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We revisit kinetic relaxation and soliton/Boson star nucleation in fuzzy scalar dark matter fea-
turing short-ranged self-interactions Hint = −λ|ψ|4/2m2, alongside gravitational self-interactions.
We map out the full curve of nucleation timescale for both repulsive (λ < 0) and attractive (λ > 0)
short-ranged self-interaction strength, and in doing so reveal two new points. Firstly, besides the
two usual terms, ∝ G2 and ∝ λ2, in the total relaxation rate Γrelax, there is an additional cross term
∝ Gλ arising due to interference between gravitational and short-ranged self-interaction scattering
amplitudes. This yields a critical repulsive interaction strength λcr ≃ −2πGm2/v20 , at which the
relaxation rate is smallest and serves as the transition point between typical net attractive self-
interaction (λ ≳ λcr), and net repulsive self-interaction (−λ ≳ −λcr). Secondly, while in the net
attractive regime, nucleation time scale is similar to inverse relaxation time scale τnuc ∼ Γ−1

relax, in
the net repulsive regime nucleation occurs at a delayed time τnuc ∼ (λ/λcr)Γ

−1
relax. We confirm our

analytical understanding by performing 3D field simulations with varying average mass density ρ̄,
box size L and grid size N .
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I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the nature of dark matter (DM) is one
of the main quests of modern cosmology. It could be
multi-faceted in the sense that there are many degrees
of freedom in the whole dark sector, for instance the
String theory Axiverse [1–3] or other confined sector(s)
(e.g. see [4, 5], and also [6]). Or it could be that there
is a dominant degree of freedom, such as the QCD
axion [7–12], that comprises all (or most) of the dark
matter. Furthermore, while the DM appears to interact
only gravitationally with the Standard Model degrees
of freedom (or very weakly if it does otherwise), it can
still have appreciable non-gravitational self-interactions
(nGSI) besides the usual gravitational self-interactions
(GSI). Such is the case even for the above mentioned
examples.

For bosonic particles (of any integer spin) and high
enough occupation numbers, which is indeed the case
for particle masses below a few eV, classical description
of the associated field suffices and the dynamics is de-
scribed by a non-linear Schrödinger equation in the non-
relativistic regime. The non-linear Schrödinger equa-
tion entails novel wave dynamics owing to the de-Broglie
scale becoming manifestly important. As a few exam-
ples, suppression of structure on small scales [13, 14],
turbulence [15], superradiance [16], vortices [17], bound
states called solitons/Bose stars [17–28], interference pat-
terns [28–30], field correlation scales depending upon the
nature of self-interaction [31], etc. For comprehensive
recent reviews in the case of scalar DM, see [32, 33].
Of particular interest to us in this paper, is the

phenomenon of kinetic relaxation and associated nucle-
ation of Bose stars within a bath of DM waves [34–42].
The term “kinetic” implies two key aspects: (a) The
self-interactions in the field are small, allowing wave
modes to freely evolve (at leading order) with the
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non-relativistic dispersion relation ωk = k2/2m. This
enables a kinetic treatment of the mode occupation
number function; (b) the size of the ‘box’ (∼ the size of
a DM halo for practical purposes), is much larger than
the typical fluctuation scale ℓdB ∼ π/k̄ ∼ π/(mv0) in
the bath of DM waves. The process of kinetic relaxation
is attributed to these self-interactions of the DM field
which although small, over large time scales τrelax ≫ ω−1

k̄
drive the occupation number function to develop in-
creasing support towards smaller wavenumbers k → 0.
See [34] and [41] for a relevant discussion for the cases
of point-like quartic self-interactions and gravitational
self-interactions respectively. Once enough particles
condense into lower momentum states, their collective
net attractive self-interaction becomes strong enough
to counter balance their wave pressure resulting in the
nucleation of a Bose star.

In this paper, we focus on investigating kinetic relax-
ation and subsequent Bose star nucleation for a single
scalar Schrödinger field with both GSI and point-like
quartic nGSI. Employing wave-kinetic Boltzmann analy-
sis and 3D simulations, we demonstrate the presence of a
previously overlooked cross term ∝ Gλ in the rate of re-
laxation Γrelax. (Here G denotes Newton’s constant and
λ represents the point-like nGSI strength). It arises due
to interference between the gravitational and point-like
self-interaction scattering amplitudes. The presence of
this cross term gives rise to a critical nGSI (repulsive)
strength λcr ≃ −(2πG)m2/v20 , at which the rate of relax-
ation reaches its minimum value (corresponding to max-
imum nucleation time). This critical value also serves as
the transition point from typical net (contributions from
both gravity and short-ranged self-interactions) attrac-
tive to repulsive self-interactions.

Because of the presence of gravitational self-
interaction, kinetic relaxation is generally accompanied
with nucleation of spatially localized clumps/Bose stars,
with their nucleation times dependent on the nature
of the short-ranged self-interactions – attractive or
repulsive. For λ ≳ λcr, the net typical self-interaction
is attractive, and nucleation happens quickly after
relaxation. On the other hand for λ ≲ λcr, the net
typical self-interaction is repulsive and nucleation gets
delayed. We will study relaxation and nucleation of Bose
stars, and also discuss their eventual fate.1 However we
will not dwell into a careful analysis of the growth rate
of these nucleated stars. See [43–45] for the gravity only
(λ = 0) case.

1 Following conventional nomenclature, we shall use the words
relaxation and condensation interchangeably, but it is to be
stressed that nucleation (of a bound state) is not always equiva-
lent to relaxation/condensation. As we shall see, it is equivalent
to the other two in the net attractive regime, whereas different
in the net repulsive regime.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Starting
with the basic model of fuzzy scalar DM carrying
both GSI and point-like nGSI in sec. II, we describe
the associated wave kinetic Boltzmann equation for
the evolution of the occupation number function in
sec. III. Highlighting the presence of the cross term (that
gives rise to λcr), we estimate the total rate of kinetic
relaxation/condensation. In sec. IV we discuss the two
cases of λ ≳ λcr and −λ ≳ −λcr and write down the
associated nucleation time scales of spatially localized
bound objects. In sec. V we discuss our 3D simulations
and compare our analytical estimates with them. We
also discuss eventual behavior of Bose clumps observed
in simulations. Finally in sec.VI, we summarize our work
and also compare our results with the existing literature
on this subject. In appendix A we discuss statistical
convergence of our simulations, and in appendix B we
discuss a peculiarity observed in the case of repulsive
short-ranged self-interactions, over longer time scales as
compared to nucleation.

Conventions: Unless stated otherwise, we will work in
units where ℏ = c = 1.

II. MODEL

Ignoring Hubble flow (for we are interested in suf-
ficiently sub-horizon dynamics), the evolution of the
cold/non-relativistic fuzzy scalar dark matter with both
GSI and short-ranged quartic nGSI, can be described us-
ing mean field theory. The dark matter field ψ obeys
the following non-linear Schrödinger (Gross-Pitaevskii)
equation:

i
∂

∂t
ψ = − 1

2m
∇2ψ + ψ

(
4πGm2∇−2

/0 − λ

m2

)
ψ∗ψ . (1)

Here G is the Newton’s constant, and λ is the point
like self-interaction strength. In our convention, λ >
0 and λ < 0 dictate attractive and repulsive self-
interaction respectively. To obtain the form Eq. (1),
we have plugged the self-gravitational potential, Φ =
4πG∇−2(mψ∗ψ − ρ̄) ≡ 4πGm∇−2

/0 ψ
∗ψ, in the usual

Schrödinger-Poisson system of equations. The ∇−2
/0 de-

notes exclusion of the homogeneous part of the number
density field ψ∗ψ. In Fourier space with the decomposi-
tion ψ(x, t) = (2π)−3

∫
dk e−ik·x Ψk(t), the Schrödinger

equation becomes

iΨ̇k =
k2

2m
Ψk +

∫
dp

(2π)3
dq

(2π)3
dℓ

(2π)3
Tk,p,q,ℓ Ψ∗

pΨqΨℓ

× (2π)3δ(3)(k + p− q − ℓ) , (2)

where

Tk,p,q,ℓ =− 4πGm2

|k − ℓ|2 − λ

m2
, (3)
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and it is understood that k ̸= ℓ ̸= 0 in the above. For
later convenience, it is also useful to write down the
Hamiltonian density (in physical space) for the mean field
ψ:

H =
1

2m
|∇ψ|2 +mΦ|ψ|2 − λ

2m2
|ψ|4 . (4)

Here the different terms in the above can be attributed
to the wave-pressure Hwp = |∇ψ|2/2m, gravitational
self-interaction Hgr = mΦ|ψ|2, and short-ranged self-
interaction Hself = −λ|ψ|4/2m2.

The Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equation, being non-linear,
renders it difficult to analyze and study the evolution
of the ψ field in generality. However for the purposes
of kinetic relaxation leading to nucleation of localized
Bose clumps however, wave kinetic Boltzmann analysis
can be performed which we discuss next. To test and

verify our analytical understanding, we perform 3D field
simulations which we discuss in a later section.

III. WAVE KINETICS AND RELAXATION

For kinetic relaxation in wave dynamics, we can study
the evolution of the mode occupation number function
fk = |Ψk|2/V (V is the volume), which is nothing but
the Fourier transform of the 2-point volume averaged
field correlator ζ(x, t) = V −1

∫
dy ψ∗(y, t)ψ(y + x, t).

Under random phase approximation with weak interac-
tions, the relevant wave-kinetic Boltzmann equation can
be derived. See for instance [46]. For a derivation for
the general case of arbitrary number of fields and 2 body
interactions, see [41]. For the scalar case at hand, charac-
terizing the dependence of the occupation number func-
tions on wavenumbers as fk/m, the wave-kinetic equation
takes the familiar form

∂fk/m

∂t
=

∫
dp

(2π)3
dσk+p→q+ℓ |v − ṽ|

[
(fk/m + fp/m)fq/mfℓ/m − (fq/m + fℓ/m)fk/mfp/m

]
,

where dσk+p→q+ℓ =
1

2|v − ṽ|
dq

(2π)3
dℓ

(2π)3

(
Tk,p,q,ℓ + Tk,p,ℓ,q

)(
Tk,p,q,ℓ + Tk,p,ℓ,q

)∗
×

(2π)4δ(3)(k + p− q − ℓ) δ(Ek + Ep − Eq − Eℓ) . (5)

Here v = k/m and ṽ = p/m are the incoming “ve-
locities” in the 2-wave interaction, and the quantities in
the 1-dimensional Dirac delta function are the free wave
energies Ek = k2/2m. The quantity dσ is the effective
differential cross section. The cubic nature of the terms
in the right hand side bracket (∼ fxfyfz), usually under-
stood as Boltzmann enhancement terms, arise due to the
wave-mechanical nature of the system (1) and are crucial
for the phenomenon of Bose condensation. Last but not
the least, it is the form of the differential cross section
that appears in the wave-kinetic equation, ∼ |T |2, that
is of utmost importance for our discussion. The scatter-

ing amplitudes due to the different kinds of 2-body in-
teractions (here gravity and point-like self-interactions),
are added first and then squared : What appears in the
differential cross section is |T |2 where T = TG + Tλ
(c.f. Eq. (3)), and |TG + Tλ|2 ̸= |TG|2 + |Tλ|2 (since
both TG ∝ −4πGm2 and Tλ = −λ/m2 are real). This
can be attributed to the wave dynamical nature of the
GP system. The above equation (5), after integration
over the Dirac deltas, can be re-written in terms of the
incoming and outgoing relative velocities u = un̂ and
u′ = un̂′ respectively2, by redefining p/m = k/m − un̂
and q/m = ℓ/m− un̂′:

∂fv
∂t

= m3

∫
du

(2π)3
dσ u

[
(fv + fṽ)fṽ−wfv+w − (fṽ−w + fv+w)fvfṽ

]
,

where dσ =
dΩn′

32π2m2

[( 16πm2G

u2|n̂′ − n̂|2 + λ
)2

+
( 16πm2G

u2|n̂′ + n̂|2 + λ
)2

+ 2
( 16πm2G

u2|n̂′ − n̂|2 + λ
)( 16πm2G

u2|n̂′ + n̂|2 + λ
)]

. (6)

2 Note that the magnitude of the relative velocity does not change



4

Let us briefly discuss the different terms in the differ-
ential cross section explicitly. Broadly speaking, there
are two types of interference terms that arise. One is
the interference between the t and u channels (relevant
mainly for the gravitational interaction), and the second
is the interference between the two different types of in-
teractions (gravitational and short-ranged). See fig. 1 for
a pictorial representation.

For GSI only (λ = 0) case, the contribution from the
t and u channels are the first two terms ∝ G2 |n̂′ − n̂|−4

and ∝ G2 |n̂′+n̂|−4, whereas the second term ∝ G2 |n̂′−
n̂|−2 |n̂′ + n̂|−2 is due to their mutual interference (as
also discussed in [41]). Note that the sole contributions
from the t and u channels are identical: The full integral
with the |n̂′ + n̂|−4 term is identical to that with the
|n̂′ − n̂|−4 term. The sole contributions give rise to the

Rutherford scattering cross section, carrying a logarith-
mic IR divergence (aka the Coulomb logarithm), while
the interference term becomes sub-dominant in the large
log limit and can be omitted.

For nGSI only (G = 0) case, contributions from t and
u channels are identical to their mutual interference one,
and goes as λ2. This is simply due to the interaction
being a contact/point interaction.

Importantly when both of the interactions are present,
their respective scattering amplitudes (for either of the
two channels) are added first and then squared. All the
terms ∝ Gλ, while giving identical contributions, char-
acterize the interference between the two types of in-
teractions. Splitting the contributions from GSI, nGSI,
and their interference, we have the following wave-kinetic
Boltzmann equation

∂fv
∂t

= CGSI + Ccross + CnGSI

where CGSI =
Λ(4πG)2m5

4π
∇vi

[
1

2
∇vjfv

∫
dṽ

(2π)3
fṽ

δij − ûiûj
u

fṽ + fv fv

∫
dṽ

(2π)3
ûi
u2

fṽ

]
,

Ccross =
(4πG)λm3

4π

∫
dΩn

4π

duu2

2π2

dΩn′

4π

u

|w|2

[
(fv + fṽ)fv+wfṽ−w − (fv+w + fṽ−w)fvfṽ

]
,

CnGSI =
λ2m

2π

∫
dΩn

4π

duu2

2π2

dΩn′

4π
u

[
(fv + fṽ)fv+wfṽ−w − (fv+w + fṽ−w)fvfṽ

]
. (7)

Here w = u(n̂′ − n̂)/2, and Λ = log(mv0L) is the afore-
mentioned Coulomb logarithm with v0 and L equal to
typical velocity and box size (or halo size for physical con-
siderations) respectively. While the cross term and nGSI
term follow straightforwardly from Eq. (6), the Ruther-
ford scattering collision term CGSI is obtained after an
eikonal approximation and was derived explicitly in [41].
Also see [46, 47] for the same equation for a scalar field.

Now in order to get a typical estimate for the total
relaxation rate Γrelax ≡ 1

fv

∂fv
∂t , we can replace differ-

ent quantities in the three collision terms with their ap-
propriate scalings. Replacing angular volume

∫
dΩ →

4π, typical relative velocity |n̂′ − n̂| →
√
2, velocity

derivative ∇v → 1/v0, velocity integral
∫
duun−1 →

vn0 /n, and finally the occupation number function fv →
(2π)3/2ρ̄/(m4v30), the total relaxation rate is parameter-
ized as

Γrelax ≃ α1
(4πG)2ρ̄2Λ

4m3v60
+ α12

(4πG)λρ̄2

m5v40
+ α2

λ2ρ̄2

m7v20
. (8)

in an elastic collision, i.e. |u| = |u′| ≡ u.

Our scaling of the occupation number is dictated by
Gaussian initial condition (see Eq. (12) ahead) which we
shall use to perform simulations, described in the next
section. In general, α1, α12, and α2 are positive O(1)
coefficients that would depend on the specific initial con-
ditions. Eq. (8) is our master formula for the relaxation
rate. The value of λ around which the relaxation rate
becomes smallest, is easily estimated to be

λcr = −β 2πGm
2

v20
∼ 10−57

(
10−4

v0

)2 ( m

10−5 eV

)2

, (9)

where β = α12/α2 ∼ O(1), and the associated (mini-
mum) rate is3

Γrelax (λcr) ≃
(4πG)2ρ̄2

4m3v60

(
α1Λ− α2

12

α2

)
.

Notice that this critical value of λcr, can also be obtained
from the GP equation (1) by balancing the gravita-
tional term with the self-interaction term together

3 In the large Coulomb limit (relevant for realistic scenarios), Λ =
log(mv0L) ≫ 1, and the rate is always positive.
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FIG. 1. Pictorial / Feynman graph representation of all the
terms appearing in the differential cross section in Eq. (6).
The total contribution to the interaction rate (left hand side
of the equality), is the square of the sum of both gravitational
amplitude (top two graphs) and point self-interaction ampli-
tude (bottom graph ×2). For gravitational interaction, there
are two distinct channels (t and u). Their mutual interfer-
ence, as compared to their sole contributions, becomes sub-
dominant in the large log limit (leading to Rutherford scatter-
ing result). More importantly, interference between scattering
amplitudes of the two different interactions matters. See main
text for details.

with replacing the exchange momenta by its typical
value |k − ℓ|2 ∼ 2(mv0)

2. This criticality marks the
transition point from attractive to repulsive net typical
self-interactions: For λ ≳ λcr, typical interactions within
the bath of DM waves are attractive since typical T is
negative, whereas for −λ ≳ −λcr they are repulsive since
typical T is positive.

IV. NUCLEATION AND BEHAVIOR OF
SOLITONS

A. Nucleation

In general, the process of kinetic relaxation is charac-
terized by an increasing support of the occupation num-
ber function fk at vanishing wavenumber. (For instance
see [34] and [41] for discussions of nGSI and GSI cases
respectively). This implies increasing field correlation
over larger length scales with diminishing density fluc-
tuations, i.e. field homogenization. A heuristic under-
standing of the subsequent nucleation of a spatially lo-
calized and bound clump, can perhaps be gained most
easily from a particle physics perspective, together with
recalling that λcr also marks the transition from typ-
ical net attractive self-interaction to typical net repul-
sive self-interaction. As particles lose kinetic energy on
account of self-interactions and move towards smaller
momenta (condensate state), there comes a time when

within some region, the collective net potential (due to
both self-gravitational and short-ranged interactions) be-
comes comparable to wave pressure. The time scale of
this process is nothing but the inverse relaxation rate
Eq. (8), which in the case of net attractive self-potential
λ ≳ λcr, leads to ‘immediate locking’ of such a region
into a bound clump (having negative energy). That is,
τnuc ≃ Γ−1

relax. Strictly speaking, this can be taken as a
definition of τnuc with Γnuc = Γrelax, in which case the
different α constant coefficients in the rate Eq. (8), are
understood as such.

On the other hand for −λ ≳ −λcr, relaxation can-
not immediately lead to nucleation of a localized bound
clump. This is because the net typical interaction is re-
pulsive: the collective self-potential within density fluc-
tuation regions is not binding yet. Over time though,
more particles get driven towards the condensate phase,
and eventually there arises a potential for a bound ob-
ject to nucleate (within which net gravity can now com-
pensate for both repulsive short-ranged interaction and
wave-pressure). This gives τnuc > Γ−1

relax. In general, we
can therefore write the following

τnuc ≃
1

Γrelax

{
1 λ ≳ λcr
h(λ) −λ ≳ −λcr

(10)

where h(λ) is a threshold function (or the delay fac-
tor), that relates nucleation times to relaxation rates.
As mentioned earlier, relaxation means field homogeniza-
tion, and we expect the rate at which the system relaxes
to be comparable to the rate at which density fluctua-
tions decrease. The delay factor can then be estimated
as the ratio of typical density fluctuation at relaxation,
to that at nucleation, h ∼ δρrelax/δρnuc. While we expect
this to be order unity for net attractive case (first case of
Eq. 10), for large repulsive strengths it should increase
with increasing −λ. Below we estimate this scaling.

Consider a region of typical size ∼ (mv0)
−1 where

the field would have ‘locked’ itself into a bound con-
figuration upon relaxation/condensation, were the net
potential was binding. However this is not the case
yet, and we may balance the typical self-interaction en-
ergy density (mostly due to short-ranged interactions)
Hself ∼ −λ δρ2relax/2m4, with the wave pressure within
Hwp ∼ v20δρrelax/2. This gives δρrelax ∼ m4v20/λ. As re-
laxation continues (meaning more particles are driven to-
wards low momenta state), the value of both density fluc-
tuations δρ and typical size of fluctuation regions (mv)−1

change. The former decreases and the latter increases so
as to maintainHself ∼ Hwp. Then, nucleation is expected
to occur when gravity can compensate for both the
wave pressure and repulsive short-ranged self-interaction.
That is, we may balance (the magnitudes of) all the
three energy densities, Hwp ∼ v2nucδρnuc/2, |Hgr| ∼
2πGδρ2nuc/(mvnuc)

2, and Hself ∼ −λδρ2nuc/2m4, to give
δρnuc ∼ m2v4nuc/(4πG) and vnuc ∼ (4πGm2/(−λ))1/2.
Eliminating vnuc from δρnuc gives the following estimate
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for the delay factor

h(λ) ∼ δρrelax
δρnuc

→ α3

(
λ

λcr

)
. (11)

Here we have inserted another constant coefficient α3

that depends upon the initial conditions. Through sim-
ulations, we will confirm our estimate Eq. (10) (together
with Eq. (8) and Eq. (11)), and also extract the different
α coefficients for Gaussian initial conditions.

B. Eventual behavior

Once a spatially-localized Bose clump/soliton emerges,
its subsequent evolution and long term dynamics de-
pends on whether the short-ranged self-interactions are
attractive or repulsive. The full spectrum of such soli-
tons is extensively discussed in the literature. See
e.g. [20, 48–50]. To recapitulate some of the basic
points that may suffice for our purposes, consider the
energy landscape for objects of radius rs and mass Ms

in the theory. Using Eq. (4), the wave pressure energy,
self-gravitational potential energy, and short-ranged self-
interaction potential energy are Hwp = aMs/(m

2r2s),
Hgr = −b(4πG)M2

s /(rs), and Hself = −cλM2
s /(m

4r3s)
respectively, with a, b, and c some positive coefficients
that depend upon the exact profile of the object. The
total energy is the sum of all three.

1. Attractive short-ranged interactions λ > 0

For this case, the energy vs radius curve (for a given
mass Ms) has a local minima that corresponds to quasi
stable negative energy (bound) states / solitons. It is sep-
arated from the runaway behavior towards small radii,
∼ −λ/r3s , by a barrier whose height decreases with in-
creasing Ms. The barrier disappears at a critical mass
Ms,crit ∝ (λG)−1/2, beyond which the theory does not
admit any quasi-stable bound states anymore. Starting
in the kinetic regime and upon relaxation, a quasi-stable
Bose clump nucleates and starts to accrete mass from
its surroundings. Ultimately once it accumulates enough
mass such that the energy barrier gets sufficiently low,
and/or it ‘breathes’ rapidly enough so as to be able to
probe beyond the energy barrier, it ‘collapses’. This
is because the region now prefers to lower its energy
by transitioning on the runaway ∼ r−3

s curve. This is
sometimes referred to as “Bosenova” (owing to its anal-
ogy with a type II supernova). While subsequent evolu-
tion of the object beyond this criticality requires a fully
relativistic analysis and has been pursued in the liter-
ature [51] (also see [52] for an associated astrophysical
phenomenology), the evolution leading upto this critical-
ity (and even beyond until the wave pressure starts to
become comparable to rest mass energy) is well captured
by the non-relativistic treatment. For large attractive

strengths λ ≳ −λcr, the barrier is less significant and the
objects quickly collapses upon nucleation. In our simu-
lations we indeed observe this phenomenon (see fig. 3 in
sec. V ahead).

2. Repulsive short-ranged interactions λ < 0

In the repulsive scenario there is no runaway domain
since the energy for low radii is now −λ/r3s > 0. This ren-
ders the previous local minima stable (hence now global
minima), corresponding to bound soliton states. The
critical mass Ms,crit ∝ (−λG)−1/2 serves as the transi-
tion point into the Thomas-Fermi regime [20, 53, 54].
This is where the mass of solitons gets large enough
to admit comparable amounts of self-gravitational and
short-ranged interaction energy densities, with gradient
pressure becoming sub-dominant. As a result, the ra-
dius starts to approach a constant rs ∼

√
−λ/(m2

√
4πG)

(with the mass dependent correction term dying out as
∼ M−1

s ). Up until the mass becomes sufficiently large
where GMs,relv ∼ rs and relativistic effects start to be-
come important (see [55, 56]), the theory then admits
a set of “Chandrasekhar solitons” with masses ranging
anywhere between Ms,crit and Ms,relv, and radii approx-

imately around rs ∼
√
−λ/(m2

√
4πG).4

Though the theory admits these stable Chandrasekhar
solitons, understanding their evolution and long term
behavior within the bath of DM waves is crucial, and
has been extensively studied in the literature. See [59–
63] for simulation setups using the fluid/Madelung equa-
tions instead of the Schrödinger field equation for scalar
wave dark matter (with repulsive short-ranged self-
interaction). For our Fourier split simulation technique
(which we discuss in the next section), we find that over
longer time scales (after the nucleation of Bose clumps),
the system reaches some sort of criticality when high fre-
quency modes (near cutoff) start to appear in the sim-
ulation box. This leads to a breakdown of the simula-
tion (along with the disruption of the clump), visible in
the form of a checkerboard-like pattern. We present this
peculiar artifact from our simulations in appendix B, al-
though a detailed investigation of it is left for future work.

V. FIELD SIMULATIONS

To verify our analytical understanding of kinetic relax-
ation and associated nucleation of bound Bose stars, we
have carried out a large suite (∼ 500) of 3D simulations

4 The reason we call them “Chandrasekhar” solitons (also see [57])
is because of the scaling of their maximum mass Ms,relv. It be-
haves similarly to that of the Chandrasekhar limit for degenerate
stars M ∝ G−3/2m−2, and can be attributed to the fact that
the Fermi pressure essentially gets replaced with repulsive short-
ranged self-interactions [20, 53, 54, 58].
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of the GP system (1) with varying values of the nGSI
strength λ. We evolve the GP system (1) with the follow-
ing initial Gaussian function for the k-space Schrödinger
field

V −1/2 Ψk/m

∣∣∣
t=0

= eiθk/m
√
fv

∣∣∣
t=0

= eiθk/m

[
(2π)3/2ρ̄

m(mv0)3
e
− v2

2v2
0

]1/2
, (12)

where θk/m are random phases, uniformly distributed
in (0, 2π), for every wavenumber k. Our numerical
algorithm is based on the well known split Fourier
technique/pseudo-spectral method [15, 64–68], and we
have used both Python based and Matlab based codes to
generate our simulation data.

As mentioned earlier, in order to be in the kinetic
regime we require (i) interactions to be tiny as compared
with the typical free wave evolution (occurring over time
scales ∼ 2/mv20), and (ii) the box size to be larger than
the typical field fluctuation scale π(mv0)

−1. Further-
more, we also impose the box size to be smaller than
the gravitational Jeans scale associated with a incoher-
ent bound halo ℓJ ∼ v0(π/Gρ̄)

1/2, in order to avoid its
formation within our simulation box. In this sense, our
simulation box of a collection of DM waves with typi-
cal fluctuation scale ∼ π(mv0)

−1, may be regarded as a
region within a DM halo. In summary we require the
following to hold true

Kinetic regime : L≫ π(mv0)
−1 & Γrelax ≪ mv20/2 ,

sub Jeans scale : L < ℓJ ∼ v0(π/Gρ̄)
1/2 . (13)

In our simulations, we work with dimensionless quanti-
ties, for which purpose we set G = 1/(8π) and m = 1.
More explicitly, one can rescale different quantities in the
fashion t → t/E , x → x/

√
m E , ψ → ψ E/

√
8πGm and

λ → λE/(8πGm3) to get Eq. (1) with both 8πG and m
replaced by unity. Here E is any reference energy scale in
the system (for instance E = mv20/2). The discretization
in space is simply ∆x = L/(Nx − 1) where L and N3

x

are the box size and number of grid points respectively,
and the time discretization is ∆t = 2π(∆x)2m/(3η) with
η ≥ 1.5 In the split Fourier technique, the field evolution
is split into a drift part where it is evolved solely due
to the gradient term (free field evolution), and a kick
part where it is evolved solely due to interactions. The
Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) condition ensures that
the fastest process in the dynamics is captured appro-
priately. Hence, the fastest amongst the kick and drift

5 The η ≥ 1 makes sure that there is at-least one time point
in between the full 2π rotation of the fastest oscillating mode
kmax ∼ 2π/∆x. Since any faithful dynamics of the system should
not be sensitive to high frequencies (corresponding to the box dis-
cretization scale), η can even be smaller than unity. For all our
simulations, η is at-least as big as unity.

processes, at any time iteration, sets the time discretiza-
tion ∆t (e.g. see [67, 68] for details). In the kinetic
regime, the time discretization is always set by the free
field evolution term ∼ (∆x)−2/2m, and hence by space
discretization as given above.
In all of our simulations we set v0 = 1/

√
2, and choose

the box size and average mass density such that we are
deep in the kinetic regime. Most of the simulations were
performed with L = 40, L = 45, and L = 50 box sizes,
and the average mass densities were chosen to be small
enough such that the factor Γ−1

relaxmv
2
0/2 was at-least as

large as ∼ 250, going all the way up-to even ∼ 4500.
For robustness, we have performed simulations with
different grid sizes Nx = {192, 216, 256}, scanning over
different λ/λcr values. (We also performed simulations
with Nx = 150 and Nx = 300 to test convergence of our
results (see Appendix A).

To capture the formation of localized Bose clumps,
we keep track of the mass density in the box, radially
averaged (in k space) occupation number function fk,
the associated volume averaged correlation function
ζ(r), and the maximum mass density in the box ρmax.

6

Nucleation of a localized clump can be characterized by
a change of trend of ρmax, wherein it starts to monoton-
ically increase beyond just the statistical fluctuations
that happen over short time scales. We record the
corresponding times in all of our simulations, both by
direct inspection and statistical methods such as moving
average.7

In order to gauge the validity of our analytical esti-
mate of nucleation times (c.f. Eq (10) with Eq. (8)), and
to extract the different α coefficients, we split the data
set into two, with λ = −2πGm2/v20 being the splitting
point. Below we elaborate on the statistical analysis we
performed in the two regimes.

1. Net attractive interactions (λ ≳ λcr).

In order to test the λ dependence of our estimate,
we construct the quantity r(λ) = log(mv0L)(τnuc(0) −
τnuc(λ))/2τnuc(λ) using Eq. (8) and Eq. (10). This gets
rid of the ρ̄ and L dependence, giving

r(λ) =
α12

α1

(
λ v20

2πGm2

)
+

α2

2α1

(
λ v20

2πGm2

)2

.

6 In all of our simulations, we confirm the behavior of fk, in that
it develops increasing support towards smaller k values, at-least
up until nucleation.

7 We note that this is not the only way to know whether a bound
clump has formed or not. For instance one can alternatively
construct an energy spectral function as in [35], to extract the
time scale when the function develops a support towards negative
ω.
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FIG. 2. Upper Panel : Our main figure showing the nucleation time τnuc (normalized by the gravity only case) as a function of
short-ranged self-interaction strength λ (normalized by the critical factor 2πGm2/v20). Solid gray curves are from the theory
estimate Eq. (16) (c.f. Eq. (10) with Eq. (8) and Eq. (11)), where the different α coefficients are obtained from least square
fitting as described in the main text. The different colored 1σ bars are from simulations (performed with Gaussian initial
conditions (12)), with box sizes L = 36 (brown), L = 40 (pink), L = 45 (magenta), and L = 50 (blue), and varying average
densities ρ̄. Here we have only plotted one theory curve for L = 50 (all curves for the four different box sizes lie practically on
top of each other since the L dependence is quite mild). To show the effect of the interference term in the relaxation rate and
the delay factor in the nucleation time, we have also plotted dotted and dashed gray curves. Respectively, these correspond to
when the interference term from the relaxation rate is set to zero, and the delay factor in the nucleation time scale is set to
unity. This delay factor is only relevant in the λ ≲ 2πGm2/v20 case, and the dashed gray curve in the left panel is simply the
extension of the main solid gray curve in the right panel. Bottom panel : Normalized ρmax (by their respective initial values) vs
time curves for six different λ values, highlighted by colored points in the upper panel. The points of ‘sudden’ rise correspond
to nucleation of respective localized Bose clumps.

Not only is the curve simple enough to do statistics with,
this way we can also combine all of our simulation data
(with different ρ̄ and L). The analogous quantity for
simulations is

r̂(λ) =

[
⟨τ̂nuc(0)⟩ − τ̂nuc(λ)

2⟨τ̂nuc(λ)⟩

]
log(mv0L) ,

where hats denote simulation data and angle brackets
denote averaging over all of the data (for a given λ value).
To extract the ratios α12/α1 and α2/α1 for the theory

curve, we construct the cost function

cost

(
α12

α1
,
α2

α1

)
=

∼λcr∑
λ

1

Nλ

Nλ∑
i=1

[
r̂i(λ)− r(λ)

r(λ)

]2

(14)

for least square fitting. Here Nλ is the number of dif-
ferent simulations performed for a given λ value. Mini-
mizing this cost function then fetches the optimal values
for α12/α1, and α2/α1. For α1, we simply find the av-
erage of τ̂nuc(0)/τnuc(0), which we then use to get α12

and α2 from the previous two ratios. For our Gaussian
initial condition (12), we found α1 ≃ 0.8, α12 ≃ 1.2, and
α2 ≃ 1.2.
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2. Net repulsive interactions (−λ ≳ −λcr)

In this case, we expect nucleation to happen later than
relaxation, given by Eq. (10) with the delay factor h(λ)
in Eq. (11). We can use the previous case relationship
τnuc(λ ≳ λcr) ≃ Γ−1

relax, to test the scaling of h(λ) for
the −λ ≳ −λcr case. From simulations, we construct
τ̂nucΓrelax with the three αs in the relaxation rate set to
the ones obtained above. We then perform least square
fitting by constructing the cost function similar to the
previous case

cost(α3) =

∼λcr∑
λ

1

Nλ

Nλ∑
i=1

[
τ̂nucΓrelax − h(λ)

h(λ)

]2

, (15)

and minimizing it. For Gaussian initial conditions, we
found α3 ≃ 1.

With the above analysis and all the four α values ob-
tained, upper panel of fig. 2 shows our main plot. We
plot τnuc(λ) (normalized by τnuc(0)) as a function of
λ(v20/2πGm

2):

τnuc
τnuc,0

(x) =
2α1Λh(x)

2α1Λ + 4α12x+ α2x2
; x ≡ λv20

2πGm2
,

(16)

along with our simulation data. Here Λ = log(mv0L) is
the Coulomb logarithm, and h(x) is unity for x ≳ −1
(right upper panel of fig 2) while linearly increasing as
−x ≳ −1 (left upper panel of fig 2). Note that we have
only plotted one curve for L = 50 (solid gray), since the
dependence on L is very mild and renders different curves
for different values of L practically on top of each other.
The error bars correspond to 1-σ fluctuations (owing to
random and different initial condition for every simula-
tion seed), with different colors corresponding to three
different box sizes considered. In general, the agreement
between analytical estimates and simulations is evident.
Let us highlight our two main results: (a) The rising
feature as λ goes from positive to negative, with a peak
occurring around λ ≃ −2πGm2/v20 ≃ λcr, is a clear evi-
dence of the interference term in the relaxation rate. To
represent the effect of the interference term visually, we
have also plotted a dotted gray curve (in the upper right
panel of fig. 2), which is equal to inverse of the relaxation
rate with the interference term dropped. That is, inverse
of Eq. (8) with the term ∝ Gλ set to zero; (b) To the left
of the peak and increasing −λ, nucleation happens later
than just the inverse relaxation rate. The delay factor
h and the relaxation rate Γrelax scale as ∼ −λ and λ2

(to leading order) respectively, resulting in the scaling of
the nucleation time as (−λ)−1 (and not λ−2) to leading
order. To highlight this, we have augmented the upper
left panel of fig. 2 with just the relaxation time curve,
i.e. Γ−1

rel , shown in dashed gray. (This is nothing but
the solid gray curve on the right upper panel, extended
towards the left upper panel).

The lower panel of fig. 2 shows moving averaged ρmax

vs time curves for six simulations with different λ values.
The unambiguous “sudden” rise in ρmax marks the nu-
cleation of a localized object within which density grows
over time.8

As visual examples, in fig. 3 we also present density
projection snapshots for six different λ values at later
times, showing the presence of nucleated Bose stars. For
attractive short-ranged self-interaction λ > 0, nucleated
Bose clumps eventually collapse into a Bosenova. This
happens when it reaches the critical mass where it can
no longer remain stable (see section IVB).

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper we have investigated kinetic relax-
ation and associated nucleation times of Bose stars,
in scalar fuzzy dark matter with short-ranged 2-body
self-interactions. Starting with the wave-kinetic Boltz-
mann equation for the mode occupation number func-
tion (which we derived in an earlier work), we first high-
lighted the presence of a cross/interference term ∝ Gλ
in the rate of relaxation Γrelax, alongside the usual two
terms ∝ G2 and λ2 due to both gravitational and short-
ranged self-interaction individually. This is because of
the wave-mechanical nature of the system: The rate de-
pends on the total cross section, which is not just the
sum of individual cross sections due to the different pro-
cesses. Rather the scattering amplitudes due to all the
processes must be added first, and then use its absolute
square to get the cross section and associated rate of re-
laxation/condensation.
The presence of this cross term gives rise to a criti-

cal repulsive self-interaction strength λcr ≈ −2πGm2/v20 ,
around which the typical net self-interaction (due to both
gravitational and short-ranged self-interaction), transi-
tions between being attractive and repulsive, and the re-
laxation rate becomes smallest. Here k0 = mv0 is the
typical wave-mode present in the system initially.
For nucleation times as a function of λ, we found that

for the case of net attractive self-interaction λ ≳ λcr,
nucleation happens quickly upon relaxation, giving
rise to the relationship τnuc ≃ Γ−1

relax. One the other
hand for net repulsive self-interaction −λ ≳ −λcr,
nucleation is delayed. This is because upon relaxation,
short-ranged self-interaction dominate over gravitational
self-interaction, preventing nucleation of a bound object.
Over time as more particles are driven towards the
condensate phase (equivalently, as field correlation
length scale increases along with diminishing density
fluctuations), a potential arises for the formation of a
bound region where gravity can now overcome both

8 In all of our simulations, we have explicitly verified, by visu-
ally tracking the simulation box, that this rising feature indeed
corresponds to appearance of an overdense region.



10

<latexit sha1_base64="O48xF7GOpZvBsJzTRtwiUUa+wvQ=">AAACDHicbVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWARXdWZ8boSiC11WsA/oTEsmk2lDk8yQZAql9APc+CtuXCji1g9w59+YtrPQ1gOBwznncnNPkDCqtG1/WwuLS8srq7m1/PrG5tZ2YWe3puJUYlLFMYtlI0CKMCpIVVPNSCORBPGAkXrQuxn79T6RisbiQQ8S4nPUETSiGGkjtQtFj5lwiOAVPIGeppwo6HoJhbeQt9zjfttuuSZll+wJ4DxxMlIEGSrtwpcXxjjlRGjMkFJNx060P0RSU8zIKO+liiQI91CHNA0VyGz1h5NjRvDQKCGMYmme0HCi/p4YIq7UgAcmyZHuqllvLP7nNVMdXfpDKpJUE4Gni6KUQR3DcTMwpJJgzQaGICyp+SvEXSQR1qa/vCnBmT15ntTcknNeOrs/LZavszpyYB8cgCPggAtQBnegAqoAg0fwDF7Bm/VkvVjv1sc0umBlM3vgD6zPH8tjmO0=</latexit>

� = 3 ⇥ 2⇡Gm2/v2
0

<latexit sha1_base64="Ap0csD/ikjZqkTSsN5T1JFTeyLQ=">AAAB8nicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSK4KjPiayMU3bisYB8wHUomk2lDM8mQ3BHK0M9w40IRt36NO//GtJ2Fth4IHM45l9x7wlRwA6777ZRWVtfWN8qbla3tnd296v5B26hMU9aiSijdDYlhgkvWAg6CdVPNSBIK1glHd1O/88S04Uo+wjhlQUIGksecErCS3xM2GhF8g91+tebW3RnwMvEKUkMFmv3qVy9SNEuYBCqIMb7nphDkRAOngk0qvcywlNARGTDfUkkSZoJ8tvIEn1glwrHS9knAM/X3RE4SY8ZJaJMJgaFZ9Kbif56fQXwd5FymGTBJ5x/FmcCg8PR+HHHNKIixJYRqbnfFdEg0oWBbqtgSvMWTl0n7rO5d1i8ezmuN26KOMjpCx+gUeegKNdA9aqIWokihZ/SK3hxwXpx352MeLTnFzCH6A+fzB+YCkFw=</latexit>

� = 0

<latexit sha1_base64="bfFcGw4kW+dZ2Echroo0LLoJpcI=">AAACEnicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1aOXxSIoSElK/TgWvXisYFVoSplst3Zxswm7E7GE/AYv/hUvHhTx6smb/8ZtmoNfDwYe780wMy+IpTDoup/O1PTM7Nx8aaG8uLS8slpZW78wUaIZb7NIRvoqAMOlULyNAiW/ijWHMJD8Mrg5GfuXt1wbEalzHMW8G8K1EgPBAK3Uq+z6Q8AUM+pDHOvojtZrDX8vF32EJOulvg6pSljWq1TdmpuD/iVeQaqkQKtX+fD7EUtCrpBJMKbjuTF2U9AomORZ2U8Mj4HdwDXvWKog5Kab5i9ldNsqfTqItC2FNFe/T6QQGjMKA9sZAg7Nb28s/ud1EhwcdVOh4gS5YpNFg0RSjOg4H9oXmjOUI0uAaWFvpWwIGhjaFMs2BO/3y3/JRb3mHdT2zxrV5nERR4lski2yQzxySJrklLRImzByTx7JM3lxHpwn59V5m7ROOcXMBvkB5/0LMy2d1Q==</latexit>

t̂ ⇡ 2.4 ⌧̂nuc

<latexit sha1_base64="0pRL0u3KVJ7Hwb6WrYLkUG/WAzI=">AAACEnicbVDLSgNBEJz1bXytevQyGAQFCbsSH8egF48KJgrZEHonk2TI7Owy0yuGZb/Bi7/ixYMiXj1582+cPA6aWNBQVHXT3RUmUhj0vG9nZnZufmFxabmwsrq2vuFubtVMnGrGqyyWsb4LwXApFK+iQMnvEs0hCiW/DXsXA//2nmsjYnWD/YQ3Iugo0RYM0EpN9yDoAmaY0wCSRMcP1C+Vg8OhGCCkeTMLdERVyvKmW/RK3hB0mvhjUiRjXDXdr6AVszTiCpkEY+q+l2AjA42CSZ4XgtTwBFgPOrxuqYKIm0Y2fCmne1Zp0XasbSmkQ/X3RAaRMf0otJ0RYNdMegPxP6+eYvuskQmVpMgVGy1qp5JiTAf50JbQnKHsWwJMC3srZV3QwNCmWLAh+JMvT5PaUck/KR1fl4uV83EcS2SH7JJ94pNTUiGX5IpUCSOP5Jm8kjfnyXlx3p2PUeuMM57ZJn/gfP4AMZGd1A==</latexit>

t̂ ⇡ 1.4 ⌧̂nuc

<latexit sha1_base64="NkTrJGoYNfA8uKO+MAFUr4R+TXM=">AAACDXicbVC5TgMxEPVyhnAFKGksAhJVtIu4yggayiCRQ8pG0azjJFa83pU9i4hW+wM0/AoNBQjR0tPxNzhHAQlPGun5vRl55gWxFAZd99tZWFxaXlnNreXXNza3tgs7uzUTJZrxKotkpBsBGC6F4lUUKHkj1hzCQPJ6MLge+fV7ro2I1B0OY94KoadEVzBAK7ULh34fMMWM+hDHOnqg47ePkGTt1NchVQnL2oWiW3LHoPPEm5IimaLSLnz5nYglIVfIJBjT9NwYWyloFEzyLO8nhsfABtDjTUsVhNy00vE1GT2ySod2I21LIR2rvydSCI0ZhoHtDAH7ZtYbif95zQS7l61UqDhBrtjko24iKUZ0FA3tCM0ZyqElwLSwu1LWBw0MbYB5G4I3e/I8qZ2UvPPS2e1psXw1jSNH9skBOSYeuSBlckMqpEoYeSTP5JW8OU/Oi/PufExaF5zpzB75A+fzB5KinIc=</latexit>

t̂ ⇡ ⌧̂nuc

<latexit sha1_base64="7II6soMocRKtYZ8aFn+K5wx3ios=">AAACEnicbVDJSgNBEO1xjXGLevTSGAQFCTPuR9GLRwWzQCaEmk6PaezpGbprxDDMN3jxV7x4UMSrJ2/+jZ3loIkPCh7vVVFVL0ikMOi6387U9Mzs3Hxhobi4tLyyWlpbr5k41YxXWSxj3QjAcCkUr6JAyRuJ5hAFkteDu4u+X7/n2ohY3WAv4a0IbpUIBQO0Uru063cBM8ypD0mi4wfqVQ78vYHoI6R5O/N1RFXK8nap7FbcAegk8UakTEa4ape+/E7M0ogrZBKMaXpugq0MNAomeV70U8MTYHdwy5uWKoi4aWWDl3K6bZUODWNtSyEdqL8nMoiM6UWB7YwAu2bc64v/ec0Uw9NWJlSSIldsuChMJcWY9vOhHaE5Q9mzBJgW9lbKuqCBoU2xaEPwxl+eJLX9indcObo+LJ+dj+IokE2yRXaIR07IGbkkV6RKGHkkz+SVvDlPzovz7nwMW6ec0cwG+QPn8wcv953T</latexit>

t̂ ⇡ 1.3 ⌧̂nuc

<latexit sha1_base64="GXZ8oSDi1nReWVIKGIDegwf6JX0=">AAACDnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsBTcGJNQHxuh6EKXFewDmjRMJpN26OTBzKRQSr/Ajb/ixoUibl2782+ctllo64GBwznncuceP2VUSNP81paWV1bX1gsbxc2t7Z1dfW+/IZKMY1LHCUt4y0eCMBqTuqSSkVbKCYp8Rpp+/2biNweEC5rED3KYEjdC3ZiGFCOpJE8vO0yFAwSv4EnFsB1JIyKg7aQU3sKoY58OPLNje3rJNMwp4CKxclICOWqe/uUECc4iEkvMkBBty0ylO0JcUszIuOhkgqQI91GXtBWNkdrqjqbnjGFZKQEME65eLOFU/T0xQpEQw8hXyQjJnpj3JuJ/XjuT4aU7onGaSRLj2aIwY1AmcNINDCgnWLKhIghzqv4KcQ9xhKVqsKhKsOZPXiQN27DOjbP7Sql6nddRAIfgCBwDC1yAKrgDNVAHGDyCZ/AK3rQn7UV71z5m0SUtnzkAf6B9/gDN+plv</latexit>

� = �4.2 ⇥ 2⇡Gm2/v2
0

<latexit sha1_base64="ZJPtgLer1GgsgKz+jmXQBzELChQ=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoMgKGFXjHoMevEYwTwgWcLs7GwyZPbBTK8QlnyEFw+KePV7vPk3TpI9aGJBQ1HVTXeXl0ih0ba/rcLK6tr6RnGztLW9s7tX3j9o6ThVjDdZLGPV8ajmUkS8iQIl7ySK09CTvO2N7qZ++4krLeLoEccJd0M6iEQgGEUjtc9IrXfuY79csav2DGSZODmpQI5Gv/zV82OWhjxCJqnWXcdO0M2oQsEkn5R6qeYJZSM64F1DIxpy7WazcyfkxCg+CWJlKkIyU39PZDTUehx6pjOkONSL3lT8z+umGNy4mYiSFHnE5ouCVBKMyfR34gvFGcqxIZQpYW4lbEgVZWgSKpkQnMWXl0nroupcVWsPl5X6bR5HEY7gGE7BgWuowz00oAkMRvAMr/BmJdaL9W59zFsLVj5zCH9gff4A7QKOqg==</latexit>

+5 dt

<latexit sha1_base64="IpsgHJVPM4IdbADR+7veT74fz+g=">AAACEHicbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgJHFokKwEJKIRxekCgYYi0QfUpNGjuO2Vp2HbKdSFfUTWPgVFgYQYmVk429w2wxQOJKlo3PO1fU9fsKokKb5pRUWFpeWV4qrpbX1jc0tfXunIeKUY1LHMYt5y0eCMBqRuqSSkVbCCQp9Rpr+4HriN4eECxpH93KUEDdEvYh2KUZSSZ5+6DAVDhC8hMeWaVSgI2lIBLSdhMIbGHbsk6FndmxPL5uGOQX8S6yclEGOmqd/OkGM05BEEjMkRNsyE+lmiEuKGRmXnFSQBOEB6pG2ohFSW91setAYHiglgN2YqxdJOFV/TmQoFGIU+ioZItkX895E/M9rp7JbcTMaJakkEZ4t6qYMyhhO2oEB5QRLNlIEYU7VXyHuI46wVB2WVAnW/Ml/ScM2rHPj7O60XL3K6yiCPbAPjoAFLkAV3IIaqAMMHsATeAGv2qP2rL1p77NoQctndsEvaB/fpgKZ1g==</latexit>

� = �10.8 ⇥ 2⇡Gm2/v2
0

<latexit sha1_base64="j1hfH2TWsG63VOrY7//tidOkOKM="></latexit>

t̂ ⇡ 1.2 ⌧̂nuc

<latexit sha1_base64="N+M5yk88mC706ulmXF8OKmiDzC0=">AAACD3icbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgJHFogKxEJKI14JUwQBjkehDatLIcdzWqvOQ7VSqov4BC7/CwgBCrKxs/A1umwFajmTp6JxzdX2PnzAqpGl+a4WFxaXlleJqaW19Y3NL396pizjlmNRwzGLe9JEgjEakJqlkpJlwgkKfkYbfvxn7jQHhgsbRgxwmxA1RN6IdipFUkqcfOkyFAwSv4LFl2NCRNCQC2k5C4S0M2/bJwDPbtqeXTcOcAM4TKydlkKPq6V9OEOM0JJHEDAnRssxEuhnikmJGRiUnFSRBuI+6pKVohNRWN5vcM4IHSglgJ+bqRRJO1N8TGQqFGIa+SoZI9sSsNxb/81qp7Fy6GY2SVJIITxd1UgZlDMflwIBygiUbKoIwp+qvEPcQR1iqCkuqBGv25HlStw3r3Di7Py1XrvM6imAP7IMjYIELUAF3oApqAINH8AxewZv2pL1o79rHNFrQ8pld8Afa5w8l1ZmW</latexit>

� = �1.2 ⇥ 2⇡Gm2/v2
0

<latexit sha1_base64="U1Z+WQsOGM+tIiZ+q5sb8s+S9SQ=">AAACD3icbVC7TsMwFHXKq5RXgJHFogKxEJIICgtSBQOMRaIPqUkjx3Fbq85DtlOpivoHLPwKCwMIsbKy8Te4bQYoHMnS0Tnn6voeP2FUSNP80goLi0vLK8XV0tr6xuaWvr3TEHHKManjmMW85SNBGI1IXVLJSCvhBIU+I01/cD3xm0PCBY2jezlKiBuiXkS7FCOpJE8/dJgKBwhewmPTqEBH0pAIaDsJhTcw7NgnQ8/s2J5eNg1zCviXWDkpgxw1T/90ghinIYkkZkiItmUm0s0QlxQzMi45qSAJwgPUI21FI6S2utn0njE8UEoAuzFXL5Jwqv6cyFAoxCj0VTJEsi/mvYn4n9dOZffCzWiUpJJEeLaomzIoYzgpBwaUEyzZSBGEOVV/hbiPOMJSVVhSJVjzJ/8lDduwKsbZ3Wm5epXXUQR7YB8cAQucgyq4BTVQBxg8gCfwAl61R+1Ze9PeZ9GCls/sgl/QPr4BKqeZmQ==</latexit>

� = �0.6 ⇥ 2⇡Gm2/v2
0

<latexit sha1_base64="RbBxcbhnxf+PZfb4zGIbPlpt3R8=">AAACEnicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1aOXxSIoSEmKHz0WvXhUsCo0IUy223Zxswm7E7GE/AYv/hUvHhTx6smb/8Zt7UGrDwYe780wMy9KpTDoup/O1PTM7Nx8aaG8uLS8slpZW780SaYZb7FEJvo6AsOlULyFAiW/TjWHOJL8Kro5GfpXt1wbkagLHKQ8iKGnRFcwQCuFlV2/D5hjQX1IU53c0Xqt4e+NRB8hK8Lc1zFVGSvCStWtuSPQv8QbkyoZ4yysfPidhGUxV8gkGNP23BSDHDQKJnlR9jPDU2A30ONtSxXE3AT56KWCblulQ7uJtqWQjtSfEznExgziyHbGgH0z6Q3F/7x2ht1GkAuVZsgV+17UzSTFhA7zoR2hOUM5sASYFvZWyvqggaFNsWxD8CZf/ksu6zXvsHZwvl9tHo/jKJFNskV2iEeOSJOckjPSIozck0fyTF6cB+fJeXXevlunnPHMBvkF5/0LOZWd2Q==</latexit>

t̂ ⇡ 2.8 ⌧̂nuc

FIG. 3. Density projection snapshots for 6 different λ values, at different times t̂ in the respective simulations. Upper Panel :
Snapshots for three λ values in the typical net attractive regime λ ≳ λcr ≃ −2πGm2/v20 . In the rightmost snapshot, for
λ ≈ 3λcr, the nucleated Bose clump quickly collapses (within 5dt), shown in the smaller right corner image. Bottom panel :
Snapshots for three different λ values for the other case of typical net repulsive self-interactions −λ ≳ −λcr ≃ 2πGm2/v20 .

the wave pressure and short-ranged self-interaction.
The associated delay factor rises linearly with −λ,
giving the nucleation time scale as τnuc ≃ (λ/λcr)Γ

−1
relax.

In summary, Eq. (10) along with Eq. (8) (with the
delay factor give in Eq. (11)) is our main analytical
estimate for the nucleation timescale of Bose stars, as
a function of the short-ranged self-interaction strength λ.

To analyze this, we performed a large suit of 3+1
dimensional simulations of the Schrödinger -Poisson /
Gross-Pitaevskii system (Eq. (1)), for many different
values of λ and different parameters such as the box size
L and average mass density ρ̄. All of our simulations
were carried out with Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution,
with random phases for each value of the wavemode k
(Eq. (12)). Throughout most of our simulations, we
kept track of the max density in the box, occupation
number function fk (radially averaged fk in k space),
the associated correlation function ζ(r), and projected
mass density along some direction. By reading the
times at which ρmax starts to monotonically rise beyond
just the statistical fluctuations (together with making
sure that a localized over dense region does appear in

the simulation box around this time), we record the
times of nucleation. Upper panel of Fig. 2 presents the
comparison between simulations and analytical estimate.
As examples, the figure is also appended (lower panel)
with ρmax vs time curves for six different λ values.

While in this paper we have not analyzed our simula-
tion data for the rate at which Bose stars accrete mass
from their surroundings, we kept track of the eventual
behavior of these objects (post nucleation), for many of
our simulations. For the attractive case (λ > 0), we
confirmed that the nucleated Bose stars eventually decay
away. This is expected since there exists a maximum crit-
ical mass beyond which the star becomes unstable and
collapses into a Bosenova. For instance see upper right
snapshot in Fig. 3, when the nucleated star ‘immediately’
collapses. While the study of eventual dynamics and fate
of such regions requires a full relativistic treatment, field
dynamics up-to this point is well described by the non-
relativistic GP equation (e.g. see [51]).
For the repulsive case λ < 0, we found a peculiar decay

behavior. We find that the nucleated clump eventually
(over time scales longer than the nucleation time) reaches
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a type of criticality at which point very high frequency
modes, passing through the clump and travelling along
the three directions of the simulation box, appear in the
system. See appendix B for some discussion. This could
be an artifact of the periodic boundary conditions of the
split-Fourier simulation setup, and if so, bringing into
question its use to study long term dynamics of fuzzy
dark matter with repulsive short-ranged self-interactions
via such simulation setups. We leave a detailed investi-
gation of this behavior for a separate work.

A. Comparison with earlier work

Let us now compare our results with some of the earlier
work on the subject of kinetic nucleation of Bose stars.
First, our results encompass the result of [35] for the grav-
ity only (λ = 0) case, and is even in very good agreement
with the order unity coefficient α1 in the rate expres-
sion (besides the overall scaling with ρ̄, m, v0, L and G),
obtained for Gaussian initial condition. Upon inclusion
of short-ranged self-interaction (λ ̸= 0 case), our results
differ significantly from the existing literature [37–39].
First, we find that there exists an interference term ∝ Gλ
in the relaxation rate, which in fact is the leading order
λ dependent term when short-ranged self-interaction is
not dominating over gravitational self-interaction. Only
in the scenario when the former is dominant, does the
relaxation rate goes as λ2 to leading order. Secondly,
the nucleation time scale is not always equal to the in-
verse relaxation rate. While for λ ≳ λcr, nucleation time
scale is just the inverse relaxation rate, for the strong
repulsive self-interaction −λ ≳ −λcr, nucleation time is
delayed by an extra factor of (λ/λcr). Therefore for the
purposes of nucleation of Bose stars, only in the case of
strong attractive short-ranged self-interaction, λ ≳ −λcr,
is it true that the nucleation time goes as λ−2 to leading
order. For in the opposite case of strong repulsive short-
ranged self-interaction, −λ ≳ −λcr, the nucleation time
scale goes as λ−1 to leading order instead.

B. Implications

Our results could have important implications in the
context of self-interacting fuzzy dark matter and various
interesting phenomenon that it entails. The appearance
of the interference term in the relaxation rate, and hence
in the nucleation time scale of Boson stars, may modify
results for some of the phenomenon such as recurrent
axinovae [52], de-stabilization of gravitational atoms [69],
among others.
In general, irrespective of the nature (attractive or

repulsive) of point-like self-interaction, the interference
term becomes the leading order λ dependent term (and
hence extremely important), when |λ| is at best com-
parable to the critical value |λcr|. As an example, even
for the QCD axion we have λqcd/|λcr| ≃ 1.3(v20m

2
pl/f

2
a ),

hence becoming comparable to, or less than |λcr|, in
cosmological environments with v0 ≲ (fa/mpl) ∼ 10−5.
For instance this could be important in the study of
axion miniclusters [70].

In this paper we have focused on kinetic nucleation via
both gravitational and short-ranged self-interactions for
a single scalar field. A natural generalization is to include
multiple scalar fields with naturally different masses and
4-point interactions, or a single spin-1 field including
density-density and spin-spin interactions [57, 71], or
even multiple spin-1 fields with extra Yang-Mills interac-
tions [57], or a combination thereof. While there would
necessarily be interference terms ∝ Gλ, and we expect
similar scaling of nucleation time scales as presented in
this work (as a function of λ), a detailed analysis of such
cases is left for future work.9
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FIG. 4. Similar to the upper panel of figure 2, for simulations
performed with lower and higher resolution grids compared
to the ones used in the main text. With box size L = 40,
the 1σ bars represent simulations performed using 1503 grid,
while the solid points are from simulations using 3003 grid.
The solid gray curves correspond to the analytical estimate
Eq. (16) (c.f. Eq. (10) with Eq. (8) and Eq. (11)), with the
O(1) α coefficients obtained using simulations performed with
grid sizes 1923, 2163, and 2563 as in the main text.

these waves circulate within the periodic simulation
box. An artifact of this is wiping out of density fluctua-
tions and eventual homogenization of the simulation box.

In fig. 5 we provide some simulation snapshots of this
peculiarity, for three different values of λ. Notice the
appearance of checkerboard like pattern in the right hand
side panel.

In order to check if the phenomenon is an artifact of
finite discretization, we simulated lower and higher res-
olution grids with the same initial conditions for long
times. We found no clues if this is the case or not. As
an example, for λ ≈ −4.2λcr, with L = 40 and ρ̄ = 0.01,
in the lower resolution (1283) and higher resolution grids
(2563) the nucleation times were ∼ 3600 and ∼ 3800
respectively. This shows decent convergence of the nu-
cleation time. At the same time however, the onset of
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FIG. 5. Density projection snapshots for 3 values or repul-
sive short-ranged self-interaction strength λ, at two different
times in the respective simulations. The grid size is 2163, and
box length is 50. The left hand side snapshots are the same as
presented in the main text in fig. 3. The right hand side snap-
shots are at later times, when the simulation has now been
rendered ‘unfaithful’. Notice the checkerboard like pattern in
all of the snapshots in the right panel.

these high frequency waves for both the grids were also
similar (∼ 5300 and ∼ 5700 respectively).
We also performed two other tests to see if something

can be learned about this phenomenon. In one test we
put a pre-computed soliton in a bath of DM waves. We
observed the same appearance of high frequency modes
and checkerboard pattern developing, leading to disrup-
tion of the soliton. The times at which this happens de-
pended upon the average mass density and total mass of
the soliton. In yet another test, we performed a few runs
with larger average mass densities, such that the associ-
ated gravitational Jeans scale ℓJ ∼ v0(π/Gρ̄)

1/2 became
smaller than the box size. Even in this case, upon forma-
tion of a halo, the same peculiar phenomenon appears.
While we have confirmed the presence of this feature in

our (split-Fourier technique based-)simulations through
multiple tests, we leave a detailed analysis of this pecu-
liarity for future work.


	Kinetic relaxation and nucleation of Bose stars in self-interacting wave dark matter
	Abstract
	Contents
	Introduction
	Model
	Wave kinetics and relaxation
	Nucleation and behavior of solitons
	Nucleation
	Eventual behavior
	Attractive short-ranged interactions > 0
	Repulsive short-ranged interactions < 0


	Field simulations
	Net attractive interactions (cr).
	Net repulsive interactions (–cr)


	Summary and Discussion
	Comparison with earlier work
	Implications

	Acknowledgements
	References
	Statistical convergence
	Peculiar appearance of high frequency modes for the repulsive case


