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Direct detection of gravitational waves from several compact binary coalescences has
ushered in a new era of astronomy. It has opened up the possibility of detecting ultralight bosons, predicted by extensions of the Standard Model, from their gravitational
signatures. This is of particular interest as some of these hypothetical particles could
be components of dark matter that are expected to interact very weakly with Standard
Model particles, if at all, but they would gravitate as usual. Ultralight bosons can trigger superradiant instabilities of rotating black holes and form bosonic clouds that would
emit gravitational waves. In this article we present an overview of such instabilities as
gravitational wave sources and assess the ability of current and future detectors to shed
light on potential dark matter candidates.
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1. Introduction
The most remarkable thing about Newton’s theory of gravitation was, perhaps, his
insight that the force responsible for objects falling on the ground is the same as
the force responsible for motion of heavenly bodies. It revolutionized the field of
astronomy and led to remarkable discoveries for centuries to come. A little over two
centuries later, Einstein made an observation of equal remark whereby he proposed
that gravity is not a force, it is merely geometry of spacetime. In addition to the
impact of this new theory on conventional astronomy through bending of light by
gravity, its other remarkable contribution to the field was realized in the form of a
new kind of astronomy – gravitational wave (GW) astronomy. Instead of using light
as the messenger, the GW “telescopes” use perturbations of spacetime to receive
messages from distant astrophysical sources.
One of the most fascinating consequence of Einstein’s theory of gravity is the
prediction of black holes (BHs), regions of spacetime where curvature diverges (sin1

November 19, 2021

2

2:55

WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE

sghosh-mpla

S. Ghosh

gularities) hidden behind a surface from which not even light can escape (event
horizon). These form, arguably, the most interesting astrophysical objects that arise
as solutions to Einstein’s equations for a vacuum spacetime. The first exact solution
of Einstein’s theory was discovered by Schwarzschild in 1916 1 for the spacetime
around a static, spherically symmetric object and this was identified as the metric
for a non-rotating BH. Nearly half a century later, Kerr 2 discovered the solution
for the spacetime around a rotating BH and this is by far the most astrophysically
relevant one.
The line element for a Kerr BH in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates can be written
as,
!
2M r
4M arsin2 θ
Σ
2
ds = − 1 −
dt2 −
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where ∆ = r2 − 2M r + a2 , Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, M is the mass of the BH, and
a = J/M is the Kerr angular momentum parameter, related to the dimensionless
spin parameter by χ = a/M (we use units where G = c = 1). It is beneficial to write
the metric in these coordinates as it immediately becomes apparent that the metric
is not diagonal (i.e., the dtdφ term), which attributes some interesting features to
these BHs. The event horizon of a Kerr BH is located at,
p
(2)
r+ = M + M 2 − a2 .
The angular velocity of the horizon can be shown to be,
ΩH =

a
2M r+

(3)

An observer on a rotating spacetime will always have a non-zero angular velocity
due to an effect called frame dragging, so the inertial frames nearest to the event
horizon are rotationally dragged by it at nearly ΩH . To appear stationary with
respect to infinity an observer would have to move in a way to counter the “drag”.
The velocity with which such an observer needs to travel increases as one gets closer
to the horizon, peaking at the static limit where the requisite speed is that of light.
The region between the event horizon and the static limit is known as the ergosphere
or ergoregion. Mathematically, it is the surface at the which the gtt component of
the metric vanishes i.e.,
p
re (θ) = M + M 2 − a2 cos2 θ;
(4)
due to the θ dependence, this has the shape of an oblate spheroid (cf. Fig. 5 on 3).
An interesting feature of the ergosphere is the existence of negative energy states
within it. This can be understood by looking at the behavior of the gtt component of
the metric across the static limit (see 4 for detailed explanation). The independence
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of the Kerr metric components on both t and φ implies there are two Killing vectors for this spacetime – a timelike Killing vector that corresponds to conservation
of energy, and a spacelike Killing vector, corresponding to conservation of angular
momentum. Outside the static limit the gtt component is negative (as per the convention chosen here, − + ++), and it switches sign on crossing the static limit. The
norm of the timelike Killing vector is no longer negative and it is therefore spacelike within the ergoregion. The conserved energy can now essentially masquerade
as a momentum component and assume negative values leading to the existence of
negative energy states.
This prompted Penrose to propose a thought experiment with fascinating consequences5 . He hypothesised that a particle falling into Kerr BH may divide into
two parts in the ergoregion. One of these parts can follow a negative energy orbit
and cross the event horizon, while the other part emerges with a higher energy than
that of the original particle. It has been shown that the energy of the outgoing
particle for favorable conditions (eg., charged particles in an ambient electromagnetic field,6–8 collisional Penrose process9, 10 ) can be significantly amplified. It is
important to note here, that this is not in violation of conservation of energy as
the particle gains energy at the expense of the BH losing some; for a Kerr BH that
amounts to the BH spinning down.
Zel’dovich reimagined this from a field theory perspective11 and proposed that
an ingoing wave can suffer a similar fate within the ergoregion, leading to a transmitted part that falls into the BH while the reflected part gets amplified. This is
known as superradiance and it can occur for any dissipative system, which allows
for partial absorption of the ingoing energy. This means any BH with an ergoregion
can exhibit superradiance. As rotating BHs are considered to be the most astrophysically relevant ones, for the purposes of this review we will focus only on Kerr
BHs (see 3 for a detailed review on BH superradiance).
While BH superradiance is yet to be confirmed by observation, this phenomenon
has already been observed in a system analogous to rotating BHs. Analogue BH
models were first proposed by Unruh12 . He noted that for an irrotational flow, a
fluid may have surfaces where the speed of the flow exceeds the speed of sound. This
surface can then behave like a BH horizon for sound waves and exhibit superradiance
for the appropriate conditions. Indeed this was observed for plane water waves in
a bathtub vortex13 . This is perhaps the best effort that can be made to convince
ourselves of direct observation of BH superradiance. Fortunately, the scope of an
indirect observation is much more varied and promising.
Press and Teukolsky noted that if a mirror was placed outside a BH then the
outgoing wave could get reflected back towards the BH undergoing multiple amplification leading up to an instability, called a BH bomb 14 . The effect of such
mirroring boundary conditions can be produced by assigning a mass to the field.
The superradiant instability manifests itself in the form of a cloud around the BH,
rotating with it. Together with the BH, the cloud forms a “gravitational atom”
with the energy spectrum being quantized much like a hydrogen atom15, 16 . Note
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that the quantum-mechanical analogy used here is mainly for the convenience of
labelling the energy levels with numbers analogous to quantum numbers – n, ` and
m; these levels would be occupied by large number of particles allowing us to treat
the systems purely classically. The particle analogy of the repeated amplification
can be realised as an energy level being populated at the expense of the BH losing
its rotational energy. Apart from borrowing the concept of quantized energy levels,
we will stick to a purely classical picture (albeit relativistic) for the purposes of this
review.
It was first noted by Arvanitaki et.al.17 that superradiant instabilties of rotating BHs can source GWs. They showed the remarkable ability of rotating BHs in
enabling detection of particles that have been proposed with different theoretical
motivations, but are elusive. Of particular interest are axion-like particles that are
considered strong candidates for dark matter17–20 . The first detection of GWs21 by
the Laser Interferometer Gravitational wave Observatory22 (LIGO) has unsurprisingly boosted interest in understanding these sources. The purpose of this review
is to give an overview of superradiant instabilities as sources of GWs and to assess
the ability of current and future GW detectors in informing us about dark matter
candidates.
In section 2 we will briefly outline the dynamics of these systems and how they
are modelled as GW sources. Section 3 discusses the detectability of these sources,
search strategies and search efforts by Advanced LIGO22 and Advanced Virgo23
network of detectors (LV). Finally, in section 4 we discuss the impact of these
clouds on other GW sources, particularly on standard GW sources - binary BH
(BBH) coalescence.
2. Superradiant Instabilities as sources of GWs
A superradiant instability can develop for any bosonic field, whether it is a spin
zero (scalar field ) or a spin non-zero field like dark photons (spin one) or a massive
graviton (spin two). The field evolution equations on a Kerr background spacetime
are much harder to solve for fields of nonzero spin in the relativistic regime. Although
the instability grows much faster for a vector field than a scalar field, qualitatively
it has the same features irrespective of the spin of the field. Motivated by this, we
shall discuss the key features of the instability in the context of a scalar field here
for simplicity. We encourage readers to familiarize themselves with the challenges
of solving the equations and latest results for particles with non-zero spin24–29 .
The evolution of a massive scalar field, of mass ms , on a generic metric is described by the Klein-Gordon equation


∂
∂Ψ
1
µν √
√
g
−g ν − µ2 Ψ = 0,
(5)
−g ∂xµ
∂x
where µ is defined by ms = µ~ . The product µM , M being the mass of the BH,
determines if the cloud is relativistic or not. For µM  1 the cloud is non-relativistic
which enables solving the radial part of the Klein-Gordon equation analytically as
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the equation now resembles a Schrodinger-like equation. This is no longer true in the
relativistic regime and numerical calculations need to be employed. It is noteworthy
that the cloud can accumulate at most 10 percent of the BH mass30 and is spread
out over a large volume. This allows us to treat the cloud as a perturbation to
the BH spacetime, produced by the scalar field evolving on a Kerr background
spacetime31, 32 . These expectations were recently validated by nonlinear numerical
evolutions for a spin-1 boson33 .
The scalar field instability has been studied quite extensively because of the
relative ease in solving the Klein-Gordon equation on the Kerr metric. The radial
and the polar components of the equation separate and give rise to a set of coupled
differential equations that can be solved using numerical techniques34 . Writing the
scalar field as
Z
Ψ = dωe−iωt+imφ 0 S`mω (θ)ψ`mω (r)
(6)
where 0 S`mω eimφ are the scalar spheroidal harmonics. The azimuthal index, m,
marks the energy level occupied by the bosons and ω = ωR + iωI is the complex
frequency of the bosonic field. Note that the real part of the frequency ωR gives
the frequency of oscillation of the field while the imaginary part ωI determines the
growth rate of the field. For superradiance to occur, ωI must be positive, which
translates into a constraint on ωR and ΩH

ωR < mΩH .

(7)

To solve for the geometry of a BH spacetime sourced by the energy density of a
scalar field, as obtained from the solution of the Klein-Gordon equation, one needs
to solve the Einstein’s equation.
Recall that we have already established that the scalar cloud is a perturbation to
the background Kerr spacetime, so we essentially solve for the perturbation and calculate the GW flux from these systems. We shall not delve into how the Teukolsky
formalism is used in this regard to avoid reproduction of an already well reviewed
literature35–37 . Instead, we shall focus on more recent works geared towards contextualising the GW signal to detectors.
The timescale over which the instability grows and the timescale over which GW
radiation takes place are well separated, this has been verified for a vector field by
numerical simulations. This allows for an adiabatic treatment of the system. The
key equations that govern the evolution of the instability are31
Ṁ = −E˙S
Ṁ + ṀS = −Ė
J˙ = −mE˙S /ωR
J˙ + J˙S = −mĖ/ωR

(8)
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where ES is the energy flux extracted from the BH, MS and JS are the mass and
angular momentum of the cloud, respectively. An adiabatic evolution means that
the second equation of Eq. 8 becomes
dE
(9)
dt
where E is the GW energy flux, as the emission begins only after saturation of
the superradiance condition, i.e., once the BH has spun down enough such that
ωR = mΩH and superradiance shuts off. A full non-linear evolution would typically
have to account for the sub-dominant GW absorption at the horizon, GW emission
before saturation and back-reaction of the cloud on the metric. Several efforts have
been made and are also currently underway to produce numerical simulations38–43
that can follow the instability, but they are computationally expensive and even
prohibitive in case of a scalar field. The timescale over which the instability develops
for a vector field is more tractable than that of a scalar field, as growth rate is much
faster for the former.
To assess detectability of these systems, the GW flux has to be translated to
signal strength at detectors, taking into account the typical geometry of the detector.
The waveform obtained by 44 was reinterpreted in a way that is more compatible
to data analysis by 45 . The signals emitted by these sources are long-lived and
monochromatic, emitting at twice the frequency of the scalar field with a small
positive drift in the frequency. The GW strain at a detector can be written as
ṀS = −

h = h+ F+ + h× F×

(10)

where F+/× are functions that encode the response of the detector to a signal,
depending on the direction of arrival. These pattern functions are sensitive to the
GW polarization; to be specific, two co-located detectors that are sensitive to the
exact same polarization of a GW would have the same pattern functions. The GW
polarization amplitudes, h+ and h× , can be expanded on a spin-weighted spheroidal
harmonic basis44 ,
X

h+/× =
h`0 (r) −2 S`m̃ω̃ (θ) ± (−1)` −2 S`−m̃−ω̃ (θ) cos[ω̃(r∗ − t) + φ0 + m̃ϕ]. (11)
`

The radial function h`0 encodes the amount of energy in each mode and can be
written as a characteristic strain amplitude, such that the dependence on the mass
of BH and boson are explicit. Rewriting the radial function this way helps to isolate
a dimensionless measure of energy in each mode, that is a function of BH spin and
µM alone. Note that m̃ = 2m and ω̃ = 2ωR . A factor of (−1)` before the second
spheroidal harmonic in Eq. (11) was missed in both 44 and 45 , but later addressed
in the Erratum of 45 . The quantity µM is critical in determining the intrinsic
properties of the source, specifically the strength of the signal and timescale over
which the instability develops. These features are well depicted by Figures 1 and 2
respectively. It is clear from these plots that the characteristic strain amplitude is
not a monotonically increasing function of µM i.e., superradiance shuts off beyond
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Fig. 1. Strain amplitude vs GW frequency for a fixed BH mass and spin, assuming that the
source is at a distance of 5 Mpc. The frequencies on the x-axis correspond to different boson
masses. The colored line shows the numerical estimates obtained from perturbative calculations of
the characteristic strain amplitude and the dashed curve shows the analytical estimate, valid for
µM  1. The color of the curve denotes the value of α(= µM ). Image courtesy: Isi et al.45
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Fig. 2.
Left y-axis shows the µM corresponding to the fastest growing instability (blue solid
line) and right y-axis shows the instability timescale (red dotted line) in natural units as a function
of dimensionless BH spin χ. Image courtesy: Ghosh et al.46

an optimal value of µM , for a fixed BH mass. This arises from the interplay of
the two constraints – the superradiance saturation condition and the limit on BH
spin. The instability timescale in Fig. 2 is BH-mass independent and can be used
to estimate the instability timescale for the fastest growing mode, corresponding
to a given spin at any BH mass. This serves as a useful guide in determining the
potential of detecting the superradiant instability of a BH produced in a merger.
All the sources that are loud enough i.e., the signal amplitude is above the
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noise floor of a detector, constitute a detectable population. To determine rates of
these events one has to use population models of relevant astrophysical sources,
therefore the reliability of these results are always contingent upon the accuracy of
the models used. The instabilities that are not loud enough to be detected may still
be informative. All of the unresolved sources would produce a stochastic background
that can be calculated as the ratio of the energy density of GWs from these sources
per logarithmic frequency interval at the signal frequency as measured at present,
to the critical density of the Universe47, 48 ,
ΩGW =

1
ρc

Z

dEGW
N (z)dz.
dlnf

(12)

The integration is over only the unresolved sources and N (z) dz is the number of
events in a unit comoving volume within a redshift interval of z and z + dz.
These sources can be probed by several different search methods. Given that
superradiant instabilities are ubiquitous to all Kerr BHs for a massive bosonic field
satisfying the superradiant condition, the rate of these events is quite promising for
detection44 . So an all-sky search, where a broad range of search parameters can
be probed is an obvious choice. Typical choice of search parameters for this kind
of a search are the source location, frequency and drift in frequency of the signal.
A directed search can be conducted in case of an instability of a BH whose sky
location are known either by electromagnetic observations or from GW observation
of mergers. As noted above, all unresolved sources would generate a stochastic
background that may itself be detectable48 , therefore a search devised specifically
for this signal is also well motivated. A detection from any of these searches will have
to be followed up with inputs from particle physics in order to confirm the nature
of the boson; non-detection on the other hand helps us constrain the plausible mass
of the boson. All of these search strategies have been implemented on LV data and
that has helped in setting important constraints on the boson mass. We discuss the
details of the results in the following section.
3. Detectability
The prospect of detecting these sources by GW detectors was first discussed by
Arvanitaki et al.49 . They explored these systems in a non-relativistic limit on
a flat background spacetime, as a conservative estimate. This was followed up by
more accurate numerical estimates calculated on a Kerr background, and the results
for both the resolved and unresolved sources were found to be promising, even
for existing ground-based detectors. Furthermore, an indirect method of detecting
signatures of bosonic clouds is by looking at the spin distribution of isolated BHs.
As the cloud grows by extracting rotational energy of the BHs, a universe with a
massive boson could have a different spin distribution in the BH population than
one without a boson. In this section we will discuss these three different detection
possibilities, the state-of-the-art in search methodologies and current results.
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3.1. Stochastic background
The strongest contender among the signatures discussed above is perhaps the selfconfusion noise of these sources. The strength of signal for these bosonic clouds are
modulated by the mass of cloud and the distance they are at from a GW detector.
Numerical estimates suggest that the mass of the cloud is typically O(1) percent of
the BH mass, with the most massive ones being ∼ 10%. Therefore, the dependence
of the signal strength on mass of the cloud is milder compared to the distance to
the source. This means there will be a lot more unresolved sources than resolved
ones, and all of these unresolved sources will contribute to a stochastic background.
This stochastic background noise was calculated for the first time in48 and it was
found to be really strong. In fact, based on the isolated BH populations considered
in 48 , the background was found to be loud enough (e.g., ΩGW ∼ 10−6 for a boson
of mass ∼ 3.16 × 10−13 eV) for detection in LIGO data from the first observing run
(O1).
This observation was followed up by50 in significant detail. Not only did they
consider the background due to all unresolvable isolated BH-boson condensate but
also the background due to clouds formed around remnants of BBH mergers. For
isolated BHs they consider a few different spin distributions that can broadly be
classified in a similar fashion as48 viz. optimistic and less optimistic scenario. For the
merger remnant background, they assume that all of the remnants have a spin of 0.7,
which is certainly a bit conservative considering that latest GW catalog51, 52 reports
multiple detections with higher remnant spins. As is evident from Fig. 2 of 50 , even
a slight enhancement in the background from merger remnants due to a boson of
mass 10−13 eV can push it into the detectable regime. With similar considerations
for population models as48 , they report a non-detection of the background in O1
data thereby excluding the mass range [2−3.8]×10−13 eV. An interesting possibility
addressed by this work was to explore the ability of distinguishing the background
from bosonic clouds and distant compact binary coalescence (CBC). They consider
two models for the background, CBC-only and background from CBC and bosnic
clouds, and try to gather support over the parameter space for one model over the
other by looking at the log Baye’s factor. Based on their analysis, they conclude that
for a population with spins [0.6 − 0.8] it may be possible to distinguish between a
CBC-only and a mixed background at design sensitivity of LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA53
network of detectors (LVK).
A similar analysis was done for vector bosons54, 55 using data from the first
two observing runs of LV. No signal was found, thereby disfavoring masses lying
in [0.8 − 6.0] × 10−13 eV for a vector boson. However, such exclusions are always
to be interpreted with caution, bearing in mind the uncertainties introduced by
population models (see Fig. 2 on 48) and other considerations.
Some of these caveats were explored by 56 . Apart from the impact of population
models on detectability by third generation of ground-based detectors, they also
looked at the contribution from higher modes of these systems. As mentioned earlier,
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the BH-boson cloud system can be thought of as a gravitational atom, with levels
marked by the indices ` and m. The ` = m = 1 level leads to the fastest growing
instability, but in principle, all other levels can undergo a superradiant instability. As
long as these higher modes undergo instability within the age of the Universe, they
can contribute to the total GW flux emitted by the system. They estimate the total
GW flux due to all m ≥ 1 modes under two reasonable, simplifying assumptions:
1) At any given time, only one mode undergoes the instability. It has been shown
by 16 that the timescales of the growth of the instability of different levels are well
separated 2) For each `, the ` = m is the fastest growing one and therefore the
primary contributor to the background.

Fig. 3. Left panel: Total background from clouds formed around isolated BHs with uniformly
distributed spins ∈ [0, 1] and merger remnants. Right panel: Background from instabilities of BHs
formed through binary mergers only. Dotted lines show the contribution from the fastest growing
mode, m = 1, and solid lines show cumulative contribution from all relevant m ≥ 1. Powerlaw integrated sensitivity curves for various detectors are shown and indicated with their names.
Image courtesy: Yuan et al.56

While the impact of higher modes is negligible for boson masses that can be
probed by LVK, left panel of Fig. 3 makes a compelling case for adding the contribution from higher modes to the background for bosons with ms > 10−12 eV.
In particular, for bosons with masses & 10−11 eV, the background is found to be
almost entirely due to higher modes. This makes the higher modes particularly interesting for third generation of ground-based detectors like Einstein Telescope57
(ET), Cosmic Explorer58 (CE) and Neutron Star Extreme Matter Observatory59
(NEMO).
Yuan et al. simultaneously highlights the importance of uncertainties in population models and of adding the contribution from merger remnants with the right
panel on Fig. 3. The mass range ruled out by non-detection of the background in
LV data relies upon a uniform distribution of the isolated BH spins. For a very
pessimistic scenario where all isolated BHs are presumed to be born with really low
spins, such that the vast majority of them do not undergo superradiant instability

November 19, 2021

2:55

WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE

sghosh-mpla

GWs from bosonic clouds of rotating BHs

11

in their lifetime, the main contribution to the background comes from remnants of
BBH mergers. They conclude that this contribution might be marginally detectable
by LIGO at design sensitivity and would be picked up quite easily by 3G detectors.
3.2. Resolvable events
3.2.1. Event rates
For long-lasting signals that are shorter than the observation time of a detector,
event rates can be calculated using44 ,
Z
N = Tobs
ρ>ρth

1
d2 ṅ dVc
dz dM dχ.
1 + z dM dχ dz

(13)

Here ρth is the signal-to-noise ratio threshold for claiming detection. This is
essentially obtained by integrating the BH comoving-volume number density (see
44 for details of population model used) over a comoving volume for the resolvable
sources only.
Rates for both bosonic clouds around massive BHs and stellar mass BHs were
considered. Since the mass of the boson determines the frequency of the signal,
planned space-based detectors like Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA) and
ground-based detectors are sensitive to different ranges of mass of boson. Fig. 6
on 44 shows the expected event rates for a range of boson masses, spanning both
the LIGO and LISA range. Note that the stochastic background from unresolvable
sources contribute to noise budget for the detectable sources. The impact of this
additional noise on event rates is shown by the thin lines on this figure. The peak
of the rates obviously occurs at the frequency of peak sensitivity of the detector.
For long lasting signals like this, a semi-coherent search method is often preferred.
Tables I and II on 44 summarizes the expected range of event rates for optimistic to
pessimistic BH population scenarios and for the more computationally efficient, but
pessimistic semi-coherent search method. It is clear from these numbers that even
under the most conservative assumptions at least O(1) events are expected at LISA
for a boson mass of 10−17 eV and at LIGO for a boson mass in [10−12 , 10−12.5 ] eV.
3.2.2. All-sky searches
The data analysis techniques used for these signals are similar to other long-lived,
monochromatic signals like GWs emitted by spinning neutron stars with asymmetries. Using the all-sky search results60 for periodic signals on real data from the
second observing run of LV (O2) no candidate of significance was found61 . However,
even a non-detection is useful in setting upper limits on the strength of the signals,
that translates into constraints on the boson mass. Based on these results a boson
mass range of [1.1 × 10−13 − 4 × 10−13 ] eV was excluded for an optimistic BH spin
distribution, and [1.2 × 10−13 − 1.8 × 10−13 ] eV was excluded for a less optimistic
spin distribution (see 61 for details). The minimum amplitude sensitivity in the first
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half of the third observing run of LV (O3) was 1.6 times lower than O262 , which
would potentially improve the existing constraints.
3.2.3. Directed searches
In case the location of the source is known, it is possible to conduct a directed
search in the data. This can be implemented either by following up the remnant
from a binary merger detected through GWs or by focussing on BHs known from
electromagnetic observations, such as BHs in X-ray binaries63 . Following up a
merger remnant can be helpful only if the instability grows fast enough for it to start
emitting GWs within the observation time of the detector. Therefore, it is possible
to a priori carve out regions of the BH mass-boson mass parameter space that can
be probed by a detector, for a specific choice of instability growth time. For instance,
Fig. 4 on 46 shows the BH-boson masses that would produce a detectable signal at
the planned future detector CE, provided the instability grows within thirty days
of the merger. For highly spinning remnants a larger part of the parameter space
can be probed as the signal strength is modulated by the initial spin of the BH.
This kind of a plot can serve as a guide to determine the minimum observation time
required for detecting the instability for a BH of a particular mass. Furthermore,
in case of non-detection this plot can be used to rule out a range of boson masses
that lies within the contours.
For a galactic population, it is pertinent to assume that multiple detectable
signals will overlap together to form an ensemble signal64 . Since all the sources
will radiate at nearly the same frequency, such a signal may be harder to detect by
existing continuous wave searches, and an all sky narrowband radiometry on folded
data may be helpful65, 66 . A rigorous characterization of such a signal by simulating
populations of isolated BHs within the galaxy was done by 64 , taking into account
the Doppler shift of the sources and making appropriate considerations for the
signal strength as a function of the GW radiation timescale. Another interesting
search methodology that can be implemented for third generation of detectors is to
conduct multiband searches for superradiant instabilities67 . The idea is to use the
sky location obtained from the inspiral signal detected by LISA and then carry out
a directed search for the continuous GWs emitted by a bosonic cloud around one
or both of the components, in CE data.
A hidden Markov Model tracking method, originally developed for rapidly spinning neutron stars, can be used for directed searches of these sources45 . This method
is more versatile than a semi-coherent or coherent search method as it allows for
small deviations from a stringent signal model (see 45 and references therein for
the details of the search algorithm). Fig. 9 on 45 demonstrate the robustness of the
algorithm to uncertainties in the signal model. They also show the farthest distance
(detection horizon) to which an optimal boson cloud (fastest growing level) can be
detected by present and future ground-based detectors in Fig. 12. The detection
horizon for LV, even at design sensitivity, is about 20 Mpc which is much smaller
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than the nearest merger seen by LV to date. Therefore, following up remnants of
mergers seen by LV is perhaps not conducive to constraining the mass of the boson.
However, third generation of ground-based detectors, like the CE will have excellent
potential of detecting boson clouds by following up mergers, potentially picking up
signals 104 Mpc away while probing a sizeable range in BH-boson masses.
One of the challenges in case of a directed search is the uncertainty in sky location. Mergers detected by only two detectors have significantly poorer localization
than ones detected by three detectors. BHs in X-ray binaries have an advantage in
this aspect, since they are quite well located on the sky. However, due to large uncertainties in their spin and also their history, constraints on boson masses derived
from these BHs are subject to important caveats. A directed search on Cygnus X-1,
assuming an age of 5 × 106 years and near-extremal birth spin found no signals consistent to a superradiant instability68 . The analysis is done in a BH spin-agnostic
way, which allows them to conservatively constrain the disfavored boson mass range
to [6.4, 8.0] × 10−13 eV. It is worth reiterating that these constraints rely heavily
upon the accuracy of the measurements of the source properties, as demonstrated
by Fig. 3 of 68 .

3.3. Spin-distribution of BH binaries
So far we have discussed direct detection of GW signals from BH-boson cloud systems. However, since a superradiant instability grows by extracting rotational energy from a BH, a boson would leave its imprints on the spin distribution of astrophysical BHs. This should show up as holes on the BH mass-spin plane i.e., the
Regge plane69 , and if a BH is discovered, by GW or electromagnetic observations
in these excluded regions then that disfavors the existence of a boson of that mass.
Of course this holds true only if the BH mass and spin can be determined with great
precision. Based on spin measurements from electromagnetic observations, roughly
the range [6 × 10−13 , 10−11 ] eV is disfavored49, 70, 71 but, again, it is important to
note the uncertainty in the spins. Other scenarios, using spin estimates from the
first imaging72 of a BH by the Event Horizon Telescope73 and using spin estimates
from a X-ray binaries and GW observations together74, 75 to constrain the mass of
ultralight bosons have also been explored.
While the spin of the remnant may be well determined for LV sources, the spins
of the components in a BBH merger are typically quite poorly constrained. For
LISA sources, since the spins of the BHs will be determined to great accuracy a
Bayesian model selection can be performed to determine if the BH population favors
the existence of a boson44 . An interesting approach for LV sources would be to use
a hierarchical Bayesian inference technique to glean information about the boson
mass and the distribution of BH spins at formation76 . This is essentially done by
considering two models, one with a boson that couples with stellar mass BHs in
binaries and spins them down before they merge, and another where the BBHs are
born with lower spins at formation itself. With enough BBH merger events it is
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possible to identify which model is preferred by the data, by looking at the joint
posterior distribution of the boson mass and spin distribution of the component
spins at formation. This was indeed done by 77 using all of the events in the GW
catalogs51, 52 released by the LVK Collaboration. Their findings suggest that a boson
in the mass range [1.3−2.7]×10−13 eV is strongly disfavored by two of the 45 events
detected by LVK until the first half of O3 (see Fig.2 on 77). It is important to note
that this is a statistical method and therefore the accuracy of the constraints will
depend on the number of events used in determining them.

4. Impact on other sources
4.1. Stellar mass black hole binaries
In the previous section we discussed the scenario of bosonic clouds spinning down
the BHs in stellar BH binaries. In reality BH binaries dressed in a cloud will undergo
a lot more interesting dynamics than just a simplistic spin down78, 79 . As mentioned
before, the fastest growing instability corresponds to ` = m = 1; on the other hand
m = 0, −1 correspond to decaying modes. It so happens that the gravitational
perturbation introduced by the companion BH may lead to mixing between the
growing and decaying modes80, 81 . Such a phenomenon would leave its imprints on
both the GW signal from the cloud as well as the binary inspiral. Both analytical
estimates for a non-relativisitc cloud of circular binaries80 and perturbation theory
calculations for a relativistic cloud of non-circular binaries82, 83 highlight the impact
of these effects on cloud depletion.
Given that both of these treatments are carried out under multiple simplifying
assumptions, fully numerical simulations are essential in understanding the actual
dynamics of these systems. This is quite a challenging problem to be handled by
existing numerical relativity (NR) codes as they evolve only the late inspiral to
merger portion of a BBH coalescence. The analytical/numerical estimates suggest
that cloud may be significantly depleted quite early on therefore one needs to know
the cloud profile very well at the separation where the NR simulations start. Note
that the quantity µM determines the size of the cloud, therefore a non-relativistic
cloud (µM  1) would be quite far away from the individual BHs. So, a full numerical treatment from early inspiral is absolutely necessary to estimate the impact
on the inspiral-merger-ringdown (IMR) waveform of a BBH merger for any realistic
data analysis. On the other hand for µM . 1 would be much more closely bound
to the individual BHs, and therefore it is important to consider the back-reaction
of the energy density of the cloud on the metric particularly in the late inspiralmerger region. Several efforts are currently underway in trying to understand how
the presence of a cloud around one of the components in a binary83–88 or a cloud
enveloping a binary89 would impact the structure of the cloud and the evolution of
the binary itself.

November 19, 2021

2:55

WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE

sghosh-mpla

GWs from bosonic clouds of rotating BHs

15

4.2. Massive black hole binaries
Apart from the possibility of detecting bosonic clouds of isolated massive BHs at
LISA, there are other ways in which instabilities of massive BHs may be interesting.
Obviously, the mixing between growing and decaying modes would be relevant for
massive BH binaries as well. But an even more fascinating scenario may be offered
by another kind of LISA source – an extreme mass ratio inspiral (EMRI) of a small
compact object around a massive BH. It may be possible to confirm or rule out
the existence of a boson of a particular mass by just a single EMRI observation
at LISA90 . Masses and spins of massive BHs will be determined very precisely by
LISA through GW observations, which gives an estimate of the boson mass that
can couple efficiently with the massive BH via the superradiant condition. On the
other hand, since the smaller object will orbit the massive BH dressed in a cloud for
thousands of cycles, the GW signal will encode information about the gravitational
potential due to the cloud, providing an independent measurement of the boson
mass. If the two estimates are contentious then that rules out the boson mass, and
if they agree, that simultaneously confirms the existence of a boson and gives an
accurate estimate of its mass.
5. Summary and outlook
The idea of superradiant instabilities of rotating BHs has been around for nearly
half a century. However, the inability to probe these systems electromagnetically
rendered them beyond the scope of observation. The identification of these systems
as potential GW sources has been pivotal in generating interest in this field of work,
and now that we are in the GW detection era, looking for these sources is a realistic
goal.
In this review we have restricted ourselves to discussing a bosonic field without
non-linear self-interactions. It is important to note that adding self-interaction may
impact GW emission adversely for large enough interactions91 , and a large fraction
of astrophysical BHs may never reach the interesting final stage of a bosenova 92 .
Furthermore, if a coupling between the scalar field and photons is considered, that
could also limit the growth of the cloud thereby reducing GW emission.93 However,
this may have an interesting consequence with the source emitting bursts of light
through laser-like emission94, 95 .
We have discussed the various direct and indirect methods of looking for bosonic
clouds of stellar BHs and massive BHs. There has been remarkable progress in terms
of developing data analysis pipelines for these sources in the recent past. A lot of
these techniques will be useful for future, more sensitive ground-based and spacebased detectors. For the stellar BHs we have reviewed the results of the different
searches that have been conducted on LV data, and highlighted the caveats for each
of the constraints. Statistical studies of BH spin distributions complemented by
Regge plane holes have been demonstrably used to constrain boson mass and these
bounds will only improve in the subsequent observing runs of LVK.
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An important and emerging line of research in this regard is the study of the
modulation of the IMR signal due to the presence of a cloud. Fully non-linear
numerical simulations would help immensely in gauging the need of introducing
effects of the cloud on a binary in existing IMR waveform models.
Observing a signal from the superradiant instability of a rotating BH would
be exciting on its own merit. But the possibility of detecting particles outside the
Standard Model, particularly ones that could potentially be constituents of dark
matter, makes it even more appealing. With more advanced detectors in the horizon,
the future of this field is exciting and full of potential.
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