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We consider the three-dimensional rotating motions of neutron stars blown by the “axion wind”.
Neutron star precession and spin can change from the magnetic moment coupling to the oscillating
axion background field, in analogy to the gyroscope motions with a driving force and the laboratory
Nuclear Magnetic Resonance(NMR) detections of the axion. This effect modulates the pulse arrival
time of the pulsar timing arrays. It shows up as a signal on the timing residual and two-point
correlation function on the recent data of Nanograv and PPTA. The current measurement of PTAs
can thus cast constraints on the axion-nucleon coupling as gann ∼ 10−12GeV−1

I. INTRODUCTION

Oscillating background fields across the cosmic space,
which behave like matter, are interesting dark matter
candidates [1–5]. The most common ones are either ax-
ionlike pseudoscalars or scalar fields such as moduli [6–9].
Since axion has a large parameter space, various axion de-
tection schemes are proposed across the spectrum1, from
the quantum laboratory and collider studies to astrophys-
ical observations. Inspired by the nucleon spin precession
detection of axion particles such as CASPEr [10], here we
extend the detection principle using the microscopic nu-
cleon spins to the macroscopic neutron stars, such that
the three-dimensional rotating motion of spinning neu-
tron stars blown by the axion wind can yield signals for
a large range of parameter space for the axion mass and
decay constant. Here in this paper we mainly discuss the
case that ultralight axion wind blows on the pulsars in
PTA, which yields the common spectrum on the resid-
ual with fc = ω

2π ≃ 2.42 nHz
(

m
10−23eV

)
and two-point

correlation function curve. We also briefly comment on
the modulation of the pulsar period with different axion
masses e.g.QCD axion 242MHz

(
m

10−6eV

)
, or the resonant

frequency with pulsar period 2.42 kHz
(

m
10−11eV

)
.

Recently several Pulsar Timing Arrays (PTAs)
observatories including NANOGrav(North American
Nanohertz Observatory for Gravitational Waves) [11],
Parkes PTA (PPTA) [12], European PTA (EPTA) [13,
14] and Chinese PTA (CPTA) [15], report strong evi-
dence for gravitational wave (GW) background at the
nano-Hertz waveband, which is consistent with previous
claims [16–19]. Extensive studies on potential sources of
the observed GW background [20–46], including super-
massive black holes [47–50], merging PBHs [51, 52], phase
transitions [53–56] and axion topological defects [57–59],
etc are conducted. Nongravitational wave signals, such as
the ultralight dark matter can also be observed through
the timing residuals [27, 60–65].

Most of the pulsars we observed are at the distances
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of order kpc from the Earth. The de Broglie wave-
length of the ultralight dark matter is around λdB =
2π
mv ≃ 4kpc

(
10−23eV

m

)(
10−3

v

)
. Fuzzy dark matter oscil-

lates with the frequency 2.42 nHz
(

m
10−23eV

)
and the os-

cillation period Tc = f−1
c ≃ 13.1yr

(
10−23eV

m

)
. The field

behaves like pressureless cold dark matter on the cosmic
scale. Notably, the oscillation frequencies of fuzzy dark
matter models fell into the sensitive region of PTA ob-
servations.

II. AXION BACKGROUND COUPLING TO
THE PULSAR MAGNETIC MOMENT

Taking into account the huge occupation number of
the dark matter particle in the universe the axion field
in the Galaxy can be viewed as a classical field and be
approximated by[60, 66]

a(t, x⃗) ≈ a0 cos (−ωt+mav⃗ · x⃗+ ϕ0) (1)

ω = ma

(
1 +

1

2
v2
)

(2)

a0 =

√
2ρDM

ma
(3)

where ma is the mass of the axion, v is the typical ve-
locity of the axion and ρDM ∼ 0.3GeV/cm3 is the local
dark matter density. The Hamiltonian of the interaction
between the axion and the nucleon is given by[67, 68]

H(t, x⃗) = gaNN∇a(t, x⃗) · σ⃗ (4)

where gaNN is the coulping constant and σ⃗ is the nuclear-
spin operator.
As it is known that the magnetic moment µ⃗ can be

expressed in terms of the nuclear spin σ⃗

µ⃗ = γσ⃗ (5)

where γ is the gyromagnetic ratio of the nuclear spin, re-
lated to the property of the nucleon. Define the effective
magnetic field induced by the axion[69]:

B⃗ALP (t) = gaNN

√
2ρDM

v⃗

γ
sin (−ωt+ ϕ0) (6)
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therefore we can write Eq.(4) into the form below, similar
to the Hamiltonian of the particle possessing the mag-
netic moment in an external magnetic field:

H(t) = −µ⃗ · B⃗ALP (t) (7)

Now we generalize the above microscopic interaction to
the macroscopic astrophysical object with a huge mag-
netic moment and the effective axion dark matter mag-
netic field.

Classically, the pulsar’s magnetic moment µ⃗ and spin

angular momentum L⃗ are given by:

µ⃗ =
R3

2
B⃗p (8)

L⃗ = IΩ⃗0 =
2

5
MR2Ω⃗0 (9)

where B⃗p is the magnetic field of the pulsar’s pole, M
represents the pulsar’s mass, R stands for the radius of

the pulsar and Ω⃗0 is pulsar’s angular velocity.
Substitute Eq.(8), (9) into Eq.(5), and we can get the

gyromagnetic ratio of the pulsar:

γ =
R3Bp/2

2MR2Ω0/5
=

5RBp

4MΩ0
(10)

Then we can arrive at the energy change of the pulsar
induced by the motion of the axion

H (t) = −vgaNN

√
2ρDM

2

5
MR2Ω0B̂p (t)·v̂ sin (−ωt+ ϕ0)

(11)
where we have defined three unit vectors in the respective

orientation: B̂p (t) = B⃗p (t)/Bp, Ω̂0 = Ω⃗0/Ω0, v̂ = v⃗/v.

Because the magnetic axis B̂p (t) rotates around the spin

axis Ω̂0 with angular velocity Ω0, we can decompose
B̂p (t) as :

B̂p (t) =
[
B̂p (0)−

(
B̂p (0) · Ω̂0

)
Ω̂0

]
cosΩ0t+[

Ω̂0 × B̂p (0)
]
sinΩ0t+

(
B̂p (0) · Ω̂0

)
Ω̂0

(12)

Define:

P =
[
B̂p (0) · v̂ −

(
B̂p (0) · Ω̂0

)(
Ω̂0 · v̂

)]
(13)

Q =
[(

Ω̂0 × B̂p (0)
)
· v̂

]
(14)

S =
(
B̂p (0) · Ω̂0

)(
Ω̂0 · v̂

)
(15)

We then arrive at:

B̂p (t) · v̂ = P cosΩ0t+Q sinΩ0t+ S (16)

Assume that all the energy is converted into the rota-
tional energy of the pulsar :

1

2
IΩ2 (t)− 1

2
IΩ2

0 = H (t) (17)

A slight change in the rotation period can be defined,

Ω (t) = Ω0

√
1− ϵ (t) (18)

Dimensionless quantity ϵ (t) then becomes

ϵ (t) =
2

Ω0
vgaNN

√
2ρDM×

(P cosΩ0t+Q sinΩ0t+ S) sin (−ωt+ ϕ0)

(19)

Next, we turn to the determination of the pulsar’s tim-
ing residuals. Assume that dt is the time pulsar takes to
turn dθ under the action of the axion field, dT is the time
pulsar takes to turn the same angle without the action of
the axion field, we then can determine the timing residual
of the pulsar per unit time[70] :

z (t) =
dt− dT

dT
=

dt

dT
− 1 (20)

According to the definition of the angular velocity, we
can write dT , dt as :

dt =
dθ

Ω (t)
=

dθ

Ω0

√
1− ϵ (t)

=
dT√

1− ϵ (t)
(21)

dt/dT can be written as:

dt

dT
=

1√
1− ϵ (t)

≈ 1 +
1

2
ϵ (t) (22)

The timing residual R(t) of the pulsar is defined to be the
integration of z (t), measured with respect to a reference
time t = 0:

R(t) =

∫ t

0

dtz(t)

=
1

Ω0
vgaNN

√
2ρDM

[
P

(
1

2 (ω − Ω0)
cos (− (ω − Ω0) t+ ϕ0)

− ω

(ω − Ω0) (ω +Ω0)
cosϕ0

+
1

2 (ω +Ω0)
cos (− (ω +Ω0) t+ ϕ0)

)
+Q

(
1

2 (ω − Ω0)
sin (− (ω − Ω0) t+ ϕ0)

− Ω0

(ω − Ω0) (ω +Ω0)
sinϕ0

− 1

2 (ω +Ω0)
sin (− (ω +Ω0) t+ ϕ0)

)
+
S

ω
(cos (−ωt+ ϕ0)− cosϕ0)

]
(23)

Notice that when we do the integral
∫ t

0
dtz(t), we do not

include the case when ω = Ω0 which has to be computed
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separately, and the result is :

R(t) =
vgaNN

√
ρDM√

2Ω0

(P sinϕ0 −Q cosϕ0)t

+ P
vgaNN

√
ρDM

2
√
2Ω2

0

[cos(ϕ0 − 2Ω0t)− cosϕ0]

+Q
vgaNN

√
ρDM√

2Ω2
0

sinΩ0t cos(ϕ0 − Ω0t)

+ S
vgaNN

√
2ρDM

Ω2
0

[cos(ϕ0 − Ω0t)− cosϕ0]

(24)

The first term in (24) has a linear dependence in t and
the timing residual will tend to infinity as time goes on.
The physical meaning of this divergence is that the ax-
ion and the pulsar happen to have a resonance around
2.42 kHz

(
ma

10−11eV

)
. and the angular velocity of the pul-

sar is changed permanently which can be searched ac-
cordingly. Nonetheless, given the wide spectrum of the
axion and different types of pulsars, it seems plausible
for the neutron star to resonate with the dark matter.

If the dark matter is the QCD axion 242MHz
(

ma

10−6eV

)
with pulsars Ω0 ∼ 2π

10−3s ∼ 6.28 × 103Hz. Then we have
ω ≫ Ω0. Then, the axion background will induce a
nutation of the magnetic axis of pulsars, which might
be observed by closely looking at the neutron star’s
movement. We will leave this and the resonant case to a
future study.

For the other case, to determine the value of R(t), we
choose:

Ω̂0 = (0, 0, 1) (25)

B̂p (0) = (sin θ, 0, cos θ) (26)

v̂ = (sinφ, 0, cosφ) (27)

as the initial direction of the three axes.
Then we have

P = sin θ sinφ (28)

Q = 0 (29)

S = cos θ cosφ (30)

Consider a special case when B̂p (0) is parallel to v̂,

and is vertical to Ω̂0 :

θ = φ = 90◦ (31)

For the ultralight dark matter 2.42 nHz
(

m
10−23eV

)
, then

we have

max |R(t, x⃗)|

≈ 8.2× 10−17sec
( gaNN

10−9GeV−1

)(√
ρDM

0.3GeV/cm3

)
(32)

Consider another special case without losing generality:

θ = 30◦ φ = 60◦ (33)

The maximum value of the timing residual of the ultra-
light dark matter is :

max |R(t, x⃗)|

≈ 1.9× 10−7sec
( gaNN

10−12GeV−1

)(√
ρDM

0.3GeV/cm3

)
(34)

This is within the reach of current PTA observation. In
Fig.1 we plot the timing residual induced by the axion
together with the current Nanograv15 data. We can see
that PTA data can already put constraints on the axion-
nucleon coupling with some assumptions.

FIG. 1. Upper limits on the timing residual of pulsar gen-
erated by the oscillating dark matter, as a function of fre-
quency/axion’s mass. The gray line is the recently re-
leased NanoGrav data[11]. The blue, black, and red lines
are the upper limits for the coupling constant gaNN equals
10−12GeV−1, 10−12.5GeV−1, 10−13GeV−1 respectively.

III. TIMING RESIDUAL THE TWO-POINT
CORRELATION

The cross-correlation Hellings-Downs curve between
the noise-independent data is essential to detect the grav-
itational wave background[71, 72]. The cross-correlation
between the timing residuals of the pulsar a and b can be
calculated through ⟨za (t) zb (t)⟩, where ⟨· · · ⟩ represents a
time average or an ensemble average. Having the explicit
form of the redshift z (t) in hand, we can then calculate,

⟨za (t) zb (t)⟩ =
1

Ω0aΩ0b
v2g2aNNρDM ⟨SaSb⟩ cos (ϕ0a − ϕ0b)

(35)
To simplify the calculation below, we then choose another
frame that contains the pulsar location unit vector which
points from the Earth towards the pulsar as the initial
direction:

n̂a = (0, 0, 1) (36)

n̂b = (sin ζ, 0, cos ζ) (37)
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Without losing generality we set the initial direction of
the magnetic axis of the pulsars a and b as:

B̂pa (0) = (0, 0,−1) (38)

B̂pb (0) = (− sin ζ, 0,− cos ζ) (39)

We also set the orientation of the axion’s velocity and
the rotational axes of pulsars a and b:

v̂ = (sinα cosβ, sinα sinβ, cosα) (40)

Ω̂0a = (sin θa cosφa, sin θa sinφa, cos θa) (41)

Ω̂0b = (sin θb cosφb, sin θb sinφb, cos θb) (42)

According to Eq.(15), we can easily calculate S of pulsar
a and b:

Sa = − cos θa(cosα cos θa + sinα cosβ sin θa cosφa

+ sinα sinβ sin θa sinφa)
(43)

Sb = (− cos ζ cos θb − sin ζ sin θb cosφb)

× (cosα cos θb + sinα cosβ sin θb cosφb

+ sinα sinβ sin θb sinφb)

(44)

The pulsars we observe are distributed all over the sky,
we can assume that their relative angle to the direction
of the axion’s velocity is random. This means that the
average of the cross-correlation signals among many pul-
sars effectively takes an average over the direction of the
axion’s velocity. The rotational axis can also change its
direction as a result of the motion of the galaxy, so we
also take an average over the rotational axis and perform
the integral over v̂, Ω̂0a, Ω̂0b:

⟨SaSb⟩ =
∫

dv̂

4π

dΩ̂0a

4π

dΩ̂0b

4π
SaSb =

1

27
cos ζ (45)

This curve is similar to the vector type modes in massive
gravity types of studies [64, 71, 73–75] as expected, due

to the one-dimensional directional nature of this modu-
lation. We plot this axion-nucleon curve in Fig.2.

IV. DISCUSSION

We consider a new detection possibility to employ the
neutron stars as the axion wind detectors. Especially
current PTA network observations can provide interest-
ing sensitivity on the axion-nucleon couplings. This clas-
sical macroscopic detection mechanism is complementary
to axion microscopic production and capture mechanism
[68, 76–81] to set the limits on the related coupling. Due
to the complexity of the neutron star structure models,
we expect noises from several different sources to get into
the neutron star motion. Nevertheless, a close analysis of
neutron star behavior might provide further insight into
this type of coupling.

FIG. 2. The angle of separation dependence of the two-
point correlation function, normalized to 1 when θ = 0.
The dashed curve corresponds to the angular correlation
of the timing residuals induced by the gravitational wave
background(Hellings-Downs curve) and the solid line repre-
sents the correlation of the axion’s effect acting on the pul-
sars.
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berg, W. Ratzinger, S. Schenk, and P. Schwaller, (2023),
arXiv:2306.14856 [hep-ph].

[46] S. Sun and Y.-L. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 104, 103009
(2021), arXiv:2003.10527 [hep-ph].

[47] A. Afzal et al. (NANOGrav), Astrophys. J. Lett. 951,
L11 (2023), arXiv:2306.16219 [astro-ph.HE].

[48] H. Middleton, A. Sesana, S. Chen, A. Vecchio,
W. Del Pozzo, and P. A. Rosado, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron.
Soc. 502, L99 (2021), arXiv:2011.01246 [astro-ph.HE].

[49] G. Agazie et al. (NANOGrav), Astrophys. J. Lett. 952,
L37 (2023), arXiv:2306.16220 [astro-ph.HE].

[50] J. Antoniadis et al. (EPTA), (2023), arXiv:2306.16227
[astro-ph.CO].

[51] P. F. Depta, K. Schmidt-Hoberg, P. Schwaller, and
C. Tasillo, (2023), arXiv:2306.17836 [astro-ph.CO].

[52] Y. Gouttenoire, S. Trifinopoulos, G. Valogiannis, and
M. Vanvlasselaer, (2023), arXiv:2307.01457 [astro-
ph.CO].

[53] L. Bian, R.-G. Cai, J. Liu, X.-Y. Yang, and R. Zhou,
Phys. Rev. D 103, L081301 (2021), arXiv:2009.13893
[astro-ph.CO].

[54] Z. Arzoumanian et al. (NANOGrav), Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 251302 (2021), arXiv:2104.13930 [astro-ph.CO].

[55] X. Xue et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 251303 (2021),
arXiv:2110.03096 [astro-ph.CO].

[56] D. Wang, (2022), arXiv:2201.09295 [astro-ph.CO].
[57] D. Wang, (2022), arXiv:2203.10959 [astro-ph.CO].
[58] R. Z. Ferreira, A. Notari, O. Pujolas, and F. Rompineve,

JCAP 02, 001 (2023), arXiv:2204.04228 [astro-ph.CO].
[59] K. Inomata, M. Kawasaki, K. Mukaida, and T. T.

Yanagida, (2023), arXiv:2309.11398 [astro-ph.CO].
[60] A. Khmelnitsky and V. Rubakov, JCAP 02, 019 (2014),

arXiv:1309.5888 [astro-ph.CO].
[61] N. K. Porayko and K. A. Postnov, Phys. Rev. D 90,

062008 (2014), arXiv:1408.4670 [astro-ph.CO].
[62] N. K. Porayko et al., Phys. Rev. D 98, 102002 (2018),

arXiv:1810.03227 [astro-ph.CO].
[63] Y.-M. Wu, Z.-C. Chen, and Q.-G. Huang, JCAP 09, 021

(2023), arXiv:2305.08091 [hep-ph].
[64] H. Omiya, K. Nomura, and J. Soda, Phys. Rev. D 108,

104006 (2023), arXiv:2307.12624 [astro-ph.CO].
[65] K. Nomura, A. Ito, and J. Soda, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 419

(2020), arXiv:1912.10210 [gr-qc].
[66] J. Duan, Y. Gao, C.-Y. Ji, S. Sun, Y. Yao, and Y.-

L. Zhang, Physical Review D 107 (2023), 10.1103/phys-
revd.107.015019.

[67] P. W. Graham and S. Rajendran, Physical Review D 88
(2013), 10.1103/physrevd.88.035023.

[68] A. Berlin, A. J. Millar, T. Trickle, and K. Zhou, JHEP
05, 314 (2024), arXiv:2312.11601 [hep-ph].

[69] A. Garcon, D. Aybas, J. W. Blanchard, G. Centers, N. L.
Figueroa, P. W. Graham, D. F. J. Kimball, S. Rajen-
dran, M. G. Sendra, A. O. Sushkov, L. Trahms, T. Wang,
A. Wickenbrock, T. Wu, and D. Budker, Quantum Sci-
ence and Technology 3, 014008 (2017).

[70] M. Maggiore, Gravitational Waves. Vol. 2: Astrophysics
and Cosmology (Oxford University Press, 2018).

http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdac6
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdac6
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16213
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdd02
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16215
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16226
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16226
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16214
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/acdfa5
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16216
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/abd401
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/abd401
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.04496
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2833
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2833
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.13184
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac17f4
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.12112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab3418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab3418
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.03980
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.15069
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17149
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17136
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.01102
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17021
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17021
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.03141
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17124
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.066006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.066006
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.15593
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.08407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.084067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.084067
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.01384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.064032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.064032
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.00319
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.01110
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.15123
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.08552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.136040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.136040
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11853
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17834
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slaa203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slaa203
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.13432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.043520
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.043520
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.04758
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jheap.2023.07.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16912
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16912
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17022
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.04850
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.04850
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.043516
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17351
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.03249
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.09273
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.00973
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.00973
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.14856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.103009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.103009
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.10527
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdc91
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdc91
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slab008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slab008
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.01246
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ace18b
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ace18b
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16220
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16227
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16227
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17836
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.01457
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.01457
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.103.L081301
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.13893
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.13893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.251302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.251302
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.13930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.251303
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.03096
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.09295
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.10959
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/02/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.04228
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.11398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/02/019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.5888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.062008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.062008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.4670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.102002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.03227
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/09/021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/09/021
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.08091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.104006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.104006
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.12624
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7990-y
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7990-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.107.015019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.107.015019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.88.035023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.88.035023
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP05(2024)314
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP05(2024)314
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.11601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/aa9861
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/aa9861


6

[71] R. w. Hellings and G. s. Downs, Astrophys. J. Lett. 265,
L39 (1983).
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