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Pulsar timing array (PTA) collaborations have recently reported evidence of stochastic

gravitational waves. Besides gravitational wave signals from cosmological or astrophysical

origins, PTAs are also capable of detecting coherently oscillating ultralight dark matter

in our galaxy. This paper investigates pulsar timing influenced by ultralight vector dark

matter, based on the pure gravitational effect of the vector field. We extensively consider

the finite dark matter velocity v for ultralight vector dark matter in PTAs, rather than the

limit v → 0 in previous studies. It is found that the leading-order shift in pulsar timing

turns out to be proportional to negative slope of v. Consequently, one can not distinguish

between ultralight vector dark matter and ultralight scalar dark matter with the timing

residual amplitude. Assuming the existence of stochastic vector dark matter in our galaxy,

the corresponding angular correlation curve in PTAs is found to be similar to that of scalar

dark matter. We find that it can be distinguishable, only when the pulsar pairs are distant

from the earth.

I. INTRODUCTION

Pulsar timing array (PTA) collaborations have recently reported evidence of stochastic grav-

itational waves [1–7], which are theoretically based on that the pulse arrival time from pulsars

can be influenced by spacetime fluctuations [8], and consequently spatially correlated [9]. In PTA

frequency band, besides gravitational wave signals originating from cosmological sources [10, 11]

or those generated by supermassive black holes [10, 12, 13], PTAs are also capable of detecting

coherently oscillating ultralight dark matter in our galaxy [10, 11, 14–18].

Dark matter plays a crucial role in cosmology and astrophysical physics, as it provides interpre-

tations of the gravitational effects that can not be accounted for by normal matter alone, such as

those in rotation curves of galaxies [19], the formation of large-scale structures [20], and the cosmic

microwave background [21]. However, at the sub-galactic scale, there are observational discrepan-

cies from the predictions of the standard cold dark matter model [22]. To address the small-scale

controversies, the wave effect of dark matter was introduced, leading to the development of the
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fuzzy or ultralight dark matter [14, 23]. Recently, it has been associated with PTA observations

[15, 24–27], suggesting that the dark matter scenario can be tested experimentally [1, 2, 4, 6].

The ultralight dark matter, composed of bosons with masses around 10−23eV, could behave as a

wave-like source, affecting pulsar timing in nHz frequency band [15]. Assuming that the wave-like

dark matter is deterministic [15–17, 28, 29], it would propagate along a specific direction k̂. As

a result, the timing residual amplitude induced by the dark matter might depend on the relative

locations between the source k̂ and a pulsar on the sky. Theoretically, there are ultralight scalar,

vector, and tensor dark matter. The timing residual amplitude induced by scalar dark matter

does not have directional dependence [15], whereas those induced by vector or tensor dark matter

were shown to be directional dependent [16, 17]. If the source has a stochastic nature [30–33], one

should statistically analyze all possible k̂ directions on the sky, and the signals from a pulsar pair

could be spatially correlated. In this context, it was found that there are signatures in the angular

correlations for the ultralight vector and tensor dark matter [30, 31].

Ultralight dark matter have both gravitational effect [15–17, 25, 26, 28, 29, 34, 35], and interac-

tion with normal matter [27–29, 32, 36, 37], both of which can affect pulsar timing. In this study,

we focus on the pure gravitational effect of the ultralight vector dark matter. Recent study has

shown that there is a missing effect for ultralight scalar dark matter when considering the finite

dark matter velocity v(= k/m ≈ 10−3) [38], rather than the limit v → 0 used in previous studies

[15–17]. In this practical setup, the timing residuals from deterministic source and the angular

correlation from stochastic source both shown to be sensitive to the distances between the earth

and pulsars. In this paper, we extensively study the pulsar timing influenced by ultralight vector

dark matter, by considering a finite v. We find additional missing effects compared previous studies

on vector dark matter in PTAs [16, 30]. The leading order of the shift in pulsar timing is found

to be proportional to negative slope of v. These terms dominate the directional independence of

timing residuals, making it indistinguishable from those caused by ultralight scalar dark matter.

For stochastic sources, the angular correlation originating from vector dark matter is no longer

determined by the induced tensor metric perturbation [30]. The corresponding angular correla-

tion curves are similar to those from scalar dark matter. The scalar and vector dark matter have

distinctive angular correlation curves, only when the pulsar pairs are far away from the earth.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we present the dynamical evolution

of metric perturbations induced by ultralight vector dark matter, based on perturbing Einstein field

equations to second order. In Section III, we calculate the timing residuals and angular correlations

originating from the ultralight vector dark matter and study their characteristic signatures. Finally,
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in Section IV, conclusions and discussions are summarized.

II. SPACETIME FLUCTUATIONS INDUCED BY OSCILLATING ULTRALIGHT

DARK MATTER

Ultralight dark matter, also known as fuzzy dark matter, was proposed to introduce wave effects

on dark matter within our galaxy [14]. In this context, the wave-like dark matter can be assumed

to freely propagate in the space, with pure gravitational effect. Thus, the Lagrange density of the

vector dark matter takes the form of [16]

L = −1

4
FµνF

νν − 1

2
m2AµA

µ , (1)

where Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. In PTA observation, the pulsars in our galaxy are nearly situated in a

flat spacetime. Thus, we consider the perturbed Minkowski metric in the form of

ds2 = −(1 + 2ϕ(1) + ϕ(2))dt2 +

(
δij(1− 2ψ(1) − ψ(2)) + h

(1)
ij +

1

2
h
(2)
ij

)
dxidxj

+(2V
(1)
i + V

(2)
i )dtdxi , (2)

where V
(n)
i is the nth-order vector perturbation, h

(n)
ij is the nth-order tensor perturbations, the ϕ(n)

and ψ(n) are nth-order Newtonian potential perturbation and curvature perturbation, respectively.

The perturbed metric is given to the second order, because the spacetime fluctuations induced by

the dark matter are of nonlinear effect of gravity [15, 39].

By making use of Eq. (1), we obtain the energy-momentum tensor of the vector field Aµ, namely,

Tµν = ∇λAν∇λAµ +∇µA
λ∇νAλ −∇λAν∇µAλ −∇λAµ∇νAλ +m2AµAν

+
1

2
gµν(∇λAσ∇λAσ −∇λAσ∇σAλ −m2AλA

λ) , (3)

where∇µ is covariant derivative with respect to metric in Eq. (2). In flat spacetime background, the

vector field can be expanded as Aµ = A(1),µ+1/2A(2),µ+O(3). Perturbing the equation of energy-

momentum tensor conservation ∇µT
µν = 0 to the second order, one can obtain, (∇µT

µν)(1) ≡ 0,
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and

1

2
(∇µT

µt)(2) = −
(
∂tA

(v)
j + ∂j∂tB

(s) − ∂jA
(s)
)

×
(
m2A(v),j + ∂20A

(v),j − ∂0∂
jA(s) +m2∂jB(s) + ∂j∂20B

(s) −∆A(v),j
)
= 0 ,(4a)

1

2
(∇µT

µa)(2) =
(
m2A(v),j + ∂20A

(v),j − ∂j∂0A
(s) +m2∂jB(s) + ∂j∂20A

(s) −∆A(v),j
)

×
(
∂jA

(v),a − ∂aA
(v)
j

)
+
(
m2A(s) −∆A(s) +∆∂0B

(s)
)(

∂0A
(v),a − ∂aA(s) + ∂a∂0B

(s)
)

+m2
(
−A(s) +∆A(s)

)(
A(v),a + ∂aB(s)

)
= 0 , (4b)

where ∂j ≡ δjl∂l, and we have used helicity decomposition for the A
(1)
j . Namely, the vector field

is rewritten as

A
(1)
t ≡ A(s), A

(1)
j = A

(v)
j + ∂jB

(s) . (5)

For transverse part of the vector field A
(v)
j , we have ∂jA

(v)
j = 0. There is no A

(2)
µ in Eqs. (4),

because of A(0) = 0. Associating Eqs. (4) with Lorentz gauge,

∂µA
µ = −∂0A(s) +∆B(s) = 0 , (6)

one can obtain three independent components of A(1),µ satisfying the wave equations as follows,

∂20A
(s) + (m2 −∆)A(s) = 0 , (7a)

∂20A
(v)
j + (m2 −∆)A

(v)
j = 0 . (7b)

The wave equations in Eqs. (7) suggest that the vector field could oscillate both in the space and

time. Different components of the vector field also evolve independently.

The solution of Eqs. (7) can take the form of plane wave expansion, namely,

A(I) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

{
A

(I)
k e−i(wkt−k·x) +A

(I)
−ke

i(wkt−k·x)
}
. (8)

where I can be superscripts ‘s’ or ‘v’, and wk =
√
k2 +m2. From above equation, Fourier modes

of A
(I)
k can be given by

F [A(I)] (k) = 2A
(I)
k cos(wkt) , (9)
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For a monochromatic vector field propagating in the direction of k̂, the solution of wave equations

(Eqs. (7)) can reduce to Eq. (9) with a constant k.

In order to compute metric perturbation induced by the oscillating vector fields, one should

perturb Einstein field equations up to the second order. In the first order, the metric perturbations

vanish, ϕ(1) = ψ(1) = V
(1)
i = h

(1)
ij = 0, due to T

(1)
µν = 0. Thus, for illustration, we let Vi ≡ V

(2)
i ,

hij ≡ h
(2)
ij , ϕ = ϕ(2) and ψ ≡ ψ(2). In the second-order, Einstein filed equations can be obtained as

follows,

1

4
(h′′ab −∆hab) = κΛcdabT

(2)
cd , (10a)

−1

4
V ′
a = κ∆−1(δca − ∂a∆

−1∂c)∂dT
(2)
cd , (10b)

ψ′′ = κ∂c∆−1∂dT
(2)
cd , (10c)

1

2
(ψ − ϕ) =

κ

2
∆−1(3∂c∆−1∂d − δcd)T

(2)
cd , (10d)

where the Latin alphabets denote the spatial indices, we have employed the helicity decomposition

for the spatial components of Einstein field equations, Λcdab is tranverse-traceless operator, κ is

Einstein gravitational constant, and the energy-momentum tensor is given by

T
(2)
bc ≡ T

(v,v)
bc + T

(s,s)
bc + T

(s,v)
bc , (11)

and

T
(v,v)
bc = m2A

(v)
b A(v)

c − ∂0A
(v)
b ∂0A

(v)
c + ∂jA

(v)
b ∂jA

(v)
c − ∂jA

(v)
b ∂cA

(v)
j

−∂jA(v)
c ∂bA

(v)
j + ∂bA

(v),j∂cA
(v)
j

+
1

2
δbc

(
−m2A

(v)
j A(v),j + ∂0A

(v)
j ∂0A

(v),j + ∂jA
(v)
l ∂lA(v),j − ∂lA

(v)
j ∂lA(v),j

)
, (12a)

T
(s,s)
bc = −∂bA(s)∂cA

(s) + ∂b∂0B
(s)∂cA

(s) +m2∂bB
(s)∂cB

(s) + ∂bA
(s)∂c∂0B

(s) − ∂b∂0B
(s)∂c∂0B

(s)

+
1

2
δbc

(
m2
(
A(s)

)2
+ ∂jA

(s)∂jA(s) − 2∂j∂0B
(s)∂jB(s)

−m2∂jB
(s)∂jB(s) + ∂j∂0B

(s)∂j∂0B
(s)
)
, (12b)

T
(s,v)
bc = ∂0A

(v)
c ∂bA

(s) + ∂0A
(v)
b ∂cA

(s) +m2
(
A

(v)
b ∂cB

(s) +A(v)
c ∂bB

(s)
)

−∂0A(v)
b ∂c∂0B

(s) − ∂0A
(v)
c ∂b∂0B

(s)

+δbc

(
−m2A(v),j∂jB

(s) + ∂0A
(v),j

(
∂b∂0B

(s) − ∂bA
(s)
))

. (12c)

Eqs. (10) show that the scalar, vector, and tensor metric perturbations all can be induced by
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the vector field A(1),µ. Associating it with Eqs. (7), the evolution of these second-order metric

perturbations can be obtained. Specifically, using Lorentz gauge in Eq. (6), and substituting

Eq. (12) into Eq. (10) in momentum space, we can obtain the Fourier modes of metric perturbations.

Since v ≈ k/m ≃ 10−3, we further expand the metric perturbations as v → 0, namely,

Ψ
(I,J)
k = κ

∫
d3p

(2π)3

{
M(I,J)

Ψ (k,p; t,m)trig
(I,J)
Ψ (wt)A

(I)
k−pA

(J)
p

}
, (13)

where trig
(I,J)
Ψ denotes a trigonometric function sin or cos, the quantity Ψ can represent hab, Vb,

ψ, or ϕ, and

w ≡ 2m+
p2 + |k− p|2

2m
. (14)

For example, in the case of I = J = v and Ψ = hab, we have M
(v,v),cd
h,ab (k,p; t,m) cos(wt)A

(v)
k−p,cA

(v)
p,d

in Eq. (13). The explicit expressions of M(I,J)
Ψ are presented as follows,

M(v,v),jl
h,ab (k,p; t,m) = −4Λab

lj −
(
k

m

)2 2pc(2k
lΛab

cj + δjlΛab
cmpm)

k2
, (15a)

M(v,v),jl
V,d (k,p; t,m) =

(m
k

) 8i(k2δd
j − kdk

j)kl

k3
+ 4i

(
k

m

)(
1

k

)5

(k2δd
lkj(p2 − k · p)

−kd((k · p)2 δjl + kjkl(p2 + k · p))

+k2(δd
jklk · p+ (kjkl + δjlk · p)pd)) , (15b)

M(v,v),jl
ψ (k,p; t,m) =

1

2
δjl − kjkl

k2
+

1

8

(
k

m

)2(1

k

)4

(4kjkl − δjl(k2 − 2k · p))(k2 − 2k · p) ,(15c)

M(v,v),jl
ϕ (k,p; t,m) = 4

(m
k

)2(
−δjl + 3kjkl

k2

)
− 1

2

(
1

k

)4

((k4 − 12 (k · p)2 + 12k2p2)δjl

+4(k2 − 6p2)kjkl) +
1

8

(
k

m

)2(1

k

)6

(k2 − 2k · p)(−2kjkl(k2 − 6k · p)

+δjl(k4 − 2k2k · p)) , (15d)
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M(s,s)
h,ab(k,p; t,m) =

1

p2|k− p|2

(
4k2

(m
k

)2
Λab

cmpcpm + 2Λab
cm(−p2 + k · p)pcpm

)
, (15e)

M(s,s)
V,d (k,p; t,m) =

8i

k

(m
k

)3 k · p(kdk · p− k2pd)

p2|k− p|2
, (15f)

M(s,s)
ψ (k,p; t,m) =

1

p2|k− p|2
((m

k

)2
((k · p)2 − 1

2
k2(p2 + k · p))

−(p2 − k · p)(3k4 + 4 (k · p)2 − 8k2k · p)
8k2

)
, (15g)

M(s,s)
ϕ (k,p; t,m) =

1

p2|k− p|2

(
4
(m
k

)4
(−3 (k · p)2 + k2(p2 + 2k · p))

−1

8

(
1

k

)4

(k2 − 2k · p)(12k · p3 + k4(5p2 + k · p)− 6k2k · p(p2 + 2k · p))

+
(m
k

)2 (6 (k · p)2 (−p2 + k · p)
k2

+
1

2
k2(p2 + 3k · p)

+2(−3 (k · p)2 + p4 + p2k · p)
))

, (15h)

M(s,v)
h,ab (k,p; t,m) =

i

p2

(
−8k

(m
k

)
Λab

jcpc +

(
k

m

)
4Λab

jc(p2 − k · p)pc
k

)
, (15i)

M(s,v)
V,d (k,p; t,m) = 8

(m
k

)2 1

p2

(
δd
jk · p+ kj

(
−2kdk · p

k2
+ pd

))
, (15j)

M(s,v)
ψ (k,p; t,m) =

i

p2

((m
k

) kj(k2 − 2k · p)
k

−
(
k
m

)
kj(k2 − 2k · p)(k2 + 2p2 − 2k · p)

4k3

)
,(15k)

M(s,v)
ϕ (k,p; t,m) =

i

p2

(
−
(m
k

)3 8kj(k2 − 3k · p)
k

−
(m
k

) kj(k4 + 4k2(p2 − 2k · p) + 12k · p(−p2 + k · p))
k3

+
i

4

(
k

m

)(
1

k

)5

kj(k6 + 2k4(p2 − 5k · p) + 4k2(7 (k · p)2 + p4 − 4p2k · p)

−12k · p(2 (k · p)2 + p4 − 2p2k · p))

)
. (15l)

And the function trig
(I,J)
Ψ (x) is given by

trig
(v,v)
h (x) = trig

(v,v)
ψ (x) = trig

(v,v)
ϕ (x) = trig

(s,s)
h (x)

= trig
(s,s)
ψ (x) = trig

(s,s)
ϕ (x) = trig

(s,v)
V (x) = cos(x) , (16a)

trig
(v,v)
V (x) = trig

(s,s)
V (x) = trig

(v,s)
h (x) = trig

(v,s)
ψ (x) = trig

(v,s)
ϕ (x) = sin(x) . (16b)

The non-oscillatory and lower-frequency modes, i.e. w = 0 and w = (k2 − 2k · p)/2m, have been

neglected in Eqs. (15), because these features can not be detected by PTAs in nHz frequency band.

One might find that the metric perturbation induced by double A(v) are proportional to (m/k)2,
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while the those induced by double A(s) are proportional to (m/k)4. These dominant terms, propor-

tional to 1/v2 or 1/v4, were neglected in previous studies [16, 30], as it was found to be divergent

and can not be computable in the limit of k/m → 0. Our approach, based on the expansion at

finite v, might be a more robust formalism.

III. PULSAR TIMING ARRAY OBSERVATIONS

In the framework of Einstein’s theory of gravity, gravity bends light in the spacetime. For

the same reason, in the presence of gravitational fluctuations between the pulsar and the earth,

the pulse arrival time can be either delayed or advanced. This effect can be formulated by the

perturbed geodesic equation as follows,

δPµ∂µP̄
ν + P̄µ∂µδP

ν + ηνρ
(
∂µδgλρ −

1

2
∂ρδgµλ

)
P̄µP̄ λ = 0 , (17)

where Pµ is the 4-velocity describing radio beams from a pulsar. Using the perturbed metric in

Eq. (2), the shifted arrival time, denoted by z, can be quantified by the temporal component of

above equations, namely, [40]

z ≡ −δt
t

∣∣∣∣O
E

=
δP 0

P̄ 0

∣∣∣∣O
E

=
1

2
(ψ(xO)− ψ(xE)− ϕ(xO) + ϕ(xE)) +

1

4
n̂in̂j

(
hij(xO)− hij(xE)

)
+
1

2

∫ t

t−L
dt̄

{
n̂i∂j

(
ϕ (t̄,x(t̄)) + ψ (t̄,x(t̄)) + n̂iVi (t̄,x(t̄))−

1

2
n̂in̂jhij (t̄,x(t̄))

)}
, (18)

where n̂i ≡ −dxi/dt = −P̄ i/P̄ 0 and x(t̄) = −n̂(t̄ − t). The event of a pulse is set to be xE =

(t−L,Ln̂i), where L represents the distance from the earth to the pulsar, and the receiving event

on the earth is xE = (t, 0). The timing residual, which is the accumulation of the shifted arrival

time, can be given by R =
∫ t
0 zdt [15]. From Eq. (18), it shows that the quantity z originates

from both the metric perturbations at the locations of the pulsars and the earth, as well as the

accumulation of these metric perturbations along the line-of-sight. These effects are analogous to

the Sachs-Wolfe and integrated Sachs-Wolfe effects in the context of cosmology [40].

By making use of Eqs. (13), (15) and (18), we rewrite the z in the form of z = z(v,v)+z(s,s)+z(s,v),
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and

z(v,v) =

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

{∫
k2dkd3p

(2π)6
δ
(
f − w

2π

)
κA

(v)
c,k−pA

(v)
d,pI

(v,v),cd (k,p, n̂)K(f, k, n̂)

}
,(19a)

z(s,s) =

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

{∫
k2dkd3p

(2π)6
δ
(
f − w

2π

)
κA

(s)
k−pA

(s)
p I(s,s) (k,p, n̂)K(f, k, n̂)

}
, (19b)

z(s,v) =

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

{∫
k2dkd3p

(2π)6
δ
(
f − w

2π

)
κA

(s)
k−pA

(s)
d,pI

(s,v),d (k,p, n̂)K(f, k, n̂)

}
, (19c)

where K(f, k, n̂) ≡ e−2πift(1− eiL(2πf+k·n̂)), and the quantities I(I,J) are given by

I(v,v),jl (k,p, n̂) =
(m
k

)2(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)(
−2δlj +

6kjkl

k2

)
+4

(
k · n̂

2πf + k · n̂

)(m
k

)(1

k

)3

(k2δd
j − kdk

j)kln̂d

+
1

2

(
−δlj + 2

kjkl

k2

)
+

1

2

(
1

k

)4(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)
×(6 (k · p)2 δlj − 6k2p2δlj − 3k2kjkl + 12p2kjkl + 2k4Λab

ljn̂an̂b)

+2

(
k · n̂

2πf + k · n̂

)(
k

m

)(
1

k

)5

n̂d(−kd((k · p)2 δlj + kjkl(p2 + k · p))

+k2(δd
lkj(p2 − k · p) + δd

jklk · p+ (kjkl + δljk · p)pd))

+
1

8

(
k

m

)2(1

k

)4

(−4kjkl(k2 − 2k · p) + δlj(k2 − 2k · p)2)

+
1

8

(
k

m

)2(1

k

)6(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)
(k2kjkl(k2 − 2k · p)

+6kjkl(k2 − 2k · p)k · p+ 8k4klΛab
jmn̂an̂bpm + 4k4δljΛab

cmn̂an̂bpcpm)

+O

((
k

m

)3
)
. (20a)
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I(s,s) (k,p, n̂) = 2
(m
k

)4(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)
1

p2|k− p|2
(−3 (k · p)2 + k2(p2 + 2k · p))

4

k

(
k · n̂

2πf + k · n̂

)(m
k

)3 1

p2|k− p|2
n̂dk · p(kdk · p− k2pd)(m

k

)2 1

p2|k− p|2

(
− (k · p)2 + 1

2
k2(p2 + k · p)

)
+
(m
k

)2(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)
1

p2|k− p|2
(
− 5

2
(k · p)2 + p4

+
1

2
(k2 + 2p2)k · p+

3 (k · p)2 (−p2 + k · p)
k2

− k2Λab
cmn̂an̂bpcpm

)
+
1

8

1

p2|k− p|2

(
3p2(k2 − 2k · p)− 3(k2 − 2k · p)k · p

−2

(
1

k

)2

p2(k2 − 2k · p)k · p+ 2

(
1

k

)2

(k2 − 2k · p)k · p2)

+
1

8

(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)
1

p2|k− p|2
(−4p2(k2 − 2k · p) + (k2 − 2k · p)k · p

+4

(
1

k

)2

p2(k2 − 2k · p)k · p+ 5

(
1

k

)2

(k2 − 2k · p)k · p2

−6

(
1

k

)4

(k2 − 2k · p)k · p3 + 4Λab
cmn̂an̂b(p2 − k · p)pcpm

)
+O

(
k

m

)
,(20b)

I(s,v),j (k,p, n̂) = − 4

kp2

(m
k

)3(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)
kj(k2 − 3k · p)

+
4

k2p2

(
k · n̂

2πf + k · n̂

)(m
k

)2
n̂d(k2δd

jk · p+ kj(−2kdk · p+ k2pd))

+
(m
k

) 1

p2

(
−kkj + 2

(
1

k

)
kjk · p

)
+
(m
k

)(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)
1

p2

(
− 2

(
1

k

)
p2kj + 3

(
1

k

)
kjk · p

−6

(
1

k

)3

kjk · p(−p2 + k · p) + 2kΛab
jmn̂an̂bpm

)
+
1

4

(
k

m

)(
1

k

)5 1

p2
(k6kj + 4k2 (k · p)2 kj + 2k4p2kj − 4k4kjk · p− 4k2p2kjk · p)

+
1

4

(
k

m

)(
1

k

)5(
1 +

k · n̂
2πf + k · n̂

)
1

p2

(
12k2 (k · p)2 kj + 2k2p4kj − 3k4kjk · p

−6k2p2kjk · p− 6kjk · p(2 (k · p)2 + p4 − 2p2k · p)

−4k4Λab
jmn̂an̂b(p2 − k · p)pm

)
+O

((
k

m

)2
)
, (20c)

Because the observable in PTAs is the signal strain for a given frequency f , we have transformed

the metric perturbation in Eq. (13) into the frequency and direction (f, k̂). We only consider the

positive frequency parts of z where w > 0. In the subsequent sections, we will study the timing
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residuals from deterministic sources and the angular correlation of pulsar pairs from stochastic

sources.

A. Timing residuals

For the oscillating vector dark matter propagating with a specific wavenumber k∗ formulated

by Eq. (9), it can be understood as a type of deterministic source given by

A
(v)
k,c = A(v)

λ ϵλc (k̂)(2π)
3δ3 (k− k∗) , (21a)

A
(s)
k = A(s)(2π)3δ3 (k− k∗) , (21b)

where ϵλ is the polarization vector. It can serve as a set of orthogonal and normalized vectors

spanning a three-dimensional vector space, namely, δab = ϵ1aϵ
1
b+ ϵ

2
aϵ

2
b+ k̂ak̂b. Substituting Eqs. (21)

into Eqs. (19), we obtain the real part of z in the form of

z(v,v) = κA(v)
λ A(v)

λ′ ϵ
λ
c ϵ
λ′
d I(v,v),cd (2k∗,k∗, n̂) (cos(2πf∗t)− cos (2πf∗t− L (2πf∗ + k · n̂))) ,(22a)

z(s,s) = κA(s)A(s)I(s,s) (2k∗,k∗, n̂) (cos(2πf∗t)− cos (2πf∗t− L (2πf∗ + k · n̂))) , (22b)

z(s,v) = κA(s)A(v)
λ ϵλcI(s,v),c (2k∗,k∗, n̂) (cos(2πf∗t)− cos (2πf∗t− L (2πf∗ + k · n̂))) , (22c)

where f∗ ≡ 1
2π

(
2m+ k2∗

m

)
, and

I(v,v),cd (2k∗,k∗, n̂) = −1

2

(
m

k∗

)2(
1 +

k∗ · n̂
πf∗ + k∗ · n̂

)
δcd − 1

2
δcd +

(
1 +

k∗ · n̂
πf∗ + k∗ · n̂

)
Λcdabn̂

an̂c

+O

((
k∗
m

)3
)
, (23a)

I(s,s) (2k∗,k∗, n̂) =

(
m

k∗

)4(
1 +

k∗ · n̂
πf∗ + k∗ · n̂

)
+

1

2

(
m

k∗

)2

+O
(
k∗
m

)
, (23b)

I(s,v),d (2k∗,k∗, n̂) = 2

(
m

k∗

)2( k∗ · n̂
πf∗ + k∗ · n̂

)
n̂d +O

((
k∗
m

)2
)
. (23c)

We consider unpolarized modes of A(v)
λ , indicating A(v)

1 ≈ A(v)
2 , and A(v)

1 A(v)
2 ≈ 0. Employing the

spherical coordinate, (θ, φ), defined with

ϵ1 · n̂ = cosφ sin θ , ϵ2 · n̂ = sinφ sin θ , k̂ · n̂ = cos θ , (24)
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we can evaluate Eq. (22) as follows,

z = z(v,v) + z(s,s) + z(s,v) = κZ (cos(2πf∗t)− cos (2πf∗t− L (2πf∗ + k∗ · n̂))) , (25)

where

Z =

∣∣A(v)
∣∣2

2

((
1 +

2v sin θ

2 + v2 + 2v cos θ

)
(sin2 θ(1 + sin(2φ))− 1)− 1− 2 + v2 + 4v cos θ

v2(2 + v2 + 2v cos θ)

)
+

(
A(s)

)2
2υ2

(
1 +

2 + v2 + 4v cos θ

v2(2 + v2 + 2v cos θ)

)
+

√
2
∣∣A(v)

∣∣A(s) sin(2θ)(cosφ+ sinφ)

v(2 + v2 + 2v cos θ)
. (26)

Here, we have
∣∣A(v)

∣∣ ≡ (δλλ
′A(v)

λ A(v)
λ′ )

1/2, and the velocity is v ≡ k∗/m. In the limit v → 0, we

obtain the leading order terms,

Z ≈ −
∣∣A(v)

∣∣2
2v2

+

(
A(s)

)2
v4

+

∣∣A(v)
∣∣A(s) sin(2θ)(cosφ+ sinφ)

√
2v

. (27)

Following the approaches used in Ref. [15], the timing residuals of a pulsar can be computed by

using R =
∫ t
0 zdt and ignoring the non-oscillatory parts, namely,

R = R cos

(
2πf∗t−

L

2
(2πf∗ + 2k∗ · n̂)

)
= R cos(2πf∗t− πf∗L(1 + 2α cos θ)) , (28)

where α ≡ k∗/(2πf∗), and the timing residual amplitude is

R =
κZ
πf∗

sin(πf∗L(2α cos θ − 1)) . (29)

In the limit v → 0, the directional dependence of R is nearly identical to that of scalar dark matter

[38]. As known that the dark matter velocity is approximately v ≈ 10−3, the vector and scalar dark

matter might be indistinguishable based on the timing residual amplitude, in PTA observations.

Because the z is derived from all the types of metric perturbations, the timing residual amplitude

R inevitably depends on the polarization vector ϵλ. Namely, the R in Eq. (29) is shown to be

a function of polarization angle φ. We show the directional dependence of R for selected φ in

Figure 1. We study the timing residual amplitude originating from z(v,v), z(s,s), and z(s,v), denoted

as R(v,v), R(s,s) and R(s,v), respectively. The polarization angle does not change the R(s,s), and

does not affect the shape of directional dependence of the R(v,v) and R(s,v). Figure 2 shows the

directional dependence ofR for given v and fL. TheR(s,s) dominates the timing residual amplitude

R, as decreasing v. Additionally, the directional dependence of R for velocity v = 0.001 is shown
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Figure 1: Timing residual amplitude κ−1πf∗|R| as function of θ(≡ arccos(k̂ · n̂)) with fixed v and fL in
polar coordinate. Left panel: we show R(v,v), R(s,s), and R(s,v), respectively. The R(v,v) and R(s,s)

with varying φ are presented in middle and right panels, respectively.
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Figure 2: Timing residual amplitude κ−1πf∗|R| as function of θ for selected v and fL in polar coordinate.

in Figure 3. The shapes of R(v,v) and R(s,s) are shown to be identical. Besides, it is noticed that

the directional dependence of the timing residuals are also the same as that of scalar dark matter

[38]. In this sense, the directional dependence of timing residuals can not be used to distinguish

the scalar and vector dark matter.
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Figure 3: Timing residual amplitude as function of θ with practical values of v and fL in polar coordinate.

B. Angular correlation

Besides the ultralight vector dark matter Aµ being a potentially deterministic source formulated

in Eq. (21), it could also have a stochastic nature [33, 41]. In this context, we set A
(v)
j and A(s)

both to be stationary, isotropic and Gaussian stochastic variables, and let A
(v)
j to be unpolarized.

The statistical properties of the vector filed can be described by the two-point correlations, namely,

⟨A(v)

c,k′A
(v)
d,k⟩ =

∑
λ

(2π)3δ3
(
k′ + k

)
ϵλc ϵ

λ
dP

(v)(k) = (2π)3δ3
(
k′ + k

)
Tcd(k̂)P (v)(k) , (30a)

⟨A(s)

k′ A
(v)
d,k⟩ = 0 , (30b)

⟨A(s)

k′ A
(s)
d,k⟩ = (2π)3δ3

(
k′ + k

)
P (s)(k) , (30c)

where A
(v)
j,k = ϵλjA

λ
j,k, and Tcd ≡ δcd− k̂ck̂d =

∑
λ ϵ

λ
c ϵ
λ
d is transverse operator. Eqs. (30a) and (30b)

indicate that the different components of the vector field are not correlated.

By making use of Eqs. (19) and (30), the two-point correlation of z can be obtained in the form

of

⟨zAzB⟩ = ⟨z(v,v)A z
(v,v)
B ⟩+ ⟨z(s,s)A z

(s,s)
B ⟩+ ⟨z(s,v)A z

(s,v)
B ⟩+ 0 , (31)
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where

⟨z(v,v)A z
(v,v)
B ⟩ = κ2

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

∫
k2dkd3p

(2π)6

{
δ
(
f − w

2π

)
Tca (k− p) Tdb (p)

×I(v,v),cd (k,p, n̂A)
(
I(v,v),ab (k,p, n̂B) + I(v,v),ba (k,k− p, n̂B)

)
×P (v) (|k− p|)P (v)(p)

(
1− eiLA(2πf+k·n̂A)

)(
1− e−iLB(2πf+k·n̂B)

)}
, (32a)

⟨z(s,s)A z
(s,s)
B ⟩ = κ2

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

∫
k2dkd3p

(2π)6

{
δ
(
f − w

2π

)
×I(s,s) (k,p, n̂A)

(
I(s,s) (k,p, n̂B) + I(s,s) (k,k− p, n̂B)

)
×P (s) (|k− p|)P (s)(p)

(
1− eiLA(2πf+k·n̂A)

)(
1− e−iLB(2πf+k·n̂B)

)}
, (32b)

⟨z(s,v)A z
(s,v)
B ⟩ = κ2

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

∫
k2dkd3p

(2π)6

{
δ
(
f − w

2π

)
Tcd (p)

×I(s,v),d (k,p, n̂A) I(s,v),c (k,p, n̂B)

×P (s) (|k− p|)P (v)(p)
(
1− eiLA(2πf+k·n̂A)

)(
1− e−iLB(2πf+k·n̂B)

)}
. (32c)

According to Eq. (30b), the cross terms of the correlations should vanish, i.e., ⟨z(v,v)A z
(s,s)
B ⟩ =

⟨z(v,v)A z
(s,v)
B ⟩ = ⟨z(s,s)A z

(s,v)
B ⟩ = 0. Evaluating the volume element d3p as dpd|k− p|dφ, and adopting

the dimensionless power spectrum P(k) = (k3/(2π2))P (k), Eqs. (32) can reduce to the form of

⟨z(I,J)A z
(I,J)
B ⟩ =

κ2

2

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

4π

∫ ∞

0
dk

∫ ∞

0
dp

∫ k+p

|k−p|
d |k− p|

{
k

|k− p|2 p2
δ
(
f − w

2π

)
×P(I) (|k− p|)P(J)(p)(1− eiLA(2πf+k(k̂·n̂A)))(1− e−iLB(2πf+k(k̂·n̂B)))

×
∫

dφ

2π
J (I,J) (k,p, φ; n̂A, n̂B)

}
, (33)

where

∫
dφ

2π
J (v,v) ≡

∫
dφ

2π

{
Tca (k− p) Tdb (p) I(v,v),cd (k,p, n̂A)

×
(
I(v,v),ab (k,p, n̂B) + I(v,v),ba (k,k− p, n̂B)

)}
, (34a)∫

dφ

2π
J (s,s) ≡

∫
dφ

2π

{
I(s,s) (k,p, n̂A)

(
I(s,s) (k,p, n̂B) + I(s,s) (k,k− p, n̂B)

)}
, (34b)∫

dφ

2π
J (s,v) ≡

∫
dφ

2π

{
Tcd (p) I(s,v),d (k,p, n̂A) I(s,v),c (k,p, n̂B)

}
. (34c)
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Eqs. (34) can be formally calculated by making use of the formulae presented in Appendix A. The

results indicate that the right-hand side of Eqs. (34) depends only on k, p, k · p, k̂ · n̂ and k/m.

The oscillating ultralight dark matter is expected to be monochromatic, because metric per-

turbations are induced by its coherent oscillation [15]. In PTA observation, it was reported by

NANOGrav collaborations that there is an indication of monopolar signal near 4 nHz frequency

[11]. Therefore, we consider the monochromatic power spectrum in the form of

P(s)(k) = A(s)k∗δ(k − k∗) , P(v)(k) = A(v)k∗δ(k − k∗) . (35)

Using above power spectra, the two-point correlations in Eqs. (32) can be obtained, namely,

⟨z(I,J)A z
(I,J)
B ⟩ =

κ2

2
A(I)A(J)

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
dΩ

4π

∫ 2

kGal/k∗

dk̃

{
k̃δ

(
f − 1

2π

(
2m+

k2∗
m

))
×(1− e2πifLA(1+αk̃(k̂·n̂A)))(1− e−2πifLB(1+αk̃(k̂·n̂B)))

×
(∫

dφ

2π
J (I,J) (k,p, φ; n̂A, n̂B)

)
|k−p|=p=k∗

}

=
κ2

2
A(I)A(J)

∫
dΩ

4π

∫ 2

0
dk̃

{
k̃(1− e2πifLA(1+αk̃(k̂·n̂A)))(1− e−2πifLB(1+αk̃(k̂·n̂B)))

×
(∫

dφ

2π
J (I,J) (k,p, φ; n̂A, n̂B)

)
|k−p|=p=k∗

}
. (36)

where kGal is the scale of our galaxy, k̃ ≡ k/k∗, α ≡ k∗/2πf = ((2m/k∗) + (k∗/m))−1, the terms in

Eqs. (34) can be simplified as

v4
∫

dφ

2π
J (v,v)

∣∣∣
|k−p|=p=k∗

=
1

2k̃4
C1(80− 16k̃2 + k̃4)

− v2

2k̃2
C3(−12 + k̃2) +

3v2

2k̃4
C1(−12 + k̃2)(−4 + k̃2)

+
2v2

k̃2
C2(k̃

2 − 4)(k̂ · n̂Ak̂ · n̂B − n̂A · n̂B) + v4

−3v4

2k̃2
C3(k̃

2 − 4) +
v4

4k̃4
C1(9(−4 + k̃2)2

+k̃6(−1 + k̂ · n̂2B + k̂ · n̂2A(1 + k̂ · n̂2B)

−4k̂ · n̂Ak̂ · n̂Bn̂A · n̂B + 2n̂A · n̂2B)v4) +O(v6) , (37a)
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v8
∫

dφ

2π
J (s,s)

∣∣∣
|k−p|=p=k∗

=
1

2k̃4
C1(4 + k̃2)2

v2

2k̃2
C3(4 + k̃2) +

1

2
C1(4− k̃2)(4 + k̃2)

1

2
v4 +

v4

8k̃4
C1(−4 + k̃2)2 +

v4

8k̃4
C3(8k̃

2 − 2k̃4)

+O(v6) , (37b)

v6
∫

dφ

2π
J (s,v)

∣∣∣
|k−p|=p=k∗

= − 1

k̃2
(1 + v2)C1(−4 + k̃2)

−2v2

k̃2
C2(4− 3k̃2 + k̃4)(k̂ · n̂Ak̂ · n̂B − n̂A · n̂B)

+
1

4
C1(4− k̃2)(−1 + k̂ · n̂2B + k̂ · n̂2A(1 + k̂ · n̂2B)

−4k̂ · n̂Ak̂ · n̂Bn̂A · n̂B + 2n̂A · n̂2B)v4 +O(v6) . (37c)

and

C1 ≡

(
1 + αk̃

(
k̂ · n̂A

1 + k̂ · n̂A

))(
1 + αk̃

(
k̂ · n̂B

1 + k̂ · n̂B

))
. (38)

C2 ≡

(
2 + αk̃

(
k̂ · n̂A

1 + k̂ · n̂A
+

k̂ · n̂B
1 + k̂ · n̂B

))
, (39)

C3 ≡

(
k̂ · n̂A

1 + k̂ · n̂A

)(
k̂ · n̂B

1 + k̂ · n̂B

)
. (40)

In the limit v ≡ k∗/m→ 0, we have

v4
∫

dφ

2π
J (v,v)

∣∣∣
|k−p|=p=k∗

=
80− 16k̃2 + k̃4

2k̃4
, (41a)

v8
∫

dφ

2π
J (s,s)

∣∣∣
|k−p|=p=k∗

=
(4 + k̃2)2

2k̃4
, (41b)

v6
∫

dφ

2π
J (s,v)

∣∣∣
|k−p|=p=k∗

=
(4− k̃2)

k̃2
. (41c)

and (1−e2πifLA(1+αk̃(k̂·n̂A)))(1−e−2πifLB(1+αk̃(k̂·n̂B))) → (1−e2πifLA)(1−e−2πifLB). In this case, the

angular correlation would be independent of θAB. However, in PTA observation, it expected that

the ultralight vector dark matter oscillates in PTA frequency band, f ≈ 2m ≃ 1nHz, fL ≃ 100–

1000, and dark matter velocity in our galaxy is v ≃ 10−3. Hence, it leads to 2πfLα ≃ O(1),

suggesting that angular correlation is not a constant with respect to θAB. Additionally, we have

kGal/k∗ ≃ 0.7, indicating existence of a finite-size infrared cutoff in Eq. (36). Since the two-point

correlations in Eqs. (36) are shown to be monochromatic, the angular correlation can be quantified
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Figure 4: Angular correlations v4Γ(v,v), v8Γ(s,s), and v6Γ(s,v) for selected fLA, fLB and v.

by introducing Γ(I,J)(f = k∗/(2πα), θAB) ≡ ⟨z(I,J)A z
(I,J)
B ⟩/(κA(I)A(J)). It is non-vanishing, only if

f = k∗/(2πα).

Figure 4 shows the angular correlations for selected fLA, fLB and v. In the case of 2πfLα ≳ 1,

the Γ(I,J) tends to be a positive constant, while in the case of 2πfLα ≲ 1, the angular correlation

could be negative. We also plot the angular correlations with practical values of v and fL in

Figure 5. By normalizing Γ(I,J)(θAB = 0), one might find that angular correlation curves have

nearly identical shapes for different I and J in the regime of 2πfLα ≲ 1. In this case, the

generation mechanism of metric perturbations, as described by Eqs. (34), is not important. The

angular correlation can be approximated by letting
∫ dφ

2πJ
(I,J) = const.. Only in the regime of

2πfLα ≳ 1, indicating that the pulsar pairs are distant from the earth, can the different type

of Γ(I,J) be distinguishable. In Figure 6, we present the angular correlation considering small

variations in the distance δL. The angular correlation is shown to sensitive to the δL. We further

show the Γ(I,J)(θAB = 0) as function of fLA and fLB in Figure 7. There is a notable peak at

fLA = fLB ≈ 1500.
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∫
dφ
2πJ

(I,J) = const. in Eq. (36).

Figure 6: Normalized angular correlation Γ(v,v) with small variation of the distance δLB for selected v and
fL.

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

This paper investigates pulsar timing influenced by ultralight vector dark matter in our galaxy,

based on the pure gravitational effect of the vector field. We focus on the finite velocity v for ultra-

light vector dark matter in PTAs. Additional missing effect was found: the leading-order shift in
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pulsar timing is proportional to negative slope of v. Consequently, one can not distinguish between

ultralight vector dark matter and ultralight scalar dark matter with the timing residual amplitude.

Assuming the existence of stochastic vector dark matter in our galaxy, the corresponding angular

correlation curve in PTAs is found to be similar to that of scalar dark matter [38]. These angular

correlations can be distinguishable, only when the pulsar pairs are far away from the earth.

We calculated the angular correlation curves with fixed fLA and fLB. This is purely a the-

oretical result. In practice, PTAs consist of a set of pulsars at various distances from the earth.

Above standard approach for calculating the angular correlation curve is robust [9, 40], when the

curve is insensitive to distance [42]. However, we showed that the angular correlation curves from

oscillating dark matter are sensitive to small variations of distances of the pulsar pairs. It suggests

that, to study the angular correlation from ultralight dark matter, an alternative approach should

be developed.

We used helicity decomposition to evaluate the Einstein field equations and introduced different

types of metric perturbations (also see Refs. [38, 39, 43]). This approach differs from previous stud-

ies that adopted the local frame [16, 17, 30]. As noted by Ashtekar and Bonga, the both approaches

are used to introduce transverse-traceless modes, but ‘conceptually distinct and the difference per-

sists even in the asymptotic region’ [44]. Therefore, it expected that distinct approaches might

lead to different physical effects also in PTA observations, and motivated to be addressed in future

studies.
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Appendix A: Azimuthal angle integration for the multipole momentum p

In Cartesian coordinate, the momentum can be expressed in the form of

pi = p(sinφ sin θx̂+ cosφ sin θŷ + cos θẑ) . (A1)
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By making use of above pi, we obtain

∫
dφ

2π
pi = p cos θẑi , (A2a)∫

dφ

2π
pipj =

1

2
p2 sin2 θδij +

1

2
p2(3 cos2 θ − 1)ẑiẑj (A2b)∫

dφ

2π
pipjpl =

1

2
p3 cos θ sin2 θ(ẑiδjl + ẑjδli + ẑlδij) +

1

2
p3 cos θ(5 cos2 θ − 3)ẑiẑj ẑl , (A2c)∫

dφ

2π
pipjplpm =

1

8
p4 sin4 θ(δijδlm + δilδjm + δimδlj) +

1

8
p4(35 cos4 θ − 30 cos2 θ + 3)ẑiẑj ẑlẑm

+
1

8
p4 sin2 θ(5 cos2 θ − 1)(ẑiẑjδlm + ẑiẑlδjm + ẑiẑmδjl

+ẑj ẑlδim + ẑj ẑmδil + ẑlẑmδij) . (A2d)

By making use of Eqs (A2), we can calculate the integration over φ in Eqs. (34) with ẑ ≡ k̂ and

θ ≡ arccos(k̂ · p/p) = arccos
(
(k2 + p2 − |k− p|2)/(2kp)

)
.
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