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ABSTRACT

We present the scintillation velocity measurements of FRB 20201124A from the FAST observations,

which reveal an annual variation. This annual variation is further supported by changes detected in the

scintillation arc as observed from the secondary spectrum. We attribute the annual velocity variation

to the presence of a moderately anisotropic scattering screen located at a distance of 0.4±0.1 kpc from

Earth. Our results prove that the scintillation of this FRB is mainly caused by material close to Earth

on a Galactic scale. However, scintillation observations of other FRBs may expose their surrounding

environment or uncover possible orbital motion if scintillation is caused by materials in their host

galaxy.

Keywords: Fast Radio Bursts: general — FRB: individual

1. INTRODUCTION

Fast radio bursts (FRBs) discovered by Lorimer et al.

(2007) are a new class of astronomical source charac-

terized by their short duration (approximately millisec-

onds) and highly energetic emission in the radio wave-
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lengths (i.e., 1037 − 1040 erg reported by Li et al. 2021).

Observations across various frequency bands and theo-

retical investigations have been conducted to understand

FRBs. Notable achievements in recent years include the

identification of periodic activity in FRB active window

(Chime/Frb Collaboration et al. 2020), the association

of FRBs with galactic magnetars (Bochenek et al. 2020;

Zhu et al. 2023), the detection of short-term variations

in Faraday rotation measure (Xu et al. 2022), and the

identification of FRBs associated with persistent radio
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sources (Niu et al. 2022a), among others. Despite these

advancements, FRBs’ radiation mechanisms and physi-

cal origins remain enigmatic (Zhang 2023).

Ionized interstellar medium with varying refractive in-

dices focuses and scatters the phase of radio waves from

compact objects, e.g. pulsars and FRBs. The interfer-

ence between these scattered rays leads to modulation of

the signal intensity as a function of frequency and time.

This phenomenon is known as interstellar scintillation

(ISS, Scheuer 1968). ISS is typically categorized into two

types: diffractive ISS (DISS, Rickett 1969) and refrac-

tive ISS (RISS, Sieber 1982; Rickett et al. 1984). DISS

results in significant modulations on short timescales,

while RISS arises due to large-scale re-focusing and de-

focusing of the rays, causing small modulations on long

timescales (Rickett 1990). Small-scale enhanced signals,

known as scintles, can be identified in the dynamic spec-

tra, i.e., the two-dimensional (2D) matrices of signal in-

tensity as a function of time (t) and frequency (f). In

some cases, arcs could be identified in the secondary

spectra, i.e. the 2D power spectra of dynamic spec-

tra (Stinebring et al. 2001; Walker et al. 2004; Cordes

et al. 2006). Scintillation velocity Veff related parame-

ters, such as the scintillation timescale τd (characteristic

size of scintles in the time domain) and arc curvature η,

exhibit periodic variations due to the Earth and source

orbital motions (i.e., Lyne 1984; Reardon et al. 2020).

This motivates the intriguing question of whether it is

possible to search for putative orbital motion of FRBs

through scintillation observations.

Previous FRB scintillation studies (i.e., Zhou et al.

2022) focused on investigating the scintillation band-

width ∆νd. Measuring the scintillation timescale τd
is challenging due to the lack of a sufficient sample of

bursts from active repeating FRBs that show bursts

with correlated bandpasses. Nimmo et al. (2022) found

evidence of correlated scintillation frequency structures

between two bursts from FRB 20200120E separated

by 4.3 minutes, indicating the presence of scintillation

timescales τd ≥ 4 minutes. Main et al. (2022) reported

the first measurement of scintillation timescale τd for

FRB 20201124A using Effelsberg and the upgraded Gi-

ant Metrewave Radio Telescope. Moreover, the annual

variation in scintillation velocity was detected based on

ten scintillation velocity values, suggesting a Milky Way

origin for the ISS of FRB 20201124A (Main et al. 2023).

Additionally, Wu et al. (2024) identified the first de-

tection of FRB scintillation arc from FRB 20220912A,

indicating the presence of a thin scattering screen in the

line of sight dominating the observed scintillation phe-

nomena. Moreover, there is no significant difference in

scintillation arc curvature of FRB 20220912A detected

within the time span of 20 days. Readers can refer to

Cordes & Chatterjee (2019) for more details regarding

FRB scintillation.

In this Letter, we present the annual variations in scin-

tillation velocity and arc curvature of FRB 20201124A

using the Five-hundred-meter Aperture Spherical radio

Telescope (FAST). Section 2 describes our observations

and data processing procedures. The results are pre-

sented in Section 3. Finally, Section 4 contains the dis-

cussions and conclusions.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS

FRB 20201124A was initially discovered by CHIME

(Chime/FRB Collabortion 2021) and was subsequently

localized to its host galaxy (Day et al. 2021). Subsequent

FAST observations detected three active episodes, in-

cluding thousands of bursts Xu et al. (2022). Zhou et al.

(2022) studied its burst morphology. Zhang et al. (2022)

studied its energy distribution. Jiang et al. (2022) did

its polarimetry studies, and Niu et al. (2022b) tried to

find spin period and reported fine structures.

For our analysis, we utilize data obtained with FAST

between April 01, 2021, and July 11, 2023 (Nan et al.

2011; Jiang et al. 2019; Li et al. 2018), in the frequency

range of 1.0–1.5 GHz. The pointing direction of FAST

was R.A. = 05h08m03.51s, and Dec = +26◦03
′
38.5

′′
, cor-

responding to Galactic longitude: 177.76◦ and Galactic

latitude: -8.52◦.

We use search-mode filter bank data with a digital

backend based on the ROACH2 board (Jiang et al. 2019,

2020) without coherent dedispersion. The recorded data

are in the 8-bit PSRFITS format (Hotan et al. 2004)

with four-channel Stokes format (XX, YY, XY, YX),

the time resolution of 49.152 µs, and 4096 frequency

channels corresponding to a frequency resolution of ap-

proximately 0.122 MHz. The 19-beam receiver of FAST

utilizes orthogonal linear polarization feeds. At the be-

ginning of the observation, a periodic square wave with a

100% linear polarization calibrator signal is injected, us-

ing a folded noise diode for polarization calibration. The

cross-coupling of the two feeds is negligible (≤ 0.5%, Luo

et al. 2020). The PSR/IEEE convention (van Straten

et al. 2010) is employed to define Stokes parameters.

We then do offline incoherent dedispersion and search

for the FRB signal, using a single fixed dispersion mea-

sure (DM) value of 411 pc cm−3 and a peak signal-to-

noise ratio (S/N1.) threshold of 10.0. It is worth not-

ing that previous FAST FRB analyses (i.e., Zhou et al.

1 The peak S/N is given by the ratio of the maximum intensity
of pulse profile to the standard deviation of the off-pulse region.
The time resolution of pulse profile is 49.152 µs
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Figure 1. The dynamic spectrum of Stokes I of FRB 20201124A at MJD 59485. High-frequency noises are injected for
calibration during the observation’s first and last minutes. The same printed contrast is applied to each frequency spectrum,
and the lines have transparency.
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2022) employed a detection threshold of S/N = 7, en-

abling the detection of more bursts. We use a higher de-

tection threshold since studies of scintillation properties

require a high signal-to-noise ratio, often from deflected

ray paths with ≲1% of the FRB’s mean flux.

To mitigate radio frequency interference, we identify

according to the mean and the standard deviation of the

time-averaged series and then mask. The methodologies

for generating dynamic and secondary spectra are de-

tailed in previous work by Main et al. (2022) and Wu

et al. (2024). We then derive the scintillation bandwidth

(∆νd) and scintillation timescale (τd) from the 2D au-

tocorrelation function (ACF) of the dynamic spectrum

from each observation (see Wu et al. 2024, for more de-

tails), but only if we have more than ten blocks of data2

containing brighter bursts detected (see Figure 1). This

ensures the reliability of the derived scintillation param-

eters. The uncertainty in the scintillation parameters is

the quadrature sum of the uncertainty arising from the

fitting procedure and the statistical error σest resulting

from the limited number of scintles (Bhat et al. 1999):

σest = (fd × BWdynTdyn

∆νdτd
)−0.5. (1)

Here, BWdyn and Tdyn are the observing bandwidth and

length, respectively, and fd (= 0.4) is the filling factor.

σest is 2–10% mainly depending on the observing length.

3. RESULTS

We analyze all the datasets of FRB 20201124A ob-

tained from FAST and identify a total of 51 observa-

tions with more than ten selected blocks of data. In

Table 1, we provide the corresponding Modified Julian

Dates (MJDs), observing lengths, the number of blocks

of data, scintillation bandwidth ∆νd, and scintillation

timescale τd of the selected observations.

We present the 2D ACFs and the secondary spectra

of MJD 59485 and 59612 in Figure 2 as examples. Both

of these examples exhibit tilts caused by refraction in

their 2D ACFs. The presence of asymmetrical scintilla-

tion arcs provides further evidence for the existence of

a larger-scale gradient in phase (Cordes et al. 2006).

3.1. Scintillation Velocity

The predominant scattering model employed is the

thin screen model (Williamson 1972, 1973), which pos-

tulates that scattering occurs within a narrow screen

2 Each block of data is around 0.2s (4096 sampling intervals). We
use the term “block of data” rather than burst here due to the
frequent occurrence of multiple bursts within a block of data of
FRB 20201124A depending on the definition of a burst.
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Figure 2. (Upper panels) The 2D ACFs of FRB 20201124A
with FAST on MJDs 59485 and 59612. In the two smaller
side plots, the gray points are the 1D ACFs at zero frequency
and time lag, the red dashed curves are the best fits from
which the scintillation timescale τd and scintillation band-
width ∆νd are derived, respectively. (Bottom Panels) The
corresponding secondary spectra.

oriented along the direction of propagation. The va-

lidity of the thin screen model was corroborated by the

detection of very sharp scintillation arcs (i.e., Stinebring

et al. 2001; Cordes et al. 2006; Pen & Levin 2014). In our

observations, the secondary spectra of FRB 20201124A

shown in Figure 2 are of the fuzzy type and are more

suggestive of a non-thin screen geometry. For simplicity,

the thin screen model is adopted.

In the study of time variations in scintillation phe-

nomena, a crucial parameter is the effective trans-

verse line-of-sight velocity Veff(s) across the scattering

medium at fraction position s that is measured from the

FRB position at s=0 to s=1 at the observer’s position.

This velocity is a linear combination of the velocities

of the FRB, Earth, and the ionized interstellar medium

(IISM) in the form of (Cordes & Rickett 1998):

Veff(s) = (1−s)(VFRB,T+VFRB,O)+sVE−VIISM(s) (2)

where VFRB,T, VFRB,O, VE and VIISM are the velocities

of the FRB proper motion, the possible orbital motion

of the FRB, earth motion and the IISM motion, respec-

tively. Each velocity component comprises two parts: vα
along R.A. and vδ along Dec. In the case of the Milky

Way origin of FRB, the fractional distance s∼1. Conse-
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Table 1. Summary of 51 FAST observations and scintillation properties of
FRB 20201124A

MJD Length (hrs) Nblocks τd (mins) ∆νd (MHz) Arc Detection

59314 2.0 59 17.7±0.6 0.9±0.1

59315 2.0 59 17.1±0.7 1.2±0.1

59316 2.0 44 15.9±0.6 0.9±0.1

59319 1.0 19 15.8±0.8 0.5±0.1

59320 1.9 25 16.4±0.7 0.5±0.1

59321 1.5 19 15.7±1.0 0.7±0.1

59323 2.0 46 18.4±0.8 0.7±0.1

59324 1.7 24 12.1±0.9 1.4±0.1

59325 0.5×4 29 13.5±0.8 0.9±0.1

59326 0.5×3 + 0.8×1 44 12.7±0.8 1.2±0.1

59327 0.5×4 24 15.6±0.9 0.5±0.1

59328 0.5×4 34 12.0±0.7 0.5±0.1

59329 1.5 21 14.1±0.9 0.8±0.1

59330 0.5×4 29 14.5±0.9 0.7±0.1

59331 0.5×4 28 10.7±0.8 0.5±0.1

59334 0.5×4 43 12.8±0.8 0.7±0.1

59336 0.5×4 19 13.4±1.4 0.5±0.1

59337 0.5×4 37 15.2±1.4 0.6±0.1

59347 0.5×4 13 13.4±1.6 0.7±0.1

59348 0.5×4 21 10.7±1.1 1.1±0.1

59349 0.5×4 15 9.5±1.3 0.5±0.1

59350 0.5×4 20 10.4±0.7 1.4±0.1

59351 0.5×4 23 11.1±1.2 0.6±0.1

59352 0.5×4 26 9.5±1.0 0.7±0.1

59482 1.0 15 30.1±2.2 0.4±0.1

59483 1.0 40 34.5±1.8 0.6±0.1

59484 1.0 127 28.0±1.0 0.5±0.1 Yes

59485 1.0 283 25.8±1.0 0.7±0.1 Yes

59612 2.0 187 20.1±0.8 0.7±0.1 Yes

59613 2.0 150 17.8±0.4 0.6±0.1 Yes

59614 2.0 61 16.4±0.6 0.9±0.1 Yes

59615 1.0 54 17.8±0.6 0.7±0.1 Yes

59616 1.0 37 19.1±0.8 0.8±0.1

59619 1.0 34 24.9±1.5 0.8±0.1

59621 1.0 30 21.9±1.5 1.3±0.1

59622 1.0 27 27.9±2.2 2.1±0.2

59624 1.0 18 24.9±1.5 0.4±0.1

59625 1.0 24 19.5±1.5 0.7±0.1

59628 0.33 16 21.1±7.9 0.7±0.1

59629 0.33 15 22.9±2.6 1.5±0.2

59630 0.33 29 22.0±1.7 0.7±0.1

59631 0.33 32 21.6±2.3 1.4±0.1

59632 1.0 66 21.7±1.4 0.7±0.1

59633 0.33 29 18.5±1.3 0.9±0.1

59634 1.0 72 23.9±1.5 0.6±0.1

59636 1.0 46 24.2±1.1 0.6±0.1

59637 0.33 14 23.2±2.6 0.6±0.1

59638 0.33 12 22.3±2.9 1.2±0.1

59642 0.33 12 17.6±4.0 0.6±0.1

59657 0.33 11 24.6±2.6 1.3±0.1

59658 0.33 15 39.0±7.7 0.9±0.1

Notes: Given are the Modified Julian Day (MJD), the observation length, Nblocks:
the number of blocks of data (the integration time of each blocks of data is ∼0.2s,
and some of blocks of data have multiple bright bursts.), the derived scintillation
timescale τd and bandwidth ∆νd, and the note whether scintillation arc is detected.
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Figure 3. (Upper panel) Measurements of the re-scaled
scintillation velocity W of FRB 20201124A. The dashed
curve represents the best-fitting anisotropic scattering model
described in section 3.2 using MCMC. The brightness of W
depends on the number of blocks of data of each observation.
(Lower panel) The predicted scintillation arc using the best-
fitting anisotropic scattering model. The black-filled areas
represent the scintillation arc curvature range.

quently, the contributions from the FRB velocities can

be considered negligible.

In this Letter, we adopt a parameter W instead of

effective scintillation velocity Veff . This choice allows

us to isolate the unknown variables from the directly
measurable parameters (Main et al. 2023):

Wkm/s/
√
kpc ≡

VISS√
Ds

=
Veff

s
√
Ds

≈ Veff√
Ds

, (theory)

≈ 27800

√
2∆νd
fτd

, (observation)

(3)

where VISS is the scintillation velocity in km/s (Cordes

& Rickett 1998), Ds is the distance of scattering screen

from Earth in the unit of kpc, the scintillation band-

width ∆νd is expressed in the unit of MHz, the observing

frequency f is in the unit of GHz, and the scintillation

timescale τd is represented in the unit of second.

3.2. Anisotropic scattering screen model

Observational phenomena such as extremely scatter-

ing events (Fiedler et al. 1987; Coles et al. 2015), the

scintillation behavior of B0834+06 (Brisken et al. 2010),

and flatter power law index at lower frequencies (Wu

et al. 2023) strongly suggest the presence of inhomo-

geneous and anisotropic scattering screens. We con-

sider the scattered image of a point source produced

by the screen that is an ellipse with the axial ratio

Ar and ϕAr defined clockwise from R.A. (Coles et al.

2005). Rickett et al. (2014) further introduced a pa-

rameterization of the quadratic coefficients in terms of

R = (A2
r−1)/(A2

r+1), which ranges between 0 (isotropic

screen) and 1 (1D screen). The coefficients are

a = [1−R cos (2ϕAr
)] /

√
1−R2,

b = [1 +R cos (2ϕAr
)] /

√
1−R2,

c = −2R sin (2ϕAr
)/
√

1−R2.

(4)

Eventually, the theoretical model of the effective scintil-

lation velocity is then given by (Rickett et al. 2014)

Veff(s) =
√
avα(s)2 + bvδ(s)2 + cvα(s)vδ(s). (5)

3.3. Interpreting Scintillation Variation

We compute the parameter W with Equation 3 us-

ing the mean value of scintillation bandwidth ∆νd. We

employ this approach for two reasons. Firstly, due to

the presence of phase gradient variation manifested in

tilted ACFs and the dynamic asymmetry of scintilla-

tion arcs, as depicted in Figure 2. Secondly, individual

bursts do not cover the full frequency band. These fac-

tors can lead to complications in scintillation parameter

measurements. Considering that the scintillation band-

width ∆νd strongly depends on frequency, we tend to

use its mean value. The resulting time series of W is

illustrated in Figure 3. It is worth noting that the scin-

tillation arc curvature also contains information about

W . However, precise arc curvature measurements are
hindered by the presence of diffuse arcs with larger cur-

vature. Hence, in this letter, we derive W only from the

perspective of ∆νd and τd.

We model the time series of the parameter W us-

ing Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) with EMCEE

(Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013). All fitting parameters

have uniform priors, and their posterior distributions are

presented in Figure 4 using corner.py (Foreman-Mackey

2016). The best-fit parameters for R, ϕAr
, Ds, VIISM,α,

and VIISM,δ are 0.5+0.2
−0.1, 11.8

+2.0
−9.6 degrees, 0.4±0.1 kpc,

2.4+0.7
−4.5 km/s, -6.5+2.1

−1.2 km/s, respectively. The results

of our model fitting are depicted in Figure 3. The ax-

ial ratio Ar of the spatial diffraction pattern is 1.7+0.7
−0.2,

indicating a moderately anisotropic scattering screen re-

sponsible for FRB 20201124A ISS. Additionally, our re-

sult of Ds = 0.4±0.1 kpc is consistent with the results

of Main et al. (2023).
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Using the best-fitted anisotropic scattering screen

model, we also predict the scintillation arc curvature

η = λ2/2cW2 (see Figure 3), where λ, c are the observ-

ing wavelength and the speed of light, respectively (i.e.,

Mall et al. 2022). We also show the range of scintillation

arc curvature. The η measurements at MJDs 59484 and

59485 are larger than those during MJDs 59612 to 59615.

This variation in scintillation arc curvature also supports

the Milky Way origin of FRB 20201124A ISS. In princi-

ple, the presence of a scintillation arc should be more

apparent during the first active episode (MJD 59314

- 59352) due to the smaller predicted scintillation arc

curvature, η. The absence of such an arc during these

epochs can be attributed to the limited number of blocks

of data, in other words, by the limited event rate of

bright bursts.

4. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

Using the FAST data set for FRB 20201124A, our re-

sults show sustained frequency structure (∼1 MHz, see

Figure 1) across multiple bursts due to diffractive inter-

stellar scintillation and demonstration of a scintillation

arc.

There are common features in the frequency spectra

from the bursts near each other, as shown in Figure 1.

However, it is not a direct signal that there is no vari-

ation in the intrinsic emission of FRB involved. Addi-

tional frequency structure caused by the intrinsic emis-

sion from pulsars, a typical coherent source, was first

detected and analyzed by Cordes et al. (2004). The

radiation mechanism for FRB emission should be coher-

ent, given the effective brightness temperature needed

(i.e., Zhang 2023). Nimmo et al. (2022) showed that the

correlation coefficient of Stokes I depends on the degree

of polarization of FRB. A more quantitative analysis of

the correlation of frequency spectra and the degree of

polarization is deferred to a future paper.

We model the annual variation in scintillation veloc-

ity of FRB 20201124A with an anisotropic scattering

screen model based on the largest sample of FRB scintil-

lation measurements with FAST, up to date. Our find-

ings strongly indicate that the observed ISS phenom-

ena of FRB 20201124A are predominantly influenced by

the IISM with a transverse velocity of approximately

7 km/s located at 0.4±0.1 kpc away from Earth. This

is further supported by the variation in scintillation arcs

detected within the time intervals of MJDs 59484-59485

and 59612-59615. The annual orbital motion of Earth

is responsible for the yearly variation in the scintillation

velocity.

This phenomenon of annual variation in scintillation

has been observed in eight quasars: 0917+642 (Rick-

ett et al. 2001), S4 0954+65 (Marchili et al. 2012),

1156+295 (Liu et al. 2013), B1257−326 (Bignall et al.

2003), B1322-110 (Bignall et al. 2019), B1519-273 (Lin-

sky et al. 2008), J1726+0639 (Bignall et al. 2022),

J1819+3845 (Dennett-Thorpe & de Bruyn 2003), nine

pulsars: J0437−4715 (Reardon et al. 2020), J0613−0200

(Main et al. 2020), J0636+5128 (Liu et al. 2023),

J0835−4510 (Xu et al. 2023), J1136+1551 (McKee et al.

2022), J1141−6545 (Reardon et al. 2019), J1509+5531
(Sprenger et al. 2022), J1643−1224 (Mall et al. 2022),

and J1909−3744 (Askew et al. 2023). The annual vari-

ation in ISS of FRB 20201124A demonstrates FRB’s

potential for exploring the material’s properties in the

vicinity of Earth. By utilizing multi-epoch data, the de-

tection of annual scintillation variations from compact

sources can provide valuable insights into the local IISM

for many lines of sight and further enable nearby IISM

reconstruction in the future (i.e., Ocker et al. 2024).

FAST, as the most sensitive single-dish telescope in

the world, has the ability to detect a sufficient number

of bright bursts to obtain the scintillation timescale τd,

even to resolve the scintillation arc. The annual vari-

ation in the scintillation arcs yields robust constraints

on the properties of the scattering screen if the arcs are

well-defined. However, in the case of FRBs, a high event
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rate of bright bursts is crucial to search for the scintilla-

tion arc effectively. A similar scintillation analysis can

be conducted for FRBs exhibiting exceptional activity

within the sky coverage of FAST, such as FRB 20121102

(Li et al. 2021). The annual variation of scintillation

would improve our understanding of Milky Way IISM

distributions at high latitudes. A non-annual periodic

variation in scintillation velocity would be even more re-

markable, as it could signify the orbital motion of the

progenitor of the FRB.

DATA AVAILABILITY

Raw data are published by the FAST data center and

can be accessed there.
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