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Abstract. Tight limits on the photon mass have been set through analyzing the arrival
time differences of photons with different frequencies originating from the same astrophysical
source. However, all these constraints have relied on using the first-order Taylor expansion
of the dispersion due to a nonzero photon mass. In this work, we present an analysis of
the nonzero photon mass dispersion with the second-order derivative of Taylor series. If the
arrival time delay corrected for all known effects (including the first-order delay time due to
the plasma and photon mass effects) is assumed to be dominated by the second-order term
of the nonzero photon mass dispersion, a conservative upper limit on the photon mass can be
estimated. Here we show that the dedispersed pulses with the second-order time delays from
the Crab pulsar and the fast radio burst FRB 180916B pose strict limits on the photon mass,
i.e., mγ,2 ≤ 5.7×10−46 kg ' 3.2×10−10 eV/c2 andmγ,2 ≤ 6.0×10−47 kg ' 3.4×10−11 eV/c2,
respectively. This is the first time to study the possible second-order photon mass effect.

Keywords: radio pulsars, intergalactic media

ArXiv ePrint: 2207.00950

1Corresponding author.

ar
X

iv
:2

20
7.

00
95

0v
2 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.H

E
] 

 2
1 

D
ec

 2
02

2

mailto:jjwei@pmo.ac.cn
mailto:sbzhang@pmo.ac.cn
mailto:xfwu@pmo.ac.cn
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.00950


Contents

1 INTRODUCTION 1

2 Theoretical Framework 3
2.1 Dispersion from a Nonzero Photon Mass 3
2.2 Dispersion from the Plasma Effect 3
2.3 The Residual/dedispersed Time Delay 4

3 Second-order Photon mass limits from the dedispersed pulses 5
3.1 The Crab Pulsar 5
3.2 FRB 180916B 6

4 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS 6

1 INTRODUCTION

A basic postulate of Maxwell’s electromagnetism as well as Einstein’s theory of special relativ-
ity is the constant speed c, in vacuum, of all electromagnetic radiation, which implies that the
photon should be massless. Determining the rest mass of the photon has therefore been one of
the most enduring efforts on testing the validity of this postulate. However, it is unfeasible to
prove experimentally that the photon rest mass is exactly zero. According to the uncertainty
principle, the ultimate upper limit on the photon rest mass would be mγ ≤ ~/∆tc2 ≈ 10−69

kg, using the age of the universe of about 1010 years [1, 2]. The optimal experimental strategy
is therefore to set ever tighter upper bounds on mγ and push the results more closely towards
the ultimate bounds of measurement uncertainty.

From a theoretical perspective, a nonzero photon rest mass can be accommodated in
a unique way by changing the inhomogeneous Maxwell’s equations to the Proca equations.
Using them, it is possible to consider some far-reaching implications associated with massive
photons, such as variations of the speed of light with frequency, deviations in the behavior
of static electromagnetic fields, the existence of longitudinal electromagnetic waves, and so
on. All of these effects have been employed to set upper limits on the photon rest mass via
various terrestrial and extra-terrestrial approaches [1–7]. Over the past several decades, the
common approaches for determining the photon mass include measurement of the frequency
dependence in the speed of light [8–21], null tests of Coulomb’s inverse square law [22], tests of
Ampère’s law [23], torsion balance [24, 25], Jupiter magnetic field [26], magnetohydrodynamic
phenomena of the solar wind [27–29], cosmic magnetic fields [30–32], gravitational deflection
of massive photons [33, 34], suppermassive black hole spin [35], pulsar spindown [36], and
so on. Among these approaches, the most direct one is to measure a possible frequency
dependence in the velocity of light.

According to Einstein’s special relativity, the energy of the photon with a nonzero rest
mass mγ can be written as

E = hν =
√
p2c2 +m2

γc
4 . (1.1)
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The relation between the massive photon group velocity υ and the frequency ν then takes the
form:

υ =
∂E

∂p
= c

√
1−

m2
γc

4

E2
= c
√

1−Aν−2 , (1.2)

where A = m2
γc

4/h2. It is evidently clear from Equation (1.2) that the lower frequency,
the slower the massive photon propagates in vacuum. The photon mass can therefore be
constrained by comparing the arrival-time differences of photons with different frequencies
originating from the same source. Moreover, it is easy to understand that measurements of
shorter arrival-time differences between lower energy bands from sources at longer propagation
distances are particularly sensitive to the photon mass. Thanks to their fine time structures,
radio emissions, and cosmological distances, fast radio bursts (FRBs) provide the current best
celestial laboratory for constraining the photon mass [11–13, 15, 18–21]. The first attempts to
place upper limits on the photon mass using FRBs were presented in refs. [11, 12]. Adopting
the controversial redshift z = 0.492 for FRB 150418, ref. [11] set a strict upper limit of mγ ≤
5.2×10−50 kg (see also ref. [12]). Subsequently, ref. [13] used the reliable redshift measurement
of FRB 121102 to derive a robust limit of mγ ≤ 3.9×10−50 kg. Ref. [15] developed a Bayesian
framework to constrain the photon mass with a catalog of 21 FRBs, yieldingmγ ≤ 8.7×10−51

kg at 68% confidence level. By analyzing the time-frequency structure of subbursts in FRB
121102, ref. [20] obtained a tighter limit on the photon mass of mγ ≤ 5.1 × 10−51 kg. Since
the plasma and photon mass contributions to the dispersion measure (DM) have different
redshift dependences, ref. [18] proved that they can be distinguished by measurements of nine
FRB redshifts, enabling the sensitivity to mγ to be improved (i.e., mγ ≤ 7.1 × 10−51 kg at
68% confidence level). Ref. [21] used a catalog of 129 FRBs in a Bayesian framework to derive
a combined limit of mγ ≤ 3.1× 10−51 kg at 68% confidence level.

Although photon mass limits obtained through the dispersion method have reached
high precision, all current investigations considered the first-order Taylor expansion of the
dispersion relation only (i.e., ∆tmγ ,1 ∝ m2

γ/ν
2). If we keep the second-order derivative of

Taylor series, the frequency-dependent dispersion due to a nonzero photon mass would be
∆tmγ = ∆tmγ ,1 + ∆tmγ ,2 ∝ a1m

2
γ/ν

2 + a2m
4
γ/ν

4. From observations, all radio emission
signatures show an indisputable ν−2-dependent time delay, ∆tobs,1 ∝ DM · ν−2, which is
in good agreement with the first-order Taylor expansion of the dispersions expected from
both the plasma (∆tDM,1) and nonzero photon mass (∆tmγ ,1, if it exists) effects. That is,
∆tobs,1 = ∆tDM,1 + ∆tmγ ,1. Assuming that the dedispersed time delay (∆tobs − ∆tobs,1)
is attributed solely to the second-order term arising from the nonzero photon mass effect
(∆tmγ ,2), we can therefore obtain a new upper limit on the photon mass mγ,2.

With the dedispersed time delays from radio observations in hand, it is interesting to
investigate what level of mγ,2 limits can be obtained by taking into account the second-order
Taylor expansion of the dispersion due to a nonzero photon mass. In this work, we make use
of the dedispersed pulses from the Crab pulsar [37] and FRB 180916B [38], for the first time,
to study the possible second-order photon mass effect. Throughout this paper a flat ΛCDM
cosmological model with H0 = 67.36 km s−1 Mpc−1, Ωm = 0.315, and ΩΛ = 0.685 is adopted
[39].

– 2 –



2 Theoretical Framework

2.1 Dispersion from a Nonzero Photon Mass

With Equation (1.2), it is straightforward to show that two massive photons emitted simulta-
neously from a same source would reach us at different times if they have different frequencies.
For a cosmic source at redshift z, the rest-frame time delay (∆tmγ ,z) between two massive pho-
tons with different rest-frame frequencies (νl,z < νh,z) can be obtained by using second-order
approximation of Taylor expansion:

∆tmγ ,z =

∫
dl

c

[(
1−Aν−2

l,z

)−1/2
−
(

1−Aν−2
h,z

)−1/2
]

'
∫

dl

c

[
1

2
A
(
ν−2
l,z − ν

−2
h,z

)
+

3

8
A2
(
ν−4
l,z − ν

−4
h,z

)]
.

(2.1)

In the observer frame, the observed time delay is ∆tmγ = ∆tmγ ,z × (1 + z) and the observed
frequency is ν = νz/(1 + z). Noticing

dl =
1

1 + z

c

H0

dz√
Ωm(1 + z)3 + ΩΛ

(2.2)

for a flat ΛCDM cosmological model, so Equation (2.1) can be modified as

∆tmγ =
A

2H0

(
ν−2
l − ν

−2
h

)
H1(z) +

3A2

8H0

(
ν−4
l − ν

−4
h

)
H2(z)

= ∆tmγ ,1 + ∆tmγ ,2 ,

(2.3)

where

H1(z) =

∫ z

0

(1 + z′)−2dz′√
Ωm(1 + z′)3 + ΩΛ

(2.4)

and

H2(z) =

∫ z

0

(1 + z′)−4dz′√
Ωm(1 + z′)3 + ΩΛ

. (2.5)

For a nearby source at distance d, we do not need to take into account the cosmological
expansion. The observed time delay induced by the nonzero photon mass effect can be
simplified as

∆tmγ =
d

υl
− d

υh

≈ dA

2c

(
ν−2
l − ν

−2
h

)
+

3dA2

8c

(
ν−4
l − ν

−4
h

)
= ∆tmγ ,1 + ∆tmγ ,2 ,

(2.6)

where ∆tmγ ,1 = dA
2c

(
ν−2
l − ν

−2
h

)
and ∆tmγ ,2 = 3dA2

8c

(
ν−4
l − ν

−4
h

)
correspond to the first- and

second-order terms, respectively.

2.2 Dispersion from the Plasma Effect

Due to the dispersive nature of plasma, the group velocity of electromagnetic waves propa-
gating through the ionized median would have a frequency dependence, i.e.,

υp = c

√
1− νp2

ν2
, (2.7)
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where the plasma frequency νp = (nee
2/4π2meε0)1/2 with ne the electron number density in

the plasma, me and e the mass and charge of an electron, respectively, and ε0 the permittivity.
The arrival of a radio signal with frequency ν travelling across the plasma along the line of
sight would be delayed by [40]

τ =

∫
dl

c

[(
1− νp

2

ν2

)−1/2

− 1

]
(2.8)

with respect to the arrival time had the signal travelled through vacuum. The delay time
between two wave packets with different frequencies, which caused by the plasma effect, can
then be obtained by using second-order approximation of Taylor expansion:

∆tDM '
∫

dl

c

[
1

2
ν2
p

(
ν−2
l − ν

−2
h

)
+

3

8
ν4
p

(
ν−4
l − ν

−4
h

)]
= ∆tDM,1 + ∆tDM,2 ,

(2.9)

where ∆tDM,1 and ∆tDM,2 correspond to the first- and second-order terms, respectively. The
first-order term ∆tDM,1 can be further reduced to

∆tDM,1 =
e2

8π2meε0c

(
ν−2
l − ν

−2
h

)
DM , (2.10)

where DM =
∫
nedl is the dispersion measure, which is given in the absence of a photon mass

by the integrated electron column density along the propagation path. In a cosmological
setting, DM =

∫
ne,z(1 + z)−1dl, where ne,z is the electron number density in the rest-frame

and z is the redshift [41].

2.3 The Residual/dedispersed Time Delay

In our analysis, we suppose that the total time delay of two photons with different frequencies
is attributed to the following components:

∆tobs = ∆tint + ∆tDM,1 + ∆tDM,2 + ∆tmγ ,1 + ∆tmγ ,2 , (2.11)

where ∆tint is the intrinsic time delay that depends on the geometry and radiation processes
of the source, and both ∆tDM and ∆tmγ include the first- and second-order terms. In practice,
the de-dispersion could remove all the time delay of ν−2 behavior, i.e., the first-order terms
in Equation (2.11). Thus, after dedispersed, the residual delay time is

∆tres = ∆tobs −∆tDM,1 −∆tmγ ,1

= ∆tint + ∆tDM,2 + ∆tmγ ,2 ,
(2.12)

If we assume that ∆tint +∆tDM,2 ≥ 0, then ∆tmγ ,2 = ∆tres− (∆tint +∆tDM,2) ≤ ∆tres. Thus,
∆tres is the upper limit of ∆tmγ ,2, providing an upper limit on the photon mass.

For a nearby source at distance d, the photon mass can then be constrained by the
second-order effect as

mγ,2 ≤ hc−2

[
8c∆tres

3d
(
ν−4
l − ν

−4
h

)]1/4

, (2.13)
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which can be simplified as

mγ,2 ≤
(
0.93× 10−46 kg

) ∆tres
ns[(

νl
GHz

)−4 −
(
νh

GHz

)−4
]

d
kpc


1/4

. (2.14)

For a cosmic source at redshift z, the photon mass derived from the second-order effect
is given by

mγ,2 ≤ hc−2

[
8H0∆tres

3
(
ν−4
l − ν

−4
h

)
H2(z)

]1/4

, (2.15)

which can be further reduced to

mγ,2 ≤
(
2.02× 10−48 kg

) ∆tres
ns[(

νl
GHz

)−4 −
(
νh

GHz

)−4
]
H2(z)


1/4

. (2.16)

3 Second-order Photon mass limits from the dedispersed pulses

Here we show that the nanosecond-long giant pulse observed from the Crab pulsar and the
burst from FRB 180916B detected at very low frequencies (below 150MHz) can provide strict
limits on the second-order photon mass mγ,2. Even though the Crab pulsar giant pulse is
in our Milky Way galaxy, the effect of the ultra short duration (e.g., ∆tres ≤ 0.4 ns) over-
compensates the deficit in distance, and results in a stricter limit on mγ,2 than extragalactic
ms-duration FRBs observed at the similar frequency range (∼ GHz). Furthermore, even
though the burst durations (∼ 40–160 ms observed at 150MHz) of FRB 180916B are rel-
atively large, the effect of the very-low-frequency emission overcompensates the deficit in
duration, and leads to a much more stringent limit on mγ,2 than the Crab pulsar giant pulse.

3.1 The Crab Pulsar

Giant pulses are one of the most conspicuous phenomena of radio pulsars, with extremely
high fluxes (exceeding MJy) and very short durations. Their typical durations are a few
microseconds, but occasional pulses shorter than one nanosecond (the so-called “nanoshots”)
have also been detected [37]. To date, they have been observed from the Crab pulsar [37, 42–
44] and some other pulsars [45–48]. Ref. [37] reported a giant pulse from the Crab pulsar
that showed an extremely intense nanoshot with a flux exceeding 2 MJy and an unresolved
dedispersed duration, ∆tres ≤ 0.4 ns. This pulse was recorded at 9.25 GHz center frequency
over a 2.2 GHz bandwidth. The distance of the Crab pulsar is d = 2 kpc. With the above
information of the 0.4-nanosecond giant pulse of the Crab pulsar, a severe limit on the photon
mass from Equation (2.14) is

mγ,2 ≤ 5.7× 10−46 kg ' 3.2× 10−10 eV/c2 . (3.1)

Here we use the dedispersed duration as the upper limit of ∆tmγ ,2 caused by the ν−4

term, which could be slightly larger considering the uncertainty of the DM fitting. Using the
DM errorbar of 10−5 pc cm−3 suggested in Ref. [37], which equals to a time delay of 0.24 ns,
a conservative dedispersed duration should be 0.64 ns. With this conservative dedispersed
duration, the limit on the photon mass turns to bemγ,2 ≤ 6.3×10−46 kg ' 3.5×10−10 eV/c2 .
It is obvious that the DM errorbar has little effect on the photon mass limits.
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3.2 FRB 180916B

FRB 180916B is a well-studied repeating FRB source, located at a redshift of z = 0.0337 [49].
Ref. [38] reported on the lowest-frequency detection to date of 18 bursts from FRB 180916B,
observed at 110–188 MHz with LOFAR. One of these bursts detected between 124.8 MHz
and 185.7 MHz has a dedispersed duration of ∆tres < 84 ms. Note that the radiation band
of this burst (124.8–185.7 MHz) is fully covered by the observing band of LOFAR (110–188
MHz). It is therefore reasonable to assume that the largest time delay between different
frequencies from FRB 180916B should be the dedispersed duration. From Equation (2.16),
we can tighten the constraint on the photon mass to

mγ,2 ≤ 6.0× 10−47 kg ' 3.4× 10−11 eV/c2 (3.2)

for the dedispersed burst of FRB 180916B. However, as the pulse spectral widths of pulsars
are wide, it is nearly impossible for the Crab pulsar to find such a signal whose radiation band
is fully covered by the observing bandwidth. Thus, there is a caveat that the dedispersed
duration of the Crab pulsar giant pulse may not be used as the upper limit of the time delay.
Nevertheless, we can use the result of the Crab pulsar as a contrast with that obtained by
FRB 180916B. The result obtained by the 0.4-nanosecond giant pulse of the Crab pulsar
(8.15–10.35 GHz) is one order of magnitude worse than that of the tens of milliseconds burst
of FRB 180916B (124.8–185.7 MHz). This suggests that the observed frequency plays a more
important role than the duration in constraining the photon mass, a lower frequency emission
leading to better constraints on mγ,2.

Same as section 3.1, considering the DM errorbar of 0.006 pc cm−3 offered in Ref. [38],
which equals to a time delay of 1.1 ms and makes the dedispersed duration to be a conservative
value of 85.1 ms, the limit on the photon mass should be mγ,2 ≤ 6.0 × 10−47 kg ' 3.4 ×
10−11 eV/c2. Again, the DM errorbar does not affect on our resulting constraints on mγ,2.

4 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS

The frequency-dependent time delays of radio waves from astrophysical sources have been
widely used to constrain the rest mass of the photon. In this work, we make use of the
dedispersed time delays between different energies from the Crab pulsar and FRB 180916B,
for the first time, to test the zero-mass hypothesis for the photon. This is a step forward in
the investigation of the photon mass, since all current studies considered the first-order Taylor
expansion of the dispersion arising from a nonzero photon mass only and the second-order
effect ∆tmγ ,2 has not yet been explored.

Assuming that the dedispersed time delay is mainly caused by the second-order term
of the nonzero photon mass dispersion, we place robust upper limits on the photon mass:
mγ,2 ≤ 5.7×10−46 kg (or equivalently mγ,2 ≤ 3.2×10−10 eV/c2) for the 0.4-nanosecond giant
pulse of the Crab pulsar and mγ,2 ≤ 6.0×10−47 kg (or equivalently mγ,2 ≤ 3.4×10−11 eV/c2)
for the burst of the order of tens of milliseconds from FRB 180916B. It is notable that the ms-
duration pulse of FRB 180916B detected at 116.9–188 MHz provides a much more stringent
limit on mγ,2, improving by at lest one order of magnitude from the result based on the
0.4-nanosecond giant pulse of the Crab Pulsar observed at 8.15–10.35 GHz.

In this work, we use the hypothesis that the de-dispersion could remove the time delay
of ν−2 behaviour as a standard ν−2 form is assumed during the DM fitting of pulsar and
FRB data. However, as the ν−4 term is much smaller than the first order term, they may be
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largely absorbed in the fitting. To analyse this effect, we consider a set of data consists of n
points (νn, tn) with the relation between time and frequency:

t

ms
= Ar

( ν

GHz

)−2
+Br

( ν

GHz

)−4
, (4.1)

where the coefficients of the ν−2 and ν−4 terms both contain the effects of nonzero photon
mass and plasma dispersion and their true values can hardly be achieved. However, if the
effect of nonzero photon mass is neglected, the relation between Ar and Br can be estimated
through Equation (2.9):

Br
Ar
' ν2

p ∼ 10−19 . (4.2)

When the standard ν−2 form
t

ms
= Af

( ν

GHz

)−2
(4.3)

is used to fit this set of data, the result will be

Af =

[
1 +

∑n
i=1

(
νi

GHz

)−6∑n
i=1

(
νi

GHz

)−4 × 10−19

]
Ar (4.4)

through the least square curve fitting. It is obvious that the fitting result Af is larger than
the real value Ar because of the existence of the ν−4 term and it is necessary to evaluate this
effect. Here we firstly chose the parameters of FRB 180916B to carry out our simulation:
Ar = 1447.40, Br = 1447.40 × 10−19 as suggested in Equation (4.2), 124.8 MHz as the
lowest frequency, 185.7 MHz as the highest frequency, 0.781 MHz as the frequency resolution,
3.93 ms as the time resolution, and generated 77 data points (n = 77) following Equation (4.1).
These data points were then fitted using Equation (4.3). The best-fitting result is Af =
1447.40± 0.01. The time delay between the lowest and highest frequency channels caused by
the fitting error is ∆terr ∼ 0.45 ms, which is much larger than that caused by the ν−4 term
(∆tDM,2 = 4.6 × 10−13 ms). For the Crab pulsar, we set Ar = 235.60, Br = 235.60 × 10−19,
8.15 GHz as the lowest frequency, 10.35 GHz as the highest frequency, 0.4 ns as the time
resolution, and generated 1024 points. The fitting result is Af = 235.60 ± 2.4 × 10−17, and
the related ∆terr and ∆tDM,2 are 1.18×10−18 ms and 3.16×10−21 ms, respectively. Therefore,
even when it is applied to very high quality observational parameters, the effect of the ν−4

term is negligible for the DM fitting and the fitting uncertainty is mainly caused by the time
and frequency resolution of the dataset. It is also notable that the time delays caused by the
fitting error and the ν−4 term are much smaller than the dedispersed duration that we use
to constrain the photon mass.

Our best limit is four orders of magnitude worse than previous limits (mγ,1 ≤ 10−51 kg)
obtained through the first-order Taylor expansion of the dispersion relation [18, 21]. While
the dedispersed time delays of the Crab pulsar and FRB 180916B do not currently have the
best sensitivity to photon mass limits, there is nonetheless merit to the result. This is the first
time to explore the possible second-order photon mass effect. More stringent constraints on
mγ,2 can be expected as our analysis method is applied to larger numbers of nanoseconds-long
astrophysical pulses observed at lower frequencies.
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