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ABSTRACT

If Fast Radio Bursts (FRBs) are truly at astronomical, irtipatar cosmological, distances,
they represent one of the most exciting discoveries in phyrsics of the past decade. How-
ever, the distance to FRBs has, to date, been estimated fnar@ltheir excess dispersion, and

has not been corroborated by

any independent means. Iraghés pre discuss the possibility

of detecting neutral hydrogen absorption against FRBs fsoth spiral arms within our own
galaxy, or from intervening extragalacticildlouds. In either case a firm lower limit on the
distance to the FRB would be established. Absorption aggalactic spiral arms may already
be detectable for bright low-latitude bursts with existfagilities, and should certainly be so
by the Square Kilometre Array (SKA). Absorption againstragalactic H clouds, which
would confirm the cosmological distances of FRBs, should bésdetectable with the SKA,
and maybe also Arecibo. Quantitatively, we estimate thaa BKAID should be able to detect
extragalactic H absorption against a few percent of FRBs at a redghiftL.
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1 INTRODUCTION

One of the most exciting recent discoveries in astrophyaieshe
Fast Radio Bursts, apparently luminous coherent radio flashes at
cosmological distances. These events were first reporieatimer

et al. (2006), in data from the Parkes multibeam pulsar suih@
date, nine bursts from Parkes have been reported (Lorimak. et
2006; Keane et al. 2009; Thornton et al. 2013; Feéwbal 2015;
Ravi, Shannon & Jameson 2015), as well as one from Arecibo
(Spitler et al. 2014). These bursts are summarized in Tabded
also summary in Keane & Peffd2014). Their characteristics are
of non-repeating, intrinsically narrow (intrinsic width15ms; per-
haps as small as 1ms, see Keane & RER@14) radio bursts which
have dispersion measures (DMs) which are greatly in exdebg o
expected maximum galactic DM along that line of sight. Urtter
assumption of a relatively low degree of dispersion perwwiitme
uniformly distributed in the intergalactic medium (IGMhgir large
excess DMs imply cosmological distances (up to redghiftl). At
such distances the events have very high brightness temapesa

(= 10*2 K) and may represent a new class of extreme astrophysicall

phenomena (e.g. Falcke & Rezzolla 2014, Lyubarsky 2014 Mot
tez & Zarka 2014, Cordes & Wasserman 2015, Dolag et al. 2015).
If truly at cosmologcal distances, their ability to probe thary-
onic content and turbulence in the IGM, and maybe even thie dar
energy equation of state, makes them extremely excitingnoes
logical probes (see review in Macquart et al. 2015 and ratas
therein), regardless of the underlying astrophysics o&trent.

* email: rob.fender@astro.ox.ac.uk

However, their cosmological distances have not been, & dat
corroborated in any other way. This is not surprising, gitlesir
poor localisation in single dish surveys which makes discog
a counterpart at higher frequencies verffidult (although there
have been attempts: see Péted al. 2015, Ravi et al. 2015). For a
while there was some doubt as to their astronomical realigytd
their similarity to terrestrightmospheric events (‘perytons’, Burke-
Spoalor et al. 2011, Katz 2014), which has not entirely gonaya
(Kulkarni et al. 2014). Loeb, Schvartzvald & Maoz (2014) dav
suggested that the FRBs could originate from nearby flams,sta
where the excess DM is local to the flare star, which would mean
that FRBs were astrophysical, but were relatively localniigon
(2014) argues against this. The local astrophysical sieisaalso
discussed in Kulkarni et al. (2014) and Burke-Spolaor & Bsnn
ter (2014). Attempts to detect FRBs with an interferometdrich
would provide a good localisation, have not yet been sufuess
(Coenen et al. 2014, Law et al. 2015).

The current situation is therefore that we have a populaifon
radio transients, large numbers of which are likely to bected
by the Square Kilometre Array and its pathfindprecursors (Has-
sall, Keane & Fender 2013; Lorimer et al. 2013), and yet foicivh
the distance, and hence the astrophysical origin andyitidimains
uncertain. In this paper we demonstrate that the radio theta-t
selves, by revealing neutral hydrogen absorption eitlen fiocal
spiral arms or absorbers at cosmological distances, haveoten-
tial to resolve this puzzle.
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Burst | (deg) b(deg) Est.z HI(MHz) refs
FRB010125 356.6 -20.0 0.6 890 1
FRB010621 25.4 -4.0 0.2 1200 2
FRB010724 300.7 -41.8 0.3 1100 3
FRB110220 50.6 -54.9 0.8 790 4
FRB110626 355.9 -41.8 0.6 890 4
FRB110703 81.0 -59.0 0.9 750 4
FRB120127 49.3 -66.2 0.4 1000 4
FRB121102 175.0 -0.2 0.3 1100 5
FRB131104 260.6 -21.9 0.6 890 6
FRB140514 50.8 -54.6 0.4 1000 7

Table 1. Summary of published FRBs, with galactic coordinates {bi
positional error around half a degree), estimated redghifge uncertain-
ties), resulting estimated redshifted H | frequency, ardremce. REFS: 1
= Burke-Spolaor & Bannister (2014);2Keane et al. (2012); 3 Lorimer
et al. (2007); 4= Thornton et al. (2013); 5 Spitler et al. (2014); 6=
Ravi, Shannon & Jameson (2015);=7Petrdf et al. (2015). Note that
these the FRBs, and hence the references, are in chrorall@gier for
the bursts, not their discovery (the first burst discovered was FRBQ#Q7
by Lorimer et al. 2007). We caution that Bannister & Madsedil@® argue
that FRB010621 is likely to be a galactic source.

2 H1 ABSORPTION AGAINST FRBS

Were it possible to measureltdbsorption during the very short du-
ration of FRB bursts, this could be a unique test of theiraise,
whether they are relatively nearby galactic phenomenaalyrat
cosmological distances. How feasible is it to detect aliznrfea-
tures in the duration of a FRB? It turns out that it is in prptei
possible. In the following we assume that the DM to the FRB has
already been accurately estimated and the data correctdisper-
sion (‘de-dispersed’).

If the noise of the radio telescope, for a 1 msec integratton a
1.420 GHz over a velocity range of 50 kmtgcorresponding to
~ 240- (1+2"Y2 kHz) , iso, , the noise over a velocity interval
AV kms, as function of redshift of the absorber, is

50
)Mt’l/z(l +2)Y2 Jy

c=0.(m (1)
with t the duration of the FRB in milliseconds. We have cho-
sen 50 kms! because this is a representative width afatsorp-
tion detected in spectra of extragalactic sources (Préehasal.
2008) and because it broadly corresponds to the frequescjure
tion of the telescopes which have detected FRBs so far. FBR&h
with a flux densityS this means that the noise level in optical depth
for H1 absorption, with a widtiAV, is
o, ( 20 )1/2

— -1/2 1/2
o =3 (xy 51+ 27 Jy.

)

The column density of the absorbing cloud depends on the

velocity-integrated optical depth and is given by [cm™2] =
1.8 x 10%( f 70V)/ Tepin, WhereTgpin is the spin temperature of the
absorbing gas. The noise in the integrated optical depth is
o, ;1 50\1/2 _ -
< (N) Weo t 72(1 + 2)Y2 km s, (3)
whereWs, is the width of the absorption profile in units of 50
kms™. So the 5¢ detection limitl for the integrated optical depth
is

O‘f‘rdV =50

o, 1 50\1/2 _ -
S (N) Weo t 72(1 + 22 kms™. (4)

For existing telescopes such as the JVLA or the GBT, or the

| =250

planned MeerKAT, the noise for a 1 msec integration is abott 0
0.5 Jy over 50 kmd, depending somewhat on redshift. Assuming
an FRB with a flux density of 10 Jy, we find, far= 0, that the 1
msec detection limit in integrated optical depth for thededcopes
is about 10-13 km, which is near the border of being interest-
ing (see below). For the Parkes telescope, with which alrathst
known FRBs have been detected, the detection limit is ardsnd
km s%, suggesting that only in exceptional cases absorptiorbaill
detected. For the Arecibo telescope, the situation is hélfte noise
for a 1 msec observation is about 0.1 Jy, giving a detectiuit bf
~2.5 kms?t and it is not inconceivable that IHabsorption will be
detected with this telescope, in particular against thé&gd-at low
Galactic latitude. For SKA1-MiB, the noise will be about 0.075 Jy
implying a detection limit near 2 knts. A main limitation of cur-
rent telescopes is that their total bandwidth is relatiVighited so
that only a small redshift range is covered, reducing thaihlood
to detect absorption due to extragalactit ¢fouds. Given the ob-
servational setup used in the existing FRB detection, omllaGic
absorption can be detected. With its wide observing bandISK
apart from its larger sensitivity, will be much mor#ieient in de-
tecting HI absorption.

2.1 HI absorption within the Milky Way

It may be possible to measure Hbsorption along the lines of sight
to FRBs which are located in the galactic plane. The essefitbe o
method is that radio spectra in a given direction towardsighbr
source will show H absorption at the velocities of the galactic
spiral arms along the line of sight in that direction, andsthéea-
tures can be extracted by comparing the spectra of variableses
when they are bright and in quiescence. This method has lseeh u
for several radio-bright X-ray binaries in the galacticr@ale.g.
Braes et al. 1973, Goss & Mebold 1977). The velocity shifttef
spiral arms are typically less than 100 knt,smeaning their sig-
natures would lie within even the narrowest of bands whichewe
centred on 1.4 GHz. In the case of FRB the data immediatetyréef
or after the burst should provide theffosignal for comparison.

While this method does not give precise distance measure-
ments, it does provide robust constraints, usually uppdower
limits, sometimes both. A bright FRB in the galactic plandjat
had a spiral arm along the line of sight, and which did not show
absorption against that spiral arm, would be likely corisad to
be a nearby galactic object. This would be in direct conti@she
cosmological interpretation. Equally, an FRB which clgatiowed
absorption against a galactic spiral arm would be confirnodakt
astrophysical and to lie at, at least, several kiloparsecs.

The HI structure of the Milky Way is reviewed in e.g. Rus-
seil (2003) and Kalberla & Kerp (2009). In Higy 1 we overplog th
galactic longitudinal directions towards the FRBs listadTable
1 on a schematic of the inferred spiral arm structure of thiMi
Way. While most of the FRBs are well out of the plane, two of
them, FRBs 010621 and 121102, have low enough galactic lati-
tude that their lines of sight might have intersected néttyéro-
gen in galactic spiral arms (see also Table 1). The line diftsig
to FRB010621 (Keane et al. 2012) intersects several galaptt
ral arms which should have significant radial velocity comgas.
However, the data are from Parkes which will not have a gogd si
nal to noise in the spectrum. FRB121102 was actually detecte

1 We use here the specification for SKA1-Mid as outlined in theA$
baseline design (2013): http'svww.skatelescope.ofigey-documents
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Figure 1. Galactic longitiduinal directions (approximate) to FRR&daid on a schematic of the spiral arm structure infercedtfe Milky Way (from Russeil
2003). Dashed (red) lines indicate low galactic latitudeis<{ 5°) which could potentially show some absorption againsta@lapiral arms. The clustering
of FRB detections in certain directions is almost certatfi to the biased observing directions of the Parkes suar@yfias no astrophysical significance.

The figures in parantheses after the FRB name are the gdktiticles of the bu

with Arecibo (Spitler et al. 2014) and intersects both theriva-
Cygnus and Perseus spiral arms in the galactic anticemtretidin,
although the radial velocity components are not going toelgel.
While it is currently a long shot, we recommend that all erigt
FRB data, perhaps especially these two, be checked forbpessi
absorption features.

Absorption against galactic spiral arms can produce strong
features: the absorption spectrum towards Cir X-1 in Goss &
Mebold (1977) shows several features with integrated aptic
depths larger than 10 knT’s As outlined above, these should be
easily detectable with the Square Kilometre Array, and es@mne
of the larger existing (or under construction) radio tetess.

rsts.

2.2 Extragalactic absorption

If FRBs do lie at extragalactic distances, there is the pbdigithat

H1 absorption may be present in the spectrum of the FRB, as has
been detected in the spectra of many extragalactic radicssu
This absorption can be either by the df the ISM of the galaxy

in which the FRB occurred (associated absorption, e.g. ghtur

et al. 2001, Vermeulen et al. 2003, Curran & Whiting 2010,&ber

et al. 2014), or by H clouds along the line of sight from the FRB
toward the observer (intervening absorption, e.g., Kanekal.
2009, Curran et al. 2011).

If the absorption can be established to be associated wéth th
galaxy the FRB occurred in, it would immediately give thestaitt
at which the FRB occurred. Intervening absorption givesveeto
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limit to the redshift of the FRB. The probability of assoeidtab-
sorption occurs depends very strongly on the galaxy typehichv
the FRB is located. Although a significant fraction of edsipe
galaxies are now known to have significant amounts of nebgral
drogen (Serra et al. 2012), thisl ik often of low column density
and most of it is found at large radius where the stellar dgnsi
very low. The probability for detecting associated &bsorption is
therefore likely not to be very high. The situation is verffelient
for an FRB occurring in a spiral galaxy where it is quite pbksi
the FRB is embedded in Hlouds of high column density.

To see which sensitivity is required and compare against the
noise estimates made above, one can look at the statilihX,
per unit comoving distanc¥ along any line of sight, of intervening
H1 absorption systems exceeding a particular velocity iategk
optical depth in radio spectra (Braun 2012). These stesisthow
that the number of absorbing systems with integrated dutégaths
larger than~10 km s? is rather low, but that for values below a few
kms?, the probability increases. Therefore, in order to expect t
detect a significant number of IHabsorptions, the detection limit
| of the radio telescope has to to be at most a few ¥misiter-
estingly, at low redshift, there are very few absorbing etyst with
integrated optical depth below 1 kmtsThis is mainly because at
low HI column densities, thefective spin temperature increases
by about a factor 10 from a few hundred K to well above 1000 K
which leads to a corresponding decrease in optical depthelkar,
Braun & Roy 2011). Therefore a sensitivity that gives a didac
limit below 1 km s will not, at low redshift, lead to a larger num-
ber of detections of Habsorption. For redshifts above about 1,
this 'saturation’ occurs around integrated optical depthabout
0.1 kms?. It therefore appears that with Arecibo or SKA1, one
may realistically hope to detectIHabsorption in the spectrum of
an extragalactic FRB. A major advantage of SKA1-Mid over-cur
rent telescopes is that the instantaneous bandwidth is rangér
so that a much larger redshift interval is covered, stillmstffi-
cient spectral resolution. The relatively narrow obsegJiands of
Arecibo and Parkes, and the fact that these telescopes taaten
serve at low redshifts, implies that the probability of atitey HI
absorption is much higher with observations with SKA1.

To get an idea of the number of expected intervening absorp-
tions, we note that, interestingly, for IHabsorbing systems with
integrated optical depths around 2 km,sthe probability to de-
tect absorption at this, or higher, levels, is independémedshift
and is about 0.015 per unit comoving distance. AssurdiNgdX
is independent of redshift, and usiiX = :«4&) 1+ 2%dz itis
straightforward to compute the probability that intervenabsorp-
tion occurs, as function of redshift of the FRB. This is ptottin
Fig.[d. This figure shows that for a detection limit near 1 kfy's
which will be achievable with SKA1, there is a significant ipadil-
ity to detect H absorption if FRBs are at cosmological distances
with observations using the the lowest frequency band of KA
(‘Band 1’, which covers the redshift intervaldb < z < 3.0in a
single observation). Further into the future, the improsedsitiv-
ity of the full SKA, which will be about a factor 10 better thémat
of SKA1, the number of detected intervening BEbsorptions will
not increase at low redshift, but for redshifts higher thbow 1,
the probability will be significantly higher compared to SKA

3 DISCUSSION

If FRBs really are at cosmological distances, then they doep-
resent one of the most exciting discoveries in astrophysidhe

0.20,
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Figure 2. Expected number of H | absorbing system with integrateccapti
depth [7dv > 2 kms the estimated sensitivity of SKA1-MID, in the
spectrum of an FRB at redshit

past decade. However, this has yet to be definitively estadi.
We have shown that it may be possible, with new high sensitivi
radio telescopes, to detectl lbsorption against a subset of these
bursts. The data would have to be de-dispersed and flux atibr
but this is already feasible at some level (e.g. Lorimer e2@06,
Spitler et al. 2014, Ravi et al. 2015, all report spectralded for
FRBs across a relatively narrow band). The strongeisabsorp-
tion signals could potentially come from absorption agaspsral
arms in our own galaxy, although this is hampered by the Hexrt
FRBs at low galactic latitudes (Peffet al. 2014).

If we do detect H absorption, then we constrain the distance
to FRBs, even for bursts with total durations as short assadt
onds. If absorption is detected corresponding tabHcosmological
distances, it would provide a lower limit to the redshift bétFRB.
To establish whether the IHedshift corresponds to the redshift of
the FRB (associated absorption), follow up observationslevbe
required to see whether galaxies are found at or near thédaca
of the FRB that have the same redshift as theabsorption. If
no extragalactic H absorption is detected for a sample of FRBs
(of order 100), this would suggest they are not, after altosimo-
logical distances. We note that since of order one FeBday is
expected to be detected with the first phase of the Squarenktie
Array (specifically SKA1-MID, see Hassall, Keane & Fendet 20
Lorimer et al. 2013; Macquart et al. 2015), a clear result&hbe
available within a year of observations. Of course it id $tilbe
hoped that multiwavelength counterparts to FRBs can bectdete
which will allow further independent distance estimates, the
technique outlined within this paper should provide a first @&f
the astronomical distances of FRBs. In the meantime, it evbel
prudent to check all existing FRB spectra for any evidencabof
sorption.
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