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ABSTRACT

We performed deep observations to search for radio pulsations in the directions of

375 unassociated Fermi Large Area Telescope (LAT) γ−ray sources using the Gi-

ant Metrewave Radio Telescope (GMRT) at 322 and 607 MHz. In this paper we

report the discovery of three millisecond pulsars (MSPs), PSR J0248+4230, PSR

J1207−5050 and PSR J1536−4948. We conducted follow up timing observations for

∼ 5 years with the GMRT and derived phase coherent timing models for these MSPs.

PSR J0248+4230 and J1207−5050 are isolated MSPs having periodicities of 2.60 ms

and 4.84 ms. PSR J1536−4948 is a 3.07 ms pulsar in a binary system with orbital

period of ∼ 62 days about a companion of minimum mass 0.32 M�. We also present

multi-frequency pulse profiles of these MSPs from the GMRT observations. PSR

J1536−4948 is an MSP with an extremely wide pulse profile having multiple compo-

nents. Using the radio timing ephemeris we subsequently detected γ-ray pulsations
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from these three MSPs, confirming them as the sources powering the γ-ray emission.

For PSR J1536−4948 we performed combined radio−γ-ray timing using ∼ 11.6 years

of γ-ray pulse times of arrivals (TOAs) along with the radio TOAs. PSR J1536−4948

also shows evidence for pulsed γ-ray emission out to above 25 GeV, confirming earlier

associations of this MSP with a ≥10 GeV point source. The multi-wavelength pulse

profiles of all three MSPs offer challenges to models of radio and γ-ray emission in

pulsar magnetospheres.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Large Area Telescope (LAT, Atwood et al. 2009), the primary instrument

on the Fermi Gamma-ray Space Telescope, has been surveying the GeV γ-ray sky

since its scientific activation on August 4, 2008. This has dramatically increased the

number of known γ ray sources and with each catalog release there have been an

increasing number of sources unassociated with any known counterpart likely to be

powering the γ-ray emission. Particularly at high Galactic latitude, many of these

sources have proven to be hitherto unknown millisecond pulsars (MSPs) (Ray et al.

2012). Searching for pulsations of unknown MSPs in the γ-ray band is extraordinarily

computationally expensive, particularly in the case of binaries. While it has proven

possible in a few cases (e.g., Nieder et al. 2020, who used astrometric and orbital data

provided by optical observations to greatly reduce the necessary number of trials),

it is generally far more efficient to first search for radio pulsars in the direction of

these sources. Targeted searches for radio pulsations at the position of unassociated

LAT point sources coordinated by the Fermi Pulsar Search Consortium (PSC, Ray

et al. 2012) have resulted in the discovery of 95 radio MSPs so far, including the ones

reported here. Finding pulsars powering these sources is important for identifying

the nature of the γ-ray sources and for the astrophysics made possible by timing the

newly-discovered pulsars. An identification also rules out more exotic possible sources

such as dark matter subhalos (Coronado-Blazquez et al. 2019).

Using the LAT sources to guide searches is a powerful technique. It allows deep

searches through long observations as well as allowing multiple visits per source. This

is valuable because a pulsar can be missed in a single observation due to scintillation,

eclipses, or acceleration in a binary system. The Giant Metrewave Radio Telescope

(GMRT1) − a multi-element aperture synthesis telescope consisting of 30 antennas

each of 45 m diameter, having maximum baseline length of 25 km (Swarup et al. 1997)

− is particularly well suited to this task. The low frequency observing capabilities

(300–600 MHz) of the GMRT are optimal for sensitive detection of MSPs having steep

spectra and typically low values of the dispersion measures. Its design, featuring a

large array of small telescopes, provides multiple advantages: (1) wide field of view

with incoherent beam (FWHM of 80′ at 322 MHz, and 40′ at 607 MHz; ideal for pulsar

1 http://gmrt.ncra.tifr.res.in
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search observations), (2) high sensitivity coherent beam (4 to 5 times incoherent array

beam; good for follow up timing observations) and (3) rapid precise localization (∼
10′′) using the imaging capability, even on search observations. The semi-major axis of

the 95% confidence error ellipses of the Fermi -LAT sources are about ±10′ (although

the exact value is a function of location and integration time). Hence the larger beam

width of the GMRT at lower frequencies is of considerable help. This wide beam

allows the GMRT to search in a single observation faint LAT sources that are not

well localized, something that cannot be done with large single dish telescopes. The

prospect of the GMRT in pulsar searches has been demonstrated by the discovery of

30 pulsars in targeted and blind searches at an encouraging pulsar-per-square degree

discovery rate (e.g., Ray et al. 2012; Bhattacharyya et al. 2013, 2016, 2019).

In this paper we present the GMRT discoveries, follow-up timing and subsequent

discovery of γ-ray pulsations for three MSPs which are associated with Fermi -LAT

sources. Section 2 details the target selection and provides limiting flux densities for

the sources from which pulsations were not detected. A list of all the GMRT pointings

and corresponding detection limits are presented in the appendix. Section 3 of this

paper details the search and timing observations with the GMRT. Section 4 details

the discoveries. Section 5 presents the more accurate position estimates of these

three MSPs by localizing them in the image plane with the GMRT interferometric

array. Results from follow up timing studies of the discovered pulsars are reported in

Section 6. Section 7 presents the results from γ-ray analysis of these pulsars. Section

8 presents the discussion and Section 9 a summary. A list of all the GMRT pointings

and corresponding detection limits are presented in the Appendix.

2. SOURCE SELECTION

As part of a broader effort coordinated by the Fermi PSC, we selected sources from

early versions of the Fermi -LAT catalogs (Abdo et al. 2010; Nolan et al. 2012 analysis

that were not associated with likely γ-ray emitting counterparts and were visible from

the GMRT (see the Appendix for details).

Using the GMRT, we have performed a targeted radio pulsar survey of 375 unas-

sociated γ-ray point sources detected by the Fermi -LAT. The survey was conducted

with observations at 322 MHz and 607 MHz. We aimed to observe the relatively high

latitude pointings at 322 MHz as the dispersion broadening and scattering contri-

butions are comparatively lower for the target sky. For this we selected the sources

available at a given time span either at 322 or at 607 MHz. In general, we observed

each target once with the GMRT either at 322 MHz or at 607 MHz. However, in

case of marginal detection of possible millisecond pulsations we conduct confirmation

observations. In this effort, we have discovered four MSPs associated with the Fermi -

LAT γ-ray sources. One MSP, the black widow PSR J1544+4937, is the first Galactic

MSP discovered by the GMRT and has been published elsewhere (Bhattacharyya et

al. 2013). In Section 4 of this paper we present discovery details of the remaining
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Figure 1. Radio and γ-ray pulse profiles for PSRs J0248+4230 (top), J1207−5050 (middle),
and J1536−4948 (bottom). The black histograms (left y-axis) show the weighted LAT
counts from 0.1 to 300 GeV within 3◦ of the respective pulsar position with the black
dashed horizontal line giving the estimated background level (calculated as in Abdo et al.
2013). The solid red lines on the right half of each plot show the results of the pulse profile
fits described in the text. The green dashed curves show the 322 MHz radio profiles, when
available, and the blue dash-dot curves show the 607 MHz profile (both for highest signal-
to-noise detection and using the right y-axis giving relative intensity in arbitrary units).
The data spanning pulse phases 0 to 1 is duplicated over pulse phases from 1 to 2, to more
easily show features occurring near a pulse phase of 1.

three MSPs. We have also independently detected MSP J1446−4701 with the Fermi

directed searches with the GMRT, which was already discovered in the HTRU survey

(Keith et al. 2011). In addition, we discovered three in-beam millisecond pulsars,

PSR J1120−3618, J1646−2142 and J1828+0625, which are not associated with the

target Fermi -LAT γ-ray sources. The distances of these pulsars from the pointing

centres of the Fermi -LAT sources are 57′, 10′ and 26′ respectively (Refer to Table

2 of Roy & Bhattacharyya 2013). These serendipitous discoveries will be reported

in a follow up paper (Bhattacharyya et al. in preparation). The details of our radio

observations for all 375 Fermi -LAT sources and corresponding 10σ detection limit for

each source are also presented in the Appendix.

3. OBSERVATIONS AND PULSATION SEARCH ANALYSIS
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Figure 2. The on-off gating image of PSR J0248+4230 using the coherently dedispersed
MSP gating correlator. The MSP is localised with ± 8′′accuracy at 13σ detection signifi-
cance.

Table 1. Parameters of pulsars discovered in Fermi directed survey with the GMRT

Pulsar P Ṗ DM S322
† S607

‡ spectral index α

(ms) (s/s) (pc cm−3) (mJy) (mJy)

PSR J0248+4230 2.600 1.68×10−20 48.2636(1) 7.5 0.9 −3.34(6)

PSR J1207−5050 4.842 6.06×10−21 50.5972(6) <0.38∗ 0.5 >0.43(6)

PSR J1536−4948 3.079 2.12×10−20 38.0016(7) 24.7 4.0 −2.86(6)

†Flux density at 322 MHz without primary beam correction.

‡Flux density at 607 MHz without primary beam correction.
∗10σ non-detection limit at 322 MHz for 30-minutes of GMRT observations using 17
antennas in phased array
α The numbers in the parenthesis are uncertainties in preceding digit. Error on spectral
index is calculated considering a typical 10% uncertainty in the flux measurement.
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Figure 3. Radio timing residuals for PSR J0248+4230 from the GMRT observations at
322 MHz (black points) and 607 MHz (red points) with bandwidth of 32 MHz using the
GMRT legacy system.

The search observations were performed between 2010 November and 2013 Septem-

ber with the GMRT Software Back-end (GSB, Roy et al. (2010)) producing simultane-

ous incoherent and coherent beam filter-bank outputs of 512× 0.0651 MHz sampled

every 61.44 µs. Details of the observational configuration are described in Bhat-

tacharyya et al. (2013). Positional uncertainty associated with the Fermi -LAT sources

can easily be covered by the wider incoherent beam of the GMRT In addition to the

wider incoherent beam, data from the more sensitive coherent beam were simulta-

neously recorded with much narrower beam width (∼ ± 1.5′ at 322 MHz and ∼ ±
80′′ at 607 MHz), which is useful in cases where the pulsar happens to be close enough

to the pointing center. However, this is not likely considering the typical positional

uncertainty (∼ ±10′) of the Fermi -LAT sources.

Using parameters of 32 MHz bandwidth, 10% duty cycle, incoherent array gain of

2.3 K/Jy, for a 30-minute observing time, we estimate the search sensitivity using

radiometer equation (Lorimer et al. 2004) for a 5σ detection as (66K +Tsky)/(335K)
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Figure 4. Radio timing residuals for PSR J1207−5050 from the GMRT observations at
607 MHz (red points) with a 32 MHz bandwidth using the GMRT legacy system. PSR
J1207−5050 was not detected at 322 MHz in any of our observations with the GMRT.

mJy at 322 MHz and (92K +Tsky)/(335K) mJy at 607 MHz, where 66K and 92K are

the receiver temperatures at the respective frequencies. Thus considering |b| > 5◦ and

Tsky ∼ 33–220 K at 322 MHz, minimum detectable flux at 322 MHz for 5σ detection

is 0.3–0.9 mJy. Whereas, considering |b| > 5 ◦ and Tsky ∼ 10–45 K at 607 MHz, our

search sensitivity for 5σ detection at 607 MHz is 0.3–0.4 mJy. The sky temperature

is estimated from the all-sky 408 MHz image by Haslam et al. (1982). This sky

temperature is then scaled to the observing frequency using an assumed spectral

index of −2.55 for the brightness temperature of Galactic synchrotron emission.

The data are processed in the NCRA HPC cluster and in the IUCAA HPC clus-

ter with Fourier-based acceleration search methods using PRESTO (Ransom et al.

2002). We investigated trial dispersion measures (DMs) ranging from 0 pc cm−3 up

to 350 pc cm−3, which is the limiting DM for pulsars at |b| > 5◦ up to distance of 8

kpc (according to NE2001, Cordes & Lazio (2001)). Since we are observing at low

frequencies we are only sensitive to nearby MSPs; at higher DMs the survey sensi-
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Figure 5. Timing residuals for PSR J1536−4948 from the GMRT observations at 322 MHz
(black points) and 607 MHz (red points) and LAT observations from 0.1 to 300 GeV (blue
points).

tivity decreases because of dispersive smearing within the channels. A linear drift of

up to 200 Fourier-frequency bins for the highest summed harmonic was allowed. The

powerline, 50 Hz, and its subsequent harmonics were excised.

The newly discovered MSPs can be localised in the image plane with the GMRT

interferometric array with an accuracy of better than ± 10′′(half of the typical syn-

thesized beam used in the image made at 322 MHz) using gated imaging of pulsars

(Roy & Bhattacharyya (2013), see Figure 2) and the multipixel beam former (Roy

et al. 2012) which is detailed in Section 5. Once the MSPs are localised in the image

plane, we use the coherent array for follow up observations with a smaller field of

view but with enhanced sensitivity. Using the coherent array with the central core of

the GMRT having 17 antennas (i.e. gain of ∼ 7 K/Jy) the timing sensitivity is 0.3

mJy for a 10σ detection. After discovery we started a regular timing campaign at

322 and 607 MHz over ∼ 5 years.
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Table 2. Timing parameters of PSR J0248+4230, J1207−5050 and J1536−4948

Name J0248+4230 J1207−5050 J1536−4948

Gated imaging position∗

Right ascension (J2000) . . . . . . . . . . . . 02h48m29s(7) 12h07m21s(5) 15h36m24s(10)

Declination (J2000) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . +42◦30′13′′(4) −50◦50′30′′(10) −49◦48′45′′(10)

Parameters from radio timing∗

Right ascension (J2000) . . . . . . . . . . . . 02h48m31.s003(1) 12h07m22.s40392(7) 15h36m23.s22091(3)

Declination (J2000) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . +42◦30′20.′′49(5) −50◦50′38.′′680(1) −49◦48′54.′′6880(8)

Proper motion in RA(mas yr−1). . . . − 6.9(4) − 7.3(2)

Proper motion in DEC(mas yr−1) . . − 1.4(5) −2.7(5)

Frequency f (Hz). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 384.49193525267(4) 206.493931730035(8) 324.68438438109(6)

Frequency derivative ḟ (Hz s−1) . . . . −2.4944(7)×10−15 −2.586(2)×10−16 −2.2338(1)×10−15

Period epoch (MJD) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56588.0 56478.0 56530.6

Dispersion measure DM (pc cm−3) 48.2634(1) 50.67 38.00125(4)

DM 1stderivative DM1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − −0.00038(1)

DM 2nd derivative DM2 . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.000086(10)

Binary model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − DDH

Orbital period Pb (days). . . . . . . . . . . . − − 62.05149821(2)

Projected semi-major axis x (lt-s) − − 30.31454(4)

Ascending node epoch TASC (MJD) − − 56580.194(7)

Orthometric amplitude h3 (µs) . . . . − − 9(4)

Timing Data Span . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56375.3−58084.8 55728.6−57803.8 56062.7−58084.3

Number of TOAs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 149 158 788

Reduced Chi-square . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.05 0.5 1.21

Post-fit residual rms (ms) . . . . . . . . . . 0.012 0.010 0.010

Derived parameters

Period (ms) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.60083478563164(3) 4.84275732280274(2) 3.07991405840531(6)

Period Derivative (s/s) . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.6873(2)×10−20 6.0677(5)×10−21 2.1209(2)×10−20

Total time span (yr) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4.6 5.6 11.5

Energy loss rate Ė (erg/s) . . . . . . . . . . 3.8×1034 2.1×1033 2.9×1034

Ė with kinematic corrections (erg/s) − 2.1×1033 2.7×1034

Characteristic age (yr) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.4×109 12.6×109 2.3×109

Surface magnetic field (Gauss). . . . . . 2.1×108 1.7×108 2.5×108

DM distance (kpc)‡ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.8 1.5 1.8

DM distance (kpc)‡† . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.5 1.3 0.98

Companion mass M� . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.27−0.74
∗ Errors correspond to 1σ.

‡ using the Cordes & Lazio (2001) model of electron distribution
‡† using the Yao et al. (2017) model of electron distribution

We note that the calculated DM distance is model dependent.
Timing uses DE421 solar system ephemeris.

The numbers in the parenthesis are uncertainties in preceding digits.

4. DISCOVERY OF THREE MSPS

PSR J0248+4230 was discovered in a 30−minute observing run with the GMRT at

322 MHz targeted at the γ-ray source 4FGL J0248.6+4230 (Abdollahi et al. 2020).

Here, and throughout the paper, we refer to the 4FGL names of the associated LAT

sources even though our initial observations were targeted at sources from earlier

source lists and catalogs. It is a 2.60 ms MSP with DM of 48.25 pc cm−3 having flux

density of 7.5 mJy at 322 MHz and 0.96 mJy at 607 MHz. We estimate a spectral

index of −3.34(6) for this pulsar. At 607 MHz, we could resolve two components
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Table 3. γ−ray results

Name PSR J0248+4230 PSR J1207−5050 PSR J1536−4948

Spectral fit results

N0 (10−9 cm−2 s−1 GeV−1) 0.4±0.2 1.2±0.4 7.2±0.2

Γ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.6±0.6 0.9±0.3 1.6±0.1

EC (GeV) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.5±0.6 1.7±0.4 6.7±0.4

F (10−9 cm−2 s−1) . . . . . . . . 1.1±0.5 4.5±1.1 80.1±1.4

G (10−12 erg cm−2 s−1) . . . 1.6±0.3 5.6±0.6 80.7±1.4

TS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 103 420 12152

LγNE2001 (1032 erg s−1) . . . . 6.2±1.2 1.5±0.2 310±5

LγYMW2017 (1032 erg s−1) . . 12±2 11±1 93±2

ηγNE2001 (%) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.6±0.3 70.5±7.7 114.8±1.9

ηγYMW2017 (%) . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.2±0.6 53.8±5.7 34.4±0.7

Pulse profile fitting results

φP1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.151±0.015 0.272±0.006 0.196±0.002

wP1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.055±0.020 0.046±0.007 0.024±0.003

φP2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.830±0.019 0.775±0.004 0.453±0.001

wP2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.085±0.015 0.014±0.003 0.025±0.002

φP3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.647±0.001

wP3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.016±0.002

φP4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.788±0.001

wP4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.011±0.001

∆ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.679±0.024 0.503±0.007 0.591±0.002

φB1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.306±0.016

wB1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.110±0.015

φB2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.757±0.004

wB2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . − − 0.063±0.004
Note: The photon and energy fluxes reported in rows 4 and 5 of the spectral fit results are

integrated from 0.1 to 300 GeV. The point source test statistic (TS) values reported in
row 6 of the spectral fit results are calculated as described in Abdollahi et al. (2020). The
γ-ray luminosity (Lγ) and efficiency (ηγ) values (see Abdo et al. 2013) are reported in
rows 7 through 10 of the spectral fit results, with subscripts indicating which distance

estimate was used. For ηγ , we use the kinematically corrected Ė values, when available.
The uncertainties in rows 7 through 10 use the uncertainties on G only. The ∆ value

listed in row 9 of the pulse profile fitting results is the difference in phase between the first
and last γ-ray peak. All uncertainties are statistical only.

of this MSP profile (Figure 1). The leading component has a significantly higher

amplitude than the following component. Due to dispersion smearing, the profile

components are not well resolved at 322 MHz.

PSR J1207−5050 was discovered in a 30−minute observing run with the GMRT at

607 MHz, targeted at the γ-ray source 4FGL J1207.4−5050 (Abdollahi et al. 2020).

It is a 4.84 ms pulsar with a DM of 50.67 pc cm−3, having flux density of 0.5 mJy
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at 607 MHz. We did not detect this MSP at 322 MHz with the GMRT, even with

observations at multiple epochs, which could be due to the fact that the profile is

smeared at 322 MHz. Considering the sky temperature at the position of the pulsar,

the 10σ non-detection limit at 322 MHz is 0.38 mJy for 30−minute observing time

using 17 antennas in phased array. Considering this limiting flux density we estimate

spectral index of ∼0.43(6), indicating possible spectral turn over between 607 and

322 MHz, which is higher than seen for general MSP population (e.g. studies by

Kramer et al. (1998); Dai et al. (2015)). We aim to perform coherently dedispersed

observations of this pulsar at 322 MHz to either detect or place more stringent limits

on the emission.

PSR J1536−4948 was discovered in a 30−minute observing run with the GMRT at

322 MHz, targeted at the γ-ray source 4FGL J1536.4−4948 (Abdollahi et al. 2020).

It is a 3.07 ms pulsar with a DM of 38.00 pc cm−3 having flux density of 12 mJy

at 322 MHz. We have also detected this MSP at 607 MHz having a flux density 4

mJy. We estimate a spectral index of −2.86(6) for this pulsar. We observe a very

wide pulse profile (profile width > 350◦) with 3 components, but due to dispersion

smearing (∼ 20% of pulse period) the profile components are not well resolved at 322

MHz. Table 1 summarizes the discovery parameters of these three MSPs.

5. LOCALIZATION OF THE MSPS

Following the discoveries with the GMRT incoherent array (half power beam width

∼ 80′ for 322 MHz, 40′ for 607 MHz), using the techniques of multi-pixel beam-

forming (Roy et al. 2012) and MSP gating correlator (Roy & Bhattacharyya 2013),

we could significantly improve the large positional uncertainties allowing us to use

the sensitive coherent array (4 to 5 times more than incoherent array for the GMRT)

for the follow-up timing observations which substantially reduces the use of array

telescope time (16 to 25 times for the GMRT).

Since PSR J0248+4230 is a relatively weak MSP, we were not expecting to get sig-

nificant signal-to-noise in the continuum image plane. Because the radio pulse profiles

MSPs are dispersion broadened, specially for this MSP with wide emission compo-

nents, we used a coherently dedispersed gating correlator, with proper optimisation,

when selecting average on and off visibility phase bins. This MSP is unambiguously

detected in a 30−minute observing run with 13σ detection significance in an on−off

gated image (Figure 2). The pulsar is found as the only point source in the image

with the precise position being 2h48m29s(7), +42◦30′13′′(4).

Roy & Bhattacharyya (2013) reported a precise position for PSR J1207−5050 us-

ing a coherently dedispersed gated correlator. Since the radio pulse profile of PSR

J1536−4948 is wide, we used a multi-pixel beamformer to determine its precise po-

sition (Roy et al. 2012). Upper part of the Table 2 lists the precise astrometric

positions of these three MSPs. These precise positions were then used for follow-up
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timing observations with the coherent array mode of the GMRT detailed in Section

6.

6. TIMING STUDY

Following the precise astrometric localization of these three MSPs described in Sec-

tion 5, we conducted dense observations using the GMRT coherent array to time the

MSPs. This timing campaign allowed us to construct timing models that describe

well the pulse times of arrival (TOAs). These timing models can be extended to

nearby epochs, and allow us to start observing the MSPs more sparsely. We used

the highest signal−to−noise ratio profiles as templates for extracting TOAs. For

PSR J0248+4230 and J1536−4948, the follow-up observations were at 322 and at

607 MHz, whereas for PSR J1207−5050 the follow up observations were at 607 MHz

as this pulsar was not detected in 322 MHz observations, as discussed in Section 4.

Both PSR J0248+4230 and PSR J1207−5050 are isolated pulsars, making it eas-

ier to derive phase-connected solutions. For PSR J1536−4948, obtaining a phase-

coherent timing solution was more difficult. During the phase connection procedure

we reached a point where the number of rotations between any remaining observations

was ambiguous. Although this situation normally happens for objects with sparse ob-

servations, our observations of PSR J1536−4948 have a relatively good cadence. The

issue is caused instead by the relative faintness of the pulsar and the broad pulse

profile (see Figure 1), which results in a low timing precision. Furthermore, too many

parameters (spin, astrometric and orbital, all on similar timescales) can be adjusted

when fitting for timing delays. Because of this, we had to use the algorithm described

by Freire & Ridolfi (2018)2, which uses the tempo3 timing software to explore all the

combinations of rotation numbers between unconnected observations that result in

timing solutions with a low residual χ2. The algorithm soon determined the correct

set of rotation numbers between all observations, which yields the timing solution.

The timing solutions from ∼ 5 years of observations with the GMRT, derived using

standard pulsar timing software tempo24, are presented in Table 2. The timing

residuals (the observed TOAs minus the prediction of the model for the TOAs) are

displayed in Fig. 3, 4 and 5, for PSR J0248+4230, J1207−5050 and J1536−4948

respectively. The residual root mean squares (rms) are 10, 12 and 10µs respectively.

For timing of PSR J1536−4948, we use not only the radio data, but also TOAs

derived from LAT γ-rays (see section 7.3). The residuals showed a small secular drift

between the radio and γ-ray TOAs, caused by long-term change in DM, which is due

to the relative motion of the pulsar and the Earth changing the column density of

ionized gas between both. This variation of the DM is confirmed by comparison of

the radio TOAs at frequencies of 322 and 607 MHz, and can be modeled well with

two DM derivatives, which are also listed in Table 2.

2 https://github.com/pfreire163/Dracula
3 http://tempo.sourceforge.net/
4 http://www.atnf.csiro.au/research/pulsar/tempo2

https://github.com/pfreire163/Dracula
http://tempo.sourceforge.net/
http://www.atnf.csiro.au/research/pulsar/tempo2
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We describe the orbital motion of PSR J1536−4948 using the DDH model (Freire

& Wex 2010), which is based on the earlier DD model (Damour & Deruelle 1986) but

re-parameterised to yield less-corelated Shapiro delay parameters. The mass function

of PSR J1536−4948 is 0.007768 M�, which, assuming a pulsar mass of 1.4 M� and

orbital inclinations of 90, 60 and 25◦ would yield companion masses of 0.27, 0.32

and 0.74 M� respectively. We have not seen any evidence of eclipsing from this wide

binary, suggesting that the companion is a Helium white dwarf (WD). For the orbital

period of this system, the expectation of the Tauris & Savonije (1999) model is a

Helium WD mass of ∼ 0.3M�; which suggests that the orbital inclination is close to

the median of 60◦.

The DDH fit provides a weak (2σ) detection of the orthometric amplitude of the

Shapiro delay (h3). In the absence of other post-Keplerian parameters, this is not

enough for a determination of the mass of the pulsar or the mass of the companion,

nor of the orbital inclination. We also note that the current timing precision (with

the observations using the GMRT Software Back-end having 32 MHz bandwidth) is

not sufficient to make reliable estimation of the Shapiro delay. Ongoing observations

with the upgraded GMRT wide band system (Gupta et al. 2017) will allow to increase

the timing span with more precise TOAs for better estimation of Shapiro delay.

Pulsar distance estimates come from comparing observed DM with the Galactic

electron density ne(~x) integrated along the line of sight (LoS) to the pulsar, using

the models for ne(~x) provided by Yao et al. (2017) and Cordes & Lazio (2001).

Comparing the DM distances with those obtained by other methods suggests that

for most pulsars, the uncertainty is roughly gaussian, with a standard deviation near

30%. Unfortunately, the difference distribution has very broad tails: for some pulsars

the disagreement is a factor of a few to several. The tools described in Theureau et

al. (2011) and Hou et al. (2014) attempt to identify the aberrant cases by comparing

the models with HI, CO, and Hα observations.

We examined the LoS to our three pulsars to see if they might cross

unmodeled electron over- or under-densities. Nothing is unusual for PSRs

J0248+4230 and J1536−4948, meaning that their DM distances are probably reliable.

PSR J1207−5050, however, has noteworthy features. The first is that the LoS crosses

the edge of the Local Bubble high electron density region. The model geometry is

highly idealized, and the predicted ∼ 20 pc cm−3 step could easily be off by a factor

of two, which could shift the distance by ± a few hundred pc. Next is that Yao et al.

(2017) highlight PSR J1227−4853 as being a pulsar for which the model distance is

600 pc less than that obtained from optical photometry of its binary companion (de

Martino et al. (2014)). PSR J1207−5050 is in the same part of the sky, with about

the same DM, and nominally at about the same distance, and PSR J1227−4853 has

a similar ∼ 10 pc cm−3 step due to the edge of the Local Bubble. But the 600 pc

discrepancy appears to not exist: Jennings et al. (2018) show that the Gaia parallax

measurements of PSR J1227–4853’s optical companion give a distance matching both
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DM distances. This would bolster confidence in PSR J1207−5050’s DM distance, ex-

cept that its LoS passes near two B2 stars, Hipparcos 59173 and 59196, both within

130 pc of Earth. These hot stars can completely ionize the interstellar medium within

a few tens of parsecs, depending on the unknown local gas density, creating unmodeled

electrons. Indeed, the Hα maps of Finkbeiner (2003) show that PSR J1207−5050 lies

at the edge of a bright Hα glow, presumably created by the stars and thus well in the

pulsar’s foreground. Unmodeled extra electrons would mean that the pulsar is closer

than predicted by the electron models. This does not seem to be the case, because

the ratio of both observed Hα intensity and calculated emission measure at the two

pulsar positions is the same. We conclude that the DM distance to PSR J1207−5050

with a 30% uncertainty is likely to be correct.

7. GAMMA-RAY DETECTION

To confirm identification of the newly detected radio MSPs with the corresponding

unassociated LAT sources, we need to detect significant pulsations at the spin period

in the γ-ray data. We therefore performed spectral and timing analyses of the LAT

data, using the radio timing solutions, as described below.

7.1. LAT data preparation

We analyzed LAT Pass 8 data (Atwood et al. 2013; Bruel et al. 2018) within 15◦ of

the best-fit radio timing position of each MSP, separately, starting from the beginning

of the mission, 2008 August 4, and ending 2020 April 27. We kept all events with

reconstructed energies from 0.05 to 500 GeV, zenith angles less than 90◦, and be-

longing to the SOURCE event class. We filtered the data to create good time intervals

when the spacecraft was in nominal science operations mode, the data were flagged

as good, and to avoid LAT-detected solar flares and gamma-ray bursts.

7.2. Gamma-ray spectral analysis and results

We created spatial and spectral models of the regions around each MSP using the

Fermi -LAT Fourth source catalog (4FGL, Abdollahi et al. 2020), including all sources

within 25◦ of the pulsar and the corresponding diffuse emission components. For all

three MSPs, the position of the associated 4FGL source was ≤ 1.2′ from the timing

position, consistent within the 4FGL positional uncertainty. We chose to move the

4FGL source associated with each MSP (4FGL J0248.6+4230, 4FGL J1207.4−5050,

and 4FGL J1536.5−4948) to the radio timing position. The γ-ray spectrum of each

source associated with one of our MSPs was modeled using an exponentially cutoff

power-law shape of the form described in Eq. 1, observed to describe the spectra of

most γ-ray pulsars well (Abdo et al. 2013).

dN

dE
= N0

( E
E0

)−Γ

exp
{
−
( E
EC

)b}
(1)

In Eq. 1, N0 is a normalization parameter with units of GeV−1 cm−2 s−1 and is cal-

culated from the 4FGL information to be the value of the differential counts spectrum
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at the pivot energy E0, Γ is the low-energy photon index, EC is the cutoff energy, and

b is an exponential index controlling how quickly the spectrum cuts off. We chose to

fix b to a value of 1, but did explore other values, as discussed later in this section.

For each MSP, we performed a binned maximum likelihood fit, using the

P8R3 SOURCE V2 instrument response functions5, in which we allowed the spectral

parameters to vary for all sources within 6◦ of the pulsar that were found to have an

average significance of ≥ 10σ in the 4FGL catalog. The spectral parameters of the

Galactic and isotropic diffuse emission components were also allowed to vary in the

fits. For sources not meeting the previous criteria which were flagged as significantly

variable in the 4FGL catalog, we allowed their spectral normalizations to be free in

the fits if they were within 8◦ of the corresponding pulsar position. The spectral

analysis was done over the energy range of 0.1 to 300 GeV but the exposure products

were calculated over the entire energy range of our data, with 10 bins per decade, to

allow for the use of energy dispersion6.

After an initial fit, we examined the spatial residuals to determine if the spectral

parameters of any sources we had fixed to the 4FGL values needed to be allowed to

vary and if there was evidence for new sources not in the 4FGL catalog. In doing so,

for the region around PSR J1536−4948 we decided that the spectral normalization of

the point source 4FGL J1457.3−4246, 9.◦7 from the MSP position, needed to be set

free and redid the fit.

The 4FGL catalog uses a different spectral parameterization of the exponentially

cutoff power-law shape7 for known γ-ray pulsars and fixes the b parameter to a value

of 2/3 based on what is observed in the spectra of the brightest γ-ray pulsars. In our

fitting, we found that the Γ parameter for PSR J0248+4230 was unstable and often

fit to ≈ 0. When we instead set b to a value of 1, the Γ parameter was more well-

behaved, but we found a strong dependence on the starting value of other parameters

and chose to instead switch to the formulation given in Eq. 1. To be consistent, we

used this spectral shape for all three MSPs.

We performed likelihood analysis with the b parameter free, as well as fixed to the

value of 2/3 used in the 4FGL catalog. For PSRs J0248+4230 and J1207−5050, there

was no significant change in the likelihood for b = 2/3 or b free, when compared to

fits with b = 1. For PSR J1536−4948, the likelihood marginally favored a lower value

of b, but the final result was very dependent on the starting value of EC , possibly due

to issues with modeling the diffuse emission in this region, so we chose to use and

report only the b = 1 results.

The resulting best-fit spectral parameters for each MSP are given in Table 3 as

well as the derived integral photon and energy flux values, F and G, respectively.

Our best-fit parameters are not directly comparable to those reported in the 4FGL

5 See https://www.slac.stanford.edu/exp/glast/groups/canda/lat Performance.htm.
6 See https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Pass8 edisp usage.html.
7 See the entry for the PLSuperExpCutoff2 model at https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/

scitools/source models.html.

https://www.slac.stanford.edu/exp/glast/groups/canda/lat_Performance.htm
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Pass8_edisp_usage.html
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/source_models.html
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/source_models.html
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catalog, due to the differences in functional form, for the sources associated with these

MSPs. However, our fits with the same spectral model were and the results in Table

3 yield compatible values of F and G.

7.3. Gamma-ray pulsation detection and timing

Using the best-fit models of the regions, we selected events within 3◦ of each MSP

with energies from 0.1 to 300 GeV and calculated spectral weights representing the

probability that each event came from the pulsar of interest. Use of these weights

with the H test (de Jager et al. 1989; de Jager & Büsching 2010) has been shown to

enhance the sensitivity of searches for γ-ray pulsations in LAT data (Kerr 2011). The

resulting weighted H-test values resulted in significant detections of γ-ray pulsations

from all three pulsars, with values of 60.4 (6.6σ), 188.8 (12.3σ), and 3780.4 (60.4σ)

for PSRs J0248+4230, J1207−5050, and J1536−4948, respectively.

For PSR J1536−4948, inspection of the pulse phase over time suggested that the

timing solution did not extrapolate well before the radio discovery. Following Ray

et al. (2011), we used the 3◦ radius selection to construct γ-ray TOAs which were

combined with the radio TOAs (as discussed in Section 6) to produce an improved

timing model, yielding a weighted H-test result of 4644.5 (67.1σ), which indicates a

significant improvement; this removed the drift in phase seen in the early LAT data.

The resulting γ-ray pulse profiles, as well as the radio profiles, are shown in Figure 1.

7.4. Gamma-ray pulse profile characterization

Once we had the final timing solutions8, we fit the γ-ray pulse profiles using the

maximum likelihood method described in Abdo et al. (2013) but restricted our model

to Gaussian functional forms for the peaks. The resulting fits are shown on the right

hand side of each panel in Figure 1 as the solid red line. The fit values are given in

Table 3 where we have labeled the peaks in the order in which they appear in phase.

For PSRs J0248+4230 and J1207−5050, we found two Gaussian peaks described

the data well. The fit for J1207−5050 includes a substantial unpulsed component,

visible above the estimated background level in the middle panel of Figure 1. We

tested adding additional, broad components to model this emission, but found it is

best described by a simple, unpulsed pedestal comprising ∼ 45% of the total emission.

Although these results depend on accurate photon weights, the quality of the spectral

fit is good, and the excess emission is present even at higher energies where the LAT

is more capable of distinguishing sources from backgrounds. This component thus

likely represents bona fide, nearly constant emission from the magnetosphere. This

measurement comes directly from the maximum likelihood fit to the photon weights,

but is in good agreement with the background level drawn in Figure 1, which is an

empirical estimator following the prescription in Section 5.1 of Abdo et al. (2013).

8 These timing solutions will be made available at https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/
ephems/.

https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/ephems/
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/ephems/
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Figure 6. The γ-ray pulse profile of PSR J0248+4230 in multiple energy bands, as indicated
in the plot. The dashed horizontal lines in each panel indicate the estimated background
(derived as in Abdo et al. 2013). In the top panel, we show only one, representative error bar,
the rest are smaller than this by as much as 40%. The scatter plot in the top panel shows
the phases and energies, right y-axis, of individual events with marker sizes proportional to
the spectral weight values.

Fitting the γ-ray pulse profile for PSR J1536−4948 required six Gaussians, one for

each of the four obvious peaks, and an additional Gaussian to account for the bridge

emission between the first two peaks and the last two peaks. The profile fit of this

MSP also includes an unpulsed component accounting for∼ 7% of the pulsar emission,

but given the numerous peaks spanning most of the pulse phase, it is possible this

might just reflect wings/tails of the peaks which are not entirely fit with Gaussians.

7.5. Pulse Profile Energy Evolution

Similar to what is observed at radio wavelengths, γ-ray pulse profiles can show

interesting evolution when the data are split into smaller energy bands. Figures 6, 7,

and 8 show the γ-ray pulse profiles in different energy bands for PSRs J0248+4230,

J1207−5050, and J1536−4948, respectively. For each MSP, to estimate the highest
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Figure 7. The γ-ray pulse profile of PSR J1207−5050 in multiple energy bands, as indicated
in the plot. The dashed horizontal lines in each panel indicate the estimated background
(derived as in Abdo et al. 2013). In the top panel, we show only one, representative error
bar, the rest are smaller than this by as much as 50%. The scatter plot in the top panel, the
scatter plot shows the phases and energies, right y-axis, of individual events with marker
sizes proportional to the spectral weight values..

pulsed photon energy, we searched through the events within 3◦ of the radio position,

requiring the spectral weight to be ≥ 0.001 and that the reconstructed event direction

be compatible with the MSP position within the 95% containment radius of the point-

spread function for that energy, conversion layer, and incident angles with respect to

the LAT instrument coordinates.

For both PSR J0248+4230 and J1207−5050, the bulk of the signal appears to come

from the middle energy band, just above 1 GeV. This is not surprising given the

low values of Γ (indicating a hard, power-law spectrum below the cutoff energy) and

values of EC near 1 GeV in Table 3. PSR J1536−4948, on the other hand, appears

to show pulsations out to several tens of GeV.

With significant detection of γ-ray pulsations from the Vela and Crab pulsars above

100 GeV and even out to TeV energies (e.g., Aliu et al. 2011; Ansoldi et al. 2016;
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Figure 8. The γ-ray pulse profile of PSR J1536−4948 in multiple energy bands, as indicated
in the plot. The dashed horizontal lines in each panel indicate the estimated background
(derived as in Abdo et al. 2013). In the top panel, we show only one, representative error
bar, the rest are smaller than this by as much as 70%. The scatter plot in the top panel, the
scatter plot shows the phases and energies, right y-axis, of individual events with marker
sizes proportional to the spectral weight values. Note that the energy axis in the top panel
has a logarithmic scale.

Abdalla et al. 2018), there has been growing interest in determining which other γ-ray

pulsars might have detectable pulsations at energies out to 100 GeV or beyond (e.g.,

Saz Parkinson et al. 2017). In order to assess the possibility for detection of PSRs

J0248+4230, J1207−5050, and J1536−4948 at higher energies, we have included a

scatter plot of individual event energies in the highest energy bands (top panels) of

Figures 6, 7, and 8. For these scatter plots, the size of the marker is proportional to

the spectral weight.

For PSR J0248+4230, we found an event compatible with the MSP at phase 0.004

with an energy of 8.6 GeV and spectral weight (reflecting the probability of having

come from that source) of 0.004. This event is not likely to be associated with

the pulsar, based on the low weight and the recorded phase not lining up with any
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observed feature in the pulse profile. If we constrain our search to the pulse profile

peaks (phases φ ∈ [0.0, 0.2] ∪ [0.7, 1.0)), we find an event at phase 0.189 with an

energy of 5.8 GeV and a spectral weight of 0.633. Events in the highest energy band

have spectral weights ranging from 0.006 to 0.918.

For PSR J1207−5050, we found an event compatible with the MSP at phase 0.298

with an energy of 12.2 GeV and a spectral weight of 0.506. This event falls within the

phase range of the first peak and, based on the value of the weight, could plausibly

be from the pulsar. Events in the highest energy band have spectral weights ranging

from 0.008 to 0.948.

For PSR J1536−4948, we found an event compatible with the MSP at phase 0.785

with an energy of 57.9 GeV and a spectral weight of 0.107. While this event does occur

at a phase compatible with the tallest peak in the γ-ray pulse profile, it does have

a low weight. This could be due, in part, to the choice of spectral model. The next

highest energy event occurs at phase 0.468, within the second tallest peak, and has an

energy of 46.1 GeV and a spectral weight of 0.757. Events in the highest energy band

have spectral weights ranging from 0.107 to 0.996. Taking events corresponding to

the top panel of Figure 8, we calculate a weighted H test value of 220, corresponding

to a detection of 13σ.

To further quantify evidence for pulsed emission above 10 GeV, we performed an

analysis similar to that reported in Ackermann et al. (2013) and Saz Parkinson et

al. (2017). For each pulsar, we selected all events with energies from 1 to 10 GeV

and with spectral weights ≥0.1 We used these events to generate a pulse profile that

serves as a lower energy “template”. We then selected all events with energies ≥10

GeV and reconstructed directions consistent with the respective pulsar within the

95% containment radius of the point-spread function (0.◦5 for events converting in the

first of the LAT and 0.◦8 for events converting in the back) and performed a likelihood

test to determine if they were likely to come from a similar distribution as the 1 to

10 GeV template. Following Ackermann et al. (2013), we required a tail probability,

or p-value, of 0.05 to claim evidence for emission at higher energies.

For PSRs J0248+4232 and J1207−5050, we did not find significant evidence for

pulsed emission above 10 GeV, in agreement with conclusions drawn from Figs. 6

and 7. For PSR J1536−4948, the likelihood results returned a p-value of 1.5×10−13 for

events above 10 GeV, suggesting significant pulsed emission above this energy. When

applying the same analysis to events above 25 GeV for this pulsar, the likelihood test

yields a p-value of 0.02, suggesting there is significant pulsed emission even above 25

GeV. These results are in agreement with those of Saz Parkinson et al. (2017), who

claimed evidence for pulsed γ-ray emission above 25 GeV for five MSPs, including

PSR J1536−4948, using a preliminary timing solution.

For the third catalog of hard Fermi -LAT sources (3FHL), Ajello et al. (2017) anal-

ysed 7 years of LAT data above 10 GeV looking for hard sources and associated this

pulsar with the source 3FHL J1536.3−4949, based on positional coincidence only as



Discovery and timing of three MSPs 21

a long-term timing solution had not yet been constructed. Fitting data from 10 to

300 GeV, modeling the spectrum PSR J1536−4948 as a simple power law, we find an

integrated photon flux of (2.4±0.2)×10−10 cm−2 s−1, energy flux of (6.5±0.8)×10−12

erg cm−2 s−1, and photon index of 3.5±0.3. The photon index is the same as that

found in the 3FHL catalog but our flux values are both lower, though the energy flux

values agree within statistical uncertainties. This may be due to the different versions

of the Pass 8 data and diffuse models used between the two analyses. Therefore, we

can now identify 3FHL J1536.3−4948 as PSR J1536−4948.

8. DISCUSSION

An important, derived quantity for understanding high-energy pulsar emission is

the γ-ray luminosity Lγ = 4πd2fΩG, where fΩ is a beaming factor typically assumed

to be near 1 (Abdo et al. 2013). From this luminosity, we can calculate the efficiency

with which rotational energy is turned into γ-rays as ηγ = Lγ/Ė. Table 3 reports

values for Lγ and ηγ using both the distance estimate from Cordes & Lazio (2001)

and Yao et al. (2017), and the values of Ė with kinematic corrections, when available.

Known γ-ray MSPs span a large range in ηγ (Abdo et al. 2013), from 1% to >100%,

and these three MSPS are no different. In the Second Catalog of LAT γ-ray Pulsars

(Abdo et al. 2013), only three MSPs have a higher Lγ, using the NE2001 distance,

than PSR J1536−4948 (PSRs J0218+4232, J0614−3329, and J1823−3021A). Of these

three, two have values of ηγ <20%, but J0614−3329, like J1536−4948, has ηγ >100%.

Efficiencies above 100% might suggest values of fΩ less than 1, that the distances used

are overestimated, or that the “standard” values of neutron star mass and radius used

may not be representative (e.g., using a radius of 14 km instead of 10 km will increase

Ė by a factor of 2).

The prevailing models of γ-ray emission from rotation-powered pulsars posit that

particles are accelerated along magnetic field lines near, or beyond, the light cylinder

radius (cP/2π, where co-rotation with the star requires moving at the speed of light

c). Particle acceleration may happen within the light cylinder in relatively narrow

vacuum gaps above the last open field line (e.g., Cheng et al. 1986; Muslimov &

Harding 2004) or over the full open volume above the polar cap (e.g., Harding et

al. 2005). Alternatively, the emission may originate outside the light cylinder in a

striped wind (e.g., Kirk et al. 2002) or in regions near an equatorial current sheet

(e.g., Kalapotharakos et al. 2014). Features in the predicted pulse profiles depend on

the assumed structure of the magnetosphere used in each model. Thus, testing the

models is one way to better understand the complex magnetic fields of neutron stars.

Fitting the observed γ-ray pulse profiles using one of these models is one method

of estimating the viewing geometry of the system, namely the inclination angle of

the magnetic axis and the observer viewing angle, both relative to the spin axis (e.g.,

Johnson et al. 2014; Chang & Zhang 2019). When combined with profiles at other

wavelengths or geometry constraints from different methods, these fitting methods
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can be useful tests of the different emission models. The pulse profiles of PSRs

J0248+4232, J1207−5050, and J1536−4948 all have interesting features which will

serve as useful tests for emission models.

For most γ-ray pulsars, the main radio peak is recorded at an earlier phase than the

first γ-ray peak. A small fraction of MSP γ-ray pulse profiles, however, are observed

to have their first peak occur before the radio. This is predicted by models in which

the full open volume above the polar cap is available for particle acceleration (Harding

et al. 2005). The γ-ray profile for PSR J0248+4232 might fall into this category if

we consider what we have called the second peak in Table 3, based on the order they

appear with our choice of phasing, to be the first peak. However, the models that

predict that the γ-ray peak should precede the radio also predict much broader peaks

and have difficulty matching the relatively sharp peaks we observe (Venter et al. 2009;

Johnson et al. 2014).

The γ-ray pulse profile of PSR J1207−5050 looks typical at first glance (compared to

the many profiles in Abdo et al. 2013). The behavior of the two peaks with increasing

energy, however, is the opposite of what is often seen. In particular, usually the

second, taller peak persists out to higher energies but with this source we observe

that happening with the first peak in Figure 7. These widely separated peaks are

easily produced in most models (see, for instance, Venter et al. 2009; Johnson et al.

2014), but require a large impact parameter, the difference between the magnetic

inclination and viewing angles, which is difficult to reconcile with the detection of

radio emission if we assume a hollow cone beam centered on the magnetic axis.

With four clear peaks and bridge emission between two different pairs of peaks,

the γ-ray pulse profile of PSR J1536−4948 is complicated. The broad radio peaks

might suggest a relatively low magnetic inclination angle, but it is difficult to get

sharp peaks in most emission models in such geometries. The second and third peaks

show evidence for pulsed γ-ray emission out to > 25 GeV in Figure 8. Harding et

al. (2018) have modeled the spectrum and pulse profile of the Vela pulsar out to 100

TeV. In their model, the GeV emission is curvature radiation and the highest energy

photons are produced via inverse Compton interactions between accelerated particles

and infrared-optical photons. Harding et al. (2018) use the maximum Lorentz factor

of accelerated particles necessary to argue against models in which GeV γ-rays are

the result of synchrotron radiation. While PSR J1536−4948 is not as bright as the

Vela pulsar, matching the energy-dependent morphology of the pulse profile could

serve as another test of these models.

9. SUMMARY

We report the GMRT discoveries of three MSPs, PSR J0248+4230, PSR

J1207−5050 and PSR J1536−4948, at the positions of unassociated Fermi -LAT

sources, 4FGL J0248.6+4230, 4FGL J1207.4-5050 and 4FGL J1536.4-4948 respec-

tively. Considering the discovery of four MSPs with γ-ray associations, (one MSP,
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J1544+4937, published in Bhattacharyya et al. 2013), the millisecond pulsar per

square degree discovery rate for the Fermi directed targeted survey with the GMRT

is ∼ 0.01. However, the discovery rate is more if we count three more MSPs, that

are serendipitously discovered during this survey (discussed in Section 2), as well as

discoveries by PSC that were among these 375 sources and confirmed by the GMRT.

The GMRT interferometric array was successfully used to localise these MSPs in the

image plane with ∼two orders of magnitude better accuracy than the discovery po-

sition associated with the Fermi error boxes. These precise positions allowed us to

conduct sensitive, follow-up timing observations in phased array mode at 322 and 607

MHz while optimising telescope time usage. PSR J0248+4230 and PSR J1536−4948

were detected both at 322 and 607 MHz observing frequencies with spectral indices

of −3.34(6) and −2.86(6) respectively. Spectral index for these two MSPs are steeper

than general MSP population reported by Kramer et al. (1998); Dai et al. (2015).

In this context, Frail (2016) explored steep spectrum radio sources as possible pul-

sar candidates and discovered new radio MSPs associated with Fermi-LAT sources.

However, PSR J1207−5050 was only detected at 607 MHz, indicating that the radio

spectrum of this MSP possibly turns over between 322−607 MHz. A detailed spectral

study of this MSP with the upgraded GMRT wide band system is in progress.

We have presented phase-connected timing models for each MSP from ∼ 5 years of

radio observations, as well as ∼ 11.6 years of γ-ray TOAs for PSR J1536−4948. PSR

J0248+4230 and PSR J1207−5050 are isolated MSPs, whereas PSR J1536−4948 is in

a binary system with orbital period of∼ 62 days and companion mass of∼ 0.32 M� for

an inclination of 60◦ . We report a weak (2σ) detection of the orthometric amplitude

of the Shapiro delay (h3), which is not enough to determine the mass of the pulsar

or mass of the companion in absence of other post-Keplerian parameters. Ongoing

coherently dedispersed observations of these MSPs using the ugpraded GMRT will

allow us to reduce the TOA uncertainities and will enable better constrains on the

binary parameters. This may lead to possible determination of Shapiro delay (h3) for

PSR J1536−4948 with a higher significance and in turn allow us to determine pulsar

and companion masses of the binary system.

In this paper, we also reported the discovery of γ-ray pulsations from these three

MSPs, which confirms that the pulsars are the engines powering the previously unas-

sociated γ-ray sources. For some of the relatively weak γ-ray sources associated radio

pulsars are relatively bright, indicating that radio flux is uncorrelated with the γ-ray

flux and even faint new LAT sources can harbor bright radio MSPs. Such detections

provide strong justification to continue radio observations as new unassociated LAT

sources are revealed in analysis of longer data sets.

Ongoing radio polarimetric studies of these MSPs will be helpful to probe the possi-

ble emission geometry enabling further constraints on possible models explaining the

observed radio and γ-ray emission. Profile modeling will also be aided by ongoing

investigation of profile evolution of these MSPs for wider radio frequency range with
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the upgraded GMRT. The ongoing timing observations with the upgraded GMRT

will reveal the prospect of using these MSPs in the pulsar timing array which will be

reported in a future publication. To conclude, in this paper we present the discov-

ery of three radio MSPs with the GMRT in Fermi directed targeted searches. The

discovery was followed by long term radio timing and subsequent discovery of γ-ray

pulsations. We also present a study of phase aligned radio, γ-ray profiles of these

MSPs. In addition, we provide a list of target pointings and the detection limits for

the Fermi -LAT point sources that were observed with the GMRT, which will help to

plan future observations for these sources.
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APPENDIX

We conducted Fermi directed searches with the GMRT during between 2010 Novem-

ber and 2013 September as part of an effort coordinated by the Fermi PSC. Based on

several criteria such as the γ-ray spectral index, the amount of variability seen, the

significance of detection etc, the PSC has rank-ordered the unassociated γ-ray sources

according to the probability of them being pulsars. Out of these we considered sources

with |b| > 5◦ to limit the effects of scatter broadening. In addition we choose a greater

fraction of the sources in the declination range −40◦ to −53◦, which is outside the sky

coverage of other active PSC searches (e.g. GBT, Effelsberg). Since the LAT point

source catalogs evolved during the span of 2011−2013, we used the most updated

source lists (which sometimes were internal source lists that were not published) for

the GMRT observations. During 2010−2011 we targeted sources in 1FGL catalog

that was based on 11 months of LAT data (Abdo et al. 2010). Whereas during 2012

we used 2FGL catalog Nolan et al. (2012), based on 2FGL catalog. During 2013

we used a three year internal source list prepared by the LAT team and chose com-

paratively weaker γ-ray sources and many promising high and mid Galactic latitude

sources were still left to be searched for millisecond pulsations.

Table A-1 present details of the GMRT observations for all 375 Fermi -LAT sources

in this survey. This table includes the observing epoch, frequency and duration.

Additionally, to guide planning of future follow up observations, we have included a

10σ detection limit for each source, calculated using the radiometer equation (Lorimer

et al. 2004) with the GMRT ETC calculator9.

Table A-1. Summary of the GMRT observations
†: 10σ detection threshold calculated with the GMRT ETC

Source Right ascension Declination MJD Frequency Duration Smin
†

(MHz) (min) (mJy)

J2323-4919 23h23m02s.3 −49◦19′18′′ 55521.5969518940 607 25 0.6

J2356.0-5253 23h56m01s2 −52◦53′59′′ 55521.6151301238 607 29 0.5

J2330.3-4745 23h30m23s.28 −47◦45′45′′ 55521.6361103883 607 31 0.5

18M4913 23h28m10s −40◦35′2′′ 55521.6905664423 607 30 0.5

J0001.9-4158 00h01m55s.8 −41◦58′54′′ 55521.7144827111 607 31 0.5

18M4597 21h33m51s.8 +66◦46′57′′ 55521.7461526166 607 34 0.5

18M4955 23h45m48s −15◦51′29′′ 55521.7756292463 607 15 0.8

J2339.7-0531 23h39m42s.8 −05◦31′25′′ 55521.7864004526 607 26 0.6

18M0735 03h58m54s.9 +60◦02′32′′ 55521.8318154380 607 31 0.6

J0023.5+0930 00h23m32s.4 +09◦30′35′′ 55521.8511503489 607 20 0.7

18M1030 05h26m25s.38 +63◦24′23′′ 55521.8541442789 607 31 0.5

Continued on next page

9 http://www.ncra.tifr.res.in/etc
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Source Right ascension Declination MJD Frequency Duration Smin
†

(MHz) (min) (mJy)

J0515.6-4404 05h15m36s.5 −44◦04′39′′ 55521.8837112074 607 31 0.5

18M1086 05h37m48s.8 +22◦21′35.′′ 55521.9381730839 607 32 0.6

J0614.1-3328 06h14m10s.35 −33◦29′54′′ 55521.9475610815 607 26 0.5

J0718.8-4958 07h18m51s −49◦58′41′′ 55521.9782752498 607 22 0.6

J1119.9-2205 11h19m58s.1 −22◦05′19′′ 55521.9961389106 607 30 0.5

18M2041 10h47m38s.93 −43◦54′53′′ 55522.0221581563 607 30 0.5

J1110.4-4518 11h10m27s.12 −45◦18′55′′ 55522.0441025231 607 31 0.5

18M2072 10h56m02s +69◦53′32′′ 55522.0790288408 607 34 0.5

J2356.0-5253 23h56m01s.2 −52◦53′59′′ 55532.5846588841 607 20 0.6

J2323-4919 23h23m02s.3 −49◦19′18′′ 55532.6024791849 607 30 0.5

J2330-4745 23h30m23s.28 −47◦45′45′′ 55532.6242021890 607 30 0.5

18M4913 23h28m10s −40◦35′2′′ 55532.6462688924 607 30 0.5

J0001-4158 00h01m55s.8 −41◦58′54′′ 55532.6679423792 607 31 0.5

18M4597 21h33m51s.8 +66◦46′57′′ 55532.7041857891 607 30 0.6

18M4955 23h45m48s −15◦51′29′′ 55532.7254917331 607 30 0.5

J2339-0531 23h39m42s.8 −05◦31′25′′ 55532.7475409567 607 30 0.5

18M0735 03h58m54s.9 +60◦02′32′′ 55532.7781651999 607 31 0.6

18M1030 05h26m25s.38 +63◦24′23′′ 55532.8005697734 607 32 0.5

J0718-4958 07h18m51s −49◦58′41′′ 55532.8532636195 607 28 0.5

18M1086 05h37m48s.8 +22◦21′35′′ 55532.8830461216 607 30 0.6

J0515-4404 05h15m36s.5 −44◦04′39′′ 55533.0603587963 607 30 0.5

J0614-3328 06h14m10s.35 −33◦29′54′′ 55533.9137519140 607 15 0.7

J1119-2205 11h19m58s.1 −22◦05′19′′ 55533.9266756181 607 30 0.5

J1110-4518 11h10m27s.12 −45◦18′55′′ 55533.9627331484 607 43 0.4

J1938-3957 19h38m16s.01 −39◦57′38′′ 55543.4970656065 607 16 0.8

J2126-4603 21h26m07s.99 −46◦03′29′′ 55543.5160215304 607 56 0.4

J2356-5253 23h56m01s.2 −52◦53′59′′ 55543.5564878553 607 25 0.6

J2323-4919 23h23m02s.3 −49◦19′18′′ 55543.5806604483 607 30 0.5

J2330-4745 23h30m23s.28 −47◦45′45′′ 55543.6037931892 607 30 0.5

18M4913 23h28m10s −40◦35′2′′ 55543.6271883203 607 32 0.5

J0001-4158 00h01m55s.8 −41◦58′54′′ 55543.6503825392 607 31 0.5

18M4955 23h45m48s −15◦51′29′′ 55543.7007578559 607 33 0.5

J0308+74 03h07m57s.31 +74◦41′31′′ 55543.7446696955 607 84 0.3

J0718-4958 07h18m51s −49◦58′41′′ 55543.8117055679 607 55 0.4

18M2072 10h56m02s +69◦53′32′′ 55543.8592846405 607 34 0.5

J1119-2205 11h19m58s.1 −22◦05′19′′ 55543.8937274274 607 31 0.5

18M2041 10h47m38s.93 −43◦54′53′′ 55543.9163242328 607 31 0.5

J1653.6-0158 16h53m41s −01◦58′34′′ 55556.4130569148 607 26 0.6

J1959-4730 19h59m47s.8 −47◦30′00′′ 55556.4355692564 607 21 0.7

J1938-3957 19h38m16s.01 −39◦57′38′′ 55556.4578928159 607 32 0.5

J2126-4603 21h26m07s.99 −46◦03′29′′ 55556.4792570069 607 57 0.4

J2323-4919 23h23m02s.3 −49◦19′18′′ 55556.5234020552 607 59 0.4

J2330-4745 23h30m23s.28 −47◦45′45′′ 55556.5651878093 607 41 0.4

J0001-4158 00h01m55s.8 −41◦58′54′′ 55556.5978946443 607 62 0.3

Continued on next page
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Source Right ascension Declination MJD Frequency Duration Smin
†

(MHz) (min) (mJy)

J0515-4404 05h15m36s.5 −44◦04′39′′ 55556.6449582322 607 61 0.3

18M0735 03h58m54s.9 +60◦02′32′′ 55556.7066844088 607 33 0.5

J1119-2205 11h19m58s.1 −22◦05′19′′ 55579.7803135868 607 71 0.3

J1110-4518 11h10m27s.12 −45◦18′55′′ 55579.7939156052 607 60 0.4

J1213-4424 12h13m39s −44◦24′08′′ 55579.8782971739 607 61 0.4

J1304-4352 13h04m21s.3 −43◦52′07′′ 55580.0125743818 607 61 0.4

J1334-4448 13h34m15s.1 −44◦48′49′′ 55580.0584029979 607 60 0.4

J1614-5138 16h14m42s.29 −51◦38′28.7′′ 55580.1019450746 607 60 0.9

J1624-4041 16h24m03s.86 −40◦41′22.9′′ 55580.1447386208 607 60 0.5

J0718-4958 07h18m51s −49◦58′41′′ 55593.7724245342 607 36 0.5

18M2041 10h47m38s.93 −43◦54′53′′ 55593.8002409196 607 57 0.4

18M3037 15h44m17s.71 +49◦41′41′′ 55593.8518687144 607 31 0.5

J1428-4204 14h28m16s.92 −42◦04′16′′ 55593.9272351149 607 38 0.5

J1417-4407 14h17m42s.7 −44◦07′56′′ 55593.9685472222 607 60 0.4

J1446-4702 14h46m48s.6 −47◦02′27′′ 55594.0136206416 607 61 0.4

J1625-0019 16h25m19s.6 −00◦19′31′′ 55594.0621668150 607 60 0.4

J1653-0158 16h53m41s −01◦58′34′′ 55594.1196240023 607 60 0.4

J1625-2429 16h25m53s.9 −24◦29′50′′ 55594.1536026069 607 61 0.4

18M0735 03h58m54s.9 +60◦02′32′′ 55606.7803386999 607 30 0.6

J1213-4424 12h13m39s −44◦24′08′′ 55606.8085774258 607 60 0.4

18M2589 13h26m23s −47◦30′42′′ 55606.8914673494 607 30 0.6

J1428-4204 14h28m16s.92 −42◦04′16.0′′ 55606.9151331274 607 60 0.4

J1730-2406 17h30m26s.9 −24◦06′42′′ 55606.9629761464 607 60 0.5

18M2897 15h07m07s.2 +10◦52′14′′ 55607.0362581327 607 30 0.5

J1614-5138 16h14m42s.29 −51◦38′28.7′′ 55607.0480244033 607 60 0.9

J1624-4041 16h24m03s.86 −40◦41′22.9′′ 55607.0911121367 607 61 0.5

18M3617 17h49m17s.8 −39◦22′34′′ 55607.1353358312 607 30 0.7

J1849-4314 18h49m36s.84 −43◦14′13.9′′ 55607.1781281437 607 62 0.4

J1938-3957 19h38m16s.01 −39◦57′38.2′′ 55607.2219644475 607 60 0.4

18M4421 20h47m07s.08 −47◦51′55.0′′ 55607.2671784612 607 32 0.5

J2323-4919 23h23m02s.3 −49◦19′18′′ 55607.3623309128 607 56 0.4

24M0400 03h36m55s.20 +32◦05′24′′ 55680.5150560298 322 31 1.1

18M0735 03h58m54s.9 +60◦02′32′′ 55680.5390043403 322 67 1.0

P72Y0819 05h38m35s.35 −5◦34′27′′ 55680.5949050921 322 3 4.2

J0541-0204 05h41m57s.20 −02◦04′31′′ 55680.5977245967 322 32 1.2

J0721+0401 07h21m24s.90 +04◦01′47′′ 55680.6213787224 322 30 1.0

J0849-3540 08h49m39s.10 −35◦40′35′′ 55680.6444444859 322 31 1.2

18M2041 10h47m38s.93 −43◦54′53′′ 55680.6700210014 322 61 0.7

J1048+2335 10h48m45s.3 +23◦35′44′′ 55680.7152641455 322 31 0.9

J1119-2205 11h19m58s.1 −22◦05′19′′ 55680.7434824905 322 61 0.6

J1256-1148 12h56m32s −11◦48′48′′ 55680.7871469438 322 30 1.1

J1630-1042 16h30m18s −10◦42′00′′ 55680.8162740550 322 30 1.4

J1645-2155 16h45m00s −21◦55′00′′ 55680.8382621144 322 30 1.7

24M1969.1 16h24m16s.80 −21◦24′36′′ 55680.8602792953 322 31 1.6

Continued on next page



28 Bhattacharyya et al.

Source Right ascension Declination MJD Frequency Duration Smin
†

(MHz) (min) (mJy)

J1726-0724 17h26m12s −07◦24′00′′ 55680.8831149520 322 31 1.7

18M3037 15h44m17s.71 +49◦41′41′′ 55680.9170800786 322 61 0.7

J2350-3005 23h50m06s −30◦05′00′′ 55681.1617608110 322 41 0.8

J0305-1601 03h05m12s −16◦01′00′′ 55704.4105214187 322 32 0.9

J0334+7501 03h36m14s.40 +75◦03′36′′ 55704.4362668720 322 30 1.2

J0336+7845 03h36m00s +78◦45′00′′ 55704.4584384305 322 30 1.2

J0505+6121 05h05m54s +61◦21′00′′ 55704.4807964002 322 26 1.5

P72Y0797 05h33m57s.47 +67◦59′51′′ 55704.5223316582 322 30 1.2

J0513+4048 05h13m00s +40◦48′00′′ 55704.5445381679 322 31 1.3

J0623+3330 06h23m30s +33◦30′00′′ 55704.5669660430 322 31 1.2

J1249-2812 12h49m18s −28◦12′00′′ 55704.6380158056 322 31 1.0

J1446-4702 14h46m48s.6 −47◦02′27′′ 55704.6625000571 322 61 1.2

J1300-3745 13h00m54s −37◦45′00′′ 55704.7060946050 322 31 1.1

J1536-4949 15h36m35s −49◦49′05′′ 55704.7330167974 322 30 2.9

J1542-2559 15h42m54s −25◦59′00′′ 55704.7554417585 322 30 1.4

J1518-5233 15h18m04s.60 −52◦33′55′′ 55704.7780910007 322 10 4.1

J1645-2155 16h45m00s −21◦55′00′′ 55704.7873796390 322 61 1.2

J1725-0509 17h25m13s.30 −05◦09′15′′ 55704.8307236922 322 30 1.6

J1749-0301 17h49m33s.90 −03◦01′14′′ 55704.8524699923 322 30 2.1

J1849-4314 18h49m36s.84s −43◦14′13′′ 55704.8753289495 322 30 1.4

P72Y0852 5h47m31s.39 −1◦41′11′′ 55712.5139742045 322 31 1.2

J0908-2119 09h08m42s −21◦19′00′′ 55712.5430790261 322 31 0.9

24M1251 10h08m40s.80 00◦27′00′′ 55712.5668467474 322 30 0.9

J1341-2045 13h41m14s.40 −20◦47′24′′ 55712.5946340101 322 31 1.1

24M1815 15h13m31s.20 −25◦46′12′′ 55712.6190774820 322 31 1.3

J1542-2559 15h42m54s −25◦59′00′′ 55712.6411004912 322 31 1.4

P72Y2706 17h22m34s.82 −4◦20′39′′ 55712.6673032422 322 30 1.6

P72Y2703 17h21m31s.99 −7◦18′2′′ 55712.6889650767 322 30 1.7

P72Y2736 17h30m36s.98 −24◦9′39′′ 55712.7119667564 322 30 3.0

P72Y2733 17h29m31s.53 −8◦54′26′′ 55712.7340538479 322 30 1.9

24M2212 18h08m28s.80 −33◦56′24′′ 55712.7589167516 322 31 2.7

J1820-3216 18h20m35s.90 −32◦16′39′′ 55712.7809630585 322 30 2.4

J2016-0903 20h16m17s.40 −09◦03′08′′ 55712.8034812307 322 32 1.1

P72Y3079 19h4m55s.43 −37◦20′1′′ 55712.8272518632 322 37 1.4

P72Y3251 20h9m16s.41 −15◦5′14′′ 55712.8539322945 322 30 1.1

P72Y3451 21h12m35s.52 −30◦42′38′′ 55712.8763659937 322 31 1.1

18M3037 15h44m17s.71 +49◦41′41′′ 55712.9589599425 322 74 0.6

J1754+3212 17h54m19s.70 +32◦12′07′′ 55714.0161198622 322 29 1.1

J1016+3548 10h16m12s +35◦48′00′′ 55719.6976689824 322 45 0.7

P72Y2529 16h30m23s.4 +37◦32′55′′ 55719.7331079389 322 30 1.0

24M2314 18h42m07s.20 +27◦40′12′′ 55719.7577523867 322 31 1.4

24M1815 15h13m31s.20 −25◦46′12′′ 55719.7874649549 322 3 4.2

J1511-2253 15h11m54s −22◦53′00′′ 55719.7900660035 322 31 1.2

J1628-2419 16h28m36s −24◦19′00′′ 55719.8133997334 322 31 1.6

Continued on next page
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J1725-0509 17h25m13s.30 −05◦09′15′′ 55719.8359528559 322 62 1.1

J1726-0724 17h26m12s −07◦24′00′′ 55719.8799901375 322 61 1.2

24M2591 20h43m57s.60 −47◦58′48′′ 55719.9302227548 322 32 1.1

J2120-1259 21h20m12s −12◦59′00′′ 55719.9538972688 322 30 1.1

J2103-1127 21h03m00s −11◦27′00′′ 55719.9760018334 322 31 1.1

J2251-4928 22h12m42s.29 +07◦03′34′′ 55719.9991258490 322 43 0.8

18M4913 23h28m10s −40◦35′2′′ 55720.0305918646 322 31 1.0

J0022-1850 00h22m12s −18◦50′00′′ 55720.0551780600 322 30 1.0

24M0045 00h22m02s.40 −51◦40′48′′ 55720.0778826403 322 30 0.9

J0110-4023 01h10m00s −40◦23′00′′ 55720.0995269957 322 30 1.0

P72Y3677 22h52m4s.94 +16◦13′39′′ 55720.1336872697 322 32 1.1

J2212+0654 22h12m42s.29 +07◦03′34′′ 55720.1570705121 322 16 1.4

J1824+1013 18h24m36s +10◦13′00′′ 55726.9471699103 322 46 1.5

J1904-0705 19h04m52s.79 −07◦06′00′′ 55893.5127980843 607 60 0.5

J2112-3042 21h12m35s.52 −30◦42′38′′ 55893.5560314501 607 60 0.4

J2128+5824 21h28m43s.19 +58◦24′36′′ 55893.6037620475 607 60 0.4

J2221+6307 22h21m04s.79 +63◦07′48′′ 55893.6461827720 607 60 0.4

J2359+6751 23h59m26s.39 +67◦51′36′′ 55893.6885685458 607 60 0.4

J0430+3508 04h30m14s.40 +35◦09′00′′ 55893.7341728601 607 60 0.4

J0318+0255 03h18m02s.40 +02◦55′48′′ 55893.7800742765 607 60 0.4

J1539-3325 15h39m14s.40 −33◦25′48′′ 55969.1576380149 607 61 0.4

J1729-0854 17h29m31s.20 −08◦54′36′′ 55969.2063705850 607 60 0.4

J1730-2409 17h30m36s −24◦09′36′′ 55969.2488670376 607 60 0.5

J2044-4757 20h44m28s.79 −47◦57′36′′ 55969.2921499234 607 60 0.4

J2009-1505 20h09m16s.80 −15◦05′24′′ 55969.3352172720 607 60 0.4

J2117+3730 21h17m31s.20 +37◦30′36′′ 55969.3888490231 607 60 0.4

J0212+5318 02h12m09s.60 +53◦18′36′′ 55969.4388340605 607 60 0.4

J0547+0020 05h47m11s.99 +00◦19′48′′ 55969.4833519395 607 60 0.4

J0440+2554 04h40m35s.99 +25◦54′00′′ 55969.5267425928 607 60 0.4

J0336+7504 03h36m00s +75◦04′48′′ 55978.5096296575 607 60 0.4

J0426+5434 04h26m45s.60 +54◦34′48′′ 55978.5548960922 607 60 0.4

J0631+0428 06h31m45s.60 +04◦28′48′′ 55978.6208557763 607 49 0.4

J0823-4246 08h23m04s.80 −42◦46′12′′ 55978.6665183463 607 60 0.4

J0850-4846 08h50m12s −48◦46′12′′ 55978.7128712320 607 60 0.4

J1120-2204 11h20m00s −22◦04′48′′ 55978.7559968329 607 60 0.3

J1226+2953 12h26m04s.80 +29◦54′00′′ 55978.8028041000 607 60 0.3

J1306-4028 13h06m59s.99 −40◦28′12′′ 55978.8478433491 607 48 0.4

J1404-5244 14h04m02s.39 −52◦44′24′′ 55978.9621847335 607 60 0.4

J1808-3356 18h08m21s.59 −33◦55′48′′ 55979.0056190801 607 22 0.9

J0838-2828 08h38m50s.40 −28◦28′48′′ 55985.7146991370 607 60 0.4

J1012-4236 10h12m12s −42◦36′36′′ 55985.7629598408 607 52 0.4

J1407-2948 14h07m26s.40 −29◦49′12′′ 55985.8947367066 607 60 0.4

J1624-2124 16h24m16s.79 −21◦24′36′′ 55985.9378302661 607 60 0.4

J1716-0526 17h16m40s.80 −05◦26′24′′ 55985.9828607783 607 60 0.4
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J1704-4618 17h05m00s −46◦18′00′′ 55986.0266126135 607 60 0.6

J1721-0718 17h21m31s.99 −7◦18′2′′ 55986.0705537749 607 59 0.4

J1730-2409 17h30m36s −24◦09′36′′ 55986.1184533068 607 59 0.5

J1807-0419 18h07m45s.59 −04◦19′48′′ 55986.1614390982 607 60 0.5

J0858-4815 08h58m02s.40 −48◦15′36′′ 55984.7020060803 607 60 0.4

J0841-3556 08h41m21s.60 −35◦56′24′′ 55984.7456996586 607 60 0.4

J1400-2412 14h00m19s.19 −24◦12′07′′ 55984.7898301399 607 33 0.5

J1226+2953 12h26m04s.80 +29◦54′00′′ 56054.5680332648 322 59 0.6

J1511-0513 15h11m52s.80 −05◦13′12′′ 56054.6121870446 322 60 0.8

J1513-2546 15h13m31s.20 −25◦46′12′′ 56054.6548291309 322 59 0.9

J1632-2328 16h32m38s.40 −23◦28′12′′ 56054.6995130308 322 59 1.2

J1437-5211 14h37m14s.40 −52◦11′24′′ 56054.7425862040 322 60 1.3

J1601-4220 16h01m07s.20 −42◦20′24′′ 56054.7851117850 322 60 1.8

J1722-0420 17h22m35s.99 −04◦20′24′′ 56054.8309636835 322 60 1.1

J1830-3132 18h30m57s.60 −31◦33′00′′ 56054.8744708464 322 60 1.5

J1842+2740 18h42m19s.20 +27◦40′12′′ 56054.9215606513 322 60 1.0

J1828+3231 18h28m43s.20 +32◦31′48′′ 56054.9639668109 322 60 0.9

J1214-4410 12h14m07s.20 −44◦10′12′′ 56062.5625311609 322 59 0.7

J1602+2308 16h02m28s.80 +23◦08′24′′ 56062.8952438641 322 60 0.9

J1653-0159 16h53m38s.07 −01◦58′36′′ 56062.9383286872 322 60 1.0

J1805+0612 18h05m50s.40 +06◦12′36′′ 56062.9811921454 322 60 1.3

J2044-4757 20h44m28s.79 −47◦57′36′′ 56063.0264411136 322 59 0.8

J2227+0051 22h27m50s.40 +00◦51′36′′ 56063.0710114175 322 31 0.9

J0039+4331 00h39m07s.20 +43◦31′48′′ 56063.1199507863 322 66 0.7

J1551-4636 15h51m04s.79 −46◦36′36′′ 56089.6964561011 322 60 2.1

J1653-0159 16h53m38s.07 −01◦58′36′′ 56089.7425264497 322 120 0.7

J1730-0353 17h30m39s.40 −03◦54′00′′ 56089.8269513768 322 60 1.2

J1727-2308 17h27m50s.40 −23◦09′00′′ 56089.8696895879 322 60 1.8

J1805-0845 18h05m04s.80 −08◦45′00′′ 56089.9144084386 322 60 2.2

J1921+0131 19h21m19s.20 +01◦31′12′′ 56089.9576592886 322 59 1.8

J0039+4331 00h39m07s.20 +43◦31′48′′ 56090.0037325526 322 60 0.8

J2237+6316 22h37m14s.40 +63◦16′12′′ 56115.1180311488 607 60 0.4

J2353+6643 23h53m21s.60 +66◦43′12′′ 56115.1604081707 607 59 0.4

J0237+5238 02h37m55s.20 +52◦37′48′′ 56115.2035745430 607 60 0.4

J0600-1949 06h00m48s −19◦52′48′′ 56115.3318328769 607 28 0.5

J0758-1448 07h58m50s.40 −14◦49′12′′ 56115.3890559988 607 60 0.4

J0953-1504 09h53m36s −15◦08′24′′ 56115.4320476159 607 67 0.3

J1625-0020 16h25m17s.36 −00◦19′47′′ 56131.4750618257 322 60 0.9

J1437-5211 14h37m14s.40 −52◦11′24′′ 56131.5635616514 322 59 1.3

J1551-4636 15h51m04s.79 −46◦36′36′′ 56131.6533721862 322 60 2.1

J1624-4040 16h24m12s.75 −40◦40′04′′ 56131.6964104021 322 60 1.9

J1830-3132 18h30m57s.60 −31◦33′00′′ 56131.7400690265 322 59 1.5

J1832-0200 18h32m00s −02◦01′12′′ 56131.7833839561 322 65 2.4

J0039+4331 00h39m07s.20 +43◦31′48′′ 56131.9554734437 322 60 0.8
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J1306-4028 13h06m59s.99 −40◦28′12′′ 56138.5142587895 607 120 0.2

J1639-5145 16h39m48s −51◦46′12′′ 56138.5990012093 607 60 0.6

J1400-1438 14h00m33s.60 −14◦36′00′′ 56138.6424792459 607 59 0.4

J2117+3730 21h17m31s.20 +37◦30′36′′ 56138.6917914441 607 60 0.4

J2107+5207 21h07m57s.60 +52◦07′12′′ 56138.7344218881 607 60 0.5

J2128+5824 21h28m43s.19 +58◦24′36′′ 56138.7768542613 607 120 0.3

J2012+3955 20h12m28s.80 +39◦55′48′′ 56138.8666618849 607 60 0.5

J0336+7504 03h36m00s +75◦04′48′′ 56138.9104486675 607 60 0.4

J0440+2554 04h40m35s.99 +25◦54′00′′ 56138.9540228252 607 150 0.2

J0007+6825 00h07m43s.19 +68◦25′12′′ 56146.1059257093 607 60 0.4

J0423+5612 04h23m26s.40 +56◦12′36′′ 56146.1493163673 607 60 0.4

P73Y0859 05h53m26s.40 −20◦34′48′′ 56146.2261507747 607 60 0.4

J1012-4236 10h12m12s −42◦36′36′′ 56146.2700278548 607 60 0.4

P73Y1633 11h06m36s −17◦43′12′′ 56146.3129146135 607 60 0.3

J0007+6825 00h07m43s.19 +68◦25′12′′ 56238.7365345534 607 149 0.2

P73Y3547 21h52m33s.60 +41◦53′24′′ 56291.5698400219 607 62 0.4

J2250+6305 22h50m45s.60 +63◦6′00′′ 56291.6126686011 607 61 0.4

P73Y3829 23h54m24s +69◦31′48′′ 56291.6552729049 607 61 0.4

J0222+6820 2h23m00s +68◦21′36′′ 56291.6978509905 607 63 0.4

P73Y0506 3h28m24s +61◦24′00′′ 56291.7436563672 607 61 0.4

P73Y0621 4h25m19s.20 +63◦20′24′′ 56291.7860684276 607 65 0.4

J0540+3549 05h40m21s.94 +35◦52′03′′ 56291.8376788502 607 65 0.4

P73Y0411 2h48m38s.40 +42◦29′24′′ 56302.6773276744 322 60 0.9

J0158+8558 1h52m55s.20 +85◦56′24′′ 56302.7205988672 322 59 0.7

P73Y0550 03h45m38s.40 +32◦39′36′′ 56302.7646069755 322 60 0.8

P73Y0830 5h40m57s.60 −6◦52′12′′ 56302.8141550588 322 60 0.8

SEED09342 5h44m50s.40 −10◦53′24′′ 56302.8566310838 322 60 0.7

P73Y0892 6h8m31s.20 −7◦49′48′′ 56302.8990080800 322 52 0.8

SEED3Y388 9h35m12s −17◦34′48′′ 56302.9402491161 322 60 0.7

J1038-2423 10h38m02s.40 −24◦27′00′′ 56302.9828882559 322 58 0.7

P73Y1549 10h40m57s.60 −12◦04′48′′ 56303.0253176754 322 60 0.7

J0312-0914 03h12m33s.60 −9◦15′00′′ 56335.6505154231 322 60 0.6

J0312+2013 03h12m48s +20◦13′48′′ 56335.6935131859 322 60 0.8

SEED3Y267 14h10m50s.40 +37◦15′36′′ 56335.7940284119 322 60 0.7

P73Y2290 15h7m16s.80 +17◦24′36′′ 56335.8404193099 322 60 0.9

P73Y2408 15h53m21s.60 +54◦39′36′′ 56335.8913656315 322 60 0.7

J1612+1403 16h12m24s +14◦00′36′′ 56335.9350298224 322 60 1.1

P73Y0142 00h54m50s.40 −21◦55′12′′ 56348.5472975769 322 34 0.9

P73Y0012 00h00m23s.76 +57◦06′00′′ 56348.5713215515 322 53 1.2

J0341+3148 3h41m55s.20 +31◦48′36′′ 56348.6083332947 322 61 0.8

SEED3Y774 03h30m55s.20 +46◦44′24′′ 56348.6509608002 322 71 0.9

J0345-2356 03h45m16s.80 −23◦56′24′′ 56353.6009879676 322 60 0.6

J0409-0357 04h09m50s.40 −3◦58′12′′ 56353.6437786003 322 60 0.6

J0458+0654 04h58m21s.60 +6◦55′48′′ 56353.6865109714 322 32 1.1
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P73Y2387 15h44m16s.80 +49◦51′36′′ 56353.7655648976 322 60 0.7

SEED3Y302 17h4m4s.80 +76◦46′12′′ 56353.8084663341 322 60 0.7

J1659-0142 16h59m16s.80 −2◦16′48′′ 56353.8618067975 322 60 1.0

J1551-0658 15h51m07s.22 −06◦58′06′′ 56353.9412741541 322 15 1.7

J1649-3004 16h49m21s.60 −31◦57′36′′ 56354.0102121436 322 60 1.6

J1813-1139 18h13m33s.60 −12◦27′36′′ 56354.0764675911 322 60 3.2

J2228-1633 22h28m40s.80 −17◦27′00′′ 56354.1460292605 322 60 0.7

SEED09408 04h47m19s.20 −25◦34′48′′ 56400.5420586545 322 60 0.6

P73Y0773 05h27m50s.40 −01◦00′36′′ 56400.5850240258 322 60 0.7

SEED09256 05h09m55s.20 +28◦37′48′′ 56400.6281233969 322 45 1.1

P73Y0772 05h27m00s +66◦48′00′′ 56400.6612263831 322 50 0.9

P73Y2678 17h14m0s.00 −7◦43′48′′ 56400.7507662302 322 60 1.1

P73Y2742 17h32m26s.40 −28◦46′48′′ 56400.7935627064 322 60 3.8

J1733-2812 17h33m26s.40 −29◦48′00′′ 56400.8363882638 322 60 4.9

J1759-2954 17h59m19s.20 −30◦7′12′′ 56400.8789428899 322 60 3.0

P73Y3298 20h24m45s.60 −9◦7′48′′ 56400.9248035334 322 60 0.8

P73Y3331 20h36m57s.60 −34◦34′48′′ 56400.9677398511 322 60 0.8

P73Y3620 22h32m45s.60 −24◦31′48′′ 56401.0122985470 322 63 0.6

J1827+1149 18h27m38s.40 ++11◦43′48′′ 56446.6628366861 607 60 0.4

J1759-2954 17h59m19s.20 −30◦7′12′′ 56446.7061312617 607 60 0.6

J1908-0132 19h8m45s.60 −2◦28′12′′ 56446.7538732076 607 60 0.5

J1835+1349 18h35m26s.40 +13◦49′48′′ 56446.7965560763 607 60 0.4

J2021+0632 20h21m40s.80 +6◦31′12′′ 56446.8397894348 607 60 0.4

P73Y3409 21h2m26s.40 +38◦40′48′′ 56446.8869724125 607 60 0.4

J2133+6645 21h34m24s +66◦45′00′′ 56446.9301708018 607 60 0.4

P73Y3829 23h54m24s +69◦31′48′′ 56446.9729468682 607 120 0.3

SEED09152 17h38m7s.20 +3◦31′12′′ 56467.5828757511 322 60 1.3

J1727-0704 17h27m12s −8◦55′12′′ 56467.6253139523 322 60 1.3

P73Y2820 17h49m48s −4◦54′36′′ 56467.6678250313 322 60 1.6

SEED3Y544 18h16m48s +17◦47′24′′ 56467.7112304291 322 60 1.1

J1947-0739 19h47m57s.60 −8◦22′48′′ 56467.7547231633 322 60 1.0

J2004+7004 20h4m43s.20 +70◦4′12′′ 56467.8020518867 322 60 0.8

J2107+3652 21h7m52s.80 +36◦54′00′′ 56467.8452299007 322 60 1.0

P73Y0086 00h30m19s.20 −17◦12′36′′ 56467.8900330301 322 60 0.7

P73Y0411 2h48m38s.40 +42◦29′24′′ 56467.9368458496 322 125 0.6

P73Y2799 17h46m2s.40 +2◦44′24′′ 56488.5320077687 322 44 1.5

P73Y0411 2h48m38s.40 +42d29′24′′ 56488.9080495708 322 60 0.9

J0332+6309 03h32m12s ++63◦07′12′′ 56488.9508401659 322 60 1.0

P73Y0608 04h19m07s.20 +38◦17′24′′ 56488.9937851365 322 60 0.9

J0458+0654 04h58m21s.60 +6◦55′48′′ 56489.0406302633 322 113 0.5

P73Y2883 18h12m24s +24◦14′24′′ 56522.6262105450 322 60 0.9

J1837+3821 18h37m14s.40 +37◦58′48′′ 56522.6698195507 322 60 0.8

J1936-0855 19h36m28s.80 −10◦58′12′′ 56522.7160879133 322 60 1.1

J2358-1811 23h58m33s.60 −19◦45′00′′ 56522.7633845219 322 60 0.7
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P73Y0411 2h48m38s.40 +42◦29′24′′ 56522.8155716827 322 120 0.6

J0248+5131 02h48m24s +51◦29′24′′ 56522.8999471777 322 60 0.9

J0248+4239 02h48m00s +42◦39′00′′ 56522.9457174790 322 60 0.9

J0307+4915 03h07m31s.20 +49◦15′00′′ 56522.9883886418 322 46 1.1

P73Y2509 16h25m17s.35 −00◦19′47′′ 56537.4448958333 322 59 0.9

P73Y2636 17h00m26s.40 −51◦01′12′′ 56537.4923032407 322 60 2.1

P73Y3079 19h04m41s.16 −37◦15′38′′ 56537.5375231481 322 60 1.1

P73Y3335 20h38m59s.11 −36◦11′33′′ 56537.5801273148 322 61 0.8

P73Y3359 20h44m2s.15 −48◦00′25′′ 56537.6252083333 322 52 0.9

J2021+4026 20h21m30s.73 +40◦26′46′′ 56537.6724189814 322 61 2.4

P73Y2504 16h24m12s.74 −40◦40′4′′ 56551.5518750000 322 60 1.9

P73Y3448 21h12m10s.49 −10◦21′37′′ 56551.5965046296 322 60 0.8

P73Y3120 19h23m27s.8 +20◦13′33′′ 56551.6421180555 322 60 1.5

P73Y3724 23h18m55s.44 −38◦31′34′′ 56551.8681018518 322 60 0.7

P73Y0862 05h54m40s.80 +03◦04′48′′ 56551.9161111111 322 60 0.9

J0658+0633 06h58m35s.74 +06◦37′28′′ 56551.9587615740 322 60 0.8

P73Y1044 07h12m11s.99 −38◦22′12′′ 56552.0053935185 322 60 0.7

P73Y1055 07h19m11s.52 −49◦59′40′′ 56552.0479861111 322 60 0.7

J0737-3235 07h36m53s.28 −32◦30′51′′ 56552.0907870370 322 60 0.8

P73Y1279 08h49m18s.72 −29◦13′21′′ 56552.1334375000 322 52 0.8
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