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ABSTRACT

Plasma lensing displays interesting characteristics that set it apart from gravitational lensing. The magnetised medium induces

birefringence in the two polarisation modes. As the lensing deflection grows stronger, e.g. when images form near the critical

curve, the geometric delay of the signal can cause rotation in linear polarisation, in addition to Faraday rotation. This rotation

has a frequency dependence to the power of four. We study the geometric rotation of the lensed image in a Gaussian density

model and find that it is necessary to take into account the geometric rotation when estimating magnetised media, especially in

the under-dense lens. At frequencies of ∼ 1 GHz or lower, the geometric rotation can dominate. We simulate the flux of lensed

images and find that when the image forms near the lensing critical curve, the birefringence can convert the linear polarisation

and un-polarisation pulse into a circular mode. The lensing magnification has the potential to increase the probability of detecting

such events.

Key words: gravitational lensing – ISM – magnetic field

1 INTRODUCTION

The deflection of light rays caused by the inhomogeneous distribu-

tions of free electrons is called plasma lensing (e.g. Romani et al.

1987; Clegg et al. 1998; Cordes & Rickett 1998). Initially, it was

proposed to explain the Extreme Scattering Events (ESEs), which

are compact radio sources occasionally observed to go through a

period of demagnification at low frequencies (Fiedler et al. 1987).

Some phenomena in the scintillation of pulsars can be also related

to the highly anisotropic scattering of the interstellar medium (ISM)

(e.g. Stinebring et al. 2001; Walker et al. 2004; Cordes et al. 2006;

Basu et al. 2016; Lam et al. 2018; Zhu et al. 2022). Plasma lensing

shares several similar features with gravitational lensing, especially

in terms of the mathematical description (Wagner & Er 2020). How-

ever, different features are also introduced by plasma lensing, such

as wavelength dependence, opposite to the deflection due to gravity.

Moreover, mass models in gravitational lensing have been exten-

sively studied from both numerical simulations and observations,

while the free electron density lacks solid constraints. The Gaussian

density profile provides a valuable model to describe the behaviours

of a discrete clump of ionised material in the ISM (Clegg et al. 1998;

Romani et al. 1987). Since then the plasma lens model has been ex-
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panded on in a number of ways (e.g. Pen & King 2012; Pen & Levin

2014; Er & Rogers 2018; Simard & Pen 2018; Main et al. 2018).

When the radio signal propagates through a magnetic medium,

the magnetic field can cause rotation to the linearly polarised signal

(e.g. Ichimaru 1975; Broderick & Blandford 2010; Turimov et al.

2019). The pulsar Rotation Measure (RM) has been widely used

to study the line-of-sight averaged magnetic field (e.g. Han et al.

2018; Ng et al. 2020; Dickey et al. 2022; Li et al. 2022). Moreover,

the magnetic field induces birefringent in the plasma lensing (e.g.

Suresh & Cordes 2019; Gwinn 2019; Li et al. 2019; Rogers et al.

2020). The birefringent or the extra delay caused by a magnetic

field usually is small enough to be neglected. However, some recent

observations suggest large magnetic fields, e.g. the repeating FRB

121102 (Spitler et al. 2014; Michilli et al. 2018; Margalit & Metzger

2018), the Galactic central magnetar J1745-2900 (Eatough et al.

2013; Desvignes et al. 2018). Moreover, a large variation of RMs sug-

gests a complicated intergalactic and interstellar environment (e.g.

Hilmarsson et al. 2021; Feng et al. 2022; Anna-Thomas et al. 2022).

The variations of the density of magnetised media can cause multi-

path scattering, widen the pulse or change the polarisation mode

of the signal (e.g. Macquart & Melrose 2000; Xu & Zhang 2016;

Li et al. 2019; Beniamini et al. 2022; Kumar & Beniamini 2022).

The large RM and its variations can deflect the light and cause the

corresponding lensing effects. In this work, we study plasma lens-

ing due to the magnetised medium, especially the time delay and

polarisation modes by the lensing. In section 2, we present the ba-
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sic equations and the idea of geometric rotation and we show some

examples in section 3 and give a summary at the end.

2 THE PLASMA DEFLECTION WITH MAGNETIC FIELD

The basics of lensing can be found in e.g. Schneider (2006);

Tuntsov et al. (2016). We use angular diameter distances between

the lens and us, the source and us, and between the lens and the

source as �3 , �B , �3B respectively. We introduce the angular coor-

dinates \ in the lens plane as image position, and those in the source

plane V. They are related by the lens equation

V = \ − U(\) = \ − ∇\k(\), (1)

where U is the reduced deflection angle, ∇\ is the gradient on the

image plane, k is the effective lens potential. All the lensing dis-

tortions can be calculated from k. The magnification produced by a

lens is inversely related to the Jacobian � of the lens equation, `−1
=

det(�). In order to calculate the plasma lensing potential, we start

with the refractive indices for plasma with a magnetic field 1

=!,' ≈ 1 − l2
4

2l2

(

1 ± l�

l

)

, (2)

where the subscript !, ' indicate the left- and right-modes of the

circular polarisation respectively. The approximation in Eq. 2 holds

if l� ≪ l and l4 ≪ l, where l is the observational frequency.l4

is the plasma frequency given by

l2
4 =

4c=4 (A)42

<4
, (3)

which depends on the electron number density =4 (A) in three dimen-

sion, and A is the radius. l� is the cyclotron frequency of the parallel

magnetic field

l� =
4� cos [

<42
, (4)

with [ is the angle between magnetic field ®� and the line of sight.

Due to the changing of propagation speed in the plasma, there will

be a delay of the signal with respect to that in the vacuum

Ck =
_2A4

2c2
�" ± _3

c2
'". (5)

The plasma lensing potential can be obtained in analogy with gravi-

tational lensing

k =
2�3B

�3�B
Ck . (6)

The projected electron density, which can be estimated approximately

by Dispersion Measure (DM)

�" (\) ≈ #4 (\) =
∫

=4 (A) 3I; . (7)

The integral is performed alone the light of sight, I; . The homoge-

neous plasma outside the lens will not contribute to the deflection

angle, but to the time delay. In this work we limit our study to the

plasma in the lens. The rotation measure

'" =
A2
4

2c4

∫

=4 (A)� ‖ 3I; , (8)

1 In this work, we only consider free electrons for the plasma lens. The ion

plasma can slightly change our result but is not taken into account in the

current study. See Ichimaru (1975) for more details.

where � ‖ is the magnetic field along the l.o.s. Due to the velocity

difference between the L- and R-polarisation, there will be an arrival

time difference during the propagation of distance � in a uniform

magnetic field ®�,

ΔC!' =
2_3'"

c2
. (9)

Such a delay will cause a rotation of the linear polarisation angle by

Δq = _2'", (10)

which is also known as the Faraday rotation. Thus one can use the

variation of linear polarisation of the wavelength to estimate the

magnetic field along the l.o.s., 〈� ‖〉 ∼ '"/�" . One approximation

is that the deflection from plasma lensing is neglected, which will

affect the Faraday rotation.

First, we consider the transverse gradient of the magnetic field

which does not correlate with electron density along the z-direction.

Then the lensing potential can be written as

k = \2
00(\) ± \2

10(\)1(\), (11)

where we define

\0 ≡ _

(

A4#0

2c�C

)1/2
, (12)

\1 ≡
(

_2#0A4

2c�C

2_A4�0

42`0

)1/2
= \0

(

2_A4�0

42`0

)1/2
=

(

_3'"0

c�C

)1/2
,

(13)

where �C = �3�B/�3B . The function 0(\) gives the profile of the

projected electron density, i.e. #4 = #0 0(\), and 1(\) gives the

profile of the magnetic field, �(\) = �01(\). The deflection angle

can be given by

U!,' = \2
0∇0(\) ± \2

1∇(0(\)1(\)) (14)

The arrival time difference between the left and right polarisation

can be given by

ΔC!' =
(1 + I)�C

2

U2
!
− U2

'

2
+ 2_3'"

c2
, (15)

where the second term is known as Faraday delay (e.g.

Thompson et al. 1994; Li et al. 2019). We will use �"0 and '"0 to

indicate the dispersion measure and rotation measure at the centre of

the lens. Then the phase rotation at position \ including the lensing

effect is

Δq = (1 + I)_2\2
0'"0∇0(\)∇(0(\)1(\)) + _2'"00(\)1(\). (16)

The first term on the right-hand side is the “geometric rotation”

Δq64>, and the second term is the Faraday rotation Δq'" . Since

\0 is proportional to _2, the geometric rotation has a different wave-

length dependent than the Faraday rotation, i.e.Δq64> ∝ _4. Usually,

the geometric term is extremely smaller than the second one and can

be safely neglected. In case of a high density of the electron, strong

magnetic field, or large gradient of electron density, such a term can

have a non-neglect contribution. The wavelength in the equation is

that of the photon at the lens. And the RM is the observed one, which

has an extra factor 1/(1 + I)2 corresponding to the RM at redshift

I. Thus both two delays are redshift dependent. For simplicity, we

consider the low redshift case at current work, i.e. I ∼ 0.

First, we assume the magnetic field follows the same profile as the

electron density in the rest of this work, i.e. 1(\) = 0(\). We adopt

a Gaussian profile for our plasma lensing,

#4 (\) = #0exp

(

− \2

2f2

)

, (17)

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2023)



B-field in plasma lens 3

Symbol Description

\ angular coordinate in the lens plane

V angular coordinate in the source plane

U deflection angle

k (\) effective lens potential

�C = �3�B/�3B

=4 3D electron density

l, _ observed frequency, wavelength

l4 plasma frequency

l� cyclotron frequency

A4 classical radius of the electron A4 =
4

2

<42
2

4 charge of the electron

<4 mass of the electron

Table 1. Summary table of quantities and parameters used in this paper.

where f is the width of the lens. The total rotation (geometry and

Faraday) at image position \ is then

Δq =

[

2

(

\0

f

)2 (

\

f

)2

exp

(

− 3\2

2f2

)

+ exp

(

− \2

f2

)

]

_2'"0. (18)

The first term in the bracket presents the relative strength of the

geometric rotation. The interesting points can be found here. First,

we can see that the rotation strongly depends on the image position

(the separation between the image and the centre of the lens) \.

A similar situation can be found in the time delay of gravitational

lensing. In the original paper of Shapiro (Shapiro 1964), it is stated

that the time delay caused by the deflection, i.e. geometric delay is

negligible compared with the potential delay. However, it is necessary

to include such a contribution in the analysis of strong lensing time

delay. The reason is where the image formed by the lens (Tsupko et al.

2020). An image formed near the critical curve will experience a

strong deflection and has a significant geometric time delay. A large

geometric delay can also change the dispersion relation and bias the

estimate of the electron density (Er et al. 2020). A similar situation

can be found here. If the image is formed near the lens, the geometric

rotation is necessary to be taken into account. The other aspect is

the property of the lens, or the density gradient of the lens, e.g.

for Gaussian lens \0/f. Moreover, in the Gaussian profile, since

\2
0
/f2 ∝ #0�3B�3/�B (since f ∝ 1/�3), besides the projected

electron density #0, the distances of the lens and the source are

important as well. At a cosmological distance, such as FRBs, the

geometric term will become important. For a given distance of the

source, the factor �3B�3/�B reaches a maximum when �3 = �3B ,

i.e. when the lens locates at the middle point between the source and

us. The plasma lens in the host galaxy or in the Milky Way will play

a relatively small effect. Moreover, from Eq. 18 we can see the ratio

between the geometric to Faraday rotation does not depend on the

strength of the magnetic field at all, but only on the gradient of the

electron density. This is because we assume that the magnetic field

has the same profile as that of electron density.

The extra deflection by the RM can split the caustics of the lensing.

Without RM, the caustics of the Gaussian model lens are generated

by the radial magnification (Er & Rogers 2018). The magnetic field,

i.e. RM will cause two effects: first, it will generate a caustic of

tangential magnification, and only to one polarisation at a specific

frequency. However, it requires strong RM, i.e. \1 ∼ f. Since \1
is frequency dependent, the caustic has a frequency shift (Li et al.

2019). The second effect is that it will split the caustic by radial

magnification slightly, which also requires a large RM or \1 . Both

of them will cause a difference between the flux of two polarisation

modes, which will be manifested by a toy example later.

If the density of the free electron is a power law profile, \0 and \1
will be different. We start with the three dimension density profile

=4 (A) = =0

(

'0

A

)ℎ

, ℎ > 0, (19)

where =0 is a constant representing the electron density at radius

A = '0. We consider a case of ℎ = 2 for the electron density and

ℎ = 1 for the magnetic field, i.e. �(A) = �0 ('0/A). The deflection

angle is

U(\) =
\3

0

\2
±

\4
1

\3
, (20)

where the characteristic radius is (Bisnovatyi-Kogan & Tsupko 2010,

2015)

\0 ≡
(

_2 �3B

�B�
2
3

A4=0'
2
0√

c

Γ(3/2)
Γ(1)

)1/3
, (21)

and

\1 ≡
(

2_3 �3B

�B�
3
3

A2
4'

3
0√
c

'"0
Γ(2)
Γ(3/2)

)1/4
. (22)

Similarly, the rotation by the magnetic field will be increased due

to geometric rotation. The lens properties are slightly different, and

different profiles of the magnetic field can cause complicated splitting

of the two circular modes.

3 SIMULATED EXAMPLES

We adopt toy models to compare the intensity between L- and R-

mode and the rotation to the polarisation. We take a positive Gaus-

sian model and an under-dense model. The free electron density has

a wide range in the Milky Way (e.g. Cordes & Lazio 2002; Yao et al.

2017). RM can also have large variation, e.g. '" ∼ 10−200 rad m−2

(Simard-Normandin et al. 1981; Taylor et al. 2009). We adopt a con-

servative value for the central electron density and magnetic field

#0 = 120 pc cm−3, '"0 = 50 rad m−2 for a Gaussian profile, and

f = 10 AU (∼ 0.026 arcsec). The distance of the lens and source are

taken from a pulsar plasma lensing event PSR B0834+06, �3 = 389

pc, �B = 620 pc (Liu et al. 2016; Zhu et al. 2022).

We first adopt a positive Gaussian density model (Eq. 17), and

compare the Faraday rotation and the geometric rotation (Fig. 1). In

the first panel, we present the Faraday rotation and geometric rotation

at \ = 3f. They follow different power laws on the frequency, -2 and

-4 respectively. They cross at about a ∼ 8 GHz. Above this frequency,

the geometric rotation can be neglected. While below that, the esti-

mate of the magnetic field will be problematic if one only considers

the Faraday rotation. We present the ratio between the geometric

rotation to Faraday rotation at two image positions. One is at where

the ratio reaches a maximum in the Gaussian model, i.e. \ =
√

2f.

The other one is at \ = 3f. The last panel shows the ratio between

geometric rotation to Faraday rotation by the grey shadow, in loga-

rithmic scale. Within the cyan curve, i.e. at low frequency and image

near the lens, the geometric rotation will dominate. Out of the pur-

ple curve, the geometric rotation only causes a small “perturbation”.

When the image is close to the lens, the geometric term dominates.

However, a concentrate plasma lens is diverging, i.e. when the lens

and source are well aligned, it causes strong de-magnification. We

have a low chance to observe an image near the centre of the lens. We

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2023)
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Figure 1. ) >?− the geometric rotation (red dash line), the Faraday rotation

(blue dotted line), and total rotation (black solid line), at \ = 3f. "833;4−
ratio between geometric rotation to Faraday rotation as a function of frequency

at two image positions. �>CC><− ratio of rotation at different image positions

and frequencies. The dark (light) colour stands for a high (low) ratio. The

colour bar gives the log-scale. The vertical lines indicate two image positions,

\ =
√

2f, 3f respectively. The purple, cyan, and yellow curve indicates the

contour where the ratio equals 0.1, 1, 10 respectively.

thus define an average ratio A between the geometric to the Faraday

rotation with magnification as weighting by

Ā ≡
∫ ∫ V2

0
d2V `(V) A (V)
cV2

2

, (23)

where V2 is the cross-section of the lens, which we take roughly 4V0

here. Different values of V2 have been used, and no dramatic change

has been found. The average ratio can vary from about one hundred

at low frequency (< 1 GHz) to ∼ 10−3 at ∼ 10 GHz in the positive

Gaussian model.

We move a source behind the lens from V = −0.3 arcsec to V = 0.3

arcsec along the axis of the plasma lens. In Figs.2, we show the image-

source position and the magnification curve on the source plane.

Although at small \, ` approaches zero, the two critical curves are

still within the region of the purple curve in Fig. 1. Therefore, when

-0.3
-0.2
-0.1

0
0.1
0.2

θ 
(a

rc
se

c) 10GHz

−0.3 −0.2 −0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

β (arcsec)
−4

−2

0

2

4

μ

Figure 2. The V − \ relation (top), and the magnification curves (bottom) for

a Gaussian plasma lens at 10 GHz. Different colours are used for different

source positions.

the image is near the critical curves, i.e. strongly magnified, there

is a large probability to detect the lensed image, and with a large

geometric rotation.

We simulate the intrinsic flux of the source by

� (a) = �0

(

a

a0

)−0.22

, (24)

with �0 = 176 mJy and a0 = 10 GHz (Tuntsov et al. 2016). We

assume that the source is partially linear polarised, but as we can

see later that both linear and unpolarised modes will be changed.

The intensity of the lensed image at various frequencies is shown

in Fig. 3. When there are multiple images, the intensity is the sum

of all the lensed images. Within the inner caustics, no images are

formed, resulting in zero intensity. Near the caustics, the yellow and

blue colours represent the strong magnification of the images near the

critical curves. The right panel depicts the difference between the left-

and right polarisation, i.e. a Stokes-V component. As we use a partial

linear mode of the source, there is no signal detected most of the time.

However, in an extremely narrow region near the critical curve, we

detect a significant Stokes-V component. The position of caustics for

left- and right-modes are slightly different in reality. Therefore, the

two circular modes will be immensely magnified at slightly different

positions and left with only one mode to be detected at one caustic,

regardless of the initial polarisation mode of the source. At ∼ 10

GHz, the separation between the caustics of two modes is about

10−10 arcsec. Assuming the relative speed of the lens is 100 :</B,
the circular mode will switch within 0.1 seconds. However, for a lens

at 5 kpc, the Fresnel scale at 10 GHz is ∼ 10−6 arcsec. Thus the

image size will be larger than the magnified event, or the split of the

caustics. It will be difficult to measure the split, which is much smaller

than the image size. At lower frequencies, the split and the switching

time become bigger. For example, the circular mode can remain for

∼ 1 second at ∼ 3 GHz. The Gaussian lens can generate two sets of

caustics at lower frequencies. The same phenomena happen to the

inner caustic as well, but it is less prominent because the split of the

caustic is weaker. Moreover, near the critical curve, the images will

be highly magnified, which increases the probability of detection.

In the second test, we adopt an under-dense Gaussian model of

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2023)
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Figure 3. The simulated flux density (in mJy) on frequency-source position plane of the lensed images. The intensity is truncated at 2000 mJy for better visibility.

!4 5 C− (Stokes-I), '86ℎC− Stokes-V. The spatial separation of the two caustics near 10 GHz is about 10−10 arcsec (zoom-in panel).

electron density which is a convergent lens (e.g. Pen & King 2012),

#4 = #0 − #0exp

(

− \2

2f2

)

, (25)

or in our way 0(\) = 1(\) = (1 − exp(−\2/(2f2))). The deflection

angle will be

U!,' =

\2
0
\

f2
6(\) ±

2\2
1
\

f2
6(\)(1 − 6(\)), (26)

where 6(\) = exp(−\2/(2f2)). The total rotation by the plasma lens

with a magnetic field will be

Δq = _2'"0
[

2

(

\0

f2

)2 (

\2

f2

)

e
− \

2

f2 (1 − 6(\)) + (1 − 6(\))2
]

. (27)

In Fig. 4, we show the ratio between the geometric rotation to the

Faraday rotation. A similar situation can be found, i.e. when the

image is formed near the lens, the geometric rotation dominates.

However, since the under-dense plasma lens is a converging lens, the

images within the critical will not be de-magnified. The probability

of detecting images with high magnification, or the cross-section of

high magnification is higher than that of the diverging lens.

In Fig. 5, we adopt the same intrinsic flux and show the lensed

image flux. Unlike the diverging lens, there is no de-magnification

region. Near the out critical curve, the lens induces circular polar-

isation as well. In the under-dense lens, there is a large frequency

range to detect the difference between the two polarisation modes.

We estimate the average ratio between the geometric rotation to the

Faraday rotation using Eq. 23 for the under-dense model as well.

In most cases of our interest (images near the lens, and lower than

∼ 30 GHz), the average ratio is greater than one. The reason is that

the lensing magnification boosts the probability to detect the images

with high geometric delay. Therefore, in the under-dense lens model,

geometric rotation is common and can dominate the total rotation in

many cases. Thus it is necessary to take into account in estimate of

the magnetic field.

3.1 Differential arrival times

The dispersion relation gives the inverse quadratic CDM ∝ a−2DM

delay of pulsars and FRBs, which is caused by a constant distri-

Figure 4. Same as bottom panel of Fig. 1 but for an under dense Gaussian

density profile.

bution of plasma. Besides that, RM, the gradient of the electron

density, and the gradient of RM will cause extra delays as well. In the

previous analysis, the higher-order terms are concluded to be neg-

ligible (e.g. Phillips & Wolszczan 1992). Recent observations find

large value RM and strong variations of DM, e.g. in the repeating

FRB 121102, RM has been found to be ∼ 105 rad m−2(Michilli et al.

2018; Margalit & Metzger 2018). Thus in this section, we estimate

the effects of RM in some extreme cases.

We adopt a mock example in this section. A radio pulse source

with a width of 0.2 milli-second behind a Gaussian plasma lens

is used (Eq. 17). In order to manifest the effect of RM, we use an

extremely large value, '"0 = 5 × 107 rad m−2, but a relatively

small #0 = 1000 pc cm−3. The size of the lens is f = 1 arcsec,

which makes the lens sub-critical at high frequency (∼ 1.2 GHz),

i.e. no critical curve or multiple images, and super-critical at low

frequency, a < 1 GHz. We align the source to the centre of the

lens by V = 1.5 arcsec, inside the caustic at low frequency. The

frequency delay relation is shown in Fig. 6. Since the image position

will depend on the frequency, at the image position, the electron

density, and rotation measure will vary between #4 (\) ≈ 350 − 930

pc cm−3, '" (\) ≈ 6.5 × 106 − 4.3 × 107 rad m−2 respectively. The

blue curve presents the delay with a constant DM= 600 pc2<−3. The

grey shadow shows the full lensing delay. They almost overlap at

high frequencies and the lensing delay is significantly larger than the

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2023)
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Figure 5. Same as Fig. 3 but for an under dense Gaussian density profile. The

top is for Stokes-I and the bottom is for Stokes-V.

blue curve at low frequencies. The grey scale indicates the flux of the

lensed image. It becomes faint at low frequency due to the plasma

lensing de-magnification. On top of that, we show the different arrival

times between the left and right polarisation in the small panel, which

can reach a few milliseconds at low frequencies. Such a difference

will either split the signal into two pulses or broaden the width of the

signal.

The splitting of left and right polarisation can be observed with

high RM. For example, in case of ΔC!,' = 1 milli-second at 1 GHz,

RM has to be ∼ 107 rad m−2 (e.g. Suresh & Cordes 2019). The

contribution of the geometric delay has not been included, which

can enhance the splitting with a density gradient. As every coin has

two sides, the diverging plasma lensing will de-magnify the image,

and thus may reduce the probability of the detection of such kinds

of images. The exact situation can be complicated depending on the

density profile of the electrons and the magnetic field. A conservative

estimate with a Gaussian model, e.g. weak de-magnification or even

magnification, will be around \ ∼ \0 ∼ f, and ΔCgeo/ΔC'" ∼ 1, i.e.

the geometric delay can double the splitting. In our estimate of the

ratio (e.g. Eq. 23, Fig. 1), the geometric term can be greater than the

RM term to ∼ 103 at low frequency, a few hundred MHz. In other

words, a magnetic field of '" ∼ 104 rad m−2 has the possibility

to split the signal. It is even more interesting in the under-dense

model since the magnification effect will enhance the probability of

detection. The condition is that the image formed within the lensing

cross-section. The exact enhancement by the geometric delay needs

Figure 6. The simulated radio dispersion signal. The blue curve presents the

dispersion relation for a constant DM at the image position (\ ≈ 0.03 arcsec

at a = 1 GHz). The grey shadow shows the total time delay by the plasma

lensing for left- and right polarisation. Below the red horizontal line, the lens

becomes super-critical. But only the primary image is shown in this figure. In

the inset panel, the grey scale shows the arrival time difference between the

left and right polarisation.

further sophisticated studies. But in the under-dense lens with '" ∼
105 rad m−2, we expect to observe two close-up pulses with left- and

right polarisation modes or a large width of one mixed pulse signal.

4 DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

Plasma lensing occurs when the density gradient in plasma deflects a

light ray that is propagating through the ionised medium. In magnetic

media, radio signals exhibit birefringence, which is usually measured

through the Faraday rotation of linearly polarised radiation. This

happens because the refractive index of the two circular polarisation

modes is different. The slight difference in the propagation of the two

modes causes an additional arrival time difference that can lead to

the rotation of linear polarisation. This geometric delay is inversely

proportional to frequency to the power of 4, and it strongly depends

on the density gradient of the plasma. This effect is different from

the Faraday rotation.

In this study, we compare the rotation of linear polarisation due

to geometric effects and Faraday rotation for Gaussian density and

under-dense Gaussian density models. Our findings show that the

geometric delay can significantly increase the polarisation rotation,

especially in the under-dense model. Therefore, it is necessary to

consider the geometric effect when estimating the magnetic field

using Faraday rotation.

The birefringence can split the two circular polarisation modes. In

the case of an extremely large magnetic media, there is a possibility

to see two pulses of the signal or large width of the pulse. With

the addition of geometric delay, a split of 1 milli-second at 1 GHz

will require RM∼ 105 rad m−2. This value has been found in our

universe, such as FRB 121102. Therefore, we expect that the lens

can change the shape of the pulse, especially at low frequencies. We

adopt a toy model for the intrinsic flux of a radio source and simulate

the lensed flux for observation. Rapid flux variation occurs near the

critical curve of the lensing. Moreover, due to the split of lensing

caustic, we expect that the lens can induce Stokes-V mode and a

strong variation of the polarisation modes in an extremely narrow

region near the critical curve, regardless of the initial polarisation
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of the sources. The split can be smaller than the spatial size of the

source, and is difficult to detect. The possibility will depend on the

magnetic field and the frequency of observation.

Our study is a simple representation and does not fully describe

the real observations. The plasma density model that we adopt only

considers the profiles on a relatively large scale, such as from hun-

dreds of AU to kpc. Small-scale fluctuations, which have been ob-

served within the solar system (e.g. Lee & Lee 2019), will increase

the multi-path scattering that broadens pulses. The split pulses can

merge due to the broadening width. In the end, both scattering and

birefringence make the estimate of the intrinsic width of the pulse

difficult. The Gaussian density model is widely used in plasma lens-

ing due to its analytic simplicity. More realistic density models are

necessary, either from simulations or better observations. Especially

the multi-component density profiles on different scales worth more

detailed investigations. For cosmological sources, such as FRBs, the

multiplane lens will induce different redshift dependence and require

further studies.
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