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Recent work has shown that axions can be efficiently produced via non-stationary pair plasma
discharges in the polar cap region of pulsars. Here, we point out that for axion masses 10−9 eV ≲
ma ≲ 10−4 eV, a sizable fraction of the sourced axion population will be gravitationally confined
to the neutron star. These axions accumulate over astrophysical timescales, thereby forming a
dense ‘axion cloud’ around the star. We argue that the existence of such a cloud, with densi-
ties reaching and potentially exceeding O(1022)GeV cm−3, is a generic expectation across a wide
range of parameter space. For axion masses ma ≳ 10−7 eV, energy is primarily radiated from the
axion cloud via resonant axion-photon mixing, generating a number of distinctive signatures that
include: a sharp line in the radio spectrum of each pulsar (located at the axion mass, and with a
percent-level width), and transient events arising from the reconfiguration of charge densities in the
magnetosphere. While a deeper understanding of the systematic uncertainties in these systems is
required, our current estimates suggest that existing radio telescopes could improve sensitivity to
the axion-photon coupling by more than an order of magnitude.

I. INTRODUCTION

A generic prediction of several extensions of the Stan-
dard Model of particle physics is the existence of light
pseudoscalars known as axions. Perhaps the best-known
example is the ‘QCD axion’, a pseudo-Goldstone boson
arising in the leading solution to the Strong-CP prob-
lem (this is the question of why charge-parity symmetry
is preserved in quantum chromodynamics) [1–4]. Light
axions are also a standard feature appearing from the
compactification of extra dimensions in well-motivated
extensions of the Standard Model (such as e.g. String
Theory [5–9]), and are among the leading candidates to
explain the ‘missing matter’ in the Universe, i.e. dark
matter (see e.g. [10] for a recent review).
One of the novel and more compelling proposals to

indirectly search for axions involves looking for radio sig-
nals coming from the magnetospheres of neutron stars.
The large magnetic fields and ambient plasma found in
these environments can dramatically enhance the inter-
action rate between axions and electromagnetism, pro-
ducing an array of distinctive signatures. These include
radio spectral lines arising from the resonant conversion
of axion dark matter [11–23], broadband radio emission
generated from axions sourced in the polar caps of pul-
sars [24, 25], and transient radio bursts [22, 26–34].

In this article, we show that the mere existence of an
axion with a mass in the range 10−9 eV ≲ ma ≲ 10−4 eV
leads to the generic prediction that all neutron stars are
surrounded by extremely dense clouds of axions. This is
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a direct consequence of the fact that iterative bursts of e±

pair production taking place in the polar caps of active
neutron stars induce a quasi-periodic dynamical screen-

ing of E⃗ · B⃗, which enters as a source term in the axion’s

equation of motion (here E⃗ and B⃗ are the electric- and
magnetic field supported by the neutron star). Ref. [25]
recently investigated the observable consequences arising
from the high-energy part of the sourced axion popu-
lation (i.e. the part which escapes the magnetosphere),
showing that these axions can give rise to a substan-
tial broadband radio flux. However, not all of the pro-
duced axions escape. For axion masses roughly in the
MHz − GHz range, a large fraction of injected energy
will go directly into axions that are instead gravitation-
ally confined to the neutron star. Owing to their feeble
interactions, these particles cannot efficiently dissipate
energy, and will therefore accumulate on astrophysical
timescales. Importantly, the enormous densities realized
in these environments allow one to overcome the tradi-
tional challenges associated with detecting feebly inter-
acting particles; as such, the existence of dense axion
fields around neutron stars will not only have a profound
impact on existing indirect axion searches (such as those
in [20, 21, 23, 25]), but will also open a new regime of ax-
ion phenomenology that carries enormous discovery po-
tential.

The goal of this paper is to explore the formation, the
properties, and the evolution of axion clouds around neu-
tron stars, setting the stage for future studies of the phe-
nomenological implications of these systems. We achieve
this by simulating the evolution of a small population
of neutron stars from birth to death, tracing the change
in the axion production rate due to magneto-rotational
spin-down, and looking at the extent to which energy
stored in the axion cloud can be dissipated over the
course of a neutron star’s lifetime. We show that for typi-
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cal neutron stars in our sample, the characteristic density
of axions near the surface of the star can exceed the local
dark matter density by more than twenty orders of mag-
nitude (even for relatively small axion-photon couplings)
over a sizable fraction of the neutron star lifetime. We
also investigate how energy is dissipated in axion clouds,
showing that resonant axion-photon conversion can gen-
erate a number of distinct and powerful observational
signatures at radio frequencies.

This manuscript is organized as follows. We begin in
Sec. II by discussing the fundamental physics governing
the formation and evolution of axion clouds. This in-
cludes a thorough discussion of various mechanisms ca-
pable of dissipating the stored energy; here, we show
that the dominant energy dissipation mechanism is typi-
cally resonant axion-photon mixing. One inevitable con-
sequence that arises from this mixing is the production
of radio emission – this is the focus of Sec. III. In this sec-
tion we identify two unique signatures arising from the
existence of axion clouds1: a sharp kinematic feature in
the radio band appearing at the axion mass, and a tran-
sient radio burst which serves to dissipate the axion cloud
late in a neutron star’s lifetime. We furthermore estimate
projected sensitivities of existing radio telescopes to both
signatures in Sec. IV. We provide concluding remarks in
Sec. V.

II. AXION CLOUDS

The first model for a plasma-filled magnetosphere was
introduced more than fifty years ago, when Ref. [36]
noted that the parallel component of the induced elec-

tric field, E∥ ≡ (E⃗ · B⃗)/|B⃗| ≠ 0, can easily overpower
gravity, naturally leading to the extraction of charges
directly from the upper layers of a neutron star’s sur-
face. The extracted current drives electric fields which
attempt to screen E∥, eventually pushing the system to-
ward a steady-state configuration in which E∥ = 0 every-
where [36]. This solution, known as the Goldreich-Julian
(GJ) model, requires the plasma to co-rotate with the
neutron star, a feat which is impossible at sufficiently
large radial distances.

As a result, small localized regions known as vacuum
gaps, with E∥ ̸= 0, are expected to appear in order to
supplement the plasma deficit at large radii [37]. As men-
tioned above, however, the existence of a large E∥ com-
ponent is unstable. The parallel electric field will extract
and accelerate primary particles from the neutron star
surface – these particles will subsequently ignite e± pair

1 A companion paper by a subset of the authors also illustrates
how at low axion masses, below those studied here, the axion
cloud can dissipate energy by driving radiative energy losses in
the plasma itself. In this regime, the axion cloud can back-react
on the electrodynamics in the polar cap, imprinting a periodic
nulling on a pulsar’s radio emission [35].

cascades, generating a dense plasma which temporarily
screens E∥ before flowing away from the neutron star.
Recent years have shown significant progress in simulat-
ing this dynamical discharge process taking place in the
polar cap gaps (i.e. the vacuum gaps situated just above
the magnetic poles of a neutron star), indicating that it
may be the source of the coherent radio emission observed
from pulsars [38, 39].
It was recently demonstrated that the dynamical

screening of E∥ in the polar caps can also efficiently
source a local population of axions [24, 25] – this is a

consequence of the fact that E⃗ · B⃗ enters as a source
term in the axion’s equation of motion. The spectrum
of emitted axions is determined by the induced oscilla-
tions that arise from the screening process, and is ex-
pected to roughly span frequencies in the MHz − GHz
range (consistent with the spectrum of observed radio
emission). Relativistic axions produced in this way can
escape the gravitational pull of the neutron star – during
their traversal of the magnetosphere these axions can, on
occasion, resonantly convert to low-energy radio photons.
Ref. [25] used a combination of semi-analytic modeling,
numerical simulations, and geometric ray-tracing to com-
pute the spectra of escaping axions and photons sourced
in the magnetospheres of nearby pulsars. By comparing
the predicted and observed radio flux from this pulsar
population, Ref. [25] was able to set stringent constraints
on the axion-photon coupling across a wide range of ax-
ion masses.
In this manuscript, we focus instead on the implica-

tions arising from non-relativistic axions sourced in the
polar caps, which can comprise a sizable fraction of the
total axion population if the axion mass is roughly in the
range 10−9 eV ≲ ma ≲ 10−4 eV. These non-relativistic
axions are gravitationally bound to the neutron star, and
will therefore accumulate over time, resulting in the for-
mation of a dense axion cloud2. In this section we study
the evolution of these clouds over the lifetime of the neu-
tron star, showing that an axion cloud proceeds through
four distinct phases – these phases are highlighted in
Fig. 1.

A. General evolution

Axions generically couple to electromagnetism via the
Lagrangian term L ⊃ −1

4gaγγ aFµν F̃
µν , where F and F̃

2 Basins of light bosonic particles around stellar objects have been
studied in e.g. [40, 41]. These studies are qualitatively similar
to the analysis presented here, but rely on volumetric thermal
emission in the Sun. In contrast, we study non-thermal emission
arising from pulsar polar caps; the case of thermal emission from
neutron stars is not expected to produce large densities as it
necessitates much larger axion masses in order to be effective,
and these axions are efficiently absorbed inside of the neutron
star.
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Growth Saturation Spin-down Transient Decay

t ≲ 𝒪(1 yr) yr ≲ t ≲ kyr kyr ≲ t ≲ Myr t ≳ Myr

FIG. 1. Overview of the four stages characterizing the formation and evolution of axion clouds around neutron stars. Growth
(left): typically occurring on sub-year timescales, the axion cloud grows in an unimpeded manner. Saturation (center-left):
occurring on O(yr) to O(kyr) timescales, the outer part of the density profile saturates as a result of resonant axion-photon
conversion (taking place near the conversion surface shown as a dashed red line). The inner part of the profile is unaffected
by the resonant transitions, and continues to grow. Spin-down (center-right): occurring on O(kyr) to O(Myr) timescales,
the neutron star undergoes magneto-rotational spin-down, causing the production rate of axions to decrease and shifting the
resonant conversion surface to smaller radii. Transient Decay (right): late in the neutron star’s lifetime axion production
ceases and the magnetosphere relaxes to a fully charge-separated state. This process opens resonant transitions at all radii,
and causes the axion cloud to fully dissipate its energy.

are the electromagnetic field strength tensor and its dual,
a is the axion field, and gaγγ is the coupling strength. The
resulting axion equation of motion is given by(

□+m2
a

)
a(x) = −gaγγ (E⃗ · B⃗)(x) , (1)

where E⃗ · B⃗ clearly appears as an axion source term.
Following Ref. [25], one can express the differential pro-
duction rate of axions from spacetime variations in the
source term via

dṄa

d3k
=

∣∣∣S̃(k⃗)∣∣∣2
2(2π)3ωa(k⃗)T

. (2)

Here ωa(k⃗) is the energy of mode k⃗, T is the character-

istic period of the gap discharge process, and S̃(k⃗) is the
Fourier transform (FT) of the source term, i.e.

S̃(k⃗) = −gaγγ
∫
d4x eik·x(E⃗ · B⃗)(x) . (3)

From Eq. 3, one can see that the production rate and
spectrum of axions produced during the screening of the
vacuum gap is fully resolved by the spacetime evolution of
E∥, which is non-trivial due to pair production processes.

In order to make general statements about the prop-
erties of axion clouds, we simulate the evolution of ten
different neutron stars over the course of their lifetime.
Following Refs. [42, 43], we assume the initial period (P
in seconds), magnetic field (B0 in Gauss), and misalign-
ment angle (χ in degrees) are uncorrelated at birth, and

characterized by the following distributions

p(P ) =
1√
2πσ2

p

e−(P−µp)
2/(2σ2

p) , (4)

p(B0) =
1√
2πσ2

B

e−(log10(B0)−µB)2/(2σ2
B) , (5)

p(χ) = sinχ/2 . (6)

Here, the means and standard deviations have been ob-
tained by performing fits to the observed pulsar popula-
tion, and are given by µp = 0.22, σp = 0.423, µB = 13.2,
and σB = 0.62. The initial conditions for the ten neutron
stars in our sample are obtained via random draws from
Eqs. 4–6; the properties of each neutron star at birth are
presented in the first columns of Table I.
For active neutron stars, the rate of spin-down is deter-

mined by a combination of dipole radiation and plasma
effects (see e.g. [44, 45]). The evolution of the rotational
period and alignment angle are given by

Ṗ = β
B2

0

P
(κ0 + κ1 sin

2 χ) , (7)

χ̇ = −β κ2
B2

0

P 2
sinχ cosχ , (8)

where κ0 ∼ κ1 ∼ κ2 ∼ 1 and β = π2R6
NS/INS ∼ 6 ×

3 Note that the distribution of the period is restricted to the posi-
tive definite domain, and the misalignment angle χ is restricted
to be between 0 and 90 degrees (pulsar evolution proceeds iden-
tically regardless of whether the projection of the magnetic axis
onto the rotational axis is positive or negative).
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NS PBirth (s) B0,Birth (G) χBirth (deg) PDeath (s) B0,Death (G) χDeath (deg)

1 0.186 2.88E13 48 3.40 3.94E12 5

2 0.168 1.39E14 23 10.8 3.99E13 0.41

3 0.094 1.73E13 46 2.16 1.59E12 3.7

4 0.429 2.24E12 62 0.587 1.17E11 58

5 0.158 3.76E13 9.7 4.18 5.95E12 0.37

6 0.533 5.89E12 80 1.21 4.97E11 75

7 0.486 1.49E13 74 2.51 2.14E12 55

8 0.990 2.00E13 14 2.65 2.38E12 5.5

9 0.700 1.04E12 51 0.722 1.78E11 50

10 0.054 1.00E13 86 1.76 1.06E12 65

TABLE I. Listed properties of the mock neutron stars used in this work. The columns denote: neutron star number, period
at birth (in seconds), surface magnetic field strength at birth (in Gauss), misalignment angle at birth (in degrees), period at
death (in seconds), surface magnetic field strength at death (in Gauss), and misalignment angle at death (in degrees).

10−40 G−2 s, with RNS and INS being the neutron star
radius and moment of inertia respectively.

Detailed modeling of magnetic field evolution in neu-
tron stars is an active area of research that involves de-
tailed simulations of internal neutron star conductivity
(see [46–48] for recent progress). The main processes
governing the evolution of neutron star magnetic fields
are: Ohmic dissipation, Hall drift, and ambipolar dif-
fusion. Ohmic dissipation simply describes the energy
losses that arise from having a finite conductivity inter-
nal to the neutron star. The rate of Ohmic dissipation
can be enhanced by Hall drift, which allows for magnetic
flux to be transported from inner regions of the star,
where the rate of energy dissipation is slow, to the outer
crust, where the rate is considerably higher. Ambipolar
diffusion arises due to relative motion between charged
particles and neutrons, leading to a drag that dissipates
energy – this dissipation mechanism is typically only effi-
cient early in the lifetime of neutron stars with extremely
large magnetic fields. Here, we make the simplifying as-
sumption that magnetic field evolution is dominated by
Ohmic dissipation, which drives exponential decay of the
magnetic field on a timescale τohm, i.e.

Ḃ0 = −B0/τohm . (9)

We take τohm to be 1Myr [43, 49], which is expected to
lie on the very conservative4 end of the spectrum as the
simulations of [43, 49] assume that the currents support-
ing the magnetic field are confined to the crust – should
the currents also penetrate the core, as may be expected,
the Ohmic decay timescale could increase by orders of
magnitude. Our treatment neglects the impact of Hall
drift and ambipolar diffusion, which can induce small cor-
rections to high-magnetic field neutron stars on shorter

4 Note that small Ohmic decay times are ‘conservative’ in that,
under the assumption of a fixed neutron star formation rate,
they suppress the size of the active pulsar population.

timescales. Properly including such contributions, how-
ever, requires more refined modeling and a better un-
derstanding of the behaviour of currents in the stellar
interior.
The properties of the ten neutron stars considered in

this work, at both birth and death, are displayed in Ta-
ble I5. We define the point of death as the time at which
the neutron star is no longer able to produce radio emis-
sion – this occurs when the rotational period falls below
P ≃ 1.7 s

√
B0/1012 G [50]. Once a neutron star crosses

this point we also assume that it is no longer able to
generate axions. For each neutron star in our sample, we
utilize the semi-analytic model of [25] to predict the axion
spectrum at birth, 10 yrs, 100 yrs, 1 kyr, 10 kyrs, 100 kyrs,
and at death. These spectra allow for the smooth inter-
polation of the production rate of axions throughout the
lifetime of the neutron star.
The time evolution of the axion spectra can subse-

quently be used to reconstruct the density profile of ax-
ions around the neutron stars at any given time. In order
to achieve this we first note that Eq. 2 describes the num-
ber of axions produced with a given k-mode across the
entirety of the gap – if the gap is sufficiently small (such
that the gradient of the gravitational potential across the
gap can be neglected), one can assume all axions in a nar-
row range of k-modes follow approximately the same tra-
jectory. Adopting this approximation, we take ∼ 104 log-
arithmically spaced bins over momenta k < kesc (where
kesc is the escape momentum), and trace the evolution
of these bound trajectories over timescales on the order
of τ0 ∼ O(1 − 103) seconds (corresponding to 103 − 104

neutron star crossing times). Considering all trajectories,

5 Notice that the magnetic field of one of our neutron stars exceeds
the Schwinger field strength BQ ≃ 4.4×1013 G. In this limit, the
gap dynamics and charge configuration may deviate from that
of standard pulsars. In what follows, we treat this neutron star
with the same dynamics as the others, but we avoid making any
statements that rely on the properties of this outlier.



5

we identify the points at which they cross a given shell of
radius r, and average the energy density of axions con-
tained in the trajectories over this shell – this procedure
yields a radial density profile at τ0 given by

ρ(r, τ0) =
1

A

∫
dAna(r)ωa(r)

∼ 1

4πr2

∑
kj ,x

ωj,x Ṅj,x

vj,x cos θj,x
. (10)

Here we have used the fact that one can express the num-
ber density na in terms of the axion production rate Ṅa,
i.e. na ≡ dNa/d

3x = dNa/(va cos θ dAdt) (where dA is
the area element with a surface normal oriented at an
angle θ with respect to the axion velocity va). The sum-
mation runs over the trajectories kj and the crossings x
of each trajectory with the radial surface located at r.

In the event that axions can be treated as fully non-
interacting, the density profile is expected to grow lin-
early as long as the properties of the neutron star remain
constant (i.e. on timescales shorter than the spin-down
and magnetic field decay timescales). This is conserva-
tively expected to last on the order of τlinear ∼ O(kyr).
On longer timescales, magneto-rotational spin-down de-
creases axion production, leading to an eventual satura-
tion of the growth. We incorporate the effect of spin-
down into the evolution of the density profile at a given
time τ by re-scaling Eq. 10 by a factor of τ/τ0, and

redefining Ṅj,x with an effective production rate Ṅ eff
j,x,

which is obtained at each τ by interpolating between the
axion production rates of the trajectories as computed
over the lifetime of the neutron star. As we discuss be-
low, there moreover exist various mechanisms which can
dissipate energy or disrupt the production of axions. As
a result, for large axion couplings the assumption of lin-
ear growth on short timescales may not hold, and the
growth of the cloud may be saturated long before spin-
down substantially abates axion production.

B. Energy dissipation mechanisms

In order to properly follow the long-term evolution of
the axion cloud, one must understand the extent to which
the feeble interactions of the axion can dissipate energy,
or back-react on the production process itself. Here, we
investigate a number of mechanisms which in this way
could alter the linear growth of the axion density. These
include: absorption by nuclei internal to the neutron star,
axion self-interactions, and electromagnetic interactions.
Our calculations suggest that the dominant mechanisms
are typically expected to be electromagnetic.

1. Absorption

Axions have a dimension-5 coupling to nucleons via the
Lagrangian term

L ⊃ 1

2
gaN ∂µaN γµγ5N , (11)

which can induce inverse bremsstrahlung absorption (or
bremsstrahlung emission) of axions as they traverse the
nuclear matter interior to the neutron star6. Here, we
show that for typical axion-nucleon couplings gaN this
absorption process is not expected to significantly impede
the evolution of the cloud.
We start by noting that the evolution of a single axion

trajectory with phase space fa can be described by the
one-dimensional Boltzmann equation (in flat space)

(∂t+ va∂x)fa = ΓE(1+ fa)−ΓAfa = ΓE −ΓA∗fa , (12)

where ΓE and ΓA are the emission and absorption rate in
vacuum, respectively. In the final expression we have de-
fined the effective absorption rate ΓA∗ ≡ ΓA−ΓE , which
accounts for the fact that a high occupation number ax-
ion background can also stimulate the bremsstrahlung
emission of new axions. If the nuclear matter is in local
thermal equilibrium, detailed balance implies that locally
ΓE = e−ωa/TNSΓA, with ωa being the axion energy and
TNS being the neutron star temperature (see e.g. [54]).
Since ωa ≪ TNS for all axions in the cloud, it follows that
ΓA∗ ≈ (ωa/TNS)ΓA ≪ ΓA, and thus the absorption rate
tends to be heavily suppressed in these systems.
In order to provide a quantitative estimate of the ab-

sorption timescale, we use the Fermi surface approxima-
tion to compute the axion-nucleon bremsstrahlung mean
free path. Details can for example be found in [55, 56].
Assuming the mean free path is constant through the
neutron star, the fraction of axions absorbed via a single
pass is given by

fabs =
Nab

N0
=

(
1− e−x/leffa

)
, (13)

where x is the distance travelled inside of the star and
leffa = la/(ωa/TNS) is the effective mean free path (in-
cluding the factor due to stimulated emission). By trac-
ing axion trajectories over many crossings and applying
Eq. 13 to each, we can determine the typical timescale
on which axion absorption takes place – we define this
timescale to be τ90, which is the time after production
when 90% of the axions on a given trajectory will have
been absorbed.
In computing the absorption cross section we adopt

a characteristic value for the internal temperature of
TNS = 106 K and the nucleon Fermi momenta of pFN

∼

6 Other absorption channels are also possible, but always subdom-
inant to axion-nucleon bremsstrahlung [51–53].
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300MeV. Furthermore using an axion-nucleon coupling
of gaN = 10−10 GeV−1, we find that low-energy axions
(whose maximal radial distance from the neutron star is
rmax ≤ 20 km) have τ90 ∼ 100 yrs−1 kyr. We determined
empirically that this timescale grows roughly ∝ r1.4max for
axions produced with larger initial energies. In the next
section, we show that unless there exists a large hierarchy
between the axion-photon and axion-nucleon coupling,
gaγγ/gaN ≪ 10−2, absorption is unlikely to quench the
growth of the axion cloud. The axion-nucleon coupling is
thus not expected to have a sizable impact in most axion
models, and we therefore set gaN = 0 in the rest of this
manuscript.

2. Self-interactions

Non-linear corrections from the axion potential can
lead to an alteration of the axion production rate. Tak-
ing the canonical instanton potential, V (a) ∝ (1 −
cos(a/Fa)), as a representative example, one can see that
self-interactions become important if a/Fa ∼ O(1). Here
Fa is the axion decay constant. In order to remain in
the linear regime, we are thus constrained to densities
ρL ≲ m2

a F
2
a . Approximating gaγγ ∼ F−1

a , one can then
estimate the typical density at which non-linearities be-
come important. For an axion of massma = 10−6 eV and
an axion-photon coupling of gaγγ = 10−11 GeV−1, this
density is around ρNL ∼ 1033 GeV cm−3. This is much
larger than the typical densities reached in axion clouds
(see next subsection); moreover, since the efficiency of
axion production scales proportionally to g2aγγ and ρNL

scales with g−2
aγγ , we do not expect non-linear densities to

be reached at any mass or coupling.
Self-interactions can further serve to quench the

growth of the axion cloud via the 3a → a process. Here
the final state axion has an energy ωa ∼ 3×ma, which is
above the escape velocity of the neutron star. The rate
of energy loss is given by [57]

dE3a→a

dt
= 8πω2

a|G̃|2 , (14)

where

G̃ =
1

24π

m2
a

F 2
a

∫
d3x e−ik·x a(x)3 . (15)

By equating the energy loss with the energy injection
(here, we use the approximate expression for the energy
injection derived in [35] in order to maintain the func-
tional dependency on all quantities), we can determine
the density and coupling at which axion emission could
become important; this occurs at

ρ3a→a ∼ 1026
GeV

cm3

( ma

10−6 eV

)5/3
(
10−12 GeV−1

gaγγ

)2/3

×
(

B0

1012G

)4/3 (
ΩNS

1Hz

)2/3

, (16)

where for simplicity we have adopted characteristic val-
ues of the vacuum gap height and radius of hgap ∼ 10m
and rpc ∼ 100m (see e.g. [25, 35] for the full expressions
of these quantities). As we show below, this density is
never realizable, and thus 3a→ a axion emission cannot
alter the growth of the axion cloud.

3. Electromagnetic interactions

Let us now turn our attention toward the impact of
the electromagnetic coupling on the growth of the ax-
ion cloud. In general, this coupling can either (i) cause
axions to drive oscillatory electromagnetic fields, which
dissipate energy into the local plasma, or (ii) directly
radiate low-energy photons. We discuss each of these
possibilities below.
Ref. [35] recently investigated various mechanisms that

can dissipate energy near a neutron star’s surface. Owing
to the strong in-medium suppression that arises around
most neutron stars, Ref. [35] found that near the neu-
tron star, energy dissipation occurs primarily in the vac-
uum phase of the polar cap gap discharge. At low masses
(ma ≪ 10−7 eV), the axion induces an approximately ho-
mogeneous electric field that can cause the local current
to emit additional curvature radiation, while at higher
masses this effect washes out due to the rapid oscilla-
tions of the electric field. Instead, in the high axion mass
regime the axion-induced electromagnetic fields can di-
rectly radiate on-shell photons. The maximal axion den-
sity at the neutron star surface that is achievable before
these dissipation effects become relevant is roughly given
by [35]

ρsat ∼ 7× 1022
GeV

cm3

( ma

10−6 eV

)3
[

B0

1012 G

ΩNS

1Hz

]9/7
F

(17)
for λa ≥ hgap, and

ρsat ∼ 2× 1018
GeV

cm3

( ma

10−6 eV

)3

×
(

B0

1012 G

)18/7 (
ΩNS

1Hz

)39/7

(18)

for λa < hgap. Here λa is the de Broglie wavelength of
the axion, ΩNS is the neutron star rotational velocity,
and we have defined

F =

{
1 λa ≤ rpc

(λa/rpc)
2 λa > rpc

, (19)

where rpc is the polar cap radius [24, 25].
Eqs. 17 and 18 are derived under the assumption that

the axion induced electric field remains small relative to
the electric field of the neutron star itself; a careful anal-
ysis of the axion-modified Maxwell’s equations suggests
that this condition is violated when the axion density
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near the neutron star reaches a value of [35]7

ρbr ∼ 1016
GeV

cm3

(
ΩNS

1Hz

)2 (
10−12 GeV−1

gaγγ

)2

×

{
1 λa ≥ hgap

(ka × hgap)
2 λa < hgap

. (20)

At higher densities the back-reaction of the axion field be-
comes highly non-linear, and numerical simulations are
likely required in order to understand whether the axion
cloud can continue to grow. In order to remain conser-
vative, in what follows we halt the growth of the cloud
entirely when the axion density at the neutron star sur-
face hits ρmax ≡ Min [ρbr, ρsat]. Note that as the neutron
star evolves we continue to enforce ρa ≤ ρmax(B0,ΩNS).
For the masses studied here, we find that ρmax is almost
always determined by the back-reaction density.

A second prominent mechanism for electromagnetic
energy dissipation in axion clouds is resonantly enhanced
axion-photon mixing. This can occur when the local
plasma frequency becomes comparable to the axion mass,
i.e. ωp ≃ ma. Here ωp =

√
4παne/me, with α being the

fine-structure constant, ne the electron/positron number
density, and me the electron mass. Whether or not such
a condition is actually met over the course of an axion
trajectory depends crucially on both the properties of
the magnetosphere and on the energy of the axion. Ex-
tremely low-energy axions are effectively confined to radii
r ≲ RNS + hgap, and for most neutron stars the plasma
density is likely to be large enough to kinematically block
the resonance in these regions8. Axions with velocities
near the escape velocity, however, will have large apoap-
sides, implying they always traverse from regions with
ωp ≫ ma to regions with ωp ≪ ma. Therefore, for these
axions energy dissipation via resonant conversion is ex-
pected to be unavoidable. The net result is qualitatively
different behaviour for the growth of the axion cloud at
small and large radii.

In order to provide an illustrative example of the im-
pact of resonant axion-photon mixing on the evolution of
the axion cloud, we adopt a spherically symmetric plasma
distribution normalized to the GJ plasma frequency at
the pole (i.e. the e± number density at the pole is set

to ne ≡ 2B⃗0 · Ω⃗NS/e) [36], and with radial dependence

7 Note that the definition of the back-reaction density in the limit
λa < hgap differs slightly from the quantity derived in [35]. This
difference comes from whether one chooses to average the axion-
induced charge density only over field lines, or also over time.
Here, we adopt the former procedure as this yields a smaller
back-reaction density, and thus a more conservative estimate of
the radio flux.

8 This is not necessarily true for the polar cap gaps themselves, as
the plasma density there is naturally small in the vacuum phase.
Nevertheless, this phase is expected to be too short to allow
for meaningful resonant conversion, and thus likely will not be
impactful in this regard.

FIG. 2. Axion cloud density profile distribution after 1 kyr,
and including continuous resonant transitions from a spher-
ical conversion surface as defined in Eq. (21). The distribu-
tion mean is plotted along with its interquartile range (dark
shaded area), minimum, and maximum (light shaded area).
The constant neutron star radius is shown as a solid vertical
line, with the area inside of the neutron star being greyed out.
The density profile mean without resonant conversions is fur-
thermore included as a dashed line, and the conversion radii
of all considered neutron stars are shown as dotted vertical
lines.

scaling like (r/RNS)
−3/2. Using this charge distribution,

one can determine that resonant axion-photon transitions
occur at a fixed radius rc given by

rc = 25 km

(
RNS

10 km

)[
B0

1012 G

ΩNS

1Hz

(
10−6 eV

ma

)2
]1/3

.

(21)
The efficiency of conversions is expected to be
roughly [15, 16, 18, 19]

Pa→γ ≃ 1− exp

[
−π
2

g2aγγB
2
c

vc
∣∣ω′

p

∣∣
]
, (22)

where vc and Bc are the axion velocity and magnetic field
at the conversion radius, and ω′

p is the gradient of the
plasma frequency projected onto v̂c. For simplicity, we
have assumed in Eq. 22 that the magnetic field is always
perpendicular to the axion velocity at conversion. The
angular factors correcting for non-perpendicular prop-
agation are not necessary for the rough estimates per-
formed here, since the photon flux quickly becomes inde-
pendent of conversion probability (this occurs due to the
growth of the axion cloud reaching a state of equilibrium
– see next paragraphs for more details).
Notice that, unlike previous studies in this field, we

have chosen not to use the charge-separated GJ model;
this model contains regions of pure vacuum extending to

the surface of the neutron star (occurring when B⃗0·Ω⃗NS =
0), a feature which is likely not physical for young pul-
sars and which would dramatically enhance radio emis-
sion (the choice to remove these features thus leads to
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FIG. 3. Axion cloud density at the neutron star surface as a function of neutron star age, plotted for our ten neutron star
samples at three different values of the axion mass. The axion-photon coupling is set to gaγγ = 5× 10−13 GeV−1.

FIG. 4. Maximal axion density achieved at the neutron star surface as a function of axion-photon coupling, plotted for our
ten neutron star samples at three different values of the axion mass. The approximate parameter space associated to the QCD
axion is shown using vertical purple bands [58]. Previously excluded regions of parameter space [25] are shaded in grey. We
note that the behavior at high couplings is a result of truncating the density at ρmax, which has been implemented in order to
conservatively avoid evolving the axion cloud in the regime where the axion can back-react on the electrodynamics.

conservative predictions of the radio flux9). Note, how-
ever, that full charge separation is expected to occur in
dead neutron stars (see e.g. [15]) – we return to the

9 We have verified using the neutron star parameters at death,
that the choice of a spherical conversion surface can suppress
the radio flux by as much as four orders of magnitude (although
this suppression is significantly reduced for large axion masses,
when the conversion surface is generally close to the neutron star
surface either way).

implications of this transition in the following section.

Due to the spherical conversion surface, low-energy ax-
ions, which are confined to orbits with apoapsis r ≤ rc,
will never dissipate their energy. Higher energy axions,
on the other hand, will cross the conversion surface many
times, converting with a low probability at each crossing.
In order to assess the effect of these resonances on the ax-
ion cloud, we identify how frequently resonances are en-
countered and how efficient each resonance is at depleting
the axion cloud. Conversions are anticipated to reach an
equilibrium, where the rate of axion injection matches
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the rate of energy dissipation – this equilibrium roughly
occurs on a timescale τeq ∼ τδres/ ⟨Pa→γ⟩, where τδres is
the timescale between resonant crossings and ⟨Pa→γ⟩ is
the typical fraction of axions lost at each crossing.

Fig. 2 shows the reconstructed density profiles of our
ten neutron star samples after 1 kyr, adopting fidu-
cial axion parameters ma = 10−6 eV and gaγγ = 5 ×
10−13 GeV−1, and taking the neutron star radius and
mass to be RNS = 10 km and MNS = M⊙, respectively.
Note that unless otherwise indicated, these values are
used as fiducial parameters throughout the text. The
dark and light bands reflect the variation across the neu-
tron star population, with the darker bands showing the
±25% quartiles about the mean, and the lighter bands
the minimum/maximum of the population. The density
profile exhibits notable dips at radii near O(100) km, a
result of the fact that energy in the bound states here
is being dissipated via resonant photon production. The
density profile at smaller radii is unaffected by resonant
conversions, and will therefore grow unimpeded. In the
absence of conversions, the reconstructed slope outside
of the neutron star is found to scale like ρ ∝ r−4 10.
In order to highlight the importance of ρmax, we plot

in Fig. 3 the time evolution of the axion energy den-
sity at the neutron star surface for three axion masses.
Here, each line corresponds to a single neutron star in
our sample. Fig. 3 clearly shows sharp interruptions in
linear growth of the axion density, reflecting the time at
which the axion cloud achieves a surface density equal
to ρmax (we remind the reader that the maximal den-
sity is generally set by the back-reaction density given in
Eq. 20). Notice that this saturation can occur across a
range of different timescales spanning from τ ≪ 10−4 yrs
to 106 yrs, depending on the axion parameters and neu-
tron star. The non-linear evolution seen in these curves
at late times reflects the impact of magneto-rotational
spin-down, which can affect both the value of the back-
reaction density as well as the axion production rate.

In Fig. 4 we illustrate the scaling of the axion den-
sity with axion-photon coupling, plotting the maximal
surface density achieved over the course of the neutron
star lifetime as a function of gaγγ . For sufficiently large
couplings, the back-reaction density in Eq. 20 causes the
growth to saturate early in a neutron star’s life; since
Eq. 20 scales with g−2

aγγ , the maximal density in the ax-
ion cloud grows at smaller couplings. There is a turn-
over (i.e. the sharp peaks seen in Fig. 4), however, which
for typical neutron stars occurs between 10−14 GeV−1 ≲
gaγγ ≲ 10−12 GeV−1 (also depending on the axion mass)

10 Inside the neutron star we instead find that the density is approx-
imately constant. We however caution the reader that in order
to extend trajectories inside of the neutron star we have simply
applied a re-scaling to the neutron star mass which assumes a
constant internal density. In general one should use the internal
Schwarzschild metric in this regime, and thus our scaling may
not be robust.

FIG. 5. Temporal evolution of the flux density (produced
via resonant axion-photon mixing) from the ten neutron stars
in our sample, assuming a distance of 1 kpc. Four emission
phases are identified: linear growth, saturation, spin-down,
and transient decay (see text for details on the physics driving
each evolutionary stage). Results are shown for fiducial values
of the axion mass and axion-photon coupling, ma = 10−6 eV
and gaγγ = 5× 10−13 GeV.

– below this threshold, ρmax is not reached within the
neutron star’s lifetime, and thus the maximally achieved
density in this regime simply scales with g2aγγ . Fig. 4
highlights two important points. Firstly, there is a gen-
eral trend that larger axion masses achieve higher den-
sities, however the peak density also tends to occur at
larger couplings. Secondly, large axion densities, which
exceed the local dark matter density by more than ten
orders of magnitude, are achieved at all couplings for
the mass range studied here, including e.g. QCD axion
parameter space (which has been highlighted using the
purple band in Fig. 4).

III. RADIO EMISSION

Sec. II establishes that enormous axion energy densi-
ties can be achieved around neutron stars via the gap-
production process. The dissipation of this energy via
resonant photon production provides a direct observable
to probe the existence of axions, namely radio emission.
Here we investigate signatures arising from this process,
and in Sec. IV we discuss the extent to which they are
observable using existing radio infrastructure.
In order to provide a rough understanding of the mag-

nitude and time evolution of the radio flux, we follow
the change in the axion production rate and the energy
dissipation rate over the lifetime of each of the neutron
stars in our sample. Assuming a characteristic distance
of 1 kpc and fixing the bandwidth to be the minimal fre-
quency range capturing 95% of the flux (which typically
corresponds to 1− 10MHz), we show in Fig. 5 the evolu-
tion of the flux density for our fiducial parameters. Here
we see that, like the axion cloud itself, the radio emis-
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FIG. 6. Spectrum of radio emission generated from axion bound states (solid, filled) and the non-bound axion population
(dot-dashed). Results are shown for neutron star 5 (see Table I) at four different ages. The axion mass and axion-photon
coupling are respectively set to ma = 10−6 eV and gaγγ = 5× 10−13 GeV−1.

sion of each neutron star undergoes four distinct phases
of evolution: growth, saturation, spin-down, and tran-
sient decay. We outline the physics driving each of these
phases below.

Growth: After the neutron star settles into its re-
laxed state, pair production processes in the polar cap
begin producing a non-relativistic population of axions.
So long as the axion density remains sufficiently low so
that energy dissipation is small, the axion cloud and the
radio flux grow linearly with time. In this regime, the
radio flux scales proportional to g4aγγ , with two factors
coming from axion production and two coming from res-
onant conversion. The radio flux traces the evolution of
the axion density until the profile equilibrates, a process
which occurs at the point when bound state axions are
converted with the same intensity as they are injected.

Saturation: Once equilibrium is reached, the radio
flux and spectrum will remain approximately constant
until the neutron star begins to spin-down. Note that
the inner part of the density profile does continue to
grow, as low-energy axions are not expected to cross res-
onant conversion surfaces. During this saturation phase,
the axion-photon conversion probability becomes inde-
pendent of gaγγ and therefore the radio flux scales as
g2aγγ rather than g4aγγ . This implies that radio emission

from bound states is amplified relative to the radio emis-
sion generated from axions with k > kesc (i.e. the axion
population studied in [25]) by a factor of 1/ ⟨Pa→γ⟩. As
such, one expects the radio spectrum to be sharply en-
hanced at frequencies ma ≲ ω ≲

√
kesc(rc)2 +m2

a. A
secondary distinctive feature in the spectrum arises from
the kinematic threshold set by the axion mass – this pro-
vides a sharp lower limit for the peaked radio emission.
Collectively, these two characteristics serve to produce
an overall sharp end-point in the radio spectrum.

We illustrate this in Fig. 6 using one of the sampled
neutron stars at various ages. One can see that the ra-
dio flux generated by bound states (shaded region) is
clearly elevated with respect to the flux produced by ax-
ions that escape the magnetosphere (dot-dashed lines).
We do note that the instantaneous nature of the transi-
tion at the high-frequency edge is a consequence of adopt-
ing a perfectly spherical conversion surface, but even in
more realistic scenarios the drop is expected to remain
sharp. Fig. 6 furthermore shows that both the width and
amplitude of the spectral feature evolve over the course
of the neutron star’s life – this is a direct consequence
of the fact that magneto-rotational spin-down shifts the
conversion surface to smaller radii while simultaneously
decreasing the injection rate of axions, modifying both
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FIG. 7. Mean saturation time (i.e. the average time it takes before the axions that contribute to the resonant flux have a
conversion rate equal to 90% of their production rate) as a function of axion-photon coupling, plotted for our ten neutron
star samples at three different values of the axion mass. Previously excluded regions of parameter space [25] are shaded in
grey. For comparison, we also show for each neutron star the mean absorption timescale (i.e. the average time it takes before
90% of produced axions are being absorbed inside of the neutron star) for axions whose apoapsis is fixed to the conversion
radius – to avoid clutter, this is displayed as a band, rather than ten individual lines. Absorption timescales are shown for two
characteristic ratios of gaN/gaγγ , one corresponding to equality and the other to the ratio for the QCD axion in the KSVZ
model (see e.g. [59]).

the frequency and characteristic conversion probability
of produced photons.

The characteristic time required in order to reach sat-
uration depends on both the axion mass and the axion-
photon coupling; we provide an estimation of this sat-
uration time in Fig. 7. This figure shows that satu-
ration is not guaranteed to occur for sufficiently small
couplings, as neutron stars may not always reach equi-
librium before crossing the death line. We also plot in
Fig. 7 the typical axion-nucleon bremsstrahlung absorp-
tion timescale, τ90, adopting an axion-nucleon coupling
of gaN = gaγγ (dark purple) and gaN = gaγγ/0.03 (light
purple), the latter roughly corresponding to the expected
ratio in the KSVZ model – these curves illustrate that
axion absorption is generally insubstantial compared to
resonant axion-photon mixing, and thus unlikely to be
important in the evolution of the axion cloud.

Spin-down: Magneto-rotational decay of the neutron
star causes the rotational period to increase and the mag-
netic field to decrease. This leads to two counteracting
effects:

• The characteristic charge density in the magneto-
sphere tends to decrease, implying a shift in the
resonant conversion radius to smaller values where
axion densities are larger. This serves to increase
the radio flux.

• The production rate of axions tends to decrease,
which translates to a decrease in the radio flux.

We have found that the latter effect generally controls
the long term evolution of the flux density, resulting in a
diminishing flux as a function of neutron star age during
this phase. Nevertheless, small deviations from this trend
can occur, as seen in Fig. 5.
Transient Decay: The magnetospheres of dead neu-

tron stars are known to relax to the so-called electro-
sphere solution (also referred to as the disk-dome solu-
tion), which is a fully charge-separated state that resem-
bles the GJ model near the surface of the neutron star
but falls off more quickly at large radii (see e.g. [15]).
Within this solution, regions of vacuum open in be-

tween the regions of positive and negative charges (ex-
tending all the way to the neutron star surface), allowing
for axions of all energies (i.e. at all radii) to resonantly
convert to radio photons. Since pair production processes
are no longer efficient in the polar caps of dead neutron
stars, axion production is furthermore expected to cease.
This implies that all residual energy stored in the axion
cloud will dissipate – in other words, dead neutron stars
typically do not have axion clouds11. Assuming that vac-
uum regions near the neutron star surface open on the

11 For axion masses ma ≥ 10−5 eV we find that in some cases the
conversion surface shrinks below the neutron star radius before
the magnetosphere charge separates; if this happens there will
be no transient phase, and the neutron star will be left with
a residual axion cloud that slowly dissipates via non-resonant
mixing (for which the decay timescale can be quite sizable, see
e.g. [35]).
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FIG. 8. Left: Temporal evolution of the flux density (produced via resonant axion-photon mixing) from neutron star 5 (see
Table I), plotted as a function of axion-photon coupling. The emission phases are the same as in Fig. 5. Right: Zoom-in on the
transient burst. The axion mass is set to ma = 10−6 eV.

FIG. 9. Transient spectrum of neutron star 5 (see Table I) at
four different times after charge separation (assumed to occur
instantaneously when the neutron star crosses the death line).
The axion mass and axion-photon coupling are respectively
set to ma = 10−6 eV and gaγγ = 5× 10−13 GeV−1.

light crossing time, the timescale over which energy dis-
sipates can be rapid, potentially generating a transient
burst or perhaps a slower transient decay. The exact
properties of the transient phase depend heavily on the
axion mass, axion-photon coupling, and the strength of
the neutron star’s magnetic field.

Here, we model the transient by assuming the plasma
density near the neutron star relaxes approximately in-
stantaneously (i.e. within the light-crossing time of the
magnetosphere) to the charge-separated GJ charge den-
sity, given by

nGJ ≃ 2B⃗0 · Ω⃗NS

e
. (23)

Using the traced trajectories, and assuming the axion
production mechanism has been abruptly turned off, we

subsequently determine the rate at which energy is dis-
sipated from the cloud. For large masses and couplings,
this process may dissipate the entire axion cloud over
timescales on the order of a second, while at lower masses
and couplings the transient phase may last more than
thousands of years. The temporal evolution of the tran-
sient as a function of coupling is illustrated for a par-
ticular neutron star in Fig. 8. In general, one expects
the peak flux density during the transient phase to scale
as g4aγγ (since larger couplings imply both a larger ax-
ion density and faster energy dissipation). However, for
sufficiently large couplings one may enter the adiabatic
regime in which the conversion probability saturates to
Pa→γ ∼ 1, softening the functional dependence on the
coupling. For completeness, we also plot the evolution of
the transient spectrum in Fig. 9 using the same parame-
ters and pulsar as in Fig. 8. Here, one can see that the
transient burst occurs over a narrow window of frequen-
cies and contains a slight spectral tilt, peaking near the
axion mass.

The transient duration, defined here to be the time
over which 90% of the energy is dissipated, is shown
for each of our neutron stars in Fig. 10 as a function
of axion-photon coupling. Notice first of all that at
ma = 10−5 eV most neutron stars do not experience the
transient event – this is because the characteristic plasma
density at death is well below the axion mass. Fig. 10 also
shows the presence of multiple spectral breaks, causing
the curves to deviate from a simple power-law scaling
– at large masses this occurs when the conversion be-
comes adiabatic (i.e. Pa→γ approaches order one values),
while at small masses the double-break feature arises be-
cause there exist two sub-populations within the axion
cloud (differentiated by the sharp dip in the density pro-
file, see Fig. 2) which dissipate their energy on different
timescales.

Having described the general spectral features in the
radio band that are expected to arise from the evolution
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FIG. 10. Transient duration as a function of axion-photon coupling, plotted for our ten neutron star samples at three different
values of the axion mass. At ma = 10−5 eV only three neutron stars are shown because the other samples do not produce
a transient (as a result of their conversion surface shrinking below the neutron star radius before magnetosphere charge
separation). Previously excluded regions of parameter space [25] are shaded in grey.

of axion clouds, we now turn our attention to the extent
to which these features are observable. We caution the
reader that these projections should be interpreted with
care; despite the fact that we expect the qualitative evo-
lution of these systems to be relatively robust, the choices
made to describe the pulsar population and the evolution
of the charge distribution can alter the quantitative es-
timates performed here. We reserve a more thorough
investigation into the impact of these systematics on the
projected sensitivity for future work.

IV. SENSITIVITY

The radio flux from a pulsar observed on Earth is
given by F = dP/dΩ/D2, where dP/dΩ is the differential
power emitted from the pulsar along the line-of-sight and
D is the distance to the pulsar. Sensitivity of radio tele-
scopes is often quoted in terms of flux density, defined as
S = F/∆ν, where ∆ν is the signal bandwidth. The min-
imum detectable flux density for a given signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) of a single radio telescope is given by (see
e.g. [60])

Smin = SNR× Tsys

G
√
Npolτ∆ν

. (24)

Here Tsys is the system temperature, which accounts
for all sources of astrophysical backgrounds and receiver
noise. The telescope ‘gain’, G, describes the effective
collecting area of the telescope, Npol is the number of
polarization states being observed, and τ is the signal
integration time. Radio telescope arrays combine obser-
vations from many telescopes by correlating the obser-

vations along the independent baselines established by
Ntele independent instruments; collectively, this proce-
dure allows for an enhancement in sensitivity set by (see
e.g. [61])

Sarray
min =

Smin√
1
2Ntele(Ntele − 1)

. (25)

We use Eqs. 24 and 25 to compute the minimum ob-
servable flux densities for both continuous and transient
emission. We emphasize that we use the term ‘tran-
sient’ to describe radio emission from axion cloud de-
cay at neutron star death, although the duration may
be considerably longer than the total observing time
of the radio emission (see Fig. 10). When consider-
ing the minimum flux density for a transient, we take
τ = Min [τdur, τobs], where τdur is the transient duration
and τobs is the total observation time. For the axion
masses considered in this paper, ma = 10−7 eV, 10−6 eV,
and 10−5 eV (corresponding to frequencies of 24MHz,
240MHz, and 2.4GHz), we estimate the sensitivity us-
ing the Low Frequency Array (LOFAR; used for sensitiv-
ity at 24MHz), the Murchison Widefield Array (MWA;
used for sensitivity at 240MHz), and the Green Bank
Telescope (GBT; used for sensitivity at 2.4GHz), respec-
tively. The system temperature is set to be a combination
of the intrinsic receiver noise and the sky temperature,
i.e. Tsys = Trec + Tsky. Here

Tsky = Tsky,0

(
ν

ν0

)γ

(26)

is normalized to the observations by the ARCADE 2 col-
laboration [93], Tsky,0 = (24.1 ± 2.1)K, ν0 = 310MHz,
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FIG. 11. Projected sensitivity to the radio end-point arising due to resonant photon production from axion bound states.
Left: We plot the projections from ten different realizations of our population simulation, requiring either 0.05% or 1% of the
neutron star population to have flux density above threshold. Right: We instead plot the average projected sensitivity across
the ten populations, further varying the required number of observable neutron stars. Our projections are compared to current
constraints from neutron stars [21] (shown in blue), haloscopes [62–79] (grey), helioscopes [80] (teal), and astrophysics [25, 81–
92] (light green). The first two of these categories are drawn with reduced opacity to highlight that they require axions to be
dark matter. The QCD axion band is shown in purple. [58]

and γ = −2.599±0.036. The combination Tsys/G (which
depends on the frequency and the instrument) is called
the system equivalent flux density (SEFD). The sensitiv-
ity of LOFAR at ν = 30MHz is SEFD ≈ 89 kJy [94], for
MWA at ν = 250MHz is SEFD ≈ 60 kJy [95], and for
GBT at ν = 2.4GHz is SEFD ≈ 10 Jy [96]12. LOFAR
is comprised of 52 stations, MWA of 128 observing ele-
ments, and GBT is a 100-m single dish telescope. Taking
Npol = 2, fixing the observing time to be 1 hour, and set-
ting the bandwidth to be 0.05×ma (roughly the maximal
width of the features of interest), the requirement of an
SNR level of 5 corresponds to minimum observable flux
densities of Smin(24MHz) ∼ 100mJy, Smin(240MHz) ∼
10mJy, and Smin(2.4GHz) ∼ 0.09mJy. We use these
values to estimate the sensitivity to continuous and tran-
sient emission in Figs. 11 and 13 respectively (except in
the cases where the transient duration is shorter than an
hour; here we compute with a smaller observing time).

12 The GBT sensitivity can also be determined using the online
sensitivity calculator, found here. We find that this yields a
slightly more conservative estimate, and thus we adopt a slightly
larger SEFD of 17 Jy in order to correct for this difference.

A. Kinematic End-Point

First, we turn our attention to estimating the sensi-
tivity of existing radio telescopes to the radio end-point
shown in Fig. 6, which we achieve by simulating the pop-
ulation of neutron stars within our Milky Way galaxy.

Neutron stars form from the collapse of main-sequence
stars with 8M⊙ ≲ M ≲ 25M⊙. The core-collapse su-
pernova (CCSNe) rate in the galaxy is thought to be on
the order of two per century – since most CCSNe re-
sult in the formation of a neutron star (with just a small
fraction going into black holes), we adopt a maximally
conservative estimate of the neutron star formation rate
of ṄNS = 1/100 yrs (taken for simplicity to be constant
over the history of the Milky Way). We further assume
that the spatial distribution of neutron stars follows the
galactic disk (which we take to extend out to a distance
of 10 kpc), and that any neutron star older than 106 yrs
has crossed the death line (and is thus no longer produc-
ing continuous emission). This generates a population
of ∼ 104 active neutron stars with ages τ1, · · · , τN . The
properties of each neutron star in the simulated popula-
tion is taken to be one of the sample neutron stars listed
in Table I (the assignment being done at random), but
evaluated at the appropriate age τi.

We compute the flux density in the radio end-point
for each of the neutron stars in ten different realizations
of the Milky Way population, and determine the cou-

https://dss.gb.nrao.edu/calculator-ui/war/Calculator_ui.html
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FIG. 12. Fraction of observable transient events as a function of redshift and axion-photon coupling, plotted at three different
values of the axion mass. At ma = 10−5 eV we do not find values for fobs above 0.3, since at this mass only three of our neutron
star samples produce a transient. We assume detection thresholds as calculated at the start of Sec. IV.

pling for which the flux of at least either 5 or 100 stars
(corresponding to 0.05% and 1% of the total population
respectively) exceeds the flux density thresholds outlined
in the previous section13. The projections determined us-
ing this procedure are shown in the left panel of Fig. 11,
where each line corresponds to a different realization of
the neutron star population. In the right panel of Fig. 11
we further illustrate the change in sensitivity as we shift
the minimum number of observable neutron stars, tak-
ing on values between 0.05% and 5% of the total popu-
lation. The lines shown in this panel reflect the average
sensitivity realized over the ten simulated populations.
In all simulations we find that the neutron stars with
the largest flux densities have distances neither partic-
ularly close nor particularly far from Earth. The pop-
ulations are furthermore not dominated by any single
neutron star in our sample (rather, five of the neutron
stars tend to produce overall stronger fluxes than the
others). We do note, however, that the best projections
are generally set by younger neutron stars, having ages
1 kyr ≲ τi ≲ 10 kyrs. At larger couplings, when neutron
stars are more abundant, older neutron stars that are
closer to Earth can instead dominate the signal.

13 Note that in general the observation of a single spectral line could
be sufficient in order to detect axions. We adopt more conser-
vative thresholds for two reasons: (i) our population modeling
is highly uncertain, and thus adopting different thresholds indi-
rectly reflects the sensitivity to this aspect of the analysis, and
(ii) the joint detection of this feature in multiple neutron stars
across the population would provide striking evidence for the
existence of axions.

B. Transient Decay

In this section we assess the observability of transient
events, working under the assumption that each neutron
star undergoes a single transient decay which occurs in-
stantly when crossing the death line. This is likely an
oversimplification. It is unclear how quickly neutron stars
will evolve from the active to the dead state, and also
whether transients can be induced earlier in a neutron
star’s lifetime from temporary rearrangements of charges
in the magnetosphere. Such short-term changes in the
magnetospheres of young pulsars can for example arise
when the star experiences a glitch, i.e. a sudden spin-
up that is expected to occur when angular momentum is
exchanged between the super-fluid interior and the solid
crust, see e.g. [97]14. As a result, the sensitivity to the
transient decay feature is expected to be notably more
uncertain than that of the kinematic end-point. Nev-
ertheless, given that the energy near the neutron star
surface must be dissipated, we expect that the calcula-
tions performed here still provide reasonable benchmark
estimates that also hold in more general scenarios.
In order to estimate the observability of transient

decays one must know the transient event rate, since

14 It is worth highlighting that glitches are expected to induce siz-
able shifts in the resonant conversion surface on timescales com-
parable to the light crossing time. Such a shift could open res-
onant conversions in parts of the cloud which had previously
been kinematically blocked, leading to a rapid dissipation of ra-
dio energy on O(ms) timescales. It is conceivable that such rapid
bursts can contribute to the observable population of fast radio
bursts (FRBs); we leave a more detailed investigation of this
phenomenon to future work.
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FIG. 13. Percentage of observations within our observation scheme that contain at least one transient event. Results are
shown for three fixed axion masses as a function of axion-photon coupling. The thickness of the bands reflect the impact of
generating ten different realizations of the observing procedure. The vertical dashed line highlights the coupling at which 10%
of observations contain a transient.

this effectively defines the typical distances of transients
from Earth. The lifetime of progenitor main sequence
stars, τCC ≈ 55Myr (M/8M⊙)

−2.5, and the character-
istic timescale required for neutron stars to cross the
death line, τNS ≈ 10Myr, are negligible on cosmologi-
cal timescales. As a result, we can assume the transient
rate follows the cosmological CCSNe rate, RCC(z) =
ξψ(z). Here ψ(z) is the star formation rate and ξ =
6.8 × 10−3M−1

⊙ is the efficiency to form CCSNe, which
we compute using the Salpeter initial mass function. For
ψ(z) we adopt the best-fit function to UV and IR galaxy
surveys derived in [98], giving us a CCSNe rate of

RCC(z) ≃ 10−4 yr−1 Mpc−3 (1 + z)2.7

1 + [(1 + z)/2.9]5.6
. (27)

Only a fraction, fobs, of transients will be observable
from redshift z. Here, we estimate this as the fraction
of our ten sampled pulsars that would have a peak tran-
sient flux density above the thresholds defined at the start
of this section. We plot fobs as a function of redshift
and axion mass in Fig. 12 for various axion-photon cou-
plings; here we have neglected the impact of red-shifting
of the central frequency, as for the couplings of interest
observable transients tend to be concentrated toward low
redshifts where this effect is negligible. It is worth men-
tioning that our estimates of fobs are based on a small
population of only ten samples – it is possible that a
small number of rare events (with fobs ≪ 10%) actually
dominate the total event rate, since such events could be
observable to much larger distances. The computational
complexity of evaluating transient events for large popu-
lations of neutron stars unfortunately makes estimating
the tails of this distribution currently unfeasible, and so

we defer a more detailed study of a larger population to
future work.
The observable transient rate (OTR) can be obtained

by combing Eq. 27 with the results shown in Fig. 12, and
is given by

Ṅobs(gaγγ) ≃
∫
dVc fobs(z, gaγγ)RCC(z) , (28)

where dVc = (1+ z)2DA(z)
2/H(z) dΩdz is the comoving

volume element, DA(z) is the angular diameter distance,
and H(z) is the Hubble parameter. Eq. 28 describes the
rate at which transient decays are observable across the
full sky – radio telescopes, however, only observe a frac-
tion of the sky, and only for a fraction of the day. In order
to establish a notion of transient observability based off
of Eq. 28, we therefore devise a demonstrative observa-
tion scheme. Namely, we: (i) choose a sufficiently large
observing window (so that for each axion mass and axion-

photon coupling τwindow ≫ Ṅ−1
obs, τdur), (ii) populate this

window randomly with ⟨N⟩ = τwindow × Ṅobs transient
events, (iii) sample 103 random observation times within
the observation window (each assumed to have a dura-
tion of 1 hour), and finally (iv) record the percentage of
these observations that contain at least one observable
transient event.
We perform ten realizations of the above procedure

at a range of axion-photon couplings for axion masses
10−7 − 10−5 eV. The results are plotted in Fig. 13. The
observation scheme itself is furthermore illustrated in
Fig. 14 for a single choice of parameters. Interestingly,
we find that at ma = 10−5 eV the percentage of observa-
tions with a transient never saturates and instead drops
at large couplings – this is a consequence of the fact that
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FIG. 14. Illustration of the observational procedure used
to generate the results in Fig. 13. Here, transient events
are randomly distributed over the observing window τwindow.
The grey vertical bands illustrate the characteristic observ-
ing times (for the purpose of illustration, we have chosen to
plot 1% of total observations, and have taken these to be reg-
ularly spaced), and the flux threshold is highlighted in red;
observable transients are thus identified as those which cross
the grey bands while remaining above the red band (as men-
tioned earlier, for transients shorter than the observing time
the flux threshold is actually higher – this is taken into ac-
count, but not indicated in the plot). This illustration has
been made using an axion mass and coupling ofma = 10−6 eV
and gaγγ = 10−12 GeV−1.

the duration of transients becomes relatively short in this
part of axion parameter space.

The procedure outlined above does not account for the
fact that radio telescopes only view a small fraction of the
sky (for example, LOFAR has a full width at half maxi-
mum on the order of a few degrees). In order to correct
for this we note that typical telescopes observe ∼ 5000
hours per year, with many having been in operation for
more than a decade. Assuming for a moment that there
exists one observable event in every hour of observation,
one would expect LOFAR to have observed on the order
of (0.006 str/4π str) × 1 event/hour × 5000 hours/year ×
16 years ∼ 38 events. At small couplings, however, the
fraction of observable events per one hour of observing
time is significantly reduced (see Fig. 13). We choose to
estimate the detection threshold as the coupling for which
O(10%) of observations have a transient present in the
sky – in the case of LOFAR, this would correspond to
roughly ∼ 4 observed events. Our detection thresholds
are highlighted in Fig. 13 using vertical dashed lines.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript we have shown that if there exists an
axion with mass in the range 10−9 eV ≲ ma ≲ 10−4 eV
that couples to electromagnetism, then all active neu-

tron stars are expected to be surrounded by dense axion
clouds. This is an inescapable consequence of the fact
that non-relativistic axions can be copiously produced
in the polar caps of neutron stars and gravitationally
bound to the star. Owing to their feeble interactions,
these bound state axions struggle to dissipate their en-
ergy, leading to substantial growth of the local axion den-
sity on astrophysical timescales.
Using a synthesized population of neutron stars, we

have shown that the typical densities of the axion cloud
near the surface of the neutron star can easily reach
and exceed 1022 GeV cm−3, generating environments in
which the large axion number densities can compensate
for the feeble nature of their interactions with the Stan-
dard Model. We have also demonstrated that the axion
cloud will, for most axion masses and axion-photon cou-
plings, generate radio emission via resonant axion-photon
mixing. Like the cloud itself, this radio emission evolves
through four phases over the course of the neutron star
lifetime, generating multiple distinct signatures. These
notably include a sharp end-point in the radio spectrum
(roughly centered about the axion mass and with a width
on the order of a few percent), and transient lines gener-
ated from the reconfiguration of charges in the magneto-
sphere (these can either occur during a pulsar glitch, or
at the end of a neutron star’s lifetime when charges in the
magnetosphere separate). Importantly, the quoted den-
sities at high couplings gaγγ ≳ 10−14 GeV−1 have been
conservatively truncated when the back-reaction of the
axion on the electrodynamics becomes relevant – while
this is believed to be conservative, a more detailed numer-
ical treatment of this regime will be necessary in order to
better understand the properties of axion clouds in this
region of parameter space.
The existence of axion clouds opens up a number of

new phenomenological probes for axions in the mass
range 10−9 eV ≲ ma ≲ 10−4 eV, all with strong discov-
ery potential, motivating further investigation into the
behavior of dense axion clouds around neutron stars.
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