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Within the framework of General Relativity, it can be shown that gravitational waves are radiated
with the merger of massive compact objects. Such gravitational wave signals are observed on Earth
on various detectors, in particular, on Laser Interferometer Gravitational Wave Observatory (LIGO)
and Virgo. During the operation of these detectors, many events have been detected. Those events
are associated with the merger of massive compact objects, however, the nature of some merging
objects has not yet been reliably established. This work considers non-topological solitons of dark
matter – Q-balls, as candidates for the role of massive compact objects. In this work one of the
simplest models of Q-balls, the mechanism of their birth during a phase transition in the early
Universe and the mechanism of their mass gaining during the evolution of the Universe, which is
based on their mutual merger are considered. As a result, it is analyzed whether Q-balls of dark
matter can be candidates for the role of massive compact objects.

I. INTRODUCTION

It follows from the General Theory of Relativity that
gravitational waves can be radiated during the merger of
massive compact objects [1–6]. Such objects are usually
claimed by neutron stars or black holes [7]. Nevertheless,
with the more and more new signals, unusual data began
to arise [2–4, 8–10].

On August 14th, 2019, at 21:10:39 UTC, GW190814
was detected using LIGO and Virgo. GW190814 is a
gravitational wave event received from the merger of two
massive compact objects with masses of 22.3− 24.3 M⊙
and 2.50− 2.67 M⊙ respectively [4]. This event indicates
that the smaller object is located at the mass boundary
between a light black hole and a massive neutron star
[11]. It is noteworthy that no electromagnetic signal was
received from this event [12]. There are still discussions
about the nature of the second object. One possible sce-
nario is a merger of a black hole and a neutron star. In
this case strong restrictions are imposed on the radius of
the neutron star. The other possible scenario is a merger
of two black holes [9], [13]. However, there are models
that suggest that the smaller object is exotic: a gravas-
tar, a quark star, or a boson star [14–17].

On January 5, 2020, at 16:24:26 UTC and on Jan-
uary 15, 2020 at 4:23:10 UTC, signals GW200105 and
GW200115 were received using LIGO and Virgo, respec-
tively. GW200105 received as a result of rotation and
merger of a binary system, the masses of objects in which
are 8.9+1.2

−1.5 M⊙ and 1.9+0.3
−0.2 M⊙, and GW200115 is a

result of rotation and merger of a binary system, the
masses of objects in which are 5.7+1.8

−2.1 M⊙ and 1.5+0.7
−0.3

M⊙. The masses of the smaller objects are very dif-
ferent from the mass of the second component of the
system, from which the GW190814 signal was received.
Moreover, these events were again not accompanied by
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an electromagnetic signal. Hypothetically, these objects
could be dark matter stars [11], [18].

The astrophysical understanding of stellar evolution
suggests that stellar-mass black holes may not have
masses less than ∼ 5 M⊙ and neutron stars are expected
to have a maximum mass of ∼ 3 M⊙ [19–24]. It is also
worth noting that LIGO and Virgo distinguish objects
primarily by their masses that is why the nature of merg-
ing objects is difficult to determine only by the signa-
ture of gravitational waves. These lead to the fact that
there is a mass gap between heavy neutron stars and
light black holes, equal to ∼ 3−5 M⊙ [8], [10]. Thus, the
problem arises of explaining some events like GW190814,
GW200105 and GW200115, since some objects in such
systems that generate gravitational wave signals lie in
the mass gap for black holes or violate the equation of
state of neutron stars. Moreover, there is still a problem
of dark matter in cosmology, since there are a sufficient
number of candidates that have not yet been experimen-
tally confirmed [25–27].

Some works suggest that dark matter stars may be
components of binary systems of compact objects [28–
30]. According to this possible solution to the problems
of unusual gravitational wave signals, mass-gap and cold
dark matter is considered in this work. The model of
non-topological solitons – Q-balls of dark matter – may
be a candidate for the components of such binary sys-
tems. Firstly, using this model, one can try to explain
the unusual gravitational wave signals received by LIGO
and Virgo, without modifying the equation of state of
neutron stars. Secondly, Q-balls may be candidates for
the role of cold dark matter [31]. Thus, the work consid-
ers the parameters of Q-balls, their mass and radius, the
mechanism of formation of cosmological Q-balls, simple
mechanisms for increasing their mass due to merger with
other cosmological Q-balls is proposed.
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II. PHYSICS OF Q-BALLS

A. Q-ball parameters

The Q-ball is a non-topological soliton. There are
many different models that allow the existence of Q-balls
[32], [33]. This work considers one of the simplest models
of Q-balls – the Friedberg-Lee-Sirlin theory. This theory
consists of two scalar fields, one of which is real and the
other is complex, and the reason for the existence and
stability of the Q-ball is the presence of a charge in the
Q-ball. In the Friedberg-Lee-Sirlin theory, it is assumed
that particles of the χ field acquire mass during inter-
action with some additional scalar field φ [34–36]. The
Lagrangian of Friedberg-Lee-Sirlin theory is

L =
1

2
(∂µφ)

2 − U(φ) + (∂µχ)
∗∂µχ− k2φ2χ∗χ, (1)

U(φ) = (φ2 − v2)2,

where χ is a complex scalar field, φ is real scalar field,
k = h/λ1/4 in notations of Ref. [36] and v are some
constants [34]. The mass of the field χ in a vacuum is

mχ = kv, (2)

This theory has U(1)-symmetry:

χ → eiαχ

and, therefore, there is a conserved charge Q. The state
with the lowest energy with a sufficiently large Q is a
spherical Q-ball with conditions:

{
φ = 0, x < R,

φ = v, x > R,

where R is the radius of the Q-ball.
In the approximation of a sufficiently large Q, the ra-

dius R and the energy E of the Q-ball are determined
by the balance of the energy of the massless field χ lo-
cated in the potential well and the potential energy of
the massive field φ inside. Then the energy is

E(R) =
πQ

R
+

4π

3
R3U0, (3)

where

U0 = U(0)− U(v) = v4.

By differentiating (3) by R and equating the derivative
to zero, which is the condition for the minimum energy,
an expression for the radius of the Q-ball is obtained

RQ =

(
Q

4

)1/4
1

v
. (4)

Now, if we substitute (4) into (3), we can obtain an
expression for the mass of the Q-ball

mQ =
4
√
2π

3
vQ3/4, (5)

assuming that the mass of the Q-ball corresponds to the
minimum energy of the Q-ball [34], [36].
It is worth noting that there is a stability condition for

the Q-ball, which gives a limit on the minimum charge:

Qmin =
mQ

mχ
. (6)

B. First order phase transition

It is assumed that the early expanding flat Universe
is uniformly filled with particles of the fields φ and χ,
and cosmological Q-balls are born as a result of the I-
st order phase transition, which occurs due to the cool-
ing of the Universe to some critical temperature Tc, and
Tc ∼ v. During the phase transition, bubbles of a new
phase are formed (φ = φc), which, in turn, merge. Thus,
in some volume there remains one bubble of the old phase
(φ = 0), which collects particles of the χ field under
the assumption of sufficient massiveness of the particles
of the χ field, and which is the future cosmological Q-
ball (Fig. 1). This phase transition model does not im-
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FIG. 1. A schematic representation of the I-st order phase
transition in the early Universe. The white area is the area
of the old phase (φ = 0), the blue area is the area of the
new phase (φ = φc) [36]. As can be seen from the figure, at
some point in time, one area of the old phase remains in the
allocated volume, which, for simplicity, is considered spherical
within the framework of this work.

pose special restrictions on the area of appearance of new
phase bubbles during the phase transition, so, theoreti-
cally, new phase bubbles can appear in the remaining
bubbles of the old phase, therefore, it is assumed that a
cosmological Q-ball is formed if and only if a new phase
bubble does not form in the remaining bubble of the old
phase [37], [38].
The physics of the phase transition imposes a restric-

tion on the charge of the cosmological Q-ball from above.
In the framework of the work, dark matter is represented
by particles of the χ field, and there is an asymmetry [36]

nχ − nχ̄

s
=

nQQ

s
= ηχ, (7)
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where nχ is the concentration of particles of the field
χ, nχ̄ is the concentration of antiparticles of the field
χ, nQ is the concentration of Q-balls in the Universe,
s is the density of entropy, and ηχ ≤ 1 is the parameter
responsible for the asymmetry of the particles of the field
χ. This parameter is determined by the dynamics at
earlier stages in interactions with other fields, but in the
realities of this work it will be considered free [39], [40].

It is possible to estimate the volume of the remaining
bubble of old phase, and hence estimate the volume in
which the χ field particles are collected, using the birth
rate of new phase bubbles and taking into account the
probability of the birth of a new phase bubble in a re-
maining bubble of the old phase during a phase transition
(i.e. estimate volume from which the cosmological Q-ball
is born):

V⋆ = ξ

(
uA1/2M∗

pl

T 2
c L

3/2

)3

, (8)

It is worth noting that the charge of the cosmological Q-
ball is determined by the number of charged particles of
the χ field located in volume V⋆, therefore, it is possible
to estimate the charge of the cosmological Q-ball:

Q⋆ = ηχξ
2π2g∗
45

(
uA1/2M∗

pl

L3/2Tc

)3

, (9)

where Tc ∼ v, M∗
Pl = MPl/(1.66

√
g∗), g∗ ∼ 100 is the

effective number of degrees of freedom at the phase tran-
sition temperature, u – the velocity of the bubble walls
of the new phase during the phase transition; ξ ∼ 1,
L ∼ 100, A ∼ 1 – constants related to the calculation
method (for more detailed calculations and physics see
Ref. [36]). Thus, the charge of the cosmological Q-ball
lies within

Qmin < Q < Q⋆, (10)

where Qmin is defined by (6) and Q⋆ is defined by (9).

C. Distribution of Q-balls according to their
charges

In the previous section, it was assumed that all cosmo-
logical Q-balls are born with a charge of Q⋆. Now it is
proposed to find the distribution of such Q-balls by their
charges, taking into account (10). To do this, we need
to find the probability of the birth of a cosmological Q-
ball with a charge greater than some Q̄. Obviously, the
probability of a new phase bubble appearing in a bubble
of the old phase of volume V is proportional to the vol-
ume of the considered area and the characteristic time of
collapse of the bubble, since the longer the time and vol-
ume, the greater the chance of formation of a new phase
bubble in the area [41].

Fb = V Γ
R

u
. (11)

Since it is assumed that a cosmological Q-ball is born
from a bubble of the old phase before a bubble of the new
one appears in it, the following estimation can be given
by

V⋆Γ
R⋆

u
∼ 1. (12)

This estimation takes place, because when the maxi-
mum volume of the considered area of the old phase is
reached, the probability of a bubble of a new phase ap-
pearing in it tends to unity.
Next, we need to find the probability of the birth of a

Q-ball with a charge greater than Q̄. From the definition
of probability

F = 1− Fb. (13)

This expression can be divided by (12):

F = 1− V ΓR/u

V⋆ΓR⋆/u
. (14)

Let the particles of the field χ be evenly distributed
throughout the early Universe, then Q ∼ V , and there-
fore (14) takes the form

F = 1−
(

Q

Q⋆

)4/3

=

∫
dP

dQ
dQ, (15)

where dP/dQ is the probability of the birth of a Q-ball
in the range from Q to Q+ dQ. To find this probability,
it is necessary to consider the probability of the birth of
a Q-ball with a charge greater than Q̄ and with a charge
of Q̄+ dQ and find their difference

F (Q̄+ dQ)− F (Q̄) =

∫ Q⋆

Q̄+dQ

dP

dQ
dQ−

∫ Q⋆

Q̄

dP

dQ
dQ.

Hence, the distribution of cosmological Q-balls by their
charges is

dP

dQ
= −F (Q̄+ dQ)− FQ̄

dQ
= −dF

dQ
. (16)

Thus,

n(Q) ∼ α

∫ Q

Qmin

dP

dQ
dQ, (17)

where α is determined from the normalization condition

α

∫ Q⋆

Qmin

Q
dP

dQ
dQ = Q⋆

and is equal to 7/4. Here and further, it is assumed that
Qmin << Q⋆. Now we can get the final expression for
the distribution (17)

n(Q) ∼ 7

4

( Q

Q⋆

)4/3
. (18)
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III. ESTIMATION OF THE POTENTIAL
PARAMETER

In this section, the Lagrangian (1) parameter v will be
estimated. As discussed above, Q-balls are dark matter,
and therefore it is necessary to satisfy certain conditions.

Firstly, the mean cross-section of the interaction of
bulk dark matter should not exceed 1 cm2/g [41–45].

⟨σ̄⟩b = σ̄⋆

∫ 1

0

x−1/4x3/4(1− x)

x3/4(1− x)
dx ≈ 1.3σ̄⋆ ≲ 1 cm2/g,

(19)
where x = Q/Q⋆, σ̄⋆ = σ̄(Q⋆).

The mean cross-section is

σ̄(Q) =
πR2

Q

mQ
=

3

8
√
2
v−3Q−1/4, (20)

Then from (19), taking into account (9) and (20), we
can get the lower limit for v

vmin ≳
1.07 · 10−7u2/3

η
1/9
χ

GeV. (21)

Secondly, the present energy density of Q-balls should
not exceed the present energy density of dark matter.
The energy density of Q-balls obtained using (5) and (18)

ρ =

∫ Q⋆

0

mQdn(Q) ∼ Q25/12. (22)

This function has a maximum at the upper limit of inte-
gration Q⋆, therefore, for a rough estimate, it is assumed
that cosmological Q-balls with Q⋆ charge dominate in
dark matter.

There is a connection between the energy density of
Q-balls and the cross-section, given in [41]. Using this
ratio, we can find the upper limit on v

ρDM ≳
4
√
2π

3
v ·Q−1/4

⋆ ηχs0, (23)

where ρDM = 10−6 GeV/cm
3
is the modern density of

dark matter, s0 = 3 · 103 cm−3 is the modern density of
entropy. Thus, the upper limit on v is

vmax ≲
5.6 · u3/7

η
3/7
χ

GeV. (24)

Dependence of the maximum and minimum values of v
on the asymmetry is shown in the Fig. 2. In some works
it is proposed to estimate the asymmetry of the particles
of the field χ as a quark asymmetry 3∆B ≈ 2.7 · 10−10,
and the velocity of cosmological Q-balls as u ∼ 1. In the
case of such estimations, v is [36]

1.2 keV ≲ v ≲ 70.4 TeV. (25)

Now, accordingly, within the framework of this estima-
tion, it is possible to find restrictions on the mass of cos-
mological Q-balls

3 · 10−5 kg ≲ m⋆ ≲ 8 · 108 kg. (26)

vmax= 5.6
ηχ
3/7 GeV
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FIG. 2. Dependence of cosmological constraints on the pa-
rameter v of the Lagrangian (1) on the magnitude of the
asymmetry of the particles of the field χ ηχ in the case of
the velocity of cosmological Q-balls u = 1 and Tc = v. vmin

is the lower limit and is represented in keV (blue dashed line),
vmax is the upper limit and is represented in GeV (red line).

IV. Q-BALLS MERGING

It follows from (26) that cosmological Q-balls cannot
claim to be exotic objects of stellar mass, therefore it
is necessary to consider their inelastic interaction, which
will occur with a probability of ∼ 50% [46], [47].

A. Flat expanding Universe

In this model, it is assumed that after the phase transi-
tion shown in Fig. 1, the early flat expanding Universe is
uniformly filled with cosmological Q-balls with the same
charges (9) and the same velocities u. It is proposed to
select one cosmological Q-ball, which will absorb other
cosmological Q-balls during the evolution of the Universe,
and based on this simple mechanism to obtain an esti-
mation of the mass of the present Q-ball.
At the initial stage, the velocity of the cosmological Q-

ball (it is also the velocity of the wall of the region from
which the cosmological Q-ball is born during the phase
transition) u, the asymmetry ηχ of the particles of the
field χ, the Lagrangian parameter v and the phase tran-
sition temperature Tc ∼ v are considered free parameters
limited only by simple physical considerations. Thus, the
velocity of the cosmological Q-ball u should not exceed
the speed of light

0 < u < 1;

the asymmetry of the χ field is limited as follows from
the definition of asymmetry (7)

0 ≲ ηχ ≲ 1;
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The parameter v, in addition to the restrictions shown
in Fig. 2, is limited from above by the temperature of
the Planck epoch, and from below by the temperature
of the present Universe. This is also true for the phase
transition temperature Tc [48].

1018÷19 GeV ≳ v ∼ Tc ≳ 2.3× 10−13 GeV ≈ 2.7 K.

Firstly, the model assumes that the early flat expand-
ing Universe is uniformly filled with cosmological Q-balls,
which are born in bubbles of a new phase of the volume
V⋆, which, in turn, is determined by the expression (8).
Due to this fact at the initial stage there is on average one
cosmological Q-ball in this volume. Secondly, due to the
evolution of the Universe, the concentration of Q-balls is
not a constant value (here and further, the concentration
change from the interaction of the selected Q-ball with
cosmological Q-balls is considered insignificant). To ac-
count for changes in concentration due to the expansion
of the Universe, it is necessary to introduce a scale factor,
which is determined from the Friedman equation and is
equal to

a = a0

(ΩM

ΩΛ

)1/3
(sinh[

3

2

√
ΩΛH0t])

2/3, (27)

where ΩM = 0.24, ΩΛ = 0.76, H0 = 2.2× 10−18 s−1 [38],
[49]. Normalization of the scale factor a0 is determined
from the condition

a(t0) = 1,

where t0 = 14 Gyr is the present epoch of the Universe.
Then, we can find the concentration of cosmological Q-
balls in the universe:

n⋆ =
1

V⋆a3(t)
. (28)

It is assumed that cosmological Q-balls with velocities
of the order of u merge with a selected Q-ball, therefore
their interaction is determined by the geometric cross-
section of the selected Q-ball, which is defined as follows

σ =
πR2

Q(t)

2
, (29)

where RQ(t) is determined from the equation (4) and
obviously grows over time due to the absorption of the
selected Q-ball of cosmological Q-balls. The probability
of an inelastic interaction of bulk dark matter is taken
into account here, equal to ∼ 50% [46], [47].

Now we can make an equation describing change of the
charge (and, accordingly, mass) during the interaction of
the selected Q-ball with cosmological Q-balls. Let the
selected cosmological Q-ball absorb charge ∆Q in time
∆t. Obviously, the greater the concentration n of cos-
mological Q-balls in a given region and the larger the
geometric cross-section of the interaction σ, the selected
Q-ball absorbs the greater charge

∆Q = σnu∆t, (30)

where u is the velocity of the cosmological Q-ball, equal
to the velocity of the walls during collapse. Now we need
to combine the equations (28) and (29) and make the
limit transition

∆Q → 0, ∆t → 0.

Thus, the law of charge changing of the selected Q-ball
is obtained during the absorption of cosmological Q-balls
by it in time

Q̇ = Q⋆σ(Q)u
1

V⋆a3(t)
, (31)

where σ(Q) is the geometric cross-section of the inter-
action of Q-balls, determined by the equation (29), a(t)
is the scale factor determined by the equation (27). For
the correct formulation of the mathematical problem, it is
necessary to add one boundary condition, which is deter-
mined from a simple physical consideration: at the time
when the phase transition occurred tc ∼ 0 (hereafter, for
simplicity, it is assumed that the phase transition occurs
in the early Universe), the charge of the selected Q-ball

Q(tc) = Q⋆. (32)

Combining (31) and (32), we can get a correct mathe-
matical problem {

Q̇ = uQ⋆σ(Q)n⋆,

Q(tc) = Q⋆.
(33)

The solution, taking into account the boundary condi-
tion, is

Q(t) =

(
− πQ⋆u

√
ΩΛ

12v2V⋆a30ΩMH0
coth

[
3

2

√
ΩΛH0t

]
+ C

)2

,

(34)
where C is the integration constant equal to

C =
1

2

(
2
√
Q⋆ +

π
√
ΩΛQ⋆u coth

[
3
2

√
ΩΛH0tc

]
6v2V⋆a30ΩMH0

)
, (35)

where tc is the time of the phase transition, and Q⋆ is
defined by the expression (9), m⋆ is defined by the ex-
pression (5) with substitution into it (9) and V⋆ is defined
by the expression (8).
In any physically meaningful configuration of the free

parameters v, u, Tc and ηχ the solution (34) is almost
time-independent, and therefore, taking into account (5),
it is impossible to obtain the selected Q-ball of stellar
mass, and free cosmological Q-balls in the case of a flat
expanding Universe almost do not interact.

B. Galaxies

As it was shown in the previous section, free cosmo-
logical Q-balls almost do not interact with the selected
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Q-ball, and, as a result, the selected Q-ball almost does
not change its mass during the evolution of the Universe.
In fact, this is primarily due to the presence of a scale
factor (28), which strongly suppresses the interaction of
cosmological Q-balls with a selected Q-ball.

It is known that the expansion of the Universe does
not affect gravitationally bound structures in the Uni-
verse, for example, galaxies. However, it is known that
galaxies are formed primarily from dark matter [50]. Let
all dark matter be represented by cosmological Q-balls.
In this case, it can be assumed that after the phase tran-
sition, cosmological Q-balls participate in the formation
of galaxies and, therefore, are in the gravitational poten-
tial of galaxies (the mechanisms of galaxy formation and
cosmological Q-balls entering the gravitational potential
of galaxies are not discussed in detail in this work) [51].
This model assumption allows us to get rid of the scale
factor (28) and, as a result, locally get rid of the sup-
pression of the interaction of cosmological Q-balls with
the selected Q-ball. Further, being in the gravitational
potential of the galaxy, cosmological Q-balls begin to be
absorbed by the selected Q-ball, which, in turn, is ex-
pected to acquire a mass of the order of the mass of the
Sun, so that such Q-balls can fill the mass gap between
light black holes and massive neutron stars.

Now it is necessary to discuss in detail the formulation
of the law of interaction of cosmological Q-balls with a se-
lected Q-ball within the framework of a model of their in-
teraction in the gravitational potential of galaxies, which
will be constructed by analogy with the law (33). Firstly,
we need to change the concentration (28). In addition to
the absence of a scale factor, the volume in which one
cosmological Q-ball is located also changes. This is due
to the fact that dark matter in galaxies is unevenly dis-
tributed. In this work, it is assumed that cosmological
Q-balls of dark matter obey the Navarro–Frank-White
profile. This profile is

ρ(r) =
ρ0

r
Rs

(1 + r
Rs

)2
, (36)

where ρ0 = 2 GeV/cm3, Rs = 8.5 kpc, r is the distance
from the center of the galaxy (hereafter the characteristic
parameters for the Milky Way are used, since this is the
most studied galaxy) [52]. Then the concentration is

n(r) =
ρ(r)

m⋆
. (37)

Secondly, Q-balls are located in the gravitational field
of the galaxy and represent cold dark matter. This im-
poses some restrictions on the velocity of the Q-balls (but
not on the velocity of the walls during the phase tran-
sition!). The characteristic orbital velocity of stars in
the Milky Way u⋆ ≈ 220 km/s. A natural assumption
is made here that Q-balls in the gravitational potential
of the galaxy move at velocities characteristic of stars in
this potential.

Thirdly, due to the fact that the phase transition oc-
curs due to the cooling of the Universe, additional re-

strictions appear on the Lagrangian parameter v and the
temperature of the phase transition Tc, due to the fact
that the phase transition must occur before the forma-
tion of the first galaxies. Since the first galaxies appear
at time t ∼ 100 Myr ÷ 1 Gyr, the following restriction
can be set

1018÷19 GeV ≳ v ∼ Tc ≳ 10−12 GeV, (38)

where the lower limit corresponds to the temperature of
the Universe at time t ∼ 1 Gyr [38].
Now we can start setting a mathematical problem in

the same way as in (33). The cross-section does not de-
pend on model assumptions, therefore it has the form
(29). The characteristic velocity of Q-balls in a galaxy
is equal, as discussed above, to the characteristic orbital
velocity of stars in the gravitational potential of galax-
ies u⋆ ≈ 220 km/s. The concentration is given by the
expression (37), taking into account the density distri-
bution of dark matter in the galaxy (36). Due to the
fact that cosmological Q-balls are not absorbed by the
selected Q-ball before they enter the gravitational poten-
tial of the galaxy, it is convenient to solve the equation
within t ∈ [0; 13] Gyr, where it is taken into account that
the first galaxies appear at time 1 Gyr. Thus, a differen-
tial equation similar to (33) is{

Q̇ = Q⋆σ(Q)u⋆n, t ∈ [0; 13] Gyr,

Q(0) = Q⋆.
(39)

This equation is easily solved by separating the variables,
and the solution takes the form

Q(t, r) = (
Q⋆πu⋆ρ(r)

8v2m⋆
(t+

√
Q⋆))

2, (40)

where Q⋆ is defined by the expression (9), m⋆ is defined
by the expression (5) with substitution (9) into it.

V. SOLUTION ANALYSIS

In this section, we analyze the solution (40) obtained
within the framework of the model of merging cosmolog-
ical Q-balls with a selected Q-ball in the gravitational
potential of the galaxy.
To obtain the total mass of the selected Q-ball, the

solution (40) must be substituted into the expression for
the mass (5). Thus, the final expression for the mass is

mQ(v, u, ηχ, u⋆, Tc, r) =

=

√
3π5/2

32 · 23/4
v−7/2Q

3/4
⋆ u

3/2
⋆ ρ3/2(t+

√
Q⋆)

3/2,
(41)

where is Q⋆ = Q⋆(v, u, ηχ, Tc) is defined by the expres-
sion (9), and ρ = ρ(r) from the expression (36). The
main motivation of this work is to try to explain gravi-
tational wave signals, therefore it is necessary to satisfy
the following limitation

mQ(v, u, ηχ, u⋆, Tc, r) ≳ 1M⊙. (42)
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As a first approximation, there are many sets of free pa-
rameters that satisfy this restriction, however, the work
presents several restrictions on free parameters, in partic-
ular (19), (23) and (38), which must be satisfied. In this
case, the set of free parameters is somewhat narrowed,
but, nevertheless, suitable solutions still exist. The fol-
lowing values can be called the most successful set of
parameters 

v ≈ 7.5× 10−9 GeV,

u = 1,

ηχ = 1,

u⋆ = 0.0007,

Tc ≈ 1.5× 10−11 GeV.

(43)

It can be seen that although there is some differ-
ence between v and Tc, which, nevertheless, can be ex-
plained by inaccuracies of the model, the restriction (38)
is satisfied, and forging of Q-balls occurs at the time
tc = 10 s÷ 3× 105 years since the Big Bang (this corre-
sponds to the photon epoch) [38].

The mass limit (42) is satisfied. From the form of (41)
taking into account (36) and (43), it can be understood
that the further away the selected Q-ball is from the cen-
ter of the galaxy, the smaller its mass. For example, in
the case of r = 0.05 kpc, the mass is

mQ

∣∣∣∣
r=0.05 kpc

≈ 1 M⊙. (44)

The Fig. 3 demonstrates the evolution of mass as a func-
tion of time t and distance from the center of the galaxy
r. The Fig. 4 demonstrates the mass profile of the se-
lected Q-ball as a function of the distance from the center
of the galaxy r at the time t = 13 Gyr. It can be seen
that the main interaction of the selected Q-ball with cos-
mological Q-balls occurs in the central part of the galaxy.
In this work, it is assumed to explain the presence of

unusual gravitational wave signals using Q-balls of stel-
lar mass, therefore, in the first approximation, it is nec-
essary that the total number of Q-balls of stellar mass
does not exceed the limit on the number of neutron stars
in the galaxy, which is estimated as 108 [53]. Otherwise,
LIGO/Virgo will observe an excessive number of gravi-
tational wave events. It can be seen from Fig. 3 and Fig.
4 that the population of Q-balls of stellar mass is located
at a distance of r = 0 ÷ 0.05 kpc. Then the number of
Q-balls of stellar mass is

Nstellar
Q =

∫ 0.05 kpc

0 kpc

4πr2ρ(r)

mQ(r)
dr ≈ 4× 106, (45)

which is several orders of magnitude less than the limit on
the number of neutron stars in the galaxy, and therefore
this limit is satisfied. It is worth noting that the mass of
the selected Q-ball in the galaxy cannot be less than m⋆,
therefore the total number of Q-balls of all masses in the

MQ(t) (r = 0.02 kpc)

MQ(t) (r = 0.05 kpc)

MQ(t) (r = 0.10 kpc)

MQ(t) (r = 0.25 kpc)

MQ(t) (r = 0.50 kpc)

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
0

1

2

3

4

t (Gyr)

M
Q
(M

⊙
)

FIG. 3. The evolution of mass (41) depending on the distance
from the center of the galaxy r and time t. The red curve cor-
responds to the situation when the selected Q-ball is located
at a distance of 0.02 kpc. The blue curve corresponds to the
situation when the selected Q-ball is located at a distance of
0.05 kpc. The green curve corresponds to the situation when
the selected Q-ball is located at a distance of 0.10 kpc. The
purple curve corresponds to the situation when the selected
Q-ball is located at a distance of 0.25 kpc. The pink curve
corresponds to the situation when the selected Q-ball is lo-
cated at a distance of 0.50 kpc.

MQ(r) (t = 13 Gyr)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0

1

2

3

4

r (kpc)

M
Q
(M

⊙
)

FIG. 4. The mass profile of the selected Q-ball (41) depending
on the distance from the center of the galaxy r at time t = 13
kpc (red curve).

galaxy is

N total
Q =

∫ 19 kpc

0 kpc

4πr2ρ(r)

mQ(r)
dr+

+

∫ 200 kpc

19 kpc

4πr2ρ(r)

m⋆
dr ∼ 1017,

(46)

where the upper limit of integration in the second term
is determined from the radius of the dark matter halo,
and the upper limit of integration in the first term and
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the lower in the second is determined from the equation

mQ(rmax) = m⋆ ⇒ rmax ≈ 19 kpc. (47)

Thus, the masses of all Q-balls lie within

m⋆ ≈ 4× 10−6 M⊙ ≤ mQ(r) ≲ 4 M⊙. (48)

Checking the limitation of the average cross-section of
the interaction of bulk dark matter, taking into account
(19), gives the following result

⟨σ̄⟩b ≈ 3 cm2/g ∼ 1 cm2/g. (49)

This values have an equal order, which is acceptable
within the framework of the model due to the presence
of a large number of inaccuracies. Moreover, since this
restriction, in its essence, is a restriction from below on
the parameter v of the Lagrangian (1), the restriction
(23) is automatically satisfied.

The last parameter that we have to check is the radius
of the Q-ball, which is set by the expression (4). So, the
radius of the selected Q-ball with a mass of 4 M⊙, taking
into account (40) is

RQ =
√
2vQ1/4

∣∣∣∣
r=0.02 kpc

∼ 1010 km, (50)

which corresponds to the radius of the Solar system. The
radius of a cosmological Q-ball with parameters (43) and
accounting (9) is

RQ =
√
2vQ

1/4
⋆ ≈ 8× 108 km. (51)

The radius of the selected Q-ball RQ as a function of the
distance from the center of the galaxy r is shown in the
Fig. 5. The main parameters of the selected Q-ball in
the present epoch are presented in the Table I.

RQ(r) (t = 13 Gyr)

0 5 10 15

2×109

4×109

6×109

8×109

1×1010

r (kpc)

R
Q
(k
m
)

FIG. 5. The radius of the selected Q-ball RQ as a function
of the distance from the center of the galaxy r (red curve).

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

It is worth noting that it could be assumed that cos-
mological Q-balls are born during a phase transition im-
mediately with masses of the order of one mass of the
Sun. In this case, the need to compile the law of interac-
tion of cosmological Q-balls with a selected Q-ball (33)
has disappeared, but any physically meaningful configu-
ration of the free parameters v, u, Tc and ηχ prohibits this
scenario. According to (26), cosmological Q-balls cannot
claim to be compact objects of stellar mass, therefore it
was necessary to consider their interaction.
The simplest case assumes that some selected cosmo-

logical Q-ball absorbs other cosmological Q-balls in the
flat expanding Universe. The trivial equation of such in-
teraction (31) shows that for any physically meaningful
set of free parameters that include the Lagrangian (1) pa-
rameter v, the asymmetry ηχ of the particles of the field
χ, the velocity of the walls of the bubble of the new phase
u (and, accordingly, the velocity of free cosmological Q-
balls), the temperature of the phase transition Tc, the
selected cosmological Q-ball is unable to gain any signifi-
cant mass. First of all, this is due to the expansion of the
Universe, due to which the ”gas” of cosmological Q-balls
becomes extremely sparse. Thus, within the framework
of such a trivial approximation, it is impossible to explain
the unusual gravitational wave events received by LIGO
and Virgo.
Due to the fact that the expansion of the Universe

suppresses the interaction of cosmological Q-balls, it was
proposed to consider the merger of cosmological Q-balls
in gravitationally bound objects – galaxies. This makes
it possible to neglect the expansion of the Universe, but
adds new restrictions, for example, on the epoch of the
phase transition, the concentration of cosmological Q-
balls and their velocity. A simple equation (39) was
compiled, the solution (40) of which leads to the follow-
ing results: selected cosmological Q-ball is able to gain
the necessary mass of the order of the mass of the Sun,
however, with any physically meaningful set of free pa-
rameters, such a Q-ball has a radius of the order of the
radius of the Solar System. Such a value of the present ra-
dius of the selected Q-ball is significantly larger than the
Schwarzschild radius for one mass of the Sun, which leads
to the fact that the object turns out to be too ”loose”,
which contradicts the requirement of compactness.
It is also worth discussing some inaccuracies of optimal

free parameters. Firstly, there is a difference between the
parameter v of the Lagrangian (1) and the phase transi-
tion temperature Tc. This difference in the framework of
this work is considered insignificant, since the estimate
of v ∼ Tc is quite rough and for clarification it requires
analyzing the physics of the phase transition in more de-
tail, which was not the purpose of the work. Secondly,
it is easy to notice that the optimal parameter v does
not correspond well to the constraint shown in the Fig.
2. It is worth noting that this restriction is derived from
restrictions on the cross-section of the interaction of the
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TABLE I. The main parameters of a selected Q-ball in the modern era.

The optimal parameters: v ∼ 10−8 GeV Tc ∼ 10−11 GeV ηχ = 1 u = 1 u⋆ = 0.0007 m⋆ ∼ 10−6 M⊙
r(kpc) 0.02 0.05 1 10 19 200
MQ(M⊙) 4 1 0.008 10−5 10−6 10−6

RQ(km) 1011 1010 1010 109 109 109

bulk dark matter and the energy density of dark matter
in the present Universe, therefore, first of all, it is worth
relying on these known quantities. Indeed, despite the
fact that the restriction shown in the Fig. 2 is performed
poorly, the restriction on the cross-section of the bulk
dark matter (49) is performed well enough, which allows
using such an optimal parameter with good accuracy.
Thirdly, estimates of the volume from which the cosmo-
logical Q-ball (8) and its charge (9) are also inaccurate.
In addition to the inaccuracies associated with calcula-
tions, which are described in detail in Ref. [36], certain
inaccuracies are carried by the parameter g∗, which is re-
sponsible for the effective number of degrees of freedom
and which depends on temperature. Clarifying this pa-
rameter is a separate work, therefore, it was decided to
use the value proposed in [36] for estimations. Fourth,
the Milky Way was chosen as a typical galaxy, as it is
the most studied. In fact, there is a vast population of
different types of galaxies that may differ significantly
from ours in their configuration. This leads to the fact
that the concentration of cosmological Q-balls in galax-
ies (37) can differ significantly depending on the galaxy,
which may affect the final result.

In addition to the analysis of the considered models,
other important results were also obtained in this work.
The distribution of cosmological Q-balls by their charges
(18), presented in [41], was clarified. Also, as already
mentioned, a restriction was obtained on the parameter
v of the Lagrangian (1), which is shown in the Fig. 2.
Estimates of the populations of such Q-balls in the dark
matter halo (45) and (46) were also obtained. Given that
the mass of the selected cosmological Q-ball decreases
rapidly with distance to the center of the galaxy, the

population can be roughly divided into two groups: Q-
balls of stellar mass, which are located at a distance of up
to 0.5 kpc from the center of the galaxy and the number
of which is estimated as (45) and Q-balls of small masses
(of the order of the mass of the cosmological Q-ball m⋆),
which are located at distances greater than 0.5 kpc. It
is worth noting that these populations, taking into ac-
count (48), are consistent with the results of observing
microlensing events [54], as a result of which they may
be of potential interest in other sections of astrophysics
and cosmology.
Thus, despite the fact that the presented simple mod-

els do not allow Q-balls of dark matter to be candidates
for the role of compact massive objects, this does not
mean that Q-balls of dark matter cannot explain the un-
usual gravitational wave signals received by LIGO and
Virgo. Only one simple model of Friedberg-Lee-Searlen
Q-balls was considered in this work, however, there are
other models that admit the existence of non-topological
solitons, which can give a different result even within
the framework of the proposed merger models [32], [33].
However, this study may help to narrow the scope of the
search for solutions to the problem of unusual gravita-
tional wave signals and add new limitations for future
research.
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