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Recent evidence for stochastic gravitational waves reported by pulsar timing array (PTA)

collaborations might open a new window for studying cosmology and astrophysical phenom-

ena. In addition to signals from gravitational waves, there is motivation to explore residual

signals from oscillating dark matter, which might partially comprise the galactic halo. We

investigate fluctuations in pulsar timing originating from the coherent oscillation of scalar

dark matter up to the subleading-order correction of O(k/m), as well as from acoustic os-

cillations of non-adiabatic perfect fluid dark matter. Both types of dark matter can induce

the Newtonian potential and curvature perturbations, thereby affecting pulsar timing. We

show distinctive signatures in pulsar timing residuals and angular correlations in the PTA

frequency band and considering the known distances of pulsars. For scalar dark matter,

both the timing residuals and the angular correlation are sensitive to small variations in the

distance, δL, due to the subleading-order correction of O(k/m). In contrast, for perfect fluid

dark matter, it is insensitive to the δL. For deterministic source from scalar dark matter, the

distance of a pulsar has influence on the degree of directional dependence of timing residuals,

significantly. For stochastic source from perfect fluid dark matter, the angular correlation

tends to a constant and enhances only when the pulsar pair is very close to each other.

In this sense, perfect fluid dark matter is shown to be a more suitable physical origin for

monopolar signals in angular correlations compared to the scalar dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent evidence for stochastic gravitational waves in nHz frequency band might open a new

window for studying cosmology in the early universe and astrophysical phenomena on sub-galactic

scales [1–13]. A notable aspect of pulsar timing array (PTA) observations is that the pulsar timing

has the capacity to reflect metric perturbations via spatially correlated signals, i.e., the Hellings-

Downs (HD) curve [14]. This capability enables the distinction of gravitational waves from other

types of fluctuations [15], including those originating from dark matter [7, 11, 16].

Dark matter plays a crucial role in modern cosmology and astrophysical physics. The standard
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cosmological model, known as the Lambda cold dark matter (ΛCDM) model, has been well-tested

through the observations such as the cosmic microwave background [17] and large-scale structure

[18], whereas it appears to be inconsistent with observations on sub-galactic scales [19]. As an

alternative candidate, ultralight scalar dark matter exhibits little difference from CDM on large

scales but behaves as warm dark matter on small scales, potentially resolving discrepancies with

small-scale observations [16, 20, 21]. A decade ago, it was found that pulsar timing could be

influenced by the coherent oscillation of ultralight scalar field at a frequency proportional to its

mass [16]. Consequently, it was expected that dark matter signals could be detected based on PTA

data sets [22–25]. Recent studies have been further extended to ultralight vector dark matter [26–

30] and ultralight tensor dark matter [29–32]. The detectability of ultralight dark matter has been

elucidated in pioneer studies. However, there has been rare investigation into similar mechanisms

for CDM (formulated by a perfect fluid with w = 0). Hence, the primary motivation of this paper

is to explore the potential oscillatory features of CDM that might have an effect on pulsar timing.

It is noteworthy that there are two competitive mechanisms regarding how ultralight dark

matter affects pulsar timing: i) interaction between dark matter and normal matter [25, 27, 29–

31, 33], and ii) pure gravitational effect [16, 23, 24, 26, 28–30, 32, 34]. In the latter, the Einstein

field equation, sourced by the dark matter, should be expanded perturbatively to the second order.

Therefore, it is of secondary and nonlinear effect. Considering that the de Broglie wavelength of

scalar dark matter λdB is much larger than the scale of the particle massm−1 [16], the pulsar timing

residual from mechanism ii) reduces to the same form as that from mechanism i), but has different

interpretations for the timing residual amplitudes and frequencies. Specifically, in mechanism i),

the amplitude is proportional to the coupling constant, whereas in mechanism ii), it is proportional

to the dark matter density. The timing residual frequency in mechanism i) is m, while it is 2m in

mechanism ii).

In this study, we investigate the pulsar timing residuals influenced by scalar dark matter and

non-adiabatic perfect fluid dark matter within the framework of mechanism ii), by employing a

more rigorous formalism [35–37]. For scalar dark matter, this formalism enables us to extensively

calculate timing residuals to the subleading-order correction of O(k/m). And it is found that the

timing residual turns out to be directional-dependent, due to the subleading terms. For perfect

fluid dark matter, we derive the equation of state parameter w = 0 and set the effective sound

speed cs ̸= 0, in order to let it serve as a type of CDM under non-adiabatic conditions [38–40].

In this scenario, it is found that acoustic oscillations of perfect fluid dark matter should occur

within our galaxy. Consequently, the oscillating dark matter can generate metric perturbations,
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influencing pulsar timing.

Besides above deterministic sources, the spatially correlated signals in pulsar timing can be used

to detect stochastic sources [31]. Specifically, by spatially averaging all pairs of pulsars at a given

angular separation, the angular correlation formulated by the overlap reduction function (ORF)

can be derived [41]. Using this approach, the angular correlations originating from ultralight dark

matters have also been referred to as deformed Hellings-Downs curves [42, 43]. Alternatively, one

can also employ the ensemble-average approach by considering the dark matter field as a stochastic

variable [44, 45]. Above two approaches would yield consistent angular correlations [41]. In this

study, we adopt the ensemble-average approach to study the angular correlations originating from

the coherent oscillation of scalar dark matter to the subleading-order correction of O(k/m), as well

as from the acoustic oscillation of non-adiabatic perfect fluid dark matter. It is found that the

angular correlation originating from scalar dark matter is sensitive to distance of the pulsars, while

the that for perfect fluid dark matter is not. It is expected that the distinctive signatures could be

used to identify different types of dark matter in the future.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the dynamical evolution

of metric perturbations induced by scalar dark matter and perfect fluid dark matter, based on

perturbing Einstein field equation to the second order. In Sec. III, we calculate the timing residuals

and angular correlations originating from scalar dark matter and perfect fluid dark matter. In

Sec. IV, we compare the these dark matter models in PTA observations. Finally, in Sec. V,

conclusions and discussions are summarized.

II. METRIC PERTURBATIONS INDUCED BY OSCILLATING DARK MATTER

In this section, we derive and solve the equations of motion for metric perturbations originating

from the coherent oscillation of scalar dark matter, as well as the acoustic oscillation of perfect fluid

dark matter. For scalar dark matter, pioneering work obatined results in the limit of k/m ≪ 1,

where m is the particle mass and k(≡ λ−1
dB) is the characteristic momentum derived from the de

Broglie wavelength λdB [16]. Since k/m ≃ vGal, where the typical dark matter velocity in our

galaxy vGal(≈ 10−3c) is not very small, we extend the pioneering study to the subleading order of

k/m.
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The perturbed Minkowski metric to the second order in the Newtonian gauge is given by

ds2 = −(1 + 2ϕ(1) + ϕ(2))dt2 +

(
δij(1− 2ψ(1) − ψ(2)) +

1

2
hij

)
dxidxj + Vidtdx

i , (1)

where Vi(≡ V
(2)
i ) is the second-order vector perturbation, hij(≡ h

(2)
ij ) is the second-order tensor

perturbation, and ϕ(n) and ψ(n) are the nth-order Newtonian potential perturbation and curvature

perturbation, respectively. Because the dark matter would not generate first-order vector or tensor

perturbations, one can obtain V
(1)
i = h

(1)
ij = 0.

In subsequent parts, we will present evolution of the metric perturbations sourced by scalar

dark matter and perfect fluid dark matter.

A. Ultralight scalar dark matter

The energy-momentum tensor of the scalar field φ is given by T
(sdm)
µν = ∇µφ∇νφ− 1

2gµν(m
2φ2+

∇λφ∇λφ) , where m is the scalar field mass, and ∇ is the covariant derivative. The scalar field

can be expanded in the form of φ = φ(1) + (1/2)φ(2) + O(3). One can obtain φ(0) = 0 due to

the Minkowski background. Expanding the equation of energy-momentum tensor conservation

∇µT
µν = 0 to the second order, one can obtain the equation of motion for the scalar field, namely,

φ(1)′′ + (m2 −∆)φ(1) = 0 , (2)

where ∆ denotes the Laplace operator, and ′ denotes the time derivative. The above equation

of motion suggests that the scalar field oscillates in both space and time. By employing the

expansion of T
(sdm)
µν , one can derive the first-order Einstein field equation, which yields a trivial

solution ψ(1) = ϕ(1) = 0. Evaluating the second-order Einstein field equations in space-space

components, we obtain

1

4
(h′′ab −∆hab) = κΛcdabS

(sdm)
cd , (3a)

−1

4
V ′
a = κ∆−1(δca − ∂a∆

−1∂c)∂dS
(sdm)
cd , (3b)

ψ(2)′′ = κ∂c∆−1∂dS
(sdm)
cd , (3c)

1

2
(ψ(2) − ϕ(2)) =

κ

2
∆−1(3∂c∆−1∂d − δcd)S

(sdm)
cd , (3d)
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where we have employed the helicity decomposition, Λcdab is the transverse-traceless operator, κ is

the Einstein gravitational constant, and

S
(sdm)
bc = ∂bφ

(1)∂cφ
(1) − 1

2
δbc

(
m2(φ(1))2 −

(
φ(1)′

)2
+ ∂dφ

(1)∂dφ(1)

)
. (4)

It shows that Eqs. (3) do not involve the second-order scalar field φ(2). And the scalar, vector, and

tensor metric perturbations are all induced by the scalar field φ(1).

The solution of Eq. (2) can be expressed in the form of plane wave expansion, namely

φ(1) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

{
φ̄ke

−i(wkt−k·x) + φ̄−ke
i(wkt−k·x)

}
, (5)

where wk =
√
k2 +m2. The Fourier mode of φ(1) in Eq. (5) takes the form

φ
(1)
k = 2φ̄k cos(wkt). (6)

One should note that φ̄k is time-independent, while φk is not. Substituting Eq. (6) into Eqs. (3)

and evaluating it in Fourier space, we obtain the metric perturbations in the form of

hab,k = 2κ

∫
d3p

(2π)3

Λcdabpcpd

(
m2 + p2 − k · p

)
φ
(1)
k−pφ

(1)
p +

(
φ
(1)
k−p

)′ (
φ
(1)
p

)′
m2k2 + k2p2 − (k · p)2

 , (7a)

Vb,k = 4iκ

∫
d3p

(2π)3

{
k · p

(
k · pkb − k2pb

)
k4 (k2 − 2k · p)

((
φ
(1)
k−p

)′
φ
(1)
p − φ

(1)
k−p

(
φ
(1)
p

)′)}
, (7b)

ψ
(2)
k = −κ

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3

{
m2 + p2 − k · p

k2
φ
(1)
k−pφ

(1)
p +

1

k2

(
φ
(1)
k−p

)′ (
φ
(1)
p

)′}
, (7c)

ϕ
(2)
k = −κ

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3

{
m2k2 − 6 (k · p)2 + 3k2

(
p2 + k · p

)
k4

φ
(1)
k−pφ

(1)
p +

1

k2

(
φ
(1)
k−p

)′ (
φ
(1)
p

)′}
,

(7d)

where we have neglected the non-oscillatory parts. By making use of Eq. (6) and (7), we can
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expand the solution of metric perturbations at k/m→ 0 as follows,

hab,k = − 2κ

m2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
{Λcdabpcpdφ̄k−pφ̄p cos(wsdmt)} , (8a)

Vb,k =
4iκ

mk4

∫
d3p

(2π)3
{
k · p

(
k2pb − k · pkb

)
φ̄k−pφ̄p sin(wsdmt)

}
, (8b)

ψ
(2)
k =

κ

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3

{(
1−

(
k2 − 2k · p

)2
4m2k2

)
φ̄k−pφ̄p cos(wsdmt)

}
, (8c)

ϕ
(2)
k =

κ

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3

{(
k4 + 12 (k · p)2 − 4k2

(
p2 + 2k · p

)
k4

−
(
k2 − 2k · p

)2
4m2k2

)

×φ̄k−pφ̄p cos(wsdmt)

}
, (8d)

where wsdm is given by

wsdm = 2m+
k2 + 2p2 − 2k · p

2m
. (9)

Compared to the leading order angular frequency wsdm ≃ 2m [16], it is shifted by the order of

O((k/m)2). We have ignored the terms involving the low-frequency modes wsdm ≃ (k2−2k·p)/(2m)

in Eqs. (8). The amplitudes of the metric perturbations can be estimated as hab,k ≃ O((k/m)2),

Vb,k ≃ O(k/m), and ψ
(2)
k ≃ ϕ

(2)
k ≃ O(1). It indicates that tensor and vector metric perturbations

are sub-dominant.

B. Non-adiabatic perfect fluid dark matter

The energy-momentum tensor of the perfect fluid is given by Tµν = (p+ ρ)uµuν + gµνp, where

the density ρ, pressure p, and velocity flow uµ can be expanded in the form of

ρ = ρ(1) +
1

2
ρ(2) +O(3) , p = wρ(1) +

1

2
c2sρ

(2) +O(3) , ui = υ(1),i +
1

2
υ(2),i +O(3) . (10)

The w is the equation of state parameter, and cs is the effective sound speed. The perfect fluid is

an effective description for dark matter. For instance, the dark matter originating from primordial

black holes can be described as perfect fluid [46, 47]. Hence, the sound speed cs should be in

the order of the typical velocity in our galaxy, vGal ≃ O(10−3) [11]. Defining ρ(0) and p(0) is

meaningless, since the background in Eq. (1) is Minkowski space-time
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Expanding the equations of energy-momentum tensor conservation to the first order, we obtain

ρ(1)
′
= 0 , wρ(1) = 0 . (11)

We adopt the scenario where w = 0 and ρ(1)( ̸= 0) is stationary. The latter corresponds to the

dark matter density comprising the galactic halo. It is consistent with the picture that perfect

fluid dark matter can serve as a type of CDM within our galaxy. Expanding the equations of the

energy-momentum tensor conservation in the second order, we obtain

(υ
(1)
i ρ(1))′′ − c2s∂i∂j(υ

(1),jρ(1)) = 0 , ρ(2)
′
+ 2∂j(υ

(1),jρ(1)) = 0 . (12)

Evaluating the above equation, we have

ρ(2)
′′ − c2s∆ρ

(2) = 0 . (13)

For non-adiabatic perfect fluid cs ̸= 0, and cs is an independent quantity from the equation of state

parameter w. The wave equation in Eq. (13) suggests the presence of acoustic oscillations of the

density perturbation in our galaxy.

Evaluating Einstein field equations, we obtain the first-order equations as

2∆ψ(1) = κρ(1) , ϕ(1) = ψ(1) , (14)

and the second-order equations in the form of

1

4
(h′′ab −∆hab) = ΛcdabS

(pfdm)
cd , (15a)

−1

4
V ′
a = ∆−1∂c(δda − ∂a∆

−1∂d)S
(pfdm)
cd , (15b)

ψ(2)′′ = ∂c∆−1∂dS
(pfdm)
cd +

1

2
κc2sρ

(2) , (15c)

1

2
(ψ(2) − ϕ(2)) =

1

2
∆−1(3∂c∆−1∂d − δcd)S

(pfdm)
cd , (15d)

where the S
(pfdm)
bc on the right-hand side of above equation is

S
(pfdm)
bc = δbc(4ψ

(1)∆ψ(1) + 3∂dψ
(1)∂dψ(1))− 2∂bψ

(1)∂cψ
(2) − 4ψ(1)∂b∂cψ

(1) . (16)

Based on Eqs. (11) and (14), we obtain a time-independent ψ(1), consequently leading to S
(pfdm)
bc
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in Eq. (16) being time-independent. In this study, we focus on the oscillatory features of spacetime

fluctuations that could potentially be reflected in pulsar timing. Therefore, Eqs. (15) are evaluated

by neglecting the non-oscillatory parts, namely,

h′′ab −∆hab = 0 , V ′
a = 0 , ψ(2)′′ =

1

2
κc2sρ

(2) , ψ(2) = ϕ(2) . (17)

It shows that only the Newtonian potential perturbation and the curvature perturbation can be

generated by the oscillating perfect fluid dark matter. Based on Eqs. (13), (15) and (17), ψ(2)

should satisfy the wave equation in the form of Eq. (13). Therefore, by solving the equations, one

can obtain Fourier modes of ψ(2) and ϕ(2) as

ϕ
(2)
k = ψ

(2)
k = 2ψ̄k cos(cskt) . (18)

Above metric perturbations also take the form of a plane wave expansion similar to Eq. (6). The

ψ̄k is time-independent, while ϕk and ψk are not.

The scalar dark matter density should be derived from the time average of ρ(2) due to ρ(1) = 0.

Consequently, the amplitude of the metric perturbations can be expressed in terms of the dark

matter density [16]. However, no such relation exists for non-adiabatic perfect fluid dark matter.

In this case, the amplitude in Eq. (18) and the corresponding dark matter density are independent

quantities.

III. TIMING RESIDUALS AND ANGULAR CORRELATIONS IN PULSAR TIMING

ARRAYS

The radio beam from a pulsar propagates along geodesics in space. In the presence of space-

time fluctuations between the pulsar and the earth, it can leave an imprint along the propagation

of the radio beam, consequently affecting the pulsar timing. It can be formally derived from the

perturbed geodesic equations, namely,

δPµ∂µP̄
ν + P̄µ∂µδP

ν + ηνρ
(
∂µδgλρ −

1

2
∂ρδgµλ

)
P̄µP̄ λ = 0 , (19)

where the 4-velocity is expanded as Pµ = P̄µ+P (1),µ+(1/2)P (2),µ. As shown in previous sections,

the time-dependent metric perturbations are all second order. Thus, we have P (1),µ = 0, δPµ =
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P (2),µ, and δgλσ = δg
(2)
µν . Associating Eq. (1) with Eq. (19), we obtain the relative variation of the

temporal component of the 4-velocity, namely,

δP 0

P̄ 0
= ψ(2) − ϕ(2) +

1

2
n̂in̂jhij

+

∫
dt

{
n̂i∂j

(
ϕ(2) (t,x(t)) + ψ(2) (t,x(t)) + n̂iVi (t,x(t))−

1

2
n̂in̂jhij (t,x(t))

)}
,(20)

where we have introduced the direction vector n̂i ≡ −dxi/dt = −P̄ i/P̄ 0, representing the location

of a pulsar on the sky. The response of PTA observations to space-time fluctuations can be

quantified by [48]

z =
1

2

δP 0

P̄ 0

∣∣∣∣O
E

=
1

2

(
ψ(2) − ϕ(2) − 1

2
n̂in̂jhij

)∣∣∣∣O
E

+
1

2

∫ tO

tE

dτ

{
n̂l∂l

(
ψ(2) (τ,x(τ)) + ϕ(2) (τ,x(τ)) + n̂iVi (τ,x(τ))−

1

2
n̂in̂jhij (τ,x(τ))

)}
,(21)

where the emission event occurs at xµO = (t, 0) and the reception event occurs at xµE = (t−L,Ln̂i).

The trajectory of the radio beam is given by x(τ) = n̂(t − τ), with L representing the distance

from the earth to the pulsar.

In this study, we consider two distinct types of dark matter sources in PTA observations. The

first type is deterministic source, where the dark matter oscillates with a specific frequency and

propagation direction. Both amplitude and phase are set to be deterministic quantities. The

second type is stochastic source, where the strain or amplitude is assumed as a Gaussian stochastic

variable. Therefore, the two-point correlation of the strain is used to statistically characterize the

properties of the dark matter. In subsequent sections, we will study these two types of sources in

the contexts of scalar dark matter and perfect fluid dark matter in PTAs.

A. Ultralight scalar dark matter

Based on the quantity z in Eq. (21) and metric perturbation given in Eqs. (8), one might find

that the subleading-order correction of O(k/m) in z should come from the Newtonian potential ϕ

and curvature perturbations ψ. This is because ∂jϕ and ∂jψ are of order O(k/m), while hab and

∂jVb are of order O((k/m)2). Thus, we can restrict our attention to the scalar metric perturbation
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ϕ and ψ. For illustration, we rewrite these metric perturbations as

Ψ (t,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

{
eik·x

∫
d3p

(2π)3
{2 cos(wsdmt)IΨ (|k− p| , p, k) φ̄k−pφ̄p}

}
, (22)

where Ψ = ψ(2) or ϕ(2), wsdm has been given in Eq. (9). Based on Eqs. (8), the function

IΨ (|k− p| , p, k) can be given by

Iψ (|k− p| , p, k) = κ

2
, Iϕ (|k− p| , p, k) = κ

2

(
1 +

12 (k · p)2 − 4k2
(
p2 + 2k · p

)
k4

)
. (23)

Following the approach in Ref. [49], we transform the metric perturbations in Eq. (22) into expan-

sions in terms of frequency f and propagation direction of the wave-like dark matter, k̂, namely,

Ψ =

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

{∫
dkd3p

(2π)5

{
k2δ(2π|f | − wsdm)IΨ (|k− p| , p, k) φ̄k−pφ̄pe

−i(2πft−k·x)
}}

.(24)

In Appendix A, we provide the calculation details with a simple example. In the subsequent parts,

we will study observable z in PTAs from deterministic or stochastic scalar dark matter based on

Eq. (24).

1. Time residuals from determinstic sources

Considering deterministic scalar dark matter propagating in a specific direction and at a specific

frequency, we can set φ̄k = (2π)3Aφδ
3(k− k∗), where k∗ is the characteristic wavenumber [49]. In

this case, the metric perturbation in Eq. (24) reduces to

Ψ = A2
φIΨ(k∗, k∗, 2k∗) cos(2πf∗t− 2k∗ · x) , (25)

where we only consider the real and positive frequency part of Ψ. The frequency is determined by

f∗ = (2π)−1
(
2m+ k2∗/m

)
with the dispersion relation, wsdm = 2π|f |. The quantity IΨ(k∗, k∗, 2k∗)

in Eq. (24) can be given explicitly, namely, Iψ(k∗, k∗, 2k∗) = −Iϕ(k∗, k∗, 2k∗) = κ/2. This implies

that ψ(2) = −ϕ(2) for the deterministic scalar dark matter. With above results, the z can be

expressed as

z = ψ(2)(t, 0)− ψ(2)(t− L,Ln̂i)

=
κA2

φ

2
(cos(2πf∗t)− cos(2πf∗(t− L)− 2k∗L(k̂∗ · n̂))) . (26)
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It shows that the time integration term in Eq. (21) vanishes due to ψ(2) = −ϕ(2). In the limit as

k∗/(2πf∗) → 0, this result reduces to that obtained in Ref. [16]1.

Following the approaches used in Ref. [16], we further calculate the time residual R by integrat-

ing over time t and neglecting the non-oscillatory part, namely,

R(sdm) = R(sdm) cos(2πf∗t− L(πf∗(1 + 2αk̂∗ · n̂))) , (27)

where α = k∗/(2πf∗) and timing residual amplitude is

R(sdm) =
κA2

φ

2πf∗
sin(πf∗(2αk̂∗ · n̂− 1)) . (28)

It shows that R(sdm) is direction-dependent, due to the term 2αk̂∗ · n̂ attributed to the subleading-

order correction of O(k∗/m).

Figure 1 shows the directional dependence of |R(sdm)| in polar coordinates. In the case of

α → 0, shown in the left panel of Figure 1, the curves reduce to a circle, indicating no directional

dependence. For fL ∼ O(50) in PTA observations [48], the directional dependence becomes

distinguishable even for small values of α. Besides, variations in the distance of a pulsar, δL, can

also affect the directional dependence of the timing residuals. It suggests that the subleading-order

correction of k/m is non-negligible in practical, since the 2α(≃ k/m ≈ 10−3) is of the order of the

typical velocity in the galaxy [16]. We will further study the impact of L on the timing residual

amplitude in Section IV.

2. Angular correlations from stochastic sources

For stochastic scalar dark matter, the z in Eq. (21) can be evaluated by making use of Eq. (24),

namely,

z =
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

{∫
dkd3p

(2π)5

{
k2δ(2π|f | − wsdm)φ̄k−pφ̄p

×I (f, n̂;k, |k− p| , p) e−2πift
(
1− eiL(2πf+k·n̂)

)}}
, (29)

1 One can let Aφ → (1/2)Aφ(1) , where Aφ(1) is the amplitude of φ
(1)
k , in a consistent convention used in Ref. [16].

Our result for z seems to be double that of Eq. (3.3) in Ref. [16], due to the setup of the perturbed metric in
Eq. (1) and rigorously considering ϕ(2) left in z.
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Figure 1: The curves of |R(sdm)| as a function of θ ≡ arccos(k̂∗ · n̂) in polar coordinates. For illustration,
we let κA2

φ/(2πf∗) = 1 for the curves. Left panel: the curves of |R(sdm)| is plotted for selected α

with fixed fL = 50.5, and right panel: the curves of |R(sdm)| for selected L = (50.5 + δL)f−1 with
fixed α = 0.0005.

where

I (f, n̂;k, |k− p| , p) ≡ Iψ (|k− p| , p, k)
(
1− k · n̂

2πf + k · n̂

)
−Iϕ (|k− p| , p, k)

(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)
. (30)

The I (f, n̂;k, |k− p| , p) is shown to be direction-dependent, because of Iψ ̸= −Iϕ. For stochastic

source, the Fourier mode φ̄k in Eq. (29) is considered as a stochastic variable. Its statistical

properties can be described by the spatial correlation of φk in the form of

⟨φ̄k′φ̄k⟩ = (2π)3δ
(
k+ k′)Pφ(k) . (31)

where Pφ(k) is the power spectrum of the scalar field, and it is assumed to be Gaussian, stationary

and isotropic. One can also introduce a dimensionless power spectrum Pφ(k) ≡ (2π2/k3)Pφ(k). By
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making use of Eq (29) and (31), the correlation of z for a pair of pulsars can be obtained, namely,

⟨zAz∗B⟩ =

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

∫
dkd3p

(2π)5

{
k2δ(2π|f | − wsdm)Pφ (|k− p|)Pφ(p)}

I (f, n̂A;k, |k− p| , p) (I (f, n̂B;k, |k− p| , p) + I (f, n̂B;k, p, |k− p|))(
1− eiLA(2πf+k·n̂A)

)(
1− e−iLB(2πf+k·n̂B)

)}
. (32)

Similar to the studied on stochastic GW background, one can rewrite the above correlation in

the form of ⟨zAz∗B⟩ =
1
2

∫∞
−∞ df{S(f)Γ(sdm)(f, θAB)} [48, 50], where S(f) is the spectral density of

signals, and Γ(sdm)(f, θAB) is overlap reduction function (ORF). Based on Eq. (32), we can obtain

ORFs in the form of

Γ(sdm)(f, θAB) =
2

S(f)

∫
dΩ

4π

∫ ∞

kGal

dk

k

∫ ∞

0
dυ

∫ 1+υ

|1−υ|
du

{
1

2u2υ2
P(ku)P(kυ)δ

(
|f | − 1

2π

(
2m+

k2(u2 + υ2)

2m

))
×I (f, n̂A;k, ku, kυ) (I (f, n̂B;k, ku, kυ) + I (f, n̂B;k, ku, kυ))

×(1− eiL(2πf+kk̂·n̂A))(1− e−iL(2πf+kk̂·n̂B))

}
, (33)

where we have used variable substitution, u = |k− p| /k, υ = p/k and The S(f) is set to be

spectral density of curvature perturbations, namely,

S(f) = κ2
∫

dΩ

∫
dkd3p

(2π)5
{
k2δ(2π|f | − ws)Pφ (|k− p|)Pφ(p)

}
= κ2

∫
dΩ

∫ ∞

kGal

dk

k

∫ ∞

0
dυ

∫ 1+υ

|1−υ|
du

{
1

8πku2υ2
P(ku)P(kυ)δ

(
|f | − 1

2π

(
2m+

k2(u2 + υ2)

2m

))}
. (34)

There is a large-scale cutoff kGal in Eqs. (33) and (34), because we are only interested in the

oscillating scalar dark matter within our galaxy. It is found that the ORFs in Eq. (33) depend on

the power spectrum of scalar dark matter, Pφ(k). This differs from results concerning stochastic

gravitational waves, where the corresponding ORFs are independent of the power spectrum of GWs

[48, 50].

As reported by the NANOGrav collaboration, there are indications of an additional signal

confined to a narrow frequency range near 4 nHz, besides the stochastic GW [9]. Therefore, we
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Figure 2: Normalized ORFs originating from scalar dark matter at θAB = 0 as a function of fL for a fixed
α = 0.001. In the left panel, we set fLA = fLB = fL, while in the right panel, fLA is fixed and
fLB = fL. The envelope curves of the ORFs are shown by the red curves. The gray dashed lines
represent fL = 1/(2α).

consider the monochromatic power spectrum of scalar dark matter, given by Pφ(k) = Ak∗δ(k−k∗).

Since it is expected that f ≃ 2m/(2π) is within PTA frequency band, and the typical velocity in

the galaxy is v ≃ k∗/m ≃ 0.001, it suggests that k∗ ≃ 0.3kpc−1 ≃ (26.8/19)kGal. In this case, the

ORFs in Eq. (33) reduce to the form of

Γ(sdm)(f, θAB) =
2

(4− ϵ2)κ2

∫
dΩ

4π

∫ 2

ϵ
dk̃
{
k̃I(f, n̂A; k∗k̂, k∗, k∗)I(f, n̂B; k∗k̂, k∗, k∗)

×(1− ei2πfLA(1+αk̃k̂·n̂A))(1− e−i2πfLB(+αk̃k̂·n̂B))
}
, (35)

where we have k̃ ≡ k/k∗, ϵ ≡ kGal/k∗ ≃ 0.7, α ≡ k∗/(2πf) and

S(f) =
4− ϵ2

2
κ2A2δ

(
|f | − 1

2π

(
2m+

k2∗
m

))
, (36)

I(f, n̂; k∗k̂, k∗, k∗) =
κ

2

(
1 +

4

k̃2
+ α

(
4

k̃
− k̃

)(
k̂ · n̂

1 + αk̃k̂ · n̂

))
. (37)

As expected, the spectral density S(f) is monochromatic with the ansatz of Pφ(k). For α = 0, the

Γ(sdm)(f, θAB) is shown to be independent of θAB.

Figure 2 shows the ORFs at θAB = 0 varying with the distance of pulsars. The values of

Γ(sdm)|θAB=0 oscillate with fL when fL ≲ O(103). In this regime, small variations in L can

significantly affect the ORFs. To determine the conditions under which the two envelope curves

converge to a single one in Figure 2, we present the envelope curves of ORFs for selected α values

in Figure 3. It shows that Γ(sdm)|θAB=0 becomes insensitive to fL when either fLA or fLB exceeds
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1/(2α). As shown in the right panel of Figure 3, when the values of fLA and fLB approach each

other, Γ(sdm)|θAB=0 can either double or vanish. This feature is also observed in studies of stochastic

gravitational waves [51]. Figure 4 shows Γ(sdm)|θAB=0 as a function of α for a finite fLA and a

large fLB. It is found that Γ(sdm)|θAB=0 increases with α until both fLA and fLB exceed 1/(2α).

Therefore, from these facts, we can identify three typical ORFs. From left panel to right panel in

Figure 5, the first is the ORF insensitive to small variations in L, the second is sensitive to δLA

with LA < LB, and the third is sensitive to both δLA and δLB. Given the PTA frequency band

and the current knowledge of dark matter (α ≃ O(10−3)), the scalar dark matter in our galaxy

should to be described by the third type of ORFs. It might challenge the observability of scalar

dark matter with PTAs, as any intrinsic variation in the distance, δL, could affect PTA outputs.

B. Perfect fluid dark matter

As shown in Section II, only the Newtonian potential and curvature perturbations can be

generated by the oscillating perfect fluid dark matter. Therefore, we restrict our attention to

the Newtonian potential and curvature perturbations in Eq. (21). Following the scenario used in

Eq. (24), we also express the metric perturbations in terms of (f, k̂), namely,

ψ(2) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

{
2ψ̄k cos(cskt)e

ik·x
}

=

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

{
e
−2πif

(
t− |f |

csf
k̂·x

)(
f

cs

)2

ψ̄k

∣∣
k=

2π|f |
cs

}
, (38)

and we have ϕ(2) = ψ(2) shown in Eqs. (17). One can also introduce ψ̃(f, k̂) ≡ (f/cs)
2ψ̄k|k=2π|f |/cs

as presented in Appendix A. By making use of Eq. (21) and (38), we evaluate the z in Eq. (21) to

be

z =

∫ tO

tE

dτ
{
n̂l∂lψ

(2) (τ,x(τ))
}

=

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

{(
f

cs

)2

ψ̄k

∣∣
k=

2π|f |
cs

(
− k̂ · n̂
csf
|f | + k̂ · n̂

)
e−2πift

(
1− e

2πifL
(
1+

|f |
csf

k̂·n̂
))}

. (39)

Because of ψ(2) = ϕ(2), there are only integration parts in Eq. (21) left. This is differed from the

results for scalar dark matter. Here, we quantify the fluctuations of perfect fluid dark matter using

curvature perturbation ψ̄k, as shown in Eq. (39). An alternative approach might be utilization of
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density contrast to describe the oscillating dark matter. However, both approaches yield consistent

results in this context, because ψ(2) ∝ ρ(2), as shown in Eqs. (17). In the subsequent parts, we

will investigate the z originating from perfect fluid dark matter using the approaches presented in

Section IIIA.

1. Timing residuals from deterministic sources

Suppose that there is deterministic oscillating perfect fluid dark matter propagating with a

typical wavenumber k∗. Namely, one can set ψ̄k ≃ (2π)3Aψδ (k− k∗). In this case, we evaluate

the real and positive frequency part of z in Eq. (39) as

z = −
Aψcsk̂∗ · n̂
cs + k̂∗ · n̂

(cos(2πf∗t)− cos(2πf∗(t− L)− 2πfLc−1
s k̂∗ · n̂)) , (40)

where f∗ ≡ csk∗/(2π). Using Eq. (40), we calculate timing residuals R(pfdm) via integrating over

time t and neglecting the non-oscillatory part, namely,

R(pfdm) = R(pfdm) cos(2πf∗t− πf∗L(1 + c−1
s k̂∗ · n̂)) , (41)

where timing residual amplitude is

R(pfdm) = −
Aψcsk̂∗ · n̂

(cs + k̂∗ · n̂)πf∗
sin(πf∗L(c

−1
s k̂∗ · n̂− 1)) . (42)

Differed from R(sdm), the amplitude of the trigonometric function in Eq. (42) is also direction-

dependent. In the limit of cs → 0, the phase of the trigonometric function in R(pfdm) is dominated

by the direction-dependent terms.

In Figure 6, we show the directional dependence of the timing residual amplitude originating

from oscillating perfect fluid dark matter. Both the sound speed cs and fL can affect the degree of

directional dependence. Specifically, decrease in fL or increase in cs results in more complicated

features in the timing residual amplitude curves. The timing residual amplitude is enhanced as

k̂∗ · n̂ + cs → 0, as shown in the bottom-right panel of Figure 6. In practical cases where 2fL is

non-integer, setting k̂∗ · n̂+ cs → 0 would lead to a divergent timing residual amplitude.
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Figure 6: Curves of |R(pfdm)| as a function of θ ≡ arccos(k̂∗ · n̂) in polar coordinates. For illustration, we
set csAψL = 1 for the curves. In the left panels, |R(pfdm)| is plotted for selected values of fL with cs
fixed. In the right panels, |R(pfdm)| is shown for selected values of cs with fL fixed.

2. Angular correlation from stochastic sources

To statistically study the z originating from the oscillating perfect fluid dark matter in our

galaxy, one can introduce the spatial correlation of ψ̄k in the form of

〈
ψ̄kψ̄k′

〉
= (2π)3δ

(
k+ k′)Pψ(k) , (43)

where Pϕ(k) is the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations, and it is also assumed to be

Gaussian, stationary and isotropic, similar to Eq. (31). By making use of Eq. (39) and (43) we can
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Figure 7: ORFs at θAB = 0 as function of fL for a fixed cs =0.3(left panel), 0.1(medium panel) or
0.005(right panel). The gray dashed lines are formulated by fL = cs and fL = fLA, respectively.

derive the correlation of the z to be

⟨zAz∗B⟩ =
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞
dfS(f)Γ(pfdm)(f, θAB) , (44)

where the ORF is

Γ(pfdm)(f, θAB) =

∫
dΩ

4π

{
(k̂ · n̂A)(k̂ · n̂B)(

csf
|f | + k̂ · n̂A

)(
csf
|f | + k̂ · n̂B

)
×
(
1− e

2πifLA

(
1+

|f |
csf

k̂·n̂A

))(
1− e

−2πifLB

(
1+

|f |
csf

k̂·n̂B

))}
, (45)

the spectral density of curvature perturbations can be given by

S(f) =
2c2s
|f |

Pψ
(
2π|f |
cs

)
, (46)

and Pψ(k)[= k3Pψ(k)/(2π
2)] is dimensionless power spectrum. Similar to the Hellings-Downs curve

[14], the ORF in Eq. (45) is independent of the spectrum Pψ(k).

Figure 7 shows the ORFs originating from perfect fluid dark matter at θAB = 0 for selected

distances of pulsar pairs. It is observed that Γ(pfdm)|θAB=0 increases with fLmin[≡ min(fLA, fLB)]

when fLmin ≲ cs. However, this effect is not important because fL < cs is not practical in

PTA observations. As shown in the right panel of Figure 7, Γ(pfdm)|θAB=0 becomes insensitive to

variations in fLmin when cs is small and fL ≳ cs. Figure 8 illustrates how Γ(pfdm)|θAB=0 varies

with the sound speed cs. It additionally shows the decrease in Γ(pfdm)|θAB=0 as cs approaches 1.

In Figure 9, we also present the angular correlation in PTAs. The correlation tends to approach 1

for θAB ̸= 0 and is enhanced only when the pulsar pair is very close to each other. Interestingly,

similar results were also found in the studies on longitude modes of non-canonical gravitational
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waves [15, 52] and Hellings-Downs curves in an expanding universe [53].
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IV. SCALAR DARK MATTER VS. PERFECT FLUID DARK MATTER IN PTA

OBSERVATIONS

In this section, we will compare the scalar dark matter and the perfect fluid dark matter in

PTA observations. Firstly, we need to clarify physical values of the parameters α, cs, and fL.

Because the dark matter velocity in our galaxy is in the order of O(10−3) [11, 16], we set 2α and

cs to 10−3 in this context. The NANOGrav frequency band is [2× 10−9, 5× 10−8] Hz [9, 11], and

the distances of millisecond pulsars to the earth can be found in the ATNF Pulsar Catalogue [54].

For the 68 millisecond pulsars used by NANOGrav [55]2, the distances range from [0.157, 7.158]

kpc. There are five pulsar pairs with the distance differences of less than 0.001 kpc. Based on

these facts, for our study, fL ranges from [32, 3.6× 104], with a minimum fδL ≃ 0.2 for a pulsar

pair. Considering the indications of a monopolar signal near 4 nHz reported by NANOGrav [9],

the range of fL could reduce to [65, 2946] with a fixed f = 4 nHz.

We present the directional dependence of the timing residual amplitudes with practical pa-

rameters in Figures 10 and 11. The timing residuals originating from scalar dark matter R(sdm)

are sensitive to small variations in the distance δL, while those from perfect fluid dark matter

R(pfdm) are not. In other words, the R(sdm) depends on the configuration of pulsars, whereas the

R(pfdm) can give a universal result. For illustration, we also present the directional dependence

2 66 out of the 68 millisecond pulsars are listed in the ATNF Pulsar Catalogue.
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Figure 11: Directional dependence of the envelope curves of the timing residual amplitude |R(pfdm)| with
cs = 0.001 for selected values of fδL and fL within the range [65, 2946]. For illustration, we set
AψL = 1.

of R(sdm) for four representative pulsars in Figure 12, where distinctive features are shown, obvi-

ously. A large value of fL can enhance the degree of directional dependence, as exemplified by

J0437-4715, the closest pulsar to the earth that has been observed. In a word, the effect from

the subleading-order correction of O(k/m) is non-negligible in PTA observations. Assuming the

same amount of dark matter comprised by scalar dark matter or perfect fluid dark matter, i.e.,

ρDM ∝ A(pfdm)
ψ ≃ A(sdm)

ψ ≈ κA2
φ/2, we find |R(pfdm)|/|R(sdm)| ≃ O(cs) for k̂ · n̂ ̸= −cs. It indicates

that scalar dark matter is more sensitive in PTA observations than perfect fluid dark matter.

Similarly, the angular correlation Γ(sdm) is also more sensitive to small variations in the pulsar’s

distance than the Γ(pfdm), as shown in Figures 13 and 14. According to the results in Section III B 2,

there are additional enhancements of Γ(pfdm) as θAB → 0. However, this enhancement seems to be

of limited importance for current PTA observations [9]. In this sense, perfect fluid dark matter

might be a more suitable physical origin for monopolar signals in PTAs compared to scalar dark

matter.



23

0

90 °

180 °

90 °

45 °

135 ° 135 °

45 °

0.

0.00005

0.0001

0.00015

0.0002

0.00025

0.0003

B1939+21

0

90 °

180 °

90 °

45 °

135 ° 135 °

45 °

0.

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

J0437-4715

0

90 °

180 °

90 °

45 °

135 ° 135 °

45 °

0.

0.00025

0.0005

0.00075

0.001

0.00125

0.0015

J1614-2230

0

90 °

180 °

90 °

45 °

135 ° 135 °

45 °

0.

0.00005

0.0001

0.00015

0.0002

J1903+0327

Figure 12: Directional dependence of timing residual amplitudes |R(sdm)| with given 2α = 0.001 and
f = 4 nHz. The distances L are given by the known millisecond pulsars listed in ATNF Pulsar
Catalogue [54].

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

This study investigated the fluctuations in pulsar timing originating from the coherent oscilla-

tion of scalar dark with the subleading-order correction of O(k/m), as well as from the acoustic

oscillation of non-adiabatic perfect fluid dark matter, based on the pure gravitational effect. Dis-
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Figure 13: Angular correlation originating from scalar dark matter Γ(sdm) for practical parameters fLA,
fLB and fδLA with fixed 2α = 0.001.

Figure 14: Angular correlation originating from perfect fluid dark matter Γ(pfdm) for practical parameters
fLA, fLB and fδLA with fixed cs = 0.001.

tinctive behaviors in pulsar timing residuals and angular correlations were presented for these two

types of dark matter. We further compared these observables in the PTA frequency band and

considering the known distances of pulsars. For scalar dark matter, both the timing residual am-

plitude and the angular correlation are sensitive to small variations in the distance of pulsars, δL,

due to the subleading-order correction. In contrast, for perfect fluid dark matter, it is insensitive

to the δL. It is expected that the distinctive behaviors could be used to identify different types of

dark matter in the future.

We showed that the non-adiabatic perfect fluid dark matter can have impact on the pulsar

timing. If it is of a deterministic source, there is an enhancement in the timing residual amplitude

when n̂ · k̂ = −cs. Namely, the direction of the radio beam from a pulsar n̂ is orthogonal to the

propagation direction of the oscillating perfect fluid dark matter k̂. On the other hand, if it is of

stochastic source, its angular correlation in PTAs tends to be a constant, and is enhanced only

when the pulsar pair is very close to each other. In this sense, perfect fluid dark matter might be a
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more suitable physical origin for monopolar signals in angular correlations compared to the scalar

dark matter.

We studied the fluctuations in pulsar timing originating from the pure gravitational effect

induced by dark matter. The equations of motion for scalar dark matter, up to the second-order

weak field expansion as shown in Eq. (3), differ from those for perfect fluid dark matter as described

in Eq. (15). Specifically, there is non-vanishing anisotropic stress in the energy-momentum tensor

for scalar dark matter, whereas perfect fluids are known in absence of the anisotropic stress [56].

Recent work has attributed the stochastic scalar dark matter to the fluctuations in the density

δρ [45]. This scenario seems to be correct in the limit k/m ≪ 1. However, the δρ alone can not

describe the exact dynamics of scalar dark matter, if considering the subleading-order correction

of O(k/m) as shown in Eqs. (8), ψ ̸= −ϕ. In this case, a more rigorous derivation as presented in

Section II should be employed [35, 36].

In our scenario, we considered the Fourier mode of curvature perturbation ψ̄k as a stochastic

variable for perfect fluid dark matter, while treating the Fourier mode of the scalar field φ̄k itself

as a stochastic variable. A key similarity between the two scenarios is that both ψ (for perfect

fluid dark matter) and φ (for scalar dark matter) satisfy wave equations. The solutions of the wave

equations, expressed in terms of plane-wave expansions, ensure that the spatial Fourier modes ψ̄k

and φ̄k are time-independent. Only by adopting this scenario, can our approach be consistent with

the assumption that the stochastic variables are stationary, as described by Eqs. (31) and (43).

For scalar dark matter, the ORFs depend on the shape of the power spectrum Pφ(k), which

can be related to the velocity distribution of dark matter in our galaxy. Therefore, PTAs can serve

as a probe for detecting the dark matter velocity distribution in our galaxy [45]. In this study,

we additionally found that the angular correlation of scalar dark matter can be influenced by the

shape of the power spectrum Pφ(k), even if it is isotropic. It is expected that future studies might

have capability to explore shape or anisotropy of velocity distribution of dark matter with the

angular correlation in PTAs
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Appendix A: Some calculation details: perfect fluid dark matter

In this part, we will present the calculation details using perfect fluid dark matter as an example.

Because there is a general approach to evaluating the perturbed Einstein equations and perturbed

geodesic equations in Section II (see a pedagogical derivation [37, 56]), we will focus the calculation

details about the z in PTA observations.

1. Expressing plane-wave expansion in terms of frequency and propagation direction

The plane-wave expansion solution of the wave equation can be given by

Ψ =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

{
Ψke

−i(cskt−k·x) +Ψ−ke
i(cskt−k·x)

}
=

∫
d3k

(2π)3

{
2 cos(cskt)Ψke

ik·x
}
, (A1)

where k is wavenumber, and we have an explicit dispersion relation, w = csk. By making use of

temporal Fourier transformation, we have

F [Ψ](w) =

∫
dteiwt

∫
d3k

(2π)3

{
2 cos(cskt)Ψke

ik·x
}

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3

{
2πδ(|w| − csk)Ψke

ik·x
}

=

∫
dΩ

{
1

(2π)2

(
w

cs

)2

Ψke
ic−1

s |w|k̂·x

}
, (A2)

where dΩ is the volume element of angular coordinates with respect to k̂, and we have integrated

over the norm k. And then, we utilize the inverse Fourier transformation, namely,

Ψ (t,x) = F−1[F [Ψ](w)](t)

=

∫ ∞

−∞

dw

2π
e−iwt

∫
dΩ

{
1

(2π)2

(
w

cs

)2

Ψke
ic−1

s |w|k̂·x

}

=

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

{(
f

cs

)2

Ψk|k=2π|f |/cs e
−2πif

(
t− |f |

csf
k̂·x

)}
. (A3)

In the last equal sign, we have introduced the frequency f = w/(2π). Thus, the quantity Ψ is

expressed in terms the expansion of frequency f and direction k̂. Adopting symbolic convention

used for stochastic GW [48], one can introduce Ψ(f, k̂) ≡ (f/cs)
2Ψk|k=2π|f |/cs . Because the factor
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(f/cs)
2 is directionally independent. The transformation from Eq. (A1) to (A3) does not affect the

results of angular correlation.

2. Evaluation of z with deterministic source

For deterministic source, one can utilize the ansatz as follows,

ψ̄k ≃ (2π)3Aψδ (k− k∗) =
1

k2
(2π)3Aψδ(k − k∗)δ(k̂ − k̂∗) . (A4)

Substituting the Eq. (A4) into Eq. (39), we obtain

z =

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

{(
f

cs

)2

(2π)3Aψ

(
1

2π|f |
cs

)2

δ

(
2π|f |
cs

− k∗

)
δ(k̂ − k̂∗)(

− k̂ · n̂
csf
|f | + k̂ · n̂

)
e−2πift

(
1− e

2πifL
(
1+

|f |
csf

k̂·n̂
))}

= −
csAψk̂ · n̂
cs + k̂∗ · n̂

e−2πif∗t(1− e2πif∗L(1+c
−1
s k̂∗·n̂)) + (negative frequency term) . (A5)

One can further obtain Eq. (40) by considering the real and positive frequency part of Eq. (A5).

3. Evaluation of z with stochastic source

For stochastic source, we expect a statistical description of the dark matter. Here, we adopt

the spatial correlation of the curvature perturbation, namely,

〈
ψ̄kψ̄

∗
k

〉
= (2π)3δ (k− k)Pψ(k)

=
1

|k|2
(2π)3δ(k − k′)δ(k̂ − k̂′)Pψ(k)

=

(
cs
|f |

)4

δ(|f | − |f ′|)δ(k̂ − k̂′)
1

4π

c2s
|f |

Pψ
(
2π|f |
cs

)
. (A6)

The correlation is the originally defined in wavenumber k. One can also rewrite it in terms of f

and k̂ by making use of the dispersion relations. We use the ensemble-average approach to study

the stochastic source [41]. One should forget the ansatz in Eq. (A4), as it no longer holds in this

approach.
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By making use of Eq. (A6), one can derive the correlation of the z for a pulsar pair, namely,

⟨zAz∗B⟩ =

∫
df

∫
df ′
∫

dΩ

∫
dΩ′

{
f2f ′2

c4s

〈
ψ̄kψ̄

∗
k

〉( k̂ · n̂A
csf
|f | + k̂ · n̂A

)(
k̂′ · n̂B

csf ′

|f ′| + k̂′ · n̂B

)
(
1− e

2πifLA

(
1+

|f |
csf

k̂·n̂A

))(
1− e

−2πif ′LB

(
1+

|f ′|
csf ′

k̂·n̂B

))
e−2πi(f−f ′)t

}

=

∫
df

{
1

4π

c2s
|f |

Pψ
(
2π|f |
cs

)∫
dΩ

{(
k̂ · n̂A

csf
|f | + k̂ · n̂B

)(
k̂ · n̂B

csf
|f | + k̂ · n̂B

)
(
1− e

2πifLA

(
1+

|f |
csf

k̂·n̂A

))(
1− e

−2πifLB

(
1+

|f |
csf

k̂·n̂B

))
+ e4πift(. . .)

average out

}}

=:
1

2

∫
dfS(f)Γ(f, θAB) , (A7)

where the terms involving the factor e4πift could be averaged out over the time. Thus, the spectral

density S(f) and ORFs Γ(f, θAB) can be obtained as shown in Eqs. (45) and (46).

One can also obtain a consistent definition of spectral density by making use of the correlation

of ψ(f, k̂), similar to Eq. (23.28) in Ref. [48], namely,

⟨ψ(f, k̂)ψ∗(f ′, k̂′)⟩ =

(
|f |
cs

)2( |f ′|
cs

)2 〈
ψ̄kψ̄

∗
k

〉
= δ(|f | − |f ′|)δ(k̂ − k̂′)

1

4π

c2s
|f |

Pψ
(
2π|f |
cs

)
= δ(|f | − |f ′|)δ(k̂ − k̂′)

4π

1

2
S(f) . (A8)
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