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We show that axion dark matter may be detectable through narrow radio lines emitted from neutron stars.
Neutron star magnetospheres host both a strong magnetic field and a plasma frequency that increases
towards the neutron star surface. As the axions pass through the magnetosphere, they can resonantly
convert into radio photons when the plasma frequency matches the axion mass. We solve the axion-photon
mixing equations, including a full treatment of the magnetized plasma, to obtain the conversion probability.
We discuss possible neutron star targets and how they may probe the QCD-axion parameter space in the
mass range of ∼0.2–40 μeV.
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The QCD axion is one of the best-motivated dark matter
(DM) candidates: In addition to explaining the observed
abundance of DM [1–3], the axion may also resolve the
strong CP problem [4–7]. However, testing the axion DM
hypothesis requires probing extremely weak axion cou-
plings. In particular, axions interact with photons through
Laγ¼−gaγγaE ·B, where gaγγ ∼ 10−15 GeV−1 for an axion
of mass ma ¼ 10−6 eV. Direct detection experiments such
as ADMX [8–10] are just beginning to probe small regions
of the QCD-axion parameter space. In this Letter, we
discuss a new avenue for testing the axion DM hypothesis.
We show that in the presence of axion DM, monochromatic
radio signals are emitted from neutron stars (NSs) through
axion-photon conversion within the NS magnetosphere.
As first noted in Ref. [11], the finite electron density in

the plasma within the NS magnetosphere gives the photon a
massmγ , which modifies the photon dispersion relation and
allows nonadiabatic resonant conversion of axions to
photons. This photon mass is expected to fall off mono-
tonically with distance from the NS surface. Thus, for any
axion mass smaller than the plasma mass at the NS surface,
there exists a conversion radius rc at which ma ¼ mγ and
nonadiabatic resonant conversion occurs. However, the
plasma around a NS is highly magnetized, with the
cyclotron frequency Ωc much larger than the plasma

frequency ωp, and the effective photon mass is anisotropic.
In this Letter, we solve the axion-photon equations of
motion within the NS magnetosphere to calculate the
conversion probability and find that resonant conversion
occurs over a distance L ∼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
rcvc=ma

p
, where vc is the

axion velocity at rc.
Axion-photon conversion in neutron star magneto-

spheres is related to the detection mechanism utilized by
axion helioscopes, such as CAST, to search for relativistic
axions produced inside of the Sun which propagate to
Earth [12–14]. Solar axions have a thermal spectrum
E ∼ keV and can convert to photons within CAST’s static
magnetic field B. When the momentum transfer q ¼
m2

a=ð2EÞ is much less than the length of the B-field
region L (qL ≪ 1), the conversion probability scales as
Paγ ∼ g2aγγB2L2. However, for large ma the conversion rate
drops rapidly because the axion and photon have different
dispersion relations, which becomes more apparent for
larger values of ma and longer distances L. To circumvent
this issue and maintain sensitivity to high-ma axions,
CAST fills the B-field region with 4He and 3He. By varying
the pressure of the gas, the plasma frequency can be
adjusted to give the photon a mass and match the axion
dispersion over a range of ma values. With this technique,
CAST has set some of the strongest limits in the mass range
ma ∼ 10−4–100 eV [13,14].
NSs have long been recognized as promising targets for

axion searches due to their strong magnetic fields. Previous
efforts have focused on either photon-axion conversion
leading to spectral distortions in the outgoing electromag-
netic emission [15] or the conversion of thermal axions
from the NS interior into photons in the magnetosphere
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[16]. However, neither of these processes require the axion
to be DM, nor are they sensitive enough to probe the QCD
axion. In particular, thermal axions are ultrarelativistic and,
hence, cannot undergo resonant conversion in the mag-
netosphere [17], but DM axions are only mildly relativistic
and resonant conversion is obtained over a broad range of
parameters, as we show. Reference [11] calculated the radio
flux from DM axions infalling on NSs and converting into
radio photons in the regime where the DM mixes strongly
with the photon within the magnetosphere. Our work builds
upon this previous work by calculating the radio flux from
this process in the weak-mixing limit, applicable for QCD-
axion-strength couplings gaγγ . Additionally, we present a
more precise calculation of the outgoing flux and show that
current radio searches may be sensitive to QCD-axion-
strength couplings from a variety of NS targets.
Most previous efforts to detect axion DM have focused

on direct detection; see Ref. [18] for a detailed review.
Though some experiments, such as CASPEr [19], exploit
the axion coupling to nucleons, the majority of experiments
aim to detect the coupling of the axion to electromagnetic
fields. The combination of the ABRACADABRA [20,21],
DM-Radio [22,23], ADMX [10,24], HAYSTAC [25–27],
and MADMAX [28,29] experiments can potentially probe
the QCD-axion coupling to photons over the wide mass
range ma ∼ 10−9–10−4 eV. Our work complements these
approaches by providing an avenue for indirect detection of
QCD-axion DM in the mass range ∼0.2–40 μeV utilizing
existing and planned radio telescopes.
Neutron star magnetosphere.—The magnetic field in the

vicinity of the NS surface is well described by a dipole
configuration, with an axis m̂ that is misaligned from the
rotation axis (which we take to be the z axis) by an angle
θm. Charged particles are stripped from the surface of the
NS at the magnetic poles and accelerated along open field
lines, producing the nonthermal, pulsed radio, and gamma-
ray emission seen from pulsars. These regions near the
magnetic poles are characterized by a high-density, boosted
plasma. On the other hand, the NS “lobes” consist of closed
magnetic field lines and likely much more modest plasma
densities. We will take a simplistic model for the neutron
star magnetosphere inspired by Goldreich and Julian (GJ)
[30], which gives the minimum plasma density in the
presence of the NS magnetic field necessary for a self-
consistent solution to Maxwell’s equations where particles
on magnetic field lines corotate with the star.
Though originally proposed for aligned NSs with

θm ¼ 0, the GJ derivation applies equally well to mis-
aligned NSs and gives a charge density

nc ¼
2Ω ·B

e
1

1 −Ω2r2 sin2 θ
; ð1Þ

where Ω ¼ 2π=P with P the NS spin period, and θ is the
polar angle with respect to the rotation axis. We will take
the charge density as a rough estimate of the electron

number density: ne ¼ jncj. The plasma frequency is
ωp ≈

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
4παne=me

p
, so that within the GJ model

ωp ≈ ð1.5 × 102 GHzÞ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi�

BzðrÞ
1014 G

��
1 sec
P

�s
; ð2Þ

where Bz ¼ ðB0=2Þðr0=rÞ3½3 cos θm̂ · r̂ − cos θm� is the
component of the magnetic field along the ẑ direction.
Note that m̂ · r̂¼cosθmcosθþsinθmsinθcosðΩtÞ depends
on time due to the rotation of the NS. In Eq. (2), we have
neglected the relativistic correction in the denominator of
Eq. (1), which can be important for millisecond pulsars
but is typically a percent-level correction for large P.
In practice, the true plasma density is likely more compli-
cated than the simple GJ model, with possibly nontrivial
time dependence and boosts. However, the GJ model
provides a straightforward starting point for this analysis,
which we hope can be improved in future work. In this
analysis, we focus only on the region of closed field lines
where the plasma is expected to be nonrelativistic, leaving
the complications of boosted plasma near the magnetic
poles to future work.
As we show below, the axion-photon conversion occurs

resonantly within the vicinity of the conversion radius rc
defined to be the radius at which ωp ¼ ma. Using the
expressions above, we find that in the GJ model,

rcðθ;θm; tÞ ¼ 224 km× j3 cosθm̂ · r̂− cosθmj1=3

×

�
r0

10 km

�
×

�
B0

1014 G
1 sec
P

�
1 GHz
ma

�
2
�
1=3

:

ð3Þ
Photon flux from mixing equations.—Since the axion

DM starts out nonrelativistic far away from the NS and is
accelerated to semirelativistic velocities at radius rc, we
can approximate the axion trajectories as radial. In the
Supplemental Material [31], we give a set of physical
arguments that may be used to understand the parametric
dependence of the axion-photon conversion probability.
Here, we focus on the axion-photon conversion probability
and the varying photon speed, which are important factors
in calculating the outgoing photon flux. The combination
of these two effects gives the energy flux at infinity sourced
by a given infalling axion DM density, which we refer to as
the energy transfer function. Numerically, both of these
effects are captured simultaneously by solving the axion-
photon coupled differential equation. In analogy with
standard nonadiabatic conversion [36,37], we calculate
the energy transfer function by solving the coupled wave
equations for the axion-photon system in the presence of
the interaction term −gaγγaE · B in the Lagrangian, which
induces mixing between the axion a and the component of
the photon vector potential Ak transverse to the axion’s
motion but coplanar with the magnetic field. We then show
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that because the initial photons are produced at non-
relativistic velocities, the final outgoing flux is velocity
suppressed.
Following Ref. [17], we assume radial plane wave

solutions of the form aðr; tÞ ¼ ieiωt−ikrãðrÞ and Akðr; tÞ ¼
eiωt−ikrÃkðrÞ, where k2 ¼ ω2 −m2

a. As we will show, the
resonant conversion takes place in a narrow enough region
around rc that we may neglect the r dependence of ω due to
gravitational effects. Similarly, while the dispersion relation
for k holds for both the axion and the photon at rc, the
photon dispersion changes away from the conversion radius
due to the continuously varying plasma mass. We account
for both of these effects in turn. The analytic arguments
presented below are supported by a full numerical analysis
in the Supplemental Material [31], where we also derive the
equations of motion for the coupled axion-photon system in
the plasma.
Near rc, we may use the WKB approximation jÃ00

kðrÞj ≪
kjÃ0ðrÞj and jã00ðrÞj ≪ kja0ðrÞj. The mixing equations
reduce to the first-order ordinary differential equation

�
−i

d
dr

þ 1

2k

�
m2

a − ξω2
p ΔB

ΔB 0

���
Ãk
ã

�
¼ 0; ð4Þ

where

ξ ¼ sin2θ̃

1 − ω2
p

ω2 cos2θ̃
; ΔB ¼ Bgaγγma

ξ

sin θ̃
: ð5Þ

In these expressions, ω ¼ ma

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ v2c

p
and k ¼ mavc, with

vc the DM velocity at r ¼ rc. We have also defined θ̃ as the
angle between the propagation direction r̂ and the magnetic
field B.
For r ≫ rc, the axion-photon system no longer strongly

mixes, but the amplitude of Ak modulates due to the varying
plasma frequency of the medium. This effect is exactly
analogous to the increasing amplitude of ocean waves as
they approach the shore (though in our analysis, we are
considering the opposite case of waves leaving the shore).
The net effect is a suppression of the outgoing electro-
magnetic wave by a factor of

ffiffiffiffiffi
vc

p
asymptotically far away

from the NS: Akð∞Þ ∼ ffiffiffiffiffi
vc

p
AkðrcÞ. From the particle point

of view, this decrease in the electromagnetic energy density
is simply particle number conservation. As the velocity
increases towards the speed of light, the requirement that
the initial energy flux equals the final energy flux dictates
that the final outgoing energy density is suppressed by a
factor of vc.
To calculate the electromagnetic flux asymptotically far

from the NS, we proceed by analogy to time-dependent
perturbation theory in the Schrödinger equation, working to
first order in ΔB [17]. Taking initial conditions Ãkðr0Þ ¼ 0
and ãðr0Þ ¼ a0 and neglecting the modulation of the
outgoing electromagnetic wave for now, Eq. (4) implies

FaγðrÞ≡ jAkðrÞj2
a20

¼
����
Z

r

0

dr0
Bðr0Þξðr0Þgaγγ

2vc sin θ̃

×ef½−i
R

r0
0

dr̃ðm2
a−ξðr̃Þω2

pðr̃ÞÞ�=½2mavc�g
����2: ð6Þ

Taking r → ∞ and including the amplitude modulation of
the outgoing electromagnetic field, we evaluate Eq. (6) by
the method of stationary phase to obtain the energy transfer
function

p∞
aγ ≡ vc lim

r→∞
FaγðrÞ ≈

1

2vc
g2aγγBðrcÞ2L2; ð7Þ

where L ¼ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2πrcvc=ð3maÞ

p
may be interpreted as the

distance over which the resonant conversion takes place at
θ̃ ¼ π=2. However, Eq. (7) holds for generic θ̃ to leading
order in vc. Note that Eq. (7) only applies in the limit of
sufficiently small gaγγ and BðrcÞ. For larger parameter
values, one should take the solution from the full first-order
differential Eq. (4) or the second-order differential equation
detailed in the Supplemental Material [31].
Radiated power.—Next, we calculate the electromag-

netic power emitted from the NS by axions converting into
photons. Since the NS plasma is optically thin, Thomson
scattering of photons is negligible for the long-period NSs
under consideration [17] and, thus, outgoing photons do
not scatter. Because m−1

a ≪ rc for ma in the MHz–GHz
range, L is parametrically smaller than rc and, thus,
conversion takes place in a small region around rc. We
thus estimate the radiated power P by multiplying the flux
of DM through a surface subtending a solid angle dΩ at rc
by the energy transfer function:

dPðθ; θmtÞ
dΩ

≈ 2 × p∞
aγρ

rc
DMvcr

2
c; ð8Þ

where ρrcDM is the DM mass density at r ¼ rc. All quantities
on the right-hand side of Eq. (8) depend on θ, θm, and t
through their dependence on rc [see Eq. (3)]. The factor
of 2 comes from the fact that the DM may convert into
photons either on its way into the NS or out of the NS; if it
is converted on the way in, then the photon is reflected back
out, since the higher-density plasma acts as a mirror to
photons of frequency ω < ωp.
Let us assume that asymptotically far away from the NS,

the DM has density ρ∞DM and is described by a Maxwell-
Boltzmann velocity distribution with

f∞ðv∞Þ ¼
1

π3=2v30
e½ð−v∞2Þ=ðv2

0
Þ�; ð9Þ

where v0 ∼ 10−3 is the DM virial velocity. We can calculate
vc by conservation of energy: v2c ¼ v2∞ þ ½ð2GMNSÞ=rc�≈
½ð2GMNSÞ=rc�, where v∞ is the DM speed asymptotically
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far away from the NS, which is typically much smaller
than the escape velocity

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2GMNS=rc

p
. Liouville’s theorem

maps the phase-space distribution from asymptotic
infinity to rc: ρrcDMfrcðvÞ ¼ ρ∞DMf∞ðv∞½v�Þ, where v∞½v�
denotes the velocity at asymptotic infinity that gives
velocity v at radius rc. Integrating and expanding in the
limit v20=ðGMNS=rcÞ ≪ 1 gives

ρrcDM ¼ ρ∞DM
2ffiffiffi
π

p 1

v0

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2GMNS

rc

s
þ � � � : ð10Þ

This then leads to an expression for the radiated power:

dPðθ ¼ π
2
; θm ¼ 0Þ

dΩ

≈ 4.5 × 108 W

�
gaγγ

10−12 GeV−1

�
2

×

�
r0

10 km

�
2
�

ma

1 GHz

�
5=3

�
B0

1014 G

�
2=3

�
P

1 sec

�
4=3

×

�
ρ∞

0.3 GeV=cm3

��
MNS

1 M⊙

��
200 km=s

v0

�
; ð11Þ

with

dPðθ; θm; tÞ
dΩ

¼ dPðθ ¼ π
2
; θm ¼ 0Þ

dΩ

×
3ðm̂ · r̂Þ2 þ 1

j3 cos θm̂ · r̂ − cos θmj4=3
: ð12Þ

Both Eqs. (11) and (12) are formally only valid so long as
rc > r0; no resonant conversion takes place inside the NS.
This regulates the otherwise-divergent denominator in
Eq. (12) and also gives a strong angular and time depend-
ence to the signal.
Radio telescope sensitivity.—The radio flux at Earth is

given by Fðθ; θm; tÞ ¼ dPðθ; θm; tÞ=dΩ=d2, where d is the
distance from us to the NS. The figure of merit for radio
telescopes is the flux density S ¼ F=B, where B is the
bandwidth. Energy conservation implies that the expected
bandwidth of the signal is B ∼ ðv0=cÞ2ma=ð2πÞ: The
kinetic energy gained by the infalling DM is exactly
canceled by the gravitational redshift of the outgoing
photon, and the bandwidth of the signal is determined
by the velocity dispersion in the asymptotic DM distribu-
tion. This argument does not hold exactly because the
finite angular velocity of the magnetosphere leads to
nonconservation of energy from the point of view of the
outgoing photon. However, as derived in the Supplemental
Material [31], this has a negligible effect on the bandwidth.
We note also that the central frequency of the signal will be
shifted by the velocity of an individual source with respect
to Earth, which will not change the flux density but must be
accounted for in extracting the axion mass from an
observed signal.

The flux density is then

S ¼ 6.7 × 10−5 Jy

�
100 pc

d

�
2
�
1 GHz
ma

�

×

�
200 km=s

v0

�
2
�

dP=dΩ
4.5 × 108 W

�
: ð13Þ

This should be compared to the minimum detectable flux at
a radio telescope, which is given by

Smin ¼ SNRmin
SEFDffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
npolBΔtobs

p ; ð14Þ

where SNRmin is the minimum signal-to-noise ratio, SEFD
is the system-equivalent flux density, npol is the number of
polarizations (wewill takenpol ¼ 2),B is the bandwidth, and
Δtobs is the observation time. As an example, the Arecibo
Telescope has SEFD ∼ 2 Jy. Equation (13) holds for sources
whose bandwidth is wider than the intrinsic frequency
resolution of the telescope, which we will assume is always
the case. In the Supplemental Material [31], we discuss the
optimization of the bandwidth for axion DM radio signals
and how to account for the nontrivial time dependence of the
light curve in our sensitivity estimates.
Neutron star targets.—As pointed out in Ref. [11],

nearby isolated neutron stars (INSs) make excellent targets
for radio signals from axion DM conversion. This group of
approximately sevenNSs is characterized by their proximity
to Earth (≲500 pc), strong magnetic fields (∼1013 G), long
spin periods (∼5 s), and lack of observed pulsed, non-
thermal emission (see, e.g., Refs. [38–40]). Importantly,
since these NSs do not exhibit radio emission, we can
estimate the sensitivity to axion DM assuming that we are
limited by thermal noise in the radio telescope rather than
background radiation from the NS. Additionally, the lack of
nonthermal emission suggests that pair production at the NS
surface is inefficient and that the GJ model for the plasma
density may hold throughout the magnetosphere [11].
Figure 1 shows the sensitivity in gaγγ from 100 h of

observation of one of the isolated NSs, J0806.4-4123. This
NS has a period P≈11.37s, magnetic field B0≈2.5×1013G,
and is at a distance d ≈ 250 pc from Earth [40]. We also
assumeMNS¼1M⊙ and r0¼10km. We take SEFD ≈ 2 Jy
for our estimates, though this may be improved with future
instruments such as the Square Kilometre Array. Our sensi-
tivity curves are defined by 1σ significance, as discussed in
the Supplemental Material [31]. We show sensitivities calcu-
lated for two pulsar geometries. The solid curve takes a
generic value θ ¼ 90° for the polar angle of Earth in the NS
frame, while the dashed curve is tuned to θ ¼ 120.5°, which
gives the nearmaximal signal at lowmasses andwhich is also
highly pulsed fromemission at orientationswhere rc → r0. In
both cases, we take a generic misalignment angle θm ¼ 10°.
The low-mass cutoff is set to the ma=ð2πÞ ¼ 50 MHz
threshold of typical radio telescopes, while the high-mass
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cutoff is determined by the maximum mass for which the
conversion radius is outside the NS radius.
We may also consider NSs in regions of high DM density

and/or low velocity dispersion. For example, the magnetar
SGR J1745–2900 is located R ≈ 0.1 pc away from the
Galactic Center [41–44], where the DM density is highly
uncertain but could be significantly enhanced compared to
the local density. Using the NFW and Burkert fits from
Ref. [45], we find that the DM density at R ¼ 0.1 pc is
enhanced by a factor of 2 × 105 for the best-fit NFW profile,
relative to the local density, but only a factor ∼4 for the
best-fit cored Burkert profile, though the cored profiles
may be in tension with new data from the Galactic bulge
[46,47]. If the DM distribution were described by a
generalized NFW profile with an index γ ¼ 1.5, which is
allowed by the kinematic data available, then the enhance-
ment would be∼107; if there is a DM density spike near Sgr
A*, the supermassive black hole at the center of the Galaxy,
the enhancement could be as large as ∼109 [48].
Figure 1 shows the projected sensitivity from 100 h

observation of SGR J1745-2900, assuming both the best-fit
NFW DM profile (blue) and spike profile (purple), for
θ ¼ 90° (solid) and θ ¼ 120.5° (dashed). We take v0 ¼
200 km=s and d ¼ 8.5 kpc for the distance to the Galactic
Center and assume MNS¼1M⊙ and r0 ¼ 10 km as before,
and use the inferred magnetic field B0 ≈ 1.6 × 1014 G and
period P ∼ 3.76 s [41,42]. Despite the fact that pulsed radio
emission has been observed from this magnetar [43,44], we
have made these sensitivity estimates under the assumption

that the dominant noise source is the thermal noise in the
telescope. Since the nonthermal radio emission is pulsed,
nonpulsed (or pulsed but out of phase) DM-induced flux
would likely still be dominated by telescope noise.
Interestingly, as seen in Fig. 1, observations of SGR
J1745-2900couldbe sensitive to theQCDaxionovermultiple
orders of magnitude in ma, depending on the DM density
profile. However, we stress that this sensitivity estimate relies
on the GJ model, which may not apply to this magnetar.
Alternatively, one could consider isolated NSs within

dwarf galaxies. In the Sagittarius Dwarf, the central DM
density is enhanced by a factor ∼5 × 105 compared to the
local density, and the velocity dispersion is low, v0 ∼
10 km=s [49]. The globular cluster M54 appears to be
coincident with the center of the Sagittarius Dwarf Galaxy,
with the cluster having a core radius ∼1 pc, a mass
∼2 × 106 M⊙, and a distance of around ∼20 kpc from
Earth [50,51]. Given the mass of M54, there are likely many
hundreds of NSs within the central core [52]. Assuming that
just one of theseNSs has the properties of J0806.4-4123 gives
the green curves shown in Fig. 1 (labeled INS inM54) for the
two representative values of θ. If there areN such INSs in the
field of view, thenwemay expect the sensitivity to improve as
1=

ffiffiffiffi
N

p
. The fact that all NSs radiate at the same frequency

from axion DM could make even more distant galaxies
promising targets. On the other hand, due to the peculiar
velocities of the individual NSs, the source signal will either
be a forest of lines with relative bandwidths ∼v20 or a broader
line with relative bandwidth ∼v0; the trade-off between
source density and bandwidth is explored further in Ref. [53].
A narrow radio line from a NS target could provide a

striking signature of axion DM. On the other hand, in the
absence of a signal, it will be difficult to set a robust limit
on gaγγ because of challenges in understanding confidently
the plasma density and time-dependent dynamics in the
inner regions of the magnetosphere. Towards that end, it
would be useful to incorporate the physics of axion-photon
conversion into NS simulations [54]. Such work should
lead to more precise predictions for the radio-line signal.
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Note added.—Recently,Ref. [55] appeared,which addresses
similar questions. Our work differs in several respects, but
importantly, where we do overlap, we disagree in detail with
their results for the conversion probability, radio flux, and
projected sensitivity. Specifically, Ref. [55] considers adia-
batic resonant conversion, while we use nonadiabatic

FIG. 1. Projected sensitivity to gaγγ as a function of axion mass
ma for Δtobs ¼ 100 h and SEFD ¼ 2 Jy, alongside current and
projected limits from ADMX and CAST. The QCD axion is
predicted to lie within the orange band. We have taken θm ¼ 10°
and the solid (dashed) curves assume θ ¼ 90° (θ ¼ 120.5°). The
lower mass cutoff is set by the lowest available frequency of
current radio telescopes, while the high-mass cutoff comes from
requiring the conversion radius to be outside the NS radius.
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resonant conversion, and Ref. [55] claims (without detailed
justification) that the signal bandwidth is Oðv0Þ from
“Doppler broadening.” While this is indeed true for an
incoherent sum of signals from several sources [53], our
energy conservation arguments strongly support the fact that
the signal bandwidth from a single source must match the
axion bandwidth at infinity, which is Oðv20Þ.
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