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Ultralight bosons are well-motivated particles from various physical and cosmological theories
and can be spontaneously produced during the superradiant process, forming a dense hydrogenlike
cloud around the spinning black hole. After the growth saturates, the cloud slowly depletes its mass
through gravitational-wave emission. In this work we study the orbit dynamics of a circular binary
system containing such a gravitational atom saturated in various spin-0, -1 and -2 superradiant
states, taking into account both the effects of dynamical friction and the cloud mass depletion. We
estimate the significance of mass depletion, finding that although dynamical friction could dominate
the inspiral phase, it typically does not affect the outspiral phase driven by the mass depletion.
Focusing on the large orbit radius, we investigate the condition to observe the outspiral and the
detectability of the cloud via pulsar-timing signal in the case of black hole–pulsar binary.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultralight bosons are well-motivated particles from
various theories beyond the Standard Model and can be
good candidates of dark matter (DM) [1–24]. Their non-
gravitational couplings to normal matter are generally
predicted to be extremely weak, so that experimental and
astrophysical searches of these direct couplings can be
rather difficult, and typically reply on the assumption of
the boson’s background abundance. The black hole (BH)
superradiance (SR) [25, 26], however, provides a natural
astrophysical mechanism to produce these bosons solely
from their minimum coupling to gravity. Due to the
rotational superradiant instability in Kerr background,
macroscopic condensate of free spin-0, -1 and -2 bosons
can spontaneously develop around the host BHs by ex-
tracting their energy and angular momentum. The ob-
servational signatures of the resulted cloud-BH systems,
so-called gravitational atoms (GAs), provide promising
ways to detect these ultralight degrees of freedoms [27–
34].

If the GA is part of a binary system, further inter-
esting phenomenology arises already in the perturbative
regime, such as the orbit-cloud resonances [35–39], dy-
namical friction (DF) or ionization [40–44], companion-
induced suppression of the SR instabilities [45] and the
cloud-induced orbit precession [46]. In discussion of these
effects the gravity of the cloud is usually neglected (an
exception being [47], which studies the orbits of a small
companion at relatively small distance from the cloud in
scalar SR ground state), and the cloud mass is usually
assumed to be not much smaller than its initial saturated
value (an exception being [48]). However, as first pointed
out in [49] for the scalar GA, if the cloud mass is included
in the orbit dynamics, the intrinsic mass depletion of the
cloud (DC) due to its gravitational-wave (GW) emission
would affect the orbit evolution in an opposite manner
with other dissipative effects, i.e., it tends to make the

binary outspiral, and this effect is actually important at
large radius. Recently, the cloud mass depletion has also
been considered in [50] for the scalar cloud (albeit using
a different sign for its effect), and in [51] for a relativis-
tic vector cloud in the SR ground state, but neglecting
other cloud-induced dissipations. Besides the SR clouds,
there are proposals to search for the anomalous orbit evo-
lution due to mass variation arising, e.g., from enhanced
BH evaporation [52] and the accretion of background DM
into the BH [53].

In this work, we present a systematic model for the
GA+companion system, describing various spin-0, -1 and
-2 SR states in a unified manner. The focus is to study
the interplay between binary GW emission, dynamical
friction and the cloud mass depletion and to compare
the situations for GA saturated in different SR states.
The possibility of outspiral also has implications on the
secular evolution of such systems and whether the bi-
nary could undergo fine and hyperfine resonances (taking
place also at large radius). Finally, the cloud depletion
may already leave imprints on the orbit evolution that
is directly observable via GW and pulsar timing mea-
surements, even in the absence of resonance events and
dramatic mode mixings. Indeed, we find that for circu-
lar binary containing scalar and vector atoms in their SR
ground states, the observable parameter space is largely
independent from the dynamical friction, though the in-
clusion of DF enlarges the observable regions.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Sec. II
we review the properties of an isolated GA and formu-
late the binary model. Then in Sec. III we discuss the
orbit evolution quantitatively, and in Sec. IV investigate
the detectability of the cloud from orbit phase measure-
ments. Finally, we summarize our results and discuss
some possible future directions in Sec. V. Throughout
our discussion, unless stated otherwise, we use the natu-
ral unit with ℏ = G = c = 1.
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II. GRAVITATIONAL ATOM IN BINARY

A. Gravitational Atom

First we briefly summarize the main properties of the
nonrelativistic superradiant clouds around Kerr BH. For
the physical (spatial) components of a real bosonic field
Φ, far away from a central massM , the wave function Ψ
defined by Φ = 1√

2µ
(Ψe−iµt + c.c.) (and 1√

µΨe
−iµt if Φ

is complex, but we shall focus on the real fields) satisfies
the Schrodinger equation

i∂tΨ = − 1

2µ
∇2Ψ− α

r
Ψ , (1)

where µ is the mass of the boson and α ≡ GMµ
ℏc = Mµ

the gravitational fine structure constant. For scalar fields
Ψ = ψ, for Proca fields [Ψ]i = ψi and for spin-2 tensor
fields [Ψ]ij = ψij . This is as the same as the Schrödinger
equation for hydrogen atom (for each field component)
with well-known bound state solutions; in case that the
central body is a Kerr BH, these hydrogenic states can
be spontaneously populated by rotational superradiance
and a GA is formed. In this work we focus on GA with
α ≪ 1 (hence the Bohr radius rc = M/α2 ≫ M), for
which this nonrelativistic Newtonian description is ap-
propriate. The mass density of the cloud (same for both

real and complex Φ fields) is given by ρ = McTr(Ψ
†Ψ),

where we choose the normalization
∫
d3xρ =Mc and Mc

is the total mass of the cloud. For convenience we also
define β ≡Mc/M .

The cloud is generally a superposition of all bound
atomic levels, |Ψ⟩ =

∑
i ci|Ψi⟩. Then using an orthonor-

mal basis ⟨Ψi|Ψi′⟩ = δii′ , we have
∑

i |ci|2 = 1. However,
the modes are not static. In the case of a single occupied
mode this time dependence can be absorbed to Mc(t).
For multiple modes this is not feasible, and it is more
convenient to track the evolution of individual ci.

The eigenstates are labeled by the quantum numbers
n, l, j and m, the principal, orbit angular momentum,
total angular momentum and azimuthal quantum num-
ber, respectively (for scalar GA, j = l, so we write
n, l,m), corresponding to an orthonormalized wave func-
tion |nljm⟩ = Ψnljm(t, r) (the detailed forms are listed
in Appendix A). For a spin-s field, the quantum num-
bers satisfy n ≥ 1, l ∈ [0, n − 1], j ∈ [|l − s|, l + s]
and m ∈ [−j, j]. The real part of the energy level

ω ≡ ωR + iωI is given by µ(1 − α2

2n2 + O(α4)). Cru-
cially, ω also contains an imaginary part, and the su-
perradiant growth can occur only if ωI > 0, i.e., when
ωR/m < ΩH ≡ 1

2M
χ

1+
√

1−χ2
, which demands a large

enough BH spin χ. Starting with a sufficiently fast-
spinning bare black hole, the superradiant growth is ex-
pected to be dominated by the most unstable mode,
which is the 211 state for scalar GA, the 1011 state

for vector GA and the 1022 state for spin-2 GA 1. The
cloud then slowly decays by its intrinsic gravitational-
wave emission after the instability saturates, until the
growth of the next unstable mode [37], which is the 322
state for scalar GA and the 2122 state for vector GA. De-
pending on the initial condition, the cloud may also be
occupied by multiple modes [56]. In this work we shall
focus on a single saturated mode, that would be charac-
terized by its mass distribution ρ(r) and mass depletion
rate Pgw,c. Generically, the density profile and depletion
power have the scaling form

ρ(r) =
Mc

r3c
g(x, θ) , (2)

with x ≡ r/rc, and

Pgw,c = β2p(α) , (3)

where the dimensionless function g(x, θ) and p(α) are
state dependent. We use the accurate polynomial fits of
p(α) provided in [57] for scalar and vector states and the
analytical approximation for tensor states with α ≪ 1
calculated in [54]. In physical units,

ρ(x) = g(x, θ)
β

0.1

( α

0.1

)6(M⊙

M

)2

×3.46×1034 GeV/cm3.

(4)
The functions g(x, π/2) for various SR states are plot-
ted in Fig. 1 and their complete expressions are listed in
Appendix A. The interested bosonic field has a typical
mass

µ =
( α

0.1

)(M⊙

M

)
× 1.3× 10−11 eV. (5)

Neglecting the change of black hole mass, we have
Ṁc = 2ωIMc = Mc/τI during the superradiant growth.
Thus the cloud mass grows exponentially in an instabil-
ity timescale τI ≡ 1/2ωI . When the mass change of the

cloud is dominated by GW emission, −Ṁc = Pgw,c ∝
M2

c , the cloud mass decays according to

Mc(t) =
Mc,0

1 + t−t0
τgw

, (6)

where τgw ≡ Mc,0

Pgw,c
= M

βp(α) is the mass depletion

timescale. For α ≪ 1, τgw ≫ τI , the GW emission can
be neglected in the superradiant growth. From energy

1 The situation is a little more complicated for spin-2 atom [54],
the 1022 and 2111 states grow simultaneously, yet by the time
1022 state saturates with ΩH spinning down to ωR/2, the 2111
state has been completely reabsorbed. For comparison, we shall
also include the possibility of a saturated 2111 state. Also, for
α ∼ O(0.1), the fastest growing spin-2 state is a non-hydrogenic
dipole mode with m = 1 [55]. But here we are interested in the
regime α ≪ 1.
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FIG. 1. The density distribution of spin-0, -1, -2 superradiant
ground states on the equatorial plane.

and angular momentum conservation, the mass or angu-
lar momentum of the cloud after the growth (of a mode
with azimuthal quantum number m) saturates is given
by the difference between initial and final BH mass or
spin:

Mc,0 =Mi −Mf , Jf = Ji −
m

ωR
(Mi −Mf ) , (7)

with [58]

Mf =
m3 −

√
m6 − 16m2ω2

R (mMi − ωRJi)
2

8ω2
R (mMi − ωRJi)

. (8)

For χi ≈ 1, Mc,0 ≈ α
mMi and the saturated BH spin is

χf ≈ 4α
m . The spin can be further extracted by the next

growing mode m′. Then the saturated values become

Mc,0 ≈ 4(m′−m)
mm′2 α2Mi and χf ≈ 4α

m′ .

B. Binary Orbit Dynamics

Now we consider the situation when the saturated GA
belongs to a binary system2 and contrast the various pos-
sible effects induced by the cloud. We focus on the Kep-
lerian circular orbits on the equatorial plane of the host
BH (for a brief discussion of inclined and elliptical orbits
see Appendix C) and assume a large orbit radius so that
the cloud’s tidal distortion is completely negligible. As
we shall see, the binary motion can still receive significant
modifications due to the presence of the cloud.

We take the BH mass M and the companion’s mass
M∗ ≡ qM to be constant, the Newtonian orbit energy
and angular momentum are given, respectively, by

E = − (M + M̃c)M∗

2r
, L =

√
((M + M̃c)M∗)2

M + M̃c +M∗
r , (9)

2 In principle, the companion can also carry its own environment,
but we neglect this since the companion is assumed to be small.

where M̃c(r) is the effective cloud mass experienced
by the companion (the detailed definition is given in
Appendix B). In the following we shall take the limit

M + M̃c ≈M . To restore M̃c one needs just the replace-
ment M → M + M̃c and q → M

M+M̃c
q; however, such

corrections remain small and do not affect the main re-
sults. Without the mass change, the orbit would evolve
according to

−Ė = Pgw + Pothers , (10)

where Pgw is the binary GW radiation power:

Pgw(x) =
32

5

α10(1 + q)q2

x5
, (11)

(the correction to this power due to cloud depletion is
negligible, see Appendix B) and Pothers is the contribu-
tion from extra dissipation channels. In the Newtonian
order, the orbit evolution can also be written as

ẋ = − 2

qMα2
P (x)x2 , (12)

where P is the net effective power; now it also receives a
contribution

PDC =
qα2

2(1 + q)x

dM̃c

dt
, (13)

from the mass change of the system due to the cloud’s
GW emission, which can be approximated as an isotropic
mass loss of the host BH; see Appendix C. Hence in the
present case,

PDC = −M̃c

Mc

qα2

2(1 + q)x
Pgw,c , (14)

and

P = Pgw + Pothers + PDC . (15)

For Pothers, we examine the following effects.

1. Mode-Mixing and Dynamical Friction

In the presence of a companion body, there can be
“global” exchange of angular momentum between the
cloud and the orbit mediated by the companion’s gravi-
tational potential (including the potential of an inertial
acceleration due to the orbit motion) V∗(t, r). In the
Newtonian regime, the companion’s gravitational influ-
ence is fully captured by adding V∗ to the Schrodinger
equation of the bosonic field [35, 44]. The resulted cloud
evolution due to nonzero level mixing Hab = ⟨Ψa|V∗|Ψb⟩
backreacts on the orbit dynamics and leads to rich phe-
nomenology. There are two types of mixing: the mixing
between bound states, and the mixing between a bound
state with continuum states. The former is responsible
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for the resonance effects occurring at a discrete set of or-
bit frequencies Ω = ∆ωR

∆m [35–39] and the modifications
of the cloud’s superradiant instabilities from nonresonant
mode mixings [45], while the latter leads to a continuous
orbit dissipation from the “ionization” of the bound state
[40–44].

When the binary orbit frequency is off resonance, the
effect from bound-state mixing is expected to be unim-
portant at least for the SR ground state [42]. In [40, 44]
it has been argued that ionization is actually the mani-
festation of dynamical friction in the GA system. Since
the ionization for higher-spin field has not yet been calcu-
lated, in this work we would still use the model of [12] to
estimate the consequence of DF. In this DF model, a test
body traveling in a nonrelativistic scalar field background
with relative velocity V experiences a gravitational drag
force,3

FDF = −4πM2
∗ρ(r)

V 3
CΛ(ξ, µV rΛ)V . (16)

Treating scalar GA as the environment, V is the com-

panion’s velocity relative to the cloud, V =
∣∣∣v ∓ m

µr

∣∣∣ =
α
∣∣∣√(1 + q)x∓m

∣∣∣x−1, where the plus (minus) sign cor-

responds to counterrotating (corotating) orbit. For large
radius V is dominated by the orbit velocity v, and

ξ ≡ M∗µ
V ≈ q

√
x√

1+q
. The uncertainly of DF lies mainly

in the estimation of CΛ, which in the present problem
depends solely on the orbit radius (for circular orbit the
DF force is also expected to have a radial component [63],
it is however irrelevant to the orbit dissipation). In this
model it is given by [12]

CΛ(y) = Cin(2y) +
sin 2y

2y
− 1 , (17)

for ξ ≪ 1, here Cin(z) =
∫ z

0
(1−cos t)dt/t. Following [42]

we choose the IR regularization scale rΛ to be the cloud
size measured by r97 = x97rc (the radius encompassing
97% of the cloud mass) for orbit radius x > x97, hence

y ≡ µvrΛ =
√

1+q
x x97. The resulted dissipation power

due to DF is then

PDF = −FDF · v =
4πq2M2

α
√
1 + q

ρ(x)CΛ

√
x ≡ q2α5β√

1 + q
P(x) .

(18)
Since the nonrelativistic Coulomb scattering problem
(based on which the DF above is derived [12]) is same
for each component of the wave function of a higher

3 Note that this formula was originally derived for an infinite and
homogeneous background, here we apply it to the local scalar
field of GA as an approximation. An extension of this result for
BH moving at relativistic speeds can be found in [59, 60]. The
effects of dynamical friction on the binary in ultralight scalar
field environment have also been studied in [61, 62].
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FIG. 2. Comparison of DF power Eq. (18) with ionization
power of scalar 211 and 322 states for equatorial plane circular
orbit.

spin field, the result can be generalized simply with
ρ =McTr(Ψ

†Ψ).

Strikingly, we find that for scalar cloud this estimation
(with V ≈ v) agrees well with the ionization power cal-
culated in [44] in the overall trend and magnitude; see
Fig. 2. Indeed, the scaling form of ionization power is
the same with Eq. (18) for V ≈ v if q ≪ 1 (the result
only changes slightly at the small radius after including
the cloud velocity in DF model). This demonstrates that
the DF and the ionization model are indeed compatible,
though the DF model tends to overestimate the orbit
dissipation [especially for the corotating orbit; a smaller
value of rΛ fits better with Pion in Fig. 2, but the relative
difference is within O(1)] and without the features of dis-
continuity4, also in the ionization model the cloud is be-
ing consumed. For higher-spin field, the ionization power
has not yet been calculated, but since the difference lies
mainly in the angular mixing, we expect a similar result.

4 Such discontinuity originates from the nonzero mode-mixing be-
tween the given bound state being ionized and a continuum state
with zero wave-number [40].
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2. Accretion

If the companion is a BH, besides friction, additional
drag force arises due to its accretion of the ambient cloud.
In a uniform background of ultralight scalar field, the
force due to accretion is Facc = −Ṁ∗V with Ṁ∗ ≡ σρV .
For V > 2πM∗µ the absorption cross section can be ap-
proximated [64] as σ = A/V , where A ∼ 16πM2

∗ is the
area of BH horizon (see also [40]), while for V < 2πM∗µ

the result is σ =
32π2M3

∗µ
V 2 . The effective powers due to

accretion in the two regimes are

Pacc = 16πq2M2α2ρ(x)x−1 , (19)

and

Pacc = 32π2q3M2α2ρ(x)x−1/2 . (20)

The accretion powers from both estimations are strongly
suppressed relative to the dynamical friction as

Pacc

PDF
<
α3

CΛ
. (21)

and the effect from cloud mass loss due to accretion is
even smaller, suppressed relative to Pacc by q

2. Although
there are currently no quantitative computations for the
accretion rate of higher-spin massive bosonic fields, we
expect the result will be at the same order of magnitude.
Hence we shall neglect the companion’s mass accretion
in the following.

III. BINARY EVOLUTION

In this section we analyze the binary orbit evolution
under DC and DF. The GA is approximately rigid pro-
vided that it is off resonance and the companion’s pertur-

bation is small, |V∗/
(
−α

r

)
| ≲ q

(
x97

x

)3 ≪ 1. Therefore,
besides the extreme-mass-ratio system with q ≪ 1, this
model can also be applied to binary with larger mass
ratio so long as x is sufficiently large [65]. Since the in-
nermost stable circular orbit (ISCO) radius xisco = 6α2

of the host BH is deep inside the cloud where the binary
may subject to strong mode-mixing or even nonpertur-
bative effects, our discussion would be restricted to the
phase of orbit evolution at large radius; specifically we
would take x > 10.

The evolution of circular orbit is given by Eq. (12),
where the power function P (x) depends solely on β, α and
q, so the BH mass M only affects the overall timescale5.
At radius x, the binary GW frequency is

f = Ω/π =

[
(1 + q)1/2α3

πM

]
x−3/2 ≡ κx−3/2

= (1 + q)1/2
M⊙

M

( α

0.1

)3(10

x

)3/2

× 2Hz.

(22)

5 This is the case even if the time-dependent depleted value of β
is used, since the depletion timescale is also proportional to M .

From Eq. (12), we have

ḟ =M−5/3

[
3(1 + q)1/3

π2/3q

]
P (x)f1/3 . (23)

The deviation of P from Pgw could then be observed in
the binary GW signal or through high-precision pulsar
timing, if the companion happens to be a pulsar (PSR).
A characteristic measure for the frequency change is the
braking index, which in the case of circular orbit can be
written directly with the effective power:

nb ≡
Ω̇Ω̈

Ω̇2
=

5

3
− 2

3

xẍ

ẋ2
=

1

3
− 2

3

xP ′

P
. (24)

For P = Pgw, nb =
11
3 , while for P = PDC and assuming

an approximately constant mass depletion rate, nb = 1.
Another useful measure is the overall GW dephasing

∆Φ(t) = Φ(t)− ΦGR(t) = 2π

∫ t

0

dt′ [f(t′)− fGR(t
′)] ,

(25)
where [0, t] is the time span of an observation and fGR(t)
is given by the vacuum evolution.

A. Early Inspiral

For the companion to inspiral, the combined dissipa-
tion power from binary GW emission and the DF should
overwhelm the negative power of cloud mass depletion,
which is the case for a sufficiently small orbit radius or
cloud mass. Typically the DF power could strongly dom-
inate over PGW for small radius with x > 1, which might
lead to a considerable amount of GW dephasing and a
shorter merger time. The situation at larger radius de-
pends on the state and the cloud mass; e.g., among the
six states depicted in Fig. 3, for scalar 211, 322 and vec-
tor 2122 states there is an intermediate PGW domination
spanning a broad range of radius, followed by a transi-
tion to PDC domination at even larger radius. While for
the other states of vector and tensor atom the region of
PGW domination is negligible (for smaller cloud mass, it
is broadened). As shown by the power ratios for q ≪ 1:

PDF

Pgw
∼ β

α5
x5P(x) ,

PDC

Pgw
∼ β2p(α)

α8q
x4 , (26)

PDC is enhanced for smaller q, but suppressed for smaller
α and β relative to PDF .

B. Outspiral

Since PDC always dominates at sufficiently large ra-
dius, there would be a critical radius beyond which the
companion outspirals. The critical radii around GA in
various SR states computed with the full power model
are shown in Fig. 4. We notice that for scalar 211, 322
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FIG. 3. Upper left: the effective power |P (x)| for GA saturated in various states; the sharp dip is due to the sign change
and represents the critical radius of outspiral, and the dashed line is the vacuum power Pgw. Upper right: the corresponding
braking index, for P = Pgw, nb = 11

3
, while for P = PDC with approximately constant cloud mass, nb = 1, as shown by the

dotted lines. Lower plots depict the components of the net power for scalar 211 and vector 1011 state, where we also show
the effective power due to accretion according to the estimation Eq. (19) for the scalar GA. It is seen that accretion into the
companion could lead to much stronger cloud mass loss (gray dot-dashed line) at small orbit radius comparing to the intrinsic
mass depletion of the cloud (blue dot-dashed line), where however the orbit evolution is dominated by the DF. For this set of
parameters, µ = 4× 10−14eV (the frequency of the GW emitted from the cloud is µ/π = 19 Hz), and xISCO = 0.0054.

and vector 2122 state, the critical radius is completely
fixed by the balance between Pgw and PDC such that

xcrit =

[
64

5

q(1 + q)2α8

p(α)β2

]1/4
. (27)

For states with large p(α) (vector 1011, tensor 1022 and
tensor 2111), the critical radius is enlarged as compared
to the result without DF since Eq. (4) dives into smaller
radius where orbit dissipation is stronger. By the same
reason, this enlargement is stronger for smaller mass ra-
tio q and larger cloud mass β. For small enough β, the
critical radius is still given by Eq. (4).

The transition to PDC domination turns out to be
rather sharp. For x > xcrit (or for x < xcrit before PDF

becomes important), the power is well approximated by

Pgw + PDC ; the resulted orbit evolution is

ẋ = −Ax−3 +
B

(1 + t
τgw

)2
x , (28)

A ≡ 64

5

α8(1 + q)q

M
, B ≡ β2p(α)

M(1 + q)
.

where β is the cloud mass ratio at some initial time. With
x(0) = x0, this equation admits an analytical solution :

x4(t) =e
−

4Bτ2
gw

t+τgw

{
16ABτ2gw

[
Ei

(
4Bτ2gw
t+ τgw

)
− Ei(4Bτgw)

]

+ e4Bτgw
(
4Aτgw + x40

)}
− 4A(t+ τgw) , (29)

describing both inspiral and outspiral, where Ei(x) =

−
∫∞
−x
dz e−z

z is the exponential integral. In timescale
much shorter than τgw, β is approximately constant and



7

this simplifies to

x(t) =

[(
x40 −

A

B

)
e4Bt +

A

B

]1/4
. (30)

The corresponding GW phase is given by

Φ(t) = 2π

∫ t

0

dt′f(t′) = −4πκ

3B

2F1

(
3
8 ,

3
8 ;

11
8 ; −Ae−4Bt′

Bx4
0−A

)
e3Bt′/2(x40 −A/B)3/8

∣∣∣∣∣∣
t

0

,

(31)

where κ ≡ (1+q)1/2α3

πM . If the orbit evolution is purely
driven by cloud depletion, this simplifies to

Φ(t) = − 4πκ

3Bx
3/2
0

(e−3Bt/2 − 1) . (32)

While for ordinary binary inspiral with B = 0, the phase

is ΦGR(t) = 4πκ
[(
4At+ x40

)5/8 − x
5/2
0

]
/(5A).

a. Secular Evolution Once the companion outspi-
rals, it will not return until a sufficient depletion of
the cloud. To track the long-term orbit evolution, we
must inspect on the full solution Eq. (29). For outspiral,
since x(t) < x0e

Bt, the cumulated orbit radius change

∆x < x0(e
Bt − 1). Since B = β

τgw(1+q) , this means

roughly that the fractional orbit radius change after time
τgw cannot be larger than β. We find this is actually a
good estimation for the maximum value of (x − x0)/x0
attainable during the outspiral. For large orbit radius
Eq. (29) is well approximated by

x(t) ≈
[
−4A(t+ τgw) + e

4Bτgw
1+τgw/t (4Aτgw + x40)

]1/4
,

(33)
i.e., without the exponential integrals, and for sufficiently
large x0 this indeed approaches to x0(1 + β). Also from
this approximation we can find a good estimation for the
maximum time of outspiral,

tmax ≈
[
−1− 2Bτgw +

√
B(4τgw + x40/A)

]
τgw. (34)

At large radius the time of outspiral can be much longer
than τgw, though it would still be a “transient” phase
comparing with the subsequent inspiral.

As a concrete example, we consider the orbit evolution
around GA in scalar 211 state; the results are shown in
Fig. 5. It is seen that for large radius the timescale of
outspiral can even be comparable with the timescale of
the growth of 322 state, which might bring the outspiral
to an early end since the 322 state decays much slower
than the 211 state, though an accurate description of
such processes awaits for more detailed investigations.

b. Constraint on Resonances Since the binary orbit
during outspiral undergoes little frequency change, this
also implies that resonance event is unlikely to take place
during the outspiral. For example, the resonance between

scalar 211 and 21-1 states, a hyperfine transition, is at
radius

x∗ =

[
144(1 + q)

χ2

]1/3
α−2. (35)

For this transition to happen we require at least that
x∗ < xcrit, which translates into a maximum cloud mass
before the resonance

βmax = 0.13χ4/3(1 + q)1/3q1/2α8p−1/2. (36)

For q = 10−3 and χ = 4α, βmax = 1.3× 10−3 if α = 0.1
while βmax = 5× 10−6 if α = 0.01.
Similar constraints can be put on the other possible

transitions. The leading quadrupole transitions for the
scalar 322 state are the Bohr transitions (n′ ̸= n) to 200
and 100, fine transition (n′ = n, l′ ̸= l) to 300, and the
hyperfine transition (n′ = n, l′ = l, j′ = j, m′ ̸= m)
to 320. For vector 1011 state there are only Bohr transi-
tions to 321-1,322-1,323-1 and 3233 (and higher n states),
similarly for tensor 1022 state to 3200, 3210, 3220, 3230,
3240 and 3244; for vector 2122 state, the Bohr transitions
to e.g., 3100, 4320, 3110, 4330, 3120, 4340 and 4344, and
(hyper)fine transitions to 2100, 2110 and 2120 are possi-
ble. As pointed out in [66], the resonant orbit frequency
for Bohr transition ∼ O(µα2), corresponding to the orbit
radius x ∼ O((1+q)1/3), which might invalidate the per-
turbative model of GA, so we consider only the fine and
hyperfine transitions at larger radius, which are depicted
in Fig. 4. We find that βmax decreases with decreasing
mass ratio q and for hyperfine transitions also with de-
creasing α.
In this discussion we have neglected the companion-

induced corrections to ωI of the SR state. As noted by
[45] such corrections are negative. Hence for a given BH
spin there is a critical radius below which the effective
value of ωI turns negative and the cloud gets reabsorbed
from mixings with decaying modes. Actually for a satu-
rated state by definition ωI = 0, the cloud reabsorption
is unavoidable, the strength of such effect is proportional
to the perturbing potential V∗ so it is less important at
large radius, especially for SR ground state which does
not mix with the relatively fast-decaying lower-l states in
the leading quadrupole order.

IV. OBSERVABILITY

We proceed to assess the detectability of the cloud-
induced DC and DF effects (namely P − Pgw) on the
orbit phase evolution. We focus on the direct observa-
tion of outspiral and the detecting threshold in the case
of BH-PSR binary. From Eq. (22) it can be seen that
for a BH with M > 104M⊙, the signal for radius x > 10
and α ∼ O(0.1) is typically lower than the observation
window (10−4, 10−1) Hz of the space-borne gravitational-
wave interferometers. If the host BH of the cloud is
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FIG. 4. Critical radius of outspiral, in the presence (solid lines) or absence (dashed lines) of dynamical friction. The short
horizontal lines are the radii of fine and hyperfine resonances (for saturated BH spin a = 4α/m in the m state): 211 to 21-1
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FIG. 5. Orbit evolution during outspiral around GA in the
scalar 211 state for various initial radii. The solid line corre-
sponds to the full solution Eq. (29), the dashed line for the
approximated solution Eq. (33), and the dotted line for the
vacuum solution without mass depletion. The approximation
Eq. (34) for the maximum time of outspiral is shown in solid

vertical line. The two dashed vertical lines are t = ∆t+τ
(322)
I

and ∆t + 2τ
(322)
I , respectively. Here τ

(322)
I is the instability

timescale of 322 state under saturated BH spin of 211 state,
and ∆t = (1 − α/β)τgw is approximately the time interval
between the initial time of outspiral and the onset of 211 sat-
uration.

lighter, however, the effect of DF and DC may be ob-
served directly in the sensitive band of GW detectors,
once such an event is detected.

For a very small mass ratio, q ≪ 1, such as an inter-
mediate mass ratio (10−2 < q < 10−4) or extreme mass
ratio (q < 10−4) binary system, PDF /Pgw is insensitive
to q, while PDC is enhanced by q−1. For mass ratio as
large as q ∼ 1, our model is valid only for x ≫ 1, where
DF is expected to be unimportant. In an ordinary bi-
nary, the companion can be a stellar mass object with
M∗ = 0.1 ∼ 100M⊙. But we can also consider the pos-

sibility of the companion being a very light primordial
black hole (PBH). Note that if the mass of the PBH is
too small, its own mass loss through Hawking evapora-
tion may also need to be taken into account [67].

There are no fundamental restrictions on the values of
α and β except that β should be smaller than its ini-
tial saturated value, but α cannot be too small if we re-
quire a finite formation time of the cloud perhaps within
the binary lifetime, for that we shall impose τI < 106yr.
On the other hand, the maximum value of α would be
limited if we require a sufficiently long cloud depletion
time. τgw should be much larger than τI , moreover, in
[37] the bound τgw(Mc = Mc,0) > 108yr was adopted
to guarantee the stability of the cloud in astrophysical
timescale. But the mass depletion could continue within
a time much longer than τgw, just leading to smaller ex-
isting cloud mass. In the following we consider a relaxed
bound with τgw(Mc =Mβ) > 104 yr, demonstrating how
the detectable parameter space is squeezed by the re-
quirement of a minimum depletion timescale.

A. Observing the Outspiral

By requiring that f(xcrit) > 10−4 Hz we can estimate
the mass range of the bosonic particle for which the out-
spiral can possibly be observed by the space-borne GW
detectors such as LISA and Taiji. The results are pre-
sented in Fig. 6, where we can see that the mass range
of µ for a given BH mass shrinks for larger M , the lower
bound corresponds to f(xcrit) = 10−4 Hz and the upper
bound comes from the constraints on xcrit and τgw, the
latter being more stringent. The parameter space of vec-
tor 1011 and tensor 1022 states largely coincide, since
they have a similar depletion rate. As shown in the last
section, the critical radius of outspiral is typically given
by Eq. (4):

x4crit ∝ α8τ2gwp(α) =M2β−2p−1α8. (37)
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Assuming a fixed value for the BH mass, for given τgw
and α, the critical radius increases with p. But for given
xcrit and β, α decreases with p. Then since the depletion
rate of vector and tensor SR ground state for same α is
larger than that of scalar, the minimum mass of vector
or tensor boson supporting outspiral around the same
host BH at given orbit frequency is lighter. On the other
hand, for fixed τgw and β, the mass of vector or tensor
boson is also lighter than the scalar boson.

B. Pulsar Timing Detection

If the companion is a pulsar, pulsar timing provides an
accurate way to measure the orbit evolution [45, 53, 66,
68]. For definiteness, we choose the benchmark values
M∗ = 1.6M⊙. The detection threshold is [68]

|Φ(t)− ΦGR(t)| > 4πσ(t), (38)

with the uncertainty of phase measurement approxi-
mately given by

σ(t) =
1√

⌈t/1 day⌉
Tp

min (tobs, t)
, (39)

where ⌈⌉ is the ceiling function, tobs the observation time
per day and Tp the pulse period of the pulsar. The time
span of observation t cannot exceed the duty time of the
radio telescope, and it would also be shorter than the
merger time if the companion undergoes an inspiral.

Assuming a large enough orbit evolution timescale, we
only expect to observe the quadratic phase change ∆Φ ≈
2π
[
f0t+

1
2 (ḟ)0t

2
]
, where

(ḟ)0 =M−5/3

[
3(1 + q)1/3

π2/3q

]
P (x0)f

1/3
0 . (40)

The detectable regions of (M,µ) for scalar 211 and vector
1011 states are presented in Figs. 7 and 8 for a fiducial
set of parameters, where we show the results with or
without DF; generally the upper bound comes from the
constraint on τgw. DF turns out to be also relevant in
this low-frequency regime and signifies inspiral, since for
outspiral the DF only reduces ∆Φ. The other part of the
detectable region does not depend on the DF, and could
be either outspiral or inspiral. For P ≈ PDC + Pgw, the
condition of detection is explicitly given by

β2p

M(1 + q)
>

8σ

3t2f0
. (41)

Then for outspiral, again, the minimum detectable boson
mass in the vector case is lighter than the scalar case
for given β and BH mass, and a more massive BH can
probe lighter bosons. Also in the case, since σ ∼ t−1/2,
the minimum detectable boson mass for a given binary is
determined by (t5/2β2f0)

−1, but a higher orbit frequency
f0 will be more constrained by the assumption x0 > 10.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOKS

We have investigated the orbit evolution of a binary
system containing a gravitational atom, based on a more
comprehensive model for the binary’s off-resonant orbit
dynamics taking into account both the dynamical friction
and the intrinsic mass depletion of the boson cloud. In
this modeling, GA of spin-0, -1 and -2 bosons are treated
on equal footing, which enable us to contrast the differ-
ences of the binary’s effective dissipative power for the
different SR states.
One of our main motivations is to quantify the impor-

tance of the cloud mass depletion at large radius, which
are relevant for early phase of binary evolution and also
the resonance events. We find that DF could typically
dominate at the small radius. But unless the GA is in
the vector or tensor SR ground state with large enough
cloud mass, the critical radius of outspiral is determined
by the balance between cloud mass depletion and binary
GW emission. By requiring the fine and hyperfine reso-
nances to happen only during inspiral, upper limits are
imposed on the cloud mass before the resonance, which
for example can already be small for typical model pa-
rameters of the scalar 211 to 21-1 transition. We present
an exact solution for the circular orbit evolution under
PDC +Pgw, showing that for binary system with a small
mass ratio, even a small cloud mass could significantly
slow down the inspiral process, or for a large enough
cloud mass make the companion outspiral. This implies
that not only the cloud mass depletion itself, but also
the DC effects on the orbit evolution may need to be
considered for a reasonable estimation of the cloud mass.
Comparing with the scalar SR state, the depletion

rates of vector and tensor SR state are considerably larger
for given α, leading to a smaller critical radius for out-
spiral, but the maximum value of α is also more severely
constrained from the depletion time consideration. We
estimate the detectability of outspiral in the sensitive
band of space-borne GW detectors and also the pulsar-
timing detection threshold for general process, finding
that the minimum detectable boson mass is lighter for a
heavier host BH, and without DF the detectable vector
or tensor boson mass is lighter than the scalar case. The
inclusion of DF leads to additional detectable parameter
space corresponding to inspiral.
Our discussions are focused on circular orbit on the

GA’s equatorial plane, but as elaborated in Appendix C,
this model can be extended straightforwardly to more
general orbits. For larger orbit eccentricity both PDF

and Pgw are boosted relative to PDC ; this has two im-
plications: (i) the critical orbit frequency of outspiral
becomes lower, mainly due to the increased Pgw, (ii)
DF becomes more important at given orbit frequency,
hence the observable parameter space of DF would be
enlarged (though DF is still expected to be insignificant
in the PDC-dominated phase since it tends to decrease
exponentially with the orbit radius). Moreover, for el-
liptic orbit the cloud’s gravity leads to additional effects
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FIG. 6. Region of BH mass and bosonic particle mass satisfying f(xcrit) > 10−4Hz and xcrit > 10 for given binary mass ratio
q and β/α. The regions with black boundary are the results after imposing the constraints τgw > 104 yr and τI < 106 yr. The
blue dashed line corresponds to α = 0.2.
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from vacuum orbit evolution is detectable via pulsar timing for f0 = 10−5 Hz, tobs = 10 h and Tp = 1 ms, the constraints
τgw > 104 yr and τI < 106 yr are also imposed. We have checked that throughout this parameter space, f0

(ḟ)0
≪ t, so the

quadratic approximation to the phase change is valid. The right figure is a close-up for the detectable parameter space of
scalar 211 GA (with DF) with different cloud mass, where the black solid line is the contour of τgw = 105 yr (the upper one
corresponds to smaller β) and the blue dashed (dotted) lines correspond to α = 0.2 (0.5).

of orbit precession. We have also neglected the possible
matter accretion of the cloud’s host BH from the back-
ground environment [53], which would compete with the
mass loss due to cloud mass depletion but may also lead
to a larger cloud mass [69].

Besides the GW emitted by the binary orbit motion,
the GW emitted by the cloud, typically at higher fre-
quency and even larger amplitude (see Fig. 3) may also
be detectable [57, 70]. A joint detection of the binary GW
and cloud GW would be a distinctive signature of such

systems, and would help to break the degeneracy of the
mass change predicted by other scenarios. Finally, even
for the mass change within GA there are still other pos-
sibilities; e.g., for complex bosonic fields the cloud may
have negligible GW emission [25], while self-interaction
of the bosonic fields may lead to additional mass loss [71],
which could enrich the phenomenology discussed above.

In view of these, we hope to return to this subject in
the future with a systematic investigation of the general
orbits taking into account the environmental accretion



11

M=100

M=1000

M=10000

-15.5 -15.0 -14.5 -14.0 -13.5 -13.0 -12.5 -12.0
-8

-7

-6

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

log10μ/eV

lo
g 1
0
β

M*=1.6, t=1 yr,

f0=10
-5Hz

M=100

M=1000

M=10000

-15.5 -15.0 -14.5 -14.0 -13.5 -13.0 -12.5 -12.0
-8

-7

-6

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

log10μ/eV

lo
g 1
0
β
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effects, the cloud ionization and possibly other mass loss
mechanisms, and the effects on the GW waveforms [59,
72–81].
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Appendix A: Wave Function of Gravitational Atom

The orthonormalized wave functions of states |nljm⟩
are given by

Ψnljm(t, r) = Rnl(r)Yljm(θ, ϕ)e−i(ωnljm−µ)t , (A1)

where Rnl(r) ≡ r
3/2
c Rnl(x) (with x ≡ r/rc) is the hydro-

genic radial function:

Rnl(x) =

√(
2

n

)3
(n− l − 1)!

2n(n+ l)!

(
2x

n

)l

e−
x
nL2l+1

n−l−1

(
2x

n

)
,

(A2)
For scalar fields, the angular function of mode |nlm⟩ is
given by the spherical harmonics Ylm(θ, ϕ). For vector
field, the angular function of mode |nljm⟩ is given by

the purely orbital vector spherical harmonics [82]:

Y i
ljm =

l∑
ml=−l

1∑
ms=−1

⟨(1,ms) , (l,ml) | j,m⟩ ξms
i Ylml

(θ, ϕ) ,

(A3)
where ξ0 = ez, ξ

±1 = ∓ 1√
2
(ex ± iey) is a set of or-

thonormal polarization basis and ⟨(1,ms) , (l,ml) | j,m⟩
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. For tensor fields, the
angular function of mode |nljm⟩ is given by the purely
orbital spin-2 tensor spherical harmonics [54]:

Y ik
ljm =

l∑
ml=−l

2∑
ms=−2

⟨(2,ms) , (l,ml) | j,m⟩ tms

ik Ylml
(θ, ϕ) ,

(A4)

with tms

ik =
∑1

m1,m2=−1⟨(1,m1) , (1,m2) | 2,ms⟩ξm1
i ξm2

k .
The analytical results for the spectra ωnl(j)m of spin-0,
-1, -2 GA (which are accurate for small α) can be found
in [36, 54]. The velocity of a Schrödinger field Ψ = |Ψ|eis
is given by u = 1

µ∇s = i
2µ|Ψ|2 (Ψ∇Ψ∗ − Ψ∗∇Ψ). For

scalar state, s ∝ mϕ, so u = m
µr sin θeϕ. For vector and

tensor state with azimuthal quantum numberm, the field
components Ψi ∝ eimiϕ generally have distinct values of
mi.
In the nonrelativistic Newtonian limit, the system can

be described by the Lagrangian (neglecting self-gravity)

L =

Mc

µ
Tr

[
1

2

(
iΨ†Ψ̇+ c.c.

)
− 1

2µ
∇Ψ† · ∇Ψ+

α

r
|Ψ|2

]
,

(A5)
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which leads to the Schrödinger equation for each field
component. But the energy-momentum tensor should be
obtained from the relativistic Lagrangian. The equations
of motion for massive scalar, vector and spin-2 field read

□ϕ = µ2ϕ ,

□Ab −RcbA
c = µ2Ab ,

□Hab + 2RacbdH
cd = µ2Hab ,

(A6)

with Ab
;b = 0 and Hab

;a = Ha
a = 0, in the nonrelativistic

limit A0, H0b ≈ 0. For the scalar field, the nonrelativistic
ansatz corresponds to

ϕ =

√
Mc

µ

1√
2µ

(Ψe−iµt + c.c.) (A7)

for the Proca field,

Ai =

√
Mc

µ

1√
2µ

(Ψie
−iµt + c.c.) (A8)

and for the massive spin-2 field,

Hij =

√
Mc

µ

1√
2µ

(Ψije
−iµt + c.c.) (A9)

[corresponding to the Fierz-Pauli Lagrangian with mass
term 1

2µ
2(H2 − HabH

ab)]. In the non-relativistic limit
and in a nearly flat spacetime background, the energy
density is then given by ρ = T00 = McTr(ΨΨ∗) = Mc

r3c
g,

with g = R2
nl(x)Tr(YljmY

∗
ljm). Due to axisymmetry, the

mass quadrupole moment of the cloud is given by Īij =
Qc(ẑiẑj − 1

3δij) where ẑ is the direction of BH spin, with

Qc =

∫
d3rρ(r)r2P2(cos θ). (A10)

For scalar 211 state (same as vector 2122 and tensor
2133 state), g = 1

64x
2e−x sin2 θ and Qc = −6Mcr

2
c . For

scalar 322 state, g = x4e−
2x
3 sin4 θ

26244π and Qc = −36Mcr
2
c .

For the scalar 433 state, g = e−
x
2 x6 sin6 θ

37748736π and Qc =

−120Mcr
2
c . For vector 1011 state (same as tensor 1022

state), g = 1
π e

−2x and Qc = 0. For tensor 2111 state,

g = 13−cos 2θ
1280π x2e−x and Qc = − 3

5Mcr
2
c .

Since the spatial gradients of the field are nonrelativis-
tically suppressed, the other components of the energy-
momentum tensor are approximately given by Ti0 = 0,

Tij =
δij
2

[
(ϕ̇)2 − µ2ϕ2

]
,

Tij =
δij
2

[
(Ȧk)

2 − µ2(Ak)
2
]
−
[
ȦiȦj − µ2AiAj

]
,

Tij =
δij
2

[
(Ḣkl)

2 − µ2(Hkl)
2
]
− 2

[
ḢikḢkj − µ2HikHkj

]
,

(A11)

for scalar, Proca and spin-2 field, respectively. These
components oscillate at frequency 2µ and would source
metric perturbations oscillating at the same frequency.
Note that the binary orbit frequency Ω = nµ corresponds
to the orbit radius x = [(1+q)α4/n2]1/3, which for α≪ 1
is much smaller than the Bohr radius; hence the possible
orbit resonance from these oscillating metric perturba-
tions is irrelevant in the perturbative regime of GA.

Appendix B: Correction to Mc and Pgw

The effect of mass depletion on the binary dynam-
ics originates from the cloud’s gravitational force on the
companion. As leading order approximation we consider
only the Newtonian potential of the cloud in a flat back-
ground (since the other linear metric perturbations are
already negligible for x ≳ 10). Due to axisymmetry,
the Newtonian potential sourced by the cloud can be ex-
panded in terms of the Legendre polynomials:

Φ(r, θ) =

∞∑
n=0

Φn(r)Pn(cos θ) , (B1)

where

Φn(r) =− 2π

(n+ 1/2)rn+1

∫ r

0

(r′)n+2ρn (r
′) dr′

− 2πrn

n+ 1/2

∫ ∞

r

(r′)1−nρn (r
′) dr′ ,

(B2)

and

ρn(r) = (n+ 1/2)

∫ π

0

ρ(r, θ)Pn(cos θ) sin θdθ . (B3)

Including the cloud’s gravity, the binary potential energy
is

Ep =M∗Φ− M∗M

r
, (B4)

so we can define an effective cloud mass6

M̃c = −Φr . (B5)

For θ = π/2, Φ(r, θ) = Φ(r), the results for several states
are depicted in Fig. 9. It can be seen that the deviation
of M̃c from Mc is small. Interestingly, for a nonspherical
state M̃c/Mc is not a monotonic function of radius.

6 Here we are using the local approximation Φr ≈ const. Another
approximation could be M̃c = r2er · ∇Φ. Since we assume a
Keplerian orbit in the leading order, M̃c−Mc is treated as a small
perturbation, so its contribution to the binary orbital energy is
negligible (otherwise even for the equatorial plane circular orbit
we need to use a modified Keplerian relation). M̃c then mainly
affects PDC , the difference between these two approximations is
significant only at very small orbit radius, where the DC effect
is negligible.
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FIG. 9. Effective cloud mass experienced by the companion.

Since M̃c depends on radius, d
dtM̃c =

M̃c

Mc
Ṁc+( M̃c

Mc
),xẋ,

but the second contribution is negligible since it is a
second-order effect due to orbit evolution. From the
mass change of the cloud, the binary GW radiation power

Pgw = 1
5
˙̇ ˙̄I ij

˙̇ ˙̄I ij receives a correction via the change of bi-

nary mass quadrupole7 Iij = M∗
1+qxixj with q = M∗

M+M̃c
,

but we have checked that it is completely negligible for
any reasonable parameters.

The gravity of the cloud could also affect the binary’s
GW emission; this is particularly relevant for an extreme-
mas-ratio system with sufficiently small orbit radius or
large cloud mass, which has been recently investigated in
[83] for a circular binary around a complex scalar cloud.

Appendix C: General Orbit

In this appendix we outline the Newtonian analysis
for a general inclined elliptical orbit, neglecting the pos-
sible precession of the orbit plane. In the untilted BH-
centered frame (x, y, z) with the z axis parallel to the
BH spin, the companion’s coordinate position is (r, θ, ϕ),
and we denote its position in the tilted BH-centered
frame (X,Y, Z) with rotated X axis and Z axis paral-
lel to the orbit normal to be (r, i, φ + φ0), where i is
the orbit plane’s inclination angle (relative to the BH’s
equatorial plane), φ the true anomaly, and φ0 the longi-
tude of the periastron on the orbit plane. The two sets
of coordinates are related by cos θ = sin i cos(φ0 + φ),

sin θ =
√

sin2(φ0 + φ) + cos2 i cos2(φ0 + φ), and tanϕ =

sec i tan(φ0 +φ). The cloud’s density distribution in the
orbit plane is then given by ρ(r, θ(φ)).

7 The use of quadrupole formula even in the case of time-varying
mass is not strictly justified, but this problem is irrelevant for
the very slow mass depletion considered here.

For elliptical orbit, the convenient parametrization is

r =
a(1− e2)

1 + e cosφ
= a(1− e cos z), z − e sin z = Ωt,

(C1)
where a is the semimajor axis, e the eccentricity, and
z ∈ [0, 2π] the eccentricity anomaly. The orbit velocity,
energy and angular momentum are given, respectively,
by

v = aΩ

√
1 + e cos z

1− e cos z
, (C2)

E/µ = −Mtot

2a
, (C3)

L/µ =
√
Mtota(1− e2) , (C4)

with Mtot = M1 + M2, µ = M1M2/Mtot (in this ap-
pendix µ refers to the binary’s reduced mass, instead of

the boson mass), and the Kepler relation Ω =
√

Mtot

a3 .

The radial and azimuthal velocity are, respectively,

vr =

√
Mtot

a(1− e2)
e sinφ, vφ =

√
Mtota(1− e2)

r
.

(C5)
In the absence of mass variation, the orbit evolves ac-

cording to

−Ė = Pgw + PDF , L̇ = (L̇)gw + (L̇)DF , (C6)

leading to evolution of the osculating orbit elements a
and e. For a perturbing (relative) acceleration of the
two-body F = Fφeφ + Frer + Fzez (where ez is perpen-
dicular to the orbit plane) acted on the system, the orbit
evolution is given by [84]

ȧ

a
=

2

Ω

{
e sinφ

a
√
1− e2

Fr +

√
1− e2

r
Fφ

}
, (C7a)

ė =

√
1− e2

aΩ
{(cosφ+ cos z)Fφ + sinφFr} , (C7b)

φ̇0 =

√
1− e2

aeΩ

{[
1 +

r

a(1− e2)

]
sinφFφ − cosφFr

}
.

(C7c)

1. Dynamical Friction

For a general friction force parallel to the velocity,
µF = Fv/v, the secular evolution is〈
ȧ

a

〉
=

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dz
F
µ

√
a

Mtot
2
√
1− e2 cos2 z, (C8a)

⟨ė⟩ = 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dz
F
µ

√
a

Mtot

2(1− e2)(cos z − e cos2 z)√
1− e2 cos2 z

,

(C8b)
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while for F(φ) = F(−φ), ⟨φ̇0⟩ = 0; hence the dynam-
ical friction does not contribute to the periastron shift
if ρ(φ) = ρ(−φ), e.g., for i = 0. For elliptic orbit we
define the effective power by ẋa = − 2

qMα2P (xa)x
2
a with

xa = a/rc. The generalization of DF power (18) to ellip-
tical orbit is

PDF (e, i)

PDF (e = 0, i = 0)
=

∫ 2π

0
dz xCΛ(x)

√
1− e2 cos2 z g(x, θ)

2πxaCΛ(xa) g(xa, π/2)
.

(C9)
For PDF , orbit inclination relative to the equatorial
plane leads to reduced cloud mass density along the or-
bit for nonspherical states, we consider in the follow-
ing i = 0. A larger eccentricity, on the other hand,
means that the companion dives into a denser region
of the cloud and hence PDF could increase. For high
eccentricity or large orbit radius, the ratio (C9) is sig-
nificant and we find that PDF (e) is mainly determined
by g(xa(1 − e)), i.e., the cloud density at the perias-
tron. Similarly, the accretion effect is proportional to
the cloud density and subjects to the same suppression
as the circular case (note that accretion is irrelevant if
the companion is not a BH). Since the DF decreases
exponentially at large radius, it is still not important
for the outspiral phase; however, the binary GW power
Pgw(xa, e) = Pgw(xa, e = 0)f(e) is boosted by the Peters-

Mathews factor f(e) = 37e4/96+73e2/24+1

(1−e2)7/2
, pushing the

outspiral phase to a lower orbit frequency. At small ra-
dius, the DF could significantly modify the eccentricity
evolution; the same as the effective power we find that
⟨ė⟩DF

⟨ė⟩gw ∝ βα−5, where ⟨ė⟩gw is the contribution from bi-

nary GW emission. At large radius, ⟨ė⟩ = ⟨ė⟩gw, which
could nevertheless give some corrections to the result of
secular evolution for circular orbit discussed in the main
text. As a concrete example we show the effective pow-
ers together with the changing rate of eccentricity for the
vector 1011 state in Fig. 10.

2. Cloud Mass Depletion

For a binary with time-varying mass, in the absence

of dissipation, µr̈ = −M1(t)M2(t)
r3 r; hence L/µ = r2φ̇ is

conserved, for circular orbit this leads to ṙ = − Ṁtot

Mtot
r. A

more careful treatment [85–87] assuming the mass loss is
isotropic (i.e., the mass change itself does not carry away
linear momentum) would show that the mass change

manifests as a perturbing acceleration FDC = − 1
2
Ṁtot

Mtot
v,

and its contribution to the effective power reads PDC =
qα2

2(1+q)xa
Ṁ1. For circular orbit with Ṁ2 = 0 this corre-

sponds to the average loss rate of orbital angular momen-
tum:

(L̇)DC =
M2

2

M
3/2
tot

Ṁ1

√
r , (C10)

which is negligible only for q ≪ 1. In comparison, if L
remains constant during the process of mass change, the
resulted effective power is

P (x) =
qα2

2(1 + q)x
[Ṁ1(1 + 2q) + Ṁ2(1 + 2q−1)] . (C11)

As seen from Eq. (C7), the isotropic mass change (aver-
aged over time) affects neither the eccentricity evolution
nor the periastron precession. But for inclined elliptical
orbit, the gravity of the cloud can lead to both periastron
and orbit plane precession (for a non-spherical state such
as scalar 211), unrelated to the cloud mass depletion.

3. Ionization and Resonance

Finally we briefly discuss how to incorporate the mass
depletion in the ionization and resonance dynamics. If
we identify the DF with ionization, the orbit dynam-
ics can be set up using the ionization model of [40],
but the orbit eccentricity and inclination introduce ad-
ditional complexities [48]. For simplicity, we consider
only the equatorial plane circular orbit and the ioniza-
tion of a single bound mode. The cloud mass changes

as Ṁc = −Pgw,c − Ṁ∗ −Mc

∑
g

[
µ|η|2
k Θ(k2)

]
g
, where η

is the mixing matrix element between the single bound
state being ionized and the continuum state with wave
number k(g) and azimuthal quantum number m′ = m+g

satisfying (k(g))2

2µ = −µ α2

2n2 ± gΩ (± stands for corotating

or counterrotating orbit; here we adopt Ω > 0), the or-
bit angular momentum changes due to ionization accord-

ing to (L̇)ion = ∓Mc

∑
g(m + g)

[
|η|2
k Θ(k2)

]
g
. Together

with the cloud’s angular momentum Sc =
mMc

µ , and us-

ing the angular momentum balance L̇± (Ṡc+
m
µ Pgw,c) =

−Pgw

Ω + (L̇)ion + (L̇)DC (assuming the accretion process

giving rise to Ṁ∗ does not change the total angular mo-
mentum), the contribution to the effective power from

ionization and Ṁ∗ is [40]

Pion(x) =McΩ
∑
g

g

[
|η|2

k
Θ(k2)

]
g

+
MΩ

α
Ṁ∗

[
(2 + q)

√
x

2(1 + q)3/2
∓m

]
,

(C12)

The first term in the second line is same as Eq. (C11)

for Ṁ1 = 0, since here the contribution of cloud mass to
the binary orbital energy is neglected. For small mass
ratio and large orbit radius, the second line is nothing
but Ṁ∗v

2, see also Sec. II B 2.
For the orbit evolution during resonance (again re-

stricting to equatorial plane circular orbit and neglecting
the ionization and accretion), from angular momentum
balance the orbit evolution is given by

ẋ = (ẋ)others ∓ 2(1 + q)1/2q−1αx1/2M−2([Ṡc]eff + J̇)
(C13)
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FIG. 10. Changing rate of eccentricity (left) and effective power (right) versus x = a/rc, for saturated vector 1011 state with
q = 0.01, α = 0.03, and β = 0.01, using the DF model (16). In the right figure, the dashed lines correspond to PDC −PDF and

the solid lines correspond to PDC . For PDC , we use for simplicity M̃c = Mc; the relative difference is within O(1) for x > 1.

(where the contribution of Ṁ to L has been neglected).
Here (ṙ)others includes all effects other than the cloud-
orbit angular momentum exchange, J = M2χ is the
BH spin, the angular momentum of the cloud Sc =
Mc

µ

∑
imi |ci|2 evolves according to iċi = Hijcj , with the

mixing Hamiltonian Hij = ⟨Ψi|V∗|Ψj⟩+ω(i)δij . [Ṡc]eff is

Ṡc with the contribution from cloud depletion removed.
The mass and angular momentum conservation of the

SR process imply that Ṁ +
∑

i 2ω
(i)
I Mc|ci|2 = 0 and

J̇ +
∑

i 2ω
(i)
I

Mc

µ mi|ci|2 = 0. For hyperfine transitions

the variation of BH mass and spin can be important for
the mode evolution [48]. Due to its long timescale, the
cloud mass depletion is not expected to play any roles
in the “quantum dynamics” of ci which is mainly driven
by the oscillating gravitational perturbation, but its or-
bit effect through PDC may still be relevant; e.g., for a
sufficiently large cloud mass, the orbit evolution before
the resonance would be modified.
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