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ABSTRACT

We show that old isolated neutron stars in groups and clusters of galaxies experiencing a Quark-
Nova phase (QN: an explosive transition to a quark star) may be the source of FRBs. Each
of the millions of fragments of the ultra-relativistic QN ejecta provides a collisionless plasma
for which the ambient medium (galactic/halo, the intra-group/intra-cluster medium) acts as a
relativistic plasma beam. The Buneman and the Weibel instabilities, successively induced by
the beam in the fragment, generate particle bunching and observed coherent emission at GHz
frequency with a corresponding fluence in the Jy ms range. The duration, frequency drift and
the rate are in agreement with observed properties of FRBs. Repeats (on timescales of minutes
to months) are due to seeing multiple fragments each beaming at a different direction and
coming in at different times. Single (non-repeating) FRBs, occur when only emission from the
primary fragment is within the detector’s sensitivity. Key properties of FRB 121102 (its years
of activity) and of FRB 180916.J0158+65 (its ~ 16 day period) are recovered. The spatial and
temporal coincidence between SGR 1935+2154 and FRB 200428 finds an explanation in our
model. We give testable predictions.
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1 INTRODUCTION

FRB science began with the Lorimer burst (Lorimer et al. 2007)
and followed with a decade of discovery of dozens of intense,
millisecond, highly dispersed radio bursts in the GHz range (see
http://frbcat.org/; Petroff et al. 2016). An FRB may consist of single
or multiple pulses of milliseconds duration. While most FRBs were
one-off events, a few were repeats (Spitler et al. 2016; Scholz et al.
2016; CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2019a,b). FRB dispersion mea-
sures (DM) of hundreds of pc cm™> put them at extra-Galactic to
cosmological distances which makes them very bright (> 104 erg
s~1) with their high brightness temperatures requiring a coherent
emission mechanism (Kellermann & Pauliny-Toth 1969; see also
Katz 2014; Popov et al. 2018).

Observations and derived properties of FRBs can be found in
the literature (Thornton et al. 2013; Spitler et al. 2014; Kulkarni et al.
2014; Petroff et al. 2016; Ravi et al. 2016; Gajjar et al. 2018; Michilli
et al. 2018; Lorimer 2018; Cordes & Chatterjee 2019). The large
beams of current radio telescopes makes it difficult to pin-point the
host galaxies of most FRBs let alone their association with known
astrophysical objects. This makes it hard to constrain models despite
the numerous ideas suggested (Platts et al. 2018). The X-ray activity
of the galactic soft y-ray repeater (SGR) 193542154 (Barthelmy
et al. 2020) coincided spatially with FRB 200428 (Scholz et al.
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2020; CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2020; Witze 2020; Bochenek et
al. 2020). This supports the association of at least some FRBs with
SGRs. The repeating nature of FRBs has been used to argue against
catastrophic scenarios, but we show that is not necessarily the case.

In the QN model, a massive NS (~ 2Mq; born from stellar
progenitors in the 20-40M o mass range) converts spontaneously
to a quark star (QS) when quark deconfinement in its core, and the
subsequent explosive combustion of neutrons to quarks, is triggered
either by: (i) spin-down if born rapidly rotating with a period of a few
milliseconds (Staff et al. 2006); (ii) quark nucleation on timescales
of hundreds of millions of years if born slowly rotating. During the
QN, the outermost layers of the NS are ejected at ultra-relativistic
speeds. From Ouyed & Leahy (2009), the QN ejecta breaks up into
millions of dense fragments in a plasma state (hereafter “chunks").
In case (i), the QN occurs within years of a core-collapse SN (ccSN)
explosion of a massive star with the chunks embedded in the SN.
In case (ii) the QN occurs in the outskirts of galaxies. Ouyed al.
(2020) showed that the interaction of the chunks with the expanded
SN ejecta gives properties (intermittency, light-curve and spectrum)
of long-duration Gamma-ray bursts (LGRBs). Here, we focus on
isolated QNe; old NSs experiencing the QN phase, outside their
birth galaxies.

Slowly rotating, massive NSs rely on quark nucleation in their
core to trigger the QN. For nucleation timescales > 108 years (e.g.
Bombaci et al. 2004; Harko et al. 2004), a candidate NS with a typi-
cal kick velocity of ~ 300 km s~! travels a distance >~ 30 kpc from
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its birth place. It would explode in the intra-group or intra-cluster
medium. The chunks travel through the ambient medium/plasma
and expand until they become collisionless. They experience two
inter-penetrating collisionless instabilities: the Buneman instability
(BI) then the Buneman-induced thermal Weibel instability (WI).
This triggers particle bunching, coherent synchrotron emission
(CSE) and FRBs as shown here. The fragmented nature of the QN
ejecta (with every chunk emitting in a specific direction and at a dif-
ferent time) allows repetition. Thus FRBs from a QN, a one-off cat-
aclysmic event, are inherently repeaters with single (non-repeating)
FRBs, occurring when only emission from the primary chunk is
detected.

Hereafter, unprimed quantities are in the chunk’s reference
frame while the superscripts “ns" and “obs." refer to the NS frame
(i.e. the ambient medium) and the observer’s frame, respectively.
The transformation from the local NS frame to the chunk’s frame
is dt" = T'cdt while the transformations from the chunk’s frame
to the observer’s frame are dr°®- = (1 + z)dt/D(T¢, 0¢), v°PS- =
D(T'¢,0:)v/(1 + z) with z the source’s redshift and . the angle
between the observer and chunk’s velocity vectors; D (T, 6c) is the
chunk’s Doppler factor with I'; the Lorentz factor.

We consider three media: (i) the intra-group medium (IGpM),
with number density nj> =~ 1074-1072 ¢cm™3 (e.g. Cavaliere
2000); (ii) the intra-galaxy cluster medium (ICM) with n;‘rsnb_ ~
10741072 cm ™3 (e.g. Fabian 1994); (iii) the intergalactic medium
(IGM) with ”ernb. ~ 1077 ¢cm™3 (e.g. McQuinn 2016). Hereafter
ICM refers jointly to the hot diffuse gas observed in groups and
clusters of galaxies. Because the majority of galaxies are in groups
(e.g. Tully 1987) we take conditions in the [gCM with ambient den-
sity of n;‘fnb_ = 1073 cm™3 as our fiducial value. The paper focuses
on the interaction of the QN chunks with such an ambient medium
and is structured as follows: In §2 we give an overview of the QN
ejecta, and how it becomes collisionless as it travels in the ambient
medium. We describe the relevant plasma instabilities (BI and WI)
and the resulting CSE. The application to FRBs is done in §3. In
§4, we list our model’s predictions and limitations, and conclude in
§5.

2 THE QN AND ITS EJECTA

The energy release during the conversion of a NS to a QS is ~
3.8 x 1073 erg x (Mns/2Mo) X (AEgec. /100 MeV) for a NS mass
of MNs = 2M and a conversion energy release of AEge.. = 100
MeV per neutron (Weber (2005)). This is a fraction of the combined
conversion energy and gravitational binding energy (Kerénen et al.
2005; Niebergal 2011; Ouyed, A 2018; Ouyed al. 2020). A large
part is in kinetic energy of the QN ejecta Egn ~ 10%2-10°3 erg
when the converting NS is hot (as in the case of a QN in the wake
of a ccSN (Ouyed al. (2020)). For the case of an old isolated cold
NS, the very slow nucleation timescales means that most of the
conversion energy is lost to neutrinos yielding a kinetic energy
Egn ~ 10°1-10°2 erg. The QN ejecta consists of the outermost
crust layers of the NS with a mass Mgn ~ 1073 Mg and a Lorentz
factor gy = EQN/(MQch) ~ 102-10%.

2.1 Ejecta properties and statistics

With N; = 10° the number of chunks, a typical mass! is me =

Mgn/Nc 10223 gmXMqn 28.3/Nc 6. The chunk’s Lorentz factor
is taken to be constant with T'c = T'gn = 1023 for a QN ejecta’s
kinetic energy EqQn = FCMQNCZ ~ 5.7 x 107 erg; i.e. 1% of the
conversion energy is converted to kinetic energy; these values are
listed in Table S12.

In Appendix SA we summarize chunk properties:

12

e The chunks are equally spaced in solid angle Q around the
explosion site. Defining Ng, as the number of chunks per a.ngle3 Oc,
we write dNg, /dQ = const. = N¢/4n with dQ = 27 sin .df. so
that dNg, /d6. = (N¢/2) sin 6 = (N¢/2)6. with 6. << 1. Because
NCnAeg = 4n, the average angular separation is

4 4x1073
AeS:erC:T/Z:T’ (1)
N, N

yielding Afs ~ 1/T¢ for Ne = 10° and T = 1023,

The geometry for chunk angular spacing is a 2-dimensional
honeycomb (see Figure S1) with 1 primary (i = 1) chunk at
0 < 0: < Ab; and 6 X (i — 1) chunks for subsequent, and con-
centric, “rings" (with i > 2; 6 secondary chunks, 12 tertiary chunks
etc..). The mean angle of the primary (P), secondary (S) and tertiary
(T) chunks are fp =~ 4/(3NC1/62), As ~ 2.30p and O ~ 66p (Eq.
(SA2)); ’

e with Fg >> 1 and 6, << 1, the Doppler factor is D (I'¢, 6;) ~
2T/ f(6c) with

f(0) = 1+ (Tebe)” @)
and f(6.) << F%. The average values are

2
1—‘c,2.5
Nc 6

>

2

f(é)~1+o97@
S . N

c,6
FZ
F(0r) ~ 14667222 3)
Nc,6

f(@p) ~1+0.18

e The average change in f(6.) from one chunk to another with
respect to the observer is (see Eq. (SA7)):

2
1.6 FC,Z.S
— X
T NC,6

A fchunks ~ ) ( 4)

2.2 The collisionless QN chunks

The evolution of the QN chunks is given in Ouyed & Leahy (2009).
The later evolution is:
(1) The QN chunk becomes optically thin to photons when
12 1/2

. . - 10
it expands to a radius R opt. = 2.2 X 10" cm X M5 3Ke 10

! Dimensionless quantities are defined as f; = f /10¥ with quantities in
cgs units.

2 Appendices, tables and figures in the online supplementary material (SM)
for this paper are denoted by a prefix “S".

3 @, is also the angle of the chunk’s motion with respect to the observer’s
line-of-sight.
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Figure 1. Top panels: Schematic representation of frequency drifting in time (Eq. (SD3)) for a flat emitted spectrum. The detector has maximum and

i : det. det. : : . obs. det. obs. det. . obs. det.
minimum frequencies vpg; and v £ . The possible scenarios are: a) VCSE,max.(HC) > Vimax, and vp P (6c) < vii-; b) VCSE,max,(HC) > viax and
det. obs. det. . det. obs. obs. det. . det. obs. det. obs. det. :
Vi, < Vpe (0e) < Vi 3 ©) Vinax. > VEsE max. (6c) and v (6c) > vith o d) Vinai > VESE max. (0c) > vt and v (6c) < vt . The vertical bands

indicate the range of detected frequencies at any given time. The horizontal dashed line is the chunk’s plasma frequency vg}’es'(gc). Bottom panels: The
spectrum at three different times for case “a". The arrow shows the frequency decreasing in time and drifting through the detector’s band.

using Re = 1/kepe; ke = 0.1 cm? gm™! is the opacity, pe = stage, its interaction with the ICM triggers the BI and WI (Appendix
nemy = (3me/4nR3) x my is its density and my the hydrogen SC and Figure S2), yielding particle bunching and CSE (Appendix
mass. The baryon number density is nc opt. = 3m1c /47rR2’ opt./TH = SD and Figure S3) with observed properties (frequency, duration
14 . -3 -1/2 -3/2. and fluence) similar to FRBs.
2.8x 10" cm™ X My 3K 15
(ii) The chunk is optically thin to hadronic collisions when

. . - 9 12 12
it expands to a radius R gy =~ 1.5 X 10° cm X M5 3THH, 27’

from R = 1/ncoyn; oHH,—27 is the hadron-hadron cross-section
in milli-barns (Letaw et al. 1983);

(iii) A chunk is subject to electron Coulomb collisions so it
thermalizes and expands beyond Re, opt. from internal pressure. The
electron Coulomb collision length for number density n. and tem-
perature T¢ is (Richardson 2019) A. c =~ 1.1 X 10* cm x Tcz/nc
with Coulomb parameter In A = 20 (Lang 1999). During the early
evolution A¢ c << Rc.

Chunk electrons bunch up on scales Ay (#) yielding CSE at
a frequency vcsg(f) = ¢/Ap(2). It decreases in time, due to
bunches merging and increasing in size, as (Eq. (SD3)) vcsg(f) =
vesg(0) X (1+1/tm_wi)~ W1 with f;_wr the characteristic merg-
ing timescale (Eq. (SC11)). CSE ceases when vcgg/(#) drops to the
chunk’s plasma frequency, vp e = 9 kHz x nééz (Lang 1999), and
can no longer escape. In the observer’s frame, the initial (maximum)
CSE frequency is vobs: (6c) = D(T¢, 8c)vese(0)/(1 + 2), its

After the chunk is optically thin, hadronic collisions continue
to heat it. From Appendix SB, hadronic collisions with the ambient

medium and thermalization from Coulomb collisions expand the S s CSE,max. e
chunk until it becomes collisionless when R = A¢ c. Table S2 lists duration is Argy = (1 + z)Atcsg/D(Ic, 6c), and the luminosity
the number density (n¢c), radius (Rec) and thermal speed (B¢c = is Lgbssé(ec) = (D(Te,600)*/(1 +2)%) Lesg; vesg (0), Lesg (0) and
vee/c) of a typical chunk when it becomes collisionless. At this Atcsg are derived in Appendix SD. Le.

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)
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Table 1. Selected FRB detectors

Telescope | Band (MHz) sensitivity (Jy ms)
Arecibol | ~ 1210-1530 ~0.1
Parkes? ~ 1180-1580 ~1
ASKAP? | ~1210-1530 ~10
CHIME?* ~ 400-800 ~0.1
LOFAR? ~ 110-240 > 103

Thttp://www.naic.edu/alfa/gen_info/info_obs.shtml.
’https://www.parkes.atnf.csiro.au/cgi-bin/public_wiki/
wiki.pl?MB20.
3https://www.atnf.csiro.au/projects/askap/index.html.
“https://chime-experiment.ca/instrument.

5 LOFAR’s high-band antenna (van Haarlem et al. 2013).

11.6 GHz
b 2 1/2
V%SSE max. (6c) = (1+2)f(60) x 6CSE,—17CSE,I X FC,2-5ncc,1 ®)

4.7x 10% erg s7! _1Bwi.-
LS (6,) = 2 erg 54 BL-1BwWL-1
(1+2)7f(6c) {m-w1,2
6 2 S
T 2.5Re,15Mamb. -3
x (0)
,Bcc,—z
1
Sm-wi
A1Z: (0c) = ((642'76C5E,—17%5E,1) - 1) 190501 (6e)
@)
with the observed characteristic bunch merging timescale:
obs (1 + Z) gm—Wl,2
toowi(0c) = ——=——tm-w1 = 0.24rns><(l+z)f(0c)><—12 .
D(Te.6c) Feaan'
®

The parameters Scsg» YCSE» {BI» BWI> {m-WI, dm—w1 are defined
and given in Table S1.
The observed CSE frequency decreases in time as (Eq. (SD3))
VO (0. 1°%) = v L (8e) X (1 + 100 /1005 (6c))Om W1
reaching a minimum value of

DT, 6c) 18 MHz

Vpe = X
l+z (1+2)f(6c)
Figure 1 illustrates frequency drifting in time through the
detector’s band for the case of a flat spectrum. The vertical
bands indicate that CSE emerges from the chunk at frequencies
g%SE min. (0c) < gtésE(H 1005 )< Vg%SE max. (fc). For the steep
power-law spectrum case (Figure S4), CSE is detectable around the
peak frequency. The frequency bands at a given time are narrower in
the case of the steep power-law spectrum case, more like observed
FRBs.

172
V%%’E min(0c) = Fc,z.sncg,l N C))

3 FRBS FROM ICM-QNE

Listed in Table S2 are frequency, duration and fluence of the result-

ing FRBs*. For a detector with bandwidth Aydet: = ydet. —_,det.
. min.
det.

(vaet. ‘i, are the maximum and minimum frequency):

max. and ve-

4 In Appendix SE, we describe the CSE properties (duration, spectrum,
fluence) as measured by current detectors (Table 1). We derive the spectrum,
flux density, band-integrated flux density and fluence for the case of a power-
law spectrum.

: obs. det. obs. ydet.
@ I VOgE max. (0c) > vimai, and vegp o, (6c) < vin, the
duration of the CSE is set by the time it takes emission to drift

through the detector’s band (Eq. (SE3)):

ArESE (0e) = 19751 (Bc) X

b 1/ 6m-wi b 1/6m-w1
( gSSE max. (90)) _ ( gSSE max. (90))

det. det.

Y min. Vmax.

(10)

The FRB duration is the minimum between the CSE duration
and the drifting time through the detector’s band

AR (6c) = MIN | A1y (6, At (00)| (1

(i) The band-integrated fluence for a flat spectrum is
F(009 6m—WI’ 0) = T(OCV O) X g(gC’ 61’1’1—W17 0) Wlth 7:(007 O) given
by Eq. (SE15) as

{B1,-1BwW1,-1

F(0c,0) ~ 810 Jy ms

f(90)2di’27'5 6CSE,—1'Y(2:SE’]

4 2 ns
L2 5Rec 15Mamb.,—3 , (12)

ncc,lﬂcc,—Z

with G (8¢, Sm—w1, 0) (Eq. (SE14)) varying from a few to a few thou-
sands depending on the detector’s band (Table S3); the luminosity
distance is d. =~ 1 Gpc for sources at z = 0.2.

Also listed in Table S2 is the timescale between repeats At?;’;éat
(emission from two separate chunks) found by setting f(6.) =
(1.6/7) x rg 5 5/Ne,6 (Eq. (4)) in 1™ (Eq. (SB13)):

me 22 3K, -1

obs.
A':repeat

1
~13days X (1+2z) X — X 5
NC,6 O—1§[H,—27FC>2'5 (n:;lb.,—3)3
(13)

The delay between two successive CSE bursts (two different
emitting chunks) for an ICM-QN depends mainly on N.. For fiducial
parameter values, typical time between repeats is of the order of days
in the observer’s frame.

Table S4 shows examples of FRBs from ICM-QNe obtained
using the equations in Table S2. Because f(f.) = 1 + (Icc)? (Eq.

(SA3)) is controlled by N¢ (6 o 1/N1/2) and I'¢, we vary these
parameters and show arange in viewing angles on FRB detections in
our model. Chunks with v‘(’:%sﬁ’max_(ac) > vdel Wil eventually be
detected when the frequency drifts into the detector’s band. The drift

ends when the CSE frequency reaches MAX(vdetn ngSE min. (6))-

For fiducial parameters values, the plasma frequency v"bs (6c) is
below the detector’s minimum frequency which 1rnp11es that CSE
drifts through the band (Figure 1). The fluences per detector are
given in Table S4 with the shaded cells showing the values within
detector’s sensitivity (Table 1). Repetition (see Appendix SE6) is
set by the angular separation between emitting chunks which yields
a roughly constant time delay between bursts. Boxes A, B and C
in Table S4, show that typical time delays between bursts within a
repeating FRB is 12 days < Ar°PS: < 20 days.

repeat

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)
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Table 2. Simulations: a repeating FRB (yielding the waterfall plot in Figure 3) from an ICM-QN at z = 0.2 with N, = 10°, log T = 2.5, log m (gm) = 22.55;
other parameters are the fiducial values listed in Table S1. The QN FRB simulator can be run at: http://www.quarknova.ca/FRBSimulator/.

Detections (0. (#0) = 5.47E-3)!

#  AG (rad)’ £ (6:) 1% (days) ArS%- (days)®  Frequency (MHz)'  Width (ms)  Fluence (Jy ms)®

0 0.00 3.99 0.00 0.00 3.00E3 0.93 CHIME (64.00)
Parkes (5.56)
Arecibo (4.6)

1 2.05E-3 6.65 9.23 9.23 1.80E3 1.55 CHIME (8.27)
Arecibo (0.6)

2 1.84E-3 9.76 19.99 10.76 1.23E3 227 CHIME (1.79)

3 7.71E-4 11.26 25.20 5.20 1.06E3 2.62 CHIME (1.01)

Here, and in all tables in the online supplementary material (SM):

1 6. (#0) is the viewing angle in radians of the first detected chunk.
2 A8, is the difference between the current chunk’s 6 and the previous one that arrived.
3 Atggs' is the time-delay (difference in time-of-arrival, tgl/’f') between successive bursts.

obs.

4 Shown is the maximum CSE frequency VESE (6:) (Eq. (7).

5 Only detectors with fluence above sensitivity threshold (see Table 1) are shown.

3.1 Simulations

A parameter survey was performed by simulating® the QN chunks
starting from the moment when they become a collisionless plasma
within the ICM: (i) We distribute the chunks on the surface of a unit
sphere using the “Regular Placement" algorithm (Deserno 2004).
The chunks are placed along rings of constant latitude, and evenly
spaced over the sphere. The simulation then chooses a random
direction vector from which to view the sphere, and calculates the
6. angle of each chunk based on this vector; (ii) The zero time of
arrival tgj‘\s' = 0 is set by the chunk which has the minimum value

of tggs'. The time of arrival of subsequent chunks, t%‘jﬁ'(é’c), are
recorded with respect to the signal from the first detected chunk. The
time delay between successive chunks we define as Atgljf' and Afc
as the difference between the current chunk’s 6. and the previous
one that arrived; (iii) We take Eqgn = 10°! erg which fixes the
chunk’s mass for a given N; and I'¢; mc = EQN/NCFCCZ; (iv) For
non-constant chunk mass simulations, we sample the mass from a
Gaussian distribution with a mean i = Egn/ NcTcc? and standard
deviation oog (1) = 1.0.

Single FRBs are detector-dependent and occur when one of
the conditions in Eq. (SE16) is violated, which occurs mostly when
f(@1) >> f(fs) >> f(fp) >> 1 (Appendix SE6). This is the
case when considering fewer QN chunks (typically N. = 10°) and
higher Lorentz factors (typically I'c = 10%). As an example of a
typical non-repeating FRB, we set z = 0.2 with N; = 105, logl'c =
3.0,logm. (gm) = 22.05; the other parameters are the fiducial
values listed in Table S1. The simulation results in a single chunk
with a viewing angle of 6. = 5.47 x 1073 radians, a frequency of
4.6 GHz, a width of 0.6 ms and was only detectable by CHIME with
a fluence of 1.0 Jy ms.

Repeating FRBs occur for lower values of f(6.) for the sec-
ondary and tertiary chunks. An example is shown in Table 2 with
a repeat time of days. Table S5 shows an example with time delay
between bursts from minutes to hours to days which requires a wide
distribution of the chunk mass m.. Other simulations of repeating
FRBS are shown in the SM.

The number of chunks Ngbs' (FRBs per QN) detectable at any

obs.

5 The QN FRB simulator can be run at: http://www.quarknova.ca/
FRBSimulator/

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)

frequency is derived analytically in Appendix SE1 and Eq. (SE2). It
is confirmed by the simulations which show that on average CHIME
detects 5 times more FRBs than ASKAP and Parkes. This is because
CSE frequency decreases with an increase in f(6) (higher viewing
angle 6.) making CHIME more sensitive to secondary chunks (a
bigger solid angle) for a given QN (Tables S6-S8).

It is possible to view the QN such that we get FRBs from
chunks arriving roughly periodically. An example close to FRB
180916.J0158+65 (CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2020) is shown in
Table S9 with a ~16-day period repeating FRB. A 4-day window (a
“smearing" effect) can be obtained by varying m. and I'; and/or the
ambient number density nj°  for a given QN. FRB 121102 with
its quiescent and active periods on month-long scales (Spitler et al.
2014; Bassa et al. 2017) can be reproduced in our model (Tables S10
and S11). FRB 121102’s RM ~ 10° rad m~2 (Michilli et al. 2018)
is induced by the QN chunks; see Eq. (SF1). These two candidates
are studied in Appendix SF.

3.2 Frequency drifting (waterfall plots)

Frequency drifting is a consequence of the decrease of the CSE
frequency in time during bunch merging. Figure 2, compares our
model to two (180917 and 181028) repeats of CHIME’s FRB
180814.J0422+73 (CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2019a) and four
of FRB 121102 bursts (namely, AO-02, GB-01, GB-02 and GB-
BL; Hessels et al. 2019). Our fits to drifting in these FRBs (Ta-
ble 3) yield viewing angles suggestive of secondary and tertiary

chunks (s = 0.008/N.2 and 67 ~ 0.02/N/2; Eq. (SA2)) except

for FRB 121102/GB-BL burst which points at a primary chunk
@p ~ 0.004/N!/2
sands which sug’gests slower bunch merging timescales. These two
effects combined give longer FRB durations making these easier to
resolve in time.

Figure 3 is the frequency-time plot (“waterfall" plot; Appendix
SES) for the simulation shown in Table 2. The band(frequency)-
summed flux density is in the upper sub-panels and matches the
analytically derived one (Appendix SE3 and Figure SS5). Figures S6
and S7 show waterfall plots for the repeating FRBs listed in Tables
S6 and S7. Figure S8 shows an example where the maximum CSE
frequency falls within the detector’s band (here CHIME); see Table

). We require {,—wi of the order of a few thou-
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Figure 2. Sub-pulse frequency drifting fits: The two top panels show fits
(solid lines) to two of CHIME’s FRB 180814.J0422+73 repeats (the 180917
and 181028 bursts; CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2019a). The middle and
bottom panels show fits to four of FRB 121102 bursts (the AO-02, GB-01
GB-02 and GB-BL bursts; Hessels et al. 2019). The fitting parameters are
listed in Table 3 and discussed in §3.2.

Table 3. Drifting in repeating FRBs: Fits to frequency drifting in time
for selected CHIME FRB 180814.J0422+73 and FRB 121102 bursts (see
related Figure 2). Other parameters are kept to their fiducial values listed in
Table S1.

FRB z 6. Lm-wI Chunk
CHIME (18/09/17)¢ | 0.1 | 0.012 2700 Tertiary
CHIME (18/10/28)¢ | 0.1 | 0.016 5700 Tertiary

121102 (AO-02)? 0.2 | 0.008 1700 Secondary
121102 (GB-01)? 0.2 | 0.007 1000 Secondary
121102 (GB-02)? 0.2 | 0.007 700 Secondary
121102 (GB-BL)? 0.2 | 0.002 2100 Primary

4 See CHIME/FRB Collaboration (2019a).
b See Hessels et al. (2019).

S8 for the corresponding simulations. Our model can reproduce the
cases in the upper panels in Figure 1 and Figure S4.

5 10 20 25 30 0 10 20 40 50 60

4 DISCUSSION
4.1 Rate

Assuming that the progenitors of ICM-QNe are old massive NSs, we
estimate the ICM-QN occurrence rate. Slowly rotating, massive NSs
are the most likely to experience quark deconfinement via nucleation
and undergo a QN phase. We count only NSs with birth periods
greater than ~ 100 ms and stellar progenitors with masses 20-40
Mg. We use a lognormal initial magnetic field distribution (mean
of 12.5 and standard deviation of 0.5) and a normal distribution for
initial period (mean of 300 ms and standard deviation of 150 ms);
from Faucher-Giguere & Kaspi (2006). We assume that ICM-QNe
occur after a nucleation timescale of ~ 108 years.

Integration of the initial mass function (Salpeter 1955) and the
initial period distribution (assuming period and magnetic field are
independent) gives ~ 10% of all neutron stars as QN candidates in
the ICM. For a galactic core-collapse SN rate of ~ 1/50 years, over
1019 years about ~ 2 x 108 NSs would have formed. This yields

rerp ~ 2% 1073 yr ! (14)

or a few FRBs per thousand year per galaxy, consistent with the
observed rate (Champion et al. 2016; Petroff et al. 2019).

4.2 Predictions (also Appendix SG)

e “Periodicity' (Repeats vs “non-repeats''): All FRBs are re-
peats because every chunk emits an FRB beamed in a specific di-
rection. Non-repeaters are a consequence of observing limitations
when emission from the secondary and tertiary chunks is too faint
or when the corresponding frequency is below the bandwidth (Eq.
(SE16)). All FRBs, if viewed at the right angle, will appear periodic
in time with period (Eq.(13)) set by the roughly constant angular
separation between chunks (Eq. (4)). This “periodicity" may be
washed out with a variation in chunks parametersf (m and I'c)
and/or in the ambient density (ngﬁnbl);

e The halo/ICM low dispersion measure (DM): Recent studies
(Caleb et al. 2019; Ravi 2019) concluded that FRBs sources must
repeat in order to account for the high FRB volumetric rate. This
constraint is relaxed in our model given the low DM, and thus larger
volume, of the ambient medium (galactic halo, ICM, IGM) and our
estimated rate of FRBs (~ 10% of the core-collapse SN rate). Within
uncertainties on the observed rate, our model is in the allowed region
(Figure 2 in Caleb et al. 2019) with no need for sources to repeat;

e The solid angle effect: CHIME (sub-GHz) is more sensitive
to higher angle chunks and should detect more FRBs per QN than
ASKAP and Parkes (GHz) detectors (Eq. (SG2)). CHIME FRBs
should be dimmer and will be associated with duration (burst width)
on average longer (but with variations) than ASKAP and Parkes
FRBs;

o Super FRBs: We expect detection of super FRBs (with fluence
in the thousands to tens of thousands of Jy ms) from ICM-QNe due
to chunks very close to the observer’s line-of-sight. Monster FRBs
from IGM-QNe with a fluence in the millions of Jy ms, may be
detected by LOFAR’s low-band antenna. FRBs from IGM-QNe
(Appendix SG2 and Table S12) are extremely rare.

4.3 Model’s limitations (also Appendix SH)

o Parameter fitting: Table S1 lists 13 parameters. In developing
the model we varied all of the parameters in order to obtain reason-
able values for them. It is a challenge to constrain all of them and

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)
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we restrict our investigations to varying a few basic parameters; mc,
I'c and Nc. We also varied ;> which allowed us to explore the
evolution of the QN chunks in different environments (the Galactic
halo, the ICM and the IGM). Other parameters (related to the BI-WI
instabilities) will need to be surveyed in future studies;

o Bunching mechanism: The exact mechanism for bunching
is unclear. In Appendix SD2 we speculate that bunching occurs
in the periphery and along the Weibel filaments. Our reasoning is
that bunching (and CSE) would not occur inside filaments where
the currents reside and the magnetic field is weaker. Regardless,
bunches emit the BI heating efficiently and promptly as CSE during
the bunch merging phase;

¢ QN compact remnant as magnetars (and the FRB associa-
tion): The QS is born with a surface magnetic field of ~ 1014-1015
G (Iwazaki 2005). During the QS spin-down, vortices (and their
magnetic field) are expelled (Ouyed et al. 2004; Niebergal et al.
2010b) leading to X-ray activity similar to that of Soft y-ray Re-
peaters (SGRs) and Anomalous X-ray Pulsars (AXPs) (Ouyed et al.
2007a,b). Thus FRB activity for magnetars (e.g. Metzger etal. 2017)
would be applicable to a QN compact remnant. The coincidence and
association between FRB 200428 and SGR 1935+2154 (Barthelmy
et al. 2020; Scholz et al. 2020; CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2020;
Witze 2020; Bochenek et al. 2020) may find an explanation in our
model.

5 CONCLUSION

We present a model for FRBs involving old, slowly rotating and
isolated NSs converting explosively to QSs (experiencing a QN
event) in the ICM of galaxy groups and clusters. The NSs are
embedded in the ICM when the QN occurs. The millions of QN
chunks expand, due to heating by hadronic collisions with ambient
protons, and become collisionless as they propagate away from the
QN. The interaction of the collisonless chunks (the background
plasma) with the ambient medium (the plasma beam), successively
triggers the BI and WI yielding electron bunching and CSE with
properties of repeating and non-repeating FRBs such as the GHz
frequency, the milli-second duration and a fluence in the Jy ms
range.

There are three classes of FRBs: those from ICM-QNe (i.e.
galaxy group and cluster FRBs; §3), from galactic/halo-QNe (Ap-
pendix SF2), and a third class, but the least likely one, correspond-
ing to FRBs from IGM-QNes (Appendix SG2) with frequencies at
the lower limit of LOFAR’s low-band antenna. The distribution of
NS natal kick velocities controls the ratio of galactic versus extra-
galactic QNe (and their FRBs). We estimate an FRB rate of about
10% of that of ccSNe. Because of the low DM of the ambient
medium, their volumetric rate can be explained without the need for
the FRB sources to repeat (§4.2).

Our model can be used to probe collisionless plasma instabili-
ties (see Appendix SI1) and the QCD phase diagram (see Appendix
SI2). It has implications to Astrophysics (see Appendix SI3) such
as the existence of QSs forming mainly from old NSs exploding as
QNe in the outskirts of galaxies. If the model is a correct represen-
tation of FRBs then it would strengthen the idea that QNe within a
few years of a core-collapse SN of massive stars may be the origin
of LGRBs (Ouyed al. 2020). Thus the same engine, the exploding
NS, is responsible for GRBs and FRBs. For the FRBs case, the QN
occurs hundreds of million of years after the SN.

We demonstrated that FRBs can be caused by a cataclysmic
event, the QN. The millions of emitting chunks per QN is key

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)

with repeats a consequence of seeing multiple chunks coming in
at different times and beamed in different directions. Single FRBs
occur when only the primary chunk is within detector’s sensitivity.
Our model relies on the feasibility of an explosive transition of a NS
to a QS. While such a transition is indicated by analytical studies
(Kerénen et al. 2005; Vogt et al. 2004; Ouyed & Leahy 2009; Ouyed
al. 2020) and by one-dimensional numerical simulations (Niebergal
et al. 2010a; Ouyed, A et al. 2018a,b), detailed multi-dimensional
simulations are required to confirm or refute it (Niebergal 2011;
Ouyed, A 2018).
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APPENDIX SA: EJECTA PROPERTIES AND STATISTICS

As described in Ouyed & Leahy (2009), the QN ejecta breaks up into millions of chunks. Here we adopt N = 10° as our fiducial value for
the number of fragments which yields a typical chunk mass® of m = MgN/Ne = 10223 gm x M@n 28.3/Nc,6. The chunk’s Lorentz factor is
taken to be constant with I'c = Tgn = 1025 corresponding to a fiducial QN ejecta’s kinetic energy EgN = l“CMQNc2 ~5.7x 10! erg; i.e.
roughly 1% of the conversion energy is converted to the kinetic energy of the QN ejecta; these fiducial values are listed in Table S1.

Below we summarize some general properties of the QN ejecta (see details in §2.1 and Appendix B.1 in Ouyed al. 2020). Hereafter,
unprimed quantities are in the chunk’s reference frame while the superscripts “ns" and “obs." refer to quantities in the NS frame (i.e. the
ambient medium) and the observer’s frame, respectively. The chunk’s Lorentz factor I'c does not vary in time, during the FRB phase, in our
model. The transformation from the local NS frame to the chunk’s frame is given by dr™ = I'cdr while the transformations from the chunk’s
frame to the observer’s frame (where the emitted light is being observed) are dr°PS- = (1+z)dt/D (Tc, 8¢), v°PS = D(I¢, 6¢)v/(1 +z) with z
the source’s redshift and 6. the viewing angle (the angle between the observer and chunk’s velocity vector); D (Tc, .) is the chunk’s Doppler
factor. We note the following:

o The chunks are equally spaced in solid angle Q around the explosion site. Defining Ng as the number of chunks per angle 8, we write
dNg/dQ = const. = N¢/4r with dQ = 27 sin 8d6 so that dNg/d6O = (N¢/2)sinf ~ (N:/2)6 with 6. << 1. Because NC7rA0% = 47 when
the chunks first form, the average angular separation between them is

4 4%x1073
Abs = 200 = —5 > —— (SA1)
N, N

yielding Afs ~ 1/T’¢ for our fiducial value of N, = 10° and ¢ = 1023,

A simplistic geometry to visualize the spatial distribution is a 2-dimensional honeycomb (see Figure S1) with 1 primary (the i = 1) chunk
at0 < 6. < Af and 6 X (i — 1) chunks for subsequent, and concentric, “rings”7 (with i > 2;i.e. 6 secondary chunks, 12 tertiary chunks etc..).
In this geometry the range and mean angle of the primary (P), secondary (S) and tertiary (T) chunks are

L *erde 4
0<6p<Ab., 6Op=

J2% 6do 3Nl
fMe“ 92‘19 28
/m"“ odo 9N\

AO. < g <3A0., Og=

S5A6: o
= 3A6, g d9 49
3M0c < 07 < 5A0c, Or= "2 7 - (SA2)
/3 © 6do 6NC
We see that fg ~ 2.30p and O ~ 66p;
e Because Fg >> 1and 6. << 1 applies here, we write the Doppler factor as D¢ (Tc, 6¢) = 2I'¢/ f(6.) with®
F(8e) = 1+ (Tebe)? (SA3)
and f(6.) << I'2. This yields:
2
1< f(0p) < 1+04-522 Leas
c 6
FZ 2
14+0.4-523 < £(05) < 1+3.6 Leas
Nc,6 c,6
FZ 2
14+3.6 °25<f(9T)<1+10 °25 (SA%)
Nc,6 c,6

6 Dimensionless quantities are defined as f; = f /10% with quantities in cgs units.

7" A group of chunks with roughly the same 6, but different azimuths as illustrated in Figure S1.

8 Because we take the observer to be located at large distance, compared to the chunks distance from the explosion centre, 6, is also the angle of the chunk’s
motion with respect to the observer’s line-of-sight.
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and average values

f(@p) ~1+0 18Fg’2'5
p) ~ Jd8——
Nc,6
1'*2
= 2.5
F(Bg) ~1+0.97—=
Nc,6
FZ
F(Or) ~1+6.67-222 (SAS5)
Nc,6
e The change in f(6.) between two successive “rings" is Aflrf:gls = f(bring,i+1) — f (Bring,i) = F% X (Hrzing’i+1 - Grzing,i) = I“% X (Bring,is1 —
gring,i)(ering,nl + Gring,i)- Using 9ring,i+l = gring,i + A6 one finds
. 2 20, -
AFIES 6w 923 (14 081 SA6
fz+l,l NC,G ( A ) ( )

with Oyjng /A5 = i for equally spaced“rings".
The average change in the radial angle from one random chunk to another (i.e. the actual separation projected onto the radial direction;
frmgs

il /N;. The number of chunks per ring, of perimeter 27 X (iAfg), is

see Figure S1) with respect to the observer is A ff:‘l‘"l‘kb ~ A
N; = 2n X (iABs/Abs) = 2ri. Thus,

2 ) 2
Afphunks ~1.6x FC,2-5 % (1+2) - 1_6 « 1—‘6,2.5
; . —_—

; , SA7
+Li N6 2mi T Neg (SA7)

where the last expression applies for higher i >~ 2. Because the chunks are not precisely equally spaced, the variation in f(6.) between
chunks is somewhat variable.

APPENDIX SB: CHUNK EXPANSION AND THE ONSET OF THE COLLISIONLESS PLASMA REGIME

1/2 1/2 .
‘:’/22_3KC’/_1 with M 22.3
its mass (in units of 10223 gm) and k¢ _1 its opacity (in units of 0.1 cm? gm_l). For R > Rc,opt., the thermal and dynamical evolution of
the chunk is governed by heating (Qgg) from hadronic collisions with the ambient medium and thermalization due to electron Coulomb
collisions followed by adiabatic cooling (PdV expansion). The heat transfer equations describing the time evolution of the chunk’s radius R

and its temperature 7, are

We define R as the chunk’s radius. The photon transparency radius for the chunk is R¢ opt. = 2.2 X 1010 cm x m

dRe _
dar ~%*
dT, dV.
Cy— — SB1
iy OHH — Pc o (SB1)

where cc,s = \'Vad. kBTc/emp is the chunk’s sound speed, pc = nckpTy its pressure, Ve = (47(/3)R2 its volume and Cy = (m¢/my)X(3kg/2)
its heat capacity. The adiabatic index we take to be y,q. = 5/3 with a mass per electron ye = 2; kg is the Boltzmann constant.
Equations above can be combined into

dcz, 2 P
¢s _ 2Yad.QHH _ , s (SB2)
dt 3ueme Rc
The optical depth to hadronic collisions is Ty = ncoggRe = 3mcogu/mudAc << 1 where A; = nRg is the chunk’s area and
ne = 3my /47ngmH its baryon number density. Thus, heating due to hadronic collisions can be written as Quy = Ty X (Tempc?) X
(AcTenyy , c) = mco'HHang;b ¢3. The term Aclenyy ¢ is the number of ambient protons swept-up by the chunk per unit time; here c is

the light speed. This yields

Oun = 5.4 % 10% erg s™" X me 20 30HH, 27T ¢ 5 57 3 - (SB3)

where oyy, 27 is the proton hadronic collision cross-section in units of milli-barns (e.g. Letaw et al. 1983; Tanabashi et al. 2018). Eq. (SB2)
becomes

dcg s Cg N
—5 =gy - 228 SB4
ar  IHHT SR (SB4)

where guy = 2¥ad. Ouu/3teme = 1.5 X 100 x 0'HH,—27F2 ) Snginb 3 is the specific heating term due to hadronic collisions.
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The solution of the system above is R¢(f) = Rc,o(t/t0)3/2 and cc (1) = cc,s,o(l/to)l/2 with ccs0 = 3Rc0/2tp and 1y =
(27Rg’0/2qHH)1/3. For R¢ o = Re,opt., We get

1/3
m Ke.—
fo~1.6x107 s x a3 et . (SB5)
THH,~271C 5 5Mamb., -3
The initial chunk temperature, found from kg7 = pechg 018
3 1/3 2 s 2/3
Ty ~ 10° K X (m¢,22.3Kc,-1) """ %X (UHH,—27FC’2.5namb”_3) (SB6)

The chunk becomes collisionless when the electron Coulomb collision length inside the chunk, Acoyy. e = 1.1 X 10* cm x TCZ,e [nc.e
(Richardson (2019) with a Coulomb parameter In A = 20; e.g. Lang 1999) is of the order of the chunk’s radius Rc. Setting Acoy. ¢ (fcc) =

Re(tee) with ne () = 3me /4mRe(1)3my, Re(1) = Re,o(t/10)>/? and T(1) = Ty (t/19) yields

fee -2/5
8T8 xS (SB7)

where the chunk’s initial temperature (when it becomes optically thin) is in units of 103 K. The subscript “cc" stands for collisionless chunk.
The chunk’s temperature, radius and number density when it enters the collisionless regime are

3/5 S
Tee ~ 8.8 x 10° K x TO’/3 = 8.8 % 10° KX (me20.3%c,-1)' > (0rp, 2712 5 sniy, _3)*° (SB8)
12 12 3
m k' m K. _1)3/10
Ree ~ 5.9 x 10 cm x % ~59% 10 emx ¢ o235, nls) » (SB9)
T3 (T, -27TC 5 sy, _3)Y
795 1/10
N -3 0,3 - -3 c,22.3 2 ns 6/5
Nee = 14.6 cm™ X W ~ 14.6cm™” X —9/10 X (O—HH’_27FC,2.5namb.,—3) . (SB10)
M 02 .3Kc,—1 Ke-1
This yields an estimate of the chunk electron thermal speed Bec = vee/¢ = VYad kB Tcc/ mec? as
— 3/10 - .
P = 16X 1072 X ToH0 = 1.6 1072 X (me 22.30¢, 1) (0pm, 2712 snly '3 . (SB11)
The time, since the QN event, it takes the chunk to become collisionless in the chunk frame is:
2/5 M 22 3Ke,—1 1 (me 2 3K¢,—1)/3
e = 1.7 % 10% days x T, x N ~ 1.7 x 10° days x e = (SB12)
' THH,-271C 5 5Mmp. —3 (12717 5 b -3

which is thS- = (14 2)tcc/D(Tc, ) in the observer’s frame with the Doppler factor D (I'¢, 0¢) ~ 2I'¢/f(6.) and f(6;) given by Eq. (SA3).
ILe.,

1/3 1/5
1+2)f(6 - m Ke,— 1+2)f(6 m Ke,—
19bs- :2.6days><—( 2/ (6c) xT, g/sx °’222‘3 < Hl ~ 2.6days><( )/ (6c) X ( C’222'3 < ni) 275 - (SB13)
c,2.3 ' THH,~271C 5 5Mamb. -3 Leos (@HH,-27T¢ 5 sy, -3)"
In the NS (ambient) frame 185 = ['¢tee ~ 1472.8 yr.
SB1 The ionization stage
The chunk becomes ionized at time ¢ = #, when hadronic collisions heats it up to 7jc = 13.6 eV prior to becoming collision-

@ on

less; “ic" stands for ionized chunk. For #;; < ¢ < ., we can associate a thermal Bremsstrahlung (TB) luminosity to the chunk
Lt (1) = 143 x 107 ng ¢ (1)ne i (1)Te (1) 1?Ve (1) Z%g (e.g. Lang 1999). In our case we have Z = 1, nee = ne; = neo(t/19) ™% (with
neo = 3me/4nR>  mp), Te(2) = To(t/t) and, Ve = (47/3)Re(r)3 the chunk’s volume; g = 1.2 is the frequency averaged Gaunt factor. We

c,opt.
get
12 +1/2 _
m T ¢ 4
Lrp(1) ~ 1.7x 103 erg 571 x —9223° 03 o (—) (SB14)
K3/2 o
c,—1
Setting T;. = To(tic/t0) gives us
l.
2~ 1578 x T (SB15)

0 03"
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and a maximum (i.e. initial) thermal Bremsstrahlung luminosity (at ¢ = #;;)

12 .92

mg 2 3103
32
Kc,—l

L1B,max. = 2.7 % 10% erg s7! x (SB16)

The above is negligible compared to heating from hadronic collision (Qyuy; see Eq.(SB3)). When the chunk enters the collisionless

phase at t¢¢, with fcc/tic =~ (878.8/157.8) x Tg /35, the thermal Bremsstrahlung is even smaller with L1g (fec) = 1073 X L1g (fic). Although

negligible compared to hadronic heating, thermal Bremsstrahlung (when £; < 7 < f.¢) is boosted to a maximum observed luminosity

1
L =44x 107 ergs™ x ———— xopy L

1 2 ns 3
X O, m n (SB17)
TB,max. (1 + Z)zf(90)4 HH,-27" ¢,2.5 c,22.3 amb.,-3

The TB phase lasts for 192 which is of the order of days for fiducial parameter values.

APPENDIX SC: INTERACTION WITH THE AMBIENT PLASMA: THE RELEVANT INSTABILITIES
SC1 The background plasma and the beam
We use results from Particle-In-Cell (PIC) and laboratory studies of instabilities in inter-penetrating plasmas, to identify the relevant plasmas:

e The background (e, p*) plasma: is the collisionless ionized chunk material dissociated into hadronic constituents during its early
evolution when interacting with the ambient medium in the close vicinity of the QN site. When the chunk becomes collisionless, its radius,
baryon number density and temperature are (see Eqs. (SBS), (SB9) and ((SB10) in Appendix SB): R¢c ~ 10'5 ¢m, nee ~ 10 cm™ and
Tee ~ 0.1 keV, respectively. Here, the subscript “cc” stands for “collisionless chunk” defining the start of the collisionless phase. This occurs
at time 1305 ~ 2.6 days x (1 +2) f(6c) X (me 22.3kc 1)/ /((rng’_mrg }2.5(ngfnb‘ _3))!/5 after the QN (Eq.(SB12));

e The (¢, p*) plasma beam: is the ionized ambient medium (e.g. ICM) incident on the QN chunks as they travel. Its baryon number

density is n™ _ in the NS frame.
amb.

The parameters that define the regimes of collisionless instabilities are:

e Ultra-relativistic motion: I'. >> 1;
o Density ratio: The beam (ambient medium) to background plasma (collisionless chunk) baryon number density ratio in the chunk frame
is
S ns
M. _IO—Lsrazjnmnb;S

(SC1)

Qcc =
Nee Nec, 1

12/5

6/5 _ 5
From nge oc T.7 7 (0™ ) / (Eq. (SB9)), we have @ « Fc7/ 5(ngS which is weakly dependent on "ernb. but rather more on the

-1
amb. mbl)
chunk’s Lorentz factor I'¢;

e Magnetization (Bgc/ 8neemppc?): The evolution of the chunk’s magnetic field is estimated by flux conservation Bygs (47TRIZ\IS /N¢) =
BccﬂRgc where Bng and Rys are the NS’s magnetic field and radius, respectively. This gives

Bee ~1.3x 10711 G

B R 2
o NSJZSX( N&G) (5C2)

Nc,6 Rcc,lS

With nee ~ 10 cm™3 (see Eq. (SB9)), one has Bgc /81 << nccch2 when the chunk becomes collisionless, effectively becoming a non-
magnetized plasma when experiencing the inter-penetrating instabilities discussed below.

SC2 The instabilities

The above parameter ranges imply that at the onset of the collisionless stage, the Buneman instability (BI) dominates the dynamics (e.g. Table
1 and Figure 5 in Bret 2009). The BI induces an anisotropy in the chunk’s electron temperature distribution, triggering the thermal Weibel
instability (WI; Weibel 1959), which has the effect of isotropizing the temperature. The thermal WI requires only a temperature anisotropy
to exist and is beam-independent. The Weibel filamentation instability (FI) on the other hand requires a beam to exist (Fried 1959). However,
the FI dominates only when a¢c ~ 1 (see Figure 5 in Bret 2009), which is not the case here because we have a¢. << 1 as expressed in Eq.
(SC1).

The beam (i.e. the ICM plasma) triggers the longitudinal BI (with wave vector aligned with the beam). This creates the needed anisotropy
since the BI yields efficient heating of electrons in the longitudinal direction (parallel to the beam). The scenario is a parallel plasma
temperature which exceeds the perpendicular plasma temperature, allowing the thermal W1 to act (even in the weak anisotropy case). During
the development of the WI, the beam continues to feed the BI by continuous excitation of electrostatic waves.

These two instabilities are discussed in more detail below. We define 8| = v /c and B = v /c, where c is the light speed, as the
chunk electron’s speed in the direction parallel and perpendicular to the beam, respectively. When a QN chunk becomes collisionless, it has
By = B = Bec ~ 1072 (Eq. (SBI1)):
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e The Buneman Instability (BI) is an electro-static instability (i.e. excitations of electrostatic waves). It is an electron-ion two-stream
instability caused by the resonance between the plasma oscillation of the chunk electrons and plasma oscillation of the ambient medium
protons (Buneman 1958, 1959). In our case, it arises when the relative drift velocity between the beam (i.e. ICM) protons and the plasma (i.e.
chunk) electrons exceeds the chunk’s electron thermal velocity. Its wave vector is parallel to the beam propagation direction and generates
stripe-like patterns (density stripes perpendicular to the beam; e.g. Bret et al. 2010). The BI gives rise to rapid electron heating (e.g. Davidson
1970, 1974; Hirose 1978) by transferring a percentage of the beam’s kinetic energy into thermal (electron) energy of the background plasma
(here the QN chunk) by turbulent (electric field) heating. The end result is an increase in ) with 8, unchanged. The wavelength of the
dominant mode is

ABL = Qe X — (SC3)
Vp,e

where vp e = (47rezncc,e /me) 12 o (9 kHz) x néC/Z is the non-relativistic electron plasma frequency of the chunk and r¢c ¢ = nec the chunk’s

electron density; m. and e are the electron’s mass and charge, respectively. The e-folding growth timescale is

1Bl = = X —x —— , SC4
BL= 312 Vpe  Vpe n1/21 (SC4)
cc,

_24/3(mp)‘/3 1 178 0.63ms

Mme

where m,, is the proton mass. The above is much shorter than the chunk’s crossing time Rec/c ~ 3.3 X 104 s x Rec,15 allowing plenty of time
for the BI to grow and saturate locally throughout the collisionless chunk.

BI heating occurs by transferring beam electron energy to heating chunk’s electrons. BI saturation occurs much before the beam kinetic
energy is depleted because of trapping of electrons by turbulence; i.e. BI saturates at a particular electric field (e.g. Hirose 1978). The heat
gain by the chunk’s electrons is Qgy = ({gilcmec?) X (Accrcngfnb ¢), where Agc = nRgc, or

OB = 7.6 x10% erg s~ x Zp1, 112 5 sRE 1sni 3 (SC5)

expressed in terms of the BI saturation, parameter {gy (here free). It is the fraction of the electrons kinetic energy (in the beam) converted to
an electrostatic field and subsequently to heating the chunk’s electrons (to increasing 3)). At saturation, the electron energy gain is ~ 10% of
the beam electron kinetic energy; the protons energy gain is much less than that of chunk electrons (e.g. Dieckmann et al. (2012); Moreno et
al. (2018)).

e The thermal Weibel Instability (WI) is an electro-magnetic instability which occurs in plasmas with an anisotropic electron temperature
distribution (Weibel 1959; see Fried 1959 for Weibel FI). Its wave vector is perpendicular to the high temperature axis which corresponds to
the beam propagation direction induced by the BI heating. The WI can efficiently generate magnetic fields. The corresponding currents are in
the direction parallel to the beam with the resulting magnetic field perpendicular to it. As the Bl accelerates electrons (increasing 3)), the WI
heats up the chunk’s electrons via particle scattering by the generated magnetic field, accelerating them in the transverse direction (increasing
B1), as to reduce the Bl-induced thermal anisotropy.

The WI was studied theoretically in the non-relativistic and relativistic regimes (Weibel 1959; Fried 1959; Yoon & Davidson 1987; see
also Medvedev & Loeb 1999; Gruzinov 2001) and numerically using PIC simulations (e.g. Kato 2007; Spitkovsky 2008; Nishikawa et al.
2009). Its key phases which are of relevance to our model for FRBs are:

(i) Electron-WI (e-WI): Because of the small inertia, chunk electrons dominate the dynamics setting the characteristic correlation length
of magnetic field and its growth rate. We use Eqs. (A4a) and (A4b) in Medvedev & Loeb (1999), which describe the mode with the largest
growth rate, valid for 8, = v, /c << 1 and for 8| = v||/c which is arbitrary in our model. In the notation of Medvedev & Loeb (1999), our
scenario corresponds to § = 1 and G(B1) = (28.) ' In (1 +BL)/(1 = BL) = (281)~"In (1 +2B.) = 1. The wavenumber kpyax. and growth
rate ['max. of the dominant mode are, respectively,

2
Bi ( Bl \/EBL) Pi ( BL)
k2 axc? = v2 . 1- - T2 = vie—1-2V2==], (SC6)
P V2y 8L V2B - Py Bj

where vp e is the electron plasma frequency. The above shows that the WI saturates when ) = 2\5/5‘ 1.
The dominant wavelength in the non-relativistic regime (with y|| = 1) is:

1/
BL c 12 ¢
/1—w1=(— X— =By X —
¢ B Vp.e W vpe
12
Bwi.-1

~3.5%10° cm x

(SC7)

where we defined Swy = 81/6) < 1. From Eq. (SC6), we must have || > 2\/5/%_ for the WI'to be triggered. Hereafter we set 8] = 105, (i.e.

Bwi = B1/B) = 0.1 as the fiducial value) with B, = Bec ~ 1072 given by the initial conditions when the chunk first becomes collisionless
(i.e. Eq.(SB11)).
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The WI current filament structures have a transverse width of the order of A._w and are elongated in the beam’s direction (Appendix SD2
and Figure S3). This dominant mode grows on an e-folding timescale of

11 1
[e_WIg_X_:’[MX_
,3|| Vp,e BL Vp.,e
- 1
~ 0.35 ms x P15 — (SC8)
cc,~2 ncé 1

In the linear regime we estimate the saturation time of the e-WI, z_w s, by setting Be_wi,s = BeceTe-Wis/Te-w1) with Bg_WI s /81 ~ RecMec?
the magnetic field strength at saturation. This is equivalent to writing vg ~ vp ¢ at e-WI saturation with here vg = eBe_wr,s/mec, the electron
cyclotron frequency at e-WI saturation. We get

1/2
cc,1

le-wrs =|21.2+1In X le—WI » (SC9)

cc,—11

with Bec given in Eq. (SC2);
(ii) Proton-WI (p-WI): After the e-W1I stage, and still in the linear regime, follows the p-WI stage which grows more slowly than the e-WI,
on timescales p_w = +/mp/mete_wi1. The magnetic field is further amplified to a saturation value Bp_wy,s = \mp/meBe_w1 s (Bret et al.
2016 and references therein). The saturation time #,_wp,s of the p-WI phase is found by setting By_wr,s = Be-w1,s X e(tp-wis/lp-w1.)  This

gives tp_wi,s = (mp/me) 12 1n (y/mp/me) X te_wi, or,

fp-wis ~ 161 X fe_wr - (SC10)

SC3 Non-linear regime: filament merging (m-WI)

In the non-linear regime, following the saturation of the p-WI stage, the filaments start merging and grow in size increasing Ade_wi. The
merging is a result of the attractive force between parallel currents (Lee & Lampe 1973; Frederiksen et al. 2004; Kato 2005; Medvedev et
al. 2005; Milosavljevic & Nakar 2006). Recent theoretical (e.g. Achterberg et al. (2007)) and numerical (e.g. Takamoto et al. (2018)) studies
suggest a slow and a complex merging process. PIC simulations of filament merging in 3-dimensions (Takamoto et al. (2018, 2019)) find that
during filament merging: (a) Electrons are stochastically accelerated by the magnetic turbulence generated by the WI up to a Lorentz factor
of ye ~ 10; (b) this heating sustains the WI saturated magnetic field for at least hundreds of ion plasma oscillations. Relying on these studies,
we set a typical merging timescale as

10%m-wi2 _ 43x10% Zu wi2

Im-WI = =
Vp.p Vp.e
:0.15sx§’“‘1—>’f’2, (SC11)
cc,1

where vp.p = /mp/mevp,e is the proton plasma frequency and {m_wr = 102 a parameter which allows us to adjust the merging timescale.
The time evolution of the filament size we consider to be a power law

¢ Om-wI
AR(1) = Ade—wi X (1 + ) , (SC12)
Im-wWI

with Ag(0) = Ae_w the filament’s transverse size during the linear regime and 6wy > O (simulations suggest d,,—wy ~ 0.76; e.g. Takamoto
et al. (2019)). Hereafter we adopt 6,,—wr = 1 as our fiducial value.

Proton trapping and shock formation: The Weibel shock occurs when the protons are trapped by the growing filaments; i.e. when the
filament size becomes of the order of the beam’s proton’s Larmor radius. The shock quickly converts the chunk’s kinetic energy to internal
energy by sweeping ambient protons leading to full chunk slowdown and shutting off the BI-WI process.

We close this appendix by discussing a few points:

o Table S1 lists the parameters related to the BI and WI instabilities and the fiducial values we adopted in this work. For the BI we have {1
which is the percentage of the beam’s electron energy (in the chunk fame) converted by the BI to heating the chunk electrons. The WIl-related
parameters are: (i) Bwy = 81/B), the ratio of transverse to longitudinal thermal speed of chunk electrons (Eq. (SC7)) at the onset of the WI;
(1) {m—wr the filament merging characteristic timescale (Eq. (SC11)) and; (iii) d;,—w7 the power index of the filament merging rate as given
in Eq. (SC12);

e We adopt 8 = 108L (i.e. Bwr = B./B) = 0.1) during the linear stages of the WI instability which keeps Ae_wi constant. While 8,
grows due to the BI, the WI increases 8, accordingly, as to the keep Bwr constant. However, because Agy/de—w1 = @cc/, ,8\%12 << 1, the BI
deposits energy (i.e. heats up and accelerates electrons) in layers that are much narrower than those of the WI;
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o With gy ~ 17.8/vp e and te_w1 = (Bwi/BL)/Vp,e ~ 10/vp e being of the same order, the BI heat deposited within Apj is quickly mixed
into much larger scales given by de_wr;

e The Oblique mode instability (when both longitudinal and transversal waves components are present at the same time) dominates when
acc > (me/mp)Ic (e.g. Bret 2009). In our case this translates to n‘a‘;b_ > (me/mp)nce = 0.5 cem™3 % n¢e,1- Since the ICM’s density is
ngrsnb. << 1, the BI will always dominate;

e The Bl heat is partly converted to amplifying the magnetic field (i.e. to magnetic energy density Bg-st)’ partly to turbulence with energy
density 6B§—WI,5 and, to currents. During filament merging, electrons are accelerated by dissipation of turbulent energy and currents while
the WI saturated magnetic field is preserved (Takamoto et al. 2018). The BI energy harnessed during the linear regime is Egy ~ OB1fp-w1,s-
With Qg given by Eq. (SC5) and #,_w1,s given by Egs. (SC10) and (SC8), respectively, we get

1—‘2 R2 nns
Epy ~ 4.4 % 10% ergs x {p_1 X Bwi,-1 o &2 ccil/; amb., 3 (SC13)
:Bcc,—Z nCC |

e The top panel in Figure S2 is a schematic representation of the evolution of | during the linear and non-linear W1 stages (81 = 0.1,
follows the evolution of 3). The increase in 3| is due to the Bl and proceeds until the end of the p-W1 stage, when the magnetic field saturates.
At this point the BI excitations are converted entirely to heating electrons with the consequence that || increases rapidly following p-WI
saturation. The BI shuts off when y|| ~ 2 because it acts only when the relative drift between the beam electrons and the chunk protons (here c¢)
exceeds the chunk’s electrons thermal speed. Despite the BI shutting-off, the electrons continue to be accelerated by magnetic turbulence and
by current dissipation during filament merging yielding y| ~ y. ~ 10 (Takamoto et al. 2018). As discussed below, the increase in electron
Lorentz factor during the merging phase, provides conditions favorable for coherent synchrotron emission (CSE) to occur in the WI-amplified
magnetic field layers of the chunk.

APPENDIX SD: COHERENT SYNCHROTRON EMISSION (CSE)

A relativistic electron beam moving in a circular orbit can radiate coherently if the characteristic wavelength of the incoherent synchrotron
emission (ISE), A1k, exceeds the length of the electron bunch Ay. The near field of the radiation from each electron overlaps the entire bunch
structure, resulting in a coherent interaction yielding a CSE frequency vcsg = ¢/Ay,. With Ny, the number of electrons in a bunch, the
intensity of CSE scales as Nez’b instead of N, 1, as in the incoherent case (Schiff 1946; Schwinger 1949; Motz 1951; Nodvick & Saxon 1954;
Ginzburg & Syrovatskii 1965).

The total power per bunch is estimated as Nez,b(vF V)vesg Where Fy, = (V3vge?/c) x F(v/visg) is the incoherent synchrotron frequency

distribution (in erg s~! Hz™') at the characteristic frequency visg = (3/ Z)yng with vg = eB/mec the cyclotron frequency and vy, the
electrons’ Lorentz factor. At vesg ~ ¢/Ap << VIsg, We have F(v/visg) ~ 2.15(V/V[SE)1/3 which gives a total power per bunch of

92 2 L (e}

Ly, ~3.3x10 XNe,bVCSEW (E) . (SD1)
€

This agrees within a factor of a few with expressions given in the literature (e.g. Murphy et a. 1997 and references therein). The spectrum of

CSE is the same as the incoherent one except for the N, ;, boosting and a decrease in the maximum (peak) frequency.

SD1 CSE properties in our model

During the linear phase of the WI (up to p-WI saturation), CSE is unlikely to occur because BI heating cannot yield relativistic electrons
(ycsE < 2; see top panel in Figure S2). Furthermore, bunching cannot be induced by the BI during filament merging because the instability
does not grow if the background (i.e. chunk) electrons are so hot (ycsg > 2) that their thermal velocity spread exceeds the drift velocity
relative to the beam (i.e. streaming ambient) ions. Instead, bunching is related to (i.e. entangled with) the WI filaments and CSE is likely to
be triggered during filament merging when electrons are accelerated by magnetic turbulence and current dissipation to ycsg >> 1.

SDI1.1 Frequency and duration

With vg ~ /mp/mevp e after p-W1 saturation and during the filament merging phase, we calculate the chunk’s magnetic field strength to be

By-wis ~0.12G xn!/? (SD2)

c,1’

and the characteristic ISE frequency to be visg = 3/2 X y%SE\/mp [meVvpe.
The CSE frequency, vcsg(t) = ¢/Ap (1), evolves in time due to the scaling of the bunch size Ay (#) with that of the WI filament Ag(¢)
which is expressed in Eq. (SC12). We find the CSE frequency to decrease in time during the filament merging phase at a rate given by

_5m—WI
vesg(t) = ) , (SD3)

C
—— =vcse(0) x (1 +
NI fm-wI
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with 6,—w1 > 0 and vesg (0) = ¢/Ae—wi; de—wr given by Eq. (SC7) is the filament’s transverse size during the linear phase.
Because vcsg << visg we set the initial (also the maximum) CSE frequency as

vesg(0) = ScSEVISE » (SD4)

with 6csg << 1. The CSE frequency decreases in time until it reaches the chunk’s plasma frequency vp e shutting-off emission. The range
in CSE frequency from a collisionless QN chunk is thus

Vp.e < VCSE < vcsE(0) = OCSEVISE - (SD5)

The duration of CSE is found from vp e = vcsg(0) x (1 + A1CSE [tm—w1)~Om-WI giving us:

N
Atcsg = ((642-75CSE,—17(2:SE’1) SmWL _ 1) X tm—WI » (SD6)

with 0wt = 1.0, csg = 0.1 and ycsg = 10 the fiducial values listed in Table S1.

SD1.2  Luminosity

Most of the Bl-induced heat is harnessed during the linear regime and up until the start of filament merging. Once the electrons thermal
energy becomes relativistic (with ycsg > 2), the BI shuts-off. Effectively, the electrostatic energy deposited by the Bl inside the chunk during
the linear regime is Egy =~ Qpifp-wi,s (see Eq. (SC13)) where #,_w1 5 is the p-WI saturation timescale. This energy is converted by the WI
to: (i) magnetic field amplification with Bp_wr,s ~ +/mp/meBe_w1,s at saturation; (ii) magnetic turbulence; (iii) currents. Filament merging
converts about 2/3 of the BI energy (by turbulence acceleration and current dissipation) to accelerating electrons (e.g. Takamoto et al. (2018)).
The energy gained by the chunk electrons during filament merging is re-emitted as CSE luminosity expressed as Lcsg ~ (2/3) EB1/tm—wri:

1—~2 R2 nns
Lesg = 1.9 x 105 ergs x {BL-1BWI,-1 o c25cc, 15 amb. -3 SD7)
{m-WI,2 Bee,-2

SD2 Bunch geometry and CSE luminosity

As illustrated in Figure S3 here, the Weibel filament extend across the collisionless chunk with length 2R.¢. The initial filament’s diameter is
Ap(0) = Ae_wg as expressed in Eq. (SC7). Bunching would manifest itself in a narrow region around the Weibel filaments where the magnetic
field amplification is expected to occur and not inside filaments where the currents reside and the magnetic field is weaker. In other words,
a typical bunch, where CSE occurs, would resemble a cylindrical shell around the Weibel filament with initial thickness A, (0), initial area
Ap(0) = 21 2e—widp (0) and, extending across the chunk. We have

Ap(0) = 6p X Ae—wr » (SD8)

and because the maximum CSE frequency is expressed as vcsg(0) = ¢/2e—w1 = dcseVise (see Eq.(SD4)), this implies

4.9x1073
Sp = X << 10. (SD9)

1/2 2
Bw1,-19CSE,~1YCsE 1

During filament merging the filament’s diameter (and thus the associated bunch thickness Ay (#) = &pAp(?)) increases in time as
AR(1) = deewi X (1 + t/tm_wi) ™M (see Eq. (SC12)) with w1, given by Eq. (SC11), the characteristic filament merging timescale.
There is one bunch per filament which implies that the total number of bunches per chunk is Ny, T = 71'RgC /mAg(1)? and decreases in time at a
rate given by

R2 Nee ]
e 157 x (1 + (SD10)

=20m-w1
WI,-1 )

Np1(1) =9 x 108 x
Im-WI

The corresponding number of electrons per bunch is Ne 1, () = Vi, (£)nee with Vi (1) = (27Ap(£)Ap (1)) X 2Ree = 6 X (27E(1)%) X 2Rcc
the volume. Thus

+20m-w1
) (SD11)

Nep (1) = 1.4% 10%° X Ree 15 % (6p,—2Bw1.-1) X (1 +
Im—wW1

The luminosity per bunch Ly (¢) is given by inserting Eq. (SD11) into Eq. (SD1) with vg = /mp/meVp, e at proton-WI (p-WI) saturation.
We get
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(SD12)

+8 Sm-wi
Im-WI )

- 4/3
Ly(r) = 1.6 X 1036 erg s Ux R(Z;C’ISHCC,I X ’Y%SE,I(SC/SE,—I X (6b,—2ﬁWI,—l)2 X (1 +

The corresponding cooling timescale of a bunch #, = Ne,bycsgmec2 /Ly (2) can be shown to be extremely fast compared to the duration of
CSE Atcsg (see Eq. (SD6)). With #, << Atcsg it points to the fact that a given bunch has a very low duty cycle and emits only once (i.e. a
single pulse) during the duration of the CSE, Azcsg. It also has the consequence that the fraction of bunches emitting at any give time during

2
the CSE phase is y,(¢)/Atcsg. The total CSE luminosity is thus (Ny, 1(¢) X t,(t) /Atcsg) X Ly (t) = Nb‘T(I)NeA";é;)!CSEmeL , or

R3 . N, 17CSE,10b,2
Lesg = 10%7 erg s™! x col> , (SD13)
Atcsg,3

+2 Om-WI
) . The CSE duration in the chunk frame is given

—26m-
which is a constant because Ny, 1(#) o (1 + [meI) " and Nep(1) o (1 + [meI
in units of 10® s for fiducial parameter values (see Eq. (SD6)). Comparing the equation above to Eq. (SD7) which gives Lcsg = 1033-
1034 erg s~! suggests that the length of a bunch does not extend across the entire chunk and that it may instead be a small fraction of the
chunk’s radius; i.e. ~ (1073-1072) Rcc. However, this has no consequence to our findings here since the bunches are very effective at releasing

the heat harnessed during the BI phase regardless of their shape and size.

SD3 Summary

Illustrated in the lower panel in Figure S2 are the key phases of the BI-WI episode. The depicted key frequencies are:

(i) The electron plasma frequency (vp,e = V4nnece? /me) which remains constant during the entire BI-WI process. This also sets the
minimum observed CSE frequency as v3%" = D(c, 6c)vp.e/(1 +2);

(ii) The electron cyclotron frequency (vg = eB¢/mec; with B. = B at the start of the BI-WI process). It increases in time as B
increases first during the e-WI phase reaching saturation at B = Be_w1,s when the cyclotron frequency is vg ~ vp,e. During the p-WI phase,
the magnetic field grows further to a saturation value of Bp_wi,s = /1p/MeBe—w1,s When vg ~ \/np/mevp e at time tp_wi,s;

(iii) The BI shuts-off in the early stages of filament merging phase once the chunk’s electrons are so hot that their thermal velocity spread
exceeds their drift velocity relative to the beam’s ions (when ycsg > 2); during filament merging, electron acceleration is due to dissipation
of magnetic turbulence and currents;

(iv) Once CSE is triggered, electrons in bunches cool rapidly with the cooling timescale of a bunch #,(#) << Atcsg (see Appendix SD2).
Each bunch emits once during filament merging with bunches emitting uniformly spaced in time during this phase;

(v) Beyond the CSE phase, the filaments continue to grow in size until they are of the order of the beam’s proton Larmor radius. Once
the protons are trapped, the Weibel shock develops slowing down the chunk drastically (in a matter of seconds in the observer’s frame; see
Eq. (SG9) in Appendix SG5) and putting an end to the BI-WI process.

APPENDIX SE: FRBS IN CURRENT DETECTORS
SE1 Number of FRBs per frequency (N sbs' )

obs.

Here we estimate the number of chunks (i.e. FRBs per QN) detectable at any frequency v°*S- and at any given time r°°. Appendix §SA describes
the spatial distribution of the QN chunks with Ng the number of chunks per angle 6. We have dNg/dv°™- = (dNg/d6.) X (df./dv°Ps-)
where dNg/dQ = N¢ /4 and dQ/d6. = 2r0. (for 6. << 1) so that dNg/dO. = dNSbS' /dQ x dQ/db. = (N¢/2) X Oc.

obs.
Furthermore, because at any given time v°*-(6¢) = D(I¢, 6c)v°PS-(0) where v°-(0) is the frequency at 6 = 0, then for a given QN
(i.e. for a fixed I'¢) we can write

obs.2

obs. _ 2l 2 __y
y (O)x( —f(ec)z)x(zrcec)_ Vobs.(o)x(rcec), (SE1)

where D(T¢, 0c) =~ 2T/ f(6¢) and f(6c) = 1 + (Tefc)%. We arrive at

dvobs dyobs: dD(Tc,0c) _ df(6)
df. ~ dD(T¢,6c) df (6c) do.

bs. .
dNT3.  dNg/dbe _ Ne y yobs- (0)
dvobs-  dyobsjdg. 20 T Lobs.2

(SE2)

SE2 FRB duration

det.
start

det.

We define vgf;;(_ and v_-- as the maximum and minimum frequencies of the detector’s band with 7

and tgsa' the times corresponding to

the start (at vgg,'(.) and end of detection (at vgfi‘r;‘). When the chunk’s plasma frequency, vp,e = 9 kHz X néc/z (e.g. Lang 1999), is such that
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Obg (6c) < v , the CSE frequency will drift through the entire detector’s band with vgb;];:(ec, 10bs-) = V?;bssé max. (6¢) (1+£°Ps- /t0b9 ) Sim-w1
(see §3.2); thls is 111ustrated in Figure 1 in the main paper and Figure S4 here. In this case, the detector’s CSE (i.e. FRB) duration AtCSSE detector =
(tg;’a 18¢L:) can be found by combining v4¢t- v%%sl;:’max (0c) (141958 /1005 ) =Om-WE and viet, = vglésé’max_(ec)(l + 198 /100 ) Omew
giving us

,/0bs. 1/ Sm-wi obs. 1/ Sm-wi
det. obs. YCSE, max. (6e) VCSE, max. (6c)
Ategp =t x| | ———— o | 2max. .
CSE m-WI det. det.
mm max.
yobs. (6¢) 1/ 8m-wi obs. (6c) 1/ 6m-w1
— C C
~ 024 ms x (1+2)£(6e) X {m-WI,2 YCSE, max. _ | VCSE, max. ’ (SE3)
r 1/2 del ydet
¢,2.5M ¢ 1 Vmin. max.

with vgtésl;: max,_ (0c) given by Eq. (7) and tObS 1 given by Eq. (8). There are three other possible scenarios, depicted in Figures 1 and S4, which

could make the duration shorter than the one glven in Eq. (SE3).

SE3 Band-integrated flux density and corresponding fluence

With regards to the spectrum, each bunch emits at all frequencies within 0 < v < vcgg even though radiation below the plasma frequency

is re-absorbed by the chunk material. Because I“ibs'(t)/v"bs'3 = I,,(t)/v? is an invariant, the flux density is found from (e.g. Ryden 2016)
Srobs. (Oc, 1) = ISbs' (1) x ACC/47rd]% =D(Tc,0.)3 Ly (1)/(1 +Z))47Tdi with Ly, (t) = I,/ () Acc the spectral luminosity and A the chunk’s area
which is also invariant; z is the redshift and dp, the luminosity distance. In the emitter’s frame (i.e. the QN chunk), we assume a spectrum
with positive index acsg

Ly (1) = (v/vesg) F Ly (1) (SE4)

so that Lcgg(t) = fOVCSE(t) Ly (t)dv = vcsg(t) Lyegs () / (acsg + 1) with acsg > —1; here Ly (¢) is the spectral luminosity at maximum

frequency vesg/(t).
The flux density, in the observer’s frame, can then be recast into

D(Tc,6c)*Lesg(t)
(1 +2)4nd} vesg (1)
D(Tc,6c)*Lesg (1)

T (1+2)24nd v (1)

As expected, [1 fom. (1)dvo® = (D(Te, 0c)*/(1+2)dnd?}) [ Ly (t)dv = D(Tc, 0c)* Lesg (1)) (1+2)%4md? with vo = D(Tc, c)v/(1+
7).

fvobs. (9(;, t) =

QCSE
vese(?) )

X (acsg + 1)(

X(acs5+1)( ) ~ . (SE53)

vesg(?)

det.
To compare to FRB data, we define f, pand(fc,° obs.y — vldel / V;g;“ Sobs. (B¢, 1°%5-)dvOPS- as the band-averaged flux density with
min.
Aydet: = ydet. vglet i.e. a frequency summed flux over the detector’s frequency band vdel < ydet < ydet e,
obs.y _ P(Te, 0c)* Lesg(r) Lese(n) Vit aese [ yobs
fv,band(ecJ ) = ) 24 2 A det. d CSE + 1) d b (SE6)
(1 +2)%4rd} Avdet vebs. VCSE(t) v (1)
bs. _ det. b bs. _ det. b. b:
where v = max (anm ons. (Hc)) and vy, = min (Vmeax veap (e, 107 )))
With v/ vesg(?) = vobs-/ v(’bq (6, 1°P5-), Eq. (SE6) becomes
ydet acsE*! _, det. @CSE*] ob ob det
S. S. .
. < (0 I)g(l;nSEH if vegp (O, 197%) > vimak.
D(I¢,0c)"L t Ve
fv.b nd(ec IObS') = M 82515(9 100%) acsEH! -yl coset! i ,0bs obs. obs. det (SET)
v,ba i 1 247d2 Aydet. min. if vO25- < yO0S- (¢, 19%5) < v
( +Z) T L v 825 (6 t)“’CSE"'1 ’ lower CSE ma:
5 (6,
i 0bs. obs. obs.
0, if VCSE(QC’ A7) < Viower *
The above means that once vgbssé(ec, t) drops below the detector’s maximum frequency vgf?}k', the band-averaged flux density starts to

det.

drop with time until the CSE frequency exits the detector’s band at v =~ or when the plasma frequency is reached; this is illustrated in Figure

1 in the main paper and in Figure S4 here.
The fluence based on the band-averaged flux density is F (6, 5m—wr, @CSE) = f e fv band (B¢, 1°75-)dr°PS- and with the substitutions

Slan

di°®- = (1 + 2)dt/D(T, 6¢) and v%%sﬁ(ﬁc,t) = D(T'¢,0c)vese(t)/ (1 + z), it can then be expressed as
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F(6c, 6m-wI. acsg) = F (6c, @csg) X G(6c, Sm—WI, @CSE) » (SEB)
with
det. (lcs|5+1 det. (VCSE‘*‘I
_ D(F01 90)3 LCSE(I)tm—WI Vmedx anin.
F (Oc, acsg) = (1 + 2)nd? Ay et o, po—" (SE9)
< L YCSE, max. (6c)

with Lesg(f) = Lesg(0) a constant in our model (see Egs. (SD7)) and ngssé max

Lcsg(0)t—wi = Epj expresses the energy harnessed from BI heating during the BI-WI phase prior to filament merging (see Eq. (SC13)).
Also,

(6c) the maximum CSE frequency given by (7);

fx )]:“:Sf' xOm-wi(acse+l) gy if v%%s];:(ec,x) > vggk. [if x < xgtart]
( x| “Om-wilecsg+D)
Xupper Xen . . . . .
G(0c. Sm-wr acsg) = [ xOmwilacsetl) mdx, i oS < YR (Be, ) < Vi, [if Xstare < X < Xiower]
Xend
0, lfV E(QCJC) = Ob\f,e [if x > Xjower] -
(SE10)
where we defined x = 1 + t/tm_wy so that vesp(r) = vesp(0) X x~9m-Wi. The term ((x/xend)_‘sm*WI("CSE“) -
1)/ ((xstart/Xeng) ~om-W1(@cse+D) _ 1) is due to vegg (£°°) drifting through the detector’s band. The relevant x-values are
b 1/ 6m-w1
gSSE max. (6c)
Xend = det.
mln
b 1/ 6m-w1
N _ ( gSSE max. (6c)
start - 1<
Vi,
obs (00) 1/ 6m-w1
Xpe = CSE% . (SE11)
e (0c)
The limits of integration in G(6¢, 6m—wI, €CSE) are
Xlower = Max (Xstart, 1.0)
Xupper = Iin (Xend, Xp,e) - (SE12)
SE4 Flat spectrum
For the case of a flat spectrum (i.e. acsg = 0) with F (8¢, 0) = F(6¢,0) X G(0c, Sm-w1, 0), Egs. (SE8) and (SE9) above become
D(T¢,0c)®  Lesg(0)tm-—
F(6e.0) = (' c)2 y CS]?)E») m-WI (SE13)
(1+z)4nd; vear (0)
fx)li:’:f' xOm-Wi gy, if VCSE(QC,X) > vgﬁ,'(_
( x )’5m—WI_ 1
— Xupper Gy Xend : bs. b det.
G(Oc, 6m-w1, 0) = { [oH77" xOmWt ¢ —xsm)_dm_m_l dx, if vO%S: < oS (6, x) < vt (SE14)
Xend
0, if ngSslé(gc’x) = f(lj\;er :

CSE is so efficient that it radiates most of the BI energy (Eg; ~ Lcsg(0)tm—wi; see Eq. (SC13)) during filament merging. Eq. (SE13)
becomes

2 ns
{BL,-1BwWI,-1 Fg,Z.SRcc,lSn b.,—3
F(6¢,0) ~ 810 Jy ms PRV 5 > 3 a , (SE15)
( C) L,27.5 CSE,—I’YCSE’] cc,1Pcc,-2

aftef mal_king use of V?:gslé,max._(HC) = .D(FC, 0c)vese(0)/(1 + z) and vesg(0) = Scsg X (3/2))/%55\/mp/mevp,e (see Appendix SD); the
luminosity distance dp_ is in units of Giga-parsecs.

Our calculations of G(6¢, dm—wi,0) is detector’s dependent via xepgq and xgare (see Eq. (SE14)) and varies from a value of a few for
ASKAP, Parkes and Arecibo detectors to about a few hundreds for CHIME’s and even higher for the LOFAR’s detectors (see Table S3).

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)



ONe in the outskirts of galaxies: An explanation of the FRB phenomenon 21

SE5 “Waterfall" plots

The analytical and normalized band-integrated flux density is given by Eq. (SE7). Figure S5 shows examples of the band-integrated flux in
our model for the CHIME detector when V?:bssé,max. (0) = 2vdet: and VgPeS.' 0) = Vﬁfit;i. /2. The three different curves show different filament
merging rates defined by the parameter 6,_wy (see Eq. (SC7)).

Figures S6 and S7 show waterfall plots for the repeating FRBs listed in Tables S6 and S7. Each pixel in the waterfall plot is the flux
density, i.e. f,obs. (Oc, 1°bs-) given in Eq. (SES) with Lcsg given by Eq.(SD7). The resulting band(frequency)-summed flux density is shown in
the upper sub-panels and matches the analytically derived one (see Appendix SE3 and related Figure S5). To obtain the integrated flux density
plot we add up the flux in each pixel (i.e. over the detector’s frequency band) along the vertical axis for each time with f, cbs. (6c, 1958y = 0

when vgbssl;:(t) < vgf;'cl. Figure S8 shows an example where for all chunks the maximum CSE frequency falls within the detector’s band (here

CHIME); see Table S8 for the corresponding simulations.

SE6 Non-repeating vs repeating FRBs

In our model, FRBs are intrinsically all repeaters because each chunk gives an FRB beamed in a specific direction. Observed single (i.e.
non-repeating) FRBs are an artifact of the detector’s bandwidth and sensitivity. Consider a detector with maximum and minimum frequency

vt and ydet | respectively, and a fluence sensitivity threshold F' det. The two conditions which must be simultaneously satisfied for repeats
max. min. min.

to occur are

min. ’

Y% max. (Os) > Vet and  F(fs, Sm-wr,0) > Fot (SE16)

where fg is the average viewing angle for secondary chunks (see Eq. (SA2))°. Box “A" in Table S4 shows an example of FRBs where only

a few detectors can see the primary chunk (the shaded cells). In Box “A" example, while the v%%sﬁ max. (6s) > V?neitri. is satisfied, the fluence

is below threshold for most detectors. Box “B" shows the case where only CHIME sees repeats since the condition vg'?é max (6s) > vdmeit[;

in Eq. (SE16) is violated by the secondary chunks for most detectors (the “N/A" cells). This is also the reason why G(6c, dpm—wi,0) = 0 in
Table S3 for N. = 10° and T, = 10%-5.

In general “non-repeats" occur for f(6;) >> 1 which is the case for high I'; (> 102'5) and/or low N¢ (< 105'5) as in Boxes “A" and “B".

12/5 -4/5
[

In this regime, with f(6.) ~ (Tec)?, nee o I."",Rec T and B « Fg/s we get

S 11/5 , _ 1/5 ,—
o (00 < TP f(6) ! T %62

VCSE,max.
F (0, 0) o T f(0) 2 o T, 2P0 (SE17)
The maximum CSE frequency is weakly dependent on I'c. Because G(0c,dm-wi,0) o v‘é%sﬁ max.(é'c)z o ng/ 5954 when

yobs. (8¢) > veet  (see Eq. (SE14); see Appendix SE4), the fluence F(6c,Sm-wr,0) = F(6c,0) X G(6c, Sm_wr1,0) is independent

CSE,max. max.
of the Lorentz factor and strongly dependent on the viewing angle as 6 8,

The average viewing angle of the secondary and tertiary chunks as derived in Eq. (SA2) can be expressed in terms of the primary chunk as
As ~ (7/3)0p and 1 ~ 60p with the consequence that Vggsé,max.(éS) = (3/7)2Vgljsslé,max. (6p) and ngSS];:,max‘ (61) = (1/36) x V%%Sé,max,(éP)-
Also, F(fs, 5m-wr, 0) = (3/7)8F(Ap, 6m-wr, 0) and F (61, Sm-wr, 0) = (1/6)8F(@p, m_wr, 0) which demonstrates that only the primary
chunk would fall within most FRB detector bands and above the sensitivity threshold. Boxes “A" and “B" in Table S4 show that the frequency
and the fluence for the secondary and tertiary chunks, in the non-repeating FRBs, do follow the 6, 2 and 0; 8 dependencies, respectively. In
general, the scaling follows the more general form of the dependency given as £ (6.)~! and f(6.)~%, respectively.

Repeating FRBs are obtained for relatively lower values of f(6.) for the secondary and tertiary chunks which is the case for higher N,
values. Boxes “D" and “E" in Table S4 show that most detectors would see the secondary chunks with a few detectors capable of detecting
also the tertiary chunks (shaded cells). Boxes “C" and “F" correspond to the low I'c scenario (in this case 102) with the maximum CSE
frequency (vObs. o I3 for f(6c) ~ 1) being in the sub-GHz regime thus eliminating ASKAP, Parkes and Arecibo detections. In this

k CSE,max. ¢ .
regime, CHIME can detect many repeats for a range in N.

APPENDIX SF: CASE STUDY

Overall, our model can reproduce general properties of observed non-repeating and repeating FRBs. In this appendix, we focus particularly
on FRB 180916.J0158+65 and FRB 121102.

9 The secondary and tertiary chunks consist of a group of chunks with roughly a similar 6 and different azimuths (see Figure S1).
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SF1 FRB 180916.J0158+65

A year long observation of FRB 180916.J0158+65 led to the detection of tens of bursts with a regular ~ 16 day cycle with bursts arriving in
a 4-day phases (CHIME/FRB Collaboration (2020)). In our model, repetition is set by the angular separation between emitting chunks which
yields a roughly constant time delay between bursts (see discusion around Eq. (SA7)). Boxes A, B and C in Table S4 (i.e. for N, = 10° and
102 < T < 10%), show that typical time delays between bursts within a repeating FRB is 12 days < Atf%séat < 20 days.

The simulations use randomly spaced chunks rather than the simple honeycomb geometry presented in Appendix SA. It is possible to
view the QN such that we get FRBs from chunks arriving roughly periodically. An example is given in Table S9 with a ~16-day period
repeating FRB. A 4-day window (a “smearing" effect) can also obtained by varying the chunk parameters such as the mass and the Lorentz

factor and/or the ambient number density ”ernb for a given QN.

SF2 FRB 121102

FRB 121102 was discovered by PARKES at a redshift of z ~ 0.1972 (Spitler et al. 2014). Its main properties include the quiescent and active
periods on month-long scales (Michilli et al. 2018), with hundreds of bursts so far detected (e.g. Gajjar et al. (2018); Hessels et al. (2019)). It
has been associated with a star-forming region in an irregular, low-metallicity dwarf galaxy (Bassa et al. (2017)). The high RM measured in
FRB 121102 (RM ~ 10° rad m~2; Michilli et al. 2018) sets it apart from other FRBs.

Table S10 shows an example of an FRB from an ICM-QN in our model lasting for ~ 20 years reminiscent of FRB 121102. This is
obtained by setting a higher ycsg (here 40) and a low I'¢ (here 40) compared to fiducial values listed in Table S1. A variation in chunk mass
is necessary to obtain the variability in width and fluence seen in FRB 121102.

We find that the unique properties of FRB 121102 mentioned above may be best explained in our model if we assume that the QN
responsible for it occurred inside a galaxy. This would be the case for NSs with small kick velocities. For example for a velocity of ~ 10
km s~!, the NS would have travelled only about a kilo-parsec in ~ 108 years by the time it experience a QN transition. Table S11 shows
an example of a galactic FRB, lasting for ~ 3 years, obtained by considering an ambient density of ngfn = 1072 cm™3 representative of a
galactic/halo environment.

If the QN occurs in the vicinity of a star forming region in the galaxy (i.e. probably rich in HII regions), as seems to be the case for
FRB 121102, the CSE from the QN chunks would be susceptible to lensing thus enhancing the number of bursts (Cordes & Chatterjee 2019).
Lensing would “scramble" any regular cycle (i.e. the Atfg’;'at period) expected due to the spatial distribution of the QN chunk. An FRB from

b

€
a galactic QN at low redshift would mean a sensitivity to more chunks at higher 6.; i.e. a bigger solid angle is accessible to detectors.

Finally, it may be possible that the high RM associated with FRB 121102 is intrinsic to the QN chunks. The rotation measure is
RM =0.81 /Od neB| dl| with the magnetic field along the line-of-sight in units of 4G and /) in parsecs. With ne = ncc, B| = Bp-wi,s (see

Eq.(SD2)) and d ~ 2R, the RM induced by a chunk during the CSE phase we estimate to be RM. ~ 822.2 rad m~2 x nzc/ 21 Rec,15- Or,

RMge ~ 2.7 x 10° rad m~2x
9/20 _17/5 14/5 s /5
¢22.3%1H,-27 ¢.2 5 amb.. -1
21720
c,—1

(SF1)

for ngmp. = 0.1 cm™3 representative of the hot ISM component within galaxies (Cox 2005).

APPENDIX SG: PREDICTIONS
SG1 FRBsin LOFAR

Our simulations show that on average CHIME detects 5 times more FRBs than ASKAP and Parkes. This is due to the fact that the CSE
frequency in our model decreases with an increase in f(6.) (i.e. with higher viewing angle 6.) making CHIME more sensitive to secondary
chunks (i.e. sees a bigger solid angle) for a given QN. The number of chunks NSEbS; (i.e. FRBs per QN) detectable at any frequency is given
in Appendix SE1 and expressed in Eq. (SE2) as

dN°Ps: )
y Zb:' o yO0s- 7 (SG1)
~obs.

Applying the above to CHIME and ASKAP detectors, for example, we get

obs. 2
Nepivme  AveHIME y VASKAP,p 0.4  1.32

= — X —= ~4.7, SG2
NX]JSSI.(AP AVASKAP 04  0.62 ( :

2
VCHIME, p

@

independently of I'¢ (i.e. for a given QN) in agreement with the simulation results; the subscript “p" refers to the band’s peak frequency (see
Table 1).

Past CHIME’s band the FRBs will drift into the LOFAR’s band. In addition, emission from chunks at high viewing angles will be visible
to LOFAR. Using Eq. (SG1) to compare LOFAR (high-band antenna) to CHIME we arrive at
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bs. 2

NEOSFAR _ AVI OFAR % VCHIME,p 0.18 % 0.62 ~5 (SG3)
bs. 2 2 !

NoWe  AYCHIME  vip AR p 04 0.8

LOFAR should thus detect on average 5 times more bursts than CHIME from a given QN. Our simulations do not yield LOFAR’s detections
too often except in a few cases when the chunk is massive and very close to the observer’s line-of-sight such as in the simulations shown in
Tables $6-S8 with LOFAR’s fluence very close to the threshold of 10° Jy ms (see also cases in Table S4). This is understandable because
for a given QN, an f(6.) ~ 100 is necessary for the CSE frequency to fall within LOFAR’s band. However, these high f(6.) values yield a
fluence (< f (90)_4) below the LOFAR’s sensitivity limit. The ratio given in Eq. (SG3) is likely to be reduced by: (i) dispersion effects (which
are more pronounced at MHz frequencies); (ii) the Earth’s ionosphere which affects signals in the tens of MHz range.

SG2 FRBs from IGM-QNe?

Table S12 summarizes the equations relevant to FRBs from IGM-QNe. These were derived from Table S2 using ngfnb_ = 2x1077 em™3x(1+2)3
for the IGM (e.g. McQuinn 2016). The maximum CSE frequency is

obs. 36.6 MHz

~ 2 1/2
YCsEmax. ¥ (T4 2)7(60) OCSE.~17csE, 11 e.2.57cc 4 » (5G4)

which falls below most radio detectors/receivers except may be for LOFAR’s low-band antenna for which vdmeitr;_ = 30 MHz (van Haarlem et al.
(2013)). Because f(6;) >> 1 for non-repeating FRBs (see Appendix (SE6)), the maximum CSE frequency will fall below LOFAR minimum
frequency. Also, repeating FRBs (i.e. with low I'¢) from IGM-QNe at high high-redshift would yield frequencies below the LOFAR’s band.
Thus FRBs from IGM-QNe may not be detectable with current detectors.

Besides the CSE frequency which would likely fall below the LOFAR band, we also argue that IGM-QNe may not occur in nature.
Isolated massive NS in field galaxies (with halos extending up to ~ 100 kpc or more) would need to travel long distances before they enter
the IGM. For a NS with a typical kick velocity of 300 km s~ !, nucleation timescales of at least ~ 10° years would be required for the NS to
enter the IGM prior to the QN event. For typical quark nucleation timescales of ~ 108 years (and a narrow nucleation timescale distribution),
even NSs with a kick velocity of ~ 103 km s~! would travel only about 100 kpc reaching at most the edge of their galaxies. While we cannot
with full certainty rule out FRBs from IGM-QNe they seem unlikely. Instead, in field galaxies it is likely that FRBs would be associated with
halo-QNe (see Appendix SF2), meaning that in field galaxies old NSs would experience the QN phase (yielding FRBs) while still embedded
in the halo.

Monster FRBs from IGM-QNe: FRBs from chunks seen very close to the line-of-sight (i.e. f(6c) ~ 1) could reach a fluence in the
millions of Jy ms (see Table S12). Several effects conspire to make FRBs from IGM-QNe much brighter than those from galactic- and
ICM-QNe. The low IGM density means the chunks must travel large distance, and thus reaching larger radii, and becoming colder (i.e.
associated with lower S.. values) when they become collisionless (see Table S12). There is also the band effect with the lower frequency
ones contributing higher values of G (6., m—wi, 0) to the total fluence, F(0c, Sm—w1, 0) = F(6¢,0) X G(Oc, Sm—wi, 0) (see Appendix SE4
and the corresponding Table S3). However, FRBs from IGM-QNe if they occur would be rare events and even so their frequencies may fall

outside the LOFAR’s band (i.e. vgbsﬁ;: < 30 MHz); see discussion in §SG2.
,max.

SG3 The pre-CSE phase

There are plausible emission mechanisms prior to the CSE phase:

(1) Thermal Bremsstrahlung (TB) emission from the chunks before they enter the collisionless phase (see Appendix SB1). The corre-
sponding spectrum is flat and has a maximum frequency vfl’.%s' = D(T¢,0c)T; ic/ (1 + z) with T ~ 13.6 eV the chunk’s temperature when it
becomes ionized by hadronic collisions with the ambient medium. This gives

Ieos

VRS- =21 1018 Hz x ——==2— | SGS
T (1+2)/(00) (56
which is in the keV range. The corresponding maximum X-ray luminosity, given by Eq. (SB17), is:
1
bs. ~ 37 -1 3 10 2 s 3
LR max, =44 %107 ergs™ x RPN X it 278 e.2.5Mc.22.3amb.. -3 - (SG6)

The TB phase would persist for At%’gs' ~ 1955 which is of the order of days (see Eq. (SB13)).
(ii) Incoherent synchrotron emission (ISE) in the very early stages of filament merging phase, preceding the CSE phase. The corresponding

ISE frequency in the observer’s frame (D (I'¢, ) visg/(1 + z)) would be

obs. 1157 GHz
Viep & —————— X
BE = (1+2)f(6c)

The maximum luminosity (which assumes contribution form all chunk’s electrons) is Lisg, max. = (7mc/mn) X Pe with the ISE power per

1/2
Te.5YesE 1 el - (SG7)
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electron Pe = 1.6% IO_ISy%SEBp WLs (e.g.Lang (1999)). The observed maximum ISE luminosity, L%’E max. = P (Te, 00)4LISE,maX_/(1+z)2,

is thus
, 5.8 x10%% erg s~!
obs. g I 2
> = X m n s SG8
ISE.max. = T 17 7(g0)3 ¢.2.5Mc,22.3YCsE, 1 Mec, 1 (5G8)

which is much dimmer than the subsequent CSE phase. The ISE phase is short lived (<< #,_w1) compared to the CSE phase and may be
hard to detect.

SG4 FRBs and Ultra-High Energy Cosmic Rays (UHECRs)

Once the Weibel shock forms following proton trapping, the chunk’s Lorentz factor I'c decreases rapidly with the sweeping of ambient
protons. Half of the chunk’s kinetic energy is converted into heat after sweeping m. /T of material (e.g. Piran 1999). In the chunk’s frame we
have mc/Tc = Acclclamp. MACAL:, sw. With At sw. the characteristic deceleration timescale. A slowdown of a QN chunk would occur after it
travels a distance of a few parsecs (cI'cAfc sw.) from the FRB site. In the observer’s frame it occurs on a timescale of

Mc,22.3

A% ~2sx (1+2)f(8c) x (SG9)

cc, 15Fc 2.5"amb.,~3

The Weibel shock (which ends the BI-WI process), may be inductive to Fermi acceleration (Fermi, 1949). The particles in the ambient
medium and/or in the chunk can be boosted by ~ 21"% (e.g. Gallant & Achterberg 1999) reaching energies of the order of

Eunpcr ~ 2% 107 eVx AXT?, 5, (SG10)

where A is the atomic weight of the accelerated particles (i.e. the chemical imprint of both the ambient medium and of the chunk material).
A distribution in I'c (with 10!3 < T < 1033 as suggested by our fits to FRB data) would allow a range in UHECR of 2 x 1013 eV <
EUHECR/A <2X 1017 eV

A rate of one QN per thousand years per galaxy means an available power of ~ 1048 erg yr‘1 (i.e. Egn ~ 103! erg per thousand year)
per galaxy which should be enough power to account for UHECRs (e.g. Berezinsky (2008); Murase & Takami (2009) and references therein).
Thus collisionless QN chunks could potentially act as efficient UHECR accelerators. These are tiny regions (of size R¢c ~ 1015 cm) spread
over a very large volume which would make it hard for detectors to resolve.

SGS Other predictions

e FRBs from galactic/halo-QNe: These FRBs could be associated with field galaxies as well as galaxy clusters. While in galaxy clusters
they would be induced by QNe from NSs with a low kick velocity, in field galaxies with extended haloes, isolated old NSs would likely
experience the QN event before reaching the IGM (see Appendix SG2). A possible differentiator between FRBs from ICM-QNe and those
from galactic/halo-QNe may be the high RM in the latter ones (Eq.(SF1));

o Super FRBs from halo- and ICM-QNe: FRBs from the primary chunk would be extremely bright with a fluence in the tens of thousands
of Jy ms for CHIME’s band and hundreds of Jy ms for LOFAR’s high-band antenna (see examples in boxes “D" and “E" in Table S4). However
these events may be rare if a typical ICM-QN yields Ne < 10°-> based on our model’s fits to FRB data;

o QN compact remnant in X-rays: The QS is born with a surface magnetic field of the order of ~ 10!* G owing to strong fields generated
during the hadronic-to-quark-matter phase transition (Iwazaki 2005; Dvornikov 2016a,b). Despite such high magnetic field, QSs according to
the QN model do not pulse in radio since they are born as aligned rotators (Ouyed et al. 2004, 2006). Instead, during the quark star spin-down,
vortices (and the magnetic field they confine) are expelled (Ouyed et al. (2004) Nlebergal et al. (2010b)). The subsequent magnetic field
reconnection leads to the production of X-rays at arate of Lx ~ 2 X 1034 erg sl x nx, _1P | Where 77x is an efficiency parameter related to
the rate of conversion of magnetic energy to radiation and P the period derivative (see §5 in Ouyed et al. 2007a);

o FRBs in Low-Mass Xray Binaries: For a QN in a binary (see Ouyed et al. 2014), chunks that manage to escape the binary through
low-density regions should yield FRBs. Thus our model predicts the plausible connection of some FRBs with Type-la SNe though statistically
such an association should be very weak due to FRB beaming effects.

APPENDIX SH: MODEL’S LIMITATIONS

o The frequency-time diagram: Patchiness (i.e. gaps) in the frequency-time diagram during drifting (in the milli-second timescales) has
been observed. It may be a consequence of scintillation effects induced by the ambient medium as suggested in the literature (Macquart et al.
2018) from the comparison of the bright nearby ASKAP FRBs to the dimmer farther away Parkes FRBs (i.e. based on the DM-brightness
relation; Shannon et al. 2018). However, there remains the possibility that the patchiness may be intrinsic to the chunk and may be a result of
different parts of the chunk acting at different times. This is beyond the scope of this paper and will be explored elsewhere;

e Polarization: In its current form, our model cannot explain the degree of polarization associated with some FRBs. We can only argue
that the W1 saturated magnetic field may play a role. The filament’s magnetic field strength at saturation is Bp_wr,s ~ 0.12 G X n (%ee Eq.
(SD2)) and may induce polarization at some level. At the beginning of filament merging, the many independent (i.e. non- commumcatmg)
bunches should yield a relatively less polarized CSE despite the high Bp_wy s. CSE may show more polarization towards the end of filament
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merging when emission from the reduced number of (and thus larger size) bunches is expected to be more synchronized. Alternatively, if one
bunch triggers another they may emit in the same polarization. This will be explored elsewhere;

o FRB 121102 high RM: FRB 121102 high rotation measure of RM ~ 10° rad m~2 (Michilli et al. 2018) sets it apart from other FRBs.
The RM induced by the chunk on the CSE is given by Eq. (SF1) which shows that in our model high RM values can be obtained for FRBs
from galactic-QNe with a high ambient medium density n"fnb. > 1073 cm~3. However, in the high ambient medium density case, and for
fiducial parameter values, our simulations yield repeating FRBs lasting at most only a few years (Tables S10 and S11). A parameter survey is
needed which may yield longer timescales. It may also be the case that the high RM associated with FRB 121102 is due to plasma within the
associated galaxy. This issue will be investigated elsewhere;

o FRB 121102 persistent radio source: FRB 121102 has also been associated with a persistent radio source with luminosity L ~ 103
erg s~! (Tendulkar et al. 2017; Bassa et al. 2017; Chatterjee et al. 2017; Marcote et al. 2017) hinting at a pulsar. This would seem to support
our suggestion that this FRB may be from a galactic-QN in a star-forming dwarf galaxy (see Appendix SF2). In this case, we would argue
that the radio source (may be a pulsar) is independent of the FRB proper;

e The minimum CSE frequency: It is set by the chunk’s plasma frequency V(ébssﬁ,min.(e") = vg}’g(ec) in our model (see Eq. (9)) and is
below the minimum frequency of most FRB detectors (see Table 1). A parameter survey will be performed in the future to determine which
parameters can yield scenarios with vgtésl;:,mm. (6c) > vf}ffn There is the possibility that the CSE may be suppressed before the CSE frequency
drops below the plasma frequency; e.g. if Weibel filaments do not grow beyond a size of ~ ¢/vp e during the merging process;

e Chunk’s composition: The extremely neutron-rich, relativistically expanding, QN ejecta is converted to unstable r-process material in
a fraction of a second following the explosion (Jaikumar et al. 2007; Kostka et al. 2014; for details, see Appendix B.2 in Ouyed al. 2020).
Here, we assumed that the chunk is dissociated into its hadronic constituents yielding the background (e~, p™) plasma. A future avenue would
consist of taking into account the ionic composition of the chunk.

APPENDIX SI: IMPLICATIONS
SI1  FRBs as probes of collisionless plasma instabilities

FRBs can become a laboratory for studying collisionless plasma instabilities if indeed, as suggested by our model, the Buneman and the
thermal Weibel instabilities are at the heart of this phenomenon. FRBs from QNe may provide some guidance to models and PIC simulations
of inter-penetrating plasma instabilities. In particular:

o Buneman saturation: Our fits to FRB data suggests a B saturation parameter /g ~ 10~ which translates to about 10% of the beam
electron kinetic energy (in the chunk’s frame) being converted to heating chunk’s electrons. These numbers are comparable to those derived
from PIC simulations (e.g. Dieckmann et al. 2012; Moreno et al. 2018);

e Filament merging: FRBs in our model can shed light on the filament merging process. For example, our simulations of FRB data
suggests dp—wi = 1.0 and ycsg > 10, in line with recent PIC simulations (e.g. Takamoto et al. (2019)) and may further be used to inform
future models and PIC simulations of the filament merging process;

o The Weibel shock: The plausible association of FRBs with UHECRs (see Appendix SG4), would confirm that the Weibel shock took
place. Comparing the energy in UHECRS to the kinetic energy of a typical QN ejecta ~ 10°1-10°2 erg could in principle provide an estimate
of the efficiency of particle acceleration in Weibel shocks;

e Micro-bunching instability: Perturbations to the bunch density can be amplified by the interaction with the CSE proper which may
result in a “sawtooth” instability (Heifets & Stupakov 2002; Venturini & Warnock 2002). One possible manifestation of the instability is by
inducing spikeness in FRB lightcurves which if confirmed by observations would support our model and would offer a unique in-sight into
the micro-bunching mechanism in inter-penetrating plasmas.

SI2 FRBs as probes of the QCD phase diagram

Of relevance to Quantum-Chromo-Dynamics (QCD) and its phase diagram, in particular to the still poorly known phases of quark matter
(e.g. Rajagopal 1999 and references therein), we note:

o Quark nucleation timescales: Our model’s fits to FRB data hint at a quark nucleation timescale of ~ 103 years. This may constrain
models of nucleation in dense matter and in neutron stars (e.g. Bombaci et al. 2004; Harko et al. 2004) and may be used to constraint quark
deconfinement density;

e Quark nucleation in cold and hot NSs: The energy release during the conversion of a NS to a QS is of the order of ~ 3.8 x 1073 erg x
(MNs/2M o) X AE o, —4 for a 2Me NS and a conversion energy release, AEcon., of about 100 MeV (~ 1074 erg) per neutron converted
(e.g. Weber 2005). Our model for FRBs (involving slowly rotating, old and cold NSs) and for GRBs (involving rapidly rotating, young and
hot NSs; see Ouyed al. (2020)) suggests two nucleation regimes. The hot NS case (with trapped neutrinos) releases an important fraction
(up-to ~ 30%) of the conversion energy as kinetic energy of the QN ejecta (on average Egn ~ 5 X 1072 ergs) while for the cold NS case
(with free-streaming neutrinos) a substantial fraction of the conversion energy is lost to neutrinos before the QN event; the kinetic energy of
the QN ejecta in this case is about a percent of the conversion energy with Egn ~ 5 X 105! erg;

o Color super-conductivity: A future detection of the radio-quiet ICM-QN compact remnant via its X-ray emission (see Appendix SG5),
would mean that the QS is likely born in a superconducting state (i.e. the Color-Flavor-Locked phase; Alford et al. 1999).

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)



26  Ouyed et al.

SI3 Implications to astrophysics

Implications of QN to astrophysics have been reviewed in Ouyed et al. (2018a,b). If the model is a correct representation of FRBs then it
would particularly strengthen the idea that:

e Quark stars exist in nature and form mainly from old NSs exploding as QNe at a rate of about 10% of the core-collapse SN rate;

e Missing pulsars: The formed quark star is radio quiet owing to the quark-matter Meissner effect which forces the magnetic dipole field
to be aligned with the spin axis (Ouyed et al. 2004, 2006; Niebergal et al. 2010b). Because an important fraction of these old NSs are potential
galactic/halo-QN and ICM-QN candidates (i.e. becoming radio-quiet after the FRB phase), it would thus appear as if these went missing from
the outskirsts of galaxies;

o (QNe within a few years of a core-collapse SN of massive stars may be at the origin of LGRBs as demonstrated in Ouyed al. (2020);
see §7.4 in that paper for short duration GRBs. Thus the same engine, the exploding NS, is responsible for GRBs and FRBs in our model. For
the FRBs case, the QN occurs hundreds of million of years after the SN;

e QNe in binaries may be of relevance to cosmology. When the companion of the exploding NS is a CO white dwarf, a Type-la QN results.
A QN-Ia is effectively a Type-Ia SN triggered by the QN ejecta impacting the WD. The QN is triggered by accretion onto the NS from the
companion which drives the NS core density above the deconfinement value. The properties of Type-Ia QNe, and the lightcurve, are redshift
dependent (see Figure 3 in Ouyed et al. (2014))'9. If Type-Ia QNe contaminate Type-Ia SNe samples, the latter may not be standardizable
(Ouyed et al. 2014). Kang et al. (2020) provide a recent analysis of the impact of the luminosity evolution on the light-curve fitters used by
the SNe Ia community.

10 The Phillips relationship (Phillips (1993)) is a natural outcome of Type-Ia QNe: In addition to the energy from the 3°Ni decay powering the QN-exploded
CO white dwarf, a QN-Ia is powered by spin-down from the Quark star (the QN compact remnant which ends up buried within the expanding CO ejecta). This
results in QN-Ia obeying a Phillips-like relation where the variation in luminosity is due to the QS spin-down power (Ouyed et al. 2014); see in particular §4.1
and Figure 1 in that paper where it is shown that the correlation between peak absolute magnitude and light curve shape is redshift-dependent

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)



ONe in the outskirts of galaxies: An explanation of the FRB phenomenon 27

Table S1. Fiducial parameters

Chunk Ambient medium BI-WI! CSE?
Ne | me(gm) | T. ke em” gm™D) || A (em™) [ owum(em?) [| o | Bwi [ Zo-wi | Smwi || Scse | yese | acse
10° 10223 102 0.1 1073 10777 10T | 1077 102 1.0 107" 107 0.0

! The Buneman-Weibel Instabilities phase.
2 Coherent Synchrotron Emission phase.
N, is the total number of chunks per QN.
m. = Mqn/N¢ is the chunk’s mass with Mqn = Ncm the QN ejecta mass (the NS outermost crust ejected during the QN).
I is the Lorentz factor of the QN ejecta (the chunk’s Lorentz factor). The ejecta’s kinetic energy T X (Nomc)c? erg is a few percents of the NS to QS
conversion energy (see §2).
K¢ is the chunk’s opacity.
is the baryon number density of the ambient medium (representative of the ICM) in the NS frame.
ogy is the hadronic collision cross-section.

{1 is the percentage of the beam’s electron energy (in the chunk’s frame) converted to heating the chunk electrons by the BI.
Pwi = B1/B) the ratio of transverse to longitudinal thermal speed of electron chunks at the onset of the WI (Eq. (SC7)).
¢m-wi sets the filament merging characteristic timescale (Eq. (SC11)).

Om—wi controls the filament merging rate (Eq. (SC12)).
dcsk sets the CSE frequency (Eq. (SD4)) which also sets the bunch’s scaling parameter dp, (Eq. (SD8)).
ycsE is the electron’s Lorentz factor at CSE trigger during filament merging (Eq. (SD4)).
acsg the positive power-law spectral index (@ csg = 0.0 corresponds to a flat spectrum).

ns

Dymb.
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Table S2. FRBs from ICM-QNe: Key equations describing the properties (baryon number density, radius and sound speed) of the collisionless QN chunks in
the ICM and the resulting CSE features (frequency, duration and fluence). Also shown is the time since the QN, tc"cbs', and the time separation between emitting
chunks Atr"ezsém (see Appendix SA). The fiducial parameter values are given in Table S1.

| FRBs from ICM-QNe |

| Collisionless chunk (“cc") properties |

T/10
Number density fee (cm™3) 2 146X 623 5 (o T2 a™ )/5  [Eq. (SB9)]
K‘)/l? 3 c,2.5 "amb.,-3
o
. (mep3ke,1)°0
Radius R (cm ~5.9x10" x e Eq. (SB10
cc (cm) (1, gt 75 (Eq. ( )]

Thermal speed Bec = Vee/C = 1.6 X 1072 X (me 22.3kc,-1) 10 (opp, 27T 2_§n;§nb4 ) [Eq. (SB11)]

: . obs. N (1+2) f (6c) (me 20 3ke,-1)!
Time since QN 1805 (days) ~2.6Xx Tos X (oRn T2, g [Eq. (SB12)]

Coherent synchrotron emission (CSE) properties
: 72
Frequency' v . (6) (GHz) ~11.6 x W X 6csE,-1Te 25V esp 1Mooy EQ- (D]
Width ArSh: (ms) = 2.4x (142)f (6) x <M » Min(..,.)%  [Eq. (11)]
Teosn.
r4 R2 nhs
3 - 1 4BI,-18BWI,-1 2.5 ce, 15" amb., -3
Fluence F(6:,0) Jy ms) =~ 810 Jy ms FORd X T X e Beo.2 [Eq. (12)]
75
-4 obs. ~ 1 Mg 22 3Kc,—1
Repeat time Atrepeal (days) 1.3x(14+2)x Nes X (O—E{H.27r‘3v2-5n:;1b.,—33 (Eq. (13))

! The frequency drifts in time to a minimum value set by the chunk’ plasma frequency vg}’;' (6:) = 18 MHz x m X FC,2_5n1/ 2

cc,l”
1 obs. 1/8m-wi obs. 1/8m-wi
S—wi v (6c) v (6c)
2 Min [((642.75@5,lyéSE’l)"mW' - 1)((CSEV‘gjf°) - (CSE+X°) )];see §3.

‘min. Ymax.

3 F (6, Sm-wi, 0) = F(6c,0) X G(6, Sm_wi, 0) for the flat spectrum case (acsg = 0) with G (6., Sm-wr, 0) given in Eq. (SE14) and Table S3.
4 Independent of the viewing angle 6, (i.e. f (6.)) due to geometry and the spatial distribution of chunks (see Appendix SA and Eq. (SA7)).
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Table S3. G (6., Sm-wi, 0) (see Eq. (SE14)) values for fiducial parameters.

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)

N. = 10° (N, = 10°)
Primary Secondary! Tertiary '
Arecibo 5.5(1.0) 20(N/A  0.12 (N/A)
Parkes 6.6 (1.2) 24 (N/A)  0.12 (N/A)
ASKAP 7.1(1.3) 26(N/A)  0.17 (N/A)
CHIME || 76.2(13.7)  27.3(0.9) 1.8 (N/A)
LOFAR? || 10° (179.8) 358.3(12.2) 23.6(0.13)

! These are chunks with a similar 6, but different azimuths.

2 1n all tables, the LOFAR’s fluence listed is for the high-band antenna bandwidth (see Table 1).
3 “N/A" (not applicable) means the maximum CSE frequency, vgl’;‘m ax. (6c), is below the detector’s minimum frequency vr‘;el; (see Table 1).
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Table S4. FRBs from ICM-QNe: FRB properties (frequency, duration and fluence; see Table S2) for the detectors listed in Table 1. The redshift is z = 0.2

which corresponds to a luminosity distance of di, ~ 1 Gpc. The time delay between repeats is Az

showing the fluence values within detector’s sensitivity (listed in Table 1).

repeat”

The fluences per detector are given with the shaded cells

Varied parameter!

Box A : (N, = 10°,T = 10°) I

Box D : (N = 10°, T, = 10%) |

Chunk type 1 (primary) 6 (seconda.ries)2 12 (tertialries)2 1 (primary) 6 (secondaries) 12 (tertiaries)
f(6:) 18.78 97.8 667.95 2.78 10.68 67.69
vggsE' max, (0c) (GHz) — v{,’f’g'3 (MHz) ~7.8 - 12.1 ~1.5-23 ~(0.22 - 0.34 ~52.7—-82.0 | ~13.7—>21.3 ~22—-34
tﬁ}’fwl (ms) ~3.5 ~18.4 ~125.7 ~ (.52 ~2.0 ~12.7
Fluence (Jy ms) [Arecibo] ~0.7 ~8.1x107% N/A* ~1.5x10° =7.0 ~4.3%x1073
Fluence (Jy ms) [Parkes] ~0.9 ~8.4x107% N/A ~1.8x10° ~8.5 ~52x%1073
Fluence (Jy ms) [ASKAP] ~1.0 ~13x107° N/A ~2 %103 ~9.1 ~56x107
Fluence (Jy ms) [CHIME] ~10.2 ~(.014 N/A ~2.1x10% ~97.3 ~0.06
Fluence (Jy ms) [LOFAR] ~133.7 ~0.18 ~7.1%x107 ~2.8x10° ~1.3x10° ~0.8
Azr‘;l:fe'at (days) ~12.5 ~12.5 ~12.5 ~1.3 ~ 1.3 ~1.3
Varied parameter! Il Box B : (N, = 10°, T = 10°) I Box E : (N = 10°, T = 10°) |
Chunk type 1 (primary) 6 (secondaries) 12 (tertiaries) 1 (primary) 6 (secondaries) 12 (tertiaries)
f(6) 2.78 10.68 67.7 1.18 1.97 7.67
V(‘llésp max, (0e) (GHz) — vg}’es' (MHz) ~42—6.5 ~1.1—>1.7 ~0.18 — 0.27 ~99 154 ~59-—59.2 ~15—>2.4
tr?‘b_swl (ms) ~ 6.6 ~253 ~ 160.4 ~2.38 ~4.7 ~18.2
Fluence (Jy ms) [Arecibo] ~15.3 N/A N/A ~473.2 ~ 60.7 ~ (.24
Fluence (Jy ms) [Parkes] ~18.5 N/A N/A ~571.5 ~73.3 ~0.24
Fluence (Jy ms) [ASKAP] ~19.9 N/A N/A ~617.1 ~79.2 ~ (.34
Fluence (Jy ms) [CHIME] ~212.5 ~ 1.0 N/A ~6.6x 103 ~ 843.8 = 3.7
Fluence (Jy ms) [LOFAR] ~2.8x10° ~12.8 ~35x1073 ~8.6x 10% ~1.1x10* ~48.0
Atr"e';i‘at (days) ~15.8 ~15.8 ~15.8 ~ 1.6 ~ 1.6 ~ 1.6
Varied parameter! Box C: (N, = 10°, T, = 10%) Box F : (N, = 10°, T, = 10%)
Chunk type 1 (primary) 6 (secondaries) 12 (tertiaries) 1 (primary) 6 (secondaries) | 12 (tertiaries)
f(6:) 1.18 1.97 7.67 1.018 1.097 1.667
vg'gsé max. (0c) (GHz) — vgf’es‘ (MHz) ~0.78 — 1.21 ~0.47 — 0.73 ~0.12 - 0.19 ~09—>1.4 ~0.8—> 1.3 ~0.6 >0.9
t;b—SWI (ms) ~35.13 ~ 58.69 ~ 228.74 ~30.4 ~32.7 ~49.7
Fluence (Jy ms) [Arecibo] N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Fluence (Jy ms) [Parkes] N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Fluence (Jy ms) [ASKAP] N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Fluence (Jy ms) [CHIME] ~ 63.2 ~ (.74 N/A ~117.9 ~87.4 ~5.1
Fluence (Jy ms) [LOFAR] ~ 863.6 ~110.8 ~0.012 ~1.5x10° ~1.1x10° ~215.2
Atfel;fe-at (days) ~19.8 ~19.8 ~19.8 ~2.0 ~2.0 ~2.0
! Other parameters are kept to their fiducial values listed in Table S1.
2 Similar 6, but different azimuths.
3 The arrow indicates frequency drifts in time to a minimum value given by the chunk’s plasma frequency vl‘,’}’;' (6:) ~ % X Fc,z_5ni c/ ’21 (see Eq. (9)).

4 “N/A" (not applicable) means the maximum CSE frequency,

obs.
VCE,maXA

(6.), is below the detector’s minimum frequency v

det.
min. "
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Table S5. Simulations: example of a repeating FRB with the time delays between bursts of minutes and a few hours shown as shaded cells. The chunk mass
distribution has a mean of . = 102232 gm and standard deviation ojpgm, = 1.0.

Parameters

z dL (Gpe) N logTe  logric (gm) n™  (cm™) JSm-wi  Ocse  logycse <1 Bwi  log opy (cm?)

amb

0.20 0.99 5.0E5 2.02 22.32 6.00E-3 1.00 0.10 10.00 0.10 0.10 -27.00

Detections (0, (#0) = 2.19E-3)!

#  logmc (gm) AG? f(6) tgll’\s' (days) Atglzs' (days)>  Frequency (MHz)*  Width (ms)  Fluence (Jy ms)’
0 21.01 0.00 1.05 0.00 0.00 2.52E3 1.10 CHIME (28.32)
1 21.74 8.76E-4 1.11 3.17 3.17 2.61E3 1.06 CHIME (53.92)
2 21.25 4.30E-3 1.61 4.80 1.63 1.70E3 1.64 CHIME (6.88)
3 21.70 -1.62E-3 1.37 5.34 0.54 2.10E3 1.33 CHIME (21.82)
4 21.99 7.65E-4 1.48 8.13 2.79 2.01E3 1.38 CHIME (22.62)
5 21.28 3.48E-3 2.12 8.69 0.56 1.29E3 2.15 CHIME (2.36)
6 20.85 2.10E-3 2.64 8.99 0.30 9.87E2 2.82 CHIME (0.59)
7 22.67 -7.87E-3 1.20 9.77 0.78 2.68E3 1.04 CHIME (1.13E2)
8 21.14 7.17E-3 2.45 10.03 0.26 1.10E3 2.53 CHIME (1.12)
9 21.99 -2.58E-3 1.87 12.17 2.13 1.59E3 1.75 CHIME (8.81)
10 2292 -2.85E-3 1.40 14.95 2.79 2.36E3 1.18 CHIME (82.03)
11 22.51 1.95E-3 1.70 15.07 0.12 1.85E3 1.50 CHIME (23.20)
12 22.19 2.17E-3 2.14 17.00 1.94 1.42E3 1.96 CHIME (6.46)
13 22.30 -4.35E-4 2.05 17.11 0.11 1.51E3 1.85 CHIME (8.82)
14 21.20 4.97E-3 3.40 17.12 4.96E-3 7.99E2 3.48 CHIME (0.33)
15 21.03 1.90E-3 4.06 19.65 2.53 6.55E2 4.25 CHIME (0.12)
16 21.76 -2.87E-3 3.09 21.37 1.72 9.37E2 2.97 CHIME (0.91)
17 21.64 1.12E-3 3.45 22.96 1.59 8.28E2 3.36 CHIME (0.51)
18 22.03 -1.60E-3 2.95 23.62 0.66 1.01E3 2.74 CHIME (1.50)
19 22.21 1.46E-4 2.99 26.64 3.01 1.02E3 2.73 CHIME (1.72)
20 23.31 -4.76E-3 1.82 27.10 0.46 1.90E3 1.46 CHIME (44.73)
21 22.74 2.50E-3 2.37 27.10 3.63E-3 1.37E3 2.04 CHIME (8.04)
22 22.17 3.07E-3 3.24 28.90 1.80 9.37E2 2.97 CHIME (1.21)
23 22.76 -2.38E-3 2.55 30.01 1.11 1.27E3 2.18 CHIME (6.20)
24 21.70 5.19E-3 4.22 30.62 0.60 6.82E2 4.08 CHIME (0.24)
25 22.64 -3.88E-3 291 32.96 2.35 1.10E3 2.53 CHIME (3.16)
26 22.59 4.72E-4 3.05 33.97 1.00 1.04E3 2.67 CHIME (2.47)
27 22.20 2.30E-3 3.81 35.61 1.64 7.99E2 3.48 CHIME (0.65)
28 22.83 -2.89E-3 2.88 36.07 0.46 1.14E3 2.44 CHIME (4.12)
29 23.09 -1.17E-3 2.55 36.18 0.11 1.32E3 2.10 CHIME (9.04)
30 2391 -3.42E-3 1.78 36.77 0.59 2.08E3 1.34 CHIME (96.97)
31 21.97 0.01 5.09 44.29 7.52 5.83E2 4.77 CHIME (0.14)
32 22.12 -8.00E-4 4.75 44.33 0.04 6.35E2 4.38 CHIME (0.23)
33 22.42 -1.15E-3 4.29 46.18 1.85 7.27E2 3.82 CHIME (0.51)
34 22.04 2.36E-3 5.27 47.83 1.65 5.68E2 4.90 CHIME (0.12)
35 22.72 -2.67E-3 4.18 52.36 4.52 7.74E2 3.59 CHIME (0.82)
36 22.58 1.39E-3 4.73 56.11 3.75 6.73E2 4.13 CHIME (0.41)
37 22.81 -2.68E-4 4.62 61.52 5.41 7.08E2 3.93 CHIME (0.60)
38 22.70 8.87E-4 4.98 63.17 1.66 6.47E2 4.30 CHIME (0.37)
39 22.63 7.70E-4 5.32 65.44 2.27 6.02E2 4.62 CHIME (0.25)
40 23.51 -4.55E-3 3.55 65.59 0.15 9.99E2 2.78 CHIME (3.93)
41 23.30 1.17E-3 3.95 66.48 0.89 8.74E2 3.18 CHIME (1.99)
42 23.55 -9.81E-4 3.61 68.21 1.73 9.86E2 2.82 CHIME (3.83)
43 23.48 7.73E-4 3.88 71.30 3.09 9.10E2 3.06 CHIME (2.65)
44 23.31 1.82E-3 4.57 78.05 6.75 7.57TE2 3.67 CHIME (1.12)
45 22.86 3.88E-3 6.29 88.22 10.17 5.22E2 5.32 CHIME (0.13)
46 23.55 -3.74E-3 4.63 89.05 0.83 7.68E2 3.62 CHIME (1.41)
47 23.12 2.65E-3 5.77 91.50 2.45 5.86E2 4.74 CHIME (0.31)
48 23.26 -4.42E-4 5.57 94.60 3.10 6.18E2 4.50 CHIME (0.44)
49 23.32 2.22E-4 5.67 99.15 4.55 6.11E2 4.55 CHIME (0.44)
50 23.84 -1.97E-3 4.81 1.07E2 8.13 7.64E2 3.64 CHIME (1.68)
51 23.76 3.11E-3 6.21 1.35E2 27.92 5.87E2 4.74 CHIME (0.48)
52 24.03 3.72E-3 8.16 2.04E2 69.13 4.61E2 6.04 CHIME (0.12)
53 24.92 -1.16E-3 7.51 2.87E2 82.75 5.54E2 5.02 CHIME (0.79)

1 6. (#0) is the viewing angle in radians of the first detected chunk.
2 A6, is the difference between the current chunk’s 6, and the previous one that arrived.
3 Atggs' is the time-delay (difference in time-of-arrival, tgis') between successive bursts.
obs.

4 Shown is the maximum CSE frequency V23 (6:) (Eq. (7).

MNRAS 000, 1-22 (2021) 3 Only detectors with fluence above sensitivity threshold (see Table 1) are shown.
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Table S6. Simulations: example of a repeating FRB yielding the waterfall plot in Figure S6.

Parameters
z  d (Gp) Ne logTe mc(gm) n™ (cm™) Smwi  Ocse YcsE 41 Pwi log opn (cm?)
0.20 0.99 1.0E5 2.30 22.75 1.00E-3 1.00 0.10 10.00 0.10 0.10 -27.00

Detections (6. (#0) = 5.47E-3)
# A6, f(6:) tgt/’\s' (days) Atgl;\s' (days)  Frequency (MHz)  Width (ms) Fluence (Jy ms)

0 0.00 2.19 0.00 0.00 2.03E3 1.37 ASKAP (13.19)
CHIME (1.41E2)
LOFAR (1.85E3)
1 2.05E-3 3.25 11.10 11.10 1.37E3 2.03 CHIME (28.96)
2 1.84E-3 4.49 24.04 12.94 9.90E2 2.81 CHIME (7.98)
3  7.71E-4 5.09 30.30 6.26 8.74E2 3.18 CHIME (4.84)
4  4.54E-3 9.57 77.21 46.91 4.65E2 5.99 CHIME (0.18)
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Table S7. Simulations: example of a repeating FRB yielding the waterfall plot in Figure S7.

Parameters
z d (Gp) Ne logTe logme(gm) n™ (cm™) Smwi  Ocse  Ycse 4Bl Bwi  log onn (cm?)
0.20 0.99 1.0E5 2.10 22.95 1.00E-3 1.00 0.10 10.00 0.10 0.10 -27.00

Detections (6. (#0) = 5.47E-3)
# A6, f(6:) tgt/’\s' (days) Atgl/’\s' (days)  Frequency (MHz)  Width (ms) Fluence (Jy ms)

0 000 147 0.00 0.00 1.12E3 248 CHIME (1.37E2)

LOFAR (1.80E3)
1 205E3  1.90 13.35 13.35 8.71E2 3.19 CHIME (49.94)
2 1.84E3 239 28.90 15.55 6.91E2 4.02 CHIME (19.35)
3 771E4 263 36.42 7.52 6.29E2 4.42 CHIME (1256)
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Table S8. Simulations: example of a repeating FRB yielding the waterfall plot in Figure S8.

Parameters
z d (Gp) Ne logTe logme(gm) n™ (cm™) Smwi  Ocse  Ycse 4Bl Bwi  log onn (cm?)
0.20 0.99 1.0E5 2.00 23.05 1.00E-3 1.00 0.10 10.00 0.10 0.10 -27.00

Detections (6. (#0) = 5.47E-3)
# A6, f(6:) tgt/’\s' (days) Atgl;\s' (days)  Frequency (MHz)  Width (ms) Fluence (Jy ms)

0 000 1.30 0.00 0.00 7.75E2 359 CHIME (1.01E2)

LOFAR (1.33E3)
1 205E3 157 14.63 14.63 6.43E2 432 CHIME (45.16)
2 1.84E-3  1.88 31.69 17.05 537E2 5.18 CHIME (17.67)
3 771E4 203 39.94 8.25 4.97E2 5.60 CHIME (10.73)
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Table S9. Simulations: example of a ~ 16-day period FRB. The chunk mass distribution has a mean of . = 1022-% gm and variance o, = 1.0.

Parameters
z _ d (Gpo) Ne logT.  logrc (gm) n™ (cm™)  Smwi  Ocse  YcsE 4 Pwi log opn (cm?)
0.20 0.99 1.01E5 2.41 22.64 1.00E-3 1.00 0.10 10.00 0.10 0.10 -27.00

Detections (6. (#0) = 5.05E-3)

#  logm (gm) AG. f(6) tggs‘ (days) Atg[’f' (days)  Frequency (MHz)  Width (ms) Fluence (Jy ms)
0 23.42 0.00 2.66 0.00 0.00 3.09E3 0.90 ASKAP (35.25)
CHIME (3.76E2)
LOFAR (4.93E3)
1 24.11 9.77E-4 3.36 16.34 16.34 2.65E3 1.05 ASKAP (30.51)
CHIME (3.25E2)
LOFAR (4.27E3)
2 22.41 6.20E-3 10.70 33.75 17.42 6.84E2 4.07 CHIME (0.43)
3 23.23 -7.78E-4 9.50 50.31 16.56 8.46E2 3.29 CHIME (1.83)
4 23.36 1.01E-3 11.06 67.46 17.15 7.37E2 3.77 CHIME (1.15)
5 23.09 2.11E-3 14.75 83.77 16.31 5.36E2 5.18 CHIME (0.21)
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Table S10. Simulations: Example of an FRB from an ICM-QN (here n

randomly selected from a Gaussian distribution with mean mass 1.

e (#0) = 1.11E-2.

ns
amb.

— 1022.96

= 3.87 x 107* cm™3) active for ~ 20 years with properties reminiscent of
FRB121102. Similar FRBs can be generated with a high number of chunks (here N = 3 x 10°), a low Lorentz factor (here I'c = 40.27) and chunk electrons
accelerated to high Lorentz factor (here ycsg = 40) during filament merging; other parameters are kept to their fiducial values given in Table S1. The mass is
gm and standard deviation o7, = 1.0. The first detected chunk viewing angle is

# log m¢ (gm) AO. f(6:) tgl/’f' (days) Atggs' (days)  Frequency (MHz)  Width (ms) Fluence (Jy ms)
0 20.74 0.00 1.20 0.00 0.00 7.86E2 56.57 CHIME (4.10)
1 21.54 -6.29E-3 1.04 75.05 75.05 9.98E2 44.57 CHIME (18.55)
2 21.06 0.01 1.46 1.23E2 47.79 6.71E2 66.29 CHIME (2.62)
3 21.92 -0.01 1.06 1.54E2 31.39 1.02E3 43.51 CHIME (26.50)
4 21.56 6.75E-3 1.26 1.59E2 4.76 8.22E2 54.14 CHIME (8.60)
5 21.73 -2.42E-3 1.17 1.60E2 1.33 9.02E2 49.30 CHIME (14.06)
6 21.03 0.01 1.83 2.22E2 61.49 5.33E2 83.53 CHIME (0.79)
7 21.08 -8.40E-5 1.83 2.33E2 11.04 5.38E2 82.74 CHIME (0.87)
8 22.19 -0.01 1.17 2.67E2 3443 9.57E2 46.48 CHIME (24.56)
9 21.50 0.01 1.72 3.09E2 41.72 5.99E2 74.30 CHIME (2.07)
10 22.14 -7.36E-3 1.31 3.18E2 947 8.49E2 52.40 CHIME (14.61)
11 21.31 0.01 2.05 3.64E2 45.30 491E2 90.67 CHIME (0.55)
12 22.36 -0.01 1.28 3.73E2 8.79 8.88E2 50.10 CHIME (20.40)
13 21.65 9.74E-3 1.85 4.02E2 28.97 5.66E2 78.54 CHIME (1.72)
14 22.38 -7.90E-3 1.37 4.22E2 20.69 8.35E2 53.29 CHIME (16.13)
15 22.27 1.45E-3 1.44 4.24E2 2.06 7.82E2 56.88 CHIME (11.53)
16 22.31 -1.41E-4 1.43 4.36E2 11.62 7.90E2 56.29 CHIME (12.41)
17 22.47 -4.27E-4 141 4.80E2 43.71 8.18E2 54.40 CHIME (15.89)
18 23.30 -0.01 1.03 5.31E2 51.24 1.23E3 36.11 CHIME (1.44E2)
19 21.94 0.02 1.96 5.47E2 16.63 5.52E2 80.59 CHIME (1.82)
20 23.43 -0.02 1.02 5.77E2 29.63 1.26E3 35.30 CHIME (1.74E2)
21 22.24 0.02 1.80 5.92E2 15.23 6.24E2 71.24 CHIME (4.23)
22 22.34 -1.32E-4 1.79 6.29E2 36.33 6.35E2 70.07 CHIME (4.90)
23 21.80 6.19E-3 2.29 6.31E2 2.02 4.66E2 95.56 CHIME (0.51)
24 23.30 -0.02 1.16 6.35E2 4.09 1.10E3 40.63 CHIME (90.17)
25 23.38 -6.53E-4 1.14 6.56E2 21.71 1.13E3 39.52 CHIME (1.07E2)
26 22.72 9.62E-3 1.57 6.73E2 16.37 7.53E2 59.10 CHIME (13.43)
27 22.97 -2.51E-3 1.43 6.96E2 22.98 8.53E2 52.15 CHIME (26.56)
28 22.27 8.40E-3 1.99 7.02E2 6.43 5.66E2 78.63 CHIME (2.62)
29 22.83 -6.50E-3 1.54 7.02E2 0.03 7.81E2 56.96 CHIME (16.91)
30 23.52 -8.95E-3 1.14 7.21E2 18.56 1.14E3 38.96 CHIME (1.25E2)
31 23.01 7.27E-3 1.44 7.23E2 1.80 8.50E2 52.35 CHIME (26.87)
32 22.00 0.01 2.31 7.25E2 2.14 4.73E2 94.08 CHIME (0.67)
33 22.77 -8.63E-3 1.63 7.37E2 12.50 7.30E2 60.90 CHIME (12.34)
34 23.39 -71.47E-3 1.25 7.50E2 12.60 1.03E3 43.25 CHIME (74.91)
35 22.22 0.01 2.14 7.53E2 3.30 5.24E2 84.89 CHIME (1.63)
36 22.30 -4.24E-5 2.13 7.91E2 37.58 5.30E2 83.97 CHIME (1.84)
37 23.14 -8.43E-3 1.53 8.48E2 56.84 8.16E2 54.52 CHIME (25.00)
38 2291 2.78E-3 1.70 8.49E2 1.23 7.13E2 62.42 CHIME (12.20)
39 22.26 7.59E-3 2.31 8.57E2 8.30 4.88E2 91.15 CHIME (1.03)
40 22.50 -2.36E-3 2.10 8.71E2 13.68 5.51E2 80.73 CHIME (2.65)
41 22.43 1.07E-3 2.19 8.84E2 13.40 5.24E2 84.94 CHIME (1.87)
42 23.29 -9.68E-3 1.49 9.02E2 18.05 8.50E2 52.35 CHIME (32.67)
43 22.30 0.01 2.37 9.11E2 9.18 4.77TE2 93.30 CHIME (0.88)
44 22.36 -1.93E-5 2.37 9.40E2 28.51 4.80E2 92.67 CHIME (0.97)
45 23.39 -0.01 1.49 9.52E2 12.11 8.63E2 51.58 CHIME (37.04)
46 22.38 0.01 243 9.90E2 37.85 4.69E2 94.89 CHIME (0.81)
47 24.09 -0.02 1.17 1.06E3 67.28 1.19E3 37.35 CHIME (2.19E2)
48 23.79 5.60E-3 1.40 1.12E3 58.11 9.57E2 46.47 CHIME (73.87)
49 23.02 0.01 2.08 1.18E3 61.52 5.92E2 75.18 CHIME (5.58)
50 22.86 2.79E-3 2.32 1.23E3 54.82 5.19E2 85.69 CHIME (2.38)
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... Table S10 continued.

#  logm (gm) A6, f(6) tg;s‘ (days) Atgf‘ (days)  Frequency (MHz)  Width (ms) Fluence (Jy ms)
51 22.56 3.68E-3 2.68 1.24E3 8.02 4.34E2 1.03E2 CHIME (0.38)
52 22.59 4.94E-4 2.74 1.29E3 53.82 4.27E2 1.04E2 CHIME (0.30)
53 23.29 -7.53E-3 2.03 1.33E3 37.48 6.24E2 71.28 CHIME (8.71)
54 23.51 -1.18E-3 1.93 1.42E3 93.24 6.72E2 66.24 CHIME (14.27)
55 23.60 -9.10E-5 1.93 1.49E3 64.10 6.81E2 65.34 CHIME (16.11)
56 23.16 5.33E-3 2.39 1.51E3 17.65 5.22E2 85.16 CHIME (3.04)
57 23.72 -6.37E-3 1.85 1.51E3 6.71 7.20E2 61.83 CHIME (22.24)
58 23.93 -2.08E-3 1.70 1.54E3 22.59 8.01E2 55.55 CHIME (39.90)
59 23.28 7.95E-3 2.34 1.58E3 40.93 5.41E2 82.28 CHIME (4.09)
60 23.29 7.56E-4 2.41 1.64E3 63.89 5.25E2 84.71 CHIME (3.45)
61 23.09 2.40E-3 2.65 1.65E3 8.24 4.67E2 95.25 CHIME (1.28)
62 23.64 -4.62E-3 2.21 1.79E3 1.41E2 5.98E2 74.44 CHIME (9.00)
63 23.03 7.72E-3 2.99 1.83E3 39.87 4.11E2 1.08E2 CHIME (0.16)
64 23.04 2.08E-4 3.01 1.86E3 26.67 4.09E2 1.09E2 CHIME (0.12)
65 23.85 -9.34E-3 2.09 1.87E3 15.18 6.48E2 68.69 CHIME (15.28)
66 23.31 6.73E-3 2.72 1.91E3 42.03 4.66E2 95.43 CHIME (1.46)
67 23.92 -7.01E-3 2.06 1.92E3 4.64 6.61E2 67.36 CHIME (17.56)
63 24.23 -3.44E-3 1.80 1.93E3 11.06 7.86E2 56.60 CHIME (45.66)
69 24.30 -5.88E-4 1.75 1.95E3 20.80 8.11E2 54.84 CHIME (54.45)
70 23.70 7.15E-3 2.34 1.97E3 16.06 5.68E2 78.36 CHIME (7.15)
71 23.33 4.27E-3 2.76 1.97E3 3.92 4.60E2 96.61 CHIME (1.32)
72 24.00 -6.76E-3 2.12 2.06E3 86.10 6.49E2 68.52 CHIME (17.11)
73 23.58 5.67E-3 2.65 2.13E3 75.28 4.94E2 90.10 CHIME (2.78)
74 23.59 1.08E-4 2.66 2.15E3 21.00 4.92E2 90.38 CHIME (2.74)
75 24.53 -0.01 1.76 2.20E3 48.17 8.29E2 53.64 CHIME (69.31)
76 23.76 8.82E-3 2.51 2.20E3 2.95 5.33E2 83.40 CHIME (5.25)
71 24.70 -0.01 1.63 2.21E3 10.73 9.11E2 48.82 CHIME (1.14E2)
78 23.62 0.01 291 2.41E3 2.01E2 4.52E2 98.37 CHIME (1.34)
79 23.92 -3.03E-3 2.59 2.48E3 65.37 5.27E2 84.45 CHIME (5.44)
80 24.08 1.53E4 2.60 2.71E3 2.30E2 5.33E2 83.41 CHIME (6.55)
81 24.06 1.29E-3 2.74 2.84E3 1.27E2 5.06E2 87.91 CHIME (4.63)
82 23.75 4.42E-3 3.24 2.91E3 76.51 4.13E2 1.08E2 CHIME (0.30)
83 24.29 -5.22E-3 2.65 3.08E3 1.63E2 5.36E2 83.02 CHIME (7.77)
84 23.83 5.77E-3 3.30 3.11E3 28.36 4.08E2 1.09E2 CHIME (0.19)
85 24.36 -5.59E-3 2.67 3.21E3 1.09E2 5.37E2 82.92 CHIME (8.22)
86 24.00 4.88E-3 3.22 3.28E3 66.28 4.27E2 1.04E2 CHIME (0.81)
87 24.10 -1.24E-3 3.07 3.29E3 10.75 4.53E2 98.18 CHIME (1.91)
88 24.18 1.09E-3 3.20 3.57E3 2.78E2 4.39E2 1.01E2 CHIME (1.37)
89 24.11 1.08E-3 333 3.60E3 28.32 4.18E2 1.06E2 CHIME (0.55)
90 24.53 -3.91E-3 2.87 3.78E3 1.83E2 5.08E2 87.54 CHIME (6.56)
91 25.12 -3.07E-3 2.55 4.47E3 6.90E2 6.13E2 72.52 CHIME (28.49)
92 24.66 7.99E-3 3.45 4.92E3 4.50E2 4.29E2 1.04E2 CHIME (1.39)
93 25.79 -4.48E-3 2.92 7.14E3 2.22E3 5.78E2 76.94 CHIME (33.59)
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Table S11. Simulations: Example of an FRB from a galactic QN active for ~ 3 years with properties reminiscent of FRB121102. The main difference from the
FRB in Table S10 is the higher ambient density (here n}> =~ = 1072 cm™3) representative of the hot ISM component within galaxies. The first detected chunk
viewing angle is 6. (#0) = 1.11E-2.

#  logm (gm) A6, f(6) tgis‘ (days) Atgi‘s' (days)  Frequency (MHz)  Width (ms)  Fluence (Jy ms)
0 20.75 0.00 1.20 0.00 0.00 5.42E2 8.21 CHIME (0.31)
1 21.55 -6.29E-3 1.04 11.08 11.08 6.86E2 6.49 CHIME (1.74)
2 21.07 0.01 1.45 17.67 6.58 4.64E2 9.58 CHIME (0.13)
3 21.93 -0.01 1.06 22.61 4.94 7.03E2 6.33 CHIME (2.51)
4 21.56 6.75E-3 1.26 23.07 0.46 5.67E2 7.85 CHIME (0.70)
5 21.73 -2.42E-3 1.17 23.36 0.29 6.22E2 7.16 CHIME (1.26)
6 22.20 -1.81E-4 1.16 38.93 15.58 6.59E2 6.75 CHIME (2.28)
7 22.14 3.61E-3 1.30 46.20 7.26 5.86E2 7.59 CHIME (1.24)
8 22.36 -5.66E-4 1.28 54.09 7.89 6.13E2 7.26 CHIME (1.81)
9 22.38 1.84E-3 1.36 61.19 7.10 5.77E2 7.71 CHIME (1.35)
10 22.27 1.45E-3 1.43 61.40 0.21 5.41E2 8.23 CHIME (0.88)
11 22.32 -1.41E-4 1.42 63.09 1.69 5.47E2 8.14 CHIME (0.96)
12 22.48 -4.27E-4 1.40 69.46 6.37 5.65E2 7.87 CHIME (1.30)
13 23.30 -0.01 1.03 77.62 8.16 8.47E2 5.26 CHIME (13.91)
14 23.44 -5.93E-4 1.02 84.39 6.77 8.66E2 5.14 CHIME (16.70)
15 22.25 0.02 1.78 85.36 0.97 4.33E2 10.27 CHIME (0.13)
16 22.34 -1.32E-4 1.77 90.62 5.26 4.40E2 10.10 CHIME (0.18)
17 23.30 -0.01 1.15 92.45 1.83 7.54E2 5.90 CHIME (8.74)
18 23.39 -6.53E-4 1.13 95.66 3.21 7.75E2 5.74 CHIME (10.39)
19 22.72 9.62E-3 1.56 97.26 1.60 5.21E2 8.54 CHIME (0.96)
20 22.98 -2.51E-3 1.42 1.01E2 3.54 5.90E2 7.54 CHIME (2.29)
21 22.84 1.91E-3 1.53 1.02E2 0.78 5.41E2 8.23 CHIME (1.29)
22 23.02 -1.68E-3 1.43 1.05E2 3.09 5.88E2 7.57 CHIME (2.31)
23 23.53 -7.27E-3 1.14 1.05E2 0.37 7.86E2 5.66 CHIME (12.11)
24 22.78 0.01 1.62 1.07E2 1.48 5.06E2 8.79 CHIME (0.82)
25 23.40 -7.47E-3 1.24 1.09E2 2.49 7.10E2 6.27 CHIME (7.21)
26 2291 8.48E-3 1.68 1.23E2 13.57 4.94E2 9.00 CHIME (0.76)
27 23.15 -2.78E-3 1.51 1.23E2 0.08 5.65E2 7.88 CHIME (2.05)
28 23.30 -6.11E-4 1.48 1.31E2 7.98 5.88E2 7.57 CHIME (2.81)
29 23.40 -9.76E-5 1.47 1.38E2 7.23 5.97E2 7.46 CHIME (3.24)
30 24.10 -7.18E-3 1.16 1.54E2 16.07 8.21E2 5.42 CHIME (21.29)
31 23.79 5.60E-3 1.39 1.62E2 7.79 6.62E2 6.72 CHIME (6.97)
32 23.29 9.48E-3 2.01 1.92E2 30.09 4.34E2 10.26 CHIME (0.27)
33 23.52 -1.18E-3 1.91 2.05E2 13.60 4.66E2 9.54 CHIME (0.73)
34 23.60 -9.10E-5 1.91 2.15E2 9.27 4.73E2 9.41 CHIME (0.87)
35 23.72 -1.03E-3 1.83 2.18E2 3.65 4.99E2 8.91 CHIME (1.44)
36 23.93 -2.08E-3 1.69 2.22E2 3.55 5.55E2 8.01 CHIME (3.21)
37 23.65 6.49E-3 2.18 2.58E2 35.83 4.16E2 10.71 CHIME (0.15)
38 23.86 -1.41E-3 2.06 2.70E2 11.98 4.50E2 9.88 CHIME (0.64)
39 23.93 -2.84E-4 2.04 2.76E2 6.78 4.59E2 9.69 CHIME (0.83)
40 24.24 -3.44E-3 1.78 2.79E2 2.13 5.45E2 8.16 CHIME (3.57)
41 2431 -5.88E-4 1.74 2.82E2 3.11 5.63E2 791 CHIME (4.47)
42 24.00 4.66E-3 2.09 2.96E2 14.58 4.51E2 9.86 CHIME (0.73)
43 24.53 -4.57E-3 1.74 3.18E2 21.64 5.75E2 7.74 CHIME (5.87)
44 24.70 -1.88E-3 1.62 3.20E2 2.34 6.31E2 7.05 CHIME (10.53)
45 25.13 0.01 2.51 6.43E2 3.23E2 4.27E2 10.42 CHIME (0.76)
46 25.80 3.51E-3 2.88 1.03E3 3.84E2 4.03E2 11.04 CHIME (0.12)
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Table S12. FRBs from IGM-QNe: Key equations describing the properties (baryon number density, radius and sound speed) of the collisionless QN chunks
in the IGM and the resulting CSE features (frequency, duration and fluence). Also shown is the time since the QN, té’cbs', and the time separation between
emitting chunks Az°P:  (see Appendix SA).

repeat

| FRBs from IGM-QNe |

| Collisionless chunk (“cc") properties |

1/10
Meon3 6/5 25

Number density Rcc (Cm_3) =2.7%x 107 x (1+ 2)18/5 x /10 OHH,-27" ¢,2.5
c,—1
; (me 2 3%,-1)10
Radius R (cm) ~2.4x100 x L 575 X 25 a5

(1+2)/ Cr1-[/1-1 —27rc/2.5

Thermal speed Bee =2.7x 107 X (1+2)3 x (me 20 36,-1)" 1O(U'HH,—27F§ 2_5)1 >
- . 0c (mep36e1) 1P

Time since QN 18 (days) =439.2% (lf+(z)4)/5 S5

9HH,-27" ¢,2.5

Coherent syn

chrotron emission (CSE) properties

72
Frequencyl Vggslé,max. (GC) (MHz) ~36.6 X m X 6CSE”|’y(ZJSE,IFC,Z-Sncc,—At
Width AL2%: (ms) ~76.0x (1+2)f (6:) % % x Min(.., ..)2
2.5Mcc, 4
T )
3 N 6 (1+2)3 Zr-1Bwi-1  TeosReeis
¥ (Jy ms) Fluence F(6c,0) (Jy ms) ~1.6x10°x F002dT 2 < Goserrieny Moo aPec3

/5
Repeat time* 3 )
o7 T
HH,-27" ¢.2.5

bs.
Atr"epswt (days)

~ 1 .
~223.6 X 1235 X Neg x(

! The frequency drifts to a minimum value given by the chunk’s plasma frequency v}‘,’f’es' (6:) = %

1 obs. 1/8m-wi obs. 1/ 8m-wi
(6c) (6c)
2 Min [((642.75@&1,,%5&]) Sm-WI _ 1) ) ((VCSEV'LH) _ (VCSE+) ” see §3.

1/2
Feps Mec,-4:

A Yma4
min. max.

3 F (6, Sm-wi, 0) = F(6c,0) X G(6c, Sm_wi, 0) for the flat spectrum case (acsg = 0) with G (6., Sm-wr, 0) given in Eq. (SE14) and Table S3.
4 Independent of the viewing angle 6, (i.e. f (6.)) due to geometry and the spatial distribution of chunks (see Appendix SA and Eq. (SA7)).
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Primary chunk (along
l.o.s. to explosion centre)

Separation
between chunks A6,

Chunks with random
displacements

Ring 2

\/
Angles of chunks from
l.o.s. to explosion centre

Ring 3

Ring 4

Ring 5

Figure S1. Honeycomb geometry: Illustration of observer’s face on view of distribution of chunks. Uniformly spaced case: The solid black circles represent
evenly spaced chunks travelling radially outward from the QN site with the primary chunk (labelled “ring" 1) travelling at angle 0° with respect to the
line-of-sight (l.0.s) to the QN. The 6 chunks in “ring" 2 all travel at angle A6 (see Eq. (SA1)) from the 1.0.s.. The 12 chunks in “ring" 3 all travel at angle 2A 6
from the l.o.s, and so on for successively outward rings. The time delays of received FRB emission by the observer are determined by the angular time delays
which depends on angle from the l.o.s.. Thus the FRB emission from the chunks in “ring" 2 all arrive at the same time. Randomly spaced case: The open
circles represent randomly spaced chunks (only illustrated for “ring” 1 and “ring" 2), which are offset at small random angles and directions from the uniformly
spaced case. In this case the arrival times of the different chunks in a given ring (e.g. “ring" 2) are different, again depending on the l.0.s. angle of each chunk.
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Figure S2. Top panel: A schematic representation of the evolution of 8 = v||/c during the BI-WI phases; 8, = 0.18); (not shown here). In the linear phase for
t < tp-wi,s (i-€. up to the saturation of the proton-Weibel phase; see Appendix SC), the BI heating of chunk electrons (i.e. the increase in ) is converted by
Wl into magnetic field amplification, into magnetic turbulence and into currents. In this regime, 8| increases from B ~ Bec (Where v is the electron thermal
speed when the chunk become collisionless; see Eq. (SB11)) to B ~ 1. During filament merging, magnetic turbulence and current dissipation accelerates
electrons to relativistic speed, ycsg >> 1, shutting-off the BI. The BI requires the drift velocity (here the light speed c) between the beam protons and the
chunk’s electrons to exceed the thermal speed of the chunk’s electrons (see Appendix SC). The decrease in ycsg is due to Coherent Synchrotron Emission
(CSE) cooling. Lower panel: A schematic representation of the evolution of the different frequencies during the BI-WI process in our model. The electron
plasma frequency (vp,e = V4 rnece?/me, dot-dashed horizontal line) remains constant. The electron cyclotron frequency (vg = eB¢/mec, thick green line)
saturates first during the e-WI phase when vg ~ vp e (i.e. Bc = Be-w1,s) and later at the end of the p-WI phase with vg ~ \/m, /mevp e (i.€. Bc = Bp-wi,s). CSE
at frequency vcsg is triggered throughout the filament merging phase when vesg << yéSEw/mp [mevp e is satisfied (see Appendix SD). The CSE frequency
vcsk decreases over time (the thick black line) due to the increase in bunch size during filament merging. CSE ceases when its frequency drops to the chunk’s
plasma frequency (vp ). The end of filament merging occurs when the filaments grow to a size of the order of the beam’s protons Larmor radius. The trapping
of the protons is followed by the formation of the Weibel shock (not shown here), quickly decelerating the chunk and putting an end to the BI-WI process.
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L g
oy

Weibel filaments at p-WI saturation (t, , ;) stage
+

Peripheral electron bunching (A, << A;)

Figure S3. A schematic representation of Weibel filament and electron bunch geometry: Bunches are shown as cylindrical shells with thickness Ay, (shown
by the dark-grey shadding) around the Weibel cylindrical filaments of diameter Ar (1, << Ag). The bunches, tied to the Weibel filaments, extend across the
QN chunk (the background plasma) in the direction parallel to the beam’s direction (here the ICM). Also illustrated are the Weibel saturated magnetic field,
Ep—WI,s (see Appendix SC and Eq. (SD2)) reached at the end of the proton-Weibel (p-WI) phase, and the corresponding filament currents, fp_WLSA
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Figure S4. Same as in Figure 1 in the main paper but here for the case of a power-law spectrum with positive index acsg. The difference is that for a steep
spectrum only the emission near the peak frequency (the narrower vertical bands) is detected at a given time.
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Figure S5. The analytical and normalized band-integrated flux density (given by Eq. (SE7) in Appendix SE3) versus normalized time, t/ty-wi =

1obs-/ t[‘;lb_swl(ﬂc); t[‘;lh_sWI(HC) is the characteristic filament merging timescale (Eq. (8)). Shown here is the case “a" in the top panel of Figure 1 applied

to CHIME’s detector with vd;, = 800 MHz and vfne“n = 400 MHz and with vg?E max. (0) = 2vdet and vggii min. (0) = vg:;/ 2. Three different filament

merging rates are shown (8,_wr = 0.5, 1.0, 2.0) with the filament size evolving in ime as Ag(¢) = de_wi X (1 + ¢ /tm_w1) ®m-W1 (Eq. (SC7)).
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Figure S6. Same as in Figure 3 for the chunks listed in Table S6.
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Figure S7. Same as in Figure 3 for the chunks listed in Table S7.

MNRAS 000, 1-?? (2021)



ONe in the outskirts of galaxies: An explanation of the FRB phenomenon 47

#1 #2

\

800
700
600
500
400

Observed Frequency (MHz)

l

-10 -5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10
Time (ms) Time (ms) Time (ms) Time (ms)
0 1 2 3 4 5

Log Flux Density (Jy)

Figure S8. Same as in Figure 3 for the chunks listed in Table S8.
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