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Abstract. Neutron stars provide a compelling testing ground for gravity, nuclear dynam-
ics, and physics beyond the Standard Model, and so it will be useful to locate the neutron
stars nearest to Earth. To that end, we revisit pulsar distance estimates extracted from the
dispersion measure of pulsar radio waves scattering on electrons. In particular, we create a
new electron density map for the local kiloparsec by fitting to parallax measurements of the
nearest pulsars, which complements existing maps that are fit on the Galactic scale. This
“near-Earth” electron density map implies that pulsars previously estimated to be 100−200
pc away may be as close as tens of parsecs away, which motivates a parallax-based measure-
ment campaign to follow-up on these very-near candidate pulsars. Such nearby neutron stars
would be valuable laboratories for testing fundamental physics phenomena, including several
late-stage neutron star heating mechanisms, using current and forthcoming telescopes. We
illustrate this by estimating the sensitivities of the upcoming Extremely Large Telescope and
Thirty Meter Telescope to neutron stars heated by dark matter capture.
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1 Introduction

How near is the nearest neutron star to Earth? Answering this question accurately may have
far-reaching implications for fundamental physics and astrophysics, since neutron stars (NSs)
constitute some of their most sensitive laboratories [1–3]. For example, precise measurements
of the masses and radii of nearby NSs would be essential to constrain the state equation
of high-density matter [4], and their velocities would help pinpoint their kinematic age [5],
all of which would sharpen our understanding of passive cooling of NSs [6–8]. Of particular
interest to us in this regard are the late-stage reheating mechanisms of NSs, such as numerous
heating mechanisms involving a hidden sector of particles [2], including dark matter and
other proposed astrophysical effects [9]. For recent reviews of hidden sector and astrophysical
mechanisms, see e.g. Ref. [2] and the Appendix of Ref. [10].

Only about 5−10% of NSs are observed as radio pulsars, primarily due to their beam ori-
entation, brightness, and distance limitations. Including x-ray and gamma-ray observations,
the observable fraction might be closer to 10% [11]. The closest known pulsar is estimated to
be 110−130 pc away [12, 13], whereas from the number density of NSs in the solar vicinity,
n⊙ ≃ (1− 5)× 10−4pc−3 (assuming 109 NSs in the Galaxy) [14, 15], we obtain a theoretical
distance to the nearest NS of only (3/4πn⊙)

1/3 ≃ 10 pc. This calls for a close scrutiny of
the region around us. Of course, the spatial pulsar distribution in our galaxy has been a
topic of interest for a few decades now. Thanks to the current generation of large-scale pulsar
surveys [16–23], we now have large samples of both regular (O(1) s period) and millisecond
pulsars. Along with the ATNF pulsar catalogue [16], which is considered the standard, other
databases such as the EPN database of pulsar profiles [23] and the Green Bank North Celestial
Cap (GBNCC) pulsar survey [17–22], provide detailed accounts of discovered pulsars.
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Pulsar distance estimates in these catalogues are often based on radio pulsar dispersion
measures (DMs), which in turn rely on two prominent models that map the Galactic free-
electron distribution: NE2001 [24] and YMW16 [25]. Combined with direct measurements
of a pulsar’s radio DMs, these can be used to estimate distances to pulsars in the Milky
Way. These models have been well-calibrated to achieve remarkable precision on distance
scales of kiloparsecs (kpc) and above with YMW16 a significant refinement of the earlier
NE2001. Both models integrate an array of Galactic features, including spiral arms, thin and
thick disks, and localized clumps of electron density, allowing for an accurate reconstruction
of the interstellar medium (ISM) structure. As such, for pulsar timing arrays, studies of the
interstellar medium, and efforts to probe Galactic structure, the YMW16 and NE2001 models
prove indispensable for finding distances across vast galactic distances. However, both models
have some drawbacks, especially when it comes to accurately predicting distances to nearby
pulsars, due to large uncertainties in estimates of the local free-electron density in the 1 kpc
vicinity of the Sun. Upon close inspection of pulsars with distances given by radio parallaxes,
these models appear not to account for severe overdensities and underdensities of electrons
in this region. This is a point conceded by YMW16 in Ref. [25], where it is stated that this
loss of accuracy is an unavoidable consequence of its inability to adequately model small-scale
structure.

In this work, we formulate a new simplified free electron density map as an aid to finding
the closest pulsar. We calibrate this map using parallax measurements of pulsar distances
within 1 kpc of Earth, as these measurements are generally known to be reliable. With our
simplified map, we predict and list the distances of several promising pulsar candidates. Using
this method, we find some candidate nearest NSs already discovered in the sky that may be
only a few tens of parsecs away. If any of these candidate nearby NSs are confirmed by future
parallax measurement, they may provide a valuable new target for testing NS properties,
and espceially late-stage heating. In the latter half of this article we illustrate this utility by
studying nearby NS sensitivity for a minimal mechanism arising from dark matter: kinetic
heating of NSs [26], possibly augmented by self-annihilations in their interior. We will assume
two benchmark temperatures resulting from dark kinetic heating: 2500 K and 10000 K, the
latter of which is possible if dark matter is clumped in microhalos [27]. These are below the
upper bound on the coldest NS observed thus far, about 30000 K [28], and may be measured
by the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST), the Thirty Meter Telescope (TMT), or the
Extremely Large Telescope (ELT). Using Exposure Time Calculators available online,1 we
estimate the distances to reheated NSs that would be within the sensitivity of the future
TMT and ELT, for reasonable exposure times.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review the electron density models
NE2001 and YMW16, and discuss their advantages and disadvantages. In Section 3 we present
our simplified electron density model, valid only for the solar vicinity, and use it to revise the
dispersion measure distance estimates to nearby pulsars. In Section 4 we review dark kinetic
heating and forecast the observational limits obtainable by TMT and ELT to demonstrate
the immediate use of our main results. In the Appendix, we provide a detailed list of the
closest pulsar candidates identified through our simplified map, including potential binary
companions identified in the Gaia database, along with their revised distance estimates.

1www.tmt.org/etc/iris, www.eso.org/observing/etc
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2 Review of electron density models

In pulsar astronomy, the DM is a key observable that quantifies the total column density of
free electrons between the observer and a pulsar along the line of sight:

DM =

∫ L

0
ne(ℓ) dℓ , (2.1)

where L is the distance along the line of sight and ne is the electron number density [29].
The lower frequency waves of a radio pulse arrive later than the higher frequency waves due
to dispersion by the ISM.

The delay in arrival times of waves with frequencies f1 and f2 is then given by

∆t ∝ DM

(
1

f2
1

− 1

f2
2

)
. (2.2)

Using ∆t measurements for various lines of sight and pulse frequencies, combined with
distance estimates, the spatial distribution of free electrons in the galaxy may be modeled.

This method has produced empirical electron density maps for the Milky Way, but since
there may be small non-electron contributions to the DM, it has been recently advocated [30]
that the directly measured quantity D ≡ ∆t(f−2

1 −f−2
2 )−1 be reported by astronomers instead

of the DM inferred from Eq. (2.2).
Over the past decades several models have been developed to create and refine these

maps, the most notable of which we will now briefly describe.

2.1 NE2001

The NE2001 model [24], making use of measurements of pulsar DM and distances and radio-
wave scattering, built upon and superseded the 1993 model of Taylor and Cordes (TC93) [31]
for the Galactic distribution of free electrons.

The basic structure consists of three smooth components – thick disk, thin disk, and
spiral arms –, the Galactic Center, the local ISM, clumps, and voids. The NE2001 model
calculates the local electron density by blending contributions from different regions of the
Galaxy, each with its own distinct properties. The model begins by considering the primary
electron sources, the Galactic disk and the Galactic Center, which dominate the electron
density. It then accounts for the influence of the ISM and further introduces corrections for
voids—regions with low electron density—and denser clumps of electrons scattered through-
out the Galaxy. By assigning weights to these components, the model ensures that the distri-
bution reflects their varying levels of influence. This weighting allows for a more nuanced and
accurate representation of the electron density, especially across diverse environments within
the Milky Way.

2.2 YMW16

The YMW16 model [25] predicts the large scale distribution of free electrons in the Galaxy,
Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC), Small Magellanic Cloud (SMC), and the Intergalactic Medium
(IGM). The Galactic part of this model follows the same basic structure as NE2001, with the
addition of a four-armed spiral pattern along with a local arm, the location and form of the
arms based on observations of > 1800 H-II regions across the Galaxy. This model is then
fitted to 189 independent estimates of pulsar distances that make use of parallaxes, Galactic
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rotation kinematics of H-I clouds with absorption features, and association with other celestial
objects.

Key features in YMW16 (most of which were also part of NE2001) are: the Local Bubble,
two regions of enhanced electron density on the periphery of the Local Bubble, the Gum
Nebula, a region of enhanced electron density in the Carina arm, and a region of reduced
electron density in the tangential periphery of Sagittarius. One major difference between
NE2001 and YMW16 is the modeling of the large scale distribution of interstellar scattering:
NE2001 incorporates this effect, while YMW16 omits it. This is because numerous studies
have demonstrated that interstellar scattering is often dominated by only a few regions, with
significant electron density fluctuations along the path to a pulsar, making it complicated to
model. Another salient difference is that YMW16 does not incorporate clumps and voids to
rectify discrepant model distances to some pulsars, in order to avoid future discrepancies for
pulsars that may yet be discovered close to their lines of sight.

DM pulsar distance estimates in the ATNF catalogue [16] use the YMW16 model as
default. However, other distance estimates can improve accuracy. For example, distances
determined by association with another object, such as the LMC or a supernova remnant,
and those based on measured annual parallax (with an uncertainty less than one-third of the
parallax value) are generally more reliable than distances derived from DMs. For the Local
Bubble, there is reason to believe that there is a non-linear relationship between the DMs
and the distances, (see Eq. (2.1)) since we expect inhomogeneities in the local ISM electron
density [32].

2.3 Limitations of existing models

Both the leading electron density maps have some limitations. The NE2001 model has large
errors in distance estimates within 1 kpc of Earth, as this model was initially designed with
regard to the overall structure of the Galaxy as opposed to fine features of the local region
around the Solar neighborhood. For instance, while the YMW16 model predicts a distance of
143 pc for pulsar J0536−7543 based on the DM, NE2001 places it at 826 pc. This discrepancy
highlights the NE2001 model’s broader focus on the large-scale Galactic structure, which
can lead to substantial errors when estimating distances in the local region around Earth.
Further discrepancies arise due to assumptions about local electron density variations that
are ill-constrained due to the sparse pulsar DM observations available at the time of inception
of this model. While the model incorporates several large scale galactic features, it doesn’t
give an accurate representation for smaller scale structure, which significantly impact DM
interpretation for nearby pulsars.

The YMW16 model utilizes more recent observational data, including several parallax
measurements for a more extensive pulsar database, but still falls short when it comes to ac-
curately describing the local free electron density. This is due to the fact that while the model
refines the large scale features, this does not always translate to a higher precision for nearby
pulsars, where small scale variations are more pronounced. Both NE2001 and YMW16 con-
tain simplifications that can introduce systematic errors for nearby pulsar distance estimates.
These include assuming a smooth distribution of electrons and not accounting for small-scale
clumpiness or voids in the ISM.
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3 A new local kiloparsec electron density map

3.1 The importance of parallax measurements

Pulsar distances are measured most robustly with parallax methods that use pulsar timing to
localize their sky position [33, 34] and/or very long baseline interferometry (VLBI) [35, 36].
A significant discrepancy between the VLBI-derived distances and those estimated from DM
measurements combined with the NE2001 and YMW16 models was noted for 57 pulsars [35].
As noted in Ref. [10], PSR J1057−5226 is estimated to be at 93 pc by the YMW16 model and
listed as the closest pulsar in the ATNF catalogue, but is estimated to be 730± 150 pc away
by the NE2001 model and 1530 pc away by the TC93 model [37]. Moreover, an analysis of
the optical and x-ray spectrum [38] puts PSR J1057−5226 at 350±150 pc. To our knowledge,
no parallax measurement of its distance has been undertaken.

Such discrepancies arise due to inherent limitations and systematics of the DM method.
This is quantified in the YMW16 model [25] by the statement that it comes with a less-than-
90% uncertainty on 95% of its distance estimates. Note that typical uncertainties in parallax
distance estimates are 10%–20%, underscoring their importance for not only pulsar distances
but also the ISM distribution. And as already noted, previous electron density models are
unreliable on sub-kpc scales – and it is exactly in the local O(kpc) region that parallax
measurements work best. Accurate distances to neighboring pulsars are, we re-emphasize,
crucial for various astrophysical studies such as that of dark matter interactions with NSs.

3.2 Parallax-fitted local electron distribution

To create an electron density map for seeking the nearest pulsar, we start by compiling two
datasets from the ATNF catalogue, one with pulsars for which a parallax (preferably radio
parallax) is reported, and the other with all pulsars within 1 kpc of the Sun.2 Then by using
the parallax distances of and the DM along the line of sight to these sub-kpc pulsars, we
reconstruct the electron number density from Eq. (2.1). We depict contours of this number
density in Fig. 1 in equatorial co-ordinates after performing a zeroth order interpolation. (For
a representation in Galactocentric coordinates, see Appendix B.) We have also overlaid the
locations of the pulsars used as inputs; for more details on these pulsars, see Appendix A.
Note that these sub-kpc pulsars are also part of the 189 pulsars used by YMW [25], except
that the fitting model is explicitly suited for larger-than-kpc scales. To illustrate the effect
of fluctuations in electron densities, we mark the ratio of their parallax distance to YMW16-
based distance using different shapes as explained in the figure legend.

Finally, we also overlay (using green alphabet labels) the locations of pulsars for which
there are no parallax estimates, but that which are the closest according to YMW16. We
collect these pulsars in the table below the plot, ranking them in increasing order of (the
central value of) their distance as per our new map. To determine the uncertainties on
these distances, we used the maximum uncertainty value derived for the electron number
density, 0.0421 cm−3, along with the respective uncertainties in DM for each pulsar. Note
that these uncertainties do not account for the Lutz-Kelker bias [46] which arises due to the
way parallax measurements are distributed and the subsequent statistical treatment of those
measurements. The table also provides the DM and YMW16 distance estimates.

2In principle catalogues of pulsars discovered by FAST [39–43] and CHIME [44, 45] may also contain
specimens within 1 kpc, as derived from the NE2001 and YMW16 models [10]. These may also be included
in our analysis but we only include ATNF catalogue pulsars as their properties have been reliably verified.
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PSR DM (pc cm−3) δDM (pc cm−3) YMW dis (pc) Predicted dis (pc)
a. J1120−24 9.81 13 98 56 ± 14
b. J1154−19 10.69 5 121 61 ± 15
c. J0711−6830 18.41 2 106 82 ± 15
d. J0736−6304 19.4 - 104 86 ± 16
e. J0834−60 20 20 95 89 ± 43
f. J1057−5226 29.69 10 93 132 ± 25
g. J1107−5907 40.75 2 115 233 ± 56
h. J0536−7543 18.58 2 143 248 ± 139
i. J0924−5814 57.4 3 107 255 ± 49
j. J1105−4353 45 - 127 257 ± 62
k. J1016−5345 66.8 18 117 382 ± 102
l. J1000−5149 72.8 3 127 416 ± 102

Figure 1. A new map of the free electron density (blue to orange color bar) for the local region,
created by fitting with a zeroth-order interpolation of parallax distances to all pulsars with reported
parallax measurements that are within 1 kpc of Earth. These pulsars are displayed as red symbols, and
have been classified according to the ratio of their distance estimates from parallax (disPX) and from
the YMW16 model (disYMW). Possibly nearby pulsars that do not yet have parallax measurements
made on them are tabulated and labeled “a”−“l” in the figure. Their YMW16-predicted distances and
ATNF uncertainties δDM (when available) are listed in the table alongside new predicted distances
derived from our revised electron density map.
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Furthermore, wherever applicable, we identify potential optical binary companions to
the pulsars which may aid in the precise measurement of pulsar distances, and also provide
information on dynamic interactions within such systems. This may be the second best es-
timate of pulsar distances after radio parallax measurement, if the binary companion can be
confirmed through other astrometric data. The identification of an optical or infrared coun-
terpart of a pulsar often relies on finding a star whose position coincides with the pulsar’s
location and exhibits characteristics of binarity, e.g., variability and proper motion. To iden-
tify binaries in the list of pulsars in the table under Fig. 1, we use the Infrared Science Archive
(IRSA) [47], to take a 30 arcsec radial field of view, and cross-reference the resulting objects
with the Gaia DR3 database, checking proper motions, locations, and parallaxes; see Table 2
in Appendix A. For pulsars with proper motions reported by ATNF, no promising binary
candidates are found. For the rest of the pulsars in our list, only the location and parallax
can be used to ascertain the presence of binary counterparts in Gaia DR3. We compare these
to the pulsar distances obtained from our revised map. This process identifies potentially
four binary companions, which we summarize in Table 3 in Appendix A.

The key outcome of our overall procedure is that, as seen in the table below Fig. 1, our
density map predicts a distance of only tens of parsecs to a non-trivial number of pulsars.
In contrast, their DM distance per the YMW16 model is around 100−150 pc. As shown
in Ref. [10], NSs at O(10) pc distance are ideal targets for observing late-stage reheating
that imparts temperatures of as low as 2500 Kelvin. We will illustrate this further for ELT
and TMT in Sec. 4.2. Thus this finding warrants follow-up observations of these pulsars to
determine their parallax distance, which would be the most reliable estimate.

4 Prospects for observing dark matter-induced neutron star reheating

As mentioned in the Introduction, NSs may be heated in their late stage by a number of
external and internal reheating mechanisms. These include such astrophysical effects [9, 48–
63] as rotochemical heating, vortex creep heating, crust-cracking, and magnetic field decay,
as well as those induced by a new particle sector [2, 26, 64–66, 66–75, 75–80, 80–108] such
as dark matter capture, removal of nucleons from their Fermi seas leading to the so-called
nucleon Auger effect, and baryon number-violating neutron decays.

Here we will take dark matter capture as a minimal example, giving rise to kinetic and
annihilation heating, and work out the signal expectations at the forthcoming TMT and ELT.
We do this to demonstrate a concrete physics case for redrawing the electron density map to
the end of seeking the nearest pulsars.

4.1 Review of dark kinetic and annihilation heating

For a detailed description of dark matter-induced heating of NSs, see Ref. [109]. Here we
review essential details.

Dark matter particles may get captured in astrophysical objects(like NSs) if they scatter
and fall into their gravitational potential. The total mass rate of the dark matter going
through a NS of mass M and radius R is

Ṁχ = πb2maxρχvχ ,

bmax =

(
2GMR

v2χ

)1/2(
1− 2GM

R

)−1/2

= γR
vesc
vχ

, (4.1)
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where bmax is the maximum impact parameter, vesc =
√
2GM/R is the escape speed at the

NS surface, and ρχ and vχ are respectively the ambient dark matter density and halo dark
matter speed, which we take as 0.42 GeV cm−3 and 230 km s−1 respectively [110].

The rate of kinetic energy deposition is then

Ėk =
Ṁχ

mχ
(γ − 1)f ,

f = min

[
1,

σχT
σcrit

]
, (4.2)

where f is the fraction of incident dark matter particles that capture, with σχT the cross
section for scattering with some target (nucleon, lepton, etc.) and σcrit the cross section above
which the NS becomes optically thick to the infalling dark matter. Absent Pauli-blocking and
multiscatter effects, this is the NS’s O(10−45) cm−2 geometric cross section.

NSs have internal temperatures of 1011 K when formed and cool down through neutrino
and photon emission, the latter dominating after O(105) yr.

Until about 107 yr an insulating envelope keeps the internal temperature larger than the
surface temperature, but beyond this timescale it becomes too thin and the two temperatures
become equal, with a value ≤ O(103) K. Under equilibrium between dark kinetic heating and
passive cooling,

Ėk = LNS = 4πσSBR
2T 4

s , (4.3)

where σSB is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant, and Ts is the NS surface blackbody tem-
perature. For a distant observer, T∞ = Ts/γ. Potential NS reheating from astrophysical
effects and ISM accretion is in most cases unlikely; see Ref. [2].

If the captured dark matter thermalizes with the NS rapidly enough [89, 111] and self-
annihilates efficiently into particles that are trapped in the star, higher heating luminosities
are attained. In all, accretion of dark matter that is homogeneously distributed in the halo
would give rise to NS surface temperatures of at best around 2500 K near the solar vicinity.
Capture of dark matter clumped in overdensities such as microhalos, particularly in models
where the dark matter has self-interactions and could thus undergo Bondi accretion, could
result in heating-induced NS temperatures of O(104) K [100]. Similar temperatures could be
achieved in the presence of long-range interactions between the infalling dark matter and the
NS baryons [112]. Motivated by these considerations, we will use reheated NS temperatures
of 2500 K and 10000 K as benchmarks for our treatment of telescope sensitivities.

4.2 Measuring neutron star temperatures with TMT and ELT

The currently operational Near Infrared Camera (NIRCam) on the James Webb Space Tele-
scope (JWST), along with the upcoming Multi-AO Imaging Camera for Deep Observations
(MICADO) on the Extremely Large Telescope (ELT) and the future InfraRed Imaging Spec-
trograph (IRIS) on the Thirty Meter Telescope (TMT) can image in infrared to far-optical
wavelengths. These correspond to peak blackbody temperatures of 1300 − 4300 K, making
these imaging instruments suitable for detecting NS reheating. As tabulated in Ref. [10],
with 105 − 106 s of exposure, these instruments could detect O(103) K NSs that are within
O(10) pc and O(104) K NSs within O(102 − 103) pc. Here we carry out a similar calculation
for the forthcoming ELT-MICADO and TMT-IRIS in order to make our study self-contained.

Assuming the NS to be a black body, the spectral flux density is given by

– 8 –



fν = π
2hν3

c2
1

exp(hν/kT∞)− 1

(
Rγ

d

)2

, (4.4)

often re-expressed in terms of the AB magnitude,

mAB = −2.5 log10

(
fν

3631 Jy

)
, (4.5)

where R and d are the radius and distance of the NS respectively, and the factor Rγ/d is
the angle subtended by the NS at a distant observer. We have neglected extinction factors
along the line of sight, which would introduce uncertainties of at worst 10%, comparable to
or smaller than distance uncertainties; see Ref. [10] for a detailed discussion.

Figure 2. Left. AB magnitude derived for neutron stars heated maximally by kinetic and annihila-
tion heating of dark matter to reach a temperature of 2500 K (solid lines) and 104 K (dashed lines) for
different radius and mass profiles. Right. Signal-to-noise ratio vs exposure times for 1.5 M⊙ mass,
10 km radius NSs using ELT-MICADO and TMT-IRIS Exposure Time Calculators for various NS
surface temperature and distances, using the filters mentioned in the text. Exposures longer than a
few 107 s (∼ yr) may be unrealistic, thus NSs glowing at 2500 K may be hard to detect with ELT for
the distances

Neglecting dithering and read-out pattern effects, the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in the
background-dominated regime may be approximated as

SNR =
ΦsigASNRtexp√

(ΦbgASNR + Γnoise)texp
, (4.6)

where Φsig and Φbg are signal and background fluxes, ASNR is the SNR reference area in the
detector, and Γnoise is the non-sky noise rate. Thus we expect texp ∝ (SNR)2, and using this
in Eq. (4.4), we have the scaling texp ∝ d4.

In the left panel of Fig. 2 we show the AB magnitudes as a function of NS distance for
NS temperatures of 2500 K (solid lines) and 10000 K (dashed lines), and for various M -R
configurations. As expected from Eqs. (4.4) and (4.5), mAB ∝ log d, and heavier and larger
NSs tend to be brighter. For further illustration, in the right panel of Fig. 2 we show the
SNR as a function of exposure time at ELT and TMT for NS distances of 50, 75 and 100
pc as relevant to our study. Here we have chosen NS temperatures of 2500 K, 6000 K and
10000 K, for which we have respectively chosen the J, B and U bands at ELT. Note that the
MICADO instrument on ELT does not contain the B and U bands [113], but the ELT ETC
documentation [114] does, and thus we use it as a proof of concept. At TMT-IRIS we have
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used the Y band for all our benchmark NS temperatures. For the ELT, we set the source
geometry to be a point source with the source spectral type corresponding to the temperature
profile being considered, with a S/N reference area of 1× 1 pixels at the Paranal observation
site at 2635 m, with a telescope diameter of 39 m. Furthermore, we use typical values for air-
mass of 1.50, pixel scale of 50 mas/pixel and seeing limited (FWHM= 0”.8) adaptive optics
mode. Similarly for TMT-IRIS, we set the source geometry to be a point source, at a zenith
angle of 0 in good weather conditions, under the Imager mode configuration. In this figure
we see the scaling SNR ∝ √

texp ∝ d2. We also find the results consistent with Ref. [10].
tionConclusion
otivaim of study was tis to initiatenorrobustch the nfor neutron stars nearest to Earth.a

A close enough NS would be a target for observing, among other things, novel late-time
reheating mechanisms including from the capture of dark matter. To this end, we have
attempted tote the electron coluity map near in the solar vicinity,hin turnoves thingaccuracy
of dispedispersion measure-n distance estimates for pulsars.

Our In particular, using parallax measurements of pulsar distances (which are unrelated
to DM-based distance estimates) we constructed a simplified electron density map. This
revised map allowed us to pinpoint promising nearby pulsar candidates that are ideal for
follow-up parallax observations, as summarized in Figure 1. We also investigated the possi-
bility of finding binary stellar counterparts for these pulsars, summarized in Table 2.

We believe our map may offer a more accurate depiction of pulsar locations within the 1
kpc vicinity than the earlier NE2001 and YMW16 models, which had focused on large-scale
galactic DMs, and included a template fit to assumed locations of electron over-densities
and under-densities. In contrast, by only concentrating on the local kpc, we provide a new
estimate of the free electron density. Looking forward, more accurate estimates of distances
to nearby NSs such as those undertaken in this study are an essential step to begin fathoming
some longstanding puzzles of fundamental physics.
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Appendices

A Pulsar properties

In this section we collect details of pulsars used in this work. In Table 1 are the pulsars used
to construct our electron density map in Fig. 1. In Table 2 are the pulsars for which we have
estimated DM-based distances using our revised map. These are the same pulsars as those
tabulated below Fig. 1, but now we provide further details such as their proper motion. This
information is used to identify potential binary companions, listed in Table 3.

PSRJ PX (mas) RAJD (deg) DECJD (deg) DM (cm−3 pc) disPX (kpc) disYMW (kpc)
J0030+0451 3.09±6 7.61 4.86 4.33±10 0.324 0.345
J0108-1431 4.20±14 17.035 -14.53 2.38±19 0.210 0.232
J0437-4715 6.40±5 69.32 -47.25 2.64±7 0.157 0.156
J0452-1759 0.60±14 73.14 -17.99 39.90±3 0.400 2.711
J0613-0200 1.00±5 93.43 -2.01 38.78±7 0.780 1.024
J0614-3329 1.10±11 93.54 -33.49 37.05±14 0.630 2.691
J0630-2834 3.00±5 97.71 -28.58 34.42±10 0.320 2.069
J0633+1746 6.40±18 98.48 17.77 2.89±2 0.190 0.138
J0636+5128 1.40±3 99.02 51.48 11.11±0 0.714 0.210
J0659+1414 3.50±4 104.95 14.24 13.90±0 0.286 0.159
J0720-3125 2.80±9 110.10 -31.43 * 0.400 *
J0814+7429 2.31±4 123.75 74.48 5.75±5 0.432 0.368
J0826+2637 2.01±10 126.71 26.62 19.48±0 0.500 0.315
J0835-4510 3.50±2 128.84 -45.18 67.77±9 0.280 0.328
J0953+0755 3.82±7 148.29 7.93 2.97±8 0.261 0.187
J1012+5307 0.90±8 153.14 53.12 9.02±4 0.700 0.805
J1022+1001 1.16±8 155.74 10.03 10.26±9 0.725 0.835
J1045-4509 1.70±7 161.46 -45.16 58.11±6 0.340 0.334
J1136+1551 2.69±2 174.01 15.85 4.84±4 0.370 0.414
J1300+1240 1.41±8 195.01 12.68 10.17±3 0.709 0.877
J1400-1431 3.60±11 210.15 -14.53 4.93±3 0.278 0.347
J1455-3330 1.30±10 223.95 -33.51 13.57±3 0.769 0.684
J1456-6843 2.20±3 223.99 -68.73 8.61±4 0.430 0.436
J1614-2230 1.54±10 243.65 -22.51 34.48±3 0.700 1.394
J1643-1224 1.10±6 250.91 -12.42 62.40±4 0.740 0.790
J1730-2304 2.08±6 262.59 -23.08 9.62±2 0.620 0.512
J1744-1134 2.58±3 266.12 -11.58 3.14±4 0.395 0.148
J1756-2251 1.10±6 269.19 -22.87 121.23±3 0.730 2.807
J1802-2124 1.20±6 270.52 -21.40 149.59±4 0.800 3.026
J1856-3754 8.20±9 284.15 -37.91 * 0.160 *
J1900-2600 0.50±6 285.20 -26.01 37.99±5 0.700 1.237
J1932+1059 2.77±7 293.06 10.99 3.18±0 0.310 0.229
J2124-3358 2.10±10 321.18 -33.98 4.60±3 0.410 0.360
J2144-3933 6.00±6 326.05 -39.57 3.35±10 0.160 0.289
J2145-0750 1.40±8 326.46 -7.84 9.00±13 0.625 0.693
J2214+3000 1.70±6 333.66 30.01 22.54±0 0.600 1.673
J2222-0137 3.73±16 335.52 -1.62 3.28±2 0.268 0.267
J2234+0944 1.40±3 338.70 9.74 17.83±0 0.714 1.587
J2322-2650 4.40±12 350.64 -26.85 6.15±13 2.000 0.760

Table 1. Pulsars used to construct our local electron density map in Fig. 1, along with their reported
parallax, equatorial co-ordinate positions, dispersion measure, parallax distance and YMW-based
distance.

– 11 –



PSR RA DEC predicted dist. PM RA PM DEC PM total Potential binary
(deg) (deg) (deg) (pc) (mas/yr) (mas/yr) (mas/yr)

a. J0437-4715 69.32 -47.25 35±20 121.44±2 -71.47±2 140.91±2
b. J1120-24 170 -24 56±14 * * *
c. J1154-19 178.5 -19 61±15 * * *
d. J0711-6830 107.97 -68.51 82±15 -15.56±9 14.18±9 21.05±9
e. J0736-6304 114.08 -63.07 86±16 * * *
f. J0834-60 128.71 -60.58 89±43 * * *
g. J0633+1746 98.47 17.77 116±195 138±4 97±4 169±4
h. J1744-1134 266.12 -11.58 126±211 18.80±4 -9.42±15 21.03±8
i. J1057-5226 164.49 -52.44 132±25 47.5±7 -8.7±7 48.3±7
j. J1107-5907 166.89 -59.12 233±56 * * * Gaia DR3 5338633770476031360
k. J0536-7543 84.13 -75.73 248±139 3±40 65±8 65±9
l. J0924-5814 141.13 -58.23 255±49 * * * Gaia DR3 5306447697839727360
m. J1105-4353 166.35 -43.88 257±62 * * *
n. J1016-5345 154.13 -53.75 382±102 * * * Gaia DR3 5356512791576521984
o. J1000-5149 150.12 -51.83 416±102 * * * Gaia DR3 5405166971370873216

Table 2. Pulsars listed below Fig. 1 for which we predict distances using our electron density map,
now with proper motions. The last column lists potential binary companions in Gaia DR3 data,
whose details are given in Table 3.

Potential binary RA DEC PM RA PM DEC PM tot PX distPX assoc. PSR predicted dist. to PSR
(deg) (deg) (mas/yr) (mas/yr) (mas/yr) (mas) (pc) (pc)

Gaia DR3 5338633770476031360 166.91 -59.12 -4.25±1.24 2.35±1.10 4.86 3.13±1.46 319 J1107-5907 233±56
Gaia DR3 5306447697839727360 141.14 -58.23 -3.56±0.92 3.39±1.21 4.91 1.54±1.03 649 J0924-5814 255±49
Gaia DR3 5356512791576521984 154.14 -53.75 -5.03±0.94 2.17±0.93 5.48 1.72±0.73 581 J1016-5345 382±102
Gaia DR3 5405166971370873216 150.12 -51.83 -5.09±1.08 4.80±0.95 7.00 1.73±0.81 578 J1000-5149 416±102

Table 3. Potential binary companions to the pulsars identified in Table 2. Their parallax distances
are also given, seen to be mostly comparable to the distances we predict with our new map for the
associated pulsars.

B Modified electron density map in galactocentric representation

In this section we re-display Fig. 1 in galactocentric right-handed rectangular coordinates in
Fig. 3. Here the X axis is directed toward the Galactic Center, the Y axis spans longitude
and the Z axis spans latitude.
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Figure 3. Fig. 1 redisplayed in galactocentric rectangular coordinates. Shown are the side view
(X−Y), top view (X−Z) and the front view (Y−Z) of our new map of the free electron density (blue
to orange color bar). Pulsars with reported parallax measurements that are within 1 kpc of Earth
used to create this map are displayed as red symbols, and follow the same classification as Fig. 1.
The right panels provide a zoomed-in look at the views in the respective left panels, such that the
(possibly) nearby pulsars (“a”−“l”) are seen more clearly.
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