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ABSTRACT

Here we report on the results of deep X-ray follow-up observations of four
unidentified y-ray sources detected by the Fermi/LAT instrument at high Galac-
tic latitudes using the X-ray Imaging Spectrometers on-board the Suzakusatel-
lite. All of the studied objects were detected with high significance during the
first 3-months of Fermi/LAT operation, and subsequently better localized in the
first Fermi/LAT catalog (1FGL). For some of them, possible associations with
pulsars and active galaxies have subsequently been discussed, and our observa-
tions provide an important contribution to this debate. In particular, a bright
X-ray point source has been found within the 95% confidence error circle of
1FGL J1231.1-1410. The X-ray spectrum of the discovered Suzakucounterpart
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of 1IFGL J1231.1-1410 is well fitted by a blackbody with an additional power-law
component. This supports the recently claimed identification of this source with
a millisecond pulsar PSR J1231-1411. For the remaining three Fermi objects,
on the other hand, the performed X-ray observations are less conclusive. In the
case of 1IFGL J1311.7-3429, two bright X-ray point sources were found within the
LAT 95% error circle. Even though the X-ray spectral and variability properties
for these sources were robustly assessed, their physical nature and relationship
with the 7-ray source remain uncertain. Similarly, we found several weak X-ray
sources in the field of 1FGL J1333.2+5056, one coinciding with the high-redshift
blazar CLASS J13334-5057. We argue that the available data are consistent with
the physical association between these two objects, although the large positional
uncertainty of the v-ray source hinders a robust identification. Finally, we have
detected an X-ray point source in the vicinity of 1IFGL J2017.34+0603. This Fermi
object was recently suggested to be associated with a newly discovered millisec-
ond radio pulsar PSR J20174-0603, because of the spatial coincidence and the
detection of the y-ray pulsations in the light curve of 1FGL J2017.34-0603. In-
terestingly, we have detected the X-ray counterpart of the high-redshift blazar
CLASS J20174-0603, located within the error circle of the ~-ray source, while we
were only able to determine an X-ray flux upper limit at the pulsar position. All
in all, our studies indicate that while a significant fraction of unidentified high
Galactic latitude ~-ray sources is related to the pulsar and blazar phenomena,
associations with other classes of astrophysical objects are still valid options.

9 Subject headinggyalaxies: active — pulsars: general — radiation mechanisims-
10 thermal — gamma-rays: general — X-rays: general
1 1. Introduction

12 Observations with the EGRET instrument onboard @mmpton Gamma-Ray Observatory
13 (CGRO) in the 1990’s opened a new window in studying MeV-Ga\ssions from both Galactic

12 and extragalactic objects. Despite over a decade of malielength follow-up studies, more than
15 60% of the y-ray emitters included in the 3rd EGRET catalog (3EG; Hartrizal.l 1999) are

16 et to be identified (that is, 170 out of 271). This is mainlgdese of the relatively pooy-ray

17 localizations of EGRET sources (typicdl% confidence radiiyg; ~ 0.4° — 0.7°), challenging the

18 identification procedure especially for the objects lodatgthin the Galactic plane, due to source
1 confusion. In particular, as much as 90% of the 3EG sources detected at Galactic latitudes
20 |b] < 10° do not have robustly selected counterparts at lower frezjgenOn the other hand, most
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21 0f the 3EG sources at high Galactic latitudes have been iassdavith blazars — a sub-class of
22 jetted active galactic nuclei (AGN) displaying strong tefistic beaming — in accordance with
23 the expectation for the extragalactic population to doneitiaey-ray sky at|b| > 10° (Abdo et al.
2412009a). Yet the unidentified fraction of the high Galacttilale 3EG sources is still large(30%;

2 €.0.,. Sowards-Emmerd et al. 2003). The situation is bagicachanged in the revised EGRET
2 catalog (EGR; Casandjian & Grenier 2008), even though tised background modeling applied
27 inthe EGR resulted in fewer-ray detections (188 sources in total, in contrast to 27édisy 3EG);

28 87 out of 188 EGR entries remain unidentified.

29 The unidentified low Galactic latitude-ray sources are expected to be associated with lo-
2 cal objects such as molecular clouds, supernova remnaatsive stars, pulsars and pulsar wind
a1 nebulae, or X-ray binaries (see, elg., Gehrels & Michelse®0] and references therein). Mean-
22 While, the population of unidentified high Galactic latieug-ray sources is typically believed to
ss be predominantly extragalactic in origin, although theseaisuspected Galactic component as
s well (Ozel & Thompson 1996). For example, the brightest steadycsoBEG J1835+5918 lo-
s cated at|b| > 10° was proposed to be associated with an isolated neutronMteab@l et al.
32000; Reimer et al. 2001). The neutron star origin and ite@ason with they-ray source has

s been confirmed with the discovery of~aray pulsar at the position of 3EG J1835+5918 with
ss FermV/LAT (Abdo et al.. 2010a,b). Similarly, high-energyray pulsations were discovered with
3 Fermi (Abdo et all 2009b) andGILE (Tavani et all 2009) from PSR J2021+3651 that was long
w0 considered as a likely pulsar counterpart of 3EG J2021+EHAafern et al. 2008). On the other
s hand, blazar G74.87+1.22 (B 2013+370) was claimed to be th&t fikely counterpart of the

2 Unidentified object 3EG J2016+3657 located within the Galgadane (Mukherjee et al. 2000;
ssHalpern et al. 2001). Other unidentifiedrays sources were similarly investigated with varying
s SuUccess (e.d., Mukherjee & Halpern 2004). We note that poipul studies, which could in princi-

s ple shed some light on the galactic/extragalactic origidifférent classes of unidentified EGRET
s Sources, were impeded by different level of background sionsat different locations from the
s Galactic plane, and different EGRET exposure for variousspaf the sky (see the discussion in
»s|Reimer 2001). Also, variability studies were previouslyripered by the limited statistics and
s Noncontinuous EGRET observations (Nolan et al. 2003).

50 With the successful launch of tikermi Gamma-ray Space Telescope, we now have a new op-
s1 portunity to studyy-ray emission from different types of high energy sources wiuch improved

s2 Sensitivity and localization capabilities than with EGRENIth its field of view (five-times-larger

ss than that of EGRET) covering0% of the sky at every moment, and its improved sensitivity

s« (by more than an order of magnitude with respect to EGREE) Litwge Area Telescope (LAT,;

ss Atwood et al. 2009) aboar&ermi surveys the entire sky each day down to a photon flux lev-
ss €ls of Fligomey ~ few x107"phent2st. The firstFermiLAT point source catalog (1FGL)

s7 already surpasses EGRET with 1451 sources detected aficagoe levels> 40 within the
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ss 100 MeV —100 GeV photon energy range during the initial 11-month survgydo et al/ 2010c).

so Several high-latitude EGRET sources lacking low-freqyermzinterparts were confirmed BgrmiLAT
0 and associated with previously unknowsnay blazars, as expected (Abdo et al. 2010d). Somewhat
s1 Surprisingly, however, a number gfray emitters afp| > 10° have been robustly identified by LAT

s2 With newly found~-ray pulsars via the detection efray pulsations (Abdo et &l. 2010e). Most of
ss these are in fact millisecond pulsars (MSPs). A diminishiyet still significant population of

s« UnidentifiedFermiLAT objects remains, constituting as much as abmt of all 1FGL sources.

es This includes more than 10 unidentified EGRET sources atGigactic latitudes, which are thus

ss the best candidates for the persistent, or even “steadg¥y emitters over the 10-year-long period
&7 between the EGRET arlebrmi/LAT epochs (as indicated by their comparable photon flundke

s 3EG and 1FGL catalogs).

69 Thus motivated, we started a new project to investigatediera of unidentified high Galactic
70 latitudeFermiobjects through deep X-ray follow-up observations withiapanese X-ray astron-
7 omy satelliteSuzakuMitsuda et all 2007). This paper presents the results ofitsteyear cam-

72 paign conducted over the span@iizakeAO4 (Apr 2009 — Mar 2010), during which we have ob-
73 served four steady/weakly varialffermi/LAT sources from the 3-montfermiLAT Bright Source

7 List (OFGL; Abdo et all 2009c). These are denoted below aliagly to their 1FGL catalog en-
s triesas 1IFGL J1231.1-1410, 1IFGL J1311.7-3429, 1FGL J2330856, and 1FGL J2017.3+0603.
7 Thanks to the superb localization provided by the LAT, ak ttorresponding5% error cir-

77 cles (typicallyrgs; ~ 0.1° — 0.2°) could be covered within the field-of-view of tHeuzakuX-

s ray CCD camera “XIS”. Only in the case of 1FGL J1333.2+505& $uzakupointing does
7 Not cover the entire 95% LAT error circle since the local@aterror for this object did not
so Improve sufficiently between 1FGL and OFGL. Along with ourz8ku observations, system-
g1 atic pulsar searches with radio telescopes have been perdofor theFermV/LAT unassociated
&2 sources. These resulted in the new discoveries of MSPscatbeld with the twoy-ray sources
sa included in our study (1FGL J1231.1-1410 and 1FGL J20176630 In both casesermi/LAT

g2 eventually detected-ray pulsations as well, in accordance with the results exridio domain

s (Ransom et al. 2010; Cognard etlal. 2010). Our deep X-raysKpadiscussed in the next sec-
g tions supports the pulsar identification for at least 1FGB112—-1410, but is less conclusive in the
7 case of 1IFGL J2017.3+0603. For the other target from oyrlisGL J1333.2+5056, a tentative
g8 @ssociation with blazar CLASS J1333+5057 was claimed il &leBright AGN Sample (LBAS;

o /Abdo et all 2009a). Here we substantiate this possibilitpi@genting the broad-band spectral en-
o ergy distribution (SED) for 1FGL J1333.2+5056/CLASS J183357, including nevBuzakuwata,

o1 Which is indeed typical of a flat spectrum radio quasar (FSE@glly, the nature of the remain-
o2 ing source 1FGL J1311.7-3429 (for which no radioyenay pulsations have been detected so far;
«3s Ransom et al. 2010) could not be revealed, despite the disgov a likely X-ray counterpart. In
o particular, we found that the multiwavelength spectrum 66GL J1311.7-3429 is not consistent
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s With neither a typical blazar nor pulsar spectrum.

% In § 2, we describe th8uzakuK-ray follow-up observations and the data reduction proced
o7 The results of the analysis are given§iB. The discussion and conclusions are presentédtin
e and §5, respectively. A standardCDM cosmology with2y, = 0.73, Qy = 0.27, and Hy =
e 71kms ! Mpc~! is assumed throughout the paper.

100 2. Observations and Analysis
101 2.1. Observations and Data Reduction

102 We observed four unidentified high Galactic latitueermiLAT objects with theSuzakuX-

103 ray astronomy satellite (Mitsuda etlal. 2007). These aretdelin the 1FGL catalog as 1IFGL J1231.1—
100 1410, 1IFGL J1311.7-3429, 1FGL J1333.2+5056, and 1FGL J26QB03 (see Abdo et al. 2010c).
10s All the sources but one (1FGL J2017.3+0603) were alreadgdisn the 3rd EGRET catalog
106 (Hartman et al. 1999) and thejrray fluxes are given in Tabld 1. THguzakubservation logs
107 are summarized in Tallé 2. The observations were made wige thut of four CCD cameras
108 (X-ray Imaging Spectrometers; XIS; Koyama etial. 2007), andard X-ray Detector (HXD;
100 Kokubun et all 2007; Takahashi et lal. 2007). One of the XIS@enis a back-illuminated CCD
1o (BI; XIS1), and the other three XIS sensors are front-illoated ones (FI; X1S0, XI1S2, and XIS3;
11 the operation of XIS2 has been terminated in November 208i6ce none of the studied sources
112 have been detected with the HXD, in this paper we focus on iadysis of only the XIS data.
13 The XIS was operated in the pointing source mode and in thmalarlocking mode during all the
114 EXPOSures.

115 In the reduction and the analysis of tBeizakudata, HEADAS software version 6.7 and a
16 calibration database (CALDB; released on 2009 Septembii) 2ere used. The XIS cleaned
117 event dataset was obtained in the combified 3 and5 x 5 edit modes usingeselect. We

11s excluded the data collected during the time and up to 60 skscafiterSuzakwvas passing the South
119 Atlantic Anomaly (SAA). We also excluded the data corregping to less than 5 degrees of the
120 angle between the Earth’s limb and the pointing directibe Elevation Angle; ELV). Moreover,
121 We excluded time windows during which the spacecraft wasipgsthrough the low Cut-Off
122 Rigidity (COR) of below6 GV. Finally, we removed hot and flickering pixels (usia§jsclean;

123 Day et al. 1998). With all the aforementioned data selectigteria applied, the resulting total
124 €ffective exposures for all the observed sources are suimedan Tablé D.
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125 2.2. Analysis

126 XIS images for each target were extracted from the two FI CODSO0, XIS3) within the

127 photon energy range fromm4 to 10 keV. In the image analysis procedure, calibration sources |
128 cated at the corners of CCD chips were excluded. The imagisiX-ray Background (NXB)

120 Were obtained from the night Earth data usingsnxbgen (Tawa et all 2008). Since the expo-
120 SUre times for the original data were different from that By we calculated the appropriate
121 exposure-corrected original and NXB maps uskigsexpmapgen (Ishisaki et al. 2007). The
132 corrected NXB images were next subtracted from the comeatiginal images. In addition, we
133 Simulated flat sky images using ssim (Ishisaki et al. 2007), and applied a vignetting correction
134 All the images obtained with XISO and XIS3 were combined asdinned by a factor of 4. All
13 the FI XIS images were in addition smoothed by a Gaussiantitmevith o = 0.17, and the

136 resultant images are presented in sedtion 3. Note that {eremt features at the edge of these
137 exposure corrected images are undoubtedly spurious doweteXposure in those regions. For the
138 further analysis, source regions were carefully seleatedral each detected X-ray sources within
139 the error circle of a studieg-ray emitter. The corresponding background regions withiusa3’

10 Were taken from the same XIS chips avoiding any bright X-gagts in the field. In all the cases,
11 SUCh source regions were set to witlinor 1’ radii around the X-ray point sources (because of
122 the blurring due to th&uzakiXIS Point Spread Function; PSF), depending on the pragseai

113 each analyzed field. The source detection criterion wastbase signal-to-noise ratio which is
14 defined, assuming a Poisson distribution, as a ratio of thessxevents above a background to its
1s Standard deviation. Photon counts were derived from eaafte@nd background regions and we
1 Set the detection threshold4t. The source positions and the corresponding errors weeenaot

17 by fitting a 2D Gaussian around each X-ray spot. The sour@ctien results are summarized in
148 TabIeB

149 The light curves were constructed for each potential X-@ynterpart of the observdeermi

10 Objects. Each light curve provides net-counting ratesh wie count rates of the corresponding
151 background region subtracted. In the timing analysis, the&XFS0, XIS3) and BI (XIS1) CCD’s

152 light curves were combined usingmath, and then re-binned using-urve. To assess statisti-
153 cal significances of the flux variations, tRétest was applied to each constructed dataset (probing
152 @ constant flux hypothesis withcstats command). Finally, the XIS spectra for each source
155 region were extracted, with the same corresponding baokgrspectra as defined in the image
156 analysis (see above). RMF files for the detector respons@Rfidiles for the effective area were
157 generated usingisrmfgen andxissimarfgen (Ishisaki et al. 2007). In this spectral analy-
158 SIS, all the selected data from the FI CCDs were co-addeddusit hpha) without calculating

159 Poisson errors, and the response files were combined witheth€rmf andaddrmf commands.

160 Since all the studie@ermi/LAT objects are located at high Galactic latitudes, theogtison of
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161 SOft X-ray photons was set to the Galactic one with the edgmiacolumn density of a neutral
162 hydrogen,Ny, as given in_Dickey & Lockman (1990). In some cases where rappaystematic
163 features are visible as trends of the residuals with enesgg Figurél3), we attempted to use an
162 inter-calibration constant between the FI and Bl CCDs torowp the fits. From this inspection,
16s We found negligible improvement of the fits thus we conclud the limited photon statistics is
166 the predominantly responsible for the somewhat unsat@famodel fits to the data.

167 3. Results
168 3.1. 1FGLJ1231.4-1410
169 Our Suzakwbservations (interrupted far 20 day@) revealed one X-ray point source (RA,

10 Dec)= (187°790(1),—14°192(1)) within the LAT error circle of 1IFGL J1231.4-1410g6&re[1

11 shows the corresponding X-ray image, prepared as desdnbe@.2. For further analysis, the
172 SOUrce extraction region was set to withirg’aradius around the X-ray intensity peak, and the
173 corresponding background region was chosen as indicatédjime[1. The light curve of the X-

174 ray source with a time bin ¢f00 s is presented in Figuké 2. The upper panel shows the coent rat
175 variation during the 1st observation, while the bottom pahews that of the 2nd observation. The
176 light curves of the two periods can both be well fitted by a tamtscount rate 0$.03 x 1072 cts™?,

177 With x2/d.o.f.= 58.3/107. This indicates that the X-ray emission of the analyzeds®ig steady,

175 With the y? probability for a constant flux- 99%.

179 The X-ray spectrum of th8uzakwsource, which we propose to be the most likely counterpart
180 Of 1FGL J1231.1-1410, is shown in Figure 3. The energy rarsgel for the fitting was set as
11 0.4 — 7.0 keV. First, we fit the X-ray spectrum by a blackbody emissiaderated by the Galactic
182 absorption only (Morrison & McCamman 1983). This fit was noteptable, however, due to
183 Significant residuals aboikeV (y?/d.o.f.= 128.1/34, see FigurEl3, left panel, where the excess
122 €mMission above keV has been enhanced by fixing the black body parametersse ttetermined

185 Dy the data below keV only). The situation was essentially unchanged whertthenn density

186 WS treated as a free parameter. In this case, the resicimie2keV remained, but the returned
1s7 Value of Ny was then consistent with zero. To account for the keV emission, we therefore
18s added a power-law component to the thermal one, and f%ee- 0. The goodness of the fit was
180 iN this way substantially improved t¢? of 55.46 /32, supporting the presence of a non-thermal tail
190 iN the spectrum of the analyzed object (see Figure 3). Inrdadirther confirm the reality of this
101 finding, we analyzed the highest quality FI CCD (XIS0, XIS3talwhich had sufficient photon

1The exposure was interrupted because of the Target of Qpptyrbbservation of GRB 090708.
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192 Statistics within th& — 8 keV range, examining various approaches for the backgrestichation,
113 namely (i) the background taken from the same CCD chips bte>a$, as given in Figurel 1, (i)
102 the concentric ring background surrounding the sourceregin the same CCD chips, and (iii) the
1s background for the same region as the source estimated frirockman Hole observation taken
196 With the same XIS mode at nearby dates (OBS ID = 10400201@)I &fithe examined approaches
17 the presence of the non-thermal component in the X-ray gpaodf 1FGL J1231.1-1410 could
18 be confirmed at high significance, as summarized in Tablesi®an

199 To sum up, we conclude that the X-ray counterpart of 1FGL 111231410 is robustly charac-
200 terized by a blackbody-type spectrum with a temperaturglot- 0.16 4+ 0.03 keV plus a power-
201 law tail with the photon index of ~ 1.79%012. The energy flux of the non-thermal component
2021S So_gev =~ 5.81 x 10~ ergenr? s, which can be compared with tii@rmiLAT energy flux

203 S0.1-10cev = (1.06 +0.06) x 1071%ergcnr?s71, as given in the 1FGL catalog. Thus, the extrap-
204 Olation of the X-ray power-law component to theray range yielding th®.1 — 10 GeV energy
205 flux ~ 5.74 x 10~ erg cn 2 s71, falls orders of magnitudes below the observed one. Thifiésp
206 €ither a multi-component character or a concave spectnal & the high-energy X-ray—toy-ray

207 coOntinuum of 1FGL J1231.1-1410, and both possibilitiesuthbe kept in mind in the context of
208 @ very likely association of the discussed source with a Mi&Red, the MSP PSR J1231-1411
200 (Marked by a white cross in Figure 1) was recently found bysRanet al.|(2010) via the detection
210 Of radio pulsations with the pulse period 268 ms within the LAT error circle of 1FGL J1231.1—
211 1410 using the Green Bank Telescope (GBT), just afteifSumakwbservations. In addition, the
212 Fermi spectrum shows a cut-off at around a few GeV, which is comsiswvith the typical spec-
213 trum of MSPs |(Ransom etial. 2010). The X-ray emitter obsebye®uzakus located roughly
214 40” away from the newly discovered MSP PSR J1231-1411 (Ransam2210, see Figuid 1),
215 but considering the limited pointing accuracy of thezaki(XIS (< 1’), both objects can be con-
216 Sidered as co-spatial. In fact, as described in Ransom (2@L0), aSwift XRT source at (RA,
217 Dec)= (187.7972+-14.1953) coinciding with the Suzaku one, was found to betjosilly con-

218 Sistent (within the 90% error ¢f”5) with that of the MSP PSR J1231-1411.

219 3.2. 1FGLJ1311.7-3429

220 Two X-ray point sources were found within the LAT error ceabf 1FGL J1311.7-3429.
221 Figure[4 shows the corresponding X-ray image with the nomtlsizakuobject, src A, located

22 at (RA, Dec)=(197°939(1), —34°508(2)) and the southern source, src B, positioned at (RA,
223 Dec)= (197°942(1), —34°534(2)). Note that srcB is situated just marginally withire tedge

220 Of the FermV/LAT error circle. For the further analysis, we set the sewegions to withinl’ radii

225 around the respective X-ray flux maxima. The derived lightves of src A and src B with time
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226 bins 0f 450 s are presented in Figuré 5 (upper and lower panels, resplggti As shown, during
227 the first20 ksec of the observation, src A exhibited a very rapid X-rayeflavith the count rate
228 Changing by a factor of 10. After the flare, however, the X{tay of src A remained steady. A
220 cOnstant fit to the light curve of src A returng/d.o.f.= 403.9/97, and hence the variability of
230 this source is statistically significant. On the other handB was characterized by a constant flux
231 over the duration of the exposurg®(d.o.f.= 45.0/97) with a count rate of .3 x 1072 cts™*.

232 Figure[6 shows the spectra of src A and src B within the eneagge0.4 — 8.0keV. The

233 best model fits for both newly discovered X-ray objects cstredi power-law continua with photon
2aa indices’ ~ 1.38+0.13 (src A) andl’ ~ 1.34+0.16 (src B), moderated by the Galactic absorption.
235 The detall of the model fitting are summarized in Tdble 6. Nbtg the observed X-ray spectra
235 Of the two sources are very similar, and the X-ray fluxes ofdbgects are almost identical. It
237 IS iImportant to emphasize at this point that because of tlagively large PSF oSuzakiXIS (a

238 half power diameter of 3'), it is quite difficult to separate completely src A and src Bleeated

230 only 1./6 apart — for the purpose of the spectral analysis. As a reswitn) though it is clear we
200 are dealing with two physically distinct X-ray sources (eaetected at high significance), their
21 Spectral parameters cannot be accessed robustly.

242 3.3. 1FGLJ1333.2+5056

243 Our Suzakuobservations revealed multiple regions of enhanced X-raig®on inside the
244 LAT error circle of 1FGL J1333.2+5056, as shown in the cqroegling X-ray image in Figuiig 7.
25 The associations of these faint X-ray sources with 1FGL 32335056 are therefore quite ambigu-
226 OUS. Within theFermi/LAT error circle covered by the XIS exposréive X-ray enhancements
227 have been found with detection significances of more thigrand these are denoted here as src A,
28 B, C, D and E (see Figuté 7 and Table 3).

249 The light curves of srcA, B, C, D and E witk760 s binning are shown in Figufe 8 in the
250 descending order. As noted above, all the analyzed X-raxcesiare very dim, with X-ray fluxes
251 at the level of~ 107'* ergcnT?s. Hence, we could not assess the variability properties ef th
252 Selected objects by means of thetest with a constant flux hypothesis (see Table 7). The spectr
253 Of the five X-ray sources, all extracted withihsource radii, are shown in Figure 9. Again, limited
25« photon statistics precluded any detailed analysis, anctfiie in the model fitting we applied
255 only single power-law models moderated by the Galactic gdtsm. The results are summarized

°Note that the 1FGL localization error for the analyzeday object did not improve sufficiently between OFGL
and 1FGL. For this reason, we could not cover the entire 95% é&wor circle of 1FGL J1333.2+5056 within one
pointing of SuzakiXIS.



—-10-

2s6 IN Table[8. We also emphasize that the 1FGL error circle uaf@tely runs off the edge &uzaku

257 field of view. For all these reasons, we cannot persuasidelytify an X-ray counterpart of the

258 ray source 1FGL J1333.2+5056. Nevertheless, we note tleadfdhe X-ray enhancements, src D,
250 coincides with the: = 1.362 FSRQ CLASS J1333+5057 (marked in Figlfe 7 by a white cross;
20 Shaw et all_ 2009), listed in the 1FGL as a possible assopiatith 1FGL J1333.2+5056. Note
261 however a relatively low significance of the detection o§thdurce witfSuzakiXIS.

262 3.4. 1FGLJ2017.3+0603

263 A single prominent X-ray point source was found at the edgéheflFGL error circle of

264 the unidentifiedy-ray source 1FGL J201743603. The X-ray source is located at (RA, Dec) =
265 (304°310(1), 62052(1)), as shown in Figufe 110. For the further analysis, etelse extraction

266 region to encircle this bright source with a radiuggofThe corresponding light curve of the newly
267 discovered X-ray source is show in Figlre 11 wifl s binning. The light curve is consistent (at
2 the level of > 99%) with a constant X-ray flux within the errorg{/d.o.f.= 26.4/56) and the

260 @vErage count rate07 x 10~2 cts . Figure 12 shows the X-ray spectrum of the analyzed source.
270 A power-law model (photon indeX ~ 1.6) with the Galactic absorption provided the best fit to
an the data, and the obtained best fit parameters are given ia[@ab

272 The X-ray point source found at the edge of the 1FGL erroleicpositionally coincident
213 (Offset by 15”, which is much less th8uzakiXIS position accuracy of 1') with the z = 1.743

22 FSRQ CLASS J201%0603 (Myers et al. 2003). This blazar has been listed in teeFarmiLAT

25 AGN Catalog I(Abdo et al. 2010d) as being possibly associatightl 1FGL J2017.3+0603, even
216 though the probability for such an association was not dfiett We denote its position in Fig-
277 ure[10 with a white cross. More recently, radio anchy pulsations with the pulse periodaf ms

218 have been discovered using the Nancay radio telescope vihwhe Fermi/LAT error circle of
279 1IFGL J2017.3-0603 (Cognard et al. 2010), pointing instead to a pulsahérathan blazar) as-
280 SOCiation of this source. In Figufel1l0 we mark the positiothef MSP PSR J2010603 with
231 @ black cross. As shown, no X-ray counterpart of the pulsarldeen detected b$uzakiiXIS.

22 In order to determine the corresponding X-ray flux uppertiimie set an additional source re-
283 gion within 1’ radius around the position of the radio pulsar, and assumgaler-law emis-
282 Sion spectrum with photon indek = 2. The resulting 90% confidence X-ray upper limit is
285 So_grey < 2.61 x 10~ ergenr2s!,
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286 4. Discussion
287 4.1. The Observed Sample

288 Within the error circle of the unidentifieg-ray object 1FGL J1231.4-1410, only one X-ray
280 SOUrce was found, which is positionally consistent with thdio/y-ray MSP PSR J1231-1411
200 (Ransom et al. 2010, see Figlte 1). The broad band spectriFGif J1231.1-1410/PSR J1231—
201 1411, including ouSuzakiXIS data and the derived UVOT optical/UV upper limits frddvift,

202 @re shown in Figuré_13. We note that the SED is reminiscenhaff of the Geminga pulsar
203 (Thompson et al. 1999), or 3EG J1835+5918 (Halpern et alZR0b8ence the consistent picture
200 €Merges, in which thel’ ~ 0.16 keV blackbody component of the newly discovered X-ray coun-
205 terpart of 1IFGL J1231.1-1410 originates as thermal emidsoon the surface of a rotating mag-
206 Netized neutron star, a pulsar, while theay emission detected lsermiLAT may be accounted
207 DY the emission of ultra-relativistic electrons preserthwmi the pulsar magnetosphere. The non-
208 thermal X-ray component is then likely to be produced witie magnetosphere of PSR J1231—
200 1411 as well, even though one may also expect some contiibfrom the outer regions (pulsar
a0 Wind nebulae) to the detected hard X-ray continuum.

301 Assuming that PSR J1231-1411 is a typical MSP with the spiloge® = 3.68 ms and a

202 Spin-down rate? = 2.1 x 10X ss°* (see Ransom et al. 2010), one can calculate the correspond-
203 ing spin-down luminosity ad.y = 472/P P2 ~ 2 x 103 ergs’!, and the magnetic field in-
=04 tensity at the light cylinder (radius® = cP/2n) as B, ~ 4n2(3IP/2c3P%)V/?2 ~ 5 x 10 G,

s Wherel = 10* gcn? is the star's moment of inertia. Meanwhile, for the claimastahce

as d ~ 0.4Kkpc (Ransom et al. 2010), the observeday luminosity of PSR J1231-1411 leads as
w07 L, ~ 2 x 10** ergs’!, its non-thermal X-ray luminosity igx ~ 10*ergs’!, and the total X-

s08 Fay luminosity Ly jior ~ 3 X 10%°ergs!. These values are then consistent with the millisec-
a0 ONd pulsar scenario — outer-magnetosphere models in yartie in a framework of which one
a0 Should expeci, ~ 0.1 Ly (Abdo et al. 2009d) and.x ~ 1073 Ly (Becker & Truemper 1997,
ain/Gaensler & Slane 2006; Zhang etial. 2007), with relativelgdadispersion, however. Interest-
a12 ingly, the synchrotron X-ray luminosity produced closetie tight cylinder within the expected
a3 magnetic fieldB,. and a fraction (sayl0%) of the volumeV ~ R3, would then be close to
a4 the observed non-thermal X-ray luminosity assuming rougdgrgy equipartition between ultra-
a1s relativistic electrons and the magnetic field.

316 In the case of 1FGL J1311.7-3429, two potential X-ray caates have been discovered
a17 In our Suzakwbservations. The association of tiiarmi object with the northern source src A
a1 IS more likely, since the southern X-ray spot src B is locavety marginally within the95%

a9 FermiLAT error circle of thev-ray emitter. Yet the classification of 1FGL J1311.7-342%s

a0 for which the broad-band spectrum (including radio andagptupper limits) is shown in Fig-
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a1 Ure[14, remains vague. Currently, no radioyeray pulsations have been found at the position of
a2 1IFGL J1311.7-3429, and this favors an extragalactic onofgthe detected high-energy emission.
223 And indeed, the flat X-ray continuunh’(~ 1.4) and they-ray—to—X-ray energy flux ratig; 100

a24 (With Sp1_10Gev ~ 6.4 x 107 ergcnmr2s~! as given in the 1FGL catalog) would be consistent
a2s With the characteristics of luminous blazars of the FSR@ tgng./ Sikora et al. 2009). On the
226 Other hand, however, the radio upper limit indicating thezGergy flux~ 10> times smaller

227 than the GeV energy flux, invalidates the blazar nature of (LFI311.7—-3429. That is because
as all active galaxies established till now gsray emitters are characterized by relatively strong,
220 Doppler-boosted radio emission. In particular, radio gpdluxes of bona fide blazars included
s0 in OFGL are, for a giverFermi/LAT photon flux of ~ 10~7 photonscm?s™!, at least an order
s31 Of magnitude higher than the energy flux implied by the NVSBangimits for src A (see, e.g.,
a2 Kovalev et all 2009). In addition, a very promindiitks-long X-ray flare detected from src A, to-
a3 gether with the steady GeV flux of 1IFGL J1311.7-3429, wouldhmatch easily a typical behavior
s Of FSRQs: this class of blazars is known for displaying dri@enaariability at GeV photon ener-
a3s gies, but only modest variations in the X-ray band. Theesftine nature of the analyzé@rmi

a3 Source and its newly discover&iizakicounterpart remains an open question.

337 Within the error circle of 1FGL J133345056, ourSuzakiXIS observations revealed the
a8 presence of several weak X-ray flux maxima with possibly digespectral properties (as indi-
a0 cated by the spectral analysis hampered by the limited phstatistics). One of the detected
a0 X-ray sources (src D) coincides with the high-redshift Bla€LASS J1333+5056:(= 1.362).

a1 The broad-band spectral energy distribution of 1FGL J1B383056/CLASS J1333+5056/srcD is
a2 presented in Figure15, including the LAFray, SuzakuX-ray, archival radio, and newly ana-
a3 lyzed SwiffUVOT data for the blazar. The constructed SED reveals twbrdit radiative compo-
aaa NENtS, consisting of a low-energy synchrotron bump and aer¢etically dominant) high-energy
as iInverse-Compton continuum, reminiscent of typical brbadd spectra for blazars of the FSRQ
s type (Ghisellini et al. 1998). Note that the X-ray—teray flux ratio~ 10* implied by Figurd 15,
a7 as well as the relatively large radio flux, would be both inesgnent with the blazar identification
as Of L1FGL J1333.2-5056. In addition, we note that the discus&edmi object is the most variable
as0 IN y-rays out of all fourFermitargets studied in this paper, with the variability index38f(which

ss0 indicates a< 1% probability of a steady flux; see Abdo et lal. 2010c). The aoid@l support for
=51 the blazar association is offered by the fact thatthray continuum of 1IFGL J133345056 is the
352 Steepest among the fokermi objects observed by us, with the photon index.5 + 0.1, which

53 IS compatible with the meam-ray photon index of the FSRQ population reported in the 1FGL
e Namely2.47 4+ 0.19 (Abdo et al. 2010f).

ass Finally, in the case of 1FGL J2017.3+0603, the MSP PSR J20603 was newly discov-
36 ered by the Nancay Radio Telescope (Cognardiet al.l 2010)thendssociation between the ra-
ss7 dio and~y-ray sources was confirmed by the pulse detection with theegaeniod in the LAT
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sss data. Interestingly, in ouBuzakiXIS exposure we have only detected the high-redshift blaza
a0 (2 = 1.743) CLASS J20140603, but not the pulsar. The same is true for vaffUVOT ob-

a0 Servation [(Cognard et al. 2010), which resulted in analedtux and upper limit measurements
s61 IN the optical for the blazar and pulsar, respectively. Towestructed radio to X-ray SEDs for the
ss2 pulsar and blazar systems are shown in Figuie 16 togethieit@tL AT spectrum. Regarding the
a3 pulsar| Cognard et al. (2010) discovered that PSR J201B+860cated at a distanee~ 1.6 kpc,

w4 and as such is characterized by the spin-down lumindsjty~ 1.34 x 103t ergst. The X-ray

s (2 — 8keV) luminosity derived from the&SuzakiXIS upper limit for this pulsarlx < 8.0 x

sss 10°0 erg s!, is then consistent with the expected “pulsar-like” lunsity ratio Lx /Lgq ~ 1073,

7 The overall curvedy-ray spectrum of 1FGL J2017.3+0603, characterized by thallgphoton

sss index ~ 1.88 + 0.05, supports the pulsar association. On the other hand, thévedy large

a0 radio flux of CLASS J20170603, together with the X-ray—te—ray flux ratio ~ 300 for the

a0 1IFGL J2017.3+0603/CLASS J2010603 system, are in some level of agreement with the blazar
an1 interpretation. The/-ray photon index of 1IFGL J20173603 is however rather flat for a FSRQ
a2 and represents-a 3o deviation from the distribution observed for FSRQs (me&mu7, o = 0.19;

a3 See_Abdo et al. 2010f) thus making the association with tHe@ &ess likely. Although the de-
ara tected pulsations in radio andrays is key to the identification of theray source with a pulsar,
ars there may be some contaminating flux from the blazar. Indided;hance probability of finding a
as CLASS-like background blazar in the Fermi error circle aétbource is~ 0.003%. Considering

ar7 over 1400 sources in the 1FGL catalog, such ‘mixed’ casekldmiexpected.

a78 4.2. Implications

a79 What class of astrophysical objects can be in general agsdcwith the unidentified high
a0 Galactic latitudey-ray sources? It was noted, for example, that compact amaively nearby
ss1 Molecular clouds exist & > 10°, and these should emijtrays at least at some level. Torres et al.
as2 (2005) argued, however, that the expected GeV emissionabf clouds is too low to account for
as3 the observed fluxes of unidentified EGRET sources, and the agplies to the bright unidentified
a3 FermVLAT objects. Another classes of possible counterpartp@sed were radio-quiet pulsars and
ass ISOlated neutron stars (e.g., Yadigaroglu & Romani 1995, this idea has indeed been validated
sss Dy the subsequent multi-frequency studies, as discussi®fli We note in this context that the
a7 Galactic origin of high-latitude-ray emitters is especially probable for the objects lodaté0° <

a8 || < 30° within the Gould Belt & 0.3 kpc from the Earth), which constitutes an aggregation of
a0 Massive late-type stars, molecular clouds, and supereovaants| (Grenier et al. 2000).

390 A probably more challenging populationefray emitters is represented by the isotropic com-
s01 ponent of the unidentified EGRET objects, consisting of aB0sources (about one third of which



—14 —

s02 With the Galactic latitude®| > 45°, including several non/weakly-variable during the EGRIBT o
1 servationsiOzel & Thompson 1996; Gehrels et al. 2000). For those souficeani & Kitayama

a02 (2000) have for example suggested associations with krgke shocks produced during the struc-
ass ture formation in the intergalactic medium (see also Wax&&web |2000). Totani & Kitayama
a6 eXplored the connection between steady GeV objects loadtede Galactic plane, and labeled
a7 in the 3EG catalog as “possibly extended,” with dynamicédigming clusters of galaxies (and
ass NOt single virialized cluster systems; see Kawasaki & To2f192). However, the non-variable
aee Nature of they-ray emission of several of the considered objects was quest (see Reimer et al.
1002003, and references therein), and the high efficiency op#rtcle acceleration at the structure
s01 formation shocks required by the model was also noted (€gghet et al. 2003).

402 Radio galaxies are prime candidates for the unidentifiel Giglactic latitude EGRET sources,
s03 €specially since the only confirmed non-blazar AGN deteptegdtiously at GeV photon energies
w02 Was the nearby radio galaxy Centaurus A (Steinle let al./ 198&kumar et al. 1999). Yet no other
w05 radio galaxy has been firmly detected by EGRET at the signifiedevel high enoughX 40) to

w06 be included in the 3rd EGRET catalog (Hartman et al. 1999)redweer, Cillis et al.|(2004), who
s07 applied a stacking analysis of the EGRET data for a sampleedftightest and/or the closest radio
w08 and Seyfert galaxies, showed that ‘no detection signifiegneater thafo has been found for any
a00 SUbCIass, sorting parameter, or number of objects co-dddedertheless, Mukherjee et al. (2002)
10 argued that the most likely counterpart to the unidentifi&RET source 3EG J1621+8203 is the
11 bright radio galaxy NGC 6251. A marginal detection of 3C1ithwGRET has also been reported
a2 (Hartman, Kadler & Tueller 2008). We also note that Combil2(2003) reported the discovery
a3 Of @ new radio galaxy within the location error circle of thadentifiedy-ray source 3EG J1735—
x4 1500. The identification of 3EG J1735-1500 was however owatsial, due to the presence of an
a5 another likely (blazar-type) candidate within the EGREfMoecontours|(Sowards-Emmerd et al.
116 2004). The most recent analysis based on the 15 montesoiVLAT data resulted in the detection
a7 Of 11 non-blazar-type AGN (all radio galaxies), includiig taforementioned cases of NGC 6251
sz and 3C111(Abdo et al. 2010g). The idea that some fractiomiofeuntifiedy-ray emitters may be
19 associated with faint radio galaxies is therefore validagéthough this should rather apply to only
20 dimmer Fermi objects, and not to the population of exceptionally brigiray sources detected
121 already by EGRET.

422 The SuzakiXIS studies of four brightFermVLAT objects reported here provide an impor-
s23 tant contribution to the debate regarding the nature ofentiied~y-ray emitters located at high
222 Galactic latitudes. In particular, our observations supfite idea that a significant fraction of
125 SUCh objects may be associated with aigiGyr) MSPs present within the Galactic halo and the
126 Earth’s neighborhood (such as 1FGL J1231.1-1410 and 1F@17J2+0603). Yet not all of the
s27 UnidentifiedFermi objects are related to the pulsar phenomenon. Instead, ebth®se may
128 be hosted by active galaxies, most likely by the luminous lsigti-redshift blazars of the FSRQ
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a0 type (1FGL J1333.2+5056 is as good blazar candidate, fonpbeg. However, there still remain
s30 Unidentified sources, (e.g., 1IFGLJ1311.7-3429), for wimehher blazar nor pulsar scenarios
131 Seem to apply. For these, ultra-deep multi-wavelengthesuatre probably needed to unravel their
132 physical nature.

433 5. Summary

434 In this paper we reported on the results of deep X-ray follgmebservations of four uniden-
s3s tified y-ray sources detected by tRermiLAT instrument at high Galactic latitude®| > 10°)

a3 USiNg the X-ray Imaging Spectrometers onbo&tzakisatellite. All of the studied objects have
a7 been detected at high significance {0c0) during the first 3-months of theermi/LAT operation.

138 FOr some of them, possible associations with pulsars arziblave been recently discussed, and
130 OUr observations provide an important contribution to ttepate. In particular, an X-ray point
a0 SOUrce was newly found withi®s % error circle of 1IFGL J1231.1-1410. The X-ray spectrum of
a1 the discovere@®uzakwounterpart of 1IFGL J1231.1-1410 is well fitted by a blackberhission

a2 With a temperature of7T' ~ 0.16 keV plus an additional power-law component with a differaint
a3 photon indeX”™ ~ 1.8. This supports the recently claimed identification of tliarsee with a MSP

s PSR J1231-1411. For the remaining thFegmi objects, the performed X-ray observations are
a5 less conclusive. In the case of 1FGL J1311.7-3429, two blysassociated X-ray point sources
us Were newly found. Even though thie4 — 10 keV spectral and variability properties for those
a7 could be robustly accessed, the physical nature of the enaifters and their relations with the
s y-ray source remain unidentified. Similarly, we found seleseak X-ray sources in the field of
a9 1FGL J1333.2+5056, one coinciding with the high-redshlifizar CLASS J1333+5057. We ar-
0 gue that the available data are consistent with the phyagsaciation between these two objects,
151 even though we were not able to identify robustly $wezakicounterpart ofy-ray emitter due to a
152 large positional uncertainty of 1IFGL J1333.2+5056. Finalle found an X-ray point source in the
ss3 Vicinity of 1FGL J2017.3+0603. ThiBermi object was recently suggested to be associated with
152 @ Nnewly discovered MSP PSR J2017+0603 because of the detettiadio andy-ray pulsations.

155 However, we did not detect the X-ray counterpart of the pulsat instead of the high-redshift
156 blazar CLASS J2017+0603 located within the error circlefleGl J2017.3+0603. Still, the result-
ss7 Ing upper limits for the X-ray emission do not invalidate fhédsar association.

458 L.S. is grateful for the support from Polish MNiSW througle trant N-N203-380336.
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Table 1: EGRET anéfermVLAT entries for the analyzed objects

Name RA DEC l b Fy1-20Gev 795%

[deg] [deg] [deg] [deg] [0 ®phcn?s™'] [deg]

1FGLJ1231.21410 187.80 —14.17 295.53 +48.41 14.9-0.7 0.03

3EGJ1234-1318 188.19 —16.30 296.43 +49.34 21.6:5.3 0.76
(EGR J1231 1412)

1FGLJ1311.73429 197.95 —34.49 307.69 +28.19 11,2411 0.04

3EGJ1314-3431 198.51 —34.52 308.21 +28.12 18.43.1 0.56
(EGR J1314-3417)

1FGLJ1333.25056 203.30 +50.94 107.32 +64.90 451.0 0.15

3EG J133%45029 204.39 +50.49 105.40 +65.04 9.22.6 0.72
(EGR J13385102)

1FGLJ2017.30603 304.34 +6.05 48.62 —16.02 4.5-0.5 0.04

 Data consistent with no variability between EGRET &edmiLAT observations.

§ The~-ray fluxes determined by EGRET afdrmiLAT marginally consistent withirzo level.

! Data consistent with no variability between EGRET &edmiLAT observations because of the EGRET
detection limit~ 6 x 10~8 phcnT2s7 1,



Table 2:SuzakiXIS Observation Log
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Name OBSID Pointing Center Observation start Effective exposure
RA[deg] DEC [deq] (um [ksec]
1FGLJ1231.:1410 804017010 187.8001 —14.1665 2009/07/08 22:53:48 23.8
804017020 187.7993 —14.1672 2009/07/28 05:21:37 44.8
1FGLJ1311.73429 804018010 197.9603 —34.4918 2009/08/04 04:56:35 33.0
1FGLJ1333.25056 804019010 203.2955  51.0170  2009/06/01 10:13:15 39.1
1FGLJ2017.3-0603 804020010 304.3461 6.0496 2009/10/27 10:14:45 26.7

* The pointing centers were the positions given in OFGL cagtéfdodo et all 2009c¢).
 The requested continuo@&s ks Suzakiexposure was interrupted by Target of Opportunity (ToO ok
tion of GRB 090708. For this reason the observation was ed/idto30 ks and50 ks segments before and

after the ToO observation.
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Table 3: Source detection results®iizakiobservation

Name Position Detection Significance rgsy
RA [deg] DEC [deg] o [arcsec]

1FGLJ1231.4-1410 — 187.790 —14.192 13.67 7.44
1FGLJ1311.7-3429 srcA 197.939  —34.508 15.52 17.44
srcB  197.942 —34.534 12.89 12.27
1FGLJ1333.2+5056 srcA 203.252 50.983 8.53 23.34
srcB  203.161 51.032 7.27 19.97

srcC  203.276 51.014 7.47 20.75

srcD  203.479 50.967 4.50 38.41

srcE  203.381 50.892 4.91 26.51

1FGLJ2017.3+0603 — 304.310 6.052 14.44 4.73
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Table 4: Fitting Parameters for 1IFGL J12321410 in a framework of blackbody (BB) and power-
law (PL) models

BB model BB+PL Model
parameter value & error value & error
Ny [10%22cm™2] 0.0 (fixed) 0.0 (fixed)
kT [keV] 0.228+ 0.008 0.163 T5-0as
norm. (BB)  (1.42+0.14) x 107%  (1.20 *9:31) x 1076
r — 1.79 7519
norm. (PL) — (1.94 THih) x 1075
X2 128.1 55.46
d.o.f. 34 32
reducedy? 3.768 1.733
Flux (2 — 8keV) — (5.79 T182) x 10~

lergenT?s!]
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Table 5: Blackbody (BB) and power-law (PL) components in tKeay spectrum of
1FGL J1231.11410

(i) Standard Background (ii) Ring Background (iii) Lockmiole Background

BB BB+PL BB BB-+PL BB BB+PL
Y2 134.71 56.16 67.21 18.97 39.77 23.97
d.o.f. 34 32 30 28 38 36
F value 22.4 35.6 11.9

Probability 8.3%107" % 2.04x107% % 1.10x1072 %
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Table 6: Fitting Parameters for 1FGL J13113429 for power-law model

SIcA srcB
parameter value & error value & error
Ny [10%° cm™2] 4.45 (fixed) 4.45 (fixed)
r 1.38 1013 1.34 1016
norm. (2.69 T038) x 107> (2.08 T053) x 107°
X2 42.6 42.1
d.o.f. 38 38
reducedy? 1.12 1.11

Flux (2 — 8keV) (1.45 T0-18) x 10713
[ergenm2s!]

(1.20 T518) x 10712
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Table 7: Count rates and constant flux fits for X-ray sourcethiwithe error circle of
1FGL J1333.2+5056

Source Average count rate & Errory?/d.o.f.  Prob.

[1073 cts™] [%]
SrcA 5.47 +0.51 14.9/15 46.08
srcB 4.40 +0.49 22.4/15 9.73
srcC 4.37 £0.48 18.8/15 22.28
srcD 2.19+0.44 20.5/15 15.25

SIcE 1.70 £ 0.44 23.3/15  7.86
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Table 8: Fitting Parameters for 1IFGL J1333.2+5056 for pelasermodel

SICA srcB srcC srcD srcE
parameter value & error value & error value & error value &oerr value & error
Ny [10%° cm™2] 1.09 (fixed)  1.09 (fixed)  1.09 (fixed)  1.09 (fixed)  1.09 (fixed)
r 2.35 1535 1.48 32 1.51 1033 1.76 1080 2.50 1099
norm. [x10~7] 157 1028 o702 g t022 g7 H0SL g 5 400
X2 13.0 7.33 18.3 12.7 11.4
d.o.f. 18 18 18 16 12
reducedy? 0.720 0.407 1.02 0.796 0.949
Flux (2 — 8keV) 216 70 498 IS 37T o1 FIT 152

[x10~ 4 ergenmr2s! ]
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Table 9: Fitting Parameters for 1FGL J201¥(503 for power-law model

parameter value & error
Ny [1022 cm™2] 0.1309 (fixed)
r 1.59 T0-1
norm. (5.03 788y x 107°
X2 34.8
d.o.f. 38
reducedy? 0.916

Flux 2 — 8keV) (1.99 T0-28) x 10713
[ergenT2s!]
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Fig. 1.— SuzakiXIS FI (XIS0+3) image of 1FGL J1231-11410 region in thé).4 — 10keV
photon energy range. The image shows the relative excessawthed photon counts (arbitrary
units indicated in the bottom bar) and is displayed with dinecaling. The areas enclosed by
solid and dashed circles are source and background regespgctively. Thick solid circle de-
notes95% position error of 1FGL J1231-11410. White cross marks the position of radio MSP
PSR J12311411 (Ransom et al. 2010).
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Fig. 2.—SuzakiKXIS light curves of the X-ray counterpart of 1FGL J12321410 during the 1st
and the 2nd observations (upper and lower panels, resphgtiBinning time applied i800 s. The
zero point of the upper and lower panels are MJD 55020.99@55640.2343 (TDB: Barycentric
Dynamical Time).
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Fig. 3.—SuzakiXIS spectra of the X-ray counterpart of 1FGL J12311%10 in the photon en-
ergy range).4 — 7.0keV fitted with the blackbody model (a) and blackbagyower-law model
(b). FI data are shown in black, and Bl data in gray.
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Fig. 4.—SuzakiKXIS FI (XIS0+3) image of 1FGL J1311-73429 region in th@.4—10 keV photon
energy range. The image shows the relative excess of sntbpti@on counts (arbitrary units
indicated in the bottom bar) and is displayed with linealiaga The regions enclosed by solid
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position error of 1FGL J1311-73429. Within this error circle, two potential X-ray courarts
of the~-ray source were found: src A and src B.
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Fig. 5.—SuzakikXIS light curves of two potential X-ray counterparts of IFGL311.7-3429 with
450 s binning. The northern source src A (upper panel) shawggdy significant X-ray flare in the
first 20 ks of observation, during which the count rate increased factor of 10. The southern
source src B (lower panel) was steady during the whole expo3ine zero point of src A and src B

is MJD 55047.2280 (TDB).
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Fig. 6.—SuzakIXIS Spectra of two possible X-ray counterparts of 1IFGL 11313429 in the

photon energy range4 — 8.0 keV fitted with the best fit power-law model. Fl data are repnéed
in black, and Bl data in gray.
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Fig. 7.—SuzakiXIS FI (XIS0+3) image of the 1IFGL J1333+5056 region in th&).4 — 10 keV
photon energy range. The image shows the relative excessawiteed photon counts (arbitrary
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ray counterparts of the-ray object were found. White cross marks the position avagjalaxy
CLASS J1333-5057.
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Fig. 8.—SuzakiKXIS light curves of potential X-ray counterparts of 1IFGI33B.2+5056 with the
applied time binning 05760 s. The zero point of time is MJD 54983.4274 (TDB).
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Fig. 9.—SuzakiXIS spectra of the selected possible X-ray counterparid@L J1333.2+5056
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photon energy range. The image shows the relative excessawthed photon counts (arbitrary
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circle. White cross mark denotes the position of the blazak&S J20140603. Black cross mark
denotes the position of the radio MSP PSR J200603 (Cognard et al. 2010).
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Fig. 11.— SuzakiXIS light curve of an X-ray point source within the error de of
1FGL J2017.3-0603 with the applied20s time binning. The zero point of time is MJD
55131.4285 (TDB).
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Fig. 13.— Broad-band spectrum of 1FGLJ12311410/PSRJ12311411. The X-ray data
points represent the weighted meanSfzaki(XIS Fl and Bl data. They-ray data points are
taken from the 1FGL catalog (Abdo et al. 2010c). The radi@ getint is derived from the MSP
PSR J12311411 observed with Green Bank Telescope by Ransom et al0)20he optical/UV
upper limits were derived from thewiff{UVOT observation
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Fig. 14.— Broad-band spectrum of 1FGL J13143A29. The X-ray data points represent the
weighted mean oBuzaki(XIS FI and Bl data for src A. The-ray data points are taken from
the 1FGL catalog (Abdo et al. 2010c). The radio upper limitaken from the NVSS catalog
(Condon et al. 1998). The optical/UV data points show3kheftUVOT data.
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Fig. 15.— Broad-band spectrum of 1FGL J1333.2+5056/CLAIS83+5057. The X-ray data
points represent the weighted mearSafizakiXIS Fl and Bl data for src D which coincides with
the CLASS source. The-ray data points are taken from the 1FGL catalog (Abdo et@lO2).
The radio data points, representing blazar CLASS J338%7, are taken from the CLASS catalog
(filled circle; Myers et al. 2003), NVSS catalog (filled sgeia€ondon et al. 1998) and GB6 cata-
log (filled triangle; Gregory et al. 1996). Optical data gdqimpen circle) was derived from SDSS
J133353.78505735.9 (SDSS Data Release 6; Adelman-McCarthy et al.)20p8cal/UV data
points and upper limit (filled circle) is thewiffUVOT data.
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Fig. 16.— Broad-band spectrum of 1FGL J201/0803. The X-ray data points represent the
weighted mean oSuzakiXIS FI and Bl data for active galaxy CLASS J2040603. The X-ray
upper limit (open square) is derived from the location offtfeP PSR J201:¥0603. They-ray data
points are taken from the 1FGL catalog (Abdo et al. 2010c)e fddio data points, representing
CLASS J2017%0603, are taken from the CLASS catalog (filled circle; Mydrale2003), NVSS
catalog (filled square; Condon et ial. 1998) and GB6 cataltgdfiriangle; Gregory et al. 1996).
The open diamond shaped point in radio shows the MSP PSR3@6Q3 observed with Nancay
Radio Telescope (Cognard etlal. 2010) and also the opticalfyper limits (open circle) show the
MSP observed witBwiftfUVOT (Cognard et al. 2010). The optical/UV data points (esponding
filled circle) show the blazar CLASS J2017+0603 observet gwiffUVOT.
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