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In this paper we follow an effective theory approach to study the nonrelativistic limit of a self-
gravitating and selfinteracting massive vector field. Our effective theory is characterized by three
parameters: the field’s mass m0 and the selfinteraction constants λn and λs. For definiteness,
we focus on a systematic study of the equilibrium configurations, commonly referred to as Proca
stars when they have finite energy. We identify two different types of Proca stars, depending on
the specific sector of the effective theory that we are exploring. In the generic sector, defined by
λs ̸= 0, all equilibrium configurations are stationary states described by wave functions that evolve
harmonically in time. However, in the symmetry-enhanced sector, for which λs = 0, there exist
multi-frequency states whose wave functions oscillate with two or three distinct frequencies in addi-
tion to the stationary states. We determine the conditions under which a ground state configuration
with fixed particle number exists. When these conditions are met, we prove that the lowest energy
is reached by a stationary spherically symmetric configuration of constant polarization that is lin-
ear or circular depending on the sign of λs. We numerically construct some illustrative examples of
spherical stationary and multi-frequency solutions, analyze their properties, and compare them with
our analytical predictions. Unlike stationary states and other soliton configurations, which form a
discrete set in the solution space associated with fixed particle number, the symmetry-enhanced
sector exhibits a continuum of solutions with multi-frequency states connecting stationary states of
constant polarization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Boson stars are regular, finite energy configurations
that do not disperse in time and are encountered in mas-
sive, selfgravitating scalar field theories [1–8]. Further-
more, similar solutions arise in theories with higher rank
fields, such as Proca stars in vector field theories. In
this paper, we take an effective theory approach to in-
vestigate the nonrelativistic limit of a selfgravitating and
selfinteracting massive vector field, focusing on equilib-
rium configurations and on spherically symmetric states
in particular. The linear stability of these solutions will
be analyzed in a follow-up paper [9].

Proca stars were first introduced by Brito, Cardoso,
Herdeiro, and Radu in Ref. [10], where they constructed
solutions of the Einstein-Proca equations with both static
spherically symmetric and stationary axially symmetric
spacetimes. This pioneering work triggered a surge in
research on such stars that includes theoretical investi-
gations [11–17], numerical simulations [18–20], and as-
trophysical applications [21–25]. As for this latter pos-
sibility, massive vector fields may be especially relevant
to ultralight dark matter models [26–29], exhibiting a
richer phenomenology compared to spin s = 0 axion-like
particles [30]. In galaxies, these particles could form dark
matter halos, whose global structure is inherently Newto-
nian, and this motivates our focus on the nonrelativistic

theory in this paper.

In the nonrelativistic regime, Proca stars have been ex-
plored by Amin, Jain, and collaborators in [31–35] (see
also Refs. [36–40]). We can think of these objects as self-
gravitating condensates of spin s = 1 particles, where
matter is described in terms of a vector-valued wave
function ψ⃗(t, x⃗) satisfying the Schrödinger equation and
gravity by the Newtonian gravitational potential U(t, x⃗)
obeying Poisson’s equation. When selfinteractions are
included, the Schrödinger equation needs to be replaced
by a Gross-Pitaevskii type equation with two coupling
constants λn and λs. We refer to these equations as the
s = 1 Schrödinger-Poisson system when λn = λs = 0,
and as the s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system other-
wise, and to the resulting finite energy equilibrium con-
figurations as nonrelativistic Proca stars.

The spectrum of Proca star solutions depends on the
spin-spin selfinteraction parameter λs. When λs ̸= 0,
which we henceforth call the generic sector of the theory,
the Proca star’s wave function evolves in time harmon-
ically. As in standard quantum mechanics, we shall re-
fer to these equilibrium configurations as stationary (or
single-frequency) states. However, when λs = 0, the ef-
fective theory acquires an additional (accidental) symme-
try, resulting in the symmetry-enhanced sector. In this
sector, new types of equilibrium configurations appear
besides the stationary states in which the wave function
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FIG. 1. Spherical Proca stars’ inventory: The normalized real part of the vector field, ψ⃗R(t, x⃗), and the normalized
particle number density, n(t, x⃗), in color gradient, of some representative equilibrium configurations at time t = 0. When
λs ̸= 0, all equilibrium configurations are stationary states, with only linear, circular, and radial polarizations allowed in
spherical symmetry. When λs = 0, in addition to the aforementioned stationary states, spherical symmetry permits general
constantly polarized stationary states and multi-frequency states. At t = 0, all constant polarization states look the same,
although they differ in their time evolution (see Fig. 2 for details).

oscillates with two or three distinct frequencies. We shall
call these configurations multi-frequency states.

By definition, equilibrium configurations are critical
points of the total energy functional keeping fixed suit-
able constants of motion. It is relevant to determine
whether these points correspond to local or global min-
ima or maxima, or to saddle points, since this provides in-
formation regarding their stability. We prove that, under
certain conditions on the parameters λn and λs, ground
state configurations (i.e. lowest energy solutions for fixed
particle number) exist. Moreover, when these conditions
are satisfied, there exits a spherically symmetric station-
ary state of constant polarization which has lowest pos-
sible energy, regardless what sector of the theory we are
exploring. In the free theory, defined by λn = λs = 0,
we show that the ground state is unique (up to trans-
lations and rigid unitary transformations). Otherwise,
even if there could in principle exist additional states
which minimize the energy, they must also be stationary,
spherically symmetric, and exhibit constant polarization.

In this article, we further concentrate on spherical con-
figurations. In this case, stationary Proca stars can be
classified according to the node number of their radial
profile and their polarization vector, which can be con-

stant or radial, although in the former case the polariza-
tion has to be linear or circular when λs ̸= 0. In con-
trast, multi-frequency Proca stars are classified accord-
ing to the node number of each component of the wave
function, the polarization vector being less useful than
in the stationary case given that it is time-dependent.
Figure 1 illustrates the classification of spherical equilib-
rium configurations that appear in the different sectors
of our effective theory, whereas in Fig. 2 we exhibit some
features of their time evolution which will be discussed
later.

It is worth noting that the equilibrium, spherically
symmetric s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system is
equivalent to other systems studied in the framework of
multi-scalar field theories. The free theory possesses an
internal global U(3) symmetry and is identical to the
N -particle s = 0 Schrödinger-Poisson system studied in
Ref. [42], specifically in the case where no more than three
orthogonal states are occupied. This system admits non-
relativistic ℓ = 0 and ℓ = 1 boson star solutions [42, 43],
which in the context of Proca stars lead to stationary
states of constant and radial polarization, respectively,
and multi-state boson stars solutions [44], which in the
present context correspond to multi-frequency states.
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FIG. 2. Time evolution of spherical Proca stars: The normalized real part of the vector field, ψ⃗R(t, x⃗), and the normalized
particle number density, n(t, x⃗), of some representative equilibrium configurations at different moments of time. In the first
three rows, we consider stationary Proca stars of unit central “amplitude”, σ0 = 1, no nodes, n = 0, and different polarization
vectors ϵ̂ at times t1 = 0, t2 = π

2E
and t3 = π

E
. First row: Linear polarization along the x axis, ϵ̂ = êx. Second row: Circular

polarization along the z axis, ϵ̂ = ϵ̂
(+)
z := 1√

2
(êx + iêy). Third row: Radial polarization, ϵ̂ = êr. Fourth row: A multi-frequency

Proca star of central amplitude (σx0, σy0, σz0) = (1, 1, 0) and nodes (nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 0) at times t1 = 0, t2 = π
2Ex

and
t3 = π

Ex
. Apart from radially polarized states, the spherical symmetry is only manifest in the gravitational field, since in other

cases the wave function selects a preferred direction in space. This occurs because, in these cases, the field transforms under a
non-standard representation of the SO(3) group. Radially polarized Proca stars are characterized by a “hole” in their center,
which is due to the regularity conditions at the origin. In all these cases we have assumed repulsive selfinteractions. To better
visualize the time evolution of these objects, we refer the reader to the movies provided in [41].
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When λn ̸= 0 and λs = 0, the theory retains the
U(3) symmetry and generalizes the theories discussed in
Refs. [42] and [45] in several ways. On the one hand, in
the present work we include selfinteractions, which were
not considered in Ref. [42]. On the other hand, the inter-
nal structure of the vector field allows new configurations,
such as the stationary states of radial polarization and
the multi-frequency solutions, which do not exist in the
theory with a single scalar field considered in Ref. [45]. In
contrast, when λs ̸= 0, the spin-spin selfinteraction term
breaks the U(3) symmetry which forbids the existence
of multi-frequency states and removes the degeneracy of
the constant polarization equilibrium configurations.

Conversely, in the framework of relativistic vector field
theories, the static and spherically symmetric solutions
reported in Ref. [10] correspond to stationary configura-
tions of radial polarization in our classification of the
equilibrium solutions. These configurations were sub-
sequently recognized as excited states of the Einstein-
Proca theory [16], indicating the potential existence of
lower-energy solutions. In the nonrelativistic regime, the
works [31, 32] discuss the linearly and circularly polarized
states. These studies were further extended in Ref. [20],
where the stability of linearly, circularly, as well as radi-
ally polarized Proca stars was investigated by means of
3 + 1 dimensional numerical simulations in general rel-
ativity, and in Ref. [36], where stationary non-spherical
solutions were also considered. However, as far as we are
aware, multi-frequency states have not been reported in
previous studies.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we introduce our effective theory and present the
s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system, which describes
the low energy dynamics of a selfgravitating and selfin-
teracting massive vector field. Next, in Sec. III, we in-
troduce the equilibrium configurations as critical points
of the total energy functional under suitable constraints,
and discuss some general properties that they satisfy.
In Sec. IV, we additionally assume spherical symmetry,
classify the resulting equilibrium solutions and show that
they give rise to a radial set of nonlinear eigenvalue prob-
lems. Spherical equilibrium configurations of the s = 1
Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system are constructed numer-
ically in Sec. V, where we discuss some of their most
important properties. Finally, we conclude in Sec. VI
with an overview of our results. Some complementary
material is presented in the appendixes.

In this paper, we work in natural units, for which c =
ℏ = 1.

II. THE s = 1 GROSS-PITAEVSKII-POISSON
SYSTEM

Our starting point is the nonrelativistic, low energy ef-
fective theory that describes a selfinteracting vector field

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) coupled to the Newtonian gravitational potential

U(t, x⃗). This theory is expressed in terms of the action

S[U , ψ⃗] =

∫
dt

∫
dV

[
1

8πG
U∆U −m0Un

+ψ⃗∗ ·
(
i
∂

∂t
+

1

2m0
∆

)
ψ⃗ − λn

4m2
0

n2 − λs
4m2

0

s⃗ 2

]
, (1)

which consists of all operators of mass dimension 6 or

lower that can be constructed from the field ψ⃗(t, x⃗) and
are scalars under the Galilei group (see App. A for de-
tails). In this expression, i =

√
−1 is the unit imaginary

number, G is Newton’s constant, the star denotes com-
plex conjugation, and dV and ∆ refer to the volume ele-
ment and Laplace operator, respectively, associated with
three-dimensional Euclidean space.

The theory described by the action S[U , ψ⃗] is char-
acterized in terms of three parameters: the positive and
non-vanishing field’s mass m0 and the dimensionless cou-
pling constants λn and λs.

1 The first term in the first
line of Eq. (1) describes Newtonian gravity, the second
line the matter sector and the last term in the first line
the interaction between gravity and matter. Note that
the matter sector consists of the free Schrödinger ac-
tion plus two short-range selfinteraction terms, one that

depends on the particle number density, n := ψ⃗∗ · ψ⃗,
and the other on the spin density, s⃗ := −iψ⃗∗ × ψ⃗,
which by definition are real-valued. As an illustration,
in App. B we derive the nonrelativistic limit of the com-
plex Einstein-Proca theory with quartic selfinteraction
potential λ1(A

∗
µA

µ)2 + λ2(AµA
µ)(A∗

νA
ν∗), and we show

that it leads to our effective theory with all the terms in
Eq. (1).

Varying Eq. (1) with respect to ψ⃗ we obtain a Gross-
Pitaevskii type equation of the form

i
∂ψ⃗

∂t
= − 1

2m0
∆ψ⃗ +

λn
2m2

0

nψ⃗ + i
λs
2m2

0

s⃗× ψ⃗ +m0U ψ⃗,
(2a)

whereas varying it with respect to U leads to the Poisson
equation,

∆U = 4πGm0n. (2b)

We will refer to Eqs. (2) as the s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-
Poisson system. Setting λn = λs = 0 the selfinteractions
vanish and Eqs. (2) reduce to the s = 1 Schrödinger-
Poisson system.

A. Reformulation of the dynamical equations

In this section, we reformulate the system (2) in terms
of a non-linear Hamilton operator, which will bring more

1 In the effective theory, the parameters λn and λs are in principle
arbitrary and unrelated. Compare this with e.g. Ref. [32], where
taking the nonrelativistic limit of a generic massive real-valued
vector field the authors obtain λs = − 1

3
λn.
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transparency for several of the discussions in this paper.
The s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii (2a) and Poisson (2b) equa-

tions can be expressed more compactly as:

i
∂ψ⃗

∂t
= Ĥ[ψ⃗,U ]ψ⃗, (3a)

∆U = 4πGm0n, (3b)

where, for fixed ψ⃗ and U , we have defined the Hamilton
operator

Ĥ[ψ⃗,U ] := − 1

2m0
∆+

λn
2m2

0

n+ i
λs
2m2

0

s⃗×+m0U . (4)

In this equation, s⃗× represents the cross product of the
spin density with the vector-valued function that the op-

erator Ĥ[ψ⃗,U ] is acting on.
Furthermore, by inverting the Laplacian in Eq. (3b),

one can eliminate the gravitational potential U from
Eq. (3a), which yields a nonlinear integro-differential

equation for the wave function ψ⃗,2

i
∂ψ⃗

∂t
= Ĥ[ψ⃗]ψ⃗, (5)

with

Ĥ[ψ⃗] := Ĥ[ψ⃗,U = ∆−1(n)] (6)

= − 1

2m0
∆+

λn
2m2

0

n+ i
λs
2m2

0

s⃗×+4πGm2
0∆

−1(n),

and where for a generic function f(x⃗) we have introduced
the inverse Laplacian as

∆−1(f)(x⃗) := − 1

4π

∫
f(x⃗′)

|x⃗− x⃗′|dV
′. (7)

It is worth noting that, for fixed ψ⃗, the Hamilton opera-

tor Ĥ[ψ⃗] is Hermitian, i.e. (ψ⃗1, Ĥ[ψ⃗]ψ⃗2) = (Ĥ[ψ⃗]ψ⃗1, ψ⃗2),

where (ψ⃗1, ψ⃗2) =
∫
(ψ⃗∗

1 · ψ⃗2)dV denotes the standard L2-

scalar product between ψ⃗1 and ψ⃗2. However, despite the

apparent simplicity of Eq.(5), the operator Ĥ[ψ⃗] is non-
linear, as all terms beyond the first one in Eq.(6) are

quadratic in the field ψ⃗.

B. Symmetries and conserved quantities

Next, we identify some quantities that are conserved
during the time evolution of the s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-
Poisson system and that will be relevant for the charac-
terization of our solutions and their stability properties.

2 While we refer to ψ⃗(t, x⃗) as the wave function, it should be noted

that this is a classical field. In particular, n = ψ⃗∗ · ψ⃗ describes
the particle and not the probability density.

These quantities are associated with continuous global
symmetries. For example, our theory is invariant under
time translations, which means that the action (1) is not

affected by the transformation ψ⃗(t, x⃗) 7→ ψ⃗(t − t0, x⃗),
with t0 a real constant. Associated to this symmetry is
the conserved total energy

E =

∫ [
1

2m0
|∇ψ⃗|2 + λn

4m2
0

n2 +
λs
4m2

0

s⃗ 2 +
m0

2
nU
]
dV.

(8)

In addition, one can also prove that the
action (1) remains invariant under rotations,

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) 7→ Û(R)ψ⃗(t, R−1x⃗), with Û(R) = R a rotation

matrix or Û(R) = I the identity matrix. Consequently,
one has conservation of the internal (or spin),

S⃗ = −i
∫

(ψ⃗∗ × ψ⃗)dV, (9a)

the orbital,3

L⃗ = −i
∫
[x⃗× (ψ⃗∗ · ∇ψ⃗)]dV, (9b)

and the total,

J⃗ = S⃗ + L⃗, (9c)

angular momentum.
Other conserved quantities associated with the Galilei

group lead to the fact that the center of mass follows a
free-particle trajectory. However, we will mostly limit
ourselves to the study of spherically symmetric equi-
librium configurations which are centered at the origin,
where these quantities do not play a significant role.
In addition to spacetime symmetries, our effective the-

ory possesses internal symmetries. In general, Eq. (1)
is invariant under continuous shifts in the phase of the

wave function, ψ⃗(t, x⃗) 7→ eiαψ⃗(t, x⃗), with α a real con-
stant, leading to the conservation of the particle number

N =

∫
(ψ⃗∗ · ψ⃗)dV. (10)

From now on we will assume N > 0, since for N = 0 only

the trivial solution ψ⃗(t, x⃗) = 0 is possible.
Moreover, our theory features an “accidental” symme-

try: in absence of spin-spin selfinteractions (λs = 0),
the action (1) is also invariant under unitary transforma-

tions, ψ⃗(t, x⃗) 7→ Û ψ⃗(t, x⃗), where Û is a constant unitary
3× 3 matrix. This symmetry induces the conserved self-
adjoint second-rank tensor

Q̂ =

∫
(ψ⃗∗ ⊗ ψ⃗)dV, (11)

3 In the term ψ⃗∗ · ∇ψ⃗ the contraction is over the internal indices
of ψ⃗∗ and ψ⃗.
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with the following properties: N = Tr(Q̂) and S⃗ =

−iTr(ε̂Q̂), where ε̂ is the third-rank Levi-Civita tensor
and in the last expression the trace denotes the contrac-
tion of the last two indices of ε̂ with the two indices of Q̂.
The reason why the particle number N and the spin an-

gular momentum S⃗ are codified in the tensor Q̂ is because
global phase factors and rotations are elements belong-
ing to the U(3) group. On the other hand, the other

components of Q̂ are only conserved when λs = 0.4

In the following, we will distinguish between two sce-
narios: the symmetry-enhanced sector of the effective the-
ory, where λs = 0 and the accidental U(3) symmetry is
manifest, and the generic sector of the effective theory,
where the two coupling constants λn and λs can take
arbitrary values except λs = 0. In addition, we will con-
sider two configurations, ψ1(t, x⃗) and ψ2(t, x⃗), as equiv-
alent if they are related by a symmetry transformation.5

In this paper, we will not distinguish between equivalent
configurations and will exploit symmetry transformations
to simplify the presentation. For example, if λs = 0, we
can use the U(3) symmetry to diagonalize the operator

Q̂, leaving only the diagonal elements non-zero.

C. Constant polarization states

In this section, we present some simple properties of
constant polarization states which will be of interest
later. Constant polarization states are defined to have
the form

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) = f(t, x⃗)ϵ̂, (13)

where f(t, x⃗) is an arbitrary complex-valued function and
ϵ̂ is a polarization vector that is independent of the space-
time coordinates and that, for convenience, we normalize
to one, ϵ̂∗ · ϵ̂ = 1.

Given that the wave function ψ⃗(t, x⃗) contains an arbi-
trary global phase, we can parametrize a constant polar-
ization vector as follows:

ϵ̂ = sin θ cosϕêx + eiγ1 sin θ sinϕêy + eiγ2 cos θêz, (14)

where θ, ϕ, γ1 and γ2 are four real constants and êx, êy,
and êz are the Cartesian unit vectors. Furthermore, given
the symmetries of our effective theory, one can always
perform a rotation such that the polarization vector is
contained in the xy plane, and obtain

ϵ̂ = cosϕêx + eiγ1 sinϕêy, (15)

4 The tensor Q̂ evolves in time according to

dQ̂

dt
=

λs

m2
0

Im

∫
(ψ⃗ · ψ⃗)∗(ψ⃗ ⊗ ψ⃗)dV. (12)

If λs = 0, this tensor is conserved. If λs ̸= 0, however, only the
anti-symmetric part of this tensor and its trace are conserved.

5 Note that the notion of equivalent configurations depends on the
specific sector of the theory that we are exploring.

which is the expression for a general elliptical polarization
vector.6

On the other hand, from the definition of the spin den-
sity, one has

s⃗ 2 = |f |4 sin2(2ϕ) sin2 γ1, (16)

which implies that |s⃗| ≤ |f |2 = n.7 Configurations with
zero spin density are (up to a global phase factor) of the
form ϵ̂ = cosϕêx ± sinϕêy, which after a rotation can be
further reduced to

ϵ̂ = ϵ̂x := êx. (17a)

In contrast, configurations which saturate the spin den-
sity, |s⃗| = n, are of the form ϵ̂ = 1√

2
(êx ± iêy), which

using a rotation can be reduced to

ϵ̂ = ϵ̂(+)
z :=

1√
2
(êx + iêy) . (17b)

We call constant polarization states having ϵ̂ as in
Eq. (17a) linearly polarized and states as in (17b) cir-
cularly polarized.
When the spin-spin selfinteraction is absent (λs = 0)

the theory is U(3) invariant, and all states with constant
polarization are equivalent to each other.8 This means
that, when exploring constant polarization states in the
symmetry-enhanced sector of the effective theory, we can
restrict ourselves to the simplest case in which ϵ̂ = ϵ̂x. In
contrast, when λs ̸= 0, one can prove (see App. C) that
any solution of Eq. (2a) with constant polarization has
either linear (s⃗ 2 = 0) or circular (s⃗ 2 = n2) polarization,
which in this case are inequivalent to each other.
Summarizing, if we restrict ourselves to constant po-

larization states, it is sufficient to consider the linear and
circular ones, which degenerate when λs = 0.

III. EQUILIBRIUM CONFIGURATIONS

In this section, we identify the different types of equi-
librium configurations that can exist in our effective the-
ory. For that purpose, we define an equilibrium con-
figuration as a critical point of the energy functional.

6 This name takes on particular significance when the state is sta-
tionary, i.e. of the form f(t, x⃗) = e−iEtf̄(x⃗), and the real ψ⃗R

and the imaginary ψ⃗I parts of the vector ψ⃗ evaluated at a fixed
point x⃗ describe an ellipse as time progresses.

7 Note that, in general, s⃗ 2 = n2−|ψ⃗ · ψ⃗|2, so the inequality |s⃗| ≤ n

holds true for any wave vector ψ⃗(t, x⃗).
8 Any elliptical polarization vector (15) can be expressed in the

form ϵ̂ = Û êx, where

Û =

 cosϕ −e−iγ1 sinϕ 0
eiγ1 sinϕ cosϕ 0

0 0 1

 (18)

is a unitary matrix.
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In practice, we restrict ourselves to variations that keep
conserved quantities fixed. As we will demonstrate, the
choice of which quantities are fixed might affect the lo-
cation of the critical points, and, ultimately, the equilib-
rium states that can exist in the different sectors of the
theory.

To proceed, let us first concentrate on the generic sec-
tor, where the two coupling constants λn and λs can take
arbitrary values (except λs = 0) and the particle number
N is conserved. In this case, the relevant critical points
are obtained from varying the modified energy functional

EE [ψ⃗] := E [ψ⃗] + 1

2
E

(
N −

∫
(ψ⃗∗ · ψ⃗)dV

)
, (19)

where E is a Lagrange multiplier associated with the con-
straint that guarantees that the particle number remains
fixed in the variations. Remember that the functionals
E [ψ⃗] and N [ψ⃗] defined in Eqs. (8) and (10) depend on

the field ψ⃗ and its spatial gradients, but not on its time

derivatives, and for that reason we will treat EE [ψ⃗] as
a functional of ψ⃗(x⃗) alone, ignoring any time evolution.
Correspondingly, we assume that the Lagrange multiplier
E is time-independent.

The first variation of EE [ψ⃗] with respect to ψ⃗ yields

δEE = Re(Ĥ[ψ⃗]ψ⃗ − Eψ⃗, δψ⃗). (20)

A critical point is characterized by the condition that

δEE = 0 for all δψ⃗; hence, equilibrium configurations

ψ⃗(x⃗) must fulfill the nonlinear equation

Eψ⃗ = Ĥ[ψ⃗]ψ⃗, (21)

which must be solved subject to appropriate boundary

conditions. Note that if ψ⃗(x⃗) satisfies Eq. (21), then

eiαψ⃗(x⃗), where α is an arbitrary phase independent of
x⃗, is also a solution to this equation. If we make this
phase time-dependent and introduce this expression into
the dynamical Eq. (5), we obtain

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) = e−iEtψ⃗(t = 0, x⃗), (22)

with ψ⃗(t = 0, x⃗) = ψ⃗(x⃗). In the context of quantum me-
chanics, these solutions are usually referred to as station-
ary states. They have time-independent particle n(t, x⃗)
and spin s⃗(t, x⃗) densities, and, consequently, the Hamilto-
nian (6) remains constant in the evolution. Furthermore,
stationary states are eigenfunctions of the Hamilton op-
erator.

Next, we extend the study of the equilibrium configu-
rations to the symmetry-enhanced sector, where λs = 0
and in addition to the particle number N the charges Q̂
associated with the accidental symmetry are conserved.
In analogy with the previous case, we define the energy
functional

EÊ [ψ⃗] := E [ψ⃗] + 1

2
Tr

[
Ê

(
Q̂−

∫
(ψ⃗∗ ⊗ ψ⃗)dV

)]
, (23)

with Ê a constant Hermitian transformation that plays
the role of the Lagrange multiplier associated with Q̂. In
this case, the first variation of Eq. (23) can be expressed
in the form

δEÊ = Re(Ĥ[ψ⃗]ψ⃗ − Êψ⃗, δψ⃗), (24)

and, therefore, imposing δEÊ = 0 for all δψ⃗, yields

Êψ⃗ = Ĥ[ψ⃗]ψ⃗. (25)

Now, if ψ⃗(x⃗) is a solution of Eq. (25), then Û ψ⃗(x⃗) also

satisfies this equation, where Û = eiÂ is a constant uni-
tary transformation with Â Hermitian and commuting
with Ê. However, if we allow Â to depend on time, and
substitute this expression into the dynamical Eq. (5), we
obtain

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) = e−iÊtψ⃗(t = 0, x⃗), (26)

where again ψ⃗(t = 0, x⃗) = ψ⃗(x⃗). We will refer to these
configurations as multi-frequency states, given that they
involve more than one frequency of oscillation. These
states maintain the particle number density n(t, x⃗) time-
independent, although, in general, the spin density s(t, x⃗)
depends on time. Nonetheless, this does not affect the

Hamiltonian Ĥ[ψ⃗], which is independent of the spin den-
sity when λs = 0. Stationary states arise for the particu-
lar case in which Ê is proportional to the identity matrix;
however, in the following, we will exclude this case when
referring to multi-frequency states. Under this assump-
tion, we can conclude that multi-frequency states are not
eigenfunctions of the Hamilton operator.
To summarize, the equilibrium configurations of the

generic sector of the effective theory (where λn is arbi-
trary and λs ̸= 0), consist only of stationary states (22).
In the symmetry-enhanced sector (where λn is arbitrary
and λs = 0), in addition to the stationary (i.e. single-
frequency) states, one must also consider the multi-
frequency solutions (26).
In Secs. III B and III C, we discuss in more detail the

equilibrium configurations of the different sectors of the
theory. Before doing so, however, in Sec. III A we present
some general properties of the energy functional and the
equilibrium configurations that hold irrespectively of the
values of the coupling constants λn and λs.

A. General properties of the energy functional and
the equilibrium configurations

Following Ref. [45], we discuss some interesting prop-
erties of the energy functional and the equilibrium con-
figurations that to a large extent can be deduced from a
simple scaling argument. To this purpose, it is convenient
to express Eq. (8) in the form

E [ψ⃗ ] = T [ψ⃗ ] + λnFn[n] + λsFs[s⃗ ]−D[n, n], (27)
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where the functionals T , Fn, Fs and D are defined by

T [ψ⃗ ] :=
1

2m0

∫
|∇ψ⃗(x⃗)|2dV, (28a)

Fn[n] :=
1

4m2
0

∫
n(x⃗)2dV, (28b)

Fs[s⃗ ] :=
1

4m2
0

∫
s⃗(x⃗)2dV, (28c)

D[n, n] :=
Gm2

0

2

∫ ∫
n(x⃗)n(x⃗′)

|x⃗− x⃗′| dV
′dV, (28d)

and are positive definite.
Next, let ν > 0 be an arbitrary real and positive pa-

rameter, and ψ⃗(x⃗) a given wave function which does not
vanish identically. Consider the rescaled function

ψ⃗ν(x⃗) := ν3/2ψ⃗(νx⃗), (29)

which leaves the particle number and the global U(3)

charges invariant, i.e. N [ψ⃗ν ] = N [ψ⃗] and Q̂[ψ⃗ν ] = Q̂[ψ⃗]
for all ν > 0. Under the rescaling (29), the energy func-
tional (27) transforms according to

E [ψ⃗ν ] = ν2T [ψ⃗]+ν3λnFn[n]+ν
3λsFs[s⃗]−νD[n, n]. (30)

Furthermore, the first and second variations of E [ψ⃗ν ] at
ψ⃗ν=1 = ψ⃗ are given by

d

dν
E [ψ⃗ν ]

∣∣∣∣
ν=1

= 2T [ψ⃗] + 3λnFn[n] + 3λsFs[s⃗]−D[n, n],

(31a)

d2

dν2
E [ψ⃗ν ]

∣∣∣∣
ν=1

= 2T [ψ⃗] + 6λnFn[n] + 6λsFs[s⃗]. (31b)

A number of interesting conclusions can be drawn from
these results.

1. Lower bound of the energy functional

First, we claim that, for fixed N , the energy func-
tional (27) is bounded from below if and only if λ0 ≥ 0,
where

λ0 :=

{
λn, if λs ≥ 0,
λn − |λs|, if λs < 0,

(32)

see Fig. 3 for an illustration. Furthermore, the same
holds true when λs = 0 and Q̂ is fixed.

To prove this, we first assume that N = Tr(Q̂) is fixed

but allow the trace-free part of Q̂ to vary. Notice that

if λn ≥ 0 and λs ≥ 0, then E [ψ] ≥ T [ψ⃗] − D[n, n],
which is known to be bounded from below when N is
fixed (see, for instance, Ref. [46]). In contrast, when

λn < 0 and λs ≥ 0, we can choose ψ⃗ equal to a state
of constant linear polarization, such that Fs[s⃗] = 0, and

then it follows from Eq. (30) that E [ψ⃗ν ] can be made

−2 −1 0 +1 +2
λn

−2

−1

0

+1

+2

λ
s

E is not
bounded
from below

freen2 selfint.

s2
se

lfi
n
t.

is a global minimum

~ψ(~x) = σ(0)(r)ε̂x

~ψ(~x) = σ(0)(r)ε̂
(+)
z

is a global
minimum

FIG. 3. Parameter space of the theory: The shadow re-
gion (λ0 ≥ 0) represents the parameter space of our effective
theory for which, when N is fixed, the energy functional is
bounded from below. Furthermore, in this region there exists
a global minimum of the energy functional, which is attained
for a stationary and spherically symmetric state of constant
polarization (linear if λs > 0 and circular if λs < 0) and neg-
ative energy. In general, we cannot guarantee the uniqueness
of the ground state, unless λn = λs = 0, in which case the
ground state is unique up to translations and rigid unitary
transformations.

arbitrarily negative by choosing ν large, showing that
the energy functional is not bounded from below.9 Fi-
nally, if λs < 0, then the inequality |s⃗| ≤ n implies that
λnFn[n] + λsFs[s⃗] ≥ (λn − |λs|)Fn[n], with the equality
sign for states of constant circular polarization. Hence,
in this case, the energy functional is bounded from below
if and only if λn − |λs| ≥ 0.

When λs = 0 and Q̂ is fixed it is easy to verify that
one can apply the same arguments as above to show that
the energy functional is bounded from below if and only
if λn ≥ 0. It should be noted that in this case one cannot
always choose ψ⃗ to be a state of constant linear polariza-
tion since this requires that Q̂ has rank 1; however, this
is not needed for the scaling argument since the term
λsFs[s⃗] in Eq. (30) is automatically zero when λs = 0.
Hence, one can use again the particular variation defined

9 An energy functional that is unbounded from below is considered
ill-defined, as it implies that an unlimited amount of energy can
be extracted from the system, rendering the theory non-physical.
However, in the context of effective theories, this issue is expected
to be resolved by the ultraviolet completion, where higher-order
operators not included in Eq. (1) should ensure that the energy
functional becomes bounded. This is what happens, for instance,
with the well-known cosine potential of the QCD axion, where
expanding in a Taylor series reveals that the quartic term has
a negative coefficient (indicating an attractive self-interaction),
while the potential remains positive definite.
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in Eq. (29) (which fixes Q̂) to conclude that the energy
functional is unbounded from below when λn < 0.

2. Energy functional of equilibrium states

Second, if ψ⃗(t, x⃗) is an equilibrium configuration, then
the first variation of the energy functional vanishes, and
Eq. (31a) yields the relation

D[n, n] = 2T [ψ⃗] + 3λnFn[n] + 3λsFs[s⃗]. (33)

This expression is valid for any equilibrium state and
allows one to express the selfgravity term D[n, n] as a

function of the kinetic term T [ψ⃗] and the selfinteraction
ones Fn[n] and Fs[s⃗], similar to the usual virial relation.
Accordingly, the total energy of any equilibrium state can
be expressed as

E [ψ⃗] = −T [ψ⃗]− 2λnFn[n]− 2λsFs[s⃗], (34)

which does not require the computation of the selfgravity
term D[n, n]. Since λnFn[n] + λsFs[s⃗] ≥ λ0Fn[n] and

T [ψ⃗] and Fn[n] are positive definite, it follows that the
energy of the equilibrium states is always negative when
λ0 ≥ 0.

3. Discarding local minima of the energy functional

Third, Eq. (31b) implies that a critical point at

ν = 1 corresponds to a local minimum of E [ψ⃗ν ] if

T [ψ⃗] + 3λnFn[n] + 3λsFs[s⃗] is positive and to a local
maximum if it is negative. In particular, an equilibrium

state ψ⃗(t, x⃗) cannot be a (local) minimum of the en-
ergy functional with respect to arbitrary variations that

fixN (or Q̂ if λs = 0) when λnFn[n]+λsFs[s⃗] < −T [ψ⃗]/3.

Next, we come back to the discussion of the stationary
and multi-frequency states in the different sectors of the
effective theory.

B. Generic sector: Stationary solutions

In the generic sector of the effective theory, equilibrium
configurations are stationary states, which are character-
ized by the ansatz, c.f. Eq. (22):

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) = e−iEtσ⃗(0)(x⃗), (35)

where σ⃗(0) is a complex vector-valued function of x⃗ and
the energy eigenvalue E is a real constant. As explained
previously, these states have a time-independent Hamil-
tonian, and consequently, they give rise to a static gravi-
tational potential U(t, x⃗) = U(x⃗). Introducing Eq. (35)

into the integro-differential equation (6) yields the non-
linear eigenvalue problem:

Eσ⃗(0) = Ĥ[σ⃗(0)]σ⃗(0). (36)

This equation determines the stationary solutions of the
s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system, which will be
solved numerically in Sec. V under the assumption of
spherical symmetry.
However, before doing so, we ask ourselves whether

stationary states can arise as global minima of the energy
functional. This question is particularly relevant since
such a minimum is expected to represent a stationary
state that is (orbitally) stable under small enough per-
turbations [47].
In order to formulate the question in a more precise

way, let

AN :=

{
ψ⃗ ∈ H1(R3,C3) :

∫
|ψ⃗(x⃗)|2dV = N

}
, (37)

where here H1(R3,C3) denotes the space of wave func-

tions ψ⃗ : R3 → C3 such that ψ⃗ and its first partial deriva-
tives are (Lebesgue-) square-integrable. It can be shown
that E is well-defined on this space [46]. Thus, we ask

whether there exists a wave function ψ⃗∗ ∈ AN such that

E [ψ⃗∗] = inf
ψ⃗∈AN

E [ψ⃗]. (38)

The first observation is that a necessary condition for the
existence of such a minimum is that E must be bounded
from below on AN . As has been shown in Sec. IIIA 1,
this is the case if and only if λ0 ≥ 0, with λ0 defined
in Eq. (32), so for the remainder of this section we shall
assume that λ0 ≥ 0.
Next, we claim that a global minimum is attained by a

wave function of constant polarization and that, if mul-
tiple global minima exist, all share this form. To show

this, we first decompose ψ⃗(x⃗) according to

ψ⃗(x⃗) = f(x⃗)ϵ̂(x⃗), (39)

where f(x⃗) := |ψ⃗(x⃗)| and ϵ̂(x⃗) has unit norm. Using

the fact that n = f2 and |∇ψ⃗|2 = |∇f |2 + n|∇ϵ̂|2, and
recalling the inequality λnFn[n]+λsFs[s⃗] ≥ λ0Fn[n], one
obtains

E [ψ⃗] ≥ Escalar[f ] := Tscalar[f ] + λ0Fn[n]−D[n, n], (40)

where Tscalar[f ] := 1
2m0

∫
|∇f(x⃗)|2dV . Furthermore,

equality holds only if on the set of points where f > 0
the polarization vector ϵ̂(x⃗) is constant and satisfies
λn + λs|ϵ̂∗ × ϵ̂|2 = λ0, which means that ϵ̂(x⃗) has lin-
ear (circular) polarization if λs > 0 (λs < 0); see App. C.
One can further decrease the energy functional by re-

placing f by its “symmetric decreasing rearrangement”
f∗ (which, by definition, is spherically symmetric, non-
increasing, nonnegative and satisfies

∫
fp∗ dV =

∫
fpdV
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for all p ≥ 1; see [46] and references therein). It follows
from [46] that Escalar[f ] ≥ Escalar[f∗], with strict inequal-
ity unless f(x⃗) = f∗(x⃗− x⃗0) with a constant vector x⃗0.

As a consequence, any minima ψ⃗∗ of the problem (38)
must lie in the subset of AN consisting of constant po-

larization states for which the function f(x⃗) := |ψ⃗(x⃗)| is
radially symmetric (up to translations), nonincreasing,
and nonnegative and for which the polarization is lin-
ear for λs > 0 and circular for λs < 0. The function f
can then be found by minimizing the functional Escalar,
which is known to have a minimum [46, 48, 49] satisfying
f(x⃗) = f∗(x⃗).

In conclusion, global minima of Eq. (38) exist, and (up
to translations) all of them are described by stationary
and spherically symmetric states of constant polarization

that have the form ψ⃗(t, x⃗) = e−iEtσ(0)(r)ϵ̂, with σ(0)(r)
monotonically decreasing and positive, the polarization
ϵ̂ being linear when λs > 0 and circular when λs < 0.
Whether or not the function σ(0)(r) characterizing the
ground state is unique for λ0 > 0 is an interesting open
question that will not be addressed in this article.

Figure 3 further illustrates the results of this section.

C. Symmetry-enhanced sector: Stationary and
multi-frequency solutions

In absence of spin-spin selfinteractions (λs = 0), sta-
tionary configurations still exist. Following similar ar-
guments as in Sec. III B we conclude that, for fixed N
and λn ≥ 0, the energy is always minimized by a sta-
tionary and spherically symmetric state of constant po-
larization and no nodes. Furthermore, in the free theory
(λn = λs = 0), the ground state is unique, up to transla-
tions and rigid unitary transformations [46].

As explained in Sec. III, in the symmetry-enhanced
sector there also exists the possibility of equilibrium con-
figurations that are realized as multi-frequency states.
Expanding

ψ⃗(t = 0, x⃗) =

3∑
λ=1

σ
(0)
λ (x⃗)êλ (41)

in terms of an orthornormal basis êλ of C3 which di-
agonalizes the transformation Ê, Eq. (26) leads to the
following expression for the multi-frequency states:

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) =

3∑
λ=1

e−iEλtσ
(0)
λ (x⃗)êλ, (42)

where σ
(0)
λ are complex-valued functions depending on

x⃗ and Eλ denote the eigenvalues of Ê which are real
and correspond to the frequency of oscillation associated

with σ
(0)
λ . As the stationary states, these solutions have

a time-independent Hamiltonian and gravitational po-
tential. Introducing Eq. (42) into the integro-differential

equation (6) yields the nonlinear eigenvalue problem:10

Eλσ
(0)
λ = Ĥ[ψ⃗]σ

(0)
λ . (43)

These equations determine the multi-frequency solutions
of the symmetry-enhanced sector of the s = 1 Gross-
Pitaevskii-Poisson system, which will be solved numeri-
cally in Sec. IVB under the assumption of spherical sym-
metry.
An open question is what states minimize the energy

functional for arbitrary fixed values of Q̂. Note that these
states cannot have constant polarization unless Q̂ has
rank one. We do not address this question in this article.
An open question is whether constant polarization

states, which minimize the energy functional for fixed
N , also minimize it for arbitrary fixed values of Q̂. We
do not address this question in this article.

IV. SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC
EQUILIBRIUM CONFIGURATIONS

Hereafter, we further specialize on equilibrium configu-
rations which are spherically symmetric. As discussed in
Sec. II B, our effective theory is invariant under the rota-
tion group, hence we expect spherically symmetric con-
figurations to play a relevant role in our discussion. Fur-
thermore, as we have already argued in Sec. III, for fixed
N and λ0 ≥ 0, all ground state configurations are sta-
tionary and spherically symmetric (up to translations).
We define a spherically symmetric configuration as one

that is invariant under rotational transformations.11 Re-
call that Eq. (1) is invariant with respect to any two
of the following representations of the SO(3) group:

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) 7→ Rψ⃗(t, R−1x⃗) and ψ⃗(t, x⃗) 7→ ψ⃗(t, R−1x⃗). There-
fore, a spherically symmetric configuration should lie in
the trivial irreducible representation of any of these two
representations of the rotation group.

In the first case, one obtains a state of the form

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) = ψr(t, r)êr, (44a)

with êr the unit radial vector and ψr(t, r) an arbitrary
complex-valued function of t and r = |x⃗|. In the second

10 Recall that Ĥ[ψ⃗] depends on ψ⃗ only through the combination

n =
∑

λ |σ(0)
λ |2, which is independent of t.

11 Clearly, a spherically symmetric configuration should be associ-
ated with a radially symmetric gravitational potential. Through
Poisson’s equation, this implies that the particle density n should
have the same symmetry. The question then is which wave func-
tions ψ⃗(t, x⃗) give rise to such densities and, at the same time,
are self-consistent stationary or multi-frequency solutions of the
s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system. While in this article we
do not provide a complete answer to this question (since we do
not guarantee obtaining all possible such wave functions), we
nevertheless identify different families of such states based on
symmetry arguments.
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case, however, one gets

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) =

3∑
λ=1

ψλ(t, r)êλ, (44b)

where the three components of ψ⃗(t, x⃗) in an orthonormal
constant basis êλ of C3 are functions of t and r only. Note
that in both cases the particle density n is radially sym-
metric, which, according to Poisson’s equation, guaran-
tees that the gravitational potential U also respects this
symmetry. The spin density s⃗ vanishes in the first case,
however, in the second one it may be non-zero, although
its three components are functions of t and r only.
Next, we identify the different types of spherically sym-

metric equilibrium configurations that can exist in our
effective theory. For doing this, we combine our defi-
nition of equilibrium configurations in Sec. III, together
with that of spherically symmetric configurations in this
section.

A. Stationary spherical solutions

For the following, it will be convenient to express the
field σ⃗(0)(x⃗) of the stationary ansatz (35) in the form
σ⃗(0)(x⃗) = σ(0)(r)ϵ̂(x⃗). Here σ(0) is a real-valued function
which, due to spherical symmetry, depends only on the
radial coordinate r and ϵ̂ is a complex polarization vector
that, in general, depends on x⃗ and is normalized to have
unit length. Then, combining Eqs. (35) and (44a) leads
to ϵ̂(x⃗) = êr, whereas combining Eqs. (35) and (44b)
yields ϵ̂(x⃗) = ϵ̂(r).

In addition, the wave function ψ⃗(t, x⃗) needs to satisfy
the s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii equation (3a), and this puts
a further condition on the possible form of the polar-
ization vector. Although we have not analyzed the full

implications of this condition,12 we identified three differ-
ent types of polarization vectors that are compatible with
the structure of the field equations and lead to stationary
and spherically symmetric configurations:

i) A linear polarization vector, for which ϵ̂(x⃗) = êx;
see Eq. (17a).

ii) A circular polarization vector, for which ϵ̂(x⃗) =

ϵ̂
(+)
z ; see Eq. (17b).

iii) A radial polarization vector, for which ϵ̂(x⃗) = êr,
with êr the unit radial vector.

The first two cases were already introduced in Sec. II C
and represent (up to a global symmetry transformation)
the most general stationary states with constant polar-
ization. For λs = 0, they degenerate; however, when
λs ̸= 0 they lead to inequivalent states (see App. C).
Furthermore, as discussed in the previous section, when
λ0 ≥ 0 there exists a spherical and constant polariza-
tion state that minimizes the energy functional. These
solutions were previously explored in Refs. [31, 32]. The
radially polarized states can be obtained by substitut-
ing γ1 = γ2 = 0 and θ = ϑ and ϕ = φ into Eq. (14),
where ϑ and φ represent the polar and azimuthal angles
in three-dimensional space, respectively. These solutions
constitute the nonrelativistic limit of the spherically sym-
metric Proca stars originally reported in [10] (see also
Ref. [20], which explores radial polarization under the
name of hedgehog field configurations).

Introducing the ansätze i), ii), and iii) into the s = 1
Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system (3), we obtain that the
stationary and spherically symmetric configurations of
linear, circular and radial polarization must satisfy the
nonlinear eigenvalue problem

Eσ(0) =

[
− 1

2m0

(
∆s −

2γ

r2

)
+
λn + αλs

2m2
0

σ(0)2 +m0U
]
σ(0), (45a)

∆sU = 4πGm0σ
(0)2. (45b)

Here, ∆s :=
1
r
d2

dr2 r denotes the radial part of the Laplace
operator, and the parameters γ and α depend on the

12 However, when λs = 0 one can prove that ϵ̂(r) must be con-
stant since in this case the three components of σ⃗(0)(x⃗) sat-
isfy the same time-independent Schrödinger equation with the
same energy level E, and thus they must be proportional to each
other according to the Sturm oscillation theorem [50]. Further, in
App. C, we prove that under the assumption that ϵ̂(r) is constant,
only linear or circular polarizations are possible when λs ̸= 0, al-
though in this case we have not been able to demonstrate that
the polarization vector is necessarily constant.

polarization vector ϵ̂ and take the following values:

i) γ = 0, α = 0 for linearly polarized Proca stars,

ii) γ = 0, α = 1 for circularly polarized Proca stars,

iii) γ = 1, α = 0 for radially polarized Proca stars.

It is interesting to note that linearly and circularly po-
larized Proca stars are described by exactly the same
equations as nonrelativistic boson stars, c.f. Eqs. (32)
in Ref. [45] (see also [51, 52] for previous studies of the
equilibrium configurations of the s = 0 Gross-Pitaevskii-
Poisson system). As we clarified earlier, in absence of
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TABLE I. The stationary and spherical s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system: The stationary, spherically symmetric
s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson equations as compared to other systems studied in the framework of multi-scalar field theories.
The comparison depends on the polarization vector ϵ̂. A general constant polarization (different from the linear and circular
ones) is prohibited in presence of spin-spin selfinteractions. Selfinteracting, radially polarized Proca stars are not related with
previously known solutions. SP (Schrödinger-Poisson), GPP (Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson).

Polarization λn = 0, λs = 0 λn ̸= 0, λs = 0 λn = 0, λs ̸= 0 λn ̸= 0, λs ̸= 0

Constant: linear ℓ = 0 SP [42, 45] ℓ = 0 GPP [45] ℓ = 0 SP [42, 45] ℓ = 0 GPP [45]

circular ℓ = 0 SP [42, 45] ℓ = 0 GPP [45] ℓ = 0 SP [42, 45] ℓ = 0 GPP [45]

arbitrary ℓ = 0 SP [42, 45] ℓ = 0 GPP [45] non-existent non-existent

Radial ℓ = 1 SP [42] ℓ = 1 GPP (new) ℓ = 1 GPP (new) ℓ = 1 GPP (new)

spin-spin selfinteraction, all constant polarization states
are equivalent to each other; therefore, when λs = 0,
elliptically polarized Proca stars beyond the linear and
circular cases also exist and are described by Eqs. (45)
with γ = 0. Non-selfinteracting (λn = λs = 0) radially
polarized Proca stars, on the other hand, are described by
the same equations as nonrelativistic, ℓ = 1 boson stars,
c.f. Eqs. (41) in Ref. [42]. We explain the reason for this
coincidence in App. D. Finally, selfinteracting, radially
polarized Proca stars satisfy the same system of equa-
tions as selfinteracting, ℓ = 1 boson stars; however, up to
our knowledge, such solutions have not been reported in
the literature. We review the equivalence between these
different systems in Table I.

Equations (45) must be complemented with appropri-
ate boundary conditions that guarantee that the solu-
tions remain regular at the origin and possess finite total
energy. Near r = 0, we can expand the solutions in power
series of the form σ(0)(r) = σ0r

α+σ1r
α+1+σ2r

α+2+ . . .,
U(r) = U0r

β+U1r
β+1+U2r

β+2+. . ., with σ0 ̸= 0, U0 ̸= 0,
α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0 taking constant values.13 Introduc-
ing this ansatz into Eqs. (45) yields four solutions, but
only one of them meets the criteria α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0.
When γ = 0, the regular solution has (α, β) = (0, 0) and
(σ1,U1) = (0, 0), whereas for γ = 1 it has (α, β) = (1, 0)
and (σ1,U1) = (0, 0). This implies the following regular
boundary conditions at the center:

σ(0)(r = 0) = (1− γ)σ0, σ(0)′(r = 0) = γσ0, (46a)

U(r = 0) = U0, U ′(r = 0) = 0, (46b)

with σ0 and U0 constants and where the primes refer to
derivation with respect to r. Notice that, at the origin,
linearly and circularly polarized states have a nonzero
field value and a vanishing first derivative. In contrast,
for radially polarized Proca stars, regularity implies that

13 There is no loss of generality in assuming that σ0 and U0 are
nonzero; if e.g. σ0 were to vanish, we could simply redefine
α → α + 1 to account for it. On the other hand, we need to
impose that α and β are non-negative to ensure that the solutions
remain regular at the origin.

the wave function vanishes at r = 0, whereas the first
derivative at the origin does not vanish. Nonetheless, we
will sometimes refer to σ0 as the central “amplitude” of
the configuration, although rigorously this is only true
if the polarization is constant. Note also that Eqs. (45)
are invariant under simultaneous shifts of E and m0U(r),
and we can use this symmetry to fix arbitrarily the value
of U0.
At infinity, we impose lim

r→∞
σ(0)(r) = 0, which is re-

quired for the solutions to have a finite total energy. This
defines a nonlinear eigenvalue problem for the frequency
E, where, for each central amplitude of the configura-
tion, σ0, there exists a discrete set of frequencies En(σ0),
n = 0, 1, 2, . . ., for which the boundary conditions are sat-
isfied. We discuss this problem in more detail in Sec. V,
where we present our numerical results.

B. Multi-frequency spherical solutions

Next, we explore multi-frequency states, which are
only possible in absence of spin-spin selfinteractions
(λs = 0).
Combining Eqs. (42) and (44a), we find that the only

possible states are the stationary radially polarized solu-
tions that were already discussed in the previous section.
On the other hand, combining Eqs. (42) and (44b), we
find

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) =

3∑
λ=1

e−iEλtσ
(0)
λ (r)êλ, (47)

where σ
(0)
λ are complex-valued functions depending only

on r. As far as we know, these solutions have not been
previously reported in the literature of Proca stars.
Introducing Eq. (47) into the s = 1, λs = 0 Gross-

Pitaevskii-Poisson system (3), we obtain:

Eiσ
(0)
i =

− 1

2m0
∆s +

λn
2m2

0

∑
j

|σ(0)
j |2 +m0U

σ(0)
i ,(48a)

∆sU = 4πGm0

∑
j

|σ(0)
j |2, (48b)
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TABLE II. The multi-frequency and spherical s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system: The multi-frequency, spheri-
cally symmetric s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson equations as compared to other systems studied in the framework of multi-scalar
field theories. Selfinteracting, multi-frequency Proca stars are not related with previously known solutions. SP (Schrödinger-
Poisson), GPP (Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson).

λn = 0, λs = 0 λn ̸= 0, λs = 0 λn = 0, λs ̸= 0 λn ̸= 0, λs ̸= 0

ℓ = 0 multi-state SP [44] ℓ = 0 multi-state GPP (new) ℓ = 0 multi-state GPP (new) ℓ = 0 multi-state GPP (new)

where, as in Eqs. (45a), ∆s denotes the radial Laplace op-
erator, and without loss of generality we have chosen the
Cartesian basis êλ = êi with i = x, y, z.14 Furthermore,

it is sufficient to consider real-valued functions σ
(0)
i (r),15

and from now on we will stick to this assumption.
It is worth noting that non-selfinteracting (λn = 0),

multi-frequency Proca stars are described by exactly the
same equations as nonrelativistic, multi-state boson stars
with two or three occupied energy levels in which the
angular momentum number ℓ vanishes, c.f. Eqs. (9) in
Ref. [44]. To the best of our knowledge, the generaliza-
tion of this system for λn ̸= 0 has not been reported
in the literature, with the exception of the relativistic
scenario discussed in Ref. [53]. We review the different
possible scenarios in Table II.

To proceed, Eqs. (48) must be accompanied by some
appropriate boundary conditions. Near r = 0, we de-
mand that the solutions remain regular. For this, we

again expand the functions σ
(0)
i (r) and U(r) in power se-

ries σ
(0)
i (r) = σi0r

αi + σi1r
αi+1 + σi2r

αi+2 + . . ., U(r) =
U0r

βi+U1r
βi+U2r

βi+2+. . ., and impose σi0 ̸= 0, U0 ̸= 0,
αi ≥ 0 and βi ≥ 0. Introducing this expansion into
Eqs. (48) results in eight solutions, although only the
one for which (αi, β) = (0, 0) and (σi1,U1) = (0, 0) is
regular. This leads to the following boundary conditions
at r = 0:

σ
(0)
i (r = 0) = σi0, σ

(0)′
i (r = 0) = 0, (49a)

U(r = 0) = U0, U ′(r = 0) = 0. (49b)

As for the stationary states, the system (48) is invariant
under common constant shifts in Ei and m0U(r), and we
can choose arbitrarily the value of U0.
Finally, to guarantee finite total energy, we impose

lim
r→∞

σ
(0)
i (r) = 0. This defines a nonlinear multi-

14 By applying a unitary transformation one can always map an
arbitrary orthonormal basis êλ to the standard Cartesian one
êi, which changes the original multi-frequency state ψ⃗(t, x⃗) of
Eq. (42) to an equivalent one.

15 Indeed, one can take the real and imaginary parts of Eq. (48a)

and conclude that Re(σ
(0)
i ) and Im(σ

(0)
i ) satisfy the same one-

dimensional Schrödinger equation. As a consequence of the nodal
theorem, the imaginary part of the wave function must be pro-

portional to the real part, which means that the functions σ
(0)
i

are real, up to a global phase. After applying a constant unitary

transformation one achieves that all σ
(0)
i ’s are real.

eigenvalue problem for the frequencies Ei, where, for each
combination of central amplitudes (σx0, σy0, σz0), there
exists a discrete set of frequencies Exnx

(σx0, σy0, σz0),
Eyny

(σx0, σy0, σz0), and Eznz
(σx0, σy0, σz0), nx, ny, nz =

0, 1, 2, . . ., satisfying the boundary conditions.
For the interpretation of our results, the following ob-

servation will be important. According to the nodal (or
Sturm oscillation) theorem (see [50] for a pedagogical re-
view), the eigenfunction ψn(r) corresponding to the nth
energy level En of a one-dimensional Schrödinger opera-
tor has exactly n nodes. Once the nonlinear system (48)
is solved, Eq. (48a) can be interpreted as a Schrödinger

equation for the wave functions σ
(0)
i (r) with a fixed ef-

fective potential

λn
2m2

0

∑
j

|σ(0)
j |2 +m0U . (50)

Therefore, the frequencies Eini can be ordered accord-

ing to the node number of the functions σ
(0)
i (r). Con-

sequently, two functions σ
(0)
i (r) and σ

(0)
j (r) with i ̸= j

are proportional to each other if they coincide in their
node numbers, whereas they are mutually orthogonal
if they have different numbers of nodes. In particu-
lar, this implies that a solution whose wave functions

σ
(0)
i (r), i = x, y, z, have equal number of nodes are pro-

portional to each other and satisfy Ex = Ey = Ez; there-
fore it yields a stationary solution. Thus, for fixed cen-
tral amplitudes (σx0, σy0, σz0), multi-frequency solutions
can be labeled by their node numbers (nx, ny, nz) with
nx ≤ ny ≤ nz and not all ni’s equal to each other.

In the next section, we numerically solve the nonlinear
eigenvalue problems belonging to spherically symmetric
stationary and multi-frequency states.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide numerical solutions of the
s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system and discuss their
properties. To proceed, we introduce the dimensionless
quantities:16

16 In this section, t, x⃗, U , . . . denote dimensionless variables. When-
ever needed, we will label dimensionfull quantities by the super-
script phys.
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FIG. 4. Stationary Proca stars of constant polarization: The normalized real part of the vector field, ψ⃗R(t, x⃗), and the
normalized particle number density, n(t, x⃗), for three Proca stars of constant polarization, unit central “amplitude”, σ0 = 1,
and repulsive selfinteraction, λphys

n + αλphys
s > 0, at time t = 0. Left panel: No nodes, n = 0. Center panel: One node, n = 1.

Right panel: Two nodes, n = 2. Note the appearance of an additional “layer” in the configuration for each increment of the
variable n. Code variables use the scale λ∗ = |λphys

n + αλphys
s |.
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FIG. 5. Stationary Proca stars of radial polarization: Same as in Fig. 4 but for the case of radially polarized Proca
stars. The main difference with respect to the linear and circular cases, apart from the fact that the vector points radially and
does not pick a preferred direction, is the presence of a “hole” in the center of the configuration. This is a consequence of the
regularity conditions at the origin.

t :=
4πGm3

0

λ∗
tphys, x⃗ :=

√
8πGm2

0

λ
1/2
∗

x⃗phys, (51a)

U :=
λ∗

4πGm2
0

Uphys, ψ⃗ :=
λ∗√

8πGm
5/2
0

ψ⃗phys, (51b)

λn :=
λphysn

λ∗
, λs :=

λphyss

λ∗
, (51c)

where λ∗ > 0 is a characteristic selfinteraction scale that
we can choose at our convenience. Note that the dimen-
sions of E are the inverse of those of t.

In terms of the dimensionless variables, Eqs. (45)
and (48) can be conveniently combined into a single sys-
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FIG. 6. Stationary and multi-frequency Proca stars: Similar as in Figs. 4 and 5, but comparing a stationary
Proca star with multi-frequency ones. Left panel: (σx0, σy0, σz0) = (1, 0, 0) and (nx, ny, nz) = (0, 0, 0). Center panel:
(σx0, σy0, σz0) = (1, 1, 0) and (nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 0). Right panel: (σx0, σy0, σz0) = (1, 1, 1) and (nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 2). Although
the stationary constantly polarized and multi-frequency solutions are spherically symmetric according to the representation

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) 7→ ψ⃗(t, R−1x⃗) of the SO(3) group, this symmetry is not manifest given the pattern formed by the vector field.
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FIG. 7. Radial profiles of some representative stationary and multi-frequency configurations: Radial profiles σ
(0)
i (r)

of some configurations reported in Figs. 4, 5 and 6. Left panel: The profiles σ(0)(r) of the three linear/circular configurations of

Fig. 4. Center panel: The profiles σ(0)(r) of the three radial configurations of Fig. 5. Right panel: The profile σ
(0)
x (r), σ

(0)
y (r),

and σ
(0)
z (r) of the multi-frequency configuration in the right panel of Fig. 6.

tem of the form

∆sσ
(0)
i =

2γ

r2
±
∑
j

σ
(0)2
j − u

(0)
i

σ
(0)
i , (52a)

∆su
(0)
i = −

∑
j

σ
(0)2
j , (52b)

where Latin indices and summations range from 1 to
3 for multi-frequency states and are omitted for sta-
tionary states. Here, γ = 0 for multi-frequency states

and stationary states with constant polarization, whereas
γ = 1 for radially polarized stationary states. To sim-
plify the numerical implementation, we have also in-

troduced u
(0)
i (r) := Ei − U(r) as the difference be-

tween the frequencies Ei and the gravitational poten-

tial U(r). (Although the u
(0)
i differ only by a constant

number, for multi-frequency states we still find it conve-
nient to solve the three Poisson equations for the shoot-
ing algorithm described below.) In addition, we have
fixed the characteristic selfinteraction scale of Eqs. (51)
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to λ∗ = |λphysn + αλphyss |,17 where α was defined in
Sec. IVA. The ± signs in Eq. (52a) make reference to
the “repulsive”, λphysn +αλphyss > 0, and the “attractive”,
λphysn + αλphyss < 0, cases, respectively. These equations
must be complemented with the following boundary con-
ditions at r = 0; cf. Eqs. (46) and (49):

σ
(0)
i (r = 0) = (1− γ)σi0, σ(0)′(r = 0) = γσi0, (53a)

u
(0)
i (r = 0) = ui0, u

(0)′
i (r = 0) = 0. (53b)

To find the appropriate values of σi0 and ui0, we use
a methodology similar to the one described in Ref. [42],
where, given σi0, the possible values for ui0 are fine-tuned
using a numerical shooting method based on the condi-

tions lim
r→∞

σ
(0)
i (r) = 0, which are required for the solu-

tions to have finite total energy. This results in a discrete

family of solutions σ
(0)
i (σi0, ni; r), where ni = 0, 1, 2, . . .

label the number of nodes of the functions σ
(0)
i (r) in

the interval 0 < r < ∞. For the numerical integration,
we use an adaptive explicit 5(4)-order Runge-Kutta rou-
tine [54–56], which requires rewriting the equations as a

first-order system for the fields (σ
(0)
i , u

(0)
i ), and for the

shooting method we employ a technique based on bisec-
tion. Some additional information about the numerical
implementation is presented in App. E.

In Figs. 4 and 5 we plot some representative solutions
of the stationary and spherically symmetric s = 1 Gross-
Pitaevskii-Poisson system for σ0 = 1, n = 0, 1 and 2,
and different polarizations ϵ̂ at time t = 0. In addition,
Fig. 6 presents a comparison between the constantly po-
larized stationary configuration defined by the param-
eters σ0 = 1 and n = 0, and two prototypical multi-
frequency states, where for concreteness we have cho-
sen (σx0, σy0, σz0) = (1, 1, 0), (nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 0), and
(σx0, σy0, σz0) = (1, 1, 1), (nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 2), all of
them evaluated at t = 0. For completeness, in Fig. 7, we

include the radial profiles σ
(0)
i (r) associated with some of

these configurations. It is important to stress that in all
these figures we have focused on the repulsive case.

In the remainder of this section we center our atten-
tion on key physical quantities that characterize Proca
stars, such as their mass and radius in Sec. VA, and
their orbital and spin angular momentum in Sec. VB.
In Sec. VC, we construct the global charges associated
with the accidental symmetry that appears when spin-
spin selfinteractions are absent. Finally, in Sec. VD, we
focus on the behavior of the energy functional, which is
expected to play a relevant role for the stability of the
configurations.

17 In absence of selfinteractions, when the polarization vector is

linear or radial and λphysn = 0, or when it is circular and λphysn =

−λphyss , the second term on the right-hand side of Eqs. (45a)
and (48a) vanishes. In these cases, the second term on the right-
hand-side of Eq. (52a) should be discarded and the scale λ∗ is
arbitrary.

A. Mass and radius

The mass of a Proca star can be computed as the
product of m0 with the particle number defined in
Eq. (10), which yields Mphys = m0N

phys. Here Nphys =
[1/(

√
8πGλ∗m0)]N , where N represents the number of

particles in the dimensionless variables of Eq. (51), and
is given by

N = 4π
∑
i

∫ ∞

0

σ
(0)2
i r2dr. (54)

To simplify the presentation, we have chosen the same
conventions as those defined just below Eqs. (52).
Formally, the size of a Proca star extends to infinity,

and for that reason it is usual to define an effective radius
R99 as the one containing 99% of the total mass of the
configuration, M99, which in physical units is given by

Rphys99 = [
√
λ∗/(

√
8πGm2

0)]R99.
First, we concentrate on stationary solutions. In

Figs. 8 and 9, we show the profile σ(0)(r) for σ0 = 1.0,
the M99 vs. R99 plot, and the behavior of the energy
eigenvalue E as a function of the central amplitude σ0,
for radially polarized Proca stars of zero and one nodes,
respectively, in the attractive, repulsive, and free theo-
ries. The corresponding figures for linearly and circularly
polarized Proca stars, which coincides with those of non-
relativistic boson stars, can be found in Figs. 1 and 2 of
Ref. [45] (see Sec. IVA in that paper for a discussion). In
the limit σ0 → 0, the attractive and repulsive branches
of the radially polarized Proca stars converge to those
of the free theory (see the central and right panels of
Figs. 8 and 9). This occurs because, at low densities,
short range selfinteractions (which are cubic in the fields)
become negligible and the Gross-Pitaevskii equation ap-
proaches the Schrödinger one. The same property has
been observed for self-interacting boson stars in Ref. [45]
and thus it also holds for linearly and circularly polarized
Proca stars, and for all constant polarization states when
λs = 0. In all cases, the numerical data suggest that the
mass of a stationary Proca star increases without bound
as the radius of the object decreases, except when an at-
tractive selfinteraction is present. In this situation, the
objects reach a state whose mass cannot be exceeded.
For multi-frequency states, the situation becomes more

involved, as the configurations are labeled by the three
independent amplitudes (σx0, σy0, σz0), in addition to the
corresponding number of nodes (nx, ny, nz). As a result,
we anticipate that each curve in the M99 vs. R99 plot
belonging to stationary states of fixed n transforms into
a region when considering multi-frequency states of fixed
(nx, ny, nz).
To analyze this, we focus on the free theory (λn =

λs = 0) for simplicity. In this case, the s = 1 Gross-
Pitaevskii-Poisson system is invariant under the scaling
transformation

t 7→ λ−1
∗ t, x⃗ 7→ λ

−1/2
∗ x⃗, U 7→ λ∗U , ψ⃗ 7→ λ∗ψ⃗, (55)
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FIG. 8. Radially polarized Proca stars with no nodes: Stationary and spherically symmetric solutions of the s = 1
Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system with no nodes (n = 0) and radial polarization. Red (blue) lines correspond to the repulsive
(attractive) case, and we have included the solutions to the s = 1 Schrödinger-Poisson system (black lines) for reference. Left

panel: The profile of σ(0)(r) for σ0 = 1. Center panel: The effective mass of the configurationsM99 as a function of the effective
radius R99. Right panel: The magnitude of the energy eigenvalue |E| as a function of the central amplitude σ0. The dots in
the last two panels correspond to the configurations of unit amplitude. For σ0 → 0 the effects of the selfinteractions become
negligible and we recover non-selfinteracting radially polarized Proca star configurations, which are equivalent to ℓ = 1 boson
star.
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FIG. 9. Radially polarized Proca stars with one node: Same as in Fig. 8 but for the stationary and spherically symmetric
solutions of the s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system with one node (n = 1).

where λ∗ is an arbitrary nonvanishing constant. This
invariance is associated with the arbitrary choice of the
scale λ∗ in Eqs. (51), which does not affect the eigen-
value problem (52) when both λn and λs vanish. This
simplifies the analysis of the free theory, since, for any
node numbers (nx, ny, nz), configurations (σx0, σy0, σz0)
that maintain the same ratio between the different σi0
are related to each other by a rescaling transformation.

In particular, we concentrate on the case where
(nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 0), which describes multi-frequency
states with two components, (σx0, σy0, 0). In the left
panel of Fig. 10, we show the family of states corre-

sponding to a fixed particle number N = 43.5, i.e.
M99 = 43.1, leading to configurations with sizes between
5.7 ≤ R99 ≤ 24.2. Here, the number N = 43.5 is the one
obtained from the configuration with parameters σx0 = 1
and σy0 = 0, which represents a stationary state of linear
polarization. As we just mentioned, this family can be
rescaled to any value of N using the transformation (55),
where every element in the family transforms according
to M99 ∼ 1/R99. We show the M99 vs. R99 plot for
multi-frequency states of (nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 0) in the
right panel of Fig. 10. Note that the left border line of
this diagram corresponds to the M99 vs. R99 plot of the
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FIG. 10. Phase diagrams for multi-frequency states: Multi-frequency Proca stars with amplitude (σx0, σy0, 0) and node
numbers (nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 0) in the free theory (λn = λs = 0). Left panel: The central amplitudes σx0 and σy0 that are
consistent with N = 43.5 number of particles. Right panel: The M99 vs. R99 plot. Contrary to stationary states (described by
the border lines), multi-frequency states correspond to a region instead of a curve.

n = 0 stationary states of linear polarization, whereas
the right border to the their first excited states n = 1
(these border lines correspond to the black curves in the
central panels of Figs. 1 and 2 in Ref. [45]). As we an-
ticipated, multi-frequency states fill whole regions in the
M99 vs. R99 diagram.

B. Angular momentum

All states constructed in this paper are spherically
symmetric, which inherently results in configurations

of vanishing angular momentum, L⃗phys = 0. This
can be directly verified by substituting Eqs. (44a)
and (44b) into the general expression for the orbital
angular momentum (9b). On the other hand, whereas
the spin angular momentum vanishes for multi-frequency

states, for stationary states Eq. (9a) yields S⃗phys =

[1/(
√
8πGλ∗m0)]S⃗, where

18

S⃗ = αNêz, (56)

which is non zero for states of circular polarization. From
a quantum perspective, the macroscopic spin angular
momentum of circularly polarized Proca stars originates
from the intrinsic microscopic spin of the individual par-
ticles that conform the configuration.

18 In the absence of spin-spin selfinteraction, elliptical polarization
states (15) have S⃗ = N sin(2ϕ) sin γ1êz .

C. Global charges

If the spin-spin selfinteraction term vanishes, one can
construct the charges associated with the accidental sym-
metry, which are also conserved in the time evolution. In
physical units, Eq. (11) can be expressed in the form

Q̂phys = [1/(
√
8πGλ∗m0)]Q̂, with

Q̂ij = 4π

∫ ∞

0

σ
(0)∗
i σ

(0)
j r2dr, (57)

where σ
(0)
i are the Cartesian components of σ⃗(0)(x⃗).

Given that we do not distinguish between unitarily
equivalent configurations, we can limit our study to
states for which Q̂ is diagonal, Q̂ = diag(Q̂xx, Q̂yy, Q̂zz).
Specifically, stationary, linearly polarized Proca stars
have Q̂ = Ndiag(1, 0, 0), while stationary, radially polar-

ized Proca stars have Q̂ = N
3 diag(1, 1, 1) (remember that

in the symmetry-enhanced sector of the effective theory
linearly and circularly polarized states are degenerated).
In contrast, multi-frequency configurations allow the di-
agonal components of Q̂ to be arbitrary, with the particle
number given by Tr(Q̂) = N .
As an illustration, we compute the global charges of

the configurations that we have constructed in Figs. 4, 5,
and 6. To do that, we assume λs = 0. In par-
ticular, for the constant polarization states of Fig. 4
we obtain Q̂ = diag(85, 0, 0), Q̂ = diag(134, 0, 0), and

Q̂ = diag(190, 0, 0), where we have rounded the num-
bers to the closest integer. The radially polarized states
of Fig. 5 yield Q̂ = 59diag(1, 1, 1), Q̂ = 81diag(1, 1, 1),

and Q̂ = 104 diag(1, 1, 1), whereas the stationary and



19

0 5 10 15
r

0

20

40

60

80

100

120
N

(r
),
Q̂

(r
)

stationary (radial)

N = Tr(Q̂)

Q̂xx, Q̂yy, Q̂zz

0 5 10 15
r

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

N
(r

),
Q̂

(r
)

multi-frequencyN = Tr(Q̂)

Q̂xx

Q̂yy

Q̂zz

0 5 10 15
r

−50

−40

−30

−20

−10

0

E(
r)

stationary (radial)

multi-frequency

σ
(0

) (
r)

σ0 = 1.00

σ
(0

)
i

(r
)

σx0 = 1.48

σy0 = 1.07

σz0 = 0.85

FIG. 11. Radial profiles of Q̂, N , and E: Left panel: The radial profile of Q̂xx, Q̂yy, Q̂zz, and N = Tr Q̂ for a stationary

radially polarized Proca star of Q̂xx = Q̂yy = Q̂zz = 40 and N = 120. Center panel: Same as in the left panel but for a multi-

frequency state with the same values of Q̂xx, Q̂yy, Q̂zz and N . In both panels, the insets correspond to the radial profiles of the

components of σ⃗(0)(x⃗) (remember that for a Proca star of radial polarization σ
(0)
x = σ(0)(r) sinϑ cosφ, σ

(0)
y = σ(0)(r) sinϑ sinφ,

and σ
(0)
z = σ(0)(r) cosϑ). Right panel: The radial profile of E for both configurations. Note that the radial Proca star has a

lower energy than the multi-frequency configuration. In all cases we have assumed λn = λs = 0. Given the rescaling symmetry
of the free theory we can extend these conclusions to arbitrary values of N .

multi-frequency states of Fig. 6 have Q̂ = diag(80, 0, 0),

Q̂ = diag(79, 18, 0), and Q̂ = diag(79, 18, 7).

In the first two panels of Fig. 11 we present, for
the free theory (λn = λs = 0), the profiles Q̂ij(r) =

4π
∫ r
0
σ
(0)∗
i σ

(0)
j r′2dr′ for two configurations of charge Q̂ =

diag(40, 40, 40), i.e. N = 120, although using the rescal-
ing of Eq. (55) we can extend these results to an ar-
bitrary N : a stationary radially polarized Proca star
with σ0 = 1.0 and n = 0, and a multi-frequency star
with (σx0, σy0, σz0) = (1.48, 1.07, 0.85) and (nx, ny, nz) =
(0, 1, 2). Even though the charge is distributed differently
in these objects (the multi-frequency Proca star being
more extended than the radially polarized one), their to-
tal charges coincide. According to Eqs. (33) and (34),

when λn = λs = 0, the total energy is E [ψ⃗] = −T [ψ⃗] =
− 1

2D[n, n], which shows that for fixed N , the more ex-
tended objects have smaller values of D[n, n], resulting

in higher energies. This suggests that, for fixed Q̂ pro-
portional to the identity matrix, (nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 2)
multi-frequency Proca stars are more energetic than n =
0 radially polarized configurations. The plots in the right
panel of Fig. 11 and the findings in Sec. VD confirm this
expectation.

D. Energy functional

The energy functional plays a central role to determine
the equilibrium configurations and deserves an indepen-
dent discussion. Using Eq. (34), the total energy of a

Proca star is given by Ephys = [
√
8πGm2

0/
√
λ3∗]E , with

E = −4π
∑
i

∫ ∞

0

[
1

2

(
σ
(0)′2
i +

2γσ
(0)2
i

r2

)
± 1

2
σ
(0)4
i

]
r2dr,

(58)
where we are using the same conventions as in Eqs. (52).
As before, we first focus on stationary states. For

λs = 0, Fig. 12 shows the energy E of Proca stars as func-
tion of their particle number N and polarization vector ϵ̂.
In absence of spin-spin selfinteractions, constant polariza-
tion states are degenerated, and this is the reason why for
fixed N all constantly polarized Proca stars possess the
same total energy. Furthermore, if λn ≥ 0, the ground
state configuration (i.e. the lowest possible energy state
that exists for a given particle number) is given by node-
less (n = 0), spherically symmetric constant polarization
states, irrespectively of the value of N , as anticipated
at the beginning of Sec. III C. Similarly, when N and
n are fixed, radially polarized configurations have more
energy than constant polarization states, signaling that
radially polarized Proca stars represent excited states of
the s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system with λn ≥ 0
and λs = 0. On the other hand, when the selfinteraction
is attractive (λn < 0), the energy is unbounded from be-
low (see Sec. IIIA) and one cannot define a ground state
configuration. Nevertheless, it is interesting to note from
the right panel of Fig. 12 that for some values of N , ra-
dial polarization states possess less energy than constant
polarization states whose energy can even become posi-
tive. Note that these curves exhibit a spike-like behavior,
signaling an extremal point in the energy functional E as
well as the particle number N . This feature signals the
appearance of a zero mode, which is indicative of a transi-
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n |−3/2]E and Nphys = [1/(

√
8πGm0|λphys

n |1/2)]N .

tion in the system’s stability. A more detailed discussion
of this will be presented in Ref. [9]. Finally, as we argued
in Sec. VA, when N → 0 (i.e. σ0 → 0), the effect of the
selfinteraction is negligible and we recover the same re-
sults as in the free theory, no matter the value of λn (see
the behavior of the four curves in each panel of Fig. 12
close to the origin).

When λs ̸= 0, the situation is more involved given
that the characteristic selfinteraction scale λ∗ = λphysn +
αλphyss that we have used to normalize physical quan-
tities depends on the state of the system (α = 0 if the
polarization is linear or radial, and α = 1 if it is circular).
To proceed, we will focus on two cases: λn > 0, λs = λn,
and λn > 0, λs = − 1

2λn, both of which lie within the
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√
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n |1/2)]N .

region shown in Fig. 3 where the energy functional is
bounded from below and a ground state exists. As is
evident from Fig. 13, the spin-spin selfinteraction term
breaks the degeneration between the constant polariza-
tion states that is present when λs = 0. This becomes
more pronounced as N increases and the effects of the
selfinteraction grow in significance. In particular, as we
anticipated in Sec. III A (see Eq. (32)), when λ0 > 0,
λs > 0, the ground state configuration is given by a sta-
tionary state of linear polarization, whereas when λ0 > 0,
λs < 0, the polarization of the lowest energy state is cir-

cular. Moreover, in both cases radially polarized Proca
stars represent excited configurations.

We further illustrate this in Fig. 14, where we study
the behavior of the energy functional under variations

of the vector ψ⃗ which are consistent with the rescaling
of Eq. (29). As we demonstrated in Sec. III A, when
λ0 ≥ 0, the energy functional is bounded from below.
Furthermore, if λs > 0, there exists a global minimum of
the energy functional that is provided by a stationary and
spherically symmetric state of linear polarization (first
row of Fig. 14), whereas if λs < 0 the polarization of
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the state that minimizes the energy is circular (second
row). This suggests the existence of Proca stars that
are stable under small perturbations. On the contrary,
if λ0 < 0, the energy functional is not bounded from
below, as can be appreciated in the third row of Fig. 14.
Furthermore, for large N , the critical points turn into
maxima, signaling the onset of an instability.

To study the multi-frequency solutions, we again con-
centrate on the free theory (λn = λs = 0). In Fig. 15, we
show the same family of multi-frequency states N = 43.5
that we introduced in Fig. 10. Interestingly, this family
connects the linearly polarized stationary ground state
(in the x direction) with the first excited linearly polar-
ized stationary state (in the y direction). Also shown in
Fig. 15 through the color bar is the energy of each state in
this family. As can be appreciated, the configuration with
σx0 = 1 and σy0 = 0 has the lowest energy, as expected,
whereas the energy is growing monotonously when mov-
ing along the family towards the state with σx0 = 0 and
σy0 ≈ 0.2. Finally, the right panel of this figure has
been constructed from the family N = 43.5 using the
rescaling (55), which implies that, when λn = λs = 0,
the energy E and the particle number N are related
through E ∼ N3. As we previously identified in Fig. 10
for the M99 vs. R99 plot, multi-frequency states with
(nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 0) fill a region in the E vs. N dia-
gram, which are delimited by the curves associated with
the n = 0 and n = 1 stationary states of linear polariza-
tion (see the center panel of Fig. 12).

In the right panel of Fig. 11, we compare the en-
ergy profile of a stationary nodeless state of radial po-

larization and charge Q̂ = diag(40, 40, 40), with the one
of the multi-frequency solution of the same charge and
(nx, ny, nz) = (0, 1, 2), when λn = λs = 0. Again, this
plot can be rescaled to any value of N . As was antici-
pated in Sec. VC, for fixed Q̂, multi-frequency solutions
are more energetic than n = 0 radially polarized states.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have analyzed the effective theory
that describes the nonrelativistic limit of a selfgravitat-
ing and selfinteracting massive vector field. This theory
consists of a Gross-Pitaevskii type equation coupled to
the Newtonian potential, which, according to Poisson’s
equation, is sourced by the mass density of the vector
field. By expanding the effective theory up to opera-
tors of mass dimension 6 in the vector field, we have
identified two possible selfinteraction terms in the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation: one that depends on the number
density squared and is proportional to the coupling con-
stant λn, and another one that depends on the spin den-
sity squared and is proportional to λs. These equations
define the s = 1 Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson system, which
reduce to the s = 1 Schrödinger-Poisson system when
λn = λs = 0.
We have focused on equilibrium configurations, defined

as the critical points of the total energy functional under
suitable constraints. Depending on the specific sector of
the effective theory that we are exploring, we have iden-
tified the existence of stationary states (when λs is arbi-
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trary), for which the wave function evolves harmonically
in time, and multi-frequency states (when λs = 0), for
which the wave function oscillates with two or three dis-
tinct frequencies. Furthermore, we have shown that for
λ0 ≥ 0 a ground state configuration which minimizes the
total energy for fixed particle number exists (see Eq. (32)
for the definition of λ0).
In spherical symmetry, stationary equilibrium config-

urations can have linear, circular or radial polarization,
where the first two cases are degenerated when λs = 0.
It is interesting to stress that although all these config-
urations have vanishing orbital angular momentum, cir-
cularly polarized states have nonzero spin angular mo-
mentum. The angular momentum of these states arises
from a macroscopic amplification of the spin of the indi-
vidual particles that conform the condensate, suggesting
that in the relativistic regime the corresponding stars are
non-spherical. With respect to their gravitational field,
constant polarization states are indistinguishable from
standard nonrelativistic ℓ = 0 boson stars with selfinter-
action parameter λ = λ0. On the other hand, in the free
theory (λn = λs = 0), stationary radially polarized Proca
stars are indistinguishable from nonrelativistic ℓ = 1 bo-
son stars, which have been previously explored in the
context of multi-scalar field theories. In the symmetry-
enhanced sector (λs = 0), the existence of spherically
symmetric multi-frequency solutions allow for a contin-
uous transition in the solution space between different
stationary states of constant polarization. In the frame-
work of multi-scalar field theories, these configurations
correspond to nonrelativistic ℓ = 0 multi-state solutions.

When λ0 ≥ 0, there is a spherically symmetric sta-
tionary state of constant polarization that minimizes the
total energy for fixed particle number, which in the free
theory is unique. Although we have not been able to
prove the uniqueness of the ground state for λ0 > 0,
we have demonstrated that if additional states minimize
the total energy, they must also be spherical, station-
ary, and possess constant polarization which is linear if
λs > 0 and circular if λs < 0. Furthermore, as our nu-
merical solutions confirm, for the same particle number,
the spherically symmetric stationary and radially polar-
ized configurations have more energy than the ground
state, and thus they correspond to excited states. In the
symmetry-enhanced sector, our numerical results suggest
that for fixedN multi-frequency states are more energetic
than the ground state and also represent excited config-
urations. The linear stability of (ground and excited)
spherical stationary and multi-frequency states will be
analyzed in future work.
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Appendix A: Nonrelativistic effective field theory

In this appendix, we motivate the origin of our effec-
tive theory described by Eq. (1). Our starting point is
Newtonian gravity, which is expressed in terms of the
action

S =

∫
dt

∫
dV

[
1

8πG
U∆U −m0Un+ Lm

]
. (A1)

The first two terms of this equation correspond to the
“kinetic” term of the gravitational field U(t, x⃗) and its
coupling to the mass density m0n(t, x⃗), respectively.
Conversely, the last term of Eq. (A1) comprises the

matter sector, that for the purposes of this paper con-

sists of a vector field ψ⃗(t, x⃗) of mass dimension 3/2, i.e.

[ψ⃗] = E3/2, where E denotes dimensions of energy. Fol-
lowing an effective theory approach, we write down the
most general expression for Lm that is compatible with
the allowed symmetries of the theory, that we assume to
consist of locality (i.e. all fields are evaluated at the same
spacetime point) and Galilean transformations [57]:

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) 7→ e−i(m0v⃗·x⃗+ 1
2m0v⃗

2t)Rψ⃗(t− t0, R
−1x⃗+ v⃗t− x⃗0).

(A2)
In this equation t0, x⃗0, v⃗, and R are constant, with R
an element of the orthogonal group. With these assump-
tions, there is an infinite number of terms that can con-
tribute to the effective action, with higher-dimensional
operators being suppressed at low energies. For concrete-
ness, in this paper, we will restrict ourselves to operators
of mass dimension 6 or lower.
The vector field transforms non-trivially under the

Galilei group, Eq. (A2), which implies that derivative
terms must appear in combinations of the form:∫

dt

∫
dV ψ⃗∗ ·m1−n

0

(
i
∂

∂t
+

1

2m0
∆

)n
ψ⃗. (A3)

When n = 1, this leads to the standard Schrödinger op-
erator appearing in Eq. (1). At this point one might be
tempted to include terms with n = 2, 3, 4, . . . However,
they involve operators of mass dimension 7 or higher,
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and this is why we have excluded them from our effective
theory.

Moreover, non-derivative terms must appear in com-
binations of the form: δijψ∗

i ψj , δiℓδjkψ∗
i ψjψ

∗
kψℓ,

δikδjℓψ∗
i ψjψ

∗
kψℓ, δiℓδjmδknψ∗

i ψjψ
∗
kψℓψ

∗
mψn, . . ., al-

though only the first three of this series are of mass di-
mension 6 or lower. The first term in this list is equal
to the particle number density, δijψ∗

i ψj = n, and is al-
ready included in the first line of Eq. (1).19 The sec-
ond term of the list gives rise to a selfinteraction op-
erator that depends on the number density squared,
δiℓδjkψ∗

i ψjψ
∗
kψℓ = (ψ∗

i ψ
i)(ψ∗

jψ
j) = n2, and it is also

present in our effective theory. Apparently, the third
term is absent from Eq. (1); however, using the identity
εmijεm

kℓ = δikδjℓ − δiℓδjk, we can express this opera-
tor as δikδjℓψ∗

i ψjψ
∗
kψℓ = (εmijεm

kℓ+δiℓδjk)ψ∗
i ψjψ

∗
kψℓ =

−sisi + n2, where sm = −iεmkℓψ∗
kψℓ represents the spin

density. Thus, in general, our theory includes two selfin-
teraction terms of mass dimension 6: one depending on
the square of the number density, n2, and the other on
the square of the spin density, s⃗ 2 = s⃗ · s⃗.

Appendix B: Nonrelativistic limit of a selfinteracting
Einstein-Proca theory

In this appendix, we compute the nonrelativistic limit
of a massive vector field theory.

Our starting point is the Einstein-Proca theory for a
complex-valued20 vector field Aµ(t, x⃗) of mass m0 and
quartic selfinteraction λ1(A

∗
µA

µ)2+λ2(AµA
µ)(A∗

νA
ν∗).21

In natural units, this theory is described by the action

S[gµν , A
µ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
(

1

16πG
R+ LM

)
, (B1a)

which consists of the Einstein-Hilbert term with matter
sector

LM = −1

2
F ∗
µνF

µν −m2
0A

∗
µA

µ

−λ1(A∗
µA

µ)2 − λ2(AµA
µ)(A∗

νA
ν∗), (B1b)

where Fµν ≡ ∇µAν − ∇νAµ is the “electromagnetic”
tensor.

To proceed, we will explore the nonrelativistic limit of
the theory (B1) at increasing levels of complexity. First,

19 An operator of the form λ0m0n (where λ0 is a dimensionless cou-
pling constant) can be absorbed into the second term of Eq. (1)
by redefining the gravitational potential as U ′ = U + λ0.

20 For the nonrelativistic limit of a real-valued vector field theory,
see e.g. Ref. [32].

21 Recent works [58–60] have pointed out to a fundamental problem
with relativistic selfinteracting vector fields due to the appear-
ance of unstable modes that could render these theories unphys-
ical. However, the authors of Refs. [61–63] have argued that
these instabilities are not indicative of ghosts and/or tachyons,
but rather of the breakdown of the well-posedness of the Cauchy
problem and the regime of validity of the effective theory.

we will focus on the free theory, which excludes the effects
of selfinteractions and gravity. Subsequently, we will in-
corporate the selfinteraction terms, and finally, we will
consider the influence of gravity. At the end of the pre-
sentation, we will arrive at an expression that coincides
with the effective action that we introduced in Eq. (1).
In this appendix we employ the (−,+,+,+) signature
convention for the spacetime metric, and for convenience
we occasionally represent Newton’s constant G in terms
of the Planck mass, denoted as MPl ≡ 1/

√
G.

1. Free theory

In absence of gravity, a non-selfinteracting complex-
valued vector field Aµ(t, x⃗) of mass m0 is described in
terms of the action

S =

∫
d4x

[
−1

2
F ∗
µνF

µν −m2
0A

∗
µA

µ

]
. (B2)

If we perform a 1 + 3 decomposition of the vector field
Aµ = (A0, Ai) we can write this expression in the form:

S =

∫
d4x

(
Ȧ∗
i Ȧ

i + ∂iA
∗
0∂
iA0 − ∂iA

∗
j∂
iAj − Ȧ∗

i ∂
iA0

− ∂iA
∗
0Ȧ

i + ∂iA
∗
j∂
jAi +m2

0A
∗
0A0 −m2

0A
∗
iA

i

)
, (B3)

where the overdot indicates time derivative and indices
are raised and lowered with the flat spacetime metric.
Now, we express the time A0(t, x⃗) and spatial Ai(t, x⃗)

components of Aµ(t, x⃗) in the form

A0(t, x⃗) =
1√
2m0

e−im0ta0(t, x⃗), (B4a)

Ai(t, x⃗) =
1√
2m0

e−im0tψi(t, x⃗). (B4b)

This allows us to write Eq. (B3) as

S =

∫
d4x

(
i

2
ψ∗
i ψ̇

i − i

2
ψ̇∗
i ψ

i +
1

2m0
ψ̇∗
i ψ̇

i +
1

2m0
∂ia

∗
0∂
ia0

− 1

2m0
∂iψ

∗
j ∂

iψj − i

2
ψ∗
i ∂

ia0 −
1

2m0
ψ̇∗
i ∂

ia0 +
i

2
∂ia

∗
0ψ

i

− 1

2m0
∂ia

∗
0ψ̇

i +
1

2m0
∂iψ

∗
j ∂

jψi +
m0

2
a∗0a0

)
. (B5)

In the nonrelativistic limit, the different quantities scale
as ∂t ∼ ϵm0, ∂i ∼ ϵ1/2m0, and a0 ∼ ϵ1/2|ψi|, with ϵ a
small positive number, so to leading order in ϵ we can
approximate:

S =

∫
d4x

(
i

2
ψ∗
i ψ̇

i − i

2
ψ̇∗
i ψ

i − 1

2m0
∂iψ

∗
j ∂

iψj − i

2
ψ∗
i ∂

ia0

+
i

2
∂ia

∗
0ψ

i +
1

2m0
∂iψ

∗
j ∂

jψi +
m0

2
a∗0a0

)
. (B6)
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Note that there are no time derivatives of a0 in this ex-
pression, indicating that this component is not dynamical
and can be integrated out from the action. In order to
do that, we vary Eq. (B6) with respect to a0, and obtain

a0 =
i

m0
∂jψ

j , (B7)

which is a condition that must be satisfied by a0. Intro-
ducing the constraint (B7) back into Eq. (B6), integrat-
ing by parts, and neglecting surface terms, yields

S =

∫
d4x

[
ψ∗
i

(
i
∂

∂t
+

1

2m0
∆

)
ψi
]
. (B8)

This is just the Schrödinger action for a vector wave func-
tion ψi(t, x⃗) that describes free particles of spin s = 1.

2. Selfinteractions

In presence of selfinteractions, Eq. (B5) requires the
addition of the new terms:∫

d4x

{
λ1
4m2

0

[
−(a∗0a0)

2 + 2a∗0a0ψ
∗
i ψ

i − (ψ∗
i ψ

i)2
]

(B9)

+
λ2
4m2

0

[
−(a∗0a0)

2 + a20ψ
∗
i ψ

i∗ + a∗20 ψiψ
i − ψiψ

iψ∗
jψ

j∗]} .
In the nonrelativistic limit, the third and seventh terms
dominate over the other five, and hence the constraint in
Eq. (B7) is unaffected. If again we integrate out the field
a0, we obtain

S =

∫
d4x

[
ψ∗
j

(
i
∂

∂t
+

1

2m0
∆

)
ψj− λn

4m2
0

n2− λs
4m2

0

sjs
j

]
,

(B10)
where n = ψ∗

i ψ
i is the number density, sm = −iεmijψ∗

i ψj
is the spin density and we have defined λn := λ1 + λ2
and λs := −λ2. In order to obtain Eq. (B10), we have
used some properties of the Levi-Civita symbol that were
previously introduced in App. A. Note that the only dif-
ference with respect to the free theory, Eq. (B8), is the
appearance of two selfinteraction terms.

3. Gravity

Finally, we include the effects of gravity, which are cod-
ified in the spacetime metric gµν(t, x⃗). For that purpose,
it is convenient to decompose the spacetime line element
in the form [45]

ds2 = − [1 + 2Φ(t, x⃗)] dt2 + [1− 2Ψ(t, x⃗)] δjkdx
jdxk,
(B11)

which has been expressed in the Newtonian gauge and
codifies only the scalar degrees of freedom of the gravi-
tational field (vector and tensor modes do not couple to
nonrelativistic matter and we have omitted them here).

The functions Φ(t, x⃗) and Ψ(t, x⃗) transform as scalars
under spatial rotations and constitute the gravitational
potentials.
This introduces the additional terms∫

d4x

[
1

8πG
Ψ∆(2Φ−Ψ)−m0Φn

]
(B12)

into the action (B10), where we have taken into ac-
count that, in the nonrelativistic limit, Φ ∼ Ψ ∼ ϵ and
|ψi| ∼

√
M2

Plm0ϵ. Here, the first term of Eq. (B12) orig-
inates from the Einstein-Hilbert action, whereas the sec-
ond one from the kinetic term of the vector field. Note
that the field a0 is absent from Eq. (B12), and hence the
constraint (B7) is not affected.
Combining Eqs. (B10) and (B12), we obtain

S[Φ,Ψ, ψj ] =

∫
dt

∫
d3x

[
1

8πG
Ψ∆(2Φ−Ψ)−m0Φn

+ψ∗
j

(
i
∂

∂t
+

1

2m0
∆

)
ψj − λn

4m2
0

n2 − λs
4m2

0

sjs
j

]
. (B13)

Varying this expression with respect to Ψ yields ∆(Φ −
Ψ) = 0, and assuming that Φ and Ψ vanish at infinity
this implies that Φ = Ψ. Introducing this result back into
Eq. (B13), we arrive at Eq. (1), where we have defined
Φ = Ψ := U as the Newtonian gravitational potential.

Appendix C: Constant polarization states in the
presence of spin-spin selfinteraction

In this appendix, we prove that when λs ̸= 0, constant
polarization states satisfying the field equations are nec-
essarily linear or circular. To do so, we substitute the
definition (13) into Eq. (5) and obtain

i
∂f

∂t
ϵ̂ = −(∆f)ϵ̂+ λn|f |2f ϵ̂

+ λs|f |2f(ϵ̂∗ × ϵ̂)× ϵ̂+∆−1(|f |2)f ϵ̂. (C1)

Therefore, the following conditions must be satisfied:

(ϵ̂∗ × ϵ̂)× ϵ̂ = ϵ̂− (ϵ̂ · ϵ̂)ϵ̂∗ = Cϵ̂, (C2)

with C a complex constant. Taking the dot product with
ϵ̂ on both sides of Eq. (C2) yields

C(ϵ̂ · ϵ̂) = 0. (C3)

There are two solution to this equation: C = 0 and ϵ̂ · ϵ̂ =
0. In the first case, Eq. (C2) leads to

ϵ̂ = (ϵ̂ · ϵ̂)ϵ̂∗, (C4)

which, together with the condition ϵ̂∗ · ϵ̂ = 1, implies that
ϵ̂ is real-valued up to a global phase factor. This is the
condition for linear polarization. In the second case, if
one writes ϵ̂ = ϵ̂R+ iϵ̂I (with ϵ̂R and ϵ̂I denoting the real



26

and imaginary parts of ϵ̂, respectively) then the equation
ϵ̂ · ϵ̂ = 0 together with ϵ̂∗ · ϵ̂ = 1 implies that

|ϵ̂R| = |ϵ̂I | =
1√
2
, (C5a)

ϵ̂R · ϵ̂I = 0, (C5b)

which is the condition for circular polarization in the di-
rection ϵ̂R × ϵ̂I .

Appendix D: Radially polarized Proca stars as ℓ = 1
boson stars

Radially polarized Proca stars,

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) = e−iEtσ(0)(r)êr, (D1)

are described in terms of Eqs. (45) with γ = 1 and α =
0, which, in absence of selfinteractions, λn = λs = 0,
coincide with those of a ℓ = 1 boson star consisting on
three independent scalar fields of the form

ϕm(t, x⃗) = e−iEtϕ(r)Y 1,m(ϑ, φ), m = 1, 2, 3, (D2)

cf. Eqs. (41) of Ref. [42].
To clarify this, we can use the identity (see e.g.

Sec. IIIC of Ref. [64])

êr =

√
4π

3
Û
[
Y 1,−1(ϑ, φ)êx + Y 1,0(ϑ, φ)êy + Y 1,1(ϑ, φ)êz

]
,

(D3)

where Û is the unitary constant operator with matrix
elements

Û =
1√
2

1 0 −1

i 0 i

0
√
2 0

 , (D4)

to express the ansatz (D1) in the form

ψ⃗(t, x⃗) =

√
4π

3
e−iEtσ(0)(r) (D5)[

Y 1,−1(ϑ, φ)êx + Y 1,0(ϑ, φ)êy + Y 1,1(ϑ, φ)êz
]
,

where we do not distinguish between unitary equiva-
lent configurations (in absence of selfinteractions the
action (1) is invariant under unitary transformations).
Now, it is evident that the Cartesian components of the

vector field ψ⃗(t, x⃗) in Eq. (D5) coincide with the three
independent scalar fields ϕm(t, x⃗) in Eq. (D2) that con-
stitute a ℓ = 1 boson star configuration.

Appendix E: Some comments about the shooting
method

Due to the numerical precision (about 16 decimal digits
in our code), the shooting method described in Sec. V
only allows us to reach a finite radius. Beyond this radius,
we utilize the asymptotic solutions

σ
(0)
i (r) ≈ Ci

r1+γ
e−

√
|Ei|r, u

(0)
i (r) ≈ Ei +

N

4πr
(E1)

of Eqs. (52), with Ci, Ei, and N constants, where Ei
and N represent the dimensionless frequencies and trace
of the Hermitian operator Q̂, respectively, and Ci is an
amplitude scale. The value of Ei and N are computed
according to22

Ei = ui0 −
∑
i

∫ ∞

0

σ
(0)2
i (r)r2γ+1dr, (E2a)

N = 4π
∑
i

∫ ∞

0

σ
(0)2
i (r)r2(γ+1)dr, (E2b)

whereas the coefficients Ci are obtained using a linear
fitting methodology. The value of γ is one for radial
polarization and zero for all other cases. For more details,
see App. C in Ref. [42].
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