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Superradiance clouds of kinetically-mixed dark photons around spinning black holes can produce
observable multi-messenger electromagnetic and gravitational wave signals. The cloud generates
electric fields of up to a Teravolt-per-meter, which lead to a cascade production of charged particles,
yielding a turbulent quasi-equilibrium plasma around the black hole, and resulting in electromag-
netic fluxes ranging from supernova to pulsar-like luminosities. For stellar mass black holes, such
systems resemble millisecond pulsars and are expected to emit pulsating radio waves and continuous
gravitational waves (CWs) within the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK) sensitivity band. We select 44
sources with approximately coincident frequencies or positive frequency drifts from existing pulsar
catalogs as potential candidates of long-lasting superradiance clouds around old galactic black holes.
For a subset of 34 sources that are well measured and have not been previously targeted, we perform
the first search for CW emission in LVK data from the third observing run. We find no evidence
of a CW signal and place 95% confidence level upper limits on the emitted strain amplitude. We
interpret these results, together with limits from previous searches, in terms of the underlying dark
photon theory by performing an analysis of the expected signals from superradiance clouds from
galactic black holes. We find that, even for moderately spinning black holes, the absence of an
observed CW signal disfavors a discrete set of dark photon masses between about 10−13 eV/c2 and
10−12 eV/c2 and kinetic mixing couplings in the range of 10−9–10−7, subject to assumptions about
the properties of the black hole population and the cloud’s electromagnetic emission.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The current generation of gravitational wave (GW)
detectors has opened a new era in the exploration of
astrophysics and fundamental physics. The advanced
Laser Interferometer Gravitational Wave Observatory
(aLIGO) [1], Advanced Virgo [2], and KAGRA [3] have
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already observed 90 confirmed compact binary coales-
cence [4, 5] events in the first three observing runs (O1 +
O2 [6] and O3 [4, 7]) and more than a hundred prelimi-
nary candidates from the ongoing O4 run [8]. The wealth
of detections is revolutionizing multiple areas of astro-
physics, providing invaluable information about black
hole and neutron star properties. Beyond the measure-
ment of transient coalescence events, other types of sig-
nals can be searched for with the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA
(LVK) detectors network, including transient GW bursts,
long-lasting continuous GWs (CWs), and stochastic GW
backgrounds.

The primary targets of CW observations are rotating
neutron stars with asymmetric mass distributions rel-
ative to their rotation axes [9]. In recent years, CW
sources due to new physics beyond the Standard Model
of particle physics have also been proposed. The search
for CWs presents unique challenges in data analysis, pri-
marily due to the expected weakness and persistence of
the signals. Specifically, the long duration of CW sig-
nals requires considerations that differ from those of the
short-duration binary coalescence events that have been
detected so far. Notably, the extended duration necessi-
tates explicitly accounting for the motion of the detectors
and their time-dependent response to waves originating
from a particular direction in the sky. Additionally, rel-
ativistic effects in wave propagation must be carefully
considered. It is expected that the detection of CWs will
open a new window in the observation of the GW sky,
allowing for long-term monitoring of sources. This will
enable very precise measurements of source parameters,
reveal subtle effects that accumulate over time, and possi-
bly uncover evidence of new physics. For comprehensive
reviews on CW sources and searches, see, e.g., [10–12].

A particularly promising and well-motivated new
physics target for GW detectors is given by new ultra-
light bosonic fields that form gravitationally-bound
“clouds” around spinning black holes (BHs) [13, 14]
through the superradiance instability [15–20]. Indepen-
dently of the boson’s initial abundance, if its Compton
wavelength is of the order of the BH size, the cloud grows
to a coherent state with exponentially large occupation
number at the expense of the BH’s energy and angular
momentum [13, 14]. The growth stops when a significant
fraction of the initial BH spin has been extracted. This
phenomenon, which only requires gravitational interac-
tions, occurs for both scalar and vector fields and leads to
two main observational signatures in current GW detec-
tors [21–23]. The first is an indirect imprint in the spin-
mass distribution in merging BH populations, effectively
removing old, highly-spinning BHs [22–24]. Mass and
spin measurements of merging BHs from the LVK cata-
logs have already been used to disfavour a factor of two
in non-interacting scalar mass parameter space [25, 26],
subject to assumptions on the time between BH forma-
tion and the merger. Spin measurements of old, highly
spinning BHs in x-ray binaries have also been used to
place constraints on ultra-light bosons [21, 24, 27–29], al-

beit potentially affected by systematic uncertainties from
modeling of the accretion disk. Spin reduction due to su-
perradiance has also been shown to increase the rate of
hierarchical BH mergers in nuclear star clusters [30].
The second observational effect of BH superradiance

is a direct signal of quasi-monochromatic and long-lived
GWs that are emitted through dissipation of the rotating
boson cloud [14, 31]. Such signals can be loud enough to
be observed in LVK for clouds around galactic and extra-
galactic BHs, and the non-detection in all-sky and galac-
tic center CW searches has been used to place constraints
on the axion mass vs BH mass parameter space [32–34].
All-sky searches have also been interpreted as bounds
on the axion mass by estimating the expected observ-
able signals from galactic BHs, subject to assumptions
on the BH population properties [35]. Boson clouds can
also contribute to the stochastic GW background [23]
and corresponding searches have been used to constrain
scalar masses with O1, O2 and O3 data [36, 37] and vec-
tor masses with O1 and O2 results [38]. Further probes of
GW signals from boson clouds include a directed search
targeting the BH in the Cygnus X-1 binary [39–41] and
proposed follow-up of well-localized merger remnant BHs
that could be measured in LVK future observing runs,
for vectors [24, 42, 43], or next generation detectors, for
scalars [22, 44, 45]. In this work, we focus on vector
superradiance clouds that also have an electromagnetic
counterpart [46] and look for the corresponding CW sig-
nals in publicly available LVK O3 data [47].
Additionally, there is a third class of observational im-

prints arising from the dynamics of boson clouds around
BHs in a binary system [48]. In such configuration, the
CW signal from the cloud [48] and the GW emission from
the binary [48–51] can both be significantly affected, lead-
ing to potentially observable effects in next-generation
GW detectors.
New light and weakly-coupled vector fields constitute

one of the simplest extensions of the Standard Model and
are expected to arise in a variety of string theory con-
structions [52–55]. These particles, generically referred to
as dark photons, could account for the dark matter abun-
dance [56–61] or serve as a mediator between the dark
matter and the visible sector. Generically, dark photons
can mix with regular photons [62, 63], leading to a variety
of observational effects that are targeted by a wide ongo-
ing experimental program, including laboratory setups,
ground-, and space-based telescopes [64, 65]1. Dark pho-
tons with masses below ∼ 10−7 eV/c2 that do not make
up a significant fraction of the total dark matter abun-
dance are particularly elusive, as most of the observa-
tional effects in the laboratory and stellar environments

1 See [66] for a collection of existing constraints and projections
for upcoming observations in the dark photon parameter space.
Notice that several bounds derived in the literature and collected
in [66] only apply if dark photons make up the totality of the dark
matter abundance, while BH superradiance occurs independently
of any cosmological abundance.
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are suppressed at small masses. Precise measurements
of the Cosmic Microwave Background spectrum [67, 68]
and its anisotropies [69] are sensitive to kinetic mixing
angles down to approximately 2× 10−7 and 4× 10−8, re-
spectively. In the mass range of ∼ 10−14 − 10−12 eV/c2,
superradiance around stellar mass BHs offers a comple-
mentary probe of very-weakly coupled dark photons.

Here we perform the first search for CW signals from
kinetically-mixed dark photon superradiance clouds. In
the presence of mixing with the Standard Model photon
as small as about a few times 10−10, the cloud is expected
to emit large amounts of electromagnetic (EM) radiation
across a range of frequencies, potentially with a periodic
component [46]. The periodicity is associated with the
cloud oscillation timescale, which is fixed, at leading or-
der, by the dark photon massm, giving rotational periods
of order ∼ ms [10−12 eV/(mc2)]. We therefore postulate
that stellar mass galactic BHs, dressed with a superradi-
ance cloud, could be hiding in existing catalogs as mil-
lisecond radio pulsars with nearly degenerate rotational
frequencies. If this is the case, the expected CW emis-
sion from such “new pulsars” could be much larger than
that from regular neutron stars, and a positive detection
would be a smoking gun signature of dark photon super-
radiance. We select a set of pulsating radio sources and
look for their CW counterpart, relying on the measured
ephemerides; when these are well-measured, a targeted
search can provide a significant enhancement in sensitiv-
ity compared to all-sky searches [70] (see Ref. [71] for
more details on these searches). We highlight that this
is the first search for signals from vector superradiance
clouds with non-zero non-gravitational interactions and
it complements the existing and upcoming searches de-
scribed above that do not require an EM counterpart.

We select 44 pulsating radio sources, with rotational
frequencies between 56.5 and 353.4 Hz, corresponding to
GW frequencies between 113.1 and 706.7 Hz, and bo-
son masses between 2.3 × 10−13 eV/c2 and 1.5 × 10−12

eV/c2. Among these, 4 sources have been targeted by a
CW search before and 6 have ephemerides uncertainties
that are too large to allow for an improvement in sensitiv-
ity with respect to an all-sky search. For the remaining
342, we perform the most sensitive search to date of a
CW counterpart using a narrow-band pipeline [76, 77],
a resampling pipeline for sources in binary systems [78]
and two semi-coherent pipelines [79, 80]. We find no sta-
tistically significant evidence for a CW signal and place
95% confidence level upper limits (CL ULs) on the sig-

2 Note that usual LVK searches target pulsars whose ephemerides
measurements overlap a given observing run. This reduces the
chances of unknown stochastic processes, such as glitches [72] or
accretion-induced spin wanderings [73], that can lower the detec-
tion chances if not correctly handled. The boson cloud should
not be affected by such processes, hence, we can loosen this con-
dition. On top of that, searches may select targets depending
on spin-down strain upper limits and computing availability (see
e.g., [74, 75]).

nal strain amplitude in the range 1.05×10−26–9×10−26.
These bounds are, in most cases, more than an order
of magnitude below the maximum dark photon cloud
strain amplitude—which occurs if the hosting BH has the
optimal mass and was formed around 1000 years ago—
showing how a possible detection was within reach of this
analysis.

In order to interpret the strain ULs directly in terms
of dark photon mass and coupling, free of assumptions
on the BH mass, initial spin, and age, we estimate the
expected CW signals from a population of galactic BHs,
integrating over the BH parameters. When a large num-
ber of observable events is expected, we can “disfavor”
the corresponding dark photon mass. We find that a
discrete set of masses between about 2 × 10−13 eV/c2

and 1.4 × 10−12 eV/c2 should have produced an ob-
servable signal in our analysis, for kinetic mixing cou-
plings between about 10−9 and 3× 10−7 (or as small as
3×10−10 for more optimistic assumptions about the max-
imum mass and spin of the galactic BH population). A
similar approach was used in Refs. [21–23] and Ref. [24]
to estimate the expected sensitivity of CW searches to
gravitationally-coupled scalar and vector superradiance
signals, respectively. Ref. [35] performed a detailed nu-
merical study for scalar clouds using simulations of galac-
tic BHs and results from all-sky searches. The frame-
work presented here constitute an alternative analytic
approach that can also be used to directly interpret all-
sky CW searches.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II summa-
rizes the physics of kinetically-mixed dark photon super-
radiance and its observational features relevant for the
current search. Sec. III contains the details about the
CW search, with a description of the signal in Sec. IIIA,
the selected targets in Sec. III B, the pipelines used in
Sec. III C, and how these are matched to each source in
Sec. IIID; the results are presented in Sec. III E. Sec-
tion IV provides an interpretation of the strain ULs in
terms of the dark photon parameters. Finally, we con-
clude in Sec. V. We also include a series of appendices
containing further details and technical derivations. We
use c and ℏ to indicate the speed of light and the reduced
Planck constant.

II. KINETICALLY MIXED DARK PHOTON
SUPERRADIANCE

We begin by briefly introducing relevant aspects of BH
superradiance, focusing specifically on ultralight vector
bosons A′

µ (see Ref. [20] for a review). For the purposes
of this work, the mass m of A′

µ is assumed to arise from
a Stueckelberg mechanism [81], and the kinetic mixing
is controlled by the mixing parameter ε that couples the
massive vector boson to the Standard Model photon Aµ,
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as described by the Lagrangian density

L = −1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

4
F ′
µνF

′µν

− 1

2

m2c2

ℏ2
A′µA′

µ +
ε

2
F ′
µνF

µν ,

(1)

where Fµν and F ′
µν are the regular and dark electromag-

netic field-strength tensors, respectively. Let us ignore
the kinetic mixing for now and return to it below. In the
purely gravitational case, the activity and efficiency of
the superradiance process around a BH of mass M and
dimensionless spin χ is controlled by the dimensionless
“gravitational fine-structure constant”

α =
GMm

ℏc
, (2)

where G denotes Newton’s gravitational constant.
Through the superradiance process, a set of quasi-bound
states of the massive vector boson around the spinning
BH are populated exponentially quickly. These states
are characterized by their azimuthal number m̃, po-
larization state S, and overtone number n̂ (following
the notation of Ref. [82]). Here and in the following,
we focus entirely on the fastest growing state [i.e., the
(m̃, n̂, S) = (1, 0,−1) state]. Hence, the instability is
active for all α ≲ 1/2 and becomes less efficient in the
α ≪ 1 limit. This unstable growth saturates in the for-
mation of a superradiance cloud with angular oscillation
frequency ω, surrounding the BH with horizon frequency

ΩH = χc3[2GM(1+
√
1− χ2)]−1, once the latter is spun

down to (approximately) saturate the superradiance con-
dition ω ≈ ΩH [14, 83, 84]. The mass of this cloud in this
saturated state, Ms

c , may be up to ≈ 10% of the BH’s
mass-energy.

The subsequent cloud evolution is primarily driven
by GW emission. The cloud’s energy is dissipated to
infinity through the total GW energy flux, given by
PGW ∼ c5G−1α10Mc(τ)

2/M2 in the α ≪ 1 regime
[24, 85] (see Ref. [86] for accurate numerical coefficients
of these expressions and higher-order corrections), where
Mc(τ) is the time-dependent cloud mass3. This process
takes place over a GW timescale τGW and leads to a
polynomial-type decay of the cloud’s mass:

Mc(τ) =
Ms

c

1 + τ/τGW
, (3)

where τ = 0 corresponds to superradiance instability sat-
uration, such that Mc(0) = Ms

c . Explicitly, the GW
emission timescales are approximately [85]

τGW ≈ 9× 109 years

(
M

10M⊙

)(
0.01

α

)11
1

χ
. (4)

3 Here and in the following, we will use τ to denote time in the
cloud reference frame and t for time in the detector frame.

For a BH at a distance d and following the conven-
tions of SuperRad [86], we can define a characteristic
strain of the emitted GW measured at the detector as
h0(τ) =

√
10G/c3PGW(τ)/(2πfGWd) [86], which also de-

cays in time from the maximum value at saturation, hs
0,

according to Eq. (3):

h0(τ) =
hs
0

1 + τ/τGW
. (5)

The dominant contribution to the gravitational waveform
is the quadrupole. For sufficiently large α, higher-order
modes become important (see Ref. [85, 87]). However,
this parameter regime is irrelevant for this work, as our
signal is dominated by relatively long-lived (small-α) sys-
tems. The waves emitted are quasi-monochromatic with
frequency fGW = ω/π, where (for the fastest-growing
state) the cloud’s angular oscillation frequency is [24, 86]

ω =
mc2

ℏ

{
1−

[
α2

2
+O

(
α4
)]

−
[
5α2

8
+O

(
α3
)]Mc

M

}
.

(6)

To zeroth order, the GW frequency is given by the mass
of the ultralight vector boson m. The first correction
in Eq. (6) is due to the gravitational potential of the
BH, while the third term is due to the gravitational po-
tential of the superradiance cloud itself. The latter is
time-dependent according to Eq. (3), and therefore, the
dissipation of the cloud’s mass results in a mild increase
of the GW frequency over time [21] (see also Ref. [88]
for an accurate treatment of this frequency shift). At
the point of saturation, the first derivative of the GW
frequency is roughly given by [86]

ḟs
GW ≈ 10−21 Hz/s

(
10M⊙

M

)2 ( α

0.01

)15
χ2, (7)

in the α ≪ 1 limit. This spin-up rate decreases as the
gravitational self-energy of the cloud reduces due to the
GW emission, as ḟGW ∝ Ṁc(τ).
We return now to the impact of a non-vanishing kinetic

mixing angle ε. This was studied in detail in Ref. [46]4.
The massive vector field A′

µ sources visible electromag-
netic fields that act on charged particles around the BH.
Early on in the exponential growth of the superradi-
ance process, these fields are sufficiently strong to pro-
duce electron-positron pairs through the photon-assisted
Schwinger mechanism [90, 91], leading to a pair produc-
tion cascade, and ultimately, the formation of a tenuous
pair plasma within the cloud around the BH. This plasma
enters a highly turbulent, but nearly force-free, state with

4 Here, as in Ref. [46], we focus on non-accreting BHs. See also
the recent work from Ref. [89], where initial steps towards un-
derstanding the impact of accretion disks were considered. To
the best of our knowledge, there is no evidence for accretion for
any of the pulsar sources targeted in our search.
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the ambient electromagnetic fields. In this state, large
amounts of electromagnetic energy are injected into the
plasma through dissipative processes (such as at mag-
netic reconnection sites) in the bulk of the cloud. This
energy injection drives the electromagnetic power output
of the system with a total luminosity of [46]

L ≈ 0.13ε2α
c5Mc

GM
, (8)

in the α ≪ 1 regime. For ε ∼ 10−7, corresponding
to the largest observationally allowed coupling in the
mass range considered, this luminosity may reach 1042

erg/s. Note also, this electromagnetic power output de-
creases only on long timescales dictated by Eq. (4) since
L ∝ Mc(τ). For sufficiently large ε or small α, the
cloud’s evolution after saturation is no longer driven pri-
marily by GW emission, but is affected also by the large
electromagnetic dissipation. However, in what follows,
we restrict to the dark photon parameter space where
the subsequent evolution is dictated by the gravitational
radiation alone and the cloud decays according to the
power-law given in Eqs. (3) and (5).

A significant fraction of this power output is likely
emitted in the form of x-/γ-rays, while a small fraction
may also leave the system in the form of radio waves. Due
to the turbulence of the plasma and the nature of the re-
sistive processes, much of the electromagnetic power is
emitted isotropically. However, some evidence for the
presence of a periodic component in the emission was
found in Ref. [46]. The frequency of the periodicity of
this component is set by the dark photon’s mass and is
half of the GW frequency: fEM = ω/(2π). As a result, for
stellar mass BHs, these kinetically mixed superradiance
clouds may disguise themselves as ordinary millisecond
pulsars. The fraction of radio emission and the beaming
factor cannot be established precisely within the formal-
ism used in Ref. [46]5. In analogy with the pulsar, we
assume that a fraction fr of the electromagnetic power
output is emitted in the form of radio waves modulated
by the periodicity set by the dark photon’s mass. We
believe this analogy is sufficient to motivate a search for
CWs from pulsating radio sources that could be associ-
ated with dark photon clouds. This is further encour-
aged by the fact that analysis pipelines for these types of
searches have already been developed and are routinely
applied to LVK data (see e.g. [74, 78–80, 92–94]) to look
for CWs emitted by regular neutron stars. Applying a
similar search to a broader set of targets could poten-
tially reveal a dark photon signal. In the next section,
we describe the expected signal and the selected targets
in more detail, together with the results of the search.

A series of projections and searches for superradiant
vector clouds in the gravitational regime have been un-
dertaken in recent years, as outlined in the introduction.

5 What can be inferred about the cloud emission spectra and pe-
riodicity is further discussed in Sec. IV of Ref. [46].

The analyses to date have relied purely on the gravita-
tional dynamics and signatures of the cloud. Since the
superradiance process is impacted by the kinetic mixing
perturbatively in the ε ≪ 1 regime, these search results
are effectively assuming a vanishing kinetic mixing of
the underlying superradiating dark photon, i.e. they are
only valid below a critical mixing strength, 0 ≤ ε < εc.
The critical εc depends on the type of search performed
and target considered. For instance, in the case of bi-
nary BH follow-up searches at future GW observatories,
Ref. [43] determined εc ∼ 10−6–10−4 depending on the
target. Importantly, BH spin measurements based on
electromagnetic observations cannot be robustly inter-
preted at non-zero ε, as the impact of a non-vanishing ki-
netic mixing on the accretion flow, electromagnetic emis-
sion, and the evolution of the superradiance process—
relevant for BH measurements in x-ray binaries—is yet to
be comprehensively understood (initial steps were taken
in Ref. [89]). The results obtained in this work, on the
other hand, require a non-vanishing kinetic mixing of
≳ O(10−10) for the efficient creation of charged parti-
cles in the cloud, making this approach complementary
to existing searches for superradiant vector clouds.

III. GRAVITATIONAL WAVE SEARCH

CWs are long-lasting GWs that are quasi-
monochromatic in the source frame. The search
method used to look for CWs emitted by the traditional
observational target of rotating masses with a time-
varying quadrupolar moment [12], can also be applied to
look for signals emitted by boson clouds around spinning
BHs.
In this section, we describe the CW search performed

and the results obtained. A brief introduction to the
expected signal at the detector is given in Sec. IIIA,
including a description of how to properly account for
the relative motion between the source and the observer.
Section III B outlines the criteria used to select radio-
pulsing sources from the ATNF pulsar catalogue [95, 96],
which may be associated with dark photon superradiance
(see Sec. II). Next, Sec. III C provides an overview of the
methods employed to search for a CW counterpart. The
characteristics of each target (e.g. accuracy of the mea-
sured ephemerides, being isolated or in a binary system)
are accounted for by selecting the appropriate method
as detailed in Sec. IIID. Our results are presented in
Sec. III E. The interpretation of these results is provided
in the next Section, IV.

A. Signal at the detector

The persistence of CWs can be exploited to build
up the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) by analyzing long
stretches of data. The analysis of year-long datasets
makes it mandatory to account for the relative motion
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of the detector with respect to the source. Following
Ref. [97], the detector’s response to a quadrupolar CW
can be expressed as

h(t) =h0(τref)F
+(t; n⃗,Ψ)

1 + cos2 ι

2
cosϕ(t)+

h0(τref)F
×(t; n⃗,Ψ) cos ι sinϕ(t), (9)

where ι is the inclination angle of the BH rotational axis
with respect to the line of sight and F+,× are the time-
and detector-dependent beam pattern functions that de-
scribe the detector response as a function of the source
location n⃗ with respect to the Solar System barycenter
(SSB) and polarization angle Ψ. The GW phase ϕ(t) in-
cludes the Doppler modulation linked to the relative mo-
tion of source and detector. The CW amplitude h0(τref)
is the characteristic strain of the cloud emission at the ref-
erence time τref when the observation starts. The strain
amplitude depends on the dark photon mass and BH
properties (mass, initial spin, age, and distance), and is
given in Eq. (5).

In our analyses, we use a slightly different formalism
(see Ref. [98]) to describe the CW at the detector, in
which Eq. (9) is replaced by an equivalent expression
given by the real part of

h(t) = H0 (A
+H+ +A×H×) e

jϕ(t), (10)

where A+/×(t; n⃗) = F+/×(t; n⃗,Ψ = 0), and

H0 =
h0(τref)

2

√
1 + 6 cos2 ι+ cos4 ι , (11)

H+ =
cos 2Ψ − j η sin 2Ψ√

1 + η2
, (12)

H× =
sin 2Ψ + j η cos 2Ψ√

1 + η2
, (13)

where η is the ratio of the semi-minor to the semi-major
axis of the polarization ellipse,

η = − 2 cos ι

1 + cos2 ι
. (14)

Moreover, since the frequency of the signal varies slowly
over time (see the discussion in Sec. II and later in
Sec. III B), we can expand the phase evolution in the
source reference frame as

ϕsrc(τ)

2π
=

ϕ0

2π
+fGW(τ−τref)+

ḟGW

2
(τ−τref)

2+..., (15)

where τ is the time at the source, ϕ0 the initial phase
of the signal and ḟGW is the frequency derivative at τref .
Since source and detector have a relative motion, the in-
duced Doppler effect can be described as a delay between
τ and the arrival time at the detector, tarr. In this sense,
the Doppler modulation removal consists of relating τ to
tarr such that ϕ(tarr) = ϕsrc(τ(tarr)). Following Eq. (5)
of [99], τ(tarr) can be written for an isolated emitter as

τ(tarr) = tarr +
r⃗SSB · n⃗

c
−∆E −∆S − d

c
, (16)

where the second term represents the vacuum delay be-
tween the arrival time at the observatory and the SSB,
usually referred to as Rømer delay. The redshift due to
the other Solar System bodies is taken into account by
the Einstein delay (∆E). The term ∆S is the Shapiro
delay, linked to the deflection of a signal passing close
to the Sun. The last term is the signal (light) vacuum
travel time from the source, at a distance d, to the SSB.
Following [12, 97], d/c can be reabsorbed in τref .
If the source is located in a binary system, the orbital

motion induces an additional time-dependent delay to
Eq. (16) as

τbin(tarr) = τ(tarr)−
R(τbin)

c
−∆bin

E −∆bin
S , (17)

where ∆bin
E and ∆bin

S denote the Einstein and Shapiro
delays due to the binary companion and possible planets
in the system, respectively [100, 101]. Lastly, R(τbin)/c
is the binary Rømer delay with R(τbin) being the radial
distance of the source from the Binary Barycenter (BB),
projected along the line of sight (we refer the reader to
Refs [99, 101] for its expression).
Due to the Earth’s rotation, the time dependence of the

detector response to a quasi-monochromatic GW splits
it into five harmonics [98] at fGW , fGW ± f⊕ , fGW ±
2f⊕, where f⊕ ≃ 1.16 × 10−5 Hz is the Earth sidereal
frequency. When the frequency resolution of the search
methods approaches f⊕, this effect must be taken into
account, as we do in the searches outlined below. Other
searches based on short-segment integration can neglect
it without loss of sensitivity [79, 102].

B. Target selection

We select a subset of radio pulsating sources from the
ATNF pulsar catalogue [95, 96] to search for a CW sig-
nal, based on the criteria identified in Ref. [46]. The
superradiance cloud of a kinetically-mixed dark photon
exhibits two characteristic features that are crucial for
defining our targets. First, the rotational period is tied
to the dark photon mass (see Eq. (6)). Second, the decay
of the cloud leads to a spin-up of the system over time
(see Eq. (7)). The ‘anomalous’ pulsating sources would
therefore be multiple sources with the same intrinsic ro-
tational frequency and sources with a positive intrinsic
frequency derivative. The quantities observed by a radio
telescope are6

fEM|obs =
fGW|obs

2
=

mc2

2πℏ

(
1− vrad

c

)
(18)

ḟEM

fEM

∣∣∣∣∣
obs

=
ḟGW

fGW

∣∣∣∣∣
obs

≃ −5α2

8

Ṁc

M
− arad

c
− µ2

pmd

c
, (19)

6 Note that the radio observations do not measure directly the
intrinsic quantities, due to the relative motion between the source
and the observer.
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where m is the boson mass [and we have taken the lead-
ing order approximation of Eq. (6), ω ≃ mc2/ℏ, since
the bulk of the signals is dominated by long-lived, small-
α systems, see Sec. IVB], vrad and arad are the source’s
line-of-sight velocity and acceleration as measured by the
observer (which give a Doppler shift correction), while
µpm denotes the source’s proper motion and the corre-
sponding term in Eq. (19) is known as the Shklovskii
effect. For BHs in the Galaxy, the typical velocity will
be of order vrad/c ∼ O(10−3)7.

We therefore select two classes of ‘anomalous’ pulsars
based on the two features described above. The first class
is frequency multiplets (doublets or triplets), defined as
the sources i with at least one other pulsar j that satis-
fies |fi − fj |/fi < vrad/c ≃ 10−3, to account for Doppler
shifts. The second group is sources that are apparently

spinning up, i.e. with ḟEM

∣∣∣
obs

> 0. In this last category

we exclude pulsars that are known to be in a binary sys-
tem, to avoid spurious positive spin frequency derivatives
from large accelerations. The measured spin-up rates are
within the range [4.2 × 10−17, 1.1 × 10−14] Hz/s, which
can be obtained for BH masses below 20 M⊙ (although
the spin-up rate observed today also depends on the age
of the BH).

Using the above criteria, we select 59 sources from
the ATNF pulsar catalogue [95, 96]. Of these, we dis-
card 15 sources in binary systems that do not have ac-
curate enough ephemerides to produce reliable results.
The remaining 44 sources’ positions within the Galaxy
are shown in Fig. 1 and labelled with the correspond-
ing search used (see Secs. III C and IIID), while the full
properties for each source are listed in Tabs. V- VI- VII
in App. C. Among these sources, 4 have already been tar-
geted by previous searches [75] and their results will be
used in this work. Additionally, 6 isolated sources are not
measured well enough for a search sensitivity better than
the all-sky search reported in Ref. [70]. We therefore ana-
lyze for the first time the remaining 34 sources, using the
analysis pipelines outlined in the next section. We use the
ephemerides provided by the ATNF catalogue, ensuring
that the timing solutions are the most up-to-date in the
literature, while for two pulsars (J1122-3546 and J1317-
0157), we use the ephemerides reported in Ref. [103]. To
summarize, in this work, we use 44 pulsating sources to
perform a kinetically-mixed dark photon search, 34 of
which are analyzed in CWs for the first time.

7 In the simulations of galactic BHs in [35], 90% of BHs had
|vrad/c| < 6 × 10−4 and the maximum value was found to be
|vrad/c| = 0.0025. The additional corrections to the frequency
due to the gravitational potential of the BH and the cloud itself
(from Eq. (6)) are smaller than the typical Doppler shift.

Narrow-band

Targeted

Semi-coherent

All-sky

Binary

Galactic Center

Sun

Figure 1. Three-dimensional representation of the 44 selected
radio sources, shown in galactocentric coordinates (see Tab. II
– note that some sources are close to each other and the mark-
ers overlap). For each source, the color and shape of the
marker represent the analysis pipeline used, as described in
Sec. III C. Among these sources, 34 are studied for the first
time in this work using the narrow-band pipeline (green tri-
angles), the resampling pipelines for sources in a binary sys-
tem (yellow circles), and the semi-coherent pipeline (orange
squares). Additionally, for 4 sources we use results from the
targeted search of Ref. [75] (pink diamonds) and for 6 others
results from the all-sky search of Ref. [70] (blue crosses). The
vertical lines correspond to the distance of the source from
the galactic plane. The × and ⊙ symbols denote the location
of the Galactic Center and the Sun, respectively. The dotted
line corresponds to the approximate orbit of the Sun in the
Galaxy at ≃ 8 kpc, while the solid line denotes the character-
istic scale of the galactic disk (rd = 2.15 kpc, see Sec. IV A).
The gray shaded sphere has a radius of ∼ 16 kpc, and rep-
resents the largest distance of any source from the Galactic
Center.

C. Methods

Due to uncertainties in the source parameters, a tai-
lored pipeline is required for the CW search. We account
for both sky location uncertainties and, when needed, bi-
nary orbital ones, as discussed in Ref. [79]8. Searches are
typically divided into fully-coherent and semi-coherent
types. The former analyzes data in a single segment
(typically with timespans of Tobs ≈ 1 year) and is more
sensitive [12, 102]. In semi-coherent searches, data are
split into shorter segments (coherence time, TFFT) and
combined incoherently. While this reduces sensitivity, it
enhances robustness against uncertainties.
Below, we briefly outline the methods used in our

search. We employ two fully coherent pipelines when
sufficiently accurate sky localization is available. The
narrow-band pipeline, detailed in Sec. III C 1, is used for
isolated targets. For sources in binary systems, we apply

8 Uncertainties in rotational parameters are negligible for the tar-
gets considered.
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the resampling method described in Sec. III C 2, which
effectively accounts for uncertainties in orbital param-
eters. Finally, for isolated targets with large position
uncertainties, we use the semi-coherent method outlined
in Sec. III C 3. The criteria for selecting the appropriate
method for each target are discussed in Sec. IIID.

1. Narrow-band pipeline

The narrow-band pipeline described in [76, 77], and
used in several searches (see e.g. [74, 92–94]) looks for a
CW emitted by an isolated source at fGW(t) ≈ 2 fEM(t)
by applying waveform templates that span a grid of val-
ues in the fGW − ḟGW parameter space. The range cov-
ered is typically of the order of a few tenths of Hz in
frequency and O(10−14) Hz/s in the frequency deriva-
tive. The sensitivity of the method depends on the num-
ber of templates explored [76], which is usually of order
O(106 − 108).

Starting from the data in the time-domain [104], for
each target we perform a Doppler correction with non-
uniform resampling that is independent of the CW fre-
quency with successive downsampling at 1 Hz. Then,
we look for the sidereal modulation imprinted by the
Earth’s rotation, which splits the signal into five har-
monics fGW , fGW±f⊕ , fGW±2f⊕, see the discussion in
Sec. III A. Using two matched filters (for the CW polar-
izations), we construct the detection statistic

S = |Ĥ+|2|A+|4 + |Ĥ×|2|A×|4, (20)

where Ĥ+/× are the GW amplitude estimators [77]

Ĥ+/× =
X ·A+/×

|A+/×|2
(21)

and where the bold notation identifies the so-called 5-
vector, consisting of the Fourier components of the data
X and the sidereal responses A+/× at the five frequencies
of interest. Following [77], we coherently combine the
matched filter results from all the detectors involved in
the analysis.

Lastly, from the S distribution, we select local maxima
every 10−4 Hz and over the considered ḟGW range. All
values above a certain threshold Sthr, set by fixing the
false alarm probability (FAP) at 1% taking into account
the number of trials, are followed up. The noise-only
distribution, used to set Sthr, is directly inferred with an
exponential fit from the tail of the histogram of all statis-
tic values which have not been selected as local maxima.
If no CW-related outlier is found, we calculate the 95%
CL ULs hUL by injecting simulated signals in the real
data.

2. Resampling pipeline for sources in binary systems

Targets in binary systems are more challenging to
study due to the additional Doppler modulation intro-
duced by the orbital motion of the companion star. If the
orbital parameters are not known with sufficient preci-
sion, a fully coherent single-template search may suffer a
significant loss in the reconstructed SNR [79, 99, 105]. To
address this issue, we adopt the method outlined in [78],
where the 5-vector technique is adapted to account for
uncertainties in the orbital parameters. Consequently,
we perform a search in a region of parameter space sur-
rounding the measured orbital parameters, as detailed in
App. A.
For every target, parameter-space point, and detector

data, we apply non-uniform resampling with successive
downsampling at 1 Hz (as described in Sec. III C 1).
Once the time series is demodulated, we construct the

detection statistic CR (Critical Ratio)9 as in [78], which
is given by the following expression:

CR =
S − µ

σ
, (22)

where S is defined in Eq. (20) and µ and σ are the mean
and standard deviation of S across a given 1 Hz band,
respectively.
From the detection statistic, we select candidates us-

ing a two-step veto procedure. The first veto applies a
threshold on the detection statistic at CR = 18, which
corresponds to a normalized FAP of 1% in Gaussian
noise, see Ref. [78] for details. For the candidates that
survive the first veto, a double-step coincidence veto is
applied. For each candidate, we require at least 3 peaks
above the threshold at frequencies fGW + mf⊕, m ∈
[−4, 4]10 in every detector. To be conservative, we intro-
duce a tolerance by considering an additional frequency
bin ∆f = 1/Tobs on either side of the candidate fre-
quency. Lastly, if no detection can be claimed, ULs at
the 95% confidence level are set through injections in real
data.

3. Semi-coherent pipeline for isolated targets

When parameters of isolated sources are not known
with sufficient accuracy, fully coherent methods can be-
come computationally infeasible. In such cases, an al-
ternative is to use semi-coherent pipelines, in which the
whole dataset is divided into segments of shorter dura-
tion, which are individually processed and then combined
without imposing signal phase coherence.

9 This statistic is referred to as S′ in [78]. Here, we adopt the CR
convention to standardize the notation across the pipelines.

10 The cross-correlation between the five-peaks template and the
signal results into a nine-peaked detection statistic [78].
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The semi-coherent method we use in this paper is
still based on the concept of the 5-vector, introduced in
Sec. III C 1, and is described in detail in Ref. [80]. For
each given target, the data over a 0.1 Hz band around
its frequency are considered separately for each detec-
tor. First, a rough, but computationally efficient, cor-
rection of the Doppler and spin-up effects is performed,
properly heterodyning the selected data over the whole
observation time at coarse values of frequency and spin-
up. Then, data are divided into segments of duration
equal to an integer number of sidereal days (20 sidereal
days in this specific case, to keep the maximum possible
frequency error due to the source position uncertainty
within the frequency bin) and for each of these, and for
each frequency, the 5-vector statistic defined in Eq. (20)
is computed. A time-frequency map of the statistic is
then produced and, on this, a refined correction of the
residual Doppler and spin-up effects is done, by properly
shifting the frequency of the time-frequency pixels (see
Ref. [80] for more details).

As a final step, the statistics are summed along the
time axis of the corrected time-frequency map, obtaining
a total statistic S(f) as a function of the frequency. By
considering the mean µ and standard deviation σ of the
total statistic, we make use of a critical ratio, defined
as in Eq. (22), to select outliers. Coincidences among
outliers found in the detectors involved in the analysis
are done, based on their a-dimensional distance [80]

D =

√√√√( ∆f

δf ×∆

)2

+

(
∆ḟ

δḟ

)2

(23)

where ∆f, ∆ḟ are the absolute difference of the two out-
liers’ parameters, δf, δḟ the resolutions, and the factor
∆ weights in the proper way the distance that can be as
large as four sidereal frequency bins. See [80] for more
details. Any coincident outlier is subject to a follow-up
step, in which the same analysis procedure is applied in
a small volume around its parameters with an increased
data segment duration. If no outlier survives, a 95% CL
UL on the strain amplitude is computed by injecting sim-
ulated signals in the data.

D. Matching targets and methods

When the source parameters are not well-determined,
a non-optimized method may experience a significant loss
in SNR, potentially missing a true detection. To address
this, we apply the three methods described above, taking
into account the uncertainties in sky location and binary
parameters where necessary. A summary of the number
of sources analyzed with each method is shown in Tab. I
and will be explained in this section.

Regarding the uncertainties in the sky location, we fol-
low the approach outlined in App. D of [79]. We com-

pute the maximum segment length, T sky
FFT, below which

Table I. Number of sources analyzed with each method dis-
cussed in Sec. III C and the corresponding reference. Starred
values indicate the results taken from previous searches. See
the text for more details.

Method Sources Ref.

Narrow-band 29 [76, 77]

Binary 3 [78, 79]

Semi-coherent 2 [80]

Targeted∗ 4 [75]

All-sky∗ 6 [70]

the SNR loss is negligible. If T sky
FFT ≫ Tobs, a single

full-coherent search can be applied without needing to
account for the uncertainties in the source position. Re-
markably, only 8 out of the 37 isolated targets that need

to be analyzed have T sky
FFT < Tobs. Of these 8 sources,

6 have T sky
FFT ≪ Tobs, with values comparable to those

used in the O3 Frequency-Hough (FH) all-sky search11

(see [70] and references therein). For these sources, we
derive the strain ULs interpolating the all-sky UL curve
hFH
sens from [70] at the target frequencies. The remain-

ing 2 sources have T sky
FFT ∼ 51 days and 132 days, re-

spectively. For these, we apply the method outlined in
Sec. III C 3, which offers better sensitivity than the all-
sky search [102], due to its longer coherence time of 20
days versus O(103 s) seconds from [70]12. For all other
isolated targets, we apply the narrow-band method de-
scribed in Sec. III C 1.
For the targets in binary systems, we discard 15 sources

due to incomplete timing solutions, which do not pro-
vide all five orbital parameters necessary for the Doppler
correction described in Sec. III A [99, 105]. For these
cases, constructing a grid of reasonable values for the
missing parameters would require ad hoc solutions, lead-
ing to either high computational costs or unreliable re-
sults [78, 105]. We did not use results from all-sky
searches [106, 107] as these targets have an orbital period,
eccentricity or semi-major axis—when provided—outside
their studied ranges. We additionally checked that, for
the 3 remaining sources, the stability of the superradi-
ance cloud would not be affected by the gravitational
perturbation given by the binary companion [108, 109].
The most disruptive effect is a resonantly enhanced tran-
sition between different states of the cloud, when the bi-
nary orbital frequency matches the energy gap between
two superradiance states. This is less likely to occur for
a vector cloud, compared to a scalar cloud, due to ad-
ditional selection rules. We checked that the orbital fre-
quency is always smaller than the lowest possible energy

11 Searches with short coherence times that explore a vast param-
eter space for CWs.

12 The sensitivity of a semi-coherent method scales as T
−1/4
FFT .
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Figure 2. ULs at the 95% CL given for all the sources presented in Sec. III B obtained in this work using the narrow-band
pipeline (green triangles), the resampling pipelines for sources in a binary system (yellow circles), and the semi-coherent pipeline
(orange squares) on O3 data from H1 and L1 detectors. We additionally show upper bounds for sources that have been targeted
before (pink diamonds, [75]) and upper bounds obtained interpolating the limit from the O3 all-sky search (blue crosses, [70]).
The results are compared with the largest possible signal predicted for a dark photon superradiance cloud (red stars, see
Ref. [46] and the text for further details). Notice that some sources have very similar frequencies and the markers might
overlap (see Tab. II for the numerical results). The solid blue and dotted orange lines denote, respectively, the sensitivities of
the narrow-band search calculated with Eq. (24) and the FH all-sky O3 search taken from Ref. [47].

splitting [109, 110], ensuring that a disruptive resonant
transition cannot have occurred yet. Therefore, we search
for a CW signal from the 3 sources in a binary system
with the method outlined in Sec. III C 2 and discussed in
detail in App. A.

Additionally, we perform a semi-coherent analysis on
these targets using the method from [79], where the co-
herence time is derived from the uncertainties in the bi-
nary orbital parameters, followed by a single-template
search. The results, provided in App. B, appear to be
less sensitive than those obtained with the resampling
pipeline and are therefore not included in our final re-
sults.

Lastly, 4 sources in our sample (J1748-3009, J0921-
5202, J1551-0658, and J0125-2327) were previously ana-
lyzed in [75] using O2+O3 data. For these targets, we
adopt the results from that study.

E. Results

In this section, we describe the outcome of the search
aimed at detecting the CW counterpart of the targets
presented in Sec. III B, applying the methods as described
in Sec. IIID. The purpose of this analysis was to search
for signals from dark photon superradiance clouds. We

use LIGO data from the third observing run (O3) [47],
specifically from the Hanford (H1) and Livingston (L1)
detectors. Data from Virgo [2] and KAGRA [3] are not
included, as their sensitivity curves at the relevant fre-
quencies are worse than those of the two LIGO detectors.
No outliers were found in our analysis, allowing us to

set ULs on the strain amplitude emitted by each of the
targets. As detailed in Sec. III C, the 95% CL ULs were
derived by injecting simulated signals into real data. Our
results, compared with the largest predicted strain from
a dark photon superradiance cloud [46], are shown in
Fig. 2. Also included is a theoretical sensitivity curve for
the narrow-band search, calculated as described in [76,
111] as

hNB
sens ∼ 26 ·

√
Sn

T eff
obs

. (24)

Here, Sn is the harmonic mean of the unilateral noise
spectral density of the detectors, and T eff

obs is the observ-
ing time adjusted for the detector duty cycle, which is
approximately 250 days for O3 [47]. The prefactor is
computed for 108 explored templates.

We want to remark that ULs on the four targeted
sources from [75] shown in Fig. 2 fall below the hNB

sens
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Table II: The results of the analysis are provided for each target. We report the pulsars’ name, the rotational frequencies (values
are referred to the common Modified Julian Date MJD = 58700, uncertainties are omitted for simplicity), the applied methods,

the equivalent coherence times, and the estimated ULs on the strain. T sky
FFT is calculated following App. D of [79] to account

for uncertainties in sky localization, as given in the ephemerides. ULs for “all-sky” and “targeted” sources are taken from [47]
and [75], respectively. For additional parameters and uncertainties, see Tabs.V-VI-VII. Targets marked with the superscript D
are part of doublets. Note that targets in doublets or triplets may be missing one or more companions, due to the selections
described in Sec. III D.

Pulsar name (J2000) fEM [Hz] Method T sky
FFT [day] h95%

0

Targets with ḟ > 0

J1757-2745 56.54 narrow-band 140019 2.6×10−26

J1641+3627A 96.36 narrow-band 256019 2.4×10−26

J1748-2446C 118.54 narrow-band 1056 3.1×10−26

J1910-5959B 119.65 narrow-band 21592 2.3×10−26

J1801-0857A 139.36 narrow-band 57044 3.4×10−26

J1748-2021C 160.59 narrow-band 34906 2.5×10−26

J0024-7204C 173.71 narrow-band 58172 2.4×10−26

J1911+0101B 185.72 narrow-band 7479 2.7×10−26

J0024-7204D 186.65 narrow-band 85852 2.6×10−26

J0024-7204ZD 219.57 narrow-band 2142 2.6×10−26

J0024-7204L 230.09 narrow-band 18091 2.7×10−26

J0024-7204GD 247.50 narrow-band 43902 2.7×10−26

J1801-0857CD 267.47 narrow-band 42620 3.8×10−26

J0024-7204MD 271.99 narrow-band 15324 2.8×10−26

J1836-2354B 309.38 narrow-band 453 4.1×10−26

J0024-7204N 327.44 narrow-band 14860 2.8×10−26

Targets in doublets

J1748-3009 103.26 targeted - 7.5×10−27

J0921-5202 103.31 targeted - 5.8×10−27

J1122-3546 127.58 narrow-band - 2.4×10−26

J1546-5925 128.26 narrow-band 32941 2.4×10−26

J1551-0658 141.04 targeted - 5.7×10−27

J1748-2446T 141.15 narrow-band - 2.5×10−26

J0514-4002N 179.60 semi-coherent 51 9.0×10−26

J0514-4002C 179.70 semi-coherent 132 9.0×10−26

J1824-2452E 184.50 narrow-band - 2.5×10−26

J1838-0022g 196.46 all-sky 0.7 1.4×10−25

J1748-2446ac 196.58 narrow-band - 2.6×10−26

J1940+26 207.75 all-sky 0.5 1.5×10−25

J1904+0836g 225.23 all-sky 0.6 1.5×10−25

J1953+1844g 225.23 all-sky 0.5 1.5×10−25

J1326-4728E 237.66 narrow-band - 2.9×10−26

J0125-2327 272.08 targeted - 8.5×10−27

J1844+0028g 280.11 all-sky 0.4 1.9×10−25

J1317-0157 343.85 binary - 2.6×10−26

J0418+6635 343.62 narrow-band 1547 3.3×10−26

J0024-7204S 353.31 binary 28554 1.1×10−26

J1308-23 353.40 narrow-band - 3.5×10−26

Targets in triplets

J1342+2822F 227.30 narrow-band - 2.8×10−26

J1803-3002B 227.43 narrow-band - 2.8×10−26

J1823-3021E 227.58 narrow-band - 2.8×10−26

J0024-7204H 311.49 binary 15101 5.2×10−26

J1930+1403g 311.53 all-sky 0.12 2.0×10−25

J1624-39 337.84 narrow-band - 3.0×10−26

J2045-68 337.84 narrow-band - 3.3×10−26



12

curve because they are not penalized by any trial fac-
tor [77, 111], they indeed explore a single parameter space
point contrary to the methods presented in Sec. III C.
For comparison, we also present the UL curve from the
FH pipeline for the O3 all-sky search, as reported in [70].
Additionally, all the targeted sources, along with their

respective pipeline, T sky
FFT, and strain ULs, are listed in

Tab. II.
For all the observed targets, the reported h95%

0 is
smaller than the maximum strain that a dark photon
cloud could produce, assuming it is as young as 103

yr [46], as indicated by the red stars in Fig. 2. This op-
timistic prediction generally exceeds, in most cases, also
the 95% CL ULs set by the all-sky search. However, it
is important to note that the maximum strains shown in
Fig. 2 do not represent a statistically robust prediction of
the expected signal from a population of BHs (averaging
over their mass, initial spin, age, and distance distribu-
tions).

Such a detailed study was outside the scope of Ref. [46],
where the search was first suggested. We attempt to fill
this gap in the next section, where we provide a sim-
ple statistical framework to estimate the number of ob-
servable events – i.e. with a signal strain above h95%

0 –
from a population of galactic BHs. An improvement in
the strain sensitivity therefore directly translates into a
larger number of accessible events. The formalism pre-
sented below also allows for an interpretation of the strain
ULs in terms of a “bound” on dark photon masses and
couplings, albeit valid only under the assumptions about
the cloud’s radio emission and the BH population prop-
erties.

IV. INTERPRETATION OF THE RESULTS

The CW search described in Sec. III resulted in ULs
on the strain that can be emitted by each of the radio
sources targeted here. To be compatible with observa-
tions, if these systems emit CWs at twice the frequency
of the measured pulsating radio emission, the emitted
strain needs to be smaller than the obtained ULs. Pro-
vided a model for the population of galactic BHs, we can
estimate how many events we would have expected with
a strain above the observational threshold for a given
dark photon mass and coupling. If a large number of
events is expected, but none is observed, we can there-
fore conclude that the particular dark photon parameters
are disfavored by our search.

Below, we develop an analytical method to estimate
the expected number of events of CW signals at and
above a given strain, given a simple model for the BH
population in the Milky Way (MW). The purpose of this
section is not to provide a quantitatively accurate pre-
diction of expected events, since many of the ingredients
required for the calculation are not precisely known, but
to estimate whether it is reasonable to expect detectable
signals in our search and future analyses. Here we use

this method to interpret the results of our targeted CW
search, but its applications are broader as it can also be
used for all-sky and Galactic Center searches13.

A. Galactic black hole population

First, we need a model for the population of spinning
BHs in the MW, since the sources targeted here—as well
as the loudest signals for an all-sky search—belong to our
Galaxy. The total number of BHs, as well as their spa-
tial, age, and spin distributions are not known a priori.
Most of the existing observations rely on x-ray emission
from accreting BHs in binary systems. Accurate astro-
metric measurements from the Gaia satellite are opening
up the possibility of detecting binaries in which the BH
is not interacting with its companion star, with three re-
cent candidate events [112–115]—including the heaviest
BH of stellar origin ever observed in the MW, with a
mass of 33 M⊙ [116]—and more expected in the upcom-
ing data release. Even more challenging is the detection
of isolated BHs, either by looking for the emission coming
from accretion of the surrounding medium or by looking
for photometric and astrometric gravitational microlens-
ing events (with a recent positive detection [117, 118]).
All these measurements will help to shed light on the
galactic BH population and the mechanisms that lead to
the formation of stellar-mass BHs. Lacking this informa-
tion for now, we follow the existing literature and chose
a model that closely follows Refs. [35, 119]. We refer the
reader to those papers for a more detailed discussion on
the assumptions made and simply summarize the distri-
butions adopted below.
The total number of BHs in the Galaxy is estimated

to be of the order of 108 [120, 121]; among these, at least
half of them [122] or even a dominant fraction [123, 124]
are expected to be isolated. Here we assume that there
are NBH = 108 isolated BHs in the galaxy. While this
number is not known precisely, the final result in simply
proportional to NBH, so it can be easily rescaled to a dif-
ferent normalization. In the analysis below, we exclude
the four sources that are known to be in a binary sys-
tem (J0024-7204H, J1748-3009, J1317-0157, and J0024-
7204S). Accretion from the interstellar medium should
not disrupt the superradiance growth or the creation of
the pair plasma inside the cloud [46]. Instead, this mech-
anism could sustain or replenish the plasma when the
cloud’s EM fields are too weak to initiate a cascade pro-
duction of charged particles.
For simplicity, we consider only the population of stel-

lar mass BHs born in the galactic disk, which we assume

13 In this work we focus on the signal from vector fields, but the
same procedure works also for scalar fields. For the case of
scalars, a similar and comprehensive study, based on Monte-
Carlo simulations of galactic BHs, was done in Ref. [35]. See
also Refs. [21, 23, 24] for analytic population estimates.
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follows the current stellar distribution14. The differen-
tial distribution of disk galactic BHs with mass M , age
τ , spin χ, at a location r⃗ can be factorized into the prod-
uct of four independent distributions as

dnBH

dr⃗ dMdχdτ
(r⃗,M, χ, τ) =

dndisk

dr⃗

dfM
dM

dfχ
dχ

dfτ
dτ

. (25)

This distribution is normalized to the total number of
BHs in the disk, xdiskNBH, where the fraction of total
BHs in the disk is taken to be xdisk = 85% [119] based
on observational evidence of the distribution of the total
stellar mass in the Galaxy [125]. The spatial distribution
is taken to be

dndisk

dr⃗
(ρ, z) =

xdisk NBH

4π zmax r2d
e−ρ/rd Θ(zmax − |z|), (26)

where {ρ, φ, z} denote the cylindrical coordinates rela-
tive to the Galactic Center. The disk’s size and height
are chosen to be rd = 2.15 kpc and zmax = 75 pc [125].
Strictly speaking, this is the spatial distribution of BHs at
birth, while they could be moving away from their initial
birthplace in case of large natal kick velocities. Here, we
neglect this effect, that was included in the simulations
of Refs. [35] and [119] by tracking the BHs trajectories
in the galactic gravitational potential. Our approxima-
tion effectively introduces an error in the estimate of the
BHs distances and, in turn, their observed strain ampli-
tudes. For an average kick velocity of 50 km/s, most
BHs tend to stay in the galactic disk, without migrating
to higher latitudes. Ref. [35] showed that taking a value
of 100 km/s, the expected signals were about 10% weaker
on average. This effect could be included by adopting a
time-dependent spatial distribution, with older BHs al-
lowed to extend further out in the Galaxy. A full study of
the impact of the spatial distribution on the final number
of estimated events is beyond the scope of this work and
is left to future studies15.

For the mass distribution, we take the Salpeter func-
tion [127, 128] with lower and upper cutoffs Mmin and
Mmax. Additionally, we assume a flat dimensionless spin
distribution between χmin and χmax, and a constant BH
formation rate, leading to a uniform BH age distribution

14 Signals from outside the MW, i.e. from Andromeda, are not ex-
pected to be observable, as shown in [35] for scalar and in [24]
for vector clouds.

15 Note that the simplifying assumption of the spatial distribution
does not mean that the sources analyzed should follow Eq. (26),
as the BHs can migrate to higher galactic latitudes after forma-
tion. As shown in studies of the galactic population of neutron
star pulsars [126], the overall number of observable sources in
existing catalogs can be reproduced by taking a galactic disk
stellar distribution at birth similar to the one adopted here and
a natal kick velocity of 75 km/s, even though the final simulated
spatial distribution does not accurately reproduce the observed
distribution.

between τmax and τmin. Therefore we have

dfM
dM

=
1.35

1− (Mmin/Mmax)1.35
M1.35

min

M2.35

dfχ
dχ

=
1

χmax − χmin
,

dfτ
dτ

=
1

τmax − τmin
. (27)

The maximum age of a BH is taken to be τmax = 10 Gyr,
while formation is assumed to continue until today, i.e.
τmin = 0 [129]. The extreme values of the BHs mass and
spin are varied between a few more optimistic and more
pessimistic choices, [Mmin,Mmax] = [5, 30], [5, 20] M⊙
and [χmin, χmax] = [0, 1], [0, 0.5], [0, 0.3] [35].
Under the above assumptions, the BHs differential dis-

tribution simplifies to

dnBH

dr⃗ dMdχdτ
(r⃗,M) =

1

N
M1.35

min

χmaxτmaxM2.35

dndisk

dr⃗
, (28)

where we have introduced the normalization

N ≡ 1

1.35

[
1−

(
Mmin

Mmax

)1.35
](

1− χmin

χmax

)(
1− τmin

τmax

)
(29)

If an additional population were to be included, e.g. the
BHs from the galactic bulge, the new distribution is ad-
ditive. Assuming that BHs from the galactic bulge make
up a subdominant fraction of the total BH population
and that their formation stops earlier, we find that the
they give a negligible contribution to the total observable
signals and we neglect them in our results.

B. Strain distribution and expected number of
events

In order to estimate the number of observable events
with a strain above the detection threshold, we would
like to obtain a density distribution for a given signal
strain h0, i.e. the equivalent of GW strain ‘luminosity
function’. For each BH with a given mass M , spin χ, age
τ , and position in the Galaxy r⃗, we can compute the cor-
responding CW strain that an observer would see today
h̄0(M,χ, τobs, d | m) from Eq. (5), given a boson mass
m—which determines the GW frequency, see Eq. (18).
Here, τobs denotes the time since the cloud has fully
formed minus the time needed for the signal to travel
from the source to the observer and is related to the
BH’s age as τobs = τ − τSR(M,χ | m) − d/c, where τSR
is the superradiance growth timescale, and d = |r⃗ − r⃗⊙|
is the distance between the BH and the SSB16.

16 For simplicity, we ignore GW and EM emission before the cloud
has reached saturation, which represents a small fraction of the
total lifetime of the system.
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For any dark photon mass m and coupling ε, we can
therefore obtain the density distribution of a signal of

strain h0 by integrating over the BHs distribution from
Eq. (28) to get

dnh

dh0
(h0 | m, ε) =

∫
d3r⃗dMdχdτ

dnBH

dr⃗ dMdχdτ
δ
[
h̄0(M,χ, τobs, d | m)− h0

]
ΘḟΘEMΘplΘev

=
1

Nχmaxτmax

∫
dM

M1.35
min

M2.35

∫
dχΘpl

∫
d3r⃗

dndisk

dr⃗

∫
dτ δ[h̄0(M,χ, τobs, d | m)− h0]ΘḟΘEMΘev,

(30)

where the integral over the BH’s age is over the interval
τSR+d/c < τ < τmax, i.e. we only include BHs that have
formed long enough ago to allow for the superradiance
cloud to grow and the signal to travel to us. In the inte-
gral of Eq. (30), there are a few additional requirements
that have been included in the form of 4 Θ-functions,
to ensure that only the signals that can actually be ob-
served are accounted for and that the assumptions made
regarding the formation and evolution of the luminous
dark photon cloud hold. These conditions are as follows:

• Θḟ ≡ Θ
[
ḟmax − ḟGW(M,χ, τobs| m)

]
imposes an

upper bound on the spin-up rate; this is required
because CW searches are designed for nearly-
monochromatic signals which allow for small fre-
quency drifts but lose sensitivity for larger ones.
The value of ḟmax is set by the specific search
method and varies within the approximate range
of [2× 10−15, 2× 10−11] Hz/s around the measured
values, for the pipelines and frequencies considered
here. For the spin-up rate, we include only the
intrinsic component given in Eq. (19)17. In prac-

tice, the systems with large ḟ typically decay very
quickly and do not significantly contribute to the
total number of expected signals. We therefore find
that the cut on ḟ does not significantly affect the
final result.

• ΘEM ≡ Θ [Fr(M,χ, τobs, d | m, ε)− Fth] imposes a
lower limit on the EM radio flux of the superra-
diance cloud, for the source to be detected by a
pulsar radio survey and be a candidate for our CW
search. The superradiance cloud radio flux is given
by

Fr(M,χ, τ, d | m, ε) = fr
L(M,χ, τ | m, ε)

4πd2
, (31)

where L is the total cloud luminosity given in
Eq. (8), and fr is the fraction going into radio emis-
sion. As discussed in Sec. II, this quantity cannot

17 Since the intrinsic ḟ cannot be measured, see Eq. (19), there
could be in principle other contributions that cancel a large in-
trinsic spin-up rate, but we conservatively neglect such fine-tuned
configurations.

be determined with current resistive force-free sim-
ulations [46]. Additionally, this parameter is degen-
erate with the beaming fraction of the pulsating
component (i.e. the geometrical factor that takes
into account that only a fraction of the sources
will have a radiation beam that crosses the line-
of-sight), which determines the fraction of sources
detectable from Earth. For neutron star pulsars,
the known radio beam geometry as a function of
the neutron star properties, such as the rotation pe-
riod, can be used to estimate the beaming fraction
(see e.g. Refs. [126, 130]). In our case, however,
the geometry of the radio emission from the cloud
is not completely understood, so in principle, the
beaming fraction represents another unknown free
parameter. As the evidence for periodicity found
in Ref. [46] is mild, the beaming fraction may con-
servatively be zero. In this work, however, we as-
sume a non-vanishing pulsating component exists
and take fr = 10−5, motivated by spectra of neu-
tron star pulsars [95, 131]. For the detection thresh-
old, Fth, we assume the sensitivity of large-scale
surveys that detected a large number of pulsars,
i.e. the Parkes radio telescope in the Southern
Galactic plane [132] and the Arecibo telescope in
the Northern plane [133], both with a sensitivity of
∼ 0.15 mJy at 1.4 GHz. For a source to be detected
we require a SNR of 10, following Refs. [126, 130],
so that Fth = 1.5 mJy (we ignore the gain factor
coming from narrow pulse profiles that can be de-
tected for fluxes below the nominal sensitivity). In
practice, we find that most sources that have strain
amplitudes above the current sensitivity, of about
10−26, are also visible with a radio survey and this
condition does not significantly affect the result for
ε down to about 10−9 (see Sec. IVC for further
discussion on this point).

• Θpl ≡ Θ
[
Γ̃e±(M,χ |m, ε)− 1

]
requires that the

electric field within the superradiance cloud is large
enough to efficiently create a plasma of charged
particles, which then leads to EM emission; here,
Γ̃e± denotes a dimensionless pair-production rate
in units of the cloud’s size. We refer the reader to
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Sec. IV of [46] for a description of the processes re-
sponsible for charged particle creation within the
cloud and further understanding of this condition.
This requirement is relevant at small values of ε and
it effectively reduces to zero the number of expected
events at a critical value in the range 10−10−10−9.

• Θev ≡ Θ [0.1− |Mc(τobs)/M
true
c (τobs)− 1|] imposes

that the cloud decays primarily through GW emis-
sion. In practice, this requires that the cloud time
evolution given by the power-law from Eq. (3) is
correct within 10% at the time of the observation
compared to the true time evolution, M true

c , that
accounts for EM emission as well18. This is just a
self-consistency requirement to ensure the validity
of the assumed time evolution. Given that when
the EM emission dominates the cloud decays expo-
nentially, rather than with a power-law, it is rea-

sonable to assume that when this occurs the contri-
bution to the total number of signals will be neg-
ligible. However, it is possible that this assump-
tion is overly conservative, especially at large ε.
In any case, the decay into EM radiation, which
increases for increasing ε, cuts off the number of
expected events above a threshold in the range
10−7−10−6, in a region that is already excluded by
other searches [69]. The effect is more pronounced
for lower-frequency systems, which correspond to
smaller values of α, given the fixed range of BH
masses.

The strain luminosity function from Eq. (30) can be sim-
plified using the explicit time evolution of the strain from
Eq. (5) and using the δ-function to integrate over the
BH’s age (see App. D 1 for the full derivation). Taking
the thin disk approximation, zmax ≪ rd, one gets

dnh

d log h0
(h0|m, ε) =

xdiskNBH

2πN

∫
dM

M1.35
min

M2.35

∫
dχ

1

χmax

hrd

h0

τGW

τmax
Θpl

∫
dφ

∫
dρ̃

ρ̃ e−ρ̃√
ρ̃2 + r̃2obs − 2ρ̃ r̃obs cosφ

ΘḟΘEMΘev,

(34)

where we have introduced hrd ≡ hs
0(M,χ, d = rd), i.e.

the strain emitted at cloud saturation evaluated at a
distance equal to the disk’s characteristic size rd; ad-
ditionally, we have defined ρ̃ ≡ ρ/rd, r̃obs = robs/rd,
and robs ≃ 8 kpc is the distance of the observer from
the Galactic Center. The boundaries of the volume in-
tegrals have somewhat lengthy expressions and are given
in App. D 1.

The expected number of signals with CW strain above
the observable UL h95%

0 can be computed from the cumu-
lative distribution of the luminosity function in Eq. (34),
as

Nev(h0 > h95%
0 | m, ε) =

∫ ∞

h95%
0

dh0
1

h0

dnh

d log h0
. (35)

Note that the total number of events for arbitrarily
small observational threshold, h95%

0 → 0, does not
reach the total number of BHs, xdiskNBH. That is ex-
pected, due to the constraints given by the Θ-functions

18 The expression for Mtrue
c can be obtained by solving the differ-

ential equation

dMc

dτ
= −

M2
c

τGWMs
−

Mc

τEM
, (32)

where τGW and τEM are the characteristic decay timescales
through GW and EM radiations, respectively, and are related to
the power emitted at the cloud saturation. The solution is [43]

Mtrue
c (τ) =

Ms
c

eτ/τEM + τEM
τGW

(eτ/τEM − 1)
, (33)

which reduces to Eq. (3) for τGW ≪ τEM and τ ≪ τEM.

in Eq. (34). Even when these constraints are relaxed,
we have Nev(h0 > 0) < xdiskNBH, since BHs that are
not spinning fast enough cannot grow a superradiance
cloud and will not contribute to the CW ensemble signal.
Here we use the expressions above to look at the strain
luminosity function and expected number of events at
the GW frequencies for the sources targeted in the anal-
ysis of Sec. III. To this end, there is one more caveat
that needs to be addressed: the estimates above give
the events distribution for a given boson mass, while our
search targets specific GW frequencies. As discussed in
Sec. III B—see Eq. (18)—the observed GW frequency is
fixed by the dark photon mass, up to a Doppler correc-
tion that varies for each system and that leads to a spread
of vrad/c ∼ O(10−3) [35]. This means that the expected
events will not all be clustered at exactly the same fre-
quency fGW|obs = mc2/(πℏ). However, this is irrelevant
for both the targeted and the blind searches for the fol-
lowing reason: when using a radio target, the observed
frequency (including the Doppler shift) is known for each
source, while for a blind search a wide range of frequen-
cies is scanned over. In both cases then, the signal can-
not be missed19. Since the strain sensitivity varies mildly
between nearby frequency bins, the estimates of the ex-
pected events made here should still hold. In the results
below, we therefore fix mc2 = 2πℏ fEM|obs = πℏ fGW|obs
to infer the values of dark photon masses that our search

19 CW searches have been shown to be robust even in presence of
moderate-to-large signal clustering due to many and strong CW
sources [134].



16

10−27 10−26 10−25 10−24

h0

101

102

103

d
n
h
/d

lo
g
h

0

Signal strain distribution

fGW [Hz],m [10−13 eV]
113.1, 2.3
206.6, 4.3

282.3, 5.8
450.5, 9.3

Mmax [M�], χmax

30, 1
20, 1
30, 0.5
20, 0.3

10−27 10−26 10−25 10−24

h95%
0

101

102

103

104

N
ev

en
ts

(h
0
>
h

95
%

0
)

Number of expected events

Figure 3. Signal strain density distribution of dark photon clouds around disk galactic BHs from Eq. (34) (left) and total

number of expected events with strain above observational threshold h95%
0 , from Eq. (35) (right). In both panels we fix the dark

photon kinetic mixing coupling to ε = 10−8 and the fraction of the cloud’s radio luminosity to fr = 10−5 (see Fig. 7 in App. D 1
for a comparison to the case of fr = 10−7). The results are shown for four representative GW frequencies corresponding to
four representative pulsars from our sample of sources, with the lowest (highest) frequency shown with darker (lighter) color.
The corresponding dark photon mass for each frequency is obtained as mc2 = πℏfGW and is also indicated. The solid, dashed,
dotted, and dash-dotted lines correspond to different assumptions about the galactic BH population parameters, varying the
maximum possible BH mass and spin, as labeled (see Sec. IV A).

is sensitive to. However, it must be noted that the exact
value of the mass is unknown within a factor of about
vrad/c ∼ O(10−3).
We solve the integrals numerically and use the

SuperRad code developed in Ref. [86] to compute the
growth and decay time scales, the spin-up rate, the
cloud’s mass and characteristic strain. In the small α
limit, these quantities reduce to the analytical expres-
sions given in Sec. II20. The strain distribution for the
disk component of the galactic BHs population from
Eq. (34) is shown in the left panel of Fig. 3 for ε = 10−8

and four different representative CW frequencies from
the sample of sources analyzed here, corresponding to
four different values of the boson mass. We derive the
distribution for four sets of assumptions about the BH
population parameters, by varying the maximum mass
and initial spin in Eqs. (27). Note that the result has
a mild dependence on the maximum allowed BH spin.
Taking χmax = 0.5 reduces the number of events only by
a few tens of percent compared to χmax = 1, instead of
an order of magnitude as in the case of scalar superradi-
ance clouds [35]. This is expected since the GW emission
from vector clouds is stronger than for scalar ones, and
this allows for observable signals even from slowly spin-
ning BHs. In App. D 1 we show the strain distribution
and the number of observable events for a fraction of
radio emission of the superradiance cloud of fr = 10−7

20 In the case of vector field superradiance the systems with large
gravitational coupling α are very short-lived and do not con-
tribute significantly to the total observable signals; therefore we
can safely work in the small-α approximation.

(see Fig. 7); compared to fr = 10−5 considered here, the
lower value only moderately reduces the total number of
events for strain amplitudes below ∼ 10−26. We checked
that choosing a higher value of fr = 10−3 gives the same
results shown in Fig. 3.
The shape of the distribution in Fig. 3 strongly affected

by the ε-dependent conditions Θpl and Θev. In particular
the position of the peak at a critical strain amplitude
in the distribution is dictated by Θev, which shuts off
the contributions from systems with a small GW signal
(small α coupling).
The expected number of observable events from

Eq. (35) is shown as a function of an arbitrary minimum

strain sensitivity h95%
0 in the right panel of Fig. 3. Since

the luminosity function peaks at a given characteristic
strain, which depends on the source frequency (boson
mass), the number of events plateaus below this charac-
teristic strain. For the value of ε = 10−8 shown in Fig. 3,
the lowest frequency systems peak at values of h between
10−26 and 10−25, i.e. strain amplitudes above the cur-
rent sensitivity of a fully-coherent search, but below the
sensitivity of an all-sky search. In this case, the search
performed here gives a significantly higher chance of de-
tection compared to the blind searches done before. For
the highest frequency systems, on the other hand, the
peak is still below the current most sensitive targeted
searches. Notice that the position of the peak moves to
higher (lower) strains for higher (lower) values of ε, for
all systems. Therefore future searches will improve in
particular in the low coupling, large boson mass regime.
In Fig. 4 we show the expected number of events for

the sources targeted by the ‘narrow-band’ method in this
work (see Sec. III C 1), using the h95%

0 derived in the
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Figure 4. Number of expected events above the strain ULs obtained in this work and reported in Tab. II, as a function of the
source CW frequency (bottom x-axis) and corresponding dark photon mass (mc2 = πℏfGW, top x-axis). Only the sources that
were analyzed with the narrow-band pipeline are included, for clarity; the result for the remaining sources is shown in Fig. 8
in App. D 2. The error bar denotes the uncertainty coming from the unknown properties of the BH disk population and is
computed by taking the highest and lowest number of events obtained when varying the maximum mass and spin of the BH
distribution as explained in Sec. IV A and shown in Fig. 3. Lighter (darker) colors correspond to larger (smaller) values of the
dark photon kinetic mixing parameter ε. Notice that the number of events peaks for ε ∼ 10−8 and decreases at both larger
(left panel) and smaller (right panel) couplings – see the text for more details. The results are obtained fixing the fraction of
the cloud’s radio luminosity to fr = 10−5 (see the text and App. D 1 for a discussion on the dependence on this parameter).

analysis presented in Sec. III and reported in Tab. II
(results for the sources analyses with the other pipelines
are shown in Fig. 8 in App. D 221). The number of events
is shown for a few different choices of the kinetic mixing
coupling ε and including the uncertainties from varying
the BH population parameters. The results show that for
most of the sources, at least 10− 100 events should have
been above threshold for a wide range of couplings, be-
tween about 10−9 ≲ ε ≲ 10−7. For smaller couplings,
most superradiance clouds never produce a plasma of
charged particles to emit EM radiation. For large cou-
plings, on the other hand, most systems would start de-
caying through EM emission at some point during their
evolution and decay exponentially fast; we stress that the
latter behavior is not captured by our treatment and it
is therefore possible that our estimates are overly pes-
simistic at larger values of ε.
Finally, the number of observable events as a function

of dark photon parameters is shown in Fig. 5. We define
a point in the parameter space to be ‘observable’ if at
least 10 events are expected for that values of mass and
coupling, setting a conservative threshold given the un-
certainties related to the unknown BH populations. The
results show how there is a wide range of unexplored

21 We choose to present only the sources targeted by the ‘narrow-
band’ method purely to allow for a clearer visualization of the
results. Fluctuations in the number of events from one source to
the other due to fluctuations in h95%

0 coming from different sensi-
tivities from different analysis pipelines would make the already
busy figure hard to read.

parameters where our search could have produced an ob-
servable signal. We stress, however, that the color bands
in the figure should not be interpreted as a robust exclu-
sion bound of dark photon masses and couplings, due to
the assumptions made on the properties of the EM emis-
sion of the superradiance cloud, which cannot be defini-
tively inferred from existing simulations [46]. At most
frequencies, the current LVK sensitivity already has ac-
cess to at least tens of events, even assuming moderately
spinning and light BHs. A future, more sensitive, search
would allow to improve in particular at high frequencies.

The expressions derived in this section to compute
the number of events, Eqs. (34) and (35), and the re-
sults presented above depend on two sets of assump-
tions: the properties of the BH population and the prop-
erties of the cloud’s EM emission. A similar analysis
could be repeated for blind all-sky CW searches; this
case would only depend on the BH population assump-
tions and would be independent of the dark photon EM
coupling (assuming ε small enough for GW emission to
dominate the cloud evolution). One could therefore de-
rive a “bound” that applies in the whole range of fre-
quencies (dark photon masses) covered by CW searches
and roughly for all values of ε below ∼ 10−7; we leave a
detailed study to future work.

Since the dark photon superradiance cloud emits EM
radiation, one could ask the question of whether these
objects would not first be seen as an anomaly in radio
surveys, instead of a CW search. In the next section, we
estimate the expected number of superradiance clouds
with a radio flux above the sensitivity of a typical ra-
dio telescope, following a similar procedure as the one
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Figure 5. Regions of the dark photon parameter space where we would have expected at least 10 events above the h95%
0 strain

ULs derived in this analysis (see Sec. III, Tab. II). Each vertical line corresponds to one pulsating radio source, whose frequency
determines the accessible dark photon mass, mc2 = πℏfGW, up to an unknown Doppler correction of vrad/c ∼ O(10−3) – see text
for further discussion (the width of the lines is chosen for visualization purposes only and does not correspond to an uncertainty
on the value of the mass). The color in each line is set by the number of expected observable events. We conservatively set a
threshold of Nevents = 10 to disfavor the corresponding dark photon parameters. The left (right) panel correspond to a choice of
pessimistic (optimistic) parameters for the galactic BH population, i.e. taking the lowest (highest) number of events obtained
when varying the maximum mass and spin of the BH distribution as explained in Sec. IV A (spread shown by the bars in
Fig. 4). Notice that the color bar range is different in the left and right panels. The results are obtained by fixing the fraction
of the cloud’s radio luminosity to fr = 10−5 (see text and App. D 1 for a discussion on the dependence on this parameter).
Existing bounds are reproduced from Ref. [66] and come for Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) photons conversion into
dark photons, leading to spectral distortions in the CMB black body spectrum measured by COBE/FIRAS [67, 68] (dark gray)
and cross-correlation between the CMB temperature anisotropies measured by Planck and the unWISE galaxies [69] (light
gray).

outlined above.

C. Radio flux distribution and expected number of
dark photon pulsars

Using the approach outlined in the previous section we
can derive a probability distribution for the radio flux

density Fr seen by a radio survey for the galactic BH
population due to the dark photon superradiance EM
emission (see Sec. II). Considering only the dominant disk
component of the BH population and taking the thin
disk approximation zmax ≪ rd and τmin = 0, we get (see
App. D 3 for the full derivation)

dnFr

d logFr
(Fr|m, ε) =

xdiskNBH

2πN

∫
dM

M1.35
min

M2.35

∫
dχ

1

χmax

frε
2Ls

4πr2dFr

τGW

τmax
Θpl

∫
dφ

∫
dρ̃

ρ̃e−ρ̃

ρ̃2 + r̃2obs − 2ρ̃ r̃obs cosφ
Θev,

(36)

where Ls is the EM luminosity emitted at cloud satura-
tion given by takingMc = Ms

c in Eq. (8). The cloud radio
flux in terms of the EM luminosity is given by Eq. (31)
and all the other quantities were defined in Sec. IVB. The
boundaries of the volume integral are given in App. D 3.

The expected number of visible sources with a flux
density above an observable threshold Fr,0 can be com-
puted from the cumulative distribution of the luminosity

function from Eq. (36) as

Nsources(F > Fr,0 | m, ε) =

∫ ∞

Fr,0

dFr
1

Fr

dnFr

d logFr
. (37)

For large-scale radio surveys, like the Parkes radio tele-
scope in the Southern Galactic plane [132] and the
Arecibo telescope in the Northern plane [133], the de-
tection threshold is of the order of 1.5 mJy at 1.4 GHz
(requiring a SNR of 10; this is the threshold that we as-
sumed in Sec. IVB for the condition ΘEM).
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Figure 6. (left) Radio flux density distribution of dark photon clouds around disk galactic BHs from Eq. (36) (left) and total
number of observable anomalous pulsating sources above observational threshold Fth, from Eq. (37) (right). In both panels we
fix the dark photon kinetic mixing coupling to ε = 10−8 and the fraction of the cloud’s radio luminosity to fr = 10−5 (see the
text for an understanding of the dependence on this parameter). The results are shown for four representative GW frequencies
corresponding to four representative pulsars from our sample of sources, with the lowest (highest) frequency shown with darker
(lighter) color. The corresponding dark photon mass for each frequency is obtained as mc2 = πℏfGW and is also indicated. The
solid, dashed, dotted and dash-dotted lines correspond to different assumptions about the galactic BH population parameters,
varying the maximum possible BH mass and spin, as labeled (see Sec. IV A). The vertical gray line at Fr,0 = 1.5 mJy represents
the threshold sensitivity of large-scale radio pulsar surveys that we assume in this work.

The radio flux distribution for the BHs in the galactic
disk from Eq. (36) and the number of expected events
from Eq. (37) are shown in the left panel of Fig. 6, for
ε = 10−8 and fr = 10−5. We show the result for four
different representative CW frequencies from the sample
of sources analyzed in this work and four sets of assump-
tions about the BH population parameters, by varying
the maximum mass and initial spin in Eqs. (27). The re-
sult only depends on the ratio fr/Fr; therefore a rescaling
to higher (lower) values of fr would correspond to a shift
of the distribution towards higher (lower) flux densities
Fr (i.e. a rescaling of the x-axis in Fig. 6). Notice that the
curves on the right panel of Fig. 6 asymptote to values
of Nevents for Fr,0 → 0 which is equal to the asymptotic
value of Nevents for h0 → 0 from Fig. 3. This is expected
since, for arbitrarily low detection threshold, we would
be able to see both CW and radio signals from all the
galactic BHs with a luminous superradiance cloud.

From the right-panel of Fig. 6 we can see that given our
radio flux and BH population assumptions, ∼ 103 anoma-
lous pulsars with nearly coincident frequencies are within
the observational reach of radio surveys, for ε = 10−8

and for rotational frequencies (and vector boson masses)
in the ∼ 0.1 kHz range. In fact, for the aforementioned
parameters, current radio surveys already have the po-
tential to observe all the luminous superradiance clouds
within our galaxy.

In the catalog investigated in [46] and in this paper,
only pairs or triplets of same-frequency anomalous radio
sources have been found, which for ε = 10−8, disfavors
radio flux fractions of the order of fr ∼ 10−5, and instead
suggests that the cloud’s pulsating radio emission effi-

ciency could be very small, of the order of fr ∼ 10−9. If
this is correct, one would indeed expect to see only a few
frequency doubles or triplets in current pulsar catalogues,
and as the sensitivity and coverage of the radio surveys
increase, additional anomalous sources in the same radio
frequency bins should accumulate. This also highlights
the importance of performing follow-up searches of GW
emission from such anomalous sources, as these can pro-
vide a confirmation of the superradiant hypothesis even
when the number of observed radio sources is small.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have performed the first search for CW signals from
BH superradiance clouds of dark photons that are cou-
pled through a kinetic mixing to the Standard Model
electromagnetic sector. In the presence of this coupling,
superradiance clouds around spinning BHs in the Galaxy
could manifest as ‘anomalous’ pulsating radio sources,
which have almost coincident rotational periods—set by
the boson’s mass—and are spinning-up over time. Cur-
rently, we do not see an excess of ‘anomalous’ pulsars in
existing pulsar catalogs, but a few sources with coinci-
dent frequency and observed spin-up rates are found. A
detection of continuous, nearly-monochromatic GWs sig-
nals from these systems would constitute a smoking-gun
signature of superradiance. Here we perform the first
search for these signals for 34 new sources.
Each target is analyzed with a tailored pipeline

that accounts for the uncertainties on the measured
ephemerides. We adopt two fully-coherent methods



20

(narrow-band and resampling) and one semi-coherent
method to study both isolated sources and sources that
are in a binary system. We do not find any statistically
significant outlier and obtain ULs on the strain amplitude
of each target through the injection of fake signals in real
data. Our results, at the 95% CL, range from 1.05×10−26

for J0024-7204S to 9× 10−26 for J0514-4002N.

We use these results, together with existing upper lim-
its from previous analyses of 10 additional sources, to es-
timate the region of dark photon parameter space probed
by the corresponding CW searches. Given a population
of 8.5 × 107 isolated BHs in galactic disk, we estimate
that as many as about 3600 signals (or 11800 for op-
timistic BHs population parameters) should have been
above the detection threshold, for dark photon masses
around 5 × 10−13 eV/c2 and ε ∼ 5 × 10−9. These num-
bers reduce to about 10 signals at the extreme values of
the dark photon parameter space (see Fig. 5), covering a
discrete set of masses between about 2×10−13 eV/c2 and
1.4×10−12 eV/c2 and down to kinetic mixing couplings of
10−9, nearly two orders of magnitude below the strongest
existing CMB bounds [69]. Future, more sensitive, CW
searches can improve the reach, especially at high masses
(high GW frequencies) and low couplings where most of
the signals are still below the current detection threshold.
In obtaining these results, we make multiple assumptions
that require further confirmation both from observations
and theoretical or numerical studies.

The signal features depend on properties of the super-
radiating BHs, as it is the case for other superradiance
observational signatures. In our case, the poor under-
standing of the overall number, spatial, age, mass, and
spin distributions of galactic BHs limits our ability of
predicting the superradiance ensemble signal. To better
quantify these uncertainties, one could perform a more
comprehensive study testing simulation-based distribu-
tions of galactic BHs, using results from recent galactic
simulations such as [124, 135]. Ultimately, simulation
results will have to be validated against population stud-
ies inferred from LVK merger events and future precise
astrometric measurements. Our search is additionally
based on the assumption that superradiance clouds emit
pulsating radio signals, at a frequency given by the rota-
tional frequency of the cloud and half the CW frequency.
This assumption is motivated by the analogy between
the plasma-filled dark photon cloud and a neutron star
magnetosphere and is supported by the mild evidence for
periodicity found in Ref. [46]. We find that the predic-
tion should not change significantly if the pulsating radio
emission is at least a fraction of fr ≃ 10−7 of the total
cloud’s EM emission (see Secs. IVB, IVC, and App. D 1
for further discussion on the dependence on this param-
eter).

While in this work we mostly focus on performing GW
follow-up searches of pulsating EM sources, in Sec. IV
we also find that EM searches alone could be used to
probe dark photon superradiance, since a large number
of sources is expected to be above the detection thresh-

old of existing radio surveys. It could be inferred that
the whole range of dark photon masses and a similar
range of ε as shown in Fig. 5 is disfavored by the cur-
rently observed radio sources. We stress, however, that
the potential of excluding dark photon parameter space
for searches relying on the radio signal alone is limited
by the strong assumption on the pulsating component of
the cloud emission, that cannot be robustly predicted at
present. The goal of this work was the search of a CW
counterpart from promising candidate sources. In order
to interpret the result of the search, we also develop a
method to potentially exclude dark photons. Due to the
associated uncertainties discussed in Sec. IV, however,
the resulting constraints are not fully robust. Since dark
photon clouds are expected to have a high-energy coun-
terpart, the same sources could be seen by large-scale x-
ray surveys like Swift-XRT [136] and eROSITA [137]. A
combination of low- and high-energy observations could
be used to rule out the existence of these objects or iden-
tify potential dark photon cloud candidates. Ultimately,
however, a detection of a CW counterpart would be re-
quired to confirm the superradiance origin.
This work paves the way for a new class of dark pho-

ton superradiance searches, that combines GW and EM
observations. This strategy complements other probes
of BH superradiance that are based on GW observations
and spin population measurements and target both scalar
and vector bosons. Planned upgrades of existing GW de-
tectors [138], as well as future instruments (ET [139, 140],
CE [141, 142], LISA [143], DECIGO [144], LGWA [145]),
will offer improved sensitivity over complementary fre-
quency intervals, ranging from ∼ 10−4 Hz to ∼ 103 Hz.
These future observatories will be able to cover a wide
boson mass range, from ∼ 10−18 eV/c2 to 10−11 eV/c2,
providing an exciting opportunity to discover a signal
from new ultralight boson clouds.
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Appendix A: Binary targets

We applied the method described in Sec. III C 2 to the
three targets in binary systems J1317-0157, J0024-7204H
and J0024-7204S, see Tab. VI- VII.

Following the discussion in [99, 146], the binary
Doppler correction can be expressed in terms of five bi-
nary orbital parameters: ap, the projected semi-major
axis of the orbit along the line of sight normalised to c;
Porb, the orbital period; e, the orbit eccentricity; ω, the
argument of periastron; and tp, the time of periapse’s
passage. In the regime of low eccentricities, e ≪ 1,
e, ω, tp are not directly provided in the ephemerides
due to strong correlations among the parameters. In-
stead, astronomers replace those with tasc = tp−2πω/P ,
η = e sinω and κ = e cosω. The parameters used in the
analysis are taken from Ref. [103] for J1317-0157, while
the other two ephemerides are taken from the ATNF cat-
alog [95, 96] and are reported in Tab. III.

We observe that the uncertainties on the binary pa-
rameters of J0024-7204H (see Tab. III) are within the
maxima offsets of these parameters for which the resam-
pling method has been tested and proven to successfully
recover the five peaks (see Table 3 of [78]). On the other
hand, the error bars for J0024-7204S and J1317-0157 are
larger than these bounds. In fact, converting the low
eccentricity parameters and their uncertainties given in
Tab. III in terms of the nominal 5 Keplerian parameters
(to compare with the work in [78]), we had to explore 85
templates in the ω × tp space and 91 ω values to cover
J0024-7204S and J1317-0157 uncertainties, respectively.

Appendix B: Semi-coherent method for targets in
binary system

Additionally to the method presented in Sec. III C 2,
we apply the search presented in [79] for the three tar-
gets in binary systems (see App. A and Tab. III). The
outcome of this search is not included in the main text
as its results are less sensitive than the method presented
in Sec. III C 2.
Here, data in the time domain from the Band Sampled

Data framework [147] are split into segments of a given
duration, known as coherence time and indicated with
TFFT. The TFFT is calculated for each target given their
parameters and takes into account the variation of the
orbital modulation within their uncertainties.
Data are initially Doppler corrected and then split

into segments of length TFFT. Each segment is Fourier-
transformed and whitened using the average spectrum
along the data stream [147]. After the equalization pro-
cedure, we select local maxima in the frequency domain
above a threshold of θ = 2.5 [102]. Then, we construct
the histogram of selected frequencies and consider as a
potential candidate the loudest peak around the expected
frequency, in the range fGW ± 1.5 δf , where δf is the
Fourier transform frequency resolution given by 1/TFFT.
To decide whether the candidate has to be considered

an outlier, our detection statistic is again the CR as de-
fined in Eq. (22). In this case, however, for each candi-
date, S is replaced by the number of times that a specific
bin has been selected. While µ and σ are the average and
standard deviation of the noise counts calculated out-
side the region from which the loudest peak is selected.
Similarly to the other analyses, we set a threshold of
FAP=1% that corresponds to CRthr ≈ 2.79 (see App. E
of [79]). Here, different detector data are analysed inde-
pendently and their results are compared for consistency
checks. Due to a current software limitation, the study
is bounded to TFFT < Tsid/5 ∼ 1.7 · 104 s, where Tsid is
the sidereal day.
Our search did not highlight any significant outlier, as

shown by the CR values reported in Tab. IV. We there-
fore set ULs at the 95% CL through fake signals injection
in real data and report them in Tab. IV; the resulting
ULs are a factor of 1.2 to 5 higher with respect to the
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Table III. Five keplerian parameters and their reported error for the 3 pulsars in a binary system analyzed in this work. For the
targets J0024-7204H and J1317-0157 we report the low eccentricity approximation parameters (starred values below). Values
are taken from Ref. [103] for J1317-0157, while the other two ephemerides are taken from the ATNF catalog [95, 96].

Pulsar name P [day] ap [ls] e/η∗ ω [◦] /κ∗ tp/t
∗
asc [MJD]

J0024-7204H 2.35769689(1) 2.152813(2) 0.070558(1) 111.318(4) 51602.186289(7)
J0024-7204S 1.201724200(3) 0.7662686(8) 9.1(3) · 10−5∗ 3.9(2) · 10−4∗ 51600.6250241(7)∗

J1317-0157 0.089128297(2) 0.027795(4) 5(2) · 10−4∗ 0(2) · 10−4∗ 57909.041863(5)∗

Table IV. Results from the semi-coherent method for three targets in binary systems, following Ref. [79]. We report the
coherence time, with starred values indicating that the analysis has been done with TFFT = 1/5Tsid, the CR showing that no
outliers have been identified (i.e., CR < CRthr), and the estimated strain ULs.

Pulsar name TFFT [Tsid] CRL1 CRH1 hUL

J0024-7204H 2.96∗ 0.20 -0.20 8.9 × 10−26

J0024-7204S 1.84∗ 1.01 1.15 1.1 × 10−25

J1317-0157 0.17 2.08 0.43 1.7 × 10−25

ULs obtained with the resampling pipeline for the same
sources.

Appendix C: Source parameters

In this section we report the measured values of
the ephemerids used for all the 34 sources analyzed in
this work and the additional 10 sources are used to
constrain dark photon signals using previous results.
The sources are divided into the three categories of
‘ḟ > 0’, ‘frequency-doublets’, and ‘frequency-triplets’
(see Sec. III B for more details on the selection crite-
ria), reported in Tab. VI, VII, V, respectively. In each
table, we indicate the source name, position in the sky
using the equatorial coordinates (α, δ), the rotational fre-

quency (fEM) and its time derivative (ḟEM). Values are

taken from Ref. [103] for two pulsars (J1122-3546 and
J1317-0157), while all the others from the ATNF cata-
log [95, 96]. We additionally report the maximum theo-
retically expected strain, hmax, that a dark photon cloud
could produce, under the optimistic assumption that it
is as young as 103 yr [46]. For sources with ḟrot, we
additionally include a minimum theoretically expected
strain, hmin, obtained by assuming that spin-up is en-
tirely due to the superradiance cloud decay through GW
emission [46]. The pipeline used to analyze each source,
together with the obtained strain ULs are reported in
Tab. II in the main text.
Note that three sources in the categories ‘frequency-

doublets’ and ‘frequency-triplets’ have ḟEM > 0 (J1748-
3009, J0024-7204S, and J0024-7204H). These sources are
known to be in a binary system, hence the positive
spin frequency derivatives are more likely linked to the
source’s acceleration in the binary orbit; therefore we do
not include them in the set of potentially spinning-up
sources ‘ḟ > 0’.

Table V: Parameters of the targets with ḟ > 0. Frequencies are propagated to the epoch 58700 MJD. Targets with the
superscript D happen to also be in a frequency-doublet. Values are taken from the ATNF catalog [95, 96].

Pulsar name α δ fEM ḟEM hmin hmax

(J2000) (hh:mm:ss) (hh:mm:ss) (Hz) (Hz/s) ×10−25 ×10−25

J1757-2745 17:57:54.7826(1) -27:45:40.16(2) 56.53801333052(5) 4.17(5) × 10−17 15.1 19.6

J1641+3627A 16:41:40.87019(5) +36:27:14.9788(4) 96.362234567(4) 6.75(3) × 10−16 25.0 29.2

J1748-2446C 17:48:04.54(1) -24:46:36(4) 118.53825306(4) 8.52(6) × 10−15 61.0 63.1

J1910-5959B 19:10:52.0556(5) -59:59:00.861(6) 119.6487328450(5) 1.13154(8) × 10−14 119.0 119.3

J1801-0857A 18:01:50.6097(1) -08:57:31.853(6) 139.360884729(3) 9.9124(8) × 10−15 31.2 32.2

J1748-2021C 17:48:51.17320(1) -20:21:53.81(4) 160.592709908(2) 1.543(4) × 10−15 11.7 13.4

J0024-7204C 00:23:50.3546(1) -72:04:31.5048(4) 173.70821896596(4) 1.50421(6) × 10−15 17.9 20.7

J1911+0101B 19:11:12.5725(4) +01:01:50.44(2) 185.724277202(5) 7(1) × 10−17 2.1 2.8

J0024-7204D 00:24:13.88092(6) -72:04:43.8524(2) 186.65166985673(2) 1.1922(3) × 10−16 4.4 5.6
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J0024-7204ZD 00:24:06.041(2) -72:05:01.480(6) 219.565606035(2) 2.19(3) × 10−16 4.3 5.5

J0024-7204L 00:24:03.7721(3) -72:04:56.923(2) 230.0877462914(1) 6.4611(2) × 10−15 21.5 23.3

J0024-7204GD 00:24:07.9603(1) -72:04:39.7030(5) 247.50152509638(6) 2.5825(1) × 10−15 11.8 13.4

J1801-0857CD 18:01:50.73731(7) -08:57:32.699(3) 267.47267494(3) 4.573(9) × 10−15 6.0 6.6

J0024-7204MD 00:23:54.4899(3) -72:05:30.756(2) 271.9872287887(2) 2.8421(4) × 10−15 10.3 11.7

J1836-2354B 18:36:24.351(3) -23:54:28.7(7) 309.379715192(2) 4.6(6) × 10−17 1.5 1.6

J0024-7204N 00:24:09.1880(2) -72:04:28.8907(7) 327.4443186174(1) 2.3435(2) × 10−15 6.5 6.9

Table VI: Parameters of the targets in doublets. Frequencies are propagated to the epoch 58700 MJD. Additional targets in
this group are listed in Tab. V with the superscript D. Note that targets might be missing the companion, due to the selections
described in Sec. III D. Values are taken from the ATNF catalog [95, 96] for all the targets but J1122-3546 and J1317-0157,
where we considered the ephemerides reported in Ref. [103].

Pulsar name α δ fEM ḟEM hmax

(J2000) (hh:mm:ss) (hh:mm:ss) (Hz) (Hz/s) ×10−25

J1748-3009 17:48:24(0) -30:09:11(0) 103.263527(0) 3.77(0) × 10−16 16.1

J0921-5202 9:21:00(0) -52:02:00(0) 103.30777(0) −2.209(0) × 10−16 229.7

J1122-3546 11:22:17.24(0) -35:46:31.2(0) 127.582438285(0) −2.48(0) × 10−16 124.5

J1546-5925 15:46:29.3456(5) -59:25:44.871(3) 128.2589171003(7) −2.65(5) × 10−16 20.4

J1551-0658 15:51:07.215(4) -06:58:06.5(6) 140.9690(0) −3.99(0) × 10−16 61.7

J1748-2446T 17:48:04.8(0) -24:46:45(0) 141.145053(0) - 11.8

J0514-4002N 05:14:06.7(1) -40:02:47(1) 179.600927(0) - 7.1

J0514-4002C 05:14:06.69(4) -40:02:49.4(3) 179.700978(0) - 7.1

J1824-2452E 18:24:32.81(0) -24:52:11.20(0) 184.501845(0) - 14.9

J1838-0022g 18:38:24(6) +00:22:00(2) 196.463654(0) - 20.1

J1748-2446ac 17:48:04.8(0) -24:46:45(0) 196.582994(0) - 11.8

J1940+26 19:40:13(8) +26:01:00(2) 207.74778(7) - 10.3

J1904+0836g 19:04:35(6) +08:36:00(2) 225.225225(0) - 27.9

J1953+1844g 19:53:44(7) +18:44:00(2) 225.225225(0) - 18.8

J1326-4728E 13:26:44(0) -47:30:00(0) 237.658566471(2) - 15.7

J0125-2327 1:25:10(0) -23:27:26(0) 272.0810887(0) −1.3567(0) × 10−15 93.6

J1844+0028g 18:44:36(6) +00:28:48(12) 280.112045(0) - 17.9

J1317-0157 13:17:40.45(0) -1:57:30.1(0) 343.8500325(2) −6.5(4) × 10−16 3.3

J0418+6635 04:18:47.9811(2) +66:35:24.726(3) 343.62080(1) −1.613(1) × 10−15 37.0

J0024-7204S 00:24:03.9794(1) -72:04:42.3530(4) 353.30621861542(6) 1.50466(1) × 10−14 17.4

J1308-23 13:08:00(0) -23:00:00(0) 353.4(1) - 47.7
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Table VII: Parameters of the targets in triplets. Frequencies are propagated to the epoch 58700 MJD. Note that targets might
be missing the companion, due to the selections described in Sec. III D. Values are taken from the ATNF catalog [95, 96] for
all the targets.

Pulsar name α δ fEM ḟEM hmax

(J2000) (hh:mm:ss) (hh:mm:ss) (Hz) (Hz/s) ×10−25

J1342+2822F 13:42:11.6(0) +28:22:38(0) 227.3(0) - 8.0

J1803-3002B 18:03:34.0(0) -30:02:02(0) 227.427792(0) - 10.6

J1823-3021E 18:23:38.93(0) -30:22:22.3(0) 227.583068(0) - 10.3

J0024-7204H 00:24:06.7032(2) -72:04:06.8067(6) 311.49341795311(6) 1.775(1) × 10−16 17.4

J1930+1403g 19:30:18(7) +14:03(2) 311.526480(0) - 17.2

J1624-39 16:24:25(0) -39:51:00(0) 337.837838(0) - 31.1

J2045-68 20:45:17(0) -68:36:20(0) 337.837838(0) - 64.2

Appendix D: Expected number of observable events

1. Strain density distribution

To obtain the final expression for the strain density distribution of a signal of strain h0 from galactic disk BHs given
in Sec. IVB, we start from the definition given in Eq. (30),

dnh

dh0
(h0 | m, ε) =

1

Nχmaxtmax

∫
dM

M1.35
min

M2.35

∫
dχ

∫
dr⃗

dndisk

dr⃗

∫
dt δ[h̄0(M,χ, τobs, d | m)− h]ΘḟΘEMΘplΘev. (D1)

The strain dependence with respect to time and distance can be written out explicitly from Eq. (5) as

h̄0(M,χ, τobs, d) =
hrd(M,χ)

1 + τobs/τGW(M,χ)

rd
d
, (D2)

where τGW is the characteristic timescale for GW emission (see Eq. (4)) and hrd(M,χ) ≡ hs
0(M,χ, d = rd) is the strain

emitted at cloud saturation evaluated at a distance equal to the disk’s characteristic size rd, for later convenience
in the overall normalization. The δ-function in Eq. (D1) is satisfied for τ̄ = τSR + d/c + τGW [hrdrd/(h0d)− 1]
≡ τSR + d/c+ τ̄obs and can be used to integrate over the BH’s age, to get

dnh

d log h0
=

1

N

∫
dM

M1.35
min

M2.35

∫
dχ

1

χmax

hrd(M,χ)

h0

τGW(M,χ)

τmax
Θpl

∫
dr⃗

dndisk

dV

rd
d
ΘḟΘEMΘev, (D3)

where we have dropped the dependence on the dark photon parameters for simplicity and the boundary conditions
of the volume integral are determined by the boundary conditions of the age integral, requiring

max{τmin, τSR + d/c} < τ̄ < τmax. (D4)

Given the cylindrical symmetry of the BH distribution in Eq. (26), the location of the observer can be conveniently
chosen along one of the horizontal axis, i.e. {ρ, ϕ, z} = {robs, 0, 0} in cylindrical coordinates, with robs ≃ 8 kpc.
Writing out the disk spatial distribution explicitly, we get

dnh

d log h0
=

xdiskNBH

4πN

∫
dM

M1.35
min

M2.35

∫
dχ

1

χmax

hrd

h0

τGW

τmax
Θpl

∫
dz̃

∫
dφ

∫
dρ̃

ρ̃ e−ρ̃ ΘḟΘEMΘev√
ρ̃2 + r̃2obs + (zmax/rd)2z̃2 − 2ρ̃ r̃obs cosφ

,

(D5)
where we have introduced z̃ ≡ z/zmax, ρ̃ ≡ ρ/rd, and r̃obs = robs/rd. If we now take the thin disk approximation

and assume d ≃
√
ρ2 + r2obs − 2ρ robs cosφ, the above expression simplifies to Eq. (34) from the main text. The
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Figure 7. Same as Fig. 3, but fixing the fraction of EM emission into radio to fr = 10−7. We computed the result also for
fr = 10−3 and curves are unchanged from Fig. 3.

boundaries of the volume integral in Eq. (34) have to satisfy the conditions

dmax
− <

√
ρ2 + r2obs − 2ρ robs cosφ < min

{
dmax
+ ,

hrd

h0
rd,

τmax − τSR
c

}
dmax
± ≡ c

τmax − τSR + τGW ±
√
(τmax − τSR + τGW)2 − 4τGW(rd/c)(hrd/h0)

2
. (D6)

For the Θḟ function – see Sec. IVB – the explicit time evolution of the frequency derivative is determined by

ḟGW ∝ Ṁc(τ) – see Sec. II – and is given by

ḟGW(t) =
ḟs
GW

(1 + τ/τGW)
2 . (D7)

In Fig. 7 we show the strain distribution from Eq. (34) and the total expected number of events from Eq. (35) similarly
to the results shown in Fig. 3 in the main text, but fixing the fraction of radio emission of the dark photon cloud to
fr = 10−7, instead of fr = 10−5.

2. Expected events for other sources

In this section we show the number of expected observable events for the sources that have not being analyzed with
the narrow-band method, to complement the results shown in Sec. IVB (excluding the three sources that are known
to be in a binary system, since we are only considering the population of isolated BHs). The results are shown in
Fig. 8.

3. Radio flux density distribution

Similarly to the derivation presented in App. D 1, to obtain the radio luminosity function of dark photon superra-
diance clouds from galactic disk BHs, we start from the density distribution of a signal with radio flux Fr

dnFr

dFr
(Fr | m, ε) =

∫
dr⃗dMdχdτ

dnBH

dr⃗ dMdχdτ
δ
[
F̄r(M,χ, τobs, d | m, ε)− Fr

]
ΘplΘev

=
1

Nχmaxτmax

∫
dM

M1.35
min

M2.35

∫
dχΘpl

∫
dr⃗

dndisk

dr⃗

∫
dt δ

[
F̄r(M,χ, τobs, d | m, ε)− Fr

]
Θev, (D8)
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Figure 8. Same as Fig. 4, but for the sources in Tab. II that were analyzed with a pipeline different from the narrow-band
method.

where the BHs differential distribution is given in Eq. (28) and, compared to the CW strain distribution from Eq. (30),
we do not need to include ΘEM and Θḟ

22. The radio flux dependence with respect to time, distance, and ε can be

written out explicitly from Eq. (31) as

F̄r(M,χ, τobs, d | m, ε) = fr
ε2Ls(M,χ| m, ε = 1)

1 + τobs/τGW(M,χ)

1

4πd2
, (D9)

where τGW is the characteristic timescale for GW emission (see Eq. (4)), Ls is the EM luminosity at cloud saturation,
given by taking Mc = Ms

c in Eq. (8), and fr the fraction going into radio emission. The δ-function in Eq. (D8) is
satisfied for τ̄ ≡ τSR + d/c + τGW

[
frε

2Ls/(4πd2Fr)− 1
]
≡ τSR + d/c + τ̄obs and can be used to integrate over time,

to get

dnFr

d logFr
=

1

N

∫
dM

M1.35
min

M2.35

∫
dχ

1

χmax

frε
2Ls(M,χ)

4πr2dFr

τGW(M,χ)

τmax
Θpl

∫
dr⃗

dndisk

dr⃗

r2d
d2

Θev, (D10)

where we have dropped the dependence on the dark photon parameters for simplicity and the boundary conditions
of the volume integral are determined by the boundary conditions of the time integral, requiring

max{τmin, τSR + d/c} < τ̄ < τmax. (D11)

Given the cylindrical symmetry of the BH distribution in Eq. (26), the location of the observer can be conveniently
chosen along one of the horizontal axis, i.e. {ρ, ϕ, z} = {robs, 0, 0} in cylindrical coordinates, with robs ≃ 8 kpc.
Writing out the disk spatial distribution explicitly, we get

dnFr

d logFr
=

xdisk NBH

4πN

∫
dM

M1.35
min

M2.35

∫
dχ

1

χmax

frε
2Ls

4πr2dFr

τGW

τmax
Θpl

∫
dz̃

∫
dφ

∫
dρ̃

ρ̃e−ρ̃ Θev

ρ̃2 + r̃2obs + (zmax/rd)2z̃2 − 2ρ̃ r̃obs cosφ
,

(D12)
where we have introduced z̃ ≡ z/zmax, ρ̃ ≡ ρ/rd, and r̃obs = robs/rd. If we now take the thin disk approximation and

assume d ≃
√
ρ2 + r2obs − 2ρ robs cosφ, the above expression simplifies to Eq. (36) from the main text. The boundary

conditions of the volume integral over φ and ρ in Eq. (36) have to satisfy

d2 <
frε

2Ls

4πFr
(D13)

d3 + c(τSR − τGW − τmax)d
2 +

frε
2Ls

4πFr
cτGW < 0, (D14)

22 Radio surveys would loose sensitivity for pulsating signals that
are rapidly varying over time, i.e. with a large spin-up rate.
However, we have already seen in Sec. IVB that most of the

observable systems have a very small spin-up rate. Therefore we
neglect the condition on ḟ for simplicity.
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where d2 = ρ2 + r2obs − 2ρ robs cosφ.
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Szymański, S. Koz lowski, P. Pietrukowicz, I. Soszyński,
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