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Abstract. We present a solution of the Schrödinger–Poisson system based on the WKB
ansatz for the wave function. In this way we obtain a description of a gravitationally bound
clump of axion dark matter by a superposition of energy eigenstates with random phases. It
can be applied to any self-consistent pair of radial density distribution and phase space den-
sity f(E) related by Eddington’s formula. We adopt this as a model for axion miniclusters in
our galaxy and use it to study the mass loss due to a star encounter by using standard pertur-
bation theory methods known from quantum mechanics. Finally, we perform a Monte Carlo
study to estimate the surviving fraction of axion miniclusters in the dark matter halo of our
galaxy. We find that the reaction to perturbations and the survival probability depend cru-
cially on the density profile. Weakly bound clusters are heated up and eventually destroyed,
whereas more strongly bound systems get even more compact as a result of perturbations
and are driven towards an axion star configuration.
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1 Introduction

The QCD axion [1–4] is one of the best motivated dark matter candidates [5–7], offering
a well-defined particle physics embedding as well as a generic way to produce a relic dark
matter abundance in the early Universe, see [8, 9] for reviews of axion cosmology. A generic
feature of the so-called post-inflationary scenario is the appearance of axion miniclusters.
These are gravitationally bound clumps of axion dark matter, with typical masses and sizes
determined by the Hubble volume at the time when the axion starts to oscillate. This has
been first pointed out in the seminal paper by Hogan and Rees [10], and subsequently studied
by a number of authors, see Refs. [11–20] for an incomplete list. An important question in
this context is the abundance and survival probability of axion miniclusters in the galaxy
up to today. Their presence would have dramatic consequences for direct axion dark matter
searches (see e.g., [21–23]), and may offer additional signatures, such as radio signals [24–26]
or gravitational lensing [27–32]. First studies of the stability of axion miniclusters under
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encounters with nearby stars in the galaxy or other tidal effects have been performed in
Refs. [33–35].

The generic framework to describe axion miniclusters is the Schrödinger-Poisson system.
Due to the extremely high occupation numbers, the axion energy density can be described
by a classical field, governed by an equation equivalent to the Schrödinger equation, where
the potential in turn is determined by the Poisson equation. In this work we develop a wave
description of axion minicluster in terms of stationary solutions of the Schrödinger equation
in the WKB approximation. Adopting a random phase ansatz, we can build a self-consistent
solution of the Schrödinger-Poisson system by considering a superposition of energy eigen-
states with the appropriate weights, the latter being determined by a distribution function
f(E). Our approach is similar to the one first developed by Kaiser and Widrow [36] in a
cosmological context, but adapted to the minicluster problem. For further discussions and
applications of the random phase ansatz see, for instance, Refs. [37–40]. Our approach allows
a conceptually consistent description of miniclusters in terms of a classical field. Moreover,
the WKB approximation offers a well-defined framework to justify the transition to a de-
scription of miniclusters in terms of particles.

In the second part of our work, we study the stability of minicluster under tidal disrup-
tion by star encounters. Within our framework, we can apply standard quantum mechanics
methods to calculate transitions between energy levels due to a perturbation. We compare
our results to a similar study performed by Kavanagh et al., [35] in the particle picture.
Although the field and particle descriptions lead to rather different density profiles after
the encounter with a star, we find that the global effect on the total mass and radius after
re-virialization of the system is very similar in both formalisms.

We study the stability against tidal effects for two representative examples for the
density profile of the axion minicluster, namely the so-called Lane-Emden and the Hernquist
profiles. The first one is an example of a relatively loosely bound system, whereas the
latter corresponds to a more strongly bound configuration and is more similar to the NFW
profile motivated by N-body simulations. We find substantially different behaviours for these
two cases with respect to tidal perturbations. Finally, we perform Monte-Carlo simulations
based on a semi-realistic distribution of stars inside the Milky Way, to determine the survival
probability of axion miniclusters as a function of their mass and size.

The outline of the remainder of this paper is as follows. In section 2 we discuss the wave
descriptions of axion miniclusters based on the WKB approximation and provide the specific
realisations for the Lane-Emden and Hernquist profiles. In section 3 we consider the pertur-
bation of the minicluster by tidal forces in a stellar encounter. We calculate the transitions
between energy levels due to the perturbation and consider the modified minicluster proper-
ties after re-virialization after the encounter. In section 4 we discuss the survival probability
of axion miniclusters in the solar neighbourhood by taking into account the distributions
of stars in our galaxy as well as orbital parameters of the minicluster population. We find
that the results depend sensitively on the assumed density profile for the miniclusters. We
conclude and provide a discussion of our results in section 5. Supplementary material is
provided in appendices A, B, C, D.

For numerical calculations we will adopt always an axion mass of ma = 10−5 eV.
Typical scales for axion minicluster mass and radius are M ∼ 10−13M� and R ∼ 10−6 pc.
For convenience, we note that 10−13M� ≈ 2 × 1017 kg ≈ 2.7 × 10−6Mmoon and 10−6 pc ≈
0.2 AU ≈ 3× 107 km.
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2 Self-consistent axion clump in the wave description

In this section, we construct a wave function for a self-gravitating clump of axions and discuss
its properties. Note that the term “wave function” refers to the classical field for the non-
relativistic axion. We start by discussing the WKB approximation in Subsec. 2.1, then we
build a self-consistent solution from superpositions of WKB energy eigenstates in Subsec. 2.2.
In Subsec. 2.3 we introduce two specific examples for the density profile, the so-called Lane-
Emeden and Hernquist profiles, which we are going to use to study the impact of stellar
encounters in the following.

2.1 WKB approximation

Let us consider stationary solutions, i.e., the axion wave function will be in an energy eigen-
state. Assuming non-relativistic axions, the relevant wave equation is

H0ψE(~r ) ≡
[
− 1

2ma
∇2 +maφ(~r )

]
ψE(~r ) = EψE(~r ) , (2.1)

where ma is the axion mass and φ(~r ) is the (dimensionless) gravitational potential. We
assume now a spherical symmetric potential φ(r). Then we follow the usual procedure to
separate the wave function in radial and angular components and consider angular momentum
eigenstates with quantum numbers l,m and energy eigenstates with eigenvalues En:

ψnlm(~r ) = Rnl(r)Ylm(θ, ϕ) , (2.2)

with the spherical harmonics Ylm(θ, ϕ). The radial wave functions Rnl(r) (with r = |~r |) are
normalized such that ∫ ∞

0
dr r2RnlR

∗
n′l = δnn′ . (2.3)

Now we insert the ansatz Eq. (2.2) in Eq. (2.1) and obtain a wave equation for Rnl(r) with
the effective potential

Vl(r) =
l2

2mar2
+maφ(r) , (2.4)

where we assumed l � 1; we will show later that this limit is a consequence of the WKB
approximation.1 The wave equation for Rnl(r) is solved under the WKB approximation
(sometimes called semi-classical approximation), i.e., assuming that the effective potential
Vl(r) is varying slowly compared to the deBroglie wave-length, see e.g., [42]:

λ

2π
≡ 1√

2ma(En − Vl)
� En − Vl
|dVl/dr|

∼ D , (2.5)

where D is the characteristic size of the system. At next-to-leading order in this approxima-
tion the solution for Rnl(r) is given by 2

Rnl(r) =
1√Nnl

1

r

1

[2ma(En − Vl(r))]1/4
sin

(∫ r

dr′
√

2ma(En − Vl(r′)) + c

)
. (2.6)

1For the WKB approximation of spherical potentials one should replace l(l+1)→ (l+1/2)2 in the effective
potential [41]. In the limit l� 1 we have (l + 1/2)2 ≈ l(l + 1) ≈ l2.

2The solution above obviously does not hold in the neighbourhood of the classical turning points. For
our numerical computation in the following, we will replace Eq. (2.6), with the Langer functions discussed in
Refs. [41, 43]. These functions reduce to the WKB solution far from the turning points and to the appropriate
Airy function in the neighbourhood of the turning points.
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For bound states with En < 0 we obtain for the normalization constant Nnl after averaging
over fast oscillations

Nnl =
1

2

∫ r2(n,l)

r1(n,l)
dr

1√
2ma(En − Vl(r))

, c =
π

4
, (En < 0) , (2.7)

where r1,2(n, l) are the classical turning points defined by En = Vl(r), and we assume that
the part of the wave function in the classically forbidden region is negligible. For unbound
states, E > 0 and the spectrum is continuous. For convenience we still keep the index n
to label energies also in the continuous case. To calculate the normalization for En > 0 we
neglect the potential term Vl(r), using that the integral in Eq. (2.3) is dominated by regions
where |Vl(r)| � En. In this approximation we find

Nnl =
π

2ma dEn
, c = 0 , (En > 0) . (2.8)

Here we have introduced the differential energy dEn to ensure that the wave function Rnl has
the same dimension for positive and negative energies. The normalization condition Eq. (2.3)
holds in both cases, with the identification δnn′ ↔ dEnδ(En − En′).

2.2 Construction of a self-gravitating system

Our goal is now to use the solutions of the wave equation, Eqs. (2.2) and (2.6) to construct
a self-consistent wave function such that the gravitational potential is generated by the mass
distribution itself. To this aim we consider a linear superposition of bound states with En < 0:

ψ(~r, t) =
∑
nlm

CnlmRnl(r)Ylm(θ, ϕ)e−iEnt . (2.9)

We must now choose the coefficients Cnlm such that the potential φ(r) and the axion mass
density ρ(r) are related via the Poisson equation:

∇2φ(r) = 4πGρ(r) , (2.10)

with ρ(r) = ma〈|ψ(~r, t)|2〉. The meaning of the average is discussed in the following. Assum-
ing that the phases of the different eigenstates are uncorrelated, we adopt the ansatz

Cnlm =
√

(2π)3f(En) gl(En) dEn e
iφnlm . (2.11)

Here φnlm are random phases drawn from a uniform distribution, the function f(E) plays
the role of a phase space density, whereas gl(En) denotes the density of states obtained in
the continuum limit: gl(E) = dn/dE, such that

∑
n →

∫
dn →

∫
(dn/dE)dE. The density

of states can be obtained by using the WKB quantization condition∫ r2(n,l)

r1(n,l)
dr
√

2ma(E − Vl(r)) = π

(
n+

1

2

)
. (2.12)

Considering Eq. (2.7), it follows that up to a constant factor it is just given by the normal-
ization coefficients:

gl(E) =
2ma

π
Nnl . (2.13)

For large l we can also replace the sum by an integral via the rule
∑

l →
∫
dl.
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For a given axion minicluster, the phases φnlm will have some random, but fixed values.
In the following we will be interested in an average minicluster, by taking the ensemble
average of the random phases, such that

〈CnlmC∗n′l′m′〉ens = |Cnlm|2δnn′δll′δmm′ . (2.14)

We can calculate now the density profile of the average minicluster as

ρ(r) = ma〈|ψ(~r, t)|2〉ens
= ma

∑
nlm

|Cnlm|2R2
nl(r)|Ylm(θ, ϕ)|2

=
4πm2

a

r2

∫ 0

maφ(r)
dE f(E)

∫ lmax(E,r)

0
dl

l√
2ma(E − Vl(r))

, (2.15)

where in addition to the ensemble average over the random phases, we have also averaged
the fast oscillations in R2

nl. Note that the ensemble average leads to a spherically symmetric
and time independent distribution, as expected. Conversely, in this case, time and angular
averages together have the same effect as the ensemble average. For given r and E, the
maximum allowed angular momentum lmax(E, r) is defined by E = Vlmax(r), whereas the
integral dE runs from the value of the effective potential with l = 0 to 0. Using Eq. (2.4),
the l-integral can be performed and we obtain

ρ(r) = 4πm2
a

∫ 0

maφ(r)
dE f(E)

√
2ma(E −maφ(r)) . (2.16)

This expression is identical to a corresponding relation for the phase-space density in spherical
astrophysical systems, see e.g., [44], chapter 4. Since φ(r) is a monotonic function of r we
can invert it, eliminate r and consider the density as a function of the potential instead of the
radius: ρ(φ). Then Eq. (2.16) can be transformed into an Abel integral equation for f(E)
with the solution given by Eddington’s formula [44, 45]:

f(E) =
1

2π2m2
a

d

dE

∫ 0

E/ma

dφ
1√

2ma(maφ− E)

dρ

dφ
. (2.17)

Here we adopt the convention that f(E) ≥ 0 for E ≤ 0, i.e., the states up to E = 0 are
occupied. This defines the zero-point for the energy scale used for the potential. For a
given pair of ρ(r) and φ(r) related by Poisson equation, we can use eq. (2.17) to derive
the corresponding density f(E). Hence, this procedure allows to construct a self-gravitating
axion cluster based on the WKB approximation for the wave functions.

The total mass of the clump is given by

M = 4π

∫ ∞
0

dr r2ρ(r)

= 16π2m2
a

∫ ∞
0

dr r2

∫ 0

maφ(r)
dE f(E)

√
2ma(E −maφ(r)) (2.18)

= 16π3ma

∫ 0

Emin

dEf(E)

∫ lmax(E)

0
dl l gl(E) , (2.19)
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where in the last step we exchanged the order of integration and used the density of states
gl(E) = dn/dE, see Eqs. (2.13) and (2.7). lmax(E) is defined by the largest l for which the
equation E = Vl(r) has a solution for any r, and Emin is the minimum of the potential.

The gravitational binding energy of the clump is

W = −4πG

∫ ∞
0

dr r2 ρ(r)M(r)

r
, (2.20)

where M(r) is the mass contained within radius r. As we show in appendix B, the ensemble
average of a clump based on eqs. (2.9), (2.11) is in virial equilibrium, such that W + 2K = 0,
with K denoting the total kinetic energy, and Etot = W +K = W/2. 3

We add the following comments: There is a one-to-one correspondence between the
density f(E) for the wave functions (defined as occupation of the eigenfunction of the wave
equation with energy E) and a phase space density of classical point particles f(~r,~v), with
the identification E = mav

2/2 + maφ(r). We provide a brief discussion of this mapping in
appendix A. While this correspondence is illuminating, here we never need to refer to the
particle picture and will stick to the wave interpretation throughout our discussion.

There is some similarity of our approach to the seminal work of Kaiser and Widrow [36],
who use the random phase ansatz for plane wave scalar fields and establish a correspondence
between the smoothed axion field and the particle phase space density with the purpose of
substituting N -body particle simulations by studying the time evolution of the Schrödinger-
Poisson system. In our work we concentrate on self-gravitating stationary systems and benefit
from the explicit wave solutions in the WKB regime.

From numerical simulations, one expects that a so-called soliton or axion star appears
in the center of a minihalo [46–49]. This corresponds to close-to-ground-state solutions of the
Schrödinger–Poisson system, for which the WKB approximation does not hold. Therefore,
we will limit the application of our description to cases, where the impact of the soliton on
the minihalo can be neglected. We will return to this issue in section 3.4 with a more detailed
discussion.

2.3 The Lane-Emden and Hernquist profiles

As we will see below, the response of miniclusters to tidal shocks can be qualitatively dif-
ferent, depending on the density profile. The expected shape of the profile is currently not
well understood, see [32] for a recent simulation. In the following we will use two specific
realizations for a self-consistent potential–density pair, namely (a) the Lane-Emden (LE)
profile for a polytrope of index n = 1, where ρ ∝ φn, see e.g., [44] for a discussion and (b)
the so-called Hernquist (H) profile [50]. The potentials and density profiles are given by

φLE(r) =

{
−GM

R sinc
(
πr
R

)
r < R

GM
R − GM

r r > R
φH(r) = − GM

(r + rH)
, (2.21)

ρLE(r) =
π

4

M

R3
sinc

(πr
R

)
r < R ρH(r) =

M

2π

rH

r(r + rH)3
. (2.22)

3Note that Etot 6= 〈H0〉ens =
∑
nlm En|Cnlm|

2. The latter quantity corresponds to the energy stored in the
field if the potential φ was a fixed external potential. In contrast, Etot = W + K corresponds to the energy
stored in the self-gravitating system, where the potential is provided by the mass distribution itself (i.e., the
potential diminishes when mass is successively removed).
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Figure 1. Comparison of the Lane-Emden (blue) and Herquist (red) profiles. We show the potential
(top left), the cumulative mass distribution M(r) (top right), and the differential contribution to the
total mass of energy states (bottom left) and angular momentum states (bottom right). We take
the total mass M = 10−12M�, R = 10−6 pc, ma = 10−5 eV, and for Hernquist we define R such
that 80% of the total mass is contained in r < R, which implies R = 8.47 rH. The energy unit is
E0 = GMma/R.

While the LE ansatz is not fully motivated by first principles, it has the advantage that it
describes a self-consistent clump of finite size R, with ρLE(r) = 0 for r > R. The Hernquist
profile resembles the 1/r behaviour at small radii, similar to the NFW profile [51], but falls
off faster at large radii, such that the total mass is finite for r →∞. Our choice for the zero-
point of energy and potential is consistent with the convention in the previous subsection; it
implies φLE(r)→ GM/R and φH(r)→ 0 for r →∞.

We compare the potential profiles and the cumulative mass distributions for LE and H
in the top panels of Fig. 1. In the figure we have set the Hernquist scale radius rH, such that
β = 80% of the total mass is contained in r < R. For the radius rβ, which contains a fraction
β of the total mass, we have

rβ = rH
β +
√
β

1− β , (2.23)

and r0.8 ≈ 8.47 rH. In the following we will always adopt the convention of setting R = r0.8,
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when comparing LE and H profiles. We see from the figure that the LE potential is much
shallower, with the potential minimum of the Hernquist being a factor rβ/rH deeper. For
the same mass M and comparable size (R ' r0.8) the Hernquist potential leads to a much
tighter bound core. The gravitational binding energies are easily obtained from Eq. (2.20):

WLE = −3

4

GM2

R
, WH = −1

6

GM2

rH
, (2.24)

which leads to WH ≈ 1.9WLH for R = 8.47 rH.
A technical advantage of the LE and H profiles is that the Eddington formula described

in the previous section leads to an analytical expression for the phase space density f(E).
We have [50, 52]

fLE(E) =
1

m4
a

1

8
√

2πGR2

√
−ma

E
, (2.25)

fH(E) =
1

m4
a

M

8
√

2π3r3
Hv

3
g

3 sin−1(q) + q
√

1− q2(1− 2q2)(8q4 − 8q2 − 3)

(1− q2)5/2
, (2.26)

where

q =

√
− rH

GM

E

ma
, vg =

√
GM

rH
, (2.27)

and f(E) = 0 for E ≥ 0.
In the bottom left panel of Fig. 1 we show the contribution of each energy level E to the

total mass, i.e., dM/d|E|, see also Eq. (2.19). While for LE, only modes with ER/(GMma) >
−1 contribute and the distribution diverges for E → 0, for Hernquist there is a significant
contribution from much more strongly bound states. This will have important consequences
for the stability against tidal disruption discussed below, which affects mostly loosely bound
states close to E ≈ 0.

In the bottom right panel of Fig. 1 we show the normalized contribution of the angular
modes l to the total mass. This can be obtained from Eq. (2.19) by exchanging the order of
the l and E integrals. For the LE potential, there is a maximum angular momentum lLE

max

for which bound states exist. Using Eqs. (2.4) and (2.21) one finds:

lLE
max ≈ 0.607ma

√
GMR (2.28)

≈ 210
ma

10−5 eV

√
M

10−12M�

√
R

10−6 pc
. (2.29)

As seen from the figure, the clump will receive contributions from l values ranging from zero
up to lmax with a distribution peaking roughly around lLE

peak ' 0.7 lLE
max. Let us now consider

the WKB condition Eq. (2.5). Setting D = R and estimating E − Vl ∼ maGM/R, we find
that the WKB condition is equivalent to lmax � 1. Hence, in the following we will work in
the large l limit, consistent with the assumption that the WKB approximation holds.

For the Hernquist profile, the shape of the l distribution is rather different, with a peak
at significantly lower values, lHpeak ≈ 18 for the parameters chosen in the plot. Numerically we
find that the peak value has the same scaling with parameters as given in Eq. (2.28) (which
follows also from dimensional arguments). Note also that for Hernquist there is no maximum
l value and the distributions continuously goes to zero for l→∞.
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3 Perturbation of the clump

We proceed now to calculate the tidal effect on the clump from a star passing by. Assuming
the impact parameter b is much larger than the clump radius R, we can consider the star to
be a point mass. The gravitational potential at the point ~r created by the star is

φ∗(~r, t) = − GM∗
|~r − ~r∗(t)|

. (3.1)

where ~r∗(t) is the position of the star at time t. To extract the tidal term we expand the
denominator in Legendre polynomials. Terms of zeroth and first order describe just effects
on the clump as a whole, whereas the leading order tidal effect is provided by the term of
order 2:

φtidal(~r, t) = −GM∗
r∗(t)

(
r

r∗(t)

)2

P2(cos γ(t)) , (3.2)

where γ is the angle between ~r and ~r∗(t) and P2 denotes the 2nd order Legendre polynomial.
We assume that for the time relevant to the interaction, the star moves in a straight line with
velocity v and impact parameter b. We then obtain the Hamiltonian of the perturbation

H1(~r, t) = maφtidal = − GM∗mar
2

(b2 + v2t2)3/2
P2(cos γ(t)) =

Ar2

(1 + (αt)2)3/2
P2(cos γ(t)) , (3.3)

where we have defined

A = −GM∗ma

b3
α =

v

b
. (3.4)

3.1 Perturbed axion field

We calculate the effect of H1 on the axion field perturbatively up to second order using
standard time-dependent perturbation theory. We will use Dirac notation for convenience,
keeping in mind though that our calculation is fully classical.

We expand the axion field as

|ψ(t)〉 =
∣∣∣ψ(0)(t)

〉
+
∣∣∣ψ(1)(t)

〉
+
∣∣∣ψ(2)(t)

〉
. (3.5)

Here
∣∣ψ(0)(t)

〉
represent the time dependent unperturbed axion field, whose energy eigen-

modes |nlm〉 and coefficients C
(0)
nlm were described in the previous section. The corrections

satisfy

i∂t

∣∣∣ψ(i)(t)
〉

= H0

∣∣∣ψ(i)(t)
〉

+H1(t)
∣∣∣ψ(i−1)(t)

〉
, (3.6)

with i = 1, 2. We expand onto the energy basis∣∣∣ψ(i)(t)
〉

=
∑
nlm

C
(i)
nlm(t) e−iEt |nlm〉 , (3.7)

and obtain the equations for the coefficients

i∂tC
(i)
nlm(t) =

∑
n′l′m′

C
(i−1)
nlm 〈nlm|H1(~r, t)

∣∣n′l′m′〉 ei(E−E′)t , (3.8)
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where here and in the following we use the short-hand notation E = En and E′ = En′ .

Setting the initial time t0 → −∞ and C
(1,2)
nlm (−∞) = 0, we can integrate the equations

above for t→∞.4 We obtain an expression for the correction to the coefficients

∆|Cnlm|2 ≡
〈
|Cnlm|2

〉
ens
− |C(0)

nlm|2

=
〈
|C(1)
nlm|2

〉
ens

+
〈
C

(0)
nlm

∗
C

(2)
nlm + C

(0)
nlmC

(2)
nlm

∗〉
ens

. (3.9)

For a derivation and an expression for ∆|Cnlm|2 in the limit l� 1 see Appendix C. We split
the variation of the coefficients into two parts, ∆(+)|Cnlm|2 and ∆(−)|Cnlm|2, corresponding
to transitions toward and outward the energy level |nlm〉, respectively:

∆|Cnlm|2 = ∆(−)|Cnlm|2 + ∆(+)|Cnlm|2 . (3.10)

with

∆(+)|Cnlm|2 =

(
A

α

)2 ∑
n′,B

|C(0)
n′lm|2

∣∣〈nl|r2
∣∣n′l〉∣∣2 gnn′ (3.11)

∆(−)|Cnlm|2 = −|C(0)
nlm|2

(
A

α

)2∑
n′

∣∣〈nl|r2
∣∣n′l〉∣∣2 gnn′ , (3.12)

where | 〈nl| r2 |n′l〉 |2 is the matrix element from sandwiching the perturbation H1 between
the energy eigenstates (c.f., Eqs. (3.3) and (3.8)), and gnn′ is a window function arising
from the time integral of the interaction. Precise definitions and detailed expressions are
provided in Appendix C. Eq. (3.11) describes transitions towards the state |nlm〉, and the
sum over n′ is only over bound states (indicated by B), since only these are populated before

the interaction, as C
(0)
n′lm = 0 for unbound states. In contrast, Eq. (3.12) corresponds to

transitions |nlm〉 → |n′lm〉 and the sum over n′ goes over bound as well as unbound states.
The expressions in Eqs. (3.11) and (3.12) hold after averaging over the m quantum number,
see Appendix C for details.

3.2 Energy transferred by the star

From the new coefficients, it is possible to get an expression for the energy deposit of the
star into the system. We obtain two contributions for the energy variation as

∆E(−) =
∑
nlm,B

Enl ∆
(−)|Cnlm|2 , (3.13)

∆E(+) =
∑
nlm

Enl ∆
(+)|Cnlm|2 , (3.14)

and the total change in energy is given by the sum of these two contributions. We find

∆E = 16π2ma

∫ lmax

0
dl 2l

∫ 0

Emin(l)
dE f(E)Nnl

∫ ∞
Emin(l)

dE′×

gl(E
′) (E′ − E)

(
A

α

)2

| 〈nl| r2
∣∣n′l〉 |2gnn′ , (3.15)

4When we omit the time argument of C
(i)
nlm(t) or

∣∣∣ψ(i)(t)
〉

with i = 1, 2, it is implied that the quantity is

evaluated at t→∞.
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where Emin(l) is the minimum value of the effective potential Vl(r) and we have used

Eqs. (3.12), (3.11), the explicit expression for the coefficients |C(0)
nlm|2 from Eq. (2.11), and

the density of states, Eq. (2.13), to transform the last sum over n′ into an integral.

To proceed, we adopt now an approximation known as “impulse approximation” in the
particle picture [53]. It corresponds to the case that the time scale of the star encounter
∼ b/v is much shorter than the dynamical time scale of the bound system R

√
R/GM , such

that bound particles can be considered “at rest” during the encounter. In fact, we have

b

R

1

v

√
GM

R
' 2× 10−7 b

R

(
10−3

v

)(
M

10−12M�

)1/2(10−6 pc

R

)1/2

, (3.16)

which shows that for typical parameters the approximation is justified.

The validity of this approximation has been well verified in particle simulations and is
commonly adopted in studies of minihalo disruptions [34, 35, 44, 54–56]. In appendix C.1,
we derive Eq. (3.16) in the wave formalism. As we discuss also in the appendix, in practical
terms it implies that gnn′ can be considered as constant, gnn′ ≈ 1/2, and pulled out of the
integral over E′ in Eq. (3.15). Then the remaining integral can be simplified by using a
so-called generalized quantum mechanical sum rule [57, 58] 5

∫ ∞
Emin(l)

dE′ g(E′)(E′ − E)| 〈nl| r2
∣∣n′l〉 |2 =∑

n′

(En′ − En)| 〈nl| r2
∣∣n′l〉 |2 =

2

ma
〈nl| r2 |nl〉 .

(3.17)

Under these assumptions, the energy transferred by the star is expressed as

∆E = 16π2ma

∫ lmax

0
dl 2l

∫ 0

Emin(l)
dE f(E)Nnl δE(E, l) , (3.18)

where we defined

δE(E, l) =

(
2GM∗
b2v

)2 ma

4
〈nl| r2 |nl〉 . (3.19)

This last quantity corresponds to the energy shift which a level (E, l) receives due to the
impact of the star. Note that from Eq. (3.19) it follows that δE(E, l) is positive, i.e., lev-
els can only be moved up, towards less strongly bound states. Furthermore, δE(E, l) is a
growing function of E for fixed l. Interestingly, the expression for the injected energy cal-
culated through our formalism is in very close analogy with the one derived in a particle
description, see for instance in Refs. [53, 54, 56]. In the particle picture the expectation value
in Eq. (3.19) is replaced by r2 and the particles therefore receive an energy shift depend-
ing on their location. This expectation value is then the natural generalization in the wave
formalism.

5In order to apply the sum rule, the sum has to be over a complete set of states. As the sum runs over
both, bound and unbound states in Eq. (3.17), this condition is fulfilled. Furthermore, the sum over l and m
is trivial, because the operator r2 does not act on the angular part.
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Figure 2. Density profile ρf = ρi −∆ρ just after the interaction for miniclusters with Lane-Emden
(left) and Hernquist (right) profiles, where ρi is the density profile before the encounter. In both cases
the initial masses and radii are set to M = 10−12M� and R = 10−6 pc. The final density profile
ρf (r) is shown for two different impact parameters: b = 2× 10−3 pc (blue), b = 3× 10−3 pc (orange).
The dashed lines represent the same calculations done in the particle picture. The black curves show
the profile before the perturbation. The parameters of the star are set to M∗ = 1M� and v = 10−4.

3.3 Properties of the clump after the encounter

As mentioned, according to Eq. (3.18), each energy level is shifted as E → E + δE(E, l).
This implies that all energy levels with |E| < δE(E, l) will transfer their occupation number
to positive energy levels, i.e., to unbound states. We can therefore define for each angular
momentum l a critical energy Ẽ(l) by

Ẽ(l) ≡ δE(Ẽ, l) , (3.20)

such that all energy levels with |E| < Ẽ(l) will be removed from the clump. The new
properties of the clump, i.e the new density profile, mass and radius after the encounter can
then be calculated by removing the ejected states from the clump, as we are going to discuss
in the following.

The change in the density profile is obtained as (c.f., Eq. (2.15))6

∆ρ(r) = 4π
m2
a

r2

∫ lmax(r)

0
dl l

∫ 0

−Ẽ(l)
dE

f(E)√
2ma (E − Vl(r))

, (3.21)

where lmax(r) is the maximum value of the angular momentum l at a given location r. This
implies a change in mass of

∆M = 4π

∫ ∞
0

dr r2 ∆ρ(r) . (3.22)

6Although in general Ẽ(l) defined in Eq. (3.20) depends on l, we find that numerically this dependence is
very weak. In the approximation of neglecting the l-dependence, we can exchange the order of the l and E
integrals, and the integral over l can be carried out analytically. We have checked that this approximation
does not affect significantly the final result. Similar simplifications can be applied to Eqs. (3.23) and (3.25)
below.
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The density profile right after the interaction is shown in Fig. 2 for different impact
parameters. We find that there is a significant difference between our formalism (solid line)
and what a calculation in a particle picture would return (dashed line). Indeed, since in
the particle formalism, the energy received depends on the location, δE(r) ∝ r2, no particle
will be removed close to the origin. In our wave formalism, the whole energy level is shifted
with δE(E, l) ∝

〈
r2
〉
E,l

such that the density profile will be affected close to the origin, as

observed in Fig. 2 (left). For the Hernquist profile this effect is less pronounced because the
density diverges for r → 0. For both profiles, more mass is removed from large radii in the
particle compared to the wave treatment.

When the cluster loses some of its mass, its energy will also be modified. Firstly, the
energy carried initially by the removed modes has to be subtracted from the system. This
will lead to a change in the kinetic energy, ∆EK , and binding energy, ∆EB, of the system.
The change in kinetic energy is given by7

∆EK = −16π2ma

∫ ∞
0

dr

∫ lmax(r)

0
dl l

∫ 0

Ẽ(l)
dE (E −maφ(r))

f(E)√
2ma(E − Vl(r))

, (3.23)

while the variation of the binding energy is obtained as ∆EB = Wf −Wi, where the final
and initial binding energies are calculated from Eq. (2.20) by using ρf,i, respectively, with
ρf = ρi −∆ρ. Hence, the removed modes modify the system energy as

∆Elost = ∆EK + ∆EB . (3.24)

Secondly, the energy of the system will be also modified by the energy injected by the star
into the modes that stay bound to the system (∆Einj.), i.e., the modes with E < −δE(E, l).
Explicitly, if Eq. (3.18) represent the total energy injected by the star, the part that would
go to the states that stay bound to the clump is

∆Einj. = 16π2ma

∫ ∞
0

dr

∫ lmax(r)

0
dl l

∫ −Ẽ(l)

Emin(l)

dE
f(E) δE(E, l)√
2ma (E − Vl(r))

. (3.25)

In total, the final energy of the bound system is then given by8

Ef = Ei + ∆Elost + ∆Einj. = Ei + ∆E . (3.26)

Let us add the following comment at this point. The way the energy is modified can be
interpreted as a competition between cooling and heating the system. Indeed, when ejecting
some modes, the kinetic energy decreases by ∆EK and the system is cooled down. On the
other hand the system will be heated up by the variation of the binding energy ∆EB and
the injected energy ∆Einj.. Hence, we may expect that whether the cooling or the heating
process is dominant, the system will contract or expand itself toward a more dense or more
diffuse object, respectively.

7This expression can be obtained by starting from Eq. (B.3) for the total initial kinetic energy and using
that within the WKB approximation we have ∇2Rnl(r)Ylm(θ, ϕ) = −2ma(En −maφ(r))Rnl(r)Ylm(θ, ϕ).

8Note that ∆E defined in Eq. (3.26) is the energy change of the bound system, whereas ∆E defined in
section 3.2 is the total energy transferred by the star. The latter is shared between states which become
ejected with a fraction fej and states which remain bound with fraction (1 − fej) = ∆Einj/∆E . The energy
carried away by the ejected part is fej∆E − ∆Elost, such that Ef + fej∆E − ∆Elost = Ei + ∆E , which is
equivalent to Eq. (3.26). See also Ref. [35].
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In order to describe the system after the encounter we follow Ref. [35] and assume that
the cluster will relax to a virialized state, while keeping its total energy Etot = Ef constant.9

This assumption is justified by noting that the relaxation time scale of the cluster is short
compared the typical time between star encounters [35]. Furthermore, we assume that the
clump will adopt the same density profile as before the encounter, i.e., either the Lane-
Emden or the Hernquist profile. Under these assumptions the new radius after the encounter
is determined by the relation in virial equilibrium, Etot = W/2 and the expressions for the
binding energy given in Eq. (2.24) for the two example profiles. Hence, the radial parameters
for the Lane-Emden and Hernquist cases are given, respectively, by

Rf = −3

8

G (M −∆M)2

Ef
= κRi ,

rH,f = − 1

12

G (M −∆M)2

Ef
= κrH,i ,

κ ≈ 1− 2
∆M

M
+

∆E

|Ei|
, (3.27)

where ∆E = ∆Elost +∆Einj. is defined in Eq. (3.26). Depending on the two competing terms
in κ the size of the cluster will either decrease or increase as a consequence of the interaction
with the star.

In Fig. 3, we apply the above formalism and study how the mass, radius, and total
energy of the minicluster are affected by a star perturbation, as a function of the impact pa-
rameter (top), the minicluster mass (middle) and radius (bottom). For the LE miniclusters
(left panels), after each interaction the system is heated up enough such that the radius in-
creases whereas the mass decreases. This effect makes the cluster more vulnerable to further
interactions leading to an eventual total destruction. This effect has also been observed in
works using a particle formalism (for instance in Ref. [35], which adopts a different density
profile, though). On the other hand, for miniclusters with an Hernquist profile (right panels),
the distribution function assures a more diffuse density in the external layers of the clump.
For small enough interactions, these layers are removed but the induced heating is not im-
portant enough to increase the radius afterward. As observed in Fig. 3, for small enough
perturbations, the radius decreases making the system more tightly bound and resistant to
further interactions. However, if the perturbation is big enough, the more dense layers of
the clump are removed and we end up in a similar situation as for the LE miniclusters,
and the radius has to be increased to reach a new equilibrium configuration. The different
behaviour of the radius change of gravitationally bound systems under tidal perturbations
has been discussed e.g., in [60]. This reference finds a similar behaviour as we do: expansion
(contraction) of weaker bound (stronger bound) systems.

For both profiles, the energy of the system grows up to the point where the total energy
becomes positive, i.e., for ∆E/|Etot| = 1. At that stage, the system after the encounter does
no longer form a bound structure and hence, the cluster is destroyed. This is manifest in
Fig. 3 by a divergent radius at that location. In the middle/bottom panels of Fig. 3, we fix
the impact parameter and let the mass/radius change. As expected, as the mass increases or
the radius decreases, the system is more tightly bound and it becomes more and more difficult
to extract mass from it. This effect will be important for the survival of the miniclusters as a
function of their mass/radius as discussed below. Indeed, we observe that the survival for a

9More precisely, the system will undergo a series of contractions and expansions that take between 10
and 20 times the crossing time of the halo before going back to an equilibrium configuration [59]. The exact
relaxation process in the wave formalism is beyond the scope of this work and is left for further investigations.
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Figure 3. Relative change of the mass ∆M/M (blue), radius ∆R/R (orange) and total energy
∆E/|Etot| (red) for the LE (left panels) and H (right panels) profiles due to a star encounter. In the
top panels the initial mass and radius are held constant and set to M = 10−12M�, R = 10−6 pc while
the impact parameter is modified. In the middle panels, the radius and the impact parameters are
kept constant as R = 10−6 pc and b = 3 (0.5)× 10−3 pc for LE (H). In the bottom panels the mass is
kept fixed as M = 10−12M� and the impact parameter as b = 3×10−3 pc. Solid (dash-dotted) curves
correspond to the wave (particle) description. The parameters of the star are set to M∗ = 1M� and
v = 10−4. In the region to the left (right) of the vertical dashed line in the top, middle (bottom)
panels ∆E/|E| > 1, the perturbation is no longer small, and the clump is destroyed; we show these
regions only for illustration purposes.

given impact parameter depends only on the average density of the cluster10, ρ̄ = 3M/(4πR3)

10We remind the reader that we define R for the Hernquist profile as the radius which contains 80% of the
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Figure 4. Evolution of the LE (left) and H (right) clumps under the same repeated perturbation:
b = 2 (0.5) × 10−2 pc for the LE (H) clump, v = 10−4 and M∗ = 1M�. Different initial conditions
have been used (red crosses) in order to underline that higher mass and smaller radius correspond
to more resistant clusters. The total number of perturbations is fixed to N = 100 for the H clumps
whereas for the LE ones we let the perturbations continue until the cluster is destroyed. The gray,
orange and red shaded regions show respectively the axion star cut, the lmax < 10, and the lmax < 1
regions.

[35]. Numerically we find the critical density, below which the cluster gets destroyed of

ρ̄crit ≈
(
M∗

1M�

)2(10−3 pc

b

)4(
10−4

v

)2

×
{

0.7× 10−11M� (10−6 pc)−3 (Lane-Emden)
2.1× 10−14M� (10−6 pc)−3 (Hernquist)

.

(3.28)
The parameter dependence can be understood from Eq. (3.19). We observe that Lane-Emden
clumps are destroyed for densities about 3 orders of magnitude larger than the Hernquist
clumps.

Finally we compare in Fig. 3 the changes in mass and total energy derived from the wave
formalism (solid curves) to a corresponding calculation in a particle picture (dash-dotted
curves), following the method applied in Ref. [35]. We observe a remarkable agreement
between the two methods, as the two sets of curves are hardly distinguishable in the figures.
Since the final radius is a function of mass and energy after the encounter, also the radius
will behave very similar in the particle formalism. This agreement seems to be a numerical
coincidence, as we have observed in Fig. 2 a notable difference between wave and particle
description in the density profile right after the interaction. It remains an interesting question,
whether this difference may become more important in a more realistic treatment of the
virialization process.

In Fig. 4 we follow the evolution in the mass/radius plane of three miniclusters with
different initial conditions under repeated perturbations, keeping impact parameter, star
mass and velocity constant. For the Lane-Emden clumps (left panel), each perturbation
increases the size of the cluster while decreasing its mass, i.e., the system becomes less
tightly bound. The impact of the perturbation increases and at some point the cluster is
destroyed. In contrast, for the Hernquist clusters (right panel), the radius decreases and the
system is more strongly bound after the perturbation and the effect of the next perturbation

mass, whereas for the Lane-Emden case it contains 100%.
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decreases. Hence, it becomes more difficult to reach the destruction point for clumps in that
profile. In the figure we show a finite number of 100 interactions for the Hernquist case.

3.4 Parameter space region of validity of our assumptions

In Fig. 4 we illustrate also regions in the mass/radius plane, where we expect that our
description of miniclusters becomes unphysical. There are two main effects to be considered,
namely the presence of an axion star inside the minicluster and the break-down of the WKB
approximation.

As observed in numerical simulations, [46–49], typically a soliton (or axion star) [11, 61]
forms in the center of miniclusters. The mass of the axion star (MAS) is related to the
minicluster mass M via the so-called core–halo relation [46, 48]:

MAS ' 1.3× 10−17M�

(
10−5 eV

ma

)(
M

10−13M�

)1/3

, (3.29)

which can be obtained by assuming that the virial velocities in the star and the halo are
equal [48]. Using the definition of the radius of the axion star (RAS) as a function of MAS

from Refs. [46, 48]11, we obtain [35]

RAS ' 3.4× 10−7 pc

(
10−5 eV

ma

)(
M

10−13M�

)−1/3

. (3.30)

The grey shaded region below the line labeled “Axion Star Cut” in Fig. 4 corresponds to the
situation where the radius of the axion star is bigger than the radius of the minicluster. Under
the assumption that the core–halo relation holds up to this point, we have to conclude that
this region becomes unphysical, or at least the simple description in terms of superpositions
of WKB solutions with random phases is no longer possible. Contrary, if we are sufficiently
far away from that line, the presence of the axion star inside the cluster should be negligible
for the behaviour of the cluster itself.

Another requirement for the applicability of our formalism is the validity of the WKB
approximation, Eq. (2.5). As discussed in Sec. 2.3, the WKB approximation is equivalent
to the condition lmax � 1, with lmax defined in Eq. (2.29). The orange (dark red) shaded
regions in Fig. 4 indicate the parameter ranges where lmax < 10 (1). Hence, in these regions
the deBroglie wavelength of the axion becomes comparable to the size of the cluster and the
WKB solutions will no longer hold and we need to describe the system by close-to-ground
state solutions of the Schrödinger-Poisson system. Indeed, numerically we find that the line
lmax = 1 is in good agreement with the axion star mass–radius relation found in Ref. [62, 63].
We note that in the region lmax . 10 also a particle description of the system is no longer
valid.

In the following discussion, we will restrict our analysis to the white region in Fig. 4,
where the WKB wave description of the minicluster should be valid. We observe from the
figure, that for the Lane-Emden profile, a given minicluster in the white region will always
remain there under the action of star encounters, whereas the Hernquist cluster may be
driven towards the “forbidden” region. Physically this means, that repeated perturbations
may turn the initially diffuse minicluster into an axion star.

11We remark that the size RAS(MAS) used in Refs. [46, 48] is more than one order of magnitude smaller
than the one obtained from the relation between radius and mass of an axion star derived from solving the
Schrödinger–Poisson system, see e.g., [62, 63]. The latter corresponds to the condition lmax ≈ 1, see below.

– 17 –



Comment on perturbativity. Let us point out that the formalism developed above
is based on perturbation theory, assuming that the perturbation is “small”. Requiring that

the variation of the coefficients in Eqs. (3.11, 3.12) be smaller than |C(0)
nlm|2 gives us roughly

the condition
A

α
R2 =

GM∗maR
2

b2v
< 1 . (3.31)

For M∗ = M� and ma = 10−5 eV, the condition becomes

R

b
< 5× 10−3 v1/2 . (3.32)

We note that for some typical encounters in the galaxy this may be violated. However, we
are mostly interested in the region where ∆E/|E| (as well as ∆M/M) is small, c.f. Fig. 3.
Although perturbativity may be violated for some transitions, the overall effect of the per-
turbation on the clump is still small in this regime. When ∆E/|E| becomes of order one, we
consider the clump as destroyed and do not further follow its evolution. Indeed, we never
consider the region ∆E/|E| > 1 (where the overall impact on the clump is large), which is
shown in Fig. 3 only for illustration purpose.

4 Survival in the galaxy

Several authors have studied the formation and initial properties of miniclusters in the post
inflationary scenario, see, e.g., Refs. [10, 15–17, 27]. As a second stage in the history of
these objects, collisions and merging after matter-radiation equality have to be taken into
account to predict the halo mass function (HMF) at late times, see, e.g., [18–20, 28, 29, 32].
Finally, once the dark matter halos become the sites of galaxy formation, tidal interactions
with baryonic stars have to be introduced in the calculation to push the minicluster HMF
up to the current days [33–35]. The purpose of this section is to address the last step using
the formalism developed above, i.e., studying the evolution of a minicluster population inside
the galaxy through tidal interactions with stars.

First, in section 4.1, we are going to calculate the minicluster survival probability at
a given location in the Milky Way as a function of minicluster mass and radius. These
results can then be applied for a given initial distribution of miniclusters. The minicluster
distribution in mass and radius at late times is not well understood [8, 17, 18, 28, 29, 32].
In section 4.2, we will adopt an initial HMF motivated by some of these studies, to give an
illustrative example of how star encounters in the galaxy modify the HMF. We will discuss
the differences between loosely and strongly bound axion miniclusters, using again the Lane-
Emden and Hernquist profiles as respective examples. In section 4.3, we provide a discussion
of the adopted assumptions and the limitations of our calculations.

4.1 Survival probability as a function of the mass and the radius

We want to calculate the survival probability of a particular minicluster with given mass M
and radius R. As a first ingredient, we have to distribute the miniclusters in the galaxy in
such a way that they correctly reproduce the NFW profile [51] for the dark matter halo of the
Milky Way. This can be achieved by using specific distributions for the orbital parameters,
semi-major axis a and eccentricity e [35], see also [34]. We describe our procedure to obtain
these distributions in Appendix D.2. The distribution of the eccentricity can be chosen
independently of r as P (e) = 4e(1 − e2) [64]. For given r and e we can then derive the
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distribution of the semi-major axis P (a|r, e) as described in Appendix D.2. This allows us to
calculate a distribution of a and e for the miniclusters which will reproduce the NFW profile
of the halo. For definiteness, we consider the location of the solar system in the Mily Way
at r ≈ 8 kpc.

The survival probability Psurv(M,R, t, r) of miniclusters characterized by M and R, af-
ter orbiting in the Milky Way for a time t, at a distance r from the center of the galaxy, will be

computed by creating for each pair (M,R) an initial sample of N
(i)
AMC(M,R, r) clusters with

orbital parameters distributed as described above. Depending on the orbital parameters,
each cluster in the sample will undergo a certain number of interactions. Consider a mini-
cluster with a relative velocity v compared to the perturbers and traveling for an infinitesimal
duration dt. The number of stars with an impact parameter in the interval [b, b+db] is given
by [44]

dN = n∗(r)× (v dt)× (2πb db) , (4.1)

where n∗(r) is the stellar density at the location of the cluster, which is assumed to be constant
on the length scales of order of the relevant impact parameters. We use the angular averaged
stellar density based on Refs. [52, 65–69], see Appendix D.1 for details. The number of
interactions per orbit is obtained by integrating Eq. (4.1) and averaging over the distribution
of relative velocities

Norb(a, e) = πb2max〈v〉
∫ Torb(a)

0
dt n∗(r(t)) . (4.2)

The duration of one orbit as a function of the semi-major axis, Torb(a), is given in Eq. (D.8).
We integrate up to a maximal impact parameter bmax, which is chosen large enough such that
encounters with b > bmax will have a negligible effect on the cluster.12 For the distribution
of the relative velocities we take

P (v) =
4πv2(

2πσ2
rel

)3/2 e
− v2

2σ2
rel , (4.3)

with σrel =
√

2× 10−3, which includes the velocity dispersion of the miniclusters and of the
stars. The average number of encounters after a time t is finally obtained as

Ntot(t, a, e) =
t

Torb(a)
Norb(a, e) . (4.4)

We will simulate the evolution of the mass and radius of each cluster created inN
(i)
AMC(M,R, r)

by perturbing it Ntot(t, a, e) times, drawing each time a velocity according to Eq. (4.3) and
an impact parameter according to (compare Eq. (4.1))

P (b) =
2b

b2max

. (4.5)

The surviving number of clumps at the end of the simulation N
(f)
AMC(M,R, r, t) allows

us to calculate the survival probability

Psurv(M,R, t, r) =
N

(f)
AMC(M,R, r, t)

N
(i)
AMC(M,R, r)

. (4.6)

12Practically, we chose bmax(M,R) such that ∆M/M(bmax) = 10−4. Pushing the maximum impact pa-
rameter to higher values would increase the number of interactions but would at the same time re-scale the
probability distribution in Eq. (4.5), such that the number of non-negligible interactions remains the same.
We have checked that our results do not change when increasing bmax.
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Figure 5. Time evolution of the survival probability Psurv(M,R, t, r) for the Lane-Emden (top) and
Hernquist (bottom) miniclusters at the sun location r� ≈ 8 kpc. The survival probability is shown
for t = 2.5 Gyr, 5 Gyr and 10 Gyr (from left to right). The axion star regimes are delimited by the
blue dashed lines. For the Hernquist miniclusters we have included two contours showing the regions
where 40% (teal) and 80% (turquoise) of the clusters that did not survive were actually destroyed
instead of becoming an axion star.

Importantly, miniclusters that cross either the WKB limit or the AS cut line will also be
removed from the sample since our formalism does not apply to them and we assume that
they would form axion star-like objects. We note that, after a minicluster is destroyed, the
solitonic axion star core may survive.

Results are shown in Fig. 5, where Psurv(M,R, t, r) is shown at our location (the sun
being located at r� ≈ 8 kpc from the center of the Milky Way) and for three different times.
In the top panels, we assume the Lane-Emden profile. In agreement with the discussion
in section 3, we find that the survival probability of the miniclusters depends only on the
mean density, with iso-survival-probability contours following M R−3 = const. In particular,
the survival probability is less than 10% for miniclusters with mean density lower than
ρ̄ ≈ (0.25, 0.5, 1.5) × 102M� pc−3 for t = 2.5, 5, 10 Gyr, respectively. In Fig. 6 we show the
survival probability as a function of the initial mean density for the same three different
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Figure 6. Local survival probability as a function of the initial mean density ρ̄ for the Lane-Emden
miniclusters. The three curves correspond to three different times.

times. Since the radius always increases in the case of Lane-Emden clumps, no minicluster
becomes an axion star during the interactions experienced in its lifetime, as they are driven
further away from the axion star thresholds (see also Fig. 4).

The survival probability for the Hernquist clumps is shown in the bottom panels of
Fig. 5, showing a rather different behaviour as the simple density-dependence found for LE.
As discussed in the previous section, the radius of Hernquist clumps tends to decrease after
each interaction, making the object more resistant to further perturbations. It is therefore
very difficult for Hernquist clumps to be completely destroyed if the initial mean density is
not small enough. However, since the radius is typically decreasing, the survival is affected
close to the axion star and WKB cuts where the miniclusters could easily cross them and
become an axion star. As we move to larger radii in Fig. 5 at constant M , the density becomes
smaller, the system gets less bound and more affected by the perturbations. For this reason,
it will also be possible for miniclusters to cross the axion star or WKB thresholds even if they
are initially located further away from them, and we observe that larger regions to the right of
the l < 10 line become removed, as we move to larger radii. Even further away from the axion
star thresholds, i.e., for large mass and large radius, we expect that also Hernquist clusters
will get destroyed, c.f. Fig. 3 or Eq. (3.28). In that regime, the survival probability depends
again only on the initial mean density, as for the Lane-Emden miniclusters. This behavior
is visible in the upper right parts of the Hernquist plots in Fig. 5, where we indicate with
two contours the fraction of the non-surviving clusters that get destroyed because ∆E/|E|
becomes larger than 1 in an encounter.

4.2 Impact of star encounters on the minicluster mass and radius distribution

Equation (4.6) can be used to calculate the absolute survival probability Psurv(t, r) of mini-
clusters at a given time and location for a specific model of the initial mass and radius
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Figure 7. Mass and radius joint distribution Pz=99(R,M) derived from Refs. [17, 18], after having
applied both the AS cut and the WKB condition.

distributions P (R,M):

Psurv(t, r) =

∫ Mmax

Mmin

dM

∫ Rmax

Rmin

dRP (R,M)Psurv(M,R, t, r) , (4.7)

where limits of the integrals correspond to the limits of the mass and radius ranges according
to the selected distribution. In the following, we are going to use the mass and radius
distributions obtained from numerical simulations [17, 18, 29]. This is meant as an illustration
to show the effect of star encounters on a given initial distribution. Letting the clusters
merge and collide, simulations have shown that the mass distribution of these objects around
z = 9913 should follow the expression [18, 29]

Pz=99(M) =
γ

Mγ
max −Mγ

min

Mγ−1 , (4.8)

with γ = −0.7, Mmin = 3.3× 10−19M� and Mmax = 5.1× 10−5M�. Secondly, a probability
distribution P (δ) for the initial over-density δ that will lead to the cluster collapse has been
found numerically in Ref. [17]. If the initial over-density is related to the mean density of
the clump by [70]

ρ̄(δ) = 140(1 + δ)δ3ρeq , (4.9)

where ρeq is the average matter density at matter-radiation equality, for a given mass of the
clump M , the radius is then given through

R(M, δ) =

(
3M

4πρ̄(δ)

)1/3

. (4.10)

We assume that the distributions of M and δ are independent. Then, combining this with
Eq. (4.8), we obtain a joint distribution in mass and radius, P (M,R). The resulting distribu-
tion is also in rough agreement with the distributions derived in [15] based on semi-analytic
methods.

13The age of the Universe at z = 99 is roughly 17 Myr.
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Density profile t = 2.5 Gyr t = 5 Gyr t = 10 Gyr

Lane-Emden Psurv = 94% Psurv = 90% Psurv = 82%
Hernquist Psurv = 99% Psurv = 98% Psurv = 94%

Table 1. Survival Probability for the two different density profiles, Lane-Emden and Hernquist, at
the Sun’s location in the Galaxy as function of time. For the Lane-Emden profile the non-surviving
clumps get distroyed by tidal interactions, whereas in the Hernquist case they become axion star-like
objects.
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Figure 8. Evolution of an initial mass distribution (orange curve labeled “z = 99”) taking into
account the tidal interactions with stars in the galaxy after 2.5 and 10 Gyr, at the Sun’s location in
the Milky Way. The normalization of the curves corresponds to the survival probability. The left and
right panels are respectively for the Lane-Emden and Hernquist miniclusters.

We note that the HMF according to Eq. (4.8) peaks at the lower cut-off Mmin. It turns
out that following this procedure to construct a mass/radius distribution, a large fraction of
miniclusters would violate either the axion star (AS) cut or the WKB condition discussed
in Sec. 3.4. In order to restrict the analysis to objects for which our approach applies,
we renormalise the distribution after applying both the AS and WKB cuts. We show the
resulting joint probability distribution Pz=99(M,R) in Fig. 7. Its integral over radius gives
a new mass distribution Pz=99(M), which now contains only miniclusters with an axion star
having a smaller radius than the cluster itself and satisfying the WKB assumption.

In Tab. 1, we used Eq. (4.7) to calculate the overall survival probability at different
times according to the above distribution. We find that the survival probability for an initial
population of Lane-Emden miniclusters is more affected by star encounters than the one for
Hernquist clumps. After 10 Gyr about 18% of LE clumps are destroyed, whereas only 6%
in the Hernquist case. Note that LE are driven away from the axion star configuration and
eventually get destroyed, whereas 95% of the removed Hernquist clumps in our simulation
get removed because they cross the AS or WKB limits. By comparing the initial mass/radius
distribution in Fig. 7 and the lower panels in Fig. 5, it becomes clear that the fraction of
actually destroyed Hernquist clumps is small. As a result, we expect that a population of
axion star-like objects is generated due to tidal interactions for Hernquist clumps.

Let us now consider the evolution of the mass distribution of the miniclusters. For a
given minicluster with initial mass and radius (Mi, Ri), we extract from the simulation the
probability distribution Pt(M |Mi, Ri) for the final mass M after a time t. The normaliza-
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tion is such that the integral of Pt over M corresponds to the survival probability given
in Eq. (4.6). Starting from the initial mass/radius distribution described above, the mass
probability distribution after a time t is given by

Pt(M) =

∫ Mmax

Mmin

∫ Rmax

Rmin

dMi dRi Pz=99(Mi, Ri) Pt(M |Mi, Ri) , (4.11)

which depends also on the location in the galaxy. In Fig. 8, we show the time evolution of
the mass distributions for both the Lane-Emden and Hernquist miniclusters. In both cases
we observe that the distribution is shifted to lower masses. As expected the effect is less
important for the Hernquist clumps that are less sensitive to tidal interactions (see Tab. 1).

4.3 Assumptions and limitations

The previous calculations and results required some assumptions that we are going to sum-
marize here.

• As introduced in Eq. (4.1), the number of interactions for a given minicluster depends
on the density of stars n∗(r) along its orbit. We assumed here that the latter function
is constant in time and given by its value today. A realistic approach would be to
include the time dependence due to the birth and death of the stars in the Milky Way.
As discussed in Ref. [71], the rate at which stars are created is higher than the one at
which they die, making the density of stars today an over-estimation of the real value
at previous times.

• For simplicity, we assumed throughout this paper that the whole population of per-
turbers has the same mass of 1M�. We neglect the stellar mass distribution as well
as the presence of other objects like white dwarfs or neutron stars. But we note that
variations in the stellar mass are largely degenerate with variations in b and v.

• Similarly as for the stellar density, we assume the dark matter distribution in the Milky
Way to be constant in time, up to time scales of 10 Gyr, ignoring the time evolution
of the dark matter halo. In particular, considering an NFW profile, the evolution of
the concentration as a function of redshift (related to the scale radius rs) is derived in
Ref. [72], see also the Appendix of Ref. [73] and references therein. This effect may have
an impact on the results we have presented here since the distribution of miniclusters
in the galaxy discussed in Appendix D.2 would be now time dependent. Furthermore,
the specific merger history of the Milky Way may lead to deviations from the NFW
profile. A detailed investigation of these effects is beyond the scope of this work.

• We consider here a single source of disruption for the miniclusters – through star in-
teractions. A more realistic analysis would need to include both the cluster mutual
interactions and the stripping induced by the dark matter halo itself. We note that the
effect of the gravitational interaction scales as the perturbing object mass squared, see
Eq. (3.19). Since the mass of the clumps is of the order of 10−12M�, we expect that
the perturbation induced by a minicluster would be 10−24 times smaller than by a star
with 1M�. Noting further that the mass density of dark matter and stars in the sun’s
neighbourhood are roughly comparable, the number density of miniclusters is a factor
∼ M�/MMC larger than the one of the stars, which compensates one power of that
factor in the interaction, but still leaves a suppression of the overall effect of MC–MC
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interactions compared to the MC–star interactions of order MMC/M� ∼ 10−12, and is
therefore expected to be negligible [35].

However, the tidal stripping from the galactic halo might lead to significant mass modi-
fication of the miniclusters [74] even if the total disruption of the cluster is very unlikely
[35]. We leave a detailed investigation of this effect for future work. The authors of
Ref. [34] estimate the collective effect of the gravitational potential of the galactic disk
for miniclusters passing through the disk; they find that its effect is negligible compared
to individual star encounters.

• An important assumption in our approach is, that after the encounter the minicluster
re-virializes and assumes the same density profile as before. This assumption ultimately
needs to be checked by numerical simulations. It is an interesting question whether star
encounters can actually lead also to changes in the shape of the density profile for the
virialized object.

• We ignore in our description the presence of the soliton (or axion star) inside the
minicluster. As long as we are far away from the axion star cut line discussed above,
this should be a good assumption, as the presence of the axion star should have a
negligible effect on the behaviour of the minicluster, as both its radius as well as its
mass are much smaller than the ones from the cluster, see eq. (3.29). However, as we
approach the axion star cut line, the presence of the axion star may become important.
This region is presently not well understood, and it is unclear whether the results of
the numerical simulations of axion star formation inside the halo can be extrapolated
to that point.

5 Summary and discussion

We have presented a description of axion miniclusters in terms of a classical wave, based
on WKB solutions of the Schrödinger equation. The cluster is built as a superposition of
stationary solutions of the Schrödinger equation with random phases. The coefficients for
the energy eigenstates are chosen according to a phase space density f(E), which can be
obtained from a given density profile ρ(r) with the Eddington formula. In this way, a self-
gravitating axion system can be obtained for any consistent pair of f(E) and ρ(r). As two
specific examples, we discuss the Lane-Emden and the Hernquist profiles.

We have then used this formalism to study the effect of gravitational interactions of axion
miniclusters with stars in the galaxy. The tidal perturbation can be formulated as a transition
between energy levels by adopting standard quantum mechanics methods. Energy levels that
are pushed to the continuum by the perturbation correspond to the mass stripped off by the
star encounter. When the total energy of the system becomes positive the minicluster no
longer corresponds to a bound system and is fully disrupted. We observe that whether the
minicluster gets destroyed for given impact parameters depends only on the average density
of the cluster. An important assumption in our analysis is that after the perturbation the
minicluster re-virializes and settles to the same density profile as before the interaction. In
this way, we can study the change in mass and radius due to the encounter. We compare
our results in the wave formalism also to similar calculations using a particle description
[35]. Although the density profile of the clump after the encounter is rather different in the
two approaches, the global properties after re-virialization are very similar in the wave and
particle pictures.
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Finally, we perform a Monte Carlo simulation to study the survival of miniclusters in the
Milky way, by assuming that the dark matter halo is initially made out of axion minicluster.
We simulate a minicluster population in the halo assuming a semi-realistic distribution of
orbital parameters for the clusters as well as the stellar density in the galaxy.

We find that the behaviour is rather different for the two example profiles. The radius
of the Lane-Emden clump becomes larger after an encounter. This implies that the density
decreases and the clump becomes more vulnerable to further perturbations. In this case, we
find that the survival probability in the galaxy essentially depends on the average density of
the cluster. Lane-Emden clusters with average density below few 102M�pc−3 are likely to
be destroyed on times scales of few Gyr, c.f. Fig. 6. In contrast, for the Hernquist profile
we find that typically the radius decreases after a stellar encounter, the system gets more
strongly bound and becomes more resistant against further perturbations. In contrast to
the Lane-Emden case (which has a finite density at r = 0), for the Hernquist profile, the
density goes as 1/r for small r. This leads to more tightly bound states in the central region.
For large r, the Hernquist profile drops as 1/r4, whereas Lane-Emden has a finite size. In
typical star encounters with Hernquist clumps, the loosely bound states dominating at large
radii are stripped off, leaving a tightly bound core, which after re-virialization settles to an
overall smaller, more strongly bound system than initially. The new cluster becomes more
stable against further perturbation. For typical encounters in the Milky Way, Hernquist
clusters are hardly destroyed, but they are driven towards an axion-star like configuration,
where our WKB ansatz breaks down, either because the deBroglie wavelength of the axion
becomes comparable to the size of the cluster, or because the soliton configuration expected
inside minicluster [46–48] becomes larger than the minicluster itself. Hence, we come to the
interesting conclusion, that for profiles similar to Hernquist, we expect a population of axion
stars to build up due to tidal interactions with stars.

The different behaviour under tidal shocks of halos with different density profiles is
known also from other gravitationally bound systems. Ref. [60] finds that Plummer and
isochrone models, which have a 1/r4 behaviour at large r (same as Hernquist), also contract
under tidal perturbations and become more stable, whereas a Plummer profile with 1/r5 at
large r can become more dilute. Ref. [35] considers a power law with ρ ∝ r−2.25 and an NFW
profile with ρ ∝ r−3 at large r, and finds in both cases a behaviour similar to our Lane-Emden
case. We note that the authors of Ref. [35] truncate their profiles at a certain radius, which
may have a similar effect as the finite radius of the Lane-Emden profile. Ref. [34] assumes a
rather shallow power law profile with ρ(r) ∝ r−1.8. Their survival probability is somewhat
higher than our result for the Lane-Emden case, with their critical density being about one
to two orders of magnitude lower than ours. We also note that recent axion halo simulations
[32] cannot yet resolve the small r region of the cluster and a power law with index ≈ 2.9
provides a similarly good fit to the simulated halos as an NFW profile.

We leave it for future work to study in detail the behaviour under tidal perturbation
as a function of the density profile properties or equivalently, the shape of the phase space
density f(E). Our results suggest that the density profile of axion miniclusters plays an
important role in their fate under star encounters in the Milky Way. Hence, it is important to
better understand the expected density profiles of axion minicluster in realistic cosmological
scenarios.

After the completion and submission of our work we became aware of Ref. [75], where a
similar method of constructing DM halos in the wave description has been discussed. Their
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method agrees with ours in the WKB limit.
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A Mapping between wave and particle description

In this appendix we comment briefly on the mapping between the wave formalism developed
in section 2 and a description in terms of a phase space density fp(~r,~v) of point like particles
with velocities ~v and coordinates ~r. The subscript p indicates that we are considering a
system composed of particles.

Consider the phase space density function corresponding to a stationary solution of the
collisionless Boltzmann equation for a spherical system with isotropic velocity dispersion.
As a consequence of Jean’s theorem, such a distribution function can depend only the total
energy of the particles: fp(~r,~v) = fp(E) with E = mv2/2 + mφ(r) [44]. At fixed radius we
have m2v2dv =

√
2m(E −mφ(r))dE, which is precisely the integration measure obtained in

eq. (2.16). Therefore, we can identify the particle phase space density fp(E) with the density
of states f(E) for the energy eigenfunctions: fp(~r,~v) = fp(v, r) = fp(E) = f(E). Hence,
eq. (2.16) corresponds to the familiar form in terms of particle phase space density

ρ(r) = 4πm4

∫ vmax(r)

0
dv v2 fp(r, v) , (A.1)

with vmax(r) =
√
−2φ(r). With our chosen normalization, fp satisfies

m3

∫
d3r d3v fp(~r,~v ) =

M

m
, (A.2)

where M is the total clump mass.

B Virial theorem

The virial theorem in the context of the Schrödinger–Poisson system has been discussed e.g.,
in [63, 76]. The starting point is the moment of inertia

I =
ma

2

∫
d3r r2|ψ|2 . (B.1)

Its time derivative can be obtained by using the time dependent Schrödinger equation i∂tψ =
H0ψ, with H0 given in eq. (2.1). As shown in appendix A of ref. [76] one can write the second
time derivative as

Ï = −ma

∫
d3r|ψ|2~r · ~∇φ− 1

ma

∫
d3rψ∗∇2ψ . (B.2)

Now consider the solution for ψ constructed in section 2.1 and take the ensemble average
of this equation. Using Poisson equation for a spherical system, the first term becomes the
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potential energy W given in eq. (2.20), whereas the second term becomes 2K, with the kinetic
energy K defined by

K =

〈
− ∇

2

2ma

〉
ens

. (B.3)

On the other hand, from eq. (B.1) we find

〈I〉ens =
1

2

∫
d3r r2ρ(r) , (B.4)

which is time independent, c.f. eq. (2.16). Therefore 〈Ï〉ens = 0 and the virial theorem
W + 2K = 0 follows from eq. (B.2) for the ensemble average of our ansatz for the self-
gravitating clump.

C Calculation of the perturbed coefficients

Let’s start by integrating Eq. (3.8) with i = 1. We choose a coordinate system with origin
at the center of the clump and in which the trajectory of the star lies in the x, y plane. The
star moves in the y direction with constant velocity v and it’s the closest to the clump at
t = 0, when its distance to the center of the clump is b. In spherical coordinates, the position
of the star is

~r∗ = (r∗(t), θ∗, φ∗(t)) = (
√
b2 + (vt)2, π/2, arctan(vt/b)) . (C.1)

We expand the Legendre polynomial appearing in H1 as

P2(cos γ(t)) =
4π

5

∑
m=−2,0,2

Y ∗2m(θ∗, φ∗(t))Y2m(θ, φ) , (C.2)

where we used that Y ∗2,±1(θ∗, φ∗(t)) = 0 for θ∗ = π/2. We can break down the matrix element
as follows

〈nlm|H1(t)
∣∣n′l′m′〉 =

A

α
〈nl| r2

∣∣n′l′〉 ∑
m′′=0,±2

I lm,l
′m′

m′′ Tnn′m′′(t) , (C.3)

where

〈nl|r2
∣∣n′l′〉 =

∫
dr r4Rnl(r)Rn′l′(r) (C.4)

I lm,l
′m′

m′′ =

√
4π

5

∫
dΩ Y ∗lm(θ, φ)Yl′m′(θ, φ)Y2m′′(θ, φ) (C.5)

Tnn′m′′(t) =

√
4π

5

α

(1 + (αt)2)3/2
Y2m′′(θ∗, φ∗(t)) . (C.6)

Carrying out the integral in I lm,l
′m′

m′′ , we obtain the following selection rules

m′′ −m+m′ = 0 |l − 2| ≤ l′ ≤ l + 2 l + l′ = even . (C.7)

In our setup, we have l, l′ � 2. Moreover from the selection rules, we see that we can set
l′ ≈ l and m′ ≈ m. We will use these approximations everywhere except in the labels of the
Winger functions (see below) and Kronecher deltas. In the limit above, we obtain

I lm,l
′m′

m′′ ≈ δm′,m−m′′(δl′,l−2 + δl′,l + δl′,l+2) d2
0, l−l′(π/2) d2

m′′, l−l′(arccos(m/l)) , (C.8)
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where dab,c(θ) is a Wigner function. We define

τnn′m =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt Tnn′m′′(t) e
i∆Enn′ t , (C.9)

with ∆Enn′ = En − En′ . The functions τnn′m′′ can be evaluated analytically. However, we
do not report the explicit expressions here, as they are not very enlightening. We can then
integrate Eq. (3.8) to obtain

C
(1)
nlm ≈ −i

A

α

∑
n′

∑
l′=l,l±2

∑
m′=0,±2

C
(0)
n′,l′,m−m′ 〈nl| r2

∣∣n′l′〉 d2
0, l−l′(π/2)

× d2
m′, l−l′(arccos(m/l)) τn,n′,m′ . (C.10)

Now we calculate the ensemble average and evaluate the Wigner functions explicitly. This
gives us the result

〈
|C(1)
nlm|2

〉
ens
≈
(
A

α

)2

(4π)2ma

∑
n′,B

dEn′ Nn′l f(En′) 〈nl| r2
∣∣n′l〉2

glmnn′ , (C.11)

where

glmnn′ =

(
1− 3m2

2l2

)2

τ2
n,n′,0 +

3

8

m4

l4
(τ2
n,n′,2 + τ2

n,n′,−2) . (C.12)

The shapes of τ2
n,n′,0 and τ2

n,n′,2 + τ2
n,n′,−2 are shown in Fig. 9 as a function of ∆Enn′/α.

Notice that the sum in Eq. (C.11) runs over bound states only, as the unbound zeroth order
coefficients are null.

A useful quantity for our computations will be average over m of
〈
|C(1)
nlm|2

〉
ens

for fixed

n and l. We have in the large l limit

〈
|C(1)
nlm|2

〉
ens,m

=
1

2l + 1

l∑
m=−l

〈
|C(1)
nlm|2

〉
ens

≈
(
A

α

)2

(4π)2ma

∑
n′

dEn′ Nn′l f(En′) 〈nl| r2
∣∣n′l〉2

gnn′ , (C.13)

where

gnn′ =
1

2l + 1

l∑
m=−l

glmnn′

≈ 3

20

(
3τ2
n,n′,0 +

1

2
(τ2
n,n′,2 + τ2

n,n′,−2)

)
. (C.14)

The function gnn′ is shown in Fig. 9. An excellent approximation is

gnn′ ≈
19

40
e
−
(
|∆Enn′ |

cα

)a
a = 1.30415 c = 1.42653 . (C.15)
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Figure 9. Window function entering the variation of the coefficients (green). The contributions from
transitions with ∆l = 0 and ∆l = ±2 are shown by the blue and orange lines, respectively.

Let’s now turn to the calculation of the second order coefficients. Integrating Eq. (3.8)
with i = 2 and performing an ensemble average, we obtain

〈
C

(0)
nlm

∗
C

(2)
nlm + c.c.

〉
ens

= −|C(0)
nlm|2

∑
n′l′m′

∫ ∞
−∞

dt

∫ t

−∞
dt′

×
(
ei∆Enn′ (t−t

′) 〈nlm|H1(~r, t)
∣∣n′l′m′〉 〈n′l′m′∣∣H1(~r, t′) |nlm〉+ c.c.

)
.

We see that the integrand function is symmetric under t ↔ t′. We can then extend the
integration dt′ to ∞ and divide the integrand by 2. The expression above reduces to

〈
C

(0)
nlm

∗
C

(2)
nlm + c.c.

〉
ens

= −|C(0)
nlm|2

∑
n′l′m′

∣∣∣∣∫ ∞
−∞

dt ei∆Enn′ t 〈nlm|H1(~r, t)
∣∣n′l′m′〉∣∣∣∣2 .

Following the same steps as for the first order coefficients, we obtain

〈
C

(0)
nlm

∗
C

(2)
nlm + c.c.

〉
ens
≈ −

(
A

α

)2

(4π)2ma dEn Nnl f(En)
∑
n′

〈nl| r2
∣∣n′l〉2

glmnn′ ,

(C.16)

where the sum over n′ runs over both bound and unbound states.
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We can define the variation of the coefficients

∆(+)|Cnlm|2 =

(
A

α

)2

(4π)2ma

∑
n′

dEn′ Nn′l f(En′) 〈nl| r2
∣∣n′l〉2

gnn′

=

(
A

α

)2∑
n′

|C(0)
n′lm|2 〈nl| r2

∣∣n′l〉2
gnn′ (C.17)

∆(−)|Cnlm|2 = −
(
A

α

)2

(4π)2ma dEn Nnl f(En)
∑
n′

〈nl| r2
∣∣n′l〉2

gnn′

= −
(
A

α

)2

|C(0)
nlm|2

∑
n′

〈nl| r2
∣∣n′l〉2

gnn′ . (C.18)

C.1 On the impulse approximation

Let us consider the combination | 〈nl| r2 |n′l〉 |2gnn′ ≡ |M|2gnn′ appearing in Eq. (3.15). Both
factors can be considered as functions of ε ≡ ∆Enn′ = En − En′ , which are peaked around
ε = 0 and have a characteristic width σε, such that values for ε � σε are suppressed. In
the following we show that σMε � σgε . In this case, gnn′ can be considered as constant,
gnn′(ε) ≈ gnn′(0) ≈ 1/2 (see Eq. (C.15)) and pulled out of the integral over E′.

From Eq. (C.15) we see that σgε ' α = v/b. The width of |M|2 can be estimated from
Eq. (C.4). It emerges from the averaging of the oscillating terms in the radial wave functions
when integrated over r. The relevant phase difference is of order

∆ϕ = [
√

2ma(E − Vl)−
√

2ma(E′ − Vl)][r2(E, l)− r1(E, l)]

' ε
√

ma

2(E − Vl)
[r2(E, l)− r1(E, l)] ∼ ε

√
R

GM
R , (C.19)

where r1, r2 are the classical turning points. For ∆ϕ � 1 the oscillating terms will average
to zero, and therefore we have σMε ∼

√
GM/R3. Hence we obtain

σMε
σgε
∼ b

R

1

v

√
GM

R

' 2× 10−7 b

R

(
10−3

v

)(
M

10−12M�

)1/2(10−6 pc

R

)1/2

, (C.20)

which shows that for typical parameters the approximation σMε � σgε is well justified.
Note that

√
GM/R corresponds to a typical velocity w of particles bound to the cluster.

Hence, we recover the impulse approximation in the particle picture, which means that the
time scale b/v for the duration of the star encounter is much shorter than the time R/w needed
for a bound particle to cross the cluster, i.e., particles in the cluster can be considered “at
rest” during the encounter, see e.g., [54].

D Stellar and dark matter distributions in the Milky Way

D.1 Stellar population

The star distribution in the galaxy can be decomposed into a high-density and quickly decay-
ing central bulge and a more extended disk. The bulge is expected to have a triaxial shape
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Figure 10. Spherically averaged stellar density distributions in the Milky Way for bulge and disk
separated (dashed) and the total density (solid). The sun location is indicated by the gray vertical
line at r� ≈ 8 Kpc.

[77]; for simplicity, we approximate it by an axisymmetric profile [78]

ρbulge(rc, z) = ρ0
e−(r′/rcut)2

(1 + r′/r0)λ
, (D.1)

with rcut = 2.1 kpc, λ = 1.8, r0 = 0.075 kpc, ρ0 = 99.3M� pc−3, r′ =
√
r2
c + (2z)2, and rc

denotes the radial coordinate in cylindrical coordinates. We average over the angles to obtain
a spherically symmetric distribution. Note, however, that different models exist, leading to
more or less similar expression (see for instance Ref. [79]).

The disk is generally composed of two sub-disks, thin (t) and thick (T) disks, each of
them described by an axisymmetric double exponential model [68]:

ρdisk(rc, z) =
Σd

2zd
exp

(
− rc
rd
− |z|
zd

)
, (D.2)

with Σt
d = 816.6M� pc−2, ΣT

d = 209.5M� pc−2, rtd = 2.90 kpc, rTd = 3.31 kpc, ztd = 0.3 kpc,
zTd = 0.9 kpc [35]. Again, we average over angles to have a spherically symmetric profile.

The sum of the bulge and the disk densities is shown in Fig. 10. We use this distribution
to calculate the total number of interactions a given minicluster undergoes. In particular,
assuming that the stars all have the same mass of 1M�, their number density is given by

n∗(r) =
1

1M�

(
ρdisk(r) + ρbulge(r)

)
. (D.3)

D.2 NFW profile from axion miniclusters

We assume that the dark matter halo of the Milky Way is initially composed of axion mini-
clusters only and has an NFW density profile [51]

ρNFW(r) =
ρs

(r/rs) (1 + r/rs)
2 , (D.4)
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with the parameters ρs = 0.014M� pc−3 and rs = 16.1 kpc [80], obtained by fitting the rota-
tion curve extracted from atomic hydrogen measurement [81]. Our aim is now to derive the
local probability distributions for the orbital parameters for the miniclusters that reproduce
this profile. In particular, each minicluster orbit will be characterized by its semi-major axis
a and eccentricity e. Our approach is similar to the one of Ref. [35].

It can be shown that the NFW profile ρNWF(r) can be reconstructed by using a specific
probability distribution P (e) for the eccentricity and by assuming that the density as a
function of the semi-major axis follows the NFW profile, i.e ρ(a) ≈ ρNWF(a). Hence,

ρNFW(r) ≈
∫
da 4πa2ρNFW(a)

∫
deP (e)

P (r|a, e)
4πr2

, (D.5)

with the eccentricity probability distribution [64]

P (e) = 4e(1− e2) , (D.6)

and the conditional probability of being at radius r for given orbital parameters (a, e)

P (r|a, e) =
2

Torb

(
dr

dt

)−1

, (D.7)

where

dr

dt
=

√
GMG(a)

(
2

r
− 1

a
− a(1− e2)

r2

)
,

Torb = 2π

√
a3

GMG(a)
,

(D.8)

with MG(a) being the mass enclosed inside a sphere of radius a, and a(1− e) ≤ r ≤ a(1 + e).
Our goal is now to obtain P (a, e|r). We first use that P (e), Eq. (D.6), is independent

of r and a, and therefore P (a, e|r) = P (a|r, e)P (e). Next we use Bayes theorem:

P (r, a, e) = P (r|a, e)P (a)P (e)

= P (a|r, e)P (r)P (e) .
(D.9)

Since the density profile as a function of the radius or the semi-major axis is given by the
same function (namely ρNFW, see above) we can assume that P (r) ≈ P (a). It follows that
P (r|a, e) = P (a|r, e) and hence, P (a|r, e) is directly given by Eq. (D.7).

In conclusion, at a given radius r, the distribution of the minicluster orbital parameters
is given by P (e) in eccentricity and by P (a|r, e) in semi-major axis. We have checked by
randomly drawing e and a according to the procedure outlined above, that the initial NFW
profile ρNFW(r) is recovered to good accuracy. Note that these distributions are independent
of the mass and radius distributions of the miniclusters.
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[72] A. A. Dutton and A. V. Macciò, Cold dark matter haloes in the Planck era: evolution of
structural parameters for Einasto and NFW profiles, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 441 (2014),
no. 4 3359–3374, [1402.7073].

[73] J. Alvey, M. Escudero, N. Sabti, and T. Schwetz, Cosmic neutrino background detection in
large-neutrino-mass cosmologies, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022), no. 6 063501, [2111.14870].

[74] F. Jiang and F. C. van den Bosch, Statistics of dark matter substructure – I. Model and
universal fitting functions, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 458 (2016), no. 3 2848–2869,
[1403.6827].

[75] T. D. Yavetz, X. Li, and L. Hui, Construction of wave dark matter halos: Numerical algorithm
and analytical constraints, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022), no. 2 023512, [2109.06125].

[76] L. Hui, J. P. Ostriker, S. Tremaine, and E. Witten, Ultralight scalars as cosmological dark
matter, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017), no. 4 043541, [1610.08297].

[77] M. Portail, C. Wegg, O. Gerhard, and I. Martinez-Valpuesta, Made-to-measure models of the
galactic box/peanut bulge: stellar and total mass in the bulge region, Monthly Notices of the
Royal Astronomical Society 448 (feb, 2015) 713–731.

[78] P. J. McMillan, Mass models of the milky way, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society 414 (apr, 2011) 2446–2457.

[79] A. Misiriotis, E. M. Xilouris, J. Papamastorakis, P. Boumis, and C. D. Goudis, The
distribution of the ISM in the Milky Way A three-dimensional large-scale model, Astron.
Astrophys. 459 (2006) 113, [astro-ph/0607638].

[80] F. Nesti and P. Salucci, The Dark Matter halo of the Milky Way, AD 2013, JCAP 07 (2013)
016, [1304.5127].

[81] N. M. McClure-Griffiths and J. M. Dickey, Milky Way Kinematics: Measurements at the
Subcentral Point of the Fourth Quadrant, Astrophys. J. 671 (2007) 427–438, [0708.0870].

– 37 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18564.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.769
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9403011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04364
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0601015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu742
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu742
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.7073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.063501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.063501
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.14870
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw439
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw439
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.6827
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.023512
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.023512
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.06125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.043541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.043541
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.08297
https://doi.org/10.1093%2Fmnras%2Fstv058
https://doi.org/10.1093%2Fmnras%2Fstv058
https://doi.org/10.1111%2Fj.1365-2966.2011.18564.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20054618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20054618
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0607638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/07/016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.5127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/522297
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/522297
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.0870

	1 Introduction
	2 Self-consistent axion clump in the wave description
	2.1 WKB approximation
	2.2 Construction of a self-gravitating system
	2.3 The Lane-Emden and Hernquist profiles

	3 Perturbation of the clump
	3.1 Perturbed axion field
	3.2 Energy transferred by the star
	3.3 Properties of the clump after the encounter
	3.4 Parameter space region of validity of our assumptions

	4 Survival in the galaxy
	4.1 Survival probability as a function of the mass and the radius
	4.2 Impact of star encounters on the minicluster mass and radius distribution
	4.3 Assumptions and limitations

	5 Summary and discussion
	A Mapping between wave and particle description
	B Virial theorem
	C Calculation of the perturbed coefficients
	C.1 On the impulse approximation

	D Stellar and dark matter distributions in the Milky Way 
	D.1 Stellar population
	D.2 NFW profile from axion miniclusters


