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We report a mm-wave search for axions from the magnetar SGR 1745–2900, based on 4.8 h
of ALMA observations. No statistically significant features are detected between 133.99–135.78,
135.91–137.70, 145.99–147.78, and 147.99–149.78 GHz. Interpreting this null result via resonant
conversion with a state-of-the-art star model and the dark-matter density expected at the Galactic
Center, we constrain the axion–photon coupling at the level of gγ ≳ 2× 10−13 GeV−1 within 0.55–
0.62 meV, accessing for the first time the QCD axion parameter space near the meV scale.

INTRODUCTION

Axions are hypothetical pseudoscalar bosons arising
from a compelling solution in quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) to the strong-interaction charge–parity problem
[1–3]. Owing to their very weak coupling to ordinary
matter and small mass, axions are cosmologically well-
motivated candidates for dark matter (DM) [4–6]—an
invisible component inferred from astronomical observa-
tions decades ago but still undetected at the particle level
[7–9]. The QCD axion and axion-like particles—similar
to axions but with independent mass and coupling scales
[10]—mix with photons in a static magnetic field via the
Primakoff effect [11]. Classically, the axion–photon in-
teraction relevant for this work reads

L ⊃ gγ E ·B a , (1)

where gγ is the axion–photon coupling factor, E is the
electromagnetic wave and B the external static magnetic
field, while a is the axion.

Magnetars are highly magnetized neutron stars
(NSs)—compact stellar remnants that host the most
powerful magnetic fields known in nature. When DM
axions enter the NS magnetosphere, they can be res-
onantly converted into photons, producing an axion-
induced emission feature superimposed on the intrinsic
spectrum of the star [12–15]. For non-relativistic axions
composing cold DM, this feature is expected to lie in the
radio band of the electromagnetic spectrum [16–27].

The expected signal from ambient axions falling into
the star and oscillating into photons scales with the DM
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density at the source location and with the magnetic
field strength at the conversion surface. As discussed in
Ref. [28], the innermost region of the Galaxy departs sig-
nificantly from a standard Navarro–Frenk–White (NFW)
profile [29] and is expected to host axion densities sev-
eral orders of magnitude larger than in the local halo
[24, 25, 30]. In this context SGR 1745–2900 (RA, Dec
17:45:40.164, −29:00:29.818 [31]), with a surface mag-
netic field above 1014 G, emerges as one of the most favor-
able Galactic laboratories to probe axion DM. These ad-
vantages largely offset the observational challenges posed
by its environment; the magnetar lies only ∼0.1 pc from
the brightest Galactic Center (GC) radio source Sagit-
tarius A* (Sgr A*) and at a distance of about 8 kpc from
Earth, which implies the d−2 geometric dilution of the
signal. In this work we present the first dedicated search
for axion DM using SGR 1745–2900 at millimeter wave-
lengths, aiming to identify narrow emission features aris-
ing from axion–photon conversion. The remainder of this
Letter is organized as follows. We first describe the ob-

TABLE I. Per-SPW rms in the ON and nodding (ON−⟨OFF⟩)
data after uv-plane modelling and subtraction of Sgr A∗. All
SPWs share the same correlator configuration and imaging
parameters: ∆νobs = 1788.9 MHz, δνch = 7.811 MHz, syn-
thesized beam FWHM 0.89× 0.73 arcsec (PA = −88.1◦), ob-
servations carried out between MJD 60683.0 and 60700.0, and
total on-source integration time tint = 4.838 h.

SPW Frequency [GHz] rms [mJy/beam]
ON ON−⟨OFF⟩

1 133.99–135.78 0.183 0.076
2 135.91–137.70 0.151 0.064
3 145.99–147.78 0.112 0.050
4 147.99–149.78 0.133 0.062
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servations, data reduction, and analysis procedure. We
then employ state-of-the-art models to estimate the sen-
sitivity to axion DM achieved with these data. Finally,
we discuss the non-detection, its implications for axion
models, and our overall conclusions.

OBSERVATIONS, DATA REDUCTION AND
ANALYSIS

Observations were performed with the Atacama Large
Millimeter/submillimeter Array (ALMA) in the 12-m
setup with an angular resolution of 0.724 arcsec and a
field of view of 41.039 arcsec centered on SGR 1745–
2900, with a spectral resolution of 7.8113 MHz. A to-
tal of four spectral windows (SPWs) centered at 134.9,
136.8, 146.9, and 148.9 GHz, each with a bandwidth of
≈1.8GHz in ALMA band 4 were observed for a total of
4.838 h effective integration time between 2025-01-08 and
2025-01-25.

Interferometric data were reduced as follows. All data
reduction was performed with CASA (the Common As-
tronomy Software Applications, v6.6.1.17) [32] follow-

FIG. 1. ALMA 2-mm continuum of the GC before (top) and
after (bottom) Sgr A* subtraction; the cyan ellipse marks the
synthesized beam at the astrometry position of SGR 1745–
2900.

ing standard ALMA procedures. After initial flagging
of corrupted visibilities, we applied flux, delay, band-
pass, and gain calibrations provided by the observa-
tory. Atmospheric transmission corrections were in-
cluded through the water vapor radiometer data. We
then carried out phase self-calibration using the bright
continuum of Sgr A*, which improved coherence across
all spectral windows [33]. The continuum emission was
modeled and subtracted in the uv (Fourier) domain to
minimize contamination, and spectral line image cubes
were produced with pixel scales oversampling the syn-
thesized beam. Residual narrow-band spectral features
in the Sgr A* continuum, attributable to known molec-
ular transitions—e.g., 13CH3OH, H(36)α, HC3N, H2CS,
SO, 13CS, CH3NC, D2CS, D13CO, C4H, DC3N, CS, cis-
CH2OHCHO—were cleaned during deconvolution. At
the location of SGR 1745–2900, spectra were extracted by
summing over the synthesized beam in each channel, and
corrected for frequency-dependent beam size. The re-
sulting spectra typically reach the theoretical noise level
expected for the achieved integration time and channel
width—see Table I. This reduction procedure ensures
that the resulting cubes are optimised for isolating the
spectrum of SGR 1745−2900 against the bright, variable
Sgr A* background—see Fig. 1.

The reduced cube fits were analyzed as follows. From
the calibrated data cubes we extracted spectra at the
position of the magnetar SGR 1745−2900 (ON) using
astrometry data [34] and at several nearby positions cho-
sen to sample the local background (OFF). See Fig. 2
(top). The OFF spectra were averaged to form a ref-
erence ⟨OFF⟩, and the magnetar spectrum was differ-
enced as DIFF = ON − ⟨OFF⟩. This subtraction re-
moved large-scale GC emission and instrumental base-
lines while preserving narrow features at the source po-
sition. A high-pass filter was then applied to DIFF to
suppress any residual continuum structure on ≳1 GHz
scales—Fig. 2 (bottom). Within each SPW, a rolling me-
dian–absolute–deviation estimator was used to character-
ize the local noise per channel. These values were com-
bined with a global rms to set adaptive clipping thresh-
olds and construct per-channel weights, ensuring that re-
gions affected by residual lines or artifacts contributed
less to the analysis. Matched filtering was performed
channel by channel using Gaussian kernels, with widths
set by the expected axion-induced linewidth scaling with
particle mass—∆ν/ν ∼ Ω∗rcε

2/c, with rc being the con-
version altitude, ε the eccentricity for an oblique rota-
tor at which the intersection of a plane perpendicular
to the rotation axis with the conversion surface is pro-
jected an ellipse, and c the speed of light [21, 35]. Each
channel was fit with a weighted generalized least-squares
regression that included a constant offset term, which ac-
counts for any residual baseline level. For channels pass-
ing minimal coverage requirements—>70% unmasked—,
the fit returned an amplitude, its 1σ uncertainty, and
the matched-filter signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). When the
fitted amplitude was non-positive, a one-sided 95% confi-
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TABLE II. Data analysis and matched-filter diagnostics by SPW; columns give the SPW index, fraction of channels masked
(Masked frac.), fraction of channels accepted for analysis (Acceptance), median 1σ amplitude uncertainty in µJy (σA median),
mean matched-filter signal-to-noise ratio (⟨SNR⟩), standard deviation of the SNR distribution (σ(SNR)), and the number of
positive excursions above 3σ and 3.5σ within the SPW (N≥3σ/N≥3.5σ). Bins with ≥ 3σ are 3.14σ at 134.016363 GHz and 3.41σ
at 134.024175 GHz. These correspond to two consecutive bins (∆ν ≈ 7.8 MHz), much narrower than the expected axion line
width (FWHM ∼ 100 MHz, spanning several channels).

SPW Masked frac. [%] Acceptance [%] σA median [µJy] ⟨SNR⟩ σ[SNR] N≥3σ / N≥3.5σ

1 19.6 77.8 45.36 0.030 1.208 2 / 0
2 14.8 82.6 39.99 0.039 0.982 0 / 0
3 23.9 73.5 35.35 0.038 0.816 0 / 0
4 12.6 84.8 36.32 -0.025 0.966 0 / 0

dence upper limit was reported. Quality-control diagnos-
tics confirmed that ∼80% of all channels were retained af-
ter masking and filtering, with 163 frequency bins masked
and ruled out for science—135.149–135.493 GHz (45
bins), 136.480–136.738 GHz (36), 146.828–147.250GHz
(56), and 148.936–149.155 GHz (26)—, and that the
matched-filter SNR distribution was centered at zero
with unit variance (mean µ ≈ 0.02; standard deviation
σ ≈ 1.01), consistent with Gaussian noise—Fig. 3. Me-
dian 1σ flux uncertainties per SPW were in the range
(3.5–4.6)×10−5 Jy, corresponding to ∼ 40–50µJy/beam
sensitivities when averaged over each SPW. See Table
II. No significant positive excesses in the SNR above
3.5σ were found, while the final product is a frequency-
dependent upper-limit spectrum that can be used to con-
strain narrow axion-induced features in the SGR 1745–
2900 environment.

RESULTS

Goldreich & Julian (GJ) developed a NS model with
a corotational, charge-separated plasma, with a bal-
anced occupation of electron-proton pairs, fills the light-
cylinder, assuming a perfect conductivity and homogene-
ity in the dipole field limit [36]. However, as shown by
Beloborodov [37, 38], the GJ model cannot satisfactorily
explain the mechanisms of a magnetar magnetosphere,
sustained by the creation of pair cascades and particle mi-
gration trough magnetic forces, accelerating the charges
to relativistic velocities, giving raise to curvature radi-
ation, synchrotron emission and inverse Compton scat-
tering [39–41]. In the magnetospheric regions where ax-
ions may resonate and produce millimeter waves within
a Beloborodov-like model of SGR 1745–2900, the res-
onance altitude is expected to be a significant fraction
of the stellar radius. Under these conditions, pair mul-
tiplicities—defined as the number of electron–positron
pairs produced per primary particle over the GJ den-
sity, M = ne/nGJ

—of M ∼ 100 and a plasma Lorentz
factor of γp ∼ 10 are tenable. The charge density of
the magnetospheric plasma is ne = (2Ω∗B/e)(M/γp),
with Ω∗ = 2π/P the angular velocity (P the rotation pe-
riod) and e the elementary charge, leading to a plasma

frequency ω2
p = 4παne/me, with α the fine structure

constant and me the electron mass. Therefore, in or-
der to interpret the results of the present manuscript, it
is necessary to employ the mixing model capable of si-
multaneously account for a relativistic plasma and pair
cascades in Ref. [42]. Following [37, 38], simulations
with SGR 1745–2900 are here performed in the limit
of a weakly twisted dipolar field for a misaligned rota-
tor. Let m̂ be the magnetic axis, ẑ the rotation axis,
and r̂ the photon propagation direction, θm the magnetic
angle between the rotation and the magnetic axis with
f1(t) = |3 cos θ m̂ · r̂− cos θm| encoding time dependence.
Resonant conversion occurs when ma ≃ ωp, at a radius

rc = 224 km f
1/3
1 (t)

R∗

10 km

[
B0

1014 G

1 s

P

(
1GHz

ma

)2 M
γp

]1/3

,

(2)
with R∗ the stellar radius. The axion velocity at the con-
version point is v2a ≃ 2GM∗/rc, with G the gravitational
constant and M∗ the stellar mass. The axion-induced
line is broadened by various mechanisms [17, 21, 35, 43];
here the plasma–mirror scenario is adopted. The result-
ing flux density is [42]

Sν = 1.6× 10−5 µJy f2(t)

(
1 kpc

d

)2 ( gγ
10−12 GeV−1

)2

× R∗

10 km

( ma

1GHz

)4/3
(

B0

1014 G

)1/3 (
Ω∗

1Hz

)−8/3

× ρa
0.4GeV cm−3

M∗

1M⊙

200 km s−1

v0

va
c

(
M
γp

)−3/2

,

(3)
with f2(t) = [3(m̂· r̂)2+1] f

−4/3
1 (t), v0 the radial velocity,

ρa the axion density. The telescope sensitivity in terms
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FIG. 2. Top: raw ON–source spectrum toward SGR 1745–2900 (blue) and averaged OFF reference (orange), shown per spectral
window (SPW; vertical dotted lines). Bottom: differenced spectrum, ON–⟨OFF⟩ (purple), and its high–pass (hp) filtered version
(green). Masked channels are marked in red with shaded regions indicating their extent.

of coupling strength follows as

gγ ≳ 2.5× 10−10 GeV−1

(
Sν

1µJy

)1/2

f
−1/2
2 (t)

d

1 kpc

×
(
10 km

R∗

)1/2 (
1GHz

ma

)2/3 (
1014 G

B0

)1/6

×
(

Ω∗

1Hz

)4/3 (
0.4GeV cm−3

ρa

)1/2 (
1M⊙

M∗

)1/2

×
( v0
200 km s−1

)1/2
(

c

va

)1/2 (M
γp

)3/4

.

(4)
From the upper–limit amplitudes derived in the

FIG. 3. Left: distribution of SNR across frequency after ap-
plying the matched–filter pipeline. Horizontal dashed lines
indicate the zero level and the 3.5σ detection threshold (red).
Right: histogram of SNR values for all accepted channels
(black), compared to a rescaled Gaussian with mean µ and
standard deviation σ (red dashed).

matched–filter analysis, we computed the correspond-
ing constraints on the axion–photon coupling strength,
gγ , using Eq. 4. Each spectral channel was mapped
to an axion mass through the resonance condition, with
the conversion radius, plasma multiplicity, and Lorentz
factor obtained from magnetospheric profiles adapted to
Beloborodov-type models. The axion velocity at the reso-
nance region was included via gravitational acceleration,
while geometric and temporal factors were treated ex-
plicitly. In particular, the time–dependent factor f2(t)
was averaged over one stellar rotation to account for the
multi–hour integration of our ALMA observations. For
every contiguous frequency run, we computed the one-
sided 95% confidence level upper limits g95γ , which are
summarized in Table III. In Fig. 4, we adopt the NFW
profile modified to include a spike (sp) with radial in-
dex γsp = 7/3 and radius Rsp = 0.1 kpc, consistent
with the 99.7% upper limit on deviations from a purely
black-hole orbit of the S2 star around Sgr A∗, following
Refs. [24, 25, 28, 30]. This model yields a DM density
of ρDM ∼ 6.4 × 108 GeV cm−3 at the position of the
magnetar. The stellar parameters adopted in our three
benchmark models (light, canonical, heavy) are derived
self-consistently from the mass–radius–moment-of-inertia
relations implied by the BSk24 nuclear equation of state
(EoS) [54]. For each assumed gravitational mass M∗,
BSk24 yields a unique radius R(M∗) and moment of in-
ertia I(M∗). The corresponding moment of inertia then
determines the dipolar magnetic field through the usual
spin-down expression B0 ≃ 6.4 × 1019 I

1/2
45

(
P Ṗ

)1/2
G,

where I45 ≡ I/1045 g cm2, P is measured in seconds and
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FIG. 4. 95% CL constraints on gγ from ALMA observations
of SGR 1745–2900, shown for three NS configurations. The
blue shaded area corresponds to a light star (M∗, R∗, B0) =
(1.17M⊙, 12.54 km, 8.4× 1014 G); the red area to the canon-
ical NS (1.40M⊙, 12.59 km, 9.52× 1014 G); and the red filled
region to a heavy model (2.10M⊙, 12.53 km, 1.14 × 1015 G).
For all three configurations we assume P = 3.76 s [31],
v0 = 236 km s−1 [44], θ ≃ 20◦, θm ≃ 10◦, ε ≈ 0.9 and
a Beloborodov magnetosphere with M ≃ 50 and γp ≃ 2
[37, 38]. The ambient axion density is 6 × 108 GeV cm−3

[28, 30]. Results are compared with CAST limits [45, 46]
and globular–cluster bounds [47, 48]. The phenomenologi-
cally preferred axion window is shown in beige [49], together
with benchmark QCD–axion models (KSVZ, DFSZ) [50–53].

Ṗ in s s−1. The observed NS population spans masses
from about 1.2M⊙ [55] to 2.1M⊙ [56], and within this
physical range BSk24 yields M∗ = 1.17M⊙ → R =
12.54 km, I45 = 1.55, B0 = 8.4 × 1014 G, and M∗ =
2.1M⊙ → R = 12.13 km, I45 = 2.78, B0 = 1.14× 1015 G.
The role of 3D magnetospheric structure, and its relation
to the simplified 1D framework adopted here, is discussed
in the Supplemental Material.

TABLE III. One-sided 95% CL constraints on gγ per SPW for
the canonical NS model (see Fig. 4). For each SPW we report
the minimum, mean, and median channel-wise g95γ values, as-
suming an axion density ρsp = 6.4× 108 GeV cm−3 [28, 30].

SPW g95γ [10−13 GeV−1]
minimum mean median

1 2.13 2.48 2.27
2 1.98 2.27 2.16
3 1.75 1.98 1.81
4 1.69 1.95 1.83

CONCLUSIONS

SGR 1745–2900 is one of the most promising astro-
physical targets to probe axion DM, given its intense
surface magnetic field and the expected density spike in
the vicinity of Sgr A*, the GC. Since the resonance con-
dition for axion–photon conversion depends on the ra-
tio M/γp—with M the pair multiplicity factor and γp
the plasma Lorentz factor—values M/γp ∼ 1 enable effi-
cient conversion in the magnetosphere at microwave fre-
quencies, while M/γp ≫ 1 extends the accessible band
from microwaves into the millimeter regime. The present
study focuses on the latter case. We have carried out
the first mm-wave search for axion DM using 4.8 h of
ALMA observations of SGR 1745–2900, finding no sta-
tistically significant evidence for axion-induced emission
lines. Under a Beloborodov magnetospheric model with
axion–photon resonant conversion, the null result can
be translated into exclusion limits in the sub- to near-
meV mass range—0.554–0.562, 0.562–0.570, 0.604–0.611,
and 0.612–0.620 meV—, probing the QCD axion at high-
frequency, shown in Fig. 4. This approach provides access
to a region of parameter space that has remained inacces-
sible to other methods. Our search is therefore comple-
mentary to next-generation laboratory experiments [57–
61], and can be extended in both sensitivity and fre-
quency coverage by the same methodology and by paral-
lel experimental strategies.
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