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Oscillating gravitational potential due to ultralight axion: linear theory
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We derive oscillating gravitational potential caused by an ultralight axion as the cosmic dark
matter, assuming the Compton wavelength smaller than the horizon scale. A new oscillatory term
is found which dominates the previously known one on scales larger than the quantum Jeans-
scale. In the context of linear perturbations in cosmology this new term might be more relevant in
future observation. Both the quantum stress in density perturbation and the quantum oscillation
of the gravitational potential are derived in the zero-shear gauge. We show that the axion fluid
in relativistic analysis is quite different from the relativistic and Newtonian zero-pressure fluids,
corresponding to Newtonian fluid only in the density perturbation. The consistency demands the
relativistic analysis valid on scales larger than the Compton wavelength.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Pm, 95.35.+d, 98.80.-k, 98.80.Jk

I. INTRODUCTION

The presence of a characteristic quantum stress term
in a fluid formulation of the Schrödinger equation was
known immediately after the appearance of the equation
by Madelung in 1926 [1]. Ignoring the new term with
the quantum origin, which has a role only on a small
scale (smaller than the quantum Jeans scale), the fluid
is the same as a zero-pressure medium, thus behaving as
the cold dark matter. The role of the stress term with
extreme small mass was proposed as the fuzzy dark mat-
ter in [2] and is now an active field of research in the
dark matter study with interesting observational conse-
quences, see [3] for reviews.
In the relativistic perturbation theory, fluid equation

with the same quantum stress is derived from the Klein-
Gordon equation of a massive scalar field combined with
the Einstein equation only assuming the Compton wave-
length smaller than the horizon scale [4, 5]. The result is
the same as in the non-relativistic one; scale larger than
the Compton wavelength is demanded for consistency in
the relativistic calculation based on the Einstein-Klein-
Gordon system, whereas such a condition is not needed
in the non-relativistic analysis based on the Schrödinger-
Poisson system, see below Eq. (54) and [5].
Derivation of density perturbation equation known in

non-relativistic limit is possible only in certain gauge con-
dition: the comoving gauge, the zero-shear gauge and the
uniform-curvature gauge [5]. Although the simple non-
relativistic equation for density perturbation is derived
in three different gauge conditions, only in the comoving
gauge the equation coincides with the zero-pressure fluid
system like the cold dark matter. In the other two gauge
conditions, the relativistic equations of the zero-pressure
fluid are more complicated, and only in the sub-horizon
scale the equations coincide [5].
A new quantum effect of the massive scalar field (ul-

tralight axion or fuzzy dark matter) with an astronomi-
cally observable consequence was proposed by Khmelnit-
sky and Rubakov in [6]. While we ignored the oscilla-

tory terms in deriving the quantum stress by taking the
time-average, the new effect is related to the oscillatory
gravitational potential caused by the oscillating pressure
perturbation with Compton frequency. This is a purely
relativistic effect caused by the relativistic pressure, with-
out non-relativistic counterpart.

Here, our aim is deriving the oscillating potential equa-
tion in the context of relativistic cosmological perturba-
tion, see Sec. III C. The situation differs from [6] which
concerns nonlinear density inhomogeneity in the non-
expanding medium. We clarify that the analysis in [6]
is incomplete by not determining the phase of oscillation
and ignoring the equation of motion. Here, our study
is confined to the linear perturbation theory in cosmol-
ogy, but considers the full equations in both field and
fluid. Determination of the phase leads to a new oscilla-
tion term which could be more relevant in cosmological
observation. The equation of motion also leads to a con-
dition that the analysis is valid one scales larger than the
Compton wavelength. Comparison with [6] will be made
in Sec. IV.

In Sec. III A we compare equations for the perturbed
density, velocity and gravitational potential for three
cases: the axion fluid and the zero-pressure fluid both
in the ZSG and the Newtonian fluid. The zero-pressure
fluid in the ZSG exactly coincides with Newtonian fluid
for the perturbed velocity and the gravitational poten-
tial, but only in the sub-horizon limit for the perturbed
density. Whereas, ignoring the quantum stress term, the
axion density perturbation in the ZSG exactly coincides
with the Newtonian one, but both the perturbed velocity
and gravitational potential differ from Newtonian ones.
Therefore, for axion, it is convenient to express the result
using the density perturbation variable, see Eq. (61).

In Sec. II we setup our notation with a summary of the
basic equations. In Sec. III we derive the density and po-
tential perturbation equations with the quantum stress
and the quantum oscillation, respectively: these are Eqs.
(56) and (61). Section IV is a discussion including com-
parison with [6].

http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.07502v2


2

II. BASIC EQUATIONS

We consider a flat Friedmann cosmology with linear
order scalar perturbations. Our metric convention is [7–
9]

g00 = −a2 (1 + 2α) , g0i = −aχ,i,

gij = a2 (1 + 2ϕ) δij , (1)

where x0 = η with cdt ≡ adη, and a(t) is the cos-
mic scale factor. We imposed a spatial gauge condition
which completely removes the spatial gauge degree of
freedom; in this sense all perturbation variables can be
regarded as spatially gauge-invariant [7]. The fluid quan-
tities are identified based on the time-like four-vector ua

with uaua ≡ −1. In the energy frame, setting the flux
four-vector qa ≡ 0, and ignoring the anisotropic stress,
we have the energy-momentum tensor [10]

Tab = µuaub + p (gab + uaub) . (2)

For a massive scalar field, we have

Tab = φ,aφ,b −
1

2

(
φ;cφ,c +

m2c2

~2
φ2

)
gab. (3)

To the linear order perturbation, we set µ → µ + δµ,
p → p+ δp, φ → φ+ δφ, ui ≡ avi/c, and vi ≡ −v,i.
To the background order, we have

H2 =
8πG

3c2
µ+

Λc2

3
, µ̇ = −3H (µ+ p) , (4)

where H ≡ ȧ/a, and Λ the cosmological constant. A
complete set of perturbation equations is [7–9]

κ ≡ 3Hα− 3ϕ̇− c
∆

a2
χ, (5)

4πG

c2
δµ+Hκ+ c2

∆

a2
ϕ = 0, (6)

κ+ c
∆

a2
χ−

12πG

c4
a (µ+ p) v = 0, (7)

κ̇+ 2Hκ+

(
3Ḣ + c2

∆

a2

)
α =

4πG

c2
(δµ+ 3δp) , (8)

ϕ+ α− 1

c
(χ̇+Hχ) = 0, (9)

δµ̇+ 3H (δµ+ δp) = (µ+ p)

(
κ− 3Hα+

∆

a
v

)
,(10)

1

a4
[
a4 (µ+ p) v

]·
=

c2

a
[δp+ (µ+ p)α] . (11)

For a massive scalar field, the fluid quantities can be
identified, using Eqs. (2) and (3), as [5]

µ =
1

2c2

(
φ̇2 + ω2

cφ
2
)
, p =

1

2c2

(
φ̇2 − ω2

cφ
2
)
, (12)

δµ =
1

c2

(
φ̇δφ̇− φ̇2α+ ω2

cφδφ
)
, (µ+ p) v =

1

a
φ̇δφ,

δp =
1

c2

(
φ̇δφ̇− φ̇2α− ω2

cφδφ
)
, (13)

where ωc ≡ mc2/~ = c/λc is the Compton frequency.
The equation of motion gives

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+ ω2
cφ = 0, (14)

δφ̈+ 3Hδφ̇− c2
∆

a2
δφ+ ω2

cδφ

= φ̇ (κ+ α̇) +
(
2φ̈+ 3Hφ̇

)
α. (15)

The above set of perturbation equations is presented
without imposing the temporal gauge (hypersurface or
slicing) condition, and all variables used are spatially
gauge invariant [7]. We will mainly consider the zero-
shear gauge (ZSG) which sets χ ≡ 0 as the gauge condi-
tion [7, 11]. Under this gauge condition the gauge degrees
of freedom are completely fixed, and each variable in this
gauge condition has a unique gauge-invariant combina-
tion of variables. We will use explicitly gauge-invariant
notations

ϕχ ≡ ϕ− 1

c
Hχ, vχ ≡ v − c

a
χ = − c

a
χv, etc., (16)

where ϕχ is a unique gauge invariant combination which
is the same as ϕ in the ZSG setting χ ≡ 0; for gauge
transformation properties, see Eq. (252) in [8].
In the case of field, the fluid quantities constructed

from the axion (an oscillating scalar field) qualitatively
differ from the ordinary fluid with conventional equation
of state. From Eq. (8), using Eqs. (5), (6) and (9), we
have

1

a3

[
a2 (aϕχ)

·]· = −4πG

c2
[δpχ + (µ+ p)αχ] . (17)

For axion, the right-hand side is pure oscillatory with
quantum nature, see Eq. (61). On the other hand, from
Eq. (5), using Eqs. (6) and (9), we have

3H
1

a
(aϕχ)

· − c2
∆

a2
ϕχ = 4πGδ̺χ, (18)

which is the ϕχ equation supported by the density per-
turbation; in the sub-horizon limit, the first term is neg-
ligible and we have the Poisson equation in the ZSG.
Now, our task is to derive δpχ + (µ+ p)αχ in Eq. (17)

in the case of axion as a fuzzy dark matter. We will
also show that, for axion, δ̺χ satisfies the non-relativistic
density perturbation equation known in the fuzzy dark
matter. We will show that the relativistic analysis is valid
in all scales bigger than the Compton wavelength [5].

III. AXION PERTURBATION

Following [6], we take an ansatz

φ(t) + δφ(x, t) = a−3/2[A+ δA(x, t)]

× cos [ωct+ θ + δθ(x, t)], (19)

with A and θ constants in time and space. This is the
same ansatz used in [4, 5], and also the same as the Klein
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transformation used to derive the Schrödinger equation
from the Klein-Gordon equation [12, 13], see Eqs. (38)
and (54) in [5]. To the linear order in perturbation, we
have

φ = a−3/2A cos (ωct+ θ), (20)

δφ = a−3/2 [δA cos (ωct+ θ)−Aδθ sin (ωct+ θ)] .(21)

Assuming H/ωc = ~H/(mc2) = λc/λH ≪ 1, with
λH ≡ c/H the horizon scale and λc ≡ ~/(mc) the Comp-
ton wavelength, the fluid quantities in Eqs. (12) and (13)
give

µ =
ω2
c

2c2a3
A2, p = −µ cos (2ωct+ 2θ), (22)

δµ

µ
+ (1 + w)α = 2

δA

A
,

δp

µ
+ (1 + w)α = −2

δA

A
cos (2ωct+ 2θ)

+2δθ sin (2ωct+ 2θ),

v =
c2

aωc

(
δθ − sin (2ωct+ 2θ)

1− cos (2ωct+ 2θ)

δA

A

)
, (23)

where we set w ≡ p/µ. Equation of motion in Eq. (15)
gives

2
δȦ

A
− c2

ωc

∆

a2
δθ = κ, 2δθ̇ +

c2

ωc

∆

a2
δA

A
= 2ωcα, (24)

where we used α̇ ∼ Hα ≪ ωcα. With the ansatz A and
θ constants, the background equation of motion in Eq.
(14) is valid to (H/ωc)

2 order.
Now we have the complete set of equations for ax-

ion perturbation without imposing the gauge condition:
these are Eqs. (5)-(11), (23) and (24).
Before proceeding, we examine δp-relation in Eq. (23).

Without imposing the gauge condition, and without im-
posing time-average for both δp, v, and p, Eq. (23) gives

δp

µ
+ (1 + w)α = δ + (1 + w)α

+2
ωc

c2
av sin (2ωct+ 2θ). (25)

This is not wrong but apparently the expression misleads
the spirit of our ansatz in Eq. (19) where δA and δθ
are supposed to be smoothly varying compared with the
Compton oscillation. Thus, the right-hand side of this
expression should be pure oscillatory; indeed v contains
the oscillatory part canceling the first two non-oscillatory
terms.
Thus, for a more proper expression, we may take the

time-average (thus ignore the oscillatory part) of the v-
relation in Eq. (23). In this way, we have δθ = (ωc/c

2)av,
and

δp

µ
+ (1 + w)α = −2

δA

A
cos (2ωct+ 2θ)

+2
ωc

c2
av sin (2ωct+ 2θ). (26)

In the following, we take time-average for v and to the
background order, thus p = 0.

A. Zero-pressure fluid vs. axion fluid

Before proceeding to determine the coefficients of Eq.
(26), thus making Eq. (17) a closed form, here we com-
pare the axion fluid in the ZSG with the zero-pressure
fluid in the ZSG (thus, relativistic) and the one in New-
tonian context. There are subtle differences among these
three formulations.

1. Axion fluid

We further take the time-average for δp, thus δp/µ =
−α. For this axion, Eqs. (5)-(11) become

κ ≡ 3Hα− 3ϕ̇− c
∆

a2
χ, (27)

4πG

c2
δµ+Hκ+ c2

∆

a2
ϕ = 0, (28)

κ+ c
∆

a2
χ =

12πG

c4
aµv, (29)

κ̇+ 2Hκ+ c2
∆

a2
α =

4πG

c2
δµ, (30)

ϕ+ α =
1

c
(χ̇+Hχ) , (31)

δ̇ = κ+
∆

a
v, (32)

1

a
(av)

·
= 0. (33)

The structure of the equations is quite different compared
with the zero-pressure fluid case in Eqs. (5)-(11).
In the ZSG, from Eq. (31) we have αχ = −ϕχ. From

Eqs. (28) and (29), Eq. (33), Eqs. (27) and (29), and Eqs.
(29) and (32), respectively, we have

c2
∆

a2
ϕχ + 4πG̺δχ = −12πG̺

c2
Havχ, (34)

v̇χ +Hvχ = 0, (35)

ϕ̇χ +Hϕχ = −4πG̺

c2
avχ, (36)

δ̇χ =
∆

a
vχ +

12πG̺

c2
avχ. (37)

From these we have

1

a3

[
a2 (aϕχ)

·]·
= 0, (38)

δ̈χ + 2Hδ̇χ − 4πG̺δχ = −c2
∆

a2
αχ. (39)

Equations (35) and (38) are closed form equations for
vχ and ϕχ, and αχ in Eq. (39) gives the quantum stress
(thus, pure quantum effect) and will be determined in
terms of δχ later, see Eq. (56).

2. Relativistic zero-pressure fluid

Now, in the case of zero-pressure fluid, we still have
αχ = −ϕχ, and from Eqs. (6) and (7), Eq. (11), Eqs. (5)
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and (7), and Eqs. (7) and (10), respectively, we have

c2
∆

a2
ϕχ + 4πG̺δχ = −12πG̺

c2
Havχ, (40)

v̇χ +Hvχ = −c2

a
ϕχ, (41)

ϕ̇χ +Hϕχ = −4πG̺

c2
avχ, (42)

δ̇χ =
∆

a
vχ +

12πG̺

c2
avχ + 3Hϕχ. (43)

Thus, Eqs. (41) and (43) differ from Eqs. (35) and (37).
From these we have

1

a2

[
a (avχ)

·]· = 4πG̺vχ, (44)

1

a3

[
a2 (aϕχ)

·]· = 4πG̺ϕχ, (45)

δ̈χ + 2Hδ̇χ − 8πG̺δχ +
3H2 + 6Ḣ + c2∆

a2

3H2 −
(
1 + c2∆

12πG̺a2

)
c2∆
a2

×
[
Hδ̇χ +

(
1 +

c2∆

12πG̺a2

)
4πG̺δχ

]
= 0. (46)

These are closed form equations for the perturbed veloc-
ity, potential and density, respectively. All of these differ
from the corresponding ones for the axion in Eqs. (35),
(38) and (39). Only in the sub-horizon limit, Eq. (46)
reproduces Eq. (39) with vanishing αχ.

3. Newtonian fluid

To the linear order in cosmology context, the New-
tonian conservation equations and the Poisson equation
give [5]

δ̇ +
1

a
∇ · v = 0, (47)

v̇ +Hv = −1

a
∇Φ, (48)

∆

a2
Φ = 4πG̺δ. (49)

We can derive closed form equations as

1

a2

[
a (a∇ · v)·

]·
= 4πG̺∇ · v, (50)

1

a3

[
a2 (aΦ)

·]·
= 4πG̺Φ, (51)

δ̈ + 2Hδ̇ − 4πG̺δ = 0. (52)

Comparison of the closed form equations in the three
formulations reveals that, for a fluid, δχ in the sub-
horizon limit, and vχ and ϕχ in all scales have Newtonian
correspondence [14]. In the case of axion, however, ig-
noring the quantum stress, δχ in all scales coincides with
the Newtonian δ, whereas both vχ and ϕχ differ from the
corresponding Newtonian counterparts in all scales. This

implies that for clear understanding in axion, we better
express results using δχ which has exact Newtonian cor-
respondence.
Now, we derive the the quantum stress and quantum

oscillation terms in Eqs. (39) and (17) using the complete
set of equation for axion in Eqs. (23), (24) and (27)-(33).

B. Quantum stress

The density perturbation equation for axion fluid was
derived for three different gauges (the comoving gauge,
the ZSG, and the uniform-curvature gauge) in unified
form in [5]. Here, we present the case in the ZSG, using
our different form of ansatz in Eq. (19).
We have the density perturbation equation in Eq. (39),

and to close the equation we need to determine αχ in
terms of δχ. For that purpose, we can use the fluid quan-
tities in Eq. (23) and the equation of motion in Eq. (24).
We take time-average for all fluid variables, and Eq. (23)
gives

δχ = 2
δAχ

A
− αχ,

δpχ
µ

= −αχ, δθχ =
ωc

c2
avχ. (53)

The third relation, together with Eq. (33), implies δθ̇χ =
0. Equation (24) gives

2
δȦχ

A
− ∆

a
vχ = κχ, αχ =

c2

2ω2
c

∆

a2
δAχ

A
. (54)

Equation (32) gives δ̇χ = κχ + ∆vχ/a, and consistency
with a combination of the first relations of Eqs. (53) and
(54) demands αχ ≪ δχ, thus (λc/λ)

2 ≪ 1. Thus, we
have

δχ = 2
δAχ

A
, αχ =

c2

4ω2
c

∆

a2
δχ. (55)

Therefore, Eq. (39) gives

δ̈χ + 2Hδ̇χ − 4πG̺δχ = −
~
2∆2

4m2a4
δχ, (56)

where the right-hand side is the quantum stress term; the
left-hand side is the well known perturbation equation for
a pressureless medium in the comoving gauge and the
synchronous gauge [15], and in Newtonian context [16].
The competition between gravity and quantum stress

terms in Eq. (56) gives the quantum Jeans scale

λJ =
2πa

kJ
= π

(
~
2

πG̺m2

)1/4

=

√
2πλcλH√

6Ωm

=
55.6kpc√

m22

√
Ωm0h100

(
̺0
̺

)1/4

, (57)

where m22 ≡ mc2/(10−22eV), λc = 0.40pc/m22, H0 =
100h100km/(sec · Mpc), and Ωm = 8πG̺/(3H2) the
density parameter of (axion) dark matter component;
subindex 0 indicates the present epoch.
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C. Quantum oscillation

In Eq. (17), to close the equation, we need δpχ + (µ+
p)αχ expressed in terms of ϕχ. To derive the quantum
stress we took time-average of δp in Eq. (23). Now, by
not taking the time-average of δpχ, we can derive a closed
equation for Eq. (17).
In the ZSG, Eq. (26) gives

δpχ
µ

+ αχ = −2
δAχ

A
cos (2ωct+ 2θ)

+2δθχ sin (2ωct+ 2θ). (58)

Our task is to express δAχ and δθχ in terms of pertur-
bation variables like ϕχ, vχ or δχ. As these coefficient
variables are slowly varying compared with the Comp-
ton oscillation, in order to determine these now we can
freely take the time-average of the pressure perturbation
to evaluate them. The relations were already determined
in Eqs. (53)-(55). Together with Eqs. (34) and (36), we
have

−2
δAχ

A
= −δχ =

1

4πG̺

[
c2

∆

a2
ϕχ − 3H

1

a
(aϕχ)

·
]
,

2δθχ = 2
ωc

c2
avχ = − ωc

2πG̺

1

a
(aϕχ)

·
=

2ωca
2

c2∆
δ̇χ, (59)

where we used sub-horizon limit in the last step. There-
fore, we have the relation we are looking for

δpχ
µ

+ αχ =
1

4πG̺
c2

∆

a2
ϕχ cos (2ωct+ 2θ)

− ωc

2πG̺

1

a
(aϕχ)

·
sin (2ωct+ 2θ), (60)

where we ignored H/ωc order term. This closes Eq. (17).
The perturbation variable ϕχ can be expressed in

terms of δχ and vχ using Eq. (59). In the case of axion,
as only δχ has Newtonian correspondence in sub-horizon
scale [see below Eq. (52)], we use δχ. Equation (17) gives

1

a3

[
a2 (aϕχ)

·]·
= 4πG̺

[
δχ cos (2ωct+ 2θ)

+2
ωca

2

c2∆
δ̇χ sin (2ωct+ 2θ)

]
, (61)

where we assumed the sub-horizon limit.
Now, we evaluate the oscillation strength. Assuming

near stationary medium [i.e., ignoring the time depen-

dence of ̺, a and δχ, but with δ̇χ ∼ δχ/tg ∼
√
G̺δχ], we

have the solution

ϕχ ∼ −4πG̺a2

c2∆
δχ

[
1− λ2

c

4λ2
cos (2ωct+ 2θ)

−
1

8
√
π

λ2
c

λ2
J

sin (2ωct+ 2θ)

]
, (62)

where the non-oscillatory solution is the one supported
by the density perturbation. The two oscillatory solu-
tions are competing with the quantum Jeans scale as the

criterion: the sine term dominates over the cosine term
for λ > λJ .
We may set Eq. (62) as [6]

Ψ(x, t) ≡ −c2ϕχ = Ψd(x) + Ψc(x) cos (2ωct+ 2θ)

+Ψs(x) sin (2ωct+ 2θ), (63)

where

Ψd ≡ −c2ϕχ =
4πG̺a2

∆
δχ = − 1

π
G̺δχλ

2,

Ψc ≡ −Ψd
λ2
c

4λ2
=

1

4π
G̺δχλ

2
c ,

Ψs ∼ − Ψd

8
√
π

λ2
c

λ2
J

∼ Ψc

2
√
π

λ2

λ2
J

∼ 1

8π
√
π
G̺δχ

λ2λ2
c

λ2
J

.(64)

Assuming nearly scale invariant Ψd in cosmic scale, Ψc

increases as the size becomes smaller with Ψc ∝ 1/λ2,
whereas Ψs stays constant independent of the size; Ψs

is dominant over Ψc on λ > λJ . Amplitudes of the os-
cillatory terms and the quantum Jeans scale increase as
the mass decreases, with Ψc ∝ 1/m2, Ψs ∝ 1/m and
λJ ∝ 1/

√
m. The oscillatory terms have a frequency and

dimensionless amplitudes

f = 2νc = 4.8× 10−8m22Hz,

Ψc

c2
∼ 4.0× 10−17

(
1

m22

100kpc

λ0

a0
a

)2

,

Ψs

c2
∼ 3.7× 10−17

√
Ωm0h100

m22

√
̺

̺0
, (65)

where we used Ψd/c
2 ∼ 10−5. The transition from Ψc to

Ψs occurs near the quantum-Jeans scale in Eq. (57).
Whether this oscillation in the gravitational potential

has any future observational prospect besides the pulsar
timing array signals proposed in [6] is yet to be unrav-
eled. Considering the linear nature of our study and the
uncertainty of Ψd on scales smaller than the quantum
Jeans scale, the Ψs term which is scale invariant like Ψd

might be more relevant in cosmology.

IV. DISCUSSION

Our main result is the derivation of the gravitational
potential equation with quantum oscillation in Eq. (61).
We also derive the density perturbation equation with
the quantum stress in Eq. (56), both in the ZSG. Com-
pared with previous studies in [4–6], the quantum stress
equation is derived using a different notation in Eq. (19),
and the quantum oscillation equation is rigorously de-
rived in the cosmology context. The quantum oscillation
of gravitational potential was previously discovered in
Minkowski background [6]. We derive an additional os-
cillation term that dominates on scales larger than the
quantum Jeans scale.
Here, we compare our result with [6] which moti-

vated our work. The authors considered Minkowski
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background. They took an ansatz φ̃(x, t) =

Ã(x) cos (ωct+ θ̃(x)) and did not separate the back-
ground and perturbation in fluid quantities; tildes indi-
cate quantities including both the background and per-

turbation, like φ̃(x, t) = φ(t) + δφ(x, t), etc. In the ZSG,
they presented

µ̃ =
ω2
c

2c2
Ã2, p̃ = −µ̃ cos (2ωct+ 2θ̃), (66)

∆Ψ = 4πG˜̺, Ψ̈ = −4πGµ̃ cos (2ωct+ 2θ̃). (67)

These can be compared with our Eqs. (55), (58), (18)
and (61), respectively. Comparison reveals some corre-
spondence, but metric perturbation (α term) is ignored
in [6]. Including the background fluid quantities in Eq.
(67) is not correct as the gravitational potential (metric
variable) in Eq. (1) is pure perturbed order, but it can be
justified, if the background density is negligible compared
with the perturbed part as in the galactic halo consid-
ered in [6]. The sine-part oscillation (Ψs term) missing
in [6] can be absorbed to δθ, but the authors ignored
evaluating it.
If one stops here as in [6], without analyzing the equa-

tion of motion and not specifying the perturbed phase,

the ansatz with Ã(x) in [6] is fine. However, to determine

the perturbed part of the phase, θ̃(x), thus recovering the
sine-part of oscillation in Eq. (61), we have to determine
the remaining fluid quantity vi, and to proceed further
we need to consider the equation of motion; in the pro-
cess, the assumption of A(x) may not be guaranteed and
decomposing the perturbation and background would be
convenient, see our Eqs. (53) and (54).

Despite these potential shortcomings, as a major dif-
ference, [6] considered dark matter halo as the medium
where the density enhancement is huge compared with
the background and claimed validity of Eqs. (66) and (67)
in that highly nonlinear situation in the matter and field.
On galactic halo, density enhancement of the dark mat-
ter is estimated to be more than 104 times higher than
the background density [6] and even higher in the soliton
core predicted in the fuzzy dark matter simulation based
on Schrödinger-Poisson system [17] reaching up to 109

[18]. The subject is beyond the scope of our present lin-
ear perturbation analysis where we consistently consider
linear order perturbations in both metric and matter (i.e.,
axion field).

To handle the nonlinear situation properly, either the
post-Newtonian approximation or the weak gravity limit
approximation would be needed. In both cases, analysis
of the scalar field equation of motion together with the
fluid counterpart should be necessary for proper handling
with full consistency. This will be pursued in near future.
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