
Typeset using LATEX default style in AASTeX631

Transient Blurring of the Scintillation Arc of Pulsar B1737+13

Yen-Hua Chen,1, 2 Sammy Siegel,3, 4 Daniel Baker,1 Ue-Li Pen,1, 5, 6 and Dan Stinebring4

1Institute of Astronomy and Astrophysics, Academia Sinica, Taipei 10617, Taiwan
2Department of Mechanical Science & Engineering, University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801, USA

3Department of Astronomy, Boston University, Boston, US
4Department of Physics and Astronomy, Oberlin College, Oberlin, OH 44074, USA

5Department of Physics, University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada
6Canadian Institute for Theoretical Astrophysics, University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada

ABSTRACT
For many pulsars, the scattering structures responsible for scintillation are typically dominated by a single,

thin screen along the line of sight, which persists for years or decades. In recent years, an increasing number
of doubly-lensed events have been observed, where a secondary lens crosses the line of sight. This causes
additional or distorted scintillation arcs over time scales ranging from days to months. In this work we report
such a transient event for pulsar B1737+13 and propose a possible lensing geometry including the distance to
both lenses, and the orientation of the main screen. Using phase retrieval techniques to separate the two lenses
in the wavefield, we report a curvature and rate of motion of features associated with the secondary lens as it
passed through the line of sight. By fitting the annual variation of the curvature, we report a possible distance and
orientation for the main screen. The distance of the secondary lens is found by mapping the secondary feature
onto the sky and tracking its position over time for different distances. We validate this method using B0834+06,
for which the screen solutions are known through VLBI, and successfully recover the correct solution for the
secondary feature. With the identified lensing geometry, we are able to estimate the size of the secondary lens,
1 – 3 au. Although this an appropriate size for a structure that could cause an extreme scattering event, we do
not have conclusive evidence for or against that possibility.

Keywords: interstellar medium — pulsars: PSR B1737+13

1. INTRODUCTION
Pulsars are excellent sources of spatially coherent radio emission, which allows them to exhibit interference phenomena when

scattered by the interstellar medium (ISM). Multi-path scattering of this coherent radiation by inhomogeneities in the ISM,
coupled with relative motion of the pulsar (often dominant), the Earth, and ISM structures produces a modulated radio spectrum
that changes with time. Instead of observing pulsar images directly, we measure intensity fluctuations (scintillation) on a time-
frequency plane and infer information about the imaging from that scintillation pattern. The resolution of this method depends
on the angular size of the scatter-broadened image and generally exceeds the diffraction limit of Earth-based interferometers (e.g.
Brisken et al. 2010). Hence, detailed studies of pulsar scintillation provide valuable insights into the structure of ISM over a wide
range of spatial scales.

Classical pulsar scintillation studies concentrated on characterizing the typical frequency and time scale of the scintillation
features and using them to infer general properties of the ISM (Lyne 1984; Rickett 1990; Cordes & Rickett 1998; Bogdanov et al.
2002; Rickett et al. 2014a). In general, this was done by using either the 1D or 2D auto-correlation functions of the dynamic
spectra, the time-dependent variation of the pulsed radio spectrum of the pulsar. Figure 1 provides an example of dynamic
spectra in B1737+13. With the discovery of scintillation arcs (Stinebring et al. 2001), indicative of scattering occurring in
localized regions or “screens” along the line of sight, emphasis has focused on analyzing scintillation in the so-called conjugate
spectrum, which is the Fourier transform of the dynamic spectrum. (For a more detailed review of the various spectra and their
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transformations used in scintillation, see Table 1 in Baker et al. (2023)). In this work, we will use lens to refer to any refractive
structure in the ISM that produces one or more images of the pulsar, while screen will be used specifically to refer to extended
lenses at a fixed distance that form multiple images over a range of angles.

Mapping into the conjugate spectrum offers several advantages over the dynamic spectra for identifying individual screens and
features on the sky. While every point in the dynamic spectrum is the result of interference between all scattered images, in the
simple case of a single 1D screen, each point in the conjugate spectrum provides information about the interference between a
single pair of images. In addition, pairs that share an image are visually grouped in the conjugate spectrum space. For the simple
one-dimensional case, these groups lie along inverted arclets whose apexes, corresponding to interference between the shared
image and the line of sight, all lie along a single forward parabola of the same curvature, 𝜂. Since the curvature for distinct
screens will be typically be different, this allows us to identify each screen in the conjugate spectrum. Several examples of this
phenomena are explored in Ocker et al. (2023). As such, the analysis in this paper focuses on the conjugate spectra. However, for
ease of visualization, we will generally display its squared magnitude, known as the secondary spectra.

Consider a simple one-dimensional line of images with a particular image located at position #»
𝜃 relative to the origin. The

observed parabolic structure of the main arc arises naturally in such a picture. The Doppler shift 𝑓D from the relative motion of
Earth, ISM, and pulsar and the time delay 𝜏 from the additional path length are given by

𝜏 =
𝑑eff 𝜃2

2𝑐
(1)

𝑓𝐷 =
− #»
𝑉 eff · #»

𝜃

𝜆
(2)

where 𝜆 is the observing wavelength, 𝑑eff = 𝑑psr (1 − 𝑠)/𝑠, and #   »
𝑉eff =

# »
𝑉⊕ − #   »

𝑉scr/𝑠 +
#   »
𝑉psr (1 − 𝑠)/𝑠 are the effective distance to the

screen and effective velocity along the line of images, respectively; here, 0 < 𝑠 < 1 is the distance from the pulsar to the screen as
a fraction of the total Earth - pulsar distance. For more detailed discussion of these relationships and scintillation arc structures,
see Walker et al. (2004); Cordes et al. (2006) and Sprenger et al. (2021).

Equations 1 and 2 yield an outer boundary to the scintillation arc

𝜏 = 𝜂 𝑓 2
D (3)

with the curvature, 𝜂, given by

𝜂 =
𝑑eff𝜆

2

2𝑐𝑉2
eff
. (4)

The variation of this curvature over the course of Earth’s orbit, or the pulsar’s orbit if it is in a binary system, encodes information
about the distance to and orientation of the screen (e.g. Reardon et al. 2020a). As lenses that form only a single image are just a
special case of the one-dimensional lens, curvature measurements can also be useful for studying their properties.

By combining measurements of the scintillation arc with very long baseline interferometry (VLBI), Brisken et al. (2010)
produced the first high-resolution images of a pulsar scintillation screen. Their work not only localized the screen along the
line of sight, but also imaged the screen and showed, for the first time, that the lensing truly did occur along a single nearly
straight line. In addition to the main arc, they also observed a secondary parabolic structure offset from the main arc at a delay
of approximately 1 ms that we refer to as the “millisecond feature.” They found this feature to also be offset on the sky and
at a different distance from the main arc. Zhu et al. (2023) discuss this secondary feature more deeply and follow its evolution
over a series of observations over a few weeks surrounding the initial observation. With VLBI data, all the information needed
for modeling, including distances, velocities, and orientations are known. Based on those results, they were able to set up a
double-lensing model to simulate the scintillation. In their simulation, the motion of the secondary feature in the wavefield
matched the observation quite well, which strongly supported this scenario. In addition to modeling the millisecond feature, Zhu
et al. (2023) also discuss the possibility of whether the structure responsible for the feature could also cause extreme scattering
events (ESEs). First reported by Fiedler et al. (1987) through the observation of extragalactic radio source, ESEs are an unusual
change in the flux of steady radio sources. ESEs are typically identified by a period of constant reduced intensity, sandwiched
between two brightness peaks. Due to their strong frequency dependence, they are unlike intrinsic variations of these sources and
are generally attributed to lensing within the ISM (Fiedler et al. 1987).

One potential explanation for scattering to form a line of images is the corrugated sheet picture proposed by Pen & Levin
(2014) and later expanded upon by Simard & Pen (2018). In this scenario, lensing occurs at the folds along a thin plasma sheet
produced by magnetic reconnection between two regions of different magnetic fields. These events seem to arise naturally in
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Figure 1. Dynamic spectrum of MJD 53830 (left) and MJD 54012 (right) in the 1175 MHz band. The time-dependent variation patterns are
caused by the scintillation of ISM. The scale of patterns is larger than time resolution, and we take this advantage in the signal correlation in
later analysis.

the corrugated sheet model at cusps as described by Jow et al. (2023). In their model, at the ends of folds in a corrugated sheet
they merge and flatten out at cusps. This creates a longer region of the sheet aligned parallel to the line of sight than in typical
scintillation, allowing for the large bending angles needed to form ESEs without the need for extreme changes in the electron
density. The connection between scintillation and ESEs is further strengthened by Zhu et al. (2023), who demonstrated that the
size and occurrence rate of these features is consistent with the duration and rate of ESEs. With this picture in mind, it is useful
to search through archival data in order to locate other such events. In this paper, we report on one such event seen in B1737+13.
During this event, we see that the secondary spectra make a transition from clear inverted arclets to a fuzzy period and back again
over the course of several weeks.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Details about the observations are given in §2. Our analysis of the data is presented
in §3 and consists of the following steps. First, in §3.1 we use the 𝜃 − 𝜃 method to measure curvatures throughout the event and
identify features lying along a different parabola than the main arc. In §3.2, we propose a possible distance for the main screen by
annual-fitting. Then, in §3.3 and §3.4 we make a measurement of the curvature of the secondary arc and track the movement of
a collection of images along it. For the secondary lens, we localize it by mapping the observed images onto the sky for different
potential lens distances and minimize their motion across the sky over time in §3.5. In §3.6 we build a simulation to support the
solutions we found in the previous sections. We then use the lensing geometry to determine the size of the secondary lens in
§3.7. Based on the evidence developed for the unusual features of the secondary lens, we then make a connection of this event
to Extreme Scattering Events in §4. Finally, we summarize our findings in §5. In Appendix A, we introduce the concept of
interaction arcs to explain the “fuzziness” seen during a double lensing event like the one reported here. In Appendix B, we apply
the displacement test described in § 3.6 to data of pulsar B0834+6 to show the viability of the method when compared to VLBI
results.

2. OBSERVATIONS
We use a series of observations of pulsar B1737+13 that were first reported in Hemberger & Stinebring (2008) and taken over

nearly 37 weeks with the Arecibo telescope from April 5 to December 31 in 2006 (MJD 53830 to 54100). The observations
consist of four bands with center frequencies at 1175, 1380, 1425, and 1470 MHz, each having a bandwidth of 50 MHz. The
observational setup used 2048 channels per band, providing a frequency resolution of 24.4 kHz, with subintegration times of 10 s.
The proper motion of B1737+13 is [−22,−20] ± 2 mas yr−1 (Brisken et al. 2003) , and the distance obtained from its dispersion
measure (DM) is 4.2 kpc.
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Figure 2. Conjugate spectrum of MJD 53830 (left) and MJD 54012 (right) in the 1175 MHz band. The left panel (MJD 53830) shows the main
parabolic arc with inverted arclets, representing a classic single-screen scintillation pattern. In contrast, the right panel (MJD 54012) reveals
a significantly fuzzier arc, suggesting the presence of a secondary lens influencing the scintillation pattern. The blue dashed line indicates the
primary screen curvature, 𝜂 = 0.027 s3, while the red dashed line, with 𝜂 = 0.045 s3, is approximated curvature of secondary lens. The color
bar on the right displays the relative power, with darker regions indicating stronger intensity. The change in curvature and arc clarity between
these two epochs indicates that a transient event happened in B1737+13.

From MJD 53830 to approximately 53978, the secondary spectra have fairly typical arc and inverted arclet structures, as seen
on the left hand side of Figure 2. However, around MJD 53978, a secondary feature at a higher curvature enters the secondary
spectra. As this features moves towards the origin, the main arc becomes less sharp, as seen in the right hand panel of Figure 2
for MJD 54012. Eventually, this feature exits the secondary spectra, and the main arc returns to normal around MJD 54050.

3. DATA ANALYSIS
The first step of the analysis is measuring the variation in the curvature of the lenses, allowing the determination of their

locations and further modeling.

3.1. 𝜃 − 𝜃 Measurement

The curvature, 𝜂, is the coefficient of the quadratic equation (3), which describes the parabolic scintillation arc in the conjugate
spectrum. We measure this curvature using the 𝜃 − 𝜃 transform, as proposed by Sprenger et al. (2020) and further developed by
Baker et al. (2022). In 𝜃 − 𝜃 space, the main arc and the inverted arclets become straight lines with their orientation set by the
curvature used in the transformation. For the optimal curvature, all the curves in the conjugate spectrum are transformed into
lines parallel to the axes as seen in Figure 3, and the dominant eigenvalue is maximized. For any other curvature, the pattern will
be skewed along the diagonals and power will be shared among several eigenvalues. For observations such as MJD 53830 where
the arclets are well defined, a search of the largest eigenvalue as a function of curvature shows a single clear peak as in the left
panel of Figure 4. However, if there are multiple features with different curvatures, such as at MJD 54012, there will be multiple
peaks with more substructure in the eigenvalue search as shown in the right panel of Figure 4 and skewed structure in the 𝜃 − 𝜃

plots as shown in Figure 5.
We repeat this 𝜃 − 𝜃 analysis over all four observing bands to fit for the 𝜈−2 dependence of curvature as can be seen in the left

plot in Fig 6. These daily measurements are combined to show the evolution of the curvature over the course of the observing run
in Figure 7. At the beginning and end of the observing run, the curvature seems to be broadly consistent, but abruptly rises then
returns to the baseline value between MJDs 53978 and 54012. This raises an important question: what could cause this sudden
and unusual change?
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Figure 3. The 𝜃1 − 𝜃2 map for MJD 53830 shows clear linear pattern, confirming that a curvature of 0.027 s3 provides the best fit for this
scintillation arc.
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Figure 4. Value of the largest eigenvalue of the 𝜃 − 𝜃 matrix for different curvature for MJD 53830 (left) and MJD 54012 (right) scaled relative
to the peak. The left plot (MJD 53830) shows a successful example of eigenvalue searching, with a clear peak representing the best-fitting
curvature, which has the largest eigenvalue among the tested curvatures. In contrast, the right plot (MJD 54012) displays double peaks due to
the presence of multiple lens in the data, indicating that the influence of the secondary lens is comparable to that of the main screen.

Curvature is a function of the velocities of and distances to the pulsar, ISM, and Earth. Assuming a single screen at a fixed
distance, Earth’s annual motion is the only factor that can account for the curvature variation. However, the 69-day duration of
the curvature change, from MJD 53950 to MJD 54019, seems too short to be caused by the annual variation from the Earth.
Moreover, since this epoch matches with the observed passage of the secondary feature through the conjugate spectra, we propose
that this change in curvature is caused by the secondary lens.

3.2. Annual Fitting

Annual fitting is commonly used to determine the distance and orientation of screens, but only when the observation period
spans a good fraction of a year or more (Rickett et al. 2014b; Reardon et al. 2020b). Curvature is a function of the screen distance
and orientation, and the relative velocity between objects. In our case, the Earth and pulsar velocities are known. Compared to
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Figure 5. 𝜃 − 𝜃 maps for MJD 54012 using the persistent arc curvature of 0.026 s3 (left) and the transient feature curvature of 0.045 s3 (right).
In the left panel, the pattern is more rectangular for small 𝜃1 and 𝜃2, but is skewed for the more distant features in the upper right. In contrast,
the pattern in right panel is skewed near the origin and more rectangular for the distant features.
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Figure 6. The ideal case of curvature measurement and reconstructed wavefield for MJD 53830. The left plot shows the ideal quadratic
relationship between curvature and frequency, where each point represents an independent curvature measurement, and different frequency
bands are marked by different colors. The global fit over four bands yield a curvature of (0.0270 ± 0.0005) s3 at 1175 MHz. The right plot
displays the wavefield for MJD 53830 using the best-fitting curvature. In the wavefield, the main arc is clearly modeled by this curvature,
allowing for further identification of any additional feature hidden underneath.

the pulsar motion the screen velocities are usually negligible, so here we assume all the screens have zero transverse velocity. As
a result, the curvature value only depends on the distances and orientations of the screens.

In the B1737+13 data, the total observation period spans nine months, with interference from the secondary lens lasting nearly
five months. Therefore, only the first nine epochs and the last five epochs are sufficiently clear for annual fitting of the main
screen, leaving a significant gap in the required one-year span. Although the data are insufficient for annual fitting, they still
provide useful constraints on the main screen solution. We ran a grid search over all possible screen distances between the pulsar
and Earth (0 to 4176 pc) and orientations (0 to 180◦) and then calculated the 𝜒2 of the resulting curvature models, with results
shown in Figure 8.
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Figure 7. Weekly curvature measurements with the simultaneous fit to all four bands for clean days, before MJD 53888 and after MJD 54050
and the mean and error during the transient event where 𝜃 − 𝜃 become less reliable. Particularly, between MJD 53945 and 54062, the curvatures
suddenly jumped to higher values under the interference of secondary lens.

In general, for a given distance there are two screen orientations, mirrored about the effective velocity, that will produce the
same curvature as seen in the two arms of Figure 8. The degeneracy between these solutions is broken by the slight change in the
direction of effective velocity over the course of the year; in our case there is a preference for the upper arm.

We get the main screen solution by doing a least-squares grid search Figure 7 by 𝜒2. The screen distance with the lowest
reduced 𝜒2 occurs at about 3830 pc. However, that is over 90% of the distance from the Earth to the pulsar. For scattering events,
a lens that is too close to either the source or the observer is disfavored because the scattering angle will be too large. Thus,
there is a bias for screens that are located roughly halfway between the pulsar and the Earth. Hence, distances less than 3000 pc
are preferable. However, from Figure 8, a distance around 2600 pc has a reduced 𝜒2 values greater than 3. Actually, reduced
𝜒2 decreases while distance increases. Therefore, we chose a distance of 2740 pc and an angle of 76◦, with reduced 𝜒2 = 2.88,
because its annual variation curve is best fit with the trend of curvature change in Figure 7 compared to other distance solutions
closer to halfway.

3.3. Secondary Feature

We focus our analysis of the secondary lens on MJD 53985 to 54012 because those days have the most distinct secondary
features. In the conjugate spectrum and wavefields, features are expected to enter at negative Doppler shifts, move along their
parabolic arcs, and then exit again on the right. Tracking the motion of these features can be helpful in understanding the lenses
that formed them. However, when the moving feature gets close enough to the origin, it can be difficult to separate features on
different arcs as they overlap as in the left of Figure 2. In order to analyze the feature in such cases, we need to separate the signals
from different screens. In order to do this, we applied the phase retrieval technique developed by Baker et al. (2022) to recover
the underlying wavefield and conjugate wavefield. This collapses the arclets onto the main arc helping to localize features in 𝜏

and 𝑓𝐷 space as seen in the right plot of Figure 6.
The main arc curvature is needed for phase retrieval to produce a clear wavefield. Based on the main screen annual variation

model from § 3.2, the curvature of the main arc during MJD 53978 to 54012 is 0.026 s3. This value is then used for phase retrieval
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Figure 8. Reduced 𝜒2 of grid search over all possible screen distances and orientations between the pulsar and Earth. Distances below 2500 pc
are strongly excluded because those distances result in imaginary screen images on the sky (see Equation (3)). The blue point is the solution to
the main screen we selected because of an acceptable distance and a reduced 𝜒2 = 2.88. The annual variation curve of this solution captures the
trend of curvature change measured from the data( see Figure 7).

to clean up the inverted arclet of the main arc. The resulting wavefields for MJD 58985 and 54012 are shown in Figure 9 with the
secondary feature marked.

Phase retrieval helps us to distinguish between the main arc and extra features. By focusing on the signals inside the small
region, we can measure the secondary curvature without interference from the main arc. We had tried the 𝜃 − 𝜃 and Hough
transform used in Reardon et al. (2020) to measure the secondary curvature. The Hough transform finds the best-fitting curvature
by adding up all the pixels along the given curvatures. After trying different curvature values, it uses the curvature with the largest
power. Unfortunately, in our case, the power of the secondary lens was too weak so these techniques did not work. Moreover,
the flux fraction of the moving feature over the whole power of the conjugate spectrum, is approximately 10%. Obviously, the
secondary lens was not bright enough, resulting in failure of both the Hough transform and the 𝜃 − 𝜃 method.

3.4. Approximate Curvature

Since both the Hough transform and 𝜃 − 𝜃 methods failed to recover a curvature for the secondary arc, we instead attempt to fit
the arc by eye. For both MJD 58985 and 54012, arc curvature of 0.045 s3 appears to pass through the center of the feature as seen
in Figure 9. We therefore use this as the curvature of the secondary arc through the event with an approximate error of .005 s3.
We can further justify this curvature by noting that, for the one-dimensional screen assumption, the time derivative of 𝑓D for any
image on the arc is given by

.

𝑓D =
1

2𝜂𝜈
= 0.82 ± 0.08 mHz day−1 (5)

as discussed in Sprenger et al. (2022), Marthi et al. (2021) and Main et al. (2020).
For an arc with curvature 0.045 s3, features are expected to move 22 mHz during the 27 days from MJD 58985 and 54012.

In Figure 9, the distance between the two moving feature is about 25 mHz, which is consistent with the value we got from the
time derivative. In order to strengthen the assertion that these features come from the same region on the secondary lens, we
note that features at similar 𝜏 have similar offsets from the line of sight, and so should produce comparable magnifications if they
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Figure 9. Wavefields for MJD 58985 (left) and MJD 54012 (right), showing the modeled main arc and the identified moving feature. The
moving feature, which is the signal from the secondary screen, is marked by the red dashed boxes, with 𝜂 = 0.045 ± 0.005 MHz2, passing
through the center of the feature. The 10% error comes from eyes is marked by the light red shaded region. At MJD 53985, the moving feature
is located around 𝑓D ≈ −12 ± 3 mHz. By MJD 54012, the feature has shifted to the right side, appearing at approximately 𝑓D ≈ 13 ± 3 mHz.
This displacement (Δ 𝑓D ≈ 25 mHz over 27 days) aligns with the expected motion of the secondary screen, as predicted by the time derivative
in Equation (5).

have the same lensing potential. The two features used here had 9.7% and 10.0% of the total flux, respectively. These values
were obtained by summing the power within the red region in Figure 9 and dividing by the entire conjugated spectrum. We are,
therefore, confident in our estimate of the secondary screen curvature.

3.5. The image on the sky

Converting the scintillation arc into an image on the sky is critical in the measurement of secondary screen size, which is the
key to assessing extreme scattering events, a motivation of this work. However, the distance and orientation of both the primary
and secondary screens are needed for the image. In § 3.2 we got the solution for the main screen by fitting the curvature variation.
For the secondary screen, since its signal is not clear enough to have a precise curvature measurement and since it is not in
the line of sight long enough, the annual-fitting failed to find the distance for it. Instead, we note that for the B0834+06 event
(see Appendix B), the images formed on the secondary screen remained fixed on a small region of the sky as the pulsar moved.
Therefore one potential approach is to map the images from the wavefield onto the sky for different screen parameters and search
for a solution that keeps them stationary on the sky over the course of the event.

The transformation from wavefield space is simply the inverse of Equations (1) and (2). This corresponds to the intersection of
a circle on the sky determined by 𝜏 and a straight line determined by 𝑓𝐷 . Assuming a known pulsar distance, the free parameters
are the screen distance and screen velocity. Since we expect the feature to remain fixed on the sky, we assume a screen velocity
of 0 km s−1. This leaves us with screen distance as the only parameter to search over. An intrinsic limitation is that as distance
of the screen decreases, the lines of constant 𝑓𝐷 tend to spread out; hence, for a given ( 𝑓𝐷 , 𝜏) pair there is a minimum distance
below which there is no real solution exists.

We used the points marking the top and bottom of the secondary screen feature in Figure 9. Then, employing Equations (1) and
(2), we get

𝑎𝜃2 + 𝑏𝜃 + 𝑐 = 0, (6)
where a, b and c are a function of 𝑉eff and 𝑑eff :

𝑎 = 1 + 𝑉2
𝑥

𝑉2
𝑦

𝑏 = −2𝜆 𝑓𝑑
𝑉𝑥

𝑉2
𝑦

𝑐 =
𝜆2 𝑓 2

𝑑

𝑉2
𝑦

− 2𝜏𝑐
𝑑𝑒 𝑓 𝑓

. (7)
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Figure 10. Images with secondary screens at different distances. Different colors represent images from six dates during the transit of the
secondary screen: MJD 53978, 53985, 53991, 53997, 54004 and 54012. Main screens are represented by straight lines, while secondary screens
are marked by triangles. The left plot shows the main screen moving with the pulsar. The middle and right plots show the corresponding features
at different dates; however, the features are more scattered in the right plot than the middle. In the correct scenario, as the pulsar moves along the
black trajectory, the main screen moves with it, while the secondary screen remains fixed at the same position on the sky resulting in secondary
features that line up along the pulsar motion. Note: the black vector represents the pulsar parallax over the given period, which differs from
#»
𝑉 eff in previous equations. In B1737+13, the direction of the pulsar parallax is nearly the same as #»

𝑉 eff , as both vectors, parallax and #»
𝑉 eff , are

primarily determined by the pulsar’s motion, though with different weighting factors. The displacement test in the lower panel uses data from
six dates to measure displacements between data and prediction with different solutions. At a distance of 2065 pc and an orientation of 48◦, the
secondary screen shows the minimum displacement.

For a real image on the sky,
√
𝑏2 − 4𝑎𝑐 needs to be greater than zero, and this forces the distance between the secondary screen

and Earth to be more than about 2060 pc. Figure 10 shows the image with real secondary screens at different distances. Setting
MJD 53985 as the origin of the image as the pulsar moved, the entire wavefield moved with it since the origin of wavefield is
the pulsar itself. Therefore, the origin of MJD 53991 is at the position of the pulsar seven days later than MJD 53985. For the
secondary lens we analyzed for B0834+06, the points remained fixed on the sky as the pulsar moves, since the lens’s motion is
negligible compared to the pulsar motion on the sky. Thus, the features marked by triangles should be overlapping across different
dates. The left plot in Figure 10 shows the trajectories of points on the main screen. We ran all possible distances of the secondary
lens, from 2060 pc to 3400 pc, to see whether there was a distance that can make the two features coincide. The displacement
test presented in the center panel of Figure 10 shows that the distance that can make this happen has a distance of 2065 pc with
an orientation of 48◦.

It is reasonable that the secondary screen is located at a distance of 2065 pc with a 48◦orientation. The wavefields in Figure 1
show the entire transient event of the secondary screen crossing the line of sight to the pulsar. As the secondary screen moved
across the line of sight, the pulsar motion must have been directed toward the screen in the image, implying that the screen
orientation must be aligned with the pulsar moving direction. For B1737+13 during the observation period, the pulsar moved
toward 48◦, which consistent with the angle from the minimum displacement test.

Additionally, we applied this technique to B0834+06 data to verify whether it works on other data sets. B0834+06 is a VLBI
data, so its distances and orientation of both screens are clear. This displacement technique successfully came up the same
distance for the both screens. Further details of the analysis will be provided in the Appendix B.

3.6. Possible Physical Picture

Based on the distance and orientation obtained in the previous sections, we proposed a possible alignment in Figure 11 to
explain these data. In this picture, the main screen appears significantly larger, extending across our entire field of view. The
relatively small secondary screen – which may be a single lens-like structure – appears to be in motion as it passes through our
field of view due to the relative motion between objects. Initially, the light from the pulsar was only scattered by the main screen
because the secondary screen was too far from the line of sight. However, at MJD 53978, another screen entered the scene,
blurring the main arc and causing scintillation with different curvatures. As the secondary screen approached the direct line
of sight from MJD 53985 to 54004, the scintillation arcs became increasingly blurred as signals from different screens mixed
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Table 1. The parameters assumed in this possible physics picture.

Object Distance Orientation 𝜇𝛿 𝜇𝛼

(pc) (deg) (mas yr−1) (mas yr−1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

PSR 1737+13 4176 – -22 -20
Screen1 2740 76 0 0
Screen2 2065 48 0 0

Note—The pulsar parameters are from Brisken et al. (2003).

together. Eventually, by MJD 54012, the secondary screen gradually moved out of the view, and the transient event ended. The
scintillation returned to the arclet-dominated behavior caused by a single screen with a predominantly linear set of lenses.

To further illustrate the scenario presented in Figure 11 and the solution for the secondary screen that we got from the
displacement test(Figure 10 and Appendix B), we used the Screens Python package (van Kerkwijk & van Lieshout 2022) to
simulate a series of wavefields, reproducing the transient event that occurred between MJD 53987 and 54012. Using as input the
image on the sky like in Figure 10, we then determined the wavefields. Table 1 lists all the parameters used in the simulation. We
used the feature positions on MJD 53985 as the initial positions for the secondary screen. For other dates, we adjusted the feature
positions by adding or subtracting ¤𝑓D to approximate its location in the sky, where is different to the previous image mapping,
and then used them as input for the simulation. For here, the goal is to simulate a series of wavefields for comparison with the
data, rather than to determine exact screen solutions in § 3.5. Thus, we use ¤𝑓D to approximate feature positions on dates when the
feature overlaps with the main screen; this was instead of localizing the features from the wavefield in § 3.5.

In the simulation, the primary screen is large enough to cover the entire pulsar path during the observation, so its position
remains fixed over time. For the secondary screen, it is a small static lens, so its relative position to the line of sight changes as
the pulsar moves. The corresponding wavefields are in Figure 1. The weak moving feature shows up on the left side and then
gradually traverses to the right along the parabolic arc. Eventually, as the secondary screen moves out of view, the main screen
dominates the scintillation again. Also, see the curvature in Figure 7 for reference.

In this work, we only tracked one moving feature as an example to illustrate the idea of a double-lensing event. However, in
reality, the secondary screen in B1737+13 is not just composed of a single moving feature; it likely consists of multiple moving
features that pass through the line of sight. Since this secondary screen is quite weak, we focus on the most obvious moving
feature for analysis. Nonetheless, the underlying physics remains the same.

In conclusion, the parameters in Table 1 are one among several possible solutions for this event in B1737+13.

3.7. Size of the secondary lens

The size of the lens is important to the development of a scintillation model. Since we obtained the image in the previous
sections, we can use it to estimate the size of secondary screen. Assuming that the flux from the pulsar is isotropic, the flux
from the secondary screen passes through both screens. In contrast, the power in the main arc only passed through the main
screen. Since the total magnification is the product of the individual screen magnifications, we project the feature of the main
screen image and divide those two powers resulting in the magnification of the secondary screen. Then, we apply Equation (8) to
calculate the size of the lens(Simard & Pen 2018; Zhu et al. 2023). From surface brightness conservation, the magnification is

𝜇 =
𝑑𝜃

𝑑𝛽
, (8)

where 𝛽 is the largest bending angle to the source, and 𝜃 is the angular position of the image. To determine the empirical
magnification 𝜇, in the right panel of Figure 13 we measure the flux in the dashed red box and divide that by the flux in the dashed
blue box. Depending on the boundaries we employ, this magnification is in the range 𝜇 = 0.3 – 0.9. With a measured value of
𝛽 = 1.9 mas, the angular width of the secondary lens is then 𝜃′ = 0.6 – 1.7 mas and its transverse size is in the range 𝑤′ = 1.2 –
3.2 au. Because the feature is fuzzy in the wavefield, it is challenging to define its boundary to get an exact flux of the feature.
However, this calculation provides a rough size of the lens, confirming that the size is reasonable for an interstellar lens.
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Figure 11. A schematic diagram of the possible physics picture for B1737+17. The distances between pulsar and screens are not proportional
to the reality. In this case, the pulsar and Earth are the only moving object in this system, and the screens remain static. Specifically, the
primary screen situated at a distance of 2740 pc is of big size, resulting in extending over the entire observed sky. Since the telescope on Earth
always points to the target, the only moving component within this system is the secondary screen located at 2065 pc. This depiction helps
conceptualize the dynamics of the system, highlighting the interaction between the pulsar and the moving screens during observations. Also,
those six pictures are corresponding to the wavefields in Figure 1.

Since the signals from the main and secondary screens are highly intertwined, it is challenging to measure the brightness of the
feature by simply defining a specific region for it. To address this, we divided the data into two sets based on even and odd time
samples and then correlated the signals. If a true signal from the secondary screen is present, the amplitude difference between
adjacent pixels should be small because the shift is much less than the scintillation time scale, as shown in Figure 1. However, if
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Figure 12. This is the wavefields with 𝜂 = 0.026 s3, which is shown in black and white. The red points are the moving features from the
simulation with distances and orientations from § 3.2 and § 3.5, listed in Table 1 . Because of the interaction between main and secondary
screen, the feature not on the secondary curvature curve(red). The apexes of feature are on the red curve, but the tails are slightly toward the
center. Comparing with the simulation and data, they are quite consistent with each other. Therefore, the our parameters are a possible solution
for B1737+13.

the data are noise-like the correlation will approach zero. The correlation plot is shown in Figure 13. This approach amplifies the
signal of the secondary screen on the wavefield and makes it easier to identify the secondary feature.

4. CONNECTION TO EXTREME SCATTERING EVENTS
Several years before scintillation arcs were recognized as a general phenomenon, Rickett et al. (1997) reported the occurrence

of an ESE in data from the pulsar B0834+06, including a secondary spectrum analysis. The next reported example of an ESE in
pulsar dynamic and secondary spectra was the “millisecond feature” discovered in the same pulsar during a VLBI observation
Brisken et al. (2010) and further tracked over several weeks in Zhu et al. (2023) using serendipitously adjacent Arecibo-only
observations. There are several key pieces of evidence that suggest a connection between these structures and ESEs. First,
the angular size of the feature must be large enough to cover a distant quasar passing behind it. The millisecond feature was
approximately 1.5 ± 0.5 mas compared to the 0.03 mas of typical images on the main screen. The lens investigated here is
approximately 0.6 – 1.6 mas, which is about 1.2 – 3.2 au at the distance of the secondary screen, much closer to the millisecond
feature size. Another characteristic is the large bending angle of the feature. The millisecond feature was visible at 24 mas at
approximately 320 MHz with no other images forming nearby on the sky. Correcting for the 𝜈−2 scaling of the bending angle
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Figure 13. The blue dashed line represent the main screen; the red bold line is the secondary screen with its projection on the main screen
marked by blue. The double-lensed image passed both the blue and red bold line region. The corresponding regions on the wavefield are shown
on the left. On the right hand panel the blue-dashed box is the secondary screen region on the wavefield; the red-dashed box is the projection of
the secondary screen image on the main screen.

with frequency, the secondary screen reported here could scatter the signal by at least as much. Unfortunately, the feature first
appears at the very top of our conjugate spectrum, and observations with higher frequency resolution may have been able to detect
it from even further out. We conclude that the secondary screen in this work is consistent with being the same type of structure as
in Zhu et al. (2023), but the close proximity of the two screens in conjugate spectrum space makes them more difficult to isolate
and study, and so we cannot rule out the possibility that a more typical scintillation screen is responsible for the second arc.

5. CONCLUSION
In this work, we present a new analysis of archival observations of PSR B1737+13 for which a transient feature is observed

passing through the conjugate spectrum over the course of several months. During this period the arc transitions from a clean arc
with inverted arclets to one significantly more blurry, making curvature measurements for the feature difficult. Phase retrieval
allows us to isolate a main arc as well as several isolated images formed by a secondary lensing structure.

With limited data, annual fitting provides a constrained solution pool for the primary screen. We selected a solution near the
midpoint, as the diffracted angle becomes larger if the screen is too close to the pulsar. The secondary feature appears similar to
the millisecond feature seen in Brisken et al. (2010), which is believed to be related to the ESEs seen in quasars. We present a new
technique for measuring the distances to such structures, minimizing the variance of the average on sky position of images over
multiple days as a function of screen distance. As described in Appendix B, we validate this technique on the millisecond feature
before applying it to our new observations to get a distance and an approximate on-sky position of the structure. The solutions for
the two screens were then used to simulate a two-lens system where the pulsar signal can be deflected by one or both screens on
its way to Earth.

These simulations agree well with the observed conjugate spectra, including the blurring of the main arc and the positions
of the doubly lensed images in 𝜏 − 𝑓𝐷 space. To help understand the structures in these double lensing models, we introduce
the concept of an interaction arc and interaction curvature to describe the pattern of the double-lensed image in the conjugate
spectrum, which moves the feature slightly off from the arc expected of an image lensed by only a single screen. The interaction
arc concept will be important for future studies of these doubly lensed systems. For systems without appreciable double lensing
interaction between the two screens, the number of images in the conjugate wavefield will be the sum of the images formed by



15

each independently. However, points from double lensing scale with the product of the number of images on each screen. This
can greatly complicate the wavefield,especially as two or more of the resulting arcs may intersect. More details on the interaction
curvature are given in Appendix A.

With these identified solutions, we were also able to estimate the size of the secondary lens, finding it to be au-scale in size,
which is a typical ISM lens size. In these data we do not see any extremely bright and compact features such as the screen edges
that can cause ESEs like those described in Zhu et al. (2023). In fact, the secondary screen occupies the line of sight for more
than 12 weeks. In this study we simply pick one clear feature on the secondary screen for analysis, and its transit time is about
6 weeks. Other features on the secondary screen were either too weak or interacted strongly with (were confused by) the main
screen, making them difficult to identify and track.

Although the lens causing this transient may not be an ESE candidate – we do not have conclusive evidence for or against
that hypothesis – we have studied a double-lensing case in detail and propose a new method to identify the screen distance and
orientation. With anticipated VLBI data on B1737+13, we may be able to further resolve the screen geometries and internal
structure.
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APPENDIX

A. INTERACTION ARCS
A.1. Definition

Here, we introduce the term interaction arcs as a way to discuss the wavefield resulting from light scattered by multiple screens
en route to the observer. Consider a situation like that shown in Figure 14, where a primary scattering screen is located closer to

Figure 14. A schematic of a pulsar-screen system with a primary scattering screen (blue images) and a secondary scattering screen (red images),
with the primary scattering screen located closer to the pulsar. The primary screen has a larger extent (more images) than the secondary screen).
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Figure 15. The simulated wavefield from a situation like that in Figure 14, created using the Screens package (van Kerkwijk & van Lieshout
2022). The primary screen is composed of 101 points, and the secondary screen is composed of five points. In the left panel, the composite
wavefield from scattering due to both screens and scattering due to the primary screen only is shown. In the right panel, the wavefield from
the interaction of the two screens is shown in orange, the wavefield from scattering due to the primary screen only is shown in blue, and the
wavefield from scattering due to the secondary screen only is shown in red and connected by a dotted parabola to indicate the curvature of the
secondary screen.

the pulsar than the secondary scattering screen, and both screens are composed of discrete scattering points for the sake simulating
such a situation using the Screens Python package (van Kerkwijk & van Lieshout 2022). The primary screen is considered
“primary” in the sense that it is larger in extent and thus contains more scattering points. When we simulate this situation, we
arrive at a wavefield shown in Figure 15. This wavefield shows two scintillation arcs representing points scattered by only the
primary screen or only the secondary screen. However, we also see a set of larger scintillation arcs spread across the wavefield
that situ on top of the primary arc with their apexes lying on the secondary screen’s scintillation arc. These higher curvature arcs
represent points in the wavefield from light that has scattered off of both the secondary and the primary screens, and it is this set
of arcs that we call interaction arcs. For discrete scattering points, if there are 𝑁1 points in the primary screen and 𝑁2 points in
the secondary screen, then there are 𝑁1𝑁2 points in the wavefield from the scattering due to both screens.

The definition as described above hides the ambiguity involved in assigning the 𝑁1𝑁2 points in the wavefield to the different
parabolas we observe. This ambiguity is demonstrated in Figure 16 where 𝑁1 = 5 and 𝑁2 = 3. Parabolas can be drawn linking
either points scattered by a common point in the primary screen or by points scattered by a common point in the secondary
screen. The choice of method used to assign points to parabolas is essentially arbitrary for a situation like that in Figure 16. In
Figure 15, however, there are many more points in the primary screen compared to the secondary screen, so the assignment of
points to interaction arcs appears more obvious to the eye. Here, we have mainly considered two-screen scenarios where the
primary screen is much larger in extend than the secondary screen, leading to the following working definition: Interaction arcs
are parabolic sets of points in the wavefield resulting from images scattered twice: once by the primary screen and once by a
common point on the secondary screen. The interaction curvature, 𝜂interact, is the curvature of an interaction arc.

A.2. Implications of Interaction Arcs for B1737+13

The concept of interaction arcs may offer insight into a possible physical picture behind the scattering behavior observed in
pulsar B1737+13. While a two-screen model appears to present a likely physical explanation behind the measured curvatures
and observed moving features in the conjugate spectrum, two screens acting independently of each other do not explain the
observations by themselves. If no light was scattered by both the primary and secondary screen, we would expect to see two
distinct scintillation arcs with different curvatures in the conjugate spectrum. This type of behavior has been observed in other
pulsars; for example, up to six arcs have been identified in pulsar B1133+16 (McKee et al. 2022). Apart from the beginning and end
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Figure 16. Panel (a) shows the wavefield from the interaction between a screen closer to the observer (the front screen) with three points and a
screen farther from the observer (the back screen) with five points. Panel (b) groups wavefield points into three parabolas of five points each,
with each point on a parabola being scattered by a common point on the secondary screen. Panel (c) groups wavefield points into five parabolas
of three points each, with each point on a parabola being scattered by a common point on the primary screen. Both ways of drawing interaction
arcs are essentially equivalent.

Figure 17. A diagram showing a possible configuration of the B1737+13 system with two scattering screens. The number of points on each
screen indicates the relative extent of each scattering screen. The magenta arrows indicate the direction of the pulsar’s motion projected onto
each screen. The yellow dashed lines indicate the orientation of the line of images on each screen.

of observations—where a single curvature dominates—B1737+13 has a conjugate spectrum without well-resolved scintillation
arcs. The conjugate spectrum is instead “fuzzy,” with the primary arc washed out by diffuse regions of power.

Interaction arcs resulting from two-screen scattering are capable of causing fuzziness in a secondary spectra of. In the wavefield
shown in Figure 15 representing the situation in 14, for example, the interaction arcs sit superimposed on the top of the primary
and secondary arcs, resulting in power distributed in a much larger region in the wavefield than with independent screens. It is
possible that a similar situation could also be responsible for the fuzziness seen with B1737+13. The proposed physical picture
shown in Figure 11 and illustrated in Figure 17 is quite similar to the situation in Figure 14. The distances and orientations of the
primary and secondary screens have been adjusted such that they produce scintillation arcs with curvatures of 𝜂1 = 0.026 s3 and
𝜂2 = 0.045 s3, respectively.
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B. B0834+06 DATA
Doing the displacement test on screen images, we successfully constrained the solution for the secondary screen in B1737+13.

This provide a new method for single-dished observations that can determine screen properties. However, whether the displacement
test can be applied to other cases or if just lucky success in B1737+13, need more examples. To test it, we applied the method to
another double-lensed pulsar, B0834+06, for which the screen properties are known from VLBI observation.

As mentioned in § 3.5, we tested various distances and orientations that produced the same curvature as observed, and then
transform the wavefields into the images. The correct distance should make the features at the same position on the sky as pulsar
moves. Therefore, the features with less displacement between two different date is the proper solutions for the system. We take
the average of all the points in a feature as its center since there are six points in one, and then measure the standard deviation of
the two feature center from different dates. A smaller standard deviation indicates that the features are closer to each other. Hence,
there is a special distance can make the features from two different date nearly overlap, as shown in Figure 19. For B0834+06,
is at a distance of 435 pc from Earth, as the drop in Figure 19. This result is at 1.8 𝜎 comparing to the distance of 415 ± 11 pc
provided by Liu et al. (2016).
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Figure 18. Screen images of B0834+06 with secondary screens at various distances. Blue marks represent day 1, and green marks represent
day 48. The main screen at 2740 pc is indicated by round points, while the secondary screen is shown as triangles. 𝛿 𝑓 represents the distance
between the two features, with normalized displacement shown below. The black vector indicates the pulsar’s trajectory over the given period.
In the left plot, 415 pc is the distance with the minimum displacement in the displacement test. The middle plot shows the VLBI image with
the secondary screen at 435 pc. In the right plot, although this distance and orientation yield the same curvature, the features are far away from
each other, suggesting that this distance is unlikely for B0834+06.
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Figure 19. From the displacement test, 435 pc is the minimum displacement between two feature from two different dates, indicating that it
is the solution for this system under the frame of static screen on the sky. The distance predicted by this displacement test (435 pc) is close to
the distance obtained from VLBI (415 pc). Hence, this example demonstrates that the displacement test is a useful for determining distances in
single-dish observations.
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