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ABSTRACT

We report the observations of FRB 20220912A using the Five-hundred-meter Aperture Spherical

radio Telescope (FAST). We conducted 17 observations totaling 8.67 hours and detected a total of

1076 bursts with an event rate up to 390 hr−1. The cumulative energy distribution can be well

described using a broken power-law function with the lower and higher-energy slopes of −0.38± 0.02

and −2.07±0.07, respectively. We also report the L band (1−1.5 GHz) spectral index of the synthetic

spectrum of FRB 20220912A bursts, which is −2.6± 0.21. The average rotation measure (RM) value

of the bursts from FRB 20220912A is −0.08±5.39 rad m−2, close to 0 rad m−2 and maintain relatively

stable over two months. Most bursts have nearly 100% linear polarization. About 45% of the bursts

have circular polarization with SNR > 3, and the highest circular polarization degree can reach 70%.

Our observations suggest that FRB 20220912A is located in a relatively clean local environment with

complex circular polarization characteristics. These various behaviors imply that the mechanism of

circular polarization of FRBs likely originates from an intrinsic radiation mechanism, such as coherent

curvature radiation or inverse Compton scattering inside the magnetosphere of the FRB engine source

(e.g. a magnetar).

Keywords: Fast Radio Bursts: general — FRB: individual — methods: statistical

1. INTRODUCTION

Fast radio bursts (FRBs) are a type of astronomical

phenomenon characterized by brief, intense pulses of ra-

dio waves from unknown sources. Since their discovery
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in 2007 (Lorimer et al. 2007), FRBs have remained a

mystery, and their origins are still unknown.

To gain further understanding of the origins and ra-

diation mechanisms involved, it is crucial to conduct

statistical analysis and investigate the properties of a

large sample of bursts. FRBs are empirically classified

into two categories: non-repeating FRBs and repeat-

ing FRBs, with the latter accounting for a small frac-
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tion of the entire FRB population, and only a hand-

ful of them exhibiting event rates of several tens to

hundreds per hour, such as FRB 20121102A (Li et al.

2021; Jahns et al. 2023), FRB 20200120E (Nimmo et al.

2023), and FRB 20201124A (Xu et al. 2022; Zhang et al.

2022b). The study of FRB polarization may reveal the

complexity of the local environment. FRB 20121102A

and FRB 20190520B both show exceptionally high and

variable RM (Michilli et al. 2018; Hilmarsson et al.

2021b; Dai et al. 2022; Anna-Thomas et al. 2022),

while FRB 20201124A displays short-time irregular RM

oscillations Xu et al. (2022). The RM variation of

FRB 20180916B also exceeded 40% (Mckinven et al.

2022). Recently, CHIME reported measurements of the

polarization of 12 repeating FRBs, finding that a sig-

nificant proportion of FRBs experience RM changes of

tens to hundreds within months (Mckinven et al. 2023).

These facts suggest that most FRB progenitors may be

located in a complex, dynamically evolving magnetized

environment, such as a supernova remnant, a pulsar

wind nebula, or a binary system with a massive com-

panion star (Feng et al. 2022b; Wang et al. 2022a; Zhao

et al. 2023; Yang et al. 2023).

In October 2022, the CHIME/FRB collaboration re-

ported a new FRB, named FRB 20220912A (McKinven

& Chime/Frb Collaboration 2022). Over the course of

three days, nine bursts were detected in the CHIME

band, leading to the expectation that this may become

a highly active repeating FRB. According to McKinven

& Chime/Frb Collaboration (2022), the dispersion mea-

sure (DM) of FRB 20220912A is 219.46 pc cm−3, with a

small RM value of 0.6 rad m−2. The high activity level

of FRB 20220912A allowed the DSA-110 collaboration

to quickly localize the source in a host galaxy with a

redshift of 0.077 (Ravi et al. 2022). It is speculated that

this host galaxy contributes less than 50 pc cm−3 to DM,

considering a Galactic DM contribution of 125 pc cm−3

(Cordes & Lazio 2002; Yao et al. 2017) plus a Milky

Way halo contribution of 10 pc cm−3 (Keating & Pen

2020). The low host galaxy DM contribution is in

contrast to the host galaxies of FRB 20121102A and

FRB 20190520B which contribute a significant amount

of DM (Chatterjee et al. 2017; Niu et al. 2022). Since

FRB 20220912A’s discovery, numerous telescopes and

telescope arrays detected bursts from FRB 20220912A

(Herrmann 2022; Ravi 2022; Pelliciari et al. 2022; Fe-

dorova & Rodin 2022; Feng et al. 2022c; Kirsten et al.

2022a; Zhang et al. 2022a; Perera et al. 2022; Sheikh

et al. 2022; Yu et al. 2022; Rajwade et al. 2022; Bhusare

et al. 2022; Ould-Boukattine et al. 2022), attesting to its

high brightness and activity.

Here we report on the FAST observation of the active

repeating FRB 20220912A. Our observations and data

processing procedures are described in Section 2. Our

results are presented in Section 3. We discuss the cir-

cular polarization expressions in Section 4 and conclude

in Section 5.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA PROCESSING

FRB 20220912A was observed since October 28th,

2022, using the center beam of the FAST 19 beam re-

ceiver (Dunning et al. 2017) pointing to the coordinate of

RA=23h09m04.9s, Dec=+48◦42′25.4′′ reported by DSA-

100 (Ravi et al. 2022). In 2022, 17 observations with a

total of 8.67-hour exposure time were carried out. A

high-cadence CAL signal was periodically injected dur-

ing the first minute of observation for the following flux

and polarization calibration. The data was recorded in

fits format with a time resolution of 49.152µs, covering

the frequency bandwidth from 1 to 1.5 GHz with 4096

frequency channels.

We use the same pipeline in Zhang et al. (2022b)

to perform offline burst searches. According to the

CHIME report, the DM value of FRB 20220912A is

219.6 pc cm−3. Data were de-dispersed using this DM

and then were identified by a binary classification model

whether a burst existed in a data segment. A total of

1076 bursts were detected.

We estimated the flux density of each burst using the

radiometer equation with system temperature Tsys and

telescope gain G modeled as a function of the zenith

angle and observation frequency in Jiang et al. (2020).

The burst profile is the average flux density that goes

over the full observation frequency band. The peak flux

Speak is the max value of the burst profile. The burst

fluence F is computed by integrating the burst profile

with respect to time, and the equivalent width is com-

puted by dividing the fluence by the peak flux. The

energy is calculated using the equation 1

E = 1039erg
4π

1 + z

(
DL

1028cm

)2(
F

Jy ·ms

)(
∆ν

GHz

)
,

(1)

1 The calculation of an FRB isotropic energy depends on the spec-
tral shape of the burst (Zhang 2022a, for a discussion). If the
spectrum is wide (power-law like), it is more appropriate to use
the central frequency rather than band width to estimate the
energy. If the spectrum is narrow, especially with a measurable
width within the telescope bandpass, it is more appropriate to
use the bandwidth in the calculation. The repeating bursts typi-
cally have narrow spectra, so it is more appropriate to use Eq.(1)
to perform the calculations.
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where F is the fluence obtained, and ∆ν = 500 MHz is

the observation bandwidth. DL = 360.86 Mpc is the lu-

minosity distance of FRB 20220912A corresponding to

the redshift z = 0.0771 (Ravi et al. 2022) adopting the

standard Planck cosmological model (Planck Collabora-

tion et al. 2016).

Polarization calibration was achieved by correcting for

the differential gain and phase between the receptors

through separate measurements of a noise diode signal

injected at an angle of 45◦ from the linear receptors with

the single-axis model using the PSRCHIVE software

package.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Burst rate and time series analysis

Figure 1F displays the length of each observation,

along with the detected burst numbers and event rates.

Over the course of 17 observations, we detected a to-

tal of 1076 bursts, which can be found in Table 2. The

event rates of 8 observations exceeded 100 hr−1, with

the highest event rate of 390 hr−1 during the first ob-

servation, which is only smaller than FRB20201124A’s

542 hr−1 (Zhang et al. 2022b), demonstrating that

FRB 20220912A is a highly active repeating FRB.

We calculated the waiting times between bursts for

each observation. Similar to FRB 20121102A and

FRB 20201124A, FRB 20220912A also exhibits a dis-

tinctive bimodal distribution (Figure 2). We utilized

two Log-Normal functions to model the waiting time

distribution, with peaks located around 18 s and 50 ms,

respectively.

The waiting times of a Poisson process are exponen-

tially distributed. Here, we use an exponential func-

tion to fit the waiting time distribution using the wait-

ing times up to longer than the second valley of the

two Log-Normal distribution (∼0.52 s). We utilize a

Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) test to evaluate the good-

ness of the Log-Normal and exponential fittings, with

p-values of 0.969 and 0.963, respectively, indicating that

both models effectively describe the distribution. The

Poisson process rate as obtained from the exponential

distribution is 0.041 s−1 or 147 hr−1, which is close to

the average observed event rate of 1076/8.67∼124 hr−1.

The right peak of the waiting time represents the activ-

ity of the FRB source during the statistical period. The

Log-Normal provides a left peak of the waiting time near

50 ms, which is quite similar to FRB 20201124A (39 ms

in Xu et al. 2022 and 51 ms in Zhang et al. 2022b). The

left peak of FRB 20121102A is about 3 ms (Li et al.

2021), significantly different from FRB 20220912A here.

However, FRB 20121102A appears to have a weak sec-

ondary peak around 50 ms (Figure 3 in Li et al. 2021).

The characteristic waiting time of 50 ms may signify

some fundamental properties of the FRB source emit-

ting the bursts.

Searching for periodicity of FRBs remains an ac-

tive research area for FRBs. There have been three

non-repeating FRBs discovered to have millisecond-level

quasi-periods (Chime/Frb Collaboration et al. 2022).

For repeating FRBs, however, there are no reports of

short-period emerged (Zhang et al. 2018; Li et al. 2021;

Niu et al. 2022; Xu et al. 2022). Here, we also con-

ducted a period search for FRB 20220912A using two

methods: Lomb-Scargle periodograms (LSP) and phase

folding. The LSP method has been widely applied to

non-uniformly sampled time series, making it suitable

for periodic searches in the arrival time series of FRBs.

Phase folding is also a simple, foundational method for

period searches. Here, we assumed MJD − 59880 as

the initial phase and computed the phase of each burst

under a preset period, counting the longest continuous

phase interval without burst existence, i.e., the void frac-

tion. We iterated over periods ranging from 1 ms to

1000 s and computed the void fraction under these peri-

ods. A larger void fraction means a more concentrated

burst distribution in the phase space, indicating higher

reliability of the corresponding period. This approach is

similar to the statistics used in Rajwade et al. (2020),

except that we directly calculate the phase of the burst,

making it more efficient and accurate. Unfortunately,

neither of these two methods yielded a valid periodic

signal.

Only FRB 20121102A and FRB 20180916B have

been reported to possess potential periodicities, the

former approximately 157 days (Rajwade et al. 2020;

Cruces et al. 2021), the latter approximately 16 days

(Chime/Frb Collaboration et al. 2020). These periodic-

ities are composed of active and quiescent phases (like

square waves), and not all active phases had bursts de-

tection. Bursts from FRB 20220912A have been de-

tected in all of our observations, precluding exploration

of such active-quiescent periods. However, we can de-

fine the event rate various over time as a “light curve” to

search for possible periodicities in activity levels. Given

the 54-day duration of FAST observations, we can only

search for periodicities up to 27 days. To avoid obser-

vational interference on 1-day period, we commence our

search from 2-day period. Utilizing Lomb-Scargle pe-

riodograms, no reliable periodicities were found within

the period range between 2 days and 27 days.

3.2. Energy

Energy is one of the basic properties of FRBs, which

is a physical quantity that can directly reflect the radia-
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Figure 1. The properties of the bursts from FRB 20220912A observed by FAST. A, B, C, D, and E respectively denote the
DM, RM, linear polarization, circular polarization, and energy of the bursts. Each burst is depicted by a blue point with error
bars, the red points represent the daily median, and the light red area encompasses the 1σ range. F displays the number of
bursts detected (blue) and the event rate (red), while the yellow bar symbolizes the observation length.

tion mechanism of FRBs. The energy function of FRBs

is typically modeled as a power-law function, probably

with a cutoff at the high end (e.g. Luo et al. 2018, 2020;

Lu et al. 2020; Zhang et al. 2021). Li et al. (2021)’s

detection of the low-energy outburst of FRB 20121102A

reveals the multiple radiation mechanisms that FRBs

may possess. Figure 3 displays the energy function of

FRB 20220912A, along with its distribution over time.

Due to varying observation lengths, the energy func-

tion is weighted based on the observation time. Like

FRB 20121102A and FRB 20201124A (Li et al. 2021;

Aggarwal et al. 2021; Jahns et al. 2023; Xu et al. 2022;

Zhang et al. 2022b), the differential energy function of

FRB 20220912A cannot be explained using one single

function. Two Log-Normal functions are used for the fit-

ting, with the corresponding characteristic energies be-

ing 5.29×1036 erg and 4.13×1037 erg, respectively. The

integral energy function also cannot be fit with a single

power law. Two sections of power law fit are utilized,

with the power-law exponents being −0.38 ± 0.02 and

−2.07 ± 0.07. In Figure 3C, the energy appears to ex-

hibit an evolutionary characteristic over time, with fewer

high-energy bursts observed in the latter observations.

The distribution of the center frequency and band-

width of the FRB 20220912A bursts. For the center

frequency distribution, a 3-component Gaussian fit was

employed, with peak values of 1.02, 1.08, and 1.38 GHz

respectively. As for the distribution of both the center

frequency and bandwidth, the bandwidth was fitted by a

Gaussian function with 2 sigma. The light yellow back-

ground denotes the observed bandwidth of FAST from

1 to 1.5 GHz, while the light blue background limits

the effective bandwidth of FAST to 0.5 GHz. Regard-

ing the bandwidth distribution, the LogNormal fitting

peaked at 120 MHz. Lastly, the LogNormal fitting of the
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Figure 2. The waiting time distribution of FRB 20220912A.
The red solid line representing two Log-Normal functions fit-
ting and the red dashed line indicating an exponential func-
tion fitting.

bandwidth-to-center-frequency ratio had a peak value of

0.11.

After calibrating the time-frequency data, we calcu-

late the fluence of each burst by integrating the flux

with respect to time in each frequency channel. Then

we average the fluence of all bursts to obtain the syn-

thetic fluence-frequency spectrum of FRB 20220912A.

As the different frequency channels of these bursts may

be masked as RFI channels, the number of bursts used

for averaging fluence varies in frequency channels. We

use Poisson counting error as the statistical error and

use a simple power-law function to fit the spectral index

of the synthetic spectrum.

I = A× Fα + C (2)

In Figure 4 one can see large error bars near 1000MHz,

1200MHz, etc. due to frequent RFI interference, result-

ing in fewer effective data points. For the fit, we ran-

domly select 90% of the data points from the available

data and perform 1000 fittings, resulting in the expec-

tation and error of the FRB 20220912A spectral index

being α = −2.60±0.21. This is the first measurement of

the average spectral index of the synthetic spectrum of

an FRB source. Such a spectrum can be in principle to

test against FRB radiation mechanisms (e.g. curvature

radiation, (Yang & Zhang 2018)).

Although the synthetic spectrum of all bursts con-

forms well to a power-law distribution, it is difficult to
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Figure 3. Energy distribution of FRB 20220912A. A: The
blue step represents the cumulative probability distribution
of the energy function, while the white line denotes the fitting
using a broken power-law function. The red region indicates
the 1σ range of the fitting. B: The differential probability
distribution of the energy function, with the red line showing
the fitting using two Log-Normal functions. C: The time-
dependent burst energy distribution. The blue dots display
the energy of 1076 bursts; red dots denote the median energy;
and the blue contour depict a 2D kernel density estimation
(KDE) of the bursts. The gray dashed line represents the
90% detection threshold.

describe the relatively narrow bandwidth of individual

bursts using a power-law model. Based on the current

empirical evidence, a Gaussian function may be a viable

alternative to describe the spectra of individual bursts.

Prior research has employed a Gaussian model to inves-

tigate FRB 20121102A, with the fitting residual demon-

strating the potential efficacy of the Gaussian distribu-

tion as a model, as illustrated in Figure 5 of Aggarwal

et al. (2021). Similarly, Zhou et al. (2022) fitted the

spectrum of FRB 20201124A with Gaussian functions

and identified a bimodal distribution of central frequen-

cies. Here, we also attempt to fit the spectrum of indi-

vidual bursts using a Gaussian function

I = A× exp

[
− (F − µ)2

2σ2

]
(3)
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Figure 4. Power-law fitting (red line) to the synthetic spec-
trum of FRB 20220912A.

where we use the fitted µ as the center frequency ν0, and

the full-width-at-half-maximum (FWHM=2
√

2ln2σ) as

the bandwidth ∆ν. It should be noted that due to

the limited bandwidth of FAST, some bursts likely have

emission outside the FAST band and not fully recorded.

This introduces additional uncertainties to the band-

width fitting results. Four examples of bandwidth fitting

are illustrated in Figure 5.
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Figure 5. Bandwidth fitting examples of the
FRB 20220912A bursts. 1: Burst with FWHM com-
pletely falling within the range of 1-1.5 GHz. 2: Burst with
truncation at 1 GHz, resulting in incomplete recording. 3:
Burst with truncation at 1.5 GHz, resulting in incomplete
recording. 4: Burst with truncation at 1 GHz, hindering
visibility of Gaussian peak.

Figure 6 presents the distribution of the central fre-

quency (ν0) and bandwidth (∆ν) of the FRB 20220912A

bursts. In order to mitigate the biases introduced by

the limitations of observational bandwidth, we excluded

bursts with ν0 falling outside the range of 1-1.5 GHzn,

and bursts with ν0 within 50 MHz of the bandwidth

edges (1 GHz and 1.5 GHz) with bandwidth ∆ν < 100

MHz, as these bursts are associated with high levels of

fitting uncertainty. We subsequently analyzed the dis-

tribution of ν0 and ∆ν for the remaining bursts. The

central frequency of FRB 20220912A bursts mainly con-

centrates on the low-frequency range, and the distribu-

tion of high and low frequencies is extremely uneven. We

use a single Log-Normal function to fit the bandwidth

distribution. The mode of the Log-Normal function is

located at 181 MHz, indicating that FRB 20220912A’s

bursts have very narrow-band spectra. Furthermore, we

did not find significant correlation between central fre-

quency and emission bandwidth according to the sam-

ple we collected at L-band. This is different from the

power-law trend found by Kumar et al. (2023) from the

bursts detected by the Parkes ultra-wideband lower re-

ceiver from the repeater FRB 20180301A, which might

imply the actual observed bandwidth matters for this

kind of analyses.

A more relevant parameter to describe the narrowness

of an FRB spectrum is ∆ν/ν0. We investigate ∆ν/ν0
in more detail. Because many bursts have emission out-

side of the FAST band (1-1.5 GHz), we limit our analy-

sis to the bursts whose emission completely falls within

the FAST band to avoid the bandwidth selection effect.

We select bursts based on two stringent criteria, i.e.

the Gaussian fit standard deviation error δσ is smaller

than the standard deviation σ itself, and FWHM of the

burst spectrum is completely within the range of 1-1.5

GHz. Figure 7 displays the distribution δν/ν0 of these

bursts under these two filtering criteria. We fit the hi-

togram distributions using lognormal functions and ob-

tain µ = −1.812± 0.001 and σ = 0.475± 0.002 for blue

histogram and µ = −1.679±0.001 and σ = 0.265±0.002

for red histogram, respectively. From the fitting results,

we obtain their modes eµ−σ
2

located at 0.13 and 0.17,

respectively. We also fit the cumulative ∆ν/ν0 distribu-

tion using a power-law function. The results are subop-

timal with significant fitting errors.

3.3. DM and Polarimetry

The DM of each burst was determined using the DM

phase software package 2, which maximizes the coher-

2 https://github.com/danielemichilli/DM phase

https://github.com/danielemichilli/DM_phase
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ent power in the pulse across the emission bandwidth.

The median value of the DM is 220.70 pc cm−3 with a

standard value is 1.83 pc cm−3, which is consistent with

CHIME’s measurement of 219.46 pc cm−3 (McKinven &

Chime/Frb Collaboration 2022). Linear fitting indicates

the absence of any trend in the time evolution of DM,

with the slope is dDM/d t < 8× 10−3 pc cm−3 day−1.

Due to the Faraday effect, the polarization plane of

the FRB signal undergoes rotation during propagation.

We employed the RM synthesis method to fit the RM

of the burst using Eq. 4,


I

Q′

U ′

V

 =


1 0 0 0

0 cos 2θ sin 2θ 0

0 − sin 2θ cos 2θ 0

0 0 0 1



I

Q

U

V

 (4)

where θ = RMλ2. We selected bursts with RM errors

less than 10 rad m−2 (881 in total) for presentation.
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Figure 7. The ∆ν/ν0 distribution of FRB 20220912A. A:
The cumulative distribution function of ∆ν/ν0. B: The dif-
ferential probability distribution of ∆ν/ν0. For both panels,
the blue lines and red lines are defined under two filtering
criteria, i.e. the Gaussian fit standard deviation error δσ
is smaller than the standard deviation σ itself (blue), and
FWHM of the burst spectrum is completely within the range
of 1-1.5 GHz (red).

The mean value of the RM is −0.08 rad m−2, close

to 0, indicating that the RM contribution from

FRB 20220912A’s host galaxy is comparable to that of

the Milky Way, which is about −16 rad m−2 (Hutschen-

reuter et al. 2022). The low value of RM indicates

that the FRB 20220912A may be in a very clean en-

vironment. The linear fit also suggests that there is no

trend in the evolution of RM with time, with a slope

of 0.017 ± 0.018 day−1. Furthermore, several other ac-

tive repeating FRBs, such as FRB 20121102A (Hilmars-

son et al. 2021b), and 20201124A (Xu et al. 2022),

20190520B (Dai et al. 2022; Anna-Thomas et al. 2022),

20180916B (Mckinven et al. 2022) and several other

bursts (20181030A, 20181119A, 20190117A, 20190208A,

20190303A, 20190417A, Mckinven et al. 2023) exhibit

large RM values and show variations in RM on the

timescale of months. In contrast to these repeating

FRBs with large RMs which suggest that all repeaters

may have an associated synchrotron-emitting persis-

tent radio sources (a supernova remnant, a magnetar

wind nebula or a mini-AGN) with a dense and highly

magnetized environment, the polarization data of FRB

20220912A suggests that a large and varying RM is not

the necessary condition to make active repeaters.

The linear polarization that is measured can be sub-

ject to overestimation when noise is present. As a result,
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we employ the frequency-averaged total linear polariza-

tion that has been de-biased (Everett & Weisberg 2001),

Lde-bias =


σI

√(
Li
σI

)2

− 1
Li
σI

> 1.57

0
Li
σI
≤ 1.57

(5)

where σI represents the off-pulse standard deviation of

Stokes I, while Li is the frequency-averaged linear polar-

ization that has been measured for time sample i. The

degree of linear and circular polarization are calculated

with

L =

∑
i Lde-bias,i∑

i Ii
and V =

∑
i Vi∑
i Ii

(6)

where Vi is defined similarly to Li. The uncertainties on

the linear polarization fraction and circular polarization

fraction are calculated as:

σ =
σI
I

√
N +N (ρ2/I2) (7)

where N is the number of time samples of the burst, and

ρ is
∑
i Lde-bias,i or

∑
i Vi, depending on whether we are

calculating the linear or circular polarization fraction.

Most of the bursts from FRB 20220912A exhibit al-

most 100% linear polarization, with a noticeable frac-

tion of bursts exhibiting significant circular polarization.

Figure 8 displays the two bursts with the highest circu-

lar polarization degrees, which are −78.0 ± 10.8 % and

−69.4± 1.4 %, respectively.

Additionally, the circular polarization dynamic spec-

tra of FRB 20220912A show various morphologies. We

display 16 bursts in Figure 9. It can be seen that some
bursts that cannot be distinguished in Stokes I appear

as multiple bursts in Stokes V, such as bursts 1, 2, 7, 11,

and 16. The bursts that show sign changes in circular

polarization also have sub-pulse structures, so that the

sign change may be caused by sub-pulses with differ-

ent circular polarization modes at different times. The

mechanism responsible for circular polarization is still

under extensive discussion and no definitive conclusion

has been reached (Qu & Zhang 2023). Curvature ra-

diation by emitting bunches can be circularly polarized

if the line of sight (LOS) is not confined into beaming

angle (Wang et al. 2022c). A sign change of circular po-

larization can be seen if the opening angle of bunch is

not much larger than 1/γ, where γ is the Lorentz factor

of the bunch (Wang et al. 2022b). The curvature radia-

tion mechanism predicts an average circular polarization

fraction smaller than 55% when a sign change of circular
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Figure 8. Two bursts with the highest circular polarization
degrees. The black, red, and blue lines respectively represent
the burst’s total intensity, linear polarization, and circular
polarization profiles.

polarization occurs. Another intrinsic radiation mecha-

nism is the coherent inverse Compton scattering through

charged bunches (Zhang 2022b; Qu et al. 2023). The

scattered waves can be circularly polarized by adding

up linearly polarized waves with different phases and

polarization angles (Qu & Zhang 2023). When the LOS

sweeps across the bunch central axis, the sign of circular

polarization can change and the maximum circular po-

larization fraction can be larger than that of curvature

radiation. The observation of FRB 20220912A could be

understood within either scenario.

Circular polarization in some bursts also appears to

vary with frequency (Figure 10). An oscillation of po-

larization parameters as a function of wavelength may

be an indication of Faraday conversion (Xu et al. 2022;

Qu & Zhang 2023). However, the polarization degree

of FRB 20220912A oscillates without an obvious oscil-

lation frequency like FRB 20201124A (Xu et al. 2022).

Furthermore, the conditions for significant Faraday con-

version are usually quite stringent (Qu & Zhang 2023),

requiring special magnetic field reversal environments,

e.g. in a binary star system (Wang et al. 2022a) or when

the source is surrounded by a supernova remnant (Yang

et al. 2023). Such a required environment is not consis-

tent with the very clean environment inferred from the

small and non-variable RM of FRB 20220912A.
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4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Total Energy Budget

By utilizing the isotropic energies derived from each

burst, it is possible to impose limitations on the total en-

ergy allocation of the intrinsic FRB source, which can be

employed to restrict the various models of FRB sources.

When deducing the total source energy based on the en-

ergy of each burst, various factors must be considered,

including radio radiation efficiency ηr, beaming factor

fb, and observation duty cycle ζ (Zhang 2022a).

We use Eq. 1 for energy calculation with the isotropic

emission assumption. However, coherent radiation from

FRB bursts generally has a small solid angle δΩ. There-

fore, the true burst energy should be δΩ/4π of the

isotropic burst energy. Additionally, bursts may exist in

directions that are not observable. Assuming the global

emission beam to be ∆Ω, we can get the global beaming

factor fb = ∆Ω/4π.

Due to the limitation of the observation duty cycle,

we cannot observe all bursts emitted by the FRB source

during the observation period. For example, our obser-

vations of FRB 20220912A were conducted over 17 days

with a total observation time of only 8.67 hours, which

does not imply that there was no activity at other hours.

Therefore, to estimate the total source energy during

the observation period, we can use duty cycle scaling to

compensate for the unobserved periods of FRB radiation

energy. If the total radio energy of the observed bursts is

Eb, the total source energy should be Eb×Fb×η−1r ×ζ−1.

Table 1 presents our estimates of the total

source energy for FRB 20121102A (Li et al. 2021),

Table 1. Energy budget of four repeating FRBs.

FRB Name Duty Cyclea Radio Eb Averaged Ec Source Ed

ζ (erg) (erg hr−1) (η−1
r,−4Fb,−1 erg)e

20121102A 0.053 1.36× 1041 2.29× 1039 2.59× 1045

20190520B 0.070 4.39× 1039 2.37× 1038 6.26× 1043

20201124Af 0.063 1.65× 1041 2.01× 1039 2.60× 1045

20201124Ag 0.042 6.42× 1040 1.60× 1040 1.54× 1045

20220912A 0.021 7.42× 1040 8.55× 1039 3.49× 1045

Note—a The observation duty cycle, e.g. for FRB 20220912A in this

paper, the duty cycle is 8.67 hours out of 17 days. b Sum of the observed
isotropic radio energies of all bursts. c The total radio energy divided by
observation time, e.g. for FRB 20220912A in this paper, the averaged
energy is 7.42 × 1040 erg / 8.67 hours. d The total source energy. e

The source energy calculation uses ηr = 10−4 and Fb = 0.1. f FAST
observation of FRB 20201124A in 2021.04 by Xu et al. (2022). g FAST
observation of FRB 20201124A in 2021.09 by Zhang et al. (2022b)

.

FRB 20190520B (Niu et al. 2022), FRB 20201124A (Xu

et al. 2022; Zhang et al. 2022b), and FRB 20220912A

(this paper) using FAST observations. In our calcula-

tions, we assumed typical values for ηr and Fb of 10−4

and 0.1, respectively. It should be noted that the burst

energies reported in the literature for FRB 20121102A

and FRB 20190520B were calculated using a center

frequency of 1.25 GHz, rather than the bandwidth

∆ν. Therefore, we have divided the total energies of

these two FRBs by 2.5, to allow for comparison with

the other FRBs (see footnote 1 for more discussion).

FRB 20220912A emitted an energy of 3.49 × 1045 dur-

ing the 17-day period, which exceeds 2% of the total

dipolar magnetic energy (EB ∼ 1.7×1047 erg) of a mag-

netar. This implies that the dipolar magnetic energy of

the magnetar would be completely depleted in only ∼
850 days if the radio efficiency is indeed as low as 10−4.

Certain magnetar models (e.g. low-efficiency models in-
voking relativistic shocks) would suffer from an energy

budget problem.

4.2. Circular Polarization and Environment

FRB 20201124A was the first repeating FRB dis-

covered with circular polarization (Hilmarsson et al.

2021a). Prior to this, only some non-repeating bursts

were found to have significant circular polarization (Cho

et al. 2020; Day et al. 2020; Feng et al. 2022b). Re-

cently, FRB 20121102A and FRB 20190520B were de-

tected by FAST with very few bursts exhibiting circular

polarization (Feng et al. 2022a). Here, we present that

FRB 20220912A has a large number of bursts exhibit-

ing circular polarization, suggesting that this may be a

common feature of repeating FRBs.

All the above-mentioned four repeating FRBs have a

large number of detected bursts by FAST. We counted
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the proportion of bursts exhibiting significant circu-

lar polarization (circular degree ≥ 10%) for each of

these four repeating FRBs. FRB 20121102A exhib-

ited 12 out of 1652 detected bursts with circular po-

larization (Feng et al. 2022a; Li et al. 2021). Simi-

larly, FRB 20190520B displayed circular polarization in

3 out of 75 detected bursts (Feng et al. 2022a; Niu et al.

2022). FRB 20201124 showed circular polarization in

302 out of 1863 detected bursts (Xu et al. 2022), while

FRB 20220912A exhibited circular polarization in 303

out of 1076 detected bursts (this paper).

Figure 11 shows a tentative relationship between the

fraction of bursts with circular polarization degree >

10% and the absolute value of each FRB’s RM. It ap-

pears that there is a negative correlation. The larger

the RM value, the lower of the fraction of bursts with

circular polarization. If such a correlation is physi-

cal, it may be related to the intrinsic radiation mech-

anism and complicated environments of repeating FRB

sources. First, the larger fraction of circular polarization

in the clean-environment FRB 20121102A suggests that

the origin of circular polarization may be more related to

intrinsic radiation mechanisms than environment effects.

According to Qu & Zhang (2023), significant circular

polarization can be made from magnetospheric radia-

tion mechanisms such as coherent curvature radiation

or inverse Compton scattering by bunches. Relativis-

tic shock models invoking synchrotron maser radiation

mechanism, on the other hand, mostly emit bursts with

nearly 100% linear polarization. The detection of circu-

lar polarization from all four sources favors the magneto-

spheric origin of the bursts. Second For both curvature

and inverse Compton scattering processes, given a ran-

dom viewing angle the fraction of bursts that have high

circular polarization degree is high if the bunch shape is

point like. In order to reduce the fraction of circularly

polarized bursts, the cross section of the bunches should

be large so that most emitting leptons are viewed on

beam (e.g. Wang et al. 2022b). The correlation seen in

Figure 11 would then require that the FRB engine in

a more magnetized environment (e.g. a younger mag-

netar) should be able to generate bunches with larger

cross sections. Such a scenario may predict the the

bursts from a more magnetized environment are system-

atically brighter, which is not observed. An alternative,

possibly more plausible possibility is that the circular

polarization fraction is modified by environments. Qu

& Zhang (2023) showed that polarization-mode-selected

synchrotron absorption tends to convert circular polar-

ization to linear polarization. The observed trend in

Figure 11 then suggests that there are more signifi-

cant synchrotron absorption in more magnetized envi-

ronments. More repeater data are needed to confirm

whether the circular polarization fraction and RM cor-

relation is physical.
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Figure 11. The proportion of bursts with circular polar-
ization from repeating FRBs varies with RM. The red error
bars are given by the Poisson counting error of the statistical
counts. The error bar on FRB 20121102A is smaller than the
symbol size.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We report the observation of FRB 20220912A by

FAST in 2022.

1 The observation was conducted 17 times for a total

of 8.67 hours.

2 A total of 1076 bursts were detected, with the

highest event rate of 390 hr−1. No periodicity in

the range of 1 ms–1000 s or 2–27 d was detected.

3 The energy distribution of FRB 20220912A can-

not be described by a single function. The dif-

ferential energy distribution was described using

two Log-Normal functions, with characteristic en-

ergies 5.29 × 1036 erg and 4.13 × 1037 erg. The

cumulative energy distribution was described us-

ing a broken power-law function, with power-law

indices −0.38± 0.02 and −2.07± 0.07.

4 We report, for the first time, the synthetic spec-

trum of many bursts of FRB 20220912A. It can

be fitted by a power law function with an L-band

spectral index of -2.6.

5 The RM of FRB 20220912A is close to 0 and did

not show any evolution during the two-month ob-

servation period, indicating that the contribution
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of the Milky Way and the host galaxy to RM is

comparable. The contribution of the Milky Way

is estimated to be −16 rad m−2, suggesting that

FRB 20220912A is located in a relatively clean lo-

cal environment. This burst suggest that a high

and variable RM is not the necessary condition of

making an active FRB repeater.

6 Most bursts of FRB 20220912A in the L band ex-

hibit nearly 100% linear polarization and a large

fraction of the bursts exhibit circular polarization,

with a maximum of 70%. Some of the bursts with

circular polarization changing sign over time or

frequency. The high circular polarization degree

of the bursts is likely related to the intrinsic radia-

tion mechanisms. Likely models include coherent

curvature radiation and inverse Compton scatter-

ing by bunches within the magnetosphere of the

FRB source.

7 We found a trenative negative relation between

|RM| and the circular polarization fraction, i.e. a

larger |RM| corresponds to a smaller fraction of

circularly polarized bursts. If such a correlation is

real, it may imply more mode-selected synchrotron

absorption in more magnetized environments.

Multi-wavelength observations of FRBs are essen-

tial to understanding their origins and environments.

FRB 20220912A is located in a host galaxy at with

z ∼ 0.077, making it the second closest repeating FRBs

after FRB 20200120E (Kirsten et al. 2022b). Its prox-

imity means that multi-wavelength observations will be

more efficient. Furthermore, FRB 20220912A is a very

active repeating FRB, which makes it an ideal target

for multi-wavelength observations. We encourage fur-

ther multi-wavelength observations of FRB 20220912A

to unravel the mystery of FRBs.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The full table for bursts’ properties is in Table 2. The

data underlying this paper will be shared on a reasonable

request to the corresponding author.
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