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According to the Schrödinger-Poisson (SP) equations, fuzzy dark matter (FDM) can form a
stable equilibrium configuration, the so-called FDM soliton. The SP system can also determine
the evolution of FDM solitons, such as head-on collision. In this paper, we first propose a new
adimensional unit of length, time and mass. And then, we simulate the adimensional SP system
with PyUltraLight to study the GWs from post-collision of FDM solitons when the linearized theory
is valid and the GW back reaction on the evolution of FDM solitons is ignored. Finally, we find
that the GWs from post-collisions have a frequency of (few ten-years)−1 or (few years)−1 when
FDM mass is m = 10−18eV/c2 or m = 10−17eV/c2. Therefore, future detection of such GWs will
constrain the property of FDM particle and solitons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational waves (GWs) are ripples in spacetime.
Einstein’s general relativity predicts that this kind of
gravitational radiation involves a spherically or rotation-
ally asymmetric acceleration among the masses. More
precisely, an isolated system will radiate GWs when the
second (or third, ...) time derivative of the quadrupole
(or octupole, ...) moment of its stress–energy tensor is
nonzero. The Universe is expected to be populated by
GWs spanning orders of magnitude in frequency. For
example, ≳ 10−16Hz primordial GWs due to primordial
tensor fluctuations during cosmic inflation left their foot-
prints in the B-modes polarization anisotropies of the
cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB), which is
allegedly detected by CMB polarization telescope [1, 2];
binary supermassive black holes in galactic nuclei emit
about 10−8 − 10−3Hz GWs, whose low-frequency end is
supposed to be detected by pulsar timing arrays [3–5];
compact binaries or black hole binaries in galaxies emit
about 10−3 − 103Hz GWs during their inspiral, merger
and ring-down phases, whose low-frequency end would be
detected by future space-based interferometers [6–8] and
whose high-frequency end can be detected by ground-
based interferometers [9–11]; GWs at frequencies higher
than 10kHz are proposed to be sourced by some phe-
nomenons involving beyond the Standard Model physics,
such as preheating after inflation [12–14] and phase tran-
sitions at high energies in the early Universe [15–18],
which prompt many new detector concepts in the lab-
oratory [19]. What interesting astrophysical objects or
cosmological events can source GWs in the ≲ 10−8Hz
frequency range?

As a promising candidate for dark matter [20–22], the
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ultralight scalar field with spin-0, extraordinarily light
mass (m ∼ 10−22eV/c2) and de Broglie wavelength
comparable to a few kpc, namely fuzzy dark matter
(FDM) [23], can form an equilibrium configuration with
size smaller than its de Broglie wavelength, the so-called
FDM soliton [24, 25]. The subsequent evolutions of FDM
solitons are usually simulated numerically, including the
perturbation, the interference/collision and the tidal dis-
ruption/deformation of FDM solitons [24, 26–28], accord-
ing to the coupled Schrödinger–Poisson (SP) system of
equations iℏ

∂Ψ

∂t
=

(
− ℏ2

2m
∇2 +mΦ

)
Ψ,

∇2Φ = 4πGm|Ψ|2,
(1)

where FDM is described by the wavefunction Ψ, m is the
mass of FDM and the gravitational potential Φ is sourced
by the FDM density ρ = |Ψ|2. Because of the large size
of the FDM solitions and the weak self-gravitational po-
tential, it is hard to form gravitational bound systems
between FDM solitons, such as binary FDM solitons.
Even though without the normal inspiral, merger and
ring-down phases of a compact binary system, the other
spherically or rotationally asymmetric evolutions of FDM
solitons should also emit GWs. As shown in this paper,
for example, since the size of the FDM soliton is typically
on the order of kpc, the frequency of GWs emitted from
post-collision of FDM solitons is typically on the order
of c/kpc∼ 10−11Hz. The mass m of the FDM particle or
the velocity v and mass M of the FDM solitons can fur-
ther be fine-tuned to adjust the frequency of such GWs.
In other words, future detection of such GWs can con-
strain the property of the FDM particle and the FDM
solitons.

However, gravitational radiation carries away the en-
ergy and momentum of isolated systems. Therefore, in
principle, the SP system (Eq. (1)) should be enlarged by
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including the wave equation for GWs hµν

□hµν = −16πG

c4
Tµν , (2)

where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor of FDM soli-
tons and we have assumed that the linearized theory
is valid because that the SP system is nothing but the
weak field limit of its general relativistic counterpart, the
Einstein–Klein–Gordon (EKG) system [29–31]. Further-
more, the GW back reaction on FDM solitons will modify
Eq. (1). As the system’s energy is carried away by GWs,
the FDM solitons would settle down gradually and even-
tually. However, if the gravitational radiation is not ef-
ficient, the GW back reaction on the evolution of FDM
solitons can be neglected approximately, which is done in
this paper.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
turn to the shooting method to solve the SP system
(Eq. (1)) and obtain the isolated FDM solitons. In Sec-
tion III, we numerically simulate the evolution of FDM
solitons with PyUltraLight [27], the post-collision of
FDM solitons in particular. In Section IV, we calcu-
late the waveform of GWs emitted from post-collision of
FDM solitons. Finally, a brief summary and discussions
are included in Section V.

II. FUZZY DARK MATTER SOLITONS

Before the numerical simulation of the evolution of
FDM solitons, we should first build up the profile of an
isolated FDM soliton. Since an isolated FDM soliton fea-
tures spherical symmetry, the ansatz of Ψ(r, t) = eiγtψ(r)
means that the FDM particle number density is |Ψ|2, the
FDM soliton density is ρ(r) = m|Ψ|2 = mψ2(r) and the
FDM soliton mass isM =

∫∞
0

4πr2ρ(r)dr. After defining
a number of dimensionless variables as

r̃ ≡ mc

ℏ
r,

t̃ ≡ mc2

ℏ
t,

ψ̃ ≡ ℏ
√
G

c2
√
m
ψ,

Φ̃ ≡ 1

c2
Φ,

γ̃ ≡ ℏ
mc2

γ,

M̃ ≡ Gm

ℏc
M, (3)

the dimensionless spatial part of Eq. (1) is
∂2(r̃ψ̃)

∂r̃2
= 2r̃

(
Φ̃ + γ̃

)
ψ̃,

∂2(r̃Φ̃)

∂r̃2
= 4πr̃ψ̃2.

(4)

FIG. 1: Density profiles of the ground state (blue curve)
and the first excited state (orange curve).

Fulfilling arbitrary normalization ψ̃(r̃ = 0) = 1 and

boundary conditions Φ̃(r̃ = ∞) = 0, ψ̃(r̃ = ∞) = 0,
∂ψ̃
∂r̃ |r̃=0 = 0 and ∂Φ̃

∂r̃ |r̃=0 = 0 and adjusting the quantized
eigenvalue γ̃, we can calculate the equilibrium configu-
rations from Eq. (1) by the shooting method. Only the
solution from the smallest γ̃ is stable and the ground
state. We also obtain the first excited state. In Tab. I,
we list the eigenvalues γ̃ and soliton masses M̃ of the
ground state and the first excited state. In Fig. 1, the
corresponding soliton profiles are plotted. Since the SP
system (Eq. (4)) has the scaling symmetry

r̃ −→ λ−1/2r̃,

ψ̃ −→ λψ̃,

Φ̃ −→ λΦ̃,

γ̃ −→ λγ̃,

M̃ −→ λ1/2M̃, (5)

we can adjust the mass of FDM solitons with λ to set up
different initial conditions for collision.

TABLE I: Eigenvalues γ̃ and masses M̃ of the ground
state and the first excited state.

Nodes γ̃ M̃

0 2.45 3.88

1 2.30 8.64

Summarizing Eq. (3), we can introduce the length,
time and mass scales as follows

L ≡ ℏ
mc

≈ 6.39× 10−5

(
10−22eV/c2

m

)
kpc,

T ≡ ℏ
mc2

≈ 6.57× 106
(
10−22eV/c2

m

)
s,

M ≡ ℏc
Gm

≈ 1.34× 1012
(
10−22eV/c2

m

)
M⊙. (6)
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Since, for example, the mass of an isolated solitonM can
be predicted from the halo mass Mhalo according to the
soliton-halo mass relation [32]

M ≈ 1.25× 109
(

Mhalo

1012M⊙

)1/3 (
m

10−22eV/c2

)−1

M⊙

≈ 9.33× 10−4

(
Mhalo

1012M⊙

)1/3

M, (7)

for the ground state, we have

λ ≈ 5.78× 10−8

(
Mhalo

1012M⊙

)2/3

; (8)

for the first excited state, we have

λ ≈ 1.17× 10−8

(
Mhalo

1012M⊙

)2/3

. (9)

Then, for a more general system of FDM solitons, we
can obtain a number of dimensionless variables including
the spatial position, time and the wavefunction, gravi-
tational potential, eigenvalue, mass, density, energy [27]
and velocity of FDM solitons respectively as

˜⃗x =
x⃗

L
,

t̃ =
t

T
,

Ψ̃ = T
√
mGΨ,

Φ̃ =
mT
ℏ

Φ,

γ̃ = T γ,

M̃ =
M

M
=

∫
d3x̃|Ψ̃|2,

ρ̃ =
ρ

ML−3 = |Ψ̃|2,

Ẽ =
E

ML2T −2
=

∫
d3x

(
1

2
Φ̃|Ψ̃|2 − 1

2
Ψ̃∗∇2Ψ̃

)
,

˜⃗v =
v⃗

LT −1
. (10)

Finally, the dimensionless version of Eq. (1) without any
assumption of spatial symmetry isi

∂Ψ(x⃗, t)

∂t
=

(
−1

2
∇2 +Φ(x⃗, t)

)
Ψ(x⃗, t),

∇2Φ(x⃗, t) = 4π|Ψ(x⃗, t)|2,
(11)

where we have dropped the tildes for notational conve-
nience until Section IV.

III. COLLISION OF FUZZY DARK MATTER
SOLITONS

In this paper, we numerically simulate the evolution of
FDM solitons with PyUltraLight [27], the post-collision

of FDM solitons in particular. PyUltraLight is designed
to solve the SP system under periodic boundary condi-
tions. Then, Eq. (11) should be rewrite asi

∂Ψ(x⃗, t)

∂t
=

(
−1

2
∇2 +Φ(x⃗, t)

)
Ψ(x⃗, t),

∇2Φ(x⃗, t) = 4π(|Ψ(x⃗, t)|2 − ⟨|Ψ(x⃗, t)|2⟩),
(12)

where ⟨|Ψ(x⃗, t)|2⟩ is the average density over the sim-
ulation box. After a sufficiently small timestep ∆t,
PyUltraLight evolves Ψ(x⃗, t) and Φ(x⃗, t) in Eq. (12) as

Ψ(x⃗, t+∆t/2) = F−1 exp

[
− i∆t

2
k2

]
F

× exp

[
− i∆t

2
Φ(x⃗, t)

]
Ψ(x⃗, t),

Φ(x⃗, t+∆t) = F−1

(
− 1

k2

)
F4π|Ψ(x⃗, t+∆t/2)|2,

Ψ(x⃗, t+∆t) = exp

[
− i∆t

2
Φ(x⃗, t+∆t)

]
Ψ(x⃗, t+∆t/2),

(13)
where the order of operations runs from right to left, F
and F−1 denote the discrete Fourier transform and its
inverse, k is the wavenumber in the Fourier domain and
the global average density disappears. For the collision
of two FDM solitions, the initial total wavefunction is

Ψ(x⃗, t0) =

2∑
n=1

[
λnψ(

√
λn|x⃗− x⃗n − v⃗nt0|) ×

ei(λnγnt0+v⃗n·(x⃗−x⃗n)− 1
2 |v⃗n|

2t0+δn)
]
, (14)

where λn rescales the initial masse and size of FDM soli-
ton according to Eq. (5), γn is the soliton eigenvalue (or
λnγn is its rescaled counterpart), x⃗n is the initial cen-
tral position of the FDM solition, v⃗n is the FDM soliton
velocity, δn is the initial phase and t0 is the start time.
Given t0 = 0, the simulation resolution N3 = 2563 and
the length of simulation box l = 2 × 104, we can study
the dynamics of the FDM solitons collision. In Tab. II,
we list the setup for 3 head-on collisions, namely C1, C2
and C3.
During simulations, energy conservation should be

guaranteed. As shown in Eq. (10), the total energy can
be decomposed into the kinetic energy Ek and the gravi-
tational potential energy Ep when the GW back reaction
is ignored. In the left subplots of Fig. 2, Fig. 3 and Fig. 4,
we find that energy conservation is satisfied. In the right
subplots of Fig. 2, Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, we show the evolu-
tions of FDM sollitons for head-on collision. We find that
Ep is large enough to merge the initial two FDM solitons
with each other after collisions; the energy transfer be-
tween Ek and Ep causes the final FDM soliton to oscillate
irregularly with an adimensional frequency of∼ 10−8; the
location of merger depends on system’s mass-ratio. Es-
pecially for C3, the mass-ratio between one FDM soliton
with the density profile as the ground state and another
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TABLE II: Setup for 3 head-on collisions, where γn
decides the initial density profile according to Tab. I
and Fig. 1 and λn is related to its corresponding Mhalo

as Eq. (8) or Eq. (9).

Collision λ1 γ1 δ1 x⃗1 v⃗1

C1 1.66× 10−6 2.45 0
(

l
4
, 0, 0

) (
10−4, 0, 0

)
C2 1.66× 10−6 2.45 0

(
l
4
, 0, 0

) (
10−4, 0, 0

)
C3 1.66× 10−6 2.45 0

(
l
4
, 0, 0

) (
10−4, 0, 0

)
Collision λ2 γ2 δ2 x⃗2 v⃗2

C1 1.66× 10−6 2.45 0
(
3l
4
, 0, 0

) (
−10−4, 0, 0

)
C2 4.15× 10−7 2.45 0

(
3l
4
, 0, 0

) (
−10−4, 0, 0

)
C3 1.34× 10−6 2.30 0

(
3l
4
, 0, 0

)
(0, 0, 0)

with the density profile as the first excited state is 0.5
but the larger one without initial velocity is attracted
away from its initial position, as shown in the right sub-
plot of Fig. 4. It means that the FDM soliton with the
density profile as the first excited state is not stable and
is dismembered before collision.

IV. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES FROM
POST-COLLISION

Similarly to the GWs from head-on collisions of two
Proca stars [33], GWs are also emitted from post-
collisions of FDM solitons. Since the SP system itself
is the weak field limit of the EKG system, we suppose
that the linearized theory is valid for calculation of GWs
from post-collisions of FDM solitons. Solving the wave
equation for GWs (Eq. (2)) on transverse-traceless gauge,
we obtain the quadrupole formula

hij(x⃗, t) =
2G

c4r

dITTij
∂2t

(t− r/c), (15)

where Iij is the quadrupole moment tensor of the density
of FDM soltions

Iij =

∫
ρ(x⃗, t)xixjdx

3. (16)

Its counterpart on transverse-traceless gauge can be con-
structed with the spatial projection tensor

ITTij = (P ki P
l
j −

1

2
PijP

kl)Ikl, (17)

where Pij = δij − ninj is the spatial projection tensor
and nµ = (0, 0, 0, 1) is the normal vector when GWs are
traveling in the z-direction. For explicitly, we give the
two GW polarizations

h+ =
2G

c4r0

1

2

(
∂2I11
∂t2

(t− r0/c)−
∂2I22
∂t2

(t− r0/c)

)
,

h× =
2G

c4r0

∂2I12
∂t2

(t− r0/c), (18)

where the distance from source r0 is set as 1Mpc in Fig. 5,
Fig. 6 and Fig. 7. Since our simulations are completely
independent of the FDM mass m, we can rescale their
amplitude and frequency by fine-tuning m according to
Eq. (6) and Eq. (10). For example, the GW frequency
is typically (few ten-years)−1 for m = 10−18eV/c2 or
(few years)−1 for m = 10−17eV/c2. Also, from these
three figures, we find that the h× polarizations are zero,
which naturally results from a head-on collision in the
x direction, and the h+ polarizations have a frequency
higher than the frequency of energy transfer between Ep

and Ek, as shown in the left subplots of Fig. 2, Fig. 3
and Fig. 4.
To validate the neglect of the GW back reaction on

the evolution of FDM solitons during our simulations,
we integrate the energy carried away by GWs during the
whole simulation and compare this integration Eg with
the energy transfer between Ep and Ek in a period. We
find that the former one is

Eg =
c3r2

32πG

∫
dΩ

∫
dt
∂hij
∂t

∂hij

∂t
, (19)

which is much smaller than the latter one, such as
Eg/∆Ep ≈ 4 × 10−12 for C1, Eg/∆Ep ≈ 6 × 10−13 for
C2 and Eg/∆Ep ≈ 2 × 10−12 for C3. Therefore, our
approximation to the GW back reaction is reasonable.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we propose the generation of GWs from
post-collision of FDM solitons. Firstly, we turn to the
shooting method to solve the SP system with spherical
symmetry and build up the density profiles of the ground
state and the first excited state of an isolated FDM soli-
ton in Section II. In this section, we also propose a new
adimensional unit of length, mass and time. In Sec-
tion III, according to these new adimensional units, we
simulate three head-on collisions: two solitons with the
mass ratio equal to 1 or 0.5 and with the density pro-
file as the ground state; two solitons with the mass ratio
equal to 0.5 but with the density profile as the ground
state and the first excited state respectively. We find that
the gravitational potential is strong enough to merge the
initial two FDM solitons with each other and, during
post-collisions, the energy transfer between the kinetic
energy and the gravitational potential energy causes the
final FDM solitons to oscillate irregularly with an adi-
mensional frequency of ∼ 10−8. As shown in Section IV,
due to this spherically asymmetric oscillation, GWs are
emitted and can be easily calculated when the linearized
theory is valid and the GW back reaction on the evolution
of FDM solitons is ignored. By fine-tuning FDM mass
m = 10−18eV/c2 or m = 10−17eV/c2, the GWs from
post-collisions have a frequency of (few ten-years)−1 or
(few years)−1respectively.
In contrast to the adimensional unit of length,

mass and time applied in [26, 27, 32], namely



5

FIG. 2: LEFT: Energy transfer between the kinetic energy Ek and the gravitational potential energy Ep. RIGHT:
Snapshots of the evolutions of FDM solitons, where the values of density contours are indicated by the side bars.
For the initial configuration, the largest density of every soliton is λ2i of C1 listed in Tab. II.

FIG. 3: LEFT: Energy transfer between the kinetic energy Ek and the gravitational potential energy Ep. RIGHT:
Snapshots of the evolutions of FDM solitons, where the values of density contours are indicated by the side bars.
For the initial configuration, the largest density of every soliton is λ2i of C2 listed in Tab. II.

L ≡
(

8πℏ2

3m2H2
0Ωm

)1/4

≈ 121
(

10−23eV/c2

m

)1/2

kpc, M ≡

1
G

(
8π

3H2
0Ωm

)−1/4 ( ℏ
m

)3/2 ≈ 7 × 107
(

10−23eV/c2

m

)3/2

M⊙

and T ≡
(

8π
3H2

0Ωm

)1/2

≈ 75.5Gyr, our scales (Eq. (6)) are

more suitable to study the evolutions of FDM solitons in
years. For example, the physical velocity v⃗ = ˜⃗vLT −1 in
this paper is independent of FDM mass m and we can
easily fix it as

(
10−4c, 0, 0

)
. As a result, the simulations

are completely independent of m and the dynamics of
FDM solitons can be simply rescaled by adjusting m.
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FIG. 4: LEFT: Energy transfer between the kinetic energy Ek and the gravitational potential energy Ep. RIGHT:
Snapshots of the evolutions of FDM solitons, where the values of density contours are indicated by the side bars.
For the initial configuration, the largest density of every soliton is λ2i of C3 listed in Tab. II.

FIG. 5: GWs with h+ polarization (blue curves) and h× polarization (red lines) from C1, where the distance from
source is 1Mpc and the FDM mass is m = 10−17eV/c2 (left) or m = 10−18eV/c2 (right).

However, the dimensionless velocity ˜⃗v dose depend on m
in [26, 27, 32] if one fixes the physical velocity v⃗ = ˜⃗vLT −1

as
(
10−4c, 0, 0

)
also. On the other hand, the dimension-

less velocity ˜⃗v is an essential parameter which must be
provided as one of the initial conditions. Therefore, any

adjustment about m will affect ˜⃗v, which means that the
corresponding simulation must be run again and it is not
efficient enough to scan the whole parameter space and
pick out the more physical systems.

The head-on collision may be not realistic enough for
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FIG. 6: GWs with h+ polarization (blue curves) and h× polarization (red lines) from C2, where the distance from
source is 1Mpc and the FDM mass is m = 10−17eV/c2 (left) or m = 10−18eV/c2 (right).

the evolution of FDM solitons. Usually, there should be
some angular momentum for the system of FDM soli-
tons even though it is difficult for FDM solitons to form
a regular binary system because of their large size and
weak self-gravitational potential sourced by their FDM
density. Consequently, the presence of some angular mo-
mentum would almost equal the energy carried away by
different GW polarization. For simplicity, in this paper,
we confine ourselves to the GWs from post-collision of
FDM solitons, whose frequency is mainly determined by
the FDM soliton size and mass but not sensitive to the
angular momentum of the system of FDM solitons. That
is to say, we leave alone the uncertainty before collision

or merger but only deal with the post-collision or ring-
dwon phase. Therefore, we suppose that our results on
the frequency and amplitude of GWs from post-collision
of FDM solitons are also reasonable for other more gen-
eral evolutions of FDM solitons.
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