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ABSTRACT
We propose a new method to identify rapid X-ray transients observed with focusing telescopes. They could be statistically
significant if three or more photons are detected with Chandra in a single CCD frame within a point-spread-function region out
of quiescent background. In the Chandra archive, 11 such events are discovered from regions without point-like sources, after
discrimination of cosmic rays and background flares and control of false positives. Among them, two are spatially coincident
with extended objects in the Milky Way, one with the Small Magellanic Cloud, and another one with M31; the rest have no
or a dim optical counterpart (≳ 20 mag), and are not clustered on the Galactic plane. Possible physical origins of the rapid
transients are discussed, including short gamma-ray bursts (GRBs), short-lived hypermassive neutron stars produced by merger
of neutron stars, accreting compact objects in the quiescent state, magnetars, and stellar flares. According to the short GRB event
rate density, we expect to have detected 2.3+0.7

−0.6 such events in the Chandra archive. This method would also allow us to reveal
quiescent black holes with only a few photons.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The X/gamma-ray universe is highly dynamic and exhibits a variety
of transient phenomena over a wide range of energy and time scales.
Transients of short durations, i.e., those occurring on a timescale on
the order of seconds or less, may represent violent energy release in a
compact region. For example, gamma-ray bursts (GRBs), which are
associated with the collapse of massive stars (Stanek et al. 2003) or
merger of neutron stars (Abbott et al. 2017), can release an energy up
to 1052 erg (Cenko et al. 2010) over a duration typically of seconds,
manifesting themselves the most luminous transient events in the
universe (Kumar & Zhang 2015). Similar but less energetic rapid high
energy transients include the soft gamma-ray repeaters associated
with strongly magnetized neutron stars (Mereghetti 2008), type-I
thermal nuclear bursts on the surface of neutron stars (Chakrabarty
et al. 2003), solar/stellar flares caused by magnetic activities on
the surface of normal stars (Benz 2017), and terrestrial gamma-ray
flashes occurring in the atmosphere of the Earth (Fishman et al.
1994).

Over the past decades, there have been many missions or instru-
ments dedicated to the search of rapid X/gamma-ray transients (e.g.,
Fishman et al. 1993; Boella et al. 1997; Kawai et al. 1999; Gehrels
et al. 2004; Meegan et al. 2009; Wen et al. 2019; Li et al. 2020).
These instruments all have a wide field of view to increase the proba-
bility of catching a transient source from an unknown location. Such
a design, however, also increases the acceptance of background and
consequently degrades the sensitivity. Therefore, all these instru-
ments have a sensitivity much lower than that of focusing telescopes,
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and are only sensitive to bright transient sources like GRBs. On the
contrary, focusing telescopes such as the Chandra X-ray Observatory
(Weisskopf et al. 2000) have an unprecedented sensitivity, but their
narrow field of view limits the chance of detecting a transient at a
random location.

Inspired by the detection of fast radio bursts (for a review see
Zhang 2020), there may exist some high energy transients with quite
low peak fluxes or fluences but appearing at a high occurrence rate.
This is a reasonable conjecture because luminosity functions of as-
trophysical objects generally have a power-law form with a negative
power-law index. Then, they may have a better chance to be de-
tected by high-sensitivity focusing telescopes despite the small field
of view. Indeed, there have been reports of serendipitous discov-
ery of transient X-ray sources with Chandra (e.g., Irwin et al. 2016;
Bauer et al. 2017; Xue et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2019; Quirola-Vásquez
et al. 2022) during observations of other targets. These events are not
bright enough to trigger the wide-field monitors mentioned above.

These transient sources were identified because they resulted in
enough photons in the detector so that they appeared like “sources” in
time-integrated images and were detected by regular source detection
algorithms. Then, their transient nature was determined by further
timing analysis. However, a regular detection becomes impossible if
a transient has a very short duration or low fluence, and consequently
not enough photons to justify a significant source detection over a
long exposure. For instance, a millisecond burst with a few photons
stopped by the detector will be overwhelmed in the background if
the observation has a long exposure (typically, tens of kiloseconds
for Chandra observations). Such rapid but faint transients, however,
could be significant in single-frame images of the CCD. In particu-
lar, Chandra has a superb angular resolution and thus extremely low
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Table 1. Configurations of Chandra ACIS imaging observations used in our
search.

𝑡frm 𝑛frm FoV log 𝑝th
(s) (arcmin2)

ACIS-I

3.1 35292448 113.1 -9.4
3.2 12052989 113.1 -8.7

ACIS-S2

3.1 25879038 30.9
3.2 17210557 30.9

ACIS-S3

3.1 26183871 61.0
3.2 17339909 61.0 -9.1

Note. 𝑡frm is the CCD frame time. 𝑛frm is the total number of frames in that
configuration in all observations. FoV is the effective field of view, determined
by the CCD region inside a 6′-radius circle around the optical axis. 𝑝th is the
threshold 𝑝-value after the control of FDR.

background in the point-spread-function (PSF) region, such that a
few photons during a single frame (several seconds) within the PSF
region (a few pixels across) can be statistically significant given the
background distribution. The earlier search algorithms (e.g., Yang
et al. 2019) cannot reach such a low count threshold in order to
compete the accumulated background over a long exposure. A new
algorithm is needed to search for transients in a different parameter
space. The high angular resolution of Chandra also allows for a pre-
cise determination of the transient location and identification of their
multiwavelength counterparts, if any. Random transients with low
peak fluxes and short durations have not been systematically searched
so far; they could be nearby events with low energetics/luminosities
or distant ones produced by more violent physical processes.

In this paper, we propose a new algorithm to search for rapid
transients, those with a duration close to or less than the frame time,
in the Chandra archive. We describe the algorithm for transient search
in § 2, including the discrimination of cosmic rays or background
flares in § 2.1 and control of false positives in § 2.2. The candidate
events and their possible optical counterparts are elaborated in § 3.
We discuss their physical natures in § 4.

2 DATA AND SEARCH ALGORITHM

We first make a rough estimate about how a single-frame transient
can be detected. For example, the total background on the Advanced
CCD Imaging Spectrometer (ACIS) S3 chip is roughly 1.9 × 10−6

counts s−1 arcsec−2 in the energy band of 0.5–7 keV1. Considering
a PSF radius of 3′′ and a frame time of 3.2 s, the mean background
counts are 1.7 × 10−4 in a single frame within a PSF region, and the
chance to see 3 or more counts within a PSF region at any location in
the CCD (70.5 arcmin2) is 7.6×10−9 assuming Poisson distribution.
This is the chance probability in a single frame of S3, and one must
consider the number of trials that is the total number of frames (up
to 107) in which the same search is conducted. Therefore, finding
at least 3 photons in a single frame within a PSF region out of pure

1 See the Chandra Proposers’ Observatory Guide at https://cxc.
harvard.edu/proposer/POG/html/chap6.html.

background may lead to identification of transient events, if the false
positives can be reasonably controlled.

The narrowest PSF appears on the optical axis and has a 90%
encircled power radius (𝑟psf) less than 1′′. The PSF size increases and
the effective area decreases with increasing off-axis angle. To utilize
the high sensitivity of Chandra, we only consider CCD regions where
𝑟psf < 5′′. The PSF radius as a function of off-axis angle is obtained
from calibrations2. This limits our search in a circular region with a
radius of roughly 6′ in each observation, on CCDs S2-S3 or I0-I3.

The frame time (𝑡frm) of ACIS is 3.2 s nominally and adjustable
depending on the number of CCDs in operation and the subarray
mode. In the data, it ranges from 0.1 to 3.3 s, while the majority of
observations (86% of the total exposure) have a frame time of 3.1 or
3.2 s, i.e., with I0-I3 or S2-S3 in operation at the full frame mode.
As the same search should be done in observations under the same
condition (i.e., the same frame time, background level, and field of
view), we thereby only consider observations in such configurations.
In Table 1, different ACIS configurations along with the total number
of frames in each configuration are listed. ACIS-S2 and S3 are treated
separately because they have different background levels. Although
we divide the search into different configurations, we note that all
data should be considered as a whole for the control of false positives.

We adopt Chandra ACIS non-grating imaging observations in the
timed exposure mode as of 2021 December 31 for the search. In sum,
there are 11626 observations with a total exposure of 285 Ms in the
configurations listed in Table 1. We conduct the search with level-2
events files in the energy range of 0.5–7 keV. Level-1 events are used
for removal of comic ray contaminations. The CIAO version 4.14
with CALDB 4.9.6 is used.

Our first step is thus to identify clusters of photons (𝑛ph ≥ 3) in
single frames. We extract photons frame by frame based on the expno
(exposure number of CCD frame) column in the events file. The
centroid of the photon positions is regarded as their central position,
and the 90% radius assuming a Rayleigh distribution is computed and
defined as the cluster size, 𝑟clu = [ln(10) (𝜎2

𝑥+𝜎2
𝑦 )]1/2, where𝜎𝑥 and

𝜎𝑦 are the standard deviation (root mean square around the average)
along 𝑥 and 𝑦 direction, respectively. We calculate the initial 𝑟clu
with all photons in the frame and then discard those outside 𝑟clu and
iterate until the remaining photons are all within 𝑟clu. With MARX
simulations, we find that 𝑟clu obtained with 3 photons has a mean
well consistent with that constructed from many photons. Because
the spatial distribution of source photons on the CCD plane follows
the PSF, we consider a candidate transient event if 𝑟clu ≤ 𝑟psf .

The choice of 𝑛ph ≥ 3 is based on the assumption of Poisson
distribution around the quiescent background level. If there is an
X-ray source, the likelihood of seeing 3 or more photons within a
PSF in a single frame will be enhanced. Also in that case, the way to
evaluate the chance probability over the search region (6′ around the
optical axis) will be different and complicated, because the Poisson
mean local to the event region is different from (much higher than)
that in a pure background region. Therefore, we discard events if they
appear on an X-ray source, based on the Chandra Source Catalog 2.0
(Evans et al. 2010), which covers observations up to 2019 October,
and a local count comparison (to see if counts in 𝑟psf are at least 5𝜎
in excess of the local background estimated from an annulus from
𝑟psf to 15′′, or a nearby source-free region). A different algorithm
is needed to search for fast variations in an X-ray source (e.g., Yang
et al. 2019; Quirola-Vásquez et al. 2022).

2 We adopt the circular PSF radius for 90% enclosed counts fraction at 1
keV, available at https://asc.harvard.edu/cal/Hrma/PSFCore.html.
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2.1 Discrimination of cosmic rays and background flares

Cosmic rays may penetrate the detector, resulting in ionization and
energy deposits that appear like multiple photon events. For each
CCD event, a grade is assigned based on the pixel pattern, and
events with certain grade numbers (0, 2, 3, 4, & 6) are defined
to be valid X-ray events. However, a small fraction of the cosmic ray
events cannot be distinguished with the event grade. Due to the high
energies of these particles, they tend to produce straight ionization
tracks. Therefore, we check the level-1 data which contain events
with all grade numbers to see if the transient candidate actually lies
along a linear pattern together with invalid events (those assigned
with a bad grade number) that are not shown in the level-2 data.
If the level-1 events (both valid and invalid) outside the cluster but
within 50′′ and the events in the cluster appear on the same linear
pattern, we identify it as a cosmic ray event.

Cosmic rays may also interact with surrounding materials and
produce secondary particles with multiple hits in the CCD. In this
case, the CCD events do not necessarily display a linear pattern, but
may appear as a large cluster. Thus, we assign a rank number to each
transient candidate based on the number of level-1 events appearing
beyond 𝑟clu and within 50′′, with rank = 0 for zero such event, rank
= 1 for 1-2 events, and rank = 2 for 3-4 events. Those having 5 or
more events around are discarded. Transients with rank = 0 represent
the most reliable identifications. In this work, as the first paper of
this new method, we adopt the most conservative strategy and only
present events with rank = 0, which naturally exclude cosmic ray
events mentioned above. Events with rank > 0 will be discussed in
the future.

The background may exhibit flaring activity. During a background
flare, the whole CCD will show an enhanced count rate. We extract
a lightcurve of the whole CCD at energies above 10 keV with a time
step of 100 s, and identify time intervals for background flares as
those with a count rate exceeding the quiescent level over 3𝜎. If a
candidate transient event falls in the background flaring time interval,
we discard it.

The validation and verification report for each observation is ex-
amined. ObsID 581 may have issues with some CCD nodes and is
discarded. We also examined the locations of detected events to make
sure that they are not due to hot pixels.

2.2 Significance and control of false positives

We calculate the significance for each candidate transient event in
the detected frame. The local mean count rate is estimated from an
annulus with radii between 𝑟clu and 15′′, or a nearby source-free
circular region if there are X-ray sources in the annulus. Given a
constant X-ray flux, the probability of seeing 𝑛ph photons within 𝑟clu
is calculated assuming Poisson distribution. Then, it is divided by
the fraction of the cluster size over the search region (field of view
in Table 1), resulting in the chance probability of the event in that
frame. A valid transient event is selected if the chance probability is
less than a threshold that is small enough to rule out false positives.

We adopt the Benjamini-Hochberg procedure (Benjamini &
Hochberg 1995) to control the false discovery rate (FDR) for events
from each configuration. Given the total number of tests (𝑛frm in
Table 1) and a FDR threshold 𝛼 = 0.005, there are 𝑅 = 11 events
in total with a probability 𝑝 < 𝑝th (listed in Table 1) that can be de-
clared to be discoveries. By definition, the expected number of false
positives is less than 𝛼𝑅 = 0.055 summed over all configurations.
This is also consistent with the simple estimate by multiplying the
total number of frames with the threshold 𝑝-value in each configura-
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Figure 1. Chandra X-ray images and lightcurves for RXT 130305 (a) 0.5–7
keV image during the detection frame. The circle is centered on the event
centroid with a radius of 𝑟clu. (b) 0.5–7 keV image integrated over the whole
observation. (c) Lightcurve for 0.5–7 keV photons inside the circle binned at
the frame time (red), and that for photons above 10 keV over the whole CCD
binned at 100 s (gray).

tion. The number of declared events 𝑅 depends on 𝛼; here we have
chosen an 𝛼 such that the number of false positives in the final list is
< 0.1 and can be negligible.

Here we have assumed that the background level is constant over
time and CCD locations, which is certainly not true. The total back-
ground (events with all grades and energies up to 15 keV) shows a
time variation3 by a factor of 2 (also see Suzuki et al. 2021). The par-
ticle induced background, both the continuum and line components,
displays a spatial variation with a much smaller factor4 (Bartalucci
et al. 2014; Suzuki et al. 2021). If we assume that the good-grade
background in the energy range of our interest has the same variation
amplitude, it suggests that the 𝑝-value is under or overestimated by
a factor of 3, which has a small impact on our results. In fact, our
search algorithm disfavors candidates associated with a higher local
background, because they have a higher 𝑝-value and a less chance
to survive the FDR control. Thus, the presence of extended sources
(such as clusters of galaxies) in some observations does not increase
the false positives.

3 CANDIDATES AND COUNTERPARTS

After discrimination of cosmic rays and background flares, and con-
trol of FDR, we identified 11 candidate rapid transient events. An
example is shown in Figure 1 to illustrate how the event looks like.
We define the peak count rate of the transient events as 𝑛ph/𝑡frm,
and convert it to 0.3–8 keV flux assuming an absorbed power-law
spectrum with 𝑁H = 1021 cm−2 and Γ = 2. The conversion is based
on local response files created using the specextract task. We note

3 https://cxc.harvard.edu/cal/Acis/detailed_info.html#
background
4 https://cxc.harvard.edu/cal/Acis/Bkgrnd_Prods/
nonuniformity/acisbg.html
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Figure 2. Locations of the candidate rapid X-ray transients in Galactic co-
ordinates. The gray points are Chandra observations used in the search. The
possible host galaxies are labeled.

that such a peak flux may have a high uncertainty (close to an or-
der of magnitude) due to Poisson fluctuation with 3–4 counts. Thus,
it is only useful for an order-of-magnitude estimate. The properties
of the candidate events are listed in Table 2, including the time,
sky location, detection significance, peak flux and rank, etc. Their
sky locations in Galactic coordinates are plotted in Figure 2. With
MARX simulations, the position error determined with 3–4 photons
is estimated to be less than 1′′, 2′′, and 3′′, respectively, with 𝑟psf =
1′′, 3′′, and 5′′.

3.1 Counterparts

The transient location is calculated as the centroid of the few (3–
4) photons in the detection frame. The 90% absolute astrometric
accuracy5 for Chandra sources is 0.′′8. All of our events are found
at relatively large off-axis angles where 𝑟psf is larger than 0.′′8. With
MARX simulations, we find that the position uncertainty with 3
photons is smaller than 𝑟psf . Thus, to be conservative, we adopt 𝑟psf
as the error radius.

Given the Chandra coordinates and error radius mentioned above,
we search for their optical counterparts or hosts in published as-
tronomical catalogs. We adopt the GRB naming convention in des-
ignation of sources. Possible associations with host star clusters or
galaxies are found for 4 transients.

• RXT 070602. It appears along the line of sight to the disk of
M31, which has a distance of 0.78 Mpc (Bhardwaj et al. 2016).

• RXT 080723. It is located along the direction to the Carina
Nebula (NGC 3372), which has a distance of 2.6 kpc (Kuhn et al.
2019).

• RXT 111115. It appears on the outskirt of the open cluster M37,
which has a distance of 1.4 kpc (Cantat-Gaudin & Anders 2020).

• RXT 130305. It is spatially associated with the Small Magellanic
Cloud (SMC), which has a distance of 62 kpc (Graczyk et al. 2020).

Possible optical counterparts are found for 2 transients. The chance
probability of coincidence is calculated based on the source density
within 2′ around the event and the size of the match circle (with a
radius of 𝑟psf).

• RXT 110123. An optical counterpart is found in Pan-STARRS
DR1 at separation of 4.′′5, with 𝑟 = 21.8, 𝑖 = 21.1, and 𝑧 = 20.6. The
probability of chance coincidence is 0.29.

5 https://cxc.harvard.edu/cal/ASPECT/celmon/

• RXT 140323. An object at a separation of 2.′′3 with a photomet-
ric redshift 𝑧phot = 2.256 is found in the Boötes Field Photometric
redshift catalog (Duncan et al. 2021). The probability of chance co-
incidence is 0.45.

We note that, based on the probability of chance coincidence,
both associations should be treated with cautions. Besides the above
possible associations, there are another 4 objects (RXTs 020823,
060523, 090128, & 110316) located in the Pan-STARRS DR1 field,
without any detectable optical counterparts within their error radius.
This allows us to set upper limits on their optical flux as ∼22 mag in
𝑔𝑟𝑖 and 20–21 mag in 𝑧𝑦, by finding the faintest Pan-STARRS object
within a 2′ vicinity.

4 DISCUSSION

We identified 11 single-frame rapid X-ray transients in the Chandra
archive from regions without point-like sources, and the expected
number of false positives is controlled to be negligible (< 0.1).
Among them, two are spatially coincident with a Galactic extended
object (RXTs 080723 & 111115); one may have a SMC origin (RXT
130305); one has a possible association with M31 (RXT 070602);
the rest have no or a dim optical counterpart. Their sky locations
seem random, or at least, not clustered on the Galactic plane (see
Figure 2), suggesting that many of them are not originated in the
Milky Way.

Assuming that the RXTs with no bright optical counterparts or
nearby associations have a cosmological origin, we may translate
their measured peak fluxes, which are around 10−11 erg cm−2 s−1, to
peak luminosities. Given a standard cosmology (ℎ = 0.7, Ω𝑚 = 0.3,
andΩΛ = 0.7), the rest-frame 0.3–8 keV band luminosity is estimated
to be 1 × 1045, 5 × 1046, and 3 × 1047 erg s−1, at a redshift of 0.2,
1, and 2, respectively. The uncertainty can be estimated based on a
Bayesian approach assuming Poisson distribution given the source
and background counts using the aprates task in CIAO, and is found
to be about 0.4 dex at 90% credible level.

Such a high peak luminosity indicates that they may be ener-
getic bursts like GRBs or due to neutron star merges. The isotropic
peak luminosity of the prompt GRB emission ranges from 1047 to
1054 erg s−1 in the 10–10000 keV band (Zhang et al. 2009). Assum-
ing a typical GRB spectrum, i.e., a band spectrum (grbm in XSPEC)
with 𝛼 = −1, 𝛽 = −2.3, and 𝐸c = 200 keV (Preece et al. 2000),
the 0.3–8 keV luminosity is found to be roughly in the range of
1045 − 1052 erg s−1. A long-duration GRB with a sharp spike or
a short-duration GRB can thus produce a rapid transient event in a
CCD frame of Chandra. As almost every long GRB is supposed to
be followed by an X-ray afterglow that can be detected with Chandra
(Gehrels et al. 2009), short GRBs seem more likely to be responsible
for the transient events. We argue that it is unlikely that these transient
events are orphan afterglows with the prompt GRB emission missed
due to large off-axis viewing (Sarin et al. 2021), as the emission
may last much longer than a few seconds before decaying below the
detection sensitivity of Chandra.

The expected number of RXTs due to short GRBs can be estimated
as

𝑁 = 𝜌
FoV
4𝜋

𝑡exp
4𝜋𝐷3

3
, (1)

where 𝜌 is the event rate density, FoV is the searching solid angle
roughly of 100 arcmin2 (Table 1; note that S2 and S3 are usually in
operation simultaneously but are listed separately), 𝑡exp is the total
exposure time (285 Ms), and 𝐷 is the horizon distance. For short
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Table 2. Single-frame rapid X-ray transients detected with Chandra.

No. RXT 𝑡0 R.A. Decl. 𝑛ph CCD 𝑡frm log 𝑝 𝑟clu 𝑟psf log 𝑓 ObsID
(UTC) (J2000) (J2000) (s) (′′) (′′)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

1 020823 2002-08-23T14:07:41.7 23:22:23.0 +19:43:09 4 S3 3.2 −15.5 1.3 3.0 −11.0 3028
2 060523 2006-05-23T06:29:50.2 23:57:46.4 +05:13:20 3 S3 3.2 −9.3 1.4 2.0 −11.1 7330
3 070602 2007-06-02T21:06:15.8 00:44:15.2 +41:22:04 3 I 3.2 −10.3 1.8 2.9 −10.4 7067
4 080723 2008-07-23T00:37:28.9 10:40:35.3 −59:55:52 3 I 3.2 −8.8 2.2 4.8 −10.4 9497
5 081128 2008-11-28T01:23:13.7 05:46:24.2 −00:07:57 3 I 3.2 −10.3 1.6 3.8 −10.3 10763
6 090128 2009-01-28T05:52:40.1 10:49:31.0 +51:07:42 4 I 3.2 −13.4 3.0 3.3 −10.6 10534
7 110123 2011-01-23T02:49:54.3 18:53:07.2 +33:02:01 3 S3 3.2 −9.2 1.4 4.8 −11.0 12364
8 110316 2011-03-16T13:00:37.8 17:55:00.6 +66:35:17 3 I 3.2 −9.6 1.7 2.3 −10.7 12931
9 111115 2011-11-15T06:14:30.2 05:52:43.8 +32:32:58 3 I 3.1 −11.3 1.0 4.3 −9.9 13655
10 130305 2013-03-05T04:05:32.3 00:47:26.3 −73:13:13 3 I 3.1 −10.1 1.3 4.2 −10.1 14674
11 140323 2014-03-23T21:22:13.7 14:26:01.7 +35:08:23 3 I 3.1 −10.3 1.6 3.6 −10.6 16321

Note. Column 1: Object number. Column 2: Event name following the GRB naming convention. Column 3: Right ascension. Column 4: Declination.
Column 5: Arrival time of the event. Column 6: Number of photons. Column 7: CCD chip (ACIS-I, ACIS-S2, or ACIS-S3). Column 8: CCD
frame time. Column 9: Logarithmic chance probability of the transient event. Column 10: Cluster size. Column 11: Radius of the local PSF that
encircles 90% counts. Column 12: Log of the observed peak flux in units of erg cm−2 s−1, converted from the peak count rate 𝑛ph/𝑡frm assuming
a power-law spectrum with 𝑁H = 1021 cm−2 and Γ = 2. Column 13: Chandra observation ID.

GRBs above 1050 erg s−1 in 1–104 keV, or ∼ 1048 erg s−1 in 0.3–8
keV, the horizon distance 𝐷 ≈ 30 Gpc and event rate density 𝜌 =

3.3+1.0
−0.8 Gpc−3 yr−1 (Sun et al. 2015). Thus, the expected detection

number 𝑁 = 2.3+0.7
−0.6, suggesting that some of our RXTs may be

due to such events. For 170817A-like GRBs, which has a high event
rate density but a low luminosity (Mandhai et al. 2018; Zhang et al.
2018) and correspondingly short horizon (1.7 Gpc), we do not expect
to detect similar events (𝑁 = 0.024+0.055

−0.020) in the current Chandra
archive.

Merger of binary neutron stars may produce a differential rota-
tion supported neutron star with transient electromagnetic emission
(Zhang 2013; Sun et al. 2017, 2019). These events may last 102−103 s
(e.g., Bauer et al. 2017; Xue et al. 2019). However, if it produces a
hypermassive neutron star (Shapiro 2000), which can survive tens
to hundreds of milliseconds before collapsing into a black hole, the
flare may be detected as a single-frame rapid transient.

For RXTs 070602 (M31), 080723 (NGC 3372), 111115 (M37),
& 130305 (SMC), if we assume that they are indeed associated
with their hosts (shown in brackets), the inferred peak luminosity is
3+4
−2 ×1039, 3+4

−2 ×1034, 3+4
−2 ×1034, 4+5

−3 ×1037 erg s−1, respectively
in the same order. These are consistent with the luminosities that can
be produced by Galactic X-ray binaries (Remillard & McClintock
2006) and ultraluminous X-ray sources (Kaaret et al. 2017).

The lack of detection with Chandra for persistent emission and
faintness of their optical counterparts may also suggest that they
could be Galactic low-mass X-ray binaries in the quiescent state.
X-ray binaries and in particular short-period black hole binaries
in the quiescent state can have a persistent luminosity as low as
3 × 1030 erg s−1 (Menou et al. 1999). When the accretion rate is
rather low, it is difficult to identify them even with the most sensitive
X-ray telescope. If they exhibit short duration flares in the quiescent
state, they may be detected as rapid X-ray transients on top of pure
background. Recently, a lot of efforts have been made to search for
quiescent black holes using optical dynamics (e.g., Giesers et al.
2018; Thompson et al. 2019; Liu et al. 2019). Therefore, one may
check their single-frame variability in the X-ray data with focusing
telescopes using our method before concluding that there is no de-
tectable X-ray emission from the source position. If we assume a
minimum variability timescale of 10𝐺𝑀BH/𝑐3, the method allows

us to detect black holes with 𝑀BH < 6.3 × 104 𝑀⊙ given a frame
time of 3.1–3.2 s.

Magnetars are another possibility (Kaspi & Beloborodov 2017).
The persistent X-ray luminosity for some magnetars could be well
below 1033 erg s−1 and even Chandra cannot detect them (e.g.,
Mori et al. 2013; Zhou et al. 2014). They could produce short flares
with a sub-second duration and a total energy in the range of 1036 −
1039 erg (e.g., Göǧüş et al. 2001). Those flares, if caught by Chandra,
will appear like our rapid transients. Giant flares from magnetars
may exhibit a major, sub-second spike with a peak luminosity up to
1047 erg s−1, followed by pulsed, relatively fainter emission (e.g.,
Hurley et al. 2005). If such a giant flare is located at a cosmological
distance, it can be detected as a single-frame rapid transient with
Chandra.

Late-type stars may produce stellar flares due to magnetic activities
(e.g., Nordon & Behar 2007; Kuznetsov & Kolotkov 2021). They
could be optically dim and potentially contribute to our detections.
However, the flare timescale typically ranges from minutes to hours
(Benz 2017), much longer than what we have observed. Thus, this
scenario is possible only if the flares are produced due to extreme
magnetic fields or arise from very compact regions (Maehara et al.
2015; Namekata et al. 2017).

To conclude, we proposed an algorithm that allows us to iden-
tify single-frame rapid X-ray transients detected with focusing X-ray
telescopes. They are second-duration faint flares, without persistent
X-ray emission. Based on ACIS imaging observations in the pub-
lic Chandra archive, we found 11 candidates and argued that they
are unlikely due to cosmic rays or background flares. The nature of
these transients is unknown. They could be short GRBs, hypermas-
sive short-lived neutron stars, X-ray binaries in the quiescent state,
magnetars, or stellar flares. Future in-depth studies in both the X-ray
and multiwavelength bands are important for us to understand these
events.
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