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ABSTRACT
The physical origin of fast radio bursts (FRBs) is still unclear. However, young magnetars associated

with short-duration gamma-ray bursts (SGRBs) have been thought to be possible central engines for
some FRBs. In this paper, we perform a systematic search for SGRBs that are associated with FRBs
in a sample including 623 FRBs (601 one-off bursts and 22 repeaters) and 168 SGRBs with precise
localizations. We find that FRB 190309A is spatially associated with GRB 060502B, with a chance
probability of 0.05 when temporal and redshift information is taken into account. Considering the high
chance probability (the statistical significance is < 3σ), we examine other observational properties such
as the host galaxy, the dispersion measure, and the energy budget of the central engine to check the
possibility of their association. Although the available observational information is insufficient to
determine whether they are physically associated, it does not rule out such a possibility. As the only
pair of FRB and GRB that are spatially associated, it remains an interesting case worthy of further
attention.

Keywords: Radio transient sources (2008) — Gamma-ray bursts (629) — Magnetars (992)

1. INTRODUCTION

Fast radio bursts (FRBs) are mysterious radio transients with millisecond durations (Lorimer et al. 2007; Thornton
et al. 2013; Platts et al. 2019). FRBs have extremely high brightness temperatures (Cordes & Chatterjee 2019; Petroff
et al. 2019). The dispersion measures (DMs) of FRBs exceed the Milky Way’s contribution and some of them have been
reliably determined to be located in the extragalactic systems (Chatterjee et al. 2017; Bannister et al. 2019; Prochaska
et al. 2019; Ravi et al. 2019; Marcote et al. 2020). Up to now, except for the X-ray burst from the Galactic soft gamma
repeater (SGR) SGR1935+2154 coincident with the fast radio burst FRB200428 (Bochenek et al. 2020; CHIME/FRB
Collaboration et al. 2020), no other multiwavelength/multimessenger transients associated with FRBs are definitely
observed (Yamasaki et al. 2016; DeLaunay et al. 2016; Hardy et al. 2017; Zhang & Zhang 2017; Xi et al. 2017; James
et al. 2019; Cunningham et al. 2019; Mereghetti et al. 2020; Tavani et al. 2020; Xin et al. 2021; Li et al. 2021; The
LIGO Scientific Collaboration et al. 2022; Wang & Nitz 2022), though there have been some works claiming tentative
associations of FRBs with multiwavelength transient counterparts (Wang et al. 2020b; Li et al. 2022). Current FRB
models can be divided into two categories: catastrophic models (e.g., Kashiyama et al. 2013; Totani 2013; Falcke &
Rezzolla 2014; Zhang 2014, 2016; Liu et al. 2016; Wang et al. 2016) and non-catastrophic models (e.g., Dai et al.
2016; Murase et al. 2016; Metzger et al. 2017; Margalit & Metzger 2018; Zhang 2020; Ioka & Zhang 2020; Wang et al.
2020a; Geng et al. 2021; Deng et al. 2021). The former (e.g. NS-NS merger or NS-BH merger model with NS and BH
denoting neutron star and black hole, respectively) is invoked to explain one-off FRBs. The latter usually invokes a
NS born in a catastrophic event as the central engine of the FRB.

The localization of FRB sources and the identification of their host galaxies are important for understanding their
physical origins, and several host galaxies of FRBs have been identified. The host galaxy of the first repeat source
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FRB 121102 is found to be similar to the host galaxies of superluminous supernovae (SLSNe) and long gamma-ray
bursts (LGRBs) (Tendulkar et al. 2017; Nicholl et al. 2017; Metzger et al. 2017; Tendulkar et al. 2017; Chatterjee et al.
2017; Marcote et al. 2017; Zhang & Wang 2019). However, the host environment of another well-localized repeater
FRB 20180916B is completely different to FRB 121102 (Tendulkar et al. 2021). The one-off bursts FRB 190523A
and FRB 180924B are found to occur in massive galaxies with low star formation rates and have large offsets from
the centers of their hosts (Ravi et al. 2019; Bannister et al. 2019). These two FRBs share similar properties with
the host environments of short gamma-ray bursts (SGRBs) and binary neutron star (BNS) mergers (Margalit et al.
2019; Gourdji et al. 2020). In addition, Li et al. (2019) also suggested that some FRB host candidates have low star
formation and large offsets, and the corresponding FRBs may be driven by NSs that were born in BNS mergers.

Gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) are the most luminous explosions in the universe. Based on the duration distribution,
they can be divided into LGRBs and SGRBs with a separation line of about 2 seconds (Kouveliotou et al. 1993; Kumar
& Zhang 2015; Zhang 2018b). For SGRBs, the NS-NS or NS-BH merger is the preferred progenitor model. The joint
detection of an SGRB and the gravitational wave event confirms the NS-NS merger origin for at least some SGRBs
(Abbott et al. 2017b; Goldstein et al. 2017). Although the event rate of SGRBs is much smaller than that of FRBs,
we believe that some FRBs may be related to SGRBs for the following reasons: 1. Several theoretical models predict
FRB emissions are also in connection with neutron star mergers (Totani 2013; Wang et al. 2016; Zhang 2020). 2. The
BNS merger may leave behind a massive, stable, rapidly-spinning magnetar that could serve as the central engine of
SGRB, which could also power FRBs after an uncertain time delay (Popov & Postnov 2013; Lyubarsky 2014; Kulkarni
et al. 2014; Gao et al. 2016; Katz 2016; Yang & Zhang 2018; Lu & Kumar 2018; Margalit et al. 2019; Wang et al.
2020a; Lin & Totani 2020; Beloborodov 2020). 3. For most host galaxies of one-off FRBs, their properties are similar
to the host galaxies of SGRBs, which have low star formation rates and large offsets from the centers of the galaxies
(Barthelmy et al. 2005; Gehrels et al. 2005; Fox et al. 2005; Bloom et al. 2006b; Fong et al. 2013; Bannister et al. 2019;
Ravi et al. 2019; Marcote et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2020a).

Searches for continuous radio emission and/or FRBs associated with SGRBs have been conducted in many works
but have not revealed a reliable association (Dessenne et al. 1996; Bannister et al. 2012; Obenberger et al. 2014;
Palaniswamy et al. 2014; Kaplan et al. 2015; Anderson et al. 2018; Rowlinson et al. 2019; Anderson et al. 2021;
Rowlinson et al. 2021; Tian et al. 2022). It is valuable to study the connection between SGRBs and FRBs with
large FRB and SGRB samples (Curtin et al. 2022). Recently, the Canadian Hydrogen Intensity Mapping Experiment
(CHIME) released a large sample of FRBs (The CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. 2021). In this work, we perform
a systematic search for SGRBs that may be associated with FRBs in the SGRB and FRB samples which include all
publicly reported FRBs and precisely-localized SGRBs before September 2022, making our work the one considering
the most complete samples to date.

2. SEARCH FOR FRBS ASSOCIATED WITH SGRBS

The first FRB was reported in 2007 (Lorimer et al. 2007). Since then, 807 FRBs have been reported in the literature
until September 2022, including 601 one-off bursts and 204 repeat bursts from 22 repeaters1 (Petroff & Yaron 2020).
For the SGRB sample, we consider the GRB catalog2 presented by J. Greiner (JG catalog), which compiles GRBs
detected by various detectors, e.g., Fermi, Swift, HETE-2, BeppoSAX, BATSE, AGILE, etc. The JG catalog contains
thousands of objects and is updated almost every day. Until September 2022, there are more than one thousand
GRBs with afterglow detections recorded in the JG catalog. In general, T90 is used to categorize LGRBs (T90 > 2s)
and SGRBs (T90 ≤ 2s), and there are 111 SGRBs with afterglow detections in the JG catalog (we have also checked
the Swift/XRT website 3 and confirmed that there are no other SGRBs with afterglow detections by Swift/XRT). In
addition, some GRBs with the T90 larger than 2s are also classified as SGRBs because there is evidence that they are
of merger origin, which include 19 SGRBs (T90 > 2s). In total, there are 130 SGRBs with afterglow detections in our
sample. In addition, considering the excellent localization capability of Swift/BAT, we also use the SGRBs detected
by Swift/BAT even without an afterglow detection (38 SGRBs). We list our SGRB sample in Table 1. Figure 1 shows
the sky distribution of our sample, including 168 SGRBs and 623 FRBs (601 one-off bursts and 22 repeaters).

We perform a systematic search of our sample based on the following three criteria (Wang et al. 2020b): I, the
SGRB should positionally overlap with the FRB within the localization error circle; II, the SGRB should occur earlier

1 https://www.wis-tns.org
2 https://www.mpe.mpg.de/∼jcg/grbgen.html#userconsent#
3 https://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/archive/grb_table.html/

https://www.wis-tns.org
https://www.mpe.mpg.de/~jcg/grbgen.html#userconsent
https://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/archive/grb_table.html/
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Figure 1. Sky distributions in celestial coordinates of the 623 FRBs and 168 SGRBs considered in this work. The black points
represent the positions of the FRBs. The blue points represent the locations of SGRBs. The region enclosing GRB 060502B
and FRB 190309A is marked by a red circle.

than the FRB; III, the redshift of the SGRB should be compatible with the FRB distance derived from its DM. The
criterion III is described in more detail below.

The observed total DMs can usually be composed of

DMtotal,obs = DMMW +DMIGM +
DMhost

1 + z
(1)

where DMMW is the DM contribution from the Milky Way, the DMIGM is the DM contribution from intergalactic
medium (IGM) and DMhost is the DM contribution from the FRB host galaxy. Although for a single FRB the
relationship between DMIGM and redshift is difficult to be determined, a mean value can be estimated through (Zhang
2018a; Deng et al. 2019)

DMIGM(z) =
3cH0ΩbfIGMfe

8πGmp

∫ z

0

1 + z
′

E(z′)
dz

′
(2)

where E(z′) = H(z′)/H0 with H0 the Hubble constant, Ωb is the baryon density, fIGM ∼ 0.83 is the fraction of baryons
in IGM (Fukugita et al. 1998), mp is the proton mass, and the number of free electrons per baryon in the universe is
fe ∼ 7/8 (Deng & Zhang 2014). The ΛCDM cosmological parameters of the Planck results are adopted, i.e., H0=67.74
km s−1 Mpc−1, Ωm = 0.3089, ΩΛ = 0.6911, and Ωb = 0.0486 (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016). Because Eq. (2)
assumes that the matter in the IGM is uniformly distributed, the effects of inhomogeneities should also be considered,
leading to an uncertainty σIGM (z) of the DMIGM (z) (McQuinn 2014). Thus, we have to take into account the σIGM(z)

when converting a redshift into DMIGM. This means that for a given redshift, a DM range of DMIGM (z) ± σIGM(z)

is acceptable. The criterion III requires this range covers the DMIGM = DMtotal,obs − DMMW − DMhost/(1 + z). We
use the results in McQuinn (2014) to obtain the value of σIGM and adopt the baryon distribution model that considers
the details of the accretion rates of baryons into dark matter halos.

The DMMW values have been provided in the FRB catalog (Petroff & Yaron 2020), which are derived based on
two Galactic electron models (Cordes & Lazio 2002; Yao et al. 2017). However, only a handful of FRBs have the
measurements of DMhost to date (e.g., FRB 121102 (Tendulkar et al. 2017), FRB 171020 (Mahony et al. 2018),
FRB 200120E (Bhardwaj et al. 2021a)). Therefore, we adopt the DMobs − DMMW as a proxy / an upper limit
of the DMIGM (i.e., ignoring the DM contribution from the host galaxy). We have tested that assuming a typical
value of 50 of the DMhost (Deng et al. 2019) would not change our main conclusions. By requiring DMIGM (z)
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± σIGM(z) covers the DMIGM = DMobs − DMMW, we estimate the redshift range compatible with the observed
DM for each FRB in our sample. Only one pair of SGRB and FRB satisfies the three criteria (in fact, only this
pair satisfies criterion I): GRB 060502B and FRB 190309A. The position of GRB 060502B located by Swift/XRT is
(RA, Dec) = (18 35 45.74,+52 37 52.47) with an 90% error radius of 4′′.4 (Troja et al. 2006a). The redshift of GRB
060502B is z = 0.287 (Bloom et al. 2007). FRB 190309A was detected by CHIME with a position of (RA, Dec)
= (278.96 ± 0.23, 52.41 ± 0.24)4 (The CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. 2021). The angular separation between the
two sources is 0.22◦, less than the localization uncertainty of FRB 190309A by CHIME. FRB 190309A was detected
4694 days (∼12.8 yr) after the GRB 060502B trigger. The observed total DM is 356.9 pc cm−3 and the extragalactic
contribution DME = DMIGM + DMhost/(1 + z) is 298.3 pc cm−3 (The CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. 2021) when
using the NE2001 model(Cordes & Lazio 2002). We estimate its redshift range to be z ∼ (0.23 ∼ 0.54) (assuming a
DMhost of 50 gives z ∼ (0.20 ∼ 0.48)), which covers the redshift of GRB 060502B.

To derive the significance of the association, we calculate the chance possibility of the putative GRB 060502B-FRB
190309A association by Monte Carlo (MC) simulation. The CHIME sky coverage is 2π(1− cos 101◦) = 7.48 sr, where
101◦ is the latitude range of the CHIME observation (RA: 0−360◦, Dec: −11◦−90◦) (The CHIME/FRB Collaboration
et al. 2021). Due to the large sky coverage, the present FRB sample is dominated by the CHIME FRBs with 503 (483
one-off FRBs and 20 repeaters) out of 623 FRBs in the whole sample. Therefore, the MC simulation could be performed
considering only the CHIME FRBs and the SGRBs within the CHIME sky coverage. There are 103/168 ≈ 61.3%

SGRBs in our SGRB sample within the CHIME sky coverage. Finally, 503 CHIME FRBs and 103 SGRBs are used in
this MC simulation.

We perform the MC simulation as follows: Based on the sky distributions of the observed 103 SGRBs and 503 FRBs,
we generate 103 and 503 pseudo- SGRBs and FRBs within the CHIME sky coverage. The SGRBs are randomly sampled
isotropically, while the FRBs follow the CHIME FRB distribution in the sky, as shown in Figure 2. For the simulated
FRBs and SGRBs, we randomly assign each of them a localization error, observation time, and redshift taken from
the actual data of the real FRBs and SGRBs5. It’s important to note that the localization errors of CHIME FRBs
are not uniform across the sky; they are notably better at lower declinations than at higher declinations. Therefore,
we divide the sky into 3-degree declination bins and randomly select a real localization error from the CHIME FRBs
within the corresponding bin based on the declination of the simulated FRB.

We perform 105 MC simulations (for each simulation 103 SGRBs and 503 FRBs are sampled) and calculate the
chance probabilities as follows. For each simulation, we apply the three criteria mentioned above to select association
candidates. We record the number of simulations in which there is at least one pair of pseudo-sources satisfying the
criteria, denoted as N . The chance probability is then calculated as P = N/105. Considering only criterion I, we find
a chance probability of 0.27. When criterion II is included, the chance probability is 0.21. With criterion III included,
the chance probability is further reduced to 0.05.

3. IS GRB 060502B ASSOCIATED WITH FRB 190309A?

3.1. Host Galaxy

GRB 060502B triggered the Swift/BAT on 05 June 2006 (UT) at 17:24:41 (T0), with T90 = 0.131 s (Troja et al.
2006b; Sato et al. 2006). The Swift/XRT and Swift/UVOT began to observe the X-ray and optical afterglow of GRB
060502B at 76 and 100 s after the Swift/BAT trigger, respectively (Troja et al. 2006b; Poole & Troja 2006). Many
optical telescopes have carried out follow-up observations, e.g., MASTER optical telescopes (Lipunov et al. 2006),
Xinglong 0.8m telescope (Zhai et al. 2006), Tautenburg 1.34m Schmidt telescope (Kann et al. 2006), AROMA optical
telescope (Takahashi et al. 2006b,a), MDM 1.3m telescope (Halpern & Mirabal 2006b,a), Cassini telescope (Meurs
et al. 2006), Gemini North telescope (Berger et al. 2006; Price et al. 2006) and MAO 1.5m telescope (Rumyantsev
et al. 2006). No optical counterpart was found from several minutes to more than ten hours after the GRB 060502B
trigger, and only a faint X-ray afterglow was detected by Swift/XRT.

The identification of the host galaxy of GRB 060502B has been studied in some previous works (Bloom et al. 2006a,
2007; Berger et al. 2007; Church et al. 2011, 2012). Bloom et al. (2007) proposed that a bright galaxy (referred to as
G∗), situated south of the Swift/XRT localization of the GRB with an angular separation of 17.5 arcsec (approximately
73 kpc if assuming a redshift of z ∼ 0.287), is the host galaxy of GRB 060502B (chance probability of 0.03). Church

4 http://www.chime-frb.ca/catalog/FRB20190309A
5 Only 36 SGRBs have redshift measurements, and we randomly draw one from these 36 redshifts for each pseudo-SGRB.

http://www.chime-frb.ca/catalog/FRB20190309A
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Figure 2. CHIME does not have a uniform exposure across the sky (The CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. 2021). This plot
shows the probability density distribution of the 503 CHIME FRBs as a function of declination, which is given by the relative
number of FRBs in the DEC ± 1◦ region divided by the corresponding solid angle.

et al. (2011) noted that such a large offset is inconsistent with the scenario that GRB 060502B originates from a
compact binary merger in the galaxy. They suggest that either the precursor of GRB 060502B was a binary neutron
star system that formed within a globular cluster inside G∗, giving this binary a large initial kick, or G∗ is not the
actual host galaxy of GRB 060502B. Except for the G∗, within 1 arcmin of the GRB 060502B position, we find no other
possible host galaxy candidates for GRB 060502B with redshift measurements6. Furthermore, the results obtained
from the relation between the spectral peak energy (Ep) and the isotropic gamma-ray energy (Eγ,iso), namely the
Amati -relation (Amati et al. 2002; Wang et al. 2018), indicate that when adopting a redshift of G∗ (z = 0.287 Zhang
et al. (2009)) the GRB 060502B well lies within the SGRB’s Amati -relation. Therefore, we also consider the bright
galaxy G∗ as the host galaxy for GRB 060502B.

The properties of the host environment (e.g., the offset from the host center, the star-formation rate (SFR), and the
total stellar mass of the galaxy (Ms,tot)) may provide important clues for unveiling the origin of FRBs. Although the
sample size of FRB host galaxies is still limited, some statistical analyses between FRB hosts and the host galaxies of
other transient sources, e.g., SGRBs, core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe), Type Ia supernovae (SNe Ia), LGRBs, SLSNe,
have been performed (Safarzadeh et al. 2020; Bhandari et al. 2020b; Heintz et al. 2020; Li & Zhang 2020; Mannings
et al. 2021; Bochenek et al. 2021; Bhandari et al. 2022; Law et al. 2023). A majority of these works suggest that the
host galaxies of SGRBs and CCSNe are similar to those of FRBs. In particular, Li & Zhang (2020) investigated 9
FRBs’ hosts and suggested that the SFRs and the Ms,tot of 8 of them are consistent with SGRBs. Bhandari et al.
(2022) presented that the global properties (offset, SFR, Ms,tot) of FRB hosts are indistinguishable from those of the
hosts of CCSNe and SGRBs.

To compare the host galaxy properties between the GRB 060502B (i.e., G∗) and the FRB population, we also
demonstrate the offsets, SFRs, and Ms,tot for 30 FRB hosts in Table 2 and Figure 3, including 17 FRBs from Bhandari
et al. (2022), 11 FRBs from Law et al. (2023) and two possible hosts from Bhardwaj et al. (2021b) (FRB 181030A)
and Bhandari et al. (2022) (FRB 181112A). The red lines denote the values for the G∗. As is shown in the figures,
although the SFR of G∗ falls well into the range of the FRB host galaxy population, the other two properties (offset
and Ms,tot) are not consistent with those of FRBs, which do not support that G∗ is a typical FRB host galaxy.

6 Here, we search for the candidates from the Extragalactic Database (NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED) 2019) and Sloan Digital
Sky Survey https://www.sdss.org/dr17/.

https://www.sdss.org/dr17/
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Figure 3. Distributions of offsets (left panel), host galaxy SFRs (middle panel), and stellar masses (right panel) for 30 FRBs
(light blue region). The dashed red lines represent the values for GRB 060502B.

However, as mentioned above, if G∗ is considered as the host galaxy of GRB 060502B, the possible born channel
for this GRB is the merger of a BNS system formed in a GC of G∗ (Church et al. 2011). Therefore, if FRB 190309A
is associated with GRB 060502B, the FRB should also arise from this channel, which is not the same as the born
channels of most of FRBs. One FRB that has a similar channel is the burst FRB 200120E. FRB 200120E could have
arisen in a GC and been powered by a magnetar born from the merger of a compact binary system within the GC
(Kirsten et al. 2022). Although the merger position of the progenitor of FRB 190309A is not identical to that of FRB
200120E, the sparse sample size currently does not allow us to tell whether G∗ matches the host properties of this
class of FRBs and thus cannot rule out the possibility that G∗ serves as the host galaxy of FRB 190309A.

3.2. Dispersion Measure

DMhost can be resolved into three components, including DMsrc , DMISM and DMhalo. They are the DMs contributed
by the source environment, the interstellar medium (ISM), and the halo of the host galaxy, respectively. Here, we
assume that GRB 060502B and FRB 190309A are associated, and we want to estimate whether the source environment
of GRB 060502B can allow the FRB to escape and whether the observational DMhost of FRB 190309A can be explained
by the host galaxy of GRB 060502B.

Since GRB 060502B is supposed to be from a BNS merger, its DM
src

would be contributed by the ejecta of the BNS
merger. The BNS merger ejecta is different from the CCSNe and has a higher velocity v ∼ (0.1 − 0.3)c and a lower
mass M ∼ (10−4 − 10−2)M⊙. After the BNS merger, the DMsrc can be derived as follows (Wang et al. 2020a),

DMsrc = ne∆R ≃ ηYeM

4πmp(vt)2
≃ 0.17pc cm−3 × η

( Ye

0.2

)( M

10−3M⊙

)( v

0.2 c

)−2( t

1 yr

)−2

(3)

where ne ≃ ηYeM/[4πmp(vt)
3] is the free electron density, ∆R ∼ vt is the ejecta thickness, v is the speed of the ejecta,

t is the elapsed time after the BNS merger, η is the ionization fraction, Ye is the electron fraction, and M is the mass
of the ejecta. The DMsrc is derived to be 7.9 × 10−4 pc cm−3 using t = 12.8 yrs (the time difference between GRB
060502B and FRB 190309A). This indicates a clean source environment, which is thought to be a prerequisite for FRB
escape if the magnetar acts as the central engine to power the FRB (Murase et al. 2016; Metzger et al. 2017; Margalit
& Metzger 2018).

According to the redshift of GRB 060502B (z = 0.287), the DMIGM can be estimated from equation (2), i.e.
DMIGM ≃ 245.2 pc cm−3. We can derive that the DMhost is

DMhost = (1 + z)(DMobs −DMMW −DMIGM) ≃ 68.3 pc cm−3 (4)

where DMMW = 58.6 pc cm−3 is the contribution from the Milky Way. Clearly, the DMsrc (∼ 7.9 × 10−4 pc cm−3)
can be neglected. Meanwhile, due to the large offset between GRB 060502B and G∗, the DMISM part should also be
neglected. Thus, the DMhost is mainly contributed by the DMhalo.

Following Church et al. (2011), we adopt the below profile to model the dark matter halo of G∗ (Thomas et al.
2009),

ρ(r) =
v2h
4πG

3r2h + r2

(r2h + r2)2
(5)
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Figure 4. The electron number density as a function of halo radius in the halo of G∗.

where rh = 20.45 kpc is the core radius of the halo, vh = 505.31 km s−1 is the circular velocity at infinity and
G = 6.67× 10−11 m3 kg−1s−2 is the gravitational constant. We take the halo mass from Church et al. (2011), i.e. 6.01
×1012M⊙, which is enclosed within a spherical radius of Rmax = 105 kpc of the halo. We consider the simplest model
for baryons in the halo, which are assumed to trace the underlying dark matter halo distribution (Prochaska & Zheng
2019). The baryon density in the halo is thus, ρb(r) ∝ fb,haloρ(r)Ωb/Ωm, where the cosmic baryon fraction is Ωb/Ωm

≈ 0.158 and fb,halo is the fraction of baryons existing in a halo form (i.e., excluding those portion in the form of ISM
and stars). Here, we consider two values: (1) fb,halo = 0.75, which assumes that ≈ 25% of the baryons exist in the
ISM, stars and their remnants (Fukugita et al. 1998). (2) fb,halo = 0.40, which is a lower limit for a ∼ 1012M⊙ halo
found by Hafen et al. (2019).

The line of sight may travel through the G∗ halo, and thus the DM contributed by the halo is

DM(x) =

∫ x

0

nedl. (6)

The ne is the free-electron number density in the halo, which can be estimated by (Prochaska & Zheng 2019)

ne = µe
ρb

mpµH
(7)

where µH = 1.3 the reduced mass (accounting for Helium) and µe = 1.167 accounts for fully ionized Helium and
Hydrogen. The electron number density distribution is shown in Figure 4. Considering that we don’t know exactly
the position of the source on the line of sight, the x in Eq. (6) could be 0 ≤ x ≤ 2

√
R2

max −R2
⊥ = 151 kpc (where

R⊥ = 73 kpc is the impact parameter) and we can only estimate the DMhalo range corresponding to x varying from 0
to 151 kpc. Therefore, we obtain the range of DMhalo of 0 − 470 pc cm−3 (for fb,halo = 0.75) or 0 − 250 pc cm−3 (for
fb,halo = 0.4). Although the DMhalo result is affected by the profile model of the galaxy halo (one can see Figure 1 in
Prochaska & Zheng (2019), which shows the DMhalo results for different halo profiles; see also Cook et al. (2023) for
a newly developed model of the Galactic electron halo), at least for the profile considered in this paper [Eq. (5)], the
DMhost of FRB 190309A (68.3 pc cm−3) is compatible with the possibility that G∗ is the host galaxy.

3.3. Optical Depth and Time Delay

In addition, the ejecta surrounding the newborn magnetar could affect the observational signature of FRBs. We
here consider the free-free optical depth due to the ejecta of the BNS merger. When the ejecta is transparent to the
FRB, the free-free optical depth should be less than 1. We can derive the free-free optical depth with (Wang et al.
2020a)

τff = αff∆R ≃ (0.018T
−3/2
eje Z2neniν

−2gff)∆R = 2.7× 10−8

× η2
( Ye

0.2

)2( M

10−3M⊙

)2( Teje

104K

)−3/2( ν

1GHz

)−2( v

0.2 c

)−5( t

1yr

)−5 (8)
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where ne and ni are the number densities of electrons and ions, respectively, and ne ∼ ni and Z ∼ 1 are assumed in
the ejecta that is a fully ionized hydrogen-dominated composition, Teje is the ejecta temperature, gff ∼ 1 is the Gaunt
factor. The calculated result suggests that the FRB could be detected a few weeks after the BNS merger. Therefore,
the optical depth allows the FRB 190309A to escape the source environment of GRB 060502B.

The FRB emitted from a magnetar has been proposed to be due to magnetospheric activities. When the magnetar
magnetosphere is triggered by a crust fracturing, the magnetic energy in the crust will be released and converted into
particle energy and radiation, and an FRB is emitted (Kumar & Bošnjak 2020; Wadiasingh & Timokhin 2019; Dehman
et al. 2020; Lu et al. 2020). In this picture, as long as the magnetar exists, it is possible to produce FRBs through
a crust fracturing, and the time of the crust fracturing is extremely uncertain during the existence of the magnetar.
Here, we estimate the timescale for the existence of the magnetar (i.e., the timescale of magnetic field decay). The
magnetic field in the crust would decay via the Ohmic dissipation and the evolution of the magnetic field can be
approximated by dB/dt ≃ −AB (Yang & Zhang 2021) with A = 1018 G−1yr−1 (Colpi et al. 2000). Then the typical
timescale of magnetic field decay is (Yang & Zhang 2021)

τB =
1

AB0
= 104yr

( B0

1014G

)−1

(9)

where B0 is the initial magnetic field. One can see that the timescale of magnetic field decay (and thus the time delay
of the FRB) could be 104 years for B0 = 1014 G. For example, FRB 200428 may be released by the magnetospheric
activities of a Galactic magnetar with an age of approximately 104 yrs (Bochenek et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2021).
Therefore, the relatively large time span (∼ 12.8 yr) between GRB 060502B and FRB 190309A is also compatible with
the model.

3.4. Energy Budget

Although the central engine of FRBs is generally considered to be a magnetar, the exact process for the generation
of FRBs differs in different models. For instance, FRBs could be generated by synchrotron maser in relativistic shocks
driven by the magnetar flares (Lyubarsky 2014; Metzger et al. 2019; Beloborodov 2020), by the curvature radiation in
the magnetosphere (Lu et al. 2020), by the magnetic reconnection of external magnetosphere (Lyubarsky 2020), or by
the inverse Compton scattering in the magnetosphere (Zhang 2022). Here, rather than going into the details of any of
the above models, we consider only a conservative estimate of the magnetic field of the magnetar, since for all of these
models FRBs are essentially driven by the magnetic energy of the magnetar.

Within this picture, we try to calculate whether the magnetar could be used as the central engine of FRB 190309A.
FRB 190309A has a duration of ∆t ∼ 1.97ms, a flux of Sν,p ∼ 0.39 Jy and a fluence of fν ∼ 0.72 Jyms at νc ∼ 468MHz.
Assuming that FRB 190309A is associated with GRB 060502B, one can derive the luminosity distance as DL ∼ 1.52Gpc

according to the redshift of GRB 060502B (z ∼ 0.287). The luminosity and isotropic energy of FRB 190309A can be
calculated as Lp ⋍ 4πD2

LSν,pνc ≃ 5.1 × 1041 erg s−1 and EFRB ⋍ 4πD2
Lfννc/(1 + z) ≃ 7.3× 1038 erg. If this energy

is provided by the magnetic energy of the magnetar, one can place a constraint on the strength of the surface polar
cap magnetic field of the underlying magnetar.

The emission radius can be approximately estimated as re ∼ c∆t ⋍ 5.91 × 107 cm, which is consistent with the
predicted emission radius of the magnetar that produced the FRB, i.e., a few ×10RNS ∼ 107 cm (Lyutikov 2021). The
magnetic field strength at re should satisfy

B2
e

8π

(
4π

3
r3e

)
≥ EFRB, (10)

where Be = Bp (re/R)−3 (Wang et al. 2020b) and Bp, R(∼ 106 cm) are the magnetic field strength of the surface
polar cap and typical radius of the magnetar, respectively. Therefore, the observation of FRB 190309A demands that
the magnetic field strength of the surface polar cap is

Bp ≥
(
6Er3e
R6

)1/2

≃ 3× 1013 G, (11)

which is indeed consistent with a magnetar central engine.

4. SUMMARY
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In this work, we systematically search for possible associations between SGRBs and FRBs based on a sample of 623
FRBs (601 one-off bursts and 22 repeaters) and 168 SGRBs. We find that FRB 190309A is spatially coincident with
GRB 060502B. Moreover, GRB 060502B occurred earlier than FRB 190309A, and its redshift is consistent with the
range of the distance derived from the DM of FRB 190309A. Considering the observational information such as spatial
location, time of occurrence, and redshift, we obtain a chance probability of the association of ∼ 0.05.

Considering the statistical significance is not high enough (< 3σ) to claim a reliable association between GRB
060502B and FRB 190309A, we further investigate if there is any other evidence to support the physical association
between them. We find that the (candidate) host galaxy of GRB 060502B, G∗, has an SFR similar to the hosts of
the FRB population, but for another two host properties we have investigated (i.e., the offset from the host center
and the total stellar mass of the galaxy), the G∗ ones do not coincide with the distributions of 19 FRBs. However,
considering that FRB 190309A may have a different born channel of its underlying magnetar from these FRBs, it
may not be enough to exclude the association between FRB 190309A and GRB 060502B on this basis. In addition,
adopting the redshift of GRB 060502B, we estimate that FRB 190309A has a DMhost ≃ 68.3 pc cm−3, which is able to
be contributed by the (candidate) host galaxy G∗ of GRB 060502B. We also derive the free-free optical depth around
the source and find it allows the FRB to be detectable. Finally, adopting the redshift of GRB 060502B, we obtain an
isotropic energy of EFRB ∼ 7.3× 1038 erg for FRB190309A; accordingly, the required surface magnetic field to power
FRB 190309A is Bp ≥ 3 × 1013 G, which is also consistent with the typical magnetic field of the SGRB magnetars.
These results indicate that a physical association between GRB 060502B and FRB 190309A is feasible.

Overall, in this paper we do not find a reliable SGRB counterpart that is associated with FRBs; one possible
FRB-SGRB association is between GRB 060502B and FRB 190309A, but it has a relatively large chance probability
(p∼0.05). Even though, considering that this is at present the only pair of FRB and GRB that are spatially associated,
it is still worthy of our attention. We therefore detailedly examine the possibility of their physical association from the
aspects of the host galaxy, the DM, the energy budget, etc., and find that all of these could not exclude the possibility
of their association. For this reason, we suggest that GRB 060502B/FRB 190309A pair is still a promising case of
FRB-SGRB association that is worth further studying.
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APPENDIX

A. SGRB SAMPLE

Table 1. SGRB sample.

Name T90 RA Dec Erra Redshiftb Ref Name T90 RA DEC Erra redshiftb Ref

GRB150101B 0.018 188.02 -10.93 0.03 0.134 (12)(13) GRB140402A 0.031 207.592 5.971 2.8 n/a (12)(13)

GRB100628A 0.036 225.943 -31.653 2.1 n/a (12)(13) GRB090515 0.036 164.15 14.44 0.048 n/a (12)(13)

GRB130822A 0.04 27.92 -3.21 0.043 n/a (12)(13) GRB210119A 0.05 282.8 -61.8 0.05 n/a (12)(13)

GRB070923 0.05 184.623 -38.294 2.1 n/a (12)(13) GRB210119A 0.06 282.822 -61.767 1.5 n/a (12)(13)

GRB170112A 0.06 15.232 -17.233 2.5 n/a (12)(13) GRB150101A 0.06 312.6 36.73 0.045 n/a (12)(13)

GRB050925 0.07 303.49 34.329 1.4 n/a (12)(13) GRB090417A 0.072 34.993 -7.141 2.8 n/a (12)(13)

GRB050509B 0.073 189.06 28.98 0.063 0.226 (12)(13) GRB190326A 0.08 341.652 39.914 1.6 n/a (12)(13)

GRB180718A 0.08 336.019 2.79 3.0 n/a (12)(13) GRB070810B 0.08 8.952 8.822 2.5 n/a (12)(13)

GRB110420B 0.084 320.045 -41.277 2.2 n/a (12)(13) GRB070209 0.09 46.213 -47.376 2.8 n/a (12)(13)

GRB051105A 0.093 265.279 34.916 2.6 n/a (12)(13) GRB170524A 0.1 319.49 48.61 0.072 n/a (12)(13)

GRB161104A 0.1 77.89 -51.46 0.05 n/a (12)(13) GRB120305A 0.1 47.54 28.49 0.032 n/a (12)(13)

GRB160601A 0.12 234.94 64.54 0.052 n/a (12)(13) GRB100206A 0.12 47.16 13.16 0.055 0.4068 (12)(13)

GRB140622A 0.13 317.17 -14.42 0.04 0.959 (12)(13) GRB060502B 0.131 278.94 52.63 0.087 0.287 (12)(13)

GRB220412B 0.14 320.758 -0.261 1.6 n/a (12)(13) GRB090621B 0.14 313.47 69.03 0.068 n/a (12)(13)

GRB150710A 0.15 194.47 14.32 0.047 n/a (12)(13) GRB210919A 0.16 80.25 1.31 0.067 n/a (12)(13)

GRB201221D 0.16 171.06 42.14 0.072 1.046 (12)(13) GRB130626A 0.16 273.128 -9.525 1.8 n/a (12)(13)

GRB100702A 0.16 245.6969 -56.5316 0.04 n/a (12)(13) GRB180402A 0.18 251.93 -14.97 0.035 n/a (12)(13)

GRB130603B 0.18 172.2 17.07 0.023 0.3564 (12)(13) GRB151127A 0.19 19.48 -82.77 0.032 n/a (12)(13)

GRB140516A 0.19 252.99 39.96 0.037 n/a (12)(13) GRB170428A 0.2 330.08 26.92 0.038 0.454 (12)(13)

GRB160624A 0.2 330.19 29.64 0.028 0.483 (12)(13) GRB101224A 0.2 285.92 45.71 0.053 0.4536 (12)(13)

GRB081101 0.2 95.836 -0.112 1.7 n/a (12)(13) GRB061217 0.21 160.41 -21.12 0.1 0.827 (12)(13)

GRB200411A 0.22 47.66 -52.32 0.023 n/a (12)(13) GRB150423A 0.22 221.58 12.28 0.027 1.394 (12)(13)

GRB120229A 0.22 20.033 -35.796 1.9 n/a (12)(13) GRB050906 0.258 52.82 -14.61 4.0 n/a (12)(13)

GRB181123B 0.26 184.37 14.6 0.025 1.754 (12)(13) GRB130313A 0.26 236.41 -0.37 0.08 n/a (12)(13)

GRB151228A 0.27 214.017 -17.665 1.8 n/a (12)(13) GRB050202 0.27 290.584 -38.73 2.3 n/a (12)(13)

GRB130912A 0.28 47.59 14 0.025 n/a (12)(13) GRB191031D 0.29 283.29 47.64 0.028 n/a (12)(13)

GRB160525B 0.29 149.38 51.21 0.025 n/a (12)(13) GRB130515A 0.29 283.44 -54.28 0.04 n/a (12)(13)
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Name T90 RA Dec Erra Redshiftb Ref Name T90 RA DEC Erra redshiftb Ref

GRB190427A 0.3 280.217 40.304 2.4 n/a (12)(13) GRB170325A 0.3 127.483 20.526 2.0 n/a (12)(13)

GRB141212A 0.3 39.12 18.15 0.043 0.596 (12)(13) GRB140903A 0.3 238.01 27.6 0.023 0.351 (12)(13)

GRB100117A 0.3 11.27 -1.59 0.04 0.92 (12)(13) GRB091109B 0.3 112.74 -54.09 0.04 n/a (12)(13)

GRB090510 0.3 333.55 -26.58 0.01 0.903 (12)(13) GRB071112B 0.3 260.213 -80.884 2.2 n/a (12)(13)

GRB160408A 0.32 122.62 71.13 0.027 n/a (12)(13) GRB100625A 0.33 15.8 -39.09 0.03 0.452 (12)(13)

GRB140606A 0.34 201.799 37.599 2.4 0.384 (12)(13) GRB160714A 0.35 234.49 63.809 2.7 n/a (12)(13)

GRB101129A 0.35 155.921 -17.645 3.0 n/a (12)(13) GRB160411A 0.36 349.36 -40.24 0.037 n/a (12)(13)

GRB210726A 0.39 193.29 19.19 0.035 n/a (12)(13) GRB111020A 0.4 287.05 -38.01 0.027 n/a (12)(13)

GRB090305A 0.4 241.764 -31.572 2.3 n/a (12)(13) GRB081226A 0.4 120.527 -69.006 3.0 n/a (12)(13)

GRB070724 0.4 27.81 -18.59 0.028 0.457 (12)(13) GRB210605B 0.448 15.7456 -6.429 0.095 n/a (13)

GRB140320A 0.45 281.86 -11.19 0.082 n/a (12)(13) GRB120521A 0.45 148.72 -49.42 0.03 n/a (12)(13)

GRB050813 0.45 241.99 11.25 0.048 n/a (12)(13) GRB111117A 0.47 12.7042 23.0167 3.0 2.211 (12)(13)

GRB070429B 0.47 328.02 -38.83 0.01 0.904 (12)(13) GRB160927A 0.48 256.24 17.33 0.028 n/a (12)(13)

GRB160821B 0.48 279.98 62.39 0.037 0.16 (12)(13) GRB150301A 0.48 244.3 -48.71 0.083 n/a (12)(13)

GRB201006A 0.49 61.89 65.16 0.032 n/a (12)(13) GRB060801 0.49 213.01 16.98 0.025 1.131 (12)(13)

GRB110112A 0.5 329.93 26.46 0.028 n/a (12)(13) GRB080702 0.5 313.05 72.31 0.03 n/a (12)(13)

GRB170127B 0.51 19.98 -30.36 0.033 n/a (12)(13) GRB120630A 0.6 353.29 42.55 0.008 n/a (12)(13)

GRB101219A 0.6 74.59 -2.54 0.028 0.718 (12)(13) GRB090815C 0.6 64.49 -65.943 2.7 n/a (12)(13)

GRB080919 0.6 265.22 -42.37 0.027 n/a (12)(13) GRB200522A 0.62 5.68 -0.28 0.037 0.554 (12)(13)

GRB190610A 0.62 46.244 -7.66 1.9 n/a (12)(13) GRB180715A 0.68 235.085 -0.899 2.0 n/a (12)(13)

GRB160726A 0.7 98.809 -6.617 1.3 n/a (12)(13) GRB140414A 0.7 195.31 56.902 4.0 n/a (12)(13)

GRB080121 0.7 137.235 41.841 3.0 n/a (12)(13) GRB060313 0.74 66.62 -10.84 0.023 n/a (12)(13)

GRB061201 0.76 332.13 -74.58 0.008 0.111 (12)(13) GRB130716A 0.8 179.57 63.05 0.033 n/a (12)(13)

GRB111126A 0.8 276.057 51.461 3.0 n/a (12)(13) GRB120804A 0.81 233.95 -28.78 0.023 n/a (12)(13)

GRB200907B 0.83 89.03 6.91 0.028 n/a (12)(13) GRB150728A 0.83 292.23 33.92 0.067 n/a (12)(13)

GRB140930B 0.84 6.35 24.29 0.027 n/a (12)(13) GRB070729 0.9 56.32 -39.32 0.042 n/a (12)(13)

GRB200325B 0.96 167.55381 27.8196 0.082 n/a (13) GRB081211 0.97 328.12 -33.84 0.027 n/a (12)(13)

GRB210704A 1 159.08 57.31 0.002 n/a (13) GRB121226A 1 168.64 -30.41 0.035 n/a (12)(13)

GRB111222A 1 179.21983 69.07039 0.045 n/a (13) GRB080905 1 287.67 -18.88 0.027 0.1218 (12)(13)

GRB210413B 1.088 182.558 55.965 3.0 n/a (12)(13) GRB200219A 1.1 342.65 -59.1 0.05 n/a (12)(13)

GRB180727A 1.1 346.67 -63.05 0.028 n/a (12)(13) GRB141205A 1.1 92.859 37.876 2.0 n/a (12)(13)

GRB070707S 1.1 267.74396 -68.92422 0.008 n/a (13) GRB210323A 1.12 317.95 25.37 0.037 n/a (12)(13)
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Name T90 RA Dec Erra Redshiftb Ref Name T90 RA DEC Erra redshiftb Ref

GRB150831A 1.15 221.02 -25.63 0.027 n/a (12)(13) GRB180204A 1.16 330.13 30.84 0.023 n/a (12)(13)

GRB150120A 1.2 10.32 33.99 0.03 n/a (12)(13) GRB090426 1.2 189.08 32.99 0.008 2.609 (12)(13)

GRB070406 1.2 198.956 16.53 3.3 n/a (12)(13) GRB040924 1.2 31.5792 16.0167 0.06 0.859 (13)

GRB170728A 1.25 58.89 12.18 0.009 n/a (12)(13) GRB120403A 1.25 42.458 40.489 2.3 n/a (12)(13)

GRB211023B 1.3 170.31 39.14 0.009 n/a (12)(13) GRB161004A 1.3 263.15 -0.95 0.009 n/a (12)(13)

GRB070809 1.3 203.7833 -22.1333 3.0 0.2187 (12)(13) GRB051210 1.3 330.17 -57.61 0.027 n/a (12)(13)

GRB140129B 1.36 326.76 26.21 0.008 n/a (12)(13) GRB151205B 1.4 41.19 -43.461 2.3 n/a (12)(13)

GRB100724A 1.4 194.54 -11.1 0.025 1.288 (12)(13) GRB051221 1.4 328.7 16.89 0.023 0.5465 (12)(13)

GRB131004A 1.54 296.11 -2.96 0.009 0.717 (12)(13) GRB190627A 1.6 244.83 -5.29 0.008 1.942 (12)(13)

GRB180805A 1.68 167.57 -45.33 0.033 n/a (12)(13) GRB220730A 1.7 225.014 59.495 0.11 n/a (12)(13)

GRB080426 1.7 26.5 69.47 0.025 n/a (12)(13) GRB211106A 1.75 343.59 -53.23 0.057 n/a (12)(13)

GRB151229A 1.78 329.37 -20.73 0.023 n/a (12)(13) GRB081024A 1.8 27.87 61.33 0.03 n/a (12)(13)

GRB071227 1.8 58.13 -55.98 0.01 0.383 (12)(13) GRB140611A 1.9 349.917 40.104 0.917 n/a (12)(13)

GRB200826A 1.95 6.817 34.038 21.0 0.7481 (13) GRB201008A 2 161.8588 46.1019 0.08 n/a (13)

GRB170817A 2 197.45 -23.38 0.022 0.01 (13) GRB070714 2 42.93 30.24 0.03 1.58 (12)(13)

GRB060121 2 137.46742 45.66039 0.005 n/a (13) GRB210618A 2.13 235.82 46.01 0.05 n/a (8)(12)(13)

GRB090927 2.2 343.97 -70.98 0.011 1.37 (11)(12)(13) GRB090607 2.3 191.17 44.11 0.062 n/a (2)(12)(13)

GRB100213A 2.4 349.39 43.38 0.038 n/a (12)(13)(18) GRB100816A 2.9 351.74 26.58 0.008 0.8049 (12)(13)(17)

GRB050724 3 246.19 -27.54 0.003 0.258 (12)(13)(14) GRB210217A 4.22 97.61 68.72 0.05 n/a (9)(12)(13)

GRB080913A 8 65.73 -25.13 0.032 6.695 (12)(13)(19) GRB160410A 8.2 150.69 3.48 0.008 1.717 (12)(13)(20)

GRB070714B 64 57.84 28.3 0.008 0.92 (1)(12)(13) GRB061210 85.3 144.52 15.62 0.03 0.4095 (6)(12)(13)

GRB150424A 91 152.31 -26.63 0.008 0.3 (4)(12)(13) GRB081211B 102 168.27 53.83 0.03 n/a (10)(12)(13)

GRB171007A 105 135.6 42.82 0.032 n/a (3)(12)(13) GRB080123 115 338.95 -64.9 0.027 0.495 (12)(13)(21)

GRB111121A 119 154.76 -46.67 0.023 n/a (7)(12)(13) GRB061006 130 111.03 -79.2 0.008 0.4377 (12)(13)(15)

GRB080503 170 286.62 68.79 0.004 n/a (12)(13)(16) GRB050709 220 345.36 -38.98 0.008 0.1606 (5)(13)

Note.
a The localization uncertainty in units of arcmin.
b The n/a means that this SGRB does not have a redshift measurement.
The references: (1)(Barbier et al. 2007), (2)(Barthelmy et al. 2009), (3)(Barthelmy et al. 2017), (4)(Beardmore et al. 2015), (5)(Butler
et al. 2005), (6)(Cannizzo et al. 2006), (7)(D’Elia et al. 2011), (8)(Fermi Gbm Team & Likely Short Grb 2021), (9)(Fletcher & Fermi-
GBM Team 2021), (10)(Golenetskii et al. 2008), (11)(Grupe et al. 2009), (12)https://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/archive/grb_table.html/,
(13)J-G source (https://www.mpe.mpg.de/∼jcg/grbgen.html#userconsent#), (14)050724(Krimm et al. 2005), (15)(Krimm et al. 2006),
(16)(Mao et al. 2008), (17)(Norris et al. 2010a), (18)(Norris et al. 2010b), (19)(Pal’Shin et al. 2008), (20)(Sakamoto et al. 2016) and
(21)(Ukwatta et al. 2008).

https://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/archive/grb_table.html/
https://www.mpe.mpg.de/~jcg/grbgen.html#userconsent
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B. FRB AND GRB 060502B HOST GALAXY PROPERTIES

Table 2. Host galaxy properties for FRBs and GRB 060502B.

Name Instrument Offset (kpc) SFR (M⊙ yr−1) log(M∗/M⊙) Repeater? Ref

GRB060502B Swift 73.0+19
−19 0.6+0.2

−0.2 11.85 − (2)

FRB121102A Arecibo 0.8+0.1
−0.1 0.15+0.04

−0.04 8.16 y (1)(3)

FRB171020A ASKAP - 0.13 8.95 n (1)

FRB180301A Parkes 10.2+3.0
−3.0 1.93+0.58

−0.58 9.36 y (1)(3)

FRB180916B CHIME 5.4+0.0
−0.0 0.06+0.02

−0.02 9.33 y (1)(3)

FRB180924B ASKAP 3.4+0.8
−0.8 0.88+0.26

−0.26 10.12 n (1)(3)(5)

FRB181030A CHIME 0 0.36+0.10
−0.10 9.76 y (3)

FRB181112A ASKAP 3.1+15.7
−3.1 0.37+0.11

−0.11 9.60 n (3)(5)

FRB190102C ASKAP 2.3+4.2
−2.3 0.86+0.26

−0.26 9.67 n (1)(3)

FRB190523A DSA-10 27.2+22.6
−22.6 0.09+0.03

−0.03 10.79 n (1)(3)(5)

FRB190608B ASKAP 6.5+0.8
−0.8 0.69+0.21

−0.21 10.06 n (1)(3)

FRB190611B ASKAP 11.7+5.8
−5.8 0.27+0.08

−0.08 8.88 n (1)(3)

FRB190711A ASKAP 1.6+4.5
−4.5 0.42+0.12

−0.12 8.91 y (1)(3)

FRB190714A ASKAP 2.7+1.8
−1.8 0.65+0.20

−0.20 10.15 n (1)(3)

FRB191001A ASKAP 11.1+0.8
−0.8 8.06+2.42

−2.42 10.67 n (1)(3)

FRB191228A ASKAP 5.7+3.3
−3.3 0.50+0.15

−0.15 9.73 n (1)(3)

FRB200120E CHIME 20.1+3.0
−3.0 0.89+0.27

−0.27 10.86 y (1)(3)

FRB200430A ASKAP 1.7+2.2
−1.7 0.26+0.08

−0.08 9.32 n (1)(3)

FRB200906A ASKAP 5.9+2.0
−2.0 0.48+0.14

−0.14 10.12 n (1)(3)

FRB201124A CHIME 1.3+0.1
−0.1 2.12+0.69

−0.28 10.20 y (1)(3)

FRB220207C DSA-110 7.4 2.14+0.26
−0.26 9.90 n (4)

FRB220307B DSA-110 6.0 3.52+1.18
−0.60 11.73 n (4)

FRB220310F DSA-110 13.3 0.15+0.01
−0.01 10.75 n (4)

FRB220319D DSA-110 2.8 1.17+0.75
−0.72 9.93 n (4)

FRB220418A DSA-110 10.6 0.37+0.40
−0.27 10.83 n (4)

FRB220506D DSA-110 12.0 7.01+0.43
−0.64 10.45 n (4)

FRB220509G DSA-110 6.9 0.08+0.06
−0.04 11.13 n (4)

FRB220825A DSA-110 8.1 1.34+0.04
−0.04 11.14 n (4)

FRB220914A DSA-110 2.8 1.45+1.05
−0.61 9.99 n (4)

FRB220920A DSA-110 6.2 0.39+0.02
−0.02 10.85 n (4)
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Name Instrument Offset (kpc) SFR (M⊙ yr−1) log(M∗/M⊙) Repeater? Ref

FRB221012A DSA-110 14.7 0.49+0.44
−0.30 11.30 n (4)

The references are as follows: (1) Bhandari et al. (2022), (2) Bloom et al. (2007), (3) http://frbhosts.org, (4) Law et al. (2023), and (5)
Li & Zhang (2020).

http://frbhosts.org
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