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ABSTRACT

Context. Since the detection of a burst resembling a fast radio burst (FRB) from the Galactic magnetar SGR 1935+2154, magnetars
have joined the set of favourable candidates for FRB progenitors. However, the emission mechanism of magnetars remains poorly
understood.
Aims. Observations of magnetars with a high cadence over extended timescales have allowed for their emission properties to be
determined, in particular, their temporal variations. In this work, we present the results of the long-term monitoring campaign of the
magnetar XTE J1810-197 since its second observed active phase from December 2018 until November 2021, with the Stockert 25 m
radio telescope.
Methods. We present a singlepulse search method, improving on commonly used neural network classifiers thanks to the filtering of
radio frequency interference based on its spectral variance and the magnetar’s rotation.
Results. With this approach, we were able to lower the signal to noise ratio (S/N) detection threshold from 8 to 5. This allowed us
to find over 115,000 spiky single pulses – compared to 56,000 from the neutral network approach. Here, we present the temporal
variation of the overall profile and single pulses. Two distinct phases of different single pulse activity can be identified: phase 1 from
December 2018 to mid-2019, with a few single pulses per hour, and phase 2 from September 2020 with hundreds of single pulses
per hour (with a comparable average flux density). We find that the single pulse properties and folded profile in phase 2 exhibit a
change around mid-March 2021. Before this date, the folded profile consists of a single peak and single pulses, with fluences of up
to 1000 Jyms and a single-peaked width distribution at around 10 ms. After mid-March 2021, the profile consists of a two peaks and
the single pulse population shows a bimodal width distribution with a second peak at 1 ms and fluences of up to 500 Jyms. We also
present asymmetries in the phase-resolved single pulse width distributions beginning to appear in 2020, where the pulses arriving
earlier in the rotational phase appear wider than those appearing later. This asymmetry persists despite the temporal evolution of the
other single pulse and emission properties.
Conclusions. We argue that a drift in the emission region in the magnetosphere may explain this observed behaviour. Additionally, we
find that the fluence of the detected single pulses depends on the rotational phase and the highest fluence is found in the centre of the
peaks in the profile. While the majority of the emission can be linked to the detected single pulses, we cannot exclude another weak
mode of emission. In contrast to the pulses from SGR 1935+2154, we have not found any spectral feature or bursts with energies in
the order of magnitude of an FRB during our observational campaign. Therefore, the question of whether this magnetar is capable of
emitting such highly energetic bursts remains open.
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1. Introduction

Magnetars are highly magnetised neutron stars with magnetic
field strengths of the order of 1013 G, to 1015 G, which were first
introduced by Duncan & Thompson (1992). The emission is typ-
ically in the X-ray and gamma part of the electromagnetic spec-
trum, showing transient bursts with rotation periods in the range
of approximately 1 s to 12 s. Out of the 30 known magnetars
in the magnetar catalogue from Olausen & Kaspi (2014)1, only
six have had their radio emission detected. Rea et al. (2012) ar-
gued that the detection of radio emission weakens the separation
between radio pulsars powered by rotation and magnetars pow-
ered by their magnetic energy as the ability for emitting radio
emission results of specific conditions of the magnetar identi-
fied by the so-called fundamental plane. The first magnetar that

1 https://www.physics.mcgill.ca/~pulsar/magnetar/main.
html

was found to be active in the radio regime was XTE J1810-197:
one year after its discovery in 2003 in X-ray by Ibrahim et al.
(2004), Halpern et al. (2005) discovered radio emission from
XTE J1810-197. Additionally, Camilo et al. (2006) found that
this radio emission is transient emission and consists of bright,
narrow (a few ms in duration) and highly linear polarised single
pulses that produced the overall folded profile. As reported by
Camilo et al. (2016), the radio emission disappeared in late 2008
and the first re-detection of radio emission happened ten years
later, as reported by Lyne et al. (2018). This re-appearance of ra-
dio emission in December 2018 marked the start of the observa-
tional campaign of XTE J1810-197 with the Stockert telescope
presented in this article.

The Stockert telescope is a 25 m instrument built in 1956.
After a hiatus between 1995 and 2005, the instrument was re-
furbished and equipped with up to date instrumentation. It is
now operated and maintained by a group of volunteers, the As-
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tropeiler Stockert e.V. The SEFD of the Stockert telescope was
1000 Jy for the observations reported here. After in upgrade in
early 2022, the SEFD was improved to 380 Jy.

Fast radio bursts (FRBs) are short (micro- to milliseconds in
duration) radio pulses of an eceiown extragalactic origin. Since
the first detection of an FRB by Lorimer et al. (2007), many
FRBs have been detected by several instruments and collabo-
rations. Some of the FRBs are repeating, which means there
are multiple bursts which are coming from the same location
in the sky as shown by Spitler et al. (2012). These are the so-
called ’repeaters’. Observable properties of FRBs include their
fluence, duration and morphology. Especially repeating FRBs
are typically band limited signals, hence the bandwidth is an-
other observable property. The morphology of the bursts spans a
wide range from simple Gaussian-like bursts to complex multi-
component bursts that may show drifts in frequency as for exam-
ple shown in Pleunis et al. (2021) and Hessels et al. (2019). How-
ever, the origin of FRBs remains unknown. Out of the several
theories that try to explain the FRB phenomenon many include
magnetars. An overview of the different progenitor theories can
be found in frbtheorycat2 created by Platts et al. (2019). Since
the detection of an FRB-like burst from the galactic magnetar
SGR 1935+2154 by CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. (2020)
and Bochenek et al. (2020), magnetars have become a favoured
progenitor for at least some of the FRBs. On the other hand, the
emission mechanism of magnetars is not well understood either.
Hence, we study the radio emission of a galactic magnetar with
a focus on its single pulses motivated by the possibility of mag-
netars being potential progenitors of FRBs.

This article is structured as follows. In Sect. 2, we describe
the data set and the data reductions techniques used in this work,
Sect. 3 shows our analysis of the data focused on the time evolu-
tion and the single pulse properties, Sect. 4 puts the results of this
work in the context of magnetars and FRBs, and Sect. 5 gives a
summary of the work of this paper.

2. Observational data

2.1. Observations

The observations used in this work were performed between 12
December 2018 and 14 November 2021. In total, the data set
consists of 347 observations over 339 days, which results in
about 1015 h of on source time. The duration of a single obser-
vation is typically 3 h. Figure 1 gives an overview of the distri-
butions of the observations in the observational campaign.

The cadence of the observations varies over the observational
campaign depending on the telescope and staff (volunteers only)
availability. Typically there were two to three observations per
week in 2018-19 (phase 1) and three to four observations peer
week in 2020-21 (phase 2). However, there are also weeks with
daily observations as well as weeks without observations, for ex-
ample due to maintenance of the telescope. Between mid 2019
and July 2020, there was a gap where only a few observations
were done to test whether XTE J1810-197 was visible. Since
the magnetar was not detectable with the ephemerides used at
the time of the observations, the observations were stopped un-
til Lower et al. (2020) reported that XTE J1810 was showing a
strong radio signal again.

The data was recorded in the frequency range 1332.5 MHz to
1430.5 MHz, recording the total intensity 32-bit data with a pul-
sar fast Fourier transform (PFFTS) backend (Barr et al. 2013).

2 https://frbtheorycat.org
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Fig. 1. Number of observations per week over the observational cam-
paign. The observations were stopped between mid 2019 and mid 2020
as the magnetar was not seen in the folded profile.

The data were initially stored as ’PFFTS’ files, which is the in-
strument’s specific format. These were subsequently converted
to the filterbank format using the tool filterbank which is part of
the SIGPROC package from Lorimer (2011). The resulting data
had time and frequency resolution of 218.45 µs and 586 kHz and
were stored as 32-bit floats. Despite the data being recorded with
two feeds, the data is averaged to the total intensity during the
correlation process due to constraints from the current back-end
system.

2.2. Data reduction

2.2.1. Calibration

For the majority of the observations since September 2020, a
transit scan of the radio galaxy 3C353 at the time of observa-
tion is available. 3C353 is a nearby radio galaxy and is expected
to have a very stable flux, which makes it a suitable source for
calibration purposes. Its flux density at 1.42 GHz is 56.7 Jy, as
reported by Baars et al. (1977), which translates into a source
temperature of 5.67 K for the Stockert telescope. Using the flux
density before and after 3C353 is in the beam (OFF) in machine
units and the flux density when 3C353 is fully in the beam (ON),
the flux calibration factor, K, and the system temperature, Tsys,
can be estimated for flux calibrating the observed data. For the
observations before September 2020, the mean of Tsys and K
from all observations before September 2020 were used since
only an unreliable calibration sources were part of the observa-
tion routine. In any cases where the observation of 3C353 was
heavily affected by radio frequency interference (RFI), values
from the neighbouring observations were used.

2.2.2. RFI mitigation

To mitigate RFI in the data, the rfifind tool, which is part of
the PRESTO software package3, was used. It identifies intervals
potentially containing RFI signals by a statistical analysis. The
following parameters have been used in this process: the time
block for each frequency channel is 20 s, the threshold for both
the rejection and clipping for time domain is 10σ, the cutoff for
the rejection in the frequency domain is 4σ, a frequency channel
is masked entirely if 30 % or more of the time blocks are masked

3 https://github.com/scottransom/presto
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and a time interval is masked if at least 70 % of the frequency
channels are masked.

2.2.3. Search for single pulses

In this work, a single pulse is defined as the spiky, ms-duration
emission of the magnetar as it is customary in the FRB-field. It
is important to note that this differs from the definition from a
pulsar perspective where typically the emission of an entire rota-
tion referred to as a ’single pulse’. Since we are interested in the
link of magnetar emission to FRBs, we stick to the FRB defini-
tion of a single pulse. To search for single pulses, the filterbank
is de-dispersed to a single time series using a dispersion mea-
sure (DM) of 178 pccm−3 using prepsubband and then searched
with single_pulse_search.py. All available default pulse
widths (1 to 300 bins equal to 0.218 ms to 65 ms), no bad block
detection and a minimal S/N of 5 were used for the matched
filtering in the single pulse search. Since we used to the de-
fault clipping threshold of prepsubband, the ability to recover a
MJy pulse (FRB-like) is hindered significantly and the pipeline
is fine-tuned to find the fainter single pulses. Hence, MJy pulses
are still detectable but reported with a lower flux density. A dif-
ferent pipeline design would allow us to see a MJy pulse, as the
receiver of Stockert would not be saturated from such a pulse.

The resulting list of pulse candidates contains real single
pulses next to RFI and noise events. A robust filtering method
to return those single pulses that are real is needed to further
analyse the single pulses. A common classifier in the FRB com-
munity is FETCH4, developed by Agarwal et al. (2020), which is
trained with both FRB pulses and pulsar single pulses. This tool
is a machine learning classifier using the dynamic spectrum as
well as the DM versus time space of each single pulse candidate
to classify single pulses and non single pulses with eleven avail-
able models. We estimate the quality of the different models for
our data by creating a set of single pulses from ten observations
and manually classifying these single pulses based on their dy-
namic spectrum and time series via manual inspection. Based on
this set of single pulses, we compare our classification to those of
FETCH using the default threshold (50 %) and all available mod-
els (a - k). In machine learning, the metric to measure the qual-
ity of a model consists among others of the precision (fraction
of real single pulses labelled correctly by the model), the recall
(fraction of real single pulses that has been found by the model),
and the FScore (the mean of precision and recall). The FScore
is at best 93.8 % for a single model. To improve the classifica-
tions, we combined the six best models based on their Fscore
in groups of three models and required a single pulse candidate
to have been labelled as single pulse by at least two models to
count as a real single pulse. The combination of models a, c, and
i gave the best metrics (Fscore = 96.0 %); hence, this was used
for the classification step. A further improvement of the classifi-
cations would require overcoming the limitations of the training
set that was used for training the models, namely, the signal to
noise ratio (S/N > 8) or pulse width (<= 32 time bins). While the
latter can accounted for by applying down-sampling, re-training
the models for faint single pulse candidates is difficult since even
the manual classification is difficult for low S/N single pulses.

As seen in Fig. 2, which shows the distribution of single
pulse candidates against the rotational phase of one observa-
tion, these limitations can lead to a significant under-detection
of real single pulse candidates that are found in the search pro-
cess. There is a clear peak of pulse candidates the FETCH la-

4 https://github.com/devanshkv/fetch/tree/master
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Fig. 2. Distribution of the single pulse candidates in the rotational phase
in an observation in April 2021. The three profiles correspond to the
labels from FETCH and all single pulse candidates. The horizontal lines
represents the average number of pulses in the off-pulse window while
the two vertical lines mark the emission window of single pulses.

belled as RFI or noise at the same phase window where the real
single pulses are. This peak consists of faint single pulses that
neither FETCH nor our manual classification is sensitive to –
even though these real pulses actually come from the source.

2.2.4. Filtering of single pulse candidates

To overcome the limitations of FETCH, we developed a filter-
ing technique that makes use of prior knowledge of the single
pulse properties as well as the RFI pulse properties. From the
inspection of the FETCH classifications and the phase distribu-
tion of single pulse candidates, we find that all detected single
pulses from XTE J1810-197 are found in a narrow window of
the rotational phase, where no inter-pulses have been detected.
This phase window (on-pulse window) coincides with the win-
dow of the pulse profile of the folded time series. The RFI and
noise pulses on the other hand are independent from the rota-
tional phase of the magnetar and thus form a flat baseline that is
the average number of RFI and noise pulses in a given phase bin
(the horizontal line in Fig. 2) is constant (within some fluctua-
tions). If this baseline goes towards zero, all pulse candidates in
the on-pulse region (indicated by the two vertical lines in Fig. 2)
could be accepted as real single pulse with a low contamina-
tion fraction (number of false positives or number of accepted
pulses). We used the contamination fraction as metric to mea-
sure the quality of the filtering process. The number of false pos-
itives is estimated from the mean number of pulse candidates
per bin in the off-pulse region times the number of bins in the
on-pulse region. The number of accepted pulses is simply the
number of pulse candidates in the on-pulse window. By subtract-
ing the baseline contribution, the number of real pulses can be
estimated. To estimate the on-pulse region, we used the region
around the peak of the single pulse histogram that is at least one
σ higher than the baseline.

To reduce the baseline, we made use of the spectral variance
of the pulse candidates and their width. Magnetar pulses are typ-
ically broad band, especially in our limited bandwidth of about
100 MHz, while RFI pulses are typically narrow band. This can
either be intrinsic to the RFI event itself for example only a
few frequency channels wide or an effect of the de-dispersion,
which introduces a sweep in a broadband pulse. We calculated
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the frequency variance for each pulse candidate in form of the
modulation index m as presented in Spitler et al. (2012). Follow-
ing the authors, the modulation index for a broad band S/N =
5 pulse m ≈ 3 for the data in this article. To identify the em-
pirical threshold between broadband and narrowband signals,
we inspected the modulation index of single pulse candidates
in the on-pulse window, that is, the phase where the real single
pulses are. The vast majority of these single pulse candidates
have m ⪅ 2.75, which is particularly the case for those sin-
gle pulses identified by FETCH. In contrast, those outside the
on-pulse window are distributed towards significantly higher m.
Thus, we require m ≤ 2.75 for a real single pulse, which fits well
with the predicted value.

This method does not work if the RFI pulse is much wider
than the width that was reported for the pulse. In this case, the
DM-sweep might only cover a part of the pulse candidate and,
thus, the modulation index is below the threshold. To reject these
events, we inspect the phase histogram as seen in Fig. 2 for each
individual boxcar width used by single_pulse_search.py
and select the widest boxcar width (wmax) for each observation at
which a peak in the on-pulse window is still visible. wmax is be-
tween 15 ms to 33 ms. On the other end of the width spectrum,
we can reject those widths which are heavily affected by DM
smearing (See Lorimer & Kramer 2004), which is about 1.5 time
bins and which implies that pulses with a width of 2 or 1 time
bins are smeared out and thus physically impossible. A two bin
pulse is physically possible but is still smeared, which decreased
the S/N and, thus, the ability to detect such events. Hence, we
rejected all single pulse candidates that have m > 2.75, width
< 3 time bins (0.65 ms) and width > wmax. All remaining sin-
gle pulses in the on-pulse window are considered as real single
pulses.

After the filtering as described above, 85 % of the observa-
tions had a contamination of less then 10 %, and 66 % have a
contamination fraction of less than 5 %. To see whether the re-
maining false positives are noise pulses (which are not targeted
by the filtering method described above), we compared the num-
ber of false positives with the number of noise events expected
from our pipeline and observations in the on-pulse window. We
used the 5 σ probability assuming Gaussian noise and multiply
this with the number of time series bins of the specific observa-
tion, the number of widths used for that observations, and the
duty cycle fraction as we are only accepting events within the
on-pulse region. In the case of a 3 h observation, which is the av-
erage duration of our observations, the estimated number of false
positives is about 20 pulses, depending on the number of widths
rejected in the filtering process. Figure 3, shows the distribution
of the false positives measured from the filtering method (NF)
and those estimated assuming Gaussian noise (NE) for all obser-
vations, where the respective number of widths and duration was
used. The majority of the observations lay around the expected
number of false positives resulting from the noise distribution
(close to unity). This suggests that the remaining false positives
and thus the contamination are predominantly caused by noise
events for these observations. We expected noise pulses to fol-
low a distribution in their ’pulse properties’, whereas RFI typi-
cally has distinct fluences and pulse widths and would thus influ-
ence the single pulse populations by producing artificial peaks.
However, there are also observations where the number of mea-
sured false positives is more than double the estimated number
of false positives. These are partially short observations (observ-
ing time « 3 h) that are dominated by small number statistics, as
well as observations that have been heavily affected by a radar
system. Three observations are so heavily affected by the radar
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Fig. 3. Histogram of the fraction of measured false positive pulses (NF)
and the expected false positives (NE) for each observation with detected
single pulses.

system that the contamination fraction is higher than 15 % and
we rejected these three observations.

The majority of the further analysis is focused on the single
pulse population properties. To remove the noise pulse contribu-
tion to the distributions (and thus obtain a less biased view of
them), we estimated the properties of the noise pulses or gener-
ally those of the remaining baseline by looking at the off pulse
region. By making histograms with the same binning as done
for the single pulses properties, we can correct those of the sin-
gle pulse properties by re-scaling the baseline histograms from
the off-pulse region to the on-pulse region. Thus, we can sim-
ply subtract the scaled baseline histogram from the single pulse
property histogram and thus receive an (ideally) uncontaminated
distribution of the single pulse properties. This filtering gives
about 115,000 (120,000 without noise correction) single pulses
for further analysis while FETCH gave only about 56,000 single
pulses. For the rest of this work, only the filtered set of single
pulses is considered.

2.2.5. Estimation of single pulse properties

The three main single pulse properties that we consider in this
work are the width, the fluence, and the mean flux density. The
width of the single pulse is directly taken from the boxcar width
reported by PRESTO. For the fluence of the single pulses, we
sum over the de-dispersed time series at the location of the pulse,
after subtracting the baseline contribution in the area of the pulse
(800 - 1000 bins away from the pulse centre) and multiply the
sum by the calibration factor of the observation. The mean flux
density is obtained by the division of fluence of the single pulse
by its width.

While the number of single pulses found in our data set is
large, it is important to consider that only some of the overall
single pulse population is detectable and hence our data set is in-
complete. There are two ways of incompleteness. The first gives
the fraction of real single pulses that have been found by the
pipeline (’recall’). The second follows from the parameter space
of the single pulses as some regions of fluence and width fall be-
low our S/N threshold and are thus not detectable. We focus on
the parameter space incompleteness and base our completeness
limits on this type of incompleteness. The completeness limits
arise from the time and frequency resolution as well as from our
data reduction technique. We are directly limited by the time res-
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olution of the data tdata that is the most narrow width that we
could find is 0.218 ms. More narrow pulses would be smeared to
the resolution at a cost of S/N and are thus hard to detect. How-
ever, in combination with the frequency resolution of the tele-
scope and the dispersion of the signal, the DM smearing (See
Lorimer & Kramer 2004) tDM is about 1.5 time bins (as noted in
Sect. 2.2.4). As scattering is negligible, the time resolution of the

data t follows from t =
√

t2
data + t2

DM ≈ 1.8 bins. Therefore, the
ability to find pulses of a width of two bins is significantly worse
than wider pulses as they are smeared and thus have a lower S/N
and partially fall under our detection threshold and pulse widths
of 1 bin are physically not possible. Hence, we set the complete-
ness limit for bursts width to three bins which corresponds to
0.654 ms. We note that this limitation is also used in the filtering
process for this reason.

The second kind of limitations follow from our search for
single pulses. Our S/N threshold in the searching stage is 5 and
hence all single pulses with a S/N below 5 are systematically not
detected. We can transform the S/N into physically meaningful
and telescope independent values using the radiometer equation.
To estimate the minimum fluence, F, or average flux density of
the single pulse from the minimal S/N threshold (S/Nmin), re-
spectively, we use:

F =
(S/N)Tsys

G
√

npolB

√
δt, (1)

where G is the gain of the telescope, Tsys is the system tempera-
ture of the telescope, npol is the number of recorded polarisations,
δt is the pulse width, and B is the width of the bandpass. Equa-
tion (1) shows that, the completeness threshold for the fluence is
a function of pulse width and grows ∝

√
δt that is the overall flu-

ence completeness is given by the largest significant pulse width
(10 ms to 15 ms). For the average flux density, the completeness
limit follows from Eq. (1) by dividing F by the pulse width, δt,
which is the limiting flux density that scales with ∝ t−0.5. Hence,
the overall mean flux density completeness threshold is given by
the most narrow significant pulse width (0.654 ms). This gives
overall completeness limits of about 50 Jyms to 80 Jyms and
about 20 Jy, respectively. Rather then specifying a single com-
pleteness limit, we specify when specific pulse widths are below
the completeness threshold for the fluence and mean flux density
distributions.

2.2.6. Folding the time series

The de-dispersed time series was folded manually by slicing it
into chunks of the (topocentric) period obtained from the corre-
sponding ephemerides and adding them together. Four different
sets of ephemerides based on those published by Levin et al.
(2019) and Caleb et al. (2022) and have been provided to the
authors. The first set was used for the observations until MJD
59000, the second set for the observations between MJD 59000
and MJD 59246, the third for the observations after MJD 59246
until MJD 59469 and the fourth for the observations after MJD
59469. Any rotation that was not fully recorded (e.g. due to RFI
masking or the start and end of the observation) was rejected.
This method also allows us to fold only specific rotations, for
example, those with detected single pulses. In total we calculate
three profiles from the time series: one with all (RFI-free) rota-
tions, a second consisting of the rotations with a detected single
pulse, and a third profile from rotations without detected single
pulses. Similarly, the emission from the single pulses is folded

into a profile. In this case, only the baseline removed part of the
rotation which includes the single pulse (about a few ms) was
used. From these profiles, the average flux density and the total
received fluence can be obtained after calibration and baseline
removal (for the folded rotations).

2.2.7. Profile alignment

A profile alignment is necessary to compare the emission at spe-
cific rotational phases of the magnetar. However, magnetars are
generally less stable so that the ephemerides are not as precise
as for pulsars and the ephemerides are generally only valid for
specific time ranges. Additionally, the uncertainty of the clock
in the telescope back-end, produces a random shift of the order
of a few milliseconds in phase between individual observations.
Hence, the profile alignment was done manually by inspection
the folded profiles. We made use of the structure of the profiles,
which is comparable between consecutive observations, such as
the location of the peak(s) in the folded profile. We added a phase
shift so that the phase location would match the previous obser-
vations and we set the centre of the profile to 0.5 of the rotational
period. In this profile alignment process, we assumed that the
emission window in the rotational phase is stable, so that is there
is no event with a large glitch within our observational campaign
as long as the profile has a similar form. This is supported by
the results from Caleb et al. (2022), who observed the magnetar
over a similar time span. They find that consecutive observations
show a dominant main component at a stable position in phase.
The uncertainty of the shifting is about 20 ms (about 0.4 % of the
rotational period), so that profile features with a duration shorter
than this are smeared out.

For the single pulses, we calculate a phase histogram. This
is done by calculating at which rotational phase the central bin
of the single pulse lies and then counting the number of single
pulses in a phase bin. The resulting ’profile’ of the single pulse
histogram shows features in the form of peaks that are analo-
gous to the folded profiles. Thus, they can be phase aligned by
the same procedure as for the folded profiles. However, as they
do not contain noise from the time series, the structure in the
individual ’profiles’ is clearer and the accuracy is significantly
improved. This allows for an improvement of the uncertainty to
about 5 ms (0.1 %) of the rotational period.

3. Emission properties

This section presents the analysis of the single pulses as well as
the folded profiles. The subsections focus on specific aspects of
the emission. To draw conclusions on the emission mechanism,
we start the discussion with a section where we merge the indi-
vidual results into a single picture in Sect. 4.1.

3.1. Average flux density and the pulse rate

The time evolution of the average flux density (S mean) and the
pulse rate gives an impression on how the overall radio emission
of the magnetar changes in our observational campaign. The av-
erage flux density is calculated from the folded profiles using all
rotations not affected by RFI as described in Sect. 2.2.6. For the
pulse rate, we use the approach displayed in Fig. 2, namely, we
did not apply the filtering; instead, we subtracted the of-pulse
baseline counts from each bin in the on-pulse window and sum
over them to get the number of pulses in one observation. Fig-
ure 4 displays the time evolution of the both quantities over the

Article number, page 5 of 16



A&A proofs: manuscript no. aanda

observational campaign with example profiles from the different
times.

Based on observational cadence and the activity of the mag-
netar, we can see two distinct phases: phase 1 in 2018/19 and
phase 2 after September 2020. Phase 1 started with an average
flux density of about 20 mJy but with time the average flux den-
sity decreased to the point where the magnetar was too faint
to be detectable around May 2019. In an average observation
of 3 h, the upper limit for S mean is 3.5 mJy for a non-detection.
The rate of detected single pulse in phase 1 is only a few to ten
pulses detected per hour and there is no change in time visible.
There are a three observations in January 2020 which show sin-
gle pulse activity and an average flux density of up to 10 mJy.
However, at the time of observation, the ephemerides used to
fold the data were too uncertain and thus the folded profile was
missed. Hence, observations were not continued and it was only
discovered in hindsight that the magnetar was emitting at this
time.

In the beginning of phase 2, S mean was with over 60 mJy by
far the highest measured in our observation campaign but it de-
creased to a level of around 10 mJy within about a month. In
February 2021, the magnetar re-brightend to about 40 mJy be-
fore dropping to the level of around 10 mJy again. A similar
trend is also visible in the pulse rates in phase 2, it started with
extremely high rates of 600 pulses per hour but dropped to a level
of around 100 pulses per hour. The re-brigthening increased the
pulse rates to around 300 pulses per hour from which the rate de-
creased as S mean decreased to a somewhat higher rate of around
200 pulses per hour.

The rate of detected single pulses differs significantly be-
tween phase 1 and phase 2 that is in observations that have a
comparable S mean in the two phases, there are barely any de-
tected single pulses in phase 1 while there are hundreds of single
pulses in phase 2. In addition to the long-term changes seen for
the two quantities, there are oscillations on a smaller timescale
after the re-brightening. These are most notable in the pulse
rates where the rate increases and then decreases again within
a month. The most extreme example of this feature is seen on 17
March 2021, where no single pulses (as well as no profile) were
seen within the observation.

3.2. Morphologies of the single pulses

The detected single pulses show various morphologies in their
dynamic spectra from rather simple ’one-burst’ pulses over mul-
tiple close bursts as displayed in Fig. 5 to more complex multi-
component single pulses. Even within a single observation, the
morphology of the detected single pulses varies significantly.
This can be seen in Fig. A.1, where several single pulses that
were observed during the observation on 2021 September 29.
Some of these single pulses have a similar morphology as
the complex FRBs seen by Pleunis et al. (2021). In particu-
lar, burst 7 looks similar to C356 in Jahns et al. (2023) from
FRB20121102A. However, all single pulses are broadband in the
observed band and no downward drift in frequency of consecu-
tive sub-pulses (’sad trombone effect’) is observed (commonly
seen in FRBs) has been observed in our data set. Given the high
number of detected single pulses and the variety of morpholo-
gies, we limited ourselves to statistical analysis of the single
pulse properties.

Table 1. Data groups used time evolution analysis. For each data group
(identified the number in the first column), their time span (’From’
and ’To’), the total on source time (’Time’), the number of days over
which the observations are distributed (’Days’), the number observa-
tions (’Obs.’) and number of single pulses (’SPs’) for each group is
listed.

No. From To Time (h) Days Obs. SPs

1 2018-12-12 2019-05-04 160 144 47 1199
2 2020-09-04 2020-09-21 64.96 18 16 11158
3 2020-09-22 2020-11-22 64.84 62 31 9186
4 2020-11-25 2021-02-04 66.16 42 29 5725
5 2021-02-06 2021-03-26 65.01 49 23 14835
6 2021-03-27 2021-05-01 61.10 36 22 15670
7 2021-05-06 2021-06-11 59.53 37 18 12822
8 2021-06-12 2021-07-22 60.81 41 22 10769
9 2021-07-23 2021-08-13 62.77 22 22 9982
10 2021-08-14 2021-09-11 63.74 29 21 13544
11 2021-09-13 2021-11-14 52.70 62 20 10425

3.3. Time evolution of the emission

The large amount of on source time with high cadence and the
high rates of detected single pulses give us the basis to perform
statistical analyses of the single pulse properties, which are the
(boxcar) width, the fluence, and average flux density, over time.
For this, we defined the data groups by combining the individual
sets of single pulses and folded profiles from consecutive obser-
vations. This gives us larger single pulses data sets and high S/N
profiles to make robust statistical statements of the time evolu-
tion. When forming these data groups, we kept the on source
time of observations comparable between the groups (around
60 h), with the exception of the phase 1 observations where we
grouped all observations that had a detection together due to
the low number of detected single pulses. Moreover, we made
sure that the folded profiles of the observations combined to a
data group is comparable. One exception is data group 5, during
which the profile underwent significant changes. Given a varying
density of observations and observation length, the number of
observations in a group varies between 18 and 62. An overview
of the time spans, number of observations and single pulses in
the groups is given in Table 1.

3.3.1. Mean folded profiles

We defined four different profiles for an observation. Three orig-
inated from the folding of the time series using all rotations (’All
in Fig. 6), rotations with a detected single pulses (’With SP’ in
Fig. 6) and rotations without a detected single pulse (’No SP’ in
Fig. 6). In all cases, rotations affected by RFI or masking were
discarded. We produced the fourth profile (’SPs only’) by fold-
ing emission of only the single pulses, which is only the time se-
ries bins occupied by the detected single pulses. All four profiles
are normalised by the total number of rotations and calibrated.
Hence, adding the profiles from the rotations with a detected sin-
gle pulse and those without will add to the overall profile. The
profiles of the data groups are phase aligned by the method de-
scribed in Sect. 2.2.7 with respect to each other. It is important to
note that these profiles are not equal to profiles that are formed
using a phase connected timing solution. The emission region
might drift in phase between observations, which would not be
possible to recover from our alignment process. The timing anal-
ysis in Caleb et al. (2022) overlaps with our observations from
the start in December 2018 until November 2020, during which
they see three abrupt changes in phase of the dominant profile
component. Our approach would align these, as they do not co-
incide with significant changes the in folded profiles. In our case,
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Fig. 4. Mean flux density, S mean, of the folded profile (top) and the number of detected single pulses per hour (bottom) for each observation. The
red line shows the corresponding running median with a window of seven observations.

Fig. 5. Dynamic spectrum (bottom) and the time series (top) of an ex-
ample single pulse from the observation on 29 September 2020.

the alignment is necessary for obtaining a statistically significant
sample for the analysis of the phase dependence of the single
pulse properties. Nevertheless, we cannot exclude a drift of the
main component in phase in between the observations. In this
work, we assume that such a potential phase drift does not affect
the properties of the emission as long as the shape of the four
observed profiles remains stable.

The four mean profiles of the magnetar were formed by av-
eraging the calibrated average profiles of the observations in the
group for each data group from Table 1. We note that the pro-
file for data group 1 includes only observations prior 15 March
2019 (MJD 58557), as Caleb et al. (2022) showed a phase shift
of the profile at 1.5 GHz relative to 6 GHz at the end of March
2021. Since the number of single pulses, the profile intensity (see
Fig. 4) and the number of observations is low, we decided against
grouping the observations after 15 March 2019 into a separate

profile. The resulting mean profiles are displayed in Fig. 6. The
profiles in data group 1 (which is equal to phase 1) and data
groups 2 to 5 show a single peak. From data group 6 on, the pro-
file consists of two distinct peaks. The strength of the peak(s)
varies, but the overall shape remains similar in data group 2 to 5
and 6 to 11. The features of the overall profiles (green) in Fig. 6,
are generally dominated by features of the profiles of the rota-
tions with a detected single pulses (magenta), which itself fol-
lows the features of the profile from the single pulses only (pur-
ple). On the other hand, the rotations without a detected single
pulse form broad and rather featureless profiles (indigo), which
in case of the data groups 2 to 5 contribute at the rising edge and
the trailing edge of the over all folded profile where rotations
with a detected single pulses are not contributing significantly
to the overall profile. An exception from this behaviour is data
group 1, in which only a few rotations contain a detected single
pulse and thus the rotations without a detected single pulse dom-
inate the overall profile. Hence, we focus on the profiles from the
other data groups (from phase 2) observations.

Since the profiles from the single pulses and the rotations
with a detected single pulse have similar shapes but different am-
plitudes, there must be additional emission to what we detected
as single pulses. This emission must have properties capable of
producing a similar profile as the detected single pulses. Given
that we know that our single pulse search and classification are
only complete in a certain parameter space of the single pulses
(as shown in Sect. 2.2.5) the remaining emission could originate
from single pulses with properties we cannot detect; for exam-
ple, this may include very narrow (width < 0.65 ms), intrinsically
broad pulses (width > 65 ms that is wider than 16 % of the typ-
ical on-pulse window) and faint single pulses of the known pa-
rameters. These undetected single pulses occur also in rotations
without a detected single pulse and add to a profile. However, the
edges of some overall profiles extend beyond the single rotations
profiles and overlap with the profiles from the rotations without
a detected single pulse. One clear example is data group 2, where
the rotations without a detected single pulse extend for 10 % of
the rotational period after the peak of the profile and requires
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Fig. 6. Mean profiles for the observations in the data groups presented
in Table 1. For each range, the overall profile resulting from all rota-
tions (All), the rotations without a detected single pulse (No SP) and
those with a detected single pulse (With SP) are shown. Additionally,
the profiles from the single pulse emission only (SPs only) are included.

an additional source of emission. The analysis in the following
sections focuses on understanding the properties of the observed
single pulses to see whether all the emission can be linked to
the detected single pulses or whether there is a weak and broad
additional emission mechanism.

3.3.2. Fraction of fluence from observed SPs

To quantify the amount of fluence that we can detect as single
pulses, we calculated the total fluence of the single pulses, the
overall profile, and the profile from the rotations with a detected
single pulse. Figure 7 shows the fraction of the total fluence from
the detected single pulses and the fraction of the total fluence
from rotations, in which a single pulses was detected. Observa-
tions without a detection of single pulses or a clear folded profile
were omitted. For phase two, these fractions remain roughly con-
stant but there is a high overall scatter, which is a consequence
of the high variation of the magnetar emission from observation
to observation. On average, 61 % of the total received fluence is
from the rotations that include detected single pulses and about
37 % of the total fluence is from the detected single pulses them-
selves for the observations in phase 2. Consequently, 39 % of the
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Fig. 7. Fraction of the overall received fluence in single pulses (SP/total)
and the rotations with a detected single pulse (SP rotations/total) for
each observation.

received fluence cannot be linked to detected single pulses. For
the phase 1 observations, the fractions are of the order of a few
percent and similar to the profiles, the emission is not dominated
by detected single pulses

3.3.3. Single pulse properties

The single pulse properties of interest are: the pulse width, the
fluence, and the mean flux density of the pulse. In Fig. 8, we
present the distribution of these quantities for each data group
defined in Table 1. The top panel of Fig. 8 shows the pulse
width distributions. We have detected single pulses in the range
of 0.65 ms to 30 ms (the searched window is 0.65 ms to 65 ms)
over our observational campaign. The absence of pulses below
the dotted line is a direct consequence of our limited time reso-
lution due to the DM smearing. The higher limit at around 20 ms
may be a consequence of the search identifying a wide pulse as
two, narrower sub-pulses. To test this, the pulses with a wait-
ing time (the time between two consecutive pulses) of less then
20 ms were counted. If all of them would pertain to a single event
(i.e. a single pulse wider than 20 ms), this would increase the
fraction of these wider pulses by about 8 % for the data groups 2
to 5 and 5 % for the data groups 6 to 11. Hence, only a low frac-
tion of pulses is detected as multiple events rather than one wide
pulse and the limit is indeed physical. This is also well above the
limitation of FETCH, which was only trained with up to 32 time
bins (7 ms).

The pulse width distributions between the phase 1 and phase
2 single pulses differs significantly: in phase 1, the detected sin-
gle pulses peak at about 1 ms to 3 ms, while in phase 2 the dis-
tributions peak around 5 ms to 10 ms. Within phase 2, there is
a clear trend towards more narrow single pulses with time. The
width distribution of data group 2 (September 2020) is almost a
mirrored version of the data group 1 width distribution, that is, it
has a low fraction (about 20 %) of detected single pulses in the
peak region (below 4 ms) of data group 1. This fraction gradually
increases over the time and for the data group 11, about 50 % of
the single pules are detected with pulse width below 4 ms. The
form of the pulse width distribution changes from a single mode
distribution with a peak at 6.5 ms in data group 2 to a bimodal
distribution with peaks at 0.9 ms and 6.5 ms for the latest data
groups. The peak at lower widths has to be taken with caution
since the completeness limit at 0.6 ms due to DM smearing is
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Fig. 8. Distribution for the single pulse properties width (top) mean flux
density (middle), and fluence (bottom) for the single pulses in each data
group as listed in Table 1. For the mean flux density and the fluence, the
flux density or the fluence where specific pulse widths with a S/N below
the detection threshold are marked.

only one bin away. Hence, it is unclear how the distributions
continue beyond this limit.

The middle panel of Fig. 8 shows the mean flux density dis-
tributions for the data groups. The mean flux density of the de-
tected SPs ranges from a few Jy to about 300 Jy with some out-
liers reaching 600 Jy in the observations of data groups 5 to 11.
Similar to the width distributions, the phase 1 observations are

offset from the phase 2 distributions and cover only a small pa-
rameter space of up to 50 Jy, which lies almost entirely in the in-
complete region. Hence, we are only sensitive to the very bright-
est single pulses of this period and there are potentially many
more single pulses below our detection threshold. For the phase 2
single pulses, the data groups split into two clusters: data groups
2 to 4 (profile with a single peak, before the sudden turn-off of
emission) and 6 to 11 (profile with two peaks, after the sudden
turn off of emission). The data groups 2 to 4 have a broad mean
flux density distribution peaking around 20 Jy. The peak in the
mean flux density coincides with the overall completeness limit.
Therefore, the location of the peak may be a consequence of our
sensitivity rather than a property of the emission mechanism. For
the data groups 6 to 11, the distributions peak at 10 Jy, well in
the incomplete region, and are in general fainter than both the
data groups 2 to 4 and the phase 1 pulses. Moreover, there is a
slight trend towards brighter single pulses within the groups 6 to
11 with time. The distribution of data group 5 is a mix of the dis-
tributions of the clusters prior and after. This indicates that the
change in the shape and the dimming of the single pulses hap-
pened on a time scale of about 1.5 months or even shorter. For
the part of the distribution that is complete, the data cannot be
approximated by a simple mathematical distribution for exam-
ple a power law or a log-normal distribution.

The bottom panel of Fig. 8 shows the distributions of the sin-
gle pulse fluence, which is the product of the mean flux density
and the pulse width, for each data group. Generally, we find sin-
gle pulses with fluences in the range of 10 Jy ms to 1000 Jy ms.
The distributions are showing the same clusters as seen for the
mean flux density: the data groups 2 to 4 (profile with a single
peak, before the sudden turn off of emission) and 6 to 11 (profile
with two peaks, after the sudden turn off of emission), while data
group 5 is a mix of these two. The phase 1 observations are off
from the other observations with fluences below 100 Jy ms. Sim-
ilar to the mean flux density, the phase 1 and the data groups 6 to
11 distributions lay entirely or to a large fraction in the incom-
plete region. The distributions for the data groups 2 to 5 show
a plateau at about 100 Jy ms to 300 Jy ms and falls of towards
higher fluences as well as lower fluences since the incomplete-
ness sets in towards lower fluences. The shapes of the fluence
distributions resemble the shape of the width distributions but
skewed or stretched by the mean flux density that is broadened
for the data groups 2 to 5 but skewed for the data groups 1 and
5 to 11. Also, the trend of less high energetic pulses and more
low energetic pulses with time within the data groups 6 to 11
follows the evolution of the width distributions and outruns the
trend within the mean flux density distributions. As for the mean
flux density, the distribution cannot be described by a simple
mathematical distribution such as a power law or a log-normal
distribution.

3.4. Phase dependence of single pulse properties

The analysis described in this work is focused on the single pulse
population as a whole. However (as discussed in Sect. 3.3.1), sin-
gle pulse emission is lacking at specific rotational phases. This
could be caused by a phase dependence of specific single pulse
properties. In this section, we investigate the phase dependence
of the single pulse properties for the same sets presented in Ta-
ble 1.
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Fig. 9. Phase histograms of the rotational phase where the single pulses
of the different width ranges have been detected for the data groups
listed in Table 1. The vertical line represents where the single pulse
samples where split for the analysis in Sect. 3.4.2.

3.4.1. Width-resolved single pulse phase histograms

We begin our investigation of the phase dependence of single
pulse properties by looking at the widths of the detected single
pulses. For this, the phase of the central bin of the single pulse
candidate is calculated and histograms of the rotational phase
for four different pulse width ranges (< 1.3 ms, 2 ms to 4.4 ms,
6.5 ms to 9.8 ms, and > 15 ms) were created for each data group.
Figure 9 shows these phase histograms, where each histogram is
normalised by the total number of single pulses in the respective
width range. This emphasises where in the rotational phase each
width range is most active independent of the fraction of pulses
from the respective group. Overall, the histograms agree with the
respective folded profiles from Fig. 6. However, the phase his-
tograms show significant asymmetries for the single pulse widths
per phase for the observations in phase 2, but not for the phase
1 observations, where the histograms are aligned. The profiles
from phase 2 have in common that the narrowest single pulses
are detected at rotational phases offset from the wider pulses. In
the observations of the data groups 2 to 5 (September 2020 un-
til March 2021), the narrow single pulses are lagging behind the
wider single pulses. In the data groups 6 to 11, they occur almost
in between the two peaks in the observations The changeover co-

incides with the sudden turn off around 17 March 2021, which
is visible in Fig. 4, and the change in the single pulse proper-
ties in Fig. 8. Comparing all width ranges for the data groups 2
to 5, there is a trend seen for wider pulses at earlier phases to
narrower pulses at later phases. Considering the two peaks sep-
arately in the data groups 6 to 11, the trend is inverse, that is the
narrow single pulses occur towards the beginning of the respec-
tive peak, while the more wider pulse occur slightly later within
the rotational phase. However, there are only few single pulses
of the most narrow width range detected in the first peak.

3.4.2. Single pulse properties in the distribution split

Motivated by the asymmetric width distribution in Fig. 9, we
split the single pulses in each data group into two groups at the
corresponding line in Fig. 9 so that we have the single pulses
detected in the left half and the right half of the rotational phase.
We then combine these two sets of single pulses from the halves
of the data groups where the folded profile shows only one peak
(data groups 2 to 4) and where the folded profile shows two
peaks (data groups 6 to 11), respectively. For data groups 6 to
11, the halves are equivalent to single pulses of the two peaks.
Therefore, we refer to them as the ’left’ or the ’right’ peak, while
the sets of data groups 2 to 4 are referred to as the ’left’ or ’right’
half. We note that we omit data group 5 as this is where the
change in the profile occurred and thus the observations have
neither clear a single peak nor a double peak in the folded pro-
file. Figure 10 shows the width (top panel), mean flux density
(middle panel), and fluence (bottom panel) distribution of the
detected single pulses of the four new data sets. The width dis-
tributions of the left half and the left peak are surprisingly similar
since the overall width distribution in the time spans differ sig-
nificantly, as shown in Fig. 8. In both cases, there is a single peak
distribution with a peak at around 6 ms to 9 ms, which is similar
to the distributions of combined halves for the data rages 2 to
4 in Fig. 8. Even the two distributions of the right half and the
right peak are similar. Both are close to the width distributions of
data groups 6 to 11 (the double peaked observations). The main
difference between them is the increase in single pulses with a
width less than 1 ms, which is more prominent in the right peak.

For the mean flux density distributions, there is barely any
difference between the two halves in the data groups 2 to 4, be-
sides a few more faint pulses in the left half as a consequence
of the width distribution. Both are following the distributions
of the respective time in Fig. 8. For the data sets of the double
peaked profiles (data groups 6 to 11), there is a significant differ-
ence between the two peaks. The single pulses in the right peak
are distributed over a wider ranges of flux densities than the left
half. Comparing the left half and the left peak as well as the right
half and the right peak, respectively, with each other, we can see
that they are dominated by the time evolution (shown in Fig. 8)
in contrast to the width distributions.

The fluence distributions are following those presented in
Fig. 8 for the respective data groups with only small differences
between the left and the right half or peak. For the data groups 2
to 4, the fluence of the left half is skewed to slightly higher flu-
ences than the right half. A similar difference is present for the
peaks of the data groups 6 to 11, but at lower fluences. In both
cases, the difference is a consequence of the width distribution
having a higher fraction of wide pulses, which results in more
energetic single pulses of the left half.
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Fig. 10. Distribution for the single pulse properties width (top) mean
flux density (middle), and fluence (bottom) for the single pulses in the
left half and the right half of the data groups 2 to 4, which show a single
peak in the folded profile, and the data groups 6 to 11, which show two
peaks in the folded profile.

3.4.3. Phase dependence of the single pulse fluence

While Sect. 3.4.1 presented the phase dependence of the sin-
gle pulse width, here we look at the phase dependence of the
single pulse fluence. Figure 11 shows a two dimensional (2D)
histogram of the single pulse fluence against rotational phase
for data group 2 (left) and data group 6 (right). For the single
peaked profile in data group 2, the most energetic single pulses
(i.e. those with the highest fluence) are found in the very cen-
tre of the profile window with fluences of about 200 Jy ms. At
each phase, there is a preferred fluence, which is highest at the
centre of the profile and decreases towards the edges. The re-
sult is a ’banana shape’ in the fluence phase distribution. This
holds true until the completeness limit is reached and our data
set cannot represent the full single pulse population anymore. It
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Fig. 11. 2D histogram of the fluence against the rotational phase for all
single pulses detected in data group 2 (September 2020, single-peaked
profile) and data group 6 (April 2021, double-peaked profile). The hor-
izontal line corresponds to the completeness limit of a 10 ms single
pulse.

seems reasonable that the distribution continues into the incom-
plete area, and hence there may be many more single pulses,
which we cannot detect as such at the profile edges. These sin-
gle pulses still contribute to the overall emission received from
the magnetar when the time series is folded. Thus, the emission
at the outer parts of the profile from rotations without a detected
single pulse in Fig. 6 might be caused by these single pulses. The
’banana shape’ can be interpreted assuming that all single pulses
are emitted within a beam that rotated through our line of sight
(LOS). The single pulses emitted off of the beam center appear
weaker. Hence, the edges of the beam have lower fluence single
pulses.

For the double-peaked data group 6, the highest amount of
single pulses is found at 0.47 of the rotational phase with a flu-
ence of 60 Jy ms. The second peak has single pulses with higher
energies, but unlike the first peak, it shows a less concentrated
distribution of single pulses with phase. Moreover, the neither of
peaks show a strong ’banana shape’ distribution, which may be a
consequence the incompleteness. As for the single peaked case,
this suggests that there are many more single pulses that we are
not sensitive too at the outskirts of the emission window but also
in the central regions as many pulses have been detected below
the completeness limits in all phase angles. Here, the interpreta-
tion is significantly hindered by the incompleteness. With more
sensitive instruments, it might be possible to detect a ’banana
shape’ for the individual components of the profile.

4. Discussion

4.1. Integrating the parts - conclusions on the emission of
XTE J1810-197

In the previous section, we look at the emission of the magnetar
XTE J1810-197 from several perspectives. The aim of this sec-
tion is to connect the individual results into an overall picture of
the emission mechanism of the magnetar within phase 2. The ap-
pearance of the folded profiles, as well as the single pulse proper-
ties, remain largely stable in consecutive observations with small
variations on a observation to observation basis. This is partic-
ularly the case for the pulse widths, which show a very smooth
transition in their distribution as seen in Fig. 8. Additionally, the
fraction of the observed fluence from detected single pulses re-
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mains constant as seen in Fig. 7 All other emission properties,
which are the profile shapes for the entire rotations (Fig. 6) and
the single pulses (Fig. 9), as well as the fluence and mean flux
density of the single pulses (Fig. 8) change abruptly around 17
March 2021 (related to the turn-off of the magnetar).

We can interpret these results by assuming that the emission
originates from an emission region in the magnetosphere of the
magnetar that co-rotates with the neutron star and the emission
process can be modelled similarly to those of radio pulsars (See
for example Lorimer & Kramer 2004, and references therein).
Depending on how our LOS passes this emission region, dif-
ferent patches of the emission region become visible and the
received flux changes: the emission appears brighter when the
LOS passes the patch more edge on and appears fainter other-
wise. This is similar to the ’banana shape’ when the emission re-
gion rotates in and out of our LOS seen in Fig. 11. If the emission
region shifted slightly more away from our viewing angle dur-
ing the turn off in mid March 2021, this would result in weaker
single pulses as seen in Fig. 11 where the leading and trailing
single pulses are significantly fainter. This results in the changed
fluence and mean flux density distributions seen in Fig. 8. On
the other hand, the width of the single pulses is not affected by
this process, as this is related the size and how fast the emis-
sion region crosses our LOS. The change in the width is caused
by a different long-term process on the magnetar such as a long
term-change in the emission height. Since this shift also affects
the overall received emission, the fraction of the total emission
seen by detected single pulses remains constant. Desvignes et all.
(accepted) have shown that this magnetar undergoes precession
and predict that this changes how our LOS crosses the emission
region and thus results in the different pulse profiles of the mag-
netar. While this is a gradual change, a boundary in the magneto-
sphere might have been crossed a the turn off. Another possible
process that lead to a shift the emission region is mode chang-
ing, which has been seen for normal radio pulsars for example
by Wang et al. (2007). Rajwade et al. (2022) saw correlations be-
tween changes in the profile and nu-dot, which is characteristic
of pulsar modeing Lyne et al. (2010), in Swift J1818.0-1607. Be-
cause we are unable to measure nu-dot in our data, we can only
speculate that a similar process is occurring in XTE J1810-197.

To further investigate the possibility of a shift of the emission
region and its cause, the polarisation of the single pulses would
be beneficial because this would allow for additional constraints
to be placed on the emission region(s) for example from the po-
larisation position angle and its time and phase evolution. This
would also allow for further investigations of the long-term evo-
lution of the precession observed by Desvignes et all. (accepted).
However, the current setup of the Stockert radio telescope does
not enable polarisation information to be recorded.

As presented in Fig. 7, 39 % of the energy received from
the magnetar during phase 2 cannot be linked to our observed
single pulses. The question remains what is the nature of the
remaining emission, that is the profile from the rotations where
no single pulse has been detected (’No SP’ in Fig. 6). There are
several potential sources for single pulses that cannot be detected
as such, but still show a contribution to the overall profile, as
follows.

1. Single pulses from the same population but below the de-
tection threshold, for example, single pulse emission at the
edges of the beam or from a weak additional component.
The single pulse property distributions in Fig. 8 suggest that
these continue below the completeness limits. However, as
the profiles without a detected single pulse deviate signifi-

cantly from those with a detected single pulse, this can only
account for some of the emission. Figure 11 shows that the
fluence (and thus the S/N) of the pulses falls of at the edges
of the beam. Hence, the broader profiles in the data groups 2
to 5 could be explained with this kind of emission, but it is
unclear how strong these off-beam single pulses are for the
profiles with two peaks.

2. For very narrow single pulses: our sample does not include
any pulses with a width less than 0.65 ms. However, the
width distributions in Fig. 8 suggest that there are many nar-
row single pulses, as the distributions are cut by our com-
pleteness limits. These could be emitted in very limited rota-
tional phases as the most narrow detectable single pulses in
Fig. 9. For the data groups 6 to 11, where the ’No SP’ profile
peak in between the two peaks of the other profiles, the most
narrow single pulses have been detected in between as well.
Thus, adding more narrow pulses could explain the profile
in this case. Similarly, the trailing part of the ’No SP’ profile
could be caused by narrow single pulses we cannot detect.
Here, the narrow single pulses have been detected towards
the end of duty cycle and the width distribution of the right
half in Fig. 10 suggests that the width distributions continues
below the completeness limit.

3. For very wide pulses (i.e. ’always on emission’), the de-
crease in single pulses wider than 10 ms is real, as argued
in Sect. 3. Additionally, the extending the width distribution
towards 100 ms would mean that these pulses cover a large
fraction of the duty cycle. This would be close to ’always
on emission’, which is a feature-less, faint emission over the
full duty cycle. This kind of emission could also explain why
the rotations without an detected single pulse exhibit fewer
features than those with a detected single pulse.

The case in points 1 and 2, which are testable on (archival) data
of more sensitive telescopes. Point 2 would require a higher time
resolution for these telescopes. However, more sensitive tele-
scopes would also find fainter emission in the average profile
and, thus, they still cannot relate the entire emission to detected
single pulses. After recalculating the fraction of the overall emis-
sion that can be aligned to the detected single pulses, an upper
limit for the ’always on emission’ case (as described in point
3) can be estimated. For phase 1, we have detected only a few
percent of the total emission with single pulses and no phase de-
pendence of the pulse widths seems to be present. Thus, we leave
the source of the emission to the discussion where we take into
account the observations of other telescopes.

4.2. Relation to magnetars

The radio emission of the magnetar XTE J1810-197 has been
monitored by several authors in its previous (until 2008) and cur-
rent radio outbursts. The initial single pulses found by Camilo
et al. (2006) had widths of ≲ 10 ms and peak flux densities of up
to ≤ 10 Jy. Assuming a top hat pulse, this would give fluences
of up to 100 Jy ms, which is consistent with the highest ener-
getic single pulses found in phase 1 of our data set but not with
the phase 2, as these single pulses can reach significantly higher
fluences. The average flux density of the profile in this initial ob-
servations was at maximum 10 mJy but mostly slightly less than
1 mJy, which is significantly lower than in our data set. The time
evolution of the average flux density is similar to phase 1: the av-
erage flux density decreased after an initial high until it reached
a stable low value. Additionally, the pulse profiles presented in
Camilo et al. (2016) seem to show more structure and under-
went major changes, where multiple components were visible at
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different times. While we see variations from observation to ob-
servation, we have found a less dynamic change in the overall
profile (besides the split in March 2021).

Maan et al. (2019) studied the single pulses of XTE J1810-
197 with the upgraded Giant Metrewave Radio Telescope
(uGMRT) in December 2018 and February 2019. These authors
found that the single pulses have peak flux densities of up to a
few Jy and have rates of up to several thousand detected single
pulses per hour. This suggests that the about 1200 single pulses
we found in phase 1 are the bright outliers of the single pulse
population at that time. Additionally, Maan et al. (2019) found
that the single pulses align well with the overall average profile
in phase. Thus, their findings support our interpretation of the
profiles we found in Fig. 6 and Fig. 9.

Caleb et al. (2022) observed XTE J1810-197 in both radio
and X-ray for two years since its radio reappearance in Decem-
ber 2018 and thus overlap with our observations in the data
groups 1 to 4. A surprising result of the X-ray monitoring in
their campaign is that the strong increase of the average radio
flux density from May to September 2020 is lacking an increased
activity in X-ray, but this would show the lowest X-ray activity
in campaign. This phase has among the highest energetic single
pulses and mean flux density detected over observational cam-
paign as shown in Fig. 4 and Fig. 8. We inspected archival data
from the Swift/XRT X-ray telescope in the rages August 2020
and February to April 2021 to see whether the second increase
of radio loudness in February 2021 is related to an enhanced X-
ray activity. The X-ray activity of XTE J1810-197 is of about
0.1 counts/s to 0.15 counts/s, which is consistent with the cool
down presented in Borghese et al. (2021). Therefore, the Febru-
ary increase is again lacking an corresponding increase in X-ray
activity and the activity in the radio regime may evolve inde-
pendently from the activity seen in X-ray, at least under the cir-
cumstances for XTE J1810-197. This is in contrast to the com-
monly used search strategy for radio emission from magnetars,
which targets magnetars after X-ray outbursts. Thus, we argue
that using X-ray as a trigger is a biased view on the potential of
radio emission from magnetars and encourage regular indepen-
dent monitoring of magnetars in the radio regime.

Additionally, Caleb et al. (2022) claimed to have found gi-
ant pulses coming from this magnetar. Their criterion for a gi-
ant pulse is for the average flux density of the on-pulse window
to exceed ten times the average flux density, with the emission
coming from a narrow phase range. These giant pulses are dom-
inated by a spiky emission that has a width of about 10 ms. It is
important to notice that our definition of a single pulse differs to
the one used by Caleb et al. (2022) and this spiky emission is
equivalent to our single pulse definition The widths of the spiky
emission fits well with the widths found in data group 2. The ob-
servations where the giant pulses where found lay in the break
between phase 1 and phase 2. Hence, we cannot compare our
findings directly to the giant pulse phase of the magnetar. From
the single pulse properties distributions in Fig. 8, we do not find
a separate class of high fluence pulses. Thus, the potential giant
pulses might be the high energy end of the single pulse distri-
bution. Additionally, as the selection criterion is based on the
average flux density of the entire on-pulse window, having addi-
tional weaker single pulses in the same rotation will give rise to
a higher average flux density and would make the rotation match
the criterion for giant pulses.

Generally, the width, fluence, and mean flux densities found
for XTE J1810-197 in this work agree with the single pulse prop-
erties of other magnetars, for example Wharton et al. (2019) for
the galactic centre magnetar J1745-2900, Levin et al. (2012) for

J1622-4950, Esposito et al. (2020) and Champion et al. (2020)
for Swift J1818.0-1607. While these works used more sensitive
telescopes, the shorter and fewer observations limit the size of
the single pulses data set for statistical analyses; namely, they do
detect significantly fainter single pulses, but the temporal change
in the overall single pulse population cannot be studied, making
it difficult to compare our findings with other works in this re-
gard.

The magnetar SGR 1935+2154 became particularly relevant
to the magnetar FRB connection after the detection of an FRB-
like burst (FRB 20200428) by CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al.
(2020) and Bochenek et al. (2020). In follow up observations,
only a few more bursts have been detected by Kirsten et al.
(2021), Pleunis & CHIME/FRB Collaboration (2020) and Zhang
et al. (2020). The recent work by Zhu et al. (2023) has found a
larger amount of single pulses from this magnetar, which are or-
ders of magnitude fainter and thus referred to as pulses rather
than bursts. The width of these single pulses are of the order
of 1 ms, which is significantly narrower than the single pulses
detected in our work. This could be caused by the shorter rota-
tional period but also our incompleteness to pulses shorter than
0.65 ms. The SGR 1935+2154 single pulses fall in the RRAT
regime of the transient phase space (Fig. 12), which agrees with
the single pulses we have found in this work. Additionally, all
single pulses from SGR 1935+2154 occur in a narrow phase
window, which agrees with the observed behaviour of XTE
J1810-197. The FRB-like bursts from SGR 1935+2154, on the
other hand, are not bound to the on-pulse window suggesting that
the emission mechanism is different to the single pulses found by
Zhu et al. (2023). Hence, the single pulses from SGR 1935+2154
are analogous to the single pulses we found in our campaign.

Kramer et al. (2023) propose that the periodicity of the mi-
cro structure duration (Pµ) in radio transients is linearly related
to their rotational periods. The rotational period of XTE J1810-
197 gives Pµ ≈ 5 ms. From the examples shown in Fig. A.1, the
periodicity of the pulses with a multi-burst morphology seems
to be around this predicted values. Thus, the relation also holds
at 1.4 GHz, which is lower than the data used by Kramer et al.
(2023), as those authors looked at XTE J1810-197 from 4 GHz
to 8 GHz. However, an in-depth analysis especially regarding the
time dependence of Pµ would be necessary to fully confirm the
prediction.

4.3. Relation to FRBs

The fluence and energy distributions of repeating FRBs are ex-
pected to follow a power law, but the observed single pulses do
not seem to follow a power law. Nevertheless, we can compare
our observable to those seen in for FRBs. To compare our sin-
gle pulses to repeating FRB luminosities and durations, we dis-
play our single pulses from XTE J1810-197 (assuming a distance
of 2.5 kpc as reported by Ding et al. (2020)), along with some
well localised repeating FRBs and other radio transients (pulsars,
Crab nanoshots, Crab Giant Radio Pulses, GRPs, and Rotating
RAdio Transients, RRATs) in Fig. 12, which is based on Nimmo
et al. (2022)5. Our brightest pulses are about 1022 erg/s/Hz and,
hence, six orders of magnitude less bright than FRB 20200428
(from SGR 1935+2154). In comparison to the other (extragalac-
tic) FRBs, the luminosity is about four orders of magnitude be-
low the bursts seen from the repeater in M81 (FRB20200120E)
and about seven orders of magnitude below the parameters space
covered by most other repeaters.

5 https://github.com/KenzieNimmo/tps
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Fig. 12. Transient phase space including the pulses from XTE J1810-
197 presented in this work and some of the known repeating FRBs,
RRAT pulses, and the bursts from SGR 1935+2154. Plot based on
Nimmo et al. (2022) and references their in with additional pulses from
Zhang et al. (2023), Niu et al. (2022) and Hewitt et al. (2022).
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Fig. 13. Waiting time distribution for the detected single pulses of the
observations since September 2020. The vertical lines mark multiples
of the rotational period (5.542 s).

The extremely bright burst from SGR 1935+2154 has been a
rare event so far. Furthermore, the distinction between pulses and
bursts proposed by Zhu et al. (2023) indicates that bursts only
occur under specific conditions. It is unclear what conditions are
required for such events and whether XTE 1810-197 can satisfy
them. Therefore, the duration of our observation campaign may
not have been long enough to capture extremely rare, but very
bright events.

Additionally, we have not found any of the characteristic
spectral features of the known repeating FRBs, such as band-
limited emission with downward frequency drifts. However, we
see similar morphologies in the time series, for example, from
FRB 20121102A by Jahns et al. (2023) or in the CHIME/FRB
sample (Pleunis et al. (2021)). The waiting time distribution pre-
sented in Jahns et al. (2023) has similar features as the waiting
time distribution of our detected single pulses, which is shown in
Fig. 13. For our observations, there are pulses with waiting times
from 2 ms to 400 ms(i.e. less than the rotational period) and sin-
gle pulses with waiting times larger than 5 s, with peaks at inte-

ger multiples of the rotational period (indicated by the vertical
lines in Fig. 13). The waiting times within a single rotation split
into two peaks at about 25 ms and 200 ms. Jahns et al. (2023)
find bursts from FRB20121102A in three peaks. Two of them
are in the range of 1 ms to 100 ms, where the Poisson interpre-
tation predicts zero bursts, and the third in the range 1 s to 100 s
with a few bursts in between. Hence, the waiting time distribu-
tion is continuous in contrast to our observations, which show
a clear gap. The peaks at 1 ms to 100 ms can be split into sub-
bursts (median 4 ms) and separate bursts (median 22 ms. Thus,
the waiting time distribution consists of three peaks as for XTE
J1810-197. The first two peaks are each about an order of magni-
tude shorter for the FRB than for the magnetar. In both cases, the
first peak can be linked to sub-bursts and sub-pulses and is thus a
characteristic of the emission process. The different time scales
might indicate different environments in which the pulse or burst
is produced or a difference in the duration of the rotational pe-
riod. Jahns et al. (2023) argued that the second peak (indicat-
ing the duty cycle for the magnetar in our case) is related to the
physical process that produces the bursts that is has a similar in-
terpretation as the sub-bursts. The third peak for the magnetar is
a consequence of its clear periodicity, but for the FRB, it is inter-
preted as a consequence of the Poissonian nature of the emission.
Therefore, the presence of detected FRBs between the emission
scale peak and the Poisson peak is particularly challenging for a
rotational progenitor model. A potential explanation could be a
very wide duty cycle or the possibility that FRBs are not bound
to the emission window, as proposed by Zhu et al. (2023).

5. Conclusions

We report the long-term monitoring of the magnetar XTE J1810-
197 with the Stockert radio telescope between December 2018
and November 2021. Here, we have found 115,000 single pulses
using our presented filtering method. During the observational
campaign, the magnetar shows different emission properties,
most notably between the 2018/19 observations (phase 1) and
the 2020/21 observations (phase 2).

1. Phase 1 and phase 2 observations showed folded profiles
with comparable flux densities, while the rate of detected sin-
gle pulses differ significantly with a few per hour in phase 1
and hundreds per hour in phase 2.

2. In phase 2, the emission properties show two distinct groups
split by short phase of inactivity around mid March 2021. Up
to March 2021, the profile consists of a single visible peak
and wide (single mode distribution peaking around 10 ms)
single pulses with fluences of up to 1000 Jy ms, while the
profiles after mid March 2021 show two distinct peaks and
the single pulses are more narrow and less energetic.

3. Based on the similarities between the single pulse width dis-
tribution of the left half and the left peak and right half and
right peak, respectively, we argue that this could be caused
by a drift of the emission regions in the magnetosphere. This
drift caused the profile to split as well as lower fluences and
mean flux densities, while the widths do not change abruptly
and follow a long-term trend. A study of the polarisation
properties of the single pulses would be a test of this hy-
pothesis.

4. We can link about 61 % of the received emission in phase 2
to rotations to detected single pulses, which have very simi-
lar profiles to the single pulses emission itself. The remain-
ing emission can be due to single pulses we cannot detect
(extreme widths or faint) but we cannot entirely rule out an
’always on emission’ case.
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5. The emission at the edges of the rotations without a detected
single pulse can be explained by the phase dependence of the
fluence of the single pulses as the beam passes our LOS.

6. The fluence distributions of the single pulses do not follow a
power law distribution, but they are otherwise similar to the
single pulses seen for other magnetars.

7. The radio outbursts of the XTE J1810-197 in the September
2020 and the February 2021 are not associated with a X-ray
activity, indicating that radio is not always following X-ray
activity.

We will continue to monitor the magnetar XTE J1810-197 with
the Stockert radio telescope on a regular basis and encourage
observations with telescopes of higher sensitivity as well as po-
larisation capabilities. This will yield a better understanding of
the emission mechanism of the magnetar, which could poten-
tially help to improve the overall understanding of other neutron
star-related radio emission, as well as that of FRBs.

Data availability6

The pulse rate and average flux density per observation (Table
A1) and a list of single pulses with the properties discussed
in this work (Table A2) are only available online at the CDS
via anonymous ftp to cdsarc.u-strasbg.fr (130.79.128.5) or via
http://cdsweb.u-strasbg.fr/cgi-bin/qcat?J/A+A/ and at the Max
Planck digital library7. Table A1 contains the following infor-
mation. Column 1 gives the date of the observation, column 2
gives the MJD of the start of the observation, column 3 gives the
number of pulses detected by the filtering, column 4 gives the un-
certainty for the detected number of pulses, column 5 (Jy) gives
the mean flux density of the folded profile and column 6 (Jy)
gives the uncertainty for the mean flux density. Table A2 con-
tains the following information. Column 1 gives the MJD of the
start of the observation, column 2 gives the time (in s) since the
start of the observations when the single pulse was detected, col-
umn 3 gives the phase of the centre of the pulse (in s), column 4
gives the mean flux density of the pulse (Jy), column 5 gives the
fluence of the single pulse (Jyms), column 6 gives the width of
the single pulse (ms), and column 7 indicates whether the pulse
was detected in the left or right half/peak (1=left, 2=right).
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Fig. A.1. Examples of the different morphologies in the dynamic spec-
trum and the time series of the detected single pulses from the observa-
tion on 29 September 2020.

Appendix A: Single pulse morphologies

Figure A.1 shows examples of different morphologies of sin-
gle pulses all seen within a single observation on 29 September
2020.
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