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Boson stars are hypothetical compact objects derived from solutions of a self-gravitating complex
scalar field. In this study, we extend the traditional models by generalizing the kinetic term of the
scalar field to that of a nonlinear sigma model. Concretely, we obtain spinning boson star solutions
for a family of models parametrized by the curvature of their two-dimensional target manifold,
as well as for various self-interaction potentials. We derive the global properties and multipolar
structure of these solutions as a function of both the curvature of the target space and the strength
of self-interactions. Our results suggest that a nonzero curvature in the target manifold can have a
significant impact on the structure of the solutions, allowing for a range of notably different masses
and degrees of compactness. However, we find that the relations between different multipoles are
consistent with those for the standard complex scalar stars, and hence the universality of such
relations is extended to curved target spaces.

CONTENTS

I. Introduction 1

II. Theoretical set-up 2
A. Nonlinear sigma models 2
B. NLσM stars 3

III. Multipolar structure and global properties 4
A. Multipole moments 4
B. Moment of inertia and differential rotation 5

IV. Solutions for quartic self-interactions 5

V. Double vacuum potential 9
A. Role of β 9
B. Role of γ2 10
C. Ergoregions 11

VI. Analysis of Universality 11
A. I − χ−Q Relations 12

VII. Comparison with other extreme models 13
A. The double vacuum potential and I − χ−Q

relation 13

VIII. Conclusions 14

Acknowledgments 15

References 16

A. Including unstable solutions 18

B. Further multipolar relations 19
1. S3 − χ−Q and M4 − χ−Q 19
2. Compactness 20

C. Numerical implementation 20
1. Units and boundary conditions 20
2. The Einstein-Klein Gordon system 21

D. Fitting coefficients 22

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the study of boson stars — gravitat-
ing, non topological solitons sourced by a scalar field
condensate— has enjoyed a great expansion due to their
phenomenological potential in relativistic astrophysics as
black hole mimickers [1–7] or as sources of gravitational
waves in merger events [8–10], as well as their cosmolog-
ical implications as dark matter candidates [11–18] and
for the evolution of the Early Universe [19, 20].
Whilst no regular, asymptotically flat, static (or sta-

tionary) solutions of the Einstein equations sourced by a
real scalar field are known 1, the simplest models of boson
stars require a single complex scalar field with a generic
self-interacting scalar potential that preserves the global
U(1) symmetry. Stability under their own gravitational
collapse is then achieved by endowing the scalar conden-
sate with a non-vanising, conserved Noether charge as-
sociated with the corresponding global symmetry. Vari-
ous scalar potentials have been explored in the literature,

1 Although there are almost stationary solutions, known as oscil-
latons, which are also phenomenologically interesting [21].
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leading to different types of boson stars [22–27], which
however satisfy a set of potential-independent universal
relations involving their moments of inertia and other
metric multipoles [28].

However, the requirement of a U(1) symmetry for the
stabilization of the scalar condensate can be extended
to more general models. Indeed, this observation has
allowed us to find boson star solutions in simple nonlinear
sigma models [29–31].

A non-linear sigma model (NLσM ) is a scalar field the-
ory describing mappings between spacetime and a target
manifold,

ϕ : R(3,1) 7−→ T . (1)

The requirement for the existence of boson star solu-
tions within a given NLσM can be stated in geometric
terms as the following conjecture for the general condi-
tion for the existence of BSs: For a NLσM to present BS
solutions when minimally coupled to gravity, the target
space must admit a toric action with at least one fixed
point.

Indeed, the necessity of a Noether charge, or equiva-
lently, the associated global U(1) symmetry for field con-
figurations implies that the target manifold must admit
a U(1) group action. The requirement of asymptotic flat-
ness (i.e., finite ADM mass) implies that the field must
tend to vacuum at large distances, which in particular
must have zero Noether charge. In other words, the vac-
uum manifold of the model must be contained in the set
of fixed points under the torus action of T .

Toric geometry deals with the study of manifolds pre-
senting multiple toric actions and fixed points [32]. The
simplest example is the complex plane C, which presents
a toric action:

C ∋ z → eiθz, θ ∈ R. (2)

with the origin being a fixed point. The complex plane
endowed with such action can be seen as a half-line with
a circle fiber, which shrinks at the origin.

The next nontrivial example of toric geometry is the
complex projective line, CP 1, or Riemman sphere, which
can be seen as a finte interval with a T 1 fiber that shrinks
at the two endpoints.

Although we will restrict our study to two-dimensional
target spaces, toric geometry allows one to generalize
the above construction to arbitrary dimensions. In fact,
the manifold CPN−1 can be represented as an (N − 1)-
simplex where each points presents a (N − 1)-torus
TN−1 fiber. One of the T 1 fibers shrinks on each of
the (N − 2)-simplexes at the boundaries of the original
(N−1)-simplex, while at its vertices the whole TN−1 fiber
shrinks. A simple example would be the complex projec-
tive plane CP 2, whose toric diagram is a triangle with a
T 2 fiber, whose sides present a T 1 fiber that shrinks at
the vertices. Therefore, a NLσM with such a space as the
target manifold would allow for Q-ball or boson star so-
lutions with different kinds of Noether charges [33]. An-
other interesting type of NLσM that has been considered

in the astrophysical context are the Skyrme-type models,
which, on top of a Noether charge, can present a topo-
logical charge. Hence, such models have been proposed
both as models for boson stars [34] and also for neutron
stars [35, 36]. In the latter case, solutions were found to
satisfy universal relations similar to those of other perfect
fluid stars [37].
Nonlinear sigma models are also interesting from the

fundamental physics point of view, as they generically
emerge as low energy effective actions from dimensional
compactification in supergravity and string theory. In
particular, scalar field multiplets emerge as moduli of
Calabi-Yau manifolds [38] or components of chiral and
higher-dimensional gauge fields in flux compatification
scenarios [39]. In this context, star-like solutions are
known as moduli stars [40]. Furthermore, in the cos-
mological context, scalar fields with nonstandard kinetic
terms and nonlinear self-couplings are interesting for
modified theories of gravity. In fact, theories such as
massive gravity can be reformulated as a NLσM coupled
to Einstein gravity [41].
Static boson star solutions in NLσM have already been

studied in [29], and the spinning case was also con-
structed for some target manifold curvatures, where also
some first multipoles were studied [42]. In this paper we
will focus on the physically more relevant case of spinning
boson stars. In particular, we will show that a nontrivial
topology of the target space manifold has a noticeable ef-
fect on the properties of the corresponding stars, namely,
on their compactness and energy distribution, as well as
on the relations satisfied by their multiples, when the
values for the target manifold curvatures are sufficiently
distinct. We therefore will be able to answer the question
how the topology of the target space affects the universal
relations of the corresponding Boson Stars. We also focus
our research on the multipolar decomposition, intending
to study how the universality is affected by the distinct
types of target field manifolds.

II. THEORETICAL SET-UP

A. Nonlinear sigma models

One of the most studied examples of a non-linear sigma
model is the S2-sigma model, in which the target space
is the 2-sphere. It can be constructed as a theory of three
real scalar fields ϕa, a = 1, 2, 3 subject to the constraint
ϕaϕa = ρ2, where ρ is the radius of the 2-sphere. This pa-
rameterization corresponds to the Cartesian coordinates
of the sphere as an embedded surface on a 3-dimensional
Euclidean space. In such representation, the Lagrangian
for the massless S2-sigma model (in flat spacetime) is

L =
1

2
∂µϕa∂

µϕa . (3)

Alternatively, we can use stereographic projections
from either the north or the south pole of S2 to the (com-
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plex) plane, which provide a minimal atlas for the sphere,
to describe the dynamics. Indeed, using the south chart

Φ = ρ
ϕ1 + iϕ2
ρ− ϕ3

∈ C, (4)

with inverse mappings given by

ϕ1 + iϕ2 =
2ρ2Φ

ρ2 + |Φ|2
, ϕ3 = ρ

|Φ|2 − ρ2

ρ2 + |ϕ|2
, (5)

we can rewrite (3) as

L =
1

2

4ρ4

(ρ2 + |Φ|2)2
∂µΦ

∗∂µΦ (6)

which is the usual CP1 sigma model.
Nonlinear sigma models are invariant under the isom-

etry group of the corresponding target manifold. In par-
ticular, the S2 sigma model is invariant under O(3) trans-
formations of the fields ϕa, and, after stereographic pro-
jection, this symmetry is explicitly broken by a suitable
potential to a global U(1) of the complex field Φ.
In the present work we will analyze the following fa-

mily of sigma models with two dimensional target space
manifold:

LΦ = −K(|Φ|2)
2

∂αΦ
∗∂βΦ+ V

(
|Φ|2

)
. (7)

where

K(|Φ|2) = 1(
1− κ2

4 |Φ|2
)2 . (8)

is the most general metric for a two dimensional NLσM
with constant curvature target space and a U(1) isometry
[29]. Indeed, it coincides with the above-mentioned CP1

sigma model (with S2 as the target manifold) with the
identification κ2 = −4/ρ2 < 0. On the other hand, for
κ2 > 0, it describes the metric of a negative constant
curvature target space, i.e. the hyperbolic plane H22.
Finally, for κ = 0, we arrive at the flat target space case.

On the other hand, we will consider two qualitatively
different families of potentials. Obviously, since they re-
spect the global U(1) invariance of the model, they can
depend only on the absolute value of the scalar field. The
first one is the widely used ϕ4 potential

V (|Φ|2) = µ2Φ∗Φ+ Λ(Φ∗Φ)2 , (9)

where µ is the mass parameter of the perturbative exci-
tations and Λ is a dimensionless self coupling parameter.
The second one is a two vacuum potential

V (|Φ|2) = µ2 |Φ|2

(1 + β|Φ|2)2
(10)

2 We remark that the H2 model is equivalent to the axion-dilaton
model which appears generically in superstring theory [43]. (See
[29] for an explicit derivation of this equivalence)

with β being a positive parameter. In terms of the O(3)
iso-scalar field ϕa it can be written as

V (ϕa) =
µ2

(1 + βρ2)2
(ρ− ϕ23)

(1− ϕ3

ρ
1−βρ2
1+βρ2 )

2
, (11)

which has two vacua at the north and south poles,
ϕ3 = ±ρ.

B. NLσM stars

The boson stars considered in this paper are described
by the Einstein-σ model action,

SΦ =
1

16πG

∫
(R+ LΦ)

√
−gd4x. (12)

Here, g is the metric determinant, R the Ricci scalar, and
LΦ is the minimally coupled version of (7). Furthermore,
we have rescaled the scalar field as

Φ →
√
8πGΦ ≡M−1

P Φ (13)

so that the new scalar field variable is dimensionless,
and so is the rescaled curvature parameter, γ2 ≡ M2

Pκ
2.

Then its value can be interpreted as a ratio |γ| =MP /E
between the characteristic energy scale E of the tar-
get manifold (dimensionful) curvature and the (reduced)
Planck mass MP = (8πG)−1/2.
By varying the action (12) the following equations

arise,

Rαβ − 1

2
Rgαβ = 8πTαβ ,

gαβ∇α (K∇βΦ) =
dV

d|Φ|2
Φ− 1

2
gαβ∇αΦ

∗∇βΦ
dK

d|Φ|2
Φ,

(14)

where Rαβ is the Ricci tensor and Tαβ is the canonical
stress-energy tensor of the scalar field,

Tαβ =K(|Φ|2)∇(αΦ
∗∇β)Φ

− gαβ

[
K(|Φ|2)

2
gµν∇(µΦ

∗∇ν)Φ+ V
(
|Φ|2

)]
.

(15)

For the above stress-energy tensor to satisfy stationarity
and axial symmetry, the scalar field ansatz takes the form

Φ(t, r, θ, ψ) = ϕ(r, θ)e−i(wt+nψ). (16)

Here ϕ(r, θ) is the profile of the star, w ∈ R is the angular
frequency of the field (associated to the rotation of the
field phase in internal space), and n ∈ Z is the azimutal
harmonic index, or azimutal winding number [44, 45].
This parameter enters the problem as an integer related
to the star’s angular momentum.
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Finally, we assume the following ansatz for the metric,
describing the stationary and axisymmetric space-time
[46, 47],

ds2 =− e2νdt2 + e2βr2 sin2 θ

(
dψ − W

r
dt

)2

+ e2α(dr2 + r2dθ2),

(17)

where ν, α, β andW are functions dependent only on r, θ.

For K = 1, that is, γ = 0, we recover the usual U(1)
Boson Stars (BSs). We note that changing the absolute
value of the parameter γ ̸= 0 is effectively equivalent
to changing the strength of gravity, that is, the value
of Newton’s constant G. Indeed, a rescaling ϕ → ϕ/|γ|
brings us to a model where the magnitude of the curva-
ture of the target space only appears as a modified New-
ton’s constant G → G|γ|2 (accompanied with the corre-
sponding rescaling of the Λ parameter in the potential).
This explicitly underlines that we have three qualitatively
very distinct cases corresponding to three types of con-
stant curvature geometries of the target space: positive
S2, negative H2, and flat C. However, in our numeri-
cal analysis, we use the formulation with the curvature
parameter γ of the target space explicitly taken into ac-
count.

III. MULTIPOLAR STRUCTURE AND GLOBAL
PROPERTIES

In this section, we study the multipolar expansion of
the spacetime metric and the related physical properties
relevant for the data analysis. Within the framework of
General Relativity, there are two classes of multipoles,
originating from the energy density and the current den-
sity, respectively, as discussed in [48, 49]. These mul-
tipoles are indispensable from both theoretical and as-
trophysical perspectives. The foundational principles of
metric multipole expansions were established in [50–52].
Subsequently, this concept was applied in the context of
neutron stars, as referenced in [53, 54]. Our approach is
consistent with these precedents.

A. Multipole moments

In the same fashion as in [28], we obtain the multi-
poles following the method described in [54, 55]. First,
we reparameterize our metric functions as ω = W

r , B =

eν+β and expand our new metric functions using polyno-
mial bases for spherical coordinates, that is, the Legen-
dre polynomials Pl(cos θ) and Gegenbauer polynomials

T
1
2

l (cos θ). The radial coefficients are also expanded in

inverse powers of the radial coordinate,

ν =

∞∑
l=0

ν̄2l(r)P2l(cos θ), ν̄2l(r) =

∞∑
k=0

ν2l,k
r2l+1+k

,

ω =

∞∑
l=0

ω̄2l−1(r)
dP2l−1(cos θ)

d cos θ
, ω̄2l−1(r) =

∞∑
k=0

ω2l−1,k

r2l+1+k
,

B = 1 +

∞∑
l=0

B̄2l(r)T
1
2

2l (cos θ), B̄2l(r) =
B2l

r2l+2
, (18)

For more details, we refer to [28, 47, 56]. Once we
know the functions ν, ω, and B, the coefficients are easily
extracted. The combinations that provide the relevant
multipoles [57] are

M0 = M̄ = −ν0,0,

S1 = J =
ω1,0

2
,

M2 = Q =
4

3
B0ν0,0 +

ν30,0
3

− ν2,0,

S3 = −6

5
B0ω1,0 −

3

10
ν20,0ω1,0 +

3

2
ω3,0,

M4 = −32

21
b0ν

3
0,0 −

16

5
b20ν0,0 +

64

35
b2ν0,0 +

24

7
b0ν2,0

+
3

70
ν0,0ω

2
1,0 −

19

105
ν50,0 +

8

7
ν2,0ν

2
0,0 − ν4,0.

(19)

Here we have defined the dimensionless mass:

M̄ =
Mµ

8πM2
P

≡ GMµ (20)

Let us now, and for the rest of the text, take a ge-
ometrized system of units in which G = 1.
Furthermore, it will become convenient to work with

dimensionless multipolar quantities, or reduced multi-
poles, as is standard in the literature [58, 59]. Following
the conventions established in [27, 28], we employ the
following definition of dimensionless quantities,

m2m ≡ (−1)m
M2m

χ2mM2m+1
0

,

s2m−1 ≡ (−1)m+1 S2m−1

χ2m−1M2m
0

.

(21)

In the above expression, m can take any integer value,
establishing a consistent, dimensionless formula for each
multipolar order. These quantities are connected to those
obtained by the multipolar expansion of eq. (19). Al-
though detailed calculations from the metric in eq. (17)
to the expansion of metric functions in eq. (19) are tech-
nically complex, the entire process is comprehensively
described in [60, 61] and thoroughly reviewed in Section
2.2 of [62].
Owing to the infinite extension of the fields that form

the BSs, the notion of the surface of the star is not well
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defined. Usually, the surface is assumed to delimit a vol-
ume that encloses 99% of the mass, M99. We use this
definition. On the other hand, for the mass of the BSs
we use the total mass of the gravitating field, M ≡ M0.
The relations for the usual BSs were shown to be fulfilled
when this choice is made [27].

The quantities under our scope for the next subsections
are thus

χ =
S1

M2
0

, Q̄ = m2 =
M2

M3
0χ

2
,

s̄3 = − S3

M4
0χ

3
, m̄4 =

M4

M5
0χ

4
.

(22)

B. Moment of inertia and differential rotation

As shown in [27, 28], and also discussed in [63], unlike
regular perfect fluid stars, rotating BSs cant be treated
as rigidly rotating objects in a perturbative expansion,
but require a non-perturbative treatment [64, 65]. In
order to define the corresponding angular velocity, we
take advantage of the fact that there is a natural four-
vector associated with the global U(1) symmetry of the
Lagrangian, i.e., the associated Noether current:

jµ =
i

2
K(|Φ|2) [Φ∗∂µΦ− Φ∂µΦ∗] , (23)

which gives rise to a conserved particle number, N =∫
j0
√
−gd3x. Then, the differential angular velocity of

BSs can be defined as Ω = jψ/jt, which agrees with that
obtained by Ryan [47] in the strong-coupling approxima-
tion. Having Ω as a function of r and θ, we compute
the moment of inertia for our differentially rotating sys-
tem as the ratio between angular momentum density and
angular velocity, integrated over the whole space

I =

∫ π

0

∫ ∞

0

T tψ(r, θ)

Ω(r, θ)
r2 sin θeν+2α+βdrdθ . (24)

As with the multipole moments, we may define a reduced
moment of inertia that is normalized by an appropriate
power of the mass such that the result is dimensionless:

Ī =
I

M3
0

. (25)

IV. SOLUTIONS FOR QUARTIC
SELF-INTERACTIONS

Solutions involving rotating boson stars with a quartic
self-interaction potential have been extensively explored
[27, 28, 44, 66, 67]. Given its simplicity and the range of
solutions it offers for boson stars with flat target spaces,
we have chosen the quartic potential as the prototypical
potential for our analysis. This choice is particularly re-
levant because varying the parameter Λ in eq. (9), which

can have both positive and negative values, allows us to
explore a broad spectrum of outcomes. Nevertheless, we
will investigate a different potential with two vacua later
on.
In this section, we will investigate how the existence

and properties of BSs (masses, compactness, occurrence
of the ergoregions, etc.) depend on the value of the free
parameters of our models, that are the curvature γ2 of the
target space and the quartic self-interaction Λ. Specif-
ically, we want to understand how the topology of the
target space (spherical γ2 > 0, flat γ = 0 and hyperbolic
γ2 < 0) modifies the properties of gravitating solutions.
Furthermore, the solutions depend on the angular fre-
quency w, whose impact will also be studied. We remark
that, in principle, the most general solutions of rotating
BSs are also classified by an integer, the harmonic index
n. In the current work, we will explore only the n = 1
branch, leaving the analysis of higher values of n for a
future work.
The quantities we are going to focus on are the (dimen-

sionless) mass µM , maximal value of the modulus of the
field ϕmax, quadrupolar moment Q̄ and spin octupolar
moment s̄3, as defined in eq. (22).
Another relevant property is the compactness of the

star, defined as the ratio between its mass and its radius.
However, as stated above, the field configurations for-
ming the BSs extend to infinity and therefore the notion
of the surface (hence the radius) is slightly diffuse. We
follow the standard prescription and define the radius
R99 as that of a sphere enclosing the 99% of total ADM
mass, M99,

C =
M99

R99
. (26)

In our numerical calculations, we vary the curvature in
a rather wide range γ2 ∈ [−150, 150]. The value of the
angular frequency w, or better to say, the dimensionless
ratio w/µ, is varied within the range of w/µ ∼ 1 to its
initial value, which depends on the specific choice of γ2

and Λ.
In Figure 1 we show how the total mass of the stars

depends on the field frequency as we change the curva-
ture γ and the parameter of the quartic self-interaction
term Λ. Here we take γ2 ∈ [−100, 100] and Λ =
−100,−40, 0, 40, 100. We clearly see that increasing Λ
from −100 to 100 makes the maximal mass larger, while
increasing γ2 from −100 to 100 acts in the opposite di-
rection. The qualitative dependence on w is the same in
the cases of spherical, hyperbolic, and flat targe space.

To better understand the impact of the curvature of
the target space, we fix the potential Λ = 1, and the
frequency w/µ = 0.9. In Figure 2, we show the effects of
varying the dimensionless curvature γ2 within the range
of [−150, 150]. The mass exhibits a monotonic change.
It decreases as the curvature increases from negative to
positive values. Specifically, at γ2 = 150, the mass is
µM = 0.29, which is approximately ∼ 0.258 times the
mass of standard BS (where γ2 = 0 and µM = 1.126).
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0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
w/µ

0

1

2

3
M
µ

100

50

0

50

100

γ2

FIG. 1: Mass vs frequency curves for γ2 = −100,−10, 0, 10, 100
and Λ = −100,−40, 0, 40, 100. Both the mass and frequency are
rescaled with suitable factors of µ (the boson mass) to render

dimensionless quantities. For this and other plots, we have used
the following linestyle codes: densely dashed for Λ = 0, solid for
Λ = 40, dashdot for Λ = 100, dotted for Λ = −40 and densely

dashdoted for Λ = −100.

For γ2 = −150, the mass increases significantly to µM =
1.995. This value is about ∼ 1.772 times the conventional
BSs mass.

The behavior of the maximum of the field is more in-
volved. Initially, as γ2 grows from negative values, the
quantity increases. However, for some value of the cur-
vature, γ2 ≈ 90 for ϕmax, it reaches a maximum af-
ter which it decreases. We note inflection points in the
mass plots and ϕmax. Their positions, approximately at
γ2 ≈ 40, seem to coincide. This may indicate a scaling
phenomenon within this region of the parameter space.

Figure 3 illustrates the behavior of the dimensionless
spin and moment of inertia -defined in Equations (22)
and (25) - in the same range of γ2. Both quantities ex-
hibit a similar trend, starting at low values when γ2 is
significantly negative and increasing as γ2 grows. In par-
ticular, the graphs can be divided into two regions: one
for γ2 < 40, where the increase is relatively gradual, and
another for γ2 > 40, where the slope becomes steep. This
suggests a scaling transition around γ2 ∼ 40.

The behavior of the dimensionless quadrupole mo-
ment, as shown in Figure 4, is very similar to that
of the mass. Disregarding the differences between the
quadrupole moment of the mass and the mass itself, the
trend is analogous—starting at its maximum values and
decreasing as γ2 increases. Interestingly, around γ2 ∼ 40,
an inflection point is observed, where the decrease con-
tinues but at a much lower rate.

We now perform a simultaneous analysis of the higher-
order multipoles, using the dimensionless definitions for
the octupolar spin and hexadecapolar mass as given in

100 0 100

γ2

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

µ
M

100 0 100

γ2

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.06

0.07

0.08

φ
m
a
x

FIG. 2: Mass (upper plot) and maximum field value (lower) vs γ2

for ω/µ = 0.9 and Λ = 1

Equation (22). For the same range of γ2 as in previ-
ous cases, the behavior of these multipoles is somewhat
more complex Figure 5. At very negative values of γ2,
the multipoles take on negative values, indicating insta-
bility. However, as we continue our analysis, we observe
that their values increase steeply with γ2, reaching an ab-
solute maximum for a negative γ2 value near zero (this
pattern holds for both moments). Beyond this peak, the
multipoles decrease in a distinct manner, showing an in-
flection point around γ2 ∼ 40, after which a plateau is
observed for higher values. The emergence of this plateau
suggests that the corresponding stars approach a kind of
universal limit, which may be related to the probing of
the low compactness regime.

The above analysis demonstrates that variations in γ2

significantly affect the multipolar structure of NLσM so-
lutions. This indicates that models with similar proper-
ties but distinct differences can be utilized in theoretical
frameworks and astrophysical contexts. Such versatility
opens up new avenues for modeling compact objects.

Now we will examine how solutions vary when fixing
specific γ2 and Λ values and altering the parameter w.
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Ī

FIG. 3: Dimensionless spin (upper panel) and moment of inertia
(lower) as functions of γ2, for w/µ = 0.9 and Λ = 1.
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γ2

10

15

20

25

Q̄

FIG. 4: Behavior of the dimensionless quadrupolar momentum
through the variation of γ2 for w/µ = 0.9 and quartic

self-interaction Λ = 1 Equation (9).

100 0 100

γ2

5

0

5

10

s̄
3

100 0 100

γ2

400

200

0

200

m̄
4

FIG. 5: Higher dimensionless multipoles as functions of γ2, for
w/µ = 0.9 and Λ = 1.

This approach is the most straightforward method to ob-
tain solutions, and each resulting curve can be labeled as
a family of solutions, representing a distinct model. This
designation is particularly apt because the frequency is
an internal field parameter related to internal oscillations
rather than interaction strength or kinetic terms; it es-
sentially reflects the internal field frequency. As demon-
strated later, this method is commonly used to present
solutions. We have previously applied it in Figure 1 to
illustrate the range of masses obtained in our analysis of
universality. We can enhance the analysis by deriving
complete solutions families across the entire frequency
range. We will maintain a constant value of Λ in all
cases, focusing on how the kinetic term influences the
behavior of these families and their properties in terms
of w. Specifically, we have chosen Λ = 100 to represent
the strength of self-interaction. This is a rather large
value that, as we previously found, supports highly mas-
sive BSs. This is a physically interesting regime. Subse-
quently, we will compute the full curve of solutions for
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FIG. 6: Mass (upper plot) and max field values (lower) versus
ω/µ for γ2 = −100, 10, 1, 0,−1,−10,−100 and β = 100.

γ2 = −100, 10, 1, 0,−1,−10,−100.

We show the masses and maximum field values in Fig-
ure 6. We note that we do not plot the second branch
of solutions, which typically lies below the main branch
and is generally linearly unstable [44, 68]. As we already
pointed out, the qualitative behavior of the mass curve
does not change with curvature. However, we see a quan-
titative change. The masses increase as γ2 becomes more
negative. Specifically, for γ2 = −100, we observe stars
with µM > 3, likely located on the stable segment of
the main branch. The opposite happens for growing γ2,
where we reach solutions with maximum mass values be-
low 1µM , see, e.g., the case with γ2 = 100. Thus, the
spherical target space supports heavier stars than the
models with hyperbolic topology.

The behavior of ϕmax follows an opposite pattern. The
field modulus takes smaller values for the spherical ge-
ometry of the target space. Furthermore, independently
of γ2, ϕmax tends to increase as w decreases. Impor-
tantly, although the variation in ϕmax due to changes in
γ2 is rather modest, more negative γ2 covers a broader
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FIG. 7: Compactness study. The upper pannel shows the data for
various models joining into a unique line, together with the solid

fitting. The lower pannel shows the fitting errors.

range of solutions (at least in the stable branch), reach-
ing smaller values of w and permitting solutions with
marginally smaller ϕmax.

Surprisingly, the variation in γ2 does not directly influ-
ence the compactness, see Figure 7. It becomes apparent
that the frequencies capable of providing a presumably
stable solution within a given model typically correspond
to similar compactness values. Specifically, if a particu-
lar frequency yields a solution for multiple values of γ2, it
will lead to almost identical compactness values despite
differences in mass, fields, and other multipoles. Never-
theless, the value of the target space curvature constant,
γ2, does have an indirect effect. Variations in γ2 alter
the range of feasible values in w for which solutions ex-
ist. Consequently, models with a wider range of w achieve
higher compactness values, C, and vice versa.

In the same plot, we observe another notable behav-
ior in the model where γ = −100, solutions with smaller
values of the angular frequency w possess extremely high
compactness, reaching the black hole threshold. How-
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ever, these solutions are near or in the unstable region of
the mass-frequency curve, indicating that although they
are theoretically possible within the model, they would
likely be unstable in an astrophysical context.
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FIG. 8: Mass (upper pannel) and max field (lower) vs β of
solutions for the 2-vacua potential with w/µ = 0.9, γ2 = 1.

In a certain sense, the behavior described above can be
understood as a type of universality. This is because of
the fact that in the parameter space formed by w/µ and
C, all the solutions associated with different γ2 corre-
spond to the same one-dimensional function (solid black
line), which can be approximated by:

Cfitt =

n=4∑
n=0

An

(
w

µ

)n
, (27)

where An are five numerical constants shown in Table I.
This 4−th order polynomial fitting ensures an error lower
than 6% for each star, as we can read from the lower plot
in Figure 7. The error is obtained as follows,

Cerror = 100 · |C − Cfitt|
Cfitt

. (28)

A0 A1 A2 A3 A4

49.6219 -210.6617 341.7304 -249.1275 68.4388

TABLE I: Fitting coefficients.
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FIG. 9: Mass (upper panel) and max field (lower panel) as a
function of w/µ and for different β in the 2-vacua potential.

V. DOUBLE VACUUM POTENTIAL

A. Role of β

In this section, we will focus on the properties of the
BSs for the double vacuum potential, again analyzing
how they depend on the curvature of the target space. As
before, we will vary the parameters of the model, which
are γ2 and β, as well as the field frequency w. We remark
that increasing β makes the second vacuum effectively
closer, i.e., reachable for lower field values, while having
smaller β values means that we are closer to a single
minimum potential.

First, we want to understand the role of the parameter
β. In Figure 8, upper panel, we show how the mass and
the maximum of the field varies with β ∈ [0, 400]. Here
we consider the spherical target space, γ2 = −1, and
assume w/µ = 0.9. The mass exhibits an exponential
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decay from an initial value of approximately µM ∼ 1.129.
This agrees with the mass-frequency dependence for the
usual BSs with flat target space, γ = 0. We present
how ϕmax is affected in the lower panel as we vary β. A
non-monotonic behavior is found.

Now, we consider solutions with different
field frequencies. The curvature of the tar-
get space is still γ2 = −1, and we assume
β = 1, 5, 10, 20, 25, 30, 50, 100, 200, 300, 400. As we
can see in the upper plot of Figure 9, the mass curves
for the different potential constants β are very different.
It is clear how the existence region, that is, the values of
w for which we find BS solutions, varies strongly with
β, having a much wider range in the cases where the
constant takes high values. As an example, for β = 1,
the frequency range is w/µ ∈ (0.61, 1) while high β’s, like
our maximum value 400, reach solutions in the interval
w/µ ∈ (0.08, 1). The achieved masses are also noticeably
different, reaching µM > 6 for β > 400. Furthermore,
the shape of the mass-frequency curve changes. For
low values of β, the solutions closely resemble the
conventional BS solutions, with the frequency achieving
maximum values ranging between 0.6 and 0.8. For larger
β, the curves tend to flatten in the large w regime. The
masses in this regime are smaller in comparison with the
β ∼ 1 case. However, for smaller w, the curve grows,
and the BSs attain significantly higher masses.

The maximum value of the field modulus behaves qual-
itatively in the same way. See lower panel in Figure 9.
A smaller w correlates with a larger ϕmax. Interestingly,
within the 1 < β < 20 range, the maximum field value
increases as β increases for a constant frequency. Be-
yond these β values, an increase in β (while keeping w
constant) decreases the value of ϕmax. This agrees with
the dependence of ϕmax on β presented in Figure 8. It is
also clear that the ϕmax − β curve has a non-monotonic
character only for sufficiently large w. For small w ϕmax
always decreases with β.

In Figure 10, we present the dependence of the com-
pactness on w for families of solutions with various β.
For 1 < β < 35, we found a scaling property in which
the compactness curves for different β are slightly shifted
relative to each other, yet they retain a similar shape.
However, as β increases beyond this range, the curves
are qualitatively different, exhibiting a distinct second
branch at very small values w and reaching notably high
compactness levels.

As we previously remarked, the second minimum (lo-
cated at Φ = ∞) impacts solutions only if the field takes
sufficiently large values. A reasonable condition is that it
passes the maximum potential at |Φ| = 1/

√
β. Hence, for

small β it requires very large fields, which is never realized
in the numerical analysis. For large β, the solution indeed
sees the second vacuum. As an example, we consider the
model with β = 400 (γ2 = −1 and w/µ = 0.088), for
which the maximum is located at |Φ| = 0.05. The nu-
merical solution reaches this value. See Figure 11. Here,
the thick green line represents the data derived from the
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FIG. 10: Compactness vs w/µ for different β values and for the
2-vacua potential.

FIG. 11: Solution for a star with the field reaching the region near
the second vacua. Set-up: γ = −1, β = 400 and w/µ = 0.088.

numerically obtained boson stars, while the dashed line
indicates the potential.

B. Role of γ2

Let us now study the impact of the curvature of the
targe space γ.
In Figure 12 we present the mass-field fre-

quency curves for β = 1, 200 and γ2 =
−100,−50,−25,−5, 5, 25, 50, 100. First of all, this
plot confirms our previous finding that the solutions
are sensitive to changes of β. As we know it is due
to the fact that this parameters controls the effects of
the second vacua. Secondly, we see that γ qualitatively
changes the curves in the same fashion as in the case of
the quartic potential. Spherical target space geometries
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FIG. 12: Families of solutions for various models of NLσM stars
with a 2-vacua potential and different γ2 and β.

with larger curvature (more negative γ2) support heavier
stars. It is clear that the effect of the variation of γ is
more pronounced for BS with small β.

C. Ergoregions

Ergoregion instability affects systems that contain er-
goregions without horizons. This phenomenon has been
documented in the standard scalar boson stars, which
can support ergoregions due to the self-interaction terms.
This can be linked to compactness levels in models with
self-interacting potentials [44]. Similar observations have
been made in some rapidly rotating neutron star models,
where ergoregions appear for specific equations of state
(EOS). In these cases, the instability timescales can ex-
ceed the Hubble time, indicating that such instabilities
might not significantly alter the star’s evolutionary path
[69]. However, the scenario changes dramatically for ul-
tracompact stars, where the instability can last from sec-
onds to several weeks depending on their compactness
[70]. Extensive studies on various exotic compact objects
have further highlighted these instabilities [70, 71].

The considerable compactness seen in certain models
we studied, see Figure 9, suggests the formation of er-
goregions in configurations with very high masses, low
field frequencies, and high spins. In Figure 13, we see
how the sign of gtt changes twice for some solutions with
small w, belonging to models in which β has a high value.
This change in sign indicates that there are ergoregions
with toroidal topology.

In particular, these ergoregions occur in branches that
are stable against radial perturbations. Yet, despite
this radial stability, non-topological boson stars with er-
goregions suffer long-term instability due to nonspheri-
cal modes. Future research should focus on conducting
detailed stability analyses for our set-up of topological
boson stars, addressing these specific instabilities.
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FIG. 13: The upper plot shows the value of gtt at
θ = π/2 against the radial coordinate in km, for various
w for the model obtained through the fixing of γ2 = −1
and β = 400. The lower plot shows an analogous set-up

for β = 200.

VI. ANALYSIS OF UNIVERSALITY

In this section, we investigate the existence of univer-
sal, that is, model-independent, relations between various
observables.
At this point, it is crucial to note that universality

studies and multipolar relations for BS have been ex-
tensively investigated in recent years. For both usual
rotating BSs, vector stars, and other compact stars, re-
lations between multipoles of various kinds have been
found [7, 27, 28, 44, 59, 72–75]. The aim of these sec-
tions is to determine whether we are observing a univer-
sally general phenomenon or something more specific and
limited. We will analyze our numerical data for different
values of γ2 and potential parameters.
We remark that in the analysis of the universal re-

lations we use both stable and also potentially unstable
solutions. The later ones are assumed to emerge from not
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too extreme models These are defined by the following
condition:

dM

dw
< 0, (29)

however, since our main study primarily utilizes solutions
that are presumably stable under this condition, some
solutions may be unstable for certain models. Addition-
ally, in Figure 19, we briefly analyze several cases where
a predominance of solutions belongs to unstable second
branches.

For clarity and brevity, we will focus on the I − χ−Q
case, briefly noting the existence of the other relations.
We leave for Appendix B a detailed study and corre-
sponding graphs of other high-order multipolar relations.

A. I − χ−Q Relations

In the following subsections, we will check the uni-
versality for the data set shown at Figure 1, where
γ2 ∈ [−100, 100], and using various quartic potentials
with couplings Λ ∈ [−100, 100].
The first thing we have to do is represent our data in

a space in which the dimensions are certain transforma-
tions of Q̄ and Ī, as well as of χ itself. Each point we see
in Figure 14 is a star in this 3−D space. Specifically, we
will employ the following

η = 3

√
log10 Ī ,

ζ = log10 Q̄.
(30)

In this new coordinate space, plotting all the star data
reveals that the points lie on a clear, distinct surface in
the upper plot of Figure 14. This is a non-trivial observa-
tion: given the numerous parameters involved—ranging
from various self-interaction terms in the potential to the
differing kinetic terms that generate varied curvatures in
the target space manifold—one might expect the solu-
tions to scatter randomly, forming an irregular or un-
bounded volume rather than a coherent surface. Instead,
the data conform to a surface that the following function
can accurately model,

η = A0 +Ajsχ
j (ζ −B)

s
, (31)

where s = 1, 2, 3, j = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4. The fitting coefficients
are shown in Appendix D.

It is noticeable that the difference between the fitted
surface and the real data is always less than 12%, which
means that for this data set that incorporates strong vari-
ations in γ2 including cases with different topologies, a
universal or quasi-universal I − χ−Q relation holds.

As mentioned in [7, 27, 28], this type of relation be-
tween the spin parameter, the moment of inertia, and the
quadrupolar moment can be very useful not only from a

FIG. 14: η − χ− ζ surface for n = 1 spinning BSs s,
fitting the data points shown in Figure 1, with solutions
for γ2 = −100,−10, 0, 10, 100. The lower plot shows the
relative difference between data and fitted value. The

maximum error ranges the 12%

theoretical point of view but also for observational pur-
poses, allowing difficult quantities to be extracted from
the measure at an empirical level.

In Appendix B, we also investigate universal relations
linking key higher order multipoles. We have analyzed
the relation between χ−Q, and the spin octupolar mo-
ment s3. When plotted in the corresponding parame-
ter space, the star data lays on a smooth surface that
can be accurately fitted to a function—with fitting co-
efficients given in Appendix D —and a maximum error
below 15%. Notably, near the Kerr limit, both Q̄ and s̄3
approach constant values, suggesting a Kerr-like space-
time in some models. A similar approach is applied to the
mass hexadecapolar moment m̄4, where the data again
define a surface fitted by an analogous function under
10%. The levels of accuracy in the previous cases are
acceptable, given the increased numerical challenges as-
sociated with the calculations and the extreme differences
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between models. Again, a detailed analysis is shown in
appendix B. Finally, we have studied the universal rela-
tion connecting the compactness of the stars with their
quadrupolar and dimensionless spin moments. By plot-
ting the square root of the compactness against the dec-
imal logarithms of these moments (see Appendix B), the
data again conform to a well-defined surface that can be
accurately fitted, achieving a maximum error of approxi-
mately 11%. Despite some measurement uncertainties in
determining the stellar radius, these relations are promis-
ing from an empirical standpoint, as they can help to
infer the quadrupolar and inertia moments from observ-
able quantities, potentially aiding in the interpretation of
gravitational wave signals. As mentioned previously, we
also show the analysis for further models with potentially
unstable solutions included. Despite losing precision, we
found that some universality still remains, finding rela-
tions with a maximal error about the 21%.

VII. COMPARISON WITH OTHER EXTREME
MODELS

The existence of such universal relations is in itself a
useful result from a theoretical and experimental point
of view. Here, we will try to explore the limits of validity
of the relations while simultaneously extracting informa-
tion about their origin. Having models in which we can
vary both the kinetic constant (the target space curva-
ture) and the parameters of potentials, we will investigate
how these relations behave if the parameters are taken to
extreme values.

A. The double vacuum potential and I − χ−Q
relation

We are going to explore whether the Boson Stars sup-
ported by the double vacuum potential leads to any uni-
versal relations and if, it is the case, whether they differ
from those obtained for the quartic potential. We aim to
generate a joint fit surface using all data points derived
for the double vacuum potentials with a wide range of
the model parameters.

To perform this study, we will use the families of so-
lutions outlined in Figure 9. The first step is to check
whether the full range of solutions obtained with the dou-
ble vacuum potential for β ∈ [1, 400] satisfies the neces-
sary relations. In Figure 15, the data points closely follow
a well-defined surface, which is the first requirement for
establishing a universal relation. However, the maximum
discrepancy observed between the fitted surface and the
data is approximately 22%.

Importantly, the fitted surface resembles the one found
for the quartic potential in Figure 14, with an additional
region at higher χ, where the solutions with β > 35
are located. This similarity is not surprising because,
in the low β regime, the second vacuum is practically

FIG. 15: η − χ− ζ surface for n = 1 spinning BSs
shown in Figure 1 and models with β ∈ [1, 400] and
γ2 = −1. In the lower plot, we show the relative

difference between data and fitted value is always under
the 22% value.

not explored by the boson star solutions, and the poten-
tial—within the range of values taken by the solutions—is
not significantly different from the quartic potential. In
contrast, it is in the high β regime that new behavior is
expected to emerge from the potential.

Thus, we may conclude that, for all values of β, the bo-
son stars emerging from both potentials form a common
quasi-universal surface. Although this surface cannot be
fitted with high precision, it indicates that the solutions
behave universally, with errors around 22%. Given this
clear separation in regimes, we can analyze the low and
high β regimes separately.

We see in Figure 16 that a well-behaved universality
is recovered by taking only the data shown in Figure 1
together with solutions for β < 35. Despite having a
high maximal error, about 14%, we have reduced it sig-
nificantly from the previous attempt. We can see that
this surface and the one given in Figure 14 are close at
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FIG. 16: η − χ− ζ surface for n = 1 spinning BSs
shown in Figure 1 and models with β < 35, γ2 = −1,
fitting the data points. In the lower plot, we show the
relative difference between data and fitted value is

always under the ∼ 14% value.

sight.

Let us now turn to solutions with β > 35 where the
second vacuum of the potential modifies the properties of
the boson stars. We can see in Figure 17, that the points
corresponding to these solutions also define a surface.
However, this surface differs in shape from the previous
one. We fit a function of the same type (31), but now the
coefficients are completely different (see Appendix D).
The lower panel of Figure 17 shows that by this fitting,
the maximal error is lower than a ∼ 4.5%, indicative of
universality in this parameter region.

In this section, we have explored the existence of uni-
versal relations under extreme conditions. Initially, we
demonstrated that, with sufficient precision, these rela-
tions persist across models, even when the kinetic con-
stant varies significantly. Next, we introduced the topo-
logical model of stars within a curved target space and
employed the two-vacua potential, confirming that the

FIG. 17: η − χ− ζ surface for n = 1 spinning BSs
shown in Figure 1 and models with β > 35, γ2 = −1,
fitting the data points. In the lower plot, we show the
relative difference between data and fitted value is

always under the 4.5% value.

relationships still hold, albeit with slightly reduced pre-
cision. We observed that universality improves when the
data is split into two regions based on β, allowing us
to study restricted universalities that are amenable to a
quasi-universal joint fitting, albeit with higher errors.
Alternatively, one can interpret this scenario as follows:

when β is exceedingly high, the potential effectively ap-
proximates the ”massless” case. This may explain why
the original universality is altered and why a new region
becomes evident—one that can be described by a single
surface and where the stars differ markedly from boson
star models with a massive potential.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the existence of approximateuni-
versal relations between multipole moments and princi-
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pal observables for various models of scalar boson stars
with different nonlinear sigma models and self-interacting
potentials, finding the existence of the same kind of uni-
versal relations, presented for standard, complex scalar
BSs in [27, 28].

Our calculations for spinning NLσM stars with very
different target space and various self-interactions also
represent an interesting result per se, making this pa-
per a natural completion with respect to [42]. We have
studied the effective 2-vacua potential within the NLσM
framework for the first time.

For entities without horizons, relations similar to the
exact no-hair theorem for black holes—known as univer-
sal or effective no-hair relations—allow the external grav-
itational field to be determined with high precision using
only a finite number of multipole moments. This means
that, even in the presence of matter, using an infinite
series of multipoles to describe the gravitational system
within a suitable approximation is unnecessary. We have
found that these universalities also apply to our NLσM
dataset, placing boson stars with a non-trivial field tar-
get manifold inside the family of compact objects where
universal behavior is observed.

This universality highlights how the compactness of
these entities can diminish the influence of their matter
composition in determining their physical characteristics
to a certain extent. This finding is consistent with previ-
ous studies on different bosonic compact objects. We ex-
amined the multipolar properties as functions of key pa-
rameters, demonstrating how the star’s properties change
with variations in its kinetic or potential components.

Our research also shows that specific models exhibit ex-
tremely compact configurations that closely resemble, or
even mimic, the multipolar behavior of Kerr black holes.
While this supports the idea that these configurations
can effectively mimic Kerr black holes, it is important
to note that stability studies suggest these highly com-
pact models may have significant stability issues, which
casts doubt on their astrophysical relevance. Therefore,
a balance must be found: On the one hand, stable high-
compactness models align with the no-hair theorems for
Kerr black holes, indicating their potential as black hole
mimickers. On the other hand, many ultra-compact
models suffer from stability problems, which require cau-
tion when proposing them as black hole mimickers. We
have discovered an intriguing result in this context: the
compactness vs. frequency universality across different
values of γ2, revealing that the curvature of the field man-
ifold does not influence this relationship, which remains
a precise one-dimensional correlation.

Furthermore, we examine how different models of
NLσM solutions fit within a less extreme two-dimensional
framework, confirming that universality exists across a
significant range of solutions. However, despite a consid-
erable range of validity, we observed that the universality
becomes better after performing a split in the 3D space
of observables for extreme models approaching the mass-
less limit (β− > ∞) in the 2-vacua potential. This can

be understood as follows: As the 2-vacua coupling β in-
creases, the model resembles a massless solution, causing
the scalar field to spread out and the resulting star to
behave more like a diffuse cloud. For these solutions, the
behavior in the I − χ − Q space changes significantly,
with the universality surface generally becoming flatter.
Therefore, we can distinguish between scalar BSs in a
common regime and extreme bosonic objects with dif-
ferent properties depending on the multipolar moments
and their universality. We also analyzed the intermediate
region, exploring how both universal surfaces interact in
neighboring space.
The existence of universal relations has practical appli-

cations. Independent measurements of different but re-
lated quantities can be used to infer the correspond-
ing parameter. This is a powerful method for deduc-
ing physical properties and a way to cross-check them
with measurements from gravitational-wave science. In
our bosonic star scenario, we have identified universal or
quasi-universal relations, allowing us to use them in a
standard manner.
Moreover, we can take this further by using our re-

sults to predict in which region of the parameter space
a third, previously unknown quantity might appear and
then verify it against GW data. Given the recent ad-
vancements in GW observations, this approach could be
crucial in various field areas, particularly in predicting
the most likely type of observed astrophysical object.
A promising next step in our research would be to de-

rive the tidal and rotational Love numbers in the context
of rapid rotation. This is particularly relevant for grav-
itational wave astronomy but poses a significant chal-
lenge, as it requires perturbing the fully rotating metric
as a starting point. Afterwards, extending this work to
explore universal relations in more exotic compact ob-
jects, such as spinning mixed scalar boson-fermion stars
or Proca-fermion stars, would be highly valuable. Addi-
tionally, investigating cases where a horizon forms within
rotating boson stars—leading to the formation of hairy
Kerr black holes—would deepen our understanding of
universal relations in these complex systems.
Our analysis will help identify astrophysical compact

objects, especially in addressing the degeneracy prob-
lem in gravitational waveforms from future binary merger
events. Furthermore, this research could aid in the search
for potential bosonic candidates for dark matter and con-
tribute to a deeper understanding of the strong gravity
regime in General Relativity.
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Appendix A: Including unstable solutions
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FIG. 18: Mass-frequency curves for
γ2 = −100,−10,−4,−3,−2,−1, 0, 1, 2, 3, 10, 100 and

Λ = −100,−40, 0, 40, 100. We use the following linestyle codes:
densely dashed for Λ = 0, solid for Λ = 40, dashdot for Λ = 100,

dotted for Λ = −40 and densely dashdoted for Λ = −100.

As mentioned in section VI, as a consistency check we
studied the universality for an even broader set of so-
lutions, incorporating additional solution curves for γ2

that include the unstable branches to the analysis. In
Figure 18, we present the complete set of analyzed solu-
tions.

In Figure 19, and similarly to what was observed in
Section VI, we analyze the behavior of the solutions in
the 3D space defined by η. The data effectively form a
surface that can be fitted with maximum errors of up to
22%, compared to 12% in the case where purely unstable
solutions were excluded. Despite this deterioration, it
is noteworthy that even when including purely unstable
and extreme values, we are able to obtain an adjustable
surface with reasonably acceptable maximum errors.

Furthermore, an examination of the error plot reveals
that only a small fraction of the data points reach such
high error values, with most remaining below the pre-
viously obtained 12% threshold. A closer look shows
that these larger errors are consistently associated with
solutions located in the unstable regions of the mass-
frequency curves. Therefore, our results suggest that
stability plays a relevant role in the universality of these
relations, as unstable solutions tend to be outside of the
universality surface.
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FIG. 19: η − χ− ζ surface for n = 1 spinning BSs ,
fitting the data points shown in fig. 18. The lower plot
shows the relative difference between data and fitted

value. The maximum error ranges the 22%.

Appendix B: Further multipolar relations

1. S3 − χ−Q and M4 − χ−Q

For the same data set shown at Figure 1, we will now
present in detail the universal relation between χ,Q and
the spin octupolar moment S3 or the hexadecapolar mo-
ment M4.

We begin with the S3 −X − Q relation. Plotting the
data in this space Figure 20, we see how all the stars
define a surface that can be fitted by using the following
function,

3
√
s̄3 = A0 +Ajsχ

j
(
Q̄−B

)s
, (B1)

where s = 1, 2, 3, j = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. The fitting coeffi-
cients are shown in Table III. With a maximum error
under the 15%, we can also ensure that the universality
for this higher-order multipole holds.

FIG. 20: 3
√
s̄3 − χ− Q̄ surface for n = 1 spinning BSs ,

fitting the data points. The lower plot shows the
relative difference between data and fitted value.

An interesting additional feature can be extracted from
the upper plot of Figure 20. Q̄ and s̄3 tend to be a
constant value near the Kerr limit in some regions. This
phenomenon suggests that, for some models, the space-
time resembles the Kerr BH one. This was also studied
for usual bosonic star models in [7].
We perform the same analysis for the mass hexade-

capolar moment. As before we take a function of the
multipole and plot the stars in the space of parameters
defined by 4

√
m̄4 − χ− Q̄ in fig. 21. The solutions define

a surface which can be fitted in the following form

4
√
m̄4 = A0 +Ajsχ

j
(
Q̄−B

)s
, (B2)

with s = 1, 2, 3, j = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. The fitting coefficients
are shown again in table IV. With a maximum error un-
der 10%, this is a less precise relation. However, it is also
the highest-order relation, and obviously these multipole
calculations carry out a higher amount of numerical er-
rors. Thus, the fact that the error is still under 15%
makes this relation acceptable.
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FIG. 21: 4
√
m̄4 − χ− Q̄ surface for n = 1 spinning BSs ,

fitting the data points. The lower plot shows the
relative difference between data and fitted value.

2. Compactness

The last universal relation we showed links the com-
pactness with the quadrupolar and dimensionless spin
moments. Again, for the data set shown at Figure 1 In
Figure 22 we plot the square root of the compactness
against the decimal logarithms of the quadrupolar and
spin moments. The data for all the stars in this space
define a surface well described by the following function,

√
C = A0 +Ajs log10 χ

j
(
log10 Q̄−B

)s
, (B3)

with s = 1, 2, 3, j = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4. The values of the fitting
coefficients are in Table V.

Looking at the lower plot in fig. 22, it is clear that
the maximum error is about ∼ 11%. This result is quite
good, taking into account that the definition of compact-
ness carries some errors from the calculation of R99. It
is clear that the universality in this space can be impor-
tant from the empirical perspective since the mass and
radii (even with the mentioned difficulty) are measurable

quantities. This relation could be used as a tool help-
ing to describe the quadrupolar and inertia moments for
some observed GW signals.

Appendix C: Numerical implementation

1. Units and boundary conditions

In this appendix, we shall review the methodology to
perform the numerical integration of the relevant Ein-
stein equations that has also been used in [27, 28] for the
case of the standard flat target space Boson Stars. Ra-
dial distances and angular frequencies are rescaled by the
mass µ of the boson field, r → rµ, w → w/µ so that the
explicit µ dependence dissapears from the field equations
(although it changes the definitions of coupling constants
for the different potentials).
Upon imposing the stationary, axially symmetric

ansatz for the spacetime metric and the scalar field, the

FIG. 22:
√
C − χ− Q̄ surface for n = 1 spinning BSs,

fitting the data points. The lower plot shows the
relative difference between the data and the fitted value.
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Einstein-σ model system reduces to a set of five cou-
pled, nonlinear partial differential equations (namely, 4
equations for the metric functions plus the Euler La-
grange equation for the matter field). We also take into
account the constraints Erθ = 0, Err − Eθθ = 0, where
Eµν = Rµν − 1

2Rg
µ
ν − 2Tµν .

In order to find a solution to the system, we must im-
pose boundary conditions on the field profile and the met-
ric functions. Asymptotic flatness leads to,

lim
r→∞

α = lim
r→∞

β = lim
r→∞

ν = lim
r→∞

W = lim
r→∞

ϕ = 0.

(C1)
Reflection on the rotation axis and axial symmetry imply
that at θ = 0 and θ = π,

∂θα = ∂θβ = ∂θν = ∂θW = ∂θϕ = 0. (C2)

Since the solutions must be symmetric with respect to
a reflection along the equatorial plane, this condition is
also obeyed on the equatorial plane, θ = π/2. Eventually,
regularity at the origin requires ∂rα = ∂rβ = ∂rν =W =
ϕ = 0 when r → 0, and regularity on the symmetry axis
further imposes α = β|θ=0,π [46].

Furthermore, the radial coordinate is compactified
through the following redefinition x ≡ r/(c + r), which
takes r ∈ [0,∞) to a finite segment x ∈ [0, 1]. Then,
the differential equations are discretized on a (401× 40)
grid for (x, θ), where 0 ≤ x ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/2. The
considerable size of the grid allows us to fix c = 1.

The system of equations plus boundary conditions
on the finite grid specified above is then solved us-
ing the FIDISOL/CADSOL package [76–78], a Newton-
Raphson-based code with an arbitrary grid and consis-
tency order. It also provides an error estimate for each
unknown function. More details about the solver can be
found in [27, 79].

2. The Einstein-Klein Gordon system

The solver requires the equations to be written in the
following specific form:

sin2 θ
(
r2Fi,rr + Fi,θθ

)
+ Fi(r, θ;Fj ; ∂Fj) = 0, (C3)

where Fi(r, θ) denotes the different metric potentials and
the scalar field (i = (ν, α, β,W, ϕ)), and Fi denotes the
remaining (source) terms, containing only the fields and
their first derivatives with respect to r and θ.
We manage to obtain the EKG system in the

particular form above presented by performing par-
ticular linear combinations of the Einstein equations
Eνµ ≡ Gµν − 2κ2T νµ = 0 together with the Klein-Gordon
equation. We also multiply the equations by appropriate
factors in order to avoid terms that may cause numer-
ical divergences such as 1/r or 1/ sin(θ). The required
combinations of the Einstein equations are:

− e2α
r2

2
sin2(θ)

(
−Ett + Err + Eθθ − Eψψ

)
= 0

e2α
r2

2
sin2(θ)

(
Ett + Err + Eθθ − Eψψ +

2

r
WEtψ

)
= 0

e2α
r2

2
sin2(θ)

(
−Ett + Err + Eθθ − Eψψ − 2

r
WEtψ

)
= 0

2re2ν+2α−2βEtψ = 0,

(C4)

and the equation of motion for the scalar field is just

Equation (14) with the prefactor e2αr2 sin2(θ)
ϕ .

These combinations allow to rewrite the EKG system
in terms of 5 independent equations in the form (C3),
where the corresponding source terms are given by:

Fα =
e−2(ν+β)

4(γ4ϕ2 − 4)2

[
−128κ2e2(ν+β)n2ϕ2 + e2β sin2 θW 2

(
128κ2e2βn2ϕ2 − e2β sin2 θ(γ4ϕ2 − 4)2

)
+ 2e2βr sin2 θW

(
−128κ2e2βnwϕ2 + e2β sin2 θ(γ4ϕ2 − 4)2W,r

)
− e4β sin4 θ(γ4ϕ2 − 4)2

(
W 2
,θ + r2W 2

,r

)
+ 4e2β sin θ

(
32κ2e2βr2w2 sin θϕ2 + e2ν

(
− (γ4ϕ2 − 4)2ν,θ(cos θ + sin θβ,θ)

+ sin θ(γ4ϕ2 − 4)2
(
rβ,r − ν,r(1 + rβ,r)

)
+ 32 sin θκ2

(
ϕ2,θ + r2ϕ2,r

) ))]
; (C5)

Fβ = e−2ν+2β 1

2

[
sin4 θW 2 +

128κ2n2ϕ2

(γ4ϕ2 − 4)2
− 2r sin4 θWW,r + sin4 θ

(
W 2
,θ + r2W 2

,r

) ]
+ sin θ cos θ (ν,θ + 2β,θ)

+ sin2 θ
[
β,θ(ν,θ + β,θ) + r

(
ν,r + 3β,r + r

(
κ2e2αϕ2(2µ2 + Λϕ2) + β,r(ν,r + β,r)

))]
; (C6)
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Fν =
e−2ν sin θ

2(γ4ϕ2 − 4)2
[
−16e2β sin3 θW 2 − 128κ2e2βr2w2 sin θϕ2 + 256κ2e2βnrw sin θWϕ2 − 128κ2e2αn2 sin θW 2ϕ2

+ 8e2βγ2 sin3 θW 2ϕ2 − e2βγ4 sin3 θW 2ϕ4 − 16e2β sin3 θW 2
,θ + 8e2βγ2 sin3 θϕ2W 2

,θ

− e2βγ4 sin3 θϕ4W 2
,θ + 32e2βr sin3 θWW,r − 16e2βγ2r sin3 θWϕ2W,r + 2e2βγ4r sin3 θWϕ4W,r

− 16e2βr2 sin3 θW 2
,r + 8e2βγr4 sin3 θϕ2W 2

,r − e2βγ4r2 sin3 θϕ4W 2
,r + 2e2ν(γ4ϕ2 − 4)2 (cos θν,θ + sin θ(

ν,θ(ν,θ + β,θ) + r(2ν,r + r(κ2e2βϕ2(2µ2 + Λϕ2) + ν,r(ν,r + β,r)))))]; (C7)

FW =
128κ2e2(α−β)ϕ2

(γ4ϕ2 − 4)2
(nrw − n2W ) + sin θ

[
3 cos θW,θ + sin θ

(
(rν,r − 2− 3rβ,r)(W − rW,r)− (ν,θ − 3β,θ)W,θ

)]
= 0;

(C8)

Fϕ =
e−2(ν+β)

16(γ4ϕ2 − 4)

[
16e2(ν+β)n2ϕ(4 + γ4ϕ2) − e2β sin θ

(
16e2β sin θ(rw − nW )2ϕ(4 + γ4ϕ2)

+ e2ν
(
e2βr2 sin θϕ(µ2 + Λϕ2)(γ4ϕ2 − 4)3 + 16

[
−(γ4ϕ2 − 4)(cos θ + sin θ(ν,θ + β,θ))ϕ,θ

+ 2γ2 sin θϕϕ2,θ + sin θ
(
rϕ,r

(
−(γ4ϕ2 − 4) (2 + r(α,r + β,r)) + 2γ2rϕϕ,r

)))]
= 0; (C9)

Appendix D: Fitting coefficients

Coeffs A0 = 1.47795615 B = 2.14941469 ∼ ∼
A0

1 = 0.34739609 A1
1 = −0.16420366 A2

1 = −0.23371246 A3
1 = 0.2392852 A4

1 = −0.04898879
A0

2 = −0.16645427 A1
2 = −0.11136905 A2

2 = −0.0908392 A3
2 = 0.20073476 A4

2 = −0.04924137
A0

3 = −0.08061319 A1
3 = 0.06648312 A2

3 = −0.12334708 A3
3 = 0.02485992 A4

3 = −0.01105319

TABLE II: Coefficients that fit the universal η − χ− ξ surface for n = 1 BSs.

Coeffs A0 = 1.64827010
A0

1 = 3.11103883e− 1 A1
1 = −5.24448612e− 1 A2

1 = 2.46947136e− 1 A3
1 = −3.22482380e− 2 B1 = −5.79441647e1

A0
2 = 1.34076725e− 2 A1

2 = −2.14875646e− 2 A2
2 = 9.97722836e− 3 A3

2 = −1.27530181e− 3 B2 = −1.63096747e1
A0

3 = −4.58643882e− 5 A1
3 = 7.44049998e− 5 A2

3 = −3.48491831e− 5 A3
3 = 4.52643968e− 6 B3 = −7.86809203e1

A0
4 = 1.67865227e− 7 A1

4 = −2.88101454e− 7 A2
4 = 1.40403489e− 7 A3

4 = −1.92129453e− 8 B4 = −1.49230288e1
A0

5 = −1.72132140e− 10 A1
5 = 3.61075428e− 10 A2

5 = −1.90879132e− 10 A3
5 = 2.69820708e− 11 B5 = −8.97730034e− 1

TABLE III: Coefficients that fit the universal 3
√
s̄3 − χ−Q surface for n = 1 BSs.

Coeffs A0 = 1.18488064
A0

1 = −2.80071883e− 1 A1
1 = 1.03200297 A2

1 = −9.06482891e− 1 A3
1 = 3.11089138e− 1 A4

1 = −3.65779871e− 2 B1 = −3.93371042e− 1
A0

2 = 3.46841426e− 3 A1
2 = −6.82356132e− 3 A2

2 = 1.81198713e− 03 A3
2 = 9.62710011e− 4 A4

2 = −3.51019689e− 4 B2 = 6.66984613
A0

3 = −1.65389431e− 4 A1
3 = 6.74954356e− 4 A2

3 = −6.17611647e− 4 A3
3 = 2.10380800e− 4 A4

3 = −2.40059423e− 5 B3 = 2.36574372
A0

4 = 4.77843486e− 7 A1
4 = −2.37903676e− 6 A2

4 = 2.35777811e− 6 A3
4 = −8.61590487e− 7 A4

4 = 1.06738419e− 7 B4 = −2.91812198e1
A0

5 = 4.10987473e− 10 A1
5 = 2.99280392e− 9 A2

5 = −4.12556631e− 9 A3
5 = 1.75799728e− 9 A4

5 = −2.44406304e− 10 B5 = 9.11658542e− 1

TABLE IV: Coefficients that fit the universal 4
√
m̄4 − χ−Q surface for n = 1 BSs.
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Coeffs A0 = 0.0995 B = 2.3671 ∼
A0

1 = −0.2865 A1
1 = 0.1931 A2

1 = 0.0015 A3
1 = 1.6727

A0
2 = −0.1449 A1

2 = −0.1312 A2
2 = 0.8725 A3

2 = 3.7680
A0

3 = −0.2036 A1
3 = −0.2946 A2

3 = 0.5836 A3
3 = 2.0845

A0
4 = −0.0445 A1

4 = −0.0778 A2
4 = 0.1903 A3

4 = 0.4011

TABLE V: Coefficients that fit the universal
√
C − χ−Q surface for n = 1 BSs .

Coeffs A0 = 1.58343163 B = 2.40214426 ∼ ∼
A0

1 = 3.74934079e− 1 A1
1 = −2.31572443e− 1 A2

1 = 5.07754830e− 2 A3
1 = −4.43298655e− 3 A4

1 = 1.20824431e− 4
A0

2 = 1.98238162e− 1 A1
2 = −2.57798417e− 1 A2

2 = 6.90393237e− 2 A3
2 = −6.33530647e− 3 A4

2 = 1.75569086e− 4
A0

3 = −9.45481987e− 2 A1
3 = 2.58285085e− 2 A2

3 = 8.41948922e− 2 A3
3 = −2.35882788e− 3 A4

3 = 1.78556670

TABLE VI: Coefficients that fit the universal η − χ− ξ surface for n = 1 BSs in the extreme region.
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