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ABSTRACT

The double pulsar system PSR J0737-3039A/B has enabled some of the most precise tests of strong-field gravity to date. Here,
we present a scintillation analysis of the system based on an 18-month observation campaign with the MeerKAT radio telescope.
The pulsar radiation shows flux density variations caused multi-path scattering, which results in an interference pattern that varies
in frequency and time. We characterise this interference pattern to infer properties of scattering plasma and the orbital geometry
of the system. Our preferred model supports a scattering screen located at a distance of D = 36038 pc. This moderately
anisotropic screen of ionized gas (axial ratio Ag = 2.4 + 0.2) lies near the edge of the Gum Nebula, which is believed to be a
supernova remnant (SNR) or an HII region. We estimate the expansion velocity of the nebula to be Vs = 35+ 5kms~!, implying
a SNR age of r » 1 Myr. We also constrain the orbital orientation and inclination sense of the double pulsar to be = 40° + 3°
and i > 90°, respectively. Assuming standard scattering geometry, our model yields a distance estimate consistent with the
parallax-derived value of D = 770+ 70 pc from very long baseline interferometry. We conclude by discussing how future models
of pulsar scintillation can enhance our understanding of the IISM and the properties of pulsars embedded within or lying behind
such intervening structures.

Key words: (stars:) pulsars: individual: J0737-3039A — methods: data analysis — ISM: individual objects: Gum Nebula — ISM:
structure — ISM: supernova remnants — ISM: kinematics and dynamics

1 INTRODUCTION PSR J0737-3039A/B. The two pulsars (A and B) have rotational
periods of 23 ms and 2.8 s, respectively (Lyne et al. 2004). Not only
have both neutron stars been detectable, they are in a compact 2.45 hr
orbit. This allows for tests of GR with exquisite precision (Kramer
et al. 20006).

The mass of components of a binary system can be measured
using two post-Keplerian (PK) parameters: the range and shape of
the Shapiro delay (Shapiro 1964). This measurement is sensitive to
the orbital inclination of the system i, with more ‘edge-on’ systems
having stronger constraints on companion mass (Camilo et al. 1994;
Shamohammadi et al. 2023). For the double pulsar, the sense of
this orientation has not been resolved, with early studies finding i =
8821 = 075 (Rickett et al. 2014) but more recent work measuring i =
90°65+0°05 (Kramer et al. 2021a; Hu et al. 2022; Lower et al. 2024).
Determining the geometry and orientation of the double pulsar orbit
is important for understanding stellar binary population synthesis
models (Stairs et al. 2006; Tauris et al. 2017; Riley et al. 2022),
* E-mail: jaskew @swin.edu.au establishing astrophysically motivated priors for kilonova (Zhu &

The pulsar timing technique has led to advancements in fundamen-
tal physics, in particular in understanding theories of gravity and
general relativity (GR; Kramer et al. 2005, 2006, 2021a; Hu et al.
2022) and equation-of-state physics (EoS; Lattimer & Prakash 2004;
Antoniadis et al. 2016; Ozel & Freire 2016; Lattimer 2021; Hu &
Freire 2024). Breakthroughs have been made especially through the
discovery of extreme relativistic binary systems and then studying
their orbital orientations and component masses (Hulse & Taylor
1975; Antoniadis et al. 2013; Cromartie et al. 2020; Kramer et al.
2021b). The best tests are made by studying extremely compact or-
bits with more massive companions (Ozel & Freire 2016; Kramer
et al. 2021b). The sensitivity and precision of these tests also im-
prove as the number of observations and timing baselines increase.
An excellent example of this is the only known double pulsar system,
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Ashton 2020), and calculating when the radio beam of pulsar B
will be detectable again (Lyutikov & Thompson 2005; Breton 2009;
Perera et al. 2012; Noutsos et al. 2020).

The double pulsar system is also important because it is possible
to measure seven PK parameters in the system.! The most precise
test of gravity comes from the emission of gravitational waves due
to orbital period decay (Hulse & Taylor 1975) and is consistent
with GR at the 1.3 x 10™* (95% confidence) level (Kramer et al.
2021a). A systematic error in the orbital period decay is introduced
due to the correction for the Shklovskii effect (Shklovskii 1970).
The error is caused by the uncertainty in the distance to the double
pulsar. Although this error is negligible in current tests of gravity
(Kramer et al. 2021a), it will become more significant as timing
precision improves (Hu et al. 2020). Currently, measurements in the
distance to the system from pulsar timing (D = 465*13* pc) and very
long baseline interferometry (VLBI, D = 770 + 70 pc) are in slight
tension with each other (Kramer et al. 2021a). Both of these methods
are purely geometric. The VLBI distance is determined from the
semi-annual variations in the apparent position of the image of the
pulsar (Gwinn et al. 1986; Ding et al. 2023). The timing distance is
inferred from semi-annual variations in pulse arrival times caused by
the curvature of the radio wavefront as it passes the orbit of the Earth
(Kaspi et al. 1994). It is not uncommon to find differences between
the distances determined by pulsar timing and VLBI, potentially
caused by several systematic biases (Lutz & Kelker 1973; Verbiest
et al. 2012; Ding et al. 2023).

This tension could be resolved by introducing a third independent
distance measurement by studying the intensity variations of the
scintillation pattern. These variations are caused by scattering from
the ionized interstellar medium (IISM) (Rickett & Lyne 1968).

The scattering along the line of sight is often dominated by a par-
ticular region of ionized plasma, which can then be approximated
as a single dominant screen (Sutton 1971). The propagation of ra-
dio waves travelling along different paths results in constructive and
destructive interference and variations in intensity in time and fre-
quency. Bright patches in the pattern are known as ‘scintles’. The
properties of the scintillation pattern depend on the velocity, struc-
ture, and relative distance to this scattering screen (Rickett 1990;
Cordes & Rickett 1998). When modelled and accounted for, these
properties can be used to infer the distance to a pulsar (Cordes &
Rickett 1998; Mall et al. 2022; Reardon et al. 2024a). This model is
dependent on the effective velocity along the line of sight, which is
a weighted sum of the Earth, scattering screen, and pulsar velocities.
The transverse pulsar velocity component is sensitive to the orienta-
tion of the orbit and therefore resolves the degeneracy in the sense
of the inclination angle from pulsar timing (Ord et al. 2002; Rickett
etal. 2014).

We can use also use models of scattering screens to study the ve-
locity, structure, density, and other properties of ionized gas along the
line of sight (Mall et al. 2022; Askew et al. 2023; Ocker et al. 2024).
These techniques have been applied recently for several structures in-
cluding those in our local IISM (e.g., within 1 kpc, Mall et al. 2022;
Ocker et al. 2024), with a focus on the Local Bubble (an under-dense
region in which the Solar system resides, Stinebring et al. 2022; Liu
et al. 2023; O’Neill et al. 2024; Stock & van Kerkwijk 2024), the
Loop I bubble (Bhat et al. 1998), star-forming nebulae (Gupta et al.
1994; Mall et al. 2022), hot (type O-A) stars (Walker et al. 2017), pul-

! This has enabled incredibly precise mass measurements of the system
(= 0.5 Mg; Huetal. 2022).
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Figure 1. Ha emission towards the Gum Nebula and PSR J0737-3039.
The colour bar shows the intensity for a given Galactic latitude (y-axis) and
longitude (x-axis) in units of ergscm™2sec™!. The white 36°-wide dashed
circle is centred on the putative centre of the nebula. The cyan ellipse and
arrow highlight the star £ Puppis and its proper motion. The orange ellipse
and vector show the location and proper motion of the double pulsar. The
green vectors show the screen velocity from our model. The semi-transparent
vectors are drawn from the posterior probability distribution to show the
uncertainty in the velocity. The emission-line map was produced from the
Southern Her Sky Survey Atlas (Gaustad et al. 2001).

sar wind nebulae (Main et al. 2021), and ionized supernova remnant
(SNR) shells (Yao et al. 2021).

The Gum Nebula is a noteworthy structure in the Milky Way that
has been studied across the electromagnetic spectrum (Gum 1952;
Reynolds 1976a; Woermann et al. 2001; Sushch et al. 2011; O’ Neill
etal. 2024; Wang et al. 2025). It is a complex mixture of overlapping
regions of ionized and neutral material that appears close on the sky
to the double pulsar (see Figure 1). The Gum Nebula has a large
radius of 18°, centred at approximately RA 08:22:53.6 and DEC
—42:25:20 (J2000). The distance to the Gum Nebula is still debated,
with a range of estimates from 300 to 500 pc (Woermann et al. 2000,
2001; Sushch et al. 2011; Pagani et al. 2012; Purcell et al. 2015;
O’Neill et al. 2024). The nebula is thought to have originated as a
SNR or HII region (Gum 1952; Reynolds 1976a; Woermann et al.
2000; Sushch et al. 2011; Purcell et al. 2015; O’Neill et al. 2024).
If a scattering screen is situated at the edge of the Gum Nebula we
could use it to measure the expansion and infer its age, density, and
metallicity (Cioffi et al. 1988; Sushch et al. 2011).

This work is the result of an 18-month observing campaign of the
double pulsar using the Meer Karoo Array Telescope (MeerKAT).
This campaign allowed us to study the properties of the intervening
IISM, determine the inclination angle of the binary orbit, and in-
vestigate the distance to the system. We describe the data collected
with the MeerKAT radio telescope in Section 2. We discuss how we
modelled the scintillation, and some of the challenges in modelling
in Section 3. The results of this modelling is presented in Section 4.
We discuss the implications of our measurements of the orientation
of and distance to the system in Section 5. In this section, we also
present what we can understand about the ionized gas and physics
of the Gum Nebula from our observations. Finally, in Section 6 we



Table 1. Properties of the observing bands. Our analysis used 12 observations
with the UHF receiver and two observations each using the L-band and S-
band receivers.

Observing Band UHF L-band S-band
Central Frequency (MHz)  815.73  1283.58  2187.07
Bandwidth (MHz) 544 856 875
Spectral Resolution (kHz) 33 52 853
No. of Channels 16384 16384 1024

present our main conclusions and discusses ongoing observations of
the double pulsar.

2 DATA

2.1 MeerKAT Observations

This work uses data from MeerKAT, a radio interferometer compris-
ing 64, 13.9-m antennas located in the Northern Cape province of
South Africa (Jonas & MeerKAT Team 2016). While observations
of the double pulsar system have been ongoing since April 2019, the
observations used in this analysis extend from June 2022 to Novem-
ber 2023. The observations were taken under the Relativistic Binary
programme (RelBin, Kramer et al. 2021b), part of the MeerTime
Large Survey Project (Bailes et al. 2020). MeerTime has many aims.
These aims include testing theories of gravity, probing neutron star
masses in compact binary systems, and using pulsar timing obser-
vations to detect nanohertz frequency gravitational waves (Spiewak
et al. 2022; Gitika et al. 2023; Miles et al. 2023, 2025).

MeerTime data are recorded using four independent Pulsar Tim-
ing User Supplied Equipment (PTUSE) signal processors, which
ingest tied-array (voltage) beams produced by the MeerKAT cor-
relator/beamformer (CBF) (Bailes et al. 2020). The CBF produces
voltage streams with configurable channelisation. For most pulsar
timing projects, a 1024-channel mode is used as it provides lower
data rates than other modes, and is designed with a polyphase filter
that reduces aliasing artefacts between channels. The PTUSE ma-
chines are used in pulsar timing projects to record filterbank (search
mode) and fold mode data for searching and timing, respectively (see
Bailes et al. 2020, for further details). Our observations were recorded
in three observing bands: the UHF-band, L-band, and S-band, which
are described in Table 1. To resolve the scintillation in the UHF and
L-band observations it is necessary to produce spectra with more
than 1024 channels. To accomplish this, in addition to recording data
suitable for precision timing, we recorded data simultaneously using
a second PTUSE machine. The second PTUSE machine was config-
ured to subdivide each of the 1024 coarse channels by a factor of 16,
resulting in 16384 channels. We refer to this data product as the 16 k
mode.

For the double pulsar system, the A pulsar (PSR J0737-3039A)
is observed by the RelBin theme every month for ~3 hr, which is
modestly longer than an entire orbit. This was chosen to deliver two
eclipses during the observing campaign, in which the magnetosphere
of pulsar B interferes with the radio emission from pulsar A (Lower
et al. 2024). The observations were divided into three consecutive
scans of duration ~30 min, ~2 hr, and ~30 min respectively.

Scintillation of PSR J0737-3039A 3

Table 2. The minimum, mean, and maximum scintillation bandwidths and
timescales for each observing band.

Observing Band UHF L-band S-band

Minimum Avg (MHz)  0.036 0.143 0.970
Mean Av, (MHz) 0.070 0.496 3.139
Maximum Avg; (MHz)  0.261 1.073 7.876

Minimum A7y (s) 36 46 51
Mean Aty (s) 63 80 130
Maximum A7y (s) 408 410 582

2.2 Dynamic Spectra

The fundamental data products used in this study are dynamic spec-
tra. We first produced these dynamic spectra from MeerPIPE, the pul-
sar timing data reduction pipeline, which utilises PSRCHIVE pulsar-
data processing utility (Hotan et al. 2004). Polarization and flux
calibration are also performed on the data during this stage. This
calibration is further described in (Serylak et al. 2021). To determine
the flux density for each channel and each subintegration, we used
the psrflux tool, which uses a standard pulse profile derived from
pulsar timing as a match filter to measure the flux density with near
optimal signal to noise ratio.

The main features of the scintillation pattern in the dynamic spectra
are ‘scintles’, which are islands of increased flux density that vary
with frequency and time. The decorrelation bandwidth of the scintles
rapidly increases with frequency, as seen in Figure 2. The duration of
the scintles changes with time as the transverse velocity of the pulsar
changes across the orbit (Rickett et al. 2014; Reardon et al. 2019).

3 METHODS

Our analysis uses dynamic spectra taken across 16 epochs spanning
18 months in all three frequency bands. In earlier observations (exclu-
sively obtained at UHF and L band), the 16 k mode was unavailable
and therefore the scintillation bandwidth was not resolved in the ob-
servations. The dynamic spectra were first divided into sub-dynamic
spectra (which we term ‘slices’) of smaller bandwidth and observing
time to capture the rapidly changing scintillation bandwidth, Av,,
(with frequency) and timescale, A7y, (with orbital phase).

Rapidly varying scintillation timescale is visually apparent in the
dynamic spectra (Figure 2). This motivates the division of the dy-
namic spectra into windows of time. We chose to divide the windows
into 10 min durations as this is longer than the largest measured
timescales, as listed in Table 2, while providing uniform sampling
across the orbital phase. Windows of different lengths were tested,
but provided over-estimation or under-estimation of the scintillation
timescale.

In addition, the division of the dynamic spectrum in frequency
was necessary due to the large available fractional bandwidth. The
difference between the scintillation bandwidth at the top of each
band compared to the bottom is ~an order of magnitude (see Figure
2). At each observing band there is also a large amount of scatter
in the measurements of Av; used in the analysis (see Table 2 and
Figure 4). To account for the evolution of the frequency bandwidth
at different bands, the UHF, L-band, and S-band observations were
divided into 30 MHz, 50 MHz, and 100 MHz sub-bands, respectively.
Some sub-bands were not included in the analysis due to corruption
from radio frequency interference (RFI). Notably, the UHF band is
nearly devoid of RFI at MeerKAT (Bailes et al. 2020). We only
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Figure 2. Dynamic spectra of PSR J0737-3039A in S-band (top), L-band (middle), and UHF-band (bottom). Two eclipses, where the beam of pulsar A passes
through the magnetosphere of pulsar B, can be seen, marked by the red arrows. The colour scales are all independent across each panel and use linear scaling.
The data presented in each panel show a 100 MHz subband. Throughout the work we used the full bandwidth of each observation.

needed to consider removing one sub-band from the data analysis;
and even in one case that sub-band was sufficiently clean that it
could be used. Measurements of the scintillation properties were thus
made in slices comprising sub-bands and windows. The scintillation
bandwidth measurements are shown in Figure 4.

At the lowest frequencies observed in UHF (typically below
800 MHz), the scintillation bandwidth is smaller than our 0.033 MHz

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2025)

spectral resolution. These frequencies were not used in the analysis.
In the S-band observations, the scintillation bandwidth was larger
than the channel bandwidth in the standard 1024-channel mode, so
we did not need to use the 16k-mode dynamic spectra.
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Figure 3. Measurements of, and model for, AT(}I. Top panel: Reciprocal of scintillation timescales for UHF (circles), L-band (squares), and S-band (triangles).
The solid lines indicate the best-fitting model for Vg each epoch (16 in total). The maximum a-posteriori parameters for this model are presented in Table
3. Lower panel: Normalised residuals for the best-fitting model. These are the differences between the observations and the model, divided by measured
uncertainties. We discuss the whiteness of the residuals in Appendix B. The dashed vertical line indicates the epoch of superior conjunction. Both panels are
plotted against the orbital phase of the double pulsar, determined from the true anomaly expressed in degrees (Reardon et al. 2019, Equation A4).

3.1 Scintillation Bandwidths and Timescales

For each slice, we use a two-dimensional (2D) auto-correlation func-
tion (ACF) to characterise the scintillation properties. In addition to
measuring the scintillation time scale and bandwidth, which measure
the bandwidth of the autocorrelation function in time and frequency,
we also measure the tilt of the ACF. This is the rotation of the major
axis of the ACG ellipse from the time or frequency axes, which can
be caused by a large refractive phase gradient in the ISM (Rickett
et al. 2014). The rotation is quantified by a gradient ¢. The 2D ACF
is modelled using an analytical function parameterized by Avg, A1y,
and ¢ (Reardon & Coles 2023). Following convention, Av, is de-
fined as the frequency lag at which the correlation falls to one-half its
value and Aty is the time lag at which the correlation falls to 1/e of
the peak value. We measure these properties using the SCINTOOLS?
(Reardon 2020) software package. A more detailed description of
this fitting method can be found in Rickett et al. (2014) and Reardon
& Coles (2023).

During the analysis of the auto-correlation functions, we identified
structures that needed to be accounted for prior to making robust
estimation of scintillation timescales and bandwidths. Firstly, we
identified that the overestimation was caused by an artefact related to
the polyphase filters only apparent in the 16-k data. The artefact is an

2 https://github.com/danielreardon/scintools

increase in covariance in the 2D—ACFs at frequency lags 0.520 MHz
and 0.832 MHz for UHF and L-band (in the 16 k mode) respectively.
This is caused by the polyphase filters in the CBF used to divide
the data in 1024 channels. The filters have significant roll-off in
sensitivity and signal close to channel edges, introduced to reduce
spectral leakage between channels (Bailes et al. 2020). This artefact
can cause an overestimation of Avg by > 16% (at UHF).

We also noticed diffuse structures in the ACF: excess signal at
high frequency and time lags. We attribute this to a second distinct
scintillation pattern. This diffuse structure could be caused by a sec-
ond scattering screen . In many cases, the phase gradience measured
for the second component of the ACF is different (and occasionally
orthogonal to) the primary component, which suggests the power is
caused by a second screen. Unfortunately, the excess power is too
faint to robustly measure scintillation bandwidths and timescales.

To avoid incorrectly biasing our measurements to the presence of
the filter artefact or a second scattering screen, we restrict the size
of the ACF when performing a fit. In the UHF band, the scintillation
bandwidth Av, is smaller (< 0.2 MHz) than the artefact (0.52 MHz).
In L-band we use the 1024 channel data to measure Avy where
Avg > 0.832 MHz and the 16-k data when the scintillation bandwidth
is smaller. This results in robust measurements of Av,; and At,.

There is also a trade-off between the duration of the window of the
dynamic spectra in time and frequency as larger bins lead to more
scintles and therefore precise measurement. This trade-off is caused

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2025)
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Figure 4. Frequency dependence of scintillation for the double pulsar. The
scintillation bandwidth measurements are shown at each epoch in the UHF
(circles), L-band (squares), and S-band (triangles) observations. At each
epoch, we infer a value for Avy 1GH,. We rescale each epoch with the same
median value to account for epoch-to-epoch variations in the scintillation
bandwidth. The solid (red) line indicates the globally inferred value for @’
and its uncertainty accounting for the variation of Avy 1GH, between epochs.
We also show a global model assuming Kolmogorov turbulence in black. The
dashed lines show the channel bandwidth in each observing band. The second
panel shows the normalised residuals of this scaled bandwidth (data - model
/ uncertainty).

by the ‘finite scintle effect’: the ability to precisely measure scintilla-
tion bandwidths and timescales depends on the number of scintles in a
dynamic spectrum (Cordes 1986). In additional to including standard
measurement error, the uncertainties in the scintillation bandwidth
and time scale both includes terms that are inversely proportional to
the square root of the number of scintles in the dynamic spectrum.
For this dataset, however, there is a compromise that needs to be
made as larger windows result in biases in our scintillation timescale
measurements, as Aty changes rapidly across the orbital phase (as
seen in 2). We found that 10 min windows provided a sufficiently
large number of scintiles and a sufficiently small fraction of the orbit
to allow us to both reliably measure scintillation properties, but not
be affected by intra-slice orbital variations.

To improve the reliability of error estimation for Av,; and Aty,
we introduce white noise parameters, F' and Q, which account for
epoch-to-epoch excess noise that could be systematic or astrophysical
in origin(Askew et al. 2023). The uncertainty on the measurements

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2025)

is modified to be

v\¢ ?

op =4|(0sF)* + Q(—) ) ; ¢))
Vn
where op is the total uncertainty in the measurement, o is the
measured uncertainty, F is a scaling factor, and Q is a frequency-
dependent quadrature error, measured relative to a reference fre-
quency v, (we used 1 GHz) with a spectral exponent £. These were
modified from Askew et al. (2023) to account for the wider band-
widths of our observations (~2 GHz, compared to 300 MHz in Askew
et al. (2023)).

While trying to improve ACF fitting, we also explored other
methodologies, which were not found to significantly affect the mea-
surements or uncertainties. We considered an alternate method of
weighting when fitting a model to the ACF, scaling the uncertain-
ties on the ACF measurements to be proportional to the lag from
the centre of the ACF. This was chosen to account for fewer mea-
surements of the ACF at greater lags. However, this only improved
the precision of our measurements of the scintillation bandwidth by
~ 2% (for UHF observations) and did not improve the systematic un-
certainties described above. To estimate the uncertainty of Av,; and
A7y, we assume that the 2D-ACF samples are independent, which is
a standard practice in scintillation analysis. While the finite scintle
effect accounts for correlations between lags from scintillation, other
correlated noise sources could introduce correlations in the ACF. We
have not considered the impact of this assumption.

3.2 Spectral dependence of scintillation bandwidth

Scintillation is a strongly chromatic process. The degree of chro-
maticity depends on the structure of the inhomogeneous density
fluctuations in the IISM (Lambert & Rickett 1999). These inhomo-
geneities also impact other properties of the scintillation pattern,
including the relationship between scintillation velocity and scintil-
lation bandwidths and timescales (Cordes & Rickett 1998; Lambert
& Rickett 1999). Determining how scintillation bandwidth scales
with frequency is crucial in establishing a scintillation-based orbital
model that can be used to infer the distance to a pulsar.

‘We model the frequency dependence of the scintillation as a power
law with exponent a’, such that

Avg o v . (2)

The value of the exponent depends on the underlying density
fluctuations in the IISM. The electron density power spectrum,
P,,(q;7) « ¢P, is defined with a power law relationship with the
exponent § (Cordes et al. 1986; Rickett 1990; Lambert & Rickett
1999). This exponent can be related to the spectral dependence of

the scintillation as
2B
== <4,
a = {5-2 B 3)

% B>4,

(Bhatetal. 2004). There is no known theoretical relationship between
a’ and 8 when o’ < 4 (e.g., see Figure 16 in Cordes et al. 1986).
We measure the change in Av, as a function of frequency with
a global fit to @’ across all three observing bands. To determine
the scintillation bandwidth at each epoch, we fitted @’ using the
relationship,
v Y
) , @

ref

Avq = Avq, 1GH2 (

where v = 1 GHz.



3.3 Scintillation Velocity

We can infer properties of the transverse motion along the LoS using
our measurements from the dynamic spectra. Central to this is the
calculation of the scintillation velocity,

Ais [ D Avg "2
kms~!| | kpc MHz

y A‘rd]l 5)

V - _—
s [ GHz s
where Ajg is a constant that relates the screen geometry and density
variations to the scintillation pattern speed (Cordes & Rickett 1998).
This geometric constant is defined to be

N ~ c 1/2 & 1/2 2(1-s) 1/2
“\4rc C s

= Ajss,5/3,u We Wpiss, (6)

where s is the relative distance to a thin screen of plasma (where
s = 1 is the position of the Earth, and s = 0 of the pulsar), W¢ and
Wp 1ss are variables that depend on the assumed spatial distribution
and relative distance of the intervening plasma. For every LoS one
must consider what spatial and spectral models to assume to derive a
value of Ajss. When deriving a value of Ajg, implicit unit conversion
is applied to have units of kms~! (Cordes & Rickett 1998). The con-
stant C; defines the Fourier relationship between the decorrelation
bandwidth, Av,, and pulse-broadening timescale, T,

C| =2nAvytg @)

For a uniform distribution of electrons in a Kolmogorov turbulent
medium, C; = 0.741 (Cordes & Rickett 1998; Lambert & Rickett
1999). However, the parameter C; depends on the geometric and
spectral properties along the LoS. These properties are described in
greater detail in Section 4.1.

The methods for determining C; (and therefore Ajss) from scin-
tillation have not been developed since Rickett et al. (2014), which
itself relies on the theory presented in Lambert & Rickett (1999)
and Cordes & Rickett (1998). It is therefore not currently possible
to calculate values C; when @’ < 4 due to an unknown relationship
between o’ and . For completeness, we describe the methodology
for determining C; and D assuming o’ = 4.4 in Appendix A.

We can infer properties of the IISM and the orbit of the double
pulsar by comparing Viss calculated from the scintillation time scale
and bandwidth with a model:

Vet (s) =(1-5)(Vp + V) +sVE - Vism
= Viin — Viism, 3

where V,, is the transverse component of the orbital velocity of the
pulsar, V, is the pulsar transverse space velocity, VE is the transverse
velocity of the Earth, and Vygy is the IISM velocity (Cordes &
Rickett 1998; Askew et al. 2023). Vygym is parameterised by its
relative velocity in right ascension (RA, @) and declination (DEC,
0): ViisM, a,s. We measure V,, which importantly depends on i and
Q, to be between ~ 25 and ~ 315kms~! using the timing model
from Kramer et al. (2021a). V,, has been held fixed using accurate
measurements of the proper motion from (Vp , = —2.47(3) and
Vp,s = 2.04(3) Kramer et al. 2021a). Vg and V, are calculated at
the epoch of each measurement in the data and fixed at that value.

This velocity model assumes that a thin screen of plasma domi-
nates the scattering along the LoS (Sutton 1971). When modelling
Ve (), it is possible to infer the fractional distance to the scattering
screen, s, to a few per cent (Reardon et al. 2020; Mall et al. 2022;
Ocker et al. 2024; Reardon et al. 2024a), which corresponds to a
precision in physical precision of tens to hundreds of pc.

We consider two approaches fitting our model of Vg to the data.
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For the first model (which we will refer to as the A‘r‘;l model), we
use the measured scintillation timescales and model the spatial scale,

S
4 = v, ©
Td
where
sq = AissVDAvg v (10)

is the spatial scale, which is the distance over which intensity fluc-
tuations caused by interference become uncorrelated (Rickett 1977;
Armstrong et al. 1995; Cordes & Rickett 1998; Lambert & Rick-
ett 1999; Rickett et al. 2014; Reardon et al. 2020)3. At each epoch,
the spatial scale is measured relative to a reference frequency of
v, = 1 GHz. The spatial scale for different frequencies as the same
epoch can be calculated as

Y
Sd.n = Sd (l) . (11)

n

Using the second model (which we refer to as the Viss model), we
derive values for Vis from our scintillation observations using Equa-
tion 5. For this model, we scale the frequency dependence bandwidths
a’ to account for the variations from epoch to epoch. This model can
be used to infer posterior distributions of Ajgs and the distance to the
double pulsar D, which are discussed in Section 4.3.

We note that both models use the velocity of the LoS at the Solar
System barycentre, which we define to be

Veff(s)
—S s

Vios(s) = (12)

This is important when comparing our results with other works, as we
define the effective velocity at the Earth. All of our models account
for anisotropic scattering using methods described in Section 3.5.

3.4 Velocity Modelling with Bayesian Inference

We use Bayesian modelling techniques described in Askew et al.
(2023) to infer model parameters and their posterior probabilities.
We assume a Gaussian (logarithmic) likelihood. In the case of the
ATJI model, the likelihood has the form

log (L) = —% log(2n0p) — — [

20—P n=1 ATd’n
where At , is the nth measurement of the scintillation timescale
from N total measurements, and s, , is the corresponding inferred
spatial scale for this nth measurement. The modelled effective veloc-
ity for this measurement is Vg ,. The likelihood used for inference
using measurement of Vg has a similar form. In this work, unless ex-
plicitly stated, we use uniform priors across the entire (or reasonably
broad) parameter spaces in our inferences. When comparing models
we can use Bayesian Evidence to select preferred models.

3.5 Assessing Anisotropy

Scattering need not be isotropic. Anisotropic scattering manifests
as variations of the scatter-broadened image of the pulsar, approxi-
mated as an ellipse, rather than being azimuthally symmetric shape
(Cordes et al. 1986; Coles et al. 2005; Rickett et al. 2014; Reardon
et al. 2019). In the case of ellipsoidal anisotropy, the image of the

3 This parameter is occasionally referred to as  instead of sz and is not to
be confused with the relative distance to the scattering screen s.
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pulsar is broadened non-axisymmetrically, and the anisotropy can
be parametrized by an axial ratio Ag and position angle { measured
East of North of the major axis of the ellipse. Other studies, including
those outside pulsar astronomy, indicate anisotropic scattering being
dominant along many lines of sight (Desai & Fey 2001; Chandran &
Backer 2002; Pen & King 2012; Florinski et al. 2024).

We also consider an extension to this simplest model for anisotropy.
This is motivated by a previous study of the double pulsar system
(Coles et al. 2005), which used an ellipse to model the observed
spatial variations in the scattering from pulsars A and B. They found
that while the model was a reasonable fit for the data, the ACF showed
additional structure (e.g., Figure 3 of Coles et al. 2005).

As an alternative to an ellipse, we model the scatter-broadened
image as a sum of circular harmonics. In a circular harmonic basis,
the zeroth degree is a circle, the first is an ellipse, and the second
(and higher) degrees are perturbations to that ellipse. We consider
perturbations up to the third order. We can define harmonics up to
this degree using six parameters, { and Ag for the ellipse, A, and ¢,
for the second-degree parameters, and A3 and 3 for the third degree.
In this notation, A, 3 defines the amplitude of the harmonic and
{» 3 the orientation of the perturbations. The higher-order harmonics
allow for a diversity of unique shapes that the IISM could produce
due to diffractive or refractive effects in turbulent or intermittent
plasma. To remove the unlikely realisations of the circular harmonics
with shapes that do not represent a physically motivated scattered-
broadened image of the pulsar, we restricted the prior distributions
for the amplitude perturbations Ay 3 < 1.

This methodology fits nicely into the existing A‘r;1 model. The
perturbed ellipse can be used to calculate a modified spatial scale,
Sell = Sqrel, Which depends on the radial position of the perturbed
ellipse, 7e1).

4 RESULTS

A summary of our results for the range of models considered is
presented in Table 3. The data and model using the best-fitting pa-
rameters, for the A‘rgl model are shown in Figure 3. We find that a
single screen at a relative distance of s = 0.53f%'_%12 dominates the
scattering. For this screen, we measure moderate anisotropy with an
axial ratio of Ag = 2.4 + 0.2 and an anisotropy angle { = 180° + 2°
East of North. This was supported with log(BF) ~ 72 compared to
an isotropic model. All of the figures in this section, unless otherwise
stated, show the results inferred from this model. We also find that
this model breaks the degeneracy in the sense of the inclination angle,
which pulsar timing is not always sensitive to, with our observations
supporting an inclination angle i > 90°.

4.1 Spectral and Geometric line of sight properties

Understanding the IISM using scintillation observations can help
answer two questions: (1) Where are the electrons along the LoS
(i.e., where are the scattering regions)? and (2) How do the inho-
mogeneities in the IISM impact the scattering at different observing
frequencies (i.e., what are the structures of the scattering regions)? A
common assumption is that the scattering is caused by electrons with
density variations following a Kolmogorov power law (¢’ = 4.4,
equivalent to 8 = 11/3) residing in geometrically thin screens (Sut-
ton 1971; Cordes et al. 1986; Rickett 1990).

A small change in @’ can result in a significantly different phys-
ical interpretation of a scattering medium. Previous studies of the
frequency dependence of diffractive scintillation have shown that
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Table 3. Vg inference. The results presented in this figure use the methods
discussed in 3.4 for the (AT;I) and (Viss) models. Both models support
an inclination angle sense of i > 90°, assuming the fixed magnitude of
inclination angle of i = 89.65° from Kramer et al. (2021a). The differences
in &, F, and Q are expected due to the different measurements for each
model. y was not inferred within the Vigg model.

Parameter AT} 1 Viss
i(°) > 90 =90
QC) 40+ 5213
: o5 06,
Viism, o (kms™!) -22*1 —26’};
Viism, s (kms™!) 363 353
AR 24703 2.07G3
¢ 18073 169
Y 0.69+0-03 -
¢ -1715% 6%
’ 2ty any!
Q! kmsTh 6055 x 107 24707

spectral indices deviate significantly from those expected from Kol-
mogorov turbulence. The majority of pulsars show power-law ex-
ponents (@) that are shallower than what is expected from Kol-
mogorov, with the mean estimated to be @’ = 3.9 + 0.2 in Bhat et al.
(2004) and median to be a’ = 3.7f%'g in Krishnakumar et al. (2019).
We have measured a shallow spectral index for the double pulsar
where the scintillation decorrelation bandwidth scales with exponent
a’ = 3.61 £ 0.05. The data strongly favour (log(BF) = 119) a shal-
lower @’ than the value expected of Kolmogorov turbulence because
of the large number of measurements involved in the inference (see
Figure 4). We note that this is the first measurement of the frequency
dependence of scintillation of the double pulsar.

Several potential scattering geometries allow for spectral devia-
tions from that expected from Kolmogorov turbulence. For example,
the electron density distribution may follow a power law spectrum
with an ‘inner’ or ‘outer’ scale (Lambert & Rickett 1999; Bhat et al.
2004), or there may be a transverse truncation of the scattering screen
(i.e., scattering caused by thin sheets folding onto one another, Pen
& King 2012; Jow et al. 2024).

We also note that the measurements of Avg 1gH, are correlated
with flux density (see Figure 5) with the correlation coefficient mea-
sured to be ~ 0.65. This suggests refractive variations are impacting
the diffractive scintillation measurements at each epoch (Shannon &
Cordes 2017).

Both Kolmogorov and ‘square-law’ (8 = a’ = 4) analytical mod-
els have been extensively examined in the literature (Rickett 1990;
Lambert & Rickett 1999). We consider modifications to these mod-
els that include inner and outer scales defined to be L; = «} I'm,
and L, = K;l m, respectively (Coles et al. 1987; Lambert & Rickett
1999). The inner scale model assumes a Kolmogorov medium that
dissipates at a length scale L; at which kinetic energy begins heating
the plasma (Lambert & Rickett 1999) and suppressing the turbulent
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Figure 5. Time series of spatial scale and flux density. The top panel shows
the spatial scale variations using two models that depend on the epoch spatial
scale (red) and the inferred spatial scale from the scintillation bandwidth
measurements (blue), respectively. The middle panel shows the calibrated
flux density taken for each observation. Measurements taken at UHF and L-
band are shown with circles and squares, respectively. The flux density during
late 2022 (MJD 59900) correlated (= 0.66) with the spatial scale from our
scintillation measurements. The S-band data have not yet been flux-density
calibrated.

cascade. The outer scale model describes scattering from discrete
objects (‘blobs’ of plasma) along the LoS with sharp boundaries,
resulting in the square law distribution. This can be used to describe
scattering caused by HiI regions, plasma shock fronts at the bound-
aries of SNRs, and extreme scattering events (Lambert & Rickett
1999, 2000; Coles et al. 2015).

4.2 Anisotropy and IISM Variability

Using the model presented 3.5, we searched for distortions in the
scatter-broadened image beyond a simple elliptical scattering disk.
These results favour an elliptical anisotropic model, which we use
for the rest of our analysis. The effect of this anisotropy on the spatial
scale across the orbital phase is shown in Figure 6, for a single
UHF observation. The Figure also shows the isotropic model, which
is a poor model for the observations. We also searched for higher
order perturbations using circular harmonics. The amplitudes of the
second and third circular harmonics A, and A3z were found to be
consistent with zero, with amplitudes constrained to be smaller than
3% perturbations of the elliptical image. Therefore, throughout the
rest of the manuscript all models use the simpler anisotropic model.
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However, future work may find that circular harmonics are necessary
to describe stronger, more complex anisotropic scattering screens.

We also searched for epoch-to-epoch variations in the scattering
screen properties. This is motivated by the correlated, temporal vari-
ations in the spatial scale and flux density as shown in Figure 5. We
focused our searches on the parameters that would be most likely
affected by epoch-to-epoch variations: namely Ag, ¢, and s4. We
constrained the longitude of the ascending node, €, to a Gaussian
prior based on measurements and uncertainties derived from our
ATJI model. We also assumed broad Gaussian priors for Viism, e, s>
centred on our measurements listed in Table 3, with a standard de-
viation of 20km s~!. Other parameters were held constant as these
were found not to correlate significantly with the aforementioned
parameters.

The results from this modelling are presented in Figure 7. We find
that most of the parameters of the screen are stable between epochs
and consistent with the AT;I model. The stability of the screen
properties across a year is expected to be (and is) seen over longer
timescales for other pulsars (Reardon et al. 2020; McKee et al. 2022;
Askew et al. 2023). We note that in the third panel of Figure 7, the
epochs at MJD ~ 60080 (2023-05-16) and ~ 60212 (2023-09-25) are
S-band observations. These epochs were found to have spatial scale
measurements greater than the other observations. As we have only
two S-band observations, and neither is flux calibrated, it is difficult
to determine more information about the sudden rise in spatial scale.
Our results are in contrast to Rickett et al. (2014), which reported
significant variation in the anisotropy across different epochs. This
suggests that we could be observing scattering from a different screen
from that modelled in Rickett et al. (2014). We consider this further
in Section 5.3.

4.3 Distance Models

We can use the properties of the scattering screen geometry to assess
possible values of Ajss and what scattering screen geometries are
consistent with published distance estimates to the double pulsar
system.

As we cannot calculate Ajgg, we treat it as a parameter when as-
sessing possible distances and scattering geometries. Figure 8 shows
the posterior distribution for Ajss and D using the Visg model. The
distribution is broad because of the large degeneracy between Ajss
and D. To break this degeneracy, previous works have assumed a
value for Aiss (Ransom et al. 2004; Shapiro-Albert et al. 2020). In
Figure 8, we show four possible values of Ajgs published in Lambert
& Rickett (1999). For each value, we assume a thin screen at a rela-
tive distance consistent with our measurements. For the inner scale
model, we assume Kolmogorov turbulence and an inner scale cut-off
relative to the spatial scale at a wavenumber of «;s; = 10. For the
outer scale model, we assume 8 = 4 and an outer scale cut-off rela-
tive to the spatial scale at a wavenumber of k,s; = 10~!. By using
Equation 5 and assumed values for s = 0.5, Atz = 505, v = 1.3 GHz,
Avg = 0.2 MHz, and assumed geometries Ajss (which also appear as
horizontal lines in Figure 8), we can estimate the distance we might
expect. This is shown in the table below.

Assuming one of the distance measurements is correct (i.e., the
distance to the double pulsar is 360 pc < D < 840 pc), we constrain
Alss to be greater than 4.5 x 10* km s~! and less than 8 x 10* kms~!.
Using Table 4 and Figure 8, we can conclude that the timing distance
is only consistent with the outer-scale model, and the VLBI distance
is consistent with both the outer-scale and Kolmogorov models.
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Figure 6. Comparison of models for anisotropic scattering. Left panel: the effective scattered image on the sky. The dashed black line indicates an isotropic
scattering image on the sky. The dark green line shows the model using the best-fitting anisotropic model listed in Table 3. The blue lines show the effective
velocity (normalised relative to the maximum) at each sample from the model, and the red arrow corresponds to the velocity at the eclipse, where the transverse
velocity is maximized. Right panel: Observed timescale measurements, plotted as circles, and the modelled timescale (solid line) shown against the orbital
phase. The dashed black line is the same isotropic model from the left panel, and the red vertical line indicates the eclipse. The data and models are derived from

the observations on UTC 2023-03-28.

Table 4. Assumed model parameters and geometries leading to distance
estimates.

Turbulence Model ~ Arss (kms™')  Distance (kpc)
Kolmogorov 4.7 x 10* 1.08
Inner-scale model 3.6 x 10* 1.83
Outer-scale model 5.6 x 10* 0.76
Square-law model 3.1 x 10* 247

5 DISCUSSION
5.1 Previous scintillation studies of the double pulsar

The double pulsar has been studied using scintillation several times
since its discovery (Ransom et al. 2004; Coles et al. 2005; Stinebring
et al. 2005; Rickett et al. 2014; Stock & van Kerkwijk 2024), using
various approaches and assumptions. Ransom et al. (2004) assumed
an isotropic scattering model to infer Vigs. A study of the scattering
of radio waves from pulsar A travelling through the magnetosphere of
pulsar B by Coles et al. (2005) found that anisotropic scattering (Ar >
4) was a better fit for their measured scintillation time scales than
an isotropic model. More recently, Rickett et al. (2014) studied the
scintillation assuming an anisotropic model. Informed by scintillation
timescale measurements, Rickett et al. (2014) used a similar method
to our Aty model. These measurements were taken ~ 17 yr ago,
using the Green Bank Telescope. They concluded that the anisotropy
varied in both strength and position angle. Interestingly, they inferred
a screen at a distance of s = 0.73 + 0.01. Since then Stock & van
Kerkwijk (2024) has re-analysed the results and come to similar
conclusions.

Some of our results disagree with those found in Rickett et al.
(2014) and Stock & van Kerkwijk (2024). To understand the differ-
ences, we have partially re-analysed the data presented in Rickett et al.
(2014) using our methodology and code. We measured the fractional
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distance of the scattering screen to be s = 0.70 + 0.01 and the longi-
tude of the ascending node to be Q = 64° + 8°, which is consistent
with what they reported. While the uncertainty on s is consistent with
their value, the uncertainty on Q is a factor of four larger, which we
attribute to our inclusion of terms to account for excess white noise.
Unlike Rickett et al. (2014), we also searched for the longitude of pe-
riastron, w, to check for consistency with the known value from pulsar
timing. We compare the results from scintillation to the w measured
in Hu et al. (2022), updated (using the measured rate of periastron
advance) to an epoch close to the centre of our MeerKAT data set,
To = 59976.7 MJD. At this epoch, the longitude of periastron derived
from pulsar timing is w = 42.6169° + 0.0006° and at the reference
epoch of the Rickett et al. (2014) data set (Ty = 53155.9 MJD) the
longitude derived from pulsar timing is w = 87.0309° +0.0005° (Hu
et al. 2022). When fitting for w in our analysis of the MeerKAT data
set, we find a consistent value of w = 42.5° +£0.2°. In contrast, when
modelling the Rickett et al. (2014) data set, we find w = 310° + 30°,
which is inconsistent with pulsar timing at the 3 — o level. This
suggests our data set and model may be more reliable than those
presented in Rickett et al. (2014).

Some of our results disagree with Rickett et al. (2014) and Stock
& van Kerkwijk (2024) because of the choice of coordinate systems.
We note that the definition of Q in our analysis is consistent with
the definition of Damour & Taylor (1992) and implemented in the
scintillation code by Reardon et al. (2019); Reardon (2020). However,
the direction of the y-axis (in the plane of the binary orbit, see Figure
2 of Stock & van Kerkwijk 2024) is inverted in Rickett et al. (2014)
and Stock & van Kerkwijk (2024) when compared to the Damour
& Taylor (1992) definition. This, in addition to the difference we
see when measuring w using Rickett et al. (2014) data, explains the
differences we observe when comparing the orbital parameters of i
and Q between Rickett et al. (2014), the timing and our analysis.

We compare our inference on the orbital inclination to that derived
using two other independent methods. Firstly, it is also possible to
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infer the sense of the inclination angle by modelling the eclipses of
pulsar A by pulsar B. Using this method Lower et al. (2024) also
found i > 90°. Secondly, the analysis of the polarization of the pulsar
A pulse profile can be used to infer the system geometry using the
rotating vector model (Radhakrishnan & Cooke 1969; Blaskiewicz
et al. 1991) to measure the structure of the beam of pulsar A. Using
this model, Kramer et al. (2021b) estimate to be i = 91.6° +0.1°.

In our modelling, we use the magnitude of the inclination angle
from the timing model of Kramer et al. (2021a) as a prior. Our results
support i > 90° (see Table 3) with a log BF = 21. This is therefore
consistent with recent studies that find i > 90° Kramer et al. (2021b);
Huetal. (2022) and Lower et al. (2024) and inconsistent with Ransom
et al. (2004) and Rickett et al. (2014).

Our model of the relative screen distance (see Table 3) is in strong
tension with the results of Rickett et al. (2014). Given the differ-
ence between these observations (~ 17 yr), if a single screen was
responsible for all of the observed scintillation, it would need to be at
least O(100) AU in projected transverse extent. Multiple scattering
screens along the LoS are not uncommon (Mall et al. 2022; Ocker
et al. 2024; Reardon et al. 2024a). These can often appear as scin-
tillation arcs (Stinebring et al. 2001) with different curvature values
from distinct parabolic arcs in the secondary spectrum (the two di-
mensional spectrum of the dynamic spectrum). It is also not unlikely
that the scattering screens can vary over ~decades of observations
(Walker et al. 2022). Therefore, we conclude that we are probing a
different area of the IISM along the LoS.

It is also possible to use the secondary spectrum to characterise
the ISM and orbital dynamics of pulsars. Indeed, previous work has
also investigated the secondary spectrum in scintillation towards the
double pulsar in Stinebring et al. (2005). The utility of using parabolic
arcs depends on the sharpness of the arcs. Atlower frequencies (UHF)
the scintillation arcs are diffuse due to the relatively high strength of
scattering and only modest anisotropy. Therefore, Stinebring et al.
(2005) conclude that observations at higher frequencies and with a
greater signal-to-noise ratio would yield more promising results. Our
results agree. Work analysing the secondary spectrum of GBT and
MeerKAT data is ongoing (D. Montalvo et al., in prep.).

5.2 Distance to the double pulsar system

Systematic errors may be impacting published distance measure-
ments to pulsars (Verbiest et al. 2012; Ding et al. 2023). Some of the
errors that impact pulsar timing include DM variations and intrinsic
spin noise, which can be modelled (Keith et al. 2013), and mitigated
(Goncharov et al. 2021). The high ecliptic latitude (b = —51.2°) of
the double pulsar system reduces the impact of the solar wind on DM
variations but increases systematic errors and reduces the precision
of a distance measurement (Kramer et al. 2021a).

The measurement of a trigonometric parallax through VLBI can
potentially be affected by refractive image wander caused by the
turbulent IISM and the ionosphere of the Earth. These effects in the
current analysis of the double pulsar are negligible, however, this may
change in the future, and other pulsars could benefit from a detailed
understanding of the scattering (Kramer et al. 2021a). Refractive
image wander can be caused by phase gradients in the IISM, which
have been seen to change across the orbital and annual phase of the
double pulsar (Rickett et al. 2014). The strength of refractive image
wander can be characterised by a refraction angle 6,.. The refractive
scintillation for the double pulsar has a characteristic timescale on the
order of months (discussed below). As the Very Long Baseline Array
(the instrument used for VLBI observations of the double pulsar) is
in the northern hemisphere (and the double pulsar is in the southern
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sky), the array also has to point close to the horizon, potentially
adding to the systematic uncertainty. This is because the antennas in
the array have to observe through large columns of the atmosphere
and ionosphere of the Earth, impacting array calibration.

Our scintillation analysis can be used to critically examine the
pulsar timing and VLBIl-inferred distance measurements. We can
compare our estimate of refractive image wander to that previously
inferred from DM variations. We estimate the image wander from
variations in the spatial scale. We can attribute the variations in spa-
tial scale to refractive effects because of the significant correlation
between flux density variations and spatial scale. We first estimate
the Fresnel scale, rr = 4/Dg/k, where k = 27/ is the wavenumber.
We then calculate the strength of scattering, u = r¢/sg, using the
epoch-by-epoch spatial scale measurements. Assuming Kolmogorov
turbulence, the diffractive scattering angle and refractive image wan-
der are 65 = 2+/210g2 A/(nsy) and 6, = Ozu~'/3, respectively
(Rickett 1990). In our observations, we find the RMS for 6, to be =~
0.825 mas at 1 GHz.

This is notably larger than what was estimated by Kramer et al.
(2021a). From DM variations, they estimated the RMS variations in
6, to be 0.177 mas, at a reference frequency of 1.56 GHz, However,
the peak-to-peak variations in image wander were found to be as
large as 0.8 mas. Our RMS 6, ~ 0.339mas is much larger when
scaled to this frequency, assuming 8, « v~2. The differences are
not surprising. Approximately 3 yr passed between the last of their
measurements and the first of ours. Alternatively, it could be the case
that the ISM anisotropy is more pronounced in directions perpen-
dicular to the pulsar proper motion, as we infer. In this case, the
effects of image wander would have been underestimated by Kramer
et al. (2021a). If refractive image wander had annual or semi-annual
variations, it could impact VLBI and pulsar timing measurements.

Earlier in Section 4.3, we introduced how a third independent
distance measurement could potentially resolve tension between the
timing and VLBI distances. Here we determined that only the Kol-
mogorov and outer-scale models are consistent with this distance.
The frequency dependence of the scintillation bandwidth suggests
the turbulence is not purely Kolmogorov. A Kolmogorov model with
an inner-scale or outer-scale component (different from those plotted
in Figure 8) may describe the structure of the medium. A similar
argument can be applied to a square law medium with a different
outer scale component. Further support for the VLBI distance comes
from the association of the scattering screen with the Gum Nebula,
which we discuss in the next section.

5.3 Screen associations

We next explore the possibility and implications of the observed
scattering screen being associated with the Gum Nebula. The Gum
Nebula has several different speculated formation channels, includ-
ing a supernova explosion, an HII region, a wind-blown bubble, or
possibly a combination thereof (Reynolds 1976a,b; Woermann et al.
2001; Sushch et al. 2011; Purcell et al. 2015). The most common
explanation,is that it is a SNR resultant from a supernova explosion
occurring approximately 1 Myr ago (Reynolds 1976a,b). To investi-
gate the progenitor of the nebula, Woermann et al. (2001) modelled
the peculiar velocity of the runaway star { Puppis, which is thought
to have gained its high velocity due to a kick after the supernova
explosion of a binary companion. They found that its path crosses
the modelled centre of the asymmetric expansion of the neutral gas
(Reynolds 1976b; Woermann et al. 2001). Assuming this scenario
is correct, Woermann et al. (2001) date the age of supernova to be
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Figure 9. Model of the line of sight to the double pulsar. From left to right
we show the Earth, the screen position measured by Rickett et al. (2014) (grey
marker), our screen position (orange line), the Gum Nebula at a distance of
400 + 60 pc, with an inferred radius of 124 pc at this distance (dashed red
line) (Sushch et al. 2011; Purcell et al. 2015; O’Neill et al. 2024), and the
double pulsar J0737-3039A/B assuming the VLBI distance of 770 pc. The
transparent red circles are random draws are taken from the possible distance
to the nebula, to show distance uncertainty.

1.5 Myr ago. For the subsequent analysis and text, we also assume
the progenitor of the Gum Nebula is a SNR.

Estimations of the age of the supernova depend on the properties
of the explosion and the ambient interstellar medium. Using the
dynamics of SNRs, Cioffi et al. (1988) estimated the ambient density
of the IISM, n,, that a SNR “ploughed through” to form what we
observe today. Estimations from Reynolds (1976b) estimated this to
be aslow asn, ~ 0.1—0.2cm™>. More recently Purcell et al. (2015)
estimated ittobe 0.2 < n, < 0.9cm™3. Sushchetal. (2011) estimated
n, = 0.07cm™>, assuming an age of supernova 1.5Myr, kinetic
energy of supernova explosion Es; = 107! erg, a distance to the Gum
Nebula of 400 pc and relative solar metallicity £, = 1. The expansion
velocity of the ionized gas, V;, will also affect this inference, which
was originally estimated to be 10-30km s~! (Reynolds 1976a).

Recent work has modelled the Gum Nebula and local ionized
gas regions, including the Vela supernova remnant and local bubble
(Sushch et al. 2011; O’Neill et al. 2024). To simplify the model of
the Har region, we assume a sphere at a distance of 400 + 60 pc with
a radius of 124 pc (Sushch et al. 2011; O’Neill et al. 2024). Figure
9 shows a schematic representation of the LoS to the double pulsar,
including the locations of the pulsar, the scattering screen, and the
Gum Nebula. The screen grazes the edge of the nebula. The graphic
also shows the position of the scattering screen measured by Rickett
et al. (2014).

An He image of the ionized gas associated with the direction of the
Gum Nebula is shown in Figure 1 from observations from the South-
ern Ha Sky Survey Atlas (Gaustad et al. 2001). The Ha region is
also represented in Figure 9, showing the overlap with the LoS to the
double pulsar. This indicates that, when assuming the VLBI distance
to the double pulsar, our scattering screen is likely associated with
the Gum Nebula. The screen is therefore expected to be at a distance

consistent with the outer edge of the nebula (D = 3603% po). Italso
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Table 5. Comparison of ISM models and pulsar distance measurements.
An outer-scale scattering screen originating in the Gum Nebula and a VLBI
distance to the double pulsar are the most consistent with our observations.

Turbulence Model =~ Timing distance ~ VLBI distance
Kolmogorov X v
Outer-scale model v v
Inner-scale model X X
Square-law model X X
Gum Nebula X v

suggests the distribution of material with the scattering screen is con-
sistent having density fluctuations following an outer-scale model.

We summarise evidence supporting plausible scattering screen
models and distances in Table 5. If we assume the distance inferred
from pulsar timing, the screen would be located at a distance D =
220 + 30 pc from Earth so it would not be associated with the Gum
Nebula. Thus, the association of the scattering screen with the Gum
Nebula provides additional support for the VLBI distance and an
outer-scale model for the turbulence. Throughout the remainder of
the text, we assume the VLBI distance to the double pulsar for our
analysis.

5.4 Applications of SNR association

Using scattering screen velocities, it is possible to measure the ex-
pansion velocity, Vs, of the SNR. This method assumes that the
scattering screen is at the edge of a SNR where Vj is the projected
velocity given the measured transverse velocity Vism. To calculate
this, we used a vector from the centre of the Gum Nebula and used
our measurement of the screen velocity Visy to determine V.

The expansion of a SNR occurs in different stages (Woltjer 1972;
Cioffi etal. 1988), beginning with the Sedov-Taylor (ST) stage (Taylor
1950; Sedov 1959). When the gas cools, a supernova remnant shell
is formed at a time

3/14
tsf = 3.61 X 1045/+4/7, (14)

m n()
where E5 is the kinetic energy of the supernova explosion in units of
10°! erg, Z,,, is the metallicity (measured relative to solar metallicity)
that the shell “snowploughs” through the ambient IISM, of which the
ambient density is n, and expressed in units of cm™3 (Cioffi et al.
1988). The time at the end of the ST stage and the beginning of the
pressure-driven snowplough (PDS) stage is given by tpps = /e,
where e is Euler’s number. We can then determine the age of a

supernova ¢ using the normalised relative time ¢, = ¢/fppg (Cioffi
et al. 1988):

;g3
t=133x10"—3L _yr. (15)
5/14 4/7
Gl gl
In the late stage of expansion of a SNR, the velocity and radius of
expansion can be modelled as

v — a1 (41 =7/10
s o m 51 3 " 3
4 1 -7/10
= VPDS (gt* - g) km S_l, (16)
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and,
E52{7 4 1 3/10
R = ]4W(§[*_§)
>m n()
4 3/10
= Rpps (gt* - §) pe, (17

respectively (Cioffi et al. 1988).
Using these relationships we can express ¢. in terms of Ry, Vi, and
t,

R.17!
fy = [4—1.18><106—S] , (18)
Vst
and then rearrange to solve for Es; and n, in terms of R, Vs, {m,
and ¢,

RS2V, 6 (4 1\®°
Esi = - S 19
51774 213 “m (3773 (19)
Ry™V Vet (4 1\V0O
= — . =t — = . 20
"o =14 313 om (3 3) @0

which allows us to directly measure the energy of a supernova ex-
plosion and the ambient density of the IISM it passes through.

In Figure 1, we show the projected transverse velocity of the screen
on the sky, Vir = 29 + 4kms~!. Here, we have accounted for the
differential rotation of the Galaxy at the screen location, based on
code used in Shamohammadi et al. (2024). The direction of motion is
only modestly askew from a radial direction from the purported centre
of the nebula. This could be caused by asymmetries in the ionized
gas expanding into the ambient IISM if the screen is associated with
the Gum Nebula.

In this case, the expansion rate of the ionized gas would be
Ve = 35+ 5kms~!. As far as we are aware, this is the first time
an expansion rate has been measured this way. The expansion ve-
locity of the ionised gas we measure is significantly larger than that
expected for a HII region which is thought to be (~ 4kms~!, Lasker
1966). However, this value is consistent with the lower limit of the
SNR expansion provided in Sridharan (1992) and Woermann et al.
(2000) of Vs = 12kms~! and close to the initial estimates of 10-
30kms~! (Reynolds 1976a).

Our inferred velocity is also a factor of a few larger than the
expected mean of the (turbulent) plasma velocity in the IISM
[Viism| = 10kms™! (Goldreich & Sridhar 1995). This suggests that
there are shocks in the ionized shell of the Gum Nebula, resulting
in gas travelling at supersonic speeds, or that the shell is associated
with a blast wave such as from a supernova explosion. While towards
some pulsars, screen velocities (Sprenger et al. 2022; Mall et al.
2022; Liu et al. 2023; Wu et al. 2024) are lower and consistent with
thermal velocity, several works find screen velocities significantly
greater than the mean plasma velocity (Reardon et al. 2020; McKee
et al. 2022; Walker et al. 2022; Askew et al. 2023; Reardon et al.
2024a), like our measurements.

We applied these results to the dynamics of SNR using equations
14-20. We used our estimates of V and Ry and their 1o~ uncertainties.
We limit the possible values for Es;, n,, and ¢ to physical ranges of
10°0 to 10°2 erg, 0.01 to 1 cm™3, and 0.5 to 3.2 Myr, respectively. The
results can be visualised in the one- and two-dimensional marginal
posterior distributions shown in Figure 10.

Using these solutions to the Equations 14-20, we find that the de-
gree of metallicity has a negligible impact on the results, as expected.
Additionally, if we use the published estimates for n,, (Purcell et al.
2015), we find these results are consistent with a supernova that is
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a few times more energetic than previously predicted. We measure
the age of the supernova to be = 1.1 + 0.1 Myr. An expected age of
the SNR of 7 ~ 1 Myr is consistent with Reynolds (1976b) given our
expansion velocity and radius of the Gum Nebula. Our estimate of
the age of the supernova means the association with ¢ Puppis with
the formation of the Gum Nebula is less likely.

6 CONCLUSIONS

The double pulsar has significantly advanced several aspects of fun-
damental physics. These tests have been made possible because of
a concentrated effort to understand and model the times of arrival
from both pulsars A and B. One of these tests is the measurement of
the orbital decay due to gravitational wave emission. Much like the
Hulse-Taylor binary (Hulse & Taylor 1975), an accurate measure-
ment of the distance is essential for this test and future precise tests
of GR (Kramer et al. 2021a; Hu et al. 2022).

We have developed a model of the scintillation, exploring its fre-
quency dependence and measuring its spatial scale. We find that the
observed scintillation is consistent with originating in a single dom-
inant anisotropic scattering screen located at the edge of the Gum
nebula. We have constrained the sense of the inclination angle of and
measured the longitude of the ascending node of the orbit.

To accomplish this, we considered several possible models for
the IISM and effects that could impact our analysis of diffractive
scintillation patterns. Our data supports a scattering screen with an
outer scale. Such screens are expected to be observed towards HII
regions or collections of plasma with steep edges, such as SNRs like
the Gum Nebula.

While exploring possible associations along the LoS, we discov-
ered that the scattering screen grazes the edge of the Gum Nebula
Hea emission. We have measured the expansion of the ionized gas of
the Gum Nebula to be V, = 35 + Skms~!. This was used to estimate
the properties of the SNR, including the ambient density of the IISM
the SNR ploughed through, the energy of the supernova explosion,
and the relative solar metallicity of the ambient IISM. In a novel way,
using scintillation, we place limits on these physical properties of the
IISM and find the age of the SNR to be # ~ 1 Myr.

Any apparent tension between the pulsar timing and VLBI parallax
distance can be solved by introducing a third independent measure-
ment. Using scintillation, we have provided independent support that
VLBI measurements provide a more reliable distance to the double
pulsar than those presently achieved through pulsar timing. In the
future it might be possible to use scintillation to make an indepen-
dent distance measurement with improved theoretical modelling of
the relationship between scintillation time scales, bandwidths, and
velocities.

Future work may determine Ajss when scintillation shows rela-
tively weaker chromaticity, like we have observed. This will allow
for independent distance measurements to sources like the double
pulsar.

If the distance is well constrained, scintillation observations can
be used to test models of the IISM structure and to probe the prop-
erties of intervening objects along the line of sight. Pulsars that
are good targets for such a study are the binary millisecond pulsars
PSRs J0437-4715,J1614-2230, J1643—-1224, or J2222-0137 (Guo
et al. 2021; Mall et al. 2022; Shamohammadi et al. 2024; Reardon
et al. 2024b). This would help us develop an understanding of our
Galaxy and the fundamental properties of scattering, which can im-
pact precision pulsar timing. However, if the distance is unknown and
theory is developed to determine Ajss for a wider range of sightlines,
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Figure 10. Two-dimensional posterior distributions for supernova scenario. Different metallicities (measured relative to solar metallicity) are shown in blue
(&m = 0.5), green (&, = 1.0), and red (&, = 2.0). The normalised one-dimensional distributions appear to be weakly dependent on &,

a detailed study using scintillation could provide an independent
measurement of distance for pulsars that show pronounced scintilla-
tion in the decimeter wavelength range, such as PSRs J0613—-0200,
J0614-3329, or J1757-5322 (Gitika et al. 2023; Shamohammadi
et al. 2024). Appendix A presents a generalised method of determin-
ing the distances to pulsars using scintillation.

The double pulsar system will continue to provide improved tests
of general relativity. When it precesses back into the line of sight,
scintillometry of the B-pulsar may be possible with the improved
sensitivity of MeerKAT or the Square Kilometre Array.
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APPENDIX A: DISTANCE MEASUREMENTS TO
PULSARS USING SCINTILLATION VELOCITIES

Here, we describe the information and methods required to determine
an independent distance to a pulsar using scintillation. The modelling
follows the Bayesian procedure outlined in Section 3.4. The required
measurements include the scintillation bandwidth, Av,, timescale,
At,, phase gradient, ¢, and an estimation of B from «@’. These can
be extracted from the dynamic spectra of pulsar observations.
Following Lambert & Rickett (1999), it is possible to calculate
the uncertainty relation constant C;. This can be done by measur-
ing the decorrelation bandwidth, Av,, and the scatter broadening
timescale 7. One way to determine these properties is analytically
by calculating the two-frequency plane-wave diffractive field coher-
ence function, I'p, using, e.g., equation 59 in Lambert & Rickett
(1999). This describes the scattering geometry and can be applied to
spherical, plane waves, or those that propagate through an infinitely
thin screen. This can be extended to account for anisotropy in a thin
screen (Rickett et al. 2014, Equation A2). Within the SCINTOOLS
package, we calculate the ACF of the electric field I'p using

dSp2 oo o0 1
= -ZD ’.
2xitvn /_m [m eXp[ Ds (o ’V)]

X exp [ﬁ |(T—a"|2]d20", (A1)
n

1—‘D (O—a Dy;v, AV)

where dsp is a parameter that describes the resolution of the ACF
and

27rAvdv2sZ
AVn = T (A2)
defines the value of each frequency lag within our calculations (Rear-
don 2020).

This removes dependence on the distance, relative screen distance
(Dy), scintillation bandwidth, and observing frequency. We compute
the ACF of the scattered electric field by solving equation A1 at a grid
of frequency and time lags. We calculate the ACF of the intensity
by multiplying I'p by its complex conjugate. We then measure Avy
and 7, as the frequency lag at which the correlation falls to one-half
and the time lag at which it falls to 1/e of the peak value (Lambert &
Rickett 1999). These are then used to determine C; using Equation
7. Code to calculate C; can be made available upon request.

Several parameters impact the form of I'p. These include the
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spectral exponent, (3, the axial ratio of anisotropy, Ag, the angle
between the angle of anisotropy ¢ and the direction of effective
velocity Veg(s), ¥, the normalised phase gradient, ¢,, and the angle
between the phase gradient and the direction of Veg(s), 64. These
parameters can be incorporated into codes that numerically integrate
Equation A1 and model scintillation velocities.

For pulsars, particularly those in binary systems, it may not be
appropriate to determine a single value of Arss. For example, Rickett
et al. (2014) showed that the phase gradient of the IISM varied over
the binary period of the double pulsar. It is often difficult to accurately
measure i, ¢,, and 64 using scintillation measurements (Rickett
et al. 2014; Reardon & Coles 2023), so their broad uncertainties
need to be accounted for in the analysis.

It is therefore important to provide posterior distributions (or at
least uncertainties) to constrain the parameters S, Ag, ¢, ¥, ¢, and
64 when quantitatively assessing the geometric structure of scatter-
ing and the numerical value of C; and its uncertainty. Ajss can be
calculated from C; using Equation 6.

This value of Ajs can then be inputted as a prior into the model
for Veg(s), which depends on D and s, among other parameters.
Therefore, to determine D using scintillation the measurements, it is
necessary to model Veg(s). This model can be fitted to an effective
velocity inferred from the dynamic spectrum, by sampling Av, and
At4 across annual and orbital phases (if the pulsar is in a binary).

Alternatively, we can conduct this analysis by using the relation-
ship between the spatial scale and scintillation bandwidth,

Sd = AisVDAvy
= k\Avy, (A3)

where « is the generalized constant of proportionality between sy
and Av,. Then we can solve for D using

D=—-. (A4)
1SS
We have measured the distance this way for the double pulsar
when assuming o’ = 4.4 (Kolmogorov turbulence) as seen in Figure
Al. This distance agrees with the VLBI distance from Kramer et al.
(2021a). This demonstrates that scintillometry can provide compa-
rable uncertainty to distance measurements from timing.

APPENDIX B: DATA QUALITY

To test how well our model describes our data, we assessed the Gaus-
sianity of the residuals. The residuals are the difference between the
data and model predictions, for scintillation time scales and veloci-
ties estimates. We did this using the cumulative distribution function
shown in Figure B1. We expect the normalised residuals (the resid-
uals divided by the uncertainties modified by noise parameters F'
and Q) to to have a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit
standard deviation. The expectation of such distribution is plotted in
red, while the UHF, L-band and S-band measurements are plotted in
orange, blue, and green, respectively. We undertook this test for both
the A‘r‘;1 and Vigs models. In the case of the Viss model, the UHF
data were consistent with the Gaussian distribution, but the L-band
and S-band data were not, which is why we only used the UHF data
in subsequent analysis. In addition to this, we computed the Ander-
son Darling statistic (ADS; Anderson & Darling 1954), which can
also be used to assess the Gaussianity of a data set. We measured a
statistic of ADS = 0.366 for the A‘r‘;1 model. This was found to be
smaller than the critical value for a normal distribution, suggesting
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Figure Al. Distance measurements for the double pulsar system. The VLBI
(black) and timing (blue) distributions were calculated from Kramer et al.
(2021a). The scintillation distribution (orange) was calculated assuming Kol-
mogorov turbulence.

Cumulative Distribution Function

Normalised 1/7 (s™1)

Figure B1. Cumulative distribution of inverse scintillation timescale mea-
surements. We compare these to the normalised residuals from Figure 3. Each
frequency band is shown using a different colour. They are all consistent with
a normal distribution with a variance equal to unity.

that the distribution is consistent with a Gaussian distribution using
this statistic as well.
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