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ABSTRACT

In ‘spider’ pulsars, the X-ray band is dominated by Intrabinary Shock (IBS) synchrotron emission.

While the double-peaked X-ray light curves from these shocks have been well characterized in several

spider systems (both black widows and redbacks), the polarization of this emission is yet to be studied.

Motivated by the new polarization capability of the Imaging X-ray Polarization Explorer (IXPE)

and the confirmation of highly ordered magnetic fields in pulsar wind nebulae, we model the IBS

polarization, employing two potential magnetic field configurations: toroidal magnetic fields imposed

by the pre-shock pulsar wind, and tangential shock-generated fields, which follow the post-shock flow.

We find that if IBSs host ordered magnetic fields, the synchrotron X-rays from spider binaries can

display a high degree of polarization (≳ 50%), while the polarization angle variation provides a good

probe of the binary geometry and the magnetic field structure. Our results encourage polarization

observational studies of spider pulsars, which can distinguish the proposed magnetic models and better

constrain unique properties of these systems.

Keywords: Pulsars (1306) – Binary pulsars (153)

1. INTRODUCTION

Spider binaries contain a millisecond pulsar and a low-

mass companion star in a tight orbit with period Pb ≲ 1

day. Spiders are often classed as black widows (Fruchter

et al. 1988), with sub-stellar Mc << 0.1 M⊙ compan-

ions or as redbacks (Roberts 2013), with Mc ≈ 0.1− 0.4

M⊙. In these systems, the pulsar irradiates the com-

panion and drives a stellar wind (Kluzniak et al. 1988;

van Paradijs et al. 1988). The relativistic pulsar wind

and massive companion wind collide, forming an intrabi-

nary shock (IBS). These sources emit across the electro-

magnetic spectrum, with radio and gamma-ray emission

from the pulsar itself, optical emission from the com-

panion star and X-ray emission dominated by the IBS.

In redbacks, the companion wind momentum dominates

that of the pulsar, causing the IBS to wrap around the

pulsar, while in black widows, the IBS wraps around the

companion (Romani & Sanchez 2016).

The pulsar wind is strongly magnetized, so the shock-

accelerated particles emit prominent synchrotron X-rays

in the post-shock flow (Arons & Tavani 1993; Kandel

et al. 2019; van der Merwe et al. 2020; Kandel et al.

2021). This flow accelerates to mildly relativistic speeds,

so that the non-thermal IBS orbital light curves of-

ten display two caustic peaks, associated with Doppler-

beamed emission from relativistic particles traveling

tangent to the instantaneous line of sight. The light

curve is quite sensitive to the geometry of the IBS,

with the wind momentum ratio and observer viewing

angle determining the separation of the two peaks. Con-

versely, the IBS spectrum reveals much about the accel-

eration and cooling of the particles in the post-shock

flow.

Synchrotron emission from organized fields is polar-

ized. While synchrotron X-ray light curve and spectral

analyses have been conducted on a number of redbacks
and black widows (e.g. Gentile et al. 2014; Romani &

Sanchez 2016; Kandel et al. 2019, 2021; Perez et al.

2023), the X-ray polarization of these sources has not

yet been studied. New X-ray capabilities such as IXPE

(Weisskopf et al. 2016, 2022) may make this possible, af-

fording new information on the IBS magnetic field geom-

etry. IXPE has already demonstrated that pulsar wind

nebulae (PWNe) have very high synchrotron polariza-

tion (Xie et al. 2022; Bucciantini et al. 2023), suggesting

similar features in spiders, which have even harder spec-

tra.

In this paper, we present a pilot study of IBS polar-

ization, exploring some simple field models (Sec. 2),

and computing the expected polarization signatures in

realistic spider geometries (sec. 3). Our models use a

semi-analytic thin shock treatment, with analytic ex-

pressions for the IBS contact discontinuity shape as well
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as particle radiation and cooling, as in Kandel et al.

(2019). This allows for rapid model generation to ex-

plore parameter space and fit data. These models cap-

ture well the observed IBS pulse shapes and spectra

and fits can constrain a system’s geometrical parame-

ters, although omitting the detailed post-shock spread-

ing that would be captured in magnetohydrodynamic

(MHD) models. The prospects for detection and the po-

tential for deeper probes of the IBS structure are briefly

discussed in Sec. 4.

2. IBS SYNCHROTRON POLARIZATION

In the IBS, shocked pulsar wind electrons and

positrons become accelerated to very high energies

(Sironi & Spitkovsky 2011; Cortés & Sironi 2022) and

flow along the shock surface (Bogovalov et al. 2008;

Bosch-Ramon et al. 2015; Malkov & Lemoine 2023).

The magnetic fields, either remnants of the shock-

compressed, incompletely cancelled striped wind fields,

or MHD instability-generated fields, stretched along the

post-shock flow, allow particle cooling via synchrotron

radiation. If sufficiently uniform, this field induces high

polarization (Westfold 1959; Rybicki & Lightman 1979)

perpendicular to the projection of the magnetic field on

the sky. While the complex 3-D structure of the IBS

means that such field directions vary, the beaming of the

caustic peaks guarantees that a sub-set of these direc-

tions dominates at a given orbital phase. This raises the

prospect of substantial net polarization and motivates a

detailed computation of the IBS synchrotron emission.

2.1. Polarized Synchrotron Radiation

The total synchrotron power spectrum per particle is

(Rybicki & Lightman 1979; Kandel et al. 2019, e.g.)

P (ω, γ) =

√
3q3B sinα

2πmc2
F

(
ω

ωc(γ)

)
, (1)

where q and m are the charge and mass of the radiat-

ing particle, B is the magnetic field strength, α is the

pitch angle between the particle velocity and the mag-

netic field, ωc(γ) ≡ 3qBγ2 sinα/2mc is the characteris-

tic synchrotron frequency, γ is the particle Lorentz fac-

tor, F (x) ≡ x
∫∞
x

K5/3(y)dy, and Kn(x) is the modified

Bessel function of order n. The power radiated along

and perpendicular to the magnetic field direction are

P||(ω, γ) =

√
3q3B sinα

4πmc2

[
F

(
ω

ωc

)
−G

(
ω

ωc(γ)

)]
,

(2a)

P⊥(ω, γ) =

√
3q3B sinα

4πmc2

[
F

(
ω

ωc

)
+G

(
ω

ωc(γ)

)]
,

(2b)

where G(x) ≡ xK2/3(x). The emission projected to the

sky direction n⃗ will be polarized with polarization vec-

tor e⃗ = n⃗ × b⃗, where b⃗ is the magnetic field direction

vector. For an angle χ between the magnetic field and

a particular reference direction in the plane of the sky,

the Stokes parameters for linear polarization from an

individual emission zone (Trippe 2014, e.g.,) are

Q = I(0)− I
(π
2

)
= (P⊥ − P||)(sin

2 χ− cos2 χ), (3a)

U =I
(π
4

)
− I

(
3π

4

)
= (P⊥ − P||)

[
sin2

(
χ− π

4

)
− cos2

(
χ− π

4

)]
,

(3b)

where I(θ) is the intensity along the direction with angle

θ to the reference direction. The polarization degree Π

in this case is (Rybicki & Lightman 1979, e.g.)

Π =

√
Q2 + U2

Itot
=

P⊥(ω)− P||(ω)

P⊥(ω) + P||(ω)
, (4)

where Itot is the total intensity.

When the bulk velocity of the emitting region is

nonzero, the emission will be relativistically boosted.

The boosting also affects the polarization direction. For

an emitting particle population traveling in direction v̂

with bulk Lorentz factor Γ, the radiated power will be

boosted by

Pobs(ω) = D−3P (Dω) , (5)

with D ≡ Γ
[
1− (1− Γ−2)1/2v̂ · n⃗

]
. P⊥ and P|| are

boosted in the same manner. The polarization vector

in the observer frame e⃗obs is transformed to (Blandford

& Königl 1979; Lyutikov et al. 2003; Peirson & Romani

2018)

e⃗obs =
n⃗× q⃗√

q⃗2 − (n⃗ · q⃗)2
, (6)

where q⃗ ≡ b⃗+ n⃗× [(1−Γ−2)1/2v̂× b⃗] for b⃗ defined in the

observer frame.

2.2. Intrabinary Shock Model

We adopt the IBS model of Kandel et al. (2019) and

add polarization as outlined above. This model is semi-

analytic and designed to capture the impact of geometry

on the resulting emission. The primary geometry of the

IBS is governed by the stellar wind to pulsar wind mo-

mentum ratio β = Ṁwvwc/ĖPSR (Romani & Sanchez

2016; Kandel et al. 2019). The β > 1 case generally

corresponds to redbacks, while the β < 1 case to black

widows. The exact shape of the contact discontinuity

between the shocks may also depend on the latitudinal
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distribution of the pulsar wind (Kandel et al. 2019). The

simplest case occurs when the pulsar wind is spherical,

and the geometry of the IBS is given by Cantó et al.

(1996); if the pulsar wind is equatorial, the appropriate

formulae are given by Kandel et al. (2019). The shape of

the IBS is also distorted by sweepback due to the com-

panion’s orbital motion. This effect is parameterized by

fv = vw/vorb, where vorb is the orbital speed (Romani &

Sanchez 2016). For small fv, the shock contact discon-

tinuity will trace out an Archimedean spiral (Parkin &

Pittard 2008; Lamberts et al. 2012; Bosch-Ramon et al.

2015).

We extend the ICARUS IBS code (Breton et al. 2012;

Romani & Sanchez 2016; Kandel et al. 2019) to include

synchrotron polarization. Computationally, the IBS is

assumed to be a thin shock along the contact disconti-

nuity, which is divided into triangular tiles of constant

angular size as viewed from the pulsar, representing dif-

ferent zones from which synchrotron radiation is emit-

ted. In this paper, we assume a spherical pulsar wind

for simplicity. At the IBS, the pulsar wind injects an

electron and positron population with energy spectrum

in the flow frame

N(γe)dγe = N0γ
−p
e dγe, (7)

where γe is the electron/positron Lorentz factor in range

γmin < γe < γmax, N0 (in e/cm2/s) is a global normal-

ization coefficient and p depends on the particle accel-

eration mechanism. N0 is typically a free parameter in

IBS fits to data; the relative normalization of each tile

is N0,j ∝ 1/r2j , where rj is the distance between the

jth tile and the pulsar. When the corresponding energy

flux of the power law is integrated over solid angle, it can

be usefully compared with the pulsar spin-down power

Ė = IΩΩ̇. After injection, the particles duct from an in-

dividual tile downstream and radiatively cool. The bulk

velocity of the electron/positron population is approx-

imated with direction v̂ tangent to the contact discon-

tinuity. Bulk Lorentz factor increases along the shock,

approximated as

ΓB(s) = Γ0

(
1 + k

s

r0

)
, (8)

where s is the arclength from the nose to a given tile, r0
is the nose-standoff distance from the pulsar, Γ0 is the

Lorentz factor at the nose, and k is a scaling parameter

that controls the flow velocity increase. The magnetic

field B⃗(r) is defined at each tile of the IBS as a function

of distance from the pulsar and boosted to the flow frame

at each tile when computing the emission. We defer

further discussion of the magnetic field configuration to

sec. 2.3.

We compute the residence time of the bulk flow in

each tile in the flow frame

τj =
dj

cΓj

√
1− Γ−2

j

, (9)

where dj is the physical length of the tile. Synchrotron

cooling evolves the flow frame particle spectrum as (Ry-

bicki & Lightman 1979; Kandel et al. 2019)

γe(t) = γe,0

(
1 +

2e4B2 sin2 α

3m3c5
γe,0t

)
. (10)

We assume the time spent by the electrons/positrons in

a particular tile is evenly distributed over (0, τj). Since

the tiles are triangular, we add half of the final cooled

particle spectrum after τj to the freshly injected electron

spectrum of each of the two downstream ‘daughter’ tiles.

In our thin shock approximation, we do not include pos-

sible adiabatic losses.

The synchrotron spectrum projected in a given sky

direction from tile j is computed as

Lj(ω) = D−3
j

∫ γmax

γmin

Nj(γe)P (Djω, γe)dγe, (11)

with P (ω, γe) from Eq. 1 and D defined above. The in-

jected e± power law (Eq. 7) gives rise to a photon spec-

trum dNγ/dE ∼ E−Γx ∼ E−(p−1)/2; more generally

Nj(γe) for a tile is the full electron population, includ-

ing cooled electrons advected from upstream tiles. For

the emission polarized perpendicular and parallel to the

projected magnetic field on the sky in a given sky direc-

tion n⃗, one replaces P in Eq. 1 with P⊥ and P|| of Eq. 2.

The total power on the sky in a given band emitted by

tile j is simply

Lj =

∫ ωmax

ωmin

Lj(ω)dω, (12)

where ωmin and ωmax are the minimum and maximum

frequency in the spectral band of interest.

The observed polarization vector from each tile is

given by Eq. 6. We set l̂proj , the orbital angular mo-

mentum projected on the sky, as our reference direction.

The Stokes Q and U from each tile are then

Qj =
(
L⊥,j − L||,j

)
×
[
(e⃗obs,j · l̂proj)2 − (e⃗obs,j · [n⃗× l̂proj ])

2
]
,
(13a)

Uj =
(
L⊥,j − L||,j

)
×
[
(e⃗obs,j · l̂proj,45◦)2 − (e⃗obs,j · [n⃗× l̂proj,45◦ ])

2
]
,

(13b)
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where l̂proj,45◦ is the unit vector rotated counter clock-

wise 45◦ from l̂proj . The total luminosity and Stokes

parameters of the IBS are

L =
∑
j

Lj , (14a)

Q =
∑
j

Qj , (14b)

U =
∑
j

Uj . (14c)

The polarization degree and angle on the sky are then

given by

Πtot =

√
Q2 + U2

L
, (15a)

χtot =
1

2
arctan2

(
U

Q

)
. (15b)

Note that χtot here is the polarization angle of the

summed emission, while χ in eq. 3 is the single zone

polarization angle. Evaluating Eqs. 14 for all n⃗ gives

skymaps (see Fig. 3 of Kandel et al. 2019) of flux, Q,

and U . Selecting a particular inclination angle i be-

tween n⃗ and the binary orbital angular momentum gives

the phase-resolved light curve, polarization degree, and

polarization angle. Light curves have orbital phases

0 ≤ Φ < 1, with Φ = 0 the pulsar ascending node

(pulsar inferior conjunction at Φ = 0.75 has the pulsar

between us and the companion).

2.3. Magnetic field geometry

Outside the light cylinder, the pulsar wind magnetic

field should be toroidal (i.e. B(r) ∝ r−1) and takes the

form of an MHD wind with stripes of alternating polar-

ity separated by current sheets (Coroniti 1990; Cerutti

et al. 2015). At the small IBS distance, we expect

stronger incident fields than those of PWNe termination

shocks (e.g. Reynolds et al. 2012). At the shock, mag-

netic reconnection likely occurs, accelerating shocked

particles; a residual magnetic field remains in the IBS

after the stripes annihilate (Lyubarsky 2003; Pétri &

Lyubarsky 2007; Sironi & Spitkovsky 2011). The very

hard spectra observed in spiders (i.e. Γx ≈ 1) (Bogdanov

et al. 2014; Kandel et al. 2021; Perez et al. 2023) sup-

ports this picture (Cortés & Sironi 2022; Zhang et al.

2023). The toroidal field remaining after pulsar wind

annihilation represents a promising candidate for the

magnetic field geometry, but post-shock dynamics such

as turbulence may produce differently ordered fields (e.g.

Goldsmith & Pittard 2016).

We assume here that the field magnitude immediately

pre-shock is

B(r) = B0

(r0
r

)
, (16)

Figure 1. A 3-D visualization of the IBS flow and magnetic
structure we consider in this paper. Here the pulsar (red
dot), in this case a redback, is wrapped by the IBS (grey
fading surface). The IBS is viewed from inclination i = 90◦

at orbital phase Φ = 0.58. Blue arrows mark the bulk flow
directions v̂ and the green arrows show the magnetic field
vectors b⃗ for the shock-modified cylindrical model. For the
flow model, the blue arrows also represent the magnetic field
vectors. Green arrows with heads ending on the blue vectors
are from the far side, viewed through the IBS. The lower
right shows the pre-shock cylindrical field around the pulsar.
The magenta rings denote the magnetic field lines while the
black arrow represents the orbital angular momentum axis;
these strongly recycled spider pulsars are assumed to be spin-
aligned.

where B0 is the value of the magnetic field at the IBS

nose, r0 is the distance from the pulsar to the nose, and r

is the distance from the pulsar to a point on the IBS. For

typical inferred B0, synchrotron losses can be significant

for energetic particles radiating at high energies as they

flow along the shock. There can also be spectral features

associated with the electron spectrum cutoff at γmax.

These features are often in the hard X-ray/soft γ-ray

band for typical spider parameters (Kandel et al. 2019).

The magnetic field structure inside an IBS is not yet

understood. To illustrate the range of uncertain IBS

magnetic field structures, we present two simple model

geometries: 1) a shock-modified cylindrical field and 2)

a flow geometry. The cylindrical magnetic field geom-

etry is inspired by the toroidal structure already ob-

served in PWNe (Xie et al. 2022; Bucciantini et al. 2023)

and corresponds to the toroidal field imprinted on the
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shock by the partially annihilated striped wind (Coro-

niti 1990; Bogovalov 1999; Pétri & Lyubarsky 2007). In

this model, we set b⃗ = ϕ̂ in the pre-shock wind with ϕ̂

azimuthal in a cylindrical system centered on the pulsar

with cylindrical axis along the orbital angular momen-

tum (see the inset in Fig. 1). Note that the IBS shock,

unlike a PWN shock, is oblique in many regions. In the

immediate post-shock IBS, the component of B⃗ parallel

to the shock surface is magnified by a factor of 3 (for an

ultra-relativistic shock with adiabatic index γ = 4/3),

while the normal component is unaltered. This drives b⃗

closer to parallel in the shocked wind. We assume here

that the radiation arises in this immediate post-shock

zone.

Alternatively, in the flow model, we envision a sce-

nario in which field lines become stretched along the

motion of particles flowing in the shock. This is moti-

vated by the radially stretched magnetic field structure

inferred in young supernova remnants (Dickel & Milne

1976; Dubner & Giacani 2015; Vink et al. 2022) as well

as the field advection seen in IBS particle-in-cell simula-

tions (e.g. Cortés & Sironi 2022). Geometrically, we as-

sume that the magnetic field follows the IBS flow so that

b⃗ = v̂, while the magnitude is the pre-shock value given

by eq. 16 multiplied by 3 to account for shock compres-

sion. We show a 3-D visualization of the IBS and the

magnetic field configurations in Fig. 1. Note that these

geometries are specified in the lab frame. The fields are

boosted to the flow frame when evaluating eq. 1. These

two magnetic field geometries have maximal projected

angle differences toward the orbital poles. While phe-

nomenological, they illustrate a wide range of possible

polarization behavior.

3. MODEL RESULTS

We will illustrate the IBS peak and polarization pat-

tern with a ‘redback’ geometry. In this case the IBS lies

close to the pulsar and the wind compresses and accel-

erates the flow, leading to more prominent IBS peaks.

Redback sources generally also have larger X-ray fluxes

(e.g. Koljonen & Linares 2023), so they will be prime tar-

gets for IBS polarization studies. Black widows should

have broadly similar polarization behavior, except with

peak features centered on orbital phase Φ = 0.25 rather

than Φ = 0.75. The larger obliquity across much of

the black widow IBS will cause some differences for the

cylindrical model.

In figs. 2 and 3, we show the predicted polarization

properties with the cylindrical and flow magnetic field

models for a range of inclination angles. In both cases,

the model parameters are chosen so that the emission

is from the uncooled power law spectral component, as

typically appropriate for the soft X-ray band (Kandel

et al. 2019). The polarization profiles of these two mod-

els are notably different. Most prominently, the polar-

ization degree is substantially higher in the cylindrical

model. The polarization degree is highest around the

flux minimum but can be substantial between the caus-

tic peaks. The total polarization degree increases with

i, as the viewing angle more closely coincides with the

equatorial plane in which most field lines lie. The or-

bital variation in the electric vector polarization angle

(EVPA) decreases with i, as polarization direction aligns

more closely with the orbital angular momentum. The

fastest EVPA sweep and minimum polarization degree

occur across the two caustic peaks. Note that the po-

larization degree minima lie outside the flux peaks for

small i, inside for large i.

The orbital peak emission comes from IBS zones with

flow lines near-tangent to the line of sight, due to rela-

tivistic beaming. For the flow model, the position an-

gle of the projection of the local magnetic field on the

sky varies rapidly about this tangent point, both on

the IBS surface and with binary phase. This causes

the rapid EVPA sweep near the peaks, and strong de-

polarization of the integrated emission. Fig. 4 high-

lights the phase region surrounding the first peak in the

flow model, showing the polarization behavior. Notice

that the polarization degree minimum is slightly behind

the first peak phase (and slightly ahead of the second

peak). Thus the phase where the polarized flux most

nearly cancels is offset from the flux peaks in this model

as well, although the shifts are more subtle. In detail,

the offset is sensitive to the IBS surface curvature, field

structure, and emissivity in the zones where the caus-

tic peaks form. Since Doppler boosting at bulk Lorentz

factor ΓB mixes caustic emission over a beaming angle

1/ΓB , the maximum phase offset scales with Pb/πΓB .
While the detailed profiles depend on the peculiari-

ties of the IBS structure and particle flow, a few basic

physical effects can distort the peaks in interesting ways.

Orbital motion can impact the light curves and polar-

ization profiles for low companion wind speeds. Lower

values of fv generate asymmetry in the height of the two

light curve caustic peaks as the IBS is swept back in

an Archimedean spiral (Romani & Sanchez 2016; Kan-

del et al. 2019, e.g.). The phase-resolved polarization

profile exhibits similar features with higher polarization

around the higher peaked caustics. We show an exam-

ple light curve and phase-resolved polarization profile

for the flow magnetic field model with different values

of fv and i = 60◦ in Fig. 5. For the cylindrical model

the polarization changes little from the fv = ∞ case.
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Figure 2. Plots of the IBS flux (top), polarization degree (middle), and polarization angle (bottom) for i = 40◦ (left), i = 60◦

(center), and i = 80◦ (right) for the cylindrical magnetic field model in the uncooled power law part of the spectrum. Polarization
angle 0◦ corresponds to the polarization vector e⃗ aligned with the binary orbital angular momentum vector projected onto the
sky plane. The IBS model was computed with β = 5, fv = ∞, p = 1, Γ0 = 1.1, and k = 0.2.
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Figure 3. Plots of the IBS flux (top), polarization degree (middle), and polarization angle (bottom) for i = 40◦ (left), i = 60◦

(center), and i = 80◦ (right) for the flow magnetic field model. The conventions and model parameters are the same as those in
Fig. 2
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Figure 4. Plots of the flow magnetic field model flux, polarization degree, and polarization angle as in Fig. 3, zoomed in
around the first peak. The dashed line in each subplot marks the orbital phase of the flux peak.

The IBS spectrum, peak shape, and polarization are

also affected by synchrotron cooling and the upper cut-

off γmax. While the uncooled power law population

dominates the spectrum at low energies, the spectrum

has a cooling break after the particles flow a distance

s with ΓB ∼ 1.2 at E ≃ 10
(

B
10 G

)−3
(

s
5 R⊙

)−2

keV.

In addition, the spectrum cuts off exponentially above

E ≃ 170
(
γmax

106

)2 ( B
10 G

)
keV due to the maximum par-

ticle energy. In Fig. 6, we compare light curves and

polarization profiles for the three spectral regimes for

one IBS geometry. The peak separation widens while

the peaks themselves narrow with energy (Kandel et al.

2019). The polarization structure remains similar across

the three regimes, but, interestingly, the polarization

degree increases at the higher energies. In the cooled

power law regime, the polarization degree increases from
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Figure 5. Sweepback-induced distortion of IBS light curves (left), polarization degree (middle), and polarization angle (right)
with the same parameters (except fv) as Fig. 3. fv describes the companion’s wind speed and, hence, is inversely proportional
to the sweepback distortion. Curves show the flow magnetic field model at i = 60◦.

50% to 65%, while in the exponential tail, the polariza-

tion degree reaches 80%. This arises from F (ω/ωc) and

G(ω/ωc) for ω > ωc. The EVPA sweep loses the reversal

at energies above the cooling break.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The high polarization we predict for the IBS syn-

chrotron emission makes spider pulsars interesting po-

larization targets. As the IBS emission dominates X-

rays, IXPE may be able to probe the polarization for

X-ray bright spiders. The polarization levels predicted

here might be considered upper limits, since strong

turbulence will decrease the observed polarization de-

gree. Since IXPE has shown that PWN termination

shocks have polarizations approaching the maximum

turbulence-free levels allowed for synchrotron emission,

however, the same may apply here. Conversely the

IBS components of spider pulsars, while dominant in

the X-rays, are faint compared to typical accretion

powered X-ray sources; only a few spiders reach the

f2−8keV ≈ 10−12 erg/cm2/s fluxes required for high-

significance IXPE measurements in plausible Ms expo-

sure times.

In IXPE’s 2-8 keV bandwidth, we should typically be

mapping uncooled synchrotron emission, although some

spider parameters imply B0 > 100G, moving the cool-

ing break into the soft X-ray band. Future Compton

polarimeters, sensitive to hard X-rays and low energy

gamma-rays (Lei et al. 1997) may also probe the cooled

population and possibly the exponential tail, especially

given the increasingly high polarization expected. NuS-

TAR hard X-ray observations of some redbacks have

shown double peak structure consistent with the IBS

(e.g. Kong et al. 2018; Perez et al. 2023), making tar-

geted polarization measurements of the IBS in this band

appealing.

The uncooled power law spectrum of the IBS can ex-

tend down to the optical band. In such cases, a non-

thermal flux component, most prominent at bluer wave-

lengths, adds to the companion thermal emission. Such

non-thermal fluxes have already been observed in some

spiders (e.g. Nieder et al. 2020). As the companion ther-

mal emission is unpolarized, the polarized IBS contri-

bution will generally be strongly diluted, but may be

accessible with high precision optical polarimetry.

Our calculations may also be relevant to other bina-

ries showing hard-spectrum IBS emission, such as high

mass γ-ray binaries containing energetic pulsars. Unlike

spiders, where our light curve and polarization compu-

tations are for orbital phase-varying views of a station-

ary IBS, these systems are typically eccentric, with the

IBS structure modulated by changing orbital separation

and/or equatorial disk crossings. This complicates the

orbital light curve and polarization modulation; how-

ever, if the post-shock magnetic field takes on the or-

ganized structures assumed in this paper, some phases

may also show high polarization.

Our models do not exhaust the possible field struc-

tures and other effects may have a significant impact on

polarization behavior. For example, field annihilation

in the pulsar wind may be a strong function of pulsar

co-latitude and the residual field strength may be sensi-

tive to pulsar spin-orbit misalignment (Bogovalov 1999).

Additionally, turbulence and disordered magnetic fields

can naturally decrease the overall polarization. More

realistic magnetic field models which account for these

behaviors will require detailed MHD simulations. We

defer discussion of more detailed field configurations to

future work. The models presented here do, however, il-

lustrate possible phase-resolved polarization degree and

EVPA features. In conclusion, the highly ordered fields

seen in PWNe suggest the same may be true for IBSs;
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Figure 6. Effects of synchrotron spectral features on the light curve (left), polarization degree (middle), and polarization angle
(right), here for the cylindrical model at i = 60◦ with the same parameters as Fig. 2. The line types show spectral bands
dominated by three spectral regimes: the low energy uncooled power law (PL), the intermediate range where a cooled power law
(cPL) dominates, and a high energy range sensitive to the exponential tail (ET) of the IBS spectrum. Note that the polarization
degree grows as the spectrum steepens at high energy.

the resulting high polarization can provide a powerful

diagnostic of magnetic reconnection and particle accel-

eration in these systems.
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