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A flaring radio counterpart to a fast radio burst reveals a newborn magnetized engine
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ABSTRACT

Fast Radio Bursts (FRBs) are energetic millisecond radio bursts at cosmological dis-
tances, whose underlying engine is not identified. Among a sub-population that emit
repeated radio bursts, a handful were associated with a persistent radio source (PRS)
whose origin is unknown. Here we report the discovery of a compact flaring radio source
(FRS) associated with a newly-active repeating FRB within one month after the first
radio burst was detected. Its temporal and spectral characteristics differ from those
of the PRSs but are similar to those of engine-powered supernovae and low-luminosity
active galactic nuclei. We detected a spectral peak around 1.6 ± 0.2 GHz that is con-
sistent with synchrotron self-absorption. Assuming equipartition, the magnetic field
strength in the FRS is larger than the line-of-sight component constrained from the
FRB Faraday rotation, suggesting a highly magnetized engine. The radius of the FRS
is constrained to be ∼ 0.03 pc and the minimum total energy is ∼ 6.2 × 1047 ergs .
This FRS reveals the birth of a highly magnetized FRB engine, and hints that PRSs
associated with other active FRBs may be the later stage of evolution.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fast Radio Bursts (FRBs) are bright millisecond-duration radio bursts at cosmological distances
(Lorimer et al. 2007; Thornton et al. 2013) with unknown origin. At least some FRBs are powered by
magnetars (CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. 2020; Bochenek et al. 2020; Li et al. 2021; Mereghetti
et al. 2020), but other engines, including pulsars, stellar-sized or even supermassive black holes,
remain possible to interpret some FRBs (Zhang 2023 and references therein). Persistent or variable
multi-wavelength/multi-messenger counterparts to FRBs are essential to unveil the underlying engine
of FRBs, but most searches have led to null results (Abbott et al. 2023; Curtin et al. 2023; Pearlman
et al. 2024; Zhang 2024).
So far, the only credible electromagnetic counterpart for cosmological FRBs is the so-called “persis-

tent radio source” (PRS) that was found to be associated with a handful of actively repeating FRB
sources (Chatterjee et al. 2017; Niu et al. 2022; Bruni et al. 2024a; Ibik et al. 2024). Among them,
FRB 20121102A and FRB 20190520B were identified to have compact PRS sizes with a radius R < 5
pc (Marcote et al. 2017; Bhandari et al. 2023). Both sources show substantial local contribution
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to the dispersion measure (DM) (Chatterjee et al. 2017; Niu et al. 2022), extremely large Faraday
Rotation Measure (RM) (Michilli et al. 2018; Feng et al. 2022), and long-term RM variations and
even sign reversals (Anna-Thomas et al. 2023). A third, less compact (∼700 pc) PRS and two other
candidates with lower RM values have been identified later (Bruni et al. 2024a; Ibik et al. 2024). In
general, it is believed that these PRSs are synchrotron-emitting nebula around FRB sources (Yang
et al. 2020, 2022), possibly a magnetar wind nebula in a supernova remnant (Yang et al. 2016; Murase
et al. 2016; Metzger et al. 2017; Margalit & Metzger 2018; Zhao & Wang 2021) or a hypernebula
associated with an accreting stellar-mass black hole (Sridhar & Metzger 2022). The synchrotron
nature of PRSs is supported by the predicted correlation between PRS luminosity and RM that has
been verified by the growing observations (Yang et al. 2020, 2022; Bruni et al. 2024a; Ibik et al. 2024).
The formation and evolution of a PRS have not been observationally studied so far. The two

compact PRSs were discovered about 1.2 (Niu et al. 2022; Zhang et al. 2023) and 3.8 years (Chatterjee
et al. 2017) after the discovery of the corresponding FRB; the third PRS was first detected 10 months
after its burst discovery (Bruni et al. 2024a). These PRSs are at least 3–12 years old now and do
not show strong evolution. But a synchrotron nebula of pc sizes or above would need years to form.
Observations in the earlier phases of the PRS emergence are desired to understand the origin of PRSs
and the FRB sources.

2. THE NEW, HYPER-ACTIVE FRB 20240114A

FRB 20240114A is a repeating FRB discovered by the CHIME/FRB Collaboration on 2024 January
14 (Shin & CHIME/FRB Collaboration 2024). Radio observations with multiple telescopes across the
globe have detected hundreds of bursts or more from 300 MHz up to 6 GHz, showing hyperactivity in
the form of episodes of high burst rates (Ould-Boukattine et al. 2024; Kumar et al. 2024a; Zhang et al.
2024; Hewitt et al. 2024; Limaye & Spitler 2024). Precise localizations achieved with the MeerKAT
(Tian et al. 2024a) and the European VLBI Network (EVN) (Snelders et al. 2024) observations helped
the identification of its host galaxy J212739.84+041945.8 at the redshift of z = 0.13 (Bhardwaj et al.
2024). Efforts to search for X-ray (Verrecchia et al. 2024) and radio counterparts (Kumar et al. 2024a;
Panda et al. 2024; Kumar et al. 2024b) only gave upper limits. Coincident gamma-ray activities in
the form of gamma-ray flares with a duration of a few tens of seconds up to the gigavolt energy and a
peak luminosity of 1048 ergs s−1 have been discovered in the direction of the FRB within 0.3 degrees
(Xing & Yu 2024a,b; Xing et al. 2024). The unprecedented hyper-active radio-bursting behaviour
and coincident energetic gamma-ray flaring activities suggest a powerful central engine.

3. A FLARING RADIO SOURCE ASSOCIATED WITH FRB 20240114A

We discovered a compact Flaring Radio Source (FRS) in spatial association with the FRB with
MeerKAT and the Karl G. Jansky Very Large Array (VLA) observations, which were performed as
early as only 26 days after its burst discovery (Zhang & Yu 2024) (see below). The source was also
detected later with the upgraded Giant Metrewave Radio Telescope (uGMRT) at lower frequencies
(Bhusare et al. 2024a,b) and with the Very Long Baseline Array at 5 GHz (Bruni et al. 2024b),
further supporting the association of the FRS with FRB 20240114A.
We detected the source at the position of (R.A., Decl.) [J2000] = (21h27m39.82s, 4◦19′47.106′′)

with 1 σ statistical uncertainty of (0.65′′, 0.89′′) (Zhang & Yu 2024) with the MeerKAT observations
on 2024 February 9 (Figure 1, and see Appendix). Its flux density was 72±14 µJy at 1.3 GHz,
corresponding to a spectral luminosity of L1.3 GHz = 3.2 × 1028 erg s−1 Hz−1; the in-band (0.86–
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1.71 GHz) spectral index was -1.1±0.8. A 3 σ upper limit of 120 µJy/beam at the central frequency
of 812 MHz was achieved with the accompanied UHF-band observation.
We confirmed the detection of the source and its steep radio spectra with VLA Director’s Discre-

tionary Time (DDT) multi-band observations performed in 2024 July 23–29 and afterward (Figure 1,
and see Appendix). The position of the source is constrained more accurately at (R.A., Decl.) [J2000]
= (21h27m39.84s, 4◦19′45.598′′) with 1 σ statistical uncertainty of (0.06′′, 0.04′′) from the C-band
deep image. The flux density in L-band (1.5 GHz) had increased from 64±14 µJy at 1.5 GHz mea-
sured on February 9 to 131±10 µJy measured in late July (Figure 2). The peak spectral luminosity
corresponds to L1.5 GHz = 5.8× 1028 erg s−1 Hz−1. Such a ∼100% increase in flux density indicates a
rising radio flare. Together with the accompanied broadband spectral variation and steeper spectra,
we define this radio counterpart as an FRS (see Appendix), in contrast PRSs that show stable spectra
and less variability (Zhang et al. 2023; Yang et al. 2024). In addition to the rise, we also found an
apparent, broadband decline in flux densities of the FRS since late July in the VLA observations
performed on October 3, with the L-band (1.5 GHz) flux detected at 87±19 µJy.
The corresponding e-folding rise and decline time scales are τr = 235± 76 days and τd = 168± 95

days, respectively, implying a compact nature of the source; the corresponding light-crossing radius
for the rise is only ∼0.18δ pc (where δ is the Doppler, see Appendix). The size constraint of the
FRS is smaller than the best constraint (R ∼ 0.35 pc, δ = 1 assumed) of the PRSs (Chatterjee et al.
2017).

4. COMPARISON WITH VARIOUS TYPES OF SLOW RADIO TRANSIENTS

The radio flux density measurements of the FRS are shown in Figure 2. There were no radio
interferometry observations sensitive enough to cover the likely rise until our VLA observations
performed ∼170 days after the MeerKAT observations. The actual peak of the flux density could
have reached before the VLA observations. Therefore, the observed peak flux density measured in
2024 July should be regarded as a lower limit and the rise time scale is likely shorter. Radio flares
have been observed in a wide range of astronomical objects such as supernovae (SNe), gamma-ray
bursts (GRBs), tidal disruption events (TDEs), X-ray binaries (XRBs), active galactic nuclei (AGN),
and blazars. Their peak luminosity and the characteristic e-folding rise or decay timescales can be
used to diagnose source origins (Pietka et al. 2015). The FRS falls in the most luminous end of
the SNe sample and the dimmest end of the low-luminosity AGN (LLAGN) sample (Figure 3 and
Figure 11, see also Appendix). Among the radio SNe observed to date, only SN Ib/c and SN IIn
types can reach the same peak spectral luminosity; but the FRS seems to have characteristic rise
or decay timescales longer than those of SN Ib/c but shorter than those of SN IIn (Eftekhari et al.
2019). We also found that the FRS tends to join the engine-powered SNe among the radio SNe
(Soderberg et al. 2012) (see Figure 4). On the other hand, the FRS has a lower peak luminosity
and a shorter variability timescale as compared to those radio flares in LLAGNs. A radio flare of an
accreting black hole with a lower mass than those of AGN might behave this way. The similarity of
the FRS to engine-powered SNe and low-luminosity AGN suggests that the FRB engine may invoke
both explosive and accretion/jet processes.

5. THE EVOLVING RADIO SPECTRA AND SYNCHROTRON SELF-ABSORPTION

The broadband radio spectrum of the FRS evolved from a power-law with a spectral index -1.1±0.8
in the L-band, with a likely low-frequency cut-off due to the upper limit of the UHF-band in 2024
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February, to a broken power law with a prominent spectral peak in 1–2 GHz in 2024 July, and then
to a flatter power law with a spectral index of -0.43±0.21 measured in early October (Figure 10).
Specifically, the broadband radio spectrum measured by the uGRMT and the VLA observations
in the period between June and August showed a prominent spectral peak at νb=1.56±0.20 GHz
(Figure 2), which is consistent with a synchrotron self-absorption (SSA) spectral break rather than
other mechanisms (see Appendix). The peak flux density obtained at νb from the best-fit model is
145.8±14.5 µJy. Below and above νb, the spectral indices are 0.91±0.27 and -0.73±0.14, respectively.
The SSA spectral break frequency, corresponding to the opacity τ = 1, is at ντ=1 = 1.41± 0.18 GHz
(see Appendix). Since the radio bursts from the engine need to get through the FRS to reach the
observer, those bursts with an emission frequency below ντ=1 could be absorbed and used to heat the
plasma (Yang et al. 2016), as ντ=1 sets the boundary of the optically-thick and optically-thin regimes.
The frequency-dependent burst activities observed by CHIME, FAST, and other telescopes might be
the result of the modulation due to an evolving ντ=1, which causes the high burst rate episodes seen
with CHIME, FAST, and other telescopes at higher frequencies as being not simultaneous.

6. THE EXTREME PROPERTIES OF THE FLARING RADIO SOURCE

The detection of the SSA spectral break indicates the radio-emitting plasma of the FRS is dense
and magnetized. According to the SSA theory, the relation between the radius R and the magnetic
field strength B of the plasma can be constrained with the ντ=1 and the flux density at ντ=1 measured
from its broadband radio spectrum (Condon & Ransom 2016) (see Appendix). The corresponding
B–R relation for the FRS is shown as shaded orange in Figure 5. Assuming equipartition between the
electron energy and the magnetic energy, one can derive another constraint as indicated by green solid
lines. The joint constraints led to the constraint of the magnetic field strength of Beq ∼ 0.054±0.007
G and the size Req ∼ 0.027± 0.004 pc of FRS, respectively. The nondetection of an SSA frequency
down to hundreds of MHz in the PRS of FRB 20121102A constrains its parameter regime in the pink
region (Resmi et al. 2021). One can see that the FRS of FRB 20240114A has a much smaller size
while carrying a stronger magnetic field, suggesting that the FRS may be either of a different physical
origin or at an earlier stage of a PRS. Assuming equipartition, one can also estimate the minimum
energy of the plasma based on the magnetic energy to be ∼ 6.2× 1047 ergs. With a radius of 0.027
pc, the brightness temperature of the plasma during the 2024 July observations was 4.7 × 1011 K,
more than two or three orders of magnitude higher than those ever achieved for any PRSs. This is
close to maximum brightness temperature Tmax ∼ γemec

2/k ∼ (5.9× 1011)γe,2 K of a non-relativistic
nebula with typical electron Lorentz factor γe ∼ 100γe,2 (Zhang 2023).
Estimate of the magnetic field strength along the Line-of-Sight (LoS) may be derived using the

relation B∥ = (1.23×10−6 G)RMsrc

DMsrc
from the RMsrc and DMsrc of the FRB, where the sub-script “src”

stands for the contribution from the “source”, i.e. the immediate environment of the FRB, which is
mainly contributed by the FRS. The measured RM is 338.1 ± 0.1 rad m−2, which corresponds to a
local (redshift-corrected) RM of ∼ (449±23) rad m−2 (Tian et al. 2024b). This value can be regarded
as RMsrc. On the other hand, DMsrc can be constrained using two independent methods. First, the
measured DM is 527.65±0.01 pc cm−3. The DM contribution from the host galaxy can be estimated
as 333+90

−125 pc cm−3 (Tian et al. 2024b), and the corresponding rest-frame value is ∼ 376.3 pc cm−3.
Taking this as the maximum DMsrc, one can derive B∥ > 1.5× 10−6 G. This is more than four orders
of magnitude smaller than Beq. Second, a conservative lower limit of DMsrc can be derived from the
FRS observations. Using the minimum plasma energy derived based on the magnetic equipartition
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condition, the electron density derived from the brightness temperature, and the volume derived from
the source size, one can derive DMsrc ≥ 0.035 pc cm−3. This gives an upper limit of the magnetic
field strength along the LoS, i.e. B∥ ≤ 1.6× 10−2 G, which is more than a factor of 3.4 smaller than
Beq.
If B∥ is close to the upper bound, then one can reach a consistent estimate of B in the nebula

assuming that the magnetic energy is somewhat below equipartition. However, if B∥ is close to the
lower bound, then one runs into the large discrepancy between the two B estimates. The simplest
interpretation is under the assumptions that the plasma is an ion plasma and that both B estimates
are from the same radio-emitting region. In this case, the magnetic field configuration must be
dominated by a component that is perpendicular to the LoS. This is consistent with a Poynting-
flux-dominated outflow moving toward Earth, in which toroidal component of magnetic field (which
falls with radius as Bt ∝ r−1) dominates over the poloidal component (which falls with radius as
Bp ∝ r−2). In the second scenario, the FRS emitter is electron-positron pair dominated, likely
injected from a highly magnetized central engine. The large magnetic field strength in the emission
region does not introduce net RM (Yang et al. 2023). The RMsrc is provided by an ion plasma in
the foreground of the FRB source where magnetic field is much weaker. In either case, the plasma
contributing to the FRS emission is likely associated with fresh injection from a newborn magnetized
engine.

7. EVIDENCE OF A NEWBORN ENGINE AND IMPLICATIONS

The observations of FRB 20240114A and its associated emissions point toward a consistent picture
of a newborn FRB engine. Evidence in support of this conclusion includes: (1) The source was newly
discovered and is extremely active, with the highest burst rate detected by multiple telescopes; (2)
The source was associated with short γ-ray flares detected by the Fermi LAT (Xing et al. 2024);
(3) The associated continuous radio emission shows a flaring behavior with an evolving spectrum, in
contrast to the stable spectrum and luminosity of PRSs associated with other FRBs, but similar to
SNe, especially engine-powered ones; (4) The size of the FRS is much smaller than other PRSs and
the magnetic field much stronger, consistent with a Poynting-flux-dominated outflow from a newborn
engine; (5) The discrepancy between Beq and B∥ may suggest a Poynting-flux-dominated outflow.
The widely discussed engine of FRBs is magnetars, which has been supported by the observations of

the Galactic FRB 20200428D (CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. 2020; Bochenek et al. 2020; Li et al.
2021; Mereghetti et al. 2020). It has been suggested that a new-born magnetar is likely associated
with the birth of a magnetar-powered nebula (Yang et al. 2016; Murase et al. 2016; Metzger et al.
2017; Kashiyama & Murase 2017; Bhattacharya et al. 2024). Our data is generally consistent with
such a physical picture. Assuming an initial period of PNS = 5 ms for a newborn neutron star and
considering B ∝ r−3 and B ∝ r−1 inside and outside the light cylinder, respectively, one can estimate
the magnetic field strength of the pulsar wind at the FRS radius. To match the observations, we
estimate the surface magnetic field strength of the newborn neutron star to be on the order of 1012

G (see Figure 5; also Appendix). This is below the magnetar range, but consistent with the range
required to account for the γ-ray emission (Xing et al. 2024). It is known that newborn neutron stars
can have strong toroidal magnetic fields so that they can still behave as magnetars. So this source can
serve as the engine of the very active FRB 20240114A. Other possible engines of cosmological FRBs
include stellar-mass or even intermediate-mass black holes, whose accretion would power relativistic
jets similar to AGN/blazars of supermassive black holes. For a black hole with a mass MBH, to match
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the observations, we estimate the helix magnetic field at the jet base at 6 rg (rg = GMBH/c
2) is on

the order of 5× 109 G (MBH

M⊙
)
−1

(see Appendix).
Regardless of its identity, this engine is continuously injecting energy to the remnant, as evidenced

by the non-stop emission of FRB bursts over the year-long timescale. This suggests that the evolution
of the FRS should be different from impulsive radio flares associated with SNe or GRBs. More similar
to the radio lobes of radio galaxies, after a long-term evolution and energy injection, the FRS will
likely stabilize and become a PRS. According to this scenario, other more steady PRSs (Chatterjee
et al. 2017; Niu et al. 2022; Bruni et al. 2024a; Ibik et al. 2024) are likely associated with older
FRB engines. Such a speculation is supported by the following fact: In the theoretically-motivated
LPRS − RM correlation plot (Yang et al. 2020, 2022; Bruni et al. 2024a), the FRB 20240114A FRS
is more deviated from the central line and closer to the upper boundary of the range (Figure 13).
We speculate that as time evolves, it will fall back and get closer to the central line, more consistent
with other PRSs if the engine can maintain enough energy injection to the remnant.
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Figure 1. MeerKAT and VLA sky images of the FRS. A. MeerKAT 1.5 GHz image in the 2024 February

observation. B. The VLA deep image in 2024 late July observations. C. The VLA image in the 2024 October

observations. The contours in all images correspond to (1,
√
2, 2, 3, 4, 5) times the 3×rms noises (14, 10 and 19 µJy),

respectively. The lowest values shown in the images correspond to 3×rms noises. The position of the FRB obtained

with EVN (Snelders et al. 2024) is shown as a cyan cross. The synthesized beam is shown as a filled blue ellipse in the

bottom left of all panels. The values in the color bars on the right side are in units of mJy.
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Figure 2. Multi-band radio light curves of all observations and the broad-band radio spectrum taken

in 2024 July. A. Radio flux densities of the FRS as measured by MeerKAT (UHF- and L-bands) and VLA (L-, S-

and C-bands), the flux density measured by uGMRT at a central frequency of 650 MHz (Bhusare et al. 2024a,b), and

the averaged flux density of the FRS obtained from the 1.5 GHz VLA deep image in the late July observations are

shown. The x-axis shows the time elapsed in days since the discovery of FRB 20240114A. The two red dashed lines

show the linear fit to the first four and the last four flux density measurements at 1.5 GHz, respectively, with the slope

of 0.31±0.10 and -0.44±0.31. B. The broad-band radio spectrum of the FRS around 2024 late July. The flux density

at 650 MHz is taken from the uGMRT measurement (Bhusare et al. 2024a,b). We fit the spectrum with a broken

power-law model, which determined the spectral break at 1.56±0.20 GHz.



9

Figure 3. The spectral luminosity for the FRS and several different types of radio transients as a

function of their width (W ) and frequency (ν). The data for GRBs, AGN/Blazars, XRBs, TDEs, and SNe are

from previous samples (Pietka et al. 2015; Caleb et al. 2024). W corresponds to the e-folding time scale in seconds,

and ν corresponds to the frequency in GHz for the flare peak. The two red squares, which overlap, represent the

measurements of the e-folding rise and the e-folding decay time scales of the FRS. The AGN sample nearest to the

FRS is NGC 7213, a low-luminosity active galactic nucleus (LLAGN); The SNe sample nearest to the FRS is SN

1998bw, see also Figure 4.
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Figure 4. Comparison of the radio properties between the FRS and tho radio supernovae. The FRS

and the SNe (Soderberg et al. 2012) are marked as a filled circle (in red) and squares, respectively. The spectral radio

luminosity at the flare peak Lν of the FRS is taken as the measurement at 1.5 GHz in late July, and the tpeak is

calculated as the time interval between the FRB discovery and late July (red solid circle). If the FRS is indeed a

newly born source, the former corresponds to the lower limit of the peak luminosity and the latter corresponds to the

upper limit of the peak time, respectively, and the FRS is consistent with those engine-powered SNe (the GRB-SNe)

under the SN shock model (Chevalier 1998), of which the average velocities of the blast-waves (spectral index α=2.5)

are over-plotted as dashed lines. The closest samples are then SN 2003lw and SN 2009bb. If the FRS had been born

for half a year or more, its peak luminosity would be higher than those SNe Ib/c and SNe II samples with slower

blast-wave velocities, and the closest sample is SN 2003L. The red open circles correspond to the cases in which FRS

was 0.5 years or 3.0 years old when FRB 20240114A was discovered by CHIME.
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Figure 5. Constraints on the magnetic field strength B and the source radius R for the FRS. The

allowed regime by the SSA constraints is shaded in orange. The regime defined by an equipartition (green line) with

the deviations by a factor of 10 and 100 (thin green lines) are also shown. Their intersection corresponds to magnetic

field strength Beq = 0.054 ± 0.007 G and radius Req = 0.027 ± 0.004 pc. The magnetic field along the line-of-sight

estimated for the FRS B∥,FRS (≤ 0.016 G, solid) and for the bursts B∥,Burst (> 1.5 × 10−6 G, dashed) are shown as

blue horizontal lines (see Appendix). The black dashed lines show the corresponding B ∝ R−1 relation outside the

light-cylinder from the neutron star with the corresponding dipole magnetic field, a spin period of 5 ms, and a radius

of 10 km. The solid vertical line with arrows pointing toward smaller radii marks the upper limit on the source radius

(0.18 pc, δ = 1) from light-crossing argument for the flare rise. The radius corresponding to a light month is plotted

as a vertical dashed line in gray, close to Req. The regime for the non-detection of SSA in the PRS of FRB 20121102A

(Resmi et al. 2021) is shaded in magenta.
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APPENDIX

A. RADIO OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

A.1. MeerKAT observations and data reduction

After the discovery of the repeating FRB 20240114A on 2024 January 14, two bursts were detected
and reported at L-band (Tian et al. 2024a) in the MeerKAT DDT (PI: Jun Tian) observations
performed on 2024 February 9. More burst detections have been reported (Tian et al. 2024b) – 44
in the UHF-band and 18 in the L-band over the full observing time. The observations consist of an
L-band observation and an UHF-band observation, both have a total exposure time of ∼1.4 hours
and an on-source time of ∼1 hour. The visibilities of 2 seconds sampling time were saved for both
observations. The L-band data was taken at a central frequency of 1.28 GHz with 4096 channels in
total, reaching a bandwidth of 856 MHz; the UHF-band data was taken at a central frequency of
816 MHz with 4096 channels, reaching a bandwidth of 544 MHz. J1939−6342, the absolute flux and
bandpass calibrator, was observed for about 10 min at the beginning of both observations. In both
observations, J2130+0502 was observed as the phase calibrator for about 10 min after the on-source
time of about 1 hour spent on the field of the target source FRB 20240114A; however, in the UHF-
band observation, there is an additional scan with a 2-min exposure on J2130+0502 before the scan
on the target field. Data reduction (flagging, calibration, imaging) was done using the dedicated,
semi-automatic pipeline oxkat (Heywood 2020). We executed the pipeline step-by-step for both
observations and ceased it after the direction-independent self-calibrations were completed (direction-
dependent self-calibrations were not performed): These firstly involved an initial examining, basic
flagging, and calibration (delay, bandpass and gain) of data through Common Astronomy Software
Application package (hereafter casa; McMullin et al. 2007; CASA Team et al. 2022); Afterwards, a
further flagging process through the package tricolour (Hugo et al. 2022) was performed for the
target field before imaging with wsclean (Offringa et al. 2014); Finally, we direction-independently
self-calibrated the data with the package cubical (Kenyon et al. 2018). We did a further flagging
for the calibrated target data using rflag in casa to edit bad data that still remained. We finally
imaged the data in total intensity (Stokes I) using tclean in casa. We used a Briggs weighting
scheme with a robust parameter of 0.0 to achieve compromise between the side-lobe effects across
the field and sensitivity. Besides, the auto-thresholding algorithm was invoked for the clean. Images
were primary-beam corrected with katbeam1. We made use of the casa task imfit to measure
the flux density of the source for all epochs by fitting a Gaussian component in the image plane.
The local root-mean-square (rms) noise in each observation was obtained from a close-by source-free
region. A summary of the MeerKAT observations is listed in Table 1.

A.2. VLA observations and data reduction

The Karl G. Jansky Very Large Array (VLA) DDT multi-band observations (Project ID: 24A-
488 and 24B-467; PI: Xian Zhang) were performed in late July 2024 and October 3, allowing us
to investigate the temporal and spectral properties, and the compactness and the radio position
of the variable radio continuum counterpart, i.e., the FRS associated with FRB 20240114A. The

1 https://github.com/ludwigschwardt/katbeam

https://github.com/ludwigschwardt/katbeam
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three epochs of observation of the project 24A-488 were carried out within one week (July 23–29),
consisting of one epoch, single L-band observation taken on July 23 and two epochs of multi-band
observation (L-, S-, C-band) taken on July 27 and 29 respectively. The central frequencies of the
three observing bands are 1.5 GHz, 3 GHz, and 5.5 GHz with observing bandwidths of 1 GHz, 2
GHz, and 2 GHz, respectively. Data integration times are all 3 seconds for all observations. The
telescope was in its B configuration during this observing project; Project 24B-467 was executed
once on October 3. We also include this observation in this report. The observing central frequencies
and the corresponding bandwidths are the same as those of the first observation project (24A-488).
The data integration time is 2 seconds and the telescope configuration is BnA. For both projects,
the calibrators are the bandpass and absolute flux calibrator 3C 286 (J1331+305) and the phase
calibrator J2130+0502. Data reduction (i.e., data flagging, calibration) was done using casa. We
performed further flagging on the target field and then subsequently imaged its Stokes I data using
the deconvolution algorithm tclean. To balance sensitivity while suppressing side-lobes effects,
we imaged with a Briggs weighing scheme (robust=0). Images were primary beam corrected with
widebandpbcor. We made use of the casa task imfit to measure source flux densities by fitting
a Gaussian model in the image plane. A summary of the VLA observations is listed in Table 1.

B. RADIO IMAGING ANALYSIS AND SOURCE DETECTIONS

In the MeerKAT L-band observation taken on 2024 February 9, we discovered the FRS at the
position of (R.A., Decl.) [J2000] = (21h27m39.82s, 4◦19′47.106′′) with 1 σ statistical uncertainty
of (0.65′′, 0.89′′), which is spatially coincident with the FRB positions given by MeerKAT burst
localization (Tian et al. 2024a,b) and EVN preliminary burst localization (Snelders et al. 2024)
(Figure 6). The VLA DDT observation campaign (24A-488 and 24B-467) has led to four L-band
epochs, three S-band epochs, and three C-band epochs of observations. We show the deep VLA
sky image of the FRS field at 1.5 GHz corresponding to observations in late 2024 July in Figure 7,
during which the FRS was most significantly detected, with a flux density of 131±10 µJy. The FRS
remained unresolved in all epochs of observations in different observing bands. To better constrain
the size in the image plane and also the radio position of the FRS, we stack observations in C-band
in the uv-plane and then imaged the Stokes I intensity. Fitting a Gaussian model in the image plane
for the FRS emission component, the source is found unresolved with an upper limit of the size
of 1.4′′×0.5′′. The radio source position is constrained to (R.A., Decl.) [J2000] = (21h27m39.84s,
4◦19′45.598′′) with 1 σ statistical uncertainty of (0.06′′, 0.04′′), which is spatially coincident with
the FRB positions given by MeerKAT burst localization (Tian et al. 2024a,b) and EVN preliminary
burst localization (Snelders et al. 2024).

C. RADIO VARIABILITY ANALYSIS AND THE RADIO LIGHT CURVE

In Table 1, Figure 2, and Figure 9, we show the flux density measurements and the corresponding
light curves for the FRS, respectively. In the L-band, the FRS rose in flux density by a factor
of 2 between the MeerKAT observations in February and the VLA observations in late July; then
showed a likely decline in flux density between late July and early October. The three VLA 2024
July observations were performed within a week, confirming the rise with consistent flux detections.
Such a flux rise by 100% has never been seen before in any PRSs, which defines the radio continuum
counterpart as a unique flaring radio source (see below and also Figure 8). However, due to the sparse
coverage of the sensitive radio observations in the early rise (probably less than 6 months), the radio
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flare could have been brighter. With these flux density measurements, we were able to measure the
rise and the decay time scales, bearing in mind that the flare peak was probably missed such that
the rise time scale could be shorter and the decay time scale could be longer. Therefore, an average
of the rise and the decay time scales should be a better indicator of the characteristic variability time
scale of the FRS.
We also characterize the variability of the radio continuum counterpart associated with

FRB 20240114A with two parameters – modulation index (m′
o) and variability significance (χ2),

as detailed in previous investigations of the variability of radio transients/variables (Sarbadhicary
et al. 2021; Andersson et al. 2023; Zhang et al. 2023). We found the FRS did not vary on the shorter,
intra-week time scale in late July, as evidenced by the flux density measurements (within uncer-
tainties). Therefore, we were able to robustly measure the flux density of the FRS in late July by
stacking three VLA observations taken on July 23, 27, and 29. This helped characterize the apparent
rising phase (2024 February to July) and the apparent declining phase (2024 July to October) in
the 1.5 GHz light curve. During the apparent rise between February and late July, the modulation
index and variability significance of the radio source are 48.6±14.4% and 15.2 at 1.5 GHz, suggesting
that the source increased in flux density significantly. Similarly, during the apparent decline phase
between late July and October, the modulation index and variability significance of the radio source
are 28.5±15.7% and 4.2 at 1.5 GHz. In the following, we demonstrate that the variability seen at 1.5
GHz is intrinsic to the FRS, rather than potential systematic effects due to inappropriate calibration
or scintillation.

C.1. Flux measurements across telescopes and observations

We first excluded the possibility that the variability detected from the FRS at 1.5 GHz was due
to calibration effects, by investigating the variability properties of sources in the same field-of-view.
We investigated the variability of the field sources at 1.5 GHz in the period from 2024 February to
late July. We ran the pybdsf2 package to extract radio sources from the MeerKAT image and VLA
deep images obtained with observations in 2024 February and late July. These radio point sources
were identified with the following criteria:

• The peak intensity (Jy/beam) should be 0.9 times higher than its integrated flux (Jy) for the
1.5 GHz image, intended to select point sources.

• The S/N (peak intensity / local rms noise) should be greater than 5, intended to select sources
with high significance.

• The peak intensity is higher than that of the FRS in late July, intended to select brighter
sources.

In total, we detected 397 sources in the MeerKAT image and 58 sources in the VLA deep image.
These extracted sources were also visually checked to make sure that they correspond tp point-like
sources. We then cross-matched the detected point sources between the MeerKAT and VLA images.
We cross-matched 17 nearby point-like sources within 10 arcmin of the phase center – the position
of the FRS in the VLA deep image. Out of these sources, only 1 of them varied with a reduced χ2 as
large as 5, but still less varied than the FRS, suggesting no variability can be produced by unknown

2 https://www.astron.nl/citt/pybdsf/index.html

https://www.astron.nl/citt/pybdsf/index.html
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systematic calibration effects between the two epochs and robust detection of the intrinsic variability
of the FRS from February to late July.
We determined that the VLA flux density measured in July is A = 2.05±0.47 times the MeerKAT

flux density for the FRS (Figure 8), yielding an e-folding rise time of τr = 235±76 days (the time
for the radio flux density to increase by a factor of A was 168.33 days). Based on light-crossing time
argument, the e-folding rise time scale τr gives the upper limit on the radius as R ≤ cτrδ(1 + z)−1

(where δ is the Doppler factor and z the redshift 0.13), only ∼ 0.18δ pc, significantly smaller than
the best constraint R ≤ 0.35 pc obtained for the PRS of FRB 20121102A with Very Long Baseline
Interferometry (Chatterjee et al. 2017).
Similarly, we also compared the measured flux density of the field sources between VLA observations

taken in October and July. We cross-matched 15 point-like sources within 10 arcmin of the position
of the FRS. Only 2 of the cross-matched sources varied with reduced χ2 larger than 5. The FRS
was moderately varied during this period. The VLA flux density measured in July is A = 1.51±0.35
times that measured in October for the FRS, therefore we determined the e-folding decay time as τd
= 168±95 days (the time for the radio flux density to decrease by a factor of A is 68.67 days). Both
τr and τd are used in the plot of Figures 3 and 11.

C.2. Investigation of possible contribution from scintillation

Compact radio sources are known to show flux variation due to scintillation, particularly as a
consequence of the small-scale inhomogeneities in the ionized component of the interstellar medium
(ISM). In the following paragraph, we discuss the predicted scintillation properties of the FRS as
inferred with our measurements of the variability significance and flux variation coefficient based on
the formalism listed in (Walker 1998), similar to previous studies (Zhang et al. 2023).
Using the description of Narayan (1992), the scintillation properties have been parameterized in

Walker (1998) as “scattering strength”: ξ = (ν0/ν)
17/10, ν is the observing frequency and ν0 is the

transitional frequency which we estimate as ν0 = 10.8 GHz based on pyne20013, a python wrap-
per around the original FORTRAN implementation of the NE2001 Galactic free electron density
model (Cordes & Lazio 2002, 2003). ξ = 1 corresponds to the critical value at which the ISM in-
homogeneities introduce a substantial phase change (about half a radian) across the first Fresnel
zone, which is a characteristic property of the scintillation screen and has the angular radius of
θF =

√
c/2πνD (Narayan 1992), in which D is the angular distance to the source. The observing

frequency at which there was significant variability and flux density increase from 2024 February to
July during the campaign came from 1.5 GHz. The type of scintillation we discuss here belongs to
the refractive scintillation – slow and broadband in the strong regime (ξ ≫ 1, ν0 > ν), in which
the wavefront is highly corrugated on scales smaller than the first Fresnel zone. In the context of
refractive scintillation, the modulation index is mp = ξ−1/3 = (ν/ν0)

17/30, the angular radius of the
scattering disk at frequency ν is θr = θFξ = θF,ν0(ν0/ν)

11/5 and the refractive time scale for a compact
source with size smaller than the angular size of the scattering disk is tr ∼ 2(ν0/ν)

11/5.
The radio flare (for both rise and decline) seen at 1.5 GHz is not caused by scintillation from a

Galactic scattering disk, since: (1) the observed modulation index at 1.5 GHz is around 50%, which
is not consistent with that expected from scintillation, as listed in Table 2; and (2) the expected
variation time scale for the compact radio source is 6.4 days if it’s scintillated at 1.5 GHz, much less

3 https://pypi.org/project/pyne2001/

https://pypi.org/project/pyne2001/
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than the time scale of the rise or the decline of the radio flare. In addition, the source did not show
significant flux density variation on the time scale during the VLA observations between July 23 and
29. Therefore, we conclude that the radio variability of the FRS we detected is intrinsic. It is worth
noting that the following spectral analysis independently supports the radio variability as intrinsic
to the FRS.

D. RADIO SPECTRAL ANALYSIS AND THE SPECTRAL BREAK

We investigated the radio spectra and the spectral evolution of the FRS for the radio observations
taken in February, July, and October (as shown in Figure 10). We fitted a power-law model to the
multi-band data in the form of (Fν ∝ να, where Fν is the observed flux density at the frequency ν,
α is the spectral index). The MeerKAT observation in L-band can be split into two sub-bands (each
with a bandwidth of 428 MHz) centered at 1.07 GHz and 1.5 GHz, respectively. The two sub-bands
were imaged and the flux densities of 92±17µJy at 1.07 GHz and 64±14 µJy and 1.5 GHz were
measured, yielding an in-band spectrum index of -1.1±0.8, consistent with an optically-thin radio
emission beyond ∼1 GHz. We did not detect the FRS with a 3 σ upper limit of 120 µJy/beam
at 812 MHz (in UHF-band), which might imply that there was a spectral break below ∼1 GHz.
However, the measured flux densities in sub-bands are consistent with measurement errors and the
bandwidth coverage was sparse (<1 GHz), so we could not determine the exact type of the spectrum
and the frequency below which the radio spectrum turned over. We observed the FRS for three
epochs with VLA in 2024 late July. With these observations, neither did we find any significant
flux density variations in the three observing bands, nor spectrum variations of high significance
– the measured spectral indices are 0.97±0.68 (L-band in-band spectrum index), -0.49±0.17 and
-0.42±0.16 for observations taken on July 23, 27 and 29. Concatenating all visibility data in each
band, we obtained deep images for individual bands in late July, resulting in an averaged spectrum
index of -0.6±0.1. Splitting the L-band data into two sub-bands with frequencies centered at 1.26
GHz and 1.78 GHz, and then imaging both, respectively, we identified a potential spectral break
which peaked between 1.26 GHz and 1.78 GHz. Taking into account the flux density measured with
uGMRT at lower frequencies (the midpoint of the observations is July 18), we found a prominent
spectral peak, which will be modeled and discussed in the following section. On October 3, the
FRS was observed with VLA and the broad-band (1–6.5 GHz) spectrum can be described with a
power-law model with an index of -0.43±0.21, indicating the possibility that the spectral break was
progressively evolving towards even lower frequencies (≲1GHz).

E. RADIO SPECTRAL MODELING AND PHYSICAL CONSIDERATIONS

Our VLA DDT observations in 2024 late July (within a week) have shown that the radio source was
consistent with a stable spectrum on the intra-week time scale. The 4 epoch uGRMT observations
between 2024 June 14 and August 22 yielded a detection with a flux density of 65.6±8.1 µJy at 650
MHz (Bhusare et al. 2024a,b), corresponding to a detection of the source at the mid-time of 2024
July 18 (MJD 60509), close to the mid-time of our VLA observations in July. Therefore, we were
able to model the observed spectrum of the FRS with the flux density measurements obtained from
the uGMRT detection and our VLA multi-band detections.
The piecewise function – the two power-law functions used to describe the broadband spectrum,

takes the form of:
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Fν =

aναlow if ν < νb

bναhigh if ν ≥ νb
(E1)

where αlow and αhigh represent the power-law spectral indices; a and b are normalizations; ν is the
central frequency and νb is the fitted break frequency. The spectral break frequency is constrained
to νb=1.56±0.20 GHz, at which the model flux density is 145.8±14.5 µJy. Since the spectrum in the
high-frequency range is well measured, a potential variation of the low-frequency flux density does
not cause a significant change in the measurement of the spectral break and the corresponding flux
density. For example, if we reduce the uGMRT flux density by half and perform the same spectral
fit, we get the break frequency at 1.44±0.11 GHz and a flux density of 154.9±14.8 µJy, consistent
with the above values. So the determinations of the spectral break and peak flux density are robust.
In the source rest frame, the spectral break is ν ′

b = νb(1 + z) = 1.76 ± 0.23 GHz (z = 0.13).
In addition, the spectral indices below and beyond the spectral break frequency νb are obtained as
−0.91 ± 0.27 and 0.73 ± 0.14, respectively. The modeled spectral indices, spectral break frequency,
and corresponding flux density are also shown in Figure 2 and Figure 10.
We can exclude the possibility that the spectral break (at which the opacity is under τ = 1

condition) in the broadband spectrum was due to free-free absorption (FFA). The flux density at
ντ=1 (i.e., ν ′

b) for FFA can be expressed as:

Fν =
2kTBν

2
τ=1

c2
πR2

D2
(E2)

where k is the Boltzmann’s constant, πR2/D2 represents the solid angle subtended by the emission
region with a size radius of R at a luminosity distance of D. Rearranging equation E2 we have
TB = Fνc

2D2/2kπν2
τ=1R

2 = 1.04× 107 (Fν/µJy)(DGpc/Gpc)2(Rpc/pc)
−2(ντ=1/GHz)−2 K. Substitut-

ing Fν = Fντ=1 , ν = ντ=1, R = 0.18 pc and the luminosity distance D = 610 Mpc for the FRS into
the equation above, we obtained a brightness temperature of ∼ 5.6 × 109 K. This temperature is
much greater than the physical temperature of the gas (typically ∼ 104 K), which means that the
break is not caused by the free-free absorption process.
Another argument against FFA is that the spectral break likely varied with time, from a frequency

below 1 GHz to above 1 GHz between 2024 February and late July, and from a high frequency above
1 GHz to below 1 GHz from July to October (Figure 10). A more natural explanation is that the
break frequency is related to synchrotron self-absorption (SSA) in an evolving synchrotron nebula.
In the SSA spectral model, the frequency at which the optical depth of the plasma is 1 (τ=1),

ντ=1, is lower than the observed peak frequency. The redshift of FRB 20240114A is 0.13, thus we get
the spectral break at ν ′

b = νb(1 + z) = 1.76 ± 0.23 GHz in the source rest frame. For a power-law
electron distribution with an index p (1 − 2αhigh = 2.46), we found ντ=1 = 0.8 ν ′

b = 1.41 ± 0.18
GHz (Pacholczyk 1970), while the flux density at ντ=1 is derived as Fντ=1 = Fνb(ντ=1/ν

′
b)

−0.73±0.14 =
171.2± 29.2 µJy. The rest frame SSA frequency and the corresponding flux are used in the following
constraints on the plasma of the FRS.
Similarly, we found ντ=1 = 0.32 ν ′

b for FRB 20121102A, and applied it to the investigation of the
upper limit put forward by the SSA break frequency down to 400 MHz (Resmi et al. 2021). The
comparison between the regimes allowed by the SSA constraints for the two FRBs, as detailed in the
next section, is shown in Figure 5.
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F. THE SIZE, MAGNETIC FIELD, AND MINIMUM ENERGY

F.1. The synchrotron self-absorption constraints

We first derive the dependence of the physical size of the plasma on the magnetic field strength
assuming the photons are self-absorbed below the frequency at which τ = 1, at ντ=1 the observed
flux follows the form of equation E2. At a sufficiently low frequency, the brightness temperature TB

of any synchrotron source will approach the effective electron temperature Te, see Condon & Ransom
(2016) for details. Equating the expressions for Te (as shown in Resmi et al. 2021) and Equation E2,
the observed flux density as a function of the magnetic field strength B (Resmi et al. 2021) is:

Fν = 2.8× 10−4µJy
( ντ=1

MHz

)5/2
(
Rpc

pc

)2 (
DGpc

Gpc

)−2 (
B

Gauss

)−1/2

(F3)

where ντ=1 = 1.41± 0.18 GHz and the modeled flux density is 171.2±29.2 µJy in our case.
Under the equipartition assumption (Condon & Ransom 2016), for a source with integrated radio

luminosity of L=
∫ νmax

νmin
4πD2Fνdν = 4πD2Fνmaxν

−α
max[(ν

α+1
max − να+1

min )/(α + 1)], which is ∼ 2.4× 1038 erg
s−1 over the entire frequency range, the corresponding magnetic field strength is (Condon & Ransom
2016):

Bmin = [6σeq(1 + η)c12L]
2/7R−6/7 (F4)

where σeq = ϵB/ϵe = 3/4 is the ratio of magnetic field energy density to electron energy density
and marks the condition of equipartition, η is the ratio between the energy of ion and electron and
generally we have η ∼1 since ion synchrotron emission is negligible, R is the source radius, c12 is
∼ 1.86 × 107, calculated with the spectral index and the highest and lowest frequencies observed.
Combining Equation F4 and the B vs. R relation obtained from the expression for the self-absorption
break, one can derive:

Rpc

pc
=

[
3.05× 104

(
Fν

µJy

)2 ( ντ=1

MHz

)−5
(
DGpc

Gpc

)4
]7/34

(F5)

We obtain the FRS radius Req = 0.027 ± 0.004 pc and the magnetic field strength of Beq =
0.054± 0.007 Gauss. The corresponding brightness temperature is TB ∼ 4.7× 1011 K. The minimum
total energy of the FRS plasma is written as:

Emin = c13L
4/7R9/7 (F6)

where c13 = 0.921 × (c12)
4/7 ∼ 1.31 × 104. The minimum total energy of the FRS is therefore

Emin = 6.2 × 1047 ergs. At the current spectral luminosity level, it would take ∼ 300 years for the
source to emit the total amount of energy; so the existing energy reservoir of the FRS suggests that
the radio counterpart will remain for a long time.
Together with the brightness temperature TB = 4.7 × 1011 K of the FRS, we can give the lower

limit of the electron density ne assuming the FRB engine is at the center of the FRS as ne ≥
Emin

3kTe V
= Emin

3kTB V
, where V is the volume of the FRS as V = 4

3
πR3. This gives ne ≥ 1.31 cm−3 and

DMsrc ≥ 0.035 pc cm−3. If the FRB engine is behind the FRS, then the lower limit of DM should
be doubled. The reported RM from the bursts is 338.1± 0.1 rad m−2, which corresponds to a local
(redshift-corrected) RM of ∼ (449 ± 23) rad m−2 (Tian et al. 2024b). Since the RM contributions
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from the Milky Way galaxy, the intergalactic medium, and probably the FRB host galaxy are small,
this value can be regarded as RMsrc. Using the relation B∥ = 1.23× 10−6 RMsrc

DMsrc
Gauss, we derived the

upper limit of the LoS magnetic field strength B∥ < 1.6 × 10−2 Gauss. This upper limit is smaller
than Beq by a factor of 3.4.
One can derive another independent lower limit of B∥ using the burst properties. The measured

DM is 527.65 ± 0.01 pc cm−3, and the DM contribution from the host galaxy can be estimated
as 333+90

−125 pc cm−3 (Tian et al. 2024b). If we take this value with redshift correction (DMsrc =
376.3 pc cm−3) as the upper limit of DMsr, we estimate B∥,Burst > 1.5× 10−6 G.
We therefore conclude that the B∥ should be in the range of 1.5 × 10−6G < B∥ < 1.6 × 10−2 G,

smaller than than Beq. If B∥ is close to the upper limit, then a consistent B may be derived if B in
the nebula is somewhat below equipartition. For more moderate B∥ values, one has to conclude that
B∥ ≪ Beq, which may point toward a Poynting-flux-dominated flow.

F.2. Physical considerations of the central engine

The constraints on the magnetic field strength and configuration, as well as the very compact nature
of the FRS, reveal the central engine of FRB 20240114A should be magnetized. The magnetic field
configuration with Beq > B∥ is consistent with predictions of termination shocks of pulsar wind (Ng
& Romani 2004; Porth et al. 2014) or relativistic jets with a helix magnetic field (Begelman et al.
1984).
The leading FRB engine invokes highly magnetized neutron stars. For a neutron star with a surface

magnetic field BNS, a spin period of 5 ms, and a radius of 10 km, we can estimate the relation between
the magnetic field vs. the distance of R away from the neutron star. Inside the light cylinder, the
magnetic field strength scales with the radius as B ∝ R−3; outside the light cylinder, the magnetic
field strength scales with the radius as B ∝ R−1. In the case of a helix magnetic field of a black hole
jet, the same B ∝ R−1 relation applies to all radii. So with the measurements of the magnetic field
at a substantial distance from the central engine, such as the magnetic field Beq at the radius Req,
one can infer the surface magnetic field strength for a NS engine, and the magnetic field strength at
the jey base for a BH engine.
For a neutron star with a surface magnetic field BS, a spin period of P , and a radius of RNS, we

have the light cylinder radius as

RLC =
cP

2π
≈ 2.4× 102 km (

P

5 ms
) (F7)

and the magnetic field strength at the light cylinder

BLC = BS

(
RLC

RNS

)−3

≈ 7.4× 107 G

(
BS

1012 G

)(
P

5 ms

)−3(
RNS

10 km

)3

(F8)

Outside the light cylinder, we have the BR vs. R relation as

BR = BLC

(
R

RLC

)−1

≈ 5.7× 10−2 G

(
BS

1012 G

)(
P

5 ms

)−2(
RNS

10 km

)3(
R

0.01 pc

)−1

(F9)

We found the FRS with a magnetic field strength Beq = 0.054 G at the radius R = 0.027 pc
corresponds to a magnetic neutron star engine with the surface magnetic field strength of BNS =
2.56× 1012 G for the neutron star with a spin period of 5 ms and a radius of 10 km.
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Using these numbers, we can obtain a general relation between the magnetic field strength and the
radius that follows the relation B ∝ R−1, corresponding to the derived Beq and Req

BR ≈ 0.15 G

(
R

0.01 pc

)−1

(F10)

Assume the upstream magnetic field strength B ∝ R−1 for a black hole mass of MBH, we obtain
the magnetic field at the jet base at 6 rg as

BR ≈ 5.08× 109 G

(
R

6 rg

)−1 (
MBH

1 M⊙

)−1

. (F11)

A steeper dependence of the magnetic field strength at the jet base on radius would require an even
larger magnetic field at smaller radii.
Therefore, to produce the magnetic field strength Beq at the radius Req from the central engine,

as determined and constrained in the FRS, a highly magnetized central engine is required for both
neutron star and black hole scenarios.

G. THE FLARING RADIO SOURCE AS A SLOW RADIO TRANSIENT

Different types of slow radio transients, such as those associated with GRBs, SNe, TDEs, magnetar
flares, AGN/Blazars, and XRBs, occupy different regimes in the parameter space of the flare peak
luminosity, the e-folding rise or decay time scale, and the corresponding frequency of the flux peak
(Pietka et al. 2015; Caleb et al. 2024). The location of the radio flare observed in the FRS can
potentially reveal the origin of the FRB by associations with known source types.
The sensitive radio observations likely missed the actual luminosity peak of the radio flare. The

flare peak probably occurred between the MeerKAT observation in 2024 February and the VLA
observations in 2024 late July, as indicated by an apparent steeper decay from the linear fit to
the light curve (Figure 2). We were able to measure the e-folding rise and decline time scales as
τr = 235± 76 days and τd = 168± 95 days, respectively, with the corresponding observed peak flux
density as 131±10 µJy at 1.5 GHz. As shown in Figure 3 and Figure 11, the FRS is located nearest
to the radio SNe sample and the LLAGN sample. Specifically, the FRS has a spectral luminosity
comparable to those of the brightest radio SNe but with an e-folding time scale longer than those
SNe Ia/b but shorter than the SNe IIn such as SN 1988z. The nearest LLAGN sample corresponds
to the measurements of radio flares in NGC 7213.
With the detection of the SSA in the FRS, we can compare the FRS with those SNe as well as

the model for radio SNe (with the spectral index of 2.5) (Chevalier 1998; Soderberg et al. 2012).
This is shown in Figure 4. If the FRB corresponds to a newborn source, its radio flare behavior is
mostly close to the engine-powered SNe; if the FRB corresponds to an FRB of half years to three
years old when it was discovered, its radio flare should have a luminosity substantially higher than
those SN Ia/b; our study does not support potential link of the radio flare of the FRS to those of
Super-Luminous SNe (SLSNe). The similarity to engine-powered SNe and accretion-powered LLAGN
strongly suggests that the central engine activities should have played a significant role in generating
the FRS flare.
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H. THE LINK TO THE PRSS ASSOCIATED WITH FRBS

In addition to the radio flare which shows the distinction from those PRSs, all the radio spectra
of the FRS in the high-frequency range (>1 GHz) were consistent with a steep spectrum, with the
power-law indices measured as -1.1±0.8, -0.73±0.14, and -0.43±0.21, respectively, in 2024 February,
July, and October. On the other hand, non-detections as well as the detection at the low-frequency
end(<1 GHz) (Kumar et al. 2024a; Panda et al. 2024; Kumar et al. 2024b; Bhusare et al. 2024a,b)
implies a turn-over at the lower frequencies (Figure 10), indicating an evolving break frequency due
to SSA during the flare. Such an SSA spectral break has never been detected in any of those PRSs
or candidates before. Based on the relation between the radio flux density, source size, and magnetic
field in the SSA calculation shown above, the rise in the radio flux density between 2024 February
and July likely corresponded to an increase in both the magnetic field strength and the size with
an increasing SSA frequency, while the decline in the radio flux density between 2024 July and
October likely corresponded to a decrease of the magnetic field or an increase of the source size with
a decreasing SSA frequency. The optically thin part of the radio spectra are all steeper than those
of compact PRSs (Zhang et al. 2023). We are not able to determine if a cooling break existed due to
the sensitivity limit.
The similarity of the radio flare to those seen in SNe and LLAGNs and the likely evolving SSA

spectra indicate central engine activities. FRB 20240114A has also shown very long active episode
of very high burst rate (Zhang et al. 2024) and coincident gamma-ray flares (Xing et al. 2024), which
has never been seen in other FRBs. All these properties imply that FRB 20240114A is much younger
than those FRBs found associated with a PRS previously. On the other hand, it has been predicted
that there should be a positive correlation between the PRS luminosity and the RM in the nebular
model of the PRS (Yang et al. 2020, 2022; Bruni et al. 2024a). But even for a nebula of a radius of
a few pc, it would need years or longer to form, as the expansion velocity is at most a fraction of the
light speed. Therefore, any deviation from the nebular model prediction would be an indicator of the
central engine activity instead, which might be used to diagnose newborn FRBs. In the FRS case, it
indeed showed a luminosity excess beyond the nebular model as compared with other sources (Figure
13). We found that there is a correlation between the deviation in the spectral luminosity from the
nebular model prediction of the spectral luminosity with the parameter pn = ζeγc

2(R/0.01 pc)2 being
100 and the elapsed time defined as the time interval since the discovery of the corresponding FRB,
for the FRS, the PRSs and candidates (Figure 14). The elapsed time of each FRB is the proximity
of the lower limit of the age of an FRB. It could be a fraction of the actual age for sources like
FRB 20121102A since there had been no sensitive monitoring before CHIME operated. In the case
of FRB 20240114A, since it was discovered by a wide field-of-view instrument CHIME with only
4-minutes daily time window, the actual birth time of the FRB engine is very likely at least weeks
or months before the first CHIME detection, as the time separation between the first and the second
burst is about a week. To account for the inaccuracy in the elapsed time as the proxy of the age for
FRB 20240114A (see also Figure 2), we added a universal shift of 0.5 years to all sources in Figure 14.
We found a change in the universal shift within a few years will not change the result significantly.
The correlation we found indicates that the spectral luminosity ratio between that in the nebular
model of pn = 100 and the observed spectral luminosity can be an empirical indicator of the age
of the corresponding FRB, probably because the younger the FRB, the more injection of energy by
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the central engine, which contribute to extra spectral luminosity due to extra shock or outflow other
than that of the nebulae in the FRSs.
The total energy of the FRS is larger than the minimum energy Emin = 6.2× 1047 ergs constrained

from equipartition. It suggests that the radio source can remain at the current flux density level for
hundreds of years, although the SSA and potential synchrotron cooling would modulate its exact
manifestations as a radio source. As the central engine gets less energetic, we speculate that the
energy injection and activity will be reduced, and then the source will likely behave and show as a
PRS.

I. CONSTRAINTS FROM MULTI-WAVELENGTH OBSERVATIONS

In addition to the detection of the gamma-ray flares coincident with the activation of
FRB 20240114A (Xing et al. 2024), which is suggestive of central engine activities of a newborn
source, we also searched for potential multi-wavelength counterparts, as the FRS independently
showed similarity to SNe and LLAGNs in the peak luminosity vs. variability time scale plane (Fig-
ures 3, 4 and 11). No X-ray nor optical counterpart of FRB 20240114A have been found in previous
efforts with Swift (Verrecchia et al. 2024); our VLA observations also triggered VLA/Realfast and
subsequent Swift follow-ups with high time-resolution observations. We made use of the Swift data
in the period between MJD 60437 and 60522 to put a further constraint on the multi-wavelength,
persistent counterpart of the FRS, some of which were performed simultaneously with the VLA
observations in 2024 July. We did not achieve any significant detections of X-ray, UV and optical
counterparts. We then stacked the six Swift/XRT observations available in the Photon Counting
(PC) mode and obtained a 3 σ upper limit of 1.43× 10−3c/s. By assuming a power-law X-ray spec-
trum with photon index 2, the 3 σ flux upper limit in the 0.5–10 keV band is 4.78× 10−14 erg s−1 cm
−2 for a Galactic HI column density nH = 4.98×1020 cm2, which corresponds to an X-ray luminosity
2.13× 1042 erg s−1 at a distance of ∼ 610 Mpc. There are five Swift/UVOT observations performed
in the U filter and 12 observations in the UVM2 filter. The total exposure times are 2528 and 9299
seconds, respectively. We stacked the images in each filter and obtained the 3 σ upper limit 22.60
and 23.89 in AB mag, which corresponds to the luminosity as 1.28× 1042 erg s−1 in the U band and
6.11× 1041 erg s−1 in the UVM2 band. The Swift observations set the upper limit on the X-ray and
optical/UV luminosity from a potential LLAGN or an intermediate-mass or stellar-mass black hole
when the FRS occurred and FRB 20240114A has been active since early 2024.
The host galaxy of FRB 20240114A is identified as SDSS J212739.84+041945.8 (Tian et al. 2024b,a;

Bhardwaj et al. 2024). We found evidence of activity in the host in the recent past, about half a
year before FRB 20240114A was active. We searched the ZTF archive by using a Python package
ztfquery (Rigault 2018) and obtained the light curve in the period of 2019–2023 (Figure 12). The
observation coverage at the r band is the best. It appears that the galaxy remains quiescent before
2021 at a brightness level ∼ 21.66 mag at the r band. There was an outburst or flare during the
period 2022-2023, during which the brightness at the r band roughly increased by 1.4 Mag in a period
of ∼ 400 days. The peak luminosity of the outburst at the r band is roughly 7×1042 erg s−1, which
is lower than that of SLSNe (> 1043 erg s−1) (Gal-Yam 2012). The total energy from integrating the
outburst is roughly 3×1050 ergs, which is also smaller than that of a typical SLSN (1051 ergs) but
significantly larger than those of X-ray binary outbursts. The rising timescale of the flare was not
well-constrained, probably longer than that seen in a typical SLSN (≲ 50 days). We can not rule out
the possibility that a potential normal SN had occurred in the host in the period about half a year
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to three years before the activation of FRB 20240114A in early 2024, but the possibility of a SLSN
can be ruled out based on the luminosity limit. If the FRB engine was half years to three years old
(due to a past SN) when FRB 20240114A was discovered, since the FRS is significantly brighter in
radio than the SNe sample as seen in Figure 4, the central engine should have been active. Sensitive
optical/Infrared observations can put more stringent constraints.
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Figure 6. MeerKAT sky image of FRB 20240114A and the FRS seen at 1.28 GHz. Image of the field of

FRB 20240114A and the FRS at 1.28 GHz observed with MeerKAT in 2024 February. The position of the brightest

burst detected by MeerKAT (Tian et al. 2024b) is shown with the red circle. The position of the FRB obtained with

EVN (Snelders et al. 2024) is shown with the yellow circle. The lowest value shown in the image is 3×rms noise.
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Figure 7. VLA deep sky image of FRB 20240114A and the FRS seen at 1.5 GHz. The deep image of the

field of FRB 20240114A and the FRS at 1.5 GHz obtained with the VLA in 2024 July. The position of the brightest

burst detected by MeerKAT (Tian et al. 2024b) is shown with the red circle. The position of the FRB obtained with

EVN (Snelders et al. 2024) is shown with the yellow circle. The lowest value shown in the image is 3×rms noise.
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Figure 8. Flux densities of the cross-matched point sources between observations. A. Flux densities of the

cross-matched 17 point-like sources and the FRS measured with the VLA observations taken in late July versus those

measured in the MeerKAT observations taken in February, respectively. The dashed line represents the relation of a

slope of 1, indicating cases when the flux density measured with MeerKAT in February is equal to that measured with

the VLA in July for the same source. The regime shaded in gray represents the 1σ range of the slope corresponding

to the rise in flux density. The slope for the FRS was used to estimate the e-folding rise time. B. Flux densities of the

cross-matched 15 point-like sources and the FRS measured with the VLA observations taken in October versus those

taken in July, respectively. The scheme is similar to A.
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Figure 9. The 1.5 GHz light curve measured with MeerKAT and VLA observations. Logarithmic

model fit to the rise (four measurements) and the possible decay (four measurements) is over-plotted. A logarithmic

rise would indicate a rise started much later than that of a linear rise shown in Figure 2. The possible decay, if true,

would still need at least a few years or more.
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Figure 10. The broadband radio spectra and the corresponding spectral model fits. The spectral

measurements are obtained from the MeerKAT observation in February (yellow) and the VLA observations in July

(red) and October (blue) as well as the measurement made with the uGMRT observations taken from late June to

late August 2024 (at 650 MHz). The model fits are over-plotted to cover the entire frequency boundaries of the

measurements. The evolution of the spectra is consistent with an increase and a decrease in the spectral break

frequency during the rise and the decay of the radio flare, respectively. The evolution of the spectral break frequency

under the SSA interpretation implies the plasma of the FRS evolved dynamically, having a varying frequency threshold

ντ=1 which separates the optically thick and the optically thin regimes.
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Figure 11. The relation between the radio luminosity and the rest-frame e-folding time scale for

several different types of radio transients. The data for SNe, GRBs, XRBs, TDE, AGN/Blazars are from

previous samples (Pietka et al. 2015; Caleb et al. 2024). The two overlapping red squares represent the measurements

of the e-folding times of the radio flare of the FRS. The SN sample to the right of FRB 20240114A is SN 1988Z, an

SN IIn. The AGN samples nearest to the FRS are from the LLAGN NGC 7213.
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Figure 12. The ZTF light curve of SDSS J212739.84+041945.8. The host dwarf galaxy had an opti-

cal/infrared flare during the period between 2021 and 2023. Since the second half of 2023, the dwarf galaxy returned

to the normal, quiescent magnitude (green dotted line), about half a year before FRB 20240114A was discovered by

CHIME (the vertical red dashed line).
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Figure 13. The spectral luminosity and the rotation measure for the FRS and the PRSs. Spectral

luminosity measurements with observations in 2024 February, July, and October for the FRS are shown as three

overlapping red squares. The measurements of the PRSs are shown as open black squares. The actual peak of the

radio flare was likely missed during the period between early February and late July, thus the FRS could have reached

a larger spectral luminosity. The FRS had an observed peak luminosity going beyond the predicted spectral luminosity

range corresponding to the parameter pn = ζeγc
2(R/0.01 pc)2 in the range [0.1,10] (dashed lines), which is defined

by those PRSs and candidates (Bruni et al. 2024a; Ibik et al. 2024). The black and red solid lines correspond to the

relations of pn = 1 and 100, respectively.
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Figure 14. A likely age indicator of the FRBs with a radio continuum counterpart. The spectral

luminosity ratio between that corresponding to the nebular model of pn = 100 (red line in Figure 13) and the observed

value is correlated with the elapsed time of an FRB since its discovery for the FRS and the PRSs and candidates. The

FRS and two most compact (< 10 pc) PRSs are marked as solid right-facing arrows. An additional shift of 0.5 years

to later time is applied to the elapsed time for all the sources, to potentially account for that FRB 20240114A was half

a year old when it was discovered. The nebular model parameter pn = ζeγc
2(R/0.01 pc)2 (Bruni et al. 2024a). The

best-fit relations corresponding to (1) the FRS and the two compact PRSs (solid line) and (2) all sources (dashed line)

are shown. The positive correlation indicates the spectral luminosity ratio (vertical axis) for an FRB can serve as an

empirical indicator of the FRB age, at least for younger FRBs, since it probably indicates central engine activities.
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Date MJD Telescope Frequency Beam size Beam position angle Flux density

(GHz) (′′,′′) (◦) (µJy)

2024 Feb 09 60349 MeerKAT 0.8 26.15×12.31 50.98 <120

2024 Feb 09 60349 MeerKAT 1.5 8.63×6.24 11.34 64±14

2024 July 23 60514 VLA 1.5 3.51×3.18 -28.06 123±15

2024 July 27 60518 VLA 1.5 4.24×3.21 54.00 101±17

2024 July 27 60518 VLA 3 1.96×1.73 76.79 91±10

2024 July 27 60518 VLA 5.5 1.30×1.03 88.84 53±9

2024 July 29 60520 VLA 1.5 4.22×3.26 58.18 124±16

2024 July 29 60520 VLA 3 2.28×1.80 62.56 70±11

2024 July 29 60520 VLA 5.5 1.43×1.04 85.78 74±10

2024 Oct 03 60586 VLA 1.5 5.02×1.22 -72.83 87±19

2024 Oct 03 60586 VLA 3 2.78×0.58 -69.21 72±12

2024 Oct 03 60586 VLA 5.5 1.87×0.34 -66.48 50±9

Table 1. Summary of the MeerKAT and the VLA observations and measurements in 2024. The

frequency refers to the central frequency of the observing band, except that the central frequency in the MeerKAT

L-band refers to the high sub-band central frequency.

Phase mp tr θr m′
o χ2 (dof)

(Day) (µas)

Rise ∼ 32.7% ∼ 6.4 ∼ 190 48.6±14.4% 15.2 (1)

Decline ∼ 32.7% ∼ 6.4 ∼ 190 28.5±15.7% 4.2 (1)

Table 2. Summary of scintillation analysis for the FRS. The observed flux variation coefficients and variability

significances of the FRS at 1.5 GHz corresponding to the rise phase and decline phase, respectively, are shown. Also

shown here are the predicted Galactic refractive scintillation properties of the FRS, assuming a scattering disk that is

10 kpc away from us, including the size of the scattering disk and variability timescale.
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