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Lensed fast radio bursts as a probe of time-varying gravitational potential induced by
wave dark matter

Ran Gao,'? Shuxun Tian,? Zhengxiang Li,l’z’ He Gao,* 1’2’|ﬂ Kai Liao,* Bing Zhang,> % and Zong-Hong Zhu': 24

! Institute for Frontiers in Astronomy and Astrophysics,
Beiging Normal University, Beijing 102206, China;
2School of Physics and Astronomy, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China;

3 Purple Mountain Observatory, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing, 210023, People’s Republic of China;
4 Department of Astronomy, School of Physics and Technology, Wuhan university, Wuhan 430072, China;
9Nevada Center for Astrophysics, University of Nevada, Las Vegas, NV 89154, USA;
Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Nevada, Las Vegas, NV 89154, USA;
(Dated: December 3, 2024)

Ultralight bosonic wave dark matter (DM) is preponderantly contesting the conventional cold
DM paradigm in predicting diverse and rich phenomena on small scales. For a DM halo made of
ultralight bosons, the wave interference naturally induces slow de Broglie time-scale fluctuations
of the gravitational potential. In this paper, we first derive an estimation for the effect of a time-
varying gravitational potential on photon propagation. Our numerical simulations suggest that the
time-varying potential of a 10'' Mg halo composed of 10722 eV bosons would stretch or compress
a time series signal by a factor of 1071°. Here, we propose that, due to the precise measurements
of their arrival times, lensed repeating fast radio bursts (FRBs) have the potential to effectively
validate temporal variations in gravitational potential by monitoring their images over a period of
approximately O(1) years. With rapidly growing FRB observations, this method would serve as a
promising method to directly probe the wave nature of galactic DM halos.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since dark matter (DM) was first proposed to interpret
the measurements of rotation curves of galaxies [II, 2],
an overwhelming amount of observational data provides
rich and compelling evidence for the presence of this
mysterious component on a wide range of scales from
(sub)galactic scales [3] to galaxy clusters [4], going up to
large-scale structures [5]. However, the basic properties
and identities of DM remain shrouded in mystery. Cold
dark matter (CDM) used to be a promising paradigm
with the preferred candidates being weakly interacting
massive particles (WIMPs) [6]. Over the past several
decades, there has been a great experimental effort to
constrain the properties of WIMP DM with the param-
eter space being very restricted [7HI0]. Unfortunately,
the interpretation of those constraints to the exclusion
of WIMP models is not straightforward. Moreover, this
beautiful and simple scenario is severely challenged by
observations and simulations on small non-linear and
galactic scales. These challenges also have been around
for decades, such as the missing satellite problem [I11 [12],
the cusp-core problem [I3], and the too-big-to-fail prob-
lem [14] 15].

Another class of DM models with rich phenomena on
small scales has emerged as an appealing and popular
class of candidates. These are ultra-light dark matter
(ULDM) models, in which DM is composed by ultra-
light particles with masses in the range 10724 eV < m <
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O(1) eV. In this paradigm, a specific candidate is the
QCD axion, which was introduced to address the strong
CP problem of quantum chromodynamics and couples
weakly to the standard model [I6HI8]. This prediction
inspired a great deal of experimental effort for its direct
detection [I9, 20]. On (sub)galactic scales, such small
masses of these DM particles form a condensate or a su-
perfluid and exhibits wave phenomena. The ULDM (also
usually referred as wave DM, fuzzy DM, or axion DM)
models have been proposed as a promising solution to the
above-mentioned problems on small scales. Meanwhile,
wave DM behaves as CDM and maintains the observa-
tional successes of CDM on large scales. As a result,
wave DM has gained increasing interest and attention as
a viable candidate to account for the DM content of the
universe [21].

For wave DM, there are two timescales of great in-
terest: One is the fast Compton time scale of scalar
field oscillation [22], and the other is the slow de Broglie
timescale fluctuations due to wave interference (see the
movies given by [23]). Both these two effects lead to a
time-varying gravitational potential. The first one can
be searched for in pulsar timing array data [22] [24] 25].
However, methods for directly detecting the second de
Broglie timescale variation of the gravitational potential
induced by the wave interference of DM are still almost
absent. In this paper, we propose to use strong lensing
of repeating fast radio bursts (FRBs) as a powerful tool
to probe this effect.
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II. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

This section presents the theoretical framework for the
effect of a time-varying gravitational potential in a lens-
ing system on photon propagation. For a static lensing
system, two main characteristics are light deflection and
magnification. The time-varying property of the lens is
unimportant for traditional lensing analysis. However, as
more and more burst signals with short durations have
been reported, it is necessary to analyze the lensing prop-
erties for the time-varying potential. At present, such a
general theoretical framework has not yet been estab-
lished. A special case is the moving lens effect [26], in
which the motion of lens induces a time-varying poten-
tial and results in a shift of photon frequency. Analogue
to this effect, a time-varying potential would stretch a
time series signal. Our aim is to achieve a formula to
estimate the effect of a general time-varying potential on
the stretching of a time series signal.

Lensing with a time-varying potential is a three-
dimensional issue. The first approximation we use is to
describe this scenario in terms of a one-dimensional sys-
tem. This means that we ignore the light deflection and
the magnification associated with it. Here we just focus
on the signal stretching, which can be manifested by the
change of the frequency or energy of a single photon.

In general relativity, the weak galactic gravitational
field can be described by

ds? = —c2(1 4 2®/c*)dt? + (1 — 20/c?)dr?, (1)

where ® = ®(z,t) is the Newtonian gravitational poten-
tial and ®/c? < 1. We consider a photon propagating
along the z-axis. The geodesic equation can be directly
calculated from the above metric. Keeping the linear
term of O(®/c?), the time component reads

2t 100[ ,/dt\? [dz\?] 2 0®dtdx 0
a2 A [C <d7> (dT> } tewdrar
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where 7 is an affine parameter that describes the mo-
tion of the photon. For the second term, the quantity in
the parenthesis is zero on the background. This means
the nonzero leading term in parenthesis is at the order
of O(®/c?), and thus the total second term is propor-
tional to O(®2/c*) and can be ignored. For the remain-
ing terms, we write dt/dr as E, which denotes the photon

energy. Considering the background motion, we can fur-
ther set da/dr =1, then Eq. gives

dE 2800

dx + 2 oxr
As we only consider the linear terms, we can regard E as
a constant in the second term in Eq. .

The potential tends to approach zero at infinity. If
the lens potential is static, integrating the above equa-
tion from source (negative infinity) to observer (posi-
tive infinity) would give zero. If the potential is time-
dependent, there should leave a nonzero leading term.

0. (3)
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FIG. 1: Illustrations for the effect of a time-varying gravita-
tional potential induced by a wave DM halo and the scheme
probing this effect with lensed repeating FRBs.

However, the static discussion indicates that [ 0®/0z dz
does not capture the leading term of the total energy
change. On the other hand, we construct an auxiliary
equation ‘é—f—i— i—f% = 0, where the differential operation
is along the photon trajectory. Integrating this auxiliary
equation from source to observer always gives zero even
if ® is time-dependent. The difference between the above
two equations is a term containing 0®/0t. Therefore, in
the lens conventions, the leading term of the integration

of Eq. gives the relative frequency shift

Ay, 1 d
P O(1) x —2/ 0 dt, (4)
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where we rewrite E as the frequency v, Av; is the fre-
quency change of i-th image, the integration is along the
i-th path, and the first term O(1) denotes a coefficient of
order unity. Transforming d/0x into 0/0¢ is convenient
for the following numerical integration. The lens con-
vention (i-th image) is quoted here for subsequent use.
It should be noted that the estimation for the order of
magnitude from Eq. is reasonable although the full
three-dimensional analysis may slightly change the coef-
ficients. A complete theoretical framework remains to be
established in the future.

Equation is consistent with the result about mov-
ing lens effect [26]: ® corresponds to the deflection angle
and 9/0t corresponds to the moving speed of the lens.
Shapiro time delay [27] may also be seen as a clue sup-
porting our result: Inserting /0t into the Shapiro delay
gives our result. It suggests that a time-varying gravita-
tional potential causes a change in the frequency of the
signals. Illustrations for the effect and our proposal for
probing it are shown in Fig. |1} where sequence-signals (a
series of bursts) of the two images experience stretching
effects in different degrees as photons pass through a wave
DM halo. To quantify the magnitude of this effect, we
carry out numerical simulations to obtain the magnitude
of the de Broglie timescale change of the gravitational
potential in a galactic DM halo composed of ultralight
bosons.

III. SIMULATIONS AND ESTIMATIONS

In galaxies, the occupation number of wave DM par-
ticles is huge and thus the system can be described by



2D density distribution m = 10-2eV Af = 10" M,

Py

2 (ko)

> 03
x (kp0)

20
¥ (0)

3 3 i 5 3
y (kpc) (kv ) x (kpc)

FIG. 2: The 2D density distribution at the end of the stage 1
simulation. The top 3 plots show the 2D density distribution
summed along the 3 axes, and the bottom 3 plots show the
normalised density values in the shaded areas of the top plots,
averaged along the longitudinal direction.

a classical wavefunction ¢(¢,r). Such a system can be
simulated in a cubic box of length L, and the dynamical
equations are [2§]

oy
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V20 = 4nGM(J¢f* — [ [?), (6)
where ® is the Newtonian gravitational potential, m is
the mass of the DM particle, and M is the total DM
mass in the box. In our convention, the normalization
condition is [, [¢(t,r)|?d*r = 1, and thus the spatial

average |¢|2 = V~! with V = L3. In the simulation,
we set L = 10kpc, M = 10'' M, and mass of ultra-
light bosons, m, is given in the later text. The classical
spectral algorithm was adopted to numerically evolve the
system [29] [30]. The spatial resolution is 5123. The ini-
tial condition is set to be a collection of Gaussian wave
packets. We first let them evolve long enough in time
(tevo = 5.11 x 10° yrs, with a relative large time step) to
merger and form an isolated core. The density distribu-
tions around the core at the end of this stage are shown
in Fig. 2] Next, in order to calculate the stretching ef-
fect given by Eq. @ and to discuss the lensing issues,
we adopt a much smaller time step (6t = 50yrs) in the
followings.

In a lensing system, the typical angular distance be-
tween images is approximately the Einstein radius, which
corresponds to ~3 kpc from the center in the lens plane.
Therefore we take this length scale to calculate the result
of Eq. @D In the calculation, we only trace the potential
energy change of each photon as it travels through the
lens galactic halo but do not consider the deflection of
the light path.

From the simulated DM halo made of m ~ 10722 eV
ultralight bosons, we obtain that the magnitude of the
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FIG. 3: The magnitude of the stretching effect for different
DM particle masses, with the right vertical axis corresponding
to the stretch length for a one year sequence signal. The box
diagram does not show outliers.

stretching effect is z ~ 107!, Moreover, we also per-
form simulations with m ~ 1072 eV and 10~2%eV tak-
ing into account, and derive corresponding magnitudes
of the stretching effect. Results are presented in Fig.
These results are in good agreement with theoretical pre-
dictions. That is, the halo made of lighter bosons exhibits
stronger wave interference, and thus leads to larger vari-
ation of the gravitational potential with respect to time,
ultimately increases the magnitude of the stretching ef-
fect. In addition, we also test the stability of simulations
and subsequent estimations with different evolution time
taking into consideration. Results are presented in Fig. []
and suggest that our final estimations for the magnitude
of the stretching effect induced by the wave DM halo is
valid. However, as shown in Figs. [3] and [4 this effect
is extremely tiny, corresponding to several milliseconds
stretching in one year for a sequence signal, and almost
impossible to be measured with traditional astronomical
observations. Luckily, the emergency of FRBs might be
able to change the situation.

IV. OBSERVATIONAL PROBE

FRBs are energetic radio transients with very short du-
rations (~milliseconds) at cosmological distance [3TH34].
For currently available events, a considerable portion of
them are repeating sources. Based on their extragalactic
origin and very high event rate, FRBs have been widely
proposed as important tools for studying cosmology and
astrophysics. Especially, gravitationally lensed repeating



—10.50

P

Jpath i ot

76.7 x 10% 153.3 x 10*

evolving time (years)

2.5 x 10°

FIG. 4: Results for 2.5 x 10, 76.7 x 10° and 153.3 x 10°
years of evolution in the second evolutionary stage. The
vertical coordinate is the calculation for Eq. , i.e. the
value of the stretching effect. The other parameters are
m = 10"22eV, M = 10*' M, respectively.

FRBs have been put forward as powerful probes due to
the extremely precision measurements of arrival times for
the bursts. For a lensed repeating source, when we detect
a number of signals from the weaker image, it is in prin-
ciple that their corresponding signal could be reported in
the brighter image.

For a set of radio bursts, errors of their arrival time
measurements mainly originate from the uncertainties of
dispersion measure (DM). Due to complex morpholo-
gies of bursts, different dedispersion methods, i.e. the
best SNR or the best frequency alignment, might yield
slightly different DM values and introduce an additional
error. This data processing error changes with the shape
of the burst etc. The state-of-art level of this uncertainty
budget can be as small as 0.001 cm™3 pc [35]. Conser-
vatively, we set ADM ~ 0.1 cm™ pc as an optimistic
case. In conventional search pipelines, it is reasonable to
set this error budget as 1.0 cm™2 pc. These two values
are taken into consideration for the sake of comparison
in the following analysis.

We define two images in the lensing system as a and
b. Their actual arrival times are,

ta =to X (14 2z4) + C,
ty =to X (14 2p),

(7)

respectively. Here ¢y is the arrival time for a static lens
(without the stretching effect), z, and z, are the magni-
tudes of the stretching effect for the two images, and C
is the time delay. We then take the difference between
the two time series (z4 > 2p)

At=t,—tp=to X (24 —2p) + C ~tg X 24 + C, (8)
and the likelihood function

In p(Atlto, 04, by 24, C)

=-1iy (Ata—tonxz,=C)" 4 1 (277(02 + O’%)), 9)

2 2
aa+l7b

_3 Number of signals
ADM (em " pe) 'R — 1G0T = 1000

1.0 60% 20%
0.1 6% 2%

TABLE I: Relative error at z = 107'° with different lens
FRBs parameters.

to estimate the magnitude of the stretching effect. For
simplicity, we assume o, = 0, = ADM. With the EM-
CEE method, we get the final result as shown in Tab.
[ Therein, N is the total number of bursts reported
in one year (uniform distribution), ADM is the error
for each signal (Gaussian distribution), and the time de-
lay between two images is ~ 10 days, stretching effect
zq = 10710,

Comparing the results shown in Tab. [] with those in
Fig. [3} it is surprising and exciting that the stretching
effect of a time-varying gravitational potential originat-
ing from the wave interference of a galactic DM halo
composed of m ~ 10722 eV ultralight bosons could be
directly probed by monitoring the images of lensed re-
peating FRBs for ~ 1 year.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

Wave nature of a DM halo made of ultralight bosons
directly induces a slow de Broglie time scale variation of
the gravitational potential. In this paper, we first de-
rive a formula for estimating the effect of a time-varying
potential on photon propagation. Next, we carry out
numerical simulations to quantify the magnitude of the
variation of potential with time in this kind of wave DM
halo and further estimate the stretching effect on a se-
quence signal caused by this time-varying potential. We
obtain that, in a typical wave DM halo (M ~ 10" M,
m ~ 10722 eV), the magnitude of the stretching effect
is 2 ~ 1071% corresponding to a ~ O(1) millisecond
stretching of the signal in ~ O(1) year. This effect is ter-
rible tiny and very challenging for traditional method to
probe it. Moreover, we propose lensed repeating FRBs as
a powerful tool to probe this effect. It is intriguing that
the stretching effect induced by a DM halo composed of
ultralight bosons with mass being < 10722 eV could be
directly detected by monitoring the images in a lensed
FRB system for ~ O(1) year. Currently, FRB observa-
tions are rapidly growing, this method would probably
achieve direct probe for the wave nature of galactic DM
halos in the upcoming future.

It should be point out that there are many other effects
that can also lead to the stretch of a sequence signal and
mimic a time-varying potential. The first one is the mov-
ing lens effect of transverse shifts. The numerical mag-
nitudes of these effects have been previously investigated
and results suggested that these effects cause changes on
the order of seconds [36] [37]. One possible approach is
to reconstruct the transverse shift from observations of



multiple images, considering that the transverse shift is
an effect of the lens as a whole, but the effect of wave DM
is not directly related to position. Therefore, this effect
could be separated from observations. Another factor
that can affect this is the effect of Hubble flow, which
is relatively small and causes changes on the order of
milliseconds to hundreds of milliseconds. If the angular
distance between the source and the lens is very small,
this effect would be almost vanish. In addition, plasma
lensing could also be a non-negligible factor. Although
the plasma lens modulates the arrival time of the signal,
as long as the system does not change over time, it does
not affect our results. On the other hand, the impact
of plasma lensing is frequency-dependent, which can be
clearly distinguished from our results.
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