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The Scalar Field Dark Matter (SFDM) model, also called Fuzzy, Wave, Bose-Einstein, Ultra-light
Dark Matter, has received a lot of attention because it has been able to provide simpler and more
natural explanations for various features of galaxies, such as the number of satellite galaxies and
the cusp-core problem. We recently showed that this model is able to explain the vast polar orbits
of satellite galaxies around their host, the so-called VPO, and to explain the X-ray and gamma-ray
emissions in the vacuum regions of our galaxy, that is, the Fermi Bubbles. In all these phenomena
the quantum character of SFDM has been crucial. In this work we study the quantum effects of
SFDM at the cosmological level, to see these effects not only at the galactic scale, but also at the
cosmological scale. Using a convenient ansatz, we were able to integrate the perturbed equations to
show that the shape of the SFDM halos resembling atoms is a generic result. The main conclusion
of this work is that quantum mechanics, the successful microworld theory, could also explain the
dark side of the cosmos.

PACS numbers: 95.30.Sf, 95.35.+d, 98.80.Jk

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark Matter (DM) is considered one of the most im-
portant scientific challenges to be solved in this century.
So far more than 95% of the matter in the universe is
unknown, of which more than a quarter is DM, some
kind of force that forms the structure on large scales,
from superclusters of galaxies to dwarf galaxies in the
universe. Since its discovery in the early 1930s, the ques-
tion of what the matter in the universe is made of has
been a challenge that remains one of the most important
unsolved mysteries in science.

The cold dark matter (CDM) model suffers from a
number of challenges in terms of its predictions, espe-
cially on galactic scales, and this has motivated the search
for alternatives more consistent with the observations
(see for example [1], [2]).

One of them, which we will address here, is the Scalar
Field Dark Matter (SFDM) model. In 1998 we proposed
that the DM is a scalar field, that is, a particle with
spin 0, satisfying the Klein-Gordon equations that drives
the dynamics of the universe. In this work [3] we show
that this hypothesis could explain the observed rotation
curves of the stars and gas around the galaxies. After
that, the SFDM idea has been rediscovered many times
such as Fuzzy ([4]), Bose-Einstein ([5]; [6]), Wave DM
([7]; [8]), etc. This idea started to be a fad and one of
the favorite candidates to explain DM ([9]). Shortly after,
Matos and Ureña-López studied the same hypothesis for
the first time, but now from a cosmological point of view
in [10]. The results were spectacular, finding for the first
time that all cosmological observations up to that point
were explained within the error bars by the SFDM. Some
of the main results of this work are:

1.- Using the mass of the scalar field as a free param-
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eter, in this work we showed that the scalar field has a
natural cutoff of the mass power spectrum, which im-
plies that the theoretical number of satellite galaxies is
of the order of magnitude of the observed ones. This re-
sult was corroborated many years later using numerical
simulations ([8]).

2.- The Mass Power Spectrum and the Angular Power
Spectrum (CMB spectrum) agree with the theoretical
results of the model, something that was corroborated
many years later ([11]). That means that the Scalar Field
Dark Matter model can explain the galaxies, the number
of satellite galaxies in the big ones, and all the observa-
tions made up to that point on cosmological scales.

Years later, we realize for the first time that there were
two problems with the model that we had to deal with.
The first was discovered in [12]. Here it was found that
galaxies could be unstable according to this model. And
second, that supermassive black holes at the center of
galaxies could swallow the entire scalar field. This last
problem was addressed for the first time in [13] and lat-
ter in [14] and [15], where they found that supermassive
black holes can coexist with the scalar field halo. This
result was corroborated several times later ([16]). The
first problem was addressed for the first time in the lit-
erature considering the quantum characteristics of the
scalar field using the excited states of the system. This
idea started a new paradigm in the literature called l-
boson stars ([17]). The problem was attacked in two
ways. The first way was to consider the scalar field sys-
tem to have several wavefunctions as states. In [18] the
properties of gravitationally bound multistate configura-
tions made of spin-zero bosons in the Newtonian regime
are studied in detail. They find that the system is stable
if it contains several states at the same time. This result
was corroborated in [19] and more recently in [20]. This
result is very important for this work. This same prob-
lem was addressed with quantum field theory at finite
temperature in [21]; [22] and [23].

SFDM could have various origins, for example, in [9]
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the authors propose that SFDM is derived from super-
string theory. Here the scalar field is real and has no
charge. It is also possible to propose that we add the
SFDM Lagrangian to the Standard Model (SM) of parti-
cle, or another possibility may be a complex scalar field
Φ ([24]). It can also be proposed that the complex scalar
field is in a thermal bath at temperature T endowed with
an SFDM potential given by (see for example [22] for a
real scalar field in a thermal bath)

V = −m2
ΦΦΦ∗ +

λ

2
(ΦΦ∗)2 +

λ

4
ΦΦ∗T 2 +

π2

90
T 4. (1)

In this case the scalar field is not charged and could have
an interaction term with the SM with a super small in-
teraction constant or the interaction constant being zero.
Another possibility is that the SFDM is charged and does
not interact with any other SM components, but its cor-
responding dark photon component does interact with
the SM photon. In this work this is the version that we
will adopt, since this version can explain the anisotropic
distribution of satellite galaxies and the super-energetic
emissions in empty regions of the galaxy. Let us clar-
ify these points. All dark matter models predict that the
satellite galaxies should move in the host galaxy in homo-
geneous orbits, all of them uniformly distributed. How-
ever, until now, current telescopes have seen the satel-
lite galaxies of three galaxies, the Milky Way ([25]; [26]),
Andromeda ([27]; [28]) and Sagittarius A ([29]; [30]) and
in all of them the satellites are not evenly distributed.
This phenomenon is called Vast Polar Orbits (VPO) in
galaxies. The other challenge is to explain the radia-
tion observed in the almost empty intergalactic regions,
where NASA’s Fermi satellite observes continuous ema-
nations of X-rays, gamma rays and even more energetic
than that, without any reasonable explanation, the so-
called Fermi Bubbles (FB) ([31]).

Then the idea is the following. At the beginning of the
universe, the SFDM was in thermal equilibrium with the
other components of the SM, but decoupled from the SM
very early in the universe’s history. Observations show
that the self-interaction λ to meet the constraints of nu-
cleosynthesis must be very small, but different from zero
([32]). At the same time, the charge of the SFDM must
be very small to comply with the FB constraints ([33]).
Like the rest of the components, SFDM cools down and
makes a phase transition at Tc = 2mΦ/

√
λ, very early

in the history of the universe due to its tiny interaction
with itself λ (for this part of the idea you can neglect the
small SFDM charge). Now we follow the standard model
of cosmology. After inflation, quantum fluctuations be-
come classical and collapse the SFDM to form the cosmic
structure of the universe ([10]; [18]; [11]). Due to the ex-
pansion, the volume of the fluctuations increases causing
the scalar field to cool to form Bose-Einstein condensates
which at the same time form halos of galaxies, where
most of the SFDM particles go to the ground state. But
due to gravity, the fluctuations begin to collapse again
the scalar field, causing it a turn around. So the volume

of the fluctuations decreases and the temperature of the
halo increases, causing some of the SFDM particles to
enter excited states. In [19] it was shown that if most of
the particles remain in the ground state, but with a part
of them in at least one excited state, the system stabilizes
and remains stable for at least the age of the universe,
provided the mass of the SFDM particle is small enough.
They also showed that if this does not happen the system
becomes unstable and disappears.

The mass of SFDM is ultralight, which means that
any perturbation in its temperature is comparable to this
mass in energy. In [22], it was shown that for a scalar
field in a thermal bath, the characteristic polynomial is
given by (equation (15) in this reference)

ω2 = k2c2 +m2
Φc

2

(
1− T 2

T 2
c

)
, (2)

where mΦ is the mass of the scalar field, T is its tem-
perature and Tc = 2mΦ/

√
λ is its critical phase tran-

sition temperature. We can assume that the mass of
the scalar field is mΦ ∼ 10−21eV, which agrees with the
constrictions of Ly-alpha and of the satellite galaxies of
the Milky Way ([34]). But because the scalar field in
a galaxy halo heats up, the effective mass decreases as
m2 = m2

Φ(1− T 2/T 2
c ). Therefore, galaxies with different

sizes show different effective masses. In the case of large
galaxies, such as the Milky Way, this effective mass is of
the order of m ∼ 10−24eV. This implies that the halo of
a galaxy is still a Bose-Einstein condensate, so it contin-
ues to behave like DM, but now with some particles in
excited states.

The idea, then, is to give the SFDM a small charge
and take into account the excited states of the halo of
the galaxy, treating the halo of the galaxy as an atom,
to explain the new observations that have not been ex-
plained so far, such as the VPO ([33]) and the FB ([35]).
For doing so, we consider the internal symmetry of the
SFDM to be the group U(1). The corresponding La-
grangian then contains a new charge q, which we assume
must be dark. This guarantees that the SFDM particles
do not interact with the rest of the SM components, as
an observed feature of DM, avoiding any conflict with
the SM, only the SFDM photon interacts with the SM
photon, an interaction that manifests as FB. Because of
this, the SFDM can interact with the normal SM electro-
magnetic field, but not (directly) with other particles. In
this case, [35] showed that due to SFDM colliding with
photons from starlight or the CMB, these photons ac-
quire enough energy to be seen as X-rays, gamma rays,
or even more energetic radiation. This is enough to give
an alternative explanation of what we see as FB.

Thus, we start with the Lagrangian

L = (∇µΦ + iqBµΦ)(∇µΦ∗ − iqBµΦ∗)−m2
ΦΦΦ∗

− 1

4
BµνB

µν − 1

4
B′µνB

′µν − δ

2
BµνB

′µν , (3)

where Bµ is the dark gauge field of the SFDM, with fun-
damental charge q and Faraday tensor Bµν = Bµ;ν−Bν;µ,
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whereas B′µν = B′µ;ν −B′ν;µ is the electromagnetic gauge
field of the SM and δ a kinetic coupling constant between
these two fields. By construction, there is not ad hoc cou-
pling between the scalar field Φ or Bµ and the rest of the
field components of the SM. The scalar field is the dark
matter of the universe and has the dominant part of the
gravitational field, the electromagnetic fields are small
and their contribution to the gravity of the system is neg-
ligible. The scalar field satisfies the Klein-Gordon (KG)
equation, however, in a galaxy it suffices to work with
the non-relativistic limit of the KG equations which re-
duces to the Schrödinger equation. Therefore we can in-
terpret the SFDM halos of galaxies as atoms. In the same
limit, Einstein’s equations reduce to Poisson’s equation.
Thus, to analyze the halo of a galaxy, the Einstein-KG
field equations reduce to the Schrödinger-Poisson (SP)
system. Quantum mechanics predicts the existence of
atoms, and atoms have various quantum states, called s,
p, d, etc. The s states are spherical but the p states are
bubbles at the north and south poles of the atom and
so on. Numerical evolutions of this system have been
performed in [19] and the result is that the scalar field
density profile resembles that of the Legendre function
P jk (cos(θ)) of the hydrogen atom, with quantum num-
bers k and j, which implies that the SFDM profile be-
haves very similarly to a hydrogen atom. This reminds
us very well of the shape of the FB in the galaxy and can
well explain the anisotropic distribution of the satellite
galaxies, the VPO.

Thus, SFDM has a very clear quantum behavior. If
we take into account the multistate characteristic of the
Scalar Field, we can explain the behavior of the VPO
in a very simple and natural way. This was shown in a
recent paper ([33]). Furthermore, with this same struc-
ture, considering that the scalar field is endowed with a
minuscule charge that behaves like a dark photon, the
FB can be explained, again, in a very simple and natu-
ral way. This proposal was given in [35]. The SFDM is
the only model so far that can give a simple, natural and
reasonable explanation of these two phenomena.

The main objective of this work is to study the quan-
tum character of SFDM at cosmological scales. We do
not intend to analyze the evolution of the fluctuation
with the scalar field, this has already been done in [10];
[36]; [11]; [37] and [38]. Instead, we want to explicitly
show the quantum behavior of the scalar field during the
evolution of the universe. In order to do that the paper
is organized as follows. In section II we write the basic
field equations for a charged complex scalar field and per-
form a polar decomposition of the scalar field function
Φ into its norm and its phase. This separation allows
us to rewrite the KG equation as a continuity equation
and another one that is the Bernoulli equation. This is
called the hydrodynamic representation of the KG equa-
tion. This form of the KG equations allows us to point
out that the only difference between a classical hydro-
dynamic system and the KG equation is a term called
the quantum potential. We can interpret this result as

if this term is zero, the system is classical. Therefore we
can say that the quantum character of the KG equation
is contained in this term. In section II we separate the
scalar field function Φ into its background part and a lin-
ear perturbation and write the field equations in terms of
its norm and phase, as in section II. We propose here the
convenient ansatz that allows us to solve the perturbed
field equations in some cases, in terms of the scale factor
and the background scalar field norm. These solutions
are a toy model, but it is very important that they show
us that quantum character of the scalar field perturbation
at the end of its collapse. With this result we see that
the SFDM halos of galaxies are real atoms. In section IV
we perform a Madelung transformation, which essentially
separates the phase of the scalar field into a function and
an evolution parameter. The gradient of this new func-
tion can be interpreted as the velocity of the scalar field
particles as if they were a fluid. In section V we per-
form a Fourier transformation of the field equations to
transform them into a dynamical system and be able to
solve them numerically. Before solving these equations
numerically, in the sections VI and VII we deal with a
toy model where we first ignore the electromagnetic field
and, using the convenient ansatz, we solve the perturbed
field equations. The main result here is that without and
with electromagnetic field we show that the final collapse
of the SFDM is a halo in the form of an atom, that as
usual, its ground state is spherically symmetric, and its
first exited state is like the states p of an atom, contains
bubbles that can explain the VPO and FB in galaxies.

This situation holds for realistic collapses using numer-
ical simulations, but these analytical solutions tell us that
this result is generic. In section VIII we show the numer-
ical simulation of the dynamical system, not with the
aim of re-analyzing the evolution of the fluctuations, but
with the aim of showing the quantum character of these
fluctuations on cosmological scales. We point out that
this feature is the main difference between the SFDM
paradigm and other models. This feature is just the main
point that allows us to explain various DM observations
especially at galactic scales. Finally in the section IX we
give some conclusions. In Appendix A we explain how
to write the perturbed quantities plotted in the figures
using unitless variables.

II. THE FIELD EQUATIONS

To write the field equations derived from the La-
grangian (3), we will consider a complex scalar field,
Φ = Φ(xi, t), i = 1, 2, 3, where the wave function Φ is
assumed to describe a charged particle of spin zero with
point charge q of mass at rest mΦ that is coupled to an
external electromagnetic field that is described by the
potential of the form (1). For the evolution of the scalar
field on cosmological scales we can neglect the dark pho-
ton interaction, but not for the final collapsed SFDM
halo, where the dark photon is important. Therefore, on
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cosmological scales the Lagrangian (3) reduces to

L = (∇α Φ + iqBαΦ) (∇α Φ∗ − iqBαΦ∗)

− V (|Φ|)− 1

4
BµνBµν , (4)

where Bµν = ∇νBµ −∇µBν . After symmetry breaking,
we can assume that the scalar field potential is given only
by

V (ΦΦ∗) = m2
ΦΦΦ∗ +

λ

2
(ΦΦ∗)2, (5)

where now the scalar field oscillates near the minimum
of the potential. λ is a self interaction parameter with
units of inverse-squared distance. The constant mΦ = 1

λΦ

is related to the wavelength of the scalar field λΦ, which
is also related to the mass of the scalar field MΦ given in
grams by mΦ = MΦ c

~ , where c is the speed of light and ~
is Plank’s constant.

The corresponding stress energy tensor of the scalar
field is then

TΦ
µ ν =

c4

16πG
[(∇µΦ + iqBµΦ) (∇νΦ∗ − iqBνΦ∗)

+ (∇µΦ∗ − iqBµΦ∗) (∇νΦ + iqBνΦ)

− gµ ν
(
gαβ (∇αΦ + iqBαΦ) (∇βΦ∗ − iqBβΦ∗)

+ m2
Φ Φ Φ∗ +

λ

2
(Φ Φ∗)

2

)]
, (6)

The scalar field has units such that κΦ is unitless, where
κ2 = 8πG/c4 is Einstein’s constant.

We first write the field equations derived from (4) (see
[39]). To do this, we are going to define the d’Alembert
electromagnetic operator as

2E = (∇µ + iqBµ) (∇µ + iqBµ) , (7)

where Bµ is the vector field of the U(1) gauge correspond-
ing to Maxwell 4-potential, such that the Klein-Gordon
(KG) field equations are given by

2EΦ− dV

dΦ∗
= 0, (8)

∇νBνµ = JE µ, (9)

for the complex scalar field Φ(x, t) and its complex con-
jugate Φ∗(x, t). The conserved 4-current is defined as

JEµ ≡ i
q

2m2
Φ

[Φ (∇µ − iqBµ) Φ∗ − Φ∗ (∇µ + iqBµ) Φ] .(10)

This describes a system of bosonic excitations that con-
dense into a single macroscopic state.

In what follows we carry out the Madelung transfor-
mation defined as

Φ(x, t) =
√
n exp(iθ) =

√
n exp[i(S − ω0t)], (11)

where the complex function Φ decomposes as any com-
plex function in its norm n(x, t) and a phase θ(x, t). In

this way, the Einstein-KG equation is divided into its
imaginary and real parts, respectively,

∇µ
√
n(2∇µθ + qBµ) + q∇µ(Bµ

√
n) +

√
n2θ = 0, (12)

2
√
n−
√
n
[
∇µθ(∇µθ + 2qBµ) + q2B2 +m2

Φ + λn
]

= 0,
(13)

where B2 = BµBµ. Using these results, the current (10)
is transformed into

JEµ =
nq

m2
Φ

(∇µθ + qBµ) . (14)

In terms of JEµ, Eqs. (12) and (13) read

∇µJEµ = 0, (15)

JEµJ
Eµ +

n2q2

mΦ
4

(
m2

Φ + λn− 2
√
n√
n

)
= 0. (16)

So, interpreting the KG equation via the Madelung trans-
formation, it splits into the continuum (15) and the
Quantum Hamilton-Jacobi equations (16) above. The
quantum version of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation differs
from the classical one only by the last term in the left
side of Eq. (16), (see [39])

UQ = − 1

2m2
Φ

2
√
n√
n
, (17)

which corresponds to de Broglie’s relativistic quantum
potential ([42]). This is the fundamental difference be-
tween a hydrodynamic system and a quantum system. In
this work we will interpret this term as the contribution
of the quantum mechanical part of the field equations,
if it is zero, the system is a classical system, if not, this
term will give us the contribution of the quantum field.

On the other hand, it is useful to make the follow-
ing analogy. In a flat spacetime of a gaseous boson,
the 4-electromagnetic moment corresponds to the sum
of the individual mechanical moments, namely JEµ =
(q/mΦ)nvµ. Therefore, we introduce the speed

mΦvµ ≡ ∇µS + qBµ. (18)

In terms of vµ, the continuity and quantum Hamilton-
Jacobi equations (15) and (16) become

∇µ(nvµ)− ω0

mΦ

(
∇0n+ n2 t

)
= 0, (19)

vµv
µ − 2ω0

mΦ
v0 − ω2

0

m2
ΦN

2
+ 1 +

λ

m2
Φ

n− 1

m2
Φ

2
√
n√
n

= 0. (20)

The equation (19) is the generalized continuity equation
of hydrodynamics that governs the density evolution of
the boson gas, while the equation (20) is the general-
ized Bernoulli equation that governs the evolution of its
velocity.
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III. THE PERTURBED FIELD EQUATIONS

In the present work we follow the standard idea that
the universe is homogeneous and isotropic and the struc-
ture of the universe is due to fluctuations that grow
throughout the history of the universe. We can separate
these fluctuations from the homogeneous and isotropic
background by separating the metric into

gµν = ηµν + hµν , (21)

where the perturbed metric hµν << 1. In that case, the
Einstein tensor Gµν and the energy moment tensor Tµν
can be separated as

Gµν = G0µ
ν + δGµν , Tµν = T 0µ

ν + δTµν , (22)

being G0µ
ν the Einstein tensor for the background and

δGµν for the perturbation, analogously for the energy mo-
mentum tensor.

For the homogeneous and isotropic background we use
the Friedman - Lemâitre line element in its conformal
time representation

ds2 = a2(η)

(
−c2dη2 +

dr2

√
1− kr2

+ dΩ2

)
, (23)

where dΩ2 = d θ2 + sin2 θdϕ, and a(η) is the scale factor
which is just a function of η. The background metric can
be solved independently of the rest of the equation. The
equation for the perturbation is

δGµν = κ2δTµν , (24)

Here we will consider the Newtonian gauge metric only
with scalar perturbations. In that case, the perturbed
metric can be written as

ds2 = a2(η)
[
−(1 + 2ψ) dη2 + (1− 2φ)ηij dxi dxj

]
.

(25)
while the scalar field can be separated into the back-
ground part and a perturbed one as

Φ = Φ0 (η) + δΦ (xi, η), (26)

where Φ0 (η) is the background scalar field and δΦ << 1
is a linear perturbation. Using this metric, the Einstein’s
equations reduce to

ȧ2

a2
− 2ä

a
= κ2

(
Φ̇0Φ̇∗0 − V a2

)
,

3ȧ2

a2
= κ2

(
Φ̇0Φ̇∗0 + V a2

)
, (27)

for the background. Here dot means derivative with re-
spect to η, i.e., · = d/dη. It’s easy to see that(

3ȧ

a

)·
= κ2

(
−2Φ̇0Φ̇∗0 + V a2

)
. (28)

The density ρΦ0
and the pressure pΦ0

of the scalar field
are defined as

ρΦ0
= Φ̇0Φ̇∗0/a

2 + V, (29)

pΦ0 = Φ̇0Φ̇∗0/a
2 − V . (30)

From the conservation of the energy moment tensor
(6) we obtain the KG equation for Φ

2Φ− dV

dΦ∗
= 0, (31)

and the corresponding equation for Φ∗. This equation for
the background is the time-varying, minimally coupled
KG equation

Φ̈0 + 2HΦ̇0 + V,Φ∗
0
a2 = 0, (32)

Using equation (28) we can obtain the derivative of the
density ρΦ0

, we obtain

ρ̇Φ0
= −6H

Φ̇0Φ̇∗0
a2

. (33)

In what follows we derive the field equations for the
perturbations of the scalar, metric and electromagnetic
fields, we get

δG0
0 = 6H

(
φ̇+Hψ

)
− 2

a2
∇2φ, (34)

δG0
j = −2

(
φ̇+Hψ

)
,j
, (35)

δGij = 2
[
φ̈+H

(
2φ̇+ ψ̇

)
+
(

2Ḣ +H2
)
ψ
]
δij

− 2

a2
(φ− ψ)

,i
,j , (36)

where, for simplicity, we have defined the parameter H as
H = ȧ/a, but this is not the Hubble parameter H. Note
that H = 1/a da/dη = da/dt, where t is the cosmological
time dt = adη, thus the Hubble parameter is given by
H = 1/a da/dt = H/a.

In terms of the Newtonian metric, the perturbed scalar
field energy momentum tensor (6) reduces to

δT 0
0 =

1

a2

[
(Φ̇0

˙δΦ
∗

+ Φ̇∗0
˙δΦ)− 2ψΦ̇0Φ̇∗0 + a2δV

]
+

iq

a2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

)
B0, (37)

δT 0
j =

1

a2

(
Φ̇0δΦ

∗
,j + Φ̇∗0δΦ,j

)
+

iq

a2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

)
Bj , (38)

δT ij = − 1

a2

[
(Φ̇0

˙δΦ
∗

+ Φ̇∗0
˙δΦ)− 2ψΦ̇0Φ̇∗0 − a2δV

]
δij

+
iq

a2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

)
B0δ

i
j . (39)

From here we can define

δρΦ = − 1

a2

[
(Φ̇0

˙δΦ
∗

+ Φ̇∗0
˙δΦ)− 2ψΦ̇0Φ̇∗0 + a2δV

]
+

iq

a2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

)
B0. (40)
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As usual, the perturbation of the potential is given by
the Taylor series up to first order for the variables Φ and
Φ∗ around (Φ0,Φ∗0), we get

V (Φ,Φ∗) = V (Φ0,Φ
∗
0)

+
∂V

∂Φ

∣∣∣∣
0

(Φ− Φ0) +
∂V

∂Φ∗

∣∣∣∣
0

(Φ∗ − Φ∗0) + · · ·

= V (Φ0,Φ
∗
0) + δV + · · · , (41)

where |0 = |(Φ0,Φ∗
0), δΦ = Φ − Φ0 and δV = V − V |0.

Explicitly we have

δV = V,Φ0
δΦ + V,Φ∗

0
δΦ∗. (42)

In the same way, we can derive the corresponding
derivative

dV

dΦ∗
= V,Φ∗ |0 + V,ΦΦ∗ |0δΦ + V,Φ∗Φ∗ |0δΦ∗ (43)

for the scalar field potential.
Observe that if we compare the equations (36) and

(39) for i 6= j, we see that (φ− ψ)
,i
,j = 0. The simplest

solution to this constraint is ψ = φ.
Therefore, the Einstein’s equation for the perturbed

part of the scalar field reads

2∇2φ− 6H(φ̇+Hφ) =

κ2
[
(Φ̇0

˙δΦ
∗

+ Φ̇∗0
˙δΦ)− 2φΦ̇0Φ̇∗0 + a2δV

]
+iqκ2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

)
B0, (44)

2(φ̇+Hφ),j = κ2
(

Φ̇0δΦ
∗
,j + Φ̇∗0δΦ,j

)
+iqκ2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

)
Bj , (45)

2
(
φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+ (2Ḣ +H2)φ

)
=

κ2
[
(Φ̇0

˙δΦ
∗

+ Φ̇∗0
˙δΦ)− 2φΦ̇0Φ̇∗0 − a2δV

]
+iqκ2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

)
B0. (46)

Then, the field equations for the perturbations φ, ψ
and Bj are the equations (44), (45) using the equation
(42).

As in the case of the real scalar field ([40]), if we sub-
tract the equation (46) from (44), we obtain a unique
equation for the gravitational potential φ

φ̈+ 6Hφ̇+ 2φ
(
Ḣ + 2H2

)
− 1

a2
∇2φ+ κ2δV = 0. (47)

For the perturbation of the scalar field δΦ the KG
equation takes the form

∇2δΦ− δ̈Φ− 2H ˙δΦ− iq

a2
(a2Φ0B0)̇ (48)

+4φ̇Φ̇0 + V,Φ0Φ∗
0
a2δΦ + V,Φ∗

0Φ∗
0
a2δΦ∗ − 2V,Φ∗

0
a2φ = 0.

where we have used the KG equation in the background
(32). This last equation completes the system of field
equations to be solved.

IV. THE MADELUNG TRANSFORMATION
FOR KG FLUCTUATIONS

In this section we apply the Madelung transformation
to the perturbed equation (44)-(45) and (48). The goal
of this is to separate the perturbation into two parts, one
function that can be interpreted as number density and
the other as the velocity of the scalar field as fluid. We
introduce an ansatz that allows us to give exact solutions
in some cases. These solutions are not necessarily phys-
ical, but we can deduce some physical aspects of them,
as we will see next.

As usual, to find the shape of the perturbations δΦ we
expand Φ0, using the polar representation of a complex
function Φ = Reiθ, where R = ||Φ|| is the norm and θ
the phase of the scalar field, we have

Φ = Φ0 +
∂Φ

∂R

∣∣∣∣
0

(R−R0) +
∂Φ

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
0

(θ − θ0) + · · · , (49)

where |0 = |(R0,θ0). Thus, we obtain

δΦ =

(
δR

R0
+ iδθ

)
Φ0 + · · · . (50)

We will define the following quantities as ansatz to
simplify the field equations, which will help us reduce
the equations to quadratures. Let be

Φ0 =
√
n0 e

iθ0 =
√
n0 e

i(S0−ω0η), (51)

δΦ =
√
n ei(S0+δS−ω0η), (52)

The physical interpretation for n0, n, S0, δS and S
could be controversial, but here this transformation is
used only as ansatz to analytically solve the equations. If
we compare (50), (51) with (52) we can see that R2

0 = n0,

δR2 = n and δθ =
√
n/n0δS. We will take perturbations

where if φ is of the order ε, then δΦ , δR and δS are also
of this order, while δθ and n are perturbations of order
ε2. We will neglect perturbations of order ε2 and beyond.

With this in mind we can rewrite the equation (27) in
terms of these definitions, we get

ρΦ0 =
1

4

ṅ2
0

n0
+ n0θ̇

2
0 + (m2 + λn0)n0 a

2, (53)

while, equations (44)-(46) written in terms of the defini-
tions (51) and (52), become

2∇2φ− 6H(φ̇+Hφ) =

κ2

[
ṅ0

2
√
n0

ṅ√
n

+ 2
√
n0 nθ̇

2
0 −

(
2n0θ̇

2
0 +

1

2

ṅ2
0

n0

)
φ

]
+κ2[2qn0θ̇

2
0B0 + a2δV ], (54)

2(φ̇+Hφ),j = κ2

(
ṅ0

2
√
n0

n,j√
n

+ 2qn0 θ̇0Bj

)
, (55)

2
(
φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+ (2Ḣ +H2)φ

)
=

κ2

[
ṅ0

2
√
n0

ṅ√
n

+ 2
√
n0 nθ̇

2
0 −

(
2n0θ̇

2
0 +

1

2

ṅ2
0

n0

)
φ

]
+κ2[2qn0θ̇

2
0B0 − a2δV ]. (56)
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In terms of the new variables, the perturbed scalar field
potential δV reads

δV = 2(m2 + λn0)
√
n0 n. (57)

With the same definitions, the KG equation (8) is sep-
arated into its real and imaginary parts. For the back-
ground we get

1

a2

(
a2ṅ0√
n0

)̇
− 2(
√
n0θ̇

2
0 − V,Φ0

a2e−iθ0) = 0, (58)(
a2n0θ̇0

)̇
= 0, (59)

while, for the perturbation, we obtain[
1

a2

(
a2ṅ0√
n0

)̇
− 2
√
n0θ̇

2
0

]
φ− 1

2a2

(
a2ṅ√
n

)̇
(60)

+ (θ̇2
0 +m2 + 3λn0)

√
n+

2 ṅ0√
n0
φ̇+
√
n0θ̇0B0 +

2
√
n√
n

= 0,

1√
n

(a2 n θ̇0)˙− 1

φ
√
n0

(a2 n0φ
2θ̇0)̇ +

1

2
(a2√n0B0)̇ = 0,

(61)

for the real and imaginary parts, respectively.
We will use the standard definition for density contrast

δ, which is

δ =
δΦ

Φ0
≈
√

n

n0
. (62)

It is convenient to use the equation (59) and the density
contrast definition (62) in the perturbed equations. With
this in mind, the equations (54) and (55) transform into

2∇2φ− 6H(φ̇+Hφ) = (63)

κ2

[
ṅ0δ̇ +

(
1

2

ṅ2
0

n0
+

2s2
0

a4 n0

)
(δ − φ) + a2δV + 2q

s0

a2
B0

]
,

2(φ̇+Hφ),j = κ2

(
ṅ0δ,j +

2q s0

a2
Bj

)
. (64)

On the other hand, the imaginary part of the KG equa-
tion (61) becomes

δ̇ − 2φ̇+

√
n0

2

(
a2√n0

s0
B0

)̇
= 0, (65)

where we have used the equation (59) and stated that

a2n0θ̇0 = s0, where s0 is a constant.
Maxwell’s equation (9) reduces to

ηναBµν,α =
2a2n0

m2
(qBµ + θ̇0δδ

0
µ)

=
2a2n0

m2
qBµ +

2s0

m2
δδ0
µ (66)

The electromagnetic energy stress tensor is quadratic in
Bµ and therefore has no contribution to the Einstein
equations.

V. THE FOURIER SPACE

In this section we rewrite the field equations in Fourier
space, where the perturbations will become

f =

∫
fk e

ikix
i

d3k (67)

for any perturbation f where, as usual, k is the wavenum-
ber, being k = 2π/λk where λk is the length scale of the
perturbation. In Fourier space, the equations (44)-(46)
reduce to

−2k2φk − 6H(φ̇k +Hφk) =

κ2
[
(Φ̇0

˙δΦ
∗
k + Φ̇∗0

˙δΦk)− 2ψkΦ̇0Φ̇∗0 + a2δVk

]
+iqκ2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

)
B0k, (68)

2(φ̇k +Hφk) = κ2
(

Φ̇0δΦ
∗
k + Φ̇∗0δΦk

)
+qκ2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

) Bjk
kj

, (69)

2
(
φ̈k + 3Hφ̇k + (2Ḣ +H2)φk

)
=

κ2
[
(Φ̇0

˙δΦ
∗
k + Φ̇∗0

˙δΦk)− 2ψkΦ̇0Φ̇∗0 − a2δVk

]
+iqκ2

(
Φ0Φ̇∗0 − Φ∗0Φ̇0

)
B0k. (70)

In the same way the KG equation (48) in Fourier space
becomes

−k2δΦk − δ̈Φk − 2H ˙δΦk −
iq

a2
(a2Φ0B0k )̇ (71)

+4φ̇kΦ̇0 + V,Φ0Φ∗
0
a2δΦk + V,Φ∗

0Φ∗
0
a2δΦ∗k − 2V,Φ∗

0
a2φk = 0.

It is more convenient to write this last equation in
terms of the density contrast δ, we can set in (71) that
δΦ = Φ0δ to obtain

δ̈k + 2

(
H +

Φ̇0

Φ0

)
δ̇k −

(
V,Φ0Φ∗

0
+
V,Φ∗

0Φ∗
0
− V,Φ0

Φ0

)
a2δk

+k2δk + kjB
j
k + i(Ḃ0k + 2HB0k)

−4

(
φ̇k +Hφk −

1

4
B0k

)
Φ̇0

Φ0

+2

(
2H

Φ̇0

Φ0
+
V,Φ0

Φ0
a2

)
φk = 0 (72)

Similarly, the equation for the Newtonian potential φ in
Fourier space reads

φ̈k+6Hφ̇k+2φk

(
Ḣ + 2H2

)
+
k2

a2
φk+κ2δVk = 0, (73)

where δVk = (V,Φ0
Φ0 + V,Φ∗

0
Φ∗0)δk

The equations (68)-(70), the KG equation (72) along
with Maxwell’s equations (66) form a complete system
of linear differential equations in the variable η that can
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FIG. 1: The evolution of the density rates ΩSFDM (black
line), Ωb (red line), Ωr (blue line), Ων (yellow line) and ΩΛ

(green line) for the SFDM model. The evolution is almost
exactly the same in the LCDM model. This behavior was
first introduced in Matos&Urena-Lopez (2001)

be solved numerically. We can proceed in the following
two ways. We can solve the system by finding reasonable
initial conditions for the system, where we know nothing
about the electromagnetic field. We can guess the be-
havior and say something about it. The second way is
the following. We know that for the development of fluc-
tuations the electromagnetic field plays a non-essential
role, the fluctuations are dominated by the gravitational
field. In this case, then, we can solve the system without
taking Maxwell’s equations into account, neglecting the
electromagnetic field due to the evolution of the fluctu-
ations and then, with the same equations, evaluate the
behavior of the electromagnetic field. Before doing this,
we will take two approximate situations of the system.

VI. A TOY MODEL WITHOUT
ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD

In this section we integrate some of the equations that
we have derived in terms of the variables a and n0 for the
case that the electromagnetic field disappears. Note that
the equation (65) implies that δ = 2φ + X(xj), where
X is an arbitrary function. We start with a toy model
that integrates the system assuming X = 0. As we will
see, this choice of the function X does not lead to realistic

10 6 10 5 10 4 10 3 10 2 10 1 100

a

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

2 n
0(

a)

1e 6
2n0

10 6 10 5 10 4 10 3 10 2 10 1 100

a

0

1

2

3

4

5

2 n
(a

)

1e 6
2n

FIG. 2: Upper panel: the evolution of the background density
rate n0. The oscillations are the unmistakable imprint of the
quantum behavior of density, when combined with the evolu-
tion of the potential energy φ0 the result is the line observed
in Fig.1 for the SFDM. Lower panel: the evolution of the fluc-
tuation density rate n. Here the evolution is very similar to
n0, due to the approximation we are using in this example.

results, but it allows us to integrate the system very easily
and gives us an insight into the realistic results. If we do
so, the equation (64) can be integrated to give

aφ = P0e
κ2 n0 , (74)

where P0 = P0(xi) is an arbitrary function. Now, us-
ing the equation (63) we can substitute the two previous
results and obtain

∇2P0 + Ω2P0 = 0, (75)
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FIG. 3: In this figure we show the evolution of the Newtonian
potential φ (upper panel) and the fluctuation of the scalar
field δΦ (lower panel) for the exact solution (74). Here we
solve the dynamical system for n0 and a and with the solution
(74) we plot the Newtonian potential φ and the fluctuation of
the scalar field δΦ of the equation ( 79). Note that the New-
tonian potential evolves smoothly during the history of the
universe, while the scalar field fluctuation has strong oscilla-
tions as a consequence of its quantum nature. This solution
is just a toy model.

where

Ω2 = −κ2

[
κ2ṅ2

0 +
2ȧṅ0

a
+

(
1

4

ṅ2
0

n0
+

s2
0

a4 n0

)
+ 2a2(m2 + λn0)n0

]
.

The simplest solutions of this equation are P0 =

10 6 10 5 10 4 10 3 10 2 10 1 100

a

4

2

0

2

4

U
Q 0

1e 6

UQ
0

FIG. 4: The quantum potential UQ0 defined in (17) for the
SFDM model. Here the quantum potential UQ is plotted
for the cosmological background. This is the main difference
between the classical hydrodynamic behavior of the DM, such
as LCDM, and the SFDM model. The regions where UQ ∼ 0,
the SFDM behaves like a fluid, but the regions where it is
not, the quantum characteristic of the SFDM is important
and differs from the hydrodynamics.

PljRY
j
l , where Plj are constants, R = R(r) and Y jl (θ, ϕ)

are the spherical harmonic polynomials. With this ansatz
this equation reduces to

d

dr

(
r2 dR

dr

)
+ (Ω2r2 − l(l + 1))R = 0. (76)

The simplest solution of the equation (75) is for l = 0,
this is

P0 = P00
sin(Ωr)

r
, (77)

where P00 is a constant and r is the radial spherical co-
ordinate, r2 = x2 + y2 + z2 is the radius of a sphere. The
following solutions in degree of difficulty are the solutions
with l = 1. The density of the fluctuation that collapses
to form the structure is δΦδΦ∗. In this case, using the
equations (62), (74) and the previous results we obtain

δΦδΦ∗ = 4|Plj |2R2Y jl Y
∗j
l

Φ0Φ∗0e
2κ2n0

a2
. (78)

However, the spherical harmonic functions Y jl Y
∗j
l for

l = 1 contain two bubbles, one north and one south of
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the origin of coordinates. These bubbles are a direct
consequence of the quantum nature of the scalar field.
These solutions are very interesting, since they are the p
states of an atom. In this simple case, these solutions are
obtained directly as an exact solution. However, in [20]
it will be shown that in the physical case, solved with
numerical methods, these solutions are very similar to
the numerical ones and this p state behavior of an atom
is practically the same. This form of dark matter can
explain the anomalous trajectories observed in satellite
galaxies, the VPO, and the FB observed in our galaxy.

Now we can know the complete behavior of the fluctu-

ation δΦ, as δ = 2(P0/a) eκ
2n0 , we obtain that

δΦ = 2P00
sin(Ωr)

r

eκ
2n0

a
Φ0. (79)

To obtain a solution of the quantities δΦ, φ and δ we
have to integrate the equations (27) and (32) together
with the rest of equations for the components of baryons,
radiation, dark energy and curvature.

In what follows we solve the field equations using a
numerical code. To do so, we first have to define variables
without units. As background we have that the complete
system that we have to solve is then

H2 =
κ2

3

(
Φ̇0Φ̇∗0
a2

+ V + ρb + ρr + ρν + ρΛ

)
, (80)

where b is for baryons, z for radiation, ν for neutrinos
and ρΛ for the cosmological constant which here is dark
energy.

It is convenient to derive the equation (80) to have two
pair differential equations instead of one. We obtain

Ḣ = −κ
2

2

(
2

Φ̇0Φ̇∗0
a2

+ ρb +
4

3
ρr +

4

3
ρν

)
, (81)

where H = H/a. The continuity equations for the com-
ponents of the universe are as usual ρ̇X = −3H(1 +
ωX)ρX

It is convenient to change the variable η to the e-folding
variable N = ln(a). Note that the scalar field density can
also be written in terms of n0 and N as

ρΦ0
= H2

(
n′20
4n0

e−2N +
s2

0

n0

e−6N

H2
+ (m2 + λn0)

n0

H2

)
,(82)

where now a prime means a derivative with respect to N ,
that is, ′ = d/dN . We now write the KG equation in the
background, this equation in terms of the new variables
reads

n′′0 +
H ′

H
n′0 −

1

2

n′20
n0

+ 2n′0

− 2s2
0

n0

e−4N

H2
+ 2(m2 + λn0)n0

e2N

H2
= 0. (83)

Using the equation (28), in terms of the new variables,
the derivative of the scalar field density is

ρ′Φ0
= −6H

(
n′20
4n0

e−2N +
s2

0

n0

e−6N

H2

)
. (84)

Note that the equations (80) and (81) are a system of
differential equations for n0 and H, together with the
continuity equations for each component and the equa-
tion of KG (32) that can be solved numerically. To do
this, we define unitless quantities as follows

x =
κ√
3

Φ̇0

aH
, y =

κ√
3

Φ̇∗0
aH

,

u =
κ√
3

mΦ0

H
, v =

κ√
3

mΦ∗0
H

,

b =
κ√
3

√
ρb

H
, l =

κ√
3

√
ρΛ

H
,

ν =
κ√
3

√
ρν

H
, z =

κ√
3

√
ρz

H
,

s =
m

H
. (85)

In terms of these variables, the Friedmann equations and
the continuity equations for each component are

x′ = −3x− su+
3

2
Πx,

y′ = −3y − sv +
3

2
Πy,

u′ = sx+
3

2
Πu, v′ = sy +

3

2
Πv,

b′ =
3

2
(Π− 1)b, l′ =

3

2
Πl, s′ =

3

2
Πs,

z′ =
3

2
(Π− 4

3
)z, ν′ =

3

2
(Π− 4

3
)ν, (86)

where Π is defined as

− Ḣ
H2

=
3

2
(2xy + b2 +

4

3
z2 +

4

3
ν2) =

3

2
Π. (87)

If we define, as usual, ΩX = ρX/ρc as the density ratio
corresponding to the density ρX , where ρc = 3H2/κ2

is the critical density, ΩΛ is the cosmological constant,
Ω0b ,Ω0r and Ω0ν respectively are the value of the current
density rate for the baryons, radiation and neutrinos and
the scalar field density ratio is ΩΦ0

= ρΦ0
/ρc, in this case

the equations system reads

ΩΦ0 = xy + uv, Ωb = b2,

Ωr = z2, Ων = ν2, ΩΛ = l2.

(88)

The Friedmann equation transforms into a constraint
equation given by

F = xy + uv + b2 + z2 + ν2 + l2 = 1. (89)
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This last equation can be used to control the convergence
of the numerical code. It can be seen that if we derive
the equation (89), using equations (86) we get

F ′ = (6xy + 3b2 + 4z2 + 4ν2)(F − 1), (90)

which is 0 if F = 1, that is, if the Freedman restriction
(89) is satisfied.

We solve equations (86) numerically, using an
Adams–Badsforth–Moulton algorithm. The results are
represented in the figures. In fig.1 we see the complete
evolution of the density rates. We see that this evolu-
tion is very similar to the LCDM model. Fig.2 shows
the evolution of n0, the scalar field density number for
the background. This evolution is independent of the
approximation that we are dealing with in this case, this
behavior for n0 will be maintained in the following cases
that we will present in this work. Fig.2 also shows the
evolution of the density number n for the fluctuation. Of
course, this behavior of n is not expected in a realistic
universe, remember that for these solutions we have set
X = 0, and this is not the case in a realistic universe.
This can also be seen in the evolution of the Newtonian
potential φ and the perturbation δΦ in fig.3. However,

observe the evolution of the quantum potential UQ0 in
fig.4, these oscillations are a typical characteristic of a
quantum field. Again, this behavior does not depend on
the approximations we are dealing with here. Note that
these oscillations throughout the history of the universe
are the most important feature of the SFDM model. We
see that this potential, which is just the difference be-
tween a quantum field and a classical one, plays a very
important role in the evolution of the universe, if the DM
is of a scalar field nature.

VII. A TOY MODEL WITH
ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD

In this case, again, the entire system can be solved nu-
merically as usual, taking the Fourier transform and solv-
ing the transformed set of differential equations as a dy-
namical system. But to elucidate the physical behavior of
the system, as in the previous example, it is not necessary
to solve the system, we will make a toy model to see its
behavior, but now with an electromagnetic field. Galax-
ies generally contain a complicated magnetic field, it has
been speculated in [41] that this field could be a conse-
quence of SFDM with the Lagrangian (4), so the solution
of Maxwell’s equations could be very complicated for a
real magnetic field of a scalar field fluctuation. In addi-
tion, the magnetic field does not have a determining influ-
ence on the gravitational field of a fluctuation, it is gener-
ally very weak in the galaxy. The important fact here is
that the Lagrangian (4) predicts its existence. Therefore,
for this toy model we will ignore that the electromagnetic
field must be a complicated solution of Maxwell’s equa-
tions (66) and write just a toy electromagnetic field. To

10 6 10 5 10 4 10 3 10 2 10 1 100
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FIG. 5: The evolution of the absolute value of the Newtonian
potential φ (upper panel) and the evolution of the fluctuation
of the scalar field δΦ (lower panel). Note that in contrast
to Fig.3, now the Newtonian potential has a strong quantum
behavior, while the scalar field perturbation evolves almost
without oscillations, exactly the opposite situation as in Fig.3.
This behavior of δΦ has been shown in several articles in the
past, see for example Matos & Urena-Lopez (2001) and Hlozek
et. al. (2014) for a real scalar field and Foidl & Rindler-
Deller (2022) for the complex scalar field. We put it here
to compare these results with those presented in this work.
Note that the evolution of these functions depends weakly on
the character of the scalar field, for real, oscillatons, and for
complex scalar fields the evolution is similar. The charge does
not play an important role here. This result is also compatible
with Tellez-Tovar et. al. (2021)
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FIG. 6: The behavior of the absolute value of the density
contrast δ (upper panel) and the numerical density n (lower
panel) for the fluctuation of the scalar field. We need to
take the absolute value of the density contrast, because it has
strong swings from positive to negative due to its quantum
nature. Notice that the density contrast oscillates strongly
while the number density n hardly oscillates. This is the
reason why we can compare the number density with the evo-
lution of the hydrodynamic counterparts, n behaves almost
classically.

solve the toy system, here we will assume that the elec-
tromagnetic potential Bµ can be derived from a superpo-
tential, for this we define two functions, A and B, such

that Bj = a2(Ḃφ),j and Ȧ =
√
n0(a2√n0B0)̇. These two

functions cannot always be defined like this, but the ex-
istence of the superpotential for Bµ can allow them. In
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2 /(
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FIG. 7: In this figure we show the absolute values of the
evolution of the fluctuation of the density of the scalar field.
Again, the oscillations are a consequence of the influence of
the quantum mechanical character of the SFDM. What we
can measure is the average of fluctuation of the scalar field,
which can be seen as almost classical.

this section we limit ourselves to this case. With these
definitions, the equations (64) and (65) reduce to

2(φ̇+Hφ),j = κ2
(
ṅ0δ,j + 2q s0(Ḃφ),j

)
, (91)

δ̇ − 2φ̇+
1

2s0
Ȧ = 0. (92)

In this case it is possible to integrate (91), we get that

φ =
P0

a
eκ

2(n0+qs0B+T (t)), (93)

δ = 2φ+
1

2s0
A+ Y (xi), (94)

where the function P0 again satisfies the equation (75)
with solution (77) for l = 0 and the corresponding solu-
tions for l 6= 0, again similar to an atom, with Y and T
arbitrary integration functions. Note that the entire in-
tegration of the system depends on the functions n0 and
a, and of course on how we choose the arbitrary func-
tions Y and T . The solutions are in general similar to
the previous ones with Bµ = 0, if the arbitrary functions
are zero.

VIII. THE GENERAL CASE

In the general case we have to add the equations (44)
and (48). Here we remark that the electromagnetic field
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is not essential for the development of the fluctuations, it
is essential in the final fluctuation to explain the magnetic
field of the galaxies ([41]) and the FB, and for the purpose
of this work we can also neglect the proper interactions
λ. So, let’s substitute Bµ = 0 and take the scalar field
potential as V = m2ΦΦ∗.

As in the toy models, we separate the function φ =
P0T , where again the function P0 = P0(xi), depends only
on the spatial coordinates, and T = T (η). We make an
analogous separation with the fluctuation of the scalar
field δΦ = P1T1. It is easy to see that the equation (44)
can again be written as

∇2P0 + Ω2P0 = K, (95)

where now

Ω2 = κ2Φ̇0Φ̇∗0T − 3H
(
Ṫ +HT

)
(96)

and K is a small function given by

K =
κ2

2

[(
Φ̇0
Ṫ1

T1
+ a2m2

ΦΦ0

)
δΦ∗ + c.c.

]
.

If the function K remains small, the solutions of the dif-
ferential equation (95) should be very similar to the pre-
vious one representing atoms. Therefore, our conclusion
is that, in general, it will be very common for the collapse
of the SFDM to be a halo very similar to an atom.

In Fourier space, the equations (44) and (48) read

−2k2φk − 6H(φ̇k +Hφk) =

κ2[(Φ̇0δΦ̇
∗
k + Φ̇∗0

˙δΦk)− 2φkΦ̇0Φ̇∗0
+a2m2(Φ∗0δΦk + Φ0δΦ

∗
k], (97)

−k2δΦk − ¨δΦk − 2H ˙δΦk −
iq

a2
(a2Φ0B0k )̇

+4Φ̇0φ̇k +m2a2δΦk − 2m2Φ0a
2φk = 0. (98)

We now define the unitless variables for the perturbation

δxk =
κ√
3

δΦ̇k
aH

, δyk =
κ√
3

δΦ̇∗k
aH

,

δuk =
κ√
3

mδΦk
H

, δvk =
κ√
3

mδΦ∗k
H

, (99)

we find that the equations (97) and (98) become

2
k2

m2
s2φk + 6(φ′k + φk) =

−3(xδyk + yδxk) + 6xyφk − 3(uδvk + vδuk),(
− k

2

m2
+ 1

)
sδuk − δx′k −

(
3

4
Π + 1

)
δxk

+4xφ′k − suφk = 0. (100)

We can also write the scalar field density (29) and the
scalar field density fluctuation (40) in terms of these vari-

ables, we get

κ2

3m2
ρΦ0 =

1

s2
(xy + uv), (101)

κ2

3m2
δρΦ = − 1

s2
(xδyk + yδxk − 2φkxy + uδvk + vδuk) .

(102)

The system (86), together with the previous equations,
can be integrated numerically. The results are given in
the figures. In Fig.5 we see the evolution of the absolute
value of the fluctuation of the scalar field δΦ. We have to
plot the absolute value because the oscillations go from
very large positive values to very large negative values.
The absolute value is presented only to see the behavior,
an observer will measure the average of this behavior.
In Fig.6 we represent the absolute value of the density
contrast δ and the evolution of the numerical density n.
Here we see just the opposite of Fig.3 where the density
contrast for the exact solution evolves smoothly, here its
quantum character predominates showing strong oscilla-
tions. The number density n here oscillates very little,
so the evolution is similar to that of a fluid.

Finally in Fig.7 we see the absolute value of the evo-
lution of the density fluctuation of the scalar field δρΦ.
As also shown in [40] for a real scalar field, here the
density fluctuation of the complex scalar field oscillates
strongly. However, an observer will only detect the aver-
age of this oscillation, whose behavior resembles that of
a fluid. Therefore the SFDM can be confused with that
of a fluid in its behavior. This important result is also
valid for the charged complex scalar field.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

In the present work we have established the bases for a
complete model of dark matter where the nature of it is
an ultralight scalar field, that is, a particle with zero spin
and an extremely small mass, with an extremely small
self-interaction. So that this scalar field could explain
most of the observed phenomena in a galaxy, such as
the core centers of galaxies, the small number of satellite
galaxies around their hosts, the VPO or polar orbits of
satellite galaxies around their host, the magnetic fields of
galaxies, the FB, etc., in addition to the excellent fit with
cosmological observations, we have to propose a charged
scalar field. The real scalar field cannot be charged, so we
must start with a complex scalar field whose Lagrangian
is invariant under the group U(1). However, there are
two possibilities.

1.- The corresponding photon of the complex scalar
field is the SM photon. In this case, the charge must
be ultralight to be in agreement with the observational
constrains in this respect that we have so far.

2.- The corresponding photon interacts with the SM
photon but not with the rest of the matter, the so-called
Dark Photon.
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In this work we have established the field equations
for the cosmological evolution of the charged scalar field
fluctuations. On cosmological scales we do not see that
dark matter can be charged, we do not have any evidence
of it, so we conclude that the charge can only be gener-
ated as a fluctuation that we consider to be small, due to
observations in galaxies. This charge could be the origin
of the magnetic field observed in galaxies, as speculated
in [41]. In this work, using the ansatz (51) and (52) we
were able to integrate the perturbed field equations in
terms of the two background functions a and n0, which
can be easily integrated numerically. We did it without
and with the electromagnetic field. The interesting point
here is that these two toy models show us the fact that
the space-time configuration of the final SFDM halo is
the same as that of an atom. This point is important,
because this result is replicated in realistic SFDM halo
formation using numerical simulations. The main conclu-
sions we have, then, is that the SFDM halos of galaxies
are real atoms and thus have, like an atom, different ex-
cited states that must be taken into account. This result
is precisely the reason why the SFDM can explain the
VPO and the FB in galaxies. This result, of course, has
consequences. The first is that if this result is correct, we
have to see the VPO phenomenon in many more galax-
ies. The second is that FB must also be present in these
galaxies and that the energy of the flashes that we see
now as X-rays or gamma rays must be even more ener-
getic and we should be able to see them with the right
instruments in the near future.

In conclusion, the quantum nature of the scalar field
is the fundamental difference between SFDM and other
models, and it is precisely this characteristic that can
explain some phenomena observed in galaxies that other
models are unable to explain. Quantum mechanics was
developed to explain the microworld, but here we con-
clude that quantum mechanics might also be able to ex-
plain the dark side of the cosmos.
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XI. APPENDIX A. THE FIELD EQUATIONS IN
TERMS OF THE UNITLESS VARIABLES

Using definitions (85) we can extract the different val-
ues of the physical variables. First observe that we have

uv =
κ2

3

m2

H2
n0 =

κ2

3
s2n0;

u

v
= e2iθ0 (103)

and Φ0 =
√

3u/s.
If Bµ = 0, using (77) as δ = 2φ and n = n0δ we have

φ = P0 exp(
3uv

s2
−N), n =

2P0

κ2

3uv

s2
exp(

3uv

s2
−N).

(104)
On the other hand, δΦ = Φ0δ =

√
neiθ0 , thus

δΦ =

√
6P0

κ

u

s
exp(

3uv

2s2
− 1

2
N). (105)

Finally we calculate the quantum potential, in (17) the
quantum potential is defined as

UQ0 = − 1

2m2

2
√
n0√
n0

.

In this work we are interested in the quantum evolution
of the background, therefore the D’Alambertian reduce

to the calculation of the time evolution 2
√
n0 = −√̈n0.

In order to see this value, we use the expression for n0

in (103) and then derive it with respect to N . Using
equations (86) we obtain that

UQ0 = − 3m2

κ2 s3
(3(uy + vx) + 2s(vu− xy)). (106)

In the general case, using variables (99) and that
κ2n0 = 3uv/s2, we have

δk =
δuk
u
, δΦk =

√
3
δuk
s
,

κ2nk = 3
δu2
k

u

v

s2
. (107)

We take the scalar field potential as V = m2ΦΦ∗.
Then, equations (72) and (73) reduce to

δ̈k + 2

(
H +

Φ̇0

Φ0

)
δ̇k + k2δk − 4

(
φ̇k +Hφk

) Φ̇0

Φ0

+2

(
2H

Φ̇0

Φ0
+m2a2

)
φk = 0, (108)

φ̈k + 6Hφ̇k + 2φk

(
Ḣ + 2H2

)
+
k2

a2
φk

+2κ2m2Φ0Φ∗0δk = 0. (109)

We can rewritte the previous equations in the N vari-
able, taking into account that ẍ = H2(x′′− 3/2Πx′). We
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obtain

δ′′k + 2

(
1 +

sx

u
− 3

2
Π

)
δ′k +

k2

m2
s2δk

−4 (φ′k + φk)
sx

u
+ 2

(
2
sx

u
+ s2e2N

)
φk = 0, (110)

φ′′k + 3(2− 1

2
Π)φ′k + 2

(
2− 3

2
Π

)
φk +

k2

m2
s2e−2Nφk

+6uvδk = 0. (111)
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J. C 79 (2019) no.10, 833 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-
7349-4 [arXiv:1805.09930 [gr-qc]].

[42] D. Bohm, Phys. Rev. 85 (1952), 180-193
doi:10.1103/PhysRev.85.180

[43] L. O. Téllez-Tovar, T. Matos and J. A. Vázquez,
[arXiv:2112.09337 [astro-ph.CO]].

http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.00081
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08138
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.5480
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.6061
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.09660
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.00022
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.13218
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.08195
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.13998
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.09396
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.03945
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.5255
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.09930
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.09337

	I Introduction
	II The Field equations
	III The perturbed Field Equations
	IV The Madelung transformation for KG fluctuations
	V The Fourier space
	VI A toy model without electromagnetic field
	VII A toy model with electromagnetic field
	VIII The general case
	IX Conclusions
	X acknowledgments
	XI Appendix A. The field equations in terms of the unitless variables
	 References

