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We check if the first significant digit of the dispersion measure of pulsars and Fast Radio Bursts
(using the CHIME catalog) is consistent with the Benford distribution. We find a large disagreement
with Benford’s law with χ2 close to 80 for 8 degrees of freedom for both these aforementioned
datasets. This corresponds to a discrepancy of about 7σ. Therefore, we conclude that the dispersion
measures of pulsars and FRBs do not obey Benford’s law.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many naturally occurring distributions tend to adhere to a logarithmic distribution as predicted by Benford’s
law [1, 2], which is sometimes often referred to as the significant digit law or the law of anomalous numbers. This law
states that given a distribution of numbers, the fraction of numbers with leading digit d is given by [3, 4]:

P (d) = log(1 +
1

d
) (1)

This law has been widely applied to an assortment of fields, including biology [5, 6], finance [7, 8], geophysics [9],
seismology [10], spectroscopy [11, 12], finance to detect banking frauds [8], Nuclear and Particle Physics [13–16],
etc. This law has been derived using a central-limit-like theorem for significant digits [17], as well as using Markov
process [18].

Benford’s law has also been widely applied to a variety of astrophysical datasets, such as distances to stars and
galaxies [19, 20], masses, orbital periods and semi-major axes of asteroids [21], GAIA-2 parallaxes [22], light curves
of cataclysmic variables and other X-ray transient sources [23], etc.

In this work, we check if the dispersion measures of pulsars and Fast radio bursts (FRBs) obey Benford’s law.
Pulsars are rotating neutron stars which emit pulsed emission in radio waves, and have been widely used as probes
of nearly all branches of Physics and Astronomy [24]. FRBs are short-duration radio bursts located at extragalactic
distances [25]. Previously, Benford’s law has also shown to be true for for a whole slew of other pulsar properties
such as the time derivative of the barycentric period, first and second time derivative of rotation frequency, period
derivative, spin down age, proper motions, spin-down luminosity, fluxes, transverse velocity [26]. However, this same
work also showed that Benford’s law does not hold true for barycentric period and barycentric rotation frequency.
Dispersion measure (DM) is the integrated free electron column density in the ionized interstellar medium. Precise
measurements of DM for millisecond pulsars is one of the main goals of various pulsar timing array experiments [27, 28].

II. DATASET AND ANALYSIS

A. Dataset

For this work, we downloaded the DM (in units of cm−3pc) for the radio pulsar population, along with the mea-
surement uncertainties from the ATNF online catalogue (version 1.67) [29] 1. The dataset contains 3319 pulsars. We
removed 122 pulsars for which no DM measurements were available. We did this analysis for all the remaining 3197
pulsars with DM measurements as well as a smaller sample of 3143 pulsars for which fractional errors in DM were
less than 10%.

For FRBs, we used the DM measured from the CHIME sample [30], which contains 536 FRBs in the same units
as the pulsar population. This sample includes 474 one-off events and 62 repeaters. None of the FRBs had fractional
errors greater than 10%. So there was no need to cull any objects from the FRB sample for our analysis.
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FIG. 1: Distribution of the first digit for DM of 3197 pulsars from the ATNF catalog.

B. Analysis

The first digit distribution for the complete pulsar sample can be found in Fig. 1, whereas the same distribution
after removing the data points in which the fractional errors are less than 10% can be found in Fig. 2. For both the
figures, the expected Benford distribution along with associated binomial errors

√
NP (d)(1 − P (d)) are also shown.

By eye, we see that the Benford distribution is not obeyed although the relative rank of the frequency of leading digits
agrees with Benford’s law. Most of the discrepancy occurs for the first two digits which undershoot (1) and overshoot
(2) the expected values respectively.

In order to quantify how well the pulsar dispersion measures adhere to Benford’s law we use Pearson χ2

χ2 =

9∑
d=1

(NB(d) −NO(d))
2

NB(d)
, (2)

where NB(d) indicates the expected count of occurrences according to Benford’s law and NO(d) is the observed
number of occurrences for a single digit d. For the full sample of pulsars, we obtain a χ2 value of 78 for 8 degrees of
freedom. If we discard the measurements for which the fractional error in the dispersion measure is more than 10%,
we obtain a Pearson χ2 value of 81. Both these measurements correspond to p-values of 10−13 and 10−14, or in terms
of Z-score , a discrepancy of 7.3σ and 7.6σ, respectively, using the prescription in [31, 32].

The first digit distribution of FRBs can be found in Fig. 3. As we can see, the first two digits are much smaller



3

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
First Digit

0

200

400

600

800

1000

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y
Dispersion measure
Benford

FIG. 2: Distribution of the first digit for the DM of 3143 pulsars downloaded from the ATNF catalog, for which the fractional
errors in DM were less than 10%.

Dataset χ2/dof p-value Discrepancy Significance

Pulsar (Full) 78/8 10−13 7.3σ

Pulsar (σDM/DM < 10%) 81/8 10−14 7.6σ

FRB 77/8 3 × 10−13 7.2σ

TABLE I: Summary of our results on Benford analysis of first digit of DM of pulsars and FRBs. As we can see, none of the
datasets agree with Benford’s law.

than the expectations due to Benford distribution. The χ2 value we obtain is about 77 for 8 degree of freedom,
corresponding to a p-value of 3 × 10−13 or 7.2σ discrepancy.

A tabular summary of all our results can be found in Table I. We conclude that both pulsar and FRB DMs do not
adhere to the Benford distribution.
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FIG. 3: Distribution of first digit of the DM of all FRBs detected by CHIME [30]

III. CONCLUSIONS

In this work the first significant digit of the DM for pulsars and FRBs is examined for adherence to Benford’s
distribution. For pulsars we considered the full dataset for which DM measurements were available, as well as those
for which the fractional errors in DM were less than 10%. For FRBs, we used the dataset from CHIME catalog.

The distribution of first digit of DM for the aforementioned datasets can be found in Figs. 1, 2, and 3. None of
the three datasets agree with Benford distribution. A tabular summary of our results can be found in Table I. All the
datasets show a disagreement with Benford’s law with significance between 7.2-7.6σ. Therefore, we conclude that the
DM of pulsars and FRBs do not agree with Benford’s law, even though some other properties of pulsars have been
previously shown to adhere to Benford’s law [26].

The main reason for this, is that given the physical location of pulsars/FRBs, there is not enough dynamic range
in the data for them to adequately obey the Benford distribution.

For pulsars, there is a dearth (only 6%) of objects with DM < 20cm−3pc. Majority of the pulsars (35%) have DMs
between 20 and 100 cm−3pc and only about 20% of them have DMs of between 100-200 cm−3pc. This is due to the
fact that the detection of pulsars is limited by the sensitivity of radio telescopes, and the DM distribution of pulsars
is very much direction dependent. Therefore, the number of occurrences of the number one in the first digit of the
DM is suppressed, whereas the same is enhanced for the number two compared to the expectations from Benford’s
law.

Similarly, since FRBs are located at cosmological distances, only a small fraction of FRBs (8%) have DM <
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200cm−3pc, since there are very few Galaxies nearby. Furthermore, there are very few FRBs (15%) with DM >
1000cm−3pc, since radio telescopes are not sensitive to very high redshift FRBs. Therefore, the full dynamic range of
the DMs for FRBs is only about a factor of 20-30, and the number of occurrences of the number one in the first digit
of DM is suppressed compared to Benford’s law.

Therefore for the above reasons, the DMs of pulsars and FRBs do not obey Benford’s law, and therefore our results
are not unexpected or a surprise.
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