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ABSTRACT

Fast radio bursts (FRBs), typically highly polarized, usually have a nearly constant polarization

position angle (PA) during each burst. Some bursts show significant PA variations, and one of them

was claimed to have a PA variation pattern consistent with the prediction of the rotating vector

model (RVM) commonly adopted to fit the PA variations in radio pulsars. We systematically study

the PA evolution pattern of 1727 bursts from three active repeating FRB sources monitored by the

Five-hundred-meter Aperture Spherical Telescope (FAST). We identify 46 bursts whose PA variations

are fully consistent with the RVM. However, the inferred geometrical parameters and rotation periods

derived from these RVM fitting are inconsistent from each other. This suggests that the magnetosphere

of the FRB central engine is constantly distorted by the FRB emitter, and the magnetic configuration

is dynamically evolving.
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1. INTRODUCTION

FRBs are the bright millisecond radio emission

(Lorimer et al. 2007; Thornton et al. 2013; Kirsten et al.

2022), which are poorly understood, especially their ori-

gins and emission mechanisms (Cordes & Chatterjee

2019; Petroff et al. 2019; Zhang 2023). So far, hun-

dreds of FRB sources and more than thousands of bursts

have been detected 1. One of these sources has been

identified as a Galactic magnetar (Bochenek et al. 2020;

CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. 2020), supporting the

magnetar origin hypothesis.

FRBs are observed to be highly polarized. Polariza-

tion measurements serve as an effective way to investi-

gate the radiation mechanisms and propagation effects

of FRBs. Numerous observations have demonstrated

that the linear polarization position angle (PA) of FRBs

exhibits a range of morphological characteristics. For

most FRBs, the PA remains constant across a burst

(Michilli et al. 2018; Gajjar et al. 2018; CHIME/FRB

Collaboration et al. 2019; Chawla et al. 2020; Nimmo

et al. 2021; Hilmarsson et al. 2021b,a; Pastor-Marazuela

et al. 2021; Pleunis et al. 2021; Sand et al. 2022; Nimmo

et al. 2022; Feng et al. 2022; Bethapudi et al. 2023; Mck-

inven et al. 2023; Kumar et al. 2023). Some others,

on the other hand, show significant variations during

a burst with diverse variable PA profiles (Masui et al.

2015; Cho et al. 2020; Luo et al. 2020; Jiang et al. 2022;

Kumar et al. 2022; Xie et al. 2024; Ng et al. 2024; Faber

et al. 2024). The varying PA profiles favor a magne-

tospheric origin (Kumar et al. 2017; Zhang 2017; Yang

& Zhang 2018; Qu et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2022; Zhang

2022; Qu & Zhang 2024) consistent with the line of sight

(LOS) sweeping different magnetic field lines during the

burst event (Radhakrishnan & Cooke 1969). The mag-

netospheric origin for FRB emission has been strength-

ened by many pieces of supporting evidence, includ-

ing orthogonal jumps in PA profiles (Niu et al. 2024;

Jiang et al. 2024), significant circular polarization (Day

et al. 2020; Kumar et al. 2022; Xu et al. 2022; Zhang

et al. 2023; Jiang et al. 2024), characteristic S-shaped

PA swings (Mckinven et al. 2025), and scintillation mea-

surements (Nimmo et al. 2025).

The Rotating Vector Model (RVM; Radhakrishnan &

Cooke 1969) introduces a dipolar magnetic field that

co-rotates with the neutron star to describe the ob-

served PA swings (e.g., Wang et al. 2023; Posselt et al.

1 https://blinkverse.zero2x.org

2023). It has been widely adopted in the radio pulsar

field to constrain the geometric configurations (e.g., Ev-

erett & Weisberg 2001; Johnston et al. 2005; Weltevrede

& Johnston 2008; Rookyard et al. 2015; Camilo et al.

2018). Recently, one CHIME-detected apparently non-

repeating FRB, FRB 20221022A, revealed a PA vari-

ation that is in agreement with the RVM (Mckinven

et al. 2025), making a closer analogy between FRBs and

pulsars and suggesting a magnetospheric origin of the

FRB emission. Similar cases have been seen in repeat-

ing FRBs also, e.g. FRB 20180301A (Luo et al. 2020)

without a systematic study. In view of the apparent in-

terest of the CHIME burst in the community, there is

a pressing need for a systematic study of the PA char-

acteristics of an expanded sample of actively repeating

FRBs, especially multiple bursts from the same source.

In this Letter, we aim to investigate the morphology

of PA profiles for repeating FRBs and test the valid-

ity of the RVM in FRBs. We make use of the large

data set collected with the Five-hundred-meter Aperture

Spherical Radio Telescope (FAST) (Jiang et al. 2019)

under the FAST FRB Key Science Project and system-

atically study the PA evolution profiles of a large sample

of bursts. The rest of this Letter is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we describe the method to fit RVM and

introduce the FRB samples. In Section 3, we present

the classification results of the PA morphology and the

fitting results of RVM for a sub-sample of bursts. In

Section 4, the implications of our results are discussed.

Finally, conclusions are given in Section 5.

2. METHOD

2.1. PA evolution from RVM

In the RVM picture, the PA evolution is thought to

be connected to the direction of the emission region’s

magnetic field (Radhakrishnan & Cooke 1969). With

the rotation of the dipolar field, the angle between the

projected field line and the LOS also changes, resulting

in PA appearing in a smooth S-shape swing. The PA as a

function of the rotation phase, PA(ϕ), can be expressed

as

tan (PA− PA0) =
sinα sin (ϕ− ϕ0)

sin ζ cos(α)− cos ζ sinα cos (ϕ− ϕ0)
,

(1)

where ζ = α + β represents the angle between the spin

axis and the LOS, in which α is the inclination angle

between the rotation and magnetic axes and β is the

impact angle which is the minimum angle between the

trajectory of the LOS and the magnetic axis. The steep-

https://blinkverse.zero2x.org
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est gradient of PA(ϕ) is expressed as(
dPA

dϕ

)
max

=
sinα

sinβ
, (2)

which occurs at the phase of ϕ0. This phase is expected

to coincide with the passage of the LOS through the

fiducial plane, which encompasses both the rotation and

magnetic axes. The measurement of the PA evolution

over the rotation phase allows the parameter space of

α and β to be constrained. The limited opening angle

only allows emissions within a small range of rotation

phases near the fiducial plane, therefore the constraints

are not always tight. The imaginary spin period P̂ can

be introduced to change the rotation phase ϕ to time t

so that the local configuration of the complex magnetic

field can be approximated as a dipole field. Now, the

RVM would directly predict the PA evolution over t and

the fiducial plane corresponds to t0:

ϕ− ϕ0 =
t− t0

P̂
× 2π. (3)

This extension may directly probe the spin period using

the PA evolution.

2.2. FRB Data Samples

We take four burst samples from three actively repeat-

ing FRB sources monitored by FAST, including the data

of FRB 20180301A, the first and second active episodes

of FRB 20201124A, and the data of FRB 20220912A.

The observations were made using the central beam of

the L-band 19-beam receiver of FAST (Jiang et al. 2020).

For convenience, these four samples are labeled by FRB

20180301A, FRB 20201124A1, FRB 20201124A2, and

FRB 20220912A, respectively. The detailed data anal-

ysis, including the pulse search, the DM optimization,
and the polarimetric calibration, can be found in previ-

ous publications (Luo et al. 2020; Xu et al. 2022; Jiang

et al. 2022; Zhang et al. 2023). Since the polarization

analysis requires a high signal-to-noise ratio and we fo-

cus on PA changes over time, we raise the signal-to-

noise threshold for selective bursts to 50 and remove

samples with fewer than 10 data points that exhibit

errors less than 5 degrees. After filtration, the num-

ber of bursts from FRB 20180301A, FRB 20201124A1,

FRB 20201124A2, and FRB 20220912A was reduced to

3, 726, 536, and 462, respectively.

Here, we briefly review their main properties. FRB

20180301A was the first repeating FRB detected with

diverse PA features, including the constant PA, the

smooth swing PA, and the irregular PA variations (Luo

et al. 2020). These features strongly favor the mag-

netospheric origin. During the first active episode of

FRB 20201124A (Xu et al. 2022), the source was moni-

tored daily for an extended period due to it high activ-

ity so that the evolution of basic properties over time

was recorded. Observations revealed irregular short-

term variations in the RM of individual bursts during

the first 36 days, followed by a constant RM. More than

half of the bursts exhibited circular polarization, with

one burst reaching as high as 75% degree circular po-

larization. Oscillations in fractional linear and circu-

lar polarizations, as well as variations in polarization

angle with wavelength, were detected in several bursts,

indicating a complex and dynamically evolving magne-

tized environment. The second active episode of FRB

20201124A was extremely active. The source emitted

536 bright bursts (S/N > 50) in four days but was sud-

denly quenched afterwards. The properties of the bursts

were studied extensively in four aspects: burst mor-

phology (Zhou et al. 2022), energy distribution (Zhang

et al. 2022), polarimetry (Jiang et al. 2022), spin-period

search (Niu et al. 2022). The RM evolution and pulse-

to-pulse RM scatter with properties are similar to the

results in the first active episode. A group of bursts from

FRB 20221124A2 exhibited remarkably high circular po-

larization, with one instance reaching up to 90% (Jiang

et al. 2024). FRB 20220912A is located in a relatively

clean environment (Feng et al. 2024), characterized by

a stable Faraday rotation measure (RM) throughout its

active episode. The evolution of the circular polariza-

tion degree was also discovered in this source, suggesting

the potential existence of the Faraday conversion (Zhang

et al. 2023).

2.3. Likelihood Function

Assuming a Gaussian noise model in the PA, the like-

lihood L ∝ exp(−χ2

2 ) can be established and χ2 is ex-

pressed as

χ2(θ) =
∑
i

(PAobs,i − PA (ti,θ))
2

σ2
PA,i

, (4)

where θ represents the parameters of the model. For

the constant PA model, it only has one parame-

ter θ = {PA0} whereas for the RVM model θ =

{P̂ , α, β, t0,PA0}. PA (ti,θ) is the PA profile predicted

from the model with given parameters of θ and time ti.

Due to the Faraday rotation effect, linearly polarized ra-

dio emission would undergo rotation of PA proportional

to the square of the wavelength when it passes through

a magnetoionic medium,

PA(λ2) = PA0 +RMλ2, (5)

where PA0 is the intrinsic PA at infinite frequency and

RM is the rotation measure, the integrated number den-
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sity of electrons multiplied by the parallel component of

the magnetic field along the LOS. Since the detailed po-

larization analysis of these samples have been carried

out in prior studies, we can directly use the reported

best-fit RM to de-rotate the de-dispersed dynamic spec-

trum, thereby obtaining Qobs,derot and Uobs,derot di-

rectly. PAobs,i is the observed PA at time ti, which can

be determined from the de-rotated Stokes parameters

Qobs,derot and Uobs,derot, namely

PAobs =
1

2
arctan

(
Uobs,derot

Qobs,derot

)
, (6)

and the uncertainty of PA σPA,i can be obtained by

propagating the uncertainties on the Q and U profiles,

σPA =
1

2

Qobs,derotUobs,derot

Q2
obs,derot + U2

obs,derot

√(
σQobs,derot

Qobs,derot

)2

+

(
σUobs,derot

Uobs,derot

)2

,

(7)

where σQobs,derot
and σUobs,derot

represent the noise root

mean square of the neighboring off-pulse region. Since

the uncertainty transfer formula may be dominated by

noises in the weak part of the signal, we remove the

points with errors greater than 5 degrees.

When the preparation is ready, we use the Markov

chain Monte Carlo method realized by the emcee Python

package (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013) to obtain the

constraints on the parameter space of θ. To provide

a fair assessment of the goodness of fit, the reduced chi-

squared χ2
ν is introduced to quantify the variability of

PA profiles. It is defined as follows:

χ2
ν =

χ2
min

N − n
, (8)

where N − n represents the degree of freedom, calcu-

lated as the number of data points minus the number

of the model parameters. Following the convention es-

tablished in the previous work (Pandhi et al. 2024), we

choose the threshold of χ2
ν to be 5. This threshold is

significant because values falling below 5 suggest that

the observational data favor the corresponding model.

Conversely, values exceeding this threshold may imply

that the model is less compatible with the observations

and thus is disfavored by the observational data.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Classification of the Repeating FRBs

To quantify the variation of PA profiles, we performed

a constant PA fit to the PA profiles of the bursts in the

four samples to identify cases with PA variations. Only

three bursts of FRB 20180301A meet the SNR require-

ment, and all of them have multiple components. We

therefore ignore this small sample and focus on the three

large samples of FRB 20201124A1, FRB 20201124A2,

and FRB 20220912A. In Figure 1, we present the his-

tograms of the reduced chi-squared χ2
ν of the total pro-

files alongside those of the multi-component profiles for

each dataset. Adhering to the predefined reduced chi-

squared χ2 criteria and the number of components in

the burst, we categorize all PA profiles into four distinct

classes: 1. single component with a constant PA pro-

file, 2. single component with a variable PA profile, 3.

multiple components with a constant PA profile, and 4.

multiple components with a variable PA profile. The

detailed classification results are summarized in Table

1.

The classification of the PA profiles across three data

samples reveals overall consistent characteristics despite

some variations in the detailed proportions. Across

all samples, the predominant type was single compo-

nent profiles with a constant PA, accounting for ap-

proximately 65%. Specifically, 304 (65.8%) of the

PA profiles for FRB 20220912A have a single compo-

nent with a constant PA, while FRB 20201124A1 and

FRB 20201124A2 show slightly lower proportions, with

472 profiles (65.0%) and 350 profiles (65.3%), respec-

tively. In contrast, single component profiles with a

variable PA are the rarest for all samples. Specifically,

FRB 20220912A has 24 such profiles, accounting for

5.2%, FRB 20201124A1 has 18, representing 2.5%, and

FRB 20201124A2 has 7, making up 1.3%. Multiple-

component profiles with a constant PA are more com-

mon in the FRB 20201124A samples, with 199 pro-

files (27.4%) for the first active episode and 146 pro-

files (27.2%) for the second, as compared to 94 profiles

(20.3%) for FRB 20220912A. Multiple-component pro-

files with a variable PA are also rare, accounting for 37

profiles (5.1%) in FRB 20201124A1, 33 profiles (6.2%)

in FRB 20201124A2, and 40 profiles (8.7%) in FRB

20220912A. Compared with the PA classification results

of non-repeating FRB samples from CHIME (Pandhi

et al. 2024), the overall trends are consistent. We will

further discuss these results in section 4.1.

3.2. RVM fitting and results

Among all the varying PA profiles, we selected 46

bursts that exhibit a clear RVM-like trend and fitted

these profiles with the RVM to constrain the geometric

parameters. The 46 PA profiles and their correspond-

ing best-fit model curves for these bursts are illustrated

in Figures 2 and 3. The marginalized posterior distri-

butions of the imaginary spin period P̂ , the inclination

angle α, and the angle between the spin axis and LOS

ζ of the 44 PA profiles from FRB 20201124A1, FRB
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Table 1. Summary of the classification of the PA profiles for the three large repeating FRB samples of FRB20201124A1,
and FRB20201124A2, and FRB20220912A. The classification results of PA profiles for CHIME’s non-repeating FRBs are also
compared in the table, adapted from Pandhi et al. (2024).

number of bursts single-constant single-variable multiple-constant multiple-variable

FRB20201124A1 726 472 (65.0%) 18 (2.5%) 199 (27.4%) 37 (5.1%)

FRB20201124A2 536 350 (65.3%) 7 (1.3%) 146 (27.2%) 33 (6.2%)

FRB20220912A 462 304 (65.8%) 24 (5.2%) 94 (20.3%) 40 (8.7%)

Non-repeating FRBs 88 50 (56.8%) 9 (10.2%) 19 (21.6%) 10 (11.4%)

10 2 10 1 100 101 102 103
2
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60

80

Co
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FRB 20220912A
FRB 20201124A1
FRB 20201124A2
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20

30

40

Co
un

ts

FRB 20220912A (multiple)
FRB 20201124A1 (multiple)
FRB 20201124A2 (multiple)

Figure 1. The χ2
ν distributions of the PA profiles of

FRB20201124A1, FRB20201124A2 and FRB2020912A. The
left panel shows the distribution for the entire sample, while
the right panel focuses on the sub-sample with multiple com-
ponents. The black vertical dotted line represents the thresh-
old of reduced chi-squared χ2

ν = 5.

20201124A2, and FRB 20220912A are presented in Fig-

ure 4. FRB20180301A has two bursts that can be well

reproduced by RVM, but only one burst gives relatively

strict constraints on geometric parameters and periods,

so we only show their PA profiles and the best-fit model

curves, and do not include them in Figure 4.

The inferred periods P̂ range from approximately 10

milliseconds to several hundred milliseconds. However,

previous studies (Xu et al. 2022; Niu et al. 2022; Zhang

et al. 2023), which employed conventional period meth-

ods, such as Lomb-Scargle periodograms and phase fold-

ing methods, have demonstrated that the data do not

support the existence of periods within this range. We

observed that many inferred periods P̂ are relatively

small, which we attribute to our selection criteria fa-

voring bursts that exhibit significant trends over their

durations. These bursts typically possess larger duty

cycles, allowing for tighter parameter constraints. The

inferred periods display an irregular distribution, with

even bursts from the same source during the same active

episode yielding significantly different inferred param-

eters. The inclination angle α predominantly clusters

near 0 or 180 degrees, suggesting that the magnetic axis

is closely aligned or anti-aligned with the rotation axis.

This is consistent with the fact that most of the selected

PA profiles have a rather small variation, only a few can

exceed 90 degrees. However, similar to the distribution

of P̂ , the distribution of α is chaotic, with notable devia-

tions observed in specific cases, such as B158 from FRB

20201124A1. Additionally, we present the distribution

of ζ, which represents the angle between the rotation

axis and the LOS. This angle is expected to remain con-

stant in the RVM’s scenario. However, like the case

of P̂ and α, the inferred ζ also exhibits a chaotic dis-

tribution. Within the framework of the RVM model,

a chaotic distribution of ζ indicates that the emission

regions of FRBs are globally stochastic within the mag-

netosphere.

The analysis of the PA profiles reveals that most

of them exhibit a significant large duty cycle,

with the smallest duty cycle identified in B495 of

FRB20201124A2. This specific PA profile has been

previously examined in detail concerning its jump phe-

nomenon (Niu et al. 2024), and we have corrected the

jump of the PA profile. The profile of this event aligns

well with the RVM’s predictions, wherein the open field

line region provides a narrow and confined site for a

stable radio beam. The opening angle constrains the

duty cycle, resulting in PA profiles that typically occur

within a small range near the fiducial plane. However,

contrary to the RVM’s expectations, most PA profiles

in our sample have duty cycles greater than 50%. Fur-

thermore, these profiles do not match the behavior of

RVM around the fiducial plane, as many exhibit promi-

nent peaks. Notably, FRB 20201124A1’s B061 and

B278, FRB 20201124A2’s B164 and B480, along with

FRB 20220912A’s B101, B210, and B388, nearly display

complete S-shaped curves, with duty cycles approaching

unity. FRB 20220912A’s B328 demonstrates a remark-

able pattern of approximately two cycles of sinusoidal os-

cillation, resulting in the duty cycle of roughly 2. These

facts suggest that the variation of the PA profile may

have a more complicated origin than the simple RVM

within the magnetic dipole framework.

4. DISSCUSION

4.1. Comparation of the repeating and apparently

non-repeating FRBs

The PA classification results for FRB20220912A,

FRB20201124A1, and FRB20201124A2 reveal that most

repeating FRBs exhibit a flat PA profile, with only a
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Figure 2. The measured PA profiles and the best-fit RVM
curves for 46 PA profiles that exhibit RVM-like variations.
For each panel, the corresponding sample and the identifier
within that sample are labeled. The top left corner of each
panel indicates the quality of fits χ2

ν , along with the best-
fit period P̂ , inclination angle α, and the impact angle β.
Additionally, each panel specifies whether the burst has a
single or multiple components.

small subset displaying significant variations. This re-

sult is consistent with that of apparently non-repeating

FRBs as observed with CHIME (Pandhi et al. 2024),

but there are some differences in the specific propor-
tions. The classification may be affected by some fac-

tors. The sensitivity of radio telescopes limits our ability

to retrieve the PA profiles accurately. Weak bursts often

exhibit greater PA uncertainties and are potentially mis-

classified as the constant PA type despite their potential

variations. The definition of a burst differs somewhat

between the repeating and non-repeating FRBs. Due to

the different definitions of individual bursts for repeat-

ing and non-repeating FRBs, some multiple components

non-repeating FRBs may be categorized as multiple in-

dependent bursts under the criteria of repeating FRBs,

potentially contributing to the inconsistency in the clas-

sification results. Consequently, the fundamental char-

acteristics of the PA profiles for both repeating and non-

repeating FRBs can be regarded generally consistent,

with the majority displaying a constant PA profile and

only a minority exhibiting significant variations. This
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Figure 3. -continued.

suggests a shared underlying mechanism for repeating

and apparently non-repeating FRBs.

4.2. Origin of the PA variations

The variations of PA in a good fraction of FRBs favor

a magnetosphetic origin of FRBs. We therefore limit our

discussion to these models in the following. The major-

ity of bursts are consistent with a constant PA profile.

This could arise from a few factors: a nearly aligned

spin and magnetic axes (very small sinα in Equation

(2)), a very long spin period or a very large emission

radius (very small sin(ϕ − ϕ0) in Equation (1)). These

configurations seem to be supported by the FAST obser-

vational data (Luo et al. 2025) and theoretical modeling

of magnetospheric emission (Zhang 2017; Qu & Zhang

2024; Beniamini & Kumar 2025). A long spin period

might imply that the progenitor also had a long period,

which is also similar to the long-period radio transients

(Men et al. 2025).

The question is how the varying PA profiles would

show up in such geometric configurations. The fact that

the constrained geometric parameters are inconsistent

with each other from our RVM fitting suggests that the

magnetosphere of the central engine is not stable, and

could be dynamically evolving during the FRB burst

storms. As a result, the “effective” magnetic axis may

vary from case to case, so that under certainly configu-
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Figure 4. The violin summary of the 44 marginalized pos-
terior distributions of the imaginary spin period P̂ , the in-
clination angle α and the angle between the rotation axis
and the LOS ζ for a sub-sample of PA profiles exhibiting
RVM-like variations. The violins from FRB 20201124A1,
FRB 20201124A2, and FRB 20220912A are represented us-
ing blue, red, and green violins, respectively.

rations, given the same viewing direction, the LoS would

sweep across different field lines with significant PA vari-

ations, so that the RVM cases would show up.

The inconsistent effective periods P̂ and viewing an-

gle ζ derived from the RVM bursts also strongly sug-

gest that the magnetospheres of the central engines

(presumably magnetars) are dynamically evolving. As

shown from the study of the Galactic magnetar SGR

J1935+2154 (Zhu et al. 2023), the radio bursts seem to

originate from random directions rather than focusing

on a particular region such as the magnetic pole. If

this is the case for cosmological FRBs, then one would

expect that the observed FRBs originate from different

directions. Also, unlike radio emission, FRB emission

has a much higher luminosity. Together with the ac-

companied X-ray emission (as suggested for the Galac-

tic FRB 20200428A, Li et al. (2021); Mereghetti et al.

(2020)), the ram pressure of the FRB ejecta and the ra-

diation pressure of the radio and X-ray emissions would

be much greater than the magnetic pressure, so that

the magnetospheres would be significantly distorted (see

also Ioka 2020). FRB emission also has the trend to

straighten the field lines, making them less curved (Qu

et al. 2022). All these factors make each FRB possess a

separate magnetic field configuration with different ef-

fective magnetic axes. The field lines also likely deviates

from the dipolar configuration and approaching closer to

a mono-polar configuration.

5. CONCLUSION

In this Letter, we have analyzed the PA profiles from

FRB 20180301A, the first and second active episodes

of FRB 20201124A, and FRB 20220912A, as observed

by FAST, to investigate their morphological character-

istics. Utilizing previously established classification cri-

teria, we categorized these PA profiles into four distinct

types based on their variations of PA profiles and the

observed features in the dynamic spectra. Our results

indicate that the majority of bursts exhibit a flat PA,

with only a small fraction showing significant variations.

Notably, the classification results are consistent with the

results of apparently non-repeating FRBs, suggesting

that polarization characteristics may represent a com-

mon feature between these two types.

Although most of the PA profiles observed are flat,

some profiles show significant variations and can be in-

deed reproduced by the RVM. However, the fitted pa-

rameters, including period P̂ , inclination angle α, and

ζ, display an inconsistent behavior. These results do

not support the notion that PA variations are driven

by a stable magnetic rotator. Instead, they indicate

that FRBs likely originate from the dynamically evolv-

ing magnetosphere. This is expected, because the mag-

netosphere of the FRB central engine is likely to be con-

stantly distorted by the FRB emitter, whose ram pres-

sure (and the FRB, X-ray emission pressure) greatly ex-

ceeds the magnetic pressure in the magnetosphere.
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