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ABSTRACT

We present an extensive contemporaneous X-ray and radio campaign performed on the repeating

fast radio burst (FRB) source FRB 20220912A for eight weeks immediately following the source’s

detection by CHIME/FRB. This includes X-ray data from XMM-Newton, NICER, and Swift, and

radio detections of FRB 20220912A from CHIME/Pulsar and Effelsberg. We detect no significant X-ray

emission at the time of 30 radio bursts with upper limits on 0.5–10.0 keV X-ray fluence of (1.5− 14.5)×
10−10 erg cm−2 (99.7% credible interval, unabsorbed) on a timescale of 100 ms. Translated into a

fluence ratio η x/r = FX-ray/Fradio, this corresponds to η x/r < 7× 106. For persistent emission from

the location of FRB 20220912A, we derive a 99.7% 0.5–10.0 keV isotropic flux limit of 8.8× 10−15

erg cm−2 s−1 (unabsorbed) or an isotropic luminosity limit of 1.4× 1041 erg s−1 at a distance of

362.4 Mpc. We derive a hierarchical extension to the standard Bayesian treatment of low-count and

background-contaminated X-ray data, which allows the robust combination of multiple observations.

This methodology allows us to place the best (lowest) 99.7% credible interval upper limit on an FRB

η x/r to date, η x/r < 2 × 106, assuming that all thirty detected radio bursts are associated with X-
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ray bursts with the same fluence ratio. If we instead adopt an X-ray spectrum similar to the X-ray

burst observed contemporaneously with FRB-like emission from Galactic magnetar SGR 1935+2154

detected on 2020 April 28, we derive a 99.7% credible interval upper limit on η x/r of 8× 105, which is

only 3 times the observed value of η x/r for SGR 1935+2154.

Keywords: Radio transient sources (2008); High energy astrophysics (739); Neutron stars (1108); X-ray

bursts (1814); Magnetars (992)

1. INTRODUCTION

Fast radio bursts (FRBs) are bright, millisecond-

duration bursts of unknown astrophysical origin. While

we have only detected a single burst from most FRB

sources, the first detection of repeat bursts from a sin-

gle source suggested a non-cataclysmic origin for at least

some of these extremely energetic sources (Spitler et al.

2016). Astronomers have discovered dozens of repeating

sources, or repeaters, making up roughly 7% of all pub-

lished FRBs (CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2019; Fonseca

et al. 2020; CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2021, 2023).

When a repeater is identified, it can be localized inter-

ferometically through follow-up observations and we can

coordinate pointed, high-angular-resolution, and sensi-

tive high-energy (HE) observations. Many FRB source

theories make predictions for the HE counterparts (or

lack thereof, see e.g., Platts et al. 2019, for a summary).

Catching a burst from a repeater is nontrivial; although

repeater burst arrival times are clustered temporally,

they are still apparently stochastic (Oppermann et al.

2018; Oostrum et al. 2020; Cruces et al. 2021; Good

et al. 2023).

Progenitor theories for repeating FRB sources often

invoke connections to neutron stars, in particular pul-

sars and magnetars, to explain the burst and source

properties such as high linear polarization, large Fara-

day rotation measures, location in star forming regions,

coherence, and similar durations, fluences, and waiting

times (Popov & Postnov 2013; Kulkarni et al. 2014; Ma-

sui et al. 2015; Bassa et al. 2017; Beloborodov 2017;

Tendulkar et al. 2017; Kumar et al. 2017; Metzger et al.

2017; Michilli et al. 2018; Marcote et al. 2020; Piro

et al. 2021). Neutron-star FRB models typically come

in one of two flavors, one in which emission is produced

by a synchrotron maser (e.g., Lyubarsky 2014; Ghis-

ellini 2017; Long & Pe’er 2018; Metzger et al. 2019;

Khangulyan et al. 2022), and one in which the emis-

sion is produced near the neutron star magnetosphere

(e.g., Egorov & Postnov 2009; Falcke & Rezzolla 2014;

∗ Banting Fellow, McGill Space Institute (MSI) Fellow,
and FRQNT Postdoctoral Fellow.

Gu et al. 2016; Wang et al. 2016; Lyutikov 2017; Wadi-

asingh & Timokhin 2019; Thompson 2023).

In 2020 and again in 2022, FRB-like1 radio bursts from

the Galactic magnetar SGR 1935+2154 were detected

at the time of simultaneous X-ray bursts (CHIME/FRB

Collaboration 2020; Bochenek et al. 2020; Kirsten et al.

2021; CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2022a; Wang et al.

2022; Frederiks et al. 2022; Giri et al. 2023), adding ev-

idence to the magnetar origin of FRBs by significantly

narrowing the energy gap between the two phenomena.

The X-ray bursts from SGR 1935+2154, placed at typ-

ical FRB distances (hundreds to thousands of mega-

parsecs), are far too dim to be detected by modern X-

ray observatories. However, if one assumes that X-ray

burst luminosities scale proportionally to those of their

radio counterparts, such an X-ray counterpart to an es-

pecially bright FRB should be detectable within a few

dozen megaparsecs.

This and other magnetar observations, and many FRB

source theories, provide predictions of X-ray burst lumi-

nosities as well as which should be observed first – the

radio or X-ray burst (Kaspi & Beloborodov 2017; Met-

zger et al. 2019; Wadiasingh et al. 2020; Margalit et al.

2020). As such, X-ray counterparts are sought out as a

valuable diagnostic between competing models.

1.1. Existing limits on X-ray counterparts of FRBs

In recent years, astronomers have been able to nar-

row the luminosity and duration phase space of possi-

ble bona fide2 X-ray counterparts of FRBs. For FRB

20121102A, the first repeater discovered (Spitler et al.

2016), Scholz et al. (2017) placed a 5σ upper limit of

3 × 10−11 erg cm−2 on the 0.5–10.0 keV absorbed flu-

ence for X-ray bursts at the time of radio bursts from

1 We say “FRB-like” since typical FRBs are more than three
orders of magnitude more energetic (1036 − 1041 erg) than this
Galactic radio burst (3×1034 erg). However, notably, the current
closest repeater has produced bursts at this energy scale (Nimmo
et al. 2022).

2 ‘bona fide’ here, as suggested by Margalit et al. (2020), means
the HE emission associated with the radio bursts rather than
the persistent emission or an independent X-ray burst-producing
mechanism. This is often referred to as ‘prompt’ in the literature
but ‘bona fide’ is perhaps more precise since the intrinsic time
delay between any X-ray emission and radio emission is unknown.
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repeating FRBs for durations < 700 ms. This corre-

sponds to an upper limit on the burst energy of 4×1045

erg (0.5-10.0 keV) at 972 Mpc (distance from Tendulkar

et al. 2017). This limit is constraining for predictions

of the most luminous X-ray FRB-counterpart scenarios,

but is still an order of magnitude larger than the X-

ray luminosity of the brightest Galactic magnetar giant

flare (Hurley et al. 2005; Palmer et al. 2005). Scholz

et al. (2020), Pilia et al. (2020) and Trudu et al. (2023)

place even deeper limits on X-rays at the time of ra-

dio bursts from FRB20180916B, which is only 150 Mpc

away (Tendulkar et al. 2017; Marcote et al. 2020). By

assuming that X-ray bursts of equal fluence are emitted

at the time of each radio burst, Piro et al. (2021) derive

2.0–10.0 keV isotropic energy upper limits of 1.1× 1044

erg for X-ray bursts from FRB20201124A, which is con-

sistent with either magnetar scenario.

Chen et al. (2020) summarized all available X-ray

luminosity limits on FRB counterparts, and combined

the fluence distribution of the FRB population with re-

sults from many wide-field untargeted surveys for fast

transients, spanning optical to very-HE (TeV) bands.

The limits Chen et al. (2020) were able to place on

the HE-to-radio fluence using data from wide-field sur-

veys were similar to those previously derived from ded-

icated/pointed observations.

The nearest repeater discovered to date, FRB20200120E,

is located in a globular cluster associated with the spi-

ral galaxy M81 (Bhardwaj et al. 2021; Kirsten et al.

2022a). The source has a luminosity distance of 3.6

Mpc (Kirsten et al. 2022a), making it the nearest known

extragalactic repeater and a premier FRB target for con-

temporaneous X-ray counterpart detection. Pearlman

et al. (2023) did not detect X-ray emission at the time

of radio bursts from FRB20200120E , with isotropic

energy upper limits of ∼ 1040 erg in the 0.5–10 keV

range,. This study ruled out X-ray counterparts to ra-

dio bursts from FRB20200120E analogous to magnetar

giant flares, as well as some bright magnetar-like in-

termediate flares and short X-ray bursts. Additionally,

Pearlman et al. (2023) ruled out ultraluminous X-ray

bursts from FRB20200120E, which had been previously

detected from unknown sources in extragalactic globular

clusters and proposed as a possible source of repeating

FRBs (Sivakoff et al. 2005; Jonker et al. 2013; Irwin

et al. 2016; Chen et al. 2022). It is still unknown if

FRB20200120E is exceptional given its location in a

globular cluster, and whether it has a different source

type compared to FRB20121102A that sits within a

star forming region (Tendulkar et al. 2017).

These deep HE observations have also allowed for sen-

sitive persistent limits to be placed on FRBs. Scholz

et al. (2017, 2020) and Pearlman et al. (2023) place lim-

its on persistent soft (0.5 − 10.0 keV) X-ray luminosity

at the location of these FRBs: 3 × 1041, 2 × 1040, and

9.8×1036 erg s−1 for FRBs 20121102A, 20180916B, and

20200120E, respectively. Under the assumption of neg-

ligible X-ray absorption local to the source, these limits

have ruled out emission similar to the brightest persis-

tent ultraluminous X-ray (ULX) sources3 (Walton et al.

2022; Eftekhari et al. 2023), and a fraction of the bright-

est high-mass and low-mass X-ray binaries (HMXBs

and LMXBs, respectively; Pearlman et al. 2023). The

FRB20200120E limits are below the level of persistent

emission from a surrounding nebula similar to that of

the Crab Nebula, but cannot rule out persistent emis-

sion similar to Galactic magnetars, or HMXBs/LMXBs

on a population level (Pearlman et al. 2023; Hurley et al.

2005; Palmer et al. 2005; Israel et al. 2008; Kouveliotou

et al. 2001; Younes et al. 2020, 2021; Neumann et al.

2023; Avakyan et al. 2023).

1.2. FRB20220912A

On 2022 October 15, the Canadian Hydrogen In-

tensity Mapping Experiment Fast Radio Burst Project

(CHIME/FRB) announced the discovery of a new, hy-

peractive, repeating FRB 20220912A (CHIME/FRB

Collaboration 2022b). In the days following, nine As-

tronomer’s Telegrams were posted, reporting radio de-

tections spanning almost four octaves, 111− 1530 MHz

(Ravi et al. 2023a; Hiramatsu et al. 2022; Fedorova &

Rodin 2022; Ravi 2022; Ravi et al. 2022; Kirsten et al.

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

et al. 2022). The rate of activity for the source has been

measured at nearly 400 bursts per hour at L-band (Feng

et al. 2022; Zhang et al. 2022, 2023) more than a month

after its first detection; this was the most active repeater

discovered at the time, a record only recently broken by

FRB 20240114A (measured as high as ∼ 500 bursts per

hour at L-band; Shin & CHIME/FRB Collaboration

2024; Zhang et al. 2024).

FRB20220912A is relatively nearby: Ravi et al.

(2023b) report a spectroscopic redshift of z = 0.077

based on the candidate host galaxy, PSO J347.2702+48.7066,

or a luminosity distance of 362.4 Mpc assuming a flat

cosmology with parameters from Planck Collaboration

et al. (2020). Hewitt et al. (2024) reported the position

of FRB20220912A to a precision of a few milliarcsec-

onds, and while they report a continuum radio source

coincident with this position on arcsecond scales, they

3 The persistent X-ray luminosity upper limit of
FRB20200120E is lower than the luminosities of ULXs (Pearlman
et al. 2023).
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do not find evidence for a persistent radio source associ-

ated with FRB20220912A (i.e., no compact persistent

emission on milliarcsecond scales).

Using simultaneous KeplerCam and LCO-r band ob-

servations, Hiramatsu et al. (2023) placed a luminosity

limit of νLν ∼ (0.3 − 1.5) × 1042 erg s−1 on prompt

optical emission from FRB20220912A at the time of a

radio burst. Pelliciari et al. (2024) place a 3σ upper

limit on persistent 0.4 – 30 MeV γ-ray luminosity of

Lγ < 7.1 × 1043 erg s−1 for FRB20220912A with the

AGILE satellite. Also using simultaneous AGILE and

Northern Cross radio telescope observations, Pelliciari

et al. (2024) constrain the prompt radio efficiency at the

time of a radio burst, Eγ/Er < 1.5×109 at the 3σ level.

FRB20220912A shows evidence of ‘nanoshots’: Hewitt

et al. (2023) reported the detection of bursts with flu-

ences exceeding 400 Jy ms that display broadband, nar-

row (∼ 16µs), bright (peak ∼ 450 Jy) microstructure.

The extremely high burst rate suggests that this

source is exceptional, and coupled with the fact that it

is well localized and nearby, this source offers a unique

opportunity to place deep limits on the HE counter-

part of a repeating FRB. In this paper, we outline a

campaign of simultaneous radio and X-ray observations

from CHIME/FRB, CHIME/Pulsar, Swift, the Neutron

star Interior Composition Explorer (NICER), XMM-

Newton, and the 100-m Effelsberg radio telescope span-

ning October–December 2022. In Section 2, we intro-

duce the various instruments and describe our observa-

tions. In Section 3, we present constraints on persistent

X-ray emission and on the X-ray emission at the time of

radio bursts from the source. We also detail our searches

and resultant limits on bursts/flares of varying durations

at other times during the observation. Also in Section

3, we compute and report an upper limit on prompt

X-ray emission, assuming that there is an X-ray burst

at the time of each radio burst, stacking thirty X-ray

non-detections at the times of radio bursts to increase

sensitivity. In Section 4, we place these limits in the

context of previous limits at a range of frequencies, and

discuss the implications of these limits on various FRB

models.

2. X-RAY AND RADIO DATA

2.1. CHIME

CHIME is a transit radio telescope, located at the

Dominion Radio Astrophysical Observatory near Pen-

ticton, British Columbia, Canada, which operates in

the 400–800 MHz frequency range (CHIME Collabora-

tion et al. 2022). It is comprised of four 20m × 100m,

North–South oriented, cylindrical parabolic reflectors,

each of which has 256 dual-polarization feeds. CHIME

has an instantaneous field-of-view (FoV) of more than

200 deg2 (Ng et al. 2017).

CHIME is equipped with multiple backends, each tai-

lored for specific science cases. In this work, we make

use of the CHIME/FRB (CHIME/FRB Collaboration

2018) and CHIME/Pulsar (CHIME/Pulsar Collabora-

tion et al. 2021) backends, which we describe below.

CHIME/FRB—The realtime pipeline of CHIME/FRB

searches 1024 beams for radio pulses with durations of

a few to hundreds of milliseconds, such as those pro-

duced by pulsars and FRBs. This realtime FRB search

is performed on 16k frequency channels at 0.983-ms time

resolution. The realtime pipeline consists of four stages.

The first stage is L0, which primarily spatially correlates

signals, beamforms, and up-channelizes. This is followed

by L1, which performs an initial radio frequency inter-

ference (RFI) cleaning and searches for dispersed signals

via a highly optimized tree dedispersion algorithm called

bonsai. L2/L3 work together to sift through events to

further distinguish between RFI, known sources, new

sources, and Galactic versus extragalactic events, and

then determines what kind of data should be stored

for a given event. Finally, L4 writes and stores meta-

data headers of the signals (CHIME/FRB Collaboration

2018).

CHIME/Pulsar—CHIME/Pulsar is a digital pulsar ob-

serving system, which is capable of producing up to

10 digitally-steerable beams formed by the CHIME

FX-correlator (CHIME/Pulsar Collaboration et al.

2021). We used a steerable tracking beam to observe

FRB20220912A for roughly 21 minutes each day, while

the source transited through CHIME’s primary beam.

Search-mode filterbank data were recorded with a time

resolution of 40.96µs and a frequency resolution of

390.625 kHz. These observations were conducted follow-

ing the discovery of high activity of FRB20220912A

in mid-October using CHIME/FRB (Mckinven &

CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2022).

Here, we report the radio bursts that were detected

with CHIME/Pulsar during good time intervals (GTIs)

of our simultaneous X-ray observations with NICER,

XMM-Newton, or Swift. In total, thirty radio bursts oc-

curred during our simultaneous X-ray exposures, twenty

six ocuured during the NICER observations. The prop-

erties of the radio bursts are provided in Table 1; all

properties were derived assuming a fiducial dispersion

measure (DM) of 219.456 pc cm−3, which was calcu-

lated by maximizing the signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) of

a bright, broadband burst (Mckinven & CHIME/FRB

Collaboration 2022). The times of arrival which we re-

port are referenced to an infinite frequency and trans-



X-ray Non-Detection of Bursts from FRB 20220912A 5

lated to the barycenter of the solar system. We per-

formed the barycentric correction using the pintbary

tool in the pint software package (version 0.9.7, obser-

vatory option chime and using JPL planetary ephemeris

DE405; Luo et al. 2021; Standish 1998).

Previous observations indicate that the assumed sys-

tem temperature of CHIME/Pulsar is overestimated by

a factor of 2–3, leading to calculated fluxes being under-

estimated by the same factor (Good et al. 2021). Hence

we report only lower limits on fluence the radio bursts

detected by CHIME/Pulsar. Two of the bursts (B21 and

B27) in our sample were co-detected by CHIME/Pulsar

and CHIME/FRB, and had voltage data saved from the

latter (Michilli et al. 2021). In these two cases, we derive

more reliable fluence measurements and we hence report

the estimates, along with 1σ uncertainties on these mea-

surements.

2.2. Effelsberg

The Effelsberg Radio Telescope is a 100-m parabolic

dish radio telescope located near Bonn, Germany, oper-

ated by the Max Planck Institute for Radio Astronomy

(Wielebinski et al. 2011).

We used the P210-7 receiver, which is a seven-beam,

cryogenically-cooled receiver system with a 400 MHz

bandwidth, centered at 1400 MHz. We performed three

observations of the source, spanning 18 hours total. The

data quality was confirmed based on observations of a

bright pulsar, PSR B0355+54. Unfortunately, the ob-

servations were taken during a period of high RFI at

the Effelsberg site. We detected only one burst from

the source during these observations, which occurred si-

multaneously during our XMM-Newton exposures. The

burst had an observed duration of 10.88ms and a S/N of

152.9 when de-dispersed to 220 pc cm−3. This is slightly

different from the DM assumed in the CHIME/Pulsar

analysis, as the Effelsberg search was completed before

the detection of the bright burst we based our 219.456

pc cm−3 estimate on. We calculate a burst fluence of

12.6 Jy ms assuming a system equivalent flux density

of 15 Jy, using an emitting bandwidth of 180 MHz, and

accounting for the dual-polarizations used in calculat-

ing the S/N. The time of arrival of the burst detected

by Effelsberg reported in Tables 1 and 4 is referenced

to an infinite frequency and converted to the barycen-

ter of the solar system. We performed the barycentric

correction to the topocentric arrival time using the As-

tropy package (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2022). For

Effelsberg’s geographic coordinates, we used longitude

6.882778 degrees and latitude 50.5247 degrees.

2.3. XMM-Newton

Launched in 1999 by the European Space Agency,

XMM-Newton is a powerful X-ray space observatory.

XMM-Newton has three identical mirror modules con-

sisting of 58 nested, grazing incidence mirrors. Each

mirror module has a focal length of up to 7.5m; for imag-

ing, XMM-Newton has an effective collecting area of 900

cm2 at 7 keV and a FoV of approximately 30 arcminutes.

We triggered an Anticipated Target of Opportunity ob-

servation using one of the three scientific instruments

onboard XMM-Newton, the European Photon Imaging

Camera (EPIC) (Strüder et al. 2001). EPIC is composed

of three cameras, the pn-CCD and two MOS-CCD de-

tectors, which can detect X-ray photons in the 0.1− 15

keV energy range. We use EPIC-pn in Large Window

mode with the medium filter as our primary instrument.

MOS1 and MOS2 data were taken in Partial Window 3

mode with the medium filter.

The data were reduced using SAS version 20.0.0, using

tools epproc and emproc with default settings, which

select for exposure, CCD, attitude, GTIs, bad pixels,

and filters. We applied a barycentric correction using

the known source position and the SAS tool barycen.

Additionally, for the persistent limit, we form the GTIs

where the average 0.4–10 keV photon count rate across

the image was less than 0.4 photons per second. This

threshold is suggested by the XMM-Newton team in

their analysis threads4 to exclude intervals of flaring par-

ticle background.

Our X-ray observations, along with the number of de-

tected bursts per transit from CHIME/FRB, are shown

in Figure 1 as an indicator of source activity at the time

of our X-ray data. These burst rates have not been cor-

rected for exposure nor are they necessarily complete (a

robust database search, which would include a clustering

algorithm, has not been conducted). For other studies

that make statements about the source’s radio proper-

ties rather than only the X-ray emission, this should

be taken into account. A full catalog of CHIME radio

bursts detected from the source will be presented else-

where.

2.4. NICER

NICER is an X-ray telescope, originally designed to

study the properties of neutron stars through soft X-ray

timing (Gendreau et al. 2016). Launched on 2017 June

3, NICER is mounted on the International Space Sta-

tion. NICER is equipped with an X-ray Timing Instru-

ment (XTI) that consists of 56 X-ray detectors (52 oper-

ational on orbit), which provide a peak effective area of

∼1500 cm2 at ∼1.5 keV (Arzoumanian et al. 2014). The

4 https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/sas-threads

https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/sas-threads


6 Cook, A. M. et al.

Table 1. Radio burst detections during X-ray observations.

Burst Number Barycentric ToAa Fluence Observation ID

(MJD) (Jy ms)

CHIME/Pulsar Swift

B1 59867.2337651529(5) > 1.12 00015380001

B2 59867.2361652994(5) > 0.52 00015380001

B3 59868.2302000210(5) > 0.24 00015380002

CHIME/Pulsar NICER

B4 59880.1990692887(5) > 1.27 5203470102

B5 59880.2007281066(5) > 0.32 5203470102

B6 59880.2012657886(5) > 0.45 5203470102

B7 59880.2014033844(5) > 0.42 5203470102

B8 59880.2021430438(5) > 0.42 5203470102

B9 59880.2021439275(5) > 0.56 5203470102

B10 59880.2039849901(5) > 0.91 5203470102

B11 59880.2045395375(5) > 1.13 5203470102

B12 59882.1909163952(5) > 1.97 5203470103

B13 59882.1915613202(5) > 0.67 5203470103

B14 59882.1951750479(5) > 0.66 5203470103

B15 59882.1951762690(5) > 0.70 5203470103

B16 59882.1951801563(5) > 0.83 5203470103

B17 59882.1951805052(5) > 0.43 5203470103

B18 59882.1955737831(5) > 0.79 5203470103

B19 59884.1880391532(5) > 0.78 5203470104

B20 59884.1902762081(5) > 0.36 5203470104

B21 59884.1908769493(5) 12.3± 1.4 5203470104

B22 59886.1846954935(5) > 0.12 5203470105

B23 59886.1892703034(5) > 0.85 5203470105

B24 59889.1707981026(5) > 2.02 5203470107

B25 59889.1720946333(5) > 0.66 5203470107

B26 59889.1738768160(5) > 0.65 5203470107

B27 59889.1742898498(5) 13.6± 1.5 5203470107

B28 59889.1748964928(5) > 0.54 5203470107

B29 59889.1749662400(5) > 1.69 5203470107

Effelsberg XMM-Newton

B30 59922.706875601616 12.6± 0.8 0903220101

aBurst time of arrival (ToA) at infinite frequency, after correcting for
dispersion and translating to the barycenter of the solar system.

XTI covers an energy range 0.2–12 keV (Gendreau et al.

2012). Photons detected by NICER are time-tagged rel-

ative to GPS and are accurate to better than 100 ns

root-mean-square (LaMarr et al. 2016; Prigozhin et al.

2016).

We carried out X-ray observations of FRB20220912A

with NICER between 2022 October 26 and 2022 Novem-

ber 11. High time resolution radio observations were si-

multaneously performed using one of CHIME/Pulsar’s

tracking beams during our observational campaign

(CHIME/Pulsar Collaboration et al. 2021).

The NICER observations, as well other X-ray obser-

vations performed using other X-ray telescopes, are sum-

marized in Table 2.

The NICER data were reduced with the instrument

specific software suite NICERDAS version 10, included in
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the HEASoft (version 6.31) software package (NASA

HEASARC 2014). The data were first calibrated and

screened using standard NICER-recommended pro-

cesses in the nicerl2 task. GTIs were computed with

nimaketime and events that fall in those GTIs were

extracted using niextract-events.We then used the

task nicerl3-spect to generate the required ancil-

lary response files for each observation in the NICER-

recommended way. The ancillary response files allow

us to convert the number of counts from the detector

to physical flux units. Finally, we applied barycenter

corrections to the event lists and GTIs using barycorr,

the known position of the source (Hewitt et al. 2024)

and JPL planetary ephemeris DE405 (Standish 1998).

All assumed source properties are summarized in Table

3.

2.5. Swift

On 2022 October 14, the CHIME/FRB team sent a

Target of Opportunity (ToO) request to Swift for two

observations of FRB20220912A during the source’s 15

minute transit over CHIME. Swift performed observa-

tions on 2022 October 15 and 16, for a total exposure of

1.9 ks. Swift ’s X-ray Telescope (XRT) is a CCD imaging

spectrometer, sensitive to 0.2–10 keV photons. In pho-

ton counting mode, which was requested for our ToO

as the count rate was expected to be very low, XRT

has a time resolution of 2.5 s. During the first observa-

tion on 2022 October 15 (Observation ID 00015380001),

the Earth limb began encroaching into the field of view

about halfway through the observation. This increased

the background rate substantially, which caused the ring

buffer to overflow/saturate and hence we do not have an

accurate upper limit on flux during the second half of

the observation. Limits are set using the cleaned XRT

event files provided by Swift and the Swift software

tool, xrtmkarf, included in the HEASoft software pack-

age. Photon arrival times are barycentered using the

barycorr tool, also included in the HEASoft software

package, with JPL planetary ephemeris DE405 (Stan-

dish 1998).

3. ANALYSIS

3.1. Persistent X-ray Emission

We detect no persistent source consistent with

FRB20220912A’s position (Hewitt et al. 2024) in the

XMM-Newton EPIC data (within a 90% containment

region, which is 680 pixels or 35 arcseconds). In order to

determine the significance of a collection of X-ray pho-

tons or lack thereof, we use the methodology presented

by Kraft et al. (1991), who derived a Bayesian expres-

sion for confidence intervals in error analysis for photon

counting experiments with low numbers of counts. This

formalism is often chosen by X-ray astronomers because

of its straightforward application to circumstances with

non-zero expected background counts. We make use

of the Python implementation in the pwkit library

(Williams et al. 2017) in order to compute these statis-

tics. We estimate a 99.7% credible interval (chosen as

it produces physically relevant constraints while still

being conservative, 99.7% is ∼ 3σ Gaussian equivalent)

on the 0.5–10.0 keV source count rate from the EPIC

pn of between 0 and 5 × 10−4 counts per second for

the ∼ 44 ks GTIs within our observations of the source.

This 99.7% credible interval upper limit count rate as-

sumes an average background rate of 3 × 10−3 counts

per second, which was estimated from the same obser-

vations in a spatial region away from FRB 20220912A

and without any obvious X-ray sources. Hence we infer

a 99.7% credible interval upper limit on unabsorbed flux

of 8.8 × 10−15 ergs cm−2 s−1 in the 0.5–10 keV range,

assuming isotropic emission with Γ = 2 power-law spec-

trum, absorbed by a NH = 1022 cm−2 neutral hydrogen

column. Using the luminosity distance of 362.4 Mpc,

this corresponds to a 0.5–10.0 keV isotropic-equivalent

luminosity of LX < 1.4× 1041 ergs s−1. The correct NH

to assume is not obvious. X-rays could be significantly

absorbed by intervening material along the line-of-sight

of our source. From our own Galaxy, HI4PI Collabora-

tion et al. (2016) estimate a neutral hydrogen column

of 1.42 × 1021 cm−2 along the line of sight of FRB

20220912A. This can be an estimate of the minimal

possible total NH along the line of sight of the source.

Following the argument in Scholz et al. (2020), the low

extragalactic DM5 of 94.3 or 97.3 pc cm−3 (using the

free electron models in NE2001, YWM16 respectively,

Cordes & Lazio 2002; Yao et al. 2017) suggests there are

not orders of magnitude more ionized plasma along the
line of sight than what is contributed by our Galaxy. He

et al. (2013) predict (3± 1)× 1021 cm−2 from this ex-

tragalactic DM, after accounting for the uncertainty in

the relationship and the differing extragalactic DM pre-

dictions. To be conservative, we assume an NH of 1022

cm−2 throughout. Of course, this makes the assump-

tion that the ratio of atomic metals to free electrons is

similar to that found in the MW interstellar medium

along the entire line of sight. This may not be the case

local to the FRB source if, for example, the source was

located in a decades-old supernova remnant (Metzger

et al. 2017). If there was extreme X-ray absorption

5 the DM above what is maximally predicted free electron mod-
els of the disk of the Milky Way (MW) along that line of sight,
not accounting for the halo, see e.g. Cook et al. (2023).
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Table 2. X-ray Observations.

Telescope Observation ID Start time End time Exposure

(MJD) (UTC) (UTC) (s)

Swift 00015380001 59867.22433 2022-10-15T05:23:02 2022-10-15T05:42:30 895

Swift 00015380002 59868.22155 2022-10-16T05:19:02 2022-10-16T05:38:08 979

NICER 5203470101 59878.18130 2022-10-26T04:21:04 2022-10-26T04:51:00 923

NICER 5203470102 59880.19297 2022-10-28T04:37:53 2022-10-28T04:56:20 934

NICER 5203470103 59882.18068 2022-10-30T04:20:11 2022-10-30T04:58:20 2186

NICER 5203470104 59884.18132 2022-11-01T04:21:06 2022-11-01T04:56:40 2029

NICER 5203470105 59886.18127 2022-11-03T04:21:02 2022-11-03T04:59:00 2174

NICER 5203470106 59887.15162 2022-11-04T03:38:20 2022-11-04T04:13:00 1951

NICER 5203470107 59889.14861 2022-11-06T03:34:00 2022-11-06T04:13:20 2296

NICER 5203470108 59891.14789 2022-11-08T03:32:58 2022-11-08T04:14:20 2406

NICER 5203470109 59893.14745 2022-11-10T03:32:20 2022-11-10T04:14:40 2466

NICER 5203470110 59898.06802 2022-11-15T01:35:42 2022-11-15T04:59:19 1833

NICER 5203470111 59901.08515 2022-11-18T01:56:36 2022-11-18T04:05:13 1798

NICER 5203470112 59903.60396 2022-11-20T14:24:42 2022-11-20T14:35:54 372

NICER 5203470113 59904.05746 2022-11-21T01:16:40 2022-11-21T16:54:51 1306

NICER 5203470114 59905.1536 2022-11-22T03:35:40 2022-11-22T03:45:01 225

XMM-Newton 0903220101 59922.41864 2022-12-09T10:02:51 2022-12-09T19:12:51 26863

XMM-Newton 0903220401 59926.40576 2022-12-13T09:44:18 2022-12-13T18:54:18 26857

XMM-Newton 0903220501 59928.38846 2022-12-15T09:19:23 2022-12-15T18:46:03 29526
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X-ray Observations of FRB 20220912A

Swift & CHIME/PSR

Radio activity

NICER & CHIME/PSR XMM -Newton & Effelsberg

Figure 1. Timeline of X-ray observations compared with the number of bursts detected by CHIME/FRB per few-minute
daily source transit (gray histogram, not corrected for exposure). The observations are summarized in more detail in Section
2. The blue triangles and red stars represent Swift and NICER observations, respectively, for which CHIME/Pulsar provided
simultaneous radio coverage. The black crosses denote our XMM-Newton observations with contemporaneous Effelsberg radio
coverage. Filled markers denote observations with radio bursts detected during a GTI during an X-ray observation. These X-ray
data were obtained during periods of high radio activity from the source.
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local to the source, one could expect a NH value as

high as 1024 cm−2 (Scholz et al. 2017), although such

a scenario has been disfavoured for at least some FRB

sources, given their detection at low (∼ 300 MHz) fre-

quencies (Chawla et al. 2022; Scholz et al. 2020). FRB

20220912A has been detected at frequencies as low as

111 MHz, so the same argument can be applied to this

source (Fedorova et al. 2023). The impact of an extreme

X-ray absorption on resultant X-ray limits is explored

more in Scholz et al. (2017, 2020), and from their calcu-

lations, we can assume in this scenario our limits would

be about an order of magnitude less constraining.

Swift-XRT also did not detect significant persis-

tent source within the 90% containment region of

FRB20220912A (a circle with a 20 pixel or 47 arc-

second radius), which places an upper bound of the

99.7% credible interval on absorbed source flux between

0.2 and 10.0 keV of 8.5 × 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1. Again,

this assumes an average background rate, here 1× 10−3

counts per second, which we estimate from a spatial

region away from FRB 20220912A without any obvious

X-ray sources in it. We report this less constraining

value along with the deep limit from XMM-Newton

EPIC as the Swift-XRT limit was obtained much closer

to the source’s initial activation, and hence could still

be constraining for decaying emission models.

We do not estimate the NICER persistent upper limit

as we detected another faint source with Swift-XRT

(0.2–10.0 keV X-ray flux ∼ 6 × 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1 us-

ing the On-Demand XRT products webtool from Evans

et al. 2009) within the FoV of the NICER observa-

tions (albiet off-axis) and NICER is non-imaging. The

faint source is not consistent with FRB20220912A as it

is outside of Swift-XRTs 90% PSF containment region

around FRB20220912A.

We searched a two degree radius around FRB20220912A

for any gamma-ray source in the Fermi -LAT 14-Year

Point Source Catalog (4FGL-DR4; Ballet et al. 2023;

Abdollahi et al. 2022); but there are no known cataloged

gamma-ray sources within this sky region.

3.2. Prompt X-ray Emission at the Times of Radio

Bursts

XMM-Newton—We detected one radio burst during our

XMM-Newton observations. The burst occurred during

a time of high X-ray background, presumably from soft

proton flares. We place a 99.7% credible region upper

limit of 5.8 counts given the absence of photons detected

by EPIC-pn (using Kraft et al. 1991), or < 1.5× 10−10

erg cm−2 on 0.5–10.0 keV unabsorbed X-ray fluence at

the time of the radio burst (having corrected for the DM

delay). The background rate for each of the short du-

ration/burst upper limits is estimated by averaging the

light curve over the 200s surrounding the radio burst

ToA, with a buffer equal to the assumed duration of

the X-ray burst. For XMM-Newton and Swift, we av-

erage over the light curve of the 90% spatial contain-

ment region of FRB20220912A, whereas for NICER,

which is non-imaging, we average over the light curve

of the entire field. The upper limit value also assumes

a 100 ms X-ray burst duration, photo-electrically ab-

sorbed by a moderate neutral hydrogen column in that

direction (NH = 1022 cm−2), assuming a 10 keV black-

body spectrum. A timescale of 100 ms was chosen as it

is comparable to the duration of the X-ray counterpart

to the SGR 1935+2154 April 2020 FRB-like radio burst

(Mereghetti et al. 2020). There are no photons within ±
820 ms of the burst (after correcting for the dispersive

delay), hence a similar limit can be placed for bursts of

durations up to 820ms.

NICER—We detected 26 radio bursts with CHIME/Pulsar

while NICER was simultaneously observing the source.

Of these bursts, and considering the trials factor of

26, the smallest individual 99.7% credible region upper

limit constrains a prompt 0.5–10.0 keV X-ray burst flu-

ence to 9.0 counts, or < 4.0× 10−10 erg cm−2 assuming

the same burst properties as for XMM-Newton above.

The depth of the limit, for a fixed telescope and source

distance, is predominantly based on the average back-

ground rate at the time the limit is placed. In placing

the best limit, we are essentially selecting for the low-

est background, and hence we must incorporate a trials

factor to reflect the increased probability of observing a

low background count rate realization compared to the

true background count rate among many trials. The

limit reported above is corrected for 26 trials via the

Dunn–Šidák correction(Šidák 1967), a simple method

to control for the family-wise error rate in multiple

hypothesis testing which is conservative for tests that

are positively dependent. The Dunn–Šidák correction

widens the confidence intervals for a given significance

threshold (α ∈ [0, 1]) to 100(̇1 − α)1/m where m ∈ N is

the number of hypotheses/trials being tested.

Swift—We detected three radio bursts with CHIME/Pulsar

while Swift was simultaneously observing the source. Of

these bursts, and considering the trials factor here of

three, the smallest individual 99.7% credible region up-

per limit constrains a prompt 0.5–10.0 keV X-ray burst

fluence to 6.9 counts, or < 1.4× 10−9 erg cm−2 assum-

ing the same burst properties as for XMM-Newton and

NICER above.
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3.3. Bursts/Flares of Varying Durations at Other

Times During the Observations

We carried out an untargeted search for bursts of vary-

ing durations at times other than at the time of radio

bursts during the observations. We searched for signifi-

cant signals above background from X-ray photons com-

ing from the location of FRB20220912A (i.e., within the

90% PSF-containment regions of Swift-XRT and XMM-

Newton or any NICER photons, as it is non-imaging).

The search was performed by binning the data accord-

ing to burst width and then checking if the number of

photons in a given bin was statistically significant at

the 99.7% level according to the statistics presented by

Kraft et al. (1991). We used an estimate of the back-

ground by averaging the count rate nearby in time to

the bin of interest (with a few-bin padding on either side

in case a hypothetical burst arrived between two neigh-

boring time bins). We then correct for the problem of

multiple hypotheses (or the look-elsewhere effect) with

the Dunn–Šidák correction (Šidák 1967). The assumed

trials factor is equal to the sum of the number of bins

checked for significant signal over all tested bin widths.

We searched for bursts with durations of 1ms, 10ms,

100ms, 1 s and 10 s. We find no significant bursts across

all X-ray instruments and observations (99.7% credible

region), and we would have been sensitive to bursts at

these timescales with 0.5−10.0 keV fluences ∼ 10−9 erg

cm−2.

3.4. Stacked Prompt Search

Previous methodologies—While the existing formalism of

Kraft et al. (1991) allows us to place limits on X-ray

emission at the time of each radio burst, the authors

do not provide a formalism for the case where multiple

independent measurements are taken of a given source.

Scholz et al. (2017) and Piro et al. (2021) combine the

information from multiple independent trials, that is,

multiple non-detections of X-ray emission at the time

of radio bursts, by assuming that an X-ray burst of the

same energy is emitted at the time of each detected ra-

dio burst. We derive the Bayesian expression for this

calculation in Appendix A. This model assumes that

the independent observations of Ni X-ray counts at the

time of a radio burst is described by a Poisson model

with rate parameter λi = S + Bi. For n total X-ray

observations, i ∈ 1, . . . n is an index describing the ith

X-ray observation. Bi are the average background rates

in each observation and S is the average source count

rate during the bursts. The Bi are treated as known

and constant. That is,

Ni ∼ Poisson(λi = S +Bi).

New methodology—All bursts having the same luminos-

ity is a strong assumption, however, given that most

astrophysical transient phenomena that we see can be

characterized by some luminosity distribution.

A more conservative assumption is that an X-ray burst

of the same relative X-ray-to-radio fluence is emitted at

the time of each radio burst. That is, we ask the ques-

tion: if one expects to see an X-ray burst whose lumi-

nosity scales proportionally to that of a simultaneous

radio burst, what is the limit that can be placed? We

derive a hierarchical Bayesian expression for the X-ray-

to-radio fluence ratio6 η x/r = FX-ray/Fradio in Appendix

B. FX-ray is the X-ray fluence (in erg cm−2), Fradio is the

radio fluence (converted from Jy ms to erg cm−2 Hz−1

and then multiplied by the emitting bandwidth of the

bursts, which can be a conservative underestimate due

to our finite observing band). This hierarchical model

assumes the following distributions

Step I Ni ∼ Poisson(λi = Si +Bi)

Step II Si ∼ N∞
0

(
η x/rFradio,i

(Flux/S)
,
η x/rσFradio,i

(Flux/S)

)
where Fradio, i, σFradio, i

are the radio fluences of the

detected simultaneous bursts and their associated un-

certainties, respectively. (Flux/S)∈ R+ is a conver-

sion parameter to turn the X-ray count rates into flu-

ences. This value depends on the underlying spectral

model assumed and the effective area of the X-ray tele-

scope, but can be computed using standard X-ray tools.

N∞
0 (µ, σ) denotes a normal distribution truncated on

the left at 0 with mean µ ∈ R+ and standard devia-

tion σ ∈ R+. Poisson(λ) denotes the Poisson distribu-

tion with rate parameter λ ∈ R+. With CHIME/Pulsar

alone, we have only a lower limit on burst fluence, but

co-detections between CHIME/Pulsar and other tele-

scopes suggest a factor of 2–3 underestimate. Hence, for

these bursts, we instead model the flux distribution in

Step II as N∞
Sradio, i

(2Sradio, i, Sradio, i) where Sradio, i =

η x/rFradio, i/(Flux/S). This enforces that our reported

fluence limits are strict lower limits, and conservatively

6 We use the symbol η x/r rather than simply η to differentiate
between X-ray-to-radio fluence ratio and radio-to-X-ray fluence
ratio respectively. The latter is slightly more common, however
the definition of relative fluence ratio is not widely standard in
FRB applications. η x/r has the benefit of being defined when
there is no X-ray counterpart, hence our selection.
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accounts for the underestimate factor of 2–3. The re-

sulting limits are conservative because they, on aver-

age, underestimate the fluence of the CHIME/Pulsar

radio bursts, and hence inflate the upper limit we place

on η x/r. A numerical implementation of these models

in python and a minimal working example is available

on Zenodo at https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12785591

(Cook et al. 2024).

For all 30 radio bursts from FRB20220912A that

were detected during our X-ray observations, we com-

pute this stacked upper limit of 2 × 106 on η x/r at the

99.7% credible level, assuming our conservative 10 keV

blackbody burst spectrum. The posterior distribution

of this model is derived in full in Appendix B. The

observed SGR 1935-2154 X-ray burst associated with

FRB-like emission was modelled with a cutoff powerlaw

at Ecut = 83.89 keV, photon index Γ = 1.56 (Li et al.

2021). If we instead assume this spectrum for our burst

model, and after having corrected for absorption, we de-

rive an upper limit on η x/r of 8× 105 at the 99.7% cred-

ible level. We show the posterior distributions on η x/r

using this method in the top right panel of Figure 2 and

compare with previous ‘bona fide’ counterpart limits in

Figure 3. For the 2004 December 27 magnetar giant

flare of SGR 1806-20, Tendulkar et al. (2016) placed up-

per limits on the possible radio fluence at the time of

the 1.4 erg cm−2 X-ray flare given the non-detection

with the Parkes radio telescope, which was observing a

location 35.6 degrees away from the source at the time

(Hurley et al. 2005; Palmer et al. 2005; Terasawa et al.

2005). This corresponds to a lower -limit on X-ray-to-

radio fluence ratio, given it is an upper limit on the

radio fluence which is the denominator, of 4 × 1010 for

X-ray counterparts of FRBs if they can be attributed to

magnetar giant flares like that observed for SGR 1806-

20. However, the majority of upper limits placed in that

paper are incompatible with our limits and all published

limits on η x/r to date.

Using the formalism derived in Appendix B, we re-

visit the limits placed by Scholz et al. (2017); Pilia et al.

(2020); Scholz et al. (2020), and Yan et al. (2024). This

allows a more direct comparison between the limits,

compiles all the data in one place, and decreases the

upper limit placed on η x/r for each work. For the afore-

mentioned papers, Table 4 summarizes the data that are

required to calculate our stacked η x/r constraint (Equa-

tion B13). The full posterior distributions from the re-

treatment of these soft-X-ray data are shown in Figure

2. The corresponding 99.7% credible intervals on η x/r

from these data, using our method, are also placed in

the broader context of observing frequency-η x/r phase

space in Figure 3.

The stacked η x/r limit placed on FRB20180916B

plotted in Figure 3 uses the observations of Scholz et al.

(2017) and Pilia et al. (2020). The limit could be im-

proved by the inclusion of limits placed by Trudu et al.

(2023), but the required data are not currently public.

4. DISCUSSION

We now discuss each of the limits derived from our ob-

servations in the context of known transient populations

and predictions from FRB models. Metzger et al. (2019)

predict an 1–10 keV X-ray counterpart with luminos-

ity 1042–1043 erg s−1 for their model of FRBs as syn-

chrotron maser emission from decelerating relativistic

blast waves. When one places this emission, predicted

to last 0.1–1 seconds, at the distance of FRB20220912A ,

it corresponds to fluences in the range (6− 600)× 10−15

erg cm−2.

Our most constraining 99.7% credible region upper

limit on X-ray emission at the time of a radio burst

from FRB 20220912A, 1.5 × 10−10 erg cm−2, does not

yet probe this region. However, our simultaneous X-ray

and radio measurements of the hyperactive, bright FRB

20220912A allow us to place the best η x/r constraints

in the X-ray band to date. Our lowest 99.7% η x/r up-

per limit is 7× 106, and when stacking data from the

time of each of our radio bursts, is 2 × 106. While the

limits in this paper are not the most constraining in

X-ray burst luminosity placed for an FRB to date, ow-

ing to the larger distance of FRB20220912A compared

to FRB20200120E (Pearlman et al. 2023), our limits

remain highly relevant because the hyperactivity and

brightness of the source allow us to place deeper limits

on η x/r.

Our observations cannot rule out magnetospheric

models, which, if they predict an X-ray counterpart,

cite expected η x/r from ∼ 1 (comparable energy to

that of the radio burst, e.g., Margalit et al. 2020) to

η x/r ∼ 104 (Lu et al. 2020). Drawing on analogies with

solar flares, Lyutikov (2002) hypothesized that bursts

from magnetars could produce an X-ray-to-radio flu-

ence ratio of ∼ 104 (this model was later employed as

an explanation of FRBs by Popov & Postnov 2010).

This analogy was recently further contextualized for the

microshots emitted by this source, FRB 20220912A, by

Hewitt et al. (2023). Our best η x/r limit is the closest

yet to the η x/r = 2.5 × 105 observed for the FRB-like

burst on 2020 April 28 from SGR1935+2154 and ac-

companying X-ray burst (CHIME/FRB Collaboration

2020; Bochenek et al. 2020; Mereghetti et al. 2020; Li

et al. 2021). Indeed, for a similar X-ray burst spectrum

(a cutoff powerlaw at Ecut = 83.89 keV, photon index

Γ = 1.56, and after having corrected for galactic ab-

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12785591
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Figure 2. Posterior distributions of η x/r (band-integrated X-ray-to-radio fluence ratios) from a selection of soft X-ray obser-
vations of FRBs. In the top four panels, the value of η x/r corresponding to the upper boundary on the 0.997 credible interval
is shown with a gray arrow using the same linestyle. The posterior distributions approach a constant value from the lower η x/r

bound of the plot to η x/r = 0 and approach zero density as η x/r approaches infinity. Top-left panel: Posterior distributions on
η x/r using the Bayesian stacking method described in Section 3.4 and Appendix B, based on all observations reported in this
paper (solid black line). The posterior distribution of η x/r, computed from simultaneous XMM-Newton and Effelsberg data at
the time of B30, is shown as a black dotted line. The dot-dashed line shows the posterior distribution of η x/r, computed from
simultaneous NICER and CHIME/Pulsar bursts (B4–B29). The dashed line shows the posterior distribution of η x/r, computed
from the simultaneous Swift and CHIME/Pulsar bursts (B1–B3). Top-right panel: Posterior distributions of four radio bursts
from FRB 20121102A simultaneously observed with Chandra, reported by Scholz et al. (2017), and combined using our method
(solid blue line). Middle-left panel: Same as in the top panels, but instead using the observations reported by Scholz et al. (2020)
(dotted maroon line) and Pilia et al. (2020) (dot-dashed maroon line), along with our combined Bayesian stacking measurement
(solid maroon line). Middle-right panel: Same as in the top panels, but instead based on the observations of FRB 20190520B
by Yan et al. (2024) and combined using our Bayesian stacking method (solid green line). Bottom panel: Cumulative posterior
distributions of η x/r, combined using our Bayesian stacking method and plotted source-by-source, for comparison. Arrows,
colored by source, denote upper limits corresponding to 0.997 η x/r credible regions.

sorption; Li et al. 2021), instead of our conservative 10

keV blackbody burst spectrum, the stacked η x/r limit is

8× 105, only a factor of 3 from the observed η x/r of the

FRB-like burst from SGR1935+2154. This motivates

the continued search for X-ray counterparts for FRB

sources. After a statistically significant number of bright

radio bursts like those detected from FRB20220912A,

one could disfavor the mechanism producing the SGR

1935+2154 simultaneous X-ray and radio burst for a

given repeater source if no X-ray emission was seen,

under the assumption that an X-ray burst with equal

η x/r is emitted with each radio burst. Considering

simultaneous XMM-Newton and Effelsberg observa-

tions like the campaign in this paper, η x/r ∼ 104 could

be measured with our Bayesian method at the 99.7%

level given an X-ray non-detection of two kJy ms radio

bursts, ten 500 Jy ms radio bursts, or fifty 50 Jy ms

radio bursts. Highly energetic bursts from repeaters

are detected more rarely, but they have been observed

before (Kirsten et al. 2024).Hewitt et al. (2023) and

Ould-Boukattine et al. (2022) report a handful of bursts

from FRB20220912A with radio fluences > 400 Jy ms

and as high as 972 Jy ms. Ikebe et al. (2023) report a

burst from FRB 20201124A with fluence > 189 Jy ms.

In 2020 October, SGR 1935+2154 was observed to

emit regular pulsed radio emission, with radio bursts

detected with luminosities comparable to typical ro-

tating radio transients or radio pulsars, depending on
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Figure 3. Upper limits placed on the band-integrated HE-to-radio fluence (F ) ratio (ηband/r = Fband/FRadio, since we also
consider measurements outside of the X-ray band) for optical, UV, X-ray and gamma-ray observations during simultaneous
radio observations of FRBs, adapted from Chen et al. (2020). For FRB20220912A , the limit presented is calculated using
the Bayesian method described in Appendix B, considering all 30 upper limits at the time of radio bursts and assuming a 10
keV blackbody burst spectrum. For consistency, we present upper limits from previously reported non-detections combined
using the Bayesian stacking method presented in this paper (maroon lines, bold text to indicate the values derived from our
observations). Other relevant X-ray and gamma-ray limits, based on targeted observations, are shown as black lines (Scholz
et al. 2017; Anumarlapudi et al. 2020; Pearlman et al. 2023). Previous constraints from untargeted observations are labeled by
publication in gray (Andreoni et al. 2020; Casentini et al. 2020; Hardy et al. 2017; Richmond et al. 2020; Scholz et al. 2017,
2020; Wevers et al. 2018; Yamasaki et al. 2016). We show the measured η x/r of the X-ray burst observed contemporaneously
with FRB-like emission from Galactic magnetar SGR 1935+2154 detected on 2020 April 28 (green star; Li et al. 2021) and the
forest green line shows our stacked η x/r limit assuming the observed burst spectrum of this SGR 1935+2154 X-ray burst (Li
et al. 2021). The predicted parameter space of η x/r for a ∼keV-energy young magnetar burst (Metzger et al. 2019), assuming a
luminosity distance of 362.4Mpc for FRB20220912A and the observed radio fluence of radio burst B30, is shown in blue.

which distance was assumed (Zhu et al. 2023). This

pulsed radio emission was anti-aligned with the X-ray

pulsed emission at the time (Younes et al. 2023). We

computed the fraction of X-ray-to-radio energy released

during an average single-pulse, and find this η x/r of ∼
(7−12)×106, which can be ruled out for FRB20220912A

by our observations (Zhu et al. 2023; Younes et al. 2023).

Given that FRB20220912A and FRB20180916B

have source distances of the same order of magnitude,

and were observed with the same telescopes at the times

of radio bursts, the upper limit we derive on persistent

X-ray emission at the location of FRB20220912A is sim-

ilar in magnitude to that derived for FRB20180916B

(Scholz et al. 2020). Thus we can derive similar con-

clusions about the nature of the source. A Crab-like

nebula, which has persistent X-ray luminosity ∼ 1037

erg s−1, cannot be ruled out for the source. Our limit is

lower than the luminosities of most ULXs, but we cannot

rule out luminosities in the range of Galactic HMXBs

and LMXBs (Terashima & Wilson 2003; Sazonov &

Khabibullin 2018; Earnshaw et al. 2019; Pearlman et al.

2023).

5. CONCLUSIONS

High energy studies of FRB counterparts are crucial to

derive a full picture of the spectral properties of FRBs,

and hence not only to disentangling the sources of FRBs

but also as a probe of one the most extreme radio tran-

sients in the Universe. CHIME/FRB is a unique mon-

itor of stochastic repeater activity, which is often clus-

tered in time (e.g., Collaboration 2020; Lanman et al.

2022; Shin & CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2024). Such

a monitor allows coordination of HE observations with

the maximum probability of detecting contemporaneous

radio bursts— this, along with the Bayesian stacking

methodology presented in this paper enables searches in
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new areas of counterpart relative-fluence (η x/r) phase

space.

The recently hyper-activated FRB20220912A is an

example that shows the power of these types of obser-

vations. Based on an extensive, contemporaneous ra-

dio and X-ray campaign, we report our lowest single

99.7% credible upper limit on η x/r of 7× 106, which is

the lowest constraint yet. Using a hierarchical exten-

sion to the standard Bayesian treatment of low-count,

background contaminated data, we combined informa-

tion from X-ray non-detections at the times of 30 of

radio bursts from FRB 20220912A. This allowed us to

constrain η x/r < 2×106 at the 99.7% level, assuming all

bursts are associated with X-ray bursts with the same

fluence ratio. Our brightest radio burst observed si-

multaneously with an X-ray telescope produces a 99.7%

credible region 0.5–10.0 keV fluence limit of 1.5× 10−10

erg cm−2 assuming a 100ms-burst with a 10 keV black-

body spectrum, corrected for absorption by a 1022 cm−2

neutral hydrogen column. Our XMM-Newton observa-

tions constrain, at the 99.7% level, persistent flux from

FRB20220912A to less than 8.8× 10−15 ergs cm−2 s−1

in the 0.5–10-keV range assuming a powerlaw spectrum

with Γ = 2 after correcting for absorption by a 1022

cm−2 neutral hydrogen column. At the luminosity dis-

tance of 362.4 Mpc, this corresponds to a 0.5–10.0 keV

luminosity of LX < 1.4× 1041 ergs s−1.

Continued arcsecond localizations from projects like

the Deep Synoptic Array-110 (DSA-110) and the up-

coming CHIME/FRB Outriggers will allow us to target

the most active, nearby, and energetic of FRB sources

for HE follow-up campaigns like the one detailed in this

paper (Bhardwaj et al. 2023; Law et al. 2024; Lanman

et al. 2024). This will allow the ongoing pursuit of

source-discriminating HE emission closer to the lumi-

nosities predicted by many models and observed tran-

sient behavior from magnetars in our own Galaxy (e.g.,

see Pearlman et al. 2023).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We express our sincere gratitude to the Effelsberg,

NICER, Swift, and XMM-Newton operations teams for

their help coordinating these observations and their re-

markable response times. We are deeply grateful to

Keith Gendreau, Zaven Arzoumanian, and Elizabeth

Ferrera for promptly scheduling these NICER obser-

vations and for their support of our work. We thank

Alex Kraus for helping to schedule these Effelsberg ob-

servations. We also thank Aaron Tohuvavohu for nu-

merous useful discussions and Ziggy Pleunis for helpful

comments, both of which improved the quality of the

manuscript.

A.M.C. is funded by an NSERC Doctoral Postgradu-

ate Scholarship. A.B.P. is a Banting Fellow, a McGill

Space Institute (MSI) Fellow, and a Fonds de Recherche

du Quebec – Nature et Technologies (FRQNT) postdoc-

toral fellow. The Dunlap Institute is funded through

an endowment established by the David Dunlap fam-

ily and the University of Toronto. B.M.G. acknowl-

edges the support of the Natural Sciences and Engi-

neering Research Council of Canada (NSERC) through

grant RGPIN-2022-03163, and of the Canada Research

Chairs program. F.A.D is supported by the UBC Four

Year Fellowship. G.M.E. acknowledges funding from

NSERC through Discovery Grant RGPIN-2020-04554.

V.M.K. holds the Lorne Trottier Chair in Astrophysics

& Cosmology, a Distinguished James McGill Professor-

ship, and receives support from an NSERC Discovery

grant (RGPIN 228738-13), from an R. Howard Web-

ster Foundation Fellowship from CIFAR, and from the

FRQNT CRAQ. FRB research at UBC is supported by

an NSERC Discovery Grant and by the Canadian In-

stitute for Advanced Research. M.B. is a McWilliams

fellow, an International Astronomical Union Gruber fel-

low, and receives support from the McWilliams seed

grant. A.P.C is a Vanier Canada Graduate Scholar.

K.W.M. holds the Adam J. Burgasser Chair in As-

trophysics and is supported by NSF grants (2008031,

2018490). A.P. is funded by the NSERC Canada Grad-

uate Scholarships – Doctoral program. K.S. is sup-

ported by the NSF Graduate Research Fellowship Pro-

gram. M.W.S. acknowledges support from the Trottier

Space Institute fellowship program. D.C.S. is supported

by an NSERC Discovery Grant (RGPIN-2021-03985).

B.M.G., D.C.S., G.M.E. acknowledge additional support

provided by the Canadian Statistical Sciences Institute

through the funding of an interdisciplinary Collabora-

tive Research Team.
This publication is partly based on observations with

the 100-m telescope of the MPIfR (Max-Planck-Institut

für Radioastronomie) at Effelsberg. This work made use

of data supplied by the UK Swift Science Data Centre

at the University of Leicester. This work was partly

based on observations obtained with XMM-Newton, an

ESA science mission with instruments and contributions

directly funded by ESA Member States and NASA.

We acknowledge that CHIME is located on the

traditional, ancestral, and unceded territory of the

Syilx/Okanagan people. We are grateful to the staff

of the Dominion Radio Astrophysical Observatory,

which is operated by the National Research Council

of Canada. CHIME is funded by a grant from the

Canada Foundation for Innovation (CFI) 2012 Leading

Edge Fund (Project 31170) and by contributions from



X-ray Non-Detection of Bursts from FRB 20220912A 15

the provinces of British Columbia, Québec and Ontario.
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APPENDIX

A. BAYESIAN FORMALISM FOR SOURCE RATE CONSTRAINTS FROM MULTIPLE OBSERVATIONS

We seek to combine information from n X-ray observations at the time of radio bursts, which can be treated as

independent trials if sufficiently separated in time (i.e., the time between the FRBs is long compared to the durations

tested). We follow the Kraft et al. (1991) Bayesian formalism, but construct the posterior distribution probability

using Bayes rule assuming n observations of Ni X-ray photons for (i ∈ 1, . . . n), and (known) average background rates

of Bi for (i ∈ 1, . . . , n), to estimate a rate S for X-ray emission at the time of radio bursts. This method assumes that

S is constant for all radio bursts, during the radio bursts themselves. From Bayes rule, we can derive the posterior

distribution f on the rate S:

p(S) ∝ 1 (A1)

Ni ∼ Poisson(λi = Bi + S) (A2)

f(S|N1, . . . , Nn) =
P (N1, . . . , Nn|S)p(S)

P (N1 . . . , Nn)
(A3)

∝
n∏

i=1

Poisson(Ni|λi = Bi + S), (A4)

where Poisson(k|λ) is the Poisson probability mass function of k ∈ N observed counts given Poisson rate λ ∈ R+

and Bi is assumed constant and known for each observation n. Kraft et al. (1991) assume an improper uniform prior

distribution p(S) = c for all positive values. In order to construct a proper (finite) uniform prior distribution, one

should instead assume p(S) = c ∀S ∈ [0, x] for some appropriately large value x ∈ R+ of X-ray rate, and practically,

this will be enforced by any analytic implementation which computes this posterior distribution. Previous limits

placed on the X-ray emission at the time of FRBs can instead be used to set a conservative but still informative prior

distribution. In order to construct the 99.7% credible interval from this equation, again following Kraft et al. (1991),

we enforce that the difference in the flux bounds of the credible interval (Smax − Smin) is minimized and the peak

value of the posterior density distribution is included. This is known as the highest posterior density interval (see,

e.g., chapter one of Stenning & van Dyk 2018, for applications in astronomy).

B. BAYESIAN FORMALISM FOR η x/r CONSTRAINTS FROM MULTIPLE OBSERVATIONS

In Appendix A, we assume a single source rate, S, and calculate the posterior distribution on that source rate by

combining information from multiple observations. If one expects that the X-ray fluence from the source should be

proportional to the radio fluence, it is desirable to estimate the posterior distribution on the relative X-ray to radio

source fluence, η x/r. We thus assume here that η x/r is constant for all bursts, and that Si can vary. Again, we define

Ni as the number of X-ray photons at the time of each radio burst, Bi is the average background rate of X-ray photons

at the time of each radio burst and Fradio, i is the calculated radio fluence, with associated error σFradio, i
. What is the

credible interval on η x/r for these multiple observations? In the following derivation, we use Ni, Bi, Fi as shorthand

for the more conventional general list N0, B0, F0, . . . , Nn, Bn, Fn where n is the total number of detected bursts. We

will compute the posterior distribution of the observations given following model, introduced in Section 3.4:

Level I Ni ∼ Poisson(λi = Si +Bi) (B5)

Level II Si ∼ N∞
0

(
η x/rFradio,i

(Flux/S)
,
η x/rσFradio,i

(Flux/S)

)
, (B6)

where (Flux/S)∈ R+ is a conversion parameter to turn the X-ray count rates into fluxes. This value depends on the

underlying spectral model assumed and the effective area of the X-ray telescope, but can be computed using standard

X-ray tools. We assume a blackbody spectral model with kT = 10 keV for the bursts and present the corresponding

(Flux/S) parameter for each observation in Table 4. N∞
0 (µ, σ) denotes a normal distribution truncated on the left at

0 with mean µ ∈ R and standard deviation σ ∈ R+. The truncation is introduced because negative source counts are
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not physical. Poisson(λ) denotes the Poisson distribution with rate parameter λ ∈ R+. The Bi are treated as known

and fixed, but an additional model for the error can be added in Level II if there are significant uncertainties in this

estimation or the background rate is variable. Starting again from Bayes rule, we can write the posterior distribution

distribution f(η x/r)

f(η x/r) =
p(Ni|η x/r)p(η x/r)

C
, (B7)

where C ∈ R is some normalization constant. To compute the probability density of the observed counts, we must

invoke an X-ray rate parameter for each observation, Si, however this value is not known. Instead, we assume a

hierarchical Bayesian model, introducing Si as a random variable in the following equation using the chain rule of

probability through the identity p(A|B) =
∫
C
p(A,C|B)dC =

∫
C
p(C|B)p(A|B,C)dC for random variables A,B,C:

f(η x/r) =
1

C
p(η x/r)

∫
S1

∫
S2

. . .

∫
Sn

p(Ni|Si, η x/r)p(Si|η x/r)dS1dS2 . . . dSn (B8)

∝ p(η x/r)

∫
S1

∫
S2

. . .

∫
Sn

p(Ni|Si, η x/r)p(Si|η x/r)dS1dS2 . . . dSn (B9)

∝ p(η x/r)

∫
S1

∫
S2

. . .

∫
Sn

∏
i

Pois(Ni|λi = Si +Bi) N∞
0

(
η x/rFradio,i

(Flux/S)
,
η x/rσFradio,i

(Flux/S)

)
dS1dS2 . . . dSn (B10)

∝ p(η x/r)
∏
i

∫ ∞

0

(Flux/S)(Bi + Si)
Ni

√
2πη x/rσFradio,i

(Ni!)
exp

−
Bi + Si +

(Flux/S)2
(
Si − η x/rFradio,i

(Flux/S)

)2
2η2x/rσ

2
Fradio,i


dSi (B11)

∝ p(η x/r) exp

(
−

n∑
i=1

Bi

)
n∏

i=1

∫ ∞

0

(Flux/S)(Bi + Si)
Ni

√
2πη x/rσFradio,i

(Ni!)
exp

−
Si +

(Flux/S)2
(
Si − η x/rFradio,i

(Flux/S)

)2
2η2x/rσ

2
Fradio,i


dSi

(B12)

∝ p(η x/r)

n∏
i=1

∫ ∞

0

(Bi + Si)
Ni

η x/r
exp

−
Si +

(Flux/S)2
(
Si − η x/rFradio,i

(Flux/S)

)2
2η2x/rσ

2
Fradio,i


dSi. (B13)

This expression can be numerically integrated directly and normalized, or estimated with MCMC methods. We use

the posterior distribution from a previous independent trial as our prior distribution when stacking.

The reported credible regions correspond to the highest posterior density interval. A numerical implementation of this

integral in python and a minimal working example is available on Zenodo at https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12785591,

(Cook et al. 2024)

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12785591
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