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Axions or axion-like particles (ALPs) are one of the most promising candidates of dark matter
(DM). A prevalent method to detect axion-like DM is to seek the periodic oscillation feature in
the polarization angles of linearly polarized light emitted from astrophysical sources. In this work,
we use the time-resolved polarization measurements of the hyperactive repeating fast radio burst,
FRB 20220912A, detected by the Five-hundred-meter Aperture Spherical radio Telescope (FAST)
to search for extragalactic axion-like DM for the first time. Given a DM density profile of FRB
20220912A’s host, we obtain upper limits on the ALP-photon coupling constant of gaγ < (2.9 ×
10−11 − 1.1 × 10−9)GeV−1 for the ALP masses ma ∼ (1.4 × 10−21 − 5.2 × 10−20) eV. Persistent
polarimetric observations with FAST would further improve the constraints. We prove that FRBs
offer an alternative way to detect axion-like DM on extragalactic distance scales, complementary to
other galactic DM probes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, one of the most important tasks that re-
main unresolved in modern physics is the detection of
dark matter (DM) particles, and numerous candidates of
DM have been proposed. Axion-like particles (ALPs), a
type of ultralight bosons, have emerged as the most pre-
vailing candidates in the search for DM [1–3]. Thanks
to the special properties of ultralight scalar particles
(ma ∼ 10−22 eV), they can provide a natural solution
to the challenges encountered in small-scale structures of
the Universe [4, 5]. A lot of strategies for finding axion-
like DM have been explored, including photons from ax-
ion conversion [6–9], nuclear magnetic resonance [10, 11],
periodic oscillations of linearly polarized light [12–15],
and other many terrestrial or astronomical experiments
[16, 17].

Among the various axion-like DM detection methods,
detecting periodic oscillations of polarized light has been
regarded as a promising approach in astrophysics [12–
15, 18–20]. When light propagates through the ALP
field, photons would interact with ALPs, and the interac-
tion term is Laγ = 1

4gaγaFµν F̃
µν , where gaγ represents

the coupling strength between the axion field (a) and
the electromagnetic field (Fµν). The interaction leads
to modifications in the dispersion relations [21, 22]. The
left- and right-handed circular polarization modes of light
experience opposite corrections due to their different dis-
persion relations. This effect is known as cosmic bire-
fringence, resulting in changes in the polarization angles
(PAs) of the light. Therefore, in the presence of an ALP
field, if the light is linearly polarized, its PAs will oscil-
late with the ALP field, with an amplitude proportional
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to gaγ . So far, ALP-photon couplings have been pro-
vided increasingly stringent constraints from a multitude
of astrophysical observations [12–15, 18–20].
Fast radio bursts (FRBs) are brief and intense radio

transients that originate from cosmological distances [23–
25]. They have been powerful astrophysical laboratories
for studying cosmology and fundamental physics [26–34].
FRBs also have the potential to play an important role
in the detection of DM, such as constraining millicharged
DM from timing of FRBs [19], bounding the dark pho-
ton DM parameter space with the time delays of pho-
tons from FRBs [35], probing compact DM with FRB
microstructure [36] or with strongly lensed FRBs [37–40],
and constraining primordial black hole DM with lensed
FRBs [41]. More recently, Gao et al. [42] proposed a
future-feasible method to hunt axion DM with gravita-
tionally lensed FRBs, indicating the potential of FRBs
for searching for axion DM.
To date, no studies have utilized real polarization ob-

servations of repeating FRBs to directly constrain axion-
like DM. The repetition pattern of FRBs enables us to
monitor their polarization properties long-term to detect
axion-like DM on extragalactic distance scales, comple-
mentary to other galactic DM probes. One intriguing
sample for such a study is FRB 20220912A, an active
repeating source with highly linear polarization [43, 44]
and its local environment is very clean [45]. Its long-term
polarization observations from the Five-hundred-meter
Aperture Spherical radio Telescope (FAST) [44] provide
a remarkable opportunity to detect extragalactic axion-
like DM through searching for a periodic oscillation in
the PAs.
In this work, we constrain the ALP-photon coupling

constant gaγ using polarization data of FRBs for the first
time. We analyze the polarization angle variations of lin-
early polarized emission from FRB 20220912A observed
by FAST. All currently available observations from Oc-
tober 28th, 2022 to December 5th, 2022 are adopted for
our study. The observational time coverage of ∼ 38 days
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with a cadence of ∼ 1 day is sensitive to ALPs with mass
ranging from 1.4 × 10−21 eV to 5.2 × 10−20 eV. By es-
timating the changes in linear PAs, we can place upper
limits on gaγ directly. Finally, we also predict further
constraints from continued polarization observations of
FRB 20220912A in the future.

II. MODELS

A. ALP-photon Coupling

ALPs can be described as a scalar field a(x, t) with
mass ma, where x is the spatial coordinates and t is the
time. The ALP field can interact with the electromag-
netic field, and its dynamics can be captured by the La-
grangian terms [46]:

L = −1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
∂µa∂µa− 1

2
m2

aa
2 +

1

4
gaγaFµν F̃

µν ,

(1)
where Fµν denotes the electromagnetic field tensor,
F̃µν = 1

2ϵ
µνλσFλσ is the dual of Fµν , and gaγ repre-

sents the ALP-photon coupling constant which charac-
terizes the strength of interaction. This coupling leads
to a modification in the dispersion relation:

ω± ≃ k ± 1

2
gaγn

µ∂µa, (2)

where nµ is null tangent vector of light, k is the wave vec-
tor1, and the frequency ω± corresponds to two circular
polarization states. When two vertically polarized elec-
tromagnetic waves of these two states propagate, a phase
shift occurs between them due to the disparity in their
phase velocities. This phase shift leads to the rotation
of the polarization plane, known as cosmic birefringence.
Specifically, the frequency difference between the two po-
larization components is ∆ω = ω+ − ω− = gaγn

µ∂µa. If
waves emitted from the source at position x1 at time t1
are received by an observer at position x2 and time t2,
the ALP-induced PA shift is then expressed as

ϕ =
1

2

∫
C

∆ωds =
1

2
gaγ [a(x2, t2)− a(x1, t1)] , (3)

where C is the propagation path of waves. The equation
of motion for the ALP field is given by the Klein-Gordon
equation. When we neglect the backaction term, the so-
lution simplifies and exhibits as an oscillating form:

a(x, t) = a0(x) sin (mat+ δ) , (4)

where δ is the position-dependent phase. a0(x) is the
amplitude that relates to the energy density of the ALP
field ρ (or equivalently the energy density of DM, if the

1 The natural unit system ℏ=c=1.

dominant DM is assumed to be made up of ALPs), i.e.,
ρ = 1

2maa
2
0. The oscillation period of the ALP field

is given by T = 2π/ma, which depends on the ALP
mass. If the energy density of the ALP field at the ob-
server is much lower than the one at the source (i.e.,
a(x2, t2) ≪ a(x1, t1)), Eq. (3) can be converted to an
oscillatory expression,

ϕ(t) = −
√
2

2
gaγ m

−1
a ρ

1
2 sin

(
2π

t

T ′ + δ

)
, (5)

where T ′ = T (1 + z) is the observed period on Earth,
taking into account of the cosmic expansion. Eq. (5)
describes that the PAs have the periodic oscillation char-
acteristic when linearly polarized waves are coupled with
ALPs.

B. DM Density Profile

Outside the solitonic cores of galaxies, the DM density
distribution ρ(r) can be approximately described by the
generalized Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) profile [47]:

ρ(r) =
ρ0

(r/rs)
β
(1 + r/rs)

3−β
, (6)

where r is the distance from the galaxy center, ρ0 is the
characteristic density, rs is the scale radius, and β is the
power-law index. Also, ρ(r) ∝ r−β when r ≪ rs and
ρ(r) ∝ rβ−3 when r ≫ rs. For the case of β = 1, Eq. (6)
is reduced to the original NFW profile [48]. In principle,
these coefficients (ρ0, rs, and β) can be determined by
fitting the rotation curves of galaxies. The physical ori-
gins of FRBs are still unknown, but some of them have
been localized in extragalactic host galaxies. Once we
have enough observational information about the FRB
host galaxy, we can estimate the DM density ρ in the
vicinity of the FRB source.

III. OBSERVATIONS OF FRB 20220912A

A. The Host Galaxy

The Deep Synoptic Array localised the repeater FRB
20220912A to a host galaxy, PSO J347.2702+48.7066, at
redshift z = 0.0771 [43]. The host galaxy has a stellar
mass of approximately 1010 M⊙, a star-formation rate of
≳ 0.1M⊙ yr−1, and an effective radius of 2.2 kpc. Gordon
et al. [49] compared the optical host luminosities of re-
peating and nonrepeating FRBs across redshift, and de-
fined a demarcation at luminosity 109 L⊙ below which a
host can be classified as a dwarf galaxy. FRB 20220912A
sits just above the borderline at ≈ 1.1×109 L⊙ (see Fig. 9
of [49]), suggesting that its host may be a dwarf galaxy.

Since they have higher fractions of DM compared to
more massive systems, dwarf galaxies are deemed as ideal
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Figure 1. Linear polarization measurements of the bursts from FRB 20220912A detected by FAST. The upper and lower
panels denote the observed PAs ϕobs and the ALP-induced PA shifts ϕ(t), respectively. Each burst is depicted by a yellow
point, the green points represent the daily medians, and the light green shaded area encompasses the 1σ confidence range. The
ALP-induced PA shifts are estimated through ϕ(t) = ϕobs − ⟨ϕbkg⟩, where ⟨ϕbkg⟩ = −24.95◦ (see section IV).

systems to probe the DM density profile [50]. How-
ever, we currently lack rotation curve observations of the
host of FRB 20220912A to investigate its DM density
distribution. Here we use the DM density profile of a
dwarf galaxy, NGC 4451 (with a similar stellar mass of
∼ 1010 M⊙ and a similar radius of ∼ 2.2 kpc [50]), as
a reference. Note that the differences in DM density
profiles between NGC 4451 and FRB 20220912A’s host
have negligible effects within the precision range of our
study. Based on the stellar rotation curve, Cooke et al.
[50] determined the coefficients of the generalized NFW
profile (Eq. (6)) for NGC 4451, i.e., ρ0 = 0.41M⊙ pc−3,
rs = 2.2 kpc, and β = 0. Furthermore, a recent mil-
liarcsecond localization of FRB 20220912A shows that its
transverse offset from the host galaxy center is r ≈ 0.8
kpc [51]. With this information, an estimate on the DM
density at the location of FRB 20220912A from Eq. (6)
is ρ ∼ 0.16M⊙ pc−3. This value is much larger than the
DM density near our Earth, which is ∼ 0.01M⊙ pc−3

estimated by the Galactic NFW profile [52].

B. The Polarization Angles

After the initial discovery of FRB 20220912A, subse-
quent observations from multiple telescopes have consis-
tently detected a large number of bursts from this spe-
cific source [44, 45, 53–62]. It is noteworthy that FRB
20220912A was monitored by FAST for a period of sev-
eral dozen days, during which a total of 1076 bursts were
recorded [44]. Most of these bursts exhibit nearly 100%
linear polarization. The rotation measure (RM) of FRB
20220912A is very close to 0 and did not show any varia-

tion during the FAST observation period, indicating that
FRB 20220912A is located in a relatively clean local envi-
ronment [44, 45]. The non-variable RM also means that
the PAs of FRB 20220912A are relatively stable.
As described in section II, when a linearly polarized

light propagates in an external ALP field, the correspond-
ing PAs would have a time-dependent change due to the
ALP-photon coupling effect. By analyzing the PA vari-
ations, we thus can constrain the ALP-photon coupling
strength, thereby facilitating the potential detection of
axion-like DM. Here, the PAs of FRB 20220912A are
processed from the raw data of FAST. The central fre-
quency, bandwidth, number of frequency channels, and
sampling time for the raw data were 1.25 GHz, 0.5 GHz,
4096, and 49.152 µs, respectively. We use the GPU ac-
celerated transient detection software HEIMDALL2 and
process the data on FAST’s high-performance-computer
facilities. The dispersion measure range that we search
is between 200 and 250 pc cm−3. The signal-to-noise ra-
tio threshold and maximum boxcar are set as 6.5 and
512, respectively. The RM is searched from −2000 to
2000 radm−2 in steps of 1 radm−2 using the rmfit pro-
gram [63]. After correcting the data with the best-fitted
RMs, we derive the position angles of the linearly polar-
ized component. During a total of 9.2 hours of obser-
vations between October 28th, 2022 and December 5th,
2022 (corresponding to MJD 59880 and MJD 59918), we
obtain 700 bursts with RM measurements. Fig. 1 dis-
plays PA measurements of FRB 20220912A as a func-
tion of time. One can see from this plot that PAs vary

2 https://sourceforge.net/projects/heimdall-astro

https://sourceforge.net/projects/heimdall-astro


4
greatly within a day, but they are relatively stable on
the timescale of months. Our focus is primarily on the
PA variations in the order of days, so we calculate the
median value of the PA in each day. In this case, the
minimum time interval is 1 day, while the total observa-
tional time is 38 days. According to the theory presented
in section II, the lower and upper limits of the ALP mass
ma depend on the total observational time and the min-
imum time interval, respectively. That is, the sensitive
ALP mass ma falls within the range of 1.4× 10−21 eV to
5.2× 10−20 eV.

IV. CONSTRAINTS ON THE ALP-PHOTON
COUPLING

Variations in PAs of FRBs are complex and puzzling
[64–66]. The prevailing understanding is that these varia-
tions are mainly attributed to the significant fluctuations
in the magnetic fields surrounding FRB sources. How-
ever, if the axion-like DM exits in the host galaxy and
envelops the FRB sources, the observed PA (ϕobs) is ex-
pected to be composed of two components: one from the
PA contribution of the astrophysical background (e.g.,
the magnetic field), ϕbkg, and the other one is the ALP-
induced PA shift, ϕ(t), i.e.,

ϕobs = ϕbkg + ϕ(t)

≃ ⟨ϕbkg⟩+∆ϕbkg + ϕ(t),
(7)

where ⟨ϕbkg⟩ represents the mean value of the PA caused
by the background magnetic field and ∆ϕbkg corresponds
to the PA fluctuation arising from the changes of the
magnetic field. Since ∆ϕbkg is unpredictable, we assume
that the observed PA fluctuations are attributed to the
ALP-photon coupling effect, i.e., ϕobs = ⟨ϕbkg⟩ + ϕ(t),
which will conduct conservative upper limits on the ALP-
photon coupling constant gaγ for different ALP mass.
In this work, we employ two analysis methods to search

for the ALP-photon coupling effect. The first way is to es-
timate the standard deviation (∆ϕ) of the ALP-induced
PA shift ϕ(t). Given the randomness of the value of the
phase δ (see Eq. (5)), we use the standard deviation of
ϕ(t) to characterize its oscillation amplitude [14]. This
yields

∆ϕ ≡
√
⟨ϕ2(t)⟩

≃ 1.96◦
(

ρ

0.16M⊙ pc−3

) 1
2

×
( ma

10−21 eV

)−1
(

gaγ

10−11 GeV−1

)
.

(8)

The mean value of the observed daily median PAs is
⟨ϕMed⟩ = −24.95◦ ± 4.16◦. Here the mean −24.95◦ is re-
garded as the mean background ⟨ϕbkg⟩, and the 1σ stan-
dard deviation 4.16◦ is regarded as ∆ϕ. From Eq. (8), we
can see that ∆ϕ is proportional to gaγ for a given ALP
mass ma. With the ALP mass ranging from 1.4× 10−21

eV to 5.2× 10−20 eV, the corresponding upper limits on
gaγ can be obtained.

Additionally, the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
fitting method is also applied for our analyses. Firstly,
we construct a grid in the parameter space of (ma, δ).
For a set of fixed ALP mass ma from 1.4 × 10−21 eV
to 5.2 × 10−20 eV and fixed phase δ in the range of [0,
2π], we perform a fitting procedure to simultaneously
optimize the ALP-photon coupling constant gaγ and the
mean background ⟨ϕbkg⟩. This process involves minimiz-
ing the χ2 value by adjusting the two parameters gaγ
and ⟨ϕbkg⟩ with the MCMC technology. The standard
χ2 statistic is given by

χ2 =

N∑
i=1

[
ϕobs,i − ϕ(ti)− ⟨ϕbkg⟩

σi

]2
, (9)

where ϕobs,i and σi are the observed PA and its error.
Then we average over gaγ for the same ma, which is
equivalent to marginalizing over the nuisance parameter
δ.

The resulting constraints on gaγ from both the two
methods are shown in Fig. 2, along with other con-
straints from different astrophysical sources. For the
first method, we obtain an upper limit of gaγ < 2.1 ×
10−11 GeV−1 for an ALP mass ma ∼ 10−21 eV. For
the second one, the obtained upper limit is gaγ < 2.7 ×
10−10 GeV−1 for the same ALP mass. The worse result
obtained in the second method is probably due to the
large daily fluctuations of PAs after using the complete
data in MCMC, which can be regarded as a pessimistic
estimation. It should be emphasized that these results
are the first constraints on the ALP-photon coupling de-
rived from FRB polarization measurements. Finally, we
also forecast a future constraint. If the polarization ob-
servations of FRB 20220912A last for up to one year, the
limit would be further improved by one order of magni-
tude, yielding gaγ < 3.0× 10−12 GeV−1.

Recently, Gao et al. [42] proposed gravitationally
lensed FRBs as probes for hunting Galactic axion DM.
They predicted that, with a single lensed FRB, the
ALP-photon coupling could be constrained to be gaγ <

7.3 × 10−11 GeV−1 for an axion mass ma ∼ 10−21 eV.
This forecast limit is similar to our result of gaγ <

2.1 × 10−11 GeV−1 from real FRB polarization observa-
tions. Furthermore, as shown in Fig. 2, our result is
slightly better than the constraint from the CERN Ax-
ion Solar Telescope (CAST) (gaγ < 6.6 × 10−11 GeV−1)
[8] and comparable with the constraint from the super-
novae observed by the Fermi Large Area Telescope (LAT)
(gaγ < 2.6 × 10−11 GeV−1) [17]. In contrast to the
galactic probes, such as pulsars [14], black hole Sgr A∗

[15], and protoplanetary disk [18], our method can detect
ALPs on kiloparsec scales, which highlights the potential
of FRBs for detecting extragalactic axion-like DM.
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Figure 2. The resulting constraints on the ALP-photon coupling constant gaγ for different ALP mass, obtained using the
polarization measurements of FRB 2022012A (green shaded area). The green straight and irregular lines correspond to the
upper limits of gaγ derived from the standard deviation method and the MCMC method, respectively. The green dashed line
represents the future constraints from continued polarization observations of FRB 2022012A up to one year. Other constraints
from different astrophysical sources are also displayed for comparisons, including the CAST experiment (yellow shaded area)
[8], the X-ray observation of super star clusters (blue solid line) [16], the Fermi-LAT observation of supernovae (red dot-dashed
line) [17], the supernova SN1987A (gray dot-dashed line) [7], the VLBA polarization observations of jets from active galaxies
(orange shaded area) [12], the polarized pulsar light (gray shaded area) [14], and the polarization measurements of the black
hole Sgr A∗ (red solid line) [15]. Please refer to this linka for a more complete summary.

a https://cajohare.github.io/AxionLimits/docs/ap.html

V. SUMMARY

Linearly polarized light emitted from FRBs can inter-
act with the ALPs, producing a periodic oscillation of
the PAs. Searching for this periodic oscillation feature
in FRB polarization measurements can thus help us to
detect the axion-like DM. In this work, we attempted to
detect extragalactic ALPs in the host galaxies of the hy-
peractive repeating FRBs for the first time. With the
state-of-the-art observations the PAs of the bursts from
the repeating source FRB 20220912A taken by FAST,
we obtained upper limits on the ALP-photon coupling
constant of gaγ < (2.9 × 10−11 − 1.1 × 10−9)GeV−1 for
the ALP masses ma ∼ (1.4 × 10−21 − 5.2 × 10−20) eV.
If the polarization observations of FRB 20220912A are
expected to continue for one year, the gaγ limit would

be improved to be gaγ < 3.0× 10−12 GeV−1 for an ALP
mass ma ∼ 1.4× 10−22 eV. Extragalactic FRBs provide
an alternative way to detect axion-like DM on kiloparsec
scales, complementary to other galactic DM probes.
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