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Wir bestimmen die Masse ultraleichter Axionen, um die explizite U(1) 4 Symmetrie-Brechungs-
Skale A bei einer Peccei-Quinn Skale von der Groflenordnung der Planck-Masse zu bestim-
men. Dabei nehmen wir an, dass der dominante Beitrag zur Masse einer Galaxie mit geringer
Oberflichenhelligkeit nur von einer Axionspezies im Sinne von fuzzy dark matter (Klumpen)
bestimmt wird. Fiir Rotationskurven-Fits an galaktische Rotationskurven benutzen wir deshalb
das Soliton-Navarro-Frenk-White-Modell, welches geméfl der Losung des Poisson-Schrédinger-
Systems einen Kondensat-Kern plus korrelierte Axionen im Halo annimmt. Zusétzlich betrachten
wir drei haufig verwendete Massendichteprofile: Navarro-Frenk-White-, Pseudo-Isothermal- und
Burkert-Modell. Eine Masse m, von 0.675 x 10723 eV wird extrahiert, welche die Ergebnisse von
[1] reproduziert. Dies impliziert eine effektive Yang-Mills-Skala von A ~ 287 eV, die nur um einen
Faktor von 15 kleiner ist als die Yang-Mills-Skala einer SU(2)-Theorie, die zur Beschreibung der
ersten Lepton-Familie vorgeschlagen wurde [2]. Das kosmologische Modell SU(2)cyp legt nahe,
dass drei SU(2) Yang-Mills-Theorien, die jeweils fiir die Entstehung der Lepton-Dubletts (e, ve),
(p,v,) und (7,v;) verantwortlich sind, gleichermafien zur gegenwértigen Dichte der dunklen Ma-
terie beitragen. Parameter eines isolierten Klumpen, wie der gravitative Bohr-Radius oder die
Virialmasse, werden ausschliellich durch die Planck-Masse und die entsprechende Leptonmasse
bestimmt. Wenn ein Grof3teil der in einer Galaxie enthaltenen dunklen Masse durch e-Klumpen
reprasentiert ist, konnte moglicherweise eine Mischung aus 7— und p-Klumpen das Vorhan-
densein massiver kompakter Objekte in galaktischen Zentren erklaren, und 7-Klumpen kénnten
im Zusammenhang mit Kugelsternhaufen und der Halo-Masse stehen. FEine naive Abschétzung
eines gravitativen 7-Klumpen Kollaps konnte eine theoretische Erklarung fiir die Massen-Liicke
zwischen stellaren und super massiven schwarzen Lochern liefern.

We determine the mass of ultralight axions in order to determine the explicit U(1) 4 symmetry
breaking scale A at a Peccei-Quinn scale of the magnitude of the Planck mass. We assume
that the dominant contribution to the mass of a galaxy with low surface brightness is only
determined by one axionic species in the sense of fuzzy dark matter (lumps). For rotation
curve fits to galactic rotation curves, we therefore use the Soliton-Navarro-Frenk-White model,
which assumes a condensate core plus correlated axions in the halo according to the solution
of the Poisson-Schrodinger system. In addition, we consider three commonly used mass density
profiles: Navarro-Frenk-White, pseudo-isothermal and Burkert model. An axion mass m, of
0.675 x 10~2 eV is extracted, which reproduces the results of [I]. This implies an effective
Yang-Mills scale of A ~ 287 eV, which is only a factor of 15 smaller than the Yang-Mills scale
of an SU(2) theory that is used to describe the first lepton family [2]. The cosmological model
SU(2)cmp suggests that three SU(2) Yang-Mills theories, each for the formation of the lepton
doublets (e,ve), (1,,), and (7,v;) are equally responsible for contributing to the current density
of dark matter. Parameters of an isolated lump, such as the gravitational Bohr radius or the
virial mass, are determined solely by the Planck mass and the corresponding lepton mass. If
the dominant constituent of the dark mass contained in a galaxy is represented by e-lumps, a
mixture of 7— and p-lumps could possibly explain the presence of massive compact objects in
galactic centers, and 7-lumps could be related to globular clusters and the halo mass. A naive
estimate of gravitational 7-lump collapse could provide a theoretical explanation for the mass
gap between stellar and super massive black holes.
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Chapter 1

 What is the motivation of this
thesis?

What are fibre bundles?

What are Lie groups?

* How does the chiral anomaly in-
duce a mass?

Figure 1.1: Thinking late at night in Egypt, see [3]
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1.1 Introduction

Both the Standard Model of particle physics and the Standard Model in cosmology, ACDM are
highly successful in their descriptions of nature [4, Bl [0l [7]. Yet, old problems like the nature of
dark matter and, more recentlyk dark energy still remain. While both are implemented in the
Standard Model in cosmology, they have no representation in the Standard Model of particle
physicsﬂ This problem becomes ever more pressing as new problems in ACDM emerge such
as the Hubble constant crisis [10], the discrepancy of cosmologically local and model dependent
Hubble constant determinations; the missing baryon problem [IT], which refers to a higher baryon
density than expected by ACDM and Big Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) than locally observed;
small-scale problems such as the missing satellites problem [12] and the core-cusp problem [13];
and unexplained anomalies in the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) [I4].

Many particle theories for explaining dark matter have been considered such as weakly in-
teracting massive particles (WIMPs) [I5], 16], QCD axions [I7, [I8], sterile neutrinos [19] 20],
and other approaches such as primordial black holes [21] 22], modified gravity [23], 24] and many
more. In this thesis we focus on ultralight Planck scales axions [25] coupled to an SU(2) theory
which describes thermalized photon gases, the so called SU(2)cmp [26], and its implications for
the dark sector. The main motivation behind this approach is that SU(2) Yang-Mills thermo-
dynamics incorporate a non-trivial structure of the vacuum [27]. This particular aspect of an
SU(2) Yang-Mills theory could potentially solve two problems at once:

i) The vacuum structure of the Standard Model of particle physics is trivial. This leads to a
vacuum expectation value (VEV) which is many orders of magnitude higher, pqrr ~ (10%eV)*
[28] than expected by astronomical observations pops. ~ (1073 eV)* [29, 28, [30]. This discrepancy
is known as the cosmological constant problem [31]. While an SU(2) Yang-Mills theory for the
photon has a too small VEV of pgy(2) ~ (6 x 10=%eV)* [27], coupled to a Planck scale axion
it is psu(a)mp ~ 0.7 X pe ~ (5.92 x 1073 eV)* [32] which is in relatively good agreement with
cosmological observation.

ii) The U(1) description of the photon has one thermal phase, the photon gas. In contrast, an
SU(2) Yang-Mills theory description of the photon has three thermal phases: The deconfined,
preconfined and confined phase [27]. A transition between the first two phases could explain
the Gaussian offset in the CMB line temperature as observed by the Arcade 2 experiment and
previous ground based radio experiments [33]. Electric monopolesﬂ are assumed to emerge in the
deconfined phase [34]. This non-trivial ground state would dynamically break the U(1) symmetry
of the photorﬂ rendering it Meissner massive [34].

Moreover, anomalies in the CMB may also be explained by SU(2)cup [B5]. A fit of SU(2)
theory to the CMB [26] retrieves a Hubble constant of Hy = 74.24 £+ 1.46 (km/s)/Mpc which
agrees with the locally obtained values [10], a reionisation redshift z,.. ~ 6.23f8j§ which agrees
with results from studying quasar spectra [36] [37] and a baryon density w,o = 0.0173 £ 0.0002
which might mitigate or resolve the missing baryon problem [26]. Compared to ACDM’s baryon

density of wy o = 0.0225 & 0.00016 [6] the SU(2) baryon density is lower. The baryon density

1Unless neutrinos turn out to be able to account for dark matter. However, due to thermalisation in the
(hot) early Universe it is believed that neutrinos can only contribute to hot dark matter [§], which is currently
disfavoured by experimental evidence [9].

2In a pure gauge theory those monopoles are magnetic, however, here they are interpreted in dual way.

3The pure SU(2) description of the photon is only valid for high redshifts. This symmetry is dynamically
broken down to U(1) [27], today one can assume that SU(2)cuB coTay U(1l)y [32].
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of the SU(2) fit lies within the bounds of earlier BBN baryon densities wpo = 0.019 + 0.0024
[38], however, disagrees with more recent BBN results wy, o = 0.022305 £ 0.000225 [39]. Another
implication of the CMB fit is a transition between dark energy and dark matter at a redshift
of about z ~ 53 [26], in order to obtain a sufficiently high dark matter density. This so called
process of depercolation goes hand in hand with earlier attempts of connecting dark matter and
dark energy, i.e. quintessence, compare [25] [40] 4T, 42} 43].

The main purpose of this thesis is to extract a Planck scale axion mass by fitting rotation
curves of low luminosity galaxies from the SPARC library [44]. The first chapter of the thesis
will use the mathematically rigorous concept of fibre bundles to introduce the chiral anomaly
in an informal way. The second chapter introduces some aspects of SU(2)cmp cosmology. The
third chapter will link the chiral anomaly with axions and give a brief introduction to dark mat-
ter and rotation curves. In the fourth and following chapters, rotation curve fits will be used
in order to extract an ultralight Planck scale axion mass. This mass will then determine an
explicit symmetry breaking scale A. We assume that the dominant contribution to the mass of a
galaxy with low surface brightness is only determined by one axionic species in the sense of fuzzy
dark matter (lumps). Those lumps can be assumed to be a non-thermal and non-relativistic
boson condensate which acts as a superfluid [32]. For rotation curve fits to galactic rotation
curves, we therefore use the Soliton-Navarro-Frenk-White model, which assumes a condensate
core plus correlated axions in the halo according to the solution of the Poisson-Schrodinger sys-
tem. In addition, we consider three commonly used mass density profiles: Navarro-Frenk-White,
pseudo-isothermal and Burkert model. An axion mass m, of 0.675x 10723 eV is extracted, which
reproduces the results of [I]. This implies an effective Yang-Mills scale of A ~ 287 eV, which is
only a factor of 15 smaller than the Yang-Mills scale of an SU(2) theory that is used to describe
the first lepton family [2]. In the same way as the photon, the electron is also described with an
SU(2) Yang-Mills theory in this thesis, SU(2).. Therefore, the factor of 15 can be interpreted
as the difference between the confining phase in which the axion condensate exists now, and the
deconfining phase of the electron for which the electron scale A, was calculated [2].

The central result of this thesis is that each leptonic SU(2) Yang-Mills theory, SU(2)., SU(2),,
and SU(2) is linked to the current dark matter content of the Universe and contributes equally
to it. In contrast, the axion field which is associated to SU(2)cmp has not depercolated yet
(formed lumps) and is thus spatially homogeneous. It can be interpreted as dark energy [32],
however, both claims include strong assumptions and cannot be proved as of today. One of
the core assumptions is that all four axion fields are created at the Planck-scale. This may be
motivated by the VEV as mentioned earlier. The conclusion after linking the leptonic sector
to three SU(2) Yang-Mills theories is to add those groups to the gauge group SU(2)cmp which
might describe thermalized photon propagation. The model now has the following structure:
SU(2)emB xSU(2) xSU(2),, xSU(2),. Parameters of an isolated lump, such as the gravitational
Bohr radius or the virial mass, are determined solely by the Planck mass and the corresponding
lepton mass. If the dominant constituent of the dark matter contained in a galaxy is represented
by e-lumps, a mixture of 7— and p-lumps could possibly explain the presence of massive compact
objects in galactic centers, and 7-lumps could be related to globular clusters. A naive estimate of
gravitational 7-lump collapse could provide a theoretical explanation for the mass gap between
stellar and super massive black holes. Unless stated otherwise, we always work in natural units
¢ =h=kp = 1. We use Einstein’s sum convention and sum over indices where Greek letters
go from p = 0, 1,2,3 and Latin letters start at 1. The Feynman slash notation is used: @ = Y0,.

Definition: Definitions and additional information will be given in a grey box
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1.2 From fields to fibres

In the last century the cornerstones of present-day fundamental physics have emerged. Promi-
nently among them is the formulation of gauge theories and in particular Yang-Mills theory,
which poses a generalisation of Maxwell’s electrodynamics to the dynamics governed by non-
Abelian gauge groups. The key quantity of interest in gauge theories is the vector potential A,
which is easiest to describe in the fiber bundle formalism. Before focusing on gauge groups and
in particular on the SU(2) group in the next chapter, the purpose of this chapter is to provide
physical intuition to the bundle formalism. For a more and precise formulation of fibre bun-
dles, instantons, gauge and Yang-Mills theories consider reading [45] [46]. For thermal quantum
SU(2) and SU(3) Yang-Mills theories and calorons — finite temperature instantons — consider [47].

Michael Faraday was arguable one of the first physicist to use a field description for electricity.
The easiest example of a field is a scalar field. Fig. a) shows a temperature map, where each
point is associated with a scalar, in this case a temperature.

a) scalar-field
15
- * <
> X
b) y vector-field
///_—v\

S NN\ o

~N T -
7 7 //"'_’-—,\.:‘\//e-“-‘\ -

> X

c) [o 1 [0 1] tensor-field
20 10 [0 1]
. . 0 0

SRR

> X

Figure 1.2: An example for a scalar field is a temperature map a). A vector field is usually used
to describe airflow, not only the direction but also the velocity of the wind b). Curvature of a
Riemannian manifold can be described by a tensor field c).

Another example of a field is a vector field, where each point on the base manifold is associ-
ated with a given a vector, see figure b). A little bit more abstract use of the fields is given
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in general relativity, where the curvature of spacetime is described by a tensor field R,,,, see c)
for the two-dimensional case.

The first theory which included a gauge freedom in the definition of its basic field variable A,
was Maxwell’s formulation of electromagnetism, see Section Simply put, a gauge field A,
has more degrees of freedom than the physical fields of the theory. For Lie-groups (Section ,
the symmetry given by the group structure is continuous. Before giving examples of gauge fields,
it is instructive to introduce fibre bundles first. A fibre is a manifold F which is attached to a
point of a base manifold M, see figure We will use four-dimensional Minkowski spacetime
as a base manifold from now on.

Fibre bundle: Let 7 : E — M be a smooth surjection. Then the triple (E, M, ) is called a
fibre bundle if there exists a manifold F’ such that the following holds. Every m € M admits an
open neighbourhood U and a diffeomorphism x : #=3(U) — U x F fulfilling pry o y = 7. The

manifold F is called the typical fibre of 7. This definition has been taken from [46] p. 2].

a) fiore fibre fibre

( ( ( ( (}fibre-bundle

/./////J../

base manifold

b) ﬂi 1 E 1 ? C-line bundle

base manifold

Figure 1.3: Examples of fibre bundles: a) identical fibres with the manifold F are glued to a
base manifold M, b) if each point of the base manifold M associates with the complex number
line it is called ”C-line bundle”. ¢) A physically relevant bundle is a U(1) bundle. In the case
of Maxwell’s theory a U(1) gauge group describes the freedom to locally change a phase along
F =5
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Principal bundle: A principal bundle, is a fiber bundle 7 : P — M together with a continuous
right action P x G — P such that G preserves the fibers of P, where G is any topological group
(also called principal G-bundle). The tuple (P, G, M, ¥, 7) is called a principal bundle if for every
m € M there exists an open neighbourhood U of m and a diffeomorphism X : 7=3(U) - U x G
such that X intertwines ¥ with the G-action on U x G by translations on the factor G, and
pry o X(p) = n(p) for all p € 7=1(U). Compare [46, p. 1]

An abstract version of a fibre bundle is given in a), it is the collection of multiple, iden-
tical fibres of the manifold R which are glued to a base manifold M. A concrete example of a
fibre bundle is given in b), each point is given a complex number line. This is called ”C-line
bundle”. Physically relevant fibre bundles usually use smooth manifold as a fibre, see figure [I.3]
¢). In fact, the physically most relevant bundles use the manifolds of Lie-groups as fibres. Those
bundles are also called principle bundles, because the group structure is represented in the fibre
itself. This means that each fiber of the principle bundle is homeomorphic to the group G itself.

Section: Let (P,G, M, ¥, ) be a principal bundle. A section of P is a smooth mapping
s: M — P such that w o s = 1. This definition has been taken from [46l p. 3].

Describing fundamental particle physics with gauge theory assumes that the interaction is
mediated by a gauge potential A,. Geometrically, a gauge potential represents a local connec-
tion. This connection lives on a principal fibre bundle over Minkowski spacetime, compare [46].
A connection generalizes infinitesimal motion on a smooth manifold and is thus the generalisa-
tion of the directional derivative of objects on a manifold, compare [48]. In order to aqcuire some
intuition of this formalism of describing nature, imagine a dice. The orientation of the dice can
be described with a position S2 sphere, see Fig. The section of the S2-bundle, from one point
in space to another should be smooth. From now on we will refer to the rather mathematical
term section as connection A, since it is the term more commonly used by physicist.

g/

base manifold

Figure 1.4: The rotation of a dice can be described by a point on a S? sphere. The photos of
the dices were taken by Brett Jordan.

What does this abstract way of introducing fibres and their sections have to do with physics
and gauge fields? Gauge fields are sections through principal fibre bundles. For example, the
section of a U(1) bundle can be interpreted as the photon field A,,.
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1.3 Lie groups and Lie algebras

In this thesis we will focus on the postulate that the SU(2) Lie group describes the photon
propagation rather than a U(1)y x U(1)gy(2) group and its implications for the dark sector. Lie
groups and Lie algebras are of special interest in gauge theories, because Lie algebras generate
Lie groups and their commutation relation induces the quantisation of gauge fields not only in
quantum mechanics but also in quantum field theory (canonical quantisation). Therefore, we
will briefly introduce them here.

Two elements of a non-abelian group, like SU(2) for example, do not commute. However,
both groups have in common that they are continuous groups. A continuous group G of order
n can be parametrized by n real parameters. If the set of parameters lives in a differentiable
manifold M™, the group G is called a Lie group.

Every element g of G can be described by the exponential map e"t". Where t* are the
generators and w, are finite parameters. If the group structure group is defined by a linear trafo,
matrix is given by a matrix, as it is the case for SU(2), the exponential map is given by the
series, compare [49]

oo -n

iwt? ¢ aga\n
e t:ZE(wt). (1.1)

n=0

Elements of G which are close to the identity can be written as
g = 14w, (1.2)

Let g1,92 € G be two elements of the group G which are close to the identity. Using the
equation above (|1.2)) we can write them as g1 = 1 +iw{t* and go = 1 + iw§t®. Multiplying both
up to first order gives

9192 = 1+ i(wi +w)t + O(w?). (1.3)

which commutes [g1,g2] = O(w?). Now we can demand that any two generators of a Lie
group t* and t® constitute another generator ¢°:

[t tY] = ifebete. (1.4)

The Lie bracket guarantees that a composition of two group elements can be represented by
the exponential map by virtue of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula. The reason why one
demands in Lie groups G that the commentator of two generators is again a generator is that the
exponential representation must also apply to the product of two group elements. A visualisation
of the exponential map is given in Fig.[I.5]
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u(1)

Figure 1.5: The Lie bracket of two generators [t?, t*] corresponds to a tangential manifold 7'M
at the identity [50]. With the exponential (yellow) and logarithmic map (orange), any point on
the tangential manifold TM can be projected on to the fibre F = U(1) and back to the base
manifold.

Where f%° € R is the structure constant of the Lie algebra g with respect to the basis 2.
The Lie algebra g of the group G is defined in general

[]:gxg— g (z,y) — [2,y]. (1.5)

The rank n of the Lie algebra g is defined as the number of mutually commuting and linear
independent generators. In the following we will focus on the non-abelian Lie group SU(2):

SU(2) = {A € GL(2,C)|AA" = 1,det A = 1}, (1.6)

where GL(n, K) is the general linear group of rank n over a body K. One can reformulate
this statement as

SU(2) = {(—QB g) ca,BeC o +18 = 1} . (1.7)

Now « can be expressed as a = z1 + ixo and § = x3 + iz4 with x; € R. With this we can
identify SU(2) as being diffeomorphic to S® = {z? + 23 + 23 + 27 = 1} C R*, compare [51].
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1.4 Gauge fields

The three fundamental forces of the Standard Model, strong, weak and electromagnetism are
described with gauge fields. In a gauge theory, the Lagrangian is locally invariant under certain
transformations. The Lagrangian has spurious degrees of freedoms, which can be cancelled by
choosing an explicit gauge. Historically, electrodynamics was the first theory which was described
with a gauge symmetry.

The dynamics of the photon field A, in the presence of an external source are described by
the Maxwell Lagrangian density £y

1 LV Ny
ACME—KF/ FNV—ejl Ap, (18)

where F),, is the field strength or Faraday tensor, e is the coupling constant of electromagnetic
interaction, and j* is the current density. The field strength tensor F},, can be defined by the
action of the commutator [D,,, D,] on an complex scalar ¢

F/w(lsz E[D/MDVM), (1'9)

where D,, is the covariant derivative in the direction of p, which is defined as an ordinary
derivative and an additional contribution from the gauge potential A,

D, =0, —icA,,. (1.10)

The familiar electromagnetic vector fields E and B are recovered from the field strength
tensor by the identities

E'= —F%, (1.11)

. 1 ..
Bi = _iezijﬂ“ (1.12)

where €% is the Levi-Civita-Symbol and F, ik is the electric part of the Faraday tensor F,,.
The Aharonov-Bohm effect implies that the gauge potential A, is the more fundamental descrip-
tion than the field strength tensor Fj,, .
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The Aharonov-Bohm effect can be observed in the interference pattern change of an electron
double slit experiment [52]. Without an electric current the interference pattern is unaffected
(black trajectories of the electron in Fig. while it is shifted for a shielded current (blue
trajectories of the electron in Fig.. A shielded current induces a magnetic field which should
classically have no influence on the electrons. The common interpretation is that the vector
potential has a more fundamental meaning than its associated force field.

Figure 1.6: The Aharonov-Bohm effect in an electron double slit experiment. Electrons are
emitted at a source S, pass a screen with two holes and create an interference pattern on a
second screen. If a magnetic field B (blue circle) is induced by a shielded current, a deviation
from the normal interference pattern (indicated by black trajectories) is observed (indicated by
blue trajectories) in the form of a phase change is observed.

Putting Eq. (1.10)) into Eq. (1.9) shows their relationship

Fy = 0,A, — 0,A, . (1.13)

With this expression it is easier to see that the fieldstrength F* and the Maxwell Lagrangian
are invariant under U(1) transformation A* — A* = A* + 0 a(z):

E,, =0,A, —0,A,
= 0u(Ay + 0ya(z)) — 0y (Ay + Ouer())
=0,4, - 0,A,+0,0,a(x) — 0,0,a(x) .

The last two terms cancel because the interchangeability of second-order derivatives. For the
transformed Lagrangian £/, we therefore have

1

Ly = 1 F'E, —ejrA, (1.14)
1

=-1 FWE,, —ejt At —ejH0 a(x) (1.15)

The last term does not affect the action S[A¥] as long as j or Va vanish on the boundary of
the integral.
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One way of visualization is offered by the bundle formalism as discussed in section [1.2] see
Fig.[1.7] Here the bundle structure is given by the U(1) group, and the base manifold is chosen
to be Minkowski spacetime. In the case of electromagnetism the abundant degrees of freedom
are local phases, i.e. polarization. A specific phase can be represented by a point on a S! circle

representing the U(1) group. The gauge potential A,, which can be interpreted as photon field
is the connection from one U(1) fibre to another.

u(1) U(1) u(1)

VE e Ty

base manifold

Figure 1.7: The connection of a U(1) bundle is the gauge potential A, it can be interpreted as

photon field. The base manifold M should be associated with Minkowskian spacetime, in the
case of pure electromagnetism.

Meissner massive photons form inside a medium, e.g. a superconductor of the type II after
a spontaneous symmetry braking of the U(1) symmetry. Under the critical temperature this
U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken because two entangled electrons form Cooper pairs

See figure blow, Fig.[L.8| for flux tubes (left) which lead to levitating superconductors (right) in
a phenomena which is called flux pinning.

v .

11

N )

Figure 1.8: left: Images of vortices in a thin YBCO film which was taken by a SQUID scanning

Microscop below the critical temperature, compare [53]. right: Flux pinning in a superconductor
type II. Inside the flux tubes, the photon is massive [54].

Chapter 1
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If one associates the gauge field of a local U(1) fibre with the local polarisation, as suggested
by Fig.[L.7] it is possible to introduce the so called Meissner massive photons in an intuitive way.
The informal argument is that a photon has two polarisations orthogonal to the direction of
its propagation. Since the speed of light c¢ is only attained by massless particles, and it is the
absolute velocity of the Universe, it must not have an additional polarization while traveling with
the velocity ¢. A third polarization, as depicted on the right-hand side of Fig.[I.9 would allow to
temporarily transport information faster and slower than the speed of light. In order to gain a
third, longitudinal polarisation the photon needs to slow down. This is equivalent with gaining
a small mass. Note however, that a third polarisation breaks the U(1) symmetry dynamically.
This argumentation can be turned around, arguing that a small mass induces a third polarisation
and breaks the U(1) symmetry. Hopefully, this will help in section to understand how the
chiral anomaly induces masses for axions. In short, the chiral anomaly describes exactly that, a
non conservation of the U(1) 4-symmetry after quantisation and thus a small induced mass.

u(1) u(1) () U(1)

A \a

/ N N N /

manifold: trivial groundstate non-trivial groundstate

Figure 1.9: For a trivial ground state, a section / gauge connection through an U(1) bundle
describes a photon field which has two degrees of freedom. An additional degree of freedom
is introduced if the U(1) symmetry is dynamically broken, e.g. by a medium, Cooper pairs or
electric monopoles in a non-trivial ground state. This induces a so called Meissner mass.

In reality, this argument is a little more complicated. According to the Goldstone theorem, a
massless boson of spin zero is created by a spontaneous symmetry breaking of a global symmetry
[55]. Originally this concept was applied in superconductors by Yoichiro Nambu [56], this is why
they are also often referred to as Nambu-Goldstone bosons.

However, if a gauge symmetry is broken instead of a global symmetry the would-be Gold-
stone boson gets "eaten” by the gauge bosons of the broken generators. This particle physicist
formulation of eating Goldstone bosons is equivalent to saying that the most natural way of
interpreting the additional longitudinal gauge mode is to associate it with a mass. This mech-
anism is also called the Higgs mechanism and renders the W* and the Z boson massive when
the electroweak symmetry SU(2)xU(1) is broken down to U(1) [57]. A depiction of the dynical
symmetry breaking in this context is shown in Fig.[[.10]
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a) b)

\

= u(1) [ ey(1)

Figure 1.10: The broken U(1) symmetry in the Higgs mechanism. While a Goldstone boson is
created by a spontaneous symmetry breaking a), it is massless and obtains a mass after dynamical
symmetry breaking b). Note, that the Higgs potential is three dimensional and only a slice has
been shown in one plain, while the U(1) symmetry (red) is shown in an orthogonal plain.

1.5 Chiral anomaly

In physics the non-conservation of classical symmetries is often referred to as an anomaly. The
chiral anomaly is the failure of the chiral symmetry of massless free fermions after quantization,
see [58, 59]. The massless free fermion field ¢ is described by the equation of motion

D¢ =0, (1.16)

where ¢ can be interpreted as a section through the vector bundleﬁ V — M over a Rieman-
nian manifold M, and where D is a generalized Dirac operator, compare [61].

A very brief and abstract introduction into the chiral anomaly can be given by the chiral
involution operator I'. The operator for the chiral involution I' can be constructed by subtracting
the identity on even sections of V' with the identity on odd sections of V' [61]. In the case of a U(1)
bundle, subtracting all sections through even elements of the fibre minus all sections through
odd elements is equivalent to the difference between a small left-handed rotation followed by a
small right-handed rotation (or vice versa). In this context, the chiral involution operator I" can
be thought of as a measure for the equivalence of left- and right-handedness, compare Fig.[I.11]
The operator T" preserves the equations of motion because it anti-commutes with D (since D is
odd for the Z/2-grading). It then follows because of Eq. that

D(T¢) =0. (1.17)

Since T preserves the equations of motion it generates a U(1) symmetry of the classical theory.
This symmetry is called chiral or axial symmetry. While it is a symmetry of classical physics it
is broken after quantisation, this is known as azial anomaly and induces a mass similarly to the
Meissner massive photon as discussed before.

4the vector bundle is actually Z/2-graded, please consider [60] and [61] for more details.
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Helicity, sometimes called "handedness”, refers to the sign of the spin projected onto the
momentum vector. A negative sign is ”left”-handed and a positive sign is called ”right”-handed.
For massless particles chirality is equivalent to helicity, for massive particles (e.g. after a broken
U(1) symmetry) that is not the case.

In general, the Chirality of a particle refers to whether the particle transforms in a right- or
left-handed representation of the Poincaré group. In cases where the representation has both left
and right handed components, such as a spinor field (section through a spinor bundle) projection
operators that treat one handedness at a time can be constructed.

Chirality and helicity are the same for massless (e.g. intact U(1)) particles but differ for mas-
sive particles. The chiral operator I is zero in the massless case. The visual clue is the same path
lengths by the left handed and right handed paths along U(1) in Fig. Similarly, the chiral
involution is non zero for a broken U(1) fibre bundle. In other words, the chiral symmetry is
broken for massive particles. Of course this statement can be turned around by saying, breaking
the chiral symmetry (or axial current) makes a particle massive.

[ = =]

base manifold

Figure 1.11:  Chirality and helicity are the same for massless (e.g. intact U(1)) particles but
differ for massive particles (e.g. broken U(1)). The chiral involution operator I" is a measure for
equivalence of left- and right-handedness. In the case of massless particles (left) both paths are
equivalent. Hence chirality is the same as helicity. After breaking the axial symmetry by making
the particle massive (right) it matters whether the right- or left-handed path is taken.

Another way of illustrating the chiral anomaly is by directly computing that while the vector
current V¢ is conserved, the axial current Af, is not. Therefore, let the massless Lagrangian for
the up- and down quark be

L=1iUgv, (1.18)
where the isospinor notation for the fermions, ¥ = (u, d) is used and @ is defined as 9,7".

(i) For the vector-current, consider the following transformation:

Av: 0 — e 800 ~ (1 — i%@))\ll, (1.19)
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where o refers to the Pauli matrices. The Lagrangian is invariant under this transformation
TPU —s TGV — i (wgw - @gim) = TPV ; (1.20)
the associated Noether current is called vector current and is given by

a \T o’
Vi =Ty, 0 (1.21)
(ii) For the axial-current, consider the transformation:
Ap 0 — e 50F ~ (1 - m%é)\y, (1.22)

due to the anti-commutation relations of the gamma matrices, the Lagrangian is also invariant
under Ap and the associated axial-current is

a

o = o
Al = \I/’yu%?\lf. (1.23)

The Lagrangian of massless fermions is invariant under Ay transformations, as well as Ap
transformation. This is another way of formulating ciral symmetry. The associated group
structure is SU(2)y xSU(2)a. If a mass term mUP¥ is added to the Lagrangian we get

L=i0d¥ + mI¥, (1.24)

it remains invariant under the transformation Ay, however, not under the transformation A
A mBU — mIW — 2imd (@%756)\1/) , (1.25)

and thus the axial current is not conserved for massive quarks, compare [62]. The group
structure of chiral-symmetry transformations is given by SU(2)yxSU(2)a. If this symmetry
is spontaneously broken down to SU(2)y, three massless Goldstone modes are created, the pi-
ons 7,7, 7+, In reality, those particles are of course massive and hence also called pseudo-
Goldstone bosons. The chiral anomaly is thoroughly tested and experimentally verified by mea-
suring the lifetime of neutral pions 7°. A short summary is given in the info-box below and the

corresponding Fig.
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Neutral pion decay: Yet another way of introducing the chiral anomaly using Feynman di-
agrams was originally pursued by Adler [63] [64], Bell and Jackiw [568]. One can estimate the
lifetime of the neutral pion 7% by calculating the matrix element as illustrated below on the left-
hand side. The unexpectedly short lifetime of the neutral pion is caused by the chiral anomaly
which enables another decay channel into to photons [65]. The Feynman diagram of the ”decay”
of the divergence of the axial current into two photons is shown on the right-hand side below.

Figure 1.12: Two Feynman diagrams are shown: On the left the decay of the neutral pion into
two photons. Its decay is predominantly implemented via the axial current anomaly [59) 65].
This diagram is shown in the right.

However, the main application of the axial anomaly is the axion. As it also enables the axion
to acquire a mass, see section [3.2}
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Figure 2.1:  Comparison of two CMB angular power spectrum

fits: The SU(2)cmp model fit (turquoise) and a ACDM fit (green,
dotted). The 2015 Planck data points have been used for the fit,
compare [7].
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2.1 Tensions with the ACDM model

The Cosmological Standard Model is the basis of modern cosmology. To determine all parameters
of ACDM at a high accuracy, cosmological distance scales can be calibrated by high-redshift data
(inverse distance ladder, global cosmology), coming from precision observations of the Cosmic
Microwave Background (CMB) or from large-scale structure surveys probing Baryon Acoustic
Oscillations (BAQO). Alternatively, low-redshift data (direct distance ladder, local cosmology)
can be used by appeal to standard or standardisable candles such as cepheids, TRGB stars,
supernovae la, and supernovae II. However, depending on whether distances are calibrated with
inverse distance ladder data or with local distance ladder anchors (using standard or standardis-
able candles such as cepheids, TRGB stars, and supernovae Ia), tensions may arise [66] in some
of the ACDM parameters (e.g., Hy [67, 68, [69] [70] and g — Q,,, [71 [72] [73]. Moreover, it can
be shown that those tensions cannot be resolved by a modification of ACDM at low redshift
[74]. Figure shows a time-line of this discrepancy. Local distance ladder measurements such
as SHoES [69] are shown in blue, whereas model dependant early-Universe data obtained by
WMAP are shown in red. One measurement based on Sirens is included in green.
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775 - __ CPH HsT+  HOTH
SHQES | GAIA2
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Figure 2.2: Compilation of Hubble Constant predictions and measurements taken from the
recent literature: This graphic is from [75] and adopted thereby the graphic from [76]; Local
distance ladder measurements such as SHoES [69] are shown in blue, whereas model dependant
early-Universe data obtained by WMAP are shown in red. The first standard sirens measurement
GW170817 is shown in green [(7]. Forecasts of CMB Stage IV, standard sirens and distance
ladder with full GATA and HST [78] are also depicted.

Another discrepancy may occur in the og and €2, relation as shown in Fig.[2.3] the graphic
was adapted from [79]. A relatively new tool in Cosmology is Cosmic shear [80]. Cosmic shear
is created by large-scale structure in the Universe which distort images of distant galaxies due
to weak gravitational lensing. Properties on large scales as well as the geometry of the Universe
can be concluded by measuring galaxy shape correlations. Note, however, that in the following
study a spatially flat Universe based on ACDM has been adopted. The so called Cosmic shear
bananas compare the relationship between og and €, as it can be seen on the left hand side of
Fig.2.3] and Ss and the total mass density €2, on the right hand side. Thereby is Sg defined as
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Sg = 084/ /0.3 and oy is the standard deviation of matter density fluctuations in spheres with
a comoving radius of 8 Mpc/h. The Planck data results are shown in bright red. Depending
on the redshift calibration, discrepancies up to 30 may arise. The turquoise stars in the figure
below, Fig. indicate roughly the values of og and €, according to the SU(2)cmp fit. Their
values are shown in Fig.[2.7] Note that the stars in Fig.[2.3] are drawn in by hand and are not
plotted and that the shear model relies on ACDM.

COSEBI COSEBI
1.2 1 sand Po S 3 P
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Planck ) Planck

0.15 0.30 0.45 0.60 0.15 0.30 0.45 0.60
Qrﬂ Q“]

Figure 2.3: Cosmic shear constraints for the joint distributions of og and Q,, (left), as well as
S = 08/ /0.3 and §, (right). The 68% and 95% credible regions are shown for COSEBIs
(orange), band powers (pink) and the 2PCFs (cyan). Planck (2018, TT, TE, EE4lowE) results
are shown in bright red. The turquoise star indicates roughly the values of og and €2, according
to SU(2)cmp in Fig. Note that the stars are drawn in by hand and are mot plotted. This
graphic was adapted from [79].

One way of addressing these tensions is to postulate that photon propagation is governed by
an SU(2) rather than a U(1) gauge principle. The idea is to describe the CMB as a gas of thermal
photons supplemented by a thermal ground state and two invisible vector modes or excitations
Vi [8I]. Thus called the SU(2)cmp. Furthermore, this SU(2) gauge theory can be coupled to
an ultralight Planck scale axion field. Such an axion is a viable candidate for quintessence, i.e.
dynamical dark energy, being associated with today’s cosmological acceleration [82] [25].

A direct fit of SU(2)cmp to the CMB [26] retrieves a Hubble constant of Hy = (74.24 £ 1.46)
km s~' Mpc~! which matches well with the locally measured Hubble constant of Hy = (73.24 £
1.74) km s7! Mpc~! [10]. Furthermore, model-independent extraction of the co-moving sound
horizon at baryon-velocity freeze-out from the relation rs - Hy = const obtains a similarly good
match with the local Hubble constant [83]. The co-moving sound horizon is based on low-z
observation [1, [I0]. Thereby, SU(2)cmp seems to resolve the current discrepancy between the
ACDM concordance model [7] and the local measurements of Hy [10].
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Another open question of modern cosmology poses the missing baryon problem: ACDM fits
to the CMB fits and the primordial obtain a baryon density of 100wy ¢ = 2.225+0.016 [7], which
is in a 1.9-0 range of the weighted average from several Deuterium-to-Hydrogen ratios (D/H)
in Big-Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) of 100w, = 2.17 4 0.024 [84]. However, "Li observations
contradict predictions based on BBN; the 4-5-0 mismatch is called the lithium problem [85]. In
SU(2)cmp fits to the CMB a low value of 100wy, o = 1.73 +0.02 is obtained which could provide
a theoretical solution the missing baryon problem. As of present, the low baryon density of
SU(2)cmp contradicts BBN. Note that the (anti)-screening function G [49] is not implemented
in the CLASS code when fitting the CMB multipole spectrum. This could mitigate the offset at
low multipoles.

One of the original motivations for SU(2)cmp was to explain the offset from the low-frequency
CMB line temperature as measured by ARCADE 2’s [86], right hand side of Fig. and earlier
radio-surveys. Based on SU(2) Yang-Mills thermodynamics the excess at low frequencies could
be explained by evanescent, non-thermal photon fields of the CMB. In this context, the excess
is interpreted as a phase-boundary effect [34].
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Figure 2.4: The normalized spectral intensities of CMB modes (thick line) at the critical
temperature T, and of calibrator modes (dotted) at various temperatures on the left, compare
[34]. The temperature offset in the microwave range as measure by ARCADE 2 on the right,

[33].

The interpretation of Fig.[2.4]in the context of SU(2)cmp cosmology is that the SU(2) theory
which describes the photon is dynamically broken down to an U(1) symmetry. The idea is that
at a critical temperature T, ~ 2.73 electric monopoles emerge which dynamically break the
U(1) symmetry and introduce a massive mode which leads to a photon mass. This is the same
mechanism as in Superconductors Type II, Meissner massive photons. The only difference is
that here instead of a material, e.g. the superconductor, the ground state of the vacuum changes
adopts the new structure: A (anti)-monopole condensate. Furthermore, the integrated SU(2)
anomaly generates a dipolar modulation which could explain large-angle anomalies in the CMB
[35]. This SU(2) anomaly can be falsified terrestrially by low frequency black body spectroscopy,
as proposed in [49].
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2.2 SU(2) Yang-Mills Theory

An SU(2) Yang-Mills theory can be described by a Lagrangian which is invariant under any local
SU(2) transformationﬂ The pure Yang-Mills SU(2) Lagrangian Ly is given by

1 v a 1 LV
EYM == _ZFaH FIU’ = _EtrFl F/“V . (21)

The pure Yang-Mills SU(2) Lagrangian is invariant under Lorentz transformations, gauge
symmetry, is CP-invariant and renormalizeable [87, 88]. Here, pure refers to a Yang-Mills theory
which contains only gauge fields without matter fields. Nonetheless, gauge bosons can still
become massive by dynamical symmetry breaking via the Higgs mechanisnﬂ As in Eq. ,
the field strength tensor F),, can be defined by the action of the commutator [D,, D, ] of the
fundamental covariant derivative on a fundamental scalar ¢

Fu¢ = —[Dy, D))o . (2.2)

1
g

As previously in Maxwell electrodynamics, the covariant derivative D,, for the SU(2) gauge
is given in the fundamental representation by

D# = 12><2 8# - ZgAH . (23)

In contrast to the previous U(1) theory, calculating the commutator in Eq. (1.13]) in or-
der to obtain the fieldstrength with the covariant derivative Eq. (2.3) results in an extra term
—ig[A,, Al

Fl, = 0,4, — 0,A, —ig[A,, A, (2.4)

This term which is proportional to g represents the self-interactions of the gauge field and is
due to the non-abelian nature of the SU(2) theory. If the constraint of CP-invariance is relaxed,
another term proportional to F,‘juﬁ‘”w can be added to the Lagrangian. Here, F** is the dual
fieldstrength tensor of the SU(2) theory which is defined by Fo# = 1eMP7F,,,. (Anti)self-dual
solutions of the Yang-Mills equations are particularly interesting, because they correspond to
minimae of the Yang—Mills action [46]. By integrating the SU(2) Yang-Mills fieldstrength Ly,
we obtain the SU(2) Yang-Mills action Syn which is given by

1
Sym = /d4x Ly = -1 /d4x FUwpe (2.5)

In the next section, SU(2) theory will be applied to derive a modified temperature-redshift
relation.

IThis is valid for any SU(N) Yang-Mills theory.
2Note, that you need a transforming scalar field for that.
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2.3 Modified temperature-redshift relation

SU(2)cmp is a high-redshift modification which connects to the standard cosmological model
ACDM at low redshifts.

Redshift: Redshift z is similarly to the Doppler-effect the deviation of emitted to received
wavelength. It is defined as

A Aobs — Aemi
obs -1+ obs emit =1+ z, (26)
)\emit )\emit
where ¢yt 1S the wavelength at the time of emission and A,ps is the wavelength at the time of
observation, compare [48] p. 9].

A spatially flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) universe is assumed for the
background evolution. Let the energy density of the deconfining phase of SU(2) Yang-Mills ther-
modynamics be pyy and pressure Pyyr. Then, if we assume energy conservation the following
equation has to be considered:

dpym 3
—_— P 2.7
1a a(PYM+ YM) 5 (2.7)

where a is the cosmological scale factor, normalised such that today a(Tp) = 1 and Ty =
2.725K, the current temperature of the CMB, compare [26]. If you solve for a, the solution of

Eq. [£.0) is
a = exp <—;’ log <m)> , (2.8)

where syn denotes the entropy density [26]

_ pym+ Pym

- (2.9)

SYM

In figure you can see the multiplicative deviation §(z) from linear scaling which is given as

1/
S(2) = (PYM(O) +PYM(O)> ’ . (2.10)

pym(z) + Pym(2)

As you can see, T = 0.63 for T > Ty. With this scaling function $(z), we are able to define the
temperature as a function of z:

T(z) = (i);’:ro (= +1), (2.11)

and modify the temperature dependant radiation densities Qyn(2) for the Yang-Mills plasma
and €, (2) for the neutrinos. This factor, (1/4)% is one of the main consequences of using an
SU(2) group in order to describe the CMB photons instead of a U(1) group.
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Figure 2.5: The function S(z) of Eq. (2.10) which indicates the deviation from the linear T' — z
relation. The curvature at low z is due to the breaking of scale invariance in the deconfining
SU(2) Yang-Mills plasma for T' ~ Ty. Notice the rapid approach towards (%)1/3 ~ 0.63 with

increasing z, compare [26].

2.4 Dark sector of SU(2) Yang-Mills thermodynamics

In [26] a dark sector was introduced as a deformation to ACDM which describes a sudden
transition from dark energy to dark matter at a redshift z,. Such a transition is required to
reconcile high-z cosmology, which is changed compared to ACDM as a result of an SU(2)-induced

temperature-z relation [89] with ACDM at low z. For the entire dark sector we have

24+1)3, z<z
P

st(z) = QA + dem,O(Z + 1)3 + Qedm,O { (Z + 1)3 2> 2
P ? - ~p

The density parameters are defined as:

QT(Z) = QYM(Z’) + QV(Z)

72 T(2)4
Q — 4
() =g
4
21 /16\3 w2 T(2)*
¢ =2 (5) S
8 \23) 30 p.

with Tp = 2.725 K= 2.348 x 10~*eV. The critical density p. is defined as

3H,

2
pe=—""TM2=1.76 x 10" eV*
8T

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)

In the simplified model, we assume only one depercolation at z,. This means that we consider

primordial dark matter wpam always as a part of the matter density ,,(2):
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n(2) = wp + w:bm++wZim+ Wpdm (= 1)3 217)
for the dark energy density we have
() = wp + wedm:)‘AwA + Wpdm (o 1)° (2.18)
For emergent dark matter we assume
Dotz ={ EH 5 (219)
Assuming that curvature Qy, is zero, H(z) is then calculated as following
(2.20)

H(z) = Ho/Q,(2) + Q4 + Qi (2)

Fitting the temperature fluctuations collected by the Planck collaboration (as seen in Fig ,
we get for the initial densities wa, Wy, Weam and wpam the values in Fig. The SU(2)cup fit

as well as the ACDM model are compared in Fig.|2.6}
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SU(2)cmp model fit (turquoise) in comparison to a ACDM fit (green). The 2015

Figure 2.6:
Planck data points have been used for the fit [7]
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How can we deduce the energy content, and more over the specific contributions to the total
energy of dark matter, dark energy, baryons from temperature fluctuations at the beginning of
the universe, as seen in Fig.[2.6f The temperature deviations from the background temperature,
which is about 2.725 K today, arise from small density and radiation-pressure variations of mat-
ter in the early before the universe turned transparent. Fitting the CMB is a highly non-trivial
and complicated task, many coupled Boltzmann equations have to be solved simultaneously.
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Figure 2.7: Best-fit cosmological parameters of the SU(2)cyp model in comparison to ACDM,
compare [26].

Programs such as the Cosmic Linear Anisotropy Solving System (CLASS) [90] are often em-
ployed when solving these equations. Roughly speaking, the first peak in Fig.[2.6] corresponds
to the particle clouds which collapsed only once. It can give information about the total energy
content of the universe. The second peak corresponds to the particle clouds which were able
to collapse twice and the height of the peak gives information about the baryon content of the
universe. All other peaks are linked to the dark matter content of the universe, compare [91].

Recombination describes the point in time when the Universe turned transparent for photond%
According to ACDM this happened at a redshift z ~ 1090 (see section for a definition of
redshift). The SU(2)cmp fit indicates a higher redshift, z ~ 1715. Before the recombination,
the Universe was opaque because photons scattered of freely moving electrons. The Universe
became transparent after those electrons combined with protons to form hydrogen atoms.

“Note, that gravitational waves were able to propagate freely before as well as neutrinos.
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The Cosmic Microwave background emerges from the first photons which are able to freely
move long distances in the Universe after recombination. Sound waves in the photon-baryon
fluid, so called baryonic acoustic oscillation (BAO) lead to small density fluctuations in the fluid
which translates into small (~ pK) temperature fluctuations in the CMB. Those osculations can
be are linear-combination of multipoles as seen in Fig.[2.6] An intuitive way of interpreting the
multipoles is shown in Fig. in the first panel (top,left) a randomly generated dipole is shown
(I =1), followed by a quadrupole (I = 2), an octupole (I =3), (I =3 ---12).

Figure 2.8: Randomly generated multipoles from [ = 1 to ! = 12, top to bottom, left to right. The
dipole (I = 1) starts in the top corner left. Fitting the observed CMB temperature fluctuation
enables one to fit those multipoles and conclude the total, energy density of the universe as well
as the baryon and dark matter mass contributions, see Fig.[2.6f The Fig. was made by Ville
Heikkild, compare https://astro.uni-bonn.de/~kbasu/ObsCosmo/Slides2019/CMB_Part2.pdf.

Baryonic Acoustic Oscillation (BAQO) are density waves in the photon-baryon fluid before
recombination. Until the decoupling of matter and radiation, those sound waves were created by
pressure and gravitational instability. Their maximum wavelength is the horizon size 7y at the
time of decoupling which can still be detected today by the anisotropies in the CMB spectrum
and by the distribution of galaxies in space.

After this very brief overview of the CMB angular spectrum we can now visualize the density
parameters of SU(2)cus, see Fig.[2.9] The normalized energy composition at different redshifts
z is shown alongside the size of the universe ry = 1/H(z) in Mpc. The most notable difference
to ACDM model is the spike at z = 53 which is induced by the Heaviside function of Eq. .
At this point dark energy spontaneously depercolates into dark matter. As one of the main
results of this thesis we will argue in chapter |5l how to link the leptonic sector with three axions
species. A fourth, the one corresponding to the photon SU(2) theory, has not yet depercolated.
Consequently, not only one point of depercolation at z = 53 but three are also indicated in the
graphic. We get those high redshifts simply by comparing the size of the Universe ry with the
gravitational Bohr radius of the axion species which we link to the electron scale A.. This will
be discussed in more detail in section 5.3l
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Figure 2.9: Cosmological model SU(2)cmp of [26] (with parameter values fitted to the TT, TE,
and EE CMB Planck power spectra and taken from column 2 of Table 2 of that paper) in terms
of relative density parameters as functions of redshift z. ), stands for dark energy, €2/, for total
matter (baryonic and dark), and €. for radiation (three flavours of massless neutrinos and eight
relativistic polarisations in a CMB subject to SU(2)cmp). The dotted red line represents the
Hubble radius of this model. The redshifts of e-lump, p-lump, and 7-lump depercolations are
indicated by vertical lines intersecting the z-axis. Only e-lump depercolation is taken into account
explicitly within the cosmological model SU(2).,, since at z, , = 40,000 and z, , = 685,000 the
Universe is radiation dominated.
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e What is Dark matter?

 What motivates its ex-
istence?

¢ What could it be?

e What are axions?

Figure 3.1: A weak lensing image reaveals dark matter distribution
which is shown in the coloured contours. Credit: Satoshi Miyazaki
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3.1 Introduction

The idea of dark matter has been around for well over one-hundred years [92]. In 1933 the
Swiss-American astronomer Fritz Zwicky found large discrepancies between estimates of disper-
sion velocities and measurements for the Coma galaxy cluster [93]. Therefore, he came to the
conclusion that dark matter might be more abundant than ordinary matter.

The second key moment in the history of dark matter is the development of a spectroscope
by Kent Ford in the 1960s which enabled him and Vera Rubin to measure rotation curves [92].
Rotation curves of galaxies plot the circular velocity of visible stars or gas in a galaxy over
their corresponding radii to the center of the galaxy. Kent and Rubin observed the rotation
curve of the galaxy M31 in 1970 [94]. To their surprise, the circular velocity did not show a
reciprocal dependence on the radius r as expected from Kepler’s law, but was flat to the largest
radius observed. This discrepancy between visible mass, based from hydrogen surface density
profiles by e.g. Rogstad and Shostak in 1972 [95], and the total galaxy mass implied by rotation
curves is nowadays one of the most convincing arguments for the existence of dark matter. This
discrepancy is visualized for the galaxy UGC01230 in the figure below.
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Figure 3.2: Further experimental evidence for dark matter came from measurements of rotation
curves. Instead of a declining velocity, as expected from Kepler’s laws (red, o< 1/4/7), the rotation
curve has a relatively constant slope (blue, plotted Burkert profile of galaxy UGC01230). This
suggest that galaxies are heavier than expected based on baryonic matter. More matter is inside
galaxies than we see: matter which does not interact with light and hence is dubbed dark matter.

Before focusing on axions in general and Planck-scale axions in particular, the main dark
matter candidate of this thesis, we would like to briefly mention relatively new advances (within
the last two decades) in search for dark matter. Namely, the cosmological standard model
ACDM fit to the Planck satellite data, which as the name suggest accounts for cold dark matter,
and the bullet cluster which is widely assumed to be a direct proof of the existence of dark matter.

The Lambda Cold Dark Matter (LCDM or ACDM) model incorporates additionally to the
Cold Dark Matter model — as published in 1984 by George Blumenthal, Joel Primack, and San-
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dra Faber [96] — the cosmological constant A, which is associated with dark energy. The model,
which is commonly also referred to as the standard cosmological model, has only the assumptions
of spatial isotropy and homogeneity of the cosmos on the right scales for all observers and general
relativity. Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker Cosmology contains three major components
for the present epoch, the aforementioned dark energy, cold dark matter and baryonic matter.
A fit to the Cosmic Microwave Background as seen in Fig.[2.0] reveals their respective densities
as seen in the table below. The ACDM fit densities are shown in Fig[2.7]

Arguably the strongest argument for the existence for dark matter comes from weak gravita-
tional lensing. As shown on the right-hand side of Fig.[3.4] there are two former galaxy clusters
which are now, after a collision, part of the galaxy cluster 1E 0657-56 [97]. This galaxy cluster is
also known as the “Bullet Cluster” because of the shape of the galaxy cluster on the right-hand
side in Fig. resembles a bullet. The hot gas (red in Fig. was detected by the Chandra
telescope in the X-ray regime. The dark matter content in this galaxy cluster which is indicated
in blue in Fig.[3.4] was reconstructed using weak gravitational lensing.

Gravitational lensing describes the distortion of light passing by a strong source of spacetime
distortion. Such distortions can be caused by galaxy clusters, massive objects in galactic centers
and black holes. They are predicted by General Relativity and can be used to estimate masses
of the sources of those spacetime distortions. Special cases such as the multiplying of a light
source is called Einstein’s cross, as depicted below in Fig.[3.3]

Figure 3.3: A gravitational lensing image (white rectangle) shows the quadrupling of the quasar
QSO 2237+0305 (which started at a source S and is observed by an observer O) by a nearby
galaxy, compare [98]. Sometimes the multiplying is referred to as Einstein cross.

So far, the bullet cluster represents the strongest evidence for the existence of dark matter:
The dominant mass portions of the merging galaxy clusters is ahead of the baryonic mass in
their trajectories. This can easily be explained by dark matter, which does not interact with the
visible matter other than by gravitational interaction. They fly right through the hot gas lumps.
This spatial offset of the baryonic mass distribution can not be explained by modified theories
of gravity [99].
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Figure 3.4: An image by the Chandra telescope of the bullet cluster, 1E 0657-558, overlayed
with a weak gravitational image. The white bars in both pictures indicates a distance of 200
kpc, visible light is shown on the left picture, the hot gas detected by X-rays (red) and the
dark matter distribution (blue) is shown on the right [99]. The dark matter distribution was
reconstructed using gravitational lensing which indicate the mass distribution determined by
weak gravitational lensing (green lines) [97, [99].

3.2 Axions

Although dark matter in some form or another has been around for at least one-hundred years,
there are plenty possible candidates covering 80 orders of magnitude (in eV), compare figure
Unfortunately, it is not possible to give a comprehensive overview of all of them in this
framework. We will focus on axions in general and on Planck-scale axions in particular (left

green corner in figure [3.5)).
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Figure 3.5:  Sketch (not to scale) of the huge range of possible DM models that have been
conceived. They span many orders of magnitude in mass, with DM represented by very distinct
phenomena, ranging from new elementary particles to black holes, compare figure 1 in [I00].

The idea of axions emerged as a byproduct of an attempt to solve the strong CP-problem
in QCD. The strong CP-problem arises due to the non-trivial vacuum structure of non-Abelian
gauge theories: Although the Standard model SU(3)xSU(2)xU(1) has no thermal phases, instan-
tons and other topologically charged field configurations generate a non-trivial vacuum structure
of the gauge theory [101] which allows for (effective) CP-violating interactions of the strong and
the weak force [102]:
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As v o vy
LCPm’ol. - astrong gF# Fauu + aweak éwg Wa;u/ . (31)

Here F!* and W/ are the non Abelian gauge field strengths and ﬁaw, ’Waw their duals; o
is the coupling constant of the strong force as as is the coupling constant of the weak force. The
weak vacuum angle fy,.cqr can be rotated to zero since the electroweak theory is chiral [I03]. The
CP-problem arises from the angle 8srong, Which cannot be rotated away in the same fashion.
More precisely, Osirong gets modified due to the chiral rotation to minimize Oyeqr. The 'physical’
angle is § = Ostrong + Arg det M where M is the quark mass matrix [I02]. Therefore, the CP-
violating term reads:

EQCD D) égf;thyﬁauy . (3.2)

If § is of order one, the strong force would strongly violate CP-symmtery. However, measure-
ments of the electric dipole moment of the neutron show no indications fur such a CP-violation
[T02]: They imply a very small § of order ~ 1071, So the strong CP-problem boils down to the
question of why 6 is so small?

The idea by Helen Quinn and Roberto Peccei was to remove 8 dynamically by introducing a
new, global chiral symmetry to the Standard Model, the so called, U(1)pg symmetry. Similar to
the electroweak theory with gauge group SU(2)®U(1) where the chiral nature allows to rotate
Oweak away, the new chiral symmetry U(1)pg allows to relax 6 to zero by dynamically and ex-
plicitly breaking it [104], 105 102]. Frank Wilczek [106] and Steven Weinberg [107] pointed out
how the (pseudo) Nambu-Goldstone boson, the so axion, of dynamical U(1)p¢ breaking couples

to FI Fyp, .

3.3 What are rotation curves?

Rotation curves plot the averaged velocity of visible matter, i.e. stars which rotate around a
galactic center, over their distances from the galactic center. The discrepancy between the clas-
sically expected rotation curve (blue) and the actually measured ones (green) in figure can
be explained by postulating dark matter. Therefore, if one accepts the premise that dark matter
exists, we can swap the argumentation and use rotation curves as a tool to look at the dark
matter content of a given galaxy.

As a warm-up we first look at a vacuum solution of Einstein’s equations, the Schwarzschild
solution We compare an exact solution of the orbit equation in this background by utiliz-
ing elliptic functions with a post-Newtonian approximation, section In the next chapter we
will focuse on the nonrelativistic limit and fit rotation curves to data from the SPARC library [44].

3.4 Rotation curves for the Schwarzschild solution

Based on an exact solution to the orbit equation for the bound trajectory of a test mass in
the Schwarzschild background, obtained in [T08] in terms of a Weierstrass elliptic function, we
numerically compute rotation curves (mean tangential velocity #; as a function of proper distance
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sy to the horizon) in dependence of orbital eccentricity e. As it should, for s, > rs the Newtonian
behaviour o; o< 1/,/s,. is reproduced.

In his paper [I08], G. Scharf obtained exact Schwarzschild geodesics in terms of elliptic func-
tions. Building on his work, the aim of the present section is to derive rotation curves, that is,
the dependence of the mean tangential velocity (averaged over one pseudo orbit) of a test mass
on the proper distance to the Schwarzschild horizon, including the strong-field regime close to
this horizon.

This could be of observational interest when the effects of mass distributions close to the
gravitational center of a given spiral galaxy need to be disentangled from the strong-field effects
[109]. Recall that, based on an estimate of luminous matter located in the central region, the
observation of a flattening of rotation curves in spirals far away from the center serves as an
indication for the existence of a dark-matter halo [T10, [97].

The Schwarzschild metric in canonical coordinates is given as [I11]:

PoPsezq2 T e 2(d62 + sin0 dg?) (3.3)

r r—7Ts

ds® =

where the Schwarzschild radius 7, is given as r, = 2 GM /c?. With G being the gravitational
constant, M the mass, and ¢ the speed of light. Usually, when discussing relativistic effects in
the orbit of a test particle in the background of eq. one expands the metric coefficients in
powers of /r,. Thanks to the knowledge on the exact solution r(¢) to the orbit equation ([I08],
eq. 2.11)

d F2 _ 2 2
é = \/LQm rt 4+ % rer3 — 12 +rr =4/ f(r) (3.4)

orbital parameters such as the perihelion shift could be obtained up to quadratic order in
/75 very economically by expanding this solution. Here E and L are constants of motion, energy
and angular momentum and m is the mass of the test-particle. Here, we would like to exploit
this knowledge to derive exact rotation curves in dependence of eccentricity e.

The approach based on Weierstrass functions was used in [I08]. According to ([108], eq.
2.13) of this work, the radial coordinate 7(¢) of a test particle in the background of the geometry

governed by eq. [3.3]is

_ f'(r1)
@)=+ 4p(d; 92, 93) — f"(r1)/6 3.5)

Where f(r) is a quartic of the form ([I08], eq. 2.16):
f(r)=aor(r—ri)(r—r9)(r—rs) (3.6)

ag can related to the energy F, angular momentum L and the mass of the test-particle m
as ag = (E? —m?)/L? ([108], eq. 2.18). The radial points 71, 72, and r3 are zeros of this quar-
tic where r; can be interpreted as perihelion, ro as aperihelion, and rs can be expressed as a
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combination of r1, 7o and 7, ([I08], eq. 2.21), as well as the invariants g, and g3 ([108], eq. 2.22 f.)

The first and second derivatives of the quartic are given as:

_ri(ri—r2) - (2 —3)

ToT1 + Tor3 + 1r3ry
. ri(ry —re) +ri(ro —r3) + (r1 —re) - (ro — r3)
rory + Tor3 + 1r3ry

: (3.8)

We get to the final form of r(¢) only depending on the perihelion r1, 79 and the angle ¢.
However, it is convenient to define r5 via the eccentricity € as ro = r1(1 —€)/(1 4+ €). In order to
obtain a rotation curve we need to define the tangential velocity u; of the test-particle averaged
over one pseudo orbit, as a function of the averaged distance 5. The tangential velocity is:

o =r(0(r) .

where 7(¢) is a solution of the orbit equation and ¢(7) is a solution of the geodesic equations in
dependence of the affine parameter 7. For readability this dependence is notationally suppressed
in the following. Then the averaged tangential velocity v, is obtained by:

T
’ljt = %/(; dTUt (39)
re 27
=2 [Taoris) (3.10)

With T the eigentime of the orbit. The averaged distance 5 is:
1 2T

S= 5 | d0a(r(o)

sy is the average proper distance to the horizon, which is defined as:
1+ ,/1— %
/ *y1/17—+ Slog _—
/1= 1—,/1— %

7(8) can now be calculated by inverting 5(r(¢)) and plugging it in equation The only
thing missing is T" which needs to be found by normalization, which here means comparing the
general expression

1

27
T:—/O dpr(¢)>, L=m

7 Ty (3.11)

ror1 + rors + 1r3ry
ro + 11 + T3
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where L is the angular momentum ([I08], eq. 2.8 & 2.19), with the physical orbital periods.
In this case, normalization gets rid of the factor 2m m. Plugging T in eq. (3.10) gives:

2m
d
G, = 2 m\/T27“1 trers + 13Ty Jo dor(4) (3.12)

Ts 2
ro+ 71+ 73 fo do T(¢)2
Because of the perihelion motion we have to integrate over 4w instead of 27, where w is the
real half-period of the p-function which is given by ([108], eq. 3.12):
3rs r1 412

_ 2
w-7r(1+ 1 i —I—O(rs))

Note, that here the post-Newtonian approximation has already been used. Together with the
normalisation our tangential velocity finally is:

5, — \/7"27"1 + 7o + 31 Jo dor(@) (3.13)

(0 . Ts 4w 5
o+ 11+ 713 fo dor(op)

Calculating the averaged tangential velocity ©; as a function of the averaged distance § gives
us the rotation curve of a test-particle. Figure |3.6] shows the rotation curve in natural units
(G =1,c=1) for different eccentricities e € {0 — 0.9}.

— 0
v[s]
0.4 — 01
— 0.2
03 03
0.4
02
0.5
0.1 0.6
0.7
00 50 100 160 200 250 300" 038
0.9

Figure 3.6: Rotation curve for eccentricity from for different eccentricities e € {0 — 0.9} (red to
green), rs = 1 for an exact solution of the Schwarzschild geodesics with elliptical functions.
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3.5 Rotation curves for a post-Newtonian approximation

Recall that the Weierstrass functions was used in the previous section and originally in [I08] in
order to obtain a function for the orbit, compare |3.5

F'(r) (3.14)

) =T G gaa) — )6

The first and second derivative f'(r1), f”(r1) can be expressed as [108, p. 9, eq. 3.17]

, _ € _E36+62

fi(r1) =2r <1+€ o (1+e)2> (3.15)
. _ 1 —5e 51—46—62

f (”)_2<1+e + e ) (3.16)

The Weierstrass function g is given in terms of theta functions in order to account for the
relativistic corrections for r(¢), compare [112, p. 650, eq. 18.10.5]
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where ¢ is given by ¢ = 5-¢ and the theta functions are given by [I13} p. 464]

01(z,q) = 2¢"/*(sin(z) — ¢?sin(3z) 4 ¢%sin(5z) — ...) (3.18)
02(2,q) = 2¢"/*(cos(z) + q*cos(3z) — ¢Ocos(5z) +...) (3.19)
03(2,q) = 1+ 2¢(cos(2z2) + ¢>cos(4z) — ¢Bcos(62) +...) (3.20)
04(2,q) = 1 — 2q(cos(2z) — qcos(4z) + ¢Bcos(62) —...). (3.21)

In this context, ¢ is called a Nome [108] and can be expressed as [112, p. 591, eq. 17.3.21]

q=k*/16 +8(k*/16)* + ... . (3.22)

Since k is small the series is converging [108, p. 9]. This leads to the following Weierstrass
function g [ibid.]

_ f”(r1)+1+6—2681n2(¢) (1 Ts 1

€ 3+e . Ts\9
0(9) o1 41+ o)sin(¢) — —(1 —cos(¢)) + 2¢ sm2(¢))>+o()

L~ (-3
r1 1+ cos(2¢) ( 2 1+e ) 1
(3.23

Substituting this into [3.5] one obtains the orbit given by

€(e sin? (£
oy niler ) r(eesin? (2)) (RS pde(lcos(8)) £ e+

ecos(i—e)+1 ecos(%)Jrl ecos(%e)Jrl e+1
(3.24)
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Figure 3.7: Rotation curve for eccentricity for different eccentricities e € {0 — 0.9}, rs =1in a
post-Newtonian approximation.

Where « is defined as:

a=2 (3Ts(r2 +1) T 1)

4T1T2

Which results in the rotation curves as seen in figure Interestingly, for high eccentric-
ities around € = 0.9 , the rotation curve seems to be steeper, i.e. crossing over RCs with less
eccentricity at the center of the galaxy. However, this effect might be explained by insufficient
numerical accuracy close to the center for high eccentricities.
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4.1 Introduction

Despite the outstanding success of the standard model of Cosmology which is based on cold dark
matter (CDM) in explaining large-scale structures, cold dark matter has difficulties predicting
small-scale structures [I14]. Such small-scale problems are the prediction of more satellite dwarf
galaxies around a host galaxy then currently observed, this is also known as the missing satellite
problenﬂ [I15]. The so called cusp-core problem is another small-scale problem of cold dark mat-
ter [I16]: The dark matter density is predicted to increase steeply towards the center of a galaxy
with p ~ r® and a € {—1,—1.5} [ibid.]. This behaviour is called a cuspy slope, however, a flatter
profile is often observed [IT4]. Such flat behaviour could be explained by a core or possible also
by baryonic physics [ibid.]. Nonetheless, the latter has not yet been observed in dwarf galaxies
where the problem arises to begin with and seems to contradict the surprisingly high star forma-
tion efficiency in the center of galaxies (which is often referred to as the young star problem). The
difference, between a cuspy and a core profile can be observed in Fig. The core-like behaviour
is shown in the red line, a characteristic for the Soliton Navarro—Frenk—White profile (SNFW),
while a cuspy slope can be observed in orange for the unmodified Navarro—Frenk—White profile
(NFW).

One framework which aims to resolve the aforementioned problems is so called fuzzy dark
matter. The idea is that fuzzy dark matter consists out of non-thermal, non-relativistic ultralight
bosons which form a Bose-Einstein condensate and behave like cold dark matter on large scales,
i.e. larger than the de Broglie wavelength of usually 1 kpc [117]. However, on small scales their
wavelike dynamics behaves different compared to cold dark matter, and one might argue that
they fit better to the observed rotation curves. Typical values of axion masses in this framework
lie between m, ~ 1072 eV and m, ~ 10722 eV [118]. In this chapter we will reproduce Matos
et al. result of m, ~ 5 x 1072* eV [I19]. However, several studies doubt the feasibility of a dark
matter model with a lower dark matter mass than m, < 1072! eV [I17, [120]. Especially Lya
forest power spectra suggest that such a small mass would be indistinguishable from cold dark
matter [120, 121]. At first glance this would be unappealing since this would imply that fuzzy
dark matter loses the desired feature of a core like behaviour. However, we argue that in the
here presented three component dark matter model this constraint is not valid. The galactic core
might form from two different axion types which correspond to the screened leptonic Yang-Mills
scales in association to the muon and tau mass. Their masses of mg , ~ 2.9 x 10719 eV and
Mg+ ~ 8.2 X 10~'7 eV are well above the constraint. Moreover, the scenario where a 7-lump
condensate gravitationally collapses, consumes the p-lump and becomes the central massive ob-
ject of a given galaxy is still feasible. In this case the core of a galaxy is given by a complex
succession of dark matter physics. This might also mitigate the cold dark matter behaviour on
small scales by the e-lump with a mass of only m, . ~ 6.7 x 10724 eV, since an explicit core
already provides the desired core-like rotation curve behaviour.

One way of extracting a mass estimate for dark matter due to fitting of rotation curves was
discussed in the previous chapter. In this chapter we determine a Planck scale axion mass in
the context of SU(2)cmp cosmology, which was introduced in chapter |2} Therefore, we use low
surface brightness galaxies of the SPARC catalogue [44]. Low surface brightness galaxies are es-
pecially interesting for us, because they can assumed to be dominated by dark matter. Rotation
curves are fitted with four different models starting from section[d.4}

1Similarly to the missing baryon problem and the missing intermediate massive black holes, frequently a
detection is proposed and afterwards refuted. The author is currently not aware of a resolution in either one of
those three problems.
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i) The Soliton Navarro-Frenk-White profile (SNFW)

)
ii) The Navarro-Frenk-White profile (NFW)
iii) The pseudo-isothermal model (PI)

)

iv) and the Burkert model

Some results of this and the following chapter will be published soon. In particular, a preprint
of the SNFW profile and a comparison to the Burkert model can be found under [122].

4.2 Properties of a Planck-scale axion

In this section, we would like to convey some basic facts about selfgravitating Planck-scale axion
condensates: lumps. We start with the observation in [I23] that ultralight bosons necessarily
need to occur in the form of selfgravitating condensates in the cores of galaxies. Halos of axion
particles were formed around these cores, because they were separated in the course of non-
thermal depercolation. Such a halo reaches out to a radius of ~ o9 where its mass density
starts to fall below 200 times the critical cosmological energy density of the spatially flat FLRW
Universe. A key concept in describing such a fuzzy-dark-matter (FDM) system, e.g. a lump, is
the gravitational Bohr radius rg defined as

Mg

= — 4.1
e (4.1)

B

where M is the mass of the lump which should coincide with the virial mass, say Msgg. We use
two FDM models of the galactic mass density p(r) to describe low-surface-brightness galaxies
and to extract the axion mass m,: The Soliton-NFW model, see [124] and references therein,
and the Burkert model [125] [126]. Let

denote the reduced Compton wavelength and

dy = (?)1/3 (4.3)

the mean distance between axion particles within the spherically symmetric lump of mean dark-

matter mass density p. One has
_ M

3B
A finite-extent lump self-consistently forms if the reduced Compton wavelength Ao - the corre-

lation length in the condensate of free axion particles at zero temperature - is not very far from
the gravitational Bohr radius rg. More precisely, we can state that

% = k(0), (4.5)
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where £ is a smooth dimensionless function of its dimensionless argument § = m,/Mp with the
property that lims_,o £() < co. This is because the lump mass M, which enters rp via Eq. ,
is itself only a function of the two mass scales m, and Mp for an isolated selfgravitating conden-
sate of otherwise free particles of mass m,. If § turns out to be sufficiently smaller than unity,
which will always be the case in what follows, we can treat the right-hand side of Eq. as a
universal constant. In practice, we will in Secs.[£.3] and derive from the match of dark-matter
halos of low surface-brightness galaxies with heuristic mass density models that x ~ 314.

Eq. (4.5) together with Egs. (4.2), (4.1)), and (3.1) imply for the mass M of the lump

1 M3
M=-—2. 4.6
A2 (4.6)
Eq. (4.6) is important because it predicts that the ratios of lump masses are solely determined by
the squares of the ratios of the respective Yang-Mills scales or, equivalently [2], ratios of charged
lepton masses me, m,, and m,. One has

M,
— = ~ 283
i = () =
M, -5
= N2, ]_ 4.7
i ( ) 3% 10, (4.7)
M, . s
M., (mT) x

Moreover, Eqgs. (3.1), (4.3), (4.2), (4.4), and (4.6]) fix the ratio £ = = as
2

()" ()"

Since A < Mp we have £ < 1, and therefore a large number of axion particles are covered
by one reduced Compton wave length. This assures that Planck-scale axions always occur in
condensed form. A thermodynamical argument for the necessity of axion condensates through-
out the Universe’s expansion history is given in Sec. In [123] the non-local and non-linear
(integro-differential) Schrédinger-equation, obtained from a linear Schrédinger equation and a
Poisson equation for the gravitational potential [127] and governing the lump, was analysed. An
excitation of such a lump in terms of its wave-function v containing radial zeros was envisaged
n [123]. Here instead, we assume the lump to be in its ground state parameterised by a phe-
nomenological mass density p(r) o< [1|?(r) > 0. Finally, Eq. together with Egs. and
(4.6) yield for the gravitational Bohr radius

rg=K—5 . (4.9)

In this section, we extract the axion mass mg . from observed RCs of low-surface-brightness
galaxies which fix the lump mass M, and a characterising length scale — the gravitational Bohr
radius rp .. This, in turn, determines the Yang-Mills scale A, associated with the lump. We
analyse RCs from the SPARC library [44].
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4.3 Analysis of Rotation Curves (RCs)

To investigate, for a given galaxy and RC, the underlying spherically symmetric mass density
p(r) it is useful to introduce the orbit-enclosed mass

M(r) = 4n /OT dr' " p(r'). (4.10)

Assuming virialisation, spherical symmetry, and Newtonian gravity the orbital velocity V(r) of
a test mass (a star) is given as

Vir) =/ —— (4.11)

where M (r) is defined in Eq. 1) and G = M, 2 denotes Newton’s constant. The lump mass
M is defined to be Maogg = M (ran0). Here 199 denotes the virial radius defined such that

3M3
8

p(1200) = 200 HE, (4.12)
where Hy is the Hubble constant, and Agep = Aden(7) indicates the de-Broglie wavelength of
an axionic particle for r, < r < r9gg where the NFW model applies. Note that within the core
region r < r, the correlation length in the condensate is given by the reduced Compton wave
length A = 1/m,.

We analyse the RCs from the SPARC library [44]. For a given galaxy, the value of r in
Eq. is assumed to coincide with the largest radius rp at which the orbital velocity V
(circular orbits) was determined observationally. This is only a weak constraint on generality
because of the logarithmic dependence on r of the integral in Eq. .
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4.4 Soliton Navarro—Frenk—White profiles

For an extraction of m, . and therefore the associated Yang-Mills scale governing the mass of
a lump according to Eq. (4.6, we use the Soliton-Navarro-Frenk-White (SNFW) model. The
consistency of the with E gained knowledge about the Bohr radius is tested with virial
mass extractions of the NF'W, PI and the Burkert model. The mass-density profile of the NFW-
part of the SNFW-model is given as [12§]

Ps
pNEw (1) = m ) (4.13)

where p, associates with the central mass density, and r; is a scale radius which represents the

onset of the asymptotic cubic decay in distance r to the galactic center. Note that profile pnpw
exhibits an infinite cusp as r — 0 and that the orbit-enclosed mass M (r) diverges logarithmically
with the cutoff radius r for the integral in Eq. . In order to avoid the cuspy behavior for
r — 0, an axionic Bose-Einstein condensate (soliton density profile) is assumed to describe the
soliton region r < r.. From the ground-state solution of the Schrédinger-Poisson system for a
single axion species one obtains a good analytic description of the soliton density profile as [119]

pe
psol(T) = (1 T 0.091(T/7’c)2)8 5 (414)

where p. is the core density [129]. On the whole, the fuzzy dark matter profile can than be

approximated as

PsNEW (1) = O(7e — 1) psol + O(1 — 7¢) pNEW - (4.15)

Using Egs. (4.10)), (4.11)), and (4.15), we obtain the orbital velocity Vsnrw of the SNEW model
[130, Eq. (17)] which is fitted to observed RCs.

Vanrw (1) = O(re — 1) Veor (1)

O = 1) (Van (1) — Vasmw (re) + Varw (1)) - (4.16)

Where Vi1 () is given in Eq. (4.17))

rip,
Vsal(r) = (r2 + 10.97“2)7

+ 7.5 5 100 Tr] + 7.5 x 10%°r] + 4.3 x 10% %t — 3.4 x 10077

+ (5.8 x 1071712 4 4.5 x 1001202 + 1.4 x 10004 4 2.7 x 10475
+2.9 % 10778 +1.9 x 107 + 7.2 x 10°7%71% + 1.1 x 107r}")
arctan [(3 x 107'r)/r.]),

(197137 + 1.4 x 10%r 172 + 4.4 x 10°r%72

(4.17)

and Vxrw () is given by Eq. (4.18)) as

(0997 rc(re +15)%(rs/(r + 1) +log [r + 7s])pe)

4.18
(r2 40.091r2)8 (4.18)

Wnrw (r) =
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Fig.[4.2 shows an example for the characteristic density profile psnpw (r) of Eq. (4.15)), and
the orbit velocity Venrw (1) of Eq. (4.16) for the galaxy NGC0300. As intended, the up to 7. the
density profile is relatively constant. The typical »—3 behaviour is given by the NFW density
profile.

10° 120

108 100
& 107 < 80 I
g £
9108 2 60
= >
S 105 40

10% 20

. of 1Y
0.1 1 10 100 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
r [kpc] r [kpc]

Figure 4.2: An example for the characteristic density profile psnpw (r), Eq. , of galaxy
NGCO0300 is given on the left-hand side. On the right-hand side the corresponding orbit velocity
Vsnrw (), Eq. , of the same galaxy is fitted to the data as obtained by the SPARC library
[44]. The scale radius r is left indicated by a vertical red, dotted line and right with a green
arrow. The transition radius from soliton to the NFW radius at 7. is left indicted by the blue
dotted region (left) and on the right hand side with a yellow arrow. The core radius r.. is indicated
by the orange arrow).

This determines the parameters r¢, rs, and p.. The density ps relates to these fit parameters
by demanding continuity of the SNFW mass density at r. [T19]. As a result, one has

(re/rs)(1+re/rs)?
(14 0.091(re/7c)2)8

ps(pc;rmrears) = Pc (419)

Examples of good fits with x?/d.o.f. < 1, see Tab. 2, are shown in Tab. 1. The derived quantity

Mg.e is extracted from the following equation [129]

pe = 1.9 x 10°(mg /107 23eV) "2(r. /kpc) ~* Mokpe ™ (4.20)

The other derived quantities rogp and Magg are obtained by employing Eqs. (4.12) and (4.10)

with M(r = ra00) = Mago, respectively. In Fig. a frequency distribution of m, . is shown,
based on a sample of 17 best fitting galaxies, see Collage 1 for the fits to the RCs. The maximum
of the smooth-kernel-distribution (solid line) is at

Ma,e = (0.7240.5) x 10723V . (4.21)
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Collage 1. Best fits of SNFW to RCs of 17 SPARC galaxies. The arrows indicate the Bohr
radius of the e-lump, 75 . (red), the core radius of the soliton 7. (orange), the transition radius
from the soliton model to the NFW model r, (yellow), and the scale radius of the NFW model
7s (green). The dagger' indicates galaxy NGC6195.
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Figure 4.3: left: Frequency distribution of axion mass m, . as extracted from the SNFW model
for 17 best fitting galaxies. The maximum of the smooth-kernel-distribution (solid, blue line)
is at mg,. = (0.72 £ 0.5) x 10723 eV (red, vertical line). right: The same axion masses in a
mass-luminosity plane.

The frequency distribution of axion mass m, . as extracted from the SNFW model for 17
best fitting galaxies is shown in the left side of Fig.[4:3] On the right side those axion masses
are shown in the surface-brightness plane. In Fig.[f4] a frequency distribution of Mg is shown
for the 17 best-fitting galaxies on the left side, the right side depicts the distribution of these
galaxies in the Mygo — surface-brightness plane. The maximum of the smooth-kernel-distribution
is at Moo = (6.3 +3) x 1010 Mg. With Eq. this implies a mean Bohr radius of

M2
— P
"Be T 6.3+ 4) x 1010 My, ((0.72 £ 0.5) x 10-23 V)2
= (0.26 +0.1) kpc . (4.22)

This value of rp . is used in the following models in order to determine together with the model
dependant virial masses an axion mass.

On the right-hand side of Fig.[f.4] the individual virial masses Mago are depicted in the mass-
luminosity plane. Table 1 shows the luminosity, axion mass mg, 7290, virial mass Mg, central
density ph*W, scale radius r, transition radius r., core radius r., and r./r. of those 17 best

fitting galaxies in the SNFW model.

The fitting constraints arise due to the many degrees of freedom. It is easy for two radii, e.g.
re and r. to take on the same value and ”stick together”, effectively decreasing the degrees of
freedom of the underlying function again. Oftentimes, parameter as ropg also took on unrealistic
high values without any constraint. To avoid this undesired fitting behaviour, we have chosen
those constraints. They are purely heuristic. Other fitting constraints we tried with less success
were:

ro00 < 200kpc, re, 7. < 10kpe, re/re > 0.1
200kpc > rogg > 1re > 1. > lkpe,re/r. > 0.1
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Figure 4.4: left:Frequency distribution of the virial mass Mygp in units of solar masses Mg
from the 80 best-fitting galaxies in the Burkert model. The maximum of the smooth-kernel-
distribution (solid line) is at Magp = (6.5 £ 3) x 10'% M. right: Extracted virial masses Magg

in units of solar masses Mg, from sample of the 17 best-fitting galaxies in the NFW model.

Table 1. Fits of RCs to NFW model: Galaxy name, Hubble Type, luminosity, x?/d.o.f., axion
mass Mg, T200, virial mass Moo, central density pg, scale radius rg, transition radius r, core

radius r., and r./r.. The fitting constraints are heuristic and motivated by the results of [119],
r200 < 200kpc, 7e,r. < 6kpc, and 7 /7. > 0.1.

Galaxy Hubble | Luminosity | x2 mye T200 Mazo0 pox107 px107 I f I relte
Type [Lo/pc?] fdof | [evx102) | [kpe] [Max10") [Mg/kpe®] [Ma/kpc®] [kpc] [kpc] [kpc]
DDO170 10 73.93 0.73 1.00 2082 369182 281135 1.34 2038 0.95:07s 6.02:1.51 348:2359 | 345129 | 1.01
F565-V2 10 40.26 0.02 0.31z20.47 60.7x11.5 11.70 2505 1.60 £0.21 0.5110.32 12502422 3.14z080 | 5.89:428 | 0.53
F568-1 ) 57.13 0.02 0.41:024 70.1:78 22.60:ce7 6.61:05¢ 2.67:1.04 7.87 128 259:0e0 | 3.62:1.08 | 0.72
F571-V1 7 64.39 0.03 0.50 :0.20 49.7 67 7121282 1.6120.24 1.22 2088 742171 396121 | 4652140 | 0.85
F574-1 7 128.48 0.02 0.93:015 540421 9.7911.42 5.41z02e 1.812022 6.98 20.25 252+104 | 252021 | 1.00
F583-4 B 83.34 0.13 3872127 75.1:324 | 17.90:12.50 8.05:1.34 0.12:0.13 27101850 | 1.732021 | 1122018 | 1.55
NGC3109 9 140.87 0.18 1.14 2028 7712184 19.90:5.45 228002 0.14 2002 2590+1150 | 2032058 | 2832042 | 071
NGC3877 5 3410.59 0.17 0.39:002 69.4:+125 | 26.90:e5s 15.00 £0.91 13.60:1570 440222 487+091 | 3.03:015 | 161
NGC4085 5 5021.46 0.07 0.41:10.18 46.1:7.1 9.26:2.78 13.5021.0¢ 103.00 213500 | 1.46z2082 246021 | 3.02:0e5 | 0.81
NGC6195 3 1741 0.47 0.48:002 122.0:98 | 122.00:246 128.00:7.47 | 267060 13.70:0.8 3.55:012 | 1592005 | 2.23
UGC00731 10 82.57 0.19 3.39 1087 533185 762229 7412087 0.39:10.18 12.20z185 1.62:024 | 1.222015 | 1.32
uGCo00891 | 9 113.98 0.01 0.93:0.10 449314 4.78z0.38 1.63z0.05 0.57 20.08 8.85z:0.29 297019 | 3421019 | 0.87
UGC06628 | 9 103.00 0.00 234100 0.77 z0.05 130021 340028 227007 | 1.352002 | 1.68
UGCo07125 | 9 103.00 0.25 476+104 | 4972288 0.22:0.12 13.60:220 306054 | 2272039 | 1.35
UGC07151 | 6 965.67 072 323157 253158 749:582 252:0es 105:02¢ | 139022 | 0.75
uGCc11820 | 9 3411 0.82 75812902 0.1110.20 28.60 ze01 1352086 | 0.772020 | 1.76
UGC12632 | 9 66.81 0.09 46.9 5.1 0.61:0.22 9.0121.82 312049 | 2202018 | 142
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4.5 Navarro—Frenk—White profiles

The Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) profile is a spherical density profile of dark matter which was
developed by Julio F. Navarro, Carlos S. Frenk and Simon D.M. White around 1995 [I31]. Their
density profile leans on their findings of N-body simulation of cold dark matter. One of their
findings is that dark matter halos are not well described by isothermal spheres. Therefore, they
adopted the logarithmic slopes as proposed by Hernquist in 1990 for elliptical galaxies [132],

1
PHernquist (7)) O m ) (4.23)
Their mass-density profile of is only slightly modified. It is given as [128]
pxEw (1) = P (4.24)

2 )
—(1+5)
where p, associates with the central mass density, and r, is a scale radius which represents the

onset of the asymptotic cubic decay in distance r to the galactic center. Note that profile pnrw
exhibits an infinite cusp as r — 0 and that the orbit-enclosed mass M (r) diverges logarithmically

with the cutoff radius r for the integral in Eq. (4.10). Using Egs. (4.10), (4.11]), and (4.13]), we
obtain the orbital velocity of the NFW model [I30, Eq. (17)] as

4G r r
Virw(r) = | == o™ rd | log <T+1)+1 - (4.25)
SRR CRY)

The RC model of Eq. is fitted to observed RCs to extract the values of the parameters 7
and pYTW. Fig. shows an example for the characteristic density profile pxpw (1) of Eq. ,
and the orbit velocity Vxpw (r) of Eq. for the galaxy F579-V1. The scale radius rs (red
dotted line) indicates the transition from a r~1 to a 7~ 3 behaviour of the density profile.

VNFw () [km/s]

8 10 12 14
r [kpe] r [kpe]

Figure 4.5: An example for the characteristic density profile pxpw(r), Eq. (4.13]), of galaxy
F579-V1 is given on the left-hand side. On the right-hand side the corresponding orbit velocity
Vnrw (1), Eq. (4.25)), of the same galaxy is fitted to the data as obtained by the SPARC library

[44]. The scale radius rs (red dotted line) indicates the transition from a r~1 to a r~3 behaviour
of the density profile.
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According to Eq. (4.10)), the total enclosed lump mass M of this model is given as

S S +
Mypw (1) = dmpers <7° :_ " + log <r T> - 1> . (4.26)

S TS

A comparison between the NFW and the SNFW density profiles can be seen in Fig.[£.6] for
galaxy NGCO0300.

p(r) (Mo/kpe®)

0.1 1 10 100
r (kpc)

Figure 4.6: An example for the characteristic density profile psnrw (r), Eq. [{.15)), of galaxy
NGCO0300 is given in red. The red dotted, horizontal line indicates the description by the soliton
density profile [f.14] the red line represents the NFW part [I.13] For the same galaxy the NEFW
density profile was plotted in orange. The scale radii rs are indecated by vertical dotted lines in
the corresponding colour. Notice the intended discrepancy in the galactic center.

The left-hand side of Fig.[4.7]shows the frequency distribution of the virial mass Mag in units
of solar masses Mg from the 34 best-fitting galaxies in the NF'W model. The maximum of the
is at Mogg = (6.5 4 3) x 10*° M. On the right-hand side of Fig. the corresponding virial
masses Mago in units of solar masses M, are shown. Table 2 shows the luminosity, axion mass
Ma, T200, virial mass Magg, central density phF"V, scale radius r, of those 34 best fitting galaxies

in the NF'W model.
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Figure 4.7: left: Frequency distribution of the virial mass Mg in units of solar masses Mg, from
the 34 best-fitting galaxies in the NF'W model. The maximum of the smooth-kernel-distribution
(solid line) is at Mooy = (5.7 £ 3) x 100 M. right: Extracted virial masses Mogg in units of
solar masses Mg from sample of the 34 best-fitting galaxies in the NFW model in the virial
mass-luminosity plane.

In order to obtain an estimate for the axion mass m, from each fit, we use the relation between
the Bohr radius rp and the axion mass m, of Eq. and the Bohr radius of rg = 0.26 kpc
as determined in the SNFW fits together with the individually calculated virial mass Mooy as
depicted in ﬁgure@ Fig. shows the frequency distribution of extracted axion masses mq ¢
from the NFW model for 34 best fitting galaxies. The maximum of the smooth-kernel-distribution
is at mg,. = (0.44 £0.3) x 10723 eV.
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Figure 4.8: left: Frequency distribution of axion mass m, . as extracted from the PI model for
34 best fitting galaxies and the Bohr radius rp = 0.26 kpc. The maximum of the smooth-kernel-
distribution (solid, blue line) is at m,. = (0.48 & 0.25) x 10723 eV (red, vertical line). right:
The same axion masses in a mass-luminosity plane.
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Table 2. Fits of RCs to NFW model: Galaxy name, Hubble Type, x?/d.o.f., luminosity, axion

mass m,, 7200, virial mass Mago, central density piFW, scale radius rs.

Galaxy Hubble | Luminosity | x2 mye f200 Mzso 2107 |
Type | [Lo/pt?) /do.f. | [eVx1072] | [kpc) [Mox10') [Mg/kpc®] | [kpe]

F&61-1 Sm 93.07 0.18 1.17 2052 36.7021280 | 2412194 0.28 1012 9.58:22e
Fa67-2 Sm 46.65 0.49 1162109 36.50z:2820 | 2432247 0.31:0.22 9121825
F568-V1 Sd 90.54 0.20 0.44 :0.12 64.50z10.70 17.20 882 1.76 z0.27 8.50:1.15
F571-V1 Sd 64.39 0.43 0.45:0.27 70.20 224 50 16.00 £17.70 0.19:0.12 21201309
F&79-V1 Sc 201.76 0.21 0.85 2012 53.40:e820 10.90 t2.29 4.10:072 5.19z20.52
NGC0300 Sd 437.35 0.65 0.47 2011 65.20 16 58 14.90 +2 58 0.58 +0.08 12802112
NGC2915 BCD 313.93 0.59 0.82 1025 41701722 4871223 299082 4491083
NGC3741 Im 14349 0.48 0832024 4780292z 4771208 0.15 t0.02 16.70 £2 74
NGC3769 Sb 160.26 052 049:042 T AR0+7e0 13601263 4 611005 R3T:0ss
NGC3893 Sc 2055.09 0.50 0.33 00z 7090717 3050 £2 11 19.00 2305 4.01:022
NGC3953 Shc 1999.08 0.34 0.23 2005 93.20 2523 63.90 £15.80 9792142 6.64 2052
NGC4183 Scd 1098.58 0.37 0.50 20,11 59.00:47z 13.00 258 1.85 1022 7.57 20,43
NGC4559 Scd 1602.62 0.14 043002 65501288 17.70£1.75 180201 8.49:02s
PGC51017 | BCD 93.94 0.41 8.33 1424 8.58 +3.02 0.05+0.05 6.70 2417 0.7020.21
UGCO00731 | Im 82.57 0.28 0631014 55.00+e.00 8251207 0.35 +0.05 13.10 £1 24
UGC02259 | Sdm 172.62 0.63 0.812012 41404428 5014128 410082 4.00402e
UGC04499 | Sdm 127.30 1.00 0612022 FR40+1540 | 8772520 0.45 +0.18 12.00 222
UGCO05005 | Im 65.59 023 0.30 2014 99803220 | 37.00:2410 0.05 z0.02 h2 701480
UGC05721 | Sd 913.76 0.90 110 20 27 3220:a7s 2722024 13202220 206z:020
UGC06399 | Sm 311.05 0.87 0.352024 82.90 247 00 27 40 £28 20 0.28z20.12 21.60£11.20
UGCO6446 | Sd 86.46 0.21 0.74 2017 46.0024.31 6.0521.40 1.66 20,22 6.13 2042
UGC06628 | Sm 103.00 0.03 1.92 2055 24802422 0.89z0.27 1.00 1025 3.99z057
UGC0691T | Sm 261.11 0.52 0.3920.11 725021220 | 21.40:858 0.78 t0.17 12.80 £1 28
UGC06930 | Sd 189.16 0.22 0.47 2012 63.10 2827 14.80 £4.74 1.10 £0.21 9.7811.02
UGC06983 | Scd 121.57 0.54 0.50 2012 £9.40+7.27 13.20 425 1.7910.24 T.7210.87
UGCO07125 | Sm 103.00 043 079012 49002520 5332143 0.19 002 14.80+120
UGCO07261 | Sdm 566.02 0.06 0.94 2022 38202221 3732023 2.79:0.40 423 :028
UGCO07399 | Sdm 135.78 0.92 0.5920.18 51.60z:7.33 9.56:275 3.84:050 509:0es
UGCO7524 | Sm 106.86 0.69 0.39 20.11 79.80x1470 | 22.10:502 0.15 z0.03 26.70 24 41
UGC08490 | Sm 576.54 0.13 1.04 2021 33.9021.11 3.02z2025 8.64 :0.45 2523007
UGC10310 | Sm 158.79 0.68 0.69 025 49901920 | 6.84 1843 0.69 £0.35 9.2123.17
UGC12506 | Scd 5608.28 0.16 0.18 004 112.00tees | 104.00+1240 | 4.87 4028 10.30 £0.28
UGC12632 | Sm 66.81 0.28 0.70 2012 50.50 1557 6621172 045007 10.90 £1.04
UGC12732 | Sm 120.46 0.46 0.46 2011 68102567 1630 £2 48 0.29 t0.05 17 60 £1.22
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4.6 The pseudo-isothermal model

In 2003, Jimenez et al. [I33], showed that a pseudo-isothermal (PI) profile fits well to many types
of galaxies, not only dwarf galaxies as in the Burkert model. For the PI model one assumes a
mass-density profile of the form [134]

[N

=—— 4.27
pp1(r) 1+ (r/rs)2 ( )
where pf! refers to the central mass density. Again, there is a scale radius 7 which separates the
core of the galaxy (ascending RC) from the region of quadratic asymptotic decay in r where the
RC is nearly constant. Note that the orbit-enclosed mass M (r) now depends linearly on large r
such that our convention to set r = rp as a cutoff for the integral in Eq. (4.10]) is less controlled
than in the NFW case. In analogy to the NFW model we obtain the rotational velocity of the

PI model by using Eq. (4.10)), (4.11)), and (4.27) [I30, Eq. (15)]:

Vei(r) = \/47rG pEtr2 (1 - %5 arctan (:)) : (4.28)

Fig. shows an example for the characteristic density profile ppr(r) of Eq. (4.27), and the
orbit velocity Vpi(r) of Eq. (4.28) for the galaxy NGC0300. The scale radius r4 (red dotted line)
indicates the transition from a r~! to a r—2 behaviour of the density profile.
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Figure 4.9:  An example for the characteristic density profile pxrw(r), Eq. ([£.13), of galaxy
NGCO0300 is given on the left-hand side. On the right-hand side the corresponding orbit velocity
Vnrw (1), Eq. , of the same galaxy is fitted to the data as obtained by the SPARC library
[44]. The scale radius 7, (red dotted line) indicates the transition from an almost constant to a
r~2 behaviour of the density profile.

The orbit-enclosed mass Mpi(r) of this model reads

Mpy(r) = 4mpor® <T — arctan <T)> (4.29)
Ts Ts
The axion mass m, is extracted by setting » = rp in Eq. (4.29) and presuming that rp coin-
cides with the largest radius of the observed RC. This is not a robust convention because of the
linear dependence on large r of Mpi(r) in Eq. (4.29)).
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Figure 4.10: left: Frequency distribution of the virial mass Mag in units of solar masses Mg from

the 54 best-fitting galaxies in the NF'W model. The maximum of the smooth-kernel-distribution
(solid line) is at Magg = (10.1 4 5) x 100 M. right: Extracted virial masses Mago in units
of solar masses Mg from sample of the 34 best-fitting galaxies in the NF'W model in the virial
mass-luminosity plane.

The left-hand side of Fig.[4.10] shows the frequency distribution of the virial mass Mg in
units of solar masses Mg from the 54 best-fitting galaxies in the NFW model. The maximum
of the is at Mago = (10.1 £5) x 10*° M. On the right-hand side of Fig. the corresponding
virial masses Mago in units of solar masses My are shown. Table 3 shows the luminosity, axion
mass m,, T200, virial mass Magg, central density p{’f, scale radius ry of those 54 best fitting
galaxies in the PI model. In order to obtain an estimate for the axion mass m, from each fit,
we use the relation between the Bohr radius rp and the axion mass m, of Eq. and the
Bohr radius of rg = 0.26 kpc as determined in the SNFW fits together with the individually
calculated virial mass Mago as depicted in Fig.[f.10] Fig.[4.11] shows the frequency distribution
of extracted axion masses m, . from the PI model for 54 best fitting galaxies. The maximum of
the smooth-kernel-distribution is at m, . = (0.38 £0.2) x 10723 eV.
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Figure 4.11: left: Frequency distribution of axion mass m, . as extracted from the PI model
for 54 best fitting galaxies. The maximum of the smooth-kernel-distribution (solid, blue line)
is at mge = (0.38 £0.2) x 10723 eV (red, vertical line). right: The same axion masses in a
mass-luminosity plane.
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Table 3. Fits of rotation curves to the PI model: Galaxy name, Hubble Type, x?/d.o.f.,

luminosity, axion mass mg, 200, virial mass Masgg, central density pg T scale radius rs.
Galaxy ?ubble Lumingsity X2 Mae ) 200 Mago . o107 rs

ype [Lo/pc?] Mdof. | [evx107%] | [kpc] [Mox10""] [Mo/kpc?] [kpe]

D512-2 Im 93.94 0.21 1.37+038 36.20+7.18 1.76+070 5.58+123 0.85+014
D564-8 Im 21.13 0.03 2.29+045 25.90 £1.21 0.63+0.06 1.87+0.09 1.05+0.04
DDO064 Im 151.65 042 0.64+0.18 60.20 +12.00 8.09+320 5.88+096 1.37+025
DDO161 Im 169.37 0.95 0.63+013 61.40+3867 8.34+098 1.70+012 261+012
ESO444-G084 Im 66.81 0.86 0.68+0.16 57.30+728 7.08+184 20.20+318 0.70 +0.07
F563-1 Sm 41.77 0.51 0.32+008 95.30+12.90 32.20+874 5.96+1.02 2.16+023
F563-V1 Im 40.63 0.26 2.10+083 27.70+950 0.74 051 0.88+036 1.63+047
F563-V2 Im 146.16 0.26 0.25+006 112.00+1360 52.10+1270 13.00+185 1.71+017
F567-2 Sm 46.65 0.34 0.93+043 46.90+19.10 3.77+312 2.66+134 1.59+054
F568-3 Sd 132.08 0.80 0.26£0.06 110.00+10.20 48.70+8388 2.44+021 3.91+032
F574-1 Sd 128.48 0.10 0.36 +0.07 88.50+368 25.80+214 7.05+036 1.84+006
F583-1 Sm 60.93 0.18 0.41+0.08 81.80 £3.81 19.90+1.82 2.56+0.12 2.83+0.11
F583-4 Sc 83.34 0.28 0.67 +0.16 58.10 764 7.32+1.93 7.18+1.19 1.20£0.13
KK98-251 Im 52.10 0.54 0.97 +0.22 45.70 +564 3.46+0.83 1.94+0.18 1.82+021
NGCO0055 Sm 391.59 0.69 0.38+0.08 84.90+422 22.30+2.18 2.62+0.14 2.90+0.12
NGC0100 Scd 1193.52 0.10 0.40+0.08 82.50+3.01 20.80+1.50 5.48+022 1.95+0.06
NGC0300 Sd 437.35 0.38 0.39+0.08 84.00+3.77 22.10+1.98 8.114045 1.63£0.06
NGC29815 BCD 313.93 046 0.48+012 72.30+12.10 14.30+482 17.60+392 0.95+012
NGC2976 Sc 1502.55 0.60 0.19+0.04 135.00+11.50 91.90 +1560 18.40+078 1.74 £0.14
NGC3109 Sm 140.87 0.17 0.48 +0.09 73.20+1382 14.30+0.70 2.38+005 2.62+006
NGC3972 Sbc 1587.93 0.21 0.21+004 124.00+721 71.30+829 13.00+0389 1.90+009
NGC4085 Sc 5021.46 0.94 0.18 t005 137.00+22 20 96.20 +31.50 20.30+372 1.68+023
NGC4183 Scd 1098.58 0.44 0.33+007 92.90+947 30.20+6.20 16.50+226 1.27+010
NGC4559 Scd 1602.62 0.21 0.29+006 102.00+6.15 40.20+485 17.80+1.44 1.34+006
UGC00191 Sm 207.41 0.77 0.50+0.10 70.20+329 13.00+122 15.10+093 1.00+004
UGC00731 Im 82.57 0.60 0.58:0.12 63.90 549 9.68:1.66 5.92:064 1.45:0.10
UGC008s1 Sm 113.98 0.34 0.57 £0.11 65.20+369 10.00£1.12 217013 2.45+0.12
UGC01230 Sm 69.32 0.77 0.35+0.12 89.90 £24.60 27.20+15.20 9.16£3.39 1.64 +0.25
UGC01281 Sdm 135.78 0.17 0.57 £0.12 65.20 £4.27 10.10£1.30 3.07+0.18 2.06+0.12
UGC02259 Sdm 172.52 0.92 0.45:+0.11 75.10£10.10 16.00 +4.37 27.40+487 | 0.79:008
UGC04499 Sdm 127.30 0.09 0.53+0.10 67.90 £3.00 11.60+1.02 6.15+0.33 1.51+0.08
UGC05005 Im 65.59 0.06 0.35+007 91.10+572 26.80+329 1.08 +0.08 4.86+025
UGC05414 Im 127.30 0.08 0.58+0.12 64.00 £3.05 9.71+092 5.29+025 1.54 £0.06
UGC05750 Sdm 124.98 0.15 0.43+009 79.10+805 17.50+3.44 0.97 +0.09 4.44+040
UGC05918 Im 24.94 0.01 117 +023 40.10+153 2.39+018 6.02+027 0.80+003
UGC06399 Sm 311.05 0.10 0.38+008 84.60+535 2240+282 5.89+042 1.93+0.10
UGC06667 Scd 614.94 0.25 0.39+008 83.70+516 21.70+265 5.56+039 1.96+0.10
UGC06917 Sm 261.11 0.20 0.31+006 96.90+545 34.00+382 9.91+068 1.70+008
UGC06930 Sd 189.16 0.09 0.33+007 93.00+743 30.10+4.82 10.10+1.05 1.62+010
UGC06983 Scd 121.57 0.46 0.32+007 94.30+11.20 31.80+751 15.00+233 1.34+0.12
UGC07089 Sdm 520.99 0.17 0.47 £0.10 74.40+566 15.00+225 2.64+021 2.53+0.16
UGC07125 Sm 103.00 0.32 0.70+0.15 56.80 +4.44 6.65+102 2.10+021 217 +013
uGCo7323 Sdm 283.68 0.86 0.34+008 91.90£12.90 28.70£7.99 4.56 +062 2.38+0.20
UGCO07399 Sdm 135.78 0.73 0.34£0.07 90.00£7.93 27.70+4.89 36.70+3.95 0.82+£0.06
UGC07524 Sm 106.86 0.53 0.46£0.09 74.60+2.99 15.30+1.62 3.61+023 2.17 £0.09
UGC07559 Im 55.06 0.04 1.43+0.29 35.30+254 1.61+£022 3.66£0.26 1.02+0.08
UGC07603 Sd 520.99 0.50 0.66+0.14 58.30 £5.50 747141 20.70+2237 | 0.71+005
UGC08286 Scd 1488.78 0.90 0.48+0.10 72.10£5.90 1420233 23.20+2.47 0.83+0.05
UGC08550 Sd 1284.78 0.62 0.87+0.19 48.60+508 4.33+091 21.50+2.90 0.58 +0.05
UGC08037 Scd 841.07 0.46 0.18+0.04 139.00+730 100.00 +10.40 5.52+035 3.28+0.14
UGC10310 Sm 158.79 0.18 0.54+0.12 66.70+745 11.10+248 8.22+113 1.29+012
UGC11557 Sdm 337.93 0.34 0.38 +0.09 84.80+1280 22.30+666 2.83+047 2.79+026
UGC12632 Sm 66.81 0.08 0.58 +0.11 64.50+248 9.93+0.76 498+024 1.60+005
UGCA281 BCD 12.05 0.43 1.67+029 31.50+406 1.18+031 24.20+3.12 0.35+004
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4.7 Burkert model fits

The Burkert profile was developed by Andreas Burkert and Paolo Salucci [125, 126]. It is an
empirical model which is leaned on the pseudo-isothermal profile. The model is has a central
core which is characterized by the core radius ry and by the central density pg, the mass-density

profile takes the form [125] [126]

()= 28 (4.30)
PR = G o) (i +13) '
The rotational velocity of the Burkert model by using Eq. (4.10)), , and (4.30)) :
TG pEurd r 7o r}
Veu(r) =/ —— [ 2arctan — + 21 log ——= | . 4.31
Bu(T) \/ . arcanro—k Ogr+7‘o+0gr2+r§ (4.31)

Fig. shows an example for the characteristic density profile pgy(r) of Eq. , and the
orbit velocity Vg, (r) of Eq. (4.31) for the galaxy NGC0300. Starting relatively constant, the
scale radius 7, (red dotted line) indicates the transition from a r=! to a r =3 behaviour of the
density profile similarly to the NFW profile.
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Figure 4.12:  An example for the characteristic density profile pg,(r), Eq. [£.30), of galaxy
NGCO0300 is given on the left-hand side. On the right-hand side the corresponding orbit velocity
Viu(r), Eq. (£31), of the same galaxy is fitted to the data as obtained by the SPARC library
[44]. The scale radius 7, (red dotted line) indicates the transition from a r~! to a r~2 behaviour
of the density profile.

Collage 2 depict the fits of the Burkert model to the 17 RCs used in the SNFW fits. Table 4
a) indicates that three out of these 17 RCs are fitted with a y?/d.o.f. > 1. Therefore, we resort
to a sample of 80 galaxies which fit with x2/d.o.f. < 1, their results are shown in Table 4 a) and b).

Recall that our strategy is to demonstrate that the extracted axion mass m, . from the
SNFW is consistent with the other three empirical models. Therefore, we calculate a Bohr ra-
dius Eq. from that axion mass and together with the virial masses Mgy extracted from
RC fits in the corresponding model we retrieve a model (and SNFW)-dependant axion mass.
Overall, an ensemble of 80 SPARC galaxies fits well to the Burkert model.

With a typical virial mass of Mgy = (2.9 £ 4) x 10'° M, Fig.}4.13] the Burkert model
yields a frequency distribution of mg, . = (0.65 & 0.4) x 10723eV as shown in Fig.[4.14. Thus,



4.7. BURKERT MODEL FITS 65

the maximum of the smooth-kernel distribution is compatible with that in the SNFW model
Mae = (0.72£0.5) x 10723 eV. Notice how Magq clusters around the value Magg ~ 5 x 1010 M.
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Figure 4.13: left: Frequency distribution of the virial mass Maspo in units of solar masses Mg

from the 80 best-fitting galaxies in the Burkert model. The maximum of the smooth-kernel-
distribution (solid line) is at Magp = (2.9 £ 4) x 10'° M. right: Extracted virial masses Moo
in units of solar masses from Burkert-model fits to 80 RCs with x?/d.o.f. < 1 vs. the respective
galaxy’s central surface brightness in units of L, /pc?.

In our treatment Sec.[5.3| of cosmological and astrophysical implications we appeal to the
mean value of m, .-extractions in the SNF'W and the Burkert model as

—23
Mg,e = 0.675 x 10 eV. (4.32)
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Figure 4.14:

0—23]

Central Surface Brightness (L@/pcz)

left: Frequency distribution of 80 axion masses mq ., extracted from the Burkert-

model fits of Mg to the RCs of galaxies with a x?/d.o.f. < 1. The maximum of the smooth-kernel

distribution (solid, blue line) is myq, .

same axion masses in a mass-luminosity plane.

(0.65 £ 0.4) x 1072 eV (red, vertical line). right: The
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Collage 2. Burkert-model fits to the 17 best fitting SNFW-model galaxies. The purple arrow

indicates the value of rq.
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Table 4 a) Burkert model: Galaxy name, Hubble Type, x?/d.o.f., luminosity, axion mass m,,
7200, virial mass Mogg, core density pg, and core radius r¢. In the blue frame the 17 galaxies

used for the SNFW fit are highlighted.

cany ?ubble Lumingsity X2 Mye . 200 Moo ’ Pox107 [
ype | [Lopc®) | fdof | [evx10F) | [kpc) Mox10"] | [Moskpe®] | [kpe]

DDO170 Im 7393 074 1181022 3320216 234028 2031014 398201
F565-V2 Im 40.26 0.04 0.68:014 47.40:2 11 7.06+1.02 2.39:0.1¢ 539:029
F568-1 Sc 57.13 0.06 0.47 2008 57102222 15.20 21 47 9.1320.4¢ 4102013
F571-V1 Sd 64.39 0.03 0.74 2015 44 802221 6.03:00e9 2452015 5062020
F574-1 Sd 128.48 0.10 0.7020.14 43902174 6.6210.22 6.691202¢ 3512008
F583-4 Sc 83.34 0.51 1332024 28.80:222 1.85:0¢ 6.66:128 230:025
NGC3109 Sm 140.87 0.17 0.91:0.12 38.90:0.91 3.93:022 2682008 4232009
NGC3877 Sc 3410.59 0.46 0.38:2008 63402228 23202328 23802128 | 3262015
NGC4085 Sc 5021.46 063 0502012 52902527 13.30:2¢ 22602290 | 277z025
NGC6195 Sb 174.11 51.00 | 0.21:00e 91.00z1210 | 745022220 | 37.10:2212 | 4.07:0%28
UGC00731 | Im 8257 155 1.08:024 33702207 28308 5.15:0es 29232023
UGC00891 | Sm 113.98 0.14 1.04:020 35.9020.92 3.0320.19 234 :007 4092003
UGC06628 | Sm 103.00 0.01 240:0.2: 19.70z022 0.57 z0.07 582:041 1.63:008
UGC07125 | Sm 103.00 083 1.06 2022 36.10:281 290:0¢ 1632017 4672022
UGC07151 | Scd 965.67 094 1321028 27702192 1872024 19.40:131 | 1522003
UGC11820 | Sm 341 1140 | 0732020 46402709 6.17 2232 1632024 6.00:020
UGC12632 | Sm 66.81 022 1.05:0 21 3470137 301:030 4.40:025 318010
UGC04305 | Im 86.07 0.76 342030 1540 :2.0e 0.2810.10 720:185 1.19:0.14
UGC04325 | Sm 213.22 0.26 1.00 020 32.70£1.21 3291034 3180122 | 153005
UGC04483 | Im 82.57 0.26 6.5811.42 9.51 1084 0.0810.02 19302222 | 0521004
UGC04499 | Sdm 127.30 0.09 1.05:021 3400101 2.96 +0.21 5971024 2.80:007
UGC05005 | Im 65.59 0.06 0.52:0.10 59.30:228 1210 2121 1.10z0.08 8.85+0.22
UGC05414 | Im 127.30 0.11 1.2510.25 30.3021.22 2.09:0.24 5.90z:020 251011
UGC05750 | Sdm 124.98 0.08 068014 49802222 7131097 1.07 +0.06 7.50+0.40
UGC05829 | Im 63.22 0.33 0.93 023 38.90 2420 3812118 221028 4.52 +0.52
UGC05918 | Im 24.94 0.06 2351048 19.9021.15 0.59 20008 6.01:0.47 1.64 x0.08
UGC05999 | Im 51.62 0.35 0.53:0.12 5720527 11.70 +2.81 1.72+022 729082
UGC06399 | Sm 311.05 0.03 0.80:0.18 40802120 5161028 6.20 z0.22 3.32:00¢
UGC06446 | Sd 86.46 0.78 1.05:0.22 33.00:27s 3.01z20e8 13.00:164 | 2.0820.15
UGC06667 | Scd 614.94 0.11 0.81:0.18 40602120 5031028 5971022 3341009
UGC06917 | Sm 261.11 0.35 0.66:0.12 45302224 7481092 9481084 3.19z10.12
UGC06923 | Im 34740 0.40 0.97 z0.28 34702292 3461128 11.602217 | 2.282029
UGC06930 | Sd 189.16 021 0.6210.12 4770208 8.4511.28 T41:072 3.65z:0.19
UGC06983 | Scd 121.57 0.68 0.66:0.14 45102220 764142 11302124 | 2991018
UGCO07089 | Sdm 520.99 022 0.86:0.12 40.30:222 4411075 2821022 4312027
UGC07261 | Sdm 566.02 033 1.28 2021 2830220z 2.00:0.57 1900211 | 1.57 2014
UGC07323 | Sdm 283.68 0.80 0.71:0.17 44701524 6.55+1.98 5.06:062 3.90:0.42
UGCO07524 | Sm 106.86 0.57 0.86:0.17 39.90+158 4.45+0.44 3.66x0.12 3.89zx0.12
UGC07559 | Im 55.06 0.03 2931060 17.50 20,22 0.38 2005 4151023 1.63:0.08
UGCO7577 | Im 54.55 0.04 314107 18.10 2428 0.33:0.18 1.02:0.12 2.76 z0.68
UGCO07603 | Sd 520.99 022 1.66 023 23.70z1.00 1.19z0.13 21702120 | 1.26:005
UGC07608 | Im 46.65 0.07 1.00:0.22 35402278 3.27 2085 5231044 3.05:022

Chapter 4
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Table 4 b) Burkert model with x?/d.o.f. < 1: Galaxy name, Hubble Type, x?/d.o.f.,

CHAPTER 4.

AXION MASS EXTRACTIONS

luminosity, axion mass mg, raoo, virial mass Magg, core density po, and core radius ro (ordered
as in the SPARC library).

Galaxy Hubble | Luminosity | x2 m.. ) o Mzo0 =107 [
Type | [Lo/pc?] /dof | [evx10%) | [kpc] Mox10™) | [Mg/kpc?) | [kpc]

CamB Im 66.20 0.02 1.10 £0.21 36.70 x6.71 2741115 0.9110.04 5.81:1.06
D512-2 Im 93.94 0.33 252076 19.30:255 0.5210.24 468:09s 1.73:0.29
D564-8 Im 2113 0.02 415+082 14.40:050 0.19:0.02 210:0.08 1.70 z0.05
DDO064 Im 151.65 0.40 1.47 20.45 27.00 +a99 1.51+0 6.87 £1.10 212027
F563-1 Sm 41.77 0.54 0.59:0.12 50102284 9.55:228 5.90zx0.32 416022
F563-V2 Im 146.16 0.15 0.60 <012 47 50289 9.24 170 1470122 | 2.89+0.12
F567-2 Sm 46.65 0.25 1.64 2058 26.30+c.02 1.2320.69 266032 2.88:050
F568-3 Sd 132.08 0.80 0.49:0.10 58.90 1529 14.00 2272 2.7610.22 6.39 t0.47
F568-V1 Sd 90.54 0.05 0.60:0.12 4750215 9.09:022 12102057 | 3.10:0.0s
F579-V1 Sc 201.76 0.47 0.71:0.17 41302254 6.69175 2580+207 | 2082017
F583-1 Sm 60.93 0.11 0.73:0.14 45.20 1142 6.2310.42 2731008 4.90:0.13
KK98-251 Im 5210 0.57 1.86 048 24 50 +208 0.95:029 225022 2832024
NGC0024 Sc 1182.58 0.61 0.81:0.1¢ 37002141 5.03:0s 51802218 | 1.46:005
NGC0055 Sm 391.59 0.32 0.70:0.14 46.20 £1.12 6.62 0,42 2.80:0.08 4.94 :0.12
NGC0100 Scd 1193.52 0.10 0.81:0.1e 40.70 £1.10 5041022 5731018 340:008
NGC0300 Sd 437.35 0.74 0.76:0.15 4190182 5711058 7451042 320:011
NGC2366 Im 113.98 0.69 1.61:0.22 25901 22 1.27 20.15 4981029 2.27 010
NGC2915 BCD 313.93 0.30 1.04:022 3270221 3.03z058 17.302202 | 1.87z0.11
NGC2976 Sc 15602.55 0.62 0.51:0.12 52.30+522 12.80+227 2070102 | 2822028
NGC3917 Scd 1226.96 0.87 0.43 00z 61.10 257 18.10 2212 8.2810.54 451:0.18
NGC3949 Sbc 185.71 0.85 0.45:011 54.80 1220 16.40 2228 51.00:7e0 | 218022
NGC3953 Sbhe 1999.08 0.20 0.27 0.05 7710205 4400 2424 37.20:218 | 341011
NGC3972 Sbe 1587.93 0.51 0.50 z0.10 5400281 13204225 13.0021.14 | 3412020
NGC3992 Sbe 3257.09 0.95 0.19:0.04 99.20 x5 .40 88.80x1290 | 23.20:224 | 5152022
NGC4068 Im 26111 0.07 1.03:028 3560560 3.091.19 3221024 363:03¢
NGC4088 She 3988.69 0.65 0.36:0.08 64 602428 24702502 2540:213 | 3.25z2020
NGC4157 Sb 23813.87 0.85 0.33:0.07 68.60 1522 30.50 2520 3270420 | 3172019
NGC4217 Sb 437351 0.55 0.36:007 64.60:220 26.00:z2.00 3750257 | 285:010
NGC4389 She 32272 0.15 0.41:0.10 63.90+7 79 19.70+594 591+02s 5.29:081
NGC4559 Scd 1602.62 0.76 0.54 011 52.00 259 1140127 9.78x0.78 3.62:0.15
UGC00634 | Sm 126.13 0.87 0.51:0.11 571.20:475 12.60 1254 2702031 6.22 1042
UGC01230 | Sm 69.32 0.19 0.56 012 51.30+272 1040412 6.27 067 4182023
UGC01281 | Sdm 135.78 017 1162024 32801389 245+0.35 3.56+0.z0 3232017
UGC02023 | Im 121.57 0.03 0.36 z0.18 732022280 | 2480129 1.92 2021 8.95:297
UGC07866 | Im 97 .46 0.10 3.78z0.32 14302162 0.23 007 772111 1.08 0.1
UGC08490 | Sm 576.54 0.95 1.24 2025 28.20 2151 2.14 20,31 38.102244 | 1.23:00%
UGC08837 | Im 7742 0.29 0.54 2018 5740x1250 | 11102814 1.2620.11 8.13 2189
UGC09037 | Scd 841.07 0.61 0.34 007 7230225 28.40+275 511%0.28 6.33 +0.21
UGC09992 | Im 73.25 0.24 368212 14.40 +2 34 0.24 20,15 10.80+22e | 0.97 0.2
UGC11557 | Sdm 337.93 0.28 0.73z20.17 4480274 6.16+1.80 3.16z0.40 4.60 0.42
UGC12506 | Scd 5608.28 0.69 0.20 z0.04 96.50 2295 805021270 | 17802177 | 5.63:02e
UGCA281 BCD 12.05 0.34 4712108 11.701.10 0.1510.04 2710279 | 0.58:0.05




galaxy

Figure 5.1: Three axion species in condensate (lump) form suggests
that in the halo of the Milky Way can be associated with an e-lump,
the central compact massive object could originate from a p-lump,
and that the 7-lumps provide the dark sources for the accretion of
stars in globular clusters.
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70 CHAPTER 5. INTERPRETATION OF THE RESULTS

5.1 Model comparison

A comparison between the SNFW, NFW, PI and Burkert model density profiles for an explicit
galaxy, NGC0300 is shown in Fig.[5.2]

1010

0.1 1 10 100
r (kpc)

Figure 5.2: An example for the characteristic density profile psnpw (r), Eq. 7 of galaxy
NGCO0300 is given in red. The red dotted line indicates the description by the soliton density
profile the red line represents the NFW part For the same galaxy the NFW density
profile was plotted in orange. The scale radii s are indecated by vertical dotted lines in the
corresponding colour.

The fitted probability density functions for the axion masses in the SNFW, NFW, PI and
Burkert model are shown and compared in Fig.[5.3]and Fig.[5.4] alongside their histograms. Note,
that there are two ways of extracting a Bohr radius rg from the SNFW fits for the other three
models: (i) fitting a probability density functions to the axion masses m, and the virial masses
Mg, determine their maxima and using equation to calculate the gravitational Bohr radius.
This results in a gravitational Bohr radius of Rp = 0.26 kpc, or (ii) calculating for each galaxy the
gravitational Bohr radius with the axion mass m, and the virial masses Msgo of that particular
galaxy and using the maxima of the probability density fit to all Bohr radii; This results in a
gravitational Bohr radius of Rg = 0.05 kpc.
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Figure 5.3: Axion mass probability density fits for the PI (blue), NFW (orange), Burkert (green)
and SNFW (red) model for a Bohr radius of R = 0.26 kpc (left) next to the histogram of in the
same colour coding (right)
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Figure [5.3] compares the axion mass distribution for the four different profiles, while a gravi-
tational Bohr radius of Rp = 0.26 kpc was assumed for the NFW, PI and Burkert model, while
Fig.[5.4] shows compares the axion mass distribution under the assumption of R = 0.05 kpc. In-
terestingly, the standard deviation of the PI, NFW and the Burkert fit are smaller for Rg = 0.26
kpc, as well as the spread of the maxima with regard to maximum of the SNFW fit compared to
Rp = 0.05. Furthermore, this seems not to be a binning effect, as the shape and the individual
bin counts do not vary with a re-scaling.
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Figure 5.4: Axion mass probability density fits for the PI (blue), NFW (orange), Burkert (green)
and SNFW (red) model for a Bohr radius of Rp = 0.05kpc (left) next to the histogram of in the
same colour coding (right)

Figure illustrates the second approach of retrieving a Bohr radius, based on a direct His-
togram fit of all 17 Bohr radii as obtained in the SNFW model. This plot might immediately
explain the qualitatively worse prediction, as it clearly takes a non-Gaussian form and the small-
est bin is overpopulated. Unfortunately, re-binning does not resolve this problem. Moreover, it is
interesting to see that although the maxima of the three heuristic models smaller than the SNFW
maxima in Fig.[5:3] and bigger in Fig.[5.4] the order does not change: The PI model obtains the
smallest axion value, followed by NF'W and Burkert.

sl— Figure 5.5: Probability density fit for
all Bohr radii in the SNF'W model. The
24l | smoth kernel distribution (blue) has a
3 maxima of Rg = 0.05kpc (red).
S
? 2]
10

0.0 0.2 04 06 0.8 1.0
RB,e [kpc]

Consequently, a gravitational Bohr radius of Rg = 0.26 kpc will be used in the following. The
overlap of the SNFW axion mass with the extracted axion masses in the NFW, PI and Burkert
model were a consistency check. In the next chapter we look roughly at some implications of a
three component dark matter model with lump types of dark matter.
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Comparing different dark matter halo profiles is a good way of testing consistency. However,
it is prone to systematic errors. Another test of the validity of the fits is given by an empirically
found constant relationship of the central halo surface density ro X po, [I35]. Interestingly this
constant relationship holds throughout many galaxy types and dark matter halo profiles [I35].
Apparently, it is as of right now unclear whether fuzzy dark matter can reproduce this as well.
Nonetheless, we are able to reproduce this empirical found relation in the Burkert model as well
as in the SNFW model, see Fig.[5.6] Note that the one galaxy in the SNFW sample marked
with a dagger' is galaxy NGC6195. As it is shown previously in Table 1, this galaxy has a steep
increase in orbital velocity which implies a high baryonic content of this galaxy. This might be
an explanation for the relatively large offset as we assume dark matter dominated galaxies. A
counter argument for this explanation is the fact that the constant behaviour of 7y x pg is valid
for a broad range of galaxy types [135] regardless the baryon density.
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Figure 5.6: Constant relationship of the central halo surface density 1o X pp in the SNFW model
left, and the Burkert model right. The dagger! indicates galaxy NGC6195, its high baryonic
content may cause the offset.

5.2 A link to screened Yang-Mills scales in association to
lepton masses

In chapter [2| a brief summary about SU(2)cmp Cosmology was given. Recall that the SU(2)cmp
fit, Fig.2.6] has a smaller dark matter density than ACDM. This requires a sudden increase
of dark matter which can be accomplished by a transition from dark energy into dark matter.
The sudden transitiorﬂ which is called depercolation suggests that dark energy is an ultra-light
pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson field as well, see e.g. [25] [1306], 137, [42] 138 [41].

The idea is that an axion field ¢, which is generated by Planckian physics, develops a small
mass due to topological defects of a Yang-Mills theory. More precisely, the mechanism to produce
axions is by means of the chiral anomaly which is already shown to be implemented by nature in
the mg — 7y decay [63] [68]. The chiral anomaly occurs on top of a dynamical breakdown of the
global U 4(N) symmetry. The U4(N) symmetry is carried by fermions . By integrating out the

L Although the model description of the transition in Eq. (2.19)) is in fact assumed to be instantaneous, which
is also represented by the spike in Fig.[2.9] it is reasonable to assume a process which took a few million years.
Therefore, sudden should be interpreted in the context of cosmological time scales.
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groundstate portion of the gauge field F' ZL the field ¢ acquires a potential of the form [139] 105]

v

(1 — cos jﬂ) AY, (5.1)

where A refers to the explicit symmetry breaking scale and f the spontaneous symmetry
breaking scale. If the chiral pseudo-Goldstone field emerges as a consequence of gravitationally
induced, chirally-invariant fermion interactions, it is plausible to associate the spontaneous sym-
metry breaking scale f in the axion potential with the Planck scale Mp [25] [140]. In the latter,
[140], it has already been shown that at the Planck scale gravity and in a de Sitter Universe is
able to break chiral symmetry dynamically. With the relation

A2 =mgf =m.Mp, (5.2)

it is possible to extract A for a given axion mass m,. As shown in the previous sections,
we extracted axion masses in the range of m, € (0.38 — 0.72) x 10723 eV. With an averaged
mass between Burkert and SNFW of m, ~ 0.675 x 10~23 eV, we retrieve an explicit symmetry
breaking scale of

A, =287eV. (5.3)

This is by only a factor 15 smaller than the scale A, = m./118.6 (m. = 511keV the mass of
the electron) of an SU(2) Yang-Mills theory proposed in [2] to originate the electron’s mass in
terms of a fuzzy ball of deconfining phase. This deconfining region is immersed into the confin-
ing phase and formed by the selfintersection of a center-vortex loop. Considering an undistorted
Yang-Mills theory for simplicityﬂ the factor of 15 could be explained by a stronger screening of
topological charge density — the origin of the axial anomaly — in the confining ground state, com-
posed of round, pointlike center-vortex loops, versus the deconfining thermal ground state, made
of densely packed, spatially extended (anti)caloron centers subject to overlapping peripheries [27].

Linking the electron scale and the explicit symmetry breaking scale of the axion potential
suggest further to marry the whole leptonic sector with three flavours of dark matter. This
goes hand in hand with SU(2) fits to the CMB, which found a smaller dark matter density
after recombination compared to the ACDM best fit to 2015 Planck data; The ratio between
the density parameters of primordial and late-time dark matter ranges between 0.5 and 0.7 [26].
This implies at least one event of rapid (on cosmological scales) depercolation of dark matter.
Depercolation is the transition of dark energy into dark matter. If the primordial dark matter
density in comparison to the current dark matter density in assumed to be roughly 2/1, this is
could be a small hint that three axion species are implemented in nature, with corresponding
three events of depercolation. As shown in Fig.[2.9] the first two events of depercolation happen
during the radiation dominated area, the depecolation of e-lumps happened around z=53 where
a clear spike in both matter and dark energy content is visible. The connection from dark matter
to screened Yang-Mills scales proposed here which are in association to lepton masses is shown
schematically in Fig.[5.7]

2The chiral dynamics at the Planck scale, which produces the axion field, to some extent resolves the ground
states of Yang-Mills theories: axions become massive by virtue of the anomaly because of this very resolution of
topological charge density.



74 CHAPTER 5. INTERPRETATION OF THE RESULTS

axion mass m,,~0.675 x1023 eV
A2 = My Mp
confining phase A ~287 eV

x15 screening

deconfining phase  A,~ 4.3 keV
x118.6

arxiv.org/pdf/1707.02858

electron mass my~ 511 keV

Figure 5.7: A schematic overview of the proposed connection from dark matter to screened
Yang-Mills scales which are in association to lepton masses: The averaged mass between Burkert
and SNFW of m, ~ 0.675 x 10723 eV leads to an explicit symmetry breaking scale of A ~ 290
eV. In the context of an SU(2) theory of the electron this is in the confined phase. The value for
the same scale in the deconfined phase as obtained by [2] is larger by a factor of 15.

5.3 Galactic central regions and the dark sector

The link between the masses of the three species of ultralight axions, whose fuzzy condensates
form lumps of typical masses M., M,,, and M, with the three lepton families via the Planck-scale
originated axial anomaly within confining phases of SU(2) Yang-Mills theories is compelling. In
particular, M, = Mspo can be determined by fitting of direct observation, as done in section
while M,, and M, are predicted by an appeal to Egs. (4.7). Such a scenario allows to address
two questions: (i) the implication of a given lump’s selfgravity for its stability and (ii) the cos-
mological origin of a given species of isolated lumps.

Before we discuss question (i) we would like to provide a thermodynamical argument, based
on our knowledge gained about axion and lump masses in terms of Yang-Mills scales and the
Planck mass, why Planck-scale axions associated with the lepton families always occur in the
form of fuzzy or homogeneous condensates. Namely, the Yang-Mills scales A¢, A, = A, m,/m.,
A = Acm./me and A, = 272.725K/13.87 ~ 107* eV together with Egs. (3.1), (5.3)), yield
axion masses as

Ma,e ~ 6.75 x 1072 eV,
Mo~ 2.89 x 1077 eV, (5.4)
Mar ~ 817 x 1077 eV,
Mgy ~4.12x 1077 eV,

The critical temperature T, for the Bose-Einstein condensation of a quantum gas of free bosons
of mass m, and (mean) number density nq ~ M/(mq3mry) is given as

Tt <<<§?2>)2/3 ' (55)
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We conclude from Eqgs. (4.7), (4.9), (5.4) and (5.5) that

T..~4.16 x 10°% eV,
T., ~7.61x10"7eV, (5.6)
T.. ~6.09 x 1052 eV,
T.. ~3.31x10%eV.

All three critical temperatures are comfortably larger than the Planck mass Mp = 1.22x10'° GeV
such that throughout the Universe’s expansion history and modulo depercolation, which gener-
ates a nonthermal halo of particles correlated on the de Broglie wave length around a condensate
core, the Bose-condensed state of e-, y-, and 7-axions is guaranteed and consistent with £ < 1,

compare with Eq. (4.8)).

We now turn back to question (i). Explicit lump masses can be obtained from Egs. (4.7)
based on the typical mass M, = 6.3 x 10'Y M, of an e-lump. One has

M, =1.5x 10° Mg,
M, =52 x 103 My,
M, =1.0 x 10* M, . (5.7)

A summary of the here obtained masses can be seen in Fig.[5.8

m,.~ 0.67 X103 eV Mygoe~ 6.3 E10 M, = galaxies

I x Au2 ING2
My, ~ 2.89 X109 eV Mygo,~ 1.5 E6 M, ~ centers
l xAN2IN,?
m,. ~8.17 107 eV Moo ~ 5.2 E3 M, ~ globular clusters

Figure 5.8:  An overview of the axion and lump masses proposed here: By definition is the
mass of an e-lump associated with a typical galaxy mass, y-lumps are almost as heavy as galaxy
centers and 7-lump masses are similar to the mass of globular clusters.

For the computation of the respective gravitational Bohr radii according to Eq. both
quantities, axion mass and lump mass, are required. To judge the gravitational stability of a
given lump throughout its entire evolution a comparison between the typical Bohr radius rp and
the typical Schwarzschild radius rgp, defined as

2M

—, (5.8)
My

rsD =

is in order. Using M, = 1.86 x 10'° My, Fig.[5.9| indicates the implied values of the Bohr radii
TB,e, TB,u, and rpr by dots on the curves of all possible Bohr radii as functions of their lump
masses when keeping the axion masses fixed. Notice that for all three cases, e-lumps, p-lumps,
and 7-lumps, typical Bohr radii are considerably larger than their Schwarzschild radii. Indeed,
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from Egs. (3.1), (4.6)), and (5.8) it follows that

rB 1 2
— = —K". 5.9
TSD 2" (5:9)

With x = 314 we have rg/rsp = 4.92 x 10%. Arguing on an adiabatic basis by following the
solid lines in Fig.[5.9 down to their intersections with the dashed line, a slow increase in mass by
a factor ~ 2435.73 of a given lump to reach the critical mass for black-hole formation is unlikely
to occur by growth of an axion condensate through collisions with its peers. Moreover, since the
mean mass density of a lump scales with the fourth power of the Yang-Mills scale it is excluded
even for moderate hierarchies in Yang-Mills scales, such as A; /A, ~ 17 or A, /A ~ 200, that
a lump with a larger scale embedded into a lump with a lower scale can grow substantially by
accreting the much less dense condensate of its surroundings. What is conceivable though is that
lumps of a larger Yang-Mills scale, embedded into a lump of a lower scale, catalyse the latter’s
gravitational compaction to the point of collapse, see discussion in Sec. 6.1.
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Figure 5.9: Schwarzschild radius (dashed line) and gravitational Bohr radii (solid lines; dark
blue: e-lump, turquoise: p-lump, black: 7-lump and in orange the unpercolated ~-lump) as
functions of lump mass in units of solar mass Mg. The dots indicate lump masses which derive
from the typical e-lump mass M, = 6.3 x 10'Y M, suggested by the analysis of the RCs of low-
surface-brightness galaxies performed in Sec.[£:3] Note that because the axion condensate which
is in association to the photon scale ~ 10~% eV, the y-lump has a typical size which is by far
larger than the current observable Universe. It hat no chance to depercolate, that means form
lumps / get ripped into lumps. This is why it is spatially homogeneous and we interpret it as
dark energy.

With Eq. (4.7) we have M, /M, ~ 2.3 x 107° such that a dark mass of the selfgravitating
dark-matter disk of the Milky Way, exhibiting a radial scale length of (7.5---8.85)kpc and a
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mass of Myrw = (2---3) x 101 M, [141], implies a p-lump mass of

M, = (4.6---7) x 10° Mg, . (5.10)

In [T41] the mass of the dark halo of the Milky Way, extending out to 350kpc, is determined
as 1.8 x 102 M, and there is a ringlike dark-matter structure within (13--- 18.5) kpc of mass
(2.2---2.8) x 1019 M. Since these structures probably are, within the here-discussed framework,
due to contaminations of a seeding e-lump by the accretion of 7- and p-lumps we ignore them
in what follows. In any case, a dark-matter halo of 350 kpc radial extent easily accomodates the
dark mass ratio ~ 0.1 between the selfgravitating dark-matter disk and the dark halo in terms
of accreted 7- and p-lumps. Interestingly, the lower mass bound of Eq. (5.10)) is contained in the
mass range (4.5 & 0.4) x 10% My, [142] or (4.31 4 0.36) x 10° M, [143] of the central compact
object extracted from orbit analysis of S-stars.

Next, we discuss question (ii). Consider a situation where the gravitational Bohr radius rp
exceeds the Hubble radius 75 (z) = H~1(2) at some redshift z. Here H(z) defines the Hubble
parameter subject to a given cosmological model. In such a situation, the lump acts like a
homogeneous energy density (dark energy) within the causally connected region of the Universe
roughly spanned by rg. If rp falls sizably below ry then formerly homogeneous energy density
may decay into isolated lumps. In order to predict at which redshift z, such a depercolation
epoch has taken place we rely on the extraction of the epoch z, . = 53 in [26] for the depercolation
of e-lumps. To extract the depercolation redshifts 2, , and z,, we use the cosmological model
SU(2)cmp proposed in [26] with parameters values given in column 2 of Table 2 of that paper.
In Fig. the relative density parameters of the cosmological model SU(2)cmp are depicted as
functions of z, and the point of e-lump depercolation z, . = 53 is marked by the cusps in dark
energy and matter.

The strategy to extract z,, and z, , out of information collected at 2, . = 53 is to determine
the ratio o, of rg = 16.4Mpc at 2z, . = 53 and rp. = 0.26kpc for a typical, isolated, and
unmerged e-lump as

TH

Qe = = 55,476 . (5.11)

T'B,e z=2p,e

It is plausible that c, can be promoted to a universal (that is, independent of the Yang-Mills
scale and temperature) constant «, again, because of the large hierarchy between all Yang-Mills
scales to the Planck mass Mp. In addition, the ratio of radiation temperature to the Planck mass
Mp and to the scales of Yang-Mills theories in their confining phases remains very small within
the regime of redshifts considered in typical CMB simulations. Using the cosmological model
SU(2)cms, Eq. (4.9), and demanding « to also set the condition for y- and 7-lump depercolation,
one obtains

Zpu = 40,000,  z,, = 685,000. (5.12)
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Figure 5.10: Cosmological model SU(2),,, of [26] (with parameter values fitted to the TT, TE,
and EE CMB Planck power spectra and taken from column 2 of Table 2 of that paper) in terms
of relative density parameters as functions of redshift z. €, stands for dark energy, Q2 for total
matter (baryonic and dark), and €. for radiation (three flavours of massless neutrinos and eight
relativistic polarisations in a CMB subject to SU(2)cyp). The dotted red line represents the
Hubble radius of this model. The redshifts of e-lump, p-lump, and 7-lump depercolations are
indicated by vertical lines intersecting the z-axis. Only e-lump depercolation is taken into account
explicitly within the cosmological model SU(2)..,, since at z, , = 40,000 and z, » = 685,000 the
Universe is radiation dominated.

In Fig. the relative density parameters )y (dark energy), ), for total matter (bary-
onic and dark), € (total radiation), and the Hubble radius rg are depicted as functions of z.
Moreover, the redshifts of e-lump, p-lump, and 7-lump depercolations — zp e, 2p,u, and z, » — are
indicated by vertical lines intersecting the z-axis. The depercolation epochs for p- and 7-lumps
at redshifts z, , = 40,000, and z, , = 685,000 are not modelled within SU(2)cmp because the
Universe then is radiation dominated.

In Fig. a schematic evolution of the Universe’s dark sector, subject to the SU(2) Yang-
Mills theories SU(2) -, SU(2),,, SU(2), and SU(2)cmp invoking Planck-scale induced axial anoma-
lies, is depicted. After a possible epoch of inflation and reheating the temperature of the radiation
dominated Universe is close to the Planck mass Mp, and rg ~ M, L In this situation, the Bohr
radii of the various hypothetical lump species (Peccei-Quinn scale Mp, SU(2),, SU(2),, SU(2).,
and SU(2)cmp Yang-Mills dynamics) are much larger than rg, and the (marginal) dark sector
of the model then solely contains dark energy. Around z,, = 685,000 (radiation domination)
the depercolation of 7-lumps occurs for o = ry/rp » ~ 55,500. Once released, they evolve like
pressureless, non-relativistic particles and, cosmologically seen, represent dark matter.

As the Universe expands further, the ratio a = rg/rp, ~ 55,500 is reached such that
p-lumps start to depercolate at z,, = 40,000. Since they contribute to the cosmological dark-
matter density roughly the same amount like 7-lumps, see [26] for a fit of so-called primordial and
emergent dark-matter densities to TT, TE, and EE power spectra of the 2015 Planck data, one
concludes from Eq. that their number density is by a factor (m,/m,)? ~ 283 smaller than
that of 7-lumps if we may, for a first estimate, neglect local gravitational interactions. That is, at
p-lump depercolation there are roughly 300 7-lumps inside one p-lump. Each of these 7-lumps
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Figure 5.11: The evolution of the Universe’s dark sector according to SU(2) Yang—Mills theories
of scales Ao = m./(15 x 118.6), A, =m,, /(15 x 118.6), A- = m, /(15 x 118.6) (confining phases,
screened), and Acyp ~ 1074 eV (deconfining phase, unscreened) invoking Planck-scale induced
axial anomalies. The horizon size, set by the Hubble radius g at various epochs (a - e), is shown
by a red circumference. At epoch (a) gravity induced chiral symmetry breaking at the Planck
scale creates a would-be-Goldstone boson which, due to the axial anomaly, gives rise to four
ultralight axionic particle species. Their gravitational Bohr radii rp -, 7B,4, 7B,e;, and 7B cMB
are much larger than ry. Therefore, the associated energy densities should be interpreted as
dark energy. (b) As the radiation dominated Universe expands the smallest Bohr radius rp ;
falls below 7. Once the ratio o = ry /rp - is sufficiently large (v = 55,500) 7-lumps depercolate
(zp,r = 685,000). (c) As the Universe expands further the Bohr radius rp , falls below . When
the ratio of ry and rp,, again equals about o = 55,500 p-lumps derpercolate (z, , = 40,000).
The cosmological matter densities of 7 and p-lumps are comparable [26]. Since the mass of
an isolated, unmerged 7-lump is by a factor of about (m,/m,)? ~ 283 smaller than the mass
of an isolated, unmerged p-lump it then follows that the number density of 7-lumps is by this
factor larger compared to the number density of u-lumps. (d) Upon continued expansion down
to redshift z, . = 53 e-lumps depercolate. Their number density is by a factor of (m,,/me)? ~
42,750 smaller than the number density of p-lumps. (e) The value of rp cmp is vastly larger than
ra(z =0): rgovp = 2.4 x 101° Mpc vs. rg(z = 0) = 4038 Mpc. Therefore, a depercolation of
CMB-lumps up to the present is excluded. As a consequence, the condensate of CMB-axions is
dark energy. (f) Possible dark-matter configuration of a galaxy including 7-lumps and a single
p-lump inside an e-lump.
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possesses a mass of M, = 1.65 x 10* M. This may catalyse the gravitational compaction of the
p-lump in the course of further cosmic evolution, see discussion in Sec. 6.1.

At z,. = 53 e-lumps depercolate [26]. Again, disregarding local gravitational binding, we
conclude from Eq. and a nearly equal contribution of each sort of lump to cosmologi-
cal dark-matter density [26] that the number densities of - and 7-lumps are by factors of
(my/me)? ~ 42,750 and (m,/m.)? ~ 283 x 42, 750, respectively, larger than the number density
of e-lumps. At e-lump depercolation we thus have 42,750 p-lumps and 42, 750 x 283 ~ 1.2 x 107
T-lumps within one e-lump.

Again, ignoring local gravitational binding effects, the dilution of 7- and p-lump densities
by cosmological expansion predicts that today we have 42,750/(z, . + 1)* = 0.27 p-lumps and
42,750 x 283/(2zp + 1) = 77 7-lumps within one e-lump. Local gravitational binding should
correct these numbers to higher values but the orders of magnitude — O(1) for p-lumps and
0(100) for 7-lumps — should remain unaffected. It is conspicuous that the number of globular
clusters within the Milky Way is in the hundreds [144], with typical masses between ten to
several hundred thousand solar masses [142]. With M, = 5.2 x 103 My, it is plausible that the
dark-mass portion of these clusters is constituted by a single or a small number of merged 7-
lumps. In addition, in the Milky Way there is one central massive and dark object with about
(4.5 +£0.4) x 105 [142] or (4.31 & 0.36) x 105 solar masses [143]. If, indeed, there is roughly one
isolated p-lump per isolated e-lump today then the mass range of the Milky Way’s dark-matter
disk, interpreted as a merger of few isolated e-lumps, implies the mass range of Eq. for the
associated p-lump merger. This range contains the mass of the central massive and dark object
determined in [142] [143].

5.4 Discussion, Summary, and Outlook

The results of Sec.[5.3] on mass ranges of 7-lumps, p-lumps, and e-lumps being compatible with
typical masses of globular clusters, the mass of the central compact Galactic object [143] [142],
and the mass of the selfgravitating dark-matter disk of the Milky Way, respectively, is compelling.
We expect that similar assignments can be made to according structures in other spiral galaxies.

Could the origin of the central compact object in Milky Way be result of 7- and p-lump
mergers? As Fig.[5.9|suggests, a merger of n > 222 isolated 7- or u-lumps are required for black
hole formation. Since we know that the mass of the central compact object is ~ 4 x 10Mg a
merger of n > 222 p-lumps is excluded for Milky Way. Thus only a merger of n > 222 7-lumps,
possibly enriched by the consumption of a few p lumps, is a viable candidate for black-hole
formation in our Galaxy.

The Milky Way’s contamination with baryons, its comparably large dark-disk mass vs. the
mass of the low-surface-brightness galaxies analysed in Sec. 3, and possibly tidal shear from the
dark ring and the dark halo during its evolution introduce deviations from the simple structure
of a typical low-surface-brightness galaxy. Simulations, which take all the here-discussed com-
ponents into account, could indicate how typical such structures are, rather independently of
primordial density perturbations. Isolated 7-, u-, and e-lumps, which did not accrete sufficiently
many baryons to be directly visible, comprise dark-matter galaxies that are interspersed in be-
tween visible galaxies. The discovery of such dark galaxies, pinning down their merger-physics,
and determinations of their substructure by gravitational microlensing and gravitational-wave
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astronomy could support the here-proposed scenario of active structure formation on sub-galactic
scales.

In this thesis we propose that the dark Universe can be understood in terms of axial anomalies
[63, 58, [59] which are invoked by screened Yang-Mills scales in association with the leptonic mass
spectrum. This produces three ultra-light axion species. Such pseudo Nambu-Goldstone bosons
are assumed to owe their very existence to a gravitationally induced chiral symmetry breaking
with a universal Peccei-Quinn scale [I05] of order Planck mass Mp = 1.22 x 101 GeV [140]. We
therefore refer to each of these particle species as Planck-scale axions. Because of the relation
Mg, = A% /Mp the screened Yang-Mills scale A; derives from knowledge of the axion mass my ;.
Empirically, the here-exptracted screened scale A, = 287eV points to the first lepton family,
compare with [2]. This enables predictions of typical lump and axion masses in association with
two additional SU(2) Yang-Mills theories associating with p and 7 leptons.

Even though the emergence of axion mass [105] and the existence of lepton families [2] are
governed by the same SU(2) gauge principle, the interactions between these ultra-light pseudo
scalars and visible leptonic matter is extremely feeble. Thus the here-proposed relation between
visible and dark matter could demystify the dark Universe. An important aspect of Planck-scale
axions is their Bose-Einstein, yet non-thermal, condensed state. A selfgravitating, isolated fuzzy
condensate (lump) of a given axion species i = e, pi, 7 is chiefly characterised by the gravitational
Bohr radius rp,; [I123] given in terms of the axion mass m,; and the lump mass M; = Mg ;
(virial mass), see Eq. . As it turns out, for ¢ = e the information about the latter two param-
eters is contained in observable rotation curves of low-surface-brightness galaxies with similar
extents. Realistic models for the dark-matter density profiles derive from ground-state solutions
of the spherically symmetric Poisson-Schrodinger system at zero temperature and for a single ax-
ion species. These solutions describe selfgravitating fuzzy axion condensates, compare with [129].
Two such models, the Soliton-NFW and the Burkert model, were employed in our present extrac-
tions of m, . and M, under the assumption that the dark-matter density in a typical low-surface
brightness galaxy is dominated by a single axion species. Our result m, . = 0.675 x 10723V is
consistent with the result of [I19]: m, . = 0.554 x 10723 eV. Interestingly, such an axion mass
is close to the result 1072 eV < m, < 10~%4eV [145] obtained by treating axions as a classical
ideal gas of non-relativistic particles — in stark contrast to the Bose condensed state suggested by
Eq.[5.5] or the gas surrounding it with intrinsic correlations governed by large de-Broglie wave-
lengths. This value of the axion mass is considerably lower then typical lower bounds obtained
in the literature: m, > 2.9 x 1072 eV [146], m, = 2.575°5 x 10~2' eV [147], m, > 3.8 x 107 2! eV
[148], and m, ~ 8 x 10723eV in [129]. We propose that this discrepancy could be due to the
omission of the other two axion species with a mass spectrum given by Egs. (5.4). For exam-
ple, the dark-matter and thus baryonic density variations along the line of sight probed by a
Lyman-« forest do not refer to gravitationally bound systems and therefore should be influenced
by all three axion species. Once axions and their lumps are categorised, questions about (i) the
cosmological origin of lumps and (ii) their role in the evolution of galactic structure can be asked.
Point (i) is addressed by consulting a cosmological model (SU(2)cmp [26]) which requires the
emergence of dark matter by lump depercolation at defined redshifts, see also [47]. Depercolation
of e-lumps at redshift z, . = 53 anchors the depercolations of the two other lump species. One
obtains 2, , = 40,000 and z, , = 685, 000.

The critical temperature T . of SU(2). for the deconfining-preconfining phase transition
(roughly equal to the temperature of the Hagedorn transition to the confining phase [27]) is
Tee =9.49keV [2]. A question arises whether this transition could affect observable small-scale
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angular features of the CMB. In the SU(2)cmp based cosmological model of [26] T, . = 9.49keV
corresponds to a redshift of z.. = 6.4 x 107. Traversing the preconfining-deconfining phase
transition at z. . an already strongly radiation dominated Universe receives additional radiation
density and entropy. However, we expect that the horizon crossing of curvature perturbation at
Z > 2., which may influence small-scale matter perturbations, will affect CMB anisotropies on
angular scales [ > 3000 only. Therefore, Silk damping would reduce the magnitudes of these mul-
tipoles to below the observational errors. Up to the present, lump depercolation does not occur
for the Planck-scale axion species associated with SU(2)cyp: Here the gravitational Bohr radius
of the axion condensate always exceeds the Hubble radius by many orders of magnitude. As for
point (ii), the masses and Bohr radii of p- and 7-lumps seem to be related with the central mas-
sive compact object of the Milky Way [143], 142] and globular clusters [141], respectively. Within
a given galaxy such active components of structure formation possibly originate compact stellar
streams through tidal forces acting on 7-lumps. Whether this is supported by observation could
be decided by a confrontation of N-body simulations (stars) in the selfgravitating background of
the externally deformed lump.

Apart from cosmological and astrophysical observation, which should increasingly be able to
judge the viability of the here-proposed scenario, there are alternative terrestrial experiments
which can check the predictions of the underlying SU(2) gauge-theory pattern. Let us quote
two examples: First, there is a predicted low-frequency spectral black-body anomaly at low tem-
peratures (T' ~ 5K) [149] which could be searched for with a relatively low instrumental effort.
Second, an experimental link to SU(2), would be the detection of the Hagedorn transition in a
plasma at electron temperature 9.49 keV and the stabilisation of a macroscopically large plasma
ball at a temperature of 1.3 x 9.49keV [2]. Such electron temperatures should be attainable by
state-of-the-art nuclear-fusion experiments such as ITER or by fusion experiments with inertial
plasma confinement.
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5.5 Multi soliton merger

The left-hand side of figure shows that the extracted lump masses which are based on the
virial mass Mspg and lepton scale relations, are gravitationally stable: The typical lump masses
which are indicated by dots in the diagram are well above the corresponding Schwarzschild ra-
dius. Interestingly, for unscreened leptonic scales, the axion mass for the electron scale would
be mg,e ~ 1.52 x 1072! eV which is allowed by the FDM mass constraints, however, those lumps
would lie exactly on the Schwarzschild radius which would make them gravitationally unstable.
On subgalactic scales p-lumps could explain the presence of massive compact objects in galactic
centers such as Sagittarius A* in the Milky Way [143], [142] while 7-lumps may relate to globular

clusters [141].

On the right-hand side of figure the mass of the dark matter disk of the Milky Way (ap-
proximately 2 x 101' M) was assumed for the e-lump mass. This is equivalent to 3.17 merged
e-lumps. For the corresponding p- and 7-lumps only density estimations have been used based
on the idea that each axion type contributes exactly to 1/3 of the total dark matter content in
the Universe.

Although it is highly interesting to see that 7-lumps could have relatively easily collapsed,
consumed p-lumps and become the the central object of our galaxy as observed by [143, [142]
(indicated by the red star), we are not able to make reliable statements of such kind without any
knowledge of their actual merging behaviour.

1 1000 108 10° 1012 1 1000 108 10° 1012
Mass [Mp] Mass [Mp]

Figure 5.12: Schwarzschild radius rsp (dashed line) and gravitational Bohr radii (solid lines for
an e-lump mass of 2 x 10'! M, which is the mass of the dark-matter disk within the Milky Way;
dark blue: e-lump, turquoise: p-lump, black: 7-lump and in orange the unpercolated ~y-lump)
as functions of lump mass in units of solar mass Mg. The star-symbol indicates the upper
radial bound 7, on Sagittarius A*’s extent and its mass extracted from orbit analysis of S-stars

(143, 142].
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This hypothetical origin of the black hole in the center of our galaxy could simultaneously offer
an explanation for the mass gap between stellar black holes (sBH) and super massive black holes
(SMBH). Following the Bohr radius in Fig.[5.12} the intersection of Rp , and the Schwarzschild
radius lies at ~ 105M. This roughly at the beginning of the SMBH distribution as seen in
Fig.[p.13| Therefore, we interpret in this framework SMBHs as merged objects which formed
from dark matter lumps, while stellar BHs contain ordinary, baryonic matter.

logarithmic mass distribution

10" 102 10° 104 10° 10 107 108 10° 1010 10"
log [Me/Mo)]

Figure 5.13: Cartoon illustrating the mass gap between stellar black holes (sBH) and super
massive black holes (SMBH). In this graphic the mass of a black hole M, is shown logarithmic in
units of solar masses M. The mass distribution is also logarithmic. It is assumed by many (e.g.
by [150]) that the mass gap is occupied by BH seeds which grow into SMBHs. In our framework,
7- and p-lumps may merge into those SMBHs. The lower bound for a pure 7-lump dark matter
merger would be ~ 106M, as seen in Fig. An increasing mass contribution to a SMBH by
p- (turquoise) and e-lumps (dark blue) is indicated by the colour gradients. At ~ 5 x 103M, a
pure u-lump condensate is most likely to collapse. Note that from our current understanding it
is unlikely that any e-lumps would have had enough time to merge into a SMBH. The graphic
imitates the original comic by [150].
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What is the bigger pic-
ture?

* How could we search
for SU(Z)CMB?

* How could we search
for SU(2).?

» What could intergalac-
tic magnetic fields tell
us?

Figure 6.1: Schematic overview of all SU(2). phases: The electric
deconfining phase (blue), governed by a non-trivial thermal ground
state (GS). The magnetic preconfining phase (green) which has a
monopole condensate as a GS; and the confining phase (red) which
is separated by a non-thermal Hagedorn transition, which has point-
like center vortex loop in the GS.
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6.1 Very brief overview

The purpose of the present work is to extract an axion mass from rotation curves and interpret
its implication in the context of an SU(2)cmp Cosmology. Such a model has additionally to dark
energy Qpam,o a primordial dark matter contribution which existed since shortly after the Big
Bang Qpam,0 and a dark energy phase transition into dark matter at a redshift of z ~ 53, Qedm,0
[26]. We aim at explaining the parameters Qedm,0 and Qpam o in terms of axial anomalies subject
to a Planck-mass Peccei-Quinn scale and three SU(2) Yang-Mills theories associated with the
three lepton families. Thereby we assign the p- and 7-families to the primordial dark matter and
the electron family to the emerging contribution. In addition, an explanation of dark energy is
proposed which invokes the SU(2) Yang-Mills theory underlying the CMB. Hence, the explicit
gauge-theory content of our model is:

SU@)eup % SU2), x SU2), x SU(2), . (6.1)

SU(3)

Note that SU(2).x SU(2),,x SU(2)- is isomorphic to SU(3). This means that not only lep-
tons are assumed to be emergent particles from a (anti)monopole condensateﬂ but indirectly
also quarks. For more details on this particular connection, see literature [I5I] about the frac-
tional quantum-Hall effect. The main result of this thesis is to couple four SU(2)-theories to an
axion condensate each which depercolated for the three leptonic SU(2)-theories, however, not
for SU(2)cmp. Depercolation describes the transition from a spatially homogeneous axion con-
densate to a spatially inhomogeneous distribution with multiple provisionally bound condensate
lumps’. The y-lump which is attributed to the SU(2)cyp theory is not depercolated yet as it is
by many orders of magnitude larger than the current Universe as seen in Fig.

Based on the typical lump sizes and masses which are obtained solely by scale relations, we
speculate that an interplay between 7— and py—lumps may be responsible for galactic core for-
mation, e-lumps for the bulk dark matter contribution in galaxies and one single photon-lump
may be associated to dark energy. The two biggest assumptions we made where that

i) all axion fields were created at the Planck scale A ~ Mp,

ii) the dark matter content of low luminosity galaxies can be approximated to be pure and dom-
inated by a single axion species, the e-lumps.

An additional assumption is that all three leptonic theories contribute equally to today’s dark
matter content. This is partially motivated by the SU(2)cmp fit to the CMB [26], which suggest
a ratio of 0.5 to 0.7 from primordial dark matter (7— and p—lumps) and emergent dark matter
(e-lumps). In the hypothetical case that in a galaxy such as our Milky Way enough 7—lumps
exist and merge this may create a black hole and motivates the current mass gap between stellar
black holes of a few solar masses and super-massive black holes which seem to start at 10°M,.
This is exactly the minimal weight of a black hole which is created by a pure 7—lump merger,
see the previous section Nonetheless, a simultaneous collapse of 7— and p—lumps is also
feasible in this framework. To some extend this would be a ”perfect crime” as the origin of the
black hole may obscure it self as the black hole "eats up” all the evidence. The next step would

1Because the theory is dual, these monopoles have an electric charge.
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certainly be to match N-body simulation with experimental data.
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Figure 6.2: All four SU(2)-theories are coupled to an axion condensate which depercolated for
the three leptonic SU(2)-theories, however, not for SU(2)cmp. The Schwarzschild radius rsp
(dashed line) and gravitational Bohr radii (solid lines for an e-lump mass of 6.3 x 101°M; dark
blue: e-lump, turquoise: p-lump, black: 7-lump; and in orange the unpercolated ~v-lump which
can be associated to the photon scale A ~ 10™% eV) as functions of lump mass in units of solar

mass Mg.

The nature of this thesis is apart from the rotation curve which coincides with Matos et al.
results [I19] to a considerable extent speculative. Nonetheless, it may be desirable to explore
new approaches as ACDM is under pressure [12), 36, 37, 11} 13, B33, 10]. Moreover, it can be
shown that some of those tensions, e.g. the H discrepancy cannot be resolved by a modification
of ACDM at low redshift [74]. How can one solidify or disprove aspects of the here applied
model, especially if the proposed axions are so light they almost certainly evade any attempt
of a direct detection? In the next sections I would like to mention very briefly possible approaches.
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6.2 Multi soliton merger for three component dark matter
model

Related to the work in this thesis, whether a three component dark matter model is feasible
could be researched by simulating the dynamics of the three postulated lump types. Therefore,
the Schrodinger-Poisson equation needs to be solved numerically. Fig.[6.3] shows how such a
simulation looks for the merging behaviour of two lumps with the same mass in phase (top) and
with opposite phase (bottom) [152].

As mentioned in the previous chapter, it is highly interesting to see that 7-lumps could have
relatively easily collapsed, consumed p-lumps and become the central object of our galaxy as
observed by [143] [142]. Simulations of galaxy merger could help to decide, whether this or similar
situations are plausible or not.

Figure 6.3: Volume rendered images of two representative binary mergers in phase (top) and
with opposite phase (bottom) showing the central region of the computational domain at t =
0.7,t=0.94,t = 2.0 and t = 7.0 in Mpc/km s [152].

6.3 High precision black body search for SU(2)cwvB

Whether the propagation of photon is described by SU(2)cmp or not can be decided by a search
for an SU(2) anomaly, which should be visible in a low temperature search of the black body
spectrum. The idea is that the presence of a thermodynamical ground state composed of electric
monopoles hinders the propagation of the photon and effectively suppresses frequencies below a
critical frequency v.(T).
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Figure 6.4: Comparison of the spectral radiance of an SU(2) photon gas (red) and a U(1) gas
(grey) at a temperature T=>5.4K. Note the spectral gap in the low-frequency region [I53].

See the diploma thesis of Carlos Falquez for more detail, especially for an experimental setup
[153]. See Fig.[6.4] for the expected effect of an SU(2) anomaly in the black body spectrum.

6.4 Asteroseismology in search for SU(2),

It has been calculated that the critical temperature 7T, for the phase transition from the precon-
fined to the confined phase of SU(2). is roughly T, = 9.49keV = 1.1x 108 K [2]. This temperature
could be reached in the center of our sun. If the critical temperature T, was reached, a core
structure invoked by the preconfined phase of SU(2). should be observable by asteroseismology.

radial
oscillation
mode

quadropole
oscillation
mode

Figure 6.5: Scheme for the propagation of s- and t- waves inside the sin (left), different modes
(right). Credit for the left graphic: Jgrgen Christensen-Dalsgaard; Credits for the right graphic:

Keaton Bell.
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6.5 Intergalactic magnetic fields in search for magnetic
phases of SU(2);

The origin of intergalactic magnetic fields in our Universe is still an open problem. A recent study
by F. Govoni et al shows that those magnetic fillaments are up to 3 Mpc [I54]. One possible origin
could be the magnetic phases (preconfined) of the three Yang-Mills theories which are associated
to the lepton masses, SU(2); with i € {e, u, 7} which at very high redshift (z > 107) could have
spanned the Universe. In this scenario, the origin is primordial. Determining the latter could
be a first hint, but in order to use intergalactic magnetic fields to falsify the SU(2) nature of
leptons more severe calculations need to be done. One could try to calculate the magnetic field
strengths associated to each Yang-Mills theory. Ultimately, only very sophisticated simulations
which should be done on top of a galaxy structure formation could shed light into this mystery.
Fig.[6.6] shows intergalactic magnetic fields between the glaxy Abell 0399 and Abell 0401 which
are as long as 3 Mpc.

T
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Figure 6.6: Strips used to measure the ridge brightness profile. The x-ray emission from Abell
0399 and Abell 0401 is overlaid in red contours. The color bar represents the LOFAR image in
Fig. 1 after masking of sources not related to the radio ridge (gray areas). The width of the
strips is 0.108 Mpc (one beam width) and their length is 3 Mpc. [154].
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