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Probing Ultralight Bosons with Compact Eccentric Binaries
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Ultralight bosons can be abundantly produced through superradiance process by a spinning black
hole and form a bound state with hydrogen-like spectrum. We show that such a “gravitational atom”
typically possesses anomalously large mass quadrupole and leads to significant orbital precession
when it forms an eccentric binary with a second compact object. Dynamically formed black hole
binaries or pulsar-black hole binaries are typically eccentric during their early inspirals. We show
that the large orbital precession can generate distinct and observable signature in their gravitational

wave or pulsar timing signals.

A new era of gravitational wave (GW) astronomy has
emerged following the LIGO discovery of two coalescing
black holes (BHs) [1]. Since then it has been extensively
discussed how we can use this new opportunity to probe
fundamental physics beyond the Standard Model (SM)
[2]. Among many ideas put forward, using the compact
binaries to search for new light degrees of freedom has
attracted lots of attentions.

Light bosons are ubiquitous in new physics models,
and can be good dark matter candidates [3]. They are
typically very weakly coupled to SM and have escaped all
direct experimental searches so far. However, they most
likely gravitate as known particles do. Strong gravity
systems like BHs are thus natural laboratories to study
them. In particular, it is known that a fast rotating BH
of mass M can copiously produce light bosons of mass
v due to superradiance instability, a pure gravitational
effect [4-6]. When the “gravitational fine structure con-
stant” o = GMv/he < 1, the boson ¢ can form nonrel-
ativistic and metastable condensate around the BH with
hydrogen-like spectrum. We can thus call the formed
condensate a “superradiance cloud” (SC) and call the
whole system of SC + central BH a “gravitational atom”
(GA). For stellar mass BHs, the corresponding mass of
o is around v ~ 10713eV(«/0.01)(10My /M).

The phenomenology of SC has long been under active
study. See e.g. [7-10]. The LIGO/Virgo discovery of
many coalescing BH binaries added new opportunities
[11, 12]. Recent studies have exploited the inspiral phase
of a GA-borne binary, showing that a resonant level tran-
sition can occur if the binary’s orbital period matches
the energy split of certain levels of a GA [13-17]. This
is dubbed “gravitational collider physics” [15] as the in-
duced resonant transition is reminiscent of a resonant
peak of on-shell particle production at a real collider.

The level transition requires the match of frequencies
of two different origins, which is expected to be rare in
generic inspiral systems. Furthermore, the GW signals
of level transition, while being a distinct signature, could
be challenging to search for in realistic GW experiments.
Therefore it will be useful to look for alternative signals
of GAs that are less restrictive on binary’s orbital pa-
rameters and easier to search for.

In this Letter, we point out such a signal for bina-
ries with eccentric orbits. The key point is that the GA
typically possesses huge mass quadrupole Q. In terms
of a dimensionless quadrupole parameter kK = —QM/.J?
(where J is the spin), a GA can have k ~ 10%(0.1/a)3.
For comparison, k = 1 for Kerr BHs and x ~ O(1-10)
for a neutron star [18, 19]. As a result, a GA can induce
very significant apsidal precession of an eccentric orbit
for a wide range of orbital parameters, which is the main
signal of this Letter. We will show that this signal can
be very significant and potentially observable for BH-GA
binaries and pulsar-GA binaries.

Our signal does not rely on any resonant transitions,
and therefore can be viewed as an “off-shell” signal of
gravitational collider physics. Thus it shares both the
merit and the drawback of “off-shell” observables. It
shows up for wider range of parameters, but it does not
probe the internal structure of a GA. The signal can nev-
ertheless be a useful probe of GAs, since we are virtually
unaware of any other astrophysical objects sharing simi-
lar masses and mass quadrupoles. Thus the apsidal pre-
cession signal opens up a continuous and large parameter
space for detecting GA beyond the known narrow reso-
nance band, shown in Fig. 1.

LIGO-type binaries are expected to have observably
large eccentricity at low frequencies, as predicted by
a wide class of dynamical formation scenarios [20-32].
Such eccentric binaries are important targets of future
space GW telescopes [33-37]. On the other hand, known
pulsar binaries typically possess nonzero eccentricity. No
pulsar-BH binaries are detected yet but they could be
found in the future [38, 39]. Therefore we shall consider
our signal in eccentric pulsar-BH binaries as well.

The effects of the mass quadrupole on binary’s orbit
and corresponding GWs have long been studied [40-42].
But to our best knowledge, our work is the first to address
GA-induced apsidal precession in eccentric BH-BH and
pulsar-BH binaries. See [43-47] for related works.
Superradiance cloud. In this Letter we consider a real
scalar field o of mass v. Generalization to other bosonic
species will be presented in a companion paper [48]. The
superradiance and the GA formation can be studied by
solving the field equation (O — v?)o = 0 outside a Kerr



BH of mass M and spin J. Here and below we take
h=c=1. When a < 1, one finds hydrogen-like bound
states [nfm). At leading order in « the binding energy of
[ném) is given by E, = —a’v/(2n?) < v, justifying the
nonrelativistic approximation.

One important difference from the hydrogen, though,
is the ingoing boundary condition for ¢ at the BH hori-
zon, which introduces imaginary parts in the energy
eigenvalues and thus can trigger production or depletion
of states. Detailed study shows that |211) and |322) are
the two leading states that a spinning BH can produce
which then remain quasi-stable. The leading depletion
channel for them is GW radiation, which is typically very
slow [49]. Therefore, these states can exist with astro-
nomical lifetime. Other states might also be relevant but
we will mainly focus on |211) below.

The production and depletion time scales for [211)
have been worked out as (See e.g. [15])

Toroa(]211)) ~ 10%1(M/10Mg)(0.016/a)’, (1)
Taep1(|211)) ~ 103yr(M/10M)(0.062/a)*®.  (2)

This puts bounds on « for given masses, shown in
Fig. 1. After a period of time Tpr04, @ SC is formed in
|211) state. Its energy density at leading order in « is
time independent,

1
po11(Xx) = %a51/5mc r2e” T sin? 6, (3)
where mg is the total mass of the SC. From this we
can find the spin S¢ and the scalar mass quadrupole
Qc = [ d3x p(x)2*P2(cos b)) as,

Sc = amerg, Qc = —6merg, (4)

where rg = 1/(aw) is the Bohr radius. Assuming the
BH with almost maximal initial spin, the cloud mass
can reach mc = aM when the production is saturated.
Therefore we see that the cloud carries O(«) of total mass
of the GA but carries almost all the angular momentum
and mass quadrupole of the GA when o < 1.
GA-induced orbital precessions. Now consider a
GA-borne binary with eccentric orbit. The GA’s oblate
energy distribution produces a deviation from Keplerian
potential already at the Newtonian level. Consequently,
the orbit will exhibit both apsidal and nodal precessions
which we shall review below.

Let the two binary members have masses m; and mo.
We shall also use m = my + mo and g = myms/m. Let
the first mass m; be a GA, consisting of a BH of mass
mp and a saturated SC in |211) of total mass mg =~
amq, so that mq; = mg + mc. We assume that the GA
is almost maximally spinning, with angular momentum
S1 = |S1| =~ Gm2. The mass quadrupole tensor of GA
is given by Q¥ = Q1(5184 — §Y/3) where Q1 = Qc
is the scalar quadrupole given in (4) and S = Si/S;.
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FIG. 1: The allowed region (unshaded) for observing xq in
(v, a) plane, for a binary of (40 +40) M, assuming saturated
|211) state. The two shaded regions in gray are excluded by
the condition a > 4rg and xq > Xs, respectively. The blue
belts mark several resonant transition bands [15].

The second object ms will be taken as a point mass. It
can possess finite spin but we will neglect it in most of
discussions.

We focus on the early inspiral period of the binary
evolution where the Post-Newtonian (PN) approxima-
tion is easily valid. Our signal, the quadrupole-induced
precession, is a Newtonian effect. But it is also impor-
tant to include higher PN effects that contribute orbital
precessions, including the GR-induced apsidal precession
at 1PN and the spin-orbit (SO) coupling at 1.5PN. The
spin-spin (SS) coupling at 2PN is always negligible in
our system. The GR precession can in principle be sub-
tracted once we know the masses and orbital parameters,
while SO- and SS-induced precessions depend on more
free parameters, and thus should be regarded as contam-
inations of our signal.

The GA is also subject to tidal deformation and this
can back react to the orbit and affects GW signals [50-
52]. But this belongs to higher PN effects and we will
neglect them in this Letter. The validity of treating our
system as a well separated binary also puts a constraint
on the orbital separation a. Following [13] we take a >
4rp for |211) state, also shown in Fig. 1. We don’t include
mass ratio dependence in this constraint because we will
never consider the case of mo > m; in this Letter.

With above considerations in mind, we can model the
GA as a rigid symmetric top, described by its mass m;,
spin S1, and quadrupole Q1. We will adopt the famous
EIH Lagrangian at 1PN to describe the barycenter mo-
tion of the two masses [53], adding appropriate terms to
include rotational degrees of the GA. In particular, the
interaction potential V' = Vg + Vo + Vso contains the
point-mass term, the quadrupole term, and SO term, re-



spectively,
Gmu

Vo =— + 1PN terms, (5)

r

Gm,

Vo = Tgﬂql(l_3cos2nl)7 (6)

2GL
Vso = < (my + %mg)sl cosni, (7

where n; is the angle between S; and the orbital angular
momentum L. We further define ¢ = Q1/m1, s1 =
S1/mq, and L = |LJ.

The computation of precession rates of various orbital
elements from the above potential is straightforward, of
which we will review systematically in a companion pa-
per [48]. As mentioned, there are both nodal precession
(precession of L) and the apsidal precession (precession
of the periapsis within the orbital plane). We discuss
them in turn.

First the nodal precession. Our system always has
L > S, and so the angular momentum conservation
dictates that L precesses only within a small cone of an-
gular size ~ S;/L. Therefore, the nodal precession only
leaves small modulation of GW amplitudes (and phases)
in generic situation. The only exception is when the line
of sight overlaps with the small precession cone. In this
case the nodal precession mixes with the orbital motion.
But this is a rare situation. So the nodal precession is
unimportant for most GW sources. For pulsar-BH bi-
naries, however, the nodal precession can still be quite
significant due to the high precision of pulsar timing mea-
surements.

The most important effect is the apsidal precession.
Let x be the argument of periapsis in the orbital
plane. As mentioned, the apsidal precession x has three
contributions, from the GR precession at 1PN, mass
quadrupole coupling Vg, and the SO coupling Vso, re-
spectively:

X = XGr + XQ * Xs; (8)
XGR = m, (9)
XqQ = 40,2(]_370162)2(]1(1 —3cos?ny), (10)
Xs = (1:3::)23/251 (1 + %) cosny, (11)

where a and e are semi-major axis and the eccentricity
of the orbit, and w = \/Gm/a? is the orbital frequency.
Let us compare their sizes. For maximally spinning and
saturated GA in |211), we have s ~ Gmy and ¢ ~

—6a3(Gmy)?. Then,
XQ 3u;  Gmy
o~ 12
XGr  2a3 a(l —e?)’ (12)
XQ 3uy Gmy 71/2
AQ o 13
xs  2a3(14+wuy1/3) {a(l—eQ)} ’ (13)

where u; = mj;/m. The factor a=2 from the large
mass quadrupole is an enhancement while the factor
Gmi/a < o?/4 is always a suppression after imposing
the perturbative condition a > 4rg. (One can impose a
stronger condition a(1 —e) > 4rp but we will neglect the
(1 —e) factor since we do not consider very large e ~ 1.)

The GR precession can in principle be subtracted from
the total x up to measurement errors once we know a, e,
and m. On the other hand, xs contaminates our signal
by introducing new free parameter s;. There is a similar
contamination from the spin of ms which we assume to
be no larger than that of m; and thus is suppressed here.
We impose a constraint on a by requiring |xq| > |xs|, to
stay away from the SO-induced contamination, shown in
Fig. 1. The SS-induced precession is always smaller than
SO-precession and thus can be safely neglected. Then,
in the range of |xq| > |xs| and after subtracting the GR
precession, the quadrupole term dominates the apsidal
precession, leaving a distinct signal. Interestingly, the
GR precession is always prograde while the quadrupole
precession can be either prograde or retrograde.

The spin S; also precesses due to the torque from
quadrupole and SO couplings, and one may hope to probe
this from the time variation of cosn; = L - S;. However,
since L, S, and L 4+ S are all conserved in our system,
it follows that nq is also a constant in time. Interest-
ingly, xq remains constant even when ms carries nonzero
quadrupole in which case n; is no longer a constant. We
will elaborate more on this in a companion paper [48].

In summary, by staying in the range of |xq| > |xs|,
only xgr and xq contribute the apsidal precession, and
our signal, the quadrupole induced apsidal precession,
depends on a single constant parameter which we define
as geg for later convenience:

gef = q1(1 — 3cos®ny). (14)

GWs from GA-BH Binaries. The GWs radiated
from a binary essentially trace the binary’s orbital mo-
tion. Thus one could hope to see the orbital precession
from the GW waveform. But this is challenging since we
need to see the GW from early inspiral phase rather than
close to the merger. Early inspiral is required both to
have nonzero eccentricity and also to satisfy the pertur-
bative condition (i.e., the second body be well outside the
cloud). Requlrlng a > 4rg, the GW frequency (of the 2nd
harmonic) fo = 7~ '/Gm/a® < 771\/Gm/(4rp)3
().14Hz(a/0.05) (1OM@/m1), assuming mj = ma. Thus
we see that for 10Mg GA the signal is already in the
window of LISA. The similar signal from massive BH
binaries (m > 10*Mg) or extreme-mass-ratio inspirals
(typically a supermassive BH with a stellar-mass BH)
will be at even lower frequencies, challenging to resolve
individually even by space GW telescope. Therefore we
will focus on stellar-mass binaries in this section and leave
more general possibilities to a future study.
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FIG. 2: The GW power spectrum of an eccentric binary with
apsidal precession. The split in each triplet is exaggerated.

The GW amplitudes from the binary in the
transverse-traceless (TT) gauge is computed by h¥ =
(2G/d)AT* MR where A+ is the projector to TT
components, M = purirJ is the second mass moment of
the binary, and d is the source distance. In our case M%
depends on a, e, the true anomaly v (¢), and the three
Euler angles describing the orbital orientation. These
angles can be chosen to be the argument of periapsis Y,
the inclination I and the longitude of ascending node (2,
defined with respect to a reference plane (e.g., the plane
perpendicular to the line of sight). In a GA-borne bi-
nary, all three angles could precess and this precession
could enter the GW signal. But as discussed above, in
generic situations, the nodal precession is tiny, and only
the apsidal precession x could potentially be observable.

To identify the signature of x in GW signals, we
go to the orbital plane, in which the position vector
ri = r(cost,siny), with r = a(l — €2)/(1 + ecos®)),
and ¢ = ¢ + x. (For low inclination system I ~ 0, one
should also include the motion of ascending node so that
W =1+ x + Q. However, once again, we consider such
systems rare.) The important point is that the radial
motion 7(¢)) depends only on the true anomaly which is
a periodic function of time with frequency v, while the
angular motion also includes the apsidal precession, so
that the angle 9 is a periodic function with frequency
w+ X.

To understand intuitively how to observe x through
GWs, we note that ¢(t) executes non-uniform motion for
eccentric orbit (Kepler’s 2nd law), resulting overtones in
GW spectrum with frequency w, = nw (n = 1,2,--).
We can assume x to be almost constant up to slight
orbital decay. Then, each of M%’s harmonic compo-
nents splits into a triplet with frequencies (wy,,wp+) =
(nw,nw £ 2x). It turns out that the w, component al-
most always dominates the GW power in a triplet, as
shown in Fig. 2. Therefore we can retain the w, com-
ponent only. Then the effect of apsidal precession enters
through the anharmonic overtones, namely, wy, 1 /Wy, is
not integer for any n # m. Of course the visibility of
this non-integer ratio depends on the frequency resolu-
tion, which requires xq > T, ! with To the total obser-
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FIG. 3: The 1o error contours of ¢gegr with the total mass m,
the GW frequency of 2nd harmonic f0, and the eccentricity
eo. We choose N2A5 configuration of LISA and 4yr of total
observation time. The choice of parameters for this plot is a
bit beyond the bound a > 4rg so the result is only indicative.

vation time. Using (10) this translates very roughly to
q1/a®> > (wTp)~!. Further using ¢; ~ ard and the per-
turbativity condition a > rg, we have ¢;/a® < a. On
the other hand, taking LISA as an example, w ~0.01Hz
and Tp ~ yr, so wTp ~ 10°. So there is a finite range
107° < ¢1/a* < « in which we can hope to see xq
through GWs.

We note that this effect is absent for circular orbit
where 7 (1)) is a constant, and 1 = (w + x)t is essentially
a uniform function of time. So a nonzero x amounts to
a constant shift in w and thus is degenerate with other
orbital parameters. Of course this degeneracy is broken
by PN effects including chirping. But we expect less sig-
nificant effect from the quadrupole in this case. Below
we will show that increasing e reduces the error in geg-.

To assess more quantitatively the observability of the
quadrupole-induced apsidal precession through GW, we
perform a simplified Fisher analysis for a binary of
(40 + 40)Mg. A more complete analysis will be pre-
sented in [48]. Here we consider a 4-parameter set that
directly appears in x, including geg, the total mass m,
the GW frequency f20 of 2nd harmonic and eccentricity
eo at the starting time of observation. This parameter
set is useful to address potential degeneracy between yggr
and xq. We apply a time-domain formula for Fisher ma-
trix [54] and assume N2A5 configuration of LISA noise
curve [55] with 4yr of total observation time. For our pur-
pose it is enough to use the Newtonian orbit augmented
by apsidal precession (8). We apply Peters’s equation
[56] to account for orbital decay but treat Euler angles
(I1,9) as constant. In Fig. 3 we show the lo contours
for eg = (0.1,0.3,0.5), with all other parameters indi-
cated in the Figure. The signal-to-noise ratios (SNR) for
three choices of e are normalized to that of e = 0.5 at
d = 200Mpc, which is roughly SNR ~ 42. One can see
that the mass quadrupole g.g can be clearly identified for
e = 0.3 and well measured for e = 0.5, while large degen-
eracy and errors appear for e = 0.1, just as expected.
Cloud-induced precession in pulsar-GA binaries.
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FIG. 4: (a) The comparison between the cloud-induced ap-
sidal precession rate xq and the GR induced precession rate
xcr for a range of o and orbital period P,. In this plot
we take m, = 1.4My, m. = 10Mg, e = 0.6, and assume
the cloud mass is saturated. (b) The PK parameters fit in
(mp, mc) plane for a pulsar-GA binary marked by the yellow
dot in (a). The error bands, shown in parentheses, are taken
with the same order of magnitude from known pulsar binaries
such as PSR B1913+16 and PSR B1534+412 [57]. The solid
and dashed magenta curves show the xy without and with sub-
tracting the quadrupole contribution, respectively.

The effect of the superradiance cloud can also be searched
for in pulsar-BH binaries. Compared to GWs, the very
precise pulsar timing data usually allow more direct mea-
surement of orbital elements. The apsidal precession rate
x becomes almost a direct observable readily to be ex-
tracted from the time delay data.

In pulsar binaries the 5 “Keplerian” parameters de-
scribing the geometry and kinetics of the orbit can often
be very precisely measured, while in well situated sys-
tems one can also measure several post-Keplerian (PK)
parameters with good precision [57]. In GR, all PK pa-
rameters can be calculated from Keplerian parameters
and the two masses. Therefore measuring two PK pa-
rameters can determine the two masses, conventionally
denoted by m,, for the pulsar and m, for the companion.
(With our notation, m; = m, and mg = m,,.) Measuring
more than 2 PK parameters then serves as consistency
check. It is often the case that the apsidal precession
rate x, the Einstein parameter v, and the orbital decay
P, can be measured to high precision. For highly inclined
system the Shapiro delay parameters r and s can also be
measured.

In our case, however, the orbital evolution depends on
further parameters including ¢; and n; which correct PK
parameters. Most of them are small corrections of order
q1/a* < 1. But there are two post-Keplerian param-
eters whose quadrupole correction is not suppressed by
q1/a®. The most important one is of course x given in
(8) (normally denoted by w in pulsar binary literature).
In Fig. 4(a) we show the comparison between xq and
xcr for a range of orbital period P, and . We assume
m. is a GA saturated in either |211) or |322). We see

that the correction from yq is actually huge compared
with measurement precision, which is easily better than
1073. In Fig. 4(a) we also put a yellow spot and show an
imagined PK parameter fit in the (m,, m.) plane for this
data point as is usually done for pulsar binaries. Con-
sistency requires that all curves meet at one point up
to errors. However, for the parameter we are choosing
(XqQ/Xcr =~ 0.1), the failure of the consistency check
is already dramatic, showing that there can be a good
chance to measure xq in this way.

The other PK parameter receiving significant correc-

tion is & where z = asin . In ordinary system & comes
mainly from the GW-induced orbital decay a. This is a
tiny effect and & has not yet been measured in known
systems. In our system, however, the inclination sin 1
becomes time dependent due to quadrupole coupling (6).
One can show that & has the same time scale as xq and so
is easily within the observation range. The total variation
of z remains small as mentioned before, Az /z ~ O(S/L),
due to the angular momentum conservation. But for the
system plotted in Fig. 4(b), S/L ~ 0.06 and so can easily
be larger than observation precision of x, making @ po-
tentially observable. We will present a more systematic
study of this effect in a future work.
Discussions. Fast rotating BHs are natural factories
and habitat for ultralight bosons. The resulting GAs are
ideal labs for probing these otherwise invisible particles.
In this Letter we showed that the large mass quadrupole
of a GA can excite observable apsidal precession for ec-
centric binaries. The effect does not require resonant
transitions and thus extends the reach of gravitational
collider physics. It will be interesting to consider more
such non-resonant effects in similar systems, such as a
binary of two GAs, and also a “gravitational molecule”
with one SC surrounding two BHs [58, 59]. We leave
these directions for future works.
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