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ABSTRACT

We investigate the microlensing detectability of extraterrestrial technosignatures originating from

Dyson sphere–like structures, such as Dyson Swarms surrounding primordial black holes (PBHs).

These hypothetical swarms consist of stochastically varying, partially opaque structures that could

modulate standard microlensing light curves through time-dependent transmission effects. We intro-

duce a probabilistic framework that includes a stochastic transmission model governed by variable

optical depth and random gap distributions. We perform a parameter scan and generate heatmaps

of the optical transit duration. We study the infrared excess radiation and peak emission wavelength

as complementary observational signatures. Additionally, we define and analyze the effective optical

depth and the anomalous microlensing event rate for these stochastic structures. Our findings provide

a new avenue for searching for extraterrestrial advanced civilizations by extending microlensing studies

to include artificial, dynamic modulation signatures.

Keywords: Astrobiology (74), Search for extraterrestrial intelligence (2127), Primordial black holes

(1292)

1. INTRODUCTION

The search for extraterrestrial intelligence (SETI), a

continuation of the multidisciplinary quest known as as-

trobiology (Plaxco & Gross 2001), has traditionally fo-

cused on detecting intentional signals, such as radio or

laser transmissions (Cocconi & Morrison 1959; Drake

1961; Tarter 2001; Rahvar 2016; Anderson et al. 2025).

This raises the question of other complementary fin-

gerprints of their presence. Extraterrestrial intelligence

may also evolve into an advanced civilization that con-

structs and develops megastructures around its host star

to harvest energy (Tegmark 2017). The Dyson spheres

are one of the known ideas for advanced civilizations

in this direction (Dyson 1960a,b) (for a recent review

see Wright (2020)). This extraordinary idea has been

invoked a few times to explain inexplicable signals ob-

served in various studies. A notable example is the study

of the Boyajian star (Boyajian et al. 2016). Accordingly,

now a complementary strategy has emerged: the search

for technosignatures, indirect indicators of advanced civ-
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ilizations inferred through their engineering impact on

their environment (Gajjar et al. 2019; Green & Ka-

vanagh 2021). Dyson spheres—vast artificial structures

designed to harness energy from stars or nearby com-

pact objects—remain among the most compelling hypo-

thetical technosignatures (McInnes 2025) and ideas are

proposed for their detection (Ren, Garrett, & Siemion

2025). In a recent work by Baghram (2025), a novel

idea is proposed, in which an advanced civilization used

primordial black holes (PBHs) (Zel’dovich & Novikov

1966) and their accretion disk as the source of energy.

Recent constraints on the abundance of compact dark

matter (DM) in the form of PBHs have revived interest

in detecting these objects via gravitational microlensing

(Carr et al. 2021). PBHs are prominent candidates for

DM (Green & Kavanagh 2021), and gravitational waves

(GW) detected by GW interferometer detectors (Bird

et al. 2016).

In this work, we propose combining these lines of in-

quiry: using gravitational microlensing not only to de-

tect PBHs, but also to identify anomalous lensing events

consistent with the presence of surrounding Dyson

sphere–like megastructures. If such a structure exists,

it would modify the microlensing signature of the PBH
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in characteristic ways. These include partial suppression

of optical light due to obstruction, infrared excess from

thermal reradiation, and possibly chromatic deviations

from the standard achromatic lensing profile. We aim

to characterize these anomalies and propose strategies

for detecting them in current and future microlensing

surveys. In this direction, we study the microlensing

effect of the Dyson Swarm as a plausible candidate for

advanced civilizations’ technology. A Dyson Swarm is

a conceptual megastructure made up of countless satel-

lites or habitats that orbit a star, capturing and using its

energy. Unlike the better-known Dyson sphere—a solid

shell that completely encircles a star—a Dyson Swarm

provides greater flexibility in how it is built and main-

tained (Smith 2022). This option is generally regarded

as a more practical and achievable way to harness the

energy of a star. The structure of this work is as follows:

In Section 2, we review the concept of Dyson sphere–like

structures around PBH. In Section 3, we review the fun-

damentals of microlensing from a point source and the

surrounding Dyson sphere–like structure around PBH.

In Section 4, we demonstrate our results and the obser-

vational strategy, and finally in Section 5, we conclude

and have our future remarks.

2. DYSON SPHERE–LIKE STRUCTURE AROUND

PBH

Advanced civilizations can be categorized by the usage

of energy: The Kardashev scale is a method of measur-

ing a civilization’s level of technological advancement

based on the amount of energy it can harness and use

(Kardashev 1964). Proposed by Soviet astrophysicist

Nikolai Semyonovich Kardashev in 19641, the scale en-

visions three classic types: Type I harnesses all the en-

ergy available on its home planet, Type II uses the total

energy of its star (often imagined with a megastructure

like a Dyson sphere), and Type III utilizes the energy of

its entire galaxy. The concept provides a framework for

thinking about the long-term goals of civilizations and

the energy requirements. Since Kardashev’s original for-

mulation, many refinements and continuous scales have

been proposed to account for partial energy. Still, the

core idea remains a useful heuristic for gauging extrater-

restrial civilizations and the possible trajectories of our

own technological development. Advanced civilizations,

which are classified as Kardashev scale types two and

higher, require an enormous amount of energy (Karda-

shev 1964). The concept of a Dyson sphere, proposed

1 At a conference in Armenia, Byurakan observatory, he presented
a paper titled ”Transmission of Information by Extraterrestrial
Civilizations”.

by Freeman Dyson, describes a structure designed to

harvest the entire energy output of a host star of an ex-

oplanet dominated by an advanced civilization (Dyson

1960a,b). With a simple thermal equilibrium assump-

tion, the temperature of the Dyson sphere appears to

depend only on its radius. However, in a more re-

alistic scenario, part of the energy would be used by

the civilization, and the Dyson Sphere would re-emit

the waste heat at a different effective (blackbody) tem-

perature. So there are two temperatures, one is the

”inner/environment” temperature and the other is the

”outer/waste heat” temperature Twaste. In order to for-

mulate this statement, we set the relation of the source

luminosity Lsource, which provides the advanced civiliza-

tions energy, to the waste heat temperature as

(1− ϵ)fcapLsource = 4πR2
DysonΥσSBT

4
waste, (1)

where RDyson is the radius of Dyson sphere–like struc-

ture. fcap, and Υ are capture fraction and radiating

fraction of the structure. σSB ≃ 5.67× 10−8 Wm−2K−4

is Stefan–Boltzmann constant. ϵ is energy transfer effi-

ciency factor and 1− ϵ is the waste energy fraction. For

simplicity of the argument, in this work, we set ϵ ≃ 0.2

and we set fcap = Υ. Hereafter, the waste heat tem-

perature assigned to the Dyson sphere–like structure’s

temperature (TDyson = Twaste).

Accordingly, the equilibrium temperature of the Dyson

sphere depends on its radius. The radius of this megas-

tructure around a star, denoted as RDyson|star, can be

approximated as

RDyson|star ∼ (1− ϵ)
1
2R⊙

(
T⊙

TDyson

)2

, (2)

where TDyson is the temperature assigned to waste heat

of the Dyson sphere–like structure as mentioned above,

R⊙ ∼ 7× 105 km and T⊙ ∼ 5770 K are radius and tem-

perature of Sun, respectively. This megastructure heats

and reradiates in infrared (Wright et al. 2014).

Besides the host star, the advanced civilization can use

the PBH within the limit of space exploration distance

for energy harvesting (Baghram 2025). Hsiao et al.

(2021) showed that the main contribution of a black hole

as an energy supplier comes from its accretion disk. For

a black hole with mass M , the Eddington luminosity

LEdd is as below (Joss et al. 1973; Rybicki & Lightman

1979).

LEdd =
4πGMmpc

σT
∼ 3.2× 104(

M

M⊙
)L⊙, (3)

where mp is the mass of proton, G is the Newton con-

stant, c is the speed of light, σT = 6.65 × 10−29m−2 is
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Dyson Temp. TDS RDyson|star RDyson|PBH λmax

3000 K ∼ 0.015 au ∼ 0.03 au ∼ 966 nm

300 K ∼ 1.52 au ∼ 2.68 au ∼ 9.66 µm

30 K ∼ 152 au ∼ 268 au ∼ 96.6 µm

Table 1. A table showing the Dyson sphere–like structures’
temperature (first column) and their distances from the en-
ergy source (star and PBH) in the second and third columns.
The fourth column shows the peak of the wavelength in
black-body radiation from a Dyson sphere–like structure.
RDyson|PBH is calculated for solar mass PBH with η = 10−4.
The efficiency of Dyson sphere–like structure in both cases
is set to ϵ = 0.2. Note that in table and figures TDS is used
for TDyson and RDS for RDyson|PBH, interchangeably.

Thomson scattering cross section. M⊙ ∼ 2.0 × 1030 kg

and L⊙ ∼ 3.8×1026 W are the mass and the luminosity

of Sun. The luminosity of disk Ldisk with mass loss rate

of dm
dt is

Ldisk = ηdisk
dm

dt
c2, (4)

where ηdisk is the efficiency of accretion disk2.

Now the accretion disk of PBH can act as a source

Lsource = Ldisk. In this scenario, around a PBH with

mass MPBH, one can make Dyson sphere–like structures

with a waste energy fraction of (1−ϵ) and a correspond-

ing temperature TDyson and radius RDyson|PBH as

(1− ϵ)fcapηLEdd = 4π(R2
Dyson|PBH)ΥσSBT

4
Dyson, (5)

where η ≡ Ldisk

LEdd
is the ratio of bolometric luminosity to

its Eddington luminosity (i.e. Eddington ratio). With

the assumption of equality of capturing and radiating

surfaces fcap = Υ, one can make Dyson sphere–like

structures closer due to small size of accretion disk, ap-

proximately at a distance of RDyson|PBH as (Baghram

2025)

RDyson|PBH ∼ 2.7×107η
1
2 (1−ϵ)

1
2 (

MPBH

M⊙
)

1
2 (

K

TDyson
)2au.

(6)

In this work, with a conservative assumption, we assume

that the ratio of bolometric luminosity to its Eddington

luminosity (i.e. Eddington ratio) is η = 10−4, which

is an order of magnitude more conservative assumption

2 The assumption that an accretion disk can form around PBHs
is discussed in several studies such as Ricotti, Ostriker, & Mack
(2008); Ali-Häımoud & Kamionkowski (2017); Safarzadeh (2018);
Bhattacharjee & Stark (2020). The efficiency of accretion of dif-
ferent type of black holes is different. The mass accretion rate
dm/dt varies across different AGNs/accretion disks (even for the
same black hole mass).

than the ratio suggested by Hsiao et al. (2021). For the

Eddington ratio of η = 10−4, efficiency of ϵ = 0.2, and

a solar mass PBH, we will have a series of Dyson sphere

radii as presented in Table 1. We list the distance of

the Dyson sphere–like structure from a star or a PBH

corresponding to the Dyson sphere–like structures’ tem-

perature.

3. MICROLENSING BY PRIMORDIAL BLACK

HOLES AND DYSON SPHERE–LIKE

STRUCTURE

In this section, we discuss the microlensing of a com-

pact single lens (Mao 2008; Rahvar 2015; Dodelson

2017). Then assert that this single compact lens could

be a PBH with a Dyson sphere–like structure which can

be used by an advanced civilization. Accordingly, we

will also study the effect of the modified lensing signal.

3.1. Standard lensing

For a point mass lens, the lensing equation is

θ2 = βθ + θ2E, (7)

where θ is the angular position of the image as seen by

the observer. β is the original angle of the source and

θE is the Einstein angle for a lens with mass Ml in a flat

universe as

θE =

√
4GMl

c2
Dls

DlDs
=

√
2Rsch

Ds

1− x

x
, (8)

where Dl, Ds are distances to the lens and source,

respectively. Dls is the distance of the lens to the

source. Rsch is the Schwarzschild radius of the lens and

x ≡ Dl/Ds. The Einstein radius RE = DlθE will be

RE =
√
2RschDl(1− x). (9)

The magnification A is given by the ratio of the image

area to the source area

A = | θdθ
βdβ

| = β2 + 2θ2E
β(β2 + 4θ2E)

1/2
. (10)

For a point-mass lens, the magnification of a source star

is given by Paczynski (1986)

A(u) =
u2 + 2

u
√
u2 + 4

, (11)

where u ≡ β/θE is the normalized source angle to the

Einstein angle.

Assuming a constant relative velocity between the lens

and the source, and neglecting any acceleration, the an-

gular position of the source—expressed in terms of the
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impact parameter—can be represented as the sum of the

minimum impact parameter β0 and the product of the

relative angular velocity, µ and time.

β2 = β2
0 + µ2(t− t0)

2, (12)

where t0 is the time of closest approach between the lens

and the source and µ is defined as (Rahvar 2015)

µ =
vs,⊥ − vo,⊥

Ds
− vl,⊥ − vo,⊥

Dl
, (13)

where vs,⊥, vl,⊥, vo,⊥ are perpendicular velocities of

source, lens and observer to the line of sight. For the

standard lensing signal, we rewrite the normalized u as

below:

u2(t) = u2
0 +

(t− t0)
2

t2E
, (14)

where tE = RE/vT = θE/µ is the Einstein crossing time.

u0 is the minimum impact parameter, and t0 is the time

of maximum magnification. Note that vT is the relative

velocity of the lens and source. An important quantity

to introduce here is the optical depth (Rahvar 2015). It

is defined as the probability that a given source is inside

the Einstein ring of a lens at any given time (Nunota et

al. 2025)

τ(Ds) =

∫ Ds

0

[∫
n(Ml, Dl)σE(Ml, Dl)dMl

]
dDl, (15)

where n(Ml, Dl) is the number density of the lenses in

the mass range of (Ml,Ml + dMl) and the distance Dl

from the observer, and σE ≡ πR2
E is the cross section of

lensing. Note that the optical depth defined in Equation

(15) is a function of the distance to the source. Now,

we define the mass density profile of the lenses ρ(Dl) as
follows

ρ(Dl) =

∫
n(Ml, Dl)MldMl. (16)

Then the optical depth will be

τ(Ds) = π
4G

c2

∫ Ds

0

ρ(Dl)Dl(1− x)dDl. (17)

We will calculate this quantity for our configuration in

Section 4. The observable quantity is the integrated

optical depth averaged over all detectable sources

τ =
1

Ns

∫ ∞

0

τ(Ds)N(Ds)dDs, (18)

where N(Ds) is the number density of sources at dis-

tance Ds and Ns ≡
∫∞
0

N(Ds)dDs is the number of all

detectable source stars in the direction of sight.

3.2. Modelling Dyson Sphere Induced Anomalies

In this subsection, we assume that the source PBH of

the advanced civilization has a Dyson sphere–like struc-

ture. In the first step, to study the effect of this ar-

tificial megastructure on the lensing effect, we should

compare the corresponding scales. The Einstein angle

must be compared with the angular size of the Dyson

sphere–like structure around a PBH to study the modi-

fied microlensing effect due to the Dyson sphere. So we

define a specific angle θDyson|PBH radius as below:

θDyson|PBH =
RDyson|PBH

Dl
. (19)

Now, one can define the corresponding ratio concerning

the Einstein angle as

ΞD|PBH/E ≡ θDyson|PBH

θE
≡

RDyson|PBH

RE
(20)

≃ 9.5× 106η
1
2 (1− ϵ)

1
2

(
K

T

)2 (
1

1− x

) 1
2
(
kpc

Dl

) 1
2

.

ΞD|PBH/E determine the regime of anomalous lensing. In

the case of ΞD|PBH/E > 1, the Dyson sphere–like obscure

the lens effect. Otherwise, we will have an obscuration

of one or none of the images. It is intriguing to note

that this ratio is independent of the mass of the PBH.

It only depends on the configuration of the observer, lens

and source. It also depends on the characteristics of the

Dyson sphere–like structure. For the energy efficiency

factor of ϵ = 0.2, the Eddington ratio of η = 10−4,

Ds ≃ 8kpc and x = 0.5, the critical temperature which

gives ΞD|PBH/E = 1 is Tc ≃ 245 K. For T > Tc, the

Dyson sphere partially obscures the hypothetical sur-

face with Einstein radius. We model the photometric ef-

fects of Dyson sphere–like structures surrounding PBHs

by modifying the standard microlensing amplification

function. This chromatic signature—suppression in op-

tical microlensing signal and enhancement in infrared

(IR)—provides a distinct observational signature of an

energy-harvesting megastructure. To model a more re-

alistic Dyson-sphere–like structure, we assume that the

Dyson sphere–like structure is a swarm (Smith 2022)

with optical depth of τSWARM = 0.2 with area coverage

of 10%. In the next section, we will present our results.

4. RESULTS AND OBSERVATIONAL PROSPECTS

In this section, we present our results. In the first sub-

section, we show the results of the anomalous light curve.

In the second subsection, we discuss the characteristics

of long-wavelength excess. In the third subsection, we

calculate the optical depth of the microlensing effect in

a configuration discussed in this work.
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Figure 1. Microlensing light-curve of a solar mass PBH
with Dyson sphere–like structure (swarm) is plotted versus
time in days. The temperature and radius of this structure
are assigned to be TDS = 300 K and RDS = 2.68 au. We
assume an optical depth of τDyson = 0.2 with 10 flickers.

4.1. Anomalous Light Curve of Microlensing

For lensing configuration, as a proof of concept, we

choose Dl = 4 kpc, Ds = 8 kpc, vT = 200 km/s and

u0 = 0.1. The typical velocities of stars in the disk

are in order of ∼ 200 km/s and the more efficient lens-

ing configuration is when the lens is midway between

the midpoint of source and observer. The ∼ 8 kpc is

the scale of the distance of the sun to the centre of the

galaxy and almost to the edge of the disk. Accordingly,

the parameters are chosen as typical of the case.

In Figure 1, we plot the normalized optical flux

during a microlensing event in terms of time (days).

The gray dashed line shows the theoretical Pacynski mi-

crolensing light curve for a solar mass PBH. The blue

anomalous light curve is a simulated light curve of PBH

with a Dyson swarm in TDyson = 300.0 K and radius of

RDyson|PBH = 2.68 au (For brevity we use the subscript

”DS” in Figure 1 to indicate Dyson sphere). Due to

the optical depth of the Dyson swarm τDyson ∼ 0.2, the

amplitude of magnification is dimmed. In this figure we

depicted the effect of random 10 flickers with a duration

time of 10−3×tE up to 10−2×tE. The amplitude change

is randomly chosen with ∼ ±5% of the magnified am-

plitude.

Ordinary PBH microlensing lacks flickers; their presence

hints at structured material (e.g., a swarm).

A real Dyson swarm would not be a uniform smooth

shell — it would be a swarm of many orbiting struc-

tures. Depending on the alignment at a given mo-

ment, the net effect could be either: dimming events

(obscuration/absorption), or brightening events (reflec-

Figure 2. Microlensing light-curve of a solar mass PBH
with Dyson sphere–like structure (swarm) is plotted versus
time in days. The temperature and radius of this structure
are assigned to be TDS = 300 K and RDS = 2.68 au. We
assume an optical depth of τDyson = 0.5 with 50 flickers.

Figure 3. Microlensing light-curve of a solar mass PBH
with Dyson sphere–like structure (swarm) is plotted versus
time in days. The temperature and radius of this structure
are assigned to be TDS = 150 K and RDS = 10.73 au. We
assume an optical depth of τDyson = 0.5 with 50 flickers.

tion/glint). These produce a light curve that ”flickers”

randomly around the smooth theoretical microlensing

curve. The shown asymmetry, which means more dim-

ming than brightening is due to the fact that τDyson =

0.2 already reduces baseline flux during transit. These

flickers can be accounted for as an observational finger-

print of Dyson swarms.

For the case of clarity and comparison in Figure 2, we

plot the same configuration with an optical depth of

τDyson = 0.5 and 50 flickers. We should note that we
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Figure 4. Microlensing light-curve of a solar mass PBH
with Dyson sphere–like structure (swarm) is plotted versus
time in days. The temperature and radius of this structure
are assigned to be TDS = 900 K and RDS = 0.30 au. We
assume an optical depth of τDyson = 0.5 with 50 flickers.

introduced an opaque/semi-transparent swarm at ra-

dius RDS. As the background source star moves across

the lens plane, its apparent position may pass within

the projected angular radius of the PBH’s surrounding

Dyson swarm. Whenever this occurs, the observed (mi-

crolensed) flux is reduced by approximately (1− τDyson)

relative to the standard curve; outside the swarm, the

suppression vanishes. The light curve therefore shows

a step-like drop at ingress (when the source path en-

ters the swarm’s boundary) and a corresponding rise at

egress (when it exits). In other words, when the source

star’s apparent trajectory (due to the lens–source trans-

verse motion) lies within the angular extent of the PBH’s

Dyson swarm, the observed flux is multiplied by roughly

(1–τDyson).

In Figure 3, we plot the configuration where we set the

TDS = 150 K and RDS = 10.73 au. We assume an op-

tical depth of τDyson = 0.5 with 50 flickers. Due to the

larger radius of the Dyson sphere in comparison to the

Einstein radius, the obscuration is the dominant feature

of the effect. In Figure 4, another extreme is shown. we

plot the configuration where we set the TDS = 900 K

and RDS = 0.30 au. We assume an optical depth of

τDyson = 0.5 with 50 flickers.

For observing the flickers, we require high-cadence

monitoring (like Vera Rubin Observatory (Wang et al.

2022)) as a strategy and observing plan. Flicker’s

duration and amplitude could reveal the geometry of

the swarm, the size and distribution of swarm compo-

nents. In Figures 1 to 4, red dotted points are simu-

lated data of a mock observation with a span of 0.5 day

and with detection criteria of signal to noise (SNR) of

50. SNR is manually set as a fixed value, for proof

of concept. Source brightness (e.g., AB magnitude or

flux density), instrumental throughput (efficiency, fil-

ter bandpass), telescope aperture, exposure time, back-

ground noise, read noise, dark current, etc., affect this

value. We can adopt signature-dependent SNR tar-

gets. For broadband IR–optical excess and 10–20%

baseline suppression, SNR ≈ 10–15 per epoch suffices

for model discrimination with multiple in-swarm data

points. SNR ≳ 30–50 is only required if we aim to

resolve individual ±5% ‘flickers’ at high cadence (du-

rations ∼ 10−3–10−2tE). For a specific example, for

JWST/NIRCam at 3.56µm (the F356W filter), detect-

ing a faint source of magnitudemAB = 28.7 at SNR = 10

requires an exposure time of ≃ 10 ks. This corresponds

to a 1σ flux of σ1 ≃ 1.2 nJy. Note that the flux in

Jansky (1Jy = 10−23erg s−1cm−2Hz−1) is related to

AB magnitude as F [Jy] = 3631× 10−0.4mAB and, under

simple assumptions, the exposure time scales as texp =

t1(
SNR×σ1

F )2, where t1 and σ1 are a reference exposure

time and 1σ flux uncertainty. Accordingly, we can esti-

mate the SNR of observation with JWST/NIRCam as

a function of exposure time and apparent magnitude as

SNR(m, texp) = 10× 10−0.4(m−28.7)
√
texp/(10 ks). This

implies that for a source of m = 23.5 with texp ≃ 100 s

we achieve SNR ∼ 120 (Pontoppidan et al. 2016). These

values are consistent with the JWST Exposure Time

Calculator (ETC) for NIRCam/F356W in a typical low-

background field. The complete modelling of SNR can

be a specifically valuable side project3.

In order to check the plausibility of the detection, we

have to compare two models. Due to the null hypothe-

sis of the standard microlensing model with no modula-

tion, the alternative hypothesis of microlensing plus the

Dyson swarm modulation (e.g., periodic dips, stochastic

attenuation, wavelength-dependent suppression). The

chi-squared analysis will show that the modified light

curve has a reduced chi-square.

In Figure 5, the heatmap of optical transit duration of

Dyson swarm in days is plotted versus the mass range

of PBH in the scale of 0.1 − 100M⊙ and Dyson swarm

temperature. The Optical transit duration is calculated

from (RDyson|PBH)/vT, where RDyson|PBH is obtained

from Equation (6). Optical transit time is compara-

bly large for massive PBH with low temperature Dyson

swarms. In the next subsection, we discuss the long-

wavelength excess as a complementary observation.

3 One can use the online JWST Exposure Time Calculator:
https://jwst.etc.stsci.edu/

https://jwst.etc.stsci.edu/
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Figure 5. The heatmap of optical transit duration of Dyson
sphere–like structure in days plotted versus the mass range
of PBH in scale of 0.1− 100 M⊙ and Dyson swarm temper-
ature with Eddington ratio η = 10−4, efficiency ϵ = 0.2 and
transverse velocity of vT = 200 km/s.

4.2. long wavelength excess

Except for the microlensing amplification, one can an-

ticipate an excess in long wavelengths, which is a mo-

tivation for the search for this signature. (Cocconi &

Morrison 1959; Suazo et al. 2022). This excess is de-

picted in Table 1. The luminosity of the Dyson swarm

megastructure is

LDS = (1− ϵ)fcapLsource = 4πΥR2
Dyson|PBHσSBT

4
Dyson,

(21)

where Υ account for the radiating fraction. The flux

received at Earth is FDS|⊕ = LDS/(4πD
2
l ).

In this calculation, we assume a perfect blackbody emis-
sion, no absorption by the interstellar medium and a

face-on observation geometry. The bolometric flux of

the Dyson Swarm at Earth depends linearly on PBH

mass (FDS|⊕ ∝ MPBH), and is independent of the swarm

temperature, since the radius–temperature scaling can-

cels. The normalization is arranged as follows: We

set the detection limit of James Webb Space Telescope

(JWST 4), which is 0.1 µJy in 10 µm (Wright et al.

2023). Also, note that JWST’s best sensitivity is in

NIRCam (0.6-5 µm). Imaging alone is a first step to

detect/differentiate Dyson swarm signatures, and spec-

troscopy will be a complementary tool for confirmation.

The peak emission wavelength of a Dyson Swarm

4 JWST is designed to observe light from the infrared portion of
the electromagnetic spectrum, ranging from 0.6 to 28.5 microns.

Figure 6. Peak emission wavelength of a Dyson Swarm
as a function of swarm temperature, following Wien’s dis-
placement law, λmax = b/TDS. The shaded regions indi-
cate the approximate wavelength coverage of key infrared
observatories: JWST/NIRCam (red band with star hatch-
ing, 0.6−5.0µm ) JWST/MIRI (orange band with slanted
hatching, 5.0−28.3µm) and Roman/Euclid (NIR) (blue band
with dotted hatching, 0.5−2.0µm). For example, a swarm
at TDS ∼ 300K peaks near ∼ 10µm, within JWST- MIRI’s
sensitivity, whereas hotter swarms (TDS ≳ 1000K) peak in
the near-IR range of Euclid and Roman.

Figure 7. Microlensing optical depth is plotted versus
fraction of DM as PBH for a halo profile of NFW with
ρs = 0.008M⊙/pc

3 and rs = 16.0kpc.

follows Wien’s displacement law, λmax = b/TDS, and

is therefore determined solely by the swarm temper-

ature. Figure 6 illustrates this relation, with shaded

bands indicating the wavelength coverage of major IR

facilities. For example, swarms with TDS ∼ 300K peak

at λmax ≈ 10µm, squarely within JWST/MIRI’s sensi-

tivity range, while hotter swarms (TDS ≳ 1000K) shift

into the near-IR regime accessible to Euclid and Ro-

man. This representation emphasizes the observational

relevance of different Dyson Swarm temperatures and

avoids redundant dependence on PBH mass, which can-

cels in this relation.



8 Baghram

4.3. Optical Depth of the Microlensing Effect

To estimate the detection probability and the likeli-

hood of finding technosignatures via microlensing, an

important quantity to compute is the optical depth of

the lensing. This parameter is defined due to Equation

(17) as

τPBH =

∫ Ds

0

4πG

c2
ρPBH(Dl)

Dl(Ds −Dl)

Ds
dDl, (22)

where Dl is the distance to the lens, Ds is distance to

the source and ρPBH is PBH density at Dl. Note that

ρ(DL) = fPBHρDM(DL), (23)

where fPBH is the fraction DM made of PBH. For DM

halo profile we use the Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW)

(Navarro, Frenk, & White 1997)

ρDM(r) =
ρs

(r/rs) (1 + r/rs)
2 , (24)

where ρs and rs are the specific density and radius of

the NFW profile. For Milky way galaxy, We choose

ρs = 0.008M⊙/pc
3 and rs = 16 kpc. We set the position

of observer in ∼ 8 kpc of the centre of the galaxy and

we insert the NFW profile in Equations (22 and 23).

The free parameter of the optical depth is fPBH. The

optical depth of detecting a PBH lens versus fPBH is

plotted in Figure 7. For a lensing configuration with

Dyson sphere–like structure, τDyson, we will have

τDyson = fDyson × τPBH, (25)

where fDyson is the fraction of PBH that are harvested

by advanced civilization. The observational lensing rate
of anomalous (non-Paczynski) lightcurve is

ΓDyson ≃ τDyson

⟨tE⟩
, (26)

where ⟨tE⟩ ≃ ⟨RE⟩
⟨v⊥⟩ is the averaged Einstein crossing

time, which depends on masses and velocity distribu-

tion of lenses. If we assume a conservative fraction of

fPBH = 0.01 and fDyson = 0.01, the typical microlensing

optical depth to the center of galaxy is roughly ∼ 10−6,

implying τPBH ∼ 10−8, which is an almost agreement

with Figure 7. Accordingly, τDyson ∼ 10−10.

The observational lensing rate for a typical relative ve-

locity of ⟨v⊥⟩ ∼ 200 km/s and solar mass PBH in config-

uration of x = 0.5 will be ΓDyson ≃ 10−9star−1year−1.

This is an achievable rate for upcoming microlensing

surveys.

5. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE REMARKS

The prospect of detecting extraterrestrial technosig-

natures via microlensing opens a new interdisciplinary

frontier, bridging astrophysics, cosmology, SETI and

search for extraterrestrial artificial intelligence (SET-

AI) (Baghram 2025) type research. Our study has

demonstrated that even stochastic, partially absorbing

Dyson sphere–like structures, like Dyson Swarms around

PBHs, can leave detectable imprints in time-domain sur-

veys such as James Webb Space Telescope, the Nancy

Grace Roman Space Telescope (Wang et al. 2022) and

the Vera Rubin Observatory (Street et al. 2023).

In this work, we demonstrate that the anomalous mi-

crolensing signal and the excess infrared radiation are

complementary probes for searching for technosigna-

tures. We also compute the optical depth and event

rate of this type of proposal. Additionally, under con-

servative assumptions, we conclude that for an effective

one-year observation of approximately ∼ 109 stars in

our galaxy, there exists a chance of detecting a Dyson

sphere–like structure in this context. However, our un-

derstanding of the probability that Dyson spheres ex-

ist remains very uncertain, and this conclusion should

be viewed with caution. For our proposal, several av-

enues for future investigation are compelling, such as

Bayesian inference and model selection for the detection

of the microlensing effect. Also, for future studies, one

can take into account the wavelength-dependent detec-

tor responses and the possible obscuration by the swarm

itself and also the time variability of the emission.

Chromatic and polarization signatures are also other

paths of investigation which can be induced by engi-

neered materials to enrich the detectability of artificial

swarms.

One can also use the machine learning classifiers to
train supervised learning models on synthetic datasets

of modulated microlensing light curves to enhance de-

tection efficiency.

Microlensing parallax and high cadence follow-up are

other paths of research that one can follow. Parallax

effects can be used to break degeneracies and improve

parameter estimation. As time-domain astronomy en-

ters an era of unprecedented sensitivity and sky cover-

age, these proposed directions will refine the search for

technosignatures and find the signature of advanced civ-

ilizations.
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