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Compact objects occupy a pivotal role in the exploration of Nature. The interest spans from the role
of compact objects in astrophysics to their detection through various methods (gravitational waves
interferometry, microlensing, imaging). While the existence of compact objects made of fermions
(neutron stars and white dwarfs) has been assessed, a parallel search for localized solitons made of
bosons is ongoing, stemming from Wheeler’s original proposal of electromagnetic “geons”. Boson
fields can clump up and form compact objects such as boson stars (for complex scalar fields), oscil-
lons and oscillatons (for real scalar fields), or Proca stars (for massive vector fields), which can show
up in searches as black hole mimickers, dark matter sources, and a variety of other phenomena. I
review some crucial properties of these bosonic systems, including recent progress in the field.
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1. Introduction

The idea that particles might collectively arrange to form stable macroscopic objects has
long been explored. In 1955, John Wheeler proposed a solution of the classical electro-
magnetic field in the context of General Relativity (GR).1 These configurations, called
“geons”, turned out to be unstable against perturbations.2, 3 However, when a complex
scalar field is considered in place of the electromagnetic field, the equation of motion for
the complex scalar field (the Klein-Gordon equation) admits localized and stable geon-
like solutions known as boson stars (BSs).4

The interest in BSs has experienced a resurgence following the confirmation of the
Higgs boson’s existence,5, 6 which shows that fundamental bosons are indeed part of Na-
ture. Although the Higgs boson is unstable and rapidly decays to W and Z bosons, other
fundamental complex scalar fields could generally arise in theories that extend the Stan-
dard Model (SM) of particle physics. For example, the Peccei-Quinn mechanism7, 8 is
one of the best motivated solutions to the strong-CP problem of QCD and predicts the
QCD axion;9, 10 the simplest models of inflation that extends the standard cosmologi-
cal model requires a scalar inflaton field; supersymmetric extensions of the SM predict
scalar fields of masses above the electroweak scale;11, 12 string theory predicts the exis-
tence of several moduli fields that encode the properties of extra dimensions and axion-
like particles.13 There are at least two more core reasons to study BSs. First of all, a BS
serves as a laboratory to assess the properties of compact self-gravitating objects. In ad-
dition, due to their mass range and the stability, it is conceivable to postulate that BSs
could be detected through some astrophysical method, and could even serve as the dark
matter in the Universe.

The list of previous reviews on the subject is quite long and indicates the rapid
progresses in the field. Jetzer14 and Liddle & Madsen15 focus on the importance of
BS in astrophysics and the mechanisms of formation, respectively. Lee & Pang16 gen-
erally review the crucial aspects of topological and non-topological solitons. Strau-
mann discusses the similarities and differences of fermion and boson stars.17 Mielke
& Schunck18, 19 discuss in depth on the possibility to detect BSs in astrophysics. Liebling
& Palenzuela20 focus on the various solutions and on the astrophysical signatures of BSs.
The review of Krippendorf, Muia & Quevedo21 focuses on all possible compact objects
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that can form within the theory of string compactification. Excellent PhD theses on the
numerical treatment of BS solutions are given by Helfer22 and by Fodor.23

This review has come to existence in light of the recent and prolific advance in the
theory, phenomenology, and numerical simulations of the formation and evolution of
compact objects made of bosons. Since the most recent reviews on the subject appeared,
many concepts have been further scrutinized such as the study of Proca stars and soli-
tons in modified gravity theory, a list of numerical studies on the gravitational cooling
and on the merging of compact objects, the emergence and maturity of astrophysical
phenomena such as gravitational wave searches and lensing, the possibility that com-
pact objects explain the observed dark matter abundance. Here, we generically refer to
a non-topological soliton to describe a long-lived and spatially localized compact ob-
ject whose stability is granted by a conserved charge, a (mini- or massive) boson star for
a non-topological soliton which is supported by gravity, a Q-ball for a non-topological
soliton supported by self-interactions, a pseudo-soliton for a metastable configuration
made out of a real scalar field for which a conserved charge does not exist, an oscillaton
if the pseudo-soliton is made out of a real scalar field and it is supported by gravity, and
an oscillon if the pseudo-soliton is supported by self-interactions. In this view, a pseudo-
soliton is not necessarily an oscillon.

This review is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we describe some general considera-
tions about the stability of BSs. In Sec. 3, we derive the equations describing a stable
BS from the relativistic action for a complex scalar field, focusing on specific solutions
for the case of mini-BSs (3.2), massive BSs (3.3), and non-gravitational solitonic solu-
tions (3.4). In Sec. 4 we introduce stable solutions for a real scalar field, including axion
stars (4.2). We discuss rotating solutions in Sec. 5. More speculative configurations are
presented in Sec. 6. Macroscopic Bose-Einstein condensation is discussed in Sec. 7. The
formation of BSs is reviewed in Sec. 8. Stability of BSs against perturbations is discussed
in Sec. 9. Sec. 10 explores the detection of gravitational waves from BS compact bina-
ries. The role of BSs as the dark matter is presented in Sec. 11, and other signatures are
discussed in Sec. 12.

We work in natural units c = ħ = 1 and we adopt the metric signature (−,+,+,+). In
these units, the Planck mass is mPl = 1/

p
G , and we also introduce the reduced Planck

mass MPl = (8πG)−1/2 = mPl/
p

8π. A brief list of acronyms and notation used is given in
Table 1.

2. Boson Stars

Boson stars (BS) are soliton solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation describing a classi-
cal complex scalar field Φ coupled to gravity. The self-gravitational energy of the boson
field is sourced by the spatial gradients and time derivative of the field itself. It is the
dispersive nature of the Klein-Gordon equation that provides the sufficient pressure to
balance the gravitational field sourced by the self-gravity of the bosons. Such a wave-
like behavior is ultimately related to Heisenberg uncertainty principle, which states that
a particle of mass µ confined within an object of size 2R (where R is the radius of the
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Table 1. List of conventions and acronyms used in this review.

Greek small letters α,β,... Spacetime coordinates indices
Latin small letters i , j ,k... Space coordinates indices
gαβ Metric tensor
(−,+,+,+) Metric signature
mPl ≡ 1/

p
G ; MPl ≡ 1/

p
8πG Planck mass; Reduced Planck mass

µ Bare boson mass
Φ; φ Complex scalar field; Real scalar field
ψ Non-relativistic wave function
BS Boson star
BH Black hole
NS Neutron star
EKG Einstein-Klein-Gordon Eqs. (5) and (8)

star) possesses a velocity v ∼ (2Rµ)−1. The total kinetic energy is then

K = N
µv2

2
∼ N

8µR2 , (1)

where N is the total number of bosons in the BS. As we discuss in Sec. 3, N is a conserved
quantity for a complex scalar field due to the U(1) symmetry that the field enjoys. The
self-gravity potential energy of the configuration is U ∼−(3/5)GM 2/R, where M ≈ Nµ is
the total mass of the star.a The total energy is minimized at the configuration

RBS ∼ αk

2Gµ2M
, (2)

where αk = 5/6 from the estimate given. The formula in Eq. (2) is in general not satisfied
by a BS, because the radial and transverse pressure terms are not equal. However, in the
cases where an isotropic pressure can be assumed, the behaviour in Eq. (2) matches the
numerical computation with a different values for αk ≈ 9.9.24

For the reason above, the BS is called a “star” not because it shines, but because it
consists of an equilibrium configuration between the self-gravity and a pressure term.
While for ordinary stars the internal pressure is provided by nuclear fusion reactions
in the stellar core, for BSs it is Heisenberg uncertainty principle that provides the re-
quired “quantum pressure” term (see Sec. 7 for a discussion). Both stars and BSs possess
a negative heat capacity, in the sense that the average kinetic energy of each constituent
increases when the system loses energy.25

The argument above also predicts a maximal value of the BS mass. In fact, given
Eq. (2) a BS would shrink the more massive it becomes. However, there is an intrinsic
limit of the radius, the Schwarzschild radius RS = 2GM , below which the solution is no
longer described by a BS and the system collapses into a black hole (BH). This corre-
sponds to a mass

Mmax ∝ m2
Pl/µ , (3)

a In this approximation, we are neglecting the binding energy of the star, which is crucial when performing the
actual computation of the configuration.
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where m2
Pl = 1/G . Indeed, in Sec. 3.2 we show with an explicit computation that a maxi-

mal mass exists for the simplest case of a free complex field, with the analogous of Eq. (3)
being known in the literature as the “Kaup mass”.4, 26 In this case, the occupation num-
ber NBS ≈ (mPl/µ)2 for a BS of nearly critical mass is much smaller than the correspond-
ing value obtained for a fermion star, NFS ∼ (mPl/µ)3, hence these boson structures have
been named “mini-boson stars” in the literature. The inverse proportionality between
Mmax and µ holds in the presence of a self-interacting potential as well, although the
magnitude of the maximal mass can differ greatly from the free-field scenario and can
even match the results obtained for the fermionic systems.

3. Complex scalar field

A complex scalar field Φ evolving in the GR framework is described by the Einstein-
Klein-Gordon (EKG) action,

S=
∫

d4x
p−g

[
R

16πG
−∇αΦ̄∇αΦ−V (|Φ|2)

]
, (4)

where Φ̄ is the complex conjugate of Φ, V (|Φ|2) is the bosonic potential, R is the Ricci
scalar, and g is the determinant of the metric tensor gαβ. The variation of the action with
respect to the metric leads to the Einstein equations

Rαβ−
1

2
gαβR= 8πG TΦαβ (5)

where Rαβ is the Ricci tensor and the energy-momentum tensor of the boson field is

TΦαβ =∇αΦ̄∇βΦ+∇βΦ̄∇αΦ− gαβ
(∇γΦ̄∇γΦ+V (|Φ|2)

)
. (6)

In the following, we also use the equivalent formulation of Einstein’s equations,

Rαβ = 8πG

(
TΦαβ−

1

2
gαβTΦ

)
, (7)

where TΦ is the trace of TΦ
αβ

. The variation of the action with respect to Φ̄ leads to the
Klein-Gordon equation,

∇α∇αΦ= dV (|Φ|2)

d|Φ|2 Φ . (8)

In the following, we refer to the system of Eqs. (5) and (8) as EKG.
The action Eq. (4) is invariant under the U(1) symmetry Φ→Φe iτ for some angle τ.

According to Noether’s theorem, this implies the existence of a conserved current

Jµ = i

2

(
Φ̄∇µΦ− (∇µΦ̄)Φ

)
, (9)

so that the conservation law ∇µ Jµ = 0 is assured. The Noether charge, corresponding to
the total number of bosons in the BS, is then

N =
∫

d3x
p−g g 0µ Jµ . (10)
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A stable bound configuration such as a BS, in which the stability is granted by the ex-
istence of a conserved charge and whose boundary condition at infinity is the vacuum
state, is referred to as a non-topological soliton.16 This solution differs from the topolog-
ical soliton, for which an additional conservation law is not required and whose bound-
ary condition at infinity is topologically different from the vacuum.27, 28 Promoting the
U(1) symmetry to a local symmetry leads to charged BSs,29–35 whose collapse could lead
to charged BHs.36–38 The mass of the BS is provided by the Tolman mass formula39–41

M =
∫

d3x
p−g

[
2T0

0 −Tµ
µ
]≈ ∫

d3x
p−gρ , (11)

where the last approximation is valid in the non-relativistic limit Tµµ ≈ T0
0 ≈ ρ.

3.1. Decomposing the solution

A boson “star” is defined as a field configuration that is localized in space. A theorem due
to Derrick42 states that the Klein-Gordon equation does not admit a stable and local-
ized time-independent solution. The physical argument on the impossibility to realize
such a solution relies on the fact that shrinking a non-zero real scalar field configuration
effectively reduces its total energy.43 Since the stress-energy tensor depends on the ab-
solute value of the scalar field, Derrick’s theorem can be circumvented by relaxing the
assumption of time-independence by considering a time-periodic field, while retaining
a time-independent gravitational field.b

We now present a solution to the set of equations in the case of spherical symmetry,
adopting a harmonic ansatz for the complex scalar field which is decomposed in terms
of a real radial function φ as

Φ(r, t ) =φ(r )e−iωt , (12)

whereω is a constant. In principle, the complex field can be written as a sum of real and
imaginary parts as φ(r ) =φR (r )+ iφI (r ). However, the two components follow the same
equation so we treat φ(r ) as a real function.

We restrict to the case of spherical symmetry to discuss the family of solutions for
EKG. For a spherically symmetric BS, the metric in polar coordinates is of the form4, 24

ds2 =−ev dt 2 +eu dr 2 + r 2 (
dϑ2 + sin2ϑdϕ2) , (13)

with the two functions u = u(r ) and v = v(r ).
With the ansatz in Eqs. (12)-(13), the EKG set of coupled Eqs. (5)-(8) reads

e−u
(

u′

r
− 1

r 2

)
+ 1

r 2 = 8πG ρφ , (14)

e−u
(

v ′

r
+ 1

r 2

)
− 1

r 2 = 8πG prad , (15)

φ′′+
(

2

r
+ v ′−u′

2

)
φ′(r ) = eu

(
dV (φ2)

dφ2 −e−vω2
)
φ , (16)

b Another method to circumvent Derrick’s theorem consists on invoking two or more interacting fields, such
as the ’t Hooft-Polyakov monopole or the Nielsen-Olesen vortices.44
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where a prime denotes the differentiation with respect to the radial coordinate r . The
effective density, radial pressure, and tangential pressure are given respectively by

ρφ = e−v ω2φ2 +e−u(φ′)2 +V (φ2) , (17)

prad = e−v ω2φ2 +e−u(φ′)2 −V (φ2) , (18)

ptan = e−v ω2φ2 −e−u(φ′)2 −V (φ2) . (19)

Since the radial and tangential pressure terms differ because of the different sign in (φ′)2,
the energy-momentum tensor is not generally isotropic for a BS and the fluid approxi-
mation is not valid. For this, the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff approach does not apply.

The coordinate u(r ) is related to mass conservation: in fact, once defined

e−u = 1−2M(r )/r , (20)

where M(r ) is the mass enclosed within radius r , Eq. (14) can be cast in the form

dM(r )

dr
= 4πr 2ρ . (21)

The total mass of the BS is defined as M = lim
r→+∞M(r ).45

3.2. Mini-boson star

The simplest potential to consider is of the quadratic form,c

V (|Φ|2) =µ2|Φ|2 , (22)

where µ is a constant quantity that represents the mass of the complex scalar field. We
solve the system of Eqs. (14)-(16) for the case of this quadratic potential, rescaling the
radial function in units of the reduced Planck mass MPl as φ̃ = φ/MPl and the radial
coordinate as x =µr . Setting ω̃=ω/µ, this choice gives

1

x

du

dx
= 1−eu

x2 + (
e−v ω̃2 +1

)
euφ̃2 +

(
dφ̃

dx

)2

, (23)

1

x

dv

dx
= eu −1

x2 + (
e−v ω̃2 −1

)
euφ̃2 +

(
dφ̃

dx

)2

, (24)

d2φ̃

dx2 = −(
1+eu −x2euφ̃2) 1

x

dφ̃

dx
+eu(1−e−v ω̃2)φ̃ . (25)

The boundary conditions implemented to solve the system of equations above is

lim
r→0

φ(r ) = φc , lim
r→+∞φ(r ) = 0, (26)

lim
r→0

v(r ) = vc , lim
r→+∞v(r ) = 0, (27)

lim
r→0

M(r ) = 0, lim
r→+∞M(r ) = M , (28)

where vc , φc are constants and where M(r ) is defined in Eq. (20). These boundary con-
ditions assure that the solution is localized in space. The system of equations with the

c It is possible to obtain localized solutions for a set of massless fields minimally coupled to gravity.46
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boundary conditions can be solved numerically by integrating from the origin outward
the set of Eqs. (23)-(25) and using a shooting method to satisfy the boundary conditions
at infinity, to find stationary gravitational solutions.47 Given the amplitude of the scalar
field at the core, φ(r = 0) ≡ φc , these conditions are satisfied for a set of n frequency
eigenvalues, where the n-th mode has n −1 nodes. We solve for the ground state n = 1,
while higher values of n correspond to the excited radial modes of the BS.

Starting from a small value of φc ¿ 1, an increase in φc corresponds to an increase
in the mass of the BS and to a decrease in its radius. Such a trend continues as long as
the mass lies below a critical value26

MKaup ≈ 0.633m2
Pl/µ , (29)

above which both the radius and the mass of the BS decrease when increasing φc . This
behavior is also found in fermion stars: for example, a neutron star (NS) possesses a
maximal mass,48 as confirmed from observations.49, 50

Once the solution forφ(r ) is provided, we define the properties of the BS, namely the
Noether charge N in Eq. (10), the mass M , and the radius R containing 99% of the mass
of the BS, as

N = 4π
∫ +∞

0
r 2ωe

v−u
2 φ2(r )dr , (30)

M = 4π
∫ +∞

0
r 2 [(

e−v ω2 +µ2) φ2 +e−u(φ′)2]dr , (31)

0.99M = 4π
∫ R

0
r 2 [(

e−v ω2 +µ2) φ2 +e−u(φ′)2]dr . (32)

Note, that R is defined implicitly in the latter expression. The definition of the BS radius
is rather ambiguous since BSs have no surface and the distribution extends to infinity,
leading to different definitions in the literature. The compactness of a star of mass M and
radius R is C ≡GM/R. The compactness corresponding to the Kaup limit is C ' 0.08.4

Fig. 1 shows the mass-radius relation obtained from the expressions above. The
dashed line marks the Kaup mass in Eq. (29). The curves are parametrized by the value of
the field at the core φc as M = M(φc ), R = R(φc ), so that denser stars are more compact.
This is shown in Fig. 2 sketching the radial profile as a function of the radial coordinate
for a few representative values of ω̃=ω/µ.

3.3. Massive boson stars

It is possible to alter the expression for the scalar field potential in Eq. (22) to produce
a family of more massive BSs. A realistic extension of the BS potential might include
higher-order nonlinear terms which result from bosonic self-interactions.51 Here, we
discuss the inclusion of a quartic term to the mini-boson star potential, as52

V (Φ) =µ2|Φ|2 + λ

2
|Φ|4 , (33)

where λ is a dimensionless coupling constant so that the self-interaction is repulsive
for λ ≥ 0. The structure of the resulting BS differs greatly from the case of the mini-
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Fig. 1. Solid black line: Mass of the mini-boson star M in units of m2
Pl/µ, as a function of the radius R in units

of the inverse boson mass µ−1. Dashed black line: The mass of the mini-boson star corresponding to the Kaup
limit, MKaup ≈ 0.633m2

Pl/µ.
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Fig. 2. The value of the boson field inside the BS in unit of MPl, as a function of the radial coordinate in units
of µ−1. Different values of the fundamental frequency ω are shown based on the color code in the figure.
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boson star even for |λ| ¿ 1. More precisely, the coupling constant can only be ignored
for |λ| ¿ (µ/mPl)

2, which is not the case for a “natural” value |λ| ∼ 1 and for a boson
mass µ¿ mPl. Taking an effective field theory with the potential in Eq. (33), we expect
to be in the “strong” regime in which the quartic coupling plays an important role.

With the potential in Eq. (33), the analogous of Eqs. (23)-(25) in the rescaled variables
x ≡ rµ and φ̃=φ/MPl read

1

x

du

dx
= 1−eu

x2 + (
e−v ω̃2 + f (φ̃)

)
euφ̃2 +

(
dφ̃

dx

)2

, (34)

1

x

dv

dx
= eu −1

x2 + (
e−v ω̃2 − f (φ̃)

)
euφ̃2 +

(
dφ̃

dx

)2

, (35)

d2φ̃

dx2 = −(
1+eu −x2eu f (φ̃) φ̃2) 1

x

dφ̃

dx
+eu(2 f (φ̃)−1−e−v ω̃2)φ̃ , (36)

where f (φ̃) = 1+λ′φ̃2/2 and λ′ = λ/(8πGµ2). In the limit of strong coupling |λ′|À 1, we
find the maximal mass for a spherically symmetric solution

Mmax ≈ 0.06
p
λm3

Pl/µ
2 . (37)

Note, that in Ref. [52] the relation is expressed as Mmax ≈ 0.22Λ1/2 m2
Pl/µ with Λ ≡

λ/(4πGµ2) = 2λ′. The maximal mass for BSs in this model is generally much heavier than
the Kaup limit in Eq. (29) for mini-boson stars, due to the different dependence on µ in
Eq. (37). The compactness of these massive BSs can reach that of a NS, Cmax ' 0.158.53, 54

A fit of the size of galaxies and galaxy clusters might constrain the parameter space of
BSs.55–57

Fig. 3 shows the mass in unit of m2
Pl/µ (top panel) and the radius in units of µ−1 (bot-

tom panel) of a BS described by the potential in Eq. (33), as a function of the core value
of the field φc in units of the reduced Planck mass MPl = mPl/

p
8π. The coloring codes

the different values of the coupling used, with λ′ = 0 (magenta), λ′ = 10 (green), λ′ = 20
(red), λ′ = 50 (blue). The magenta line corresponds to the mini-boson star discussed in
Sec. 3.2. The mass shows a maximal value corresponding to the result in Eq. (37).

3.4. Non-gravitational solitons

In theories of a complex scalar field with self-interactions, stationary non-gravitational
soliton solutions named Q-balls can form in which the self-interacting potential re-
places the gravitational interaction. Here, Q stands for the conserved charge associated
to the conserved current within the U(1) theory. A Q-ball is a localized object existing in
a flat spacetime, as opposed to a BS which is supported by its strong self-gravity.58, 59

A specific form of the self-interacting potential that allows for the existence of non-
topological localized solitons in the absence of gravity is16, 43, 60

V (Φ) =µ2|Φ|2
(

1− 2|Φ|2
σ2

0

)2

, (38)

and deviates from Eq. (33) in that the scalar field appears up to its sixth power. The con-
stant σ0 parametrizes the false vacuum solution at |Φ0| = σ0/

p
2, with the true vacuum
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Fig. 3. Mass (top panel) and radius (bottom panel) of a BS described by the potential in Eq. (33) as a function
of the core value of the field, for the values of the coupling λ′ = 0 (magenta), λ′ = 10 (green), λ′ = 20 (red),
λ′ = 50 (blue).

|Φ| ∼ 0 outside of the soliton being separate from the false vacuum inside |Φ0| inside the
star by a potential surface of width ∼ µ−1. The potential in Eq. (38) produces extremely
compact stars with a maximal compactness Cmax ' 0.349 which, being greater than 1/3,
allows for the existence of a photon sphere around the star. In the limit of strong cou-
pling σ0 ¿ mPl, the maximal mass for the soliton star is

Mmax ≈ 0.0198
p
λm4

Pl/(µσ2
0) . (39)
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Note, that it is possible for a boson star to possess a light ring even for a smaller compact-
ness C < 1/3, as shown in explicit solutions of (unstable) mini-boson stars61, 62 and oscil-
lons.63 It has been generally shown that all horizonless compact objects whose energy-
momentum tensor satisfies Tαβpαpβ for any null vector pα, and that possesses an un-
stable light ring also has a stable light ring.64

A different concept of Q-ball leading to the formation of an soliton is based on the
idea,65 where Q stands for the conserved charge associated to the conserved current
within a theory with two real scalar fields enjoying a SO(2) symmetry. In this view, the
solitons described in Eq. (12) correspond to radial oscillations in the complex Φ plane,
while these Q-balls correspond to circular motion in the complexΦplane. For a complex
scalar fieldΦwith a global U(1) symmetry, a Q-ball can form if the potential V (|Φ|2)/|Φ|2
shows a global minimum at |Φ| 6= 0.65 One such example is66

V (Φ) =µ2|Φ|2 +λ(|Φ|6 −a|Φ|4) , (40)

where λ and a are constants. Any potential that could lead to the formation of Q-balls
should satisfy the condition V ′′(0) > 2V (Φ)/|Φ|2,65 which is not fulfilled by Eq. (33), but
it is met by the potential in Eq. (40) for λ> 0.

A similar concept has been discussed in the theory describing an “abnormal state” of
nuclear matter67–69 which could appear for sufficiently high nuclear densities, such that
a new σ field coupling to nucleons provide a negative contribution to the nucleon bare
mass, leading to nearly massless nucleons. Since an unbroken continuous symmetry
exists for σ along with the associated conservation law, an alternative non-topological
configuration called a Q-star can also be formed.70–73 Supersymmetric SM extensions
predict the existence of baryonic Q-balls, macroscopic self-bound clumps of scalar par-
ticles which possess a defined electric and baryonic charge and which have been pro-
posed as the dark matter.74

4. Real scalar fields

4.1. Oscillatons

Unlike a complex scalar field, a real scalar field does not possess a U(1) symmetry grant-
ing the existence of a conserved charged. Therefore, stability would be lacking for this
case. Nevertheless, soliton solutions for the field equation involving scalar bosons exist
even without an explicit conserved Noether current.75, 76 These are known in the litera-
ture as oscillatons. In contrast to the assumptions for a static metric adopted so far, os-
cillaton solutions are possible if the spacetime metric is time dependent and oscillatory,
similarly to the breather solution of the sine-Gordon equation.77 Oscillatons are then
time dependent, non-topological, non-singular, asymptotically flat solutions to EKG.78

As a consequence, solitonic solutions are metastable, although their decay timescale can
vastly exceed the age of the Universe.d

d See Ref. [79] for a similar study with a quartic potential.
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A minimally coupled real scalar field φ evolving on the background metric gαβ is
described by the action

S=
∫

d4x
p−g

[
R

16πG
− 1

2
∇αφ∇αφ−V (φ)

]
, (41)

where V (φ) is the potential for the real scalar field. From the above action follows the
Klein-Gordon equation,

∇α∇αφ= dV (φ)

dφ
. (42)

The variation of the action in Eq. (41) with respect to the metric tensor leads to the
Einstein equation in Eq. (5), where the energy-momentum tensor TΦ

αβ
for the complex

scalar field is replaced by

Tφ

αβ
=∇αφ∇βφ− gαβ

(
1

2
∇γφ∇γφ+V (φ)

)
. (43)

For a spherically-symmetric solution, we assume the metric parametrization in
Eq. (13) with the two time-dependent functions u = u(r, t ) and v = v(r, t ). Computing
the Einstein tensor of the metric and equating it to the right-hand side of Eq. (5) gives

e−u
(

u′

r
− 1

r 2

)
+ 1

r 2 = 8πG

(
1

2
e−v φ̇2 + 1

2
e−u(φ′)2 +V (φ)

)
, (44)

e−u
(

v ′

r
+ 1

r 2

)
− 1

r 2 = 8πG

(
1

2
e−v φ̇2 + 1

2
e−u(φ′)2 −V (φ)

)
, (45)

φ′′(r )+
(

2

r
+ v ′−u′

2

)
φ′(r ) = eu

[
dV (φ)

dφ
+e−v

(
φ̈+ u̇ − v̇

2
φ̇

)]
. (46)

where a prime is a differentiation with respect to r and a dot is a differentiation with re-
spect to t . This set of equations differs from the corresponding Eqs. (23)-(25) for a com-
plex scalar field because of the appearance of the time derivatives of the metric terms u̇,
v̇ . Oscillatons show a critical mass Mc = 0.605m2

Pl/µ and compactness C = 0.14,80 that
distinguishes between the stable and unstable configurations as discussed in Sec. 9.

4.2. Axion stars

The axion9, 10 is the pseudo-Goldstone boson associated with the spontaneous breaking
of a global U(1) symmetry, first introduced by Peccei and Quinn (PQ).7, 8 The complex
PQ field after the spontaneous symmetry breaking reads Φ = fa/

p
2 exp

(
iφ/ fa

)
, where

φ is the axion field and fa is a new energy scale, the axion decay constant. The axion
might play a crucial role in the evolution of the Universe as it could explain the dark
matter observed.81–84 See Refs. [85,86] for recent reviews. For this reason, understanding
the formation and evolution of compact objects formed within the QCD axion theory is
crucial, as they would come with unique astrophysics signatures that can be searched to
claim detectability, jointly with other axion-induced effects in the laboratory.

Axion stars are localized structures made of QCD axions and solutions to EKG. De-
spite axion stars being generally self-gravitating objects,87 an important role in their
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equilibrium is played by self-interactions. The effects of non-homogeneities in the pri-
mordial axion field have also been discussed.88–90 Axion stars should not be confused
with compact clumps made of virialized axions called miniclusters.91–93 Recent devel-
opments are in Refs. [94–96].

The evolution of the axion field φ is described by the Klein-Gordon Eq. (42) under a
periodic potential which can be approximated when φ¿ fa as

V (φ) = 1

2
µ2φ2 − λ

24
φ4 . (47)

Here, the mass of the axion is µ = Λ2
a/ fa with Λa ' 75.5MeV, and the dimensionless

coupling for the attractive self-interaction is λ = (g4µ/ fa)2 with g4 ' 0.59.97 We expand
the axion field in terms of a non-relativistic wave function

φ(r, t ) = fap
2

[
ψ(r, t )e−iµt +ψ∗(r, t )e iµt

]
, (48)

where the dimensionless function ψ = ψ(r, t ) varies slowly with time. With this repre-
sentation for φ, the Klein-Gordon Eq. (42) reduces to the Schrödinger equation,

i
∂ψ

∂t
=− 1

2µ
∇2ψ+µ(

Vgrav +Vself
)
ψ , (49)

describing the motion of the axion under the influence of the self-interaction potential
Vself =−(g 2

4 /8)|ψ|2. The gravitational potential Vgrav is given by the Poisson equation

∇2Vgrav = 4πGρ , (50)

where the energy density of the non-relativistic axion is ρ =Λ4
a |ψ|2. The set of Eqs. (49)-

(50) forms the Schrödinger-Poisson system and it is analogous to the non-relativistic
limit of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation when self-interactions are included.98, 99

Due to the non-relativistic assumptions, the axion star behaves like an isotropic fluid
for which the mass-radius relation in Eq. (2) holds. Axions stars for which self-gravity is
counteracted by the effects of quantum pressure are in the “dilute” phase and are stable.
Such an equilibrium is spoiled by self-interactions, which destabilize the star when the
two potential terms in Eq. (49) match. This occurs at a critical mass98, 100, 101

Mmax ≈ 6.6×10−10 M¯
g4

(
µeV

µ

)2

, (51)

above which no axion star solution is possible. This result is smaller than the maximal
oscillaton mass for µ& 10−11 eV.

In the literature, compact solutions known as “dense” axion stars have been dis-
cussed within the Gross-Pitaevskii formalism.102 However, these solutions do not
behave consistently due to large relativistic corrections and number-changing pro-
cesses.101, 103–105 Because of the importance of the QCD axion in cosmology and astro-
physics, the formation and the properties of axion stars are being intensively studied.
See Sec. 8 for the formation of BSs and Sec. 12 for detection signatures.
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5. Rotating boson stars

So far, we have restricted the discussion to spherically symmetric configurations. We
now consider the possibility that a BS possesses a spin and rotates around a fixed axis
in space. The metric decomposition for a rotating object in GR, such as a Kerr BH or a
spinning BS, can be generally written as

ds2 =−N 2
t dt 2 +γi j

(
dxi +βi dt

)(
dx j +β j dt

)
, (52)

where γi j is the metric induced on a hypersurface Σt of constant t by the metric gαβ,
βi is the shift vector, and Nt is the lapse function so that the orthogonal direction to Σt

is (∂/∂t )i = Nt ni +βi , with γi j niβ j = 0. This line element contains a larger number of
functions with respect to the decomposition in Eq. (13), because the non-zero rotation
reduces the symmetry of the problem. For a stationary and axisymmetric spacetime,
where the surfaces of constant (r,ϑ) are orthogonal to the surfaces of constant (t ,ϕ), the
metric in Eq. (52) reduces to

ds2 =−ev dt 2 +eu (
dr 2 + r 2dϑ2)+ew r 2 sin2ϑ

(
dϕ+βdt

)2 , (53)

where the shift vector is βi = (0,0,β) and where u, v , w are functions of r and ϑ only.
The angular momentum of a BS is quantized in units of an “azimuthal” quantum

number m which enters the decomposition of the wave function as106–109

Φ=φ(r,ϑ)e−iωt e−i mϕ . (54)

Solutions for rotating BSs are found from the EKG and depend on the choice of the boson
potential. Rotating solutions in a relativistic setup have been discussed for mini-boson
stars with m = 1 to 10 and for m = 500 in the weakly relativistic regime,107, 110 for m =
1, m = 2 in the strongly relativistic regime,108, 109 and in the presence of a large self-
interaction for static axisymmetric configurations for m À 1.111 Rotating BS solutions
with the solitonic potential in Eq. (40) have been computed for m = 1.66, 112 Following
the results for non-rotating BSs,113 a rotating BS with a periodic potential has also been
studied.114 Rotating axion stars could increase their mass by a factor O(10) compared to
the results in Sec. 4.2 and could be a major contribution to the DM.115

Solutions for a rotating BS possess a higher maximal mass than the non-rotating
counterparts, for example the Kaup limit for the mini-boson star, see Eq. (29), and the
maximal mass for a massive BS in Eq. (37) modify as in Table 2 for different values of
m. As m increases, the star transitions from a slowly rotating configuration to a highly
relativistic BS. This affects the motion of test particles through the Lense-Thirring effect,
which can serve as an indication for the existence of these objects.116

In general, the slow rotation limit of a BS cannot be taken because of the quanti-
zation of angular momentum.119 Solutions exists in the non-relativistic approximation,
where rotation can be thought as a perturbation carrying the angular momentum over
the background potential ground state.120 In this approach, the equations reduce to the
Newtonian case and stable rotating configurations with axial symmetry exist.106

A rotating BS possesses an axisymmetric solution which is topologically distinct
from the spherically symmetric solutions discussed for non-rotating BSs. In fact, the
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Table 2. The maximal mass of the boson star that can be achieved for different values of m.

Model m MKaup Reference Model m Mmax Reference

mini-boson star 0 0.6630m2
Pl/µ [4, 26] Massive BS 0 0.06

p
λm3

Pl/µ
2 [52]

1 1.3155m2
Pl/µ [109, 117] (λ′ = 100) 1 3.14m2

Pl/µ [117]

2 2.2159m2
Pl/µ [117] 2 3.48m2

Pl/µ [117]

3 3.5287m2
Pl/µ [117, 118] 3 4.08m2

Pl/µ [117]

4 5.0590m2
Pl/µ [117, 118] 4 5.59m2

Pl/µ [117]

5 6.6681m2
Pl/µ [117, 118]

6 8.2824m2
Pl/µ [117, 118]

velocity field v is related to the wave function ψ(r, t ) as121 [see also Eq. (62) below]

v =∇argψ(r, t )/µ . (55)

If the density distribution is non-zero everywhere, the configuration is irrotational since
∇× v = 0, so that the energy density of a rotating BS must be concentrated within a
torus.107, 111, 117, 122 This is seen from the explicit computation of the wave function,
whose dependence near the origin is φ(r,ϑ) ∝ r m which vanishes for m > 0.

The stability of rotating BSs is currently under scrutiny. It has been shown that for
non-relativistic stars (see e.g. Sec. 4.2) and for a negligible or attractive self-interaction,
a gravitationally bound BS would be unstable for any angular momentum, while a repul-
sive self-interaction allows for a rotating BS solution for m = 1. This is ultimately caused
by transitions that conserve the total spin and allow to jump in values of the angular
momentum given by m.122 Any excited state would relax towards the ground state by
the emission of relativistic bosons and potentially gravitational waves. Stability is fur-
ther discussed in Sec. 9.

6. Additional configurations

6.1. Massive spin-one bosons

A massive spin-one field Aα, of mass µ, is described by the Proca equation. Contrary
to the photon, which is massless and whose modes are longitudinal with respect to the
direction of the propagation, a massive spin-one field also possesses a transverse mode.
The action for this theory is

S=
∫

d4x
p−g

[
R

16πG
− 1

4
FαβF∗

αβ−
1

2
µ2 AαA∗

α

]
, (56)

where Fαβ = ∇αAβ −∇βAα is the field strength and where an asterisk means complex
conjugation. The Proca field Aα is invariant under a U(1) symmetry, so that a conserved
charge exists. Self-gravitating “Proca star” solutions exist with a maximal mass123–125

Mmax = 1.058m2
Pl/µ , (57)

which is slightly higher than the corresponding Kaup limit for mini-boson stars in
Eq. (29). The maximal mass separates stable solutions from the unstable ones, see Sec. 9.
A full non-linear numerical evolutions of Proca stars reveals that three outcomes are
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possible for the unstable branch, namely (i) migration to the stable branch, (ii) disper-
sion of the scalar field, or (iii) collapse to a Schwarzschild black hole.126 Along with ro-
tating Proca stars,124 an extension to Proca Q-balls and charged Proca stars127 or exotic
configurations with a negative cosmological constant128 have also been discussed.

6.2. Boson-fermion stars

A boson-fermion star is a localized equilibrium configuration composed of both bosons
and fermions.129 In the simplest picture, the energy-momentum tensor is expressed as
the sum of a bosonic component given in Eq. (6) and a fermionic component described
in the fluid formalism by

T F
αβ = (ρ+p)uαuβ+ gαβp , (58)

where uα is the fermion four-vector and ρ, p are the energy density and pressure of
the fermion component. For a fermion field, the fluid formulation is possible since the
pressure term is isotropic.

In the presence of a boson-fermion interaction, the real and imaginary components
of the boson field follow different equations.130 In this case, it is not possible to treat
the function φ(r ) as real, contrary to what has been discussed below Eq. (12). A star
composed of a mix of a boson and a fermion species shows peculiar properties. Contrary
to pure boson stars, a boson-fermion star possesses a slow rotating solution even in the
relativistic prescription131 and their excited states appear to be generally more stable
than the purely bosonic counterparts.132, 133

6.3. Oscillons forming after inflation

In models for single-field inflation, the Universe is dominated by a massive real scalar
field φ, the inflaton. At the end of this stage, the inflaton transfers its energy to lighter
particles through various possible reheating processes, so that the Universe transitions
to the standard ΛCDM cosmology. In models in which such a reheating occurs through
parametric resonance, it is possible for the Universe to become dominated by oscillons
resulting from localized configurations of the inflaton.134–138 Numerical simulations in
3D show that oscillons generate through fragmentation of the inflaton condensate139

and are generally long-lived and stable against collapse.134 Once the field begins to os-
cillate coherently about the minimum, oscillons form if field perturbations grow enough
for self-interactions to become important and the potential is shallower than quadratic,
φ2γ with γ< 1 so that the production of oscillons is energetically favored once the infla-
ton field fragments.139, 140

Oscillons might emerge in models in which the potential shows a plateau, such as
those generated within string or supergravity scenarios.141–144 The potential behaves as
φ2γ with γ < 1 during the slow-roll regime, to then transition to a quadratic potential
when the reheating process begins at a scale φ¿ mPl. The oscillon-dominated regime
is effectively a matter-dominated stage during which higher modes of the primordial
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power spectrum are enhanced, possibly leading to the formation of primordial BHs145

and to the generation of a primordial GW spectrum.146

6.4. Modified gravity and boson stars

In a scalar-tensor theory, gravity is mediated by both a scalar and a tensor field, which
in the Jordan-Brans-Dicke (JBD) framework is expressed by the action147

S=
∫

d4x
p−g

(
1

16πG

[
ΨR− ω

Ψ
gαβ∂αΨ∂βΨ

]
−∇αΦ̄∇αΦ−V (|Φ|2)

)
, (59)

where Ψ is a new scalar field that replaces the gravitational constant and ω is a new
parameter in the theory so that GR is recovered for ω → +∞. The rest of the nota-
tion is the same as in Eq. (4). Typically, massive BSs forming in the JBD framework
are slightly lighter than their GR counterparts for given values of the parameters µ
and λ in Eq. (33).148 For example, for ω = 6 the Kaup limit in Eq. (29) modifies as
Mmax ≈ 0.600m2

Pl/µ, with the difference reducing for largerω> 6. The scalar-tensor grav-
ity generalization of the JBD framework in which the effective gravitational constant is a
variableω=ω(Φ) allows for BS solutions with a wider mass range that could evolve with
time.149–151

A different approach leading to a modification of GR is Palatini gravity, in which the
Ricci scalar in Eq. (4) is replaced with a generic function of R,

S=
∫

d4x
p−g

[
f (R)

16πG
−∇αΦ̄∇αΦ−V (|Φ|2)

]
. (60)

For the quadratic theory f (R) = R+ ξR2, where ξ is a coupling, the BSs produced in
Palatini gravity for ξ > 0 are fairly similar to those found in GR previously discussed.152

The properties of BS have also been discussed in Horndeski theories where a coupling
between the kinetic scalar term and Einstein tensor exists153–155 and in theories with
Gauss-Bonnet couplings.156–158 In models of a scalar field non-minimally coupled to
matter, the so-called chameleon field, compact solitonic solutions can be formed, al-
though such configurations are unstable.159, 160

7. Bose-Einstein condensate

7.1. Equations for the bulk distribution

In a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) forming below a very low critical temperature,
bosons occupy the ground state level of the system with minimum momentum. Under
certain conditions, a BEC could be realized even at the galactic scale161 and could model
the DM observed in galaxies, as discussed in Sec. 11. The evolution of a self-gravitating
BEC with the addition of a self-interaction is governed by the Schrödinger-Poisson sys-
tem of Eqs. (49)-(50). The wavelike behavior of a particle of mass µ and wave function
ψ connects with the macroscopic interpretation in terms of an ensemble of particles in
classical physics thanks to the Madelung transformation162

ψ=√
ρ/µe iS , (61)
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where ρ is the density of the parcel of fluid considered and S is the action of the particle.
The transformation encodes the interpretation of |ψ|2 in terms of the number density of
particles, and connects to the continuity equation once we define the three-dimensional
velocity121

v =∇S/µ . (62)

Inserting Eq. (61) into the Schrödinger Eq. (49) yields two equations for the real and the
imaginary parts. The imaginary part is the continuity equation in hydrodynamics,

∂ρ

∂t
+ (v ·∇) ρ =−ρ (∇·v) , (63)

while the real part is the Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the action S and includes the
“quantum pressure” term Q,

∂S

∂t
= − 1

2µ
(∇S)2 −µ(

Vgrav +Vself
)−Q . (64)

Q = − 1

2µ

∇2pρ
p
ρ

. (65)

Taking the gradient of Eq. (64) and using Eq. (62) leads to an extended Euler equation
that includes the quantum pressure,

∂v

∂t
+ (v ·∇) v =− 1

ρ
∇p −∇Vgrav − 1

µ
∇Q , (66)

where the pressure due to the self-interacting term is p = ρVself −Wself and Wself is a
primitive function of Vself.

In the steady-state regime in which v = 0 and the properties of the fluid are indepen-
dent of time, the gradient of Eq. (66) with the Poisson Eq. (50) gives a generalization to
the Lane-Emden equation163, 164 that includes the quantum pressure term98, 165–167

∇
(

1

ρ
∇p

)
+4πG ρ− 1

2µ2 ∇2

(
∇2pρ
p
ρ

)
= 0, (67)

where the three terms to the left-hand side correspond to the effect of the pressure due
to the particle self-scattering, the attraction from the self-gravity of the fluid, and the re-
pulsion due to quantum pressure, respectively. The sign of the self-scattering potential
depends on the nature of the interaction. For a null self-interaction, the expression de-
scribes the balance between gravity and the quantum pressure, which is the equilibrium
attained in an isotropic BS, giving the mass-radius relation in Eq. (2).24, 168 In the differ-
ent regime in which the quantum pressure can be neglected, a repulsive self-interaction
can sustain the equilibrium against self-collapse.169, 170

7.2. Jeans instabilities

We now discuss the dynamical instabilities in the linear regime of the self-gravitating
condensate. We decompose the density in terms of a mean background plus a pertur-
bation, ρ = ρ̄+ρ1, and we consider the velocity v to be of the same order as the linear
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perturbations. The Euler-Poisson Eqs. (50), (63), (66) read

∇2Vgrav = 4πG ρ1 , (68)

∂ρ1

∂t
= −ρ̄ (∇·v) , (69)

ρ̄
∂v

∂t
= −g c2

s ∇ρ1 − ρ̄∇Vgrav + 1

4µ2 ∇
(∇2ρ1

)
, (70)

where the sound speed squared is c2
s = δp/δρ and g encodes the sign of the self-

interaction, with the attractive potential being g = +1. Taking the time derivative of
Eq. (69), inserting Eq. (70) and using Eq. (68) for the Fourier-expanded perturbation
ρ1 ∝ exp[i (k · r−ωt )] gives the dispersion relation

ω2 = k4

4µ2 + g c2
s k2 −4πG ρ̄ . (71)

Perturbations grow for modes k > k J , where the Jeans wave number k J is the real and
positive root of ω= 0. When pressure is neglected, the Jeans wave number is145, 171–173

k J =
(
16πGµ2 ρ̄

)1/4
, (72)

which sets the limit for the condensate collapse discussed previously. An attractive self-
interacting potential can also halts the collapse against gravity, so that when quantum
pressure can be neglected we obtain169

k J =
√

4πG ρ̄

c2
s

. (73)

This scale is relevant when considering axion dark matter, whose self-interaction is at-
tractive, which is expected to form low mass axion stars but not a dark matter halos of
galactic size.174–176 On the contrary, a repulsive self-interaction can take over the attrac-
tion of gravity and counteract the effects of quantum pressure. In this configuration, the
Jeans length is98, 177

k J = 2µ|cs | . (74)

8. Formation of boson stars

The assessment of the existence of BSs and oscillatons in our Universe demands a rig-
orous study of possible formation mechanisms. Starting from a boson cloud, the for-
mation of a compact object requires dissipating the excess kinetic energy through some
cooling mechanism. The formation of bosonic compact objects might occur in environ-
ments with a large density of fundamental scalars. This can occur either at the core of
dense boson clouds through relaxation from an incoherent initial condition or in the
early Universe if the scalar is a substantial component of the dark matter and initial co-
herent field oscillations.e

e For pseudo-scalar fields, a field excursion of O(1) could lead to the formation of solitons and oscillons in the
early Universe.178
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A self-gravitating halo of a bosonic field could eject scalars which drag away the ex-
cess kinetic energy and condense to form a compact solitonic object. This “gravitational
cooling” process proceeds efficiently for complex scalar fields forming BSs, real scalar
fields forming oscillons,179 and for vector fields forming Proca stars.180 Within spher-
ical symmetry where no gravitational radiation is emitted, gravitational cooling is the
main dissipative mechanism to form compact objects through the emission of bosons
and to accrete solitons already present in the halo. In the early Universe, the formation
of a BS out of a fundamental scalar relies on the mechanism of Jeans instability, which
is the clumping effect discussed in Sec. 7.2. Stationary solutions are generally stable be-
low the Jeans length λJ , while for larger scales λ> λJ clumping proceeds as long as the
linear approximation holds. Numerical simulations of the process follow the dynamical
formation of BSs starting from a virialized halos of bosons,181 which fragments to form
isolated solitons of the size comparable to the Jeans length.174

The gravitational relaxation time τgr at which the low energy levels populates form-
ing the soliton is obtained from the kinetic equation for the energy distribution of
bosons,181

τgr ∼
p

2

12π3

µv6

G2n2 ln p
, (75)

where R is the size of the host halo with mean boson particle density n, v is the velocity
dispersion, and p ≡ Rµv . The kinetic regime is characterized by p À 1 and corresponds
to a large velocity dispersion within the halo. Setting the virial velocity v2 ∼ 8πGmnR2/3
gives τgr ∝ (R/v)p3/ln p and the relaxation time is proportional to the free fall time.
When p ∼ 1, the kinetic regime cannot be applied and the soliton forms immediately,
as seen in cosmological simulations with coherent initial conditions.182–185 The inclu-
sion of a self-interacting potential in the relaxation process shows that the gravitational
cooling still proceeds through the emission of scalars and produces a spherically sym-
metric configuration even when the initial condition is non-spherical.186, 187 In solitons
of galactic size, the core density undergoes quasi-coherent oscillations188 whose motion
would affect stellar dynamics, heat up the central regions of galaxies, and halt the inspi-
ral of very massive objects due to dynamical friction, leading to strong constraints on
the mass of ultralight bosons.189–191

Modifying the initial conditions to account for the highly incoherent initial condi-
tions while using similar numerical techniques leads to similar results.181 For exam-
ple, this framework can describe the formation of miniclusters, dense virialized clumps
formed of the axion field in the early Universe.91–93 Inside the dense environment of an
axion minicluster in an expanding cosmological background, the self-interaction of the
axion potential leads to the formation of localized dense pseudo-soliton configurations
known as axitons.93, 95 Locally, the gravitational cooling mechanism of axions inside a
minicluster leads to the formation of an axion star192 similarly to a solitonic core for
light DM, while the outer profile follows a self-similar profile ∝ r−9/4.193 Comparing the
velocity of the axion from the Heisenberg uncertainty v ∼ (µR)−1 with the virial radius
R ∼GM/v2 gives the virial velocity of the axion star vvir ∼GMµ.170 The axion star growth
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saturates once vvir equates the internal velocity of the axions in the minicluster (mc),

M ∼ ρ1/6
mc

mPl

µ
M 1/3

mc . (76)

The accretion of axion dark matter can proceed during radiation-domination around
BHs formed primordially, leading to a dense axion minihalo in which axion stars can
form through gravitational cooling before galaxy formation.194

9. Oscillations and stability

9.1. Complex scalar fields

The equilibrium configurations of BSs studied in the previous sections can be spoiled
when a small perturbation is applied. Different BSs solutions can be classified as either
belonging to the stable (S) or unstable (U) branch, depending on their behavior against
perturbations.195–200 We first consider the mini-boson stars discussed in Sec. 3.2, whose
configuration is parametrized in terms of the field value at the core φc . Under a small
perturbation, a mini-boson star in the S branch oscillates and loses mass through the
emission of relativistic bosons, to then relax in a stable configuration of smaller mass.
Stars in the U branch would either collapse to form a BH if accreted, or migrate to a
stable configuration through wave emission.201 The critical value φ̄c that separates the
solutions that are stable against small perturbations with φc ≤ φ̄c (S branch) from the
unstable ones with φc > φ̄c (U branch) can be found as195–197

dM

dφc
= 0,

dN

dφc
= 0, (77)

where N is the Noether charge in Eq. (10). It turns out that the critical value φ̄c corre-
sponds to the maximal mass configuration (the Kaup mass), so that ground state solu-
tions of low mass M < MKaup are stable against perturbations.197, 201 Generally, excited
states are also unstable unless the conservation of the Noether charge is imposed.195, 199

Massive boson stars show a similar pattern, with configurations of mass below the maxi-
mal mass in Eq. (37) belonging to the S branch that oscillate in response to small pertur-
bations to settle onto new stable configurations. Massive stars would either collapse to
a BH or lose mass and settle to a stable configuration when perturbed.202 Refined com-
putations show that BSs might have two stable branches, the first corresponding to the
Newtonian configurations of mass below the maximal mass Mmax, together with denser
relativistic configurations.203, 204

The equations for the perturbations are obtained by perturbing the field and the
metric around the equilibrium solution by small quantities δφ and δgαβ, respectively,
such that the total number of particles N is conserved. For scalar BSs with spherical
symmetry and in the formalism of Sec. 3.1, this corresponds to the choice196–198

u = u0 +δu; v = v0 +δv ; φ=φ0[1+δφR + iδφI ] , (78)

where the subscript “0” labels the background quantities and where perturbations are
function of both r and t . The resulting time-dependent equations for the perturbations
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depend on the radial oscillation frequency squared ω2, whose sign is related to the sta-
bility of the system. An alternative approach which allows the inclusion of both linear
and non-linear perturbations consists in numerically solving EKG.205 Recent 3D numer-
ical simulations of the full relativistic expressions show that for both azimuthal quantum
numbers m = 1 and m = 2, a mini-boson star shows instabilities against linear, non-
axisymmetric perturbations.206

Boson stars theories in which the complex field possesses a U(1) symmetry can be
generalized by considering a U(N) symmetry field for an arbitrary odd value ofN. These
states, called `-boson stars in which `= (N−1)/2, are generally more massive and com-
pact than ordinary BSs.207 The stability of `-boson stars is qualitatively similar to the
corresponding results for mini-boson stars, with the maximal mass separating the fam-
ily of `-boson stars in the S branch from those in the U branch.208

A process that could potentially brings a BS to collapse into a BH corresponds to
the interaction of a BS with an incident massless real scalar field which transfers en-
ergy through gravity.205, 209 For this mechanism, at least two different processes can be
loosely defined. For Type I processes, only BHs above a certain mass can be formed,
while Type II processes could lead to BHs of any masses. The outcome of the process
depends on the mass of the BS and on the wavelength of the incoming radiation com-
pared to the Compton wavelength of the boson µ−1. Numerical simulations of mini-
boson stars of nearly maximal Kaup mass show that the star compresses to then either
dissipate or collapse to a BH, depending on the initial conditions.205

9.2. Real scalar fields

We now turn the attention to oscillatons, which naturally tend to dissipate since they do
not possess a conserved charge. Oscillatons are not exact periodic solutions of the corre-
sponding field equations and they decay in a finite time through classical and quantum
processes, although the exact quantification of the lifetime is still under debate.210–215

The decay through quantized oscillons can dominate over the emission of classical radi-
ation, with the outgoing radiation growing linearly in theories with a single field.216 The
properties of oscillatons can be assessed by numerically evolving EKG for the scalar field,
so that the family of solutions divides into two sets. For a quadratic potential, a stable S
branch oscillaton evolves according to the fundamental mode ω and is stable against
small perturbations, while it removes a portion of its mass and migrates to a stable con-
figuration of smaller mass in response to larger perturbations. On the other hand, an
unstable U branch oscillaton migrates to the S branch even in response of a tiny pertur-
bation, or collapses into a BH once the mass is increased. The transition between the two
branches occurs at the critical mass Mc = 0.605m2

Pl/µ of compactness C = 0.14.80 Simi-
lar work on oscillons with a quartic self-interaction has revealed the existence of similar
S branches.217 The lowest radial oscillation modes of an oscillaton within a theory with
a repulsive self-interaction have been recently computed with this method.218, 219

In string motivated scenario, an oscillon that would disperse in the absence of grav-
ity would either turn into a metastable configuration or collapse to a BH when gravity is
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included; a metastable oscillon in the absence of gravity would be brought to collapse
when gravity is included, depending on the mass and self-interaction model consid-
ered.220 Using the open source numerical code GRCHOMBO,221 a similar analysis cov-
ering a larger class of potentials leads to the mapping of the region of parameter space
in which the star would be brought to collapse, disperse, or would remain metastable
whether gravity is included or not.222

The stability of axion stars has received particular attention in the literature. The col-
lapse of an axion star to form a BH has been studied in the classical limit by solving nu-
merically EKG, revealing the existence of a stability diagram parametrized by the mass of
the axion star M and the axion decay constant fa .223 Depending on the values of (M , fa),
three different regions are identified corresponding to long-lived axion star solutions,
collapse to a BH, and complete dispersion, with the boundaries meeting at a triple point
(M , fa) ∼ (2.4 M 2

Pl/µ,0.3 MPl). Following the collapse numerically reveals the existence
of a “bosenova” explosion corresponding to an emission of relativistic axions in subse-
quent bursts; the stable remnant would collapse to a BH only for fa close to the Planck
scale.224–227 Quantum effects can also destabilize the star, allowing for the axion field φ
to decay through processes such as 3φ→ φ. This process is not relevant for the “dilute”
axion stars studied in Sec. 4.2, whose lifetime exceeds cosmological timescales.228

Compact axion stars can decay into radio photons through parametric instability,
when conditions are met so that an axion decaying into photons stimulates the addi-
tional decay of more axions in a cascade that amplifies exponentially the number of
photons.229, 230 This effect has been studied in dense clumps of axions,231–234 including
axion stars which could contribute to both the intergalactic radio background and fast
radio bursts.235

Although feeble, a coupling between the axion and the photon arises within most
axion model through loops involving charged fermions. This provides a channel that
allows an axion star to dissipate its energy in the magnetized medium surrounding
white dwarfs and NSs.236–238f Results greatly differ depending on the maximal value of
the axion star mass that can be attained, ranging from optimistic values using Mmax ∼
10−5 M¯241, 242 to more conservative values using Mmax ∼ 10−14 M¯,243 assuming an ax-
ion of mass µ= 10−5 eV. The value quoted in Eq. (51) is somewhat intermediate between
these results. However, the actual computation requires input from the mass distribu-
tion of axion stars in the Galaxy, the so-called halo mass function, which is currently an
unknown feature for these objects and a limit even for the assessment of the minicluster
distribution.244

10. Boson stars and gravitational waves

Gravitational waves (GWs) have opened a new window for probing the strong-field
regime of general relativity (GR). The array of detectors that includes Advanced LIGO,245

Advanced Virgo,246 KAGRA,247 GEO600,248 with the addition of the upcoming LIGO-

f The same is expected to occur for axion miniclusters encountering NSs.239, 240
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India,249 are detecting astrophysical phenomena such as the coalescence of compact
objects locked in binary systems. Generally, the coalescence of a binary system consists
of three distinct phases. In the early inspiral phase, the objects are sufficiently apart so
that the post-Newtonian approximation suffices.250 The merger phase describing the
collision between the two compact objects requires a treatment in terms of numerical
relativity.251, 252 Finally, in the ringdown phase the resulting object relaxes to equilib-
rium, emitting GWs in the process.253, 254

Besides compact objects that are predicted from SM physics, such as astrophysical
BHs and NSs, other exotic objects such as BSs could possess the required compactness
to generate a GW strain that is detectable with present or near-future technologies. Con-
sider two compact objects of similar mass and size and each of compactness C, forming
a system of total mass Mtot. The frequency of the emitted GW spectrum at the end of the
inspiral phase, when the stars occupy the innermost stable circular orbit, is255

f = C3/2

3
p

3πGMtot
. (79)

for example, an axion star is detectable by the LIGO/VIRGO network for an axion mass
10−9 eV <µ< 10−11 eV.256 In Fig. 4 we plot the mass of a BS as a function of its compact-
ness for the self-interaction parameter λ′ = 0 (magenta), λ′ = 10 (green), λ′ = 20 (red),
and λ′ = 50 (blue). The dotted orange lines in Fig. 4 bound the region in which the fre-
quency of the GW strain when the inspiral phase ceases, Eq. (79), lies within the LIGO
detectability bandwidth, 50Hz. f . 1000Hz,245 for the mass of the boson µ= 10−10 eV.
The compactness of BSs is compared with that of a Schwarzschild BH CBH = 1/2 and of
neutron stars for which, using realistic assumptions for the equation of state, the com-
pactness is expected to be 0.13.C. 0.23.257

Massive BSs can achieve a compactness similar to that of neutron stars and are ideal
exotic candidates to be searched through GW interferometry.258 Compact clumps of bo-
son particles in binary configurations can mimic the GW emission from binary black
hole mergers, depending on the details of the scalar self-interaction.259 Massive vec-
tor bosons form Proca stars (see Sec. 6.1), extremely compact object which are stable
against non-axisymmetric perturbations, see Sec. 6.1. Rotating Proca stars can mimic
some properties of Kerr BHs124, 204 and are exotic candidates to explain the observation
of the event GW190521 by the Advanced LIGO/Virgo detectors.260 A quartic coupling
yields the maximum compactness Cmax ≈ 0.16 regardless of the coupling.54 Nontrivial
self-interactions of light singlet scalars such as a logarithmic or Liouville potential could
lead to BSs with a compactness similar to that of NSs, which could form binary systems
whose GW strain would lead to a signal to noise ratio that is high enough to be detected
by the LIGO-VIRGO collaboration.261 When a V-shaped scalar field potential is consid-
ered, the resulting BSs are extremely compact and stable below the maximal value of the
mass, at which the compactness is similar to that of a Schwarzschild BH.262

Compact BS binaries could be easily within reach of next-generation GW detectors
such as LISA,263–265 and the stochastic background of GWs from BS binaries could be
detected in EPTA and LISA.266 LISA could also reveal the existence of ultralight bosons
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Fig. 4. Mass of a BS as a function of the compactness for the self-interaction parameter λ′ = 0 (magenta),λ′ =
10 (green), λ′ = 20 (red), and λ′ = 50 (blue). The light orange band shows the values of the typical compactness
for neutron stars, while the light red region marks the region where the compactness of an object would be
larger than of a Schwarzschild BH. The region bound between the two dotted orange lines falls within the
detectability of the LIGO interferometers 50Hz. f . 1000Hz for the boson mass µ= 10−10 eV, see Eq. (79).

through the superradiant instabilities induced in spinning BHs.267 If the boson field that
makes up the BS does not interact with ordinary matter through any other potential
other than gravity, an exotic “dark” BS would form. A system of two binary dark BSs can
be clearly distinguished from the merging of a binary system of two massive BSs with
a self-interacting potential268, 269 from the GW signature and for different values of the
compactness.270

GW searches are suitable not only for the search of exotic compact objects such as
BSs, but also to probe their internal density profile. The coalescence of a binary system of
two BSs with no event horizon but with a light ring can mimic the initial part of the post-
merger ringdown phase from two coalescing BHs, while the later stages of the ringdown
phase could reveal the nature of the compact object through GW echoes.271–274 When
a light ring forms, the object is sufficiently compact to mimic the vibration modes of a
BH.275 However, a BS becomes sufficiently compact in a region of parameter space in
which it is also unstable against perturbations, making it difficult to build a BS without
an event horizon but with a light ring which could fully mimic a BH.61
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One issue for this type of search is related with the templates used for recognizing a
detected signal as due to the coalescence of two compact objects. As discussed by the
LIGO-VIRGO collaboration,276 template banks encoding binary black hole mergers are
used to search for the gravitational waves emitted during the coalescence. For small de-
viations of the waveform, current template banks can be used to detect exotic compact
objects,277, 278 however such templates fail at reliably searching for objects with large
quadrupoles such as those which possess a high spin or have a large mass split with
the binary companion279 or Kerr BHs with scalar hair.275 More simulations to create a
database of adequate templates is desired.

GW searches can be adapted to look for exotic self-gravitating stellar objects such as
BSs by reconstructing the values of the lowest multipole moments of each inspiraling
object in the binary system, such as its moment of inertia I and quadrupole moment
Q. Further information can be obtained by measuring the tidal Love number k2, which
accounts for the response of a self-gravitating object to the tidal perturbations of an ex-
ternal field280 and carries information about the internal structure of a compact object.
For example, the assessment of the Love number allows for a clean determination of the
properties of a neutron star from the early inspiral phase.281–283 On the other hand, a
consequence of the BH no-hair theorem is that the Love number of a BH is exactly zero,
as can be shown with an explicit computation of the effects of tidal perturbation of a
Schwarzschild BH284–286 and to a Kerr BH. The tidal Love number has been calculated
in the full relativistic approach for the lowest moments of a mini-boson star,287 for BSs
in the presence of self-interacting scalar fields and to higher-multipole,263, 288 and for
Proca stars.289 Useful relations between the Love number, the moment of inerzia, and
the quadrupole moment can potentially be used to efficiently combine multiple obser-
vations and assess the nature of the compact object.290

11. Boson stars and dark matter

The existence of non-luminous (dark) matter has been postulated to explain the obser-
vations of galactic rotation curves in regions of the halo extending much farther than the
luminous component of a galaxy.291, 292 This dark component is usually assumed to con-
sist of massive particles with very low thermal velocities and non-relativistic (Cold Dark
Matter, CDM293–297). Work on colliding galaxy clusters seem to confirm the existence of
dark matter dominating the mass content of spiral galaxies and galaxy clusters.298, 299 An
indirect confirmation of this picture comes from the success of the concordance cosmo-
logical model, or Λ Cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM) model, in reproducing the anisotropies
observed in the cosmic microwave background.300 Among the most promising candi-
dates for the CDM component are the Weakly Interacting Massive Particle or WIMP,301

or a population of zero-momentum axions,81–84 see also.302, 303 See Refs. [304, 305] for
reviews.

However, several problems in reproducing observed properties of galaxies seem to
lurk within CDM models, most remarkably the overabundance of small scale structure
known as the “missing satellite” problem,306–308 the presence of a central density cusp or
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the “cusp” problem,309–312 and too many massive dense subhalos compared with satel-
lites around the Milky Way or the “too big to fail” problem313). In more detail, observa-
tions of both nearby dwarf galaxies and low surface brightness galaxies show that the
density profile of the CDM halo at the core reaches a constant value.314, 315 In contrast,
various N-body simulations predict that the CDM density distribution steepens at the
center of the halo.309, 316–320 To address these discrepancies, models that step away from
CDM and introduce additional properties to the DM are usually considered.

Among the solutions proposed to explain the dark matter puzzle discussed, it has
been suggested that dark matter could consist of a coherent scalar field with long range
correlation, whose quanta are very light particles.173, 321–325 In fact, on short length
scales, light scalar fields do not behave as CDM and quantum pressure would inhibit
cosmological structure growth.326, 327 This model suppresses low mass galaxies and pro-
vide cored profiles in CDM-dominated galaxies.173, 325, 328 See Ref. [329] for a review.

Consider for example a mini-boson star of Kaup mass as in Eq. (29). The weight of
such an object would be similar to that of a galaxy, Mgal ∼ 1012 M¯, for the mass of the
boson µ ∼ 10−22 eV. A complex scalar field with a self-interaction has also been con-
sidered to explain the large-scale structure of galaxies,330 even in relation with the for-
mation of a massive BS.324 Real scalar fields with a cosh-type self-interaction potential
could also form oscillons of galactic mass Mgal.

331 Adaptively refined simulations of the
Schrödinger-Poisson equations resolving the gravitational collapse of wavelike DM with
a mass of the order of 10−22eV show the effects on structure formation due to their large
Jeans length,182–184 which improved over previous work on the subject.169, 230, 332 The
high resolution achieved in recent simulations with wavelike DM show that the model
reproduces the behaviour of CDM at large scales, while the behavior departs great for
lengths smaller than the Compton wavelength of the boson where a BS forms at the core
of dwarf galaxies with the halo virial mass Mh and the solitonic core mass Mc being re-
lated as Mc ∝ M 1/3

h ,182, 183, 188, 333 see Eq. (76). If dark matter is in bosonic particles, its
presence could be inferred from neutron stars in binary configurations, since dark mat-
ter accretion around them could lead to an observable peak in the GW spectrum that
differs from the features induced by the neutron components.334, 335 A similar effect oc-
curs for accretion around binary black holes regardless of the particle nature of DM.336

Bosonic DM could even form a Bose-Einstein Condensate (BEC), described by the
Gross-Pitaevskii or non-linear Schrödinger equation, see Sec. 7 and Ref. [337] for a gen-
eral review of the models proposed. One example is the axion, whose galactic conden-
sation can be modeled as a coherent BEC with small spatial gradient.327, 338–340 Data for
the extensions of galaxies and galaxy clusters can be used to constrain the mass and the
interaction strength of spin-zero and spin-one particles.55, 341 The cosmological evolu-
tion of a BEC DM component has also been extensively explored.342–345
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12. Other searches

12.1. Lensing

The magnitude of the deflection of light from a massive body acting as a lens has been
the smoking gun allowing to distinguish GR from Netwonian physics, since the former
predicts twice the deflection angle than the latter. Lensing from compact objects such as
BSs could cause a measurable change in the brightness of the lensed objects, an effect
known as microlensing.346 A photon of angular momentum ` and total energy ε lensed
from a compact object such as a BH or a NS travels along the null geodesics of the metric
in Eq. (13) with ϑ=π/2, given by347(

dr

dτ

)2

+e−u `
2

r 2 = ε2e−u−v , (80)

ev dt

dτ
= ε , (81)

r 2 dϕ

dτ
= ` , (82)

where τ is the affine parameter along the null geodesics. For a mini-boson star of Kaup
mass, the lensing typically produces three images, two of them being inside the Ein-
stein radius and one outside of it.348 Microlensing effects from BSs with generic self-
interactions have also been explored.349

Surveys of microlensing events pointing towards various sources such as the Mag-
ellanic Clouds (EROS-2) and the Galactic centre (OGLE-IV) can help constraining the
population of BSs in the Milky Way. It turns out that the fraction of DM which is in bo-
son stars should amount to less than O(10−2) for masses M ∈ [10−6,10−1] M¯ and for
point-like BSs, the exact value of the bound depending on the survey considered and on
the radius containing 90% of the lens mass.350 Accounting for the finite size of the BS is
indeed important when their radius is larger than about 0.1R¯.351

An interesting phenomenon occurs when considering lensing from an axion star,
where axion-photon interactions can bend light rays even more efficiently than gravita-
tional deflection. Such an effect is in range of the Square Kilometer Array, which could
detect axion stars in the mass range M ∈ [10−14,10−11] M¯ through the anomalous shifts
in the apparent positions of background radio sources.352

12.2. Imaging

Material accreting around a rotating BH would heat up and emit in a range of frequen-
cies, revealing the existence of a dark shadow in combination with a bright emission
ring. This image is within reach of very long baseline interferometry experiments such
as the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT), a global network of radio telescopes observing
at 1.3mm wavelength.353 The EHT collaboration has recently imaged the shadow of the
supermassive BH residing at the centre of the giant elliptical galaxy Messier 87, M87∗,354

and will soon produce the first image of the supermassive BH at the center of the Galaxy,
Sagittarius A∗ (SgrA∗).
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Can supermassive and rotating BSs mimic this? The mass distribution of a BS ex-
tends to infinity, so that these compact objects do not possess an event horizon or even
a defined surface. Nevertheless, a BS could also be surrounded by the accretion flow of
a rotating ring of plasma similarly to an accreting BH. Preliminary work simulating the
image produced at 1.3mm wavelength from an accreting BS mimicking SgrA∗ showed
such a similarity.355, 356 The accretion ring around SgrA∗ seems to reproduce the results
from the BH counterpart, including the size of the shadow for given mass and spin. It
is also expected that a BS would accrete at a much slower rate with respect to the BH
counterpart, which is consistent with the observations at our Galactic centre.37, 357

Magnetohydrodynamic simulations in the GR framework of accreting non-rotating
mini-boson stars show that these objects can be distinguished from both non-rotating
and moderately spinning BHs when observed with a realistic setup such as that of EHT,
thanks to the differences related to the absence of an event horizon for the BS.358 The
inclusion of an orbiting space antenna on an elliptical orbit to the baseline would con-
siderably increase the angular resolution of EHT. This new setup would further increase
the capability of EHT to distinguish a rapidly spinning Kerr BH from a BS.359

12.3. Collision of boson stars and oscillatons

Fully relativistic numerical simulations of head-on collisions of BSs and oscillatons lead
to different results depending on their relative phase difference. In fact, the ansatz for a
pair of non-rotating BSs can be taken as360

Φ1 =φ1(r )e−iωt , Φ2 =φ2(r )e−iεωt+θ , (83)

where θ is the relative phase difference and ε=±1 gives the sign of the Noether charge.
The second star can be an in-phase BS (ε = 1,θ = 0), a BS in opposition of phase (ε =
1,θ = π) or an anti-BS (ε = −1,θ = 0). Energy considerations lead to the total energy
density for the system ρtot = ρ1+ρ2+∆0 cos[(1−ε)ωt −θ], where∆0 is a positive-definite
quantity.360 A head-on collision between two mini-boson stars would haveρtot > ρ1+ρ2,
so that the merging of the two stars is favored. If the second BS is in opposition of phase,
ρtot < ρ1 +ρ2 the merging does not occur. Finally, if the second object is an anti-BS, ρtot

has a time varying component and the outcome of the collision depends on the relative
magnitude between the oscillation timescale 1/ω and the interaction time scale. When a
repulsive interaction is present a similar result is found, in particular when the stars are
in opposition of phase they would first bounce and lose kinetic energy before getting at
rest without merging.271

A similar mechanism is observed for in-phase oscillaton mergers, where the out-
come of the collision and the spectrum of emitted GW radiation depends on the com-
pactness.361, 362 Depending on the phase, the collision of two massive solitons would
rapidly proceed to form a BH and the event could mimic that of two colliding BHs, while
the modes of massive oscillatons would have higher amplitudes that could make the
distinction easier.

A collision of two ultra-relativistic BSs could lead to the formation of a BH. This result
is related to Thorne?s hoop conjecture, stating that compressing an amount of energy E



September 14, 2021 1:15 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE SolitonReview

Boson stars: a review 31

into a spherical region of radius below the Schwarzschild radius Rs ≡ 2GE .363 Applying
this conjecture to a pair of colliding BSs, each of mass M , radius R and relative speed
v in the center of mass, leads to the prediction that a BH forms when the compactness
exceeds C > 1/(4γ), where γ = (1− v2)−1/2. Numerical computations show that a BH is
formed from this process,364 even at more modest relative speeds γ & 1/(12C).365–367

Head-on collisions of oscillatons also lead to BH formation if their compactnesses lie
above C & 0.035, although a slight boost prevents BH formation even about this thresh-
old.367

Using the numerical code GRCHOMBO,221 the collision of an axion star of a given
compactness with a spinning BH leads to most of the axion star to be swallowed by the
BH, except in a fraction of cases in which an axion cloud of mass O(0.1) that of the BH
gets gravitationally trapped outside of the BH forming a dark cloud.368 The collision of
an axion star with a NS of typical mass ∼ 1.38 M¯ would lead to the perturbation and
the collapse of the axion star into a BH within the potential well of the NS, which could
lead to many multi-messenger observables such as the emission of neutrinos and GWs
as well as electromagnetic signals of various nature.369

13. Concluding remarks

Boson stars and oscillatons have long been discussed in the literature in relation to a
variety of phenomena, and are currently experiencing a resurgence because of the re-
fined techniques that could verify their existence discussed in Secs. 10-12. The interest
in the study of these non-topological solitons ranges from the purely mathematical one
to their appearance in field theoretical models to their impact in astrophysics and cos-
mology. The importance of these studies is signaled by the amount of reviews and the
rapid advances in the field, with the hope to claim a clean detection in the next decade.

The study of compact objects from boson fields is now in a mature stage as precision
numerical results on the formation in astrophysical and cosmological settings exist, as
well as various predictions on the interplay among these objects and other compact ob-
jects such as BHs and NSs. It is not unrealistic to believe that exotic objects could ap-
pear soon in the GW searches of coalescent compact objects, as discussed extensively
in Sec. 10. New physics could appear through indirect observations that involve bosonic
compact objects and could even shed light on the post-inflation epoch. In this view, the
collection of work reported in this review aims at boosting this line of search and favor
the discussion in the community.
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