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ABSTRACT
There has been a rapid increase in the known fast radio burst (FRB) population, yet the progenitor(s) of these events have
remained an enigma. A small number of FRBs have displayed some level of quasi-periodicity in their burst profile, which can
be used to constrain their plausible progenitors. However, these studies suffer from the lack of polarisation data which can
greatly assist in constraining possible FRB progenitors and environments. Here we report on the detection and characterisation
of FRB 20230708A by the Australian Square Kilometre Array Pathfinder (ASKAP), a burst which displays a rich temporal and
polarimetric morphology. We model the burst time series to test for the presence of periodicity, scattering and scintillation. We
find a potential period of T = 7.267 ms within the burst, but with a low statistical significance of 1.77𝜎. Additionally, we model
the burst’s time- and frequency-dependent polarisation to search for the presence of (relativistic and non-relativistic) propagation
effects. We find no evidence to suggest that the high circular polarisation seen in FRB 20230708A is generated by Faraday
conversion. The majority of the properties of FRB 20230708A are broadly consistent with a (non-millisecond) magnetar model
in which the quasi-periodic morphology results from microstructure in the beamed emission, but other explanations are not
excluded.
Key words: radio continuum: transients – stars: neutron – methods: data analysis – transients: fast radio bursts

1 INTRODUCTION

Fast radio bursts (FRBs) are bright (sub-)millisecond bursts of ra-
dio emission which possess many similarities with radio emission
from Galactic neutron stars (NSs). However, their extragalactic ori-
gins require luminosities that are ≥9-10 orders of magnitude larger
than what is typically observed for Galactic NSs (Petroff et al. 2019,
2022) and as such their progenitors have remained an enigma. Recent
studies (Gordon et al. 2023; Law et al. 2024; Shannon et al. 2024)
have looked at the host galaxies of FRBs to constrain the potential
pathways of FRB progenitors. However, of the O(1000) published
FRBs, only ∼ 50 have corresponding host galaxies due to the ne-
cessity of (sub-)arcsecond localisation and follow up through deep
optical imaging. From the limited sample of FRB host galaxy obser-
vations, it has been shown that the larger population tends to track the
star-forming main sequence of galaxies (Bhandari et al. 2022; Gor-
don et al. 2023), which could favour progenitor models with short
delay channels such as magnetars formed via core-collapse super-
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novae. However, some individual FRBs contradict this picture, most
notably FRB 20200120E, a repeating FRB localised to a globular
cluster of the spiral galaxy M81 (Kirsten et al. 2022). The potential
for multiple progenitors is further implied by the seemingly dissimilar
properties between the two observed populations of FRBs, those that
are proven to repeat, and one-off FRBs yet to be observed to repeat.
Repeating FRBs in general show broader temporal profiles and nar-
rower bandwidths in their emission compared to their non-repeating
counterparts (Amiri et al. 2021; Pleunis et al. 2021). Some repeaters
have also been shown to exist in extreme magneto-ionic environ-
ments, such is the case for FRB 20121102A with its high apparent
rotation measure (RM) variability (Michilli et al. 2018; Hilmarsson
et al. 2021; Plavin et al. 2022), and FRB 20190520B which has been
observed to undergo a magnetic field reversal (Anna-Thomas et al.
2023). Progenitor models involving a NS embedded in a turbulent
environment such as a supernova remnant or in the proximity of a
black hole (Michilli et al. 2018; Hilmarsson et al. 2021) and NS
binary systems (Anna-Thomas et al. 2023) have been suggested to
explain these observations.

The most direct evidence linking FRBs to a potential progenitor
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is the bright radio burst detected from the Galactic magnetar SGR
J1935+2154 in 2020 (CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2020; Bochenek
et al. 2020). The brightest burst showed striking similarities to the
known FRB population. The >1 MJy ms fluence was orders of magni-
tude more energetic than previous magnetar radio emission, but still
at least 2 orders of magnitude less energetic than the faintest non-
repeating FRB (Law et al. 2024) (although of comparable brightness
to the least energetic bursts observed from nearby repeating FRBs
with deep follow up; Nimmo et al. 2023). The burst also showed FRB-
like morphology with millisecond-scale sub-components. Analysis
of this burst, and subsequent bursts detected after it have also sug-
gested FRBs to be the byproducts of magnetosphere instabilities
(Zhang et al. 2020; Kirsten et al. 2021; Zhu et al. 2023). However,
despite the belief that at least a sub-set of FRBs may originate from
magnetars, the possibility of multiple progenitor pathways is still
open. For instance, the apparent one-off nature of some FRBs may
be evidence of FRBs originating from cataclysmic progenitors such
as the merger of compact objects (e.g. Totani 2013).

FRB progenitor models can be tested by taking advantage of the di-
versity of temporal, spectral and polarimetric properties they exhibit.
The presence of multiple components within a single burst (Amiri
et al. 2021; Sherman et al. 2024), high linear polarisation (LP) frac-
tions (Day et al. 2020) (and occasionally circular polarisation (CP);
Pandhi et al. 2024), and the behaviour of the observed linear polar-
isation position angle (PA) (often flat, but sometimes smoothly or
erratically varying within a pulse) all constrain potential progenitors.
All these properties have been observed in Galactic magnetars, but
none are exclusive to magnetars.

Propagation effects observed in FRBs can also constrain possible
progenitors. Scattering and scintillation studies of FRBs using the
double thin-screen model have been used to constrain the locations
of dominant turbulent media along FRB sight lines, providing insight
into the circum-galactic medium or environments local to the FRB
source (Masui et al. 2015; Ocker et al. 2022; Sammons et al. 2023).
Such local environments may be directly involved in producing the
high CP seen in some FRBs, possibly due to propagation through
a highly relativistic plasma (Kumar et al. 2023) or through a maser
mechanism model (Faber et al. 2023).

A handful of FRBs have also shown quasi periodicity within their
burst structure (Andersen et al. 2022), the most significant detec-
tion of which, with a period of T≃216.8 ms, could be explained by
beamed emission from a rotating pulsar or magnetar (Andersen et al.
2022). Other possible models such as direct-current circuit breaking
in compact mergers (Andersen et al. 2022) and crustal oscillations
on a magnetar surface (Pastor-Marazuela et al. 2023; Wadiasingh &
Chirenti 2020) have also been theorised. Kramer et al. (2023) also
showed that the quasi-periodic sub-structure found in the beamed
emission of pulsars and magnetars and their rotational period follow
a direct scaling relationship. If some FRBs do come from NS’s, the
sub-structure in FRBs could be used to infer their underlying periods.
However, no direct evidence has been reported to date.

Here we report on FRB 20230708A, an apparently non-repeating
FRB that exhibits a plethora of striking temporal, spectral and po-
larimetric properties. In Section 2 we briefly discuss the detection of
FRB 20230708A and present an analysis of its properties, including
morphology, scattering, scintillation and polarisation. In Section 3 we
comment on the potential quasi-periodicity and unusually high CP,
and discuss the possible progenitors and sources that could produce
FRB 20230708A. Finally, we present our conclusions in Section 4.
Modelling performed in this study (unless specified otherwise) made
use of Bayesian inference with the Dynesty (Dynamic nested sam-
pling) Sampler (Speagle 2020) using Bilby (Ashton et al. 2019).

Unless otherwise stated, all uncertainties are reported to 68% confi-
dence.

2 METHOD & RESULTS

2.1 Detection/localisation of FRB 20230708A

On 2023 Jul 08 at UTC 15:32:47, the incoherent summation (ICS)
FRB detection system on ASKAP (Hotan et al. 2021) reported the
discovery of an FRB (Shannon et al. 2024) as part of the Commensal
Real-Time ASKAP Fast-Transients collaboration (CRAFT; Macquart
et al. 2010). The FRB was detected with a dispersion measure (DM)
of 411.12 pc cm−3 and width of 4 ms whilst ASKAP was observing
in the “low" band: with burst search system observations having a
central frequency of 919.5 MHz with 336 MHz of bandwidth. The
detection had a latency of 0.94s from the voltage download trigger at
a frequency of 751.5 MHz, which combined with a dispersive delay
sweep of 1.58 s meant that the FRB emission was captured across the
same 336 MHz band within the 3.1 s of raw voltage data. A down-
load of the voltage data was triggered by the real-time detection
system and transferred to the Ngarrgu Tinderbeek supercomputer
at Swinburne University of Technology. After the active ASKAP
observations had concluded, calibration observations of the polari-
sation calibrator PSR J0835−4510 (Vela) and bandpass calibrator,
the radio galaxy PKS B0407−658, were taken 8.15 and 8.30 hours
respectively after the initial FRB detection, with 3.1 s of raw voltage
data similarly obtained for each source. The raw voltages for the FRB
and calibrator sources were then processed using the CRAFT Effort-
less Localisation and Enhanced Burst Inspection (CELEBI) pipeline
(Scott et al. 2023) to produce an accurate sub-arcsecond position and
structure maximised DM (reported in Table 2) for FRB 20230708A.
This was used to produce coherently de-dispersed beamformed high
time resolution (HTR) dynamic spectra with full polarimetry.

The CELEBI pipeline makes use of a polarisation calibrator ob-
servation to correct for instrumental polarisation leakage, as well as
any rotational offset between the antenna and sky coordinate system.
We have implemented improvements to the polarisation calibration
code previously reported in Scott et al. (2023) by solving for the three
polarisation calibration terms described in Eq 9-11 of the supplemen-
tary material of Bannister et al. (2019) using the Dynesty sampler
(Speagle 2020) enabled by Bilby (Ashton et al. 2019). Briefly, we
model Vela with a constant linear and circular polarisation fraction
of 𝑙 = L/I = 0.95 and 𝑣 = V/I = –0.05 respectively across frequency
(Johnston & Kerr 2018). We also model the linear polarization posi-
tion angle (PA) to be 0.35 rad at 1400 MHz (Bannister et al. 2019).
We sample the polarisation leakage parameters 𝜏 and 𝜙 describing
the time and phase delay between the X and Y polarisation voltages,
the rotation offset of the antenna phased array feed (PAF) 𝜓, the
total integrated rotation measure (RM) as well as linear and circu-
lar polarisation scale factors Lscale and Vscale to account for zeroth
order variations in polarisation over different observing bands. The
parameter priors and posteriors for Vela are reported in Table 1.

Imaging observations of the field surrounding the position of FRB
20230708A were made using the European Southern Observatory’s
Very Large Telescope (VLT; Project ID 108.21ZF, PI Shannon) on
2023 July 21 with the FORS2 instrument for 2000 s in the 𝑅-band;
and on 2023 July 26 with the HAWK-I instrument + GRAAL ground-
layer adaptive optics module for 2400 s in the 𝐾-band. The images
were processed in the manner described by Marnoch et al. (2023).
The well-constrained position of FRB 20230708A is coincident with
a galaxy and far from any other sources, as shown in Fig. A1. Using
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Table 1. Priors and posteriors for Vela parameters in the polarisation calibra-
tion workflow.

Parameter Prior Posterior
𝜏 (ns) [–1000, 1000] 99 ± 6
𝜙 (rad) [−𝜋, 𝜋] 0.57 ± 0.04
𝜓 (rad) [−𝜋/2, 𝜋/2] 0.748 ± 0.004
RM (rad m−2) [30, 50] 38.79 ± 0.06
Lscale [0.7, 1.2] 0.992 ± 0.003
Vscale [–1.0, 1.2] 0.95 ± 0.05

the PATH package (Aggarwal et al. 2021) and VLT 𝑅-band image
(shown in the left panel of Fig. A1), we securely identified this
galaxy to be the host (with a false association probability of 8 ×
10−7). We proceeded with acquisition of a spectroscopic redshift
for this galaxy. Observations with the X-shooter instrument on the
VLT on 2023 Aug 7 were made in sub-arcsecond seeing, showing
clear detections of [O ii] 𝜆𝜆3726,3729, [O iii] 𝜆𝜆4959,5007, H𝛽 and
H𝛼 emission lines consistent with a redshift of 𝑧 = 0.1050 ± 0.0001
(Shannon et al. 2024, Muller et al. in prep.).

2.2 Total intensity time series analysis

FRB 20230708A has a complicated and striking temporal morphol-
ogy. The stokes 𝐼 dynamic spectrum and time series burst profile in
Fig. 1 show a multi-component burst with quasi-periodic sub-bursts
successively decreasing in brightness over the full burst duration.
We define any emission which is distinct and separated from other
emission as a "sub-burst". The data used to fit the burst model was
the Stokes 𝐼 dynamic spectrum which was frequency averaged across
the full 336 MHz bandwidth and down-sampled to a time resolution
of 10𝜇s. We model each sub-burst using one or more "components",
where a component is a single Gaussian (whose width, amplitude and
central time are free to vary) convolved with a one-sided exponential
tail (whose properties are held constant across all components) with
a timescale 𝜏𝑠 (adapted from Eq.4 of Qiu et al. (2020))

𝐼 (𝑡) =
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

[
𝐴𝑖𝑒

−(𝑡−𝜇𝑖 )2/2𝜎2
𝑖

]
∗ 𝑒−𝑡/𝜏𝑠 . (1)

Where A𝑖 , 𝜇𝑖 , and 𝜎𝑖 are, respectively, the amplitude, position in
time and pulse width (standard deviation of the Gaussian pulse) in
time of each 𝑖th Gaussian, and ′∗′ denotes the convolution operation.
We chose to divide the profile into seven distinct segments to simplify
and speed up modelling (see Fig. 1). Assuming negligible temporal
variations in the scattering time scale 𝜏𝑠 across few millisecond
duration of the burst, we modelled the first segment to constrain
𝜏𝑠 given the much higher S/N. We applied an iterative process of
adding Gaussian pulses together to constrain a model of this segment.
For each pulse, starting from one pulse, we sampled the position
across the extent of the segment, the width up to the half width half
maximum (HWHM) of the segment, the amplitude up to the peak of
the segment, and 𝜏𝑠 up to 1 ms. Once constrained, each new iteration
of the model added an additional pulse with these wide priors. This
process terminated when the Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC;
Neath & Cavanaugh 2012) ceased increasing. The first segment of
FRB 20230708A in Fig. 2 was found to be well described by the
sum of five individual Gaussian pulses with a scattering timescale
of 𝜏𝑠 = 0.17 ± 0.02 ms. We fitted the other segments independently
and found 𝜏 to be consistent across the burst (but with much lower
precision); accordingly, we subsequently modelled the remaining 6

Table 2. Properties of FRB 20230708A. 𝜏𝑠 is the scattering timescale (at
the central frequency of 919.5 MHz), 𝜈𝑑𝑐 is the decorrelation bandwidth,
𝜈NE2001 is the decorrelation bandwidth based on the NE2001 model (Cordes
& Lazio 2002), 𝐶 is the scintillation constant (Eq.11), 𝛼𝑡 is the scattering
index, 𝑧 is the host galaxy redshift, Lg is the distance between earth and major
galactic thin scattering screen, Lx is the distance between the FRB source and
host galaxy major thin scattering screen, m is the modulation index and T
is the (quasi-)periodicity in the burst. MJD reported here is the peak of the
Stokes 𝐼 time series of the burst at a reference frequency of 751.5 MHz using
the geocentric reference frame of the earth. The uncertainty in the fluence is
estimated to be 10%, dominated by our ability to model gain variations in the
ASKAP bandpass across frequency regions afflicted by RFI on the calibrator
scan. The total energy and peak luminosity were calculated assuming the
Λ-CDM model with cosmological parameters derived from Aghanim et al.
(2020). The integrated linear, absolute circular and total polarization fractions
(𝑙, |𝑣 | and 𝑝) were calculated using Eq.B2 by integrating over the first bright
sub-burst (Fig. 2). The peak linear and circular polarisation fractions, 𝑙peak (𝑡 )
and |𝑣 |peak (𝑡 ) were estimated at a time resolution of 100 𝜇𝑠 and masking
anything above a S/N = 3. 𝑙peak (𝑡 ) and |𝑣 |peak (𝑡 ) are found at a time offset
of -0.71 ms and 0.59 ms from the peak of the burst respectively.

Parameters Derived values
RA (J2000) 20h12m27s.73 ± 0.47
DEC (J2000) -55◦21′22′′.6 ± 0.44
DM (pc cm−3) 411.51 ± 0.05
MJD (days) 60133.647766200826
𝜏𝑠 (ms) 0.17 ± 0.02
𝜈𝑑𝑐 (MHz) 0.38 ± 0.07
𝜈NE2001 (MHz) 0.43
C 395 ± 70
𝛼𝑡 -2.17+0.12

−0.08
z 0.1050 ± 0.0001
L𝑔L𝑥 (kpc2) ≲ 97 ± 18
L𝑥 (kpc) ≲ 62 ± 13
m 0.31 ± 0.07
RM (rad m−2) -6.90 ± 0.04
T (ms) 7.267
burst width (ms) 26.44
Fluence (Jy ms) 89.2 ± 0.9
Total Energy (ergs) (9.1 ± 1.0)×1039

Peak Luminosity (ergs s−1) (8.1 ± 0.9)×1040

𝑙 0.684 ± 0.006
|𝑣 | 0.401 ± 0.005
𝑝 0.878 ± 0.006
𝑙peak 0.99 ± 0.02
𝑣peak 0.79 ± 0.09

segments with 𝜏𝑠 fixed to this value to minimise covariance with the
other fitted parameters. The full burst model is shown in Fig. 1.

We also investigated the frequency dependence of the scatter-
ing. The scattering index 𝛼𝑡 describing how the scattering timescale
scales with frequency assuming a power-law function 𝜏𝑠 ∝ 𝑓 𝛼𝑡 ,
where f is in MHz, was also modelled following a similar proce-
dure in Qiu et al. (2020); Sammons et al. (2023), whereby the first
sub-burst in the Stokes 𝐼 dynamic spectrum was split into five 67.2
MHz sub-bands. Each sub-band was down-sampled to 10𝜇s resolu-
tion and modelled assuming a sum of five convolved Gaussian pulses
with fixed positions and widths derived from the full band model
described above and in Fig. 2; modelling was also done with just the
burst centroids fixed, allowing the pulse widths to vary. However, no
significant differences in the width were found. Fig. A2 shows the
power law function fitted to the five width measurements (and their
uncertainties) which results in a scattering index of 𝛼𝑡 = -2.17+0.12

−0.08.
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4 T. Dial et al.

Figure 1.
FRB profile and dynamic spectrum. Top Panel: Stokes 𝐼 burst profile with full burst model shown in orange which consists of 21 Gaussian pulses convolved
with a one-sided exponential. The black dashed lines underneath the burst profile illustrate the 7 segments the burst was separated into for fitting the full burst.
As discussed in Section 2.5, the two largest peaks in the first bright sub-burst are labelled B1 and B2. Middle Panel: Residuals of burst fitting. Bottom Panel:
Stokes 𝐼 dynamic spectrum. The burst data has been further averaged to 40𝜇s time resolution 8 MHz frequency resolution for visual aid. The time offset on the
X-axis is relative to the burst MJD reported in Table 2.

2.3 Periodicity

Motivated by the visual suggestion of periodicity in the time series
of the full burst, we undertook periodicity searches following the
approaches used by Andersen et al. (2022) and Pastor-Marazuela
et al. (2023). The auto-correlation function (ACF) of the full burst
is shown in Fig. 3. Assuming the first brightest peak in the ACF
away from the non-zero time lag is the best fit for a periodicity, we
estimated the burst period to be T = 7.267 ms. The bottom panel of
Fig. 5 illustrates this potential periodicity with vertical dashed lines
on the time series.

Next, we attempted to measure the statistical significance of T. One
important aspect of FRB 20230708A is that some of the sub-bursts

have detailed sub-structure on 𝜇s timescales. Previous FRBs ex-
hibiting (quasi-)periodicity (Andersen et al. 2022; Pastor-Marazuela
et al. 2023) in contrast, could be modelled adequately using a sin-
gle Gaussian to represent each pulse component. It may be the case
that either the time resolution or S/N has been insufficient to discern
such features, if they were present, and as such the treatment of re-
solved sub-structure in (quasi-)periodic emission is not something
that has previously been necessary. Our approach to the presence of
sub-structure was to extract a single mean time, effective width and
amplitude for each sub-burst by modelling it as if it were a single
component. This new burst envelope, now made up of 11 sub-bursts,
was used to test the statistical significance of T.

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2015)
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Figure 2. Polarimetry of the first sub-burst. Panel 1: PA profile. Panel 2:
Stokes 𝐼 time-series profile showing model fit as a bold orange line. Each
Gaussian pulse is convolved with the same exponential and shown as a dashed
line of a different color. Panel 3: 𝐿/𝐼 in red, 𝑉 /𝐼 in blue and total polarisation
𝑃/𝐼 in purple. Panel 4: Stokes 𝐼 dynamic spectrum with 8 MHz frequency
resolution for visual aid.

We made use of the ACF power test described in Kramer et al.
(2023). This test was chosen due to the imprecise periodicity shown
in the burst, for which other tests such as the Rayleigh test would
be less optimal (for additional details, see the supplementary mate-
rial of Kramer et al. 2023). The test involves measuring the ACF of
the burst envelope from a time lag of zero to half the burst width.
The points along the ACF at intervals of T were added together to
produce an ACF power score. To estimate the statistical significance
we simulated 106 null hypothesis tests. For each test, the positions
of each pulse in the burst envelope were scrambled with an average
separation 𝑑 = T and random variation drawn from a probability dis-
tribution (see Eq. 9 of Andersen et al. 2022, where the dimensionless
parameter 𝜒 = 0.2) to produce a new burst envelope. The ACF power
score was calculated for each test, the distribution of which, shown
in Fig. 4, was used to estimate a statistical significance of 1.77 𝜎
for periodicity in FRB 20230708A. While visually rather striking,
the apparent periodicity in FRB 20230708A is thus only suggestive,
rather than definitive.

2.4 Polarisation Analysis

The complex temporal structure of FRB 20230708A complicates any
polarimetric analysis. We began by estimating the mean RM across
the burst. Some one-off FRBs, such as FRB 20221101B and FRB
20220207C, have shown significant apparent RM variations of up to
3𝜎 over ≤5ms (Sherman et al. 2024) across their pulse profiles. Such
apparent RM variation is also observed in radio pulsars (Dai et al.
2015; Ilie et al. 2019). To account for any possible RM variation over
the ∼ 30 ms burst of FRB 20230708A we split the burst into uniform
3.3 ms chunks and scrunched in time to form spectra from the 1MHz
resolution Stokes 𝑄 and 𝑈 dynamic spectra, using the burst model
as a matched filter when averaging. To fit the RM of each chunk we

Figure 3. Normalised ACF of full burst. The red dot and black dashed line
indicate the best fit for periodicity.

Figure 4. Figure shows the distribution of null hypothesis tests (in blue)
according to the ACF power test Kramer et al. (2023). The red dashed line
shows the ACF power score of the original burst envelope with a statistical
significance of 1.77 𝜎.

used RM synthesis using the RMtools python package (Purcell et al.
2020).

Fig. A4 shows the fitted RM across the burst profile. The uncer-

tainties have been scaled by
√︃
𝜒2
𝑟 , where 𝜒2

𝑟 is the reduced chi-square
of the fit. The RM of the burst is ∼ −7 rad/m2 across the first bright
sub-burst, where it can be precisely measured. Moderate variations
around this value (up to −13 rad/m2) can be seen in the fainter
sub-bursts, however, we note that these variations are of marginal
significance (∼ 2𝜎). Given that the formal RM uncertainties are
likely underestimated given the scaling noted above, we consider
this evidence of RM variation to be tentative at best. Hence, we as-
sume a constant RM across the full burst, which was measured by
applying the full burst fit shown in Fig. 1 as a matched filter in time
to form Stokes 𝐼, 𝑄 and𝑈 spectra with 1MHz frequency resolution.
Using RM synthesis we derived an RM of −6.90 ± 0.04 rad/m2. In
Fig. A5 we plot the measured frequency dependent PA:

PAdata (𝜈) =
1
2

tan−1
(
𝑈 (𝜈)
𝑄(𝜈)

)
. (2)

We then compare the measured PA, PAdata, to the expected model

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2015)



6 T. Dial et al.

PAmodel (𝜈) = RMc2
(

1
𝜈2 − 1

𝜈2
0

)
, (3)

to test if the data is well described by the modelled RM. In the above
model, 𝜈0 is the reference frequency, which is calculated as the
weighted average of the wavelength squared values of the channels
(Brentjens & De Bruyn 2005). The RM was then used to remove
the Faraday rotation from the Stokes 𝑄 and 𝑈 dynamic spectrum
following

𝑄deRM = 𝑄cos(2PAmodel) +𝑈sin(2PAmodel)
𝑈deRM = 𝑄sin(2PAmodel) −𝑈cos(2PAmodel).

(4)

We then calculated the de-biased linear polarisation fraction
Ldebias (Everett & Weisberg 2001; Day et al. 2020), as shown on
the bottom panel of Fig. 5, using

𝐿debias =


𝜎𝐼

√︄(
𝐿
𝜎𝐼

)2
− 1 𝐿

𝜎𝐼
> 1.57

0 otherwise.
(5)

Eq. 2 was used to calculate the time-dependent PA across the full
burst, which is only reported when the linear polarization fraction
exceeds the threshold

PA(t) =
{

PA(t) 𝐿debias ≥ B𝜎𝐼
– otherwise.

(6)

The free parameter B in Eq. 6 is a tuneable parameter used to
control the error threshold for plotting the PA. For this study we
chose B = 3.0. The resulting PA plot is shown in the top panel of
Fig. 5.

We attempted to fit a rotating vector model (RVM Radhakrishnan
& Cooke 1969) , with a period of T = 7.267 ms, to the full burst
PA profile to explore the potential to a rotation powered NS such as
a pulsar. However, the results were non-constraining, providing no
evidence for or against a RVM.

2.5 Searching for Generalised Faraday Rotation in FRB
20230708A

As shown in Fig. 2, the first bright sub-burst of FRB 20230708A
shows extremely high CP (𝑉 /𝐼 ∼ 75%) in the trailing component.
To date it is unclear what causes CP in FRBs. It is possible that
small fractions of CP are intrinsic to the FRB emission (Zhang et al.
2023), which may hold for the large fraction of FRBs that show low
to moderate levels of CP (𝑉 /𝐼 ≤ 30%) (Pandhi et al. 2024; Sherman
et al. 2024). However, intrinsic emission alone can not explain the
much higher CP fractions reported in a handful of FRBs (Feng et al.
2022; Zhang et al. 2023; Anna-Thomas et al. 2023) including FRB
20230708A. Thus, propagation effects have also been proposed, such
as mode-mixing (Cheng & Ruderman 1979) and generalised Faraday
rotation (GFR) (Vedantham & Ravi 2019). Mode-mixing is discussed
in Section 3.2 in more detail, and we focus first here on whether GFR
can explain the observed properties of FRB 20230708A.

In GFR, the propagation through a hot (relativistic) plasma (or ad-
mixture of strongly magnetised hot and cold, non-relativistic plasma)
results in the natural modes of the plasma having either linear or el-
liptical polarisation. The modes have different refractive indices so
travel at different speeds through the plasma. This can result in linear
to circular polarisation conversion when recombined. We can model

this effect using the phenomenological model described in Lower
et al. (2021). In this model, the frequency-dependent Stokes 𝑄, 𝑈
and 𝑉 parameters are projected onto the Poincare sphere as a polar-
isation vector P(𝜆), where 𝜆 is the wavelength of radio waves. GFR
can be replicated on the Poincare sphere by introducing rotations
on P(𝜆) about the Stokes 𝑈 and 𝑉 axes, with angles of 𝜃 and 𝜙

respectively. This allows us to model the measured Stokes param-
eters without assuming any underlying physics. GFR will induce a
frequency dependence on the linear polarisation of the form

Ψ(𝜆) = Ψ𝑜 + GRM(𝜆𝛼 − 𝜆𝛼o ), (7)

whereΨ(𝜆) is the PA due to GFR, GRM is the generalised Faraday
rotation measure (an analogue of RM), Ψ𝑜 is the intrinsic PA and 𝛼
is the frequency exponent. 𝛼 can then be used to infer the underlying
physics of the circum-burst environment and/or nearby scattering
regions. For example, dispersion in a highly relativistic plasma can
induce strong GFR, with a frequency dependence as high as 𝛼 = 3
(Melrose 1997). Detection of such effects would place significant
new constraints on the FRB environment, and hence on the FRB
progenitor.

Conventional Faraday Rotation (FR) may also be induced by prop-
agation through a cold magnetised plasma, and has a wavelength
dependence 𝛼 = 2 (Section 2.4). The conditions required for normal
FR could exist anywhere along the FRB sight-line, but since any
GFR would be expected to take place close to the source, we use
the extended GFR-FR model described in Uttarkar et al. (2024) to
measure the shifts imposed on P(𝜆) by both FR and GFR:

PFR−GFR (𝜆) = R𝜓R𝜃 𝜙P(Ψ, 𝜒), (8)

where R𝜓 is the FR-induced rotation matrix, R𝜃 𝜙 the GFR-
induced rotation matrix and PFR−GFR (𝜆) the measured polarisation
vector.
𝜒 in Eq. 8 is the ellipticity angle that is used to model any intrinsic

elliptical polarisation in the FRB:

𝜒 =
1
2

tan−1
(

𝑉 (𝜈)√︁
𝑄(𝜈)2 +𝑈 (𝜈)2

)
. (9)

In order to constrain the presence of GFR in FRB 20230708A, we
model the frequency dependant polarisation of the two bright peaks
in the first sub-burst B1 and B2 (as labelled in Fig. 1) using this
FR-GFR phenomenological model. For each peak we took a time-
averaged window of data centred around the peak using the boxcar
widths in Table 3. We applied a Gaussian filter as described in Price
et al. (2019) with a spectral window of 2 MHz and temporal window
of 4 𝜇s. The time-averaged Stokes 𝑄, 𝑈 and 𝑉 spectra were used to
constrain the parameters of the FR-GFR model. The posteriors for
each peak are shown in Table 3.

In Table 3 for both peaks, the parameter 𝛼 is consistent with the
lower prior boundary at 𝛼 = 0, meaning we cannot detect 𝛼, only
an upper limit. Additionally, the FR-GFR modelling seen in Fig. 6
seems to recover some frequency-dependent change between linear
to circular polarisation. However, neither the FR nor FR-GFR models
provide a good fit to the observed polarisation properites of the burst,
implying the frequency-dependent changes in polarisation are either
intrinsic to the emission mechanism, or a result of coherent/partially
coherent mixing between orthogonally polarised modes (e.g. Oswald
et al. 2023b). In any case, the upper limits on 𝛼 in the FR-GFR model
imply that generalised Faraday rotation in a relativistic plasma is not
the primary origin of the observed CP.
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Figure 5. Top: PA profile of full burst with 10 𝜇s time resolution. Bottom: Stokes time series. A periodicity of T = 7.267ms is plotted against the timeseries
using evenly spaced grey dashed vertical lines starting from the first sub-burst.
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Figure 6. The FR-GFR and FR fit to FRB 20230708 polarisation profile of the two bright peaks in the first sub-burst B1 (panel (a)) and B2 (panel (b)). The
time averaged data for Stokes-Q, U, and V for FRB 20230708 are shown in pink points in Panels A, B, and C. The EA and PA variations across the frequency
are shown in blue points in Panels D and E. The ellipticity angle (𝜒) and the positional angle (Ψ) are shown in Panels D and E in blue points. We show the FR
model fit for the data in black dotted lines. The black dashed lines show the FR-GFR model fit to the data.
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Table 3. The FR-GFR parameters for the two bright peaks in the first sub-
burst of FRB 20230708A. We show the 95% confidence upper limit for the
GFR and 𝛼 parameters.

B1 B2

Boxcar width
(𝜇s) 380 280

RM
(rad m−2) -3.01+1.95

−0.77 -13.08+4.28
−4.82

GRM
(rad m−𝛼) < 18.82 < 12.4

Ψ

(deg) 75.4+3.05
−2.59 77.27+4.95

−6.15

𝜒

(deg) -32.92+10.68
−3.17 -18.0+24.84

−5.35

𝜙

(deg) 35.02+11.78
−6.74 136.11+23.5

−22.98

𝛼 < 2.08 < 1.16

𝜃

(deg) 81.55+21.36
−6.3 22.66+51.49

−10.71

2.6 Total intensity spectra analysis

To create total intensity spectra of FRB 20230708A, we reconstructed
the Stokes 𝐼 dynamic spectrum with 100 kHz channel resolution and
10 𝜇s time resolution. We used the first bright component of the burst
due to the high S/N and applied a matched filter based on the model
fit of the sub-burst described in Section 2.2.

First, we searched for possible scintillation in FRB 20230708A. By
visual inspection, there does not seem to be any indication of scintilla-
tion as the spectrum looks smooth across the full band. Nonetheless,
we used a method described in Sammons et al. (2023) and Ocker
et al. (2022) to measure the scintillation bandwidth. To decouple
scintillation from any frequency structure in the FRB, we took the
brightest sub-burst and averaged in time to obtain frequency spec-
tra. A fitted model of the spectrum was then subtracted to obtain a
residual spectrum. A 3rd order polynomial was used as this was the
simplest model that best replicated the broad frequency structure in
the sub-burst. We then calculated the ACF, which we modelled to be
a Lorentzian function

ACF(Δ𝜈) = 𝑚2 𝜈2
𝑑𝑐

𝜈2
𝑑𝑐

+ Δ𝜈2
, (10)

where Δ𝜈 is the frequency lag in the ACF and 𝜈𝑑𝑐 and 𝑚 are the
decorrelation bandwidth (i.e scintillation bandwidth) and modula-
tion index (Macquart et al. 2019). The ACF was fitted using a simple
least squares method. We note that subtracting the broad frequency
features of the sub-burst means that we are insensitive to broad scin-
tillation bandwidths. However, we can not meaningfully differentiate
between broad scintillation bandwidths and intrinsic frequency struc-
ture of the FRB. Measuring 𝜈𝑑𝑐 over the full bandwidth shown in the
ACF fit of Fig. A3 we derived values of 𝜈𝑑𝑐 = 0.38 ± 0.07 MHz and
𝑚 = 0.31 ± 0.07 respectively. It bears noting that 𝜈𝑑𝑐 is similar to the
predicted NE2001 model for the scintillation bandwidth expected due
to scattering in the local environment (i.e. the Milky Way) 𝜈NE2001 =
0.43 MHz. However, small-scale structure in the ISM that cannot be
captured by Galactic electron density models such as NE2001 means
that these predictions can frequently be in error by up to an order of

magnitude (Sammons et al. 2023), so we treat this as a probable but
not definitive detection of Galactic scintillation.

If the observed correlation at short frequency lags is due to scin-
tillation, the decorrelation bandwidth should evolve with frequency
across the observing band. We attempted to confirm this by perform-
ing a sub-band analysis using a similar method to that for the pulse
broadening time described above. However, the signal-to-noise ratio
was too low in the lower half of the band due to the (presumably)
intrinsic fall off in the FRB brightness. Thus, limits on the frequency
dependence of the decorrelation bandwidth were non-constraining.

Using the derived values of 𝜈𝑑𝑐 and 𝜏𝑠 for the first sub-burst and
assuming scintillation is present, we can describe the scintillation
properties following the approach of Sammons et al. (2023). First,
we calculated the scattering constant 𝐶 using

𝐶 = 2𝜋𝜈𝑑𝑐𝜏𝑠 (11)

where 𝜈𝑑𝑐 and 𝜏𝑠 are converted to units of Hz and s respectively, to
obtain a value of 𝐶 = 395. Compared to similar CRAFT FRBs in
Sammons et al. (2023), the value of 𝐶 appears lower than the FRBs
that were found to possess some measure of strong scintillation and
higher than those that either did not or were inconclusive. However
the value is much greater than unity, the value expected if scattering
and any putative scintillation originate in the same screen.

Assuming we removed all intrinsic frequency structure when de-
riving 𝜈𝑑𝑐 , it is feasible that FRB 20230708A shows some level of
scintillation. Again, it is difficult to confirm this because (1) we are
unable to identify any visual cues of scintillation; and (2) we are also
unable to measure a power law function describing this scintillation.
Assuming FRB 20230708A does show scintillation, we attempted to
constrain a potential scattering environment near the FRB source. In
Sammons et al. (2023) a dual thin-screen model was used to describe
the effects of scattering, since a single thin-screen is insufficient to
explain the scatter broadening and scintillation. The relationship be-
tween the relative distance to the thin-screen local to the FRB as
measured from the source of the FRB 𝐿𝑥 , and the thin-screen lo-
cal to the Milky Way measured from us the observers 𝐿𝑔, can be
described as

𝐿𝑥𝐿𝑔 ≲
𝐷2
𝑠

2𝜋𝜈2
𝑐 (1 + 𝑧)

𝜈𝑑𝑐

𝜏𝑠
, (12)

where 𝐷𝑠 is the luminosity distance between the FRB source and
the observer at a redshift 𝑧 assuming a Λ-CDM cosmology with a
Hubble constant and matter density of 𝐻0 = 67.4 km/s/Mpc and Ω𝑚
= 0.315 respectively (Aghanim et al. 2020), and 𝜈𝑐 is the central
frequency of the observing band. Using Eq. 12 we estimated upper
limits on 𝐿𝑥𝐿𝑔 ≲ 97 ± 17 kpc2. We also estimated L𝑥 by assuming
that the dominant galactic thin screen will be at a distance L𝑔 < 𝑧0,
where 𝑧0 = 1.57 ± 0.15 kpc is the scale height of the Milky Way
derived from Ocker et al. (2020). Taking L𝑔 = 1.57 kpc we estimate
an upper limit on the distance between the FRB progenitor and its
nearest scattering screen to be L𝑥 ≲ 62 ± 13 kpc. Thus, the extra-
galactic thin-screen is likely to reside within the host galaxy halo,
either within the CGM, ISM or circum-burst environment.

3 DISCUSSION

The temporal structure of FRB 20230708A is suggestive rather than
definitive evidence for the presence of periodicity. The 1.77𝜎 evi-
dence is comparable to most other FRBs for which quasi-periodicity
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has been mooted (such as FRBs 20210206A and 20210213A (Ander-
sen et al. 2022) and FRB 20201020A (Pastor-Marazuela et al. 2023));
only FRB 20191221A (Andersen et al. 2022) shows clearer 6.5𝜎 ev-
idence for periodicity. While more robust methods of generating a
null hypothesis test that accounts for component sub-structure could
improve the measured evidence for FRB 20230708A, it is doubtful
it would be definitive of periodicity.

Interestingly, FRB 20230708A shows an extremely shallow scat-
tering index of 𝛼 = −2.17. Pulsar emission at low frequencies
has shown similar values (Geyer et al. 2017) using the isotropic
thin-screen model we have adopted in this analysis. Models using
anisotropic scattering and/or finite scattering screens have shown
results slightly more consistent with theoretical predictions of Kol-
mogorov scattering (Geyer et al. 2017). However, we do not attempt
to resolve this here as these methods are unlikely to be constrain-
ing given the limited bandwidth and lack of repeat bursts from FRB
20230708A that could help infer the physics of the scattering region.
Additionally, the location of the turbulent plasma responsible for the
temporal broadening of the FRB emission is constrained to lie within
≲ 62 kpc of the source of the burst, within the host galaxy halo. The
lack of a lower limit on the screen distance means that the observed
temporal broadening does not well constrain the scattering physics
and the FRB progenitor.

The strongest constraints on the progenitor of FRB 20230708A
come from the observed polarisation, as the burst components show
a variety of polarisation properties. The majority of the known quasi-
periodic FRBs reported in the literature do not have full polarisation
data with one exception. FRB 20210206A (Andersen et al. 2022)
shows extremely high fractional linear polarisation with a relatively
flat PA profile, and little CP. FRB 20230708A on the other hand
shows a plethora of polarisation features. The FRB shows a struc-
tured PA profile across its burst, starting with a shallow PA sweep of
≃ 30◦ across the first bright sub-burst shown in Fig. 2, followed by
a shallow decline across the rest of the burst. The bright sub-burst
also exhibits apparent high time-dependant CP conversion peaking
at 𝑉 /𝐼 ≃ 75% in the trailing peak (see Fig. 2), along with a change
of handedness. While this temporal structure is suggestive of propa-
gation effects such as GFR, frequency-dependent modelling was not
consistent with what is predicted for propagation through a relativis-
tic plasma. The limited burst bandwidth makes it difficult to explore
other propagation effects that could explain all the polarisation fea-
tures we see in the first bright component.

Given the constraints on these properties, we will now examine
popular FRB progenitor models for FRB 20230708A.

3.1 Rotation powered pulsar

The first progenitor to examine for FRB 20230708A is the rotating
pulsar. Given the apparent quasi-periodicity of 𝑇 = 7.267 ms across
the FRB, this would sit firmly in the milli-second pulsar (MSP) pop-
ulation. However, the polarisation properties of the first sub-burst
component differs substantially from the rest of the burst. The first
bright component shows a small ≃ 30◦ PA sweep and significant
apparent CP conversion (see Fig. 2). There is also a slight CP hand-
edness change from the first bright peak to the second. The remaining
sub-burst components show flat PA profiles and consistently high LP.
Pulsars have shown a variety of polarisation features similar to FRB
20230708A showing flat/steep PA swings, CP conversion and hand-
edness change (Oswald et al. 2023a).

While pulsars have even shown substantial variations in successive
single pulses (Johnston et al. 2024), the specific configuration that
would be implied if FRB 20230708A were a pulsar with a millisecond

spin period, namely, an interconnected PA wander from pulse to
pulse, has not been observed. FRB 20230708A also shows broad
emission in what would be pulse phase, whereas, in general, the rapid
variations in polarisation properties seen in pulsars has been confined
to narrow regions in their pulse profile. Overall, the polarisation seen
in FRB 20230708A disfavours a ∼ 7ms period pulsar.

3.2 Magnetar

An alternative explanation for the apparent quasi-periodicity in FRBs
has been put forward by Kramer et al. (2023), whereby the burst is
related to microstructure in beamed emission of a slow rotating NS.
The galactic population of NS (including pulsars and magnetars) have
shown microstructures in their bursts (Kramer et al. 2007; Dai et al.
2019). In fact, both populations of pulsars and radio-loud magnetars
have been shown to follow a unique relationship between the quasi-
periodicity in their emission sub-structure, and the global rotational
period of the NS (Kramer et al. 2023):

𝜏𝜇 ≃ 10−3𝑇NS (13)

where 𝜏𝜇 is the sub-structure periodicity and 𝑇NS is the rotational
period of the NS. Given the many apparent similarities between FRBs
and NS, Kramer et al. (2023) suggests FRBs may follow a similar
trend (although there has been no way to confirm the spin frequency
of any putative FRB progenitors to date). Using this relationship and
assuming 𝜏𝜇 is 7.267 ms, we would expect a hypothetical NS spin
period of O(10) s for FRB 20230708A, which would be consistent
with the spin periods of known radio-loud magnetars.

The PA profile is consistent with expectations based on obser-
vations of magnetar single pulses. There are very few studies of
magnetar single pulses at such high time resolution, but it has been
found that the PA of the individual peaks in the sub-structure of
these single pulses often closely track the overall PA sweep seen in
the integrated pulse profile (Kramer et al. 2007; Levin et al. 2012).
That is to say, the sub-structure shows an ordered, interconnected PA
profile, which is what we see in FRB 20230708A.

The first bright sub-burst of FRB 20230708A shows a shallow ≃
30◦ PA sweep along with high CP and significant time-dependant
CP conversion, which as mentioned above, could be indicative of
propagation effects within a highly magneto-ionised environment
such as mode-mixing (Cheng & Ruderman 1979) or GFR (Lower
et al. 2024). GFR has been observed in radio emission along with
significant time-dependant CP conversion, such as emission from the
magnetar XTE J1810−197 (Lower et al. 2024) and even in one of
the bursts from the repeating FRB 20201124A (Kumar et al. 2023,
2022). In the case of FRB 20230708A, however, the frequency de-
pendence of polarisation does not support the presence of GFR.
Mode-mixing in pulsars have shown a variety of polarisation prop-
erties, including PA jumps, high CP, handedness change in CP and
depolarisation at higher frequencies (Oswald et al. 2023a,b). Similar
mode mixing with orthogonal polarisation modes (OPM) has been
seen in magnetar emission (Lower et al. 2021). Considering the par-
tial mode mixing model discussed in Oswald et al. (2023b) some of
the polarisation properties in FRB 20230708A could be replicated,
most notably the high CP if the coherent mixing fraction and phase
delay between the two modes were sufficiently high, in addition to
other properties such as the handedness change. However, it is dif-
ficult to test these models given the limited bandwidth and single
burst for FRB 20230708A. Overall, many of the properties of FRB
20230708A seems to better support a magnetar progenitor model as
opposed to a spin down powered NS such as a millisecond pulsar.
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It is also possible that the source of FRB 20230708A is a standard
long period pulsar . The sub-structure in pulsar emission has also
been shown to possess apparent flat (or shallow) PA sweeps (Mitra
et al. 2015). However, the NS spin down luminosity is orders of
magnitude too low to power the FRB radio emission.

3.3 Coalescence of compact binary objects

There are a number of proposed progenitor and emission mechanism
models in the literature including maser models (Lyubarsky 2014;
Metzger et al. 2019), cosmic combs (Yang & Zhang 2018), stable
binary systems (Mottez et al. 2020) in addition to those previously
mentioned. Whether a subset of FRBs truly only occur once is still
a topic of debate. If a class of genuine non-repeaters does exist,
they could originate from cataclysmic events. One such scenario that
could explain quasi-periodicity in FRBs is the merging of two com-
pact objects in a binary orbit. In this scenario, one of the compact
objects is highly magnetised (likely a NS) whilst the other (whether
a BH or NS) acts as a perfect conductor. As the two objects coalesce,
the companion of the magnetised object orbits through its strong
magnetic field and acts as a conductor which drives a current loop
between the two objects in a unipolar inductor process (e.g. Hansen
& Lyutikov 2001; McWilliams & Levin 2011; Piro 2012; Lai 2012;
Wang et al. 2016, 2018). The motion of this companion object will
result in an induced electric field and charged particles will be ac-
celerated along the field lines which may result in FRB emission. As
the orbital separation decreases, the separation between radio bursts
decreases also in a predictable manner. In Cooper et al. (2023) it
is also expected that the energy reservoir available to produce radio
emission is also strictly increasing. Thus, the brightness of successive
bursts would also increase. Immediately we can see that this model is
disfavoured due to the decrease in brightness of successive compo-
nents across FRB 20230708A. Any potential progenitor theory must
also account for the unique polarisation properties observed with
FRB 20230708A, namely the brief high CP and PA profile. If we
assume that near complete linearly polarised coherent curvature ra-
diation is produced through the breaking of the current loop between
the two orbiting bodies in this model, it is unclear where the circular
polarisation would originate from. Perhaps the breaking of the cur-
rent loop occurs within the magnetosphere of the highly magnetised
NS, in which case the aforementioned propagation effects could be
proposed. To our knowledge, this model has not been extended to
explore the polarisation of the resulting FRB emission to date.

4 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we presented FRB 20230708A, an FRB discovered
by ASKAP through the CRAFT survey. We have analysed its rich
morphology in detail, showing a number of components separated
by a potential periodicity of T = 7.267 ms with a significance of
1.77𝜎. The mostly interconnected PA profile seen across the multiple
components of this burst supports the emission representing micro
structure from the beamed emission of a magnetar. The first bright
sub-burst shows a number of polarisation features including high
CP, temporal CP conversion, handedness change and a shallow PA
sweep which could be the result of propagation effects, however, it
is unlikely due to GFR.

Repetition searches of this FRB source could help further support
the magnetar model given the repeating nature of the known radio-
loud magnetar population, as well as help further constrain the tem-
poral and polarimetric properties we observe for FRB 20230708A.

In addition, a number of FRB progenitor formation models predict
persistent radio sources (PRS). Given our constraints on the temporal
properties of FRB 20230708A and the relatively nearby host galaxy,
deeper radio continuum imaging may aid in identifying a potential
PRS and further constrain the progenitor.
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APPENDIX A: ADDITIONAL PLOTS

APPENDIX B: POLARISATION FRACTIONS

The total polarisation 𝑃(𝑡) is

𝑃(𝑡) =
√︃
𝐿2

debias (𝑡) +𝑉
2 (𝑡). (B1)

The continuum added polarisation fractions 𝑙, |𝑣 | and 𝑝 are calcu-
lated using (Oswald et al. 2023a)

𝑙 =

∑
𝐿debias (𝑡)∑
𝐼 (𝑡)

|𝑣 | =
∑ |𝑉 (𝑡) |debias∑

𝐼 (𝑡)

𝑝 =

∑
𝑃(𝑡)debias∑
𝐼 (𝑡) ,

(B2)

where |𝑉 (𝑡) |debias needs to be debiased because we are taking the
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Figure A1. Left Panel: VLT FORS2 𝑅-band image of the field around FRB 20230708A with seeing of 0.′′7 used for the PATH analysis. Right Panel: VLT
HAWK-I adaptive optics (AO) 𝐾𝑠-band imaging with delivered image quality of 0.′′5. The 1-𝜎 localisation of FRB 20230708A is given by the black ellipse.

Figure A2. Scattering timescale vs frequency for first bright sub-burst. The
solid red curve shows best fit power-law function 𝜏 = 𝐴 𝑓 𝛼𝑡 for 𝛼𝑡 = -2.17
where 𝐴 is a constant sampled along with 𝛼𝑡 .

Figure A3. Normalised ACF residuals of main sub-burst spectra fitted against
a Lorenztian function shown as a solid red line. The X-axis describes the
frequency lag in MHz.

modulus of 𝑉 (𝑡) (Karastergiou et al. 2003; Oswald et al. 2023a).
𝑃(𝑡)debias is debiased in a manner similar to 𝐿 (𝑡)debias using Eq. 5.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

Figure A4. Measured RM (shown in red) across stokes 𝐼 time series burst of
FRB 20230708A (solid black line). Horizontal error bars show the region of
data averaged in time to get spectra for RM fitting.

Figure A5. Plot of PA against frequency. The Measured PA shown in the
black points was calculated using Eq. 2, whilst the expected model PA shown
in the solid red curve was calculated using Eq. 3 with RM = –6.90 rad/m2.
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