. I. Kaiser, Relativistic Corrections to

Nonrelativistic Effective Field Theories, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 016011

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2021)050
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.10128
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.151101
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.11324
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/07/055
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.01202
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.11720
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.096037
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.096037
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.08700
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.03889
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/07/055
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.03841
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/03/014
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.0293
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2012)082
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.2926
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.016011


159

[1712.00445].

[92] J. Eby, K. Mukaida, M. Takimoto, L. C. R. Wijewardhana and M. Yamada,

Classical nonrelativistic effective field theory and the role of gravitational

interactions, Phys. Rev. D99 (2019) 123503 [1807.09795].

[93] E. Braaten, A. Mohapatra and H. Zhang, Classical Nonrelativistic Effective

Field Theories for a Real Scalar Field, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 096012

[1806.01898].

[94] B. Salehian, M. H. Namjoo and D. I. Kaiser, Effective theories for a

nonrelativistic field in an expanding universe: Induced self-interaction,

pressure, sound speed, and viscosity, JHEP 07 (2020) 059 [2005.05388].

[95] J. Adamek, D. Daverio, R. Durrer and M. Kunz, General Relativistic N-body

simulations in the weak field limit, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 103527

[1308.6524].

[96] J. Adamek, D. Daverio, R. Durrer and M. Kunz, General relativity and cosmic

structure formation, Nature Phys. 12 (2016) 346 [1509.01699].

[97] P. Mocz et al., First star-forming structures in fuzzy cosmic filaments, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 123 (2019) 141301 [1910.01653].

[98] P. Mocz et al., Galaxy formation with BECDM – II. Cosmic filaments and

first galaxies, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 494 (2020) 2027 [1911.05746].

[99] M. A. Amin and P. Mocz, Formation, gravitational clustering, and

interactions of nonrelativistic solitons in an expanding universe, Phys. Rev. D

100 (2019) 063507 [1902.07261].

https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.00445
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.123503
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.09795
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.096012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.01898
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)059
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.05388
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.103527
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.6524
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3673
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.01699
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.141301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.141301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.01653
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa738
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.05746
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063507
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.07261


160

[100] N. Musoke, S. Hotchkiss and R. Easther, Lighting the Dark: Evolution of the

Postinflationary Universe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020) 061301 [1909.11678].

[101] B. Schwabe, J. C. Niemeyer and J. F. Engels, Simulations of solitonic core

mergers in ultralight axion dark matter cosmologies, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016)

043513 [1606.05151].

[102] N. Glennon and C. Prescod-Weinstein, Modifying PyUltraLight to model scalar

dark matter with self-interactions, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 083532

[2011.09510].

[103] M. P. Hertzberg, Y. Li and E. D. Schiappacasse, Merger of Dark Matter Axion

Clumps and Resonant Photon Emission, JCAP 07 (2020) 067 [2005.02405].

[104] M. A. Amin and Z.-G. Mou, Electromagnetic Bursts from Mergers of

Oscillons in Axion-like Fields, JCAP 02 (2020) 024 [2009.11337].

[105] L. Lancaster, C. Giovanetti, P. Mocz, Y. Kahn, M. Lisanti and D. N. Spergel,

Dynamical Friction in a Fuzzy Dark Matter Universe, JCAP 01 (2020) 001

[1909.06381].

[106] B. Bar-Or, J.-B. Fouvry and S. Tremaine, Relaxation in a Fuzzy Dark Matter

Halo, Astrophys. J. 871 (2019) 28 [1809.07673].

[107] P. Mocz, M. Vogelsberger, V. H. Robles, J. Zavala, M. Boylan-Kolchin,

A. Fialkov et al., Galaxy formation with BECDM – I. Turbulence and

relaxation of idealized haloes, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 471 (2017) 4559

[1705.05845].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.061301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.11678
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.043513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.043513
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.05151
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.083532
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.09510
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/07/067
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.02405
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/02/024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11337
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/01/001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.06381
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaf28c
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.07673
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1887
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05845


161

[108] X. Du, C. Behrens and J. C. Niemeyer, Substructure of fuzzy dark matter

haloes, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 465 (2017) 941 [1608.02575].

[109] S. May and V. Springel, Structure formation in large-volume cosmological

simulations of fuzzy dark matter: impact of the non-linear dynamics, Mon.

Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 506 (2021) 2603 [2101.01828].

[110] D. Levkov, A. Panin and I. Tkachev, Gravitational Bose-Einstein condensation

in the kinetic regime, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018) 151301 [1804.05857].

[111] K. Kirkpatrick, A. E. Mirasola and C. Prescod-Weinstein, Relaxation times

for Bose-Einstein condensation in axion miniclusters, Phys. Rev. D 102

(2020) 103012 [2007.07438].

[112] L. Hui, A. Joyce, M. J. Landry and X. Li, Vortices and waves in light dark

matter, JCAP 01 (2021) 011 [2004.01188].

[113] J. Veltmaat and J. C. Niemeyer, Cosmological particle-in-cell simulations with

ultralight axion dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 123523 [1608.00802].

[114] F. Edwards, E. Kendall, S. Hotchkiss and R. Easther, PyUltraLight: A

Pseudo-Spectral Solver for Ultralight Dark Matter Dynamics, JCAP 10 (2018)

027 [1807.04037].

[115] R. T. Co, A. Pierce, Z. Zhang and Y. Zhao, Dark Photon Dark Matter

Produced by Axion Oscillations, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 075002 [1810.07196].

[116] P. Agrawal, N. Kitajima, M. Reece, T. Sekiguchi and F. Takahashi, Relic

Abundance of Dark Photon Dark Matter, Phys. Lett. B 801 (2020) 135136

[1810.07188].

https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2724
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.02575
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1764
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1764
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.01828
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.151301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.05857
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.103012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.103012
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.07438
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/011
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.01188
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.123523
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.00802
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/10/027
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/10/027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.04037
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.075002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.07196
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135136
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.07188


162

[117] L. H. Ford, INFLATION DRIVEN BY A VECTOR FIELD, Phys. Rev. D 40

(1989) 967.

[118] A. Golovnev, V. Mukhanov and V. Vanchurin, Vector Inflation, JCAP 06

(2008) 009 [0802.2068].

[119] M. Baryakhtar, R. Lasenby and M. Teo, Black Hole Superradiance Signatures

of Ultralight Vectors, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 035019 [1704.05081].

[120] H. Fukuda and K. Nakayama, Aspects of Nonlinear Effect on Black Hole

Superradiance, JHEP 01 (2020) 128 [1910.06308].

[121] Z. Wang, T. Helfer, K. Clough and E. Berti, Superradiance in massive vector

fields with spatially varying mass, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 104055

[2201.08305].

[122] K. Clough, T. Helfer, H. Witek and E. Berti, Ghost Instabilities in

Self-Interacting Vector Fields: The Problem with Proca Fields, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 129 (2022) 151102 [2204.10868].

[123] W. E. East, Vortex String Formation in Black Hole Superradiance of a Dark

Photon with the Higgs Mechanism, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022) 141103

[2205.03417].

[124] G. Tasinato, Cosmic Acceleration from Abelian Symmetry Breaking, JHEP 04

(2014) 067 [1402.6450].

[125] L. Heisenberg, Generalization of the Proca Action, JCAP 05 (2014) 015

[1402.7026].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.40.967
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.40.967
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/06/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/06/009
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.2068
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.035019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.05081
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)128
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.06308
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.104055
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.08305
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.151102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.151102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.10868
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.141103
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.03417
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2014)067
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2014)067
https://arxiv.org/abs/1402.6450
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/05/015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1402.7026


163

[126] A. De Felice, L. Heisenberg, R. Kase, S. Mukohyama, S. Tsujikawa and Y.-l.

Zhang, Cosmology in generalized Proca theories, JCAP 06 (2016) 048

[1603.05806].

[127] A. de Felice, L. Heisenberg and S. Tsujikawa, Observational constraints on

generalized Proca theories, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 123540 [1703.09573].

[128] L. Heisenberg and H. Villarrubia-Rojo, Proca in the sky, JCAP 03 (2021) 032

[2010.00513].

[129] G. Fodor, P. Forgacs, Z. Horvath and M. Mezei, Computation of the radiation

amplitude of oscillons, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 065002 [0812.1919].

[130] G. Fodor, A review on radiation of oscillons and oscillatons, Ph.D. thesis,

Wigner RCP, Budapest, 2019. 1911.03340.

[131] I. Bogolyubsky and V. Makhankov, Lifetime of Pulsating Solitons in Some

Classical Models, Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 24 (1976) 15.

[132] M. Gleiser, Pseudostable bubbles, Phys. Rev. D49 (1994) 2978

[hep-ph/9308279].

[133] E. J. Copeland, M. Gleiser and H.-R. Muller, Oscillons: Resonant

configurations during bubble collapse, Phys. Rev. D 52 (1995) 1920

[hep-ph/9503217].

[134] S. Kasuya, M. Kawasaki and F. Takahashi, I-balls, Phys. Lett. B559 (2003) 99

[hep-ph/0209358].

[135] M. A. Amin and D. Shirokoff, Flat-top oscillons in an expanding universe,

Phys. Rev. D81 (2010) 085045 [1002.3380].

https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/06/048
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.05806
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.123540
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09573
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.00513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.065002
https://arxiv.org/abs/0812.1919
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.03340
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.2978
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9308279
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.1920
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9503217
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(03)00344-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0209358
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.085045
https://arxiv.org/abs/1002.3380


164

[136] M. A. Amin, K-oscillons: Oscillons with noncanonical kinetic terms, Phys.

Rev. D87 (2013) 123505 [1303.1102].

[137] E. Seidel and W. Suen, Oscillating soliton stars, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66 (1991)

1659.

[138] L. Visinelli, S. Baum, J. Redondo, K. Freese and F. Wilczek, Dilute and dense

axion stars, Phys. Lett. B 777 (2018) 64 [1710.08910].

[139] P.-H. Chavanis, Phase transitions between dilute and dense axion stars, Phys.

Rev. D 98 (2018) 023009 [1710.06268].

[140] J. Eby, M. Leembruggen, L. Street, P. Suranyi and L. R. Wijewardhana,

Global view of QCD axion stars, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 063002

[1905.00981].

[141] M. A. Amin, Inflaton fragmentation: Emergence of pseudo-stable inflaton

lumps (oscillons) after inflation, 1006.3075.

[142] M. A. Amin, R. Easther, H. Finkel, R. Flauger and M. P. Hertzberg, Oscillons

After Inflation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 (2012) 241302 [1106.3335].

[143] M. Gleiser, N. Graham and N. Stamatopoulos, Generation of Coherent

Structures After Cosmic Inflation, Phys. Rev. D83 (2011) 096010

[1103.1911].

[144] P. Grandclement, G. Fodor and P. Forgacs, Numerical simulation of

oscillatons: extracting the radiating tail, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 065037

[1107.2791].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.123505
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.123505
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.66.1659
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.66.1659
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.12.010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.08910
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.023009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.023009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06268
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00981
https://arxiv.org/abs/1006.3075
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.241302
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.3335
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.096010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.1911
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.065037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1107.2791


165

[145] K. D. Lozanov and M. A. Amin, Self-resonance after inflation: oscillons,

transients and radiation domination, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018) 023533

[1710.06851].

[146] J.-P. Hong, M. Kawasaki and M. Yamazaki, Oscillons from Pure Natural

Inflation, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018) 043531 [1711.10496].

[147] T. Ikeda, C.-M. Yoo and V. Cardoso, Self-gravitating oscillons and new

critical behavior, Phys. Rev. D96 (2017) 064047 [1708.01344].

[148] J. R. Bond, J. Braden and L. Mersini-Houghton, Cosmic bubble and domain

wall instabilities III: The role of oscillons in three-dimensional bubble

collisions, JCAP 09 (2015) 004 [1505.02162].

[149] S. Antusch, F. Cefala, S. Krippendorf, F. Muia, S. Orani and F. Quevedo,

Oscillons from String Moduli, JHEP 01 (2018) 083 [1708.08922].

[150] A. Arvanitaki, S. Dimopoulos, M. Galanis, L. Lehner, J. O. Thompson and

K. Van Tilburg, The Large-Misalignment Mechanism for the Formation of

Compact Axion Structures: Signatures from the QCD Axion to Fuzzy Dark

Matter, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2019) 083014 [1909.11665].

[151] P. Brax, J. A. R. Cembranos and P. Valageas, Nonrelativistic formation of

scalar clumps as a candidate for dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 083012

[2007.04638].

[152] M. Kawasaki, W. Nakano, H. Nakatsuka and E. Sonomoto, Oscillons of

Axion-Like Particle: Mass distribution and power spectrum, JCAP 01 (2020)

061 [2010.09311].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.023533
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06851
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.043531
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.10496
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.064047
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.01344
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/09/004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.02162
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2018)083
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.08922
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.083014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.11665
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.083012
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.04638
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/061
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/061
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.09311


166

[153] E. Seidel and W.-M. Suen, Formation of solitonic stars through gravitational

cooling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72 (1994) 2516 [gr-qc/9309015].

[154] L. Urena-Lopez, Oscillatons revisited, Class. Quant. Grav. 19 (2002) 2617

[gr-qc/0104093].

[155] M. Alcubierre, R. Becerril, S. F. Guzman, T. Matos, D. Nunez and L. A.

Urena-Lopez, Numerical studies of Phi**2 oscillatons, Class. Quant. Grav. 20

(2003) 2883 [gr-qc/0301105].

[156] R. L. Arnowitt, S. Deser and C. W. Misner, The Dynamics of general

relativity, Gen. Rel. Grav. 40 (2008) 1997 [gr-qc/0405109].

[157] E. Gourgoulhon, 3+1 formalism and bases of numerical relativity,

gr-qc/0703035.

[158] D. Croon, J. Fan and C. Sun, Boson Star from Repulsive Light Scalars and

Gravitational Waves, JCAP 04 (2019) 008 [1810.01420].

[159] R. P. Woodard, Ostrogradsky’s theorem on Hamiltonian instability,

Scholarpedia 10 (2015) 32243 [1506.02210].

[160] J. M. Cline, S. Jeon and G. D. Moore, The Phantom menaced: Constraints on

low-energy effective ghosts, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 043543 [hep-ph/0311312].

[161] I. Sawicki and A. Vikman, Hidden Negative Energies in Strongly Accelerated

Universes, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 067301 [1209.2961].

[162] E. Pagani, G. Tecchiolli and S. Zerbini, On the Problem of Stability for Higher

Order Derivatives: Lagrangian Systems, Lett. Math. Phys. 14 (1987) 311.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.2516
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9309015
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/19/10/307
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0104093
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/20/13/332
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/20/13/332
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0301105
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-008-0661-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0405109
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0703035
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/04/008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.01420
https://doi.org/10.4249/scholarpedia.32243
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.02210
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.043543
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0311312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.067301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.2961
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00402140


167

[163] A. V. Smilga, Benign versus malicious ghosts in higher-derivative theories,

Nucl. Phys. B 706 (2005) 598 [hep-th/0407231].

[164] C. Deffayet, S. Mukohyama and A. Vikman, Ghosts without Runaway

Instabilities, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 (2022) 041301 [2108.06294].

[165] K. Nakayama, Vector Coherent Oscillation Dark Matter, JCAP 10 (2019) 019

[1907.06243].

[166] E. W. Kolb and A. J. Long, Completely dark photons from gravitational

particle production during the inflationary era, JHEP 03 (2021) 283

[2009.03828].

[167] S. Weinberg, The Quantum theory of fields. Vol. 1: Foundations. Cambridge

University Press, 6, 2005.
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et al., Heavy spin-2 Dark Matter, JCAP 09 (2016) 016 [1607.03497].

[214] S. Alexander, L. Jenks and E. McDonough, Higher spin dark matter, Phys.

Lett. B 819 (2021) 136436 [2010.15125].

[215] Particle Data Group collaboration, Review of Particle Physics, PTEP

2020 (2020) 083C01.

[216] C. Palenzuela, P. Pani, M. Bezares, V. Cardoso, L. Lehner and S. Liebling,

Gravitational Wave Signatures of Highly Compact Boson Star Binaries, Phys.

Rev. D 96 (2017) 104058 [1710.09432].

[217] T. Helfer, E. A. Lim, M. A. Garcia and M. A. Amin, Gravitational Wave

Emission from Collisions of Compact Scalar Solitons, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019)

044046 [1802.06733].

[218] T. Dietrich, F. Day, K. Clough, M. Coughlin and J. Niemeyer, Neutron

star–axion star collisions in the light of multimessenger astronomy, Mon. Not.

Roy. Astron. Soc. 483 (2019) 908 [1808.04746].

[219] A. Caputo, A. J. Millar, C. A. J. O’Hare and E. Vitagliano, Dark photon

limits: A handbook, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 095029 [2105.04565].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.075015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.10113
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.131603
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.10437
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/09/016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.03497
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136436
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.15125
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.104058
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.104058
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.09432
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.044046
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.044046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.06733
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty3158
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty3158
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.04746
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.095029
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.04565


173

[220] D. Levkov, A. Panin and I. Tkachev, Radio-emission of axion stars, Phys.

Rev. D 102 (2020) 023501 [2004.05179].

[221] MADMAX Working Group collaboration, Dielectric Haloscopes: A New

Way to Detect Axion Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 091801

[1611.05865].

[222] M. Baryakhtar, J. Huang and R. Lasenby, Axion and hidden photon dark

matter detection with multilayer optical haloscopes, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018)

035006 [1803.11455].

[223] J. Chiles et al., First Constraints on Dark Photon Dark Matter with

Superconducting Nanowire Detectors in an Optical Haloscope, 10, 2021.

[224] Y. Chen, M. Jiang, J. Shu, X. Xue and Y. Zeng, Dissecting axion and dark

photon with a network of vector sensors, Phys. Rev. Res. 4 (2022) 033080

[2111.06732].

[225] R. Kallosh and A. Linde, Universality Class in Conformal Inflation, JCAP

1307 (2013) 002 [1306.5220].

[226] E. Silverstein and A. Westphal, Monodromy in the CMB: Gravity Waves and

String Inflation, Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 106003 [0803.3085].

[227] L. McAllister, E. Silverstein, A. Westphal and T. Wrase, The Powers of

Monodromy, JHEP 09 (2014) 123 [1405.3652].

[228] R. Friedberg, T. Lee and A. Sirlin, A Class of Scalar-Field Soliton Solutions

in Three Space Dimensions, Phys. Rev. D 13 (1976) 2739.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023501
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.05179
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.091801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.05865
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.035006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.035006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.11455
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.033080
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.06732
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/07/002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/07/002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.5220
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.106003
https://arxiv.org/abs/0803.3085
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2014)123
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3652
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.13.2739


174

[229] E. A. Andersen and A. Tranberg, Four results on phi4 oscillons in D+1

dimensions, JHEP 12 (2012) 016 [1210.2227].

[230] T. Lee and Y. Pang, Nontopological solitons, Phys. Rept. 221 (1992) 251.

[231] G. Gibbons and S. Hawking, Action Integrals and Partition Functions in

Quantum Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 15 (1977) 2752.

[232] T. D. Lee and Y. Pang, Stability of Mini-Boson Stars, Nucl. Phys. B 315

(1989) 477.

[233] R. Friedberg, T. Lee and Y. Pang, MINI - SOLITON STARS, Phys. Rev. D

35 (1987) 3640.

[234] G. Fodor, P. Forgacs, Z. Horvath and A. Lukacs, Small amplitude

quasi-breathers and oscillons, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 025003 [0802.3525].

[235] A. Davidson and K. C. Wali, MINIMAL FLAVOR UNIFICATION VIA

MULTIGENERATIONAL PECCEI-QUINN SYMMETRY, Phys. Rev. Lett.

48 (1982) 11.

[236] F. Wilczek, Axions and Family Symmetry Breaking, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49

(1982) 1549.

[237] J. L. Feng, T. Moroi, H. Murayama and E. Schnapka, Third generation

familons, b factories, and neutrino cosmology, Phys. Rev. D 57 (1998) 5875

[hep-ph/9709411].

[238] M. Bauer, T. Schell and T. Plehn, Hunting the Flavon, Phys. Rev. D 94

(2016) 056003 [1603.06950].

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2012)016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.2227
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(92)90064-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.15.2752
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90365-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90365-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.35.3640
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.35.3640
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.025003
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.3525
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.48.11
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.48.11
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.1549
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.1549
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.5875
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9709411
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.056003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.056003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.06950


175

[239] Y. Ema, K. Hamaguchi, T. Moroi and K. Nakayama, Flaxion: a minimal

extension to solve puzzles in the standard model, JHEP 01 (2017) 096

[1612.05492].

[240] L. Calibbi, F. Goertz, D. Redigolo, R. Ziegler and J. Zupan, Minimal axion

model from flavor, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 095009 [1612.08040].

[241] K. Choi, S. H. Im, C. B. Park and S. Yun, Minimal Flavor Violation with

Axion-like Particles, JHEP 11 (2017) 070 [1708.00021].

[242] M. Chala, G. Guedes, M. Ramos and J. Santiago, Running in the ALPs, Eur.

Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 181 [2012.09017].

[243] M. Bauer, M. Neubert, S. Renner, M. Schnubel and A. Thamm, The

Low-Energy Effective Theory of Axions and ALPs, JHEP 04 (2021) 063

[2012.12272].

[244] J. Bonilla, I. Brivio, M. B. Gavela and V. Sanz, One-loop corrections to ALP

couplings, JHEP 11 (2021) 168 [2107.11392].

[245] P. Panci, D. Redigolo, T. Schwetz and R. Ziegler, Axion dark matter from

lepton flavor-violating decays, Phys. Lett. B 841 (2023) 137919 [2209.03371].

[246] M. Bauer, M. Neubert, S. Renner, M. Schnubel and A. Thamm, Axionlike

Particles, Lepton-Flavor Violation, and a New Explanation of aµ and ae,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020) 211803 [1908.00008].

[247] M. Endo, S. Iguro and T. Kitahara, Probing eµ flavor-violating ALP at Belle

II, JHEP 06 (2020) 040 [2002.05948].

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)096
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05492
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.095009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.08040
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)070
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.00021
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-08968-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-08968-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.09017
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)063
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12272
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)168
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.11392
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2023.137919
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.03371
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.211803
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.00008
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2020)040
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.05948


176

[248] M. Bauer, M. Neubert, S. Renner, M. Schnubel and A. Thamm, Flavor probes

of axion-like particles, JHEP 09 (2022) 056 [2110.10698].

[249] L. Calibbi and G. Signorelli, Charged Lepton Flavour Violation: An

Experimental and Theoretical Introduction, Riv. Nuovo Cim. 41 (2018) 71

[1709.00294].

[250] S. T. Petcov, The Processes µ→ e+ γ, µ→ e+ e, ν ′ → ν + γ in the

Weinberg-Salam Model with Neutrino Mixing, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 25 (1977)

340.
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