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ABSTRACT

We present average flux density measurements of 151 radio pulsars at 1.4 GHz with the Parkes ‘Murriyang’ radio telescope.
We recommend our results be included in the next version of the ATNF pulsar catalogue. The large sample of pulsars together
with their wide dispersion measure (DM) range make this data set useful for studying variability of flux density, pulsar spectra,
and interstellar medium (ISM). We derive the modulation indices and structure-function from the flux density time series for
95 and 54 pulsars, respectively. We suggest the modulation index also be included in the next version of the pulsar catalogue
to manifest the variability of pulsar flux density. The modulation index of flow density and DM are negatively correlated. The
refractive scintillation (RISS) timescales or its lower bound for a set of 15 pulsars are derived. They are very different from
theoretical expectations, implying the complicated properties of the ISM along different lines of sight. The structure-function for
other pulsars is flat. The RISS parameters for some of these pulsars possibly could be derived with different observing strategies

in the future.
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1 INTRODUCTION

More than 50 years after discovering pulsars (Hewish et al. 1968), it
is still not possible to give a definitive exposition of the processes by
which pulsars emit beams of radio waves. Generally, the pulsar radio
emission is described using models that include a magnetosphere
filled with an electron-positron plasma that corotates with the pul-
sar. However, important details such as the location of the emission
sites and the emission mechanism are still confusing. Studying flux
density on one or more frequencies can assist in developing an un-
derstanding of the pulsar emission mechanism (e.g. Jankowski et al.
2018; Han et al. 2016; Zhao et al. 2019). Meanwhile, measurement
of flux density can provide a method to probe the interstellar medium
(e.g. Kerr et al. 2018).

However, accurate data on flux density are lacking for the
majority of pulsars. The ATNF Pulsar Catalogue (version 1.67;
Manchester et al. 2005) shows that pulsar flux densities are rela-
tively well known nearby 1.4 GHz and 400 MHz, where a majority
of the pulsars were discovered but are not well known at other fre-
quencies. Out of 3319 known pulsars, about 69% have flux density
measurements at 1.4 GHz; above 2 GHz, the fraction is only 18%;
and between 600 to 900 MHz, there are flux density measurements
for only 33% of the pulsars. Furthermore, about 61% of flux density
measurements at 1.4 GHz and nearly 80% of recorded flux density
measurements at 800 MHz are obtained from the first discovery ar-
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ticles, which are usually not absolute calibrated and only estimated
with radiometer equation and parameters known to the observing
system (e.g. Lorimer et al. 2006). This way greatly saves the ob-
serving time of the noise diode and calibrator source before each
observation, but there are significant differences in the flux density
obtained from multiple measurements (e.g. Levin et al. 2013). The
information of accurate flux density measurements can be used to
make accurate predictions for pulsar surveys and observations with
the Square Kilometre Array (SKA; Keane et al. 2015), FAST, and
other radio telescopes. The flux density measurements could also
contribute to optimising observing strategies or to the design of sur-
veys using pulsar population synthesis (e.g. Bates et al. 2014).

The flux density of pulsars shows variability on a variety of time
scales. The variability is because of a combination of extrinsic due to
the propagation of the radio emission through the ISM and intrinsic to
the emission mechanism. The ISM is inhomogeneous on a wide range
of length scales. Inhomogeneities in the ISM cause scattering of the
radio waves. This is responsible for a variety of related phenomena:
temporal smearing of pulsed signals, apparent angular broadening
of pulsar images, and diffractive interstellar scintillation (DISS; e.g.
Wang et al. 2005). DISS displays a short time scale variation of pulsar
flux density caused by the inhomogeneity of electron density in the
ISM. The interference pattern changes with time due to the relative
motion between the pulsar, scattering screen, and observer. It leads
to drastic variations in observed flux density with a timescale from
several minutes to several hours (Armstrong et al. 1995). The long
timescale variation of flux density from days to months is the result
of refractive scintillation due to the refraction scattering of electron
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density in the interstellar medium at large spatial scales (Rickett et al.
1984). Pulsars with high dispersion measure at large distances have
stable observed flux densities over the years (Stinebring et al. 2000),
which indicate the emission from pulsars is stable when single pulses
are integrated hundreds of times, and diffractive scintillation has been
taken into account.

Soon after discovering the pulsar, DISS was found in pulsars
(Rickett 1969), and a host of related literatures have been published
(e.g. Keith et al. 2013). Cordes et al. (1985) studied the interstellar
scintillation observation of pulsars at low frequency (near the fre-
quency of 400 MHz) and provided the observation parameters and
de-correlation bandwidth parameters of 36 pulsars, as well as the
dynamic spectrum of 4 pulsars with their characteristics. The Nan-
shan 25 meters radio telescope obtained the dynamic spectrum of 7
pulsars at the frequency of 1540 MHz (Wang et al. 2001). The obser-
vational evidence of RISS in pulsars (Sieber 1982) shows that DM is
correlated with long-term flux density changes. Since then, several
investigations on RISS have been conducted (e.g. Stinebring et al.
2000; Kumamoto et al. 2021). But the RISS phenomenon has been
difficult to explain because how inhomogeneities of ionized ISM
in the Galaxy are distributed is not well known. DISS and RISS
phenomenon have been studied at different frequencies. However,
long-term observations are essential to investigation of RISS. Most
of young pulsars are regular monitored around 1.4 GHz. Pulsars are
in the regime of strong scintillation except very close pulsars at 1.4
GHz.

This work presents flux density measurements of 151 pulsars
around 1.4 GHz with the Parkes ‘Murriyang’ radio telescope. We
describe the observational system, data set, and data reduction in
Section 2. Our main results are presented in Section 3. Section 4
compares our results with theoretical expectations and discusses their
implications. Finally, we summarize our results in Section 5.

2 OBSERVATIONS AND DATA PROCESSING

The CSIRO pulsar data archive (Hobbs et al. 2011) includes most of
the pulsar observations made with the Parkes telescope (the earliest
observations in the archives began in 1991). After an 18-month em-
bargo, the data will be publicly available. The central frequency of
all the selected observations is close to 1400 MHz. We include data
taken with the H-OH receiver (Thomas et al. 1990) and the multi-
beam receiver (Staveley-Smith et al. 1996). The majority of data were
recorded with the Parkes Digital Filter Bank system (PDFB) with 256
MHz bandwidth centred at 1369 MHz and 1024 frequency channels
for the multibeam receiver and the H-OH receiver. Details of receivers
and backends can be found in Manchester et al. (2013). All data were
recorded with the PSRFITS data format (Hotan et al. 2004).

We investigated a total of 151 pulsars in the CSIRO pulsar data
archive. These pulsars have not been well studied for long-term flux
density variability. We obtained flux density and uncertainty for these
pulsars. Our sample includes young pulsars, millisecond pulsars,
binary pulsars, and pulsars in globular clusters.

Data processing procedure follows Xie et al. (2019), using the
PSRCHIVE software package (Hotan et al. 2004), which includes pazi,
PAAS, PSRFLUX, and other tools. We first deleted data affected by
narrow-band and impulsive RFI and 5% of the band edges using
paz. We used pazi to check the pulse profiles and deleted frequency
channels or sub-integrations affected by RFI. Then, We used par-
ticular Hydra A flux calibration solutions matching with the re-
ceiver and backend instruments used. All the data sets of Hydra A
were obtained from the Parkes Pulsar Timing Array project (PPTA;
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Figure 1. Comparison between the measured average flux densities of this
work and flux densities within 100 MHz at a centre frequency of 1.4 GHz
from the ATNF pulsar catalogue. The uncertainty of measured average flux
density is estimated using Equation 3. The red line indicates the identity.

Manchester et al. (2013)). The observations intervals of Hydra A are
2-3 weeks. There are multiple sets of noise diode observations dur-
ing the calibration procedure, and we choose the one with the closest
time. The pulsar observations were calibrated with their associated
calibration files using the pac to flatten the bandpass, transform the
polarization products to Stokes parameters, and calibrate the pulse
profiles in flux density units of Jansky (Jy = 10720W/(m? - Hz)).
Observations without calibration data were identified and deleted.
We used paas to form analytical templates from observations and
then used PSRFLUX to acquire the flux density.

3 RESULTS

The data set of 151 pulsars represents a large sample to study pulsar
flux density. It includes pulsars with a wide range of periods, DM,
and distance. The data span for a certain pulsar can be as short as
a few days or as long as 14 years. About half of these pulsars were
observed for more than two years. About one-third of pulsars were
observed more than 30 times. Twenty-three pulsars were observed
more than 50 times. Table Al provides the pulsar name, rotation
period (P), DM, distance (Dist), the span of the observations (T), and
the number of observations (N ).

3.1 Flux density

The flux density of pulsars, S, and its error, e, for each observation
are measured using PSRFLUX as :

Non

S = B)/not M

and

e = o+ (non) /not 2

where /; is the flux density of i phase bin, o is the root-mean-square
of the ‘off-pulse’ profile, nio is the total amount of phase bins in
each period, and nop is the number of phase bins in the ‘on’ part
of the profile. The measured flux densities of pulsars may be greatly
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Figure 2. Flux density as a function of MJD of PSRs J0900-3144, J1105-6107, J1125-5825, 11125-6014, J1224-6407, 11227-6208, J1708-3506 and J1801-3210.

The modulation index is calculated using m = Z&.
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affected by interstellar scintillation. Therefore, it is crucial to consider
its effect to estimate the reliable pulsar average flux densities and
their uncertainties. We derive the variability from the flux density
time series data. We individually obtained each observation’s flux
densities and uncertainties and calculated the error-weighted mean,
S. Its uncertainty, o, is derived as follows (Jankowski et al. 2018):

2
oy (6 1 1) 2 .
0.2 — 0.2 + N()st + (5 Nobs 5) O-SCint(DM’ V) if 1 < NOb‘Y <6
RA Ory :
m if Nobs > 6

3

where ogys is the combined systematic uncertainty arises from
the limited accuracy of the absolute flux density calibration, vari-
ations of system temperature, and other unknown factors, whose
relative value is assumed to be 5%. The uncertainty, o, consists
of the standard error obtained from the robust standard devia-
tion oy, calculated from all measurements. The robust standard
deviation o7y, is computed using the interquartile range (IQR):
or,y = 09183 IQR = 0.9183 (g75(Sy) — g25(Sy)). This method
of analysis allows a few damaged data points without affecting the
overall result. For pulsars with less than six observation epochs, we
add to that in quadrature the uncertainty due to scintillation, orgcjn
is obtained using ugjn = mr,, (DM, v) S, (Jankowski et al. 2018).
Columns 7 of Table Al list the average flux density and its uncer-
tainty of all the 151 pulsars. The uncertainty of average flux density
is estimated using Equation 3. We recommend that these average flux
densities and their uncertainty be included in the next version of the
pulsar catalogue.

Fig. 1 shows a comparison of average flux density measurements
from our work with those from the ATNF pulsar catalogue. We show
matches with the catalogue, with 146 pulsars at 1.4 GHz. Effectively,
all our measurements at 1.4 GHz are new ones. As shown in Table A1
and Fig. 1, most pulsars in our sample are weak and have flux den-
sity below one mJy. There are a few bright pulsars with flux density
over ten mJy. The number of observations for these bright pulsars is
small, and they can be studied in detail in the future. Most of the data
points in Fig. 1 are located near the identity line. For the first time,
uncertainties of average flux density are given for 86 pulsars which
account for more than half in Fig. 1. The green dots show flux density
points that deviate from the identity line by at least So-. Thirty-four
measurements show significant deviations. Among them, 23 are from
publications of different Parkes pulsar surveys. Eleven are from the
High Time Resolution Universe Pulsar Survey (Ng et al. 2015) and
five from the Parkes Multibeam Pulsar Survey (Lorimer et al. 2006),
two from Jacoby et al. (2007), one from Burgay et al. (2006), one
from Camilo et al. (2015), one from Knispel et al. (2013), one from
Keith et al. (2009) and one from Keith et al. (2011). The differences
may not be surprising since their flux densities were estimated using
radiometer equations which only can be served as a rough estimate.
The other outliers (such as PSR J1634-5107 (Young et al. 2015),
J1119-6127 (Dai et al. 2018), J1809-1943 (Camilo et al. 2006))
show nulling or extreme variability in their flux density. We notice
that seven outliers are from Johnston & Kerr (2018). The flux den-
sities from Johnston & Kerr (2018) are calibrated and averaged over
multiple observations. Our flux density measurements for these pul-
sars include more observations than that of Johnston & Kerr (2018),
which may indicate the flux density variability of these pulsars. In
addition to these outliers, the root-mean-square difference relative to
the catalogue is 28%, which reflects the degree of deviation of flux
density. We find that our data are uniformly distributed around the
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identity line, which indicates the measurements from the catalogue
agree with our estimates in general.

Fig. 2 shows flux densities of 8 pulsars as a function of MJD as
examples. The data spans of these pulsars are more extended than ten
years, and the observation cadences are relatively uniform. Flux den-
sity time-series for each pulsar, as shown in Fig. 2, are obtained and
then used to derive the modulation index and structure function in
the following subsections. A variety of fluctuation behavior is seen in
Fig. 2. The pulsar flux density (e.g. PSRs J0900-3144, J1227-6208,
and J1801-3210) is stable over 10 yr time span. Variations of the flux
density for these pulsars are comparable with the uncertainty. The flux
density of some other pulsars (e.g. PSRs J1105-6107, J1125-6014,
and J1224-6407) exhibits significant fluctuation with different char-
acteristics timescale.

3.2 Modulation index

A proper parameter to characterize the variability can be the mod-
ulation index, m = <&, which originates from a combination of
different effects, including the radiometer noise, the internal inten-
sity fluctuation of the pulsar, and the diffractive and refractive scin-
tillation. We have quantified these effects following the scheme of
Kumamoto et al. (2021). In the flux density measurements, the con-

tribution of radiometer noise can be estimated as m, = % ‘jitter
noise’ is caused by the pulse-to-pulse variation, and its contribution
to modulation index is estimated as: m; = L - P The

] Npulse Tobs
modulation index after correcting for jitter and measurement noise
is estimated as mcorr = /m2 — m2 — m2.

j
We can calculate the expected refractive scintillation modulation

index, my, and diffraction scintillation modulation index, m . Itis nec-
essary to know the diffractive scintillation timescale, 4 and the scin-
tillation bandwidth Avg. Johnston et al. (1998) estimates the value of
tq as

3.85 x 10* \/DAvq

g = —————, “)

v Viss
where the transverse velocity, Vigs (in kms™!), and pulsar distance,
D (in kpc), are taken from the ATNF Pulsar Catalogue. v (in GHz) is
the central frequency of the observation. The value of Avy4 (in MHz)

can be calculated by
1.16

Avg = s 5
vd 21T ©)

Thus, we need to estimate the scattering time, 7¢ = 1.2 X
107> DM22(1.0 + 0.00194DM?2) (Krishnakumar et al. 2015). As-
suming a uniform medium with a Kolmogorov wave number spec-
trum (Cordes & Rickett 1998), the modulation index caused by

diffractive scintillation, mg, can be estimated as mq = /5 AA—V;‘ [[—f)
0bs
For the Kolmogorov spectrum with uniform scattering medium

and a small inner scale, m; can be roughly estimated as
0.17

me = 11| 24)  (Stinebring et al. 2000).

Columns 8-13 of Table Al list m, my, mj, Mcorr, M, and my,
respectively. Modulation indexes for 95 pulsars are obtained. As
shown in Fig. 2, even for pulsars with a small modulation index,
the difference between the minimum and maximum flux density
is still significant. It is well-known pulsar flux varies in time and
frequency, and we recommend that the modulation index of this
work be included in the next version of the ATNF pulsar catalogue to
reflect the variability of pulsar flux density. Note that the estimations
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mgq and m; are based on a small and thin scattering screen model
of the free electron distribution in the ISM. The uncertainties in
estimates of scattering time, pulsar velocities, and distances are not
well known and can be very large. Therefore, my and m; estimates
can be served as a rough estimate for any particular pulsar. However,
a comparison of the sizes of the mp, mj, Mcorr, Md, and m; allows a
preliminary view to be made of the possible dominant factor of the
modulation index m (Kumamoto et al. 2021).

3.3 Structure functions

Structure function, D (7), has been widely used in the study of pulsar
scintillation (Simonetti et al. 1985) as follows:

D(1) = ([S(r+7) - S(]*), (6)

where the angle brackets represent an ensemble average and 7 is the
time lag. Here, we used structure functions to analyze the flux density
variation in more detail. The advantage of structure function is that it
is not affected by the non-uniform sampling of time series and can be
used to measure refractive timescales. Ideally, the expected structure
function has three different regimes: (1)flat structure function with
short lag (2) rising structure function with medium lag, and (3) flat
structure function with long lag. In the first regime, the amplitude of
the structure function is the result of a combination of the variability
in the pulsar itself, the uncertainty in the measured flux density,
the RISS wave spectrum shorter than the mean interval between
observations for a specific, and unquenched DISS. The rising regime
of the structure function is represented by the power-law function
with a logarithmic slope . The time required to reach saturation is
correlated with the refraction timescale, and the level of the structure
function for those pulsars at long lag is determined by the RISS
characteristic of ISM.

We calculated the structure functions for pulsars observed more
than 30 times and classified them according to the scheme of
Kumamoto et al. (2021). Structure functions showing all three
regimes or arising slope with saturation are classified as ‘S’. Structure
functions that show the continuous increase are classified as ‘I’ and
imply that the maximum lag is shorter than the refractive timescale.
Pulsars with a flat structure function are classified as ‘F’, and these
pulsars account for the majority. These flat structure functions could
result from different reasons, including the intrinsic intensity vari-
ability, the radiometer noise, and the diffractive and refractive effects.
We categorized them by the factors that dominate the modulation in-
dex.

(1) Class ‘F-N’: weak pulsars and/or measurement noise

(i1) Class ‘F-J’: jitter noise

(iii) Class ‘F-R’: refractive scintillation, but our shortest lag is
longer than the refraction time

(iv) Class ‘F-D’: diffractive scintillation

(v) Class ‘F-DR’: combination of diffractive and refractive scin-
tillation

Finally, we created an ‘X’ Class with significantly abnormal mod-
ulation index for pulsars. The last column of Table Al lists the
classification.

3.4 Refractive scintillation parameters

A typical structure function exhibits three distinct regimes: a noise
regime at small lags, a structured regime characterized by a rising
slope in a log-log plot, and a saturation regime where the structure
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Table 1. Refractive parameters. Uncertainties are given in parenthesis. The
noise and saturation are the levels of the structure function for small and large

lags, respectively.

Name T; Noise Slope Saturation
[d] [d']
Class ‘S’
J0900-3144 52(18) 0.83)  0.0223(7)
J1101-6424 24(34)  0.012(5) 0.4(4) 0.035(3)
J1105-6107 55(35) 0.5(2) 0.99(1)
J1125-5825 1(4) 0.2(1) 0.73(2)
J1435-6100 4(10) 0.09(2) 0.2(2) 0.148(6)
J1545-4550 6(16) 0.22(8) 0.060(2)
J1753-2240 692(140)  0.035(6) 1.2(3) 0.22(5)
J1802-2124 50(31) 0.5(2) 0.028(1)
J1804-2858 394(170) 0.06(2) 1.04) 0.39(5)
J1910-5959A 62(32) 0.8(4) 1.53(4)
Class ‘T’
J1502-6752 >414(140) 0.18(4) 0.6(2)
J1622-4950 >213(35) 0.32(2) 1.0(3)
J1708-3506 >351(140) 0.08(1)  0.33(6)
J1709-4401 >51(69) 0.3(1)
J1744-5337 >360(160) 0.04(1) 1.4(8)
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Figure 4. Refractive timescales for prediction and measurement of pulsars
classified as ‘S” and ‘I". The predicted refractive timescales are estimated
using t; = % A—“’,d tq (Stinebring & Condon 1990). It is worth noting that
the refractive timescales by this equation may be significantly different from
the actual value and can only be indicative. The color bar indicates pulsar

DMs, in cm_3pc.

function flattens out. For structure functions exhibiting a rising slope
and/or saturation (Classes ‘I" and ‘S’), we determined the slope of the
rising state in logarithmic coordinates and levels of saturation and
noise by fitting a combination of a single power-law and constant
levels to the structural functions. In Fig. 3, we present the structure
functions and fitting results of 10 class ‘S’ pulsars and 5 class ‘T’
pulsars. The solid black lines show the fitting results of noise, rising,
and saturation of the structure functions. Some pulsars of class ‘S’
and class ‘I’ (such as PSR J0900—3144 and J1708-4406) do not
exhibit noise regions of small lag, and all pulsars of class ‘I’ do not
show saturation regions.For class ‘F’ pulsars, the RISS parameter
can not be estimated.

As mentioned above, the structure functions are piece-wise func-
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tions with three regions, and the demarcation point of the function
is unknown. Therefore, it is not easy to determine the best fitting
parameters and their uncertainties with the least square fitting. We
used the Bayesian inference package BILBY (Ashton et al. 2019) to
fit the data and estimate the uncertainties of parameters. We assume
that each parameter has a Gaussian likelihood function of a prior.
The pyNesTY sampling algorithm in BiLBy is used to sample the
posterior distribution of parameters (Speagle 2020). The mean of the
posterior distribution for each parameter deviating from the median
at 16 percent and 84 percent were estimated as its uncertainty. We
increase the uncertainty of the estimated structure function and refit
the model till the y-squared of the fitting decreases to less than 5,
which yields a reliable estimate of the scintillation parameter.
Measured RISS parameters from Fig. 3 of 15 pulsars of classes
‘I’ and ‘S’ are listed in Table 1. The refractive timescale 7, (Column
2) is calculated as the lag for the structure function to reach half its
saturated value. We calculated the lag for the structure function to
reach half its saturated value as the refractive timescale 7, (Column
2). Only the lower bound is given for class ‘I’ pulsars. Column 4
shows the slope of the rising area. The structure function slope can
reflect the distribution of ionised medium along the line of sight
(Romani et al. 1986). The predicted slope is 2.0 for a Kolmogorov
spectrum and a thin screen. When the ionized medium is uniformly
distributed along the line of sight, the slope is close to 8 — 3. Mea-
sured slopes of 15 pulsars are presented in Table 1. Most of our
samples show slopes in the range of 0.4—1.0. The slopes of two pul-
sars are in the range of 1.2-1.4. No pulsar has a slope close to 2. The
expected slope for a Kolmogorov spectrum and an extended distri-
bution of scattering material is 0.67 which is consistent with most
the measured slopes. Pulsars with slopes close to 2 tend to cluster
at low DMs (Kumamoto et al. 2021). However, most of pulsars with
measured slopes have medium or high DM. In the future, possibly
we need a new model of distribution of ISM or a new high sensitive
instrument for next generation observing. The Column 5 represents
the saturated level of structure function of class ‘S’ pulsars. A wide
range of fluctuation characteristics is evident in Table 1 and Fig. 3.
Saturated structure function are evident with a wide range of satu-
ration levels, all the way from 0.022 for PSR J0900-3144 to 1.53
for PSR J1910-5959A. Note that not all 15 pulsars exhibit obvious
noise levels at small lags, and Column 3 only presents those that can
be measured. We compare the measured value of refractive time-
scale with the predicted value obtained using #; = % ALVd 14, in
Fig. 4. Given the uncertainty of the pulsar’s distances and transverse
velocities, a large scatter can be seen, which is not surprising.

4 DISCUSSION

We provide calibrated average flux density measurements for 151
pulsars, modulation index for 95 pulsars, and structure function for
54 pulsars. These pulsars have a wide DM, distance, and period range
from ~ 3 to ~ 1000 cm3pc, ~ 0.2 to ~ 25 kpe, and ~ 1.5 ms to ~
8.5 s, respectively, which makes them valuable for studies of pulsar
spectra and RISS. This section discusses the relationship between
modulation index and scattering strength, outlier pulsars, structure
function of Class ‘F’, and the relationship between modulation index
and pulsar distribution.

4.1 Scattering strength and modulation index

Fig. 5 presents the modulation index corrected for measurement noise

2

correction, y/m? — m3, as a function of DM. The Pulsars are colored

based on the classification scheme mentioned above. For pulsars with
few observations, we also get their modulation indexes. Considering
that these pulsars’ time series points are relatively small and the
obtained modulation index error is rather large, we did not classify
these pulsars. We can continue to observe these pulsars and obtain
their accurate modulation index in the future. More than 1400 pulsars
have been observed using Parkes telescope. Only a small part of them
have been monitored for years. In principle, all the modulation index
can be obtained. A color distribution can be seen in Fig. 5. The
modulation index is mainly dominated by diffraction scintillation, at
low DMs. With the increase of DM, the scattering effect becomes
more robust, and refractive scintillation gradually dominates. When
the DMs are over 100 100 cm™> pc, the modulation indices of most
pulsars appear to be smaller than ~ 0.4, which is consistent with
results of Speagle (2020), which suggest that the pulsar flux density
is constitutionally stable. The dispersion of the modulation index is
large for a given DM. Our sample of pulsars has 61 pulsars that DM
is greater than 100 cm™ pc, covering a wider range of DM. This
sample is very valuable for studying refractive scintillation, and the
influence of DISS on the variability of pulsar flux density can be
ignored.

The modulation index of RISS enables us to detect the intensity
of scintillation and confine the turbulence spectrum. Some previous
researches on RISS compared the diffraction scintillation bandwidth
and refractive modulation index, and limited the internal scale and
power-law density inhomogeneity spectrum (e.g. Stinebring et al.
2000; Coles et al. 1987). The receiver used in our work can not
get the measurement of DISS bandwidth very well, in particular
for pulsars with high DM, we can use the Parkes Ultra-Wideband
Low receiver (UWL; Kerr et al. 2020) in the future. In our work, We
have compared the observed distribution of modulation indices with
theoretical predictions.

The solid line in Fig. 5 represents the expected RISS modulation
index for a Kolmogorov spectrum as a function of DM. The shaded
areas are areas within an order of magnitude around the average trend.
We also plotted the prediction of a generalised Kolmogorov spectrum
of an index of B = 3.60 with dashed line (Stinebring et al. 2000)
and a Kolmogorov spectrum of different inner scales with dotted
lines (Gupta et al. 1993). Even considering the great uncertainty of
using DM to estimate the scattering time (shadow region), the simple
Kolmogorov model can not account for the large scattering. Some
pulsars exhibit much larger variability than predicted using a simple
Kolmogorov model, which could be explained by the Kolmogorov
model with inner scales 10° cm. A plausible explanation for this
result is the turbulence of ISM varies greatly along different lines of
sight. Despite the large scatter, there is a moderate inverse correlation
between DM and the modulation index in a wide DM range with a
correlation coefficient of -0.47.

4.2 Outlier pulsars

We check the significant outliers in the table and figures and get
pulsars whose modulation index is clearly different from the expec-
tations. There are two pulsars classified as ‘X’ in Table A1.

PSR J1119-6127 is a high-B, rotation-powered radio pulsar.
Magnetar-like X-ray bursts from the pulsar were detected in 2016.
Previous research (Dai et al. 2018) showed that the radio pulses dis-
appeared after the X-ray bursts and reappeared about two weeks
later, with a five-fold increase in the 1.4 GHz flux density. Then
the flux density drops below the normal flux density and slowly re-
turns to normal. The pulsar’s integrated profile underwent dramatic
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Figure 5. The relationship between the modulation index of 95 pulsars and DM. Different colors represent different pulsar classifications in the text. Pulsars
that match the number of observations 6 < Ngps < 30 are indicated by green dots. The top axis shows the estimated scintillation bandwidth, Avy, for a given
DM (Stinebring et al. 2000). The solid line indicates the function between the refractive modulation index predicted by Kolmogorov spectrum and DM. We
present the region within an order of magnitude around the estimated scattering timescale as the shaded area. The dotted lines at the top and bottom show the
prediction of the Kolmogorov model, and the “inner scale’ is 10°cm and 10! cm, respectively. The dashed line represents the prediction curve of the generalized
Kolmogorov spectrum with index 8 = 3.6. We refer to the ATNF Pulsar catalogue to mark pulsars that may be associated with SNRs regions with squares.

and short-term changes in total intensity, which strongly affects the
modulation index.

PSR J1809-1943, an anomalous X-ray pulsar, was the first mag-
netar found to be emitting radio pulsars after a strong high-energy
outburst (Gotthelf et al. 2003). Previous studies (Camilo et al. 2006)
have shown that there was no evidence of radio emissions prior to
the 2003 X-ray burst (unlike normal pulsars, which emit radio pulses
all the time), and that the flux varies from day to day. This results in
the predicted modulation index of DM much lower than the observed
modulation index.

4.3 Structure function of Class ‘F’

We derive the structure function of 54 pulsars. 39 structure func-
tions are categorized as ‘F’. Most of the structure functions from
Kumamoto et al. (2021) also belong to ‘F’ class. RISS parameters
can not be estimated for these pulsars. In fact, the RISS parameters
have been determined for less than 100 pulsars which only account
for a very small fraction of known radio pulsars. The modulation
index of flat structure functions can be caused by many reasons. Ac-
cording to the classification in Sec 3.3, the RISS parameter could
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be possible measured for some class
different observing strategies:

F’ pulsars in the future with

(i) observations using longer integration or telescope with higher
sensitivity to improve the signal to noise ratio of observation for
Class ‘F-N’.

(ii) observations using a telescope with higher sensitivity for Class
‘F-N".

(iii) observations with higher cadence for Class ‘F-R’.

In addition, the data analysis methods could possibly refine with
high quality measurement of polarisation. It has well known to have
the dependence on the distance and ISM to pulsar. Recent works as
Sobey et al. (2021) found general trends in the pulse profiles includ-
ing decreasing fractional linear polarization and increasing degree
of circular polarisation with increasing frequency. Either linear or
circular polarisation is possibly valuable to distinguish available pul-
sars from others. The modulation index of these pulsars will not be
dominated by measurement noise, jitter noise, and RISS using such
observing strategies. And then, we could possibly measure the RISS
parameters from the structure function.
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4.4 Modulation index and pulsar distribution

Fig. 6 shows the distribution of pulsar with the deviation between
the measured modulation index and prediction for a Kolmogorov
spectrum from this paper and Kumamoto et al. (2021) on the galac-
tic plane. The pulsar distance is estimated from the YWM16 model.
We only include pulsars with DM > 30, which indicates the mod-
ulation indexes of these pulsars are not dominated by DISS. The
blue circle indicates the position of the solar system. The black and
red pluses represent pulsars whose predicted modulation index is
smaller or larger than the measured value. The size of the plus sign
is proportional to the deviation between the predicted and measured
values of the modulation index. We use logarithmic scale for the
size of black and red plus. The blue plus on the lower left indicates
the size of deviation is 0.1. The deviations range from 0.0005 to
0.64. It is clear that most pulsar modulation index measurements
are larger than predicted. In some directions (0° ~ 30°), the mod-
ulation indexes are more consistent with the prediction than that in
other directions. Pulsars within ~ 2 kpc from the solar system show
a relatively large modulation index deviation, which may be caused
by diffractive scintillation. The deviations of the modulation index
as a function of distance are shown in Fig. 7. The deviations of the
modulation index are averaged over 1 kpc for pulsar within 10 kpc.
And for pulsar > 10 kpc, the modulation index is averaged according
to the number of pulsars. The standard deviation is shown as an error
bar in Fig. 7. For pulsar within 5 kpc, the averaged deviation of the
modulation index decrease with increasing distance. Then the aver-
age deviation remains steady. Nearby pulsars with low DMs may be
more likely affected by diffractive scintillation, and the deviation is
larger.

5 CONCLUSIONS

We measured the average flux density and its uncertainty of 151 ra-
dio pulsars at 1.4 GHz, representing a large pulsars sample for flux
density variability studies. We recommend our results be included
in the next version of the ATNF pulsar catalogue. The modulation
index and structure function for 95 and 54 pulsars are obtained.
We recommend that the modulation index be included in the next
version of the ATNF pulsar catalogue to manifest the flux density
variation of pulsars. The RISS parameters are estimated for 15 pul-
sars. The structure functions of most pulsar are flat, consistent with
Kumamoto et al. (2021). RISS parameters have been only estimated
for a very small fraction of known radio pulsars. We suggest different
strategies to measure the RISS parameters in the future for pulsars
with flat structure function. These pulsar samples have a wide DM
range, and we find that the DM is mildly correlated with the mod-
ulation index measurements, but with large scattering. This implies
that the properties of ISM in different lines of sight in the Galaxy
are very different. The data from the UWL receiver will be very
helpful to measure the scintillation bandwidth of pulsars. Combin-
ing UWL data with our results, we could improve our understanding
of RISS and investigate different turbulence models. We will also be
able to detect local ISM inhomogeneities and structures along a large
number of lines of sight.
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APPENDIX A: TABLE OF OBSERVED PULSARS

Table Al: Table of all 151 pulsars in this sample. T is the time span of the data
set. Nops is the total number of flux density measurements. n2,mn,m;,mgq, and ny
are measured modulation index and contributions from the measurement noise,
pulse jitter, DISS, and RISS. mcorr is the jitter and noise corrected modulation
index. T; is the estimated RISS time scale.

Name Py DM Dist T  Ngbs S m . mp My Mcorr Mg Mr T  Class
() _(em—pe) (kpe) (d) (mly) )
JO151-0635 1.465  25.7 250 1442 5 0.70 + 3.332 0.9
JO304+1932  1.388  15.7 0.7 2417 6 1097 +£2.609 2.00 0.90 0.06 1.79 1.00 0.56 0.7
J0457-6337 2497 275 1.3 1 2 0.17 £ 0.047 1.1
J0610-2100  0.004  60.7 33 1498 45 030+0.019 024 0.06 0.00 024 0.03 025 73 FR
J0633-2015 3.253  90.7 3.7 1 2 0.15 + 0.032 17.1

JO837+0610  1.274 12.9 02 4175 14 250+0.575 054 023 0.03 049 1.14 0.61 0.8
J0900-3144  0.011 75.7 04 4844 100 3.53+0.180 0.11 0.05 0.00 0.09 0.05 0.22 1189 S
J0922+0638  0.431 27.3 1.9 3705 26 296+0941 251 032 0.03 249 0.18 041 0.8
J0931-1902  0.005  41.5 37 20 3 042 +0.114 12.7
J0953+0755  0.253 3.0 02 3865 7 7417+9924 020 0.13 0.03 0.14 37.66 1.10 0.2
J1001-5939  7.734  113.0 12 129 7 0.24 +0.032 0.39 0.13 0.08 0.36 0.00 0.16 15.6
J1002-5919  0.714 3472 32 1630 44 0.16 £0.010 0.16 0.06 0.03 0.14 0.00 0.07 2594 X

J1017-5621  0.503  438.7 3.5 1 1 1.77 £ 0.384 445.7
J1017-7156  0.002  94.2 1.8 102 82 093+0.058 0.25 0.06 0.00 025 0.01 0.19 130 F-R
J1038+0032  0.029  26.6 59 93 2 0.20 £ 0.072 2.1
J1041-1942 1386  33.8 25 1026 8 1.27 £0.333  0.69 0.26 0.04 0.63 0.12 036 3.7
J1046+0304  0.326 253 5.8 1 2 2.76 + 0.706 1.9

J1054-5946  0.228 2534 35 3052 24  033+0.027 0.86 0.08 0.03 0.85 0.00 0.09 114.8
J1056-6258  0.422 3203 26 1406 8 27.06 +2.077 0.18 0.08 0.07 0.14 0.00 0.08 198.8
J1101-6424  0.005  207.0 22 1619 48 028 +0.017 0.18 0.06 0.00 0.17 0.00 0.11 72.7 S
J1103-5403  0.003  103.9 1.7 1257 57 031+0.022 0.37 0.07 0.00 036 0.00 0.17 153 F-R

J1105-4353  0.351 38.3 25.0 313 2 0.19 + 0.046 8.2
J1105-6107  0.063  271.2 24 4162 136 1.08£0.072 041 0.07 0.02 040 0.00 0.09 1334 S
J1110-5637  0.558  262.6 24 1 1 3.47 £ 0.834 126.9

J1114-6100 0.881 677.0 55 2456 20 235+0.799 1.53 0.34 0.12 1.48 0.00 0.05 1383.3
J1119-6127  0.408  704.8 6.4 4136 105 1.09+0.071 0.62 0.06 0.04 0.61 0.00 0.04 16266 X
J1125-5825 0.003 124.8 1.7 3275 205 1.00+0.056 0.25 0.06 0.00 0.25 0.01 0.15 80.3 S
J1125-6014  0.003  53.0 1.0 4843 219 0.86+0.061 0.79 0.07 0.00 0.79 0.02 0.27 3.0 F-R
J1136-5525 0365  85.5 1.5 1765 5 4.29 + 0.596 9.2
J1151-6108  0.102  217.0 2.1 1680 34  0.09+0.006 0.16 0.06 0.01 0.15 0.00 0.10 81.2 F-R
J1210-6550 4237  37.0 09 1014 29 0.19+£0.029 099 0.15 0.06 098 0.05 034 1.5
J1216-6410  0.004 474 1.1 1560 51 1.09 £ 0.059 0.20 0.05 0.00 0.20 0.03 029 2.6 F-R
J1224-6407 0216  97.7 1.5 3857 227 7.39+0417 041 0.06 0.05 041 0.01 0.18 10.1 F-R
J1227-6208  0.035  363.0 9.5 2477 97 0.26+0.013 0.09 0.05 0.01 0.08 0.00 0.07 4919 F-N
J1235-54 0.638  100.0 1.7 479 26 0.75+0.078 0.39 0.10 0.08 037 0.01 0.18 144
J1239+2453  1.382 9.3 0.8 3260 8 6.85+1.546 038 023 0.10 0.29 2.67 0.70 0.1
J1244-6359  0.147  286.5 85 1559 35 0.13+0.007 0.14 0.06 0.01 0.12 0.00 0.08 2844 F-R
J1337-6423  0.009  259.2 59 1421 57 030+0.017 0.16 0.06 0.00 0.14 0.00 0.09 222.4 F-R
J1405-4656  0.008 13.9 39 824 12 0.80+0.068 030 0.09 0.00 0.29 0.68 059 03
J1420-5625 0.034  64.6 1.3 1775 47 0.18+0.012 0.28 0.07 0.01 027 0.02 024 52 FR
J1421-4409  0.006  54.6 22 1210 34 1.02+0.093 0.61 0.09 0.00 0.60 0.04 0.27 13.6 F-R
J1431-4715  0.002  59.4 1.8 2455 73  045+0.038 0.46 0.08 0.00 045 0.02 025 5.1 F-R
J1431-5740  0.004  131.2 3.6 2550 90 0.36+0.020 0.46 0.06 0.00 045 0.00 0.15 360 F-R
J1435-6100  0.009  113.7 2.8 1814 70  0.30+0.020 0.30 0.07 0.00 030 0.00 0.16 238 S
J1437-5959  0.062  549.6 8.5 1 1 0.09 + 0.006 1115.2
J1439-5501  0.029  14.6 0.7 4829 42 041+0.071 1.11 0.17 0.01 1.10 0.68 0.57 03 F-DR
J1454-5846  0.045 116.0 3.0 1814 48 0.29+0.016 0.15 0.06 0.01 0.14 0.00 0.16 256 F-R
J1502-6752  0.027 151.2 23 1370 40 0.56+0.061 0.78 0.11 0.01 0.77 0.00 0.13 383 I
J1517-4636  0.887  127.0 7.7 311 11 0.29+0.023 0.38 0.08 0.09 036 0.01 0.15 495
J1519-5734  0.519  664.0 6.9 1 2 0.59 + 0.081 1485.1
J1530-6343 0910 2012 10.8 350 7 0.36 +0.036 0.21 0.10 0.07 0.17 0.00 0.11 153.0
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Name Py DM Dist T  Ngps S m . mp o My Mcorr Mg Mr T;  Class
() (em~pe) (kpe) (d) (mly) ()

J1532-56 0.523 2820 23 1489 24  0.09+0.005 0.13 0.06 0.02 0.11 0.00 0.09 198.5
J1537-5312  0.007 117.5 31 787 19 020+0.015 0.19 0.07 0.00 0.17 0.00 0.16 26.6
J1538-5732  0.341 1527 3.4 1 2 0.21 £ 0.038 48.5
J1543-0620 0.709  18.4 1.1 4030 14 230+0484 1.01 021 0.10 098 145 051 0.6
J1543-5149  0.002 509 6.0 2018 34 0.60+0.047 0.22 0.08 0.00 0.20 0.09 0.28 284 F-R
J1545-4550 0.004  68.4 22 873 45 0.79+0.049 0.23 0.06 0.00 0.22 0.01 023 7.6 S
J1546-59 0.008  168.3 39 422 11 0.18+0.011 0.11 0.06 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.12 63.2
J1551-6214  0.199 1222 14 404 15 033+0.032 0.25 0.10 0.04 0.23 0.01 0.15 32.6
J1612-55 0.847  312.0 69 1249 28 0.10+0.007 0.15 0.07 0.03 0.14 0.00 0.08 306.3
J1614-3846  0.464 111.0 56 2062 5 0.21 + 0.020 32.1
J1616-5017 0.491 194.0 44 672 24 020+0.012 0.14 0.06 0.04 0.12 0.00 0.11 80.4
J1622-4950 4.326  881.0 57 454 103 1597 +£1.104 0.35 0.07 0.16 031 0.00 0.04 2456.6 1
J1622-6617 0.024  88.0 4.0 1330 67 043+0.040 0.64 0.09 0.01 0.63 001 0.19 394 F-N
J1627-49 0.624  594.0 55 721 20 0.14+0.009 0.10 0.06 0.02 0.08 0.00 0.05 1057.3
J1627-51 0.440  201.0 37 748 22 0.17+0.011 0.12 0.06 0.03 0.10 0.00 0.11 89.9
J1634-5107 0.507 372.8 125 3652 28 0.75+0.067 0.30 0.09 0.06 0.28 0.00 0.07 453.9
J1637-4450 0.253  470.7 114 2 2 0.37 £ 0.052 931.6
J1638-4233  0.511  406.0 03 837 5 0.24 + 0.032 952.2
J1638-44 0.568  494.0 72 1177 28  0.18£0.010 0.11 0.06 0.03 0.09 0.00 0.06 1077.1
J1645-0317 0.388  35.8 1.3 3395 7  13.06+9.511 1.77 0.73 0.02 1.61 005 035 13
J1649-3805 0.262  213.8 8.8 3488 4 0.85+0.114 156.9
J1651-5255 0.891 164.0 5.8 1 2 291 + 0.503 73.2
J1653-4030 1.019 4250 172 1 2 0.39 + 0.069 922.4
J1653-45 0.951 207.0 35 745 19 0.14+0.017 030 0.12 0.03 0.27 0.00 0.11 924
J1658-47 0.369 5330 234 285 8 0.18 £ 0.013 0.10 0.07 0.02 0.07 0.00 0.05 1731.6
J1701-4533  0.323 5260 19.6 32 2 2.65 +0.533 1540.2
J1704-5236  0.231  170.5 0.7 405 12 0.51+0.034 0.13 0.07 0.04 0.11 0.00 0.12 101.6
J1708-3506  0.005  146.7 33 3076 172 1.18£0.060 0.13 0.05 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.14 147.7 I
J1709-4401  0.865  220.6 45 2400 37 1.09+0.088 0.32 0.08 0.04 031 0.00 0.10 120.0 I
J1711-4322  0.103  191.5 4.0 1538 43 033+0.017 0.09 0.05 0.01 0.07 0.00 0.11 837 F-N
J1715-3859  0.928  817.0 5.2 1 2 0.56 + 0.072 1998.7
J1716-4005 0.312 4350 54 1701 2 0.81 £0.116 543.8
J1718-3718  3.379 371.1 9.5 3520 12 0.14+0.011 029 0.08 0.10 0.26 0.00 0.07 331.4
J1718-41 0.548  354.0 39 68 15 0.11+0.008 0.14 0.07 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.07 516.5
J1719-1438  0.006  36.9 0.3 2806 84 0.34+0.028 0.53 0.08 0.00 0.53 0.04 035 09 F-R
J1727-2946  0.027  60.9 1.9 1321 35 0.22+0.015 032 0.06 0.01 031 0.02 025 55 F-R
J1729-2117  0.066  35.0 1.0 2174 28 0.11+0.021 0.84 0.18 0.01 0.81 0.07 036 14
J1730-34 0.100  628.0 4.6 1 1 0.23 + 0.005 1078.5
J1731-1847  0.002  106.5 4.8 2904 123 039+0.027 046 0.07 0.00 045 0.01 0.17 27.1 F-R
J1732-35 0.127 3400 4.0 603 10 0.13+0.009 0.20 0.07 0.02 0.19 0.00 0.07 280.2
J1735-0724 0419 735 0.2 1 2 3.19 £ 0.648 1.2
J1740+1000  0.154 239 1.2 3394 9 243 +1.308 1.24 054 001 1.12 0.17 045 038
J1741-34 0.875 241.0 46 818 14 0.10+0.007 0.33 0.07 0.02 032 0.00 0.10 144.7
J1743-35 0570 1740 116 685 15 0.11+0.007 0.16 0.07 0.03 0.14 0.00 0.12 68.8
J1744-5337 0356 1244 193 626 37 0.29+0.020 0.23 0.07 0.05 0.21 0.01 0.15 75.1 I
J1745-2758 0.488  422.0 42 1 1 0.17 £ 0.015 446.7
J1747-4036  0.002  153.0 72 1798 14 1.34+0.077 0.11 0.06 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.13 260.6
J1748-30 0.383 584.0 138 1 1 0.16 £ 0.016 1611.3
J1750-28 1.301  388.0 4.1 1 1 0.15+0.012 370.8
J1753-2240  0.095 158.6 32 1475 40 0.14+0.010 0.26 0.07 0.01 0.25 0.00 0.13 50.9 S
J1754-3510 0.393 823 2.6 1 2 1.04 + 0.207 11.8
J1755-26 0.431  405.0 39 164 2 0.16 + 0.023 399.5
J1756-25 0.856  706.0 4.8 1 1 0.22 £ 0.023 1409.2
J1757-2223  0.185 2393 37 4 3 0.46 + 0.072 129.0
J1759-24 1458 7720 49 1248 4 0.28 + 0.055 1718.0
J1801-1417  0.004  57.3 1.1 1272 26 1.36+0.135 0.49 0.10 0.00 048 0.05 026 189
J1801-3210 0.007  177.7 6.1 3201 113 0.35+0.018 0.17 0.05 0.00 0.16 0.00 0.12 67.6 F-R
J1802-2124  0.013  149.6 3.0 4282 45 095+0.054 0.16 0.06 0.00 0.15 0.01 0.13 7458 S
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Name Py DM Dist T  Ngps S m . mp o My Mcorr Mg Mr T;  Class
() (em~pe) (kpe) (d) (mly) ()

J1804-2858  0.001  232.0 84 1755 63 0.29+0.022 0.28 0.08 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.10 181.1 S
J1807-2715  0.828 313.0 154 3808 30 1.11+£0.060 0.15 0.05 0.11 0.08 0.00 0.08 4593 F-J
J1809-1943 5541 178.0 32 842 33 0.66+1.229 6.01 1.85 0.07 572 0.00 0.12 83.7 X
J1811-2405 0.003  60.6 1.8 1605 59 1.37+0.078 0.22 0.06 0.00 021 0.02 025 54 F-R
J1811-4930 1.433  44.0 14 316 3 0.37 £ 0.072 2.6
J1818—-1422  0.291  622.0 55 3808 23 424+0.214 0.07 0.05 0.06 nan 0.00 0.05 1155.4
J1819-17 2352 67.0 1.9 1 1 0.22 + 0.014 6.6
J1820-0509  0.337  104.0 33 1 1 0.71 £ 0.010 21.6
J1824-0127 2499  58.0 1.9 1 2 0.37 + 0.090 5.0
J1824-1350  1.397  551.0 4.7 5 2 0.14 + 0.019 831.0
J1828-2119  0.515 268.0 18.0 1 2 0.61 + 0.095 358.8
J1830-0131  0.153  95.7 3.5 1 2 0.48 + 0.092 18.7
J1831-0952  0.067 247.0 37 187 11 032+0.028 0.17 0.09 0.01 0.15 0.00 0.09 137.0
J1834-09 0.512  529.0 49 1 1 0.28 £ 0.033 775.6
J1838-01 0.183  320.4 7.8 1 1 0.12 £0.016 3432
J1843-0702 0.192 2284 43 3792 31 025+0.016 0.18 0.06 0.03 0.16 0.00 0.10 1254 X
J1845-1114  0.206  206.7 6.7 1 2 0.51 +£0.084 127.5
J1846-4249 2273  62.0 37 208 4 0.38 £ 0.059 8.0
J1850-0026  0.167 947.0 6.7 1 1 0.55 + 0.016 3096.9
J1856-0526  0.370  130.5 4.0 1 2 0.83 £ 0.151 37.8
J1901+0621  0.832  94.0 29 1 2 0.30 + 0.060 16.5
J1902+0615  0.674  502.9 7.2 4097 13 1.77+£0.124 0.19 0.07 0.06 0.17 0.00 0.06 951.1
J1903+0925  0.357  162.0 63 30 2 0.85 £ 0.155 74.0
J1903-7051  0.004  19.7 09 151 8 0.58 +£0.144 0.56 0.25 0.00 0.50 0.59 050 1.9
J1910-5959A 0.003  33.7 1.7 1793 41  0.22+0.017 0.72 0.08 0.00 0.72 0.08 037 4.7 S
J1910-5959B 0.008  33.3 1.6 1 1 0.11 £ 0.010 1.6
J1910-5959C 0.005  33.2 1.6 147 4 0.26 + 0.038 10.3
J1911+1347  0.005  31.0 1.4 1030 18 0.45+0.037 0.16 0.08 0.00 0.14 048 0.38 134
J1921+0812  0.211 84.0 29 1 2 0.62 £0.123 13.0
J1932+1059  0.227 32 02 1358 6 29.93+67.763 426 2.26 0.04 3.61 23.63 1.07 0.1
J1932+2020  0.268  211.2 50 3751 8 1.20 £ 0.070 0.10 0.06 0.04 0.08 0.00 0.10 114.6
J1933-6211  0.004  11.5 0.7 2513 51 0.86+0.187 247 022 0.00 246 193 064 16 F-D
J1935+1616  0.359 1585 4.3 1 1 30.05+0.498 62.3
J1938+2213  0.166  91.0 34 969 4 0.62 + 0.108 16.6
J1944+0907  0.005  24.4 1.2 1 2 2.69 £ 0.749 1.6
J2010-1323  0.005  22.2 1.2 1 2 0.66 + 0.173 3.7
J2053-7200 0.341 17.3 4.0 2862 15 242+1.051 1.06 043 0.04 096 083 053 04
J2108-3429 1423  30.2 3.9 1 2 0.28 £ 0.071 2.1
J2144-3933  8.510 34 222 3703 5 0.61 +0.172 0.1
1223440944  0.004  17.8 1.6 1566 62 1.10+0.136 1.36 0.12 0.00 135 0.67 052 1.5 F-DR
J2236-5526  0.007  20.2 2.1 1237 51 0.25+0.036 1.28 0.14 0.00 1.28 033 049 0.8 F-DR
J2322-2650  0.003 6.2 0.8 1868 43 0.15+0.012 0.50 0.08 0.00 0.49 241 0.83 0.1 F-D
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