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ABSTRACT

Fuzzy Dark Matter (FDM), consisting of ultralight bosons, is an intriguing alternative to Cold Dark
Matter. Numerical simulations solving the Schrédinger-Poisson (SP) equation, which governs FDM
dynamics, show that FDM halos consist of a central solitonic core (representing the ground state of the
SP equation), surrounded by a large envelope of excited states. Wave interference gives rise to order
unity density fluctuations throughout the envelope and causes the soliton to undergo density oscillations
and execute a confined random walk in the central region of the halo. The resulting gravitational
potential perturbations are an efficient source of dynamical heating. Using high-resolution numerical
simulations of a 6.6 x 10° My FDM halo with boson mass, m;, = 8 x 10723 eV, we investigate the
impact of this dynamical heating on the structure and kinematics of spheroidal dwarf galaxies of a
fixed mass but different initial sizes and ellipticities. The galaxies are set up in equilibrium in the
time-and-azimuthally averaged halo potential and evolved for 10 Gyr in the live FDM halo. We find
that they continuously increase their sizes and central velocity dispersions. In addition, their kinematic
structures become strongly radially anisotropic, especially in the outskirts. Dynamical heating also
causes initially ellipsoidal galaxies to become more spherical over time from the inside out and gives rise
to distorted, non-concentric isodensity contours. These tell-tale characteristics of dynamical heating
of dwarf galaxies in FDM halos can potentially be used to constrain the boson mass.

Keywords: Galaxy dynamics (591), Galaxy dark matter halos (1880), Gravitational interaction (669)

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the lack of evidence for supersym-
metry at the Large Hadron Collider (e.g., Canepa 2019;
Adam & Vivarelli 2022) and the null-detection of weakly
interacting massive particles (e.g, Liu et al. 2017) have
prompted a renewed interest in alternatives to the Cold
Dark Matter (CDM) paradigm (e.g., Bertone et al. 2005;
Feng 2010; Tait & Hooper 2012; Arun et al. 2017). One
of these alternatives that has received a lot of attention is
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Fuzzy Dark Matter (FDM), also known as Scalar Field
Dark Matter or Wave Dark Matter, which postulates
that dark matter consists of ultralight bosonic particles
with masses in the range 10723eV < my, < 107 eV (see
Sudrez et al. 2014; Hui et al. 2017; Niemeyer 2020; Hui
2021, for recent reviews). The typical de-Broglie wave-
length, A, = h/(my o), where h is the Planck’s con-
stant, of such particles is astrophysically large (e.g., for
my, = 10722eV, it is of order a kpc in halos with a veloc-
ity dispersion, o, of the order of 100 kms~!). Since the
occupation numbers of the bosonic FDM density field
are huge, FDM behaves as a classical field, character-
ized by a wavefunction, 1, that obeys the Schrodinger
equation for a self-gravitating particle in a potential that
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relates to the density, p = my,|¥|?, via the Poisson equa-
tion.

On large scales (A > Aqp), FDM behaves almost in-
distinguishably from CDM. On smaller scales, though,
it differs from CDM in three distinct ways. First, on
scales A < Agp, the uncertainty principle gives rise to a
large quantum pressure, which leaves its imprint on the
matter power spectrum and on the halo mass function
at the low mass end (e.g., Du et al. 2017; Kulkarni &
Ostriker 2020; May & Springel 2021, 2022; Nori et al.
2022; Sipp et al. 2022). One may thus hope to constrain
FDM with similar probes as are used to discriminate
between CDM and Warm Dark Matter (WDM) models,
such as the Ly-a forest (e.g., Armengaud et al. 2017;
Kobayashi et al. 2017; Irsic et al. 2017; Nori et al. 2019;
Rogers & Peiris 2021) or the abundance of low mass
satellite galaxies in the Milky Way (e.g., Nadler et al.
2019; Schutz 2020; Benito et al. 2020; Banik et al. 2021;
Nadler et al. 2021).

Second, FDM halos are predicted to have a struc-
ture that is different from the NFW density profiles
(Navarro et al. 1997) of CDM halos. In particular, nu-
merical simulations that solve the Schrodinger-Poisson
(SP) equation show that FDM halos consist of a cen-
tral soliton (representing the ground state of the SP
equation), surrounded by an NFW-like envelope made
up of excited states (e.g., Schive et al. 2014a; Schwabe
et al. 2016; Mocz et al. 2017; Veltmaat et al. 2018;
Schwabe & Niemeyer 2021; Huang et al. 2022). Un-
like the NFW cusp, the soliton has a constant density
core (dominated by quantum pressure), and early simu-
lation results hinted at a tight scaling relation between
halo mass and the central density of the soliton for a
given boson mass (e.g., Schive et al. 2014b; Schwabe
et al. 2016). Hence, stellar or gas-kinematics based in-
ferences on the central density profiles of dark matter
halos may be used to constrain FDM in general and the
boson mass in particular (see e.g., Marsh & Pop 2015;
Calabrese & Spergel 2016; Gonzalez-Morales et al. 2017;
Bar et al. 2018; Wasserman et al. 2019; Burkert 2020;
Pozo et al. 2020; Safarzadeh & Spergel 2020; Hayashi
et al. 2021; Pozo et al. 2021; Bar et al. 2022; Pozo et al.
2023, for some attempts along these lines). However,
more recent simulations seem to suggest an appreciable
amount of scatter in the properties of the soliton (e.g.,
central density, spatial extent) for a given halo and bo-
son mass (e.g., May & Springel 2021; Nori & Baldi 2021;
Chan et al. 2022; Zagorac et al. 2022a), which hampers
our ability to constrain FDM this way. Another limi-
tation is the hitherto unexplored effect of baryonic pro-
cesses such as supernova feedback, which can alter the

structural properties of the soliton and the surrounding
envelope.

The third property of FDM that distinguishes it from
CDM is that wave interference causes pronounced den-
sity and potential fluctuations in the NF'W-like halo en-
velopes (e.g., Schive et al. 2014a; Hui et al. 2017; Dutta
Chowdhury et al. 2021; Yavetz et al. 2022; Zagorac et al.
2022b; Liu et al. 2022). These fluctuations have an am-
plitude of order unity, a characteristic size of the order
of the de-Broglie wavelength, and can be envisioned as
‘quasiparticles’ of mass M o p)\ib, with p the local FDM
density, that pop in and out of existence. The resulting
granular nature of FDM halos can be probed with grav-
itational lensing, which in turn can be used to constrain
the boson mass (Laroche et al. 2022; Powell et al. 2023).
In addition, the quasiparticles act as an efficient source
of dynamical heating (e.g., Bar-Or et al. 2019; El-Zant
et al. 2020a,b), which can cause, among others, a dif-
fusion of stellar streams (Amorisco & Loeb 2018; Dalal
et al. 2020) or a thickening of stellar disks (Church et al.
2019; Chiang et al. 2023). The wave interference also im-
pacts the soliton, which undergoes order-unity temporal
oscillations in its density as well as a constrained random
walk within the central region of the halo by of order its
own extent (Veltmaat et al. 2018; Schive et al. 2020;
Dutta Chowdhury et al. 2021; Li et al. 2021; Zagorac
et al. 2022b; Chiueh & Hsu 2022). The rapid time vari-
ability in the gravitational potential resulting from the
wobbling and oscillating soliton is an additional source
of dynamical heating.

Dynamical heating due to the central soliton (and the
quasiparticles) is likely to leave an observable imprint
on galaxies or nuclear objects (e.g., central supermas-
sive black holes and nuclear star clusters) that reside
in FDM halos, which can ultimately be used to test
and constrain FDM. For example, in Dutta Chowdhury
et al. (2021), we investigated the impact of FDM poten-
tial fluctuations on the motion of nuclear objects. Using
high-resolution numerical simulations of an FDM halo
of virial mass ~ 6.6 x 10°Mg and my, = 8 x 10723 eV,
we demonstrated that nuclear objects, initially at rest at
the soliton center, diffuse outwards with time. This out-
ward diffusion continues until counteracted by dynami-
cal friction (see e.g., Lancaster et al. 2020; Wang & Eas-
ther 2021; Vicente & Cardoso 2022; Vitsos & Gourgou-
liatos 2022), such that less massive objects diffuse out to
larger radii. Hence, FDM models predict that (compact)
nuclear star clusters and/or supermassive black holes
should (on average) be offset from the centers of mass
of their host galaxies. Interestingly, such offsets are not
uncommon in dwarf galaxies (e.g., Binggeli et al. 2000;
Coté et al. 2006; Shen et al. 2019; Reines et al. 2020).
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However, to what extent these data constrain the boson
mass remains to be determined.

In addition to their outward diffusion, nuclear star
clusters in FDM halos can also be disrupted if they are
sufficiently diffuse. For example, Marsh & Niemeyer
(2019) argue that the presence of a nuclear star clus-
ter in Eridanus II implies that my, > 0.6 — 1 x 10~1? eV,
as for smaller boson masses, the temporal oscillations
of the soliton would completely disrupt the fairly dif-
fuse star cluster. However, Chiang et al. (2021) show
that irrespective of my, the time period of soliton os-
cillations is much larger than typical orbital timescales
within the star cluster, such that it cannot be signif-
icantly heated via this mechanism. While the soliton
oscillations are adiabatic, Schive et al. (2020) demon-
strate that for a boson mass of 8 x 10723 eV, the soliton
random walk would completely disrupt the star cluster
in ~ 1 Gyr if Eridanus II were to be located in the field.
But, given the galaxy’s orbit around the Milky Way, the
same study also shows that its outer NFW-like envelope
is stripped off with time, greatly reducing the magni-
tude of the soliton random walk, which is the dominant
heating mechanism. Consequently, the Eridanus II star
cluster can survive for several Gyr.

Using the impact of the dynamical heating on galax-
ies residing in FDM halos, Dalal & Kravtsov (2022) ar-
gue that the existence of the ultra-faint dwarf galaxies
(UFDs) Segue 1 and 2 implies that my, > 3 x 10719 eV.
For smaller boson masses, they show that the dynami-
cal heating would rapidly increase the sizes and velocity
dispersions of the two UFDs to values much larger than
observed. However, Dalal & Kravtsov (2022) use an ap-
proximate method to estimate the dynamical heating
from the quasiparticles and do not consider the heating
from the soliton. Although they argue that adding the
soliton-specific heating mechanisms would only increase
the actual heating rate, thereby further tightening their
constraint, we point out the following potential caveats
to their analysis. As Segue 1 and 2 are satellite galaxies
of the Milky Way, their outer halo envelopes are likely
to have been stripped off, causing the dynamical heat-
ing due to both the soliton and the quasiparticles to be
significantly suppressed. This is true even if the outer
envelopes are just partially stripped (Schive et al. 2020).
In addition, since the ratio of soliton mass to halo mass
increases with increasing redshift and decreasing halo
mass (Schive et al. 2014b), if Segue 1 and 2 formed suffi-
ciently early, perhaps even before reionization, their host
halos may never have had much of a fluctuating envelope
to begin with before they were accreted by the Milky
Way’s progenitor halo. Although somewhat contrived,
these caveats emphasize the need to properly take into

account mass assembly and tidal mass loss (in the case
of subhalos such as the MW satellites) of FDM halos,
either using cosmological simulations (e.g., Schive et al.
2014a; Nori et al. 2022) or (approximate) analytical halo
evolution models (e.g., Du et al. 2017, 2018, 2023), to
derive a more robust constraint on the boson mass using
observable galaxy properties.

In this paper, we examine the impact of FDM po-
tential fluctuations and the resulting heating effect on
isolated dwarf galaxies, i.e., galaxies that reside in their
own dark matter halos rather than being satellites of a
more massive system, using SP simulations. By employ-
ing the GAMER-2 code, we simulate the dynamics of dwarf
galaxies of a fixed mass but different initial ellipticities
and sizes in the same FDM halo as that used in Dutta
Chowdhury et al. (2021). Each dwarf galaxy is initial-
ized to be in equilibrium in the time-and-azimuthally
averaged halo potential and subsequently evolved for
10 Gyr in the fluctuating potential of our live FDM
halo. The main goal of this paper is not to provide any
quantitative constraints on the boson mass but rather to
highlight the observable consequences of the dynamical
heating of (spheroidal) dwarf galaxies in FDM halos.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes
our methodology and the different simulation setups, the
results of which are presented in Section 3. We summa-
rize and conclude in Section 4.

2. SIMULATION SETUP

Throughout this paper, we study the evolution of
dwarf galaxies in one particular FDM halo, which has a
virial mass of Mj, = 6.6 x 10 M. Its initial wavefunc-
tion is extracted from the redshift zero snapshot of a
large, cosmological simulation of structure formation in
a universe with a bosonic dark matter particle mass of
mp, = 8 x 10723 eV (see Schive et al. 2014a, for details).
In order for it to attain equilibrium, the extracted halo
is simulated in isolation for several Gyr at a uniform
spatial resolution of 244 pc within a box of dimensions
125 kpe x 125 kpe x 125 kpc using the code GAMER-2
(Schive et al. 2018), which evolves the system by solv-
ing the SP equation. We adopt periodic boundary con-
ditions when updating the wave function (i.e., the flow
traveling across the right edge will re-enter the simula-
tion domain from the left edge) and isolated boundary
conditions (i.e., the potential is zero at infinity) when
computing the gravitational potential. A fixed time step
of 6.3 x 10 yr is used, which is motivated by stability
considerations of the kinetic and potential energy oper-
ators (see Schive et al. 2014a, for details). The virial
radius of our halo is 7y, ~ 50 kpc, indicating that the
simulation box encloses the entire virial volume but not
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Figure 1. The top-left panel shows the density of our FDM halo at ¢ = 0 in a thin (z, y)-slice of dimensions 50 kpc x 50 kpc
centered on the maximally dense cell. The halo consists of a ground state, also known as the soliton (red, central nugget),
surrounded by a much larger envelope of excited states that extensively interfere with one another, giving rise to the density
fluctuations seen throughout the envelope. The red curve in the top-right panel shows the azimuthally averaged density profile
at t = 0, where 7 = 0 corresponds to the location of the maximally dense cell. The other solid curves indicate the same but
at different times, covering a period of 10 Gyr, at spacings of 0.01 Gyr, highlighting the order unity temporal oscillations in
the soliton density. The curves are color-coded based on the central density, which shows that an increase in peak density is
associated with a decrease in soliton size and vice-versa. The solid curves are averaged to give the dashed, blue curve, which
depicts the time-and-azimuthally averaged halo density profile. It is soliton-like (core radius, 7o = 0.75 kpc, dotted black curve)
at small r, up to about 7501 = 2.7rc, and NFW-like at large r (scale radius, rs = 10 kpc, dot-dashed brown curve). Finally, the
bottom panel depicts the soliton random walk, showing the spatial offset of the soliton center, defined as the location of the
maximally dense cell, from the halo center of mass as a function of time.

much more. In what follows, we take this evolved, equi-
librium state of the halo to correspond to t = 0.

variance, independent of location, and a typical diame-
ter of order the de-Broglie wavelength (see also Bar-Or
et al. 2019; El-Zant et al. 2020a; Chavanis 2020).

2.1. Halo Structure and Evolution The red curve in the right-hand panel of Figure 1 de-

The top-left panel of Figure 1 shows a thin (z, y)-slice
of the density of the halo at t = 0 centered on the max-
imally dense cell. The halo consists of a ground state,
also known as the soliton, indicated by the red, central
nugget. The soliton is surrounded by a much larger en-
velope of excited states that extensively interfere with
one another, giving rise to the density fluctuations seen
throughout the envelope. The characteristic features of
these density fluctuations have been studied in detail in
Dutta Chowdhury et al. (2021). They have order unity

picts the azimuthally averaged density profile for this
snapshot, where r = 0 is the location of the maximally
dense cell. In order to illustrate some interesting fea-
tures of this halo, we evolve it for an additional 10 Gyr.
The solid curves, varying in color from yellow to violet
with decreasing central density, show the azimuthally
averaged density profiles at intervals of 0.01 Gyr over
this time period. Note that the soliton undergoes order
unity temporal oscillations in density (see also Veltmaat
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Figure 2. Left- and right-hand panels show the initial ellipticity profiles of the oblate galaxies in Setups E1 and E2, respectively,
for the = (cyan), y (magenta), and z (orange) projections. These are obtained by fitting elliptical isodensity contours to the
projected particle distributions. For each setup, the ellipticity, ¢, is plotted as a function of the semi-major axis, a, normalized
by aso, the semi-major axis of the isodensity ellipse that encloses 50% of the galaxy mass in projection. The solid curves and
the associated envelopes (barely visible), respectively, indicate the best fits and the 1o error bounds.

et al. 2018; Dutta Chowdhury et al. 2021; Chiang et al.
2021). In addition, when the soliton becomes denser, it
shrinks in size and vice-versa. This behaviour is in tune
with the pg—r. scaling relation for solitons (see e.g., Sei-
del & Suen 1990; Guzmén & Urena-Lépez 2006), given
by

—4
_ _ Tc
po = 1.95 x 10" Mg, kpc ™ my; ( kpc> (D)

where mas = my, /(10722eV), py is the peak soliton den-
sity, and . is the core radius, defined as the radius where
the soliton density drops to half of its maximum value.

The dashed, blue curve in Figure 1 indicates the time-
and-azimuthally averaged density profile of our FDM
halo, which is obtained by averaging all the solid curves.
For comparison, the dotted, black curve highlights the
universal soliton profile of Schive et al. (2014a), given
by

Po

1+ 0.091 (r/re)2]® 2)
with r. = 0.75kpc and py determined using Equation 1.
The time-and-azimuthally averaged density profile is
consistent with the dotted, black curve at small radii
but ceases to be soliton-like at around 2.7r. = 2 kpc,
which we define as the soliton radius, ry,. Following
a transition region, it becomes NFW-like at large radii
(r 2 5kpc). A reference NFW profile (Navarro et al.
1997) with scale radius, rs = 10 kpc is shown with the
dot-dashed, brown curve, which is shifted upwards from
the halo profile for clarity.

In addition to exhibiting temporal oscillations in den-
sity, the soliton also moves around with respect to the

psol(r) = [

halo center of mass, akin to a random walk (see also
Schive et al. 2020; Dutta Chowdhury et al. 2021). The
spatial offset of the soliton center (defined as the loca-
tion of the maximally dense cell) from the halo center of
mass, 7sn, as a function of time is depicted in the bot-
tom panel of Figure 1. Note that the radial extent of
the soliton’s random walk is comparable to its own size,
ie., rsh STsol- As shown in Li et al. (2021), both the
temporal oscillations and the random walk of the soliton
arise from its interference with the excited states that
make up the surrounding envelope.

2.2. Dwarf Galazy Initial Conditions

The random walk of the soliton, its oscillations, and
the density fluctuations in the outer envelope are all
sources of gravitational potential fluctuations. To in-
vestigate the impact of these potential fluctuations on
dwarf galaxies, we simulate the evolution of both spher-
ical and elliptical dwarf galaxies within our FDM halo.

Our spherical dwarfs are initially set up as Plummer
spheres of mass Mg, = 105My, and three different scale
radii, aga1 = 0.3kpc (Setup S1), 0.7kpc (Setup S2), and
1.5 kpe (Setup S3), always in equilibrium in the time-
and-azimuthally averaged halo potential, ®y,(r), which
is obtained from the time-and-azimuthally averaged halo
density profile (dashed, blue curve in the right-hand
panel of Figure 1) using the Poisson equation. Given
Oy, (r) and pgai(r), the Plummer density profile of the
dwarf galaxy in a particular setup, the Eddington in-
version formula (Binney & Tremaine 2008) is used to
obtain the corresponding ergodic distribution function,
f(E), where E is the energy of a star particle. When
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Simulation Setup

S1
S2
S3
E1l
E2

scale factor (p) | initial size (agal)
1.0 0.3 kpc
1.0 0.7 kpc
1.0 1.5 kpe
0.5 0.7 kpc
0.3 0.7 kpc

Table 1. Overview of the various dwarf galaxy simulation setups discussed in the text. The scale factor, p, listed in Column
2, is the factor by which the positions and velocities of star particles along the z-direction are scaled to produce an oblate,
flattened system. The galaxies in Setups S1, S2, and S3 are spherically symmetric Plummer spheres, and Column 3 lists their
scale radii. For Setups E1 and E2, in which the galaxies are initialized as oblate spheroids, Column 3 lists the scale radius of
the Plummer sphere from which they were generated, as described in the text. All setups comprise of 10 random realizations,
as described in the text, and are evolved in the same FDM halo. Each galaxy is always represented with 10° particles and has

a total mass of M, = 10°M.

computing f(F), we account for the self-gravity of the
dwarf galaxy but note that this is negligible compared
to the halo potential. The galaxies in each setup are rep-
resented with 10° particles of mass m = 1 Mg, whose
positions and velocities are drawn from the correspond-
ing f(E).

To create elliptical dwarfs, we take the spherical
galaxy in Setup S2 and scale the positions and veloc-
ities of all star particles along the z axis by a factor p.
We choose two different values of p, 0.5 (Setup E1) and
0.3 (Setup E2), and using GAMER-2, evolve the resulting
oblate spheroids in the time-and-azimuthally averaged
halo potential for several Gyr, allowing them to attain
equilibrium. The equilibrated galaxies serve as initial
conditions for our elliptical dwarfs. Their ellipticity pro-
files are shown in the left- (Setup E1) and right-hand
(Setup E2) panels of Figure 2. These are obtained by
fitting elliptical isodensity contours to the projected par-
ticle distributions using the publicly available photutils
package (Bradley et al. 2020). The resulting ellipticities,
e, are plotted as a function of the semi-major axes, a,
normalized by asg, which is the semi-major axis of the
isodensity contour that encloses 50% of the total stellar
mass in projection.

Table 1 summarizes the five different dwarf galaxy se-
tups used in this paper. For each setup, 10 different re-
alizations are created by introducing the galaxy within
the FDM halo at different instants of time, g, such that
the center of mass of the galaxy is always coincident
with the soliton center and the velocity of its center of
mass is equal to the soliton velocity. All realizations are
evolved using GAMER-2 for 10 Gyr with the same box-size
and boundary conditions as used in the dark matter-only
run. While the base spatial resolution is still 244 pc, we
now add one level of refinement, such that grid patches
(each with 82 cells) are adaptively refined if they have
more than 1000 star particles, yielding a maximum spa-
tial resolution of 122 pc. All particles and grid patches
on the same refinement level share the same time step,

which is adaptively determined according to the crite-
ria laid out in Schive et al. (2018) and is different for
different levels. We have verified that our results are
converged by also running several simulations with an
additional level of refinement, down to a maximum spa-
tial resolution of 61 pc, the results of which are indis-
tinguishable from those of our fiducial runs presented
below.

3. RESULTS

Before describing our main findings, we present an
example showing the evolution of a representative dwarf
galaxy taken from one of our 50 simulations (5 setups
x 10 realizations each). We then discuss and compare
the statistical evolution of some key properties of the
dwarf galaxies in the different simulation setups.

3.1. A Specific Example

Figure 3 highlights the evolution of a dwarf galaxy
in one randomly selected realization of Setup S1. The
four images in the left-hand and middle panels of the
top two rows show the projected density of the halo
and the galaxy in the z-y plane at four different times,
T =t — tg, as indicated. Here ty is the time when
the galaxy is introduced into the FDM halo. In each
image, which is centered on the center of mass of the
halo, the projected density of the halo is depicted with
a color map, while the projected density of the galaxy,
Ygal, is indicated by its isodensity contours in grayscale.
For the same values of T, the top and central right-
hand panels plot, respectively, the azimuthally-averaged
three-dimensional (3D) density, pgal, of the galaxy and
its one-dimensional (1D) velocity dispersion, oga1 i, as
a function of the distance, r, from its center of mass.
Here, ¢ = r, 0, ¢ are the usual spherical coordinates.
Finally, the bottom left- and right-hand panels depict
the temporal evolution in the offset, 74, of the galaxy
center of mass from the soliton center, and the ratio
of rgs to 7ga1, respectively. Here 7y, is the 3D half-
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Figure 3. The temporal evolution of a dwarf galaxy in one randomly selected realization of Setup S1. The four images in
the upper-left corner depict the projected densities of the halo and the galaxy in the z-y plane at four different times, T', as
indicated. In each image, centered on the center of mass of the halo, the color map shows the projected density of the halo
and is overplotted with isodensity contours (grayscale) of the projected distribution of star particles. The contours cover three
orders of magnitude in surface density, ranging from 2 x 10° Mg kpc™2 (black) to 2 x 10° Mg kpc™2 (white). At T = 0 (upper-left
panel), these contours overlap due to the compactness of the initial galaxy. For the same values of T', the top and central
right-hand panels, respectively, show the azimuthally-averaged 3D density, pga1, and 1D velocity dispersion, oga; (i = 1,6, ¢),
of the galaxy, both as a function of the distance, r, from its center of mass. Finally, the bottom left- and right-hand panels
depict the temporal evolution in the offset, ry, of the galaxy center of mass from the soliton center, and the ratio of rgs to the
galaxy’s 3D half-mass radius, rga1, respectively. The horizontal, dashed line indicates the soliton core radius, 7, and is shown
for comparison. See text for details.

mass radius of the galaxy, defined as the distance from galaxy is well embedded within the soliton at 7" = 0
the galaxy center of mass that encloses 50% of all star (rga1 = 1.3aga1 ~ 0.4 kpc ~ 0.57¢), we see that rgs/rgal is
particles. of order unity at early times (bottom right-hand panel),

At T = 0, by construction, the galaxy is at rest with resulting in strong tidal perturbations throughout the
respect to the soliton, and its center of mass coincides galaxy. These tidal perturbations, combined with the
with the soliton center. Since the soliton is subject to order-unity density oscillations of the soliton, inject en-
both gravity and gradients in quantum pressure from ergy into the galaxy. This dynamical heating causes the
the surrounding halo envelope, while the galaxy only velocity dispersion of the stars to increase (central right-
feels the former, it is set in motion with respect to the hand panel). In turn, this increase in kinetic energy im-
soliton. As is evident from the bottom left-hand panel, plies that the stars can venture out to larger radii than
the magnitude of this relative motion, characterized by before, causing the galaxy to puff up, which manifests
Tgs, is of the order of the soliton core radius, 7, indi- as an increase in its size and a decrease in the central

cated by the black, dashed, horizontal line. Since the density (top right-hand panel).
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Figure 4. Evolution of the 3D half-mass radius, rga, of
the galaxies in Setups S1 (green), S2 (blue), and S3 (red).
For each setup, the solid line and the associated envelope
indicate, respectively, the median and the 16" — 84" per-
centile variation over the 10 realizations in that setup. For
comparison, the close-to-horizontal, dashed lines are the re-
sults obtained when the initial particle distributions in the
three setups are evolved in the static, time-and-azimuthally
averaged potential of the FDM halo. As is evident, with-
out fluctuations, our simulated galaxies are perfectly stable.
With fluctuations, though, 7.1 increases steadily with time.
Note that 7ga1 is plotted as a function of T, = T + Tini
(see text for details), which highlights that the outward dif-
fusion of the stars due to the dynamical heating in the FDM
halo is largely independent of the galaxy initial conditions.
Tesnire = 0 for Setup S1 and 0.6 Gyr and 2.6 Gyr for Setups S2
and S3, respectively, which are indicated by the vertical, dot-
ted, magenta lines. The black, dotted, horizontal line marks
the soliton radius, rso1.

The initial heating is very efficient, highlighted by the
rapid increase in galaxy size and velocity dispersion at
early times. However, as the galaxy continues to ex-
pand, the dynamical heating rate decreases. This re-
duced heating at later times has two causes. First, since
the stars, on average, move further out from the soliton,
the tidal heating induced by it reduces. Second, as the
(central) velocity dispersion of the stars increases, they
cross the soliton in a shorter time, making the poten-
tial fluctuations due to the soliton more adiabatic. Note
that besides being perturbed by the soliton, the galaxy
is also subject to additional perturbations from the den-
sity fluctuations (or quasiparticles) in the halo envelope.
However, as the soliton is more massive than the quasi-
particles (by at least an order of magnitude), it remains
the most dominant source of perturbation at all times.

We conclude with a couple of interesting remarks.
First, while the galaxy retains its overall spherical shape
over time, its projected isodensity contours cease to be

perfectly circular and concentric. This is discussed in
detail in Section 3.2.4. Second, while the galaxy starts
out with an isotropic velocity distribution at T" = 0, over
time, it develops a strong, radial anisotropy, especially in
its outskirts. This is evident from the fact that at later
times, Ogalr(7) > Ogalo(r) ~ Ogal¢(r) (central right-
hand panel). The evolution in the kinematic structures
of our simulated dwarf galaxies is discussed in detail in
Section 3.2.3.

3.2. Statistical Fvolution of Key Properties

We now describe the statistical evolution of some key
properties of the dwarf galaxies in the different simula-
tion setups. In order, we discuss the temporal evolution
in the 3D half-mass radii, 3D density profiles, kinematic
structures, and morphologies of our dwarf galaxies, fo-
cusing on the median and 1o variation over the different
realizations of a particular setup.

3.2.1. Half-Mass Radius

Figure 4 shows the evolution in 74,1 of the dwarf galax-
ies in Setups S1 (green), S2 (blue), and S3 (red). For
each setup, the solid line and the associated envelope
indicate, respectively, the median and the 16" — 84th
percentile variation over the 10 realizations in that
setup. Note that the results are plotted as a function
of T, = T + Tgnige. Here, Tyniee = 0 for Setup S1, and for
Setups 52 and S3, it is the time taken for the median 74,1
from Setup S1 to attain a value equal to the initial 74,1
in these setups (~ 0.9 kpc and ~ 2 kpe, respectively).
The vertical, dotted, magenta lines indicate the values
of Tiniry, which are 0.6 Gyr and 2.6 Gyr, for Setups S2
and S3, respectively. For comparison, the initial parti-
cle distributions in all three setups are also evolved for
10 Gyr in the fixed, time-and-azimuthally averaged halo
potential, @}, and the corresponding results are shown
with the dashed curves.

In the latter case, due to the absence of any potential
fluctuations, the half-mass radii of the galaxies, which
are set up to be in equilibrium in &, remain constant in
time. However, in a live FDM halo, the potential fluc-
tuations arising from the random walk of the soliton, its
oscillations, and the density fluctuations in the halo en-
velope continuously perturb and dynamically heat the
dwarf galaxies, causing rg, to increase over time. The
black, dotted, horizontal line indicates the soliton ra-
dius, 7501, and the galaxies in Setups S1 and S2, which
are initially smaller than the soliton, increase their me-
dian 7ga1 t0 501 in ~ 2.6 and ~ 2 Gyr, respectively.

Note that the rate at which rga increases is smaller
for larger rga1, which is a consequence of the reduced
heating efficiency in larger systems, as discussed in Sec-
tion 3.1. Also, note that the evolution of g, in all three
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Figure 5. Evolution of the stellar density profiles. The top panels plot the azimuthally-averaged 3D density profiles of the
galaxies. Different panels correspond to different setups, and different colors correspond to results at different epochs, Ty, as
indicated. Results are plotted as function of 7/rga1, where rga is the half-mass radius at that epoch. The lower panels plot
the corresponding logarithmic density gradients, dlog pgai/dlogr. As in Figure 4, the solid lines and the associated envelopes
indicate, respectively, the medians and the 16" — 84'" percentile variations over the 10 realizations of a given setup. Note how
the density at a particular r/rga decreases with time, and the evolved profiles deviate significantly from the initial Plummer

profiles.

setups roughly follows the same trend, independent of
the different initial conditions. This trend is well de-
scribed with a power law, rg. o< 1)/, but the index ~
transitions from ~ 0.5 when 741 S 7501 (characteristic
of Brownian motion) to ~ 0.7 when Teal 2 Tsol. Using
these relations, we can also estimate the time taken for a
galaxy to double its size, which is shorter for smaller r,;.
For example, the doubling time increases from ~ 0.4Gyr
when 74, = 0.4 kpc to ~ 17 Gyr when 7z, = 5 kpc.

3.2.2. Density Profile

Figure 5 depicts the evolution in the density profiles of
our simulated galaxies, with the left-hand, middle, and
right-hand panels corresponding to Setups S1, S2, and
53, respectively. The top row plots pga1 as a function of
r (distance from the galaxy center of mass), normalized
by 7ga1, for specific values of T}, as indicated. The bot-
tom row shows the corresponding logarithmic density
gradients, dlogpgai/dlogr. Recall that at a particular

T, the galaxies in the different setups have roughly the
same size (see Section 3.2.1).

Due to the dynamical heating, the galaxies puff up,
causing the stellar densities at a given r/rga1 to decrease
monotonically with time. Note that the evolution in
pgal slows down as the galaxies become larger (i.e., at
later T),), in agreement with the temporal trend of 74
(cf. Figure 4). For example, in Setup S1, the peak den-
sity drops by a factor of ~ 100 in the first 2.6 Gyr (black
to orange) but only by a factor of ~ 10 during the next
7.4 Gyr (orange to brown). The bottom row highlights
that the evolved stellar density profiles are significantly
different in shape from the initial Plummer profiles. In
particular, after a few Gyr of dynamical heating, the
logarithmic density slope as a function of r/rg. settles
into a broken power-law, decreasing monotonically out-
ward, from close to zero in the center to ~ —3 at 7ga1
to < =7 for » > 3.5rga. Hence, the outskirts of the
heated dwarfs are significantly steeper than the initial
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Figure 6. Same as Figure 5 except that here we plot the profiles of the radial velocity dispersion, oga1,» (upper panels), the
velocity anisotropy parameter, 5 (middle panels), and the ratio of oga1,» and the radial velocity dispersion profile that satisfies
the radial Jeans equations, G jeans,» (see text for details). Note how, over time, the radial velocity dispersion increases, the
galaxies become highly radially anisotropic in their outskirts, and ogal,r/0Jeans, is close to unity. The latter indicates that
despite the ongoing dynamical heating, the galaxies are in quasi-equilibrium.

Plummer profiles, which have dlogpgai/dlogr — —5 for
T/Tgal — 0O.

3.2.3. Kinematic Structure

Figure 6 shows the evolution of various quantities re-
lated to the kinematic structures of our simulated galax-
ies, with the left-hand, middle, and right-hand panels
corresponding to Setups S1, S2, and S3, respectively.
From top to bottom, the three different rows plot the
radial velocity dispersion, oga1,,, the velocity anisotropy
parameter,

Uéal,é)(r) + U§a1,¢(7")

2U§al,r (T) ’

and the ratio gga1,r(r)/0jeans,r (1), respectively, all as a
function of r/rg, and for specific values of Ty, as indi-
cated. Here, 0jeans,»(r) is the radial velocity dispersion
profile that solves the radial Jeans equation

Bear(r) =1 — 3)

2
1 dpgal UJeans,r

Pgal dr

2
0 Jeans,r d(I)h
Qg ST — Ty
+ 205 r dr )

where ®y,(r) is the time-and-azimuthally averaged po-
tential of the FDM halo, and pga(r) and Bgai(r) are
the actual density and velocity anisotropy profiles (az-
imuthally averaged) at time T, taken from the simula-
tions. Note that in this calculation, we ignore the self-
gravity of the stars (which is anyways negligible) and
assume that the galaxy center of mass coincides with
the soliton center.

From the top panels, it is clear that the dynamical
heating induced by the potential perturbations in the
FDM halo causes 04,1, to increase with time. The heat-
ing is more efficient at small T}, when the galaxies are
smaller in size and kinematically colder. At large T, the
radial velocity dispersion profiles, expressed as a func-
tion of r/rg., seem to become time-invariant. Note,
though, that rg. itself continues to increase, and thus
that dynamical heating is ongoing, i.e., at a fixed r, the
velocity dispersion continues to increase with time.

The middle panels show that, starting from an
isotropic velocity distribution (Bgai(r) = 0), our simu-
lated galaxies become radially anisotropic (Bgai(r) > 0)
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Figure 7. The ratio of the heating time scale, Theat (Equa-
tion 5) to the dynamical time scale, 7ayn (Equation 6) as a
function of Ty,. Results are shown for Setups S1 (green), S2
(blue), and S3 (red), with solid lines and associated envelopes
indicating the median and the 16" —84*" percentile variation
over the 10 different realizations in a particular setup. Note
that throughout most of the evolution, this ratio is well in ex-
cess of unity, indicating that despite the ongoing dynamical
heating, the galaxies are in quasi-equilibrium.

over time, especially in their outskirts, reminiscent of
Osipkov-Merrit models (Osipkov 1979; Merritt 1985). In
fact, at late times, Bga1 increases from zero near the cen-
ter to > 0.75 for r > 2r,,1. Hence, the outskirts of dwarf
galaxies in FDM halos are predicted to have quite ex-
treme radial anisotropies. This can be understood from
the fact that the central soliton is the most dominant
heating source. As a result, stars receive their largest ve-
locity impulses during their pericentric passages, causing
their orbits to become more eccentric over time. Conse-
quently, stars at large galactocentric radii are likely to
be near their apocenters, which explains why the out-
skirts are more radially anisotropic.

Finally, the bottom panels reveal that except for small
Tn (T £ 1Gyr), ogal,, is consistent (within +10%) with
OJeans,r at all r, indicating that the galaxies are not
very far off from equilibrium. This implies that the
timescale for dynamical heating must be large compared
to the dynamical timescale, such that the system has
sufficient time to equilibrate to a slowly changing quasi-
equilibrium state. Figure 7 shows that this is indeed
the case. It plots the time evolution of the ratio of the
dynamical heating time,

T'gal
—_— 5
d?’gal/dt ’ ( )

Theat =

to an estimate of the dynamical time,
27T gal

Tgal,r (Tgal)

Tdyn = (6)
As is evident, throughout most of the evolution, this
ratio is well in excess of unity. Hence, despite the ongo-
ing dynamical heating, our simulated dwarf galaxies are
to a good approximation in equilibrium and adequately
described by (anisotropic) Jeans models.

3.2.4. Morphology

Having discussed how over time, the dynamical heat-
ing inside FDM halos causes dwarf galaxies to become
extended, kinematically hot, radially anisotropic sys-
tems in quasi-equilibrium, we now focus on the evo-
lution of their morphologies, as characterized by their
projected isodensity contours. Here, we also compare
the evolution of the initially spherical galaxies to the
ones that are initially ellipsoidal (see Section 2.2).

For a randomly selected realization in Setup S2, Fig-
ure 8 depicts the evolution in the 2D shape of its resident
dwarf galaxy, projected along the y-direction. Different
panels correspond to different times, as indicated. In
each image, centered on the instantaneous center of mass
of the galaxy (magenta cross-hairs), the color map shows
the projected density of the FDM halo, while the solid
curves highlight the projected isodensity contours of the
galaxy. The galaxy contours vary from 0.8%4,1 m (black)
to 0.005%ga1m (white), where ¥ga1m is the maximum
projected stellar surface density at a given time. Note
that the spatial range in all panels runs from —4Rg,
to 4Rgal,y, Where Ry, is the distance from the galaxy
center of mass that encloses 50% of all star particles in
the y-projection. Hence, as the galaxy expands with
time, more and more of the outer halo envelope beyond
the soliton becomes visible, and the soliton core, whose
extent is indicated by the dashed, blue contour, appears
to shrink. Figure 9 shows the same as Figure 8 but for
a randomly selected realization belonging to Setup E1,
in which the galaxy starts out with an initial flattening
along the z-axis (see Figure 2).

During the first 1 — 2 Gyr, tidal distortions due to the
wobbling soliton cause the central regions of the galaxies
to undergo strong asymmetric distortions, and the iso-
density contours clearly are no longer concentric. Over
time, though, as the galaxies puff up, each isodensity
contour that encloses a fixed fraction of the stars moves
out and becomes more roundish (on average). This owes
to the fact that integrated over a sufficiently long time,
the net heating is isotropic.

In order to quantify these trends, we fit the isodensity
contours of the y-projections of all our simulated galax-
ies with ellipses using the photutils package (Bradley
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Figure 8. Morphological evolution of the dwarf galaxy in one of the realizations of Setup S2. In each panel, corresponding to
different epochs, as indicated, the color map shows the dark matter density projected onto the z-z plane (see the color bar for
scale), while the solid curves indicate the isodensity contours of the projected stellar surface density. The x and z positions are
in the center of mass frame of the stellar body (indicated by the dashed, magenta cross-hairs) and normalized by the projected
stellar half mass radius in the same frame, Rgai,y, to do away with the galaxy’s overall expansion. As the galaxy expands
with time, more and more of the outer envelope of the FDM halo becomes visible. The blue dot marks the pixel with the
highest FDM density, indicative of the soliton center in projection, and the blue, dashed curve marks the isodensity contour
having a value equal to half of the maximum projected halo density, roughly outlining the extent of the solitonic core. As the
galaxy is continuously perturbed by the FDM potential fluctuations, its isophotes deviate from perfect sphericity and cease to
be concentric (by construction, they are spherical and concentric at ¢ = 0).
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Figure 9. Same as Figure 8 except that here we show the results for one of the realizations of Setup E1, for which the initial
galaxy is significantly flattened along the z-axis (cf. Figure 2). Initially elliptical galaxies become roughly spherically symmetric
over time from the inside out. However, as the galaxy is continuously perturbed by the FDM potential fluctuations, the isophotes
always deviate from perfect sphericity and cease to be concentric.
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Figure 10. Evolution of the ellipticity, e, of the isodensity contours that enclose 20% (top left), 40% (top right), 60% (bottom
left), and 80% (bottom right) of the total galaxy mass in projection. Results are shown for Setups S2 (blue), E1 (dark green),
and E2 (magenta). The solid curves and the associated envelopes, respectively, indicate the medians and 162 — 84" variations

in € over the 10 different realizations of a particular setup.

In addition, the dashed curves and the associated envelopes

indicate the results obtained when the initial particle distributions are evolved in the static, time-and-azimuthally averaged halo
potential. As is evident, without fluctuations, the initial ellipticity is perfectly preserved, whereas the FDM fluctuations drive
the system towards an almost spherical symmetry, independent of the initial flattening. Hence, if dark matter is indeed fuzzy,
with mp, ~ 10722 eV, dwarf galaxies with old stellar populations are predicted to be close to spherical.

et al. 2020) and track the evolution in the ellipticities,
€, and the centers of the isodensity contours over time.
Figure 10 shows the evolution in € of the isodensity el-
lipses that enclose 20% (Mzo, top left), 40% (Myo, top
right), 60% (Mgo, bottom left), and 80% (Msgg, bot-
tom right) of the total galaxy mass in projection for
Setups S2 (blue), E1 (dark green), and E2 (magenta).
At early times, the tidal heating due to the soliton in-
troduces some ellipticity within the initially spherical
galaxies of Setup S2, causing € to grow with time for
~ 0.5 Gyr, reaching larger values for isodensity contours
that enclose smaller mass fractions. Thereafter, the el-
lipticities decline to a value of ~ 0.05 with very little
dependence on the enclosed mass. For Setups E1 and
E2, the initial ellipticity declines rapidly, and the galax-
ies becomes more spherical over time from the inside
out. This radial trend is simply a consequence of the
fact that the dynamical heating, which isotropizes the

galaxies, is stronger at smaller radii. After about 8 Gyr
of evolution, the galaxies in Setups E1 and E2 attain the
same level of flattening as that in Setup S2; i.e., the dy-
namical heating has erased the initial conditions. Hence,
if dark matter is indeed fuzzy and my, ~ 10722 ¢V, then
dwarf galaxies with old stellar populations should all be
close to spherical.

As mentioned above, the wobbling of the soliton also
causes strong asymmetries in the isodensity contours, es-
pecially those whose semi-major axes are small or com-
parable to the soliton radius. As a consequence, the
isodensity contours are not all concentric. Figure 11
shows the evolution of Ap_sg, defined as the offset be-
tween the centers of Mp and My, normalized by asg
(the semi-major axis of Myp). Results are shown for Se-
tups S2 (blue), E1 (dark green), and E2 (purple), and
the left-hand, middle, and right-hand panels correspond
to P = 40, 60, and 80, respectively. For all setups,



DyNAMICAL HEATING OF DWARF GALAXIES IN A Fuzzy DARK MATTER HALO 15

_I T T I LI I LI I T T I LI I— _I LI I LI I T T I LI I LI I— _I LI I T T I LI I LI I T T I—
0.8 Setup S2 P=40 1L P=60 [ P=80 ]
[ |[— Setup E1 1F 1 ]
0.6~ —— Setup E2 N s 7
o L 4 -4k -
n
o f 1L 1L i
\C> - - - -
Q0.4 el el -
| L J- 4+ p
Q L 4 4k .
< L {E JL J
0.2 HF HF -
0'0 _l 11 1 l 11 1 l 11 1 l 11 1 l 11 1 l— _l 11 1 l 11 1 l 11 1 l 11 1 l 11 1 l— _l 11 1 l 11 1 l 11 1 l 11 1 l 11 1 l—
0 2 4 6 8 10 O 2 8 10 O 2 4 6 8 10
T (Gyr) T (Gyr)

Figure 11. Evolution of the normalized offset parameter, Ap_29/aso, between the centers of the ellipses that best fit the
isodensity contours that enclose P% and 20% of the stellar mass in projection. Here, aso is the semi-major axis of the isodensity
contour corresponding to P = 50. Results are shown for P = 40 (left-hand panel), P = 60 (middle panel), and P = 80
(right-hand panel) and for Setups S2 (blue), E1 (dark green), and E2 (purple). The solid curves and the associated envelopes,
respectively, indicate the medians and 16" — 84*" percentile variations over the 10 different realizations of a particular setup.
Note how tidal distortions caused by the soliton initially create large asymmetries (resulting in large offsets). At later times,
though, Ap_29/aso roughly asymptotes to a constant value, which increases with P. Since aso continues to increase, the offsets
Ap_3o continue to increase as well in an absolute sense. Hence, for my, ~ 10722 eV, dwarf galaxies in FDM halos are predicted

to have isophotes that are significantly non-concentric.

the normalized offset parameter, Ap_s9/aso, initially
increases with time for about 0.5 Gyr, after which it
decreases again, asymptoting to a constant value after
roughly 2 Gyr. The asymptotic value is independent of
the initial ellipticity of the galaxy, but increases slightly
with P, from 0.03 4+ 0.01 for P = 40 to 0.06 + 0.02 for
P =60 to 0.12£0.06 for P = 80. Hence, if dark matter
is indeed fuzzy and my, ~ 10722 eV, then the isophotes
of old dwarf galaxies that enclose 20 and 80% of the to-
tal (projected) stellar light should (on average) be offset
from each other by about 10% of the half-light radius.

4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We studied the evolution of dwarf galaxies in an iso-
lated FDM halo, assuming that dark matter is made
up of ultralight bosons with mass, my = 8 x 10723 eV.
Using the code GAMER-2, which solves the SP equation,
we evolved galaxies of mass Mg = 106M@, consist-
ing of 10% particles, in a live FDM halo with a virial
mass of 6.6 x 10° M. The galaxies differ in their ini-
tial size and/or flattening and are initialized to be in
equilibrium in the time-and-azimuthally averaged halo
potential. However, in a live FDM halo, they are sub-
ject to persistent dynamical heating, which has a drastic
impact on their structural and kinematic properties. In
particular, we have shown that

e The heating causes the velocity dispersions of our
simulated dwarf galaxies to increase with time at
all radii but more so closer to the center. As a
consequence, their half-mass radii continuously in-

crease with time as well, at a rate that roughly fol-
lows dlog rga1/dlogt = 0.7 (0.5) when rgy is larger
(smaller) than the soliton radius, 751

e As the galaxies expand, their velocity distributions

become strongly radially anisotropic, especially in
the outskirts. This is a consequence of the heating
being most pronounced in the central regions of
the halo, where the wobbling, oscillating soliton
imparts the stars with large velocity impulses.

e Since the long-term impact of the dynamical heat-

ing is isotropic, the galaxies become roughly spher-
ically symmetric over time from the inside out, in-
dependent of their initial shape. Note, though,
that as long as the heating continues, the shapes
will always deviate somewhat from perfect spheric-
ity.

e The isophotes (or isodensity contours) of the
galaxies deviate significantly from being concen-
tric. In particular, we find that, at late times, the
offset between the centers of the isophotes that
enclose 20 and 80% of the total (projected) stel-
lar light is roughly 10% of the galaxy’s half-light
radius (on average). In addition, due to strong
tidal distortions caused by the soliton, isophotes
with semi-major axes that are small or compara-
ble to rs typically show strong asymmetries (i.e.,
are poorly fit by simple ellipses).

e As long as the half-mass radii of the galaxies are
larger than or comparable to the core radius of the
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soliton, the heating time scales are significantly
longer than the dynamical time scales, such that
the galaxies are to a good approximation in equi-
librium. In particular, they can be adequately de-
scribed using anisotropic Jeans models.

Clearly, then, the dynamical heating caused by the
gravitational potential perturbations in FDM halos has
a profound impact on dwarf galaxies, and it is tempt-
ing to use the results outlined above to proclaim that
FDM would be inconsistent with the presence of sig-
nificantly flattened dwarf galaxies with (close to) con-
centric isophotes or to argue that FDM models pre-
dict that (dwarf) galaxies should obey an age-size re-
lation. However, we emphasize that the results pre-
sented here have only focused on a single boson mass
(mp = 8 x 1072 eV) and a single FDM halo (with
virial mass of My, ~ 6.6 x 10°Mg) in isolation. In
addition, the galaxies have been modeled as single-age
stellar populations. Making more meaningful predic-
tions for the statistical properties of dwarf galaxies for
a given FDM model will require exploring a wider range
in halo masses, accounting for merger histories, and for
extended star formation histories of their galaxies. The
results presented here only serve to illustrate that (i)
dynamical heating inside dark matter halos is a key
prediction of FDM models, and (ii) dynamical heating
leaves several characteristic signatures in the population
of dwarf galaxies.

Self-consistent FDM simulations, such as the ones pre-
sented here, are expensive (particularly for larger bo-
son masses). Therefore, in Dutta Chowdhury et al. (in
preparation), we construct a semi-analytical model (cal-
ibrated against a few simulations) to estimate the dy-
namical heating in FDM for any halo and boson mass.

This model can then be used to make predictions for
the key dwarf galaxy observables discussed in this pa-
per (size, velocity dispersion and anisotropy, shape and
isophotal offset) as a function of both halo and boson
mass. Such predictions can be compared to data of
isolated dwarf galaxies to be obtained with upcoming
surveys such as the Legacy Survey of Space and Time
(LSST, Brough et al. 2020; Kaviraj 2020) and the Drag-
onfly Wide Field Survey (Danieli et al. 2020) in an at-
tempt to constrain the FDM boson mass.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank the anonymous referee for insight-
ful feedback that helped in improving the manuscript.
DDC is grateful to Uddipan Banik, Neal Dalal, Avishai
Dekel, Nir Mandelker, and Kaustav Mitra for valuable
discussions and thanks the Yale Center for Research
Computing for guidance and use of the research comput-
ing infrastructure, specifically the Grace cluster. FvdB
is supported by the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration through Grant No. 19-ATP19-0059 issued
as part of the Astrophysics Theory Program and re-
ceived additional support from the Klaus Tschira foun-
dation. V.H.R. acknowledges support by YCAA Prize
postdoctoral fellowship. H. S. acknowledges funding
support from the Jade Mountain Young Scholar Award
No. NTU-110V0201, sponsored by the Ministry of Ed-
ucation, Taiwan. This research is partially supported
by the Ministry of Science and Technology (MOST) of
Taiwan under Grants No. MOST 107-2119-M-002-036-
MY3 and No. MOST 108-2112-M-002-023-MY3, and
the NTU Core Consortium project under Grants No.
NTU-CC-108L893401 and No. NTU-CC-108L893402.

REFERENCES

Adam, W., & Vivarelli, I. 2022, International Journal of
Modern Physics A, 37, 2130022,
doi: 10.1142/50217751X21300222
Amorisco, N. C.; & Loeb, A. 2018, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:1808.00464. https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.00464
Armengaud, E., Palanque-Delabrouille, N., Yeche, C.,
Marsh, D. J. E., & Baur, J. 2017, MNRAS, 471, 4606,
doi: 10.1093 /mnras/stx1870
Arun, K., Gudennavar, S. B., & Sivaram, C. 2017, Advances
in Space Research, 60, 166, doi: 10.1016/j.asr.2017.03.043
Banik, N., Bovy, J., Bertone, G., Erkal, D., & de Boer,
T. J. L. 2021, JCAP, 2021, 043,
doi: 10.1088/1475-7516,/2021/10/043

Bar, N., Blas, D., Blum, K., & Sibiryakov, S. 2018, PhRvD,
98, 083027, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.98.083027

Bar, N., Blum, K., & Sun, C. 2022, PhRvD, 105, 083015,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.105.083015

Bar-Or, B., Fouvry, J.-B., & Tremaine, S. 2019, ApJ, 871,
28, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aaf28¢c

Benito, M., Criado, J. C., Hiitsi, G., Raidal, M., &
Veermae, H. 2020, PhRvD, 101, 103023,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.103023

Bertone, G., Hooper, D., & Silk, J. 2005, PhR, 405, 279,
doi: 10.1016/j.physrep.2004.08.031

Binggeli, B., Barazza, F., & Jerjen, H. 2000, A&A, 359, 447

Binney, J., & Tremaine, S. 2008, Galactic Dynamics:
Second Edition


http://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X21300222
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.00464
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1870
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2017.03.043
http://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/043
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.083027
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.083015
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaf28c
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.103023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2004.08.031

DyNAMICAL HEATING OF DWARF GALAXIES IN A Fuzzy DARK MATTER HALO 17

Bradley, L., Sip6cz, B., Robitaille, T., et al. 2020,
astropy/photutils: 1.0.0, 1.0.0, Zenodo,
doi: 10.5281/zenodo.4044744

Brough, S., Collins, C., Demarco, R., et al. 2020, arXiv
e-prints, arXiv:2001.11067.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.11067

Burkert, A. 2020, ApJ, 904, 161,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /abb242

Calabrese, E., & Spergel, D. N. 2016, Monthly Notices of
the Royal Astronomical Society, 460, 4397,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/stw1256

Canepa, A. 2019, Reviews in Physics, 4, 100033,
doi: 10.1016/j.revip.2019.100033

Chan, H. Y. J., Ferreira, E. G. M., May, S., Hayashi, K., &
Chiba, M. 2022, MNRAS, 511, 943,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/stac063

Chavanis, P.-H. 2020, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2012.12858.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12858

Chiang, B. T., Ostriker, J. P., & Schive, H.-Y. 2023,
MNRAS, 518, 4045, doi: 10.1093 /mnras/stac3358

Chiang, B. T., Schive, H.-Y., & Chiueh, T. 2021, arXiv
e-prints, arXiv:2104.13359.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.13359

Chiueh, T., & Hsu, Y.-H. 2022, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2211.12689, doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2211.12689

Church, B. V., Mocz, P., & Ostriker, J. P. 2019, MNRAS,
485, 2861, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stz534

Coté, P., Piatek, S., Ferrarese, L., et al. 2006, ApJS, 165,
57, doi: 10.1086/504042

Dalal, N., Bovy, J., Hui, L., & Li, X. 2020, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2011.13141. https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.13141

Dalal, N., & Kravtsov, A. 2022, PhRvD, 106, 063517,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.106.063517

Danieli, S., Lokhorst, D., Zhang, J., et al. 2020, ApJ, 894,
119, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /ab88a8

Du, X., Behrens, C., & Niemeyer, J. C. 2017, MNRAS, 465,
941, doi: 10.1093 /mnras/stw2724

Du, X., Marsh, D. J. E., Escudero, M., et al. 2023, arXiv
e-prints, arXiv:2301.09769,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2301.09769

Du, X., Schwabe, B., Niemeyer, J. C., & Biirger, D. 2018,
PhRvD, 97, 063507, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.97.063507

Dutta Chowdhury, D., van den Bosch, F. C., Robles, V. H.,
et al. 2021, ApJ, 916, 27, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /ac043f

El-Zant, A. A., Freundlich, J., Combes, F., & Halle, A.
2020a, MNRAS, 492, 877, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stz3478

El-Zant, A. A., Roupas, Z., & Silk, J. 2020b, MNRAS, 499,
2575, doi: 10.1093/mnras/staa2972

Feng, J. L. 2010, ARA&A, 48, 495,
doi: 10.1146 /annurev-astro-082708-101659

Gonzélez-Morales, A. X., Marsh, D. J. E., Penarrubia, J.,
& Urena-Lépez, L. A. 2017, Monthly Notices of the
Royal Astronomical Society, 472, 1346,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/stx1941

Guzmén, F. S.; & Urena-Loépez, L. A. 2006, ApJ, 645, 814,
doi: 10.1086/504508

Hayashi, K., Ferreira, E. G. M., & Chan, H. Y. J. 2021,
ApJL, 912, L3, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213 /abf501

Huang, H., Schive, H.-Y., & Chiueh, T. 2022, arXiv
e-prints, arXiv:2212.14288,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2212.14288

Hui, L. 2021, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2101.11735.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.11735

Hui, L., Ostriker, J. P., Tremaine, S., & Witten, E. 2017,
PhRvD, 95, 043541, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.95.043541

Irsie, V., Viel, M., Haehnelt, M. G., Bolton, J. S., &
Becker, G. D. 2017, PhRvL, 119, 031302,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.031302

Kaviraj, S. 2020, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2001.01728.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.01728

Kobayashi, T., Murgia, R., De Simone, A., Irsi¢, V., & Viel,
M. 2017, PhRvD, 96, 123514,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.96.123514

Kulkarni, M., & Ostriker, J. P. 2020, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2011.02116. https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.02116

Lancaster, L., Giovanetti, C., Mocz, P., et al. 2020, JCAP,
2020, 001, doi: 10.1088/1475-7516/2020/01/001

Laroche, A., Gilman, D., Li, X., Bovy, J., & Du, X. 2022,
MNRAS, 517, 1867, doi: 10.1093 /mnras/stac2677

Li, X., Hui, L., & Yavetz, T. D. 2021, PhRvD, 103, 023508,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023508

Liu, I.-K., Proukakis, N. P., & Rigopoulos, G. 2022, arXiv
e-prints, arXiv:2211.02565,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2211.02565

Liu, J., Chen, X., & Ji, X. 2017, Nature Physics, 13, 212,
doi: 10.1038 /nphys4039

Marsh, D. J. E., & Niemeyer, J. C. 2019, PhRvL, 123,
051103, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.051103

Marsh, D. J. E.,; & Pop, A.-R. 2015, MNRAS, 451, 2479,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/stv1050

May, S., & Springel, V. 2021, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2101.01828. https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.01828

—. 2022, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2209.14886,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2209.14886

Merritt, D. 1985, AJ, 90, 1027, doi: 10.1086/113810

Mocz, P., Vogelsberger, M., Robles, V. H., et al. 2017,
MNRAS, 471, 4559, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stx1887

Nadler, E. O., Gluscevic, V., Boddy, K. K., & Wechsler,
R. H. 2019, ApJL, 878, L32,
doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ableb2


http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4044744
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.11067
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abb242
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw1256
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.revip.2019.100033
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac063
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12858
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3358
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.13359
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2211.12689
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz534
http://doi.org/10.1086/504042
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.13141
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.063517
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab88a8
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2724
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2301.09769
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.063507
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac043f
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3478
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2972
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-082708-101659
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1941
http://doi.org/10.1086/504508
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/abf501
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2212.14288
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.11735
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.043541
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.031302
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.01728
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.123514
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.02116
http://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/01/001
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2677
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.023508
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2211.02565
http://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4039
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.051103
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1050
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.01828
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2209.14886
http://doi.org/10.1086/113810
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1887
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab1eb2

18 DutrtA CHOWDHURY ET AL.

Nadler, E. O., Drlica-Wagner, A., Bechtol, K., et al. 2021,
PhRvL, 126, 091101,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.091101

Navarro, J. F.| Frenk, C. S., & White, S. D. M. 1997, ApJ,
490, 493, doi: 10.1086/304888

Niemeyer, J. C. 2020, Progress in Particle and Nuclear
Physics, 113, 103787, doi: 10.1016/j.ppnp.2020.103787

Nori, M., & Baldi, M. 2021, MNRAS, 501, 1539,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/staa3772

Nori, M., Maccio, A. V., & Baldi, M. 2022, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2210.08022, doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2210.08022

Nori, M., Murgia, R., Irsi¢, V., Baldi, M., & Viel, M. 2019,
MNRAS, 482, 3227, doi: 10.1093 /mnras/sty2888

Osipkov, L. P. 1979, Pisma v Astronomicheskii Zhurnal, 5,
7

Powell, D. M., Vegetti, S., McKean, J. P.; et al. 2023, arXiv
e-prints, arXiv:2302.10941,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2302.10941

Pozo, A., Broadhurst, T., de Martino, I., et al. 2020, arXiv
e-prints, arXiv:2010.10337.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.10337

—. 2021, MNRAS, 504, 2868, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stab855

Pozo, A., Broadhurst, T., Smoot, G. F., & Chiueh, T. 2023,
arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2302.00181,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2302.00181

Reines, A. E., Condon, J. J., Darling, J., & Greene, J. E.
2020, The Astrophysical Journal, 888, 36,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /ab4999

Rogers, K. K., & Peiris, H. V. 2021, PhRvL, 126, 071302,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.071302

Safarzadeh, M., & Spergel, D. N. 2020, ApJ, 893, 21,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /ab7db2

Schive, H.-Y., Chiueh, T., & Broadhurst, T. 2014a, Nature
Physics, 10, 496, doi: 10.1038 /nphys2996

—. 2020, PhRvL, 124, 201301,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.201301

Schive, H.-Y., Liao, M.-H., Woo, T.-P., et al. 2014b,
PhRvL, 113, 261302,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.261302

Schive, H.-Y., ZuHone, J. A., Goldbaum, N. J., et al. 2018,
MNRAS, 481, 4815, doi: 10.1093/mnras/sty2586
Schutz, K. 2020, PhRvD, 101, 123026,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.123026
Schwabe, B., & Niemeyer, J. C. 2021, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2110.09145. https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.09145
Schwabe, B., Niemeyer, J. C., & Engels, J. F. 2016,
PhRvD, 94, 043513, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.94.043513
Seidel, E., & Suen, W.-M. 1990, PhRvD, 42, 384,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.42.384
Shen, Y., Hwang, H.-C., Zakamska, N., & Liu, X. 2019, The
Astrophysical Journal, 885, L4,
doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ab4b54
Sipp, M., LaChance, P., Croft, R., Ni, Y., & Di Matteo, T.
2022, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2210.12907,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2210.12907
Suérez, A., Robles, V. H.; & Matos, T. 2014, in Accelerated
Cosmic Expansion, Vol. 38, 107,
doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-02063-1_9
Tait, T. M. P., & Hooper, D. 2012, Comptes Rendus
Physique, 13, 719, doi: 10.1016/j.crhy.2012.05.004
Veltmaat, J., Niemeyer, J. C., & Schwabe, B. 2018,
PhRvD, 98, 043509, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.98.043509
Vicente, R., & Cardoso, V. 2022, PhRvD, 105, 083008,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.105.083008
Vitsos, A., & Gourgouliatos, K. N. 2022, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2211.06752, doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2211.06752
Wang, Y., & Easther, R. 2021, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2110.03428. https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.03428
Wasserman, A.; van Dokkum, P., Romanowsky, A. J., et al.
2019, ApJ, 885, 155, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /ab3eb9
Yavetz, T. D., Li, X., & Hui, L. 2022, PhRvD, 105, 023512,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.105.023512
Zagorac, J. L., Kendall, E., Padmanabhan, N.; & Easther,
R. 2022a, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2212.09349,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2212.09349
Zagorac, J. L., Sands, 1., Padmanabhan, N., & Easther, R.
2022b, PhRvD, 105, 103506,
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.105.103506


http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.091101
http://doi.org/10.1086/304888
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2020.103787
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3772
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2210.08022
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2888
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.10941
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.10337
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab855
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.00181
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab4999
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.071302
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab7db2
http://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2996
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.201301
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.261302
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2586
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.123026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.09145
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.043513
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.42.384
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab4b54
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2210.12907
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-02063-1_9
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2012.05.004
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.043509
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.083008
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2211.06752
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.03428
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab3eb9
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.023512
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2212.09349
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.103506

	1 Introduction
	2 Simulation SetUp
	2.1 Halo Structure and Evolution
	2.2 Dwarf Galaxy Initial Conditions

	3 Results
	3.1 A Specific Example
	3.2 Statistical Evolution of Key Properties
	3.2.1 Half-Mass Radius
	3.2.2 Density Profile
	3.2.3 Kinematic Structure
	3.2.4 Morphology


	4 Summary and Conclusion

