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ABSTRACT

We present a mathematical analysis of the spectro-temporal properties of Fast Radio Bursts (FRBs),

focusing on the distortions introduced by propagation effects such as scattering and inaccurate de-

dispersion. By examining the impact of different scattering timescales and residual dispersion measures

(DMs), both independently and in combination, we identify systematic trends in the sub-burst slope

law as defined within the framework of the Triggered Relativistic Dynamical Model (TRDM). These

effects primarily alter the measurements of the sub-burst slope and duration, thereby also modifying

their correlations with other properties, such as central frequency and bandwidth. Our results show

that scatter-induced temporal broadening affects duration more than slope, with weak to moderate

scattering subtly modifying the sub-burst slope law and strong scattering causing significant devi-

ations. Residual dispersion preferentially modifies the slope, further changing the trends predicted

by the sub-burst slope law. Ultra-short bursts (or ultra-FRBs) emerge as particularly susceptible to

these effects even at relatively high frequencies, underscoring the need for precise treatment of scat-

tering and accurate dedispersion before performing analyses. Our findings emphasize the necessity for

higher frequency observations (especially for ultra-FRBs) to improve the DM estimates as well as the

measurements of spectro-temporal properties.

Keywords: Radio transient sources(2008) — Interstellar scattering(854) — Intergalactic medium(813)

— Analytical mathematics(38) — Computational astronomy(293)

1. INTRODUCTION

Fast Radio Bursts (FRBs) are extraordinarily bright,

short-duration transients generally of extragalactic ori-

gin. They are typically categorized on the basis of their

activity rates into two distinct subtypes: repeating and
non-repeating bursts. FRBs exhibit diverse spectro-

temporal characteristics, energy distributions, period-

icity (for repeating FRBs), and polarization properties.

Despite extensive observations, the origins and emission

mechanisms of FRBs remain unclear. Establishing cor-

relations between their complex and varied properties

serves as a powerful instrument to construe the causa-

tion of these events.

As bursts propagate from the source to the observer,

their spectro-temporal profiles undergo significant al-

terations due to propagation effects such as dispersion,

scattering, and scintillation. Extracting dispersive de-

lays and scattering timescales is both challenging and

crucial, forming the backbone of burst preprocessing and

analysis. The underlying dispersion measure (DM) of-

fers insights into the aggregate electron number den-

sity encountered along the path. By employing differ-

ent methodologies, we are able to measure the DM to

a certain degree of precision and detract it using de-

dispersion techniques. However, inaccuracies in these es-

timates can lead to residual dispersion in a burst, which

affects the measurement of its properties. Scattering,

caused by irregularities in the electron density (Scheuer

1968; Rickett 1977; Cordes & Lazio 2002), adds tempo-

ral smearing, which is often identified by an exponential

tail observed in the frequency-integrated burst profile.

Quantifying the scattering timescale poses challenges

due to its stochastic nature, which introduces variabil-

ity in the decay constant governing the tail. To account

for scattering, burst profiles are analyzed over time and

frequency, necessitating precise dedispersion techniques.

Although every burst is subject to dispersion, scattering

is observed only in a small subset of sources. Numerous

studies have identified and quantified significant scat-

tering components within these sources (Shannon et al.

2018; Ravi 2019; Farah et al. 2019; CHIME/FRB Col-

laboration et al. 2019; Ocker et al. 2023; CHIME/FRB

Collaboration et al. 2023).
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Major contributors to the DM include the host galaxy

and the local surroundings, the intergalactic medium,

and the Milky Way, each imparting electron density

to the propagation medium. While these components

cumulatively contribute to the DM, they are not en-

tirely predictive of the scattering timescale. In partic-

ular, while higher DMs generally suggest longer paths

through electron-dense media, thereby implying greater

potential for scattering, the actual scattering observed

can vary significantly depending on the localized condi-

tions within the intervening media (Cordes & Chatterjee

2019). The intergalactic medium contribution to scat-

tering is generally minimal unless the line of sight inter-

sects electron-dense turbulent structures, such as an in-

tervening galaxy cluster. Studies by Gupta et al. (2022),

and Chawla et al. (2022) further highlight decoupling

between the estimated DM and scattering timescales of

FRBs, suggesting distinct origins for these effects. How-

ever, some studies do point towards a moderate cor-

relation (Ravi 2019; CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al.

2019). This dichotomy underlines the diverse environ-

ments through which FRBs propagate and the complex

dynamics of these events.

This paper investigates the effects of scattering and in-

accurate de-dispersion on the spectro-temporal features

of FRBs by analyzing deviations in the sub-burst slope

law as defined within the framework of the Triggered

Relativistic Dynamical Model (TRDM) introduced by

Rajabi et al. (2020). We organize our paper in the four

sections to follow. Section 2 provides an overview of

the TRDM and the sub-burst slope law, and outlines

the propagation effects under consideration. In Section

3, we delve into the mathematical formulations used to

integrate scattering and DM errors into the evaluation

of the sub-burst slope law, providing a perspective on

these effects separately and in conjunction. Section 4

presents the results of the spectro-temporal modifica-

tions observed in the sub-burst slope law by varying the

degree of scattering and residual dispersion. We also

explore the behavior of ultra-short FRBs distorted by

these effects. Finally, in Section 5, we summarize our

findings, detailing the anticipated behavior of bursts un-

der different regimes, and propose strategies to identify

and counteract any anomalous behavior observed in the

sub-burst slope law.

2. THE SUB-BURST SLOPE LAW AND

PROPAGATION EFFECTS

2.1. Triggered Relativistic Dynamical Model (TRDM)

The sub-burst slope law is a characteristic feature of

the TRDM where an FRB source is made of different

components moving (potentially) at relativistic speeds

relative to the observer. Following a triggering event

originating from a background source, each component

of the FRB source emits narrowband radiation after a

time delay. Due to the relativistic Doppler shift, radia-

tion emitted at a frequency ν′ in the source’s rest frame

is detected at frequency ν in the observer’s frame. The

finite velocity distribution covered by the components

of the FRB source, coupled with the relativistic Doppler

shift, transforms the individual narrowband spectra into

the wideband emission detected as a sub-burst. Rajabi

et al. (2020) expressed the sub-burst slope law1 as

1

ν

dν

dtD
= −

(
τ ′w
τ ′D

)
1

tw
= − A

tw
, (1)

where τ ′D and τ ′w are the delay and duration of the burst

in its rest frame. These are related to the delay and du-

ration (tD and tw, respectively) in the observer’s frame

by

tD = τ ′D

√
1− β

1 + β
= τ ′D

ν′

ν
(2)

tw = τ ′w

√
1− β

1 + β
= τ ′w

ν′

ν
. (3)

Here, β is the velocity (divided by the speed of light)

of the FRB source. Analyses from Rajabi et al. (2020),

Chamma et al. (2021), Jahns et al. (2023), Chamma

et al. (2023), and Brown et al. (2024) have provided sub-

stantial observational support for the relationships given

in equations (1) and (3). By leveraging the sub-burst

slope law, Chamma et al. (2023) and Brown et al. (2024)

derive representative DMs for the sub-bursts. While this

method is generally effective, it is important to verify

its applicability in the presence of processes like scatter-

ing. Furthermore, the sub-burst slope parameter, i.e.,

A in equation (1), of individual sources can differ from

the value obtained when grouping multiple sources to-

gether (Brown et al. 2024). Therefore, understanding

how spectro-temporal distortions in bursts manifest in

the sub-burst slope law is essential.

2.2. Propagation effects

The non-homogeneous distribution of electron density

in galaxies leads to sub-bursts having multiple propa-

gation paths, resulting in differential arrival times for

1 Following the terminology in use in the literature, we refer to a
“sub-burst” as a single pulse within an FRB event, which may
contain several pulses. The “sub-burst slope law” is defined for
sub-bursts, while the “drift law” applies to FRBs containing mul-
tiple sub-bursts (Chamma et al. 2021, 2023).
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signal components and temporal smearing of the pulse

shape. Although this smearing is stochastic and non-

linear, it can be quantified by the scattering timescale,

τsc, which depends on the observing frequency, ν, as

follows:

τsc = Λsc

( ν

1GHz

)−n

, (4)

where n = 4.0 for the thin screen model and n = 4.4 for

the Kolmogorov spectrum (Rickett 1977). The constant

of proportionality, Λsc, depends on the scale size of ir-

regularities, a measure of electron density fluctuations,

and the distance of the source from the observer. Al-

though we adopt a range of Λsc from 0 to 20 ms, bursts

with scattering timescales outside this range have also

been observed (Ravi 2019).

As the pulse travels through different environments,

the electron densities present in the source, the inter-

galactic medium, and the Milky Way introduce disper-

sion in its spectra. Dispersion is a frequency-dependent

delay that causes the lower-frequency components of a

sub-burst to arrive later than the higher-frequency coun-

terparts. This time delay, ∆t, at frequency ν is ex-

pressed as

∆t = aDM

(
1

ν2
− 1

ν2ref

)
, (5)

where a = 4.148 806 4239(11) GHz2 cm3 pc−1 ms

(Kulkarni 2020) and νref is a reference frequency, typ-

ically set to the highest frequency present in a dynamic

spectrum or to infinity. For most observed FRBs, the er-

ror in DM is usually believed to be on the order of 1% of

the reported DM value. For example, FRB 20191221A

reported in CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. (2022)

has a DM of 368 pc cm−3with an uncertainty of ∼ 6
pc cm−3. Different studies provide different DM values

for the same source, influenced by the timing of observa-

tion, the instrumentation used, the specific de-dispersion

pipeline employed, and the metric optimized to select

the DM (e.g., based on the signal-to-noise ratio (S/N)

or the structure of the burst). Chamma et al. (2021,

2023) and Brown et al. (2024) determine the DM for

FRB sources by identifying the value that best fits the

sub-burst slope law. Most representative DMs calcu-

lated through this approach are consistent with those

published in other studies. Nevertheless, discrepancies

arise for some sources. For example, the reported DM

for FRB 20180301A in Price et al. (2019) is 522 ± 5

pc cm−3. Brown et al. (2024) found that some sub-

bursts were over-corrected at this value, resulting in

non-physical positive slopes, according to the TRDM.

They found the representative DM to be 515.4 pc cm−3,

resulting in a variance of ∼ 7 pc cm−3. These incon-

sistencies highlight the ambiguities encountered while

ascertaining the DM of the bursts, leading to residual

dispersion in samples prepared for analysis.

3. ANALYTICAL FORMULATION OF THE

SUB-BURST SLOPE LAW WITH SCATTERING

AND RESIDUAL DM

3.1. Scattering-only analysis

In this section, we develop the mathematical frame-

work required to investigate the influence of scattering

on the sub-burst slope law. We initiate our analysis by

considering a sub-burst of duration tw. The intensity

of the sub-burst is modeled with a decaying exponential

profile, expressed as:

I1 (ν, t) =
F0

tw
exp

[
− (t− tD)

tw

]
H (t− tD) , (6)

where H (t) is the Heaviside distribution. In this equa-

tion, F0 represents the fluence, and tD is the intrinsic

delay at frequency ν of the sub-burst, as previously

described in equation (2). We model scattering as a

one-sided exponential function based on the thin screen

approximation (Cronyn 1970; Rickett 1977; Jankowski

et al. 2023) as follows:

S (ν, t) =
1

τsc
exp

(
−t

τsc

)
H (t) , (7)

where the scattering timescale, τsc, is given in equation

(4). The post-scattering sub-burst profile, obtained by

convolving the intensity profile with the scattering func-

tion, is given by:

I (ν, t) = I1(ν, t) ∗ S(ν, t). (8)

Equation (8) can be calculated to be

I (ν, t) =
F0

τsc − tw

{
exp

[
−(t− tD)

τsc

]
− exp

[
−(t− tD)

tw

]}
H (t− tD) . (9)

To lighten the notation we will, from now on, omit the

Heaviside distribution H (t− tD) with the understand-

ing that the signal is 0 for t < tD. We also find that the

timescale of this function comes out to be

λ =

∫ ∞

tD

t− tD
τsc − tw

{
exp

(
−(t− tD)

τsc

)
− exp

(
−(t− tD)

tw

)}
dt

= τsc + tw. (10)
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Here, λ is a function of frequency reflecting the depen-

dence of both tw and τsc on ν (as per equations (3) and

(4)). To simplify our analysis, we introduce a change of

variables as follows

(τsc, tw) → (λ = τsc + tw, T = τsc − tw) , (11)

which leads to a modified intensity profile of the sub-

burst:

I (ν, t) =
F0

T

{
exp

[
−2 (t− tD)

λ+ T

]
− exp

[
−2 (t− tD)

λ− T

]}
.

(12)

For clarity, we distinguish each exponential in the inten-

sity profile as distinct standalone functions,

h1 (ν, t) =
F0

T
exp

[
−2 (t− tD)

λ+ T

]
(13)

h2 (ν, t) =
F0

T
exp

[
−2 (t− tD)

λ− T

]
(14)

such that

I(ν, t) = h1 (ν, t)− h2 (ν, t) . (15)

Now that we have a function for the intensity of a scat-

tered sub-burst, we can use it to evaluate the normalized

sub-burst slope law as follows:

1

ν

∂ν

∂tD
=

1

ν

∂ν

∂I (ν, t)

∂I (ν, t)

∂tD
. (16)

Performing an average of equation (16) over the extent

of the signal allows us to evaluate the mean frequency

normalized sub-burst slope as〈
1

ν

∂ν

∂tD

〉
= − 1

∆ν

∫ ν+∆ν/2

ν−∆ν/2

dυ

∫ ∞

0

dx

× T

∆

[
λ (h1 − h2)

2 − T
(
h21 − h22

)]
,

(17)

with

∆ = T [h1 (λ− T ) (nx+ tD)− h2 (λ+ T ) (x+ tD)]

− (h1 − h2)

(
λ2 − T 2

4

)
[(n− 1)λ+ (n+ 1)T ] ,

(18)

where x = t − tD, hi = hi (υ, x) (i = 1, 2), T = T (υ),

λ = λ (υ) and ∆ν is the frequency extent of the signal.

The sub-burst duration at its central frequency, λc, as

defined in equation (10), will be used to plot the sub-

burst slope law in the presence of scattering.

When contrasting the scattering timescale with the

sub-burst duration, two limiting cases are of particular

importance to our analysis. The first case corresponds

to the scenario where the scattering timescale is much

smaller than the duration (τsc ≪ tw). In this weak scat-

tering regime, we have λ ≃ −T ≃ tw and h1 ≪ h2.

Substituting these in equations (17) and (18) and utiliz-

ing pertinent approximations (e.g., ∆ν ≪ ν), we solve

the integral analytically to arrive at〈
1

ν

∂ν

∂tD

〉
≃ exp

(
1

A
− 1

)
Ei

(
1− 1

A

)
1

tw,c

≃ − A

tw,c
(19)

for the sub-burst slope law, where Ei (x) is the expo-

nential integral, A is defined in equation (1) and tw,c

is the duration at the center frequency of the sub-burst

(i.e., evaluated from equation 3). This form is analogous

to equation (1) indicating that weakly scattered bursts

adhere closely to the ideal sub-burst slope law.

The second regime is when τsc ≫ tw and scattering

becomes dominant. Here, λ ≃ T ≃ τsc, h1 ≫ h2 and the

approximate slope law becomes〈
1

ν

∂ν

∂tD

〉
≃ exp (−1)Ei (1)

n τsc,c

≃ 0.16

τsc,c
, (20)

where τsc,c is the value of the scattering timescale at the

center frequency (from equation 4) and we used n = 4

for the last relation (as well as ∆ν ≪ ν). In this regime,

the slope becomes positive, implying that high levels of

scattering in a sub-burst invert the slope to positive val-

ues. As the scattering timescale is frequency dependent,

sub-bursts at lower frequencies are more significantly af-

fected even at shorter scattering timescales. Based on

this, we should observe a transition from negative to

positive slope as the central frequency of the sub-burst

decreases, with this transition occurring at progressively

higher frequencies as the scattering timescale increases.

We caution that the approximate solutions presented in

equations (19) and (20) are not complete solutions but

are only valid in the corresponding limits. They do,

however, inform us on what to expect for the underly-

ing behavior of the sub-burst slope law as the level of

scattering increases. That is, and we will see later on,

a change of sign in the sub-burst slope manifests itself

strikingly in the appearance of the law.

There is a third regime where τsc ≃ tw for which

such approximations are infeasible. For a thorough in-

vestigation in all three regimes, the integral specified
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in equation (17) must be solved numerically to inves-

tigate the complexities introduced by scattering. It is,

however, difficult to obtain a numerical solution, as the

wide domain of integration challenges the limits of com-

putational precision. To counteract this shortcoming,

we employ techniques to identify the critical points and

adapt the integration domain accordingly. Additionally,

we utilize a Savitzky–Golay filter to smooth the sub-

burst slope obtained post-integration, to reveal broader

trends in the relationship in the figures to follow.

3.2. DM-only analysis

To begin, we define the frequency-dependent residual

dispersive delay in a sub-burst at central frequency ν as

∆tDM = a∆DM

(
1

ν2
− 1

ν2ref

)
ms (21)

following equation (5). In subsequent analysis, ∆DM

refers to the residual DM left in the source after de-

dispersion. That is,

∆DM = DMtrue −DMest, (22)

where DMtrue is the actual dispersion present in the

source spectra and DMest denotes the estimated DM

using a specific method or analysis. Thus, the value of

∆DM = 0 pc cm−3 is indicative of perfect de-dispersion

or the absence of residual dispersion in a sub-burst. A

positive ∆DM (> 0 pc cm−3) implies under-dedisperion

and a negative ∆DM (< 0 pc cm−3) corresponds to the

case of over-dedispersion.

To evaluate the delay in each channel, we are free

to set νref → ∞ in equation (21). We thus define our

intensity function as

I2(ν, t) =
F0

tw
exp

[
−(t− t∗D)

tw

]
, (23)

where the new delay, t∗D, is due to the intrinsic delay

introduced by the model (tD), and the delay due to dis-

persion (∆tDM), i.e., t∗D = tD + ∆tDM. To streamline

the expression, we have omitted the Heaviside function

H(t− t∗D) from equation (23), still with the understand-

ing that the signal intensity is zero for t < t∗D. The

normalized sub-burst slope law becomes

1

ν

∂ν

∂t∗D
=

1

ν

∂ν

∂I2(ν, t)

∂I2(ν, t)

∂t∗D
. (24)

Solving the partial derivatives, we arrive at the fre-

quency normalized sub-burst slope law〈
1

ν

∂ν

∂t∗D

〉
=

1

∆ν

∫ ν+∆ν/2

ν−∆ν/2

dυ

× 1

tw

∫ ∞

0

dx
exp (−x/tw)

tw − x− t∗D −∆tDM
(25)

with x = t− t∗D. The sub-burst duration is given by

λ =

∫ ∞

t∗D

(t− t∗D)

tw

{
exp

[
−(t− t∗D)

tw

]}
dt

= tw. (26)

We perform a numerical integration of equation (25)

and use equation (26) to calculate the duration at cen-

tral frequency (λc = tw,c) to plot the sub-burst slope

law. The results are presented in section 4.2.

Using the exponential integral Ei (x) and its proper-

ties, the temporal integral equation (25) can be approx-

imated to the following,〈
1

ν

∂ν

∂t∗D

〉
≃ − A

tw,c

[
1− ∆DM

∆DM+A1ν/ (2Aa)

]
(27)

whenever −∆DM ≪ A1ν/ (2Aa) and ∆ν ≪ ν. As be-

fore, tw,c is the sub-burst duration at the center fre-

quency while we used the relativistic invariant A1 =

ν tw,c. This solution shows that the original sub-

burst slope law (equation (1)) is recovered for min-

imal residual dispersion, as expected, while an error

term due to ∆DM is added otherwise. As can be

intuitively asserted, this relation makes it clear that

under-dedispersion (∆DM > 0) flattens the slope and

over-dedispersion (−A1ν/ (2Aa) ≪ ∆DM < 0) accen-

tuates it. Although lying beyond its domain of appli-

cability, we note that equation (27) also suggests that,

as was the case for the scattering-dominated approx-

imation, the normalized sub-burst slope will change

sign when excessive over-dedispersion is present (i.e.,

∆DM ≪ −A1ν/ (2Aa) < 0). As we will soon see, this

will again drastically alter the shape and behavior of the

sub-burst slope law.

3.3. All-inclusive analysis

We now combine the analysis described in Sections 3.1

and 3.2 to evaluate the sub-burst slope trend in the pres-

ence of both scattering and residual DM. The consoli-

dated intensity profile, following the convolution derived

in equation (9) and adjusted to include the modified de-

lay term (t∗D) introduced in Section 3.2, is given by:

I (ν, t) =
F0

T

{
exp

[
−2(t− t∗D)

λ+ T

]
− exp

[
−2(t− t∗D)

λ− T

]}
(28)

where λ and T are defined in equation (11). Notice that

the Heaviside function is again dropped for simplicity.

We follow the same mathematical treatment outlined in

previous sections (3.1 and 3.2) to obtain the expression

for the normalized sub-burst slope law as
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〈
1

ν

∂ν

∂t∗D

〉
= − 1

∆ν

∫ ν+∆ν/2

ν−∆ν/2

dυ

∫ ∞

0

dx

× T

∆

[
λ (h1 − h2)

2 − T
(
h21 − h22

)]
,

(29)

with

∆ = T [h1 (λ− T ) (nx+ t∗D +∆tDM)

−h2 (λ+ T ) (x+ t∗D +∆tDM)]

− (h1 − h2)

(
λ2 − T 2

4

)
[(n− 1)λ+ (n+ 1)T ] ,

(30)

where, as before, x = t − t∗D, hi = hi (υ, x) (i = 1, 2),

T = T (υ), and λ = λ (υ). The timescale of emission, λc,

evaluated at sub-burst’s central frequency is the same

as equation (32) with t∗D substituted for tD. The com-

plexity of this integral makes it unfeasible to seek an

analytical solution or approximation. We rely on nu-

merical methods to obtain a solution, while addressing

the critical regions where the function exhibits problem-

atic behavior (as stated at the end of section 3.1).

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Here, we present the results of the numerical integra-

tion performed for the three cases discussed in the pre-

vious sections: scattering-only, residual DM-only, and

the combined effects of scattering and residual DM. In

the observational literature, the sub-burst slope law has

been tested extensively for bursts emanating from FRB

20121102A. Studies by Rajabi et al. (2020), Jahns et al.

(2023), and Chamma et al. (2023) demonstrate an in-

verse relationship of slope with duration of the type

At−1
w , as presented in equation (1). The constant A

was found to lie between 0.07 and 0.1. This finding is

corroborated by Chamma et al. (2021) and Brown et al.

(2024), where a similar range for A is reported across

multiple sources. This consistency reinforces the notion

that the parameter A represents an intrinsic property of

the FRB source and/or the physical process responsible

for the emission of radiation. We conducted our analysis

for 0.07 ≤ A ≤ 0.2 and since these values demonstrated

similar trends, we select A = 0.1 for all our subsequent

plots. The aforementioned studies also note a relation

between the observed duration and central frequency

which varies as tw ≈ 1.5 (ms ·GHz)/ν (Brown et al.

2024). For the first part of our analysis, we adopted

this value to correlate the sub-burst’s duration and de-

lay, through equations (2) and (3), while we reduced it

when considering ultra-FRBs in Sec. 4.4. Following the

100 101 1020.2 0.40.2 0.4

Duration c [ms]

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

S
u

b-
bu

rs
t 

S
lo

pe
 
〈 1

d dt
D

〉 [m
s

1 ]

Λsc = 0.0 ms
Λsc = 0.1 ms
Λsc = 0.5 ms
Λsc = 1.0 ms
Λsc = 2.0 ms
Λsc = 5.0 ms
Λsc = 10.0 ms
Λsc = 20.0 ms

Figure 1. The relationship between the (negative of the)
normalized sub-burst slope and the duration (λc = τsc,c +
tw,c) at the center frequency for different values of scattering
timescales (Λsc). The black line shows the ideal behavior
without scattering as per the TRDM of Rajabi et al. (2020).
The different colored lines correspond to varying scattering
timescales, evaluated using our methods presented in section
3.1. Note that the negative of the sub-burst slope is plotted,
as it is typically negative and would otherwise not be visible
on a log-scaled axis. In doing so, the slightly positive values
of the slope at larger scattering timescales are omitted (see
Fig. 2).

findings of Houde et al. (2019), Chamma et al. (2023)

and Brown et al. (2024), the bandwidth of the sub-burst

is set to Bν = 0.14 ν (GHz), where ν is the observed cen-

tral frequency of the sub-bursts. For our simulations, ν

is in the range of 0.4 GHz to 8 GHz. Additionally, we

have chosen a scattering index of n = 4.0, although sim-

ulations with n = 4.4 for the Kolmogorov spectrum also

yield similar outcomes.

We would like to emphasize that we plot the negative

of the sub-burst slope in all our figures. This approach

allows for effective visualization of the sub-burst slope

across a wide range of frequencies and durations using

logarithmic scales (i.e., the sub-burst slope is intrinsi-

cally negative). However, as discussed in the forthcom-

ing sections, there are instances where the slope becomes

positive due to excessive scattering and/or residual dis-

persion. In such cases, these positive values are omitted

from the plots due to the logarithmic scaling of the axes.

The change in sign of the sub-burst slope is illustrated

in Figure 2 for the scattering-only case.

4.1. Effects of scattering on the sub-burst slope law
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Figure 2. Same as Figure 1 but using a linear scale for
the vertical axis. The inset plot captures the transition to
positive sub-burst slope values at durations greater than ap-
proximately 10 ms that are not visible in Fig. 1. Notice that
the transition occurs earlier, at approximately 20 ms, when
Λsc = 20ms as compared to 40 ms for curve with Λsc = 2ms.

In order to evaluate the sub-burst slope under varying

scattering conditions, we perform computations across

eight different scattering timescales, including the sce-

nario of no scattering (τsc = 0 ms).

4.1.1. Sub-burst slope vs. duration

As our focus is on scattering, we assume that our sub-

bursts are devoid of any residual dispersive effects. Fig-

ure 1 presents the (negative of the) center frequency

normalized sub-burst slope law for various scattering
timescales, as computed in equation (17). The conven-

tional law without scattering is represented by the solid

black line, where the sub-burst slope is simply −A/tw,

with A = 0.1. Note that 0.19 ms ≲ tw ≤ 3.75 ms for the

chosen parameters. This curve serves as a baseline for

comparison amongst different scattering timescales. We

observe that for all scattering timescales, the sub-burst

slope flattens out as the duration increases, while a sig-

nificant drop in slope is observed at longer durations for

higher scattering timescales.

At durations less than 0.4 ms, the scattered and the

unscattered curves overlap, indicating that the scattered

system adheres closely to the predicted TRDM law, thus

affirming the validity of the approximations presented

in equation (19). This regime corresponds to the sce-

nario where the scattering timescale, τsc, is significantly

shorter than the intrinsic duration, i.e., τsc ≪ tw. As the

level of scattering (Λsc) increases, the observed duration

of the sub-burst begins to stretch out for a given slope

value, since λ = τsc + tw. For instance, the sub-burst

with the longest initial duration (3.75 ms) in the unscat-

tered case extends to approximately 8 ms and shows a

subtle reduction in slope when Λsc = 0.1 ms. As Λsc

increases incrementally, the effects of temporal broaden-

ing and sub-burst slope reduction become progressively

more pronounced. With duration increasing dispropor-

tionately relative to the reduction in the sub-burst slope,

the curves begin to plateau within the 1–10 ms range.

For durations beyond 10 ms, the slope decreases by more

than two orders of magnitude for all Λsc ≥ 2.0 ms. At

such high scattering timescales, where tw ≪ τsc, the

temporal profile may become sufficiently distorted that

the slope changes sign, becoming positive. This is in-

dicative of the regime described by equation (20), where

scattering dominates. This abrupt decline in slope oc-

curs at earlier stages for higher values of Λsc. To bet-

ter visualize these effects, we present the (negative of)

the sub-burst slope plotted against duration in Figure

2 using a linearly scaled axis for the sub-burst slope.

A transition to negative values (implying positive sub-

burst slope) is clearly visible in the inset.

4.1.2. Sub-burst slope vs. frequency

If we combine equations (1) and (3) for the ideal un-

scattered case, we find that the normalized sub-burst

slope varies with the observing frequency as

1

ν

dν

dtD
= − Aν

τ ′wν
′ = −A2ν, (31)

where A2 = A/τ ′wν
′ = 1/τ ′Dν

′ is a relativistic invariant.

This law is denoted by the black solid line in Figure

3 which plots (negative of) the sub-burst slope against

the central frequency of the sub-burst. The frequency

dependent behavior of scattering is immediately evident

from this figure. At higher frequencies (ν ≳ 4.0GHz)

all curves align closely with the ideal, unscattered case.

This is due to the ν−n dependence of scattering on fre-

quency (n = 4 for our calculations; see equation 4),

which renders high-frequency sub-bursts less suscepti-

ble to temporal distortion caused by irregularities in the

propagation medium. In contrast, the curves at lower

frequencies (ν ≲ 4.0,GHz) exhibit clear deviations from

the ideal behavior, as low-frequency sub-bursts interact

more strongly with the medium. The slope values drop

by more than two orders of magnitude (for Λsc ≥ 2ms

at frequencies below ∼ 2 GHz) depending on amount of

scattering present in the sub-bursts. The curves with

negligible amounts of scattering (Λsc = 0.1, 0.5ms) only

deviate slightly from the ideal black line for central fre-

quencies less than ∼ 600 MHz.
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Figure 3. The (negative of the) normalized sub-burst slope
against the observed central frequency in range of 0.4 GHz
to 8 GHz for different scattering timescales (Λsc). The solid
black line corresponds to the ideal law derived using the
TRDM for Λsc = 0 ms (Rajabi et al. 2020). Distinct scat-
tering timescales are shown by colored lines.

4.1.3. Other spectro-temporal correlations

In Figure 4, we present the relationship between the

center frequency (top panel) and bandwidth (bottom

panel) of a sub-burst with its duration. Equation (3)

predicts an inverse relationship between the sub-burst

duration and the observed frequency, a trend consis-

tent with findings from several studies such as Gajjar

et al. (2018) (see their Fig. 7), Chamma et al. (2023)

(their Fig. 4) and Brown et al. (2024) (their Fig. 2).

In our figure, this relationship is represented by a solid

black line. However, deviations from the inverse rela-

tionship are apparent in the presence of scattering since

the curves shown in the figure are obtained from equa-

tions (3)-(4). We then express the total duration as a

function of frequency as:

λ =
A1

ν
+ Λsc

(
1GHz

ν

)n

, (32)

with, as before, A1 = ν′τ ′w (a relativistic invariant).

We can clearly identify the two limiting behaviors. At

lower frequencies, where νn−1 ≪ Λsc/A1 (i.e., tw ≪ τsc),

equation (32) approximates λ ∼ Λsc (1GHz/ν)
n
and the

curves shift rapidly toward longer durations, as seen in

the top panel of Figure 4. On the other hand, when

νn−1 ≫ Λsc/A1 (i.e. tw ≫ τsc), the duration con-

verges to the other limit, where λ ∼ A1/ν and the

curves corresponding to different values of Λsc approach
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Figure 4. Relationship between the observed duration and
center frequencies of sub-bursts (top) and between band-
width and duration (bottom). In both plots, the solid
black line represents the ideal relationship as predicted by
the TRDM (Rajabi et al. 2020). The different scattering
timescales (Λsc) are color coded according to the legend,
while the duration at center frequency λc is calculated using
equation (32) and the bandwidth is set to Bν = 0.14 ν.

the unscattered case. Deviation from the ideal inverse

trend is observed in some published data. For exam-

ple, in Chamma et al. (2023) the free-parameter fit

for FRB 121102A presented in their Figure 4 yields

λ ∝ ν−1.77 over 1GHz ≲ ν ≲ 6GHz but with devia-

tions from the ideal ∝ ν−1 relation most evident at the

low-frequency end of that range. Such results can be

used as a tool to evaluate the scattering timescale of a

source. Acquiring data across different frequencies for

the same source is essential for any such determination.
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The expected relationship between bandwidth and du-

ration according to the TRDM follows the form Bν ∝
λ−1, based on the proportionality tw ∝ ν−1 and the

observed relation Bν ∝ ν (Houde et al. 2019; Rajabi

et al. 2020; Chamma et al. 2023; Bethapudi et al. 2023;

Brown et al. 2024), which is forced in our analysis.

While it is found that this behavior is generally con-

sistent across different sources, Chamma et al. (2023)

and Brown et al. (2024) suggest that a relationship of

the form Bν ∝ λ−1/2 may agree better with observa-

tional data. We can see, however, that this deviation

from the expected relationship is readily explained by

incorporating the effects of scattering, as presented in

Figure 4 (bottom panel). In the figure, the curve for

unscattered sub-bursts (black line) represents the λ−1
c

relationship between the bandwidth and duration as pre-

dicted by the TRDM. This relationship generally holds

well at shorter durations (< 1 ms), or equivalently, at

higher frequencies and larger bandwidths, across curves

with varying levels of scattering. However, sub-bursts

with narrower bandwidths (and thus lower frequencies)

have their temporal profiles smeared with scattering, re-

sulting in a shallower relationship.

4.2. Effects of residual dispersion on the sub-burst

slope law

In this section, we numerically solve the integral in

equation (25) to evaluate the slope at different cen-

tral frequencies for sub-bursts with residual dispersion

(∆DM) ranging from −5.0 to +5.0 pc cm−3. The results

are presented in Figure 5, showing the sub-burst slope

against its duration (note that here, τsc = 0 and, there-

fore, λ = tw). Overall, over-dedispersion (∆DM < 0)

results in steeper, more vertical burst profiles, leading to

steeper slopes. On the other hand, under-dedispersion

(∆DM > 0) produces shallower slopes. We also ex-

amine the sub-burst slope as a function of frequency

in Figure 6. The inverse square dependence of DM

on frequency, which disproportionately affects lower fre-

quencies is very apparent from this figure. When exam-

ined together, Figures 5 and 6 provide a comprehensive

view of how residual dispersion influences the spectro-

temporal behavior of the sub-burst slope law.

Observational data indicate that small variations in

the DM value chosen for dedispersion affect the sub-

burst slope law by shifting the fit vertically in the figures

(i.e., changing the value of the constant A) while approx-

imately preserving the inverse relationship (see Figure 3

of Chamma et al. 2023). This feature is encapsulated

in Equation (27), which introduces an additional term

contingent on the residual DM. As mentioned earlier

(Section 3.2), over-dedispersion (∆DM < 0) increases
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Figure 5. Sub-burst slope vs. sub-burst duration for vari-
ous dispersion measures in the range of −5.0 pc cm−3 to 5.0
pc cm−3. The black line corresponds to the undispersed case
that follows the ideal law as described by the TRDM. For all
curves, τsc = 0, and therefore, λc = tw,c.

the value of the parameter A, while under-dedispersion

decreases it. This explains why the curves separate

according to ∆DM at shorter durations (≈ 0.2ms) or

higher frequencies (≈ 8GHz) in Figures 5 and 6, re-

spectively. That is, over-dedispersed curves lie above

the undispersed case (solid black line), while the under-

dedispersed curves fall below.

As discussed at the end of Sec. 3.2, when the

applied (over-)dedispersion is too strong, the lower-

frequency components of the burst progressively catch
up with the higher-frequency ones, creating an arti-

ficially compressed and steeper waterfall, and eventu-

ally changing the sign of its slope. Therefore, in Fig-

ure 5, curves with over-dedispersion see their normal-

ized sub-burst slope increase before drastically falling

to much lower values. For instance, the curve for

∆DM = −5.0 pc cm−3 reaches a peak slope value of

≈ 3ms−1, compared to ≈ 0.2ms−1 for the undispersed

case ∆DM = 0 pc cm−3 at the same position, before

collapsing at duration ≈ 0.5ms. Similar to the case of

scattering discussed in Sec. 4.1.1, this behavior corre-

sponds to a transition to positive slopes, which are con-

sidered non-physical under the framework of the TRDM

and are not visible on our log-log plot. The effect is more

pronounced and happens at shorter durations with in-

creasing over-dedispersion.



10 Kumar et al.

0.4 0.6 1.0 2.0 4.0 8.0

Frequency ν [GHz]

10 2

10 1

100

S
u

b-
bu

rs
t 

S
lo

pe
 
〈 1

d dt
D

〉 [m
s

1 ]

∆DM = 5.0 pc cm 3

∆DM = 2.0 pc cm 3

∆DM = 1.0 pc cm 3

∆DM = 0.5 pc cm 3

∆DM = 0.0 pc cm 3

∆DM = 0.5 pc cm 3

∆DM = 1.0 pc cm 3

∆DM = 2.0 pc cm 3

∆DM = 5.0 pc cm 3

Figure 6. The frequency-normalized sub-burst slope vs. fre-
quency for ∆DM in the range of −5.0 pc cm−3 to 5.0
pc cm−3. Different colors represent different dispersion mea-
sure values, while the black line represents sub-bursts with
no residual dispersion.

The same behavior in the normalized sub-burst slope

law is shown in Figure 6, but as a function of the cen-

tral frequency. We observe that even at high frequencies

(8 GHz), the slopes deviate from the undispersed case.

As frequency decreases, the effect of residual disper-

sion becomes more pronounced due its ν−2 dependence,

causing the sub-burst profiles to steepen and the slopes

to rise. Below a critical frequency, over-dedispersion

(∆DM < 0 pc cm−3) causes a change in the sign of

the sub-burst slope, as evidenced by its sharp decline

during this transition. The higher the over-dedispersion

(i.e., the more negative ∆DM value), the higher the fre-

quency at which this transition occurs.

Under-dedispersed sub-bursts, which result from in-

sufficient DM correction (i.e., when ∆DM > 0), exhibit

shallower waterfall slopes. As a consequence, and as

mentioned earlier, the corresponding curves in Figures

5 and 6 lie below the undispersed case. As the duration

increases (and the frequency decreases), these curves de-

viate further from the ideal sub-burst slope law. The

higher the value of ∆DM, the more pronounced the ef-

fect.

As evidenced by our figures, the deviation from the

ideal law remains marginal at frequencies above 1 GHz

for −1pc cm3 ≤ ∆DM ≤ 1 pc cm−3. The true extent

of any deviation, however, is contingent upon the fre-

quency range of the sub-bursts considered and the mag-

nitude of ∆DM.
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Figure 7. The frequency-normalized sub-burst slope against
the duration for −5.0 pc cm−3 ≤ ∆DM ≤ +5.0 pc cm−3 and
a fixed scattering timescale Λsc = 2 ms. The trends illus-
trate the complex interplay between these two effects: nega-
tive ∆DMs tend to force the curve upwards, while scattering
pushes it downwards, resulting in an erratic shape. For pos-
itive ∆DMs, both processes work in conjunction, yielding a
lower slope.

4.3. Combined effects of scattering and dispersion on

the sub-burst slope law

Having examined the effects of scattering and disper-

sion independently, we now investigate their combined

impact on the sub-burst slope law. We select the scat-

tering timescale of Λsc = 2.0 ms and conduct our com-

putations for −5.0 pc cm−3 ≤ ∆DM ≤ +5.0 pc cm−3.

Figures 7 and 8 depict the frequency-normalized sub-

burst slope trend as a function of the duration and

frequency, respectively, across our chosen ∆DM range.

From our previous analysis, we know that scattering

causes a reduction in the sub-burst slope as the du-

ration increases and frequency decreases (see Figs. 1

and 3). Residual dispersion, on the other hand, af-

fects the slopes differently based on its magnitude and

type (under-dedispersion or over-dedispersion; see Figs.

5 and 6). In Figures 7 and 8 we observe complex curve

profiles, particularly for over-dedispersed sub-bursts. To

better understand the characteristics of the sub-burst

slope law under the combined effects of scattering and

residual dispersion we divide our analysis based on the

type and degree of residual dispersion in the system.

Severe over-dedispersion. Sub-bursts with

∆DM = −5.0 pc cm−3 exhibit slopes predominantly
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shaped by residual dispersion, while scattering effects

remain negligible. The curves remain virtually identical

to the residual dispersion case shown in Figures 5 and

6. The transition to positive slopes occurs at shorter

durations (∼ 0.6 ms) or at relatively higher frequencies

(∼ 3 GHz).

Moderate over-dedispersion. For sub-bursts with

∆DM = −2.0 pc cm−3 and −1.0 pc cm−3 both scatter-

ing and residual dispersion affect the sub-burst slope.

The latter steepens the sub-burst slope while scattering

tends to flatten it (until the sub-bursts exhibit a change

of sign in their slope) leading to distorted curves. In

Figures 7 and 8 we observe an attenuated bump and a

decline that is shifted towards longer duration and lower

frequencies due to scattering (when compared with Fig-

ures 5 and 6). However, the decline in sub-burst slope

for ∆DM = −2.0 pc cm−3 curve is still affected pri-

marily by residual dispersion. In case of ∆DM = −1.0

pc cm−3, the competing effects of scattering and disper-

sion shape the behavior for 10ms ≲ λc ≲ 60ms (or

0.4GHz ≲ ν ≲ 1 GHz), with scattering eventually dom-

inating and driving the decline towards longer duration

and lower frequencies.

Weak over-dedispersion. For ∆DM =

−0.5 pc cm−3, scattering dominates, leading to a typical

reduction in sub-burst slope as the duration increases

and the frequency decreases. However, mild residual dis-

persion causes the sub-burst slope to change sign earlier,

around 30 ms, compared to 40 ms in the undispersed

case (black curve).

Weak under-dedispersion. For ∆DM in range of

0.5 pc cm−3 to 2.0 pc cm−3, the sub-burst slopes are only

slightly reduced from the undispersed case (black curve)

at shorter durations (< 10 ms). As under-dedispersion

flattens the sub-burst slope, the curves begin with shal-

low slope values at higher frequencies and shorter dura-

tions. The slope gradually decreases as the influence of

scattering increases and changes sign (after ∼ 50 ms).

Moderate to severe under-dedispersion. For

∆DM = 5.0 pc cm−3, shallow sub-burst slopes are ob-

served at shorter durations (< 1 ms) and higher frequen-

cies (8.0 GHz). Scattering has minimal impact on the

already shallow slopes, leading to a gradual decline as

duration increases (and frequency decreases), primarily

driven by residual dispersion.

4.4. Ultra-FRBs and propagation effects

Nimmo et al. (2022) and Snelders et al. (2023) discuss

the detection of so-called ultra-FRBs, i.e., nanosecond

to microsecond duration sub-bursts, from two repeat-

ing sources: FRB20121102A and FRB20200120E. Such

extremely narrow sub-bursts warrant special attention
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Figure 8. Same as Figure 7 but as a function of the cen-
ter frequency. At high frequencies, the slope remains close
to ideal except for severe over-dedispersion (∆DM ≈ 5.0
pc cm−3). Over-dispersed sub-bursts exhibit higher slopes,
while under-dispersed sub-bursts display lower slopes. As
frequency decreases, over-dispersed sub-bursts show erratic
behavior due to the interplay with scattering effects.

due to their greater vulnerability to propagation effects,

which can remain significant even at higher frequencies

and shorter scattering timescales. Scattering influences

both the duration and slope of sub-bursts, whereas resid-

ual dispersion primarily modifies the sub-burst slope. To

study the effects of such distortions, we adjusted our pa-

rameters to simulate sub-bursts with durations of 50 µs

at 1 GHz. The same analysis presented in Section 3.1 is

then implemented to study the resulting sub-burst slope

law.

For the scattering-only case, our findings for ultra-

FRBs, represented by dotted lines in Figure 9, are jux-

taposed against our previous analysis of 1.5 ms duration

sub-bursts at 1 GHz (solid lines) to facilitate a compar-

ative visualization. While the general behavior (as dis-

cussed in section 4.1.1) is similar for both ultra-FRBs

and standard FRBs, the key distinction lies in their sen-

sitivity to scattering. Ultra-FRBs (dotted lines) diverge

from the ideal trend at shorter sub-burst durations com-

pared to “standard” FRBs (solid lines) at all (non-zero)

scattering timescales. This is due to their inherently

shorter intrinsic durations, where even minimal scatter-

ing significantly smears the signal and alters the sub-

burst slope. In other words, a small scattering-induced

broadening that has a negligible effect on a millisecond-
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Figure 9. The (negative of the) normalized sub-burst slope
as a function of duration with varying degrees of scattering
for microsecond- and millisecond-duration sub-bursts. The
solid black line represents the ideal sub-burst slope law in
the absence of scattering. Solid colored lines correspond
to millisecond-duration sub-bursts (i.e., 1.5 ms at 1 GHz),
while dotted lines of the same colors represent microsecond-
duration sub-bursts (i.e., 50µs at 1 GHz). The plot demon-
strates that ultra-FRBs deviate from the ideal sub-burst
slope law at shorter duration when subjected to the same
scattering timescales.

duration sub-burst can completely dominate an ultra-

FRB in view of its shorter duration.

In Figure 10, we present the (negative of the) nor-

malized sub-burst slope (top plot) as well as duration

(bottom plot) as functions of frequency for the ideal

case without any propagation effects, comparing ultra-
fast FRBs (dotted line) with standard FRBs (solid line).

The significantly shorter durations of ultra-FRBs posi-

tion them distinctly on duration-frequency plots, effec-

tively forming a separate family of sub-bursts. Their du-

rations are a factor of 30 (i.e., 1.5ms/50µs) lower than

the standard FRBs at all frequencies. At the same fre-

quency, the sub-burst slope of ultra-fast FRBs is steeper.

Despite these differences, both families follow the same

sub-burst slope law (see Fig. 9), underscoring the ro-

bustness and universality of this relationship across dif-

ferent FRB populations.

In Figure 11, we present the sub-burst slope as a func-

tion of duration for ultra-FRBs for a restricted residual

DM range of −0.2 pc cm−3 to 2.0 pc cm−3. While the

overall behavior resembles the trends discussed in sec-

tion 4.2, we observe that smaller ∆DM values result in

more pronounced deviations, at durations nearly two or-
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Figure 10. The (negative of the) normalized sub-burst slope
(top panel) and duration (bottom panel) is plotted as a func-
tion of frequency for standard FRBs with a duration of 1.5 ms
at 1 GHz (solid black line) and for ultra-FRBs with a dura-
tion of 50µs at 1 GHz (dotted black line). No propagation
effects are present. A clear separation is seen between the
two families of bursts.

ders of magnitude shorter compared to millisecond-long

sub-bursts (see Figure 5). This heightened sensitivity

to over-dedispersion is because ultra-FRBs already have

a steeper intrinsic sub-burst slope in view of their ex-

tremely short durations, as expected from the sub-burst

slope law (see equation 1). Overall, we find that all

curves are shifted to the left (i.e., toward shorter dura-

tions).

These results underscore the level of precision required

in correcting for scattering and dispersion for the mea-

surement and analysis of ultra-FRBs. Even minimal

residual dispersion or scattering can lead to erroneous

sub-burst slope and duration measurements, resulting in

misleading correlations between their properties. For ex-

ample, one should avoid determining the DM of a source

using ultra-FRBs unless measurements are performed at

sufficiently high frequencies to minimize scattering ef-

fects.
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Figure 11. The sub-burst slope law as a function of fre-
quency for microsecond- and millisecond-duration sub-bursts
for −0.2 pc cm−3≤ ∆DM ≤ 2.0 pc cm−3. The solid black
line represents the ideal sub-burst slope law in the ab-
sence of any residual dispersion. Solid colored lines cor-
respond to millisecond-duration sub-bursts (i.e., 1.5 ms at
1 GHz), while dotted lines (following the same color scheme)
represent microsecond-duration sub-bursts (i.e., 50µs at
1 GHz). This plot illustrates that ultra-FRBs are highly sen-
sitive to residual dispersion, with even minimal amounts of
−0.2 pc cm−3significantly affecting the sub-burst slope law.

5. SUMMARY

Through this study, we provide a comprehensive anal-

ysis of the impacts of scattering and residual dispersion

on FRB spectra utilizing the TRDM. We begin by mod-

eling sub-bursts with an intrinsic duration of 1.5 ms at

1 GHz, and later consider ultra-FRBs. Our numerical

calculations reveal that scattering influences both the

sub-burst slope and the duration of FRBs, with more

pronounced effects at lower frequencies where longer

scattering timescales are present. Although the effects

can be dramatic for large scattering timescales (e.g., a

change in the sign of the sub-burst slope; see Figs. 1 and

9), the absence of such behaviors in analyzed data (Ra-

jabi et al. 2020; Chamma et al. 2021; Jahns et al. 2023;

Chamma et al. 2023; Brown et al. 2024) suggests that

the levels of scattering encountered in typical observa-

tions are relatively limited. Only subtle deviations are

observed in Figures 3, 4, and 6 of Chamma et al. (2023)

and Figures 1, 2, and 3 of Brown et al. (2024). At

higher frequencies, the sub-burst dynamics align closely

with the theoretical predictions of the TRDM, suggest-

ing a frequency-dependent scattering process underlying

these observations. Our Figures 1, 3 and 4 parameterize

the deviations induced by scattering, enabling quantita-

tive comparisons with the observed trends. These plots

provide a formal framework for interpreting subtle de-

partures from idealized behavior, linking the observed

deviations to underlying scattering effects with greater

precision.

We then examine the effect of residual dispersion,

uncovering distinct trends depending on whether the

sub-burst is over-dedispersed or under-dedispersed. For

moderate to weak over-dedispersion (−1.0 pc cm−3 ≤
∆DM < 0 pc cm−3), the sub-burst slope measured at

shorter durations or higher frequencies closely resembles

the undispersed case. However, excessive dedispersion of

−2.0 pc cm−3 (and more negative values) forces the sub-

burst slope to become extremely steep, causing the curve

to lie markedly higher than the other cases. As the du-

ration increases (or the central frequency decreases), the

lower frequency components experience greater correc-

tions to their arrival times as compared to the higher-

frequency components. As a result, in cases of exces-

sive over-dedisperion, the slope increases dramatically

and eventually becomes positive. In under-dedispersed

sub-bursts, the arrival times of lower-frequency compo-

nents are increasingly delayed relative to those of higher-

frequency components. This delay results in sub-burst

slopes that are consistently lower than in the ideally

dispersed case, with the deviations becoming more pro-

nounced as ∆DM increases.

We then see the combined effects of dispersion and

scattering on the sub-burst slope law. Over-dedispersion

tends to increase the slope but scattering tends to de-

crease it. The interplay between these two effects pro-

duces the bumps observed in the sub-burst slope law

of over-dedispersed bursts. In under-dedispersed sub-
bursts, both effects work together in tandem to reduce

the slope. Unlike scattering, residual dispersion pre-

vents the slope from becoming completely flat or chang-

ing sign. Instead, these transitions are delayed to pro-

gressively longer durations, until scattering eventually

dominates and dictates the curve’s behavior.

In the case of ultra-FRBs, the effects of scattering

and residual dispersion become more pronounced due

to their extremely short timescales. In this analysis, we

focus on sub-bursts with intrinsic durations of 50 µs at

1 GHz. Although the general behavior mirrors that of

standard FRBs, the entire trend shifts toward shorter

timescales and higher frequencies. Importantly, even

weak scattering timescales and small residual disper-

sion introduce measurable distortions, impacting sub-

bursts observed at frequencies that would typically be
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regarded as high for standard FRBs. As a result, re-

lying on these high-frequency bursts for DM estima-

tion or analysis may lead to inaccuracies. Mitigating

these distortions and achieving more precise measure-

ments requires observations at even higher frequencies,

where both scattering and residual dispersion effects are

sufficiently suppressed for this class of sub-bursts.

The implications of this analysis are two-fold. First,

we emphasize the importance of relying on high-

frequency observations to accurately characterize the

intrinsic properties and temporal structure of FRBs,

thereby minimizing the effect of scattering. Second,

although severe modifications in the sub-burst slope

law are not observed in analyzed data, we caution that

distortions caused by excessive scattering and residual

dispersion could lead to misinterpretations of sub-burst

properties, particularly in the case of ultra-FRBs. De-

partures from predicted behavior can serve as a warning

sign of the presence of complex interactions between the

burst and propagation effects. Such deviations may also

provide insights into the intrinsic mechanisms of FRBs

and their interactions with their immediate environ-

ment, and the interstellar and intergalactic media. Our

findings underscore the necessity of precise sub-burst

pre-processing (e.g., determining accurate DMs) to mit-

igate the impact of frequency-dependent foreground

processes.
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