
Unveiling Orbital Chaos: The Wild Heart of Fuzzy Dark Matter Structures
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In this paper we study the behavior of test particles on top of a galactic-type of Fuzzy Dark
Matter (FDM) structure, characterized by the core-halo density profile found in simulations. Our
workhorse structure is an anisotropic, time-dependent, virialized core-tail FDM clump resulting
from a multicore merger. For our analysis we allow this structure to keep evolving, which implies
that the core oscillates and accretes matter from the halo, while the halo dynamics is dominated by
its characteristic high kinetic energy. On top of this time-dependent structure that in turn has a
time-dependent gravitational potential, we solve the motion equations of test particles with initial
conditions associated to circular orbits at different radii. Our results indicate that: 1) no trajectory
remains circular, 2) the trajectories are sensitive to initial conditions and 3) the departure of initially
near trajectories has always a positive Lyapunov exponent. A qualitative result is that the motion of
test particles is more erratic with a bigger Lyapunov exponent within and near the core than in the
halo region, which can be understood in terms of the random motion of the core within the core-halo
structure. We expect these results warn on the importance of the anisotropic and time-dependent
nature of FDM clumps when studying the motion of test particles.

Keywords: Dark Matter – Bose Condensates

I. INTRODUCTION

The Fuzzy Dark Matter (FDM) model postulates that
Dark Matter (DM) consists of a gas made of bosonic par-
ticles with an ultralight mass of order 10−23 − 10−21eV.
This model is an alternative to the Cold Dark Matter
(CDM) with particular properties, including a similar
to CDM large scale behavior, while wave-like properties
arise at galactic halo scales [1–4]. The model is being ac-
tively studied and recently a number of results indicate
particular fingerprints that will allow a systematic con-
trast with observations [5], for example at solar system
[6, 7] and Earth scales [8], at laboratory scale [9–12] at
compact object scale [13], using gravitational lensing ob-
servations [14] and gravitational wave detectors [15–17],
are efforts and models aiming the search for particular
signals of this dark matter candidate.

The model is not free of debatable essential proper-
ties, for example the boson mass faces a number of con-
straints arising from varios observation [18], for exam-
ple in [19–21] constraints from Milky Way Satellite are
studied, also from Ultrafaint Dwarf Galaxies [22], from
stellar motion near SMBHs [23, 24] and from Lyman-
α constraints [25, 26]. While these are mass constrains
from different observations, in our analysis below we use
the boson mass 10−23eV because it has been shown to fit
rotation curves of dark matter dominated dwarf galaxies
(e.g. [27]).

The bosons of the FDM are assumed to be in a coher-
ent state, characterized by the macroscopic wave function
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Ψ known as the order parameter. The potential trap for
the FDM is the self-generated gravitational potential V ,
sourced by its own gas density distribution. The dynam-
ics of the order parameter in the FDM model is governed
by the Schrödinger-Poisson (SP) system:

iℏ
∂Ψ

∂t
= − ℏ2

2mB
∇2Ψ+mBVΨ, (1)

∇2V = 4πG (ρ− ρ̄) , (2)

where ρ = mB |Ψ|2 is the bosonic gas density, and ρ̄ is
the spatial average density over the domain of solution.
Interesting FDM structures are characterized by a core-
halo density profile discovered in the seminal structure
formation simulations [28]. One first spectacular result
of such analysis is that the core has a density profile that
in average -both, spatial and time averages- is similar
to that of the ground state solution of the SP system
constructed assuming isolation boundary conditions [29],
while a second one is that the halo profile could be fitted
with the NFW profile [30, 31].
The core-halo profile of FDM structures seems to be

the elementary brick in the cosmic web of structures and
therefore its study is essential to the model. Studies at
local scale include formation history related scaling rela-
tions (e. g. [32–37]), as well as attempts to show that
these configurations can be useful at fitting for exam-
ple galactic rotation curves using oversimplified density
models (e.g. [38]).
The construction of density profiles is not free of sub-

tleties. In structure formation simulations of CDM from
which NFW profiles are obtained [30], as well as simula-
tions of structure formation of FDM (e.g. [28, 34, 39–41])
an overdensity is located and at that point a spherically
symmetric density profile is constructed using an average

ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

20
20

5v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.G

A
] 

 2
7 

Fe
b 

20
25

mailto:ivan.alvarez@umich.mx
mailto:francisco.s.guzman@umich.mx


2

over angular directions. This is the reason why, for exam-
ple, the NFW density profile of CDM and the universal
density core of FDM are written as function of the spher-
ical coordinate r, of a reference system centered at the
overdensity. The real density profile of an FDM structure
can in fact be approximated with a multimode expansion
as described in [42], and is not spherically symmetric at
all, instead, it has a profile that highly depends on the
angular directions at every snapshot of a simulation.

Moreover, FDM structures are time-dependent and
density profiles are also the result of an additional time-
average over the already solid angle averages. Thus, when
a formula for the core-halo density profile is given as func-
tion r only, it refers to a spatial and temporal average, it
does not mean that the density is spherically symmetric
and stationary. Instead, it has multipoles of high order
and has a time dependence given by the time-dependent
system (1)-(2).

Some of the dynamical properties of these anisotropic
non-stationaryFDM structures at small scales have been
analyzed. These include the study of the stochasticity
of fluctuations of FDM [43] and the random walk be-
havior of the core within an FDM halos [44–46], which
may lead to possible interesting observable effects. We
then go a step in this direction and investigate a basic
implication of the stochastic behavior of FDM at core-
halo scales. The spatial and time dependency of the
FDM core-halo structure density, implies that the gravi-
tational potential is also anisotropic and time-dependent.
We then explore the motion of test particles beyond the
idealized spherically symmetric universal averaged den-
sity profiles found for FDM. The objective of our anal-
ysis is to study the motion of test particles subject to
the gravitational potential of one of these formed core-
halo structures, under the assumption that the core-halo
configuration is anisotropic, time-dependent and evolves
according to Eqs. (1)-(2).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
describe the workhorse core-halo structure of FDM that
we use for our analysis. In Section III we describe the
motion equations of test particles and in Section IV we
present the results. Finally in Section V we draw some
conclusions.

II. STATIONARY GRANULAR CORE-HALO

A. The workhorse core-halo structure

As mentioned before, the formation of these structures
was first discovered in structure formation simulations
[28, 34, 39–41, 47]. However, soon later on they were con-
structed under less computationally demanding scenar-
ios, specifically via the multimerger of cores as described
in [32] and later works [33, 34]. Going beyond, core-halo
structures were recently constructed ab initio, without
the need of evolution of structures or multi-solitons, but
through the multimode expansion of Ψ as described in

FIG. 1. Density of the workhorse core-halo configuration pro-
jected on the z = 0 plane, which results from the evolution
of a multicore merger. The axes are normalized with respect
to the core radius rc ≈ 0.2621 kpc, while the density is nor-
malized with respect to ρc ≈ 4.201 × 1011 M⊙/kpc

3. The
circle represents the transition radius rt/rc ≈ 3.597 between
the core and its envelope. This numerical domain is the lab-
oratory reference frame used in our analysis below.

[48] and reanalyzed in [31].

From these three methods, we use the structure formed
from a multicore merger that has undergone relaxation
as described in [49], whose density is shown in Figure
1. This is the result of the merger of 10 soliton cores
with random masses that resulted in a final mass of
∼ 2.598 × 1011 M⊙ evolved using the code CAFE-FDM
[49, 50] using a boson mass mB = 10−23eV. These cores
are initially at rest, randomly located within a cubic do-
main of size 40 kpc, which in turn is discretized with
a resolution of h = 5/32 kpc. The evolution to create
this core-halo spans 1.4 Gyr with a temporal resolution
of ∆t = 10−4 Gyr.

In Figure 2, we show the diagnostics of the sys-
tem, that includes the maximum density normalized
with the average core density, the kinetic energy

K := − ℏ2

2m

∫
Ψ∗∇2Ψ d3x, the potential energy W :=

1
2

∫
ρV d3x, the total energy E := K+W , the virial func-

tion Q := 2K +W normalized with respect to the initial
value of the total energy E(0) ≈ −1.652×1016M⊙km

2/s2,
and the total mass M =

∫
ρ d3x, in turn normalized with

respect to the initial value M(0) ≈ 2.598 × 1011 M⊙.
These quantities demonstrate the relaxation of the halo,
where the density oscillates around a specific value. The
virial factor shows that the halo is virialized, i.e., Q ≈ 0.
The kinetic and potential energies oscillate around ta
nearly constant value, and the total energy and mass in-
dicate how the numerical method maintains them nearly
constant.

The density of the halo oscillates both in space and
time around an average profile calculated as follows:
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FIG. 2. Diagnostic showing the maximum density normalized
with respect to the average core density, the kinetic energy
(K), potential energy (W ), total energy (E = K + W ), and
virial function (Q = 2K +W ) normalized with respect to the
initial total energy E(0), as well as the total mass (M) nor-
malized with respect to the initial mass. These parameters
highlight the halo’s relaxation process, with density oscilla-
tions around a mean value. The virial function indicates viri-
alization (Q ≈ 0), and the stability of total energy and mass
demonstrates the unitarity of the numerical evolution.

⟨ρ⟩ = 1

T

∫ tf

ti

⟨ρ⟩Ω dt, (3)

where

⟨ρ⟩Ω =
1

4π

∫
Ω

ρ dΩ, (4)

with T = tf−ti being the time window over which a time-
average is computed, with ti = 1.0 and tf = 1.4 Gyr, and
Ω := [0, π] × [0, 2π] being a solid angle over which the
average is computed in space. This radial density profile
generates a radial gravitational potential ⟨V ⟩ through the
Poisson equation (2). This stationary density profile is
characterized by a soliton core, enveloped by a profile
that decays as r−3, approximately described on average
by an NFW profile, as shown in [34, 49]. In Figure 3, the
average density calculated according to this formula (3) is
presented, along with a fit using the empirical expression
ρCT(r) = ρcore(r)Θ(rt− r)+ρtail(r)Θ(r− rt), where Θ is
the step function, and rt is the transition radius between
the soliton core and the envelope, where the core density
is given by the formula [28]:

ρcore(r) = ρc

[
1 + 0.091

(
r

rc

)2
]−8

, (5)

and the NFW profile in the tail region r > rt reads

ρtail(r) =
ρs

r
rs

(
1 + r

rs

)2 , (6)

FIG. 3. Fitting of core and tail density profiles. The gray area
represents many snapshots of the angle average density of the
formed halo calculated using formula (3) at various times in
the interval [ti, tf ], while the solid black line represents the
time average profile calculated with formula (4), namely, the
average of the gray lines. The red and blue lines correspond to
the core and envelope fittings of the black curve, separately.
The vertical line denotes the transition radius rt, which sep-
arates the soliton core region (r < rt) described by equation
(5) from the tail region (r > rt) described by the NFW profile
(6).

with the fitting values rc = 0.2621 kpc, rt = 0.9427 kpc,
and rs = 1.844 kpc. These values satisfy the relation
rt ≈ 3.597rc, which is approximately the value reported
by [34]. The central density is obtained from the core
radius through the expression

ρc =
ℏ2

4πGm2
B

(
1.30569

rc

)4

≈ 1.983× 107
(

kpc

m2
22r

4
c

)
M⊙,

(7)
where m22 = mB × 1022 eV, which can also be found
with the numerical solution of the ground state. The
density ρs is obtained by assuming that the core-tail
density is continuous at rt. Thus, we have ρs =

ρcore(rt)
rt
rs

(
1 + rt

rs

)2
, as in [27].

Also in Figure 3 we show a set of snapshots of the core-
tail fitting density profiles, that superposed define a grey
thick line in the plot. These snapshots reveal the core
oscillation consistent with that presented in [39], which
in turn is consistent with the fundamental quasinormal
mode of the ground state solution of the SP system [29],
whose spectrum has been extended to higher order oscil-
lation modes in [51]. On the other hand, the motion of
the core with respect to the fixed reference frame defined
by Figure 4 is random, in consistency with [44, 46].

B. Scenarios where test particles are to be studied

So far we have constructed what will be our workhorse
core-halo structure of FDM. Now, the motion of test par-
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ticles will be studied in two clearly different scenarios:

1. A first background test scenario for comparison, in
which we assume that the space-time averaged den-
sity, the black line in Figure 3, is time independent
and spherically symmetric, sources the stationary
gravitational potential ⟨V ⟩. Test particles will be
accelerated by the effects of the potential ⟨V ⟩.

2. A second scenario, in which the structure, even if
nearly virialized is evolved in time, resulting in a
highly kinetic granular density in the halo and an
oscillating core, which implies a spatial and time-
dependent gravitational potential V . Test particles
will be accelerated by the effects of the anisotropic
and time-dependent potential V .

In the first scenario one has to solve the equations of
motion for test particles on a spherically symmetric sta-
tionary potential. This is a typical assumption when -for
example- fitting galactic rotation curves, where granular
structure is averaged out in order to simplify models as
recently illustrated in [31].

In the second scenario the structure evolves according
to the SP system (1)-(2), for which we simply continue
the evolution of the core-halo for other additional 1.274
Gyr, and obtain V at all times, that we use to integrate
the equations of motion of test particles on the fly at the
same time as the FDM evolves.

III. EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR TEST
PARTICLES

We now write down the equations of motion of a test
particle in each of the two scenarios.

A. Scenario 1: Stationary Potential

In this case, for the spatial and time average po-
tential ⟨V ⟩, which is spherically symmetric and time-
independent, the equations of motion of a test particle
take the form

d2 ⟨x⃗p⟩
dt2

= − ∇⟨V ⟩|x⃗=⟨x⃗p⟩ = − d ⟨V ⟩
dr

∣∣∣∣
r=rp

⟨x⃗p⟩
rp

, (8)

or equivalently

d2 ⟨x⃗p⟩
dt2

+ ω2
p ⟨x⃗p⟩ = 0, (9)

where

ω2
p :=

1

r

d ⟨V ⟩
dr

∣∣∣∣
r=rp

, (10)

and rp = | ⟨x⃗p⟩ |, in which ⟨x⃗p⟩ is used for the trajectory
of the test particle in the stationary potential ⟨V ⟩, and
also define ⟨v⃗p⟩ := d⟨x⃗p⟩

dt as its velocity. In this case, we
have a well-known scenario: a particle under the influ-
ence of a central force. Here, the total specific energy
⟨Ep⟩ = 1

2 | ⟨v⃗p⟩ |
2 + ⟨V ⟩ |x⃗=⟨x⃗p⟩ and the total specific an-

gular momentum
〈
L⃗p

〉
= ⟨x⃗p⟩×⟨v⃗p⟩ are conserved. The

latter implies that the trajectory of the particle will occur

only in the plane perpendicular to
〈
L⃗p

〉
that we choose

to be z = 0.
Now, the construction of circular trajectories in this

potential will serve as a control case to compare with,
because in the second scenario where the potential is
time-dependent, trajectories may deviate from circular.
Meanwhile, a particle in a circular orbit of radius rp has
trajectory

⟨x⃗p⟩ = rp

(
cos

(
2π

t

Tp

)
, sin

(
2π

t

Tp

)
, 0

)
, (11)

where Tp = 2π/ωp is the period in which a particle com-
pletes a circular orbit.

B. Scenario 2: Dynamic Potential

In this scenario, a test particle experiences the force of
gravity due to the time-dependent gravitational poten-
tial V . Consequently, the trajectory of the test particle
evolves simultaneously with the dynamics of the FDM
structure, following the equations of motion:

d2x⃗p

dt2
= − ∇V |x⃗=x⃗p

, (12)

where x⃗p represents the position of the test particle with

velocity by v⃗p :=
dx⃗p

dt . It is important to note that, in
this case, the specific total energy of the test particle
Ep = 1

2 |v⃗p|
2 + V |x⃗=x⃗p

, and the specific angular momen-

tum L⃗p = x⃗p × v⃗p, are not conserved due to the time-
dependency of the gravitational potential. This implies
that the particle’s trajectory will not occur only in the

plane perpendicular to
〈
L⃗p

〉
as in the stationary sce-

nario.

C. Initial conditions

In order to study the difference of motion in the two
scenarios, we will solve the equations of motion for a
number of test particles whose initial conditions will cor-
respond to circular trajectories at different radii. By solv-
ing numerically the equations (9) for different radius, and
verifying formula (11), we find the orbital period as func-
tion of radius illustrated in Figure 4 for the stationary
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FIG. 4. Period in which a test particle completes a circular
orbit around the system for the stationary potential ⟨V ⟩ where
the black points represent the numerical solution and the gray
dotted line a fitting formula. This formula is used to set initial
conditions for circular trajectories for arbitrary r.

potential ⟨V ⟩. From this plot we extract the empirical
formula

Tp = a1

(
r

rc

)1.392
(
1− a2

(
r

rc

)2
)
, (13)

with the fitting parameters are a1 = 1.064 × 10−3 and
a2 = 1.668× 10−5.
Three sets of Np = 100 particles are defined. We

use initial conditions for circular motion with initial
x⃗p(0) = rp(1, 0, 0) and velocity v⃗p =

2πrp
Tp

(0, 1, 0), where

the period Tp is given by formula (13). We define three
sets of Np = 100 particles, the first set with uniformly
distributed initial x−positions in the interval rp ∈ (0, r0],
where r0 = 92.99rc. Observe that these particles have
initial positions both inside the core and in the halo re-
gion. The second and third sets have initial x−positions
slightly deviated from those of the first set in such a way
that for the second set of conditions rp is multiplied by
a factor of 1.001, and for the third set by 1.01. The
idea is to later study the sensitivity to initial conditions
of the trajectories in order to envisage possible chaotic
behavior.

D. Boundary conditions

Usually, boundary conditions for ordinary differential
equations of test particles are not important. However,
when dealing with the potential required in Newton’s
second Law, which is confined to the numerical domain
where the solution is known, the same boundary condi-
tions as those in the SP system (1)-(2) need to be applied,
in our case periodic boundary conditions are employed.
Consequently, a particle that exits the numerical domain
through a given face renters through the opposite one,

FIG. 5. On the left, trajectories of a sample of test particles
in the stationary potential at the plane z = 0, which are
circular and thus consistent with the description of the initial
conditions. On the right, the total energy as a function of
time for the same sample of test particles, which illustrates
the conservation of energy during the numerical integration
of trajectories.

thereby maintaining consistency with the gravitational
potential.
Finally, the integration of the motion equations above

is carried out with a fourth-order Runge-Kutta method.

IV. MOTION OF TEST PARTICLES

A. Scenario 1: Stationary Potential Case

In order to test that numerical integration of trajec-
tories works fine, we solve motion equations (9) for the
potential ⟨V ⟩ and compare with the exact solution (11).
The results of numerical integration are consistent with
the exact ones, according to which the particles; posi-
tions are given by ⟨xp⟩ = r cos [ωrt], ⟨yp⟩ = r sin [ωrt],
⟨zp⟩ = 0, where angular frequency and period for a par-

ticle starting a radius r are respectively ωr =
√

1
r
d⟨V ⟩
dr

and Tr = 2π/ωr. The results are exemplified in Figure 5
for a subsample of the whole set of initial conditions. On
the left we show that the trajectories are truly circular
and on the right that the conservation of energy is sat-
isfied within numerical precision, as the trajectories are
maintained on the same path during 1.274 Gyr. This test
illustrates for how long the numerical integration of tra-
jectories maintains the energy, as well as the appropriate
implementation of the interpolation of the test particles
trajectories within the numerical grid where the variables
of the SP system are defined.

B. Scenario 2: Dynamic Potential

In this case we solve the motion equations (12) on
top of the evolution of the core-halo structure accord-
ing to the system (1)-(2) from which we extract V at all
times. We integrate trajectories for all initial conditions
and track the particles’ trajectories that were circular in
the stationary potential case.
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Figure 6 illustrates the projection of some test parti-
cles’ trajectories on different planes, under the influence
of the fully time-dependent potential V . They are com-
pared with those for the stationary average potential ⟨V ⟩.
The trajectories exhibit an erratic behavior for small ini-
tial radius close and within the core, where they appear
to be chaotic. For larger initial radii, away from the core,
the trajectories seem to be more uniform, although they
also deviate from circular paths.

For a closer examination, Figure 7 on the left presents

the radial distance of the particles rp =
√
x2
p + y2p + z2p as

function of time. This Figure illustrates how V heats the
particles with different modes and strength over time. At
the right we draw the total energy of the particles, which
is not conserved, and instead indicates how the potential
injects energy to the trajectories and “heats” the motion
of particles, an effect that happens even to Black Holes
within FDM halos [52].

C. Chaotic trajectories

The trajectory of a particle appears to be chaotic
in the fully time-dependent potential case, exhibiting a
markedly different behavior from the averaged stationary
potential case. However, we will now demonstrate that
the trajectory is chaotic in a more strict sense. A first-
order dynamical system is said to exhibit chaos if (see
e.g. [53]):

1. It is a nonlinear system.

2. It is a system in at least three dimensions.

3. It is sensitive to initial conditions.

The first two conditions are satisfied for the test parti-
cle evolution equations, since the potential is nonlinear
and the system of equations of motion of the test parti-
cle conforms a system of six first order equations in time.
To verify the third condition, we use the trajectories of
the three sets of initial conditions for particles defined
above. The top, middle, and bottom rows of Figure 8
show the projections of five particle trajectories on the
xy, xz, and yz planes, respectively. Each column corre-
sponds to a value of the initial conditions xp(0) = 1.19,
4.18, 7.16, 10.14, and 13.42 kpc from left to right. The
second and third sets have an initial x initial coordinate,
modified by a factor of 1.01 and 1.001 respectively. No-
tice that for the first three columns, corresponding to
initial positions closer to the core, the trajectories are
very sensitive to the initial condition. For the last two
columns corresponding to positions farther from the core,
the trajectories at least remain close to the plane where
the circular trajectory of the initial conditions, although
the trajectories continue to be sensitive to initial condi-
tions and are not circles. This illustrates how the motion
and oscillations of the core, where the potential gradient

is more dynamical and steeper, impact on the trajectories
more importantly than in the halo region.
In order to check whether there is an exponential devia-

tion between trajectories initially very close, we calculate
the Maximum Lyapunov Exponent (MLE) defined as

Λ = lim
t→∞

lim
|δu⃗(0)|→0

1

t
log

(
|δu⃗(t)|
|δu⃗(0)|

)
, (14)

where u⃗ = (x⃗p, v⃗p) is the phase space position of the par-
ticle, which is the state of the six-dimensional dynamical
system, and δu⃗ is the displacement of the two trajec-
tories that are being compared, with initial separation
δu⃗(0). However we do not know the solution in the con-
tinuous domain, for this reason we approximate the MLE
exponent as

Λ ≈ 2

tf
log

(
|δu⃗(tf/2)|
|δu⃗(0)|

)
, (15)

where tf = 1.274Gyr. Figure 9 shows the MLE for the
displacement vectors between the first and the second
set of initial conditions, and between the first with the
third set. Notice two things, first that irrespective of the
initial displacement in the initial conditions the MLE is
always positive, indicating that chaos is present across
the entire numerical domain. Second, the separation of
close trajectories is most pronounced in a region near and
within the core.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown the effects of the anisotropy and time-
dependence of a core-halo FDM structure on test parti-
cles integrated in two different scenarios. The first one
assumes that the gravitational potential ⟨V ⟩ is spheri-
cally symmetric and stationary, obtained from the an-
gule and time averaged gravitational potential V that is
non-symmetric and non-stationary. The second scenario
assumes test particles are subject to V during the inte-
gration in a time-window of ∼ 1.6Gyr.
The initial conditions of test particles correspond to

circular trajectories in the laboratory reference frame de-
fined in Figure 1, which we verified remain circular when
using ⟨V ⟩. The same trajectories are integrated using V
and do not remain circular, not even on the same plane.
Instead they show erratic behavior, which is more evi-
dent for trajectories within or near the core than in the
halo region.
In order to quantify the sensitivity to initial condi-

tions of trajectories, we integrated test particle trajecto-
ries with close initial positions and determined the Lya-
punov exponent of their departure. The result is that it
is always positive, which indicates that trajectories are
chaotic in the whole domain, with bigger exponents near
the core. This is consistent with the random walk motion
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FIG. 6. Orange lines represent the trajectories of test particles under the influence of the stationary potential ⟨V ⟩, for five
initial conditions, noticeable in the projection on the xy−plane. Blue lines represent the trajectories of test particles under the
fully time-dependent potential V . The first, second, and third rows show the projections of the trajectories on the xy, xz, and
yz planes, respectively. Each column corresponds to the initial conditions xp(0) = 0.6000, 6.560, 12.53, 18.49, and −15.27 from
left to right. The reference frame of these trajectories is the laboratory frame, where the box of the simulation is kept fixed.

FIG. 7. On the left, the distance to the origin of test parti-
cles as function of time, in the case of the Dynamic poten-
tial V . These differ from the constant radius corresponding
to the stationary case in Figure 5. These differences arise
because the dynamic potential accelerates the particles and
consequently, the energy is not conserved, as illustrated on
the right.

of the core described in [45, 46], and to the oscillations of
the core during the evolution of a core-halo [31, 39, 44] in
non symmetric simulations, that are in agreement with
the low order quasinormal mode oscillation found in [29]
and later extended in [51]. The core’s random motion
and oscillation implies a more dynamical gravitational
potential where gradients are steeper, and test particles
are heated more [54], which leads to a more noticeable
departure of trajectories from circular.

A direct implication of this result is, that trajectories of
test particles obtained when considering the FDM struc-
ture to be the one given by the stationary and spheri-
cally symmetric core-halo formulas, which are actually
averages of the anisotropic and time-dependent configu-
ration, are very different from those obtained considering
the true one, namely the non-averaged, anisotropic, time-
dependent configuration. This should raise a warning on
the use of oversimplified spherically symmetric smooth
FDM distribution in phenomenological studies.
The collective behavior of particles, for example that of

a gas on top of an FDM core-halo structure, may reveal
new correlations and possibly a more stationary collec-
tive behavior, like those obtained for collective systems
in (e.g. [55, 56]). The study that includes evolution of
both FDM and gas is the subject of current analysis [57].
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FIG. 8. Sensitivity to the initial position of the trajectory of five tests particle with three close initial conditions xp(0) = x0

in orange, xp(0) = 1.01x0 in blue and xp(0) = 1.001x0 in gray. The first, second, and third rows show the projections of
the trajectories of the particles in the xy, xz, and yz planes, respectively. Each column corresponds to the initial conditions
xp(0) = 1.19, 4.18, 7.16, 10.14, and 13.42 kpc from left to right. The reference frame of these trajectories is the laboratory
frame, where the box of the simulation is kept fixed.

FIG. 9. Maximal Lyapunov exponent as a function of the ini-
tial x−coordinate of test particles. Yellow line corresponds
to deviations between initial conditions xp(0) = x0 and
xp(0) = 1.01x0, whereas blue line corresponds to deviations
between initial conditions xp(0) = x0 and xp(0) = 1.001x0.
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