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ABSTRACT

Dispersion in the interstellar medium is a well known pheraon that follows a simple relationship, which has been ts@dedict

the time delay of dispersed radio pulses since the late 1988erformed wide-band simultaneous observations of foilsars

with LOFAR (at 40-190 MHz), the 76-m Lovell Telescope (at @4@Hz) and the Helsberg 100-m Telescope (at 8000 MHz) to
test the accuracy of the dispersion law over a broad frequeamge. In this paper we present the results of these olis@rsavhich 1
show that the dispersion law is accurate to better than lipd@ across our observing band. We use this fact to constrain séme
the properties of the ISM along the line-of-sight and useldie& of any aberration or retardatiofffects to determine upper limits

on emission heights in the pulsar magnetosphere. We alsosdigshe ffect of pulse profile evolution on our observations, and the
implications that it could have for precision pulsar timipgjects such as the detection of gravitational waves witlsgr timing
arrays.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.3864v2

1. Introduction As the sizes of theseffects have not yet been determined,
their frequency dependence could introduce systematar<err
when data from dferent frequencies are combined. The size of

i ob ble th h pulsed emissi h low-f these &ects could also potentially vary with time. For exam-
IS observable through puised emission, Wnere a Iow-Trédli€ly, o it the gistribution of free electrons along the linesidht

pulse iS delayed with respect to the same puls_e at higher f 6Ffanges, the magnitude of some of theSeats will vary, intro-
quencies. For a pulse at frequencyfrequency will be given ducing further errors into pulsar timing data.

in MHz here and throughout the paper) travelling a distaice, = o potential source of error arises from pulse profile
through an unmagnetlsed |on|seq gas, the dispersive délay Ybvolution. Most (if not all) pulsars show variation in theapie
respect to infinite frequenciifom, is given by: of their pulse profile as a function of frequency (Craft 1970)
(fD dl) D This change can be anything from a slight broadening of the
AtDM = —
0

As radio emission passes through the interstellar mediGY|
it interacts with electrons, which cause it to be disper3éns

- (1) pulse, or diference in the relative positions of the components,

Vo ¢ to components appearing or disappearing completely.
wherevy is the group velocity: Even though wide-band simultaneous observations
have been possible to perform for a long time (see for
Vp\2 example [ Phillips & Wolszczan 1992; Kuz'min et al. 1998;
Vg =Cq/1- (—) ) (2) [Hankins & Rankin 2010) the relatively narrow frequency band
v compared to the separation interval between frequencies ha
vp is the plasma frequency: meant identifying exactly how the components evolve hasibee
difficult, particularly at the lowest frequencies. One of the
ene . . reasons for this is that profile evolution, which only masige
Vp = ey (in cgs units) (3) itself clearly over very wide frequency ranges, isfidult to
disentangle from dispersion (dispersion is normally reetblyy
~ 8.98x 103\/53 MHz , (4) fitting the data with a2 power law which mimics Equation

: . ?) For example, in_Kuz'min et all (1998) the authors suggest
¢ is the speed of lightme ande are the charge and mass Ofh4; pSR B080974 appears to have an extra, non-dispersive
an electron respectively, amd is the electron density in CTA. . delay of~ 30 ms at 10 GHz, though this could alternatively be
Normally, this time delay can be approximated using the f"é&plained by pulse profile evolution

term in the Taylor expansion of/4q, giving the cold dispersion To calculate pulse times of arrival (TOAS), the data aresros

lawd]: correlated with a ‘template’, a smoothed model of the pultse p
DM file. The peak of this cross-correlation spectrum is usedeto d
Atpw = 2 A1x 10572 S (5)  termine when the pulse arrives relative to the template,thed

) ) ) _ phase of the Fourier transform of the cross-correlatiomésnt
where DM is the dispersion measure, the integrated column dgsed to measure the phagset. If the pulse profile evolves sig-
sity of free electrons in pc cm. This relation was used as earlynificantly with frequency the shape of the data and the tetapla
as 1968 to accurately predict the dispersive time delay Wiwi can be slightly dierent. These subtle changes in shape can in-
1 partin 3000 between 40 MHz and 430 Mz (Tanenbaum et gloduce frequency-dependenterrors into TOAs if they at@co
1968). However, as ever higher timing precision is requireéunted for properly. Ahuja etal. (2007) simulated tHeets of
for projects like using pulsars for gravitational wave @ten  pylse profile evolution on measurements of DM. They found tha
(Jenet et &l. 2005) it is important that any second-orffects of sing a template which is slightlyfiigrent from the shape of the

the ISM, such as refractive delays, DM variations and ded@ys data can cause a gradient in the phase of the cross-casrelati
sociated with pulse broadening from scattering (Foster 8&d€5 \which causes anffset in the TOA.

fully (You et alll2008] Hemberger & Stinebring 2008). Most 0fg this efect in normal (slow) pulsars were as large as millisec-
these proposediects have strong frequency dependencies, Wighds, although the magnitude of theet on real data has not
scaling indices between™ and v, and are therefore mostpeen studied in detail until the work presented here. Tredfiz
prominent at low frequencies. this efect should scale linearly with pulse period, and so it is ex-
As well as second-order ISMflects, there are otherpected to be much smaller for millisecond pulsars, whichtig w
proposed frequency-dependentfeets, such as propaga-syb-microsecond timing precision is already common (for ex
tion from within the pulsar magnetosphere (Michel 1991ymple, sek Verbiest et/al. 2009). But, with the introductibtie
super-dispersion| (Shitov & Malofeev 1985; Kuz'min_1986jjrst ultra-broadband receivers to be used for pulsar tining.
Shitov et al. 1988; Kuz'min et &l. 2008) and aberration anare [5yplain et all 2006; Jones eilal. 2010), which will be capable
dation(Cordes 1978). The ionosphere also contributestglith  observing with large fractional bandwidths even at fremies
the DM but typically the total number of electrons along ahpaipf 4 few gigahertz, pulse shape variation across the barid wil
through the ionosphere is less than 100 TEC unitsi(e.g. Lall ethecome far more pronounced, and thiet will become more
2009), which corresponds to a DM of jus28x10 > pcent®. In - gpparent.
practice, this contribution is small and follows 2 law, making We took observations of four bright pulsars (pulsars
it indistinguishable from the dispersive delay of the ISM. B0329+54, B0809-74, B1133-16 and B191921) simultane-

1 Note that often, the more precise value 0f20332x 10 is used ously at multiple frequencies with the LOw Frequency ARray
as the constant in Equatibh 5, however in this paper we falteacon- (COFAR, see van Haarlem et al. in prep.), the 76-m Lovell
vention of using 241 x 10-*. This is only important when considering Telescope and thefielsberg 100-m Telescope, spanning a fre-
absolute values of DM. It should also be noted that this appration duency range between 40 and 8350 MHz to try to constrain the
only holds when the observing frequency is much greaterboéimthe properties of the ISM and test the cold plasma dispersion law
local plasma frequency and electron gyrofrequency. Details of these observations are given in Sedfion 2. Ouembs
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vations cover a very large frequency range simultaneoustly aTable 1. Data characteristics. Shown are the centre frequency
each recorded band has a significant fractional bandwititt, a(v), bandwidth B), number of channeld\;a,), and the sampling
making them useful for studying pulse profile evolution. IABF time (Tsamp for the data of each of the four telescopes used in
provides the largest fractional bandwidth which has evembethe simultaneous observations.
possible at the lowest radio frequencies observable frorhEa
The observations from both LOFAR observing bands were
also taken truly simultaneously, both starting and endingxa
actly the sameytin& and passing through the same hardware so Ec?\?e(l)lz 15535'8325 458i;375 5?368 11'%1072
no timing mod_el was reqw_red to align _the prqflles_pr_eusaty ( Effelsberg 8350.0 1000 a1 10
opposed to using overlapping observations with a timingefjod
This part of our frequency range provides the best test epfe Notes. @ Data was written as a single dedispersed timesefeBhis
scaling frequency-dependent delays and this allows usaiepl varied depending on the source. The pulse period was divided 024
strong constraints on the magnitude of the second-ordedSM bins.
fects. Any deviation from the~2 law larger than a few millisec-
onds would be clearly visible over this large bandwidth ahd @able 2. Pulsar characteristics. Given are the integration time
these low frequencies. (Tint), catalogue value for dispersion measure (DM, Hobbs!et al.
Similar observations have been carried out previously @004), the pulse periodP( determined from regular tim-
Tanenbaum et al| (1968), who were able to set a surprisingtg observations from the Lovell telescope at Jodrell Bank
good limit that the error in the dispersion equatiat,< 3 x Observatory), the LOFAR observation ID and the number o bin
10* s between 40 MHz and 430 MHz just six months afacross the pulse profil&;, for each of the pulsars observed.)
ter the discovery of pulsars in 1967. Since then similar work
has been done hy Shitov & Malofeev (1985), who found evi- Tint DM P LOFAR Nein
dence for excess dispersion at low frequencies. This was als () (pcem?) (s) Obs ID
supported by Hankins etlal. (1991), who noticed fiedlence B0329+54 7200 ~ 26.833  0.714536 L200%116 256
in the DM values determined from aligning single pulses andPV809+74 5400 6.116 1.292209  L200K6102 512
those determined from aligning the average pulse profiles&h B1133+16 10800 4.864 1187799 L200%100 512
. ; . . B1919+21 5400 12.455 1.337360 L204%104 512
delays at low frequencies have been termed ‘super-digpersi

and attributed to magnetic sweepback in the pulsar magnei@yes, @ Although the pulsars in our sample were observed with higher
spherel(Shitov 1983). Subsequent work by Phillips & Wol82cz time resolution, the data were downsampled so that eachaltiem
(1992) and Ahuja et al. (2005) found contradictory reswlith  had the same number of bins in the pulse profile, so that theefrzh
no evidence for extra dispersion at low frequencies, butesontifferent frequencies could be compared directly.
pulsars (B052521, B1642-03 and B12325) showed an in-
creased dispersion measure at high frequencies. Thesééigh
quency delays were explained by propagation delays in the pEor a full description of how LOFAR is used for pulsar obser-
sar magnetosphere. vations see Stappers et al. (2011) and for a general LOFAR de-
In this paper, after detailing the observations (Sedfloo@) scription see van Haarlem et al. (in prep.).
analysis (Sectioh]3), and the simulations used to deteropre At the time of the observations, LOFAR was still under con-
per limits on the magnitude of the delay present in our das&ruction so only single stations were used to record data an
(Sectior#); we determine thefect of the ISM on pulsar tim- the LBAs were only able to record 36 MHz of bandwidth. A
ing and extract information about the composition of the ISMore station (CS302, which consists of 48 HBA tiles) was used
(Sectiorb) and the pulsar magnetosphere (Settion 6). We afs observe in the LOFAR high band between 138.9709 and
use these data to determine how much of an impact profile et®7.4084 MHz and an international station (DE601, basedukat t
lution has on pulsar timing and use the pulse profiles in edchEffelsberg Radio Observatory and consisting of 96 LBAs) was
the frequency bands to construct a model of how the pulse pused to observe between 42.0959 and 78.4119 MHz in the low
file evolves with frequency (Sectidn 7). Finally, we sumrsari band. It is worth noting that the LOFAR stations which were
our main findings in Sectidd 8. used were not yet internally calibrated and hence the $ahsit
of the observations presented here is significantly lowen-co
] pared to what is now possible.
2. Observations Data were taken simultaneously with the 76-m Lovell

: lescope, using the digital filterbank backend in searcano
On 11 December 2009 we observed four pulsars using LOFAR; ; .
the 76-m Lovell Telescope and théfEsberg 100-m Telgscopea a central frequency of 1524 MHz \.N'th 512 MHz bandwidth
simultaneously. LOFAR is an international interferometsile- (SEE’ Ho.tt)ﬁf’heté;l' |2804' 1‘1c)Or(()jeta}||_Is|). Slmultan_eou;s, datl abaleoe
scope, comprised of many thousands of dipole antennas ggou en wi € melsherg -M [elescopé, using erg-
into ‘stations’ and operating in the lowest four octaveseftra- erkeley Pulsar Processor to coherently d_ed|sperse theodat
dio window’ visible from the Earth’s surface. The LOFAR stalme' at a central frequency of 8350 MHz with 1000 MHz band-

: . . idth (see Backer et al. 1997, for details). The observatipa-
tions are arranged in a sparse array, spread across Euritipe, W ; ;

a dense core region located in the Netherlands. LOFAR mré{m}ete;]s_ are summarised in T?lﬂgas 1@”? 2. the total int

in two frequency bands which straddle the FM radio band. The n this paper, we concentrate mainly on the total inten-
Low Band Antennas (LBAs) can record 48 MHz of bandwidtR'Yy proflles_ of pulsars, and only Stokes | data were recorded
between 10 and 90 MHz and the High Band Antennas (HBAE#h each instrument (LOFAR, the Lovell telescope and the

v (MHz) B (MHz) Nehan ~ Tsamp(MS)
DE601 60.15625 36.328125 2976 1.31072

can record 48 MHz of bandwidth between 110 and 240 MHZ. elsberg telescope). However, if the.re is a significapt gdin d
erence between the two hands of (either linear or circyda¥)

2 There are small clockftsets between the LOFAR stations at thidarisation, or leakage, and the pulsar is strongly poldrtben:
stage in construction, but these are less than 20 ns. there may be distortions in the profile. Instrumental pekafi




T. E. Hassall et al.: Wide-band Simultaneous Observatibfasars

8 8r
% f F

BE | -
g g 0 [ st - - e -a-| O [ fedft Gy — — - - —~a
@S [
o § - C

_8 B L L L1 1 I L L L L L L1 1 I _8 C L L L1 1 I L L L L L L Ll I

100 1000 100 1000
15 15

B0809+74
Residual (ms)
o

'IIIIIIIIIIIIII
——— |

:

|

|

|

|

I

|

I

|

I

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

i

i

L4

s

|

o

IIIIIIIIIIIIII'IIIIIIIIIIIIII

_15 L L 1.1 I L L L L L 1.1 I _15 L L 1.1 I L L L L L L1l I
100 1000 100 1000
3 3
9g | l
+ =
R H ----- P — - _ } . -
—A T
2% I
o i
_3 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I
100 1000 1000
2 2

B1919+21
Residual (ms)
o

—t=
I
I
|
T
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
|
o
anrs .oy
I
I
I
|
s
[}
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

'
N

|
N

Frequency (MHz) Frequency (MHz)

Fig. 1. Comparison of timing residuals (TOAs subtracted from a nhofiehe pulsar's expected TOAs) obtained using a single
template for each frequency band (left), and using a frequelependent template (right), plotted againen a logarithmic scale.
The residuals from the static templates show significaniatiens from white noise. These systematic errors are mosthoved

with the frequency-dependenttemplates and the residppksaa straighter, and agree on a single value of DM (apart fhmse of

PSR B1133 16, see text for details). ‘Gaps’ in the frequency coveragd@m subbands which have been removed because they
contain strong RFI. The pulsars used are (from top to bot®0d3P9%+54, B0809-74, B1133-16 and B191921.

tion from the Lovell and Helsberg telescopes is known to beion is relatively low, and that the Faraday rotation in tB&lis
small (see e.g. Montenegro-Montes et al. 2008; Gould & Lyrdarge at these frequencies. In general, with the bandwidtbd
1998), but at the time of these observations, the LOFAR polato make pulse profiles (typically 12 MHz, see Sectidnl 3), the
sation data was uncalibrated. We note however that in theeafasplane of polarisation is rotated through at least°li8@ach pro-
LOFAR the leakage terms are at worst a few percent, and thidile, thereby further reducing thefect of polarisation calibration
further reduced due to the fact that there are many thous#ndserms. We are therefore confident that the results preséered
elements, which are physically identical, so any leakageddv are not #ected significantly by polarisation calibration.
average out over the array. Also, as the orientation of theAR

dipoles is at 45 degrees to the north-south orientation amd g i

sources were all observed close to transit, both sets ofetipo3- Analysis

would have received approximately the same amount of ragihe gata were converted into PSRFITS format and processed us
ation from the source. Lastly, we note that the polarised-frging the PSRCHIVE software suitz (Hotan et/al. 2004). Regular
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timing observations from the Lovell telescope at JodrelhiBa
Observatory|(Hobbs et @l. 2004) were used to derive accur
values for the spin periodPj and spindownR) for the day of our
wide-band observing campaign. Initial DM estimates wekema
from|Hobbs et al.[(2004) (see Taljle 2 for the values used). T
data were dedispersed, folded and terrestrial interfersignals
were removed by hand using the RFI-removal soft .

Templates were made for the observations at each telesc
by completely collapsing the data in both time and frequeacy
make an average pulse profile. The profiles were then fittdd w
von Mises functiorfsto create analytic templates usirgs®.

A template was created for each observing band and the
templates were subsequently aligned by eye witf using ei-
ther the brightest peak (for PSR B03Z31) or the midpoint
between the two brightest components (for pulsars B83@d9
B1133+16 and B191921) as the fiducial point as described ir
Craft (1970). The templates were cross-correlated wittdtta Phase Lag (*)
to get times of arrival (TOAs) usingxr® and barycentred using
tempoZ]. These TOAs were subtracted from a model of the puFig. 2. Errors in timing PSR B191821. The top panel shows the
sar's rotation in order to produce ‘timing residuals’, wiigare HBA template (black line) and the 145 MHz data (grey line)eTh
plotted in the left hand panel of Figure 1. bottom panel shows the cross-spectrum phase of the template

Currently, it is not possible to perform absolute timingtwit and the profile and a straight line fit to the data (solid liffé)e
LOFAR. The clock corrections between the stations are knowubtle diterence between the shape of the pulse profile and the
to better than a few nanoseconds, but thiksai between the template causes a gradientin the cross-correlation phites
LOFAR clocks and Coordinated Universal Time (UTC) is nathe apparent TOA.
logged. This introduces time delays which are on the order of
a few milliseconds between LOFAR data and the data from
the other telescopes in the observations. The delays pghgesealso showed structure which could not be explained by a sin-
require an arbitrary phaseffset (‘jump’) to be removed be- gle function (for example, a positive gradient in the LBA alat
tween data sets from fiierent telescopes. In the case of tha negative gradient in the HBA data and a positive gradient in
8.35 GHz Hfelsberg observation, where no frequency resolutighe data from Jodrell Bank). No simple power law can account
was stored (see TaH[é 1), the determination of this phfiseto for the diferent slopes in our timing residuals, so we conclude
uniquely defines the residual with respect to the other eserthat, the structure in the residuals is not caused by the IBM o
tions, implying that no further timing information can beided aberration and retardation in the pulsar magnetosphere.

Normalised Power

Cross-spectrum Phase (°)

from the observation. We have therefore omitted tlffielEberg The real cause of the systematic errors is the pulse profile
observations from the timing analysis (though they wer stchanging as a function of frequency, as noted_in_Ahujalet al.
used in the analysis of profile evolution, see Sedtion 7). (2007). As the profile changes, the template which is uselgein t

One can see in Figuid 1 (left) that for each of the pulsatsoss-correlation becomes more and more inaccurate argishe
there is clear structure in the timing residuals as a funotib a systematic drift in the residuals towards earlier or |a@As.
frequency. Often, this structure showsteient slopes for each Figure2 shows how these errors arise. The top panel shows the
of the bands, indicating that the deviations from a good &t atemplate used for the HBA observation of PSR B1829along
not simply caused by an incorrect dispersion measureallyitt  with the observed pulse profile at 145 MHz. The bottom panel
seemed likely this might be caused by deviations from th@&m shows the cross-spectrum phase (see Ahuja et al! 2007, for de
form of the cold plasma dispersion relation. tails) of the two profiles and a straight line fitted to the data

Consequently, we tried fitting the data using power laws withhere is a gradient in the fitted line which means that the peak
exponents betweer5 and+5, but none of the fits significantly of the amplitude of the cross-correlation (used to prodiree t
improved upon the chi-squared obtained from only fittingtfe TOAs) is shifted slightly, causing the apparent TOA to be de-
dispersive delay (for example, in the case of PSR B1219the layed or advanced compared to its true value.
best power-law fit only decreased the reduced chi-squaoed fr  This efect has only been brought to attention recently by
1.47 to 1.44, which, given the number of degrees of freedomAnuja et al. (2007), because pulsar timing is normally done a
the model, still corresponds t0~a99% chance that there is un-high frequencies (where the pulse shape changes are less ob-
modelled structure in the residuals). In some cases, tiduas vious), and with modest bandwidths. With these narrow band-
" A tool T e PSRCHIVE suite (THo@nelall 5604 widths, it is easy to incqrrectly interpret this structuseam in-

e 0?], rom . ; . : )-correct DM. With the wide fractional bandwidth and high fre-
p//psrchive.sourceforge. e st quency resolution of our simultaneous data, however, ffezie

4 - ion is ai _ : { : .
A von Mises function is given by (x) = 55 5=, wherex and Yk c3nnot be fitted with a simple=2 law, and so the structure is
are analogous to the mean and the variance in a normal disoribl, more easily identified.

is the modified Bessel function. They are used4ns because they are To remove the fiects of profile evolution and find the true

needed to deal with pulsars which have broad pulse profilgslagh . ;
for the pulsars in our sample, which have narrow pulse pefithe DM value and residuals, we first modelled how the pulse pro-

pulse width in all cases is 20% of the pulse period) they are almosfiles evolve as a function of frequency. The data were divided

identical to Gaussians. into narrower-frequency subbands. Each subband was chosen
5 TEMPO2 iS a pulsar timing package for barycen_SUCh that the prOfiIe evolution within it was not SIgnIflCdU“],t

tring and modelling TOAs (Hobbs etlal. 2006).there was still enough bandwidth so that the pulsar was tietec

httpy/www.atnf.csiro.afresearcfpulsajtempo2 clearly. The size of these bands depended on the signalise-n
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Table 3. Apparent DM in each frequency band of our observations ugistatic template and a template based on a frequency-
dependent model. DMy is the DM using all of the observing bands.

DMLBA DMHBA DMJod DMavg
B0329+54  static 26774+ 0.001 26664+ 0.0003 267+0.2 267673+ 0.0002
model 26764+ 0.001 267662+ 0.0004 268+04 267641+ 0.0001
B0809+74  static 5735+ 0.006 5750+ 0.007 102+ 0.2 5752+ 0.001
model 5735+ 0.005 571+ 0.01 55+ 0.5° 5.733+0.001
B1133+16 static = 48456+ 0.0003 48412+ 0.0005 504+0.1 48459+ 0.0001
model 48450+ 0.0003 48446+ 0.0005 515+0.1 48451+ 0.0001
B1919+21 static 124370+ 0.0001 12447+ 0.001 128+ 0.1 124373+ 0.0001
model 124371+ 0.0003 12443+ 0.002 125+ 0.1 124370+ 0.0001

Notes. @@ DM value computed with step in residuals removed.

ratio of the observation, but typically we used 4 subbands pée error bars on a single DM in most of our observations (see
telescope, corresponding t012 MHz in the LOFAR data and Figure[4 and Tablg€]3). PSR B118B6 seems to show some

~ 100 MHz in the Lovell data. Each subband was then collapsstiucture in its residuals. Its DM at 1400 MHz is more than

in frequency and folded in time to create a pulse profile, Whic3 sigma from its DM at low frequencies and this cannot be re-
unlike the previous analysis, we fitted with Gaussiians moved by using a frequency-dependent template. This iS-poss

The width, height and positions of the Gaussians were frbly due to the finite sampling of the data and template which
to vary, and the best fit values for each of them were recordeans that at the highest frequencies the pulse profile of PSR
and used to create a continuous model of how the pulse profig133+16 (whose components are the narrowest of all the pul-
evolves as a function of frequency. The fiducial point wasseino sars in our sample) is barely resolved. Subsequent obsrrsat
as either the centre of the main pulse or the midpoint of tviaken at Jodrell Bank, with higher time resolution, show uchs
brightest components depending on the morphology of thespustructure. None of the other pulsars in our sample wéexted
profile (see Craft 1970). by this problem.

This process is shown for PSR B1942L in Figure[B. We We will return to the issue of the component evolution in
used power laws to model the frequency-evolution of eachef tPulsars B032954, B0809-74, B1133-16 and B191921 and
fitted parameters, as they are the simplest functions whittnefi its impact on pulsar timing (Secti¢h 7), but first we will cafer
data well. However, as can be seen in Figdre 3 the fits were H#g influence of the ISM.
perfect. The separation of the peaks follows a power law (aéll
though the exponent is positive, contrary to what is expkbte . . . .
radius-to-frequency mapping, see Secfion 7.2.4), but idéhw 4- Simulations of Non-dispersive Delays

of the components are not well described by power laws. Bhisgefore we started looking for extra structure, the data Had a
d!Je t.o _the overlap between components. In the overlapping f8ady been fitted for DM and a phasffset between LOFAR
gion it is unclear how much power belongs to each componeghq the Lovell telescope. The size of the error bars from the
and the solution which is achieved from the fit is not uniquee T rgss-correlation are also veryfidirent in each of our observ-
ratio of the peaks also could not be fitted with a single poa®r | ing pands. For these reasons, it was necessary to perform sim
which was the case for all of the pulsars in our sample. lnistegjations to determine how sensitive the data truly are teghe
we used a power law for each frequency band. This is beca‘ﬁ%ﬁquency-dependenﬁects.

both of the_ components havefidirent spectral profiles (which T4 simulate the @ects of the ISM, we added a delay to
may contain one or more breaks) and as we don't have ab§qs folded profile in each subband of our data according to a
lute flux values, it is unclear whether one component is BBtti,~4 scaling law (most second-order ISM delays scale roughly
brighter or the other is getting fainter. Scmtlllatlonassthe dif- asv*, see Sectiof]5). This data was then cross-correlated with
ferent frequency bands could also contribute slightly eodis- 5 frequency-dependent template, fitted for dispersion areas
continuities in the componentamplitudes, although tfeots of 54 5 jump between the LOFAR data and the L-band data, and
scintillation will be small in the average pulse profiles @ege isplayed in the same way as the real data to produce residual
of the long integration times used in these observations. which had an artificial delay added to them.

Our model of the pulsar was then used to create a template \ne ysed the least squares method to fit the residuals with a
for each frequency channel, which was cross-correlatduitWé -4 power law. The chi-squared value of the fit and the number
data to get TOAs usingr in the same way as the single tempf degrees of freedom were computed, and used to compare the
plates were. likelihood that the structure in the residuals was causeahby

The right hand side of Figufé 1 shows the residuals obtaingélay with the likelihood that it was caused by ch&ha#e re-
from using the templates derived from this frequency-delpen duced the magnitude of the delay which was introduced to the
model. Using these model-based templates for timing imgBowdata until the residuals had an equal probability of beingsed
the residuals and reduces the systematic errors which were sy chance as being caused by an ISM-like power law. This delay
in the initial residuals. With the frequency-dependentitates was set as the upper limit on the magnitude of tiisa in our
the residuals show far less systematic trends and agreettmwitiming residuals. This process is demonstrated in the kfiep
of Figurd®. From these simulations, we determined thate+ s

6 As noted earlier, for these pulsars Gaussian functions laresa Sitivity to steep, negative, frequency-dependent powes &
identical to von Mises functions, so theffdirent functions used for fit-
ting the static and model-based templates hasffexteon the timing 7 This was done numerically, using the chi-squared calcylatee
residuals. httpy/www.fourmilab.chirpkp/experiment&analysigchiCalc.htm|
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Table 4. Upper limits derived from simulations. Cordes & Shannomn (2010, and references therein) describe a
number of frequency-dependent delays, which are causdukby t
PSR v~*delay (ms) °° delay (ms) distribution and number of free electrons along the linesight.
at 48 MHz at 180 MHz Combining these relations with our timing residuals allmsgo
B0329+54 1.95 0.65 constrain some properties of the ISM (see Table 5).
B0O809+74 3.84 1.28
B1133+16 1.05 0.35
B1919+21 0.84 0.28 5.2. Frequency-dependent DM Variations

Frequency-dependent DM variations are caused by scajterin

: . . by the ISM. The diameter of the scattering disk (the region in
dominated by the error bars associated with the LBA obser\{ﬁfe sky where scattered radiation is receivged fl’OI’Sl) inmgas

tions. ~ v~22_The DM, which is an average over the scattering disk

In the same way, we also_simulated thfeets of an \aighted by the flux received from a given direction, therefo
aberratioyretardation-like delay. Cordes (1978) showed that the, g y d ’

e ; . : so varies as a function of frequency (Figure 7).
emission heighty(v) « v~=2%, wherex is a constant which de- d y (Figure 7)

: . ) If we assume that all of the scattering material is concen-
pends on the radius-to-frequency mapping of the partiQuiér 5teq in a thin screen half-way along the line-of-sigh, #ari-

sar. The author then used data to show that typicait¥is inthe 5401 in DM is given by[(Cordes & Shanribn 2010):
range 021 - 0.55.
The delay in the pulse arrival time is proportional to théDM = 2.82x 10*D"*/®,~*Y6SM pc cn®, (6)
height at which it is emitted (see Equation 19). From this, we ) )
can deduce thatt should scale with®4-1. For our simulations. Where D’ is the distance between the pulsar and the scatter-

we elected to use the average valuexdbund by Cordes, so INd material (in kpc)y is the observing frequency in MHz and
chose a power law which scales with®. SM is the Scattering Measure along the line-of-sight insuoft

Again, we compared the likelihood of a fitted function an§PC MT=">. This corresponds to an RMS variation in time delay

no function, and reduced the magnitude of tiee& until it

was undetectable in our timing residuals (see the rightlpsine ¢, = 3.79x 10°D*/%)"2/6sM 5 )
Figure[3). Remarkably, the fitted jump has very litteet on '

our ability to detect aberration and retardatidfeets, and be- This allows us to constrain the SM along the line-of-sigleg(s
cause the error bars in our high frequency data are muchemaffolumn 4 of Tabl€5). The SM must be fairly large for thifeet
than those at low frequencies we are, in fact, much more-serigibe detectable and all of the pulsars which we observedtare a
tive to high frequency delays. If the power law is steepenthdow DM (< 30 pc cnt3) and show very little scattering (with the
v08 our sensitivity to thesefiects increases. Tatllé 4 shows thexception of PSR B032%4, no scattering is visible in any of
determined upper limits on high and low frequency delaysin othe pulse profiles). Our upper limits are about 2—3 ordersag-m

data. nitude above those from the NE2001 model of Cordes & l.azio
(2002).
To detect this ffect in PSR B032854 (assuming the SM
5. ISM Effects from NE2001) would require a timing residual RMS of 1§ so

5.1. Impact on Pulsar Timing
102

There are a number of second-ordffeets caused by the ISM
which could induce additional delays in our data. Thefects 107
scale strongly with wavelength and are at their strongelsivat .
frequencies. As shown by our simulations, the lack of any r ¢

maining structure in the residuals indicative of unmodehd- 10|

fects shows there is no significant indication of super-glisipn, §
refraction, anomalous dispersion or frequency-dependdmt 3 10°|
variations. We can, however, still use these observatiopkce ¢
important limits on the magnitude of some of theskeets, at £ 107}
least for these four sources. ke ol

Taking the maximum unmodelled (i.e. non-dispersive) ISI
delay in the LBAs and extrapolating it to higher frequencie 4|
gives an indication of the impact of the ISM on pulsar timin
projects like Pulsar Timing Arrays (PTAs, see Romani 198! 10"}
Foster & Backer 1990). Figuig 6 shows the magnitude of 1S .
effects as a function of frequency for two pulsars with the large  ** 500 1000 1500 2000
(B0809+74) and smallest (B19k21) deviations from white Frequency (WHz)
noise in our sample. The largest possible delay in our da& (s _ o )
Table[3), scaled with the gentlest gradient (i.e. the larges- Fig.6. These curves show the upper limits on the size of de-
sible deviation) still corresponds to ony50 ns at 1400 MHz. lays from second-order ISMfiects extrapolated up to higher
Although this figure will change significantly for every lid-  frequencies. The dark grey area is for PSR BG80® which
sight, depending on the parameters of the ISM (and potgntidhad the largest RMS residuals in our timing fits; the lightygre
when the observation was taken) this upper limitis On]y fdng area is for PSR B191P1, which had the smallest RMS resid-

half of the~ 100 ns precision required for the first generation df&ls. They are scaled with® andy~* which are the lower and
PTAs [Jenet et &l. 2005). upper bounds for scaling of the second-order ISMes.
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OBSERVI

PSR SCATTERING SCREEN OBSERVER

SCATTERING SCREEN

Fig.8. A gradient in the electron density perpendicular to the
Fig. 7. The size of the scattering cone is larger at low frequencikise-of-sight causes rays to be bent. The size of the angiehwh
(dark line) than at high frequencies (dashed line). The D isthe rays are bent through depends on the frequency of tha-radi
flux-weighted average over the area of the scattering digk saion. Low frequencies (dark line) are bent through a largejie
varies with frequency as the scattering cone changes size. and so must travel along a longer path to reach the obseerer, d

laying them with respect to higher frequencies (dashed.line

it is not surprising that thisféect was not detectable in our data.
However, it is possible that thidfect could be detected in the
future with LOFAR using pulsars with a higher SM (for exampl d ; ; ; ;
PSR J20444614 or PSR B203653, both of which are closer to %’htirelf.’xDMf's. tuf.avera%? iﬁf’l'em. n trl‘\AeHDM pdeépend.'w'ar
the Galactic plane). The LOFAR data presented here is fam fr(ﬁ(O € line-of-sight in pc ¢ V1S 1N MFZ andUer 1S 1N
pc . This number can be constrained from the lack of strectur

full sensitivity, and, when the data are fully calibrateddall 24 . imi dual d b d indicator of h
of the stations in the LOFAR core can be combined coherently, 04 IMiNg résiauals and can be used as an indicator ot how

the telescope’s sensitivity will be improved by at least ateo lch the DM of a pulsar_is I@kely to change.
of magnitude. It follows from the derivation above, that tIﬁDM value ob-

tained holds over distances of the size of the scattering cone.

At these frequencies the scattering cone for a typical fndar
5.3. Refraction pulsar is on the order of a few AU (for BO3294 the scatter-
ing cone is 10 AU at half the distance to the pulsar), so the mos
natural units to use for this quantity are pc U1, The unit
pc cnT3 AU~ also corresponds to how much the DM of a pul-
sar at a distancb travelling 250 km st will change in approxi-
mately one week. It should be noted however, that the nursber i
an average over the entire scattering disk, and so is natigsens

Refraction can also introduce a delay into pulsar timing it
low frequencies. If there is a gradient in the interstellacgon
density perpendicular to the line-of-sight, rays of ligh ae-
fracted, and bent through some angleFor a thin screen this is
given by Clegg et al. (1998):

A%re d to small scale anisotropies. Upper limits are showrﬁ@M for
gr = __Ne(x), (8) H H

21 dx the pulsars in our sample in Column 5 of Tafle 5.
wherer, is the classical electron radius ahd is the column The main source of error in this number arises fiDg} as

density of electrons along the line-of-sight. At lower fueq- the distance to the scattering screen is unknown. The fumcti
cies, light is bent through a larger angle. The larger thdegngiS Very sensitive to nearby scattering screeds £ 0.25D) but
the further the light must travel and the longer it takes tivar IS NOt very sensitive to distant scattering screéds* 0.75D).

at the observer (see Figlre 8). It is, however, approximately constant fo26 < Ds < 0.75,
straight path and a refracted path is given by: we assume that the scattering screen is roughly half waygalon
1 the line-of-sight an®¢x ~ D.
Atref = 2_CDeﬂ‘9r2. (9)
whereDgy is a characteristic distance, given by: 5.4. Anomalous Dispersion
_ D-Ds (10) By modifying Equatiorl L to include gyro-motion in a mag-
'~ "Dg/D netic field and electron collisions, and including the gigagrm

. . in the Taylor expansion of /i3, we can write a more general
D is the distance between the observer and the IOUISa“D@'ndversion of the plasma dispersion law, which can be expressed

is the distance between the observer and the scatteringrscr ; i T
Assuming the line-of-sight is dominated by one screen (fvhsc %iiltlri]oes ?&O?;Z?;gﬁ Iggczzt)lpns (Equatins [[3, 15 And 16, see

a reasonable assumption given the evidence_in Stinebri@€ 20
and Brisken et al. 2010, and that our sample is quite neattsy),
thin screen model is valid. By substitutiig from Equatioi 8 Alom = Aty, + Aty, + Aty 12)
into Equatior® and rearranging feiwe can derive an expres-

sion for the time delay between refracted and unrefractesi ra Theya term:

Der (d .\
_ 4Dert [ G DM
Atrer = 3.47x 10 " (dXDM) s, (11) At,, = m(l + B2 e S (13)
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is the normal dispersive delay term multiplied by an add#io 6.1. Aberration and Retardation
factor which depends on the ratio of the thermal velocityhaf t

electrons to the speed of lighknerns According to radius-to-frequency mapping

(Ruderman & Sutherland 1975; Manchester & Taylor 1977;
Cordes 1978), high frequency emission is thought to origina
kT (14) close to the neutron star whilst low frequency emission ome
mc2 from higher in the pulsar magnetosphere. The range of eonissi

) _ heights at dterent frequencies can be obtained, independently
Wherek is the Boltzmann constari, is the temperature of the ¢ ihe radius-to-frequency mapping model, through tieats
plasma andn is the mass of an electron. This means that if thé gfrerential aberration and retardation (Coldes 1978).
temperature is non-zero it adds a small contribution to iseeat- Retardation is the time delay caused by thffedénce in
sive delayz. In practice this is a very small number and isdi#sb ,4th |ength from the dlierent emission sites. For emission which
into thev™= law makmg_the DM slightly higher than it would beoriginates at an altitudenin < r'max the time delay between the
normally, but not altering the power law of the delay. Even ag,q paths is given by:
unrealistic change in temperature as large as 100 K only-modi
fies the apparent DM by 0.01%, and would be indistinguishablg _ fmax~ Fmin (17)
from the normal dispersive delay. et c

They, term is because of the plasma being weakly magng
tized. For a circularly polarised wave:

,Btherm =

berration is caused by the co-rotation of the magnetospher
which bends the radiation beam towards the direction otfimta
and therefore causes pulses to arrive earlier than theydabul

At, = 0.0286RM S (15) they were to travel along a straight path. Aberration insesaat
v larger radii, so the resultis to delay pulses from low adtés by:
where RM= fOL neB,d! is the Rotation Measure in rad# This ~ Atap = SinaAtret, (18)

only afects circularly polarised sources and is generally negli
ble. The RM along a given line-of-sight is closely relatedte

SM and the DM, so when a pulsar's RM is large enough to mal
this dfect detectable, scatter broadening makes the pulsar un
tectable. An RM of 280 would be needed to produce a detectahle
delay of 1 ms at 20 MHz. The scattering time for a pulsar wi tar =
this RM would be~ 4 s, which, in most cases, would render . o o
the pulsar undetectable (assuming RMG x DM, the average In our data, assuming the fiducial points in our frequency-

from the ATNF pulsar catalogue Manchester et al. 2005, aad mependen_t models are aligned correctly, there is no remgini
empirical scattering law from Bhat et/al. 2004). structure in the residuals that has not been successfulty- mo

EM elled by a quadratic frequency dependence. This can be ased t

Uherea is the angle between the pulsar's magnetic and rota-
jonal axes. Combining the twdfects gives the total time delay
T2 given radius:

1+ sina)@. (19)

The y3 term depends on the Emission Measure,

D, i o constrainAR = rmax — 'min, the distance between the heights at
Jo nédi along the line-of-sight: which different frequencies are emitted (see TdHle 6).
For pulsars B032854 and B113316, which exhibit typi-
At = EM (16) cal ‘conal’ behaviour (see for example Rankin 1983a), its® a
724,004 possible to use radius-to-frequency mapping to deternppeiu

limits on the absolute height of emission from the pulsar sur
where EM is given in pc cnf. For a uniform distribution of face. At low frequencies radius-to-frequency mapping stg)
plasma between the pulsar and observer the contribution fréhat pulse profiles are broadened as the star’s dipolar ntiagne
the v=* term is small even at low frequencies and is probdield lines move further apart high in the magnetosphereaFor
bly not detectable. However if the electrons are arranged rieutron star with a dipolar magnetic field the ratio of thetivid
a clumpier distribution along the line-of-sight (as dissers in  of the profiles §,» > 6,1) at two frequenciesif > v,) can be
Kuz’min et al. 2008) this term becomes larger. related to the emission heights by the equaition (Cordes)1978
Whilst both theBierm andy» terms are too small to detect, )
the fact that no delay is observed in our data can be used to cé¥R _ (@) 1
strain the EM along the line-of-sight through theterm. The o, :
upper limits are given in Column 6 of Talile 5. Although theg ar ) ) ) ) )
currently around five orders of magnitude higher than theesl This equation can be used in conjunction with the valuesrof
predicted by NE2001 (Cordes & Lafio 2002), using this methdterived earlier to determine upper limits 0gax, the absolute
on observations at lower frequencies and with higher sensitheight of the 40 MHz emission. This analysis was not perfarme
ity, could provide a new way to measure the EM along a givéfr pulsars B080974 and B191921, as our observations of
line-of-sight. their pulse profile evolution do not agree with the standaed p
ture of radius-to-frequency mapping (see Sedfion 7).
Our limits agree well with previous papers, such as those by
6. Magnetospheric Effects Cordes|(1978); Matese & Whitmire (1980); Karuppusamy et al.
(2011), who also failed to detect thffects of aberration and re-
In addition to the delays caused by the ISM, there are patentiardation in low frequency pulsar timing data. It is alseneist-
sources of delay from within the pulsar magnetospherefitséhg to compare our findings to those of Kramer etlal. (1997) who
We can use the absence of any additional delays in our timipgrformed a similar analysis at high frequencies (1.4—-32)GH
fits to constrain the composition of the magnetosphere amd #ind found thatmax < 310 km for PSR B113816 andrpax <
emission height above the magnetic poles. 320 km for PSR B032854.

(20)

M'min
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Table 5. Derived values of the dispersion measure (DM), and uppétsion the scattering measure (SM), perpendicular gradient
in dispersion measure;%(DM) and emission measure (EM) derived from the analysisrileet in the text. The values of DM are
shown here only for comparative purposes, and correspaihe i@mverage DM derived earlier from the frequency-depeidedel.

For more information, see Tallé 3.

Delay DM SM IDM EM

(ms)  (pccm®) (kpc nT293)  (pcentd AU (pc ent®)
B0329+54 1.95 26.764 <0.25 <53x10° < 42000
B0809%+74  3.84 5.733 <1.02 <1.2x10° < 82000
B1133+16 1.05 4.845 <0.32 <6.7x10° < 22000

B1919+21 0.84 12.437 < 0.155 <4.4x10° < 18000

Table 6. Constraints on emission heights for frequencies bé:2. Magnetospheric Propagation Effects
tween~ 40 and~ 180 MHz from aberratiofietardation argu-
ments. Ther values are taken from Lyne & Manchester (1988);—
I'max Was not calculated for pulsars B0O89®”4 and B191921
as the frequency evolution of their pulse profiles is not &ns
tent with a dipolar magnetic field and simple radius-to-freacy

he pulsar magnetosphere is a complex system with strong mag
etic fields and high concentrations of relativistic charparti-
cles. As high frequency emission is thought to originateseto

to the neutron star surface, it has more of the magnetosphere
travel through. This means that, under the assumption afisad

mapping. to-frequency mapping, we might expect to measure a slightly
Ao @@ AR e higher value for DM at high frequencies than at low frequesgi
(ms) €)  (km) (km) changing the way dispersion delay scales with frequency.
B0329+54 <065 30.8 <128 <187 We see no evidence for any deviation from3 power law
BO80%9+74 <128 0.0 <384 - in our data, suggesting that dispersion from within the neagmn
B1133+16 <035 513 <59 <110 sphere is either not present, too small to detect, or imdjsish-
B1919+21 <028 454 <49 - able from the cold plasma dispersion law (at least in the faluc

) , components). This suggests that either the column derfditygo
Notes. © Errors were not given far inlLyne & Manchester (1988), so pasma in the magnetosphere is too small to cause refraction
errors on the emission heights cannot be derived. See teatdtscus- o yission can somehow escape the magnetosphere without be-
sion. ® Emission height of inner coné&) 0.0 was used to provide an . . S i,
upper limit because alpha is unavailable for BOS8. ing refracted. This could_be because the_ emission of thgl&duc
component propagate via the extraordinary mode, which does
not sufer refractioni(Barnard & Aroiis 1986). In the pulsar mag-
netosphere, the electrons are very tightly bound by the etagn

Our limits of rmax < 110 km for PSR B113816, field lines and cannot move transverse to their directions Th
significantly improve upon the previous low frequency ( means that photons cannot excite theffeaively making them
200 MHz) limits for PSR B113816 set byl Cordes (19778) invisible and setting their refractive index to 1 (see foamwple
and| Matese & Whitmirel (1980), who founghax < 630 km; [Michell1991). It should be noted that other modes of propaga-
and Karuppusamy et al. (2011) who improved upon this, findiriign, which can be refracted (ordinary modes) are also plessi
rmax < 560 km. This is predominantly because we have a largiethe magnetosphere, although from this evidence, theyotlo n
fractional bandwidth and high sensitivity at low frequessciOur seem to be present in the fiducial components.
limits are also improved by the frequency-dependent mdtiats
were used, which allowed us to test how well our fiducial poin
fit the data, reducing the uncertainty/Am ;g significantly.

The uncertainties in our measurements are dominated ®yper-dispersion was proposed by Shitov & Malofeev (1985) a
the uncertainties associated withwhich unfortunately, are not ter they observed that the DMs of low frequency pulsar olzserv
well constrained (see_Everett & Weisherg 2001, for a discutisns seemed to be systematically higher than the DMs of the
sion). No uncertainties oa were given in_Lyne & Manchester same pulsars at high frequencies.

(1988), and because of this, the uncertaintieAB@andrmax are They explained the delay by magnetic sweepback (Shitov
impossible to determine definitively. However,@aenly appears 11983), in which a pulsar’s magnetic field lines get bent back-
in Equatiori 1D through a factor of {dsina) our measurements wards in the opposite direction to the spin of the neutron sta
should be within a factor of two of the true value. This causes emission from higher up in the magnetosphere (at

The implication of these limits is that pulsar emission frortow frequency) to reach us slightly later than the correspon
all radio frequencies is produced inside a very small regibn ing emission from closer to the neutron star surface (high fr
the magnetosphéteAll of the radio emission from B11338l6 quency). This model was supported by further evidence from
comes from within 11 stellar radii (using the canonical neat Kuz'min (1986) who observed super-dispersion in eight more
star radius of 10 km, as used. in Kramer €t al. 1997), a factiwhipulsars and observed a correlation betweghand the observed
could have implications for future models of the pulsar negnsuper-dispersive delay and also_Shitov etial. (1988) who ob-
tosphere. served the fect in pulsars BO83406, B1133-16, B1508-55,
B0832+26 and B164203, and also noted that the delay ap-

8 Our calculation of absolute emission heighi4) assumes that the P€ared to be time variable in B11886 and B0O80$74.

%.3. Super-dispersion

emission comes from dipolar magnetic field lines emanatingfthe In a later papet (Kuz'min et al. 2008) this was cast into doubt
polar cap, although the calculations of the range of hejgh®) is valid as the super-dispersion in Crab giant pulses corresporuled t
for any geometry. more than 1 period, a delay which cannot be explained by the
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twisting of magnetic field lines in the pulsar magnetospheriibuted to profile evolution in each observation. The polaer-
Super-dispersion was also not seen|by Phillips & Wolszczdependencies of all of the fitted parameters in the models are
(1992) and Ahuja et al. (2005), who did, however see an excegeen in Tablé Y.
delay at high frequencies. In all cases, the evolution of the relative amplitudes of the
We see no evidence for extra delays at low frequencies goelaks was very dicult to fit. In general the peak heights within
can place a limit on the super-dispersive delay<ofl ms at an observing band could be approximated well by a power law,
40 MHz for the pulsars in our sample. We speculate that thet the parameters of each power law varied significantlgnfro
delay which was seen in PSR B08J&} was actually due to one observing band to the next, leading to discontinuitiesuir
either pulse profile evolution or an incorrect fiducial pdis¢e model. This could be because the pulse components do not have
SectiorY). the same spectral index across the entire frequency rarege (i
they have one or more spectral breaks), which could cause the
] ] observed discontinuities in the ‘ratio of peaks’ paramelae
7. Pulse Profile Evolution only means to test this hypothesis requires accurate flux mea
surements for the various components and since absolute flux
calibration is not yet available to us, the present dataaehat
We have shown that it is possible to find an analytical fiduciéke used to provide a conclusive answer to this particulas-que
point for each of the pulsars in our sample, which is valid b&on.
tween 48 MHz and 1780 MHz, and which satisfies the fre-
quency dependence expected from the dispersive delagiBgiil
a frequency-dependent template around this fiducial poimt-t 7.2.1. PSR B0329+54
clude the ects of pulse profile evolution across the band si@Bangadhara & Gugta| (2001) (hereafter GG) model PSR
nificantly reduces the systematic errors caused by puldéeprop0329+54 as a central core component surrounded by four
evolution, and improves the precision of timing observatio  nested conal rings. Our model agrees well with this; we use a
Pulse profile evolution can cause systematic errors in pulséntral core and two cones (five components) because rings 2
arrival times which can be on the order of milliseconds for-noand 4 of the GG model are too weak for us to detect with any of
mal (slow) pulsars. The size of thisfect is largest when the our instruments. Figuifd 9 shows our model.
profile evolution is asymmetric, as noted.in Ahuja etial. (200  The core component (component 3), is the fiducial point for
but it still plays a role in relatively symmetric profiles éikhat the observation and so we have set it to be constant in haight a
of PSR B032954. In reality there are very few pUlS&I’S that hanosition, a||owing the other components to vary. The oubtsrec
truly symmetric pulse profile evolution, so in order to obtaver (components 1 and 5) fades at low frequencies, and is too weak
higher timing precision (on the order of microseconds fanmal {0 see in the LOFAR observations. Interestingly, the twesid
pulsars or tens of nanoseconds for millisecond pulsars)itu-  of the cone fade at fferent rates, component 5 has a steep spec-
cial to account for the evolution of pulse shape across the .ba trum, and is not detected in the HBA or LBA observations (iswa
Although the frequency evolution across the relatively kmajetected by GG at 606 MHz and 325 MHz), whilst component 1
bandwidths used up until recently will limit theéfect in an indi- fades more gradually, and does not disappear until the LBA ob
vidual band, it will still manifest when one tries to combiti@&a servations. The inner cone (components 2 and 4) is brightér a
from more than two frequencies as it cannot be absorbed intgaisible all the way down to the LBAs (although the scattgri
fit for a dispersion delay. The problem becomes more acutetas makes it more diicult to model the components here). Again
we search for greater sensitivity by using wider and wider ifhere is evidence for the two sides of the cone showifigint
stantaneous bandwidths. Here the determination of the (ﬂmespectra| indices. Component 2 fades more than component 4 in
arrival itself is dfected by the evolution of the profile and thehe high frequency observations, but component 4 fades imore
dispersion delay. The method presented here provides arwayhe LBA band.
which one can use very wide band data to model the profile suf- The widths of all of the components seem to remain re-
ficiently to build a template which incorporates all thefie&ts, markably constant over the entire frequency range of our ob-
although it remains to find the optimal way to extract a time @fervations. In fact, PSR B03284 can be modelled with con-

7.1. Impact on Pulsar Timing

arrival from these data. stant component widths from frequencies between 40 MHz and
8 GHz. It is dificult to say conclusively whether this model re-
7 2 Models flects a feature which is intrinsic to the pulsar, as the camepts

all overlap, making them dicult to model. However a model
To address the profile evolution induced errors in the redgiitt - with fixed component widths is simpler and this makes it much
was necessary to make frequency-dependent models for €ackasier to track how the pulse profile evolves &iedent frequen-
the pulsars in our sample. We were able to model the profile exades, how the components move and how their brightnessegs var
lution of the four pulsars over seven octaves of frequenaygus in relation to each other. It is also worth noting that simite-
analytic models of Gaussian fits to the data. Where neceésaryhaviour has been found in the Vela pulsar by Keith et al. (2011
PSR B032954) the models were also made to include the ef- Both cones are very asymmetrical in terms of the relative
fects of interstellar scattering. This was modelled by oiwing brightness of their two peaks and their relative positionse-
an exponential tail (whose length was fit to the particular frlation to the central component (see Figuré 10). Compared to
quency band) with the Gaussian components. Although the maododel where the cones are symmetric around a central compo-
els used are simple, they describe the shape of the pulséeprafent, the outer cone is skewed by approximately 5 degrees to-
very well (as shown below), and are verfjeztive in reducing wards earlier pulse longitudes. The leading component move
the systematic errors seen in our timing residuals as aiamctaway from the central component with decreasing frequency,
of frequency. Our timing residuals were used to test thalitgli whilst the trailing component seems to move slightly cloSae
of each of our models by determining how well the frequencyaner cone is also skewed by approximately 5 degrees, but in
dependent templates remove th&eatient systematic errors at-the opposite direction. The components both move out fram th
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Fig. 10. A fit to the relative positions of the components of PSR
B0329+54, which show a lot of asymmetry. The outer cone (bold
line) is skewed towards earlier pulse longitudes and botitsof
components fade at veryftirent rates. The inner cone (dashed
line) is skewed in the opposite direction and again shoigrdi
ent spectral indices for each side of the cone. Models aee les
reliable in the LBAs & 100 MHz) where the pulse profile is
affected by scattering.

main pulse, but component 4 moves out quite quickly, and re-
places component5 as the ‘postcursor’ in the HBAs, whilst-co
ponent 2 remains in roughly the same place until the top of the
LBAs, when it begins to move out.

Our model agrees well with the GG model of a central
core component surrounded by cones. The cones, however,
show asymmetrical behaviour which is not expected for a-dipo
lar magnetic field, the radio emission should come from con-
centric circles centred on the magnetic pole (see for exampl
Oster & Sieber 1976).

7.2.2. PSR B0809+74

PSR B080974 is a rather controversial pulsar, which has
shown evidence of an ‘absorption feature’ (Bartel 1981;KRan
1983h) and was also one of the candidates for ‘super-digpers
(Shitov & Malofee\i 1985, see Sectibn b.3).

Absorption was proposed by Bartel et al. (1981) who noticed
that the DM found in 102 MHz observations was significantly
different from the value found from observations at 1720 MHz.
The reason for this was that their fiducial point was on thdea
ing edge of the low frequency pulse profile, and the trailidges
of the high frequency pulse profile. It appeared that the low
frequency pulse profile was ‘missing’ radiation from thedea
ing edge, which they suggested, was removed by cyclotron ab-
sorption. Further evidence for this model was also proviged
a subsequent paper (Bartel 1981), which found that the profil
of B0O809+74 gets significantly narrower below 1 GHz. Rankin
(1983b) found similar absorption features in at least eigher

Fig. 9. The model of PSR B032%4 used for the dynamic tem-pulsars. _ _
plate. The pulsar is modelled using five Gaussian components PSR B080974 has two overlapping components, which are
(plotted with grey lines). At low frequencies the model isieo normally thought to be conal. In accordance with this thiigki

volved with an exponential function to account for theeets of
scatter broadening. The final model (including the scattead-
ening) is plotted in black.

12

we fitted the data from the simultaneous observations (ndarke
with arrows in Figuré1ll) with two Gaussian components ahd se
our fiducial point as the midpoint of the profile. This modedpr
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1694.8 MHz /\
1592.8 MHz A
1416.5MHz /\ 10 - prom
Frequency (MHz)
1361.0 MHz A _ . .
Fig.12. The position of component 1 relative to component
925 MHz & 2. The data follow a single smooth power law (which scales
asy 043006y gggesting that the component drifts through the
606 MHz A pulse profile.
410 MHz A
duced large systematic errors in the TOAs dlattent frequen-
181 3 Mhiz A cies. On a closer examination of the profiles, the reasorhfor t
64 BTz A timing errors became apparent, the separation of the coemtsn
: cannot be modelled as a simple power law. In the observations
157 1 MHz A\ at 1400 MHz the components get closer together as frequency
decreases, whereas in the low frequency data they movefurth
145.1 MHz A apart.
In a second model, we used three components, one central
73.4 MHz &\ component, a precursor and a postcursor. The narroweratent
component is taken as the fiducial point of the profile. At high
59.8 MHz &‘\ frequencies the precursor (component 1 in Fiflute 11) maves t
i i m wards the central component. Somewhe_re in the_ frequenggran
: 200-1000 MHz (which was not present in the simultaneous ob-
50.7 MHz A(\ servations) this component fades. Then, in the low frequenc
' data, the third component appears and begins to move away fro
46.1 MHz /){\ the central component, towards later pulse phase.
The precursor and the postcursor in this model have the same
44.7 MHz /Y\ width and their positions can both be modelled by a singlegrow
law (see Figure12). This suggests that the two components ma
38.8 MHz /J\,{\ instead be a single component, which drifts through theepuls
profile.
S /)Z\ In our final model (see FigufeIl1), we used two Gaussian
26.9 MHz /5/\ components, a harrow component (component 2), which is the
' fiducial point of the pulse profile, and a broader component
20.9 MHz /X/\ (component 1), which starts as a precursor in the high fregue
observations and drifts through the pulse profile, arrivig
14.9 MHz /\/\ later phase (as a postcursor) at low frequencies. Usingahe n
; row component as a fiducial point removes the systematicserro
100 150 200 250

from TOAs, which provides strong verification of this model.
Further evidence in favour of this model comes from
. ) archival pulse profiles from the European Pulsar Network
Fig. 11. The model used to produce the dynamic template of PSBPN) databasé (Gould & Lyhe 1988)hese pulse profiles (at
B0O809+74. The model consists of two Gaussian componenigio MHz, 606 MHz and 925 MHz) are also shown in Figure 11,
The peak of the narrower component is the fiducial point of thgong with an interpolation of our model to these frequesicie
observation and the broad component drifts through theepulge have allowed the relative heights of the components tg var
profile. The two components and the final model are plotted jjt their positions and widths are determined by our model.

black, and compared to data, which is plotted in grey. The $jgithout prior knowledge about this frequency range, our etod
multaneous observations (used to create the model) aatedi 5ccyrately predicts the shape of the pulse profile.

by arrows. Pulse profiles at 410 MHz, 606 MHz and 925 MHz
are from the EPN database and the low frequency (10-60 MHZ) httpy/www.mpifr-bonn.mpg.de®ld_mpifr/div/pulsaydata
pulse profiles are from a recent observation with the LOFAR su

perterp.

Pulse Phase (%)
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The fitted solution for the profile at these frequencies (whe
the two components overlap), is not unique. However, it is o
vious from considerations of the timing residuals that thid-m
point of the two components is not the fiducial point of thesgul
profile and the fact that such a simple model can explain t
observed profile evolution of the pulsar over such a broad fi
quency range is compelling.

We also compare our model to some more recent LBA o
servations taken using the LOFAR supeif@rf OFAR obser-
vation ID: L30803). The data quality is significantly impex\/ I~
because the superterp has roughly three times the colictéa
of DE601, and the delays between the dipoles have recergly b
calibrated. The pulse profiles are made from 6 MHz segments -
bandwidth between 15 MHz and 57 MHz. Our model accurate ' ' —~ ' '
describes the two components down to roughly 40 MHz, whe /
the broader component begins to move away from the cent
component more slowly. This could be due to a mode change
some more complex pulse profile evolution at low frequenci I I I I
(perhaps betraying one of the magnetospheftiects discussed S
above).

The polarisation of the EPN profiles also shows some e -
idence that one of the components in our model is linearly p i i = : :
larised (see Figufe13). The first componentin the datagsitiy
polarised at high frequencies, but as frequency decrelasdiat
ear polarisation moves towards later pulse longitudes.€Bnky
LOFAR polarisation data (obs ID: L24117), shown in the bo . L L L .
tom panel of the figure, shows that the polarisation has mov 150 160 170 180 190 200 210
towards the latter portion of the pulse profile at 136 MHz, ar... Pulse Phase ()

arrives after the main pulse. _ _ Fig.13. Linear polarisation profiles of PSR B080®4 between
One argument against this model is the step in subpulsgs and 328 MHz[(Gould & Lyné 1998; Edwards & Stappers
phase which is observed at 1380 MHz (see for exam#@03b), and LOFAR polarisation profile at 136 MHz (black
Edwards & Stappels 2003a). If the precursor at 1380 MHz is tfiges) plotted along with the Stokes | profiles at each fremqye
same component that appears on the trailing edge of theerofjrey lines). The polarised component moves from the mositi
at low frequencies, it is dicult to explain what happens to theof the leading component of the profile towards later pulse lo

phase jump, which is not observed at 328 MHz. The mechanigfifudes, tracing the broad component of the pulse profile.
by which the two components are seen to move through each

other, is also still unknown. It could be due to a retardagidect
which is only present in one component, or refraction from th

magnetosphere, but is not immediately obvious what could g pyise profile, instead of the core component, as in ouefnod
causing the profile to evolve as it appears to. Further ily@st then the pulse would look like it arrived later than expeciéd
tion into the single pulses of PSR BO80®4 at low frequencies |y frequencies.

could help to answer these questions.
It is interesting to note that the fiducial point in our model
matches the fiducial point used oy Bartel et al. (1981), which2.3. PSR B1133+16
led the authors to speculate that part of the low frequentsepu ) ) ‘
profile was missing. Our model, shows that the radiation s ngSR B113316 is one of the prototypical examples of a ‘well
missing, but has been displaced somehow, to later pulsé-lod§Sclved conal double’ profile (Rankin 1933a). It is one & th
tudes. Our model also elegantly explains the narrowing ef tRfightest pulsars in the Northern sky, so it has been widely-s
pulse profile (also attributed to absorption) discussedartgs '€d and s often used as evidence in favour of radius-tosieagy
(1981) and Rankirl (1983b). The cumulative pulse startsgit hiM@Pping (see for example Thorsett 1991). The separation be-
frequencies as two fairly distinct components, the comptme Ween its components shows a continuous increase withaecre
get closer together as frequency decreases, reducing piae-agnd frequency, which is thought to trace the dipolar shap@ef
ent width of the profile. At around 400 MHz, the profiles are exRulsar's magnetic field.
actly on top of each other, and the pulse width is at a minimum. This is exactly what we see in our model. It has two strong
Below this frequency, the broader pulse continues to move gomponents (components 1 and 3) separated by bridge emissio
wards later pulse phase and the profile width begins to isere4component 2) (see Figufel14). The fiducial point is the mid-
again, reproducing the shape of the absorption. point between components 1 and 3, which has been defined to
Super-dispersion can also be explained by this model, if tR@ the peak of the bridge emission in this model. The conatcom
centre of the two components was used as a fiducial point f#nents move further apart at lower frequencies, scalirtig avi
power law~ v~%%2, This is consistent with the exponent found in
10 The superterp is a group of six core stations, whose sigaaidve 1N0rseiti(1991) and Xilouris et al. (1996), who found expuse
combined coherently (sée Stappers et al. 2011, for moréigjeur- Of —0.50 and-0.71 respectively. The exponent is however, sig-
rently the most sensitive LOFAR observing configuration fatsars hificantly lower than the value n Karuppusamy etlal. (2011] a
and fast transients. Corde’s[(1978), who both found a power law°3.

606 MHz 925 MHz
)

410 MHz

382 MHz

328 MHz

136 MHz
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Fig. 14. The model used to produce the dynamic template of P
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This is because their power law fits did not include the con-
stant term Afnmin, the width of the pulse profile at the surface
of the neutron star. This term was proposed by Thorsett (1991
who found that the separation of the components tends t@ward
a constant value at high frequencies. If we do not include thi
term in our fits, we find a power law of 2, which is roughly
consistent with those of Karuppusamy €t al. (2011)land Gorde
(1978). For our analysis, we used the form of the power lamfro
Thorsetlt|(1991), which provides a better fit to the data.

The width of the conal components as a function of fre-
guency has been a subject of interest in the past. Mitra & Rank
(2002) found that the component widths remain constant be-
tween 40 and 3000 MHz. We also see evidence of this in our
model above 80 MHz, although the component widths begin
to broaden below this value. Mitra & Rankin (2002) also no-
ticed this broadening, and attributed it to dispersive singa
across a frequency channel or scattering from the ISM. In our
observations, the dispersive smearing at 48 MHz (across-a si
gle 12 kHz channel) is- 1.5°, which is enough to explain the
observed broadening in the prdfileHowever, even disregard-
ing this low frequency broadening Mitra & Rankin (2002) falun
that the spacing between the components between 100 MHz and
10 GHz changes too rapidly to be caused by a dipolar magnetic
field.

PSR B113316 is the pulsar which is most consistent with
radius-to-frequency mapping of all the pulsars in our sampl
However, in Sectiofi]6 we showed that its emission is confined
to a very narrow region in the magnetosphet84 km) which
is incompatible with the standard radius-to-frequency etod
Radius-to-frequency mapping assumes that the emission at a
given emission height traces the last open field line in tHegou
magnetosphere. From geometrical arguments (see for egampl
Lorimer & Kramer 2005) it is possible to write the opening an-
gle of the last open field line of a non-relativistic dipgle as a
function of emission height;

r
Rc’
whereR ¢ is the radius of the light cylinder of the pulsaris

the maximum value that it is possible for components to ba-sep
rated by as each component originates from one side of tlee dip
lar field. The maximum increase in component separation pre-
dicted by this equation for PSR B11886 over the heightrange,
AR, derived earlier is 2:8 In the pulse profile of PSR B11336

the components are seen to move apart by-63 between
1780 MHz and 48 MHz. This, coupled with the further evidence
byIMitra & Rankin (2002) suggests that PSR B1138 cannot

be explained through radius-to-frequency mapping in a Emp
dipolar magnetic field.

p =86 (21)

7.2.4. PSR B1919+21

PSR B191921 was the first pulsar ever discovered
(Hewish et al.| 1968) and is often referred to as a classic
radio pulsar. In fact, PSR B19121 disagrees with the classic
picture of a pulsar in almost all aspects of its pulse profile
evolution.

Lyne et al. (1971) showed that the two components of the

%‘ﬁlsar get closer together as frequency decreases in tige ran

B1133+16. The source is modelled as three Gaussian compgp_3000 MHz, which is the opposite to what one would expect

nents (plotted in grey): two conal components and one wisich_i
attributed to bridge emission. The final model is also ptbite

black.

11 The half power width of component 1 increases from°1a®
72 MHz to 3.6 at 48 MHz, and component 2 increases from° 2
72 MHz to 3.4 at 48 MHz.
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from radius-to-frequency mapping. This result was confatmg Table 7. Parameters of the models used in the dynamic tem-
Sieber et al. (1975) who also showed that the pulse profilaseeplates. The functions given are appropriate for frequentiea-

to get broader again below 150 MHz. Mitra & Rankin (20023ured in MHz, and pulse phase measured in degrees. Component
found that the width of the profile and separation of the compbrightnesses are defined relative to a fiducial component.

nents was approximately constant in their observationgdest
50 and 5000 MHz. They suggested that the lack of any radius-
to-frequency mapping could be due to the emission origigati
from an ‘inner cone’, which is located closer to the ‘core’iem
sion component, and so th&ects of radius-to-frequency map-
ping are less pronounced.

In our model (see Figufé 3) the two components move closer
together at low frequencies (in agreement with Lyne &t ai1}9
We did not, however, see the component separation inciggasin
below 150 MHz (as reported hy Sieber etlal. 1975). This be-
haviour is similar to that of PSR B08894 at high frequencies,
although in this case the components are only expected ® pas
through each other at 1 MHz. Another curious feature of our
model is that whilst component 2 gets broader at low fregigsnc
(as expected), component 1 appears to get narrower. Radius-
frequency mapping suggests that both components should get
broader at low frequencies, as the emission region getsrwide
In an attempt to conform with this idea, we tried to fit a three-
component model. This fit the pulse profile reasonably well,
and also agreed better with the radius-to-frequency madel;
components didn’'t move closer together, and stayed at a con-
stant width. However, a suitable fiducial point could not lee d
termined, and there were large systematic errors in oungmi
residuals so the model was rejected.

8. Discussion
8.1. Profile Evolution

We have shown that pulse profile evolution can introduceelarg
errors into pulsar timing data, in agreement with the work of
Ahuja et al. (2007). These errors can be as large as a few mil-
liseconds in some cases, depending on the period of therpulsa
and how asymmetric the pulse profile is. A frequency-depende
model of the pulse profile can be used to reduce these errors.
Using this method, it was possible to define an analytical-fidu
cial pointin the pulse profile of each of the pulsars in ourglem
This fiducial point is valid to within a few milliseconds (cer
sponding to~ 1 degree in pulse phase), although the model does
not remove the timing errors completely. Small timing esnea-
main because the model is not an exact fit to the observedgrofil

PSR B0329+54

Component 1 Position —y 022
Amplitude y~0018
Width 1.7
Component 2 Position y~0022
Amplitude V048
Width 2.&
Component 3 Position W0
Amplitude W0
Width 1.8
Component 4 Position —y0015
Amplitude y0022
Width 2.&
Component 5 Position i
Amplitude V048
Width 1.2
PSR B0809+74
Component 1 Position y 083
Amplitude (< 100 MHz) | —y005%5
Amplitude > 100 MHz) | —»0013
Width 14.9
Component 2 Position W
Amplitude W0
Width 7.7
PSR B1133+16
Component 1 Position y 082
Amplitude y 328
Width Y355
Component 2 Position V0
Amplitude W0
Width 3.2
Component 3 Position Y062
Amplitude yeL
Width Y398
PSR B1919+21°
Component 1 Width V004
Component 2 Width —yoot
Separation y005
Ratio of Peaks | v < 100 MHz y 007
100 MHz < v < 300 MHz | %%
vy > 300 MHz 1.2

and subtle dferences between the shape of the modelled teietes. @ Component used as the fiducial componéhMidpoint be-

plates and the data lead to systematics in the cross-ciiorela tween components used as fiducial point.

Further work needs to be done to explore how to better remove
these timing errors, and how they vary with time.

We have found that radio emission from all of the pulsatardation &ects possible from within this height range, which
in our sample originates from a narrow range of heights in tlage ~ 1 ms (from Equatiofi 19). The fact that the outer cone is
magnetosphere. The narrow ranges found do not fit well wiskewed in the opposite direction to the inner cone, alsoesigg
models of radius-to-frequency mapping in a dipolar magnetiat this cannot be explained by the standard model of ajpulsa

field. In addition, all of the pulsars in our sample show attea

PSR B080974 has a component which starts out as a pre-

one other trait which cannot be explained by radius-totfeggy cursor at high frequencies and then drifts through the eeoftr

mapping.

the pulse profile, swapping sides with the central compozieaht

The asymmetric cones which we observe in PSR B@329 appearing as a postcursor at low frequencies. The frequicy
were also observed by GG, who attributed their asymmetry pendence of the position of the drifting component suggasts
aberration and retardation. However, we have not detectgd &ither refraction or some relationship between frequenay a
aberration or retardationffects in our timing residuals and weheight (a change in height could explain a component being de
also find that the emission from the inner cone seems to laged) significantly influences one component, but is not see
concentrated to within 183 km of the neutron star surface. Tke other.

(~ 5 degree) skew in the cone corresponds to a tinffierdince

PSR B113316 shows emission from a very narrow range of

of ~ 10 ms, which is much greater than the aberration and feeights and, as Mitra & Rankin (2002) showed, component sep-
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aration which increases too rapidly to be produced by dipol&.3. ISM Effects
field lines. One explanation for this could be that there &heio
mechanisms at work, which act together with the traditiqie
ture of a pulsar, complicating pulse profile evolution.

In our data, we see no evidence for any deviation from the cold

plasma dispersion law, suggesting that second-order Edte

s ) in these pulsars introduce additional time delgy50 ns at nor-
PSR B191921 has a profile whose width decreases at lowgia| pulsar timing frequencies (1400 MHz). The parameters of

frequencies. This is the exact opposite of what is predibied the pulsars in our sample are typical of those found in thePTA

radius-to-frequency mapping, and so is verffidilt to explain the only diference being their longer pulse periods. This sug-

using the standard picture of a pulsar. Again, there is ar clggests that the ISM may not cause as much of a hindrance to

relationship between pulse shape and frequency, but itwioes py|sar timing projects as first feareéd (Hemberger & Stinedpri
seem to be explainable by radius-to-frequency mapping. 2008).

The fact that none of the pulsars in our sample behave as The fact that no unexpected delay was detected in any of
predicted by radius-to-frequency mapping suggests thabra mour observations also means that (at least along thesedines
complicated model of the pulsar magnetosphere is neededsi@t) the ISM appears to be relatively smooth, with no large
describe pulse profile evolution. Although radius-to-fregcy dense structures. These findings agree with the idea thiggisca
mapping has been successful in explaining some of the fe=atufng is dominated by one or two small, but relatively high den-
seen in pulse profiles, it is clear that it cannot be used fy fulsity regions as discussed lby Stinebring (2006).and Briskaf e
describe any of the pulsars in our sample. There are, howe@010). We have determined an upper limit ¢fDM, which

alternative theories which could potentially provide gditsito can be used as an indicator as to how much the DM is likely
observational data. to change in the future. Comparing these predictions wit-re

ity will be a useful cross-check of how well this relation Wer
e have also been able to place upper limits on the scattering

- = easure and the emission measure. Although these limits are
Weltevrede etal. 1(2003) anc_l Beskln_ & Ph|||pp(_3v QOllXNeak compared to NE200L (Cordes & Lazio 3002) pulsar tim-
the frequency-dependent profile evolution seen in pulsars; ) '

explained by propagatiorfiects in the pulsar magnetospher Mg could provide an independent method of measuring both of

In these models, the radiation originates from a small regio these quantities in the future.
the magnetosphere, and refraction, dispersion and tfereiit
propagation modes (i.e. extraordinary and ordinary) in tt&4. Future Observations

magnetosphere are responsible for the frequency evolofion . . . . . .
g P b g Y The constraints set in this paper will be improved signifigan

the diferent c-omponents which are observed |.n pulset proflle_sby taking similar observations when LOFAR is completed, us-
Karastergiou & Johnston (2007) also provide an interestifgy more stations at a lower observing frequency. The Seitgit
empirical model of the pulsar magnetosphere, which could Be| OFAR has already improved by a factor of five since the
used to explain all of the features which we have observeely Thypservations for this paper were taken, and it is expectadith
postulate that all radio emission originates from a patatyec || increase significantly again soon, when the core statican
bounded by t_he Ia_st open field lines and that emission can Cogigye combined coherently. Increased sensitivity, palaidy in
from any height, independently of frequency. Complex pulsge LBAs, will reduce the error bars seen at low frequenaies i
profiles can then be explained by invoking emission from @eangyr timing residuals, which dominate the uncertainty inmea-
of heights, rather than assuming that the pulse profile gtte g,rement.
longitudinal shape of the beam at one single height. We could also increase our precision by observing at lower
What causes pulse profile evolution is still an importarftequencies. LOFAR will soon be able to routinely observiawi
question, and will be vital in understanding the pulsar eiois high sensitivity at frequencies as low as 15 MHz (see Figdje 1
mechanism, and for studies of pulsar geometries in the dutuwhere the second-order ISM delays are expected to be atieast
At this stage, it is still diicult to discriminate between the manyorder of magnitude larger than they are at 40 MHz.
models that exist, but next generation telescopes, likeAR)F By repeating this experiment in the future on the same set of
will be excellent tools for studying thidfect. pulsars, we could test whether pulse profile evolution ibleta
with time, and also track variations in the DM with great accu
racy. Both of these parameters are not completely undetstoo
8.2. Magnetospheric Effects and are vital for high-precision pulsar timing. It would alse
interesting to perform this experiment on a millisecondspul
The argument that a more sophisticated model is needed to Aefaster rotation rate and a narrower pulse (in absoluteggrm
scribe radio emission from pulsars is also supported byidensmeans that TOAs can be determined more accurately, which
erations of aberration and retardatidiieets on our data. From would improve our constraints by at least an order of magieitu
these arguments, we have shown that radio emission from all
of the pulsars in our sample is confined to a very small re-
gion in the pulsar magnetosphere, which supports the ideag¢knowledgements

Barnard & Arons|(19€6) and Petrova (2000). We would like to thank Jim Cordes for his insight and use-
We have also shown that, as there is no departure fronfuhdiscussions, Christine Jordan for arranging the olzt@ms
v~2 dispersion law in our data, there is no evidence for supdrem Jodrell Bank, and the anonymous referee for their in-
dispersive delays or refraction from within the pulsar magnsightful comments. LOFAR, the LOw Frequency ARray de-
tosphere in any of the pulsars in our sample. However, whisigned and constructed by ASTRON, has facilities in sev-
we don't see a frequency-dependent delay in the timing wesiceral countries, that are owned by various parties (each with
als, refraction may be needed to explain the broad compafientheir own funding sources), and that are collectively oper-
PSR B0809-74, which is seen to drift through the pulse profileated by the International LOFAR Telescope (ILT) foundation

In the family of models proposed by Barnard & Aron
(1986), and developed further by Petrova__ (2000
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Fig.3. PSR B191921 is the simplest of our models, a double peaked pulsar.dpkett panel shows the model used for the pulsar,
two Gaussians with the fiducial point set as the midpoint betwthe peaks of each component. The Gaussians are fittexidatth
using a least squares fitting algorithm, allowing their Wjdteight and separation to vary. This fitting is shown in figatrhand
panel. The data is plotted in light grey, the two fitted comgrus are plotted in dark grey, and the sum of both fitted corapisn

is plotted in black. The Gaussian parameters for each oftikergations are recorded and plotted as a function of frexyui@ the
bottom left panel. These parameters are then fitted with ptawes to get a model of the pulse profile as a function of fremye
This global model is subsequently used to produce tempfatesross-correlation. The ‘ratio of peaks’ plot has disimuities
because dierent power laws were fitted in each observing band. PSR Bid®ll @as not detected in thefElsberg observations as
the source was too weak.
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Fig. 4. A plot of frequency against apparent DM in each of the obsgrbiands. The circluar points show the DM obtained using
a static template, and the triangular points show the DM fadirequency-dependent template based on our models of thargu
pulse shape evolution. In each case (apart from that of PIRBB16) the model-based template provides a consistent DM @cros
all frequency bands, while use of the static template oftsults in significantly dierent DM values.
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Fig. 5. Simulations of structure in our residuals of PSR B1829. The top panel shows an example of our TOAs, with a simdlate
v~* ISM-like delay, which would be 0.84 ms at 48 MHz, added to th&he fit to the data is shown by the black line, and the null
hypothesis (no ISM delay) is plotted in grey. Similarly, tight hand panel shows an example of a simulated aberyesgtandation-
like delay with av°¢ dependence which is 0.28 ms at 180 MHz. Because the errone diAs are much smaller at high frequencies,
we are much more sensitive to delays at high frequenciepitddbe fitted jump. Note that the sensitivity of both the IABFLBA

and HBA observations is now vastly improved and so we shoglalde to better constrain (or even detect) some of thiésetg in
the near future.
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