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Properties of the emission region in pulsars with opposite
subpulse drift directions in different profile components

H. M. Tedila1,2,3 • R. Yuen
†
1,4,5

• X. H. Han1

Abstract We investigate properties of the emission re-
gion as revealed by drifting subpulses of opposite drift
directions at different parts of a pulse profile by us-
ing the rotating carousel model in an obliquely rotat-
ing pulsar magnetosphere of multiple emission states.
Subpulse emission is assumed coming from m discrete
emission areas that are distributed around the mag-
netic axis on a rotating carousel. The flow rate of the
emission areas is determined by the E ×B drift in an
emission state, designated by the parameter y, in which
E and the associated flow rate are dependent on y. In
this model, subpulses appear to drift in an emission
state if a relative speed exists between the plasma flow
and corotation, and the diversity in the drift rates and
directions corresponds to the relative speed being dif-
ferent in different parts of a profile. We apply the model
to three pulsars that exhibit drifting subpulses of oppo-
site drift directions to identify the emission states and
the values ofm. Our results show that different drifting
subpulses correspond to particular values of m and y,
and the latter implies that different emission states can
coexist and operate concurrently in an emission region.
We find that m does not show clear dependency on ei-
ther the obliquity angle or emission state. We demon-
strate that subpulse arrangement may vary across an
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emission region meaning that it is not always uniform

on a carousel. We discuss drifting subpulses of oppo-

site drift directions and subpulse drift-rate switching
in terms of different emission states in our model, and

speculate that they may be two manifestations of the

same underlying mechanism.

Keywords pulsars: general – stars: neutron – radia-

tion mechanisms: non-thermal

1 Introduction

Observations of single pulses in some radio pulsars re-

veal intriguing features displaying as drifting subpulses

of opposite drift directions along drift-bands that are
located across different parts of the integrated pulse

profile (McLaughlin et al. 2004; Weltevrede et al. 2006,

2007; Weltevrede 2016). Perhaps an extreme example

is that found in PSR J0815+0939 (McLaughlin et al.
2004; Champion et al. 2005). Termed as bi-drifting,

the subpulses in the pulsar exhibit drifting along four

different drift-bands located in different profile com-

ponents with the drift direction of the drift-band
in the second component being opposite to that of

the others (Szary and van Leeuwen 2017). The phe-

nomenon poses a challenge to the traditional under-

standing of drifting subpulses, and provides a unique

way to explore pulsar radio emission (Qiao et al. 2004;
Szary and van Leeuwen 2017). The traditional expla-

nation for drifting subpulses, the systematic marching

of subpulses across a profile in sequence of pulses, usu-

ally involves confining the emitting locations to discrete
subbeams. The subbeams are placed evenly around the

magnetic axis on a rotating carousel under the E ×

B drift (Ruderman 1972; Ruderman and Sutherland

1975; Deshpande and Rankin 1999, 2001; Edwards and Stappers
2002). In this rotating carousel model, the subbeams

http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.03833v1
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rotate relative to corotation through the fixed line of

sight causing the subpulses to drift. The model is suc-
cessful in explaining the fundamental characteristics

of the phenomenon, from which basic pulsar parame-

ters, such as the viewing angle, ζ, between the line of

sight and the rotation axis, and the obliquity angle,
α, between the magnetic and the rotation axes, can

be inferred. Furthermore, the assumption of a well-

organized subpulses in singular emission state leads to

uni-directional drift. Therefore, drifting subpulses with

opposite drift directions in different profile components,
abbreviated here as opposite subpulse drifting, sug-

gest that modification is needed for the carousel model.

This is because when the opposite subpulse drifting

along different drift-bands are considered separately,
they appear “normal” in the sense that each can be

described using conventional drift parameters based on

the carousel model. However, since subpulse drifting

is strongly linked to emission properties in the emis-

sion region (Ruderman and Sutherland 1975), opposite
subpulse drifting also suggests that multiple emission

states, each with different emission properties, can co-

exist in the emission region.

Coexistence of different emission states has been
observed in several radio pulsars. A classic exam-

ple relates to the episodes of nulling (disappearance

of pulses) in intermittent pulsars (Kramer et al. 2006;

Camilo et al. 2012; Lorimer et al. 2012; Lyne et al.

2017; Wang et al. 2020). The cyclical change in emis-
sion between ‘on’ (pulse detection) and ‘off’ (pulse non-

detection) is proposed to involve switching between

two emission states of charge-filled and vacuum in the

magnetosphere (Kramer et al. 2006). This implies that
the entire emission region is occupied with a similar

state at any one time and changes take place concur-

rently over the entire region. In this case, the exis-

tence of different emission states is exclusive from one

another and the effects of each manifest at different
times. Unique emission properties can also be associ-

ated with different ranges of longitudinal phase. The

observation of pulse disappearance in PSR J1819+1305

from only the trailing component accompanying with
changes in the drift pattern in the two leading compo-

nents (Rankin and Wright 2008) imply that different

emission states are operating at the same time across

different parts of the pulse profile. Another similar ex-

ample is that found in PSR B2020+28 which displays
different nulling fractions between the leading and trail-

ing components (Gajjar et al. 2012). In these pulsars,

different emission states can coexist and function con-

currently with the effects of each being confined to a
specific range of longitudinal phase within the profile.

However, how different emission states can coexist in

an emission region, and how the emission properties

are different in different emission states that give rise to
the phenomenon remain unclear. In the case of opposite

subpulse drifting, the singular emission state implied in

the carousel model is insufficient for identifying the dif-

ferent emission properties in different emission states in
relation to the phenomenon. Furthermore, the assump-

tion that subpulses drift because of the flow rate of the

emitting plasma deviates from corotation implies that

the plasma flow rate is also dependent on the emission

state. This means that corotation is merely one case
of plasma flow, which results in zero drift rate. Hence,

subpulse drifting and non-drifting are likely two mani-

festations of the same mechanism. This makes studying

opposite subpulse drifting important as it provides ad-
ditional insights into the emission region and how it

relates to drifting subpulses in the extreme case.

The purpose of this paper is to explore the emis-

sion properties and the different emission states as re-

vealed by opposite subpulse drifting in different pul-
sars. Our analysis is based on the rotating carousel

incorporating the model for pulsar magnetospheres of

multiple emission states, designated by the param-

eter y (Melrose and Yuen 2014, 2016; Yuen 2019).
We assume a periodic structure of overdense (sub-

beams) and underdense regions of plasma that varies

in proportional to cos(mφb) (Clemens and Rosen 2004;

Godoberidze et al. 2005), where m is an integer, in az-

imuthal direction around the magnetic axis as a re-
sult of a standing wave at a specific spherical har-

monic determined by an instability in the magneto-

sphere (Fung et al. 2006; Pétri 2007). The subpulse

drift velocity is the flow rate of the emitting plasma
due to the electric drift velocity E × B/B2 at a dis-

tance r from the center of the star. A change in y

corresponds to a change in E which leads to a change

in E × B/B2. The implication of opposite subpulse

drifting suggests that the value of y be generalized in
terms of the polar, θb, and azimuthal, φb, angles in

the magnetic frame (Melrose and Yuen 2016). In this

model, subpulse drifting is interpreted in terms of emis-

sion from overdense regions (subbeams), corresponding
to m emission areas, which flow relative to corotation

under the influence of the E ×B drift. Opposite sub-

pulse drifting is then due to E being different in differ-

ent emission states, corresponding to different values of

y, across different parts of the profile resulting in the
plasma flow rate to vary. The fact that observed drift-

ing of subpulses can be related to the properties of the

emission region allows the value of y to be determined

once the subpulse drift parameters are known.
In our model, the drifting subpulses along a drift-

band are interpreted as corresponding to a specific emis-
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sion state described only by the parameter y of a par-
ticular value. The variation in the emission state is im-

plicitly assumed to be global in the magnetosphere, but

we ignore it here. In addition, the magnetic field in the
magnetosphere is treated as pure dipolar structure, and

we focus on the pulsars with opposite subpulse drifting

across pulse profile of small duty cycle (cf. Section 2.2).
Our investigation also neglect the mechanism that gives

rise to opposite subpulse drifting. More information
may be identified and included in the model once the

triggering mechanism for the phenomenon is identified,

but we do not do so here. We also allow variation in
the number of subbeams (m), and we do not assume

that subbeams on a carousel are evenly distributed.

The paper is organized as follows. We discuss the
modeling and simulation for opposite subpulse drift-

ing, together with the details of the three example pul-

sars, in Section 2. In Section 3, we present the results
obtained from our simulation. Discussion on the im-

plications of our results is given in Section 4, and we
conclude the paper in Section 5. In the Appendices, we

define the electromagnetic fields and the pulsar viewing

geometry used in this paper.

2 Modeling and simulation setup

The subpulse drift rate is given by P2/P3, with P2

signifies the horizontal separation between two sub-

pulses within an individual pulse and P3 charac-
terizes the pulse period for the repeating pattern

(Manchester and Taylor 1977). In this section, we

outline the model for drifting subpulses in a magne-
tosphere of multiple emission states as described by

Melrose and Yuen (2014) and Yuen (2019). Most of

the materials presented here on modeling are based on
the two papers.

2.1 Plasma flow

The electric field for an obliquely rotating pulsar mag-

netosphere possessing multiple emission states has the
form given by (Melrose and Yuen 2014)

E = (1− y b b) ·Eind + (1− y)Epot, (1)

where Epot = −gradΦcor represents the electric field in
relation to the corotation charge density, and y := [0, 1]

represents a particular emission state. For y = 0,

E = Ecor is the corotation electric field given by equa-
tion (A4), and the emission state is described by the

corotation model (Goldreich and Julian 1969). The

inductive electric field, Eind, is due to an obliquely
rotating magnetic dipole, which has the form given

by equation (A1). It contains a perpendicular and
parallel components whose divergence has the form

(Melrose and Yuen 2012)

divEind = div⊥Eind⊥ +
∂Eind‖

∂s
= 0, (2)

where s denotes distance along dipolar magnetic field

lines. Here, Eind‖ = Eind · b and b is the unit vec-
tor along the dipolar magnetic field lines. Taking

into account the curvature of the field lines, we have

(Melrose and Yuen 2012)

Eind‖ =
µ0

4π

b · [x× (ω∗ × µ)]

r3
, (3)

with

b =
1

Θ

(

2 cos θmr̂ −
∂ cos θm
∂θ

θ̂−
1

sin θ

∂ cos θm
∂φ

φ̂

)

(4)

in spherical polar coordinates relative to the rotation

axis and the unit vectors in radial, polar and az-

imuthal directions are represented by r̂, θ̂, φ̂, respec-
tively. Here, Θ = (3 cos2 θm + 1)1/2, where θm =

cosα cos θ + sinα sin θ cos(φ− ψ).

We assume a ‘minimal’ state in the magnetosphere,
designated by y = 1, in which Eind‖ is screened and

Eind⊥ has the same value as in the vacuum model. This

requires a charge density be present to produce an elec-
tric field such that Emin = −Eind‖. The divergence

of Emin implies a minimal charge density of the form
(Melrose and Yuen 2014)

ρmin = −ε0div (bEind‖). (5)

For states between the minimal state and the corotation

state (y = 0), a charge density is required to screen the
electric field along the magnetic field lines in each state.

For an oblique rotator the screening charge density, de-

noted by ρsn, is given by (Melrose and Yuen 2014)

ρsn = yρmin + (1− y)ρGJ, (6)

where

ρGJ = −ε0divEcor (7)

is the corotation charge density (Goldreich and Julian

1969). From Appendix A, ρsn is proportional to r−3 in
dipolar field structure.

The plasma flow rate is the electric drift given by

vdr =
E ×B

B2
= yvind + (1 − y)vcor. (8)

In the minimal state (y = 1), E = Eind⊥ in the vacuum
model and the electric drift velocity is given by vind =
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Eind⊥ × B/B2. For y = 0, the electric drift velocity
in the region is given by vdr = vcor = Ecor × B/B2

resulting in corotation in the region with the star. For

a y value between zero and unity, equation (8) gives
the electric drift velocity that combines a fraction y of

the value due to the perpendicular component of the
inductive electric field in the minimal state and that in

the corotation model. Since Eind, Epot and B are all

functions of α (see Appendix A), equation (8) is also a
function of α. Furthermore, the allowance of different y

values in an emission region implies that different emis-
sion states can coexist in the emission region. Dividing

equation (8) by r gives the angular velocity, ωdr, in the

form

ωdr = yωind + (1 − y)ωcor (9)

for the plasma flow in the magnetosphere as a func-
tion of y. For a magnetosphere in oblique rotation, the

allowed emission states (y) are of the form defined by
equation (9).

2.2 Emission areas

We consider emission from subpulses as coming from
discrete areas of overdense plasma whose formation

is due to the existence of a standing wave at a

specific spherical harmonic caused by an instabil-
ity in the magnetosphere (Clemens and Rosen 2004;

Godoberidze et al. 2005). This forms a pattern of anti-
nodes (overdense plasma) and nodes, which varies in

proportional to cos(mφb) around the magnetic axis. We

assume that observable radio emission originates from
m emission areas restricted to the anti-nodes. One ar-

rangement of the emission areas involves their locations
be spaced equally in azimuth around the magnetic axis

(Gil and Sendyk 2000). This implies that the arrange-

ment is independent of the polar angle, θb, in the mag-
netic frame (designated by the subscript b), and locally

independent of height, r. Therefore the emission areas
align along the radial direction when projected onto a

surface of constant r resulting in a structure of radial

spokes as shown in Figure 1.
The emission is assumed to occur in a geometry in

which radiation at the source point is directed along the
local dipolar magnetic field line (Hibschman and Arons

2001) and radiation arises only within the open-field re-

gion (Cordes 1978; Kijak and Gil 2003). Description of
the geometry is given in Appendix B. There are two an-

gles that define any given pulsar in this geometry, which
are the ζ and α. An explicit solution for the geometry

is defined by equation (B5), which gives the angular lo-

cation for the point of visible emission in terms of the
polar, θbV, and azimuthal, φbV, angles in the magnetic

frame as a function of ψ for given ζ and α. The vis-

ible point moves at an angular speed, ωV, that varies
as the pulsar rotates with the lowest speed dependent

on α. The visible point then traces a closed curve after

one pulsar rotation, referred to here as the trajectory of

the visible point (see Figure 1), or simply “trajectory”
where there is no confusion. In the observer’s frame,

the trajectory is expressed in terms of the polar, θV,

and azimuthal, φV, angles relative to the rotation axis.

In general, the trajectory is not circular or centered

at the magnetic axis. We designate the emission areas
that are cut by the trajectory of the visible point as

emission spots. Observable emission then requires the

emission spots be coincided with the trajectory of the

visible point that must lie inside the open-field region.
It implies that the number of emission spots is esti-

mated along the trajectory of the visible point. As dif-

ferent trajectories (with different combination of ζ, α)

cut the emission areas at different θV, φV, the visible

emission across a profile window is also dependent on
θV and φV or θbV and φbV. This also implies that the

perceived arrangement of emission spots is unique for

different pulsars. In Figure 1 for example, a special ar-

rangement is for α = 0, in which the red trajectory cuts
all the spokes equally at identical θbV around the mag-

netic axis. In this case, the estimation of emission spots

along the trajectory gives the actual number of spokes

around the magnetic axis regardless of the width of the

profile window. For oblique rotators, the estimation of
emission spots located at similar θbV is realized only

for narrow pulse profiles where variation of θbV is small

along the trajectory within the profile window.

The apparent value of ωdr is determined by the com-
ponents projected onto the trajectory of the visible

point. For oblique rotation, ωdr varies as a function

of ψ, and it changes as y changes for a given ψ.

2.3 Subpulse drifting and emission state

The assumption of the emission area being fixed to the

magnetospheric plasma implies that the emission area

has an angular velocity identical to that of the plasma
given by equation (9). The determination of ωdr at

locations defined by the trajectory of the visible point

implies that P2 represents the time between the visible

point coinciding with neighboring anti-nodes (emission

spots). Consider the case when the motion of the visible
point is ignored, m emission spots will pass through

the line of sight in the time given by 2π/ωdr that the

plasma takes for one complete rotation. The separation

of consecutive emission spots would then be observed
with an interval given by 2π/mωdr. When taking ωV
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Fig. 1 Plot showing different trajectories of the visible
point in the magnetic frame where the magnetic pole is
at the origin. The four trajectories are constructed us-
ing {ζ, α} = {6◦, 20◦} (blue), {5◦, 35◦} (black), {15◦, 40◦}
(brown), and {10◦, 0◦} (red). Different trajectories have dif-
ferent sizes and shapes, and their centers can locate away
from the magnetic pole and not including the magnetic pole
as shown by the first three trajectories. The case where
the trajectory centers at, and encloses, the magnetic pole
is shown by the red trajectory. The circle in gray repre-
sents the boundary of an open-field region at r = 0.2rL. All
trajectories are either partly (black and brown) or entirely
(blue and red) enclosed in the region. Also shown is the
structure of radial spokes depicted in gray circular cones
emanating from the origin.

into account, the interval is modified into (Yuen 2019)

P2(y) =
2π

mωdr − ωV

, (10)

with ω⋆P2 in radians. The anti-nodes and the visible
point are rotating at different angular velocities and
both are different from ω⋆. The traditional picture
of a plasma-filled magnetosphere (Goldreich and Julian
1969; Ruderman and Sutherland 1975) suggests that

the delay between identical repeating patterns (P3) is
dependent on ωdr − ωcor. A stationary pattern un-
changed in sequence of pulses is signified by ωdr = ωcor

(at y = 0), and a difference between ωdr and ωcor will re-

sult in a slowly changing pattern in consecutive pulses
and repeats after several pulsar rotations. Since the
same momentary drift pattern is seen by the observer,
this suggests that the motion of the visible point is ir-
relevant, thus giving (Yuen 2019)

P3(y) =
2π

m(ωdr − ωcor)
, (11)

with both P2 and P3 determined on the trajectory of
the visible point. The subpulse drift rate is given by

P2

P3

(y) =
m(ωdr − ωcor)

mωdr − ωV

. (12)

From equations (10)–(12), the values of P2, P3 and the

associated drift rate will change with a change in m or
y for a pulsar.

Traditional convention assumes that P3 is always
positive, and the subpulse drift direction is signified by

the sign in P2 (Weltevrede et al. 2006). For subpulses
appearing progressively later in successive pulses, the
tracks traced by the drifting subpulses tilt forward re-
sulting in a positive slope and P2 is defined as positive
giving a positive drift, and vice versa for negative drift.

In our model, a change in the y value corresponds to
a change in ωdr, which leads to variation in the sign of
(ωdr−ωcor). From equation (11), ωdr > ωcor indicates a
positive P3 and the plasma flow is ahead of corotation.

The change in the longitudinal phase of an emission
spot between two consecutive pulses is positive, and the
emission spot will appear moving towards later longitu-
dinal phases in successive pulses. The subpulses trace a
forward-tilting track with a positive slope giving a pos-

itive drift-rate, where P2 is signified in the traditional
convention by a value in positive. On the contrary, a
negative P3 means ωdr < ωcor such that the plasma flow
lags the corotation. This results in a negative change in

the longitudinal phase of an emission spot between two
consecutive pulses, and the emission spot will appear
moving towards earlier longitudinal phases in succes-
sive pulses. This gives a negative slope for the drift
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tracks and a negative drift-rate, where P2 is assumed
negative in the traditional convention. The prediction
of drifting subpulses in opposite directions would then
require the sign of (ωdr − ωcor) in equation (11) be dif-
ferent across different longitudinal phases such that the
flow of plasma reverses relative to corotation.

2.4 Simulation setup

We apply the model to PSRs B0525+21, B1929+10 and
B0052+51 for investigation of the emission properties
in the emission regions as revealed by the opposite sub-
pulse drifting. For each of the three pulsars, drifting
subpulses are observed in both components of the in-
tegrated pulse profile with the drift direction opposite
to each other (Weltevrede et al. 2006). The values of ζ
and α are known only for the first two pulsars from
Lyne and Manchester (1988). Details of the pulsars
and the parameters for the opposite subpulse drifting
are reproduced in blocks II and III in Table 1 for easy
references.

Since drifting subpulses are found in two different
parts of the profile in all three pulsars, we divide each
profile into two component regions, A and B, of equal
width. Simulation is then performed using equations
(10)–(12) to search for the values of m and y that give
the P2, P3 and the drift rate within the respective ob-
served uncertainty for each pulsar based onm := [1, 45],
in step of 1, and y := [0, 1], in step of 10−4. The cal-
culation involves determining ωdr, ωcor and ωV along
the trajectory of the visible point over the respective
profile width with division of 0.1◦. For the pulsar with
unknown ζ and α, the simulation also includes an extra
consideration of possible ranges for ζ and α that give
the required drift parameters. To determine α, search
is performed from 1◦ to 85◦, in step of 1◦, with an im-
pact parameter β = ζ − α ≤ |5◦| under the maximum
height of 0.2rL. Once a calculation produces simulated
values that match the observed values within the cor-
responding uncertainties, the simulated values are then
weighted based on the observed drift parameter with
the least reported uncertainty. For the three pulsars, it
is in the P3 value (Weltevrede et al. 2006). For exam-
ple, a simulated P3 value that falls within the uncer-
tainty of the observed value receives a weight propor-
tional to 1 − |x|, where x is the interval between the
observed and simulated values, normalized by the max-
imum reported uncertainty. Therefore, a result that
matches the observed value more closely will receive
more weight, and each simulated value from the same
calculation will receive the same weight. At the end of
the whole simulation, a weighted average is determined
from each of the simulated values. Once the value of y
is decided for a component region, equation (6) is used
to obtain the charge density (ρsn) for that region.

3 The results

The results of our simulation are shown in blocks IV

and V in Table 1. In interpreting our results, we assume

that emission detected at the same observing frequency

comes from emission spots that are located on the same
carousel (Smits et al. 2005).

3.1 Simulated drift parameters

Block IV shows the values for P2, P3 and the drift rate
obtained from our simulation for the drifting subpulses

in each component region in the three pulsars. The

change in the drift rate across a profile is due to differ-

ence in the emission state (y) and, in some cases, the
subpulse number (m) in different component regions of

a profile (see Section 3.2). The prediction of α for PSR

B0051+52 is 11◦ ± 1◦ from our simulation.

In our model, subpulses drift when ωdr 6= ωcor

and the drift would appear in opposite direction when
(ωdr−ωcor) changes sign in different component regions

of a profile. Figures 2–4 show the plasma flow rate

normalized to corotation and plotted coinciding with

the observed longitudinal phase of the profile using the
weighted values of m and y for each of the component

regions as indicated in Table 1. For PSR B0525+21, the

corotation is higher than the plasma flow rate in region

A, and reverses in region B, with the average values of

(ωdr/ωcor) given by 0.98 and 1.05, respectively. This
indicates that the drift direction is opposite between

the two regions in the way that it is negative in the

former region and reverses in the latter. This is similar

for PSR B0052+51, whose (ωdr/ωcor) = 0.93 and 1.05
for regions A and B, respectively. The different drift

directions in PSR B1929+10 corresponds to different

(ωdr/ωcor) in regions A and B, which has the average

values of 1.14 and 0.89, respectively. This implies a

positive drift in region A but reverses in region B. In
Table 1, we conform with the traditional convention by

indicating the drift rate direction in P2.

3.2 The different emission properties

The values of m and y obtained from our simulation

based on the drifting subpulses in each of the compo-

nent regions are shown in block V. For the three pul-

sars in our sample, the y values are different in differ-
ent component regions. This indicates that opposite

subpulse drifting in the three pulsars originates from

different emission properties with each corresponds to

a particular emission state that occupies a specific
part of the emission region. The average values of

y are 0.24 ± 0.04, 0.62 ± 0.07 and 0.58 ± 0.15 for
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I. Name II. Geometry III. Observation IV. Simulation V. Emission properties

PSR β◦ α◦ ∆ψ◦ Reg. P2(
◦) P3 (P1) Drift rate P2(

◦) P3(P1) Drift-rate m y ρsn/ρGJ

B0525+21 0.7 23.2 20
A −20+2−9 3.8± 0.7 −1.4+0.3−0.7 −23± 4 3.5± 0.2 −1.6± 0.3 28± 2 0.139± 0.011 1.025± 0.011

B 50+55−10 3.7± 0.4 3.6+4.0−0.8 73± 19 3.6± 0.1 5.2± 1.4 28± 2 0.332± 0.047 1.129± 0.047

B1929+10 4.0 6.0 20
A 90+140−8 9.8± 0.8 40.5+63.1−4.9 123± 37 9.8± 0.1 55.4± 16.8 28± 2 0.574± 0.061 0.459± 0.061

B −160+10−100 4.4± 0.1 −160.5+10.7−100.4 −180± 27 4.4± 0.1 −180± 27 32± 2 0.675± 0.038 0.367± 0.038

B0052+51 ≤ |5| 11± 1 15
A −75+50−50 4± 2 −8.9+7.4−7.4 −50± 16 4.0± 1.1 −5.8± 1.0 5± 1 0.847± 0.067 0.153± 0.067

B 30+70−7 5± 1 2.8+6.6−0.9 23± 13 4.8± 0.6 2.2± 1.3 15± 1 0.313± 0.075 0.687± 0.075

Table 1 Details of the opposite subpulse drifting for the three pulsars used in this paper are shown in blocks II and III,
and the results of our simulation are shown in blocks IV and V. In block II, the values of β and α, for PSRs 0525+21 and
B1929+10 (Lyne and Manchester 1988) and for PSR B0052+51 (simulated), are given in columns 2 and 3, respectively.
The pulse-width, measured at about 10% of the maximum intensity, and the different component regions for each pulsar
are listed in the fourth and fifth columns, respectively. The observed drift parameters are obtained from Weltevrede et al.
(2006) and reproduced in block III, with the drift rate expressed in deg s−1. The simulated P2, P3 and the drift-rate for
each component region are given in block IV, and the corresponding weighted values for m, y, and the associated charge
density, are given in block V. Note that the values of m are rounded up to the nearest integer, and ρsn is expressed in units
of the Goldreich-Julian value.

Fig. 2 Plot showing variations in the plasma flow rate
between the two component regions relative to corotation
across the profile of PSR B0525+21. The calculation uses
ζ = 23.9◦, α = 23.2◦ and also based on the simulated y and
m values (omitting the uncertainties) in each region given in
Table 1. The plasma flow rate is normalized to corotation,
which are indicated by the curves in yellow and blue in
regions A and B, respectively, and corotation is represented
by the curve in gray. The sign of averaged P3 changes from
negative to positive in regions from A to B. The boundaries
of the pulse profile are indicated by the two vertical dashed
lines.

Fig. 3 Similar to Figure 2, this plot shows the normalized
plasma flow rate relative to corotation in each of the two
component regions for PSR B1929+10 using ζ = 10◦, α =
6◦.
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PSRs B0525+21, B1929+10 and B0052+51, respec-

tively. Since y 6= 0, the plasma flow is not in corotation
for all three pulsars.

The number of emission spots on the carousel for a

pulsar, as revealed by the value of m, may or may not

vary across different component regions of a pulsar. For
PSRs B1929+10 and B0052+51, the m shows a prefer-

ence for a different value in different component regions.

However, the two component regions in PSR B0525+21

share a similar m value within the uncertainty. From

top to bottom, the average values of m predicted from
the different component regions for each pulsar are

28±3, 30±3 and 10±3, respectively. This indicates that

m varies with pulsars, which is consistent with some in-

vestigations that predict different subpulse number for
different pulsars (Gil et al. 2003; Esamdin et al. 2005;

Smits et al. 2007; Mitra and Rankin 2008). In addi-

tion, the variation of m does not show clear correla-

tion with α. From the prediction of similar m val-

ues shared between regions A and B regardless of y
in PSR B0525+21, we also conclude that the value of

m does not show correlation with y. This implies that

the number of subpulses on a carousel is not related

to the emission state in the emission region. The aver-
age m values from components with positive and neg-

ative drift rates are identical within the uncertainty at

m = 24 ± 3 and m = 22 ± 5, respectively. The overall

average (both regions included) value ofm for the three

pulsars is 23± 6, which is consistent with 20 predicted
by Mitra and Rankin (2008).

It is straightforward to determine the overall charge

density, ρsn, for each component region using equation

(6) once the value of y is known for that region. The re-
sults are expressed in units of ρGJ and shown in the last

column in block V. The value of ρsn/ρGJ is not unity

indicating that the charge density deviates from the

Fig. 4 Similar to Figure 2 but for PSR B0052+51 using
α = 11◦ and assuming ζ = 15◦.

Goldreich-Julian value in all component regions. For

the three pulsars, the differences in ρsn/ρGJ between
different component regions suggest that the charge

density is not evenly distributed across the observable

emission region. In addition, the charge density in an

emission region can be higher, as in PSR B0525+21, or
lower than the Goldreich-Julian value. From the three

pulsars, the distribution of charge density in an emis-

sion region does not show clear correlation with α.

4 Discussion

In this section, we explore the implications of our results

on subpulse distribution and different emission states
in the emission region as revealed by opposite subpulse

drifting.

4.1 Distribution of subpulses

A question in the traditional models for polar cap emis-

sion concerns the arrangement of subpulses and their

relation to r. Both uniform and non-uniform distri-

butions of subpulses have been proposed (Manchester
1995; Gil and Sendyk 2000). An implication of dif-

ferent m between different profile component regions

described in Section 3.2 suggests that the distribution

of subpulses, or the subpulse density, varies across the

observable emission region. We estimate the ratio of
the subpulse density as follows. First, the assumption

of pulsar radio emission originated from outflow of rel-

ativistic pair plasma along open magnetic field lines

in two-stream instability would imply that radio lu-
minosity varies in proportional to the plasma density

(Lyubarskii 1996). In our model, the plasma density

is given by λρsn = n+ + n− (Melrose and Yuen 2012),

where λ and n± are the pair multiplicity and the elec-

trons and positrons, respectively. Here, ρsn represents
the charge density associated with a particular y value

in the region. Assuming identical λ for all y would im-

ply that the observed profile intensity is correlated with

ρsn such that I ∝ ρsn. Furthermore, the dependence of
both ρmin and ρGJ on r makes it possible to estimate

the ratio of the emission heights between any two com-

ponent regions, say A and B, denoted by rA/rB, using

equation (6) for known ratio of the observed peak pro-

file intensity, IA/IB. For narrow profile, the angle from
the magnetic axis to the different emission spots cut

by the trajectory of the visible point (θbV) is approx-

imately identical across the profile window regardless

of the variation in height. For the three pulsars in our
sample, the average change in θbV across the profiles

is 2.3◦. Then, the ratio of the subpulse density on the
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circular carousel between the two regions as predicted

by the different drifting subpulses can be estimated by
DA/DB = (mA/mB)(rB/rA) using the corresponding

m values. A uniform distribution of subpulses is sig-

nified by DA/DB = 1, whereas DA/DB 6= 1 indicates

that the subpulse density is different between the two
component regions and the subpulse distribution varies

across the observable emission region. Thus DA/DB

serves as a measure for the uniformity of the subpulse

distribution across the observable region represented by

the two component regions. The results are shown in
Table 2.

PSR B0525+21:

Our results show that this pulsar displays preference
for higher profile intensity to emission that comes from

region B, where ρsn is higher. This agrees with I ∝ ρsn
suggesting that the plasma density is higher in region

B. In addition, the value of DA/DB is close to unity

indicating that constant subpulse density is preferred
across the two regions. For rA/rB ∼ 1 within the uncer-

tainty, this implies that the arrangement of subpulses

on the carousel is likely of a uniform manner in this

pulsar.

PSR B1929+10:

The emission from the two regions of this pulsar show

preference for coming from different heights, with

rA > rB , but each with similar ρsn within the un-
certainty. In addition, the higher values of m and y

in region B are associated with higher profile intensity.

This gives DA/DB 6= 1 with region B displaying higher

subpulse density. This implies a non-uniform distribu-
tion of subpulses on the carousel.

PSR B0052+51:

The emission from the two component regions origi-

nates from different heights with region A being lower
and the profile intensity is also lower. In addition,

the lower intensity corresponds to a lower value in

both m and ρsn than that in region B. Furthermore,

DA/DB < 1 implying that the predicted subpulse den-
sity is greater in region B, which is consistent with

m displaying higher values in the region. The predic-

tion of DA/DB 6= 1 suggests that the distribution of

subpulses across the observable region is also different.

This shows that the arrangement of subpulses on the
carousel is of a non-uniform manner in this pulsar.

In summary, distribution of subpulses on a carousel

can be either uniform or non-uniform as revealed by
opposite subpulse drifting in our sample.

4.2 Distribution of emission states

In the Ruderman and Sutherland (1975) model, the ex-

istence of a potential difference in the vacuum gap near

the polar cap implies that plasma density deviates from

ρGJ and the plasma flow rate changes from corotation
across the gap (Melrose and Yuen 2016). In our model,

this suggests that y changes as a function of r, or θb
with θb = sin−1

√

r/r0 on a dipolar field line, where

r0 is the field-line constant, implying y = y(θb). This

is seen in PSRs B1929+10 and B0052+51 in the way
that y increases as r decreases, as shown in Tables 1

and 2. The variation shows a preference for more de-

viation from corotation at lower height within the ob-

servable emission region. For the two pulsars, emission
from different component regions corresponds to dif-

ferent emission states and each locates at a different

height. In addition, the association of unique drift rate

and direction with particular y value at different parts

of a profile indicates that y also varies as a function of
the longitudinal phase, φb. This implies y = y(θb, φb).

Another distribution is shown in PSR B0525+21 where

different emission states can coexist at similar height

but at different longitudinal phases, that is φb varies
while θb is a constant. Since similar emission states can

exist in pulsars with different α, as for region B in PSRs

B0525+21 and B0052+51, it suggests that the distribu-

tion of emission state in the emission region of pulsars

with opposite subpulse drifting is not likely correlated
with α.

4.3 Changes in emission state

Variations in emission state are also found in another

category of drifting subpulses. Similar to the three pul-

sars in this paper, the drift patterns in this category

are unique to different emission states and changes oc-

cur via emission state switching. A well-known exam-
ple is PSR B0031−07, whose drifting subpulses demon-

strate three different modes of drift rates with switch-

ing between different drift modes (Smits et al. 2005).

PSR IA/IB rA/rB DA/DB Type

B0525+21 0.8 1.04± 0.17 0.95 ± 0.18 U

B1929+10 0.8 1.28± 0.15 0.68 ± 0.10 N

B0052+51 0.6 0.72± 0.18 0.46 ± 0.15 N

Table 2 Information related to subpulse distribution in the
emission region derived from block V in Table 1 for the three
pulsars. The last column indicates the type of subpulse
distribution as suggested by our results, with U=Uniform
and N=Non-uniform.
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However, the different drift patterns do not function at
different ranges of longitudinal phase but at different
times. For the pulsar, the observable emission region
can also accommodate different emission states but the
manifestation of each is exclusive from the other mean-
ing that only one drift pattern is observable at any one
time. This implies that different emission states cannot
coexist. However, the cyclical change between the dif-
ferent modes of drift rates indicates that the pulsar be-
haves as if it “remembers” the different emission states.
In our model, this implies y = y(t) for the pulsar, and
emission state switching affects the whole observable
emission region. This suggests y = y(θb, φb, t) in gen-
eral, which implies that the two categories of drifting
subpulses may be manifestations of the same under-
lying mechanism. Furthermore, if t is also a variable
in opposite subpulse drifting pulsars, then the different
drifting subpulses may also exhibit switching which will
demonstrate as sudden changes in the drift rate. The
rarity of pulsars with subpulse drift-mode switching and
opposite subpulse drifting may indicate that such phe-
nomena are not common in radio pulsars. Since our
results suggest that the value of y is not related to α,
and if α is assumed correlating with the evolution of
the star (Beskin et al. 1984), it would suggest that the
phenomena can exist in pulsars of different evolutionary
stages thus increasing the chance of their discovery. It
may be that opposite subpulse drifting and drift-mode
switching is a small effect in some pulsars thereby re-
quiring high sensitivity equipments for the detection.
With the operation of the 500-m Aperture Spherical
radio Telescope (FAST) (Li et al. 2018) and the future
Square Kilometer Array (SKA), there is little doubt
that higher quality data will be available which can re-
veal drifting subpulses of increasingly complicated de-
tails thus deepening our understanding of pulsar radio
emission mechanism.

5 Conclusions

We have investigated properties of the emission region
as revealed by opposite subpulse drifting based on the
rotating carousel model incorporating the model for
pulsar magnetosphere of multiple emission states. A
quantitative definition of an emission state is through
the plasma flow, ωdr, in the magnetosphere, which is
parameterized by 0 ≤ y ≤ 1 with the inferred emission
state corresponds to a particular value in y. The ob-
servable drift of subpulses in an emission state is due
to ωdr, as induced by the E × B drift, that deviates
from corotation. A change in the emission states (y)
corresponds to a change in E causing ωdr to vary re-
sulting in the diversity of drifting subpulses across a

profile. We interpret the subpulses as emission from

m discrete areas that are arranged in azimuth around
the magnetic axis. Our simulation of opposite subpulse

drifting using a magnetosphere of pure dipolar mag-

netic field structure is possible only if the assumption

for the existence of multiple emission states in the emis-
sion region is allowed. This is because changes in the

emission state, as revealed by variation in the value of

y in our model, result in changes in the emission prop-

erties and hence the subpulse drift characteristics. The

model is applied to three pulsars. Our results show
that each of the different subpulse drift rates and the

corresponding drift direction at a particular range of

longitudinal phase can be associated with a particular

value of y in the emission region. This suggests that
different emission states can coexist in the emission re-

gion and they operate concurrently. Furthermore, the

distribution of different emission states is functions of

azimuthal and polar angles around the magnetic axis,

but not function of the obliquity angle. In addition,
the association of different emission properties with dif-

ferent emission states makes it possible to discern the

different emission environments, such as the estimation

of the charge density, in relation to the phenomenon
across the observable emission region. The model also

allows the identification of the subpulse number (m)

as revealed by the different drifting subpulses in differ-

ent component regions. Together with the ratio of the

peak profile intensity between the two regions of dif-
ferent drifting subpulses, we also estimate the ratio of

subpulse density between different component regions

from which the distribution of subpulses on a carousel

is inferred. For pulsars with opposite subpulse drifting,
we find that the number of subpulses on a carousel is

not related to the obliquity angle or the emission prop-

erties of a particular emission state. In addition, the

distribution of subpulses on a carousel is pulsar depen-

dent, which can be uniform or non-uniform.
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A The electromagnetic fields

The electric and magnetic fields for a rotating magnetic dipole in vacuo are (Melrose and Yuen 2014)

Eind =
µ0

4π

[

x× µ̇

r3
+

x× µ̈

r2c

]

, (A1)

and

B =
µ0

4π

[

3xx · µ− r2µ

r5
+

3xx · µ̇− r2µ̇

r4c
+

x× (x× µ̈)

r3c2

]

, (A2)

where c is the light speed and µ0 is the vacuum permeability. Here, x and r are the position vector and radial

distance from the stellar center, respectively, and the time-dependent magnetic dipole is represented by µ. The

dipolar term in the magnetic field is given by 1/r3 term, and the radiative terms are denoted by the terms ∝ 1/r2

and ∝ 1/r. In spherical coordinates, the expression for the first term in Eind has the form given by





Eind,r

Eind,θ

Eind,φ



 =
µ0µω sinα

4πr2





0

− cos(φ− ψ)

cos θ sin(φ − ψ)



 , (A3)

which is nonzero for an oblique rotator (α 6= 0). Both Eind and B can be determined uniquely at a location of a

given coordinates for known ζ and α (see Appendix B).

In a plasma-filled magnetosphere with negligible particle inertia and infinite conductivity, the electric field

vanishes in the co-moving frame of the plasma giving the corotation electric field as

Ecor = −(ω⋆ × x)×B, (A4)

where ω⋆ is the angular velocity of the star. For an obliquely rotating magnetosphere, equation (A4) can be

written in the form (Hones and Bergeson 1965; Melrose 1967)

Ecor = −gradΦcor −
∂V

∂t
, (A5)

where V representing the vector potential of a rotating magnetic dipole (Melrose and Yuen 2014), and Eind =

−∂V /∂t. In dipolar field structure, Ecor is perpendicular to the field lines, and has a component only along the

radial and polar directions in spherical coordinates.

B The emission geometry

In this Appendix, we will summarize the viewing geometry used in this paper (Yuen and Melrose 2014). We

assume an arrangement of the rotation and magnetic axes of a pulsar in the way that ω̂⋆ = ẑ and m̂ = ẑb,

respectively, in Cartesian coordinates of unit vectors given by x̂, ŷ, ẑ and x̂b, ŷb, ẑb. The transformation between
the unit vectors is given by





x̂b

ŷb

ẑb



 = R





x̂

ŷ

ẑ



 and





x̂

ŷ

ẑ



 = R
T





x̂b

ŷb

ẑb



 , (B1)

and

R =





cosα cosψ cosα sinψ − sinα

− sinψ cosψ 0

sinα cosψ sinα sinψ cosα



 , (B2)
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with R
T being the transpose of R. The corresponding unit vectors for radial, polar and azimuthal in spherical

coordinates are signified by r̂, θ̂, φ̂ and r̂, θ̂b, φ̂b, where the transformation is given by





r̂

θ̂

φ̂



 = P





x̂

ŷ

ẑ



 , (B3)

and

P =





sin θ cosφ sin θ sinφ cos θ

cos θ cosφ cos θ sinφ − sin θ

− sinφ cosφ 0



 (B4)

represents the transformation matrix.

Visibility of the pulsar emission is based on an idealized model in which radiation occurs at the source point that
locates only within the open-field region (Cordes 1978; Kijak and Gil 2003), and the radiation is directed tangential

to the local magnetic field line of dipolar structure (Hibschman and Arons 2001) and parallel to the line-of-sight

direction (Yuen and Melrose 2014). We assume emission from the highly relativistic particles is strongly confined

to a narrow forward cone, i.e., the size of the forward cone is zero, and the aberration effect due to streaming

along curved magnetic field lines is ignored. Then, the location of the visible point at a particular ψ for known ζ
and α is given by (Gangadhara 2004; Yuen and Melrose 2014)

cos 2θbV =
1

3

(

cos Γ
√

8 + cos2 Γ− sin2 Γ
)

,

tanφbV =
sin ζ sinψ

sinα cos ζ − cosα sin ζ cosψ
, (B5)

in the magnetic frame, where cos Γ = cosα cos ζ + sinα sin ζ cos(φ − ψ) is the half opening angle of the emission

beam, or (θV, φV) in the osberver’s frame using

cos θ = cosα cos θb − sinα sin θb cosφb, (B6)

tan(φ− ψ) =
sin θb sinφb

cosα sin θb cosφb + sinα cos θb
. (B7)

The solutions relevant to our discussion correspond to the path traced by the visible point, referred to as the

trajectory of the visible point, from the nearer of the two magnetic poles relative to ψ = 0 where the impact

parameter, β = ζ − α, is minimum.

The motion of the visible point is periodic with the period of the star with components given by
(Yuen and Melrose 2014)

ωVθ = ω⋆
∂θ(α, ψ)

∂ψ
, ωVφ = ω⋆

∂φ(α, ψ)

∂ψ
. (B8)

Besides the case of ζ = 0, where ωV = ω⋆, ωV varies with ψ and ωV < ω⋆ on the near side of the pulsar when

the magnetic axis is around ψ = 0 and reaches the lowest speed at ψ = 0, but ωV > ω⋆ on the far side of the
pulsar around ψ = 180◦ with the maximum speed occurring at ψ = 180◦. The overall average angular speed for

one pulsar rotation is 〈ωV(ψ)〉 = ω⋆.
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