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Radio to gamma-ray variability study of blazar S5 0716+714
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ABSTRACT

We present the results of a series of radio, optical, X-ralyaray observations of the BL Lac object S50#1.4 carried out between
April 2007 and January 2011. The multi-frequency obseovetiwere obtained using several ground and space baseatigacirhe
intense optical monitoring of the source reveals fasteetiye variations superimposed on a long-term variabitiend at a time
scale of~ 350 days. Episodes of fast variability recur on time scafes 60 — 70 days. The intense and simultaneous activity at
optical andy-ray frequencies favors the SSC mechanism for the productiiadghe high-energy emission. Two major low-peaking
radio flares were observed during this high opfigahy activity period. The radio flares are characterized bgiag and a decaying
stage and are in agreement with the formation of a shock arel/@lution. We found that the evolution of the radio flaregurees

a geometrical variation in addition to intrinsic variat®oof the source. Dierent estimates yield a robust and self-consistent lower
limits of ¢ > 20 and equipartition magnetic fieBk, > 0.36 G. Causality arguments constrain the size of emissigiom¢ < 0.004
mas. We found a significant correlation between flux vanietiat radio frequencies with those at optical gadys. The opticdGeV

flux variations lead the radio variability by 65 days. The longer time delays between low-peaking radiounsts and optical flares
imply that optical flares are the precursors of radio onesofahan X-ray flare challenges the simple, one-zone emisaidtels,
rendering them too simple. Here we also describe the spexteagy distribution modeling of the source from simultane data
taken through dferent activity periods.

arXiv:1301.7087v1 [astro-ph.HE] 29 Jan 2013

Key words. galaxies: active — BL Lacertae objects: individual: S5 0754 — Gamma rays: galaxies — X-rays: galaxies — radio
continuum: galaxies

1. Introduction

* Member of the International Max Planck Research School @g@p The BL Lac object S5 0716714 is among the most extremely
for Astronomy and Astrophysics at the Universities of Bormda variable blazars. The optical continuum of the source isese f

Cologne tureless that it is hard to estimate its redsHift. Nilssoalet
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(2008) claimed a value of = 0.31 + 0.08 based on the photo-tical emissions. This source is also among the bright b&azar
metric detection of the host galaxy. Very recently, the digd@ in the Fermy/LAT (Large Area Telescope) Bright AGN Sample
of intervening Lyr systems in the ultra-violet spectrum of thgLBAS) (Abdo et al., 2010a), whose GeV spectra are governed
source confirms the earlier estimates with a redshift val2@15 by a broken power law. The combined GeV — TeV spectrum of
< 2 < 0.3407|(Danforth et al., 2012). This source has been cldke source displays absorption-like features in 10 — 100 &&V
sified as an intermediate-peaked blazar (IBL) by Giommi ket argy rangel(Senturk etlal., 2011).
(1999), as the frequency of the first spectral energy distioh The broadband flaring behavior of the source is even more
(SED) peak varies between*f@nd 13° Hz, and thus does not complex. A literature study reveals that the broadband flar-
fall into the wavebands specified by the usual definition®waf | ing activity of the source is not simultaneous at all frequen
and high energy peaked blazars (i.e. LBLs and HBLS). cies (Chen et al., 2008; Villata etlal., 2008; Vittorini et /&009;

S5 0716-714 is one of the brightest BL Lacs in the opticaDstorero et &l., 2006). Also, it is hard to explain both thensl
bands and has an optical intraday variability (IDV) dutyleyaf modes of variability at radio and hard X-ray bands and the

nearly onel(Wagner & Witzel, 1995). Unsurprisingly, thisisze rapid variability observed in the optical, soft X-ray, a@dai/
has been the subject of several optical monitoring camgaign bands using a single component SSC model ((see Villata et al.,

intraday (IDV) timescales (e.g. Wagner et al., 1996; Raailet [2008; | Giommi et al.| 2008;_Chen et al., 2008;_Vittorini ef al.
20111 Montagni et all, 2006; Gupta et Al., 2009, 2012, aret+efi2009). The X-ray spectrum of the source contains contribu-

ences therein). The source has shown five major optical cattbutions from both synchrotron and IC emissidn_(Foschini ét al.

separated roughly by3.0+0.3 years|(Raiteri et al., 2003). High2006;| Ferrero et all, 2006) and the simultaneous optical-Ge

optical polarization- 20% — 29% has also been observed in theariations favor an SSC emission mechanism (Chenl ;200
sourcel(Takalo et al., 1994; Fan et al., 1997). Guptaleét@dqp \Vittorini et all,[2009).
analyzed the excellent intraday optical light curves ofgberce Despite of severalfforts to understand the broadband flar-

observed by Montagni etlal. (2006) and reported good eviglering activity of the source, we still do not have a clear knalge
of nearly periodic oscillations ranging between 25 and 78-miof the emission mechanisms responsible for its origin. itipa
utes on several fierent nights. Good evidence for the presenadar, the location and the mechanism responsible for thh-hig
of ~ 15-min periodic oscillations at optical frequencies hasrbe energy emission and the relation between the variabiligifat
reported bLéaJEhIWOa). A detailed multiband shemta  ferent wavelengths are not yet well understood. Therefoi,
optical flux and color variability study of the source is regd  important to investigate whether a correlation exists leetwop-
inRani et al.|(2010b). There we found that the optical speatr tical and radio emissions, which are both ascribed to sytohm
the source tend to be bluer with increasing brightness. radiation from relativistic electrons in a plasma jet. letsame
There is a series of papers covering flux variability studigghotons are up-scattered to high energies, simultaneciabila
(Quirrenbach et all, 1991; Wagner et 996, and refeendy features could be expected at optical — GeV frequenBigs.
therein) and morphologig&inematic studies at radio frequen-the observed variability often challenges such scenafmex-
cies (Witzel etal.| 1988; Jorstad et al., 2001; Antonuceilet plore the broadband variability features and to understhad
[1986] Bach et al, 2005; Rastorgueva éfal., 2011, and refese underlying emission mechanism, an investigation of It
therein). Intraday variability at radio wavelengths iselikto be variability over several decades of frequencies is crudiak
a mixture of intrinsic and extrinsic (due to interstellaingt- aim of the broadband variability study reported in this pape
lation) mechanisms. A significant correlation betweenagit- to provide a general physical scenario which allows us to put
radio flux variations at day-to-day timescales has beenrtegho €ach observed variation of the source across several deofde
bylWagner et 2l (1996). The frequency dependence of the vdfequencies in a coherent context.
ability index at radio bands is not found to be consistenhwit Here, we report on a broadband variability study of the
interstellar scintillation (Fuhrmann etl&l., 2008), whiahplies source spanning a time period of April 2007 to January 2011.
the presence of very small emitting regions within the seurcThe multi-frequency observations comprise GeV monitoling
However, the IDV time scale does show evidence in favor 6£rmyLAT, X-ray observations by Swift-XRT, as well as opti-
an annual modulation, suggesting that the IDV of S5 G711 cal and radio monitoring by several ground based telescopes
could be dominated by interstellar scintillation (Liu el,@012). More explicitly, we investigate the correlation gfray activ-
EGRET on board theCompton Gamma-ray Observatoryity with the emission at lower frequencies, focusing on tha-i
(CGRO)detected high-energyray (>100 Mevg emission from Vidual flares observed between August 2008 and January 2011.

S5 0716-714 several times from 1991 to 19 t aiThe evolution of radio (cm and mm) spectra is tested in the

[1999;[Lin etal.] 1995). Two strong-ray flares on Septembercontext of a standard shock-in-jet model. The broadband SED
and October 2007 were detected in the source with AGIL® the source is investigated using a one-zone synchrogifn s
(Chenetal.,[2008). These authors have also carried &fmpton (SSC)model and also with a hybrid SSC plus external
SED modeling of the source with two synchrotron selfiadiation Compton model. In short, this study allows us tedsh
Compton (SSC) emitting components, representative ofvlo light on the broadband radio-tp+ay flux and spectral variabil-
and a rapidly variable component, respectively. Obsesmati ity during a flaring activity phase of the source over thisiger

by BeppoSAX [(Tagliaferrietal.[ 2003) and XMM-Newton This paperis structured as follows. Section 2 provideset bri
(Foschini et al.| 2006) provide evidence for a concave X-rdgscription ofthe multi-frequency data we employed. Intidec
spectrum in the 0.1 — 10 keV band, a signature of the pre-we reportthe statistical analysis and its results. Camudision
ence of both the steep tail of the synchrotron emission aed i given in Section 4 and we present our conclusions in Sectio
flat part of the Inverse Compton (IC) spectrum. Recently, tfe

MAGIC collaboration reported the first detection of VHEays
from the source at the.8 significance IeveIaI.
[2009). The discovery of S5 074814 as a VHEy-ray BL
Lac object was triggered by its very high optical state, sug+om April 2007 to February 2011, S5 074614 was observed
gesting a possible correlation between Vhiay and the op- using both ground and space based observing facilitiesse€lhe

'2. Multi-frequency Data
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Table 1. Ground based radio observatories 2.2. Optical data

Observatory Tel. dia. Frequency (GHz) Optical V passband data of the source were obtained from the

Effelsberg, Germany 100 m 2.7,4.8,6.7 observations at the 1.5-m Kanata Telescope located on hligas
8.3,10.7, 15, 23 Hiroshima Observatory over a time period of February 14,

32,43 2009 to June 01, 2010 (JB* 877 to 1349). The Triple Range

UMRAO, USA 26 m 4.8,8,14.5 Imager and SPECtrograph (Watanabe et al., 2005) was used for

NOTO, Italy 82m 58,22,43 the observations from JD= 612 to 1228. Then, the HOWPoI

gvgg"U%hA'na fg m 4.8 Hiroshima One-shot Wide-field Polarimetér, Kawabata et al

, m 15 , . "

Metsahovi, Finland 14m 37 ) Was.used from QD 1434 to 2233 with the V-band fllte_r.

PdBI, France &15m 86, 143, 230 Exposure times for an image ranged from 10 to 80 s, depending

Pico Veleta, Spain 30m 86, 143, 230 on the magnitude of the object and the condition of sky. Ttee ph

SMA, USA 8x6 m 230, 345 tometry on the CCD images was performed in a standard proce-

dure: after bias subtraction and flat-field division, the niagles
were calculated using the aperture photometry technique.
Additional optical V-passband data were obtained from the
2.3 m Bok Telescope of Steward Observatory from April 28,
l2009 through June 2, 2010 (JB' 950-1350). These data are
from the public data archive that provides the results of po-
%arization and flux monitoring of brighg-ray blazars selected
rom the FermjLAT-monitored blazar li§t We have also in-
cluded optical V passband archival data extracted from the
American Association of Variable Star ObservésAVSO,;
see http/www.aavso.orgfor more information) over a period
September 2008 to January 2011 (3710-1600). The com-
We collected 2.7 to 230 GHz radio wavelength data of the sourined optical V_passband flux light curve of S5 04184 is
over a time period of April 2007 to January 2011 @B 200 shown in FiguréR (c).
to 1600) using the 9 radio telescopes listed in Table 1. The
cmymm radio light curves of the source were observed as .
part of observations within the framework of F-GAMMA pr0-2?3' X-fay data
gram FermiGST related monitoring program gfray blazars, The X-ray (0.3 — 10 keV) data were obtained Bwift XRT
Fuhrmann et all, 2007; Angelakis et al., 2008). The overell f over a time period of September 2008 to January 2011 €D’
guency range spans from 2.7 GHz to 230 GHz using thd0-1600). The&Swift XRT data were processed using the most
Effelsberg 100 m telescope (2.7 to 43 GHz) and the IRAM 30 racent versions of the standaBavift tools: Swift Software ver-
Telescope at the Pico Veleta (PV) Observatory (86 to 230 GHgjon 3.8, FTOOLS version 6.11 and XSPEC version 12.7.0 (see
These flux measurements were performed quasi-simultalyeoli&lberla et al., 2005, and references therein).
using the cross-scan method slewing over the source pasitio All of the observations were obtained in photon counting
in azimuth and elevation direction with adaptive numbendf-s (PC) mode. Circular and annular regions are used to describe
scans for reaching the desired sensitivity. Subsequeattlyo- the source and background areas, respectively, and the radi
spheric opacity correction, pointingfeset correction, gain cor- of both regions depend on the measured count rate using the
rection and sensitivity correction have been applied taltita. FTOOLS scriptxrtgrblc. Spectral fitting was done with an ab-
This source is also a part of an Ongoing blazar moﬁorbed pOWer'IaWWitINH = 0.31x 1021C|Tr2 set to the Galactic

itoring program at 15 GHz at the Owens Valley Radiyalue found by Kalberla et al. (2005). For three of the observ
Observatory (OVRO) 40-m radio telescope which provides ti@ns, there were more than 100 counts in the source regmh, a
radio data sampled at 15 GHz. We have also used the C(ﬁﬂch]-squared statistic is used with a minimum bin size of 20
bined data from the University of Michigan Radio Astronomgtsbin. For the bin centered on JB1214, only 62 counts were
Observatory (UMRAOQ; 4.8, 8 and 14.5 GHiz, Aller et Al., 198 und in the_source region, and the unbinned data are fitted us
and the Metsahovi Radio Observatory (MRO; 22 and 37 GH#g C-statistics as described by Cash (1979). One sigmaserro
Terasranta et al., 1998, 2004), which provide us with réigkt  in the de-absorbed flux were calculated assuming that treg sh
curves at 5, 8, 15 and 37 GHz. Additional flux monitoring dhe same percentage errors as_the absorbed flux forthe_saeneti
5, 8, 22 and 43 GHz radio bands is obtained using 32 m tefd energy range. The X-ray light curve of the source is shown
scope at NOTO radio observatory. The Urumgi 25 m radio tel#t Fig.[2(b).
scope monitors the source at 5 GHz. The 230 and 345 GHz
data are provided by the Submillimeter Array (SMA) Observi )
Centelf data base (Gurwell etdl., 2007), complemented by so%’e‘l' y-ray data
measurements from PV and the Plateau de Bure Interferomété employy-ray (100 MeV — 300 GeV) data collected be-
(PdBI). The radio light curves of the source are shown in Figveen a time period August 08, 2008 to January 30, 2011
[@. The mm observations are closely coordinated with the mqdD’'= 686-1592) in survey mode ermjLAT. The LAT data
general flux density monitoring conducted by IRAM, and datare analyzed using the standard ScienceTools (softwas@ner
from both programs are also included. v9.23.1) and the instrument response function BZ\Photons

in the Source event class are selected for this analysis.e¥Ve s

multi-frequency observations of the source extend overa f
quency range between radio apedays including optical and
X-rays. In the following subsections, we summarize the obs
vations and data reduction.

2.1. Radio and mm data

1 JD’ = JD-2454000 3 httpy/james.as.arizona.gtpsmithFermi
2 httpy/smal.sma.hawaii.eghallisycallist.html 4 httpy/fermi.gsfc.nasa.ggesgdataanalysigscitoolgoverview.html
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Fig. 1. Radio to mm wavelength light curves of S5 0414 observed over the pas years. For clarity, the light curves atidgirent
frequencies are shown with arbitrarffgets (indicated by a “Frequeneyx Jy” label). The major radio flares are labeled as “R0”,
“R6” and “R8” (see Fig[R for the details of labeling).

lect y-rays with zenith angles less than 100 deg to avoid cofisotropicp7v6source.txt) with both flux and spectral photon in-
tamination fromy-rays produced by cosmic ray interactions imex left free in the model fit. The data analysis is done with an
the upper atmosphere. Thefdise emission from our Galaxy isunbinned maximum likelihood technique (Mattox et al., 1996
modeled using a spatial moBdlgal 2yearp7vev0.fits) which using the publicly available todlsWe analyzed a Region of
was derived withFermj/LAT data taken during the first two Interest (Rol) of 10 in radius, centered on the position of the
years of operation. The extragalactidtdse and residual in- y-ray source associated with S5 04184, using the maximum-
strumental backgrounds are modeled as an isotropic componielihood algorithm implemented igtlike. In the Rol model,

5 httpy/fermi.gsfc.nasa.ggssg¢datgaccesgayBackgroundModels.html ¢ httpy/fermi.gsfc.nasa.ggssg¢datganalysigscitoolglikelinood. tutorial.htm
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Fig.2. Light curves of 0716714 fromy-ray to radio wavelengths (a): GeV light curve at 0 MeV, (b): X-ray light curve at
0.3-10 KeV, (c): optical V passband light curve and (d) : 5 to 230zGHdio light curves. Vertical dotted lines are marked w.r.t
different optical flares labeling the broadband flares as “G¥{oays, “X” for X-rays, “O” for optical and “R” for Radio folleved

by the number close to flare.
Sectior 3.5 for details).

we include all the 24 source

The yellow area represents thedpfer which we construct the broadband SEDs of the sowsee (

s within 2@vith their model pa- is much smaller than the statistical errors reported fosthece

rameters fixed to their 2FGL catalog values, as none of thegekermann et all, 2012).

sources are reported to be variable

20ckef

Source variability is investigated by producing the light

tails). The contribution of these 24 sources within the Rotlel  curves (E> 100 MeV) by likelihood analysis with time bins of
to the observed variability of the source is negligible asyth 1, 7 and 30 days. The bin-to-bin exposure time variationss le
are very faint compared to S5 074B14. The LAT instrument- than 7%. The light curves are produced by modeling the spec-
induced variability is tested with bright pulsars and-B% and tra over each bin by a simple power law which provide a good fit
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Table 2. Variability time scales at radio wavelengths

10

Frequency  BI" tvan (days) B2 tare (days) [ 230 Ghz

15 GHz 0.950.03 10@5 1.32:0.04 1955
37 GHz 1.5@0.13 10G:5 1.64:0.10 2065
43 GHz 0.99:0.02 9G&:5 1.23:0.04 18@5
86 GHz 1.6&0.10 9G:5 0.89:0.02 185
230 GHz 1.040.03 9G&:5 1.310.03 18@-5

*: P(f) ~ f4, g is the slope of the power law fit.

)

10

over these small bins of time. Here, we set both the photoexind =
and integral flux as free parameters. We will use the weekly av
eraged light curves for the multi-frequency analysis, asthily
averaged flux points have a low TS (Test Statistics) vah®.(

In a similar way, we construct the GeV spectrum of the source
over diferent time periods (see Sectlon]3.5 for details). We split
the 0.1 to 100 GeV spectra into Sfidirent energy bins : 0.1 —
0.3,0.3-1.0,1.0-3.0,3.0-10.0and 10.0 - 100.0 GeV. A sim-
ple power law with constant photon ind&X(the best fit value
obtained for the entire energy range) provides a good etima
of integral flux over each energy bin. The GeV spectrum of the
source is investigated over fourfidirent time periods, which rep-
resent diferent brightness states of the source and will be used
in broadband spectral modeling. The details of the broadiban
spectral analysis are given in Section 3.5.

1

0.1
T

1 0.01
T T

0.1
T

0.01
T

0.0001 V passband

3. Analysis and Results 5x10°
3.1. Light Curve Analysis

3.1.1. Radio frequencies E

Fig.[I displays the 2.7 — 230 GHz radio band light curves of thez;
source observed over the pasB years. The source exhibits sig-
nificant variability, being more rapid and pronounced taigar
higher frequencies over this period with two major outtsirst
Towards lower frequencies0 GHz) the individual flares ap-
pear less pronounced and broaden in time.

To quantify the strength of variability at fiiérent radio fre-

quencies, we extract the time scale of variability ] from the Time lag (days)

observed light curves. We employed the structure funct&) (

(Simonetti et al.| 1985) analysis method following Ranilet aFig. 3. Top: Structure functions at radio frequencies. The solid
(2009). The radio SF curves are shown in Elg. 3. curves represent the best fitted power laws. The dotted lines

At 15 GHz and higher radio frequencies, the SF curve fol each plot indicate the timescale of variability,f). Bottom:
low a continuous rising trend showing a peak.ak, following  Structure functions at optical andray frequencies.
a plateau and again reaching a maximuri,gt. However, the
SF curve at 10 GHz and lower frequencies do not reveal a sharp
break in the slope as the variability features seem to bedhilldifferent time lags. In fid.]4, we show the SF vs frequency plot
out at these frequencies. We do not consider variabilittufes at a time lag of 100 days. The source displays more pronounced
attime lags longer than half of the length of the observatiie and faster variability at higher radio frequencies comgare
to the increasing statistical uncertainty of the SF valogsis re- to lower ones, peaking at a frequency of 43 GHz, and have
gion. To extract the variability timescales, we fitted a polaev ~ similar amplitude at higher frequencies. It seems that #ukor
(P(f) ~ f#)to the two rising parts of the SF curves. The variabiMariability saturates above this frequency. We notice alaim
ity timescale is given by a break in the slope of the power-latiend at 50 and 200 day time lags. Thus, fafefient time lags
fits. In Fig.[3 (top), the red curves represent the fitted peaer the variability strength exhibits a similar frequency degence.
to rising trend of SF curves and the vertical dotted linesdfar
tvar1 @ndtyaro. The best fitted values of the power-law slopes and
the estimated timescale of variability are given in Tabl&tus,
the SF curve reveals two ftierent variability time scales, one
which reflects the short-term variability41) while the other The source exhibits multi-flaring behavior at optical freqaies
one refers to the long-term variabilitt;42). with each flare roughly separated by 60 — 70 days (se€&Fig. 2(c)

The SF value is proportional to the square of the amplitudéie optical V band SF curve in Fif] 3 (bottom) shows rapid
of variability, so to compare the strength of the variapiltt variability with multiple cycles of rises and declines. Thiest
different frequencies, we produce SF vs frequency plots mdak in SF curve appears at a timesdale ~ 30 days which

3.1.2. Optical frequencies
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tion time= 100 days. Fig. 6. Optical V passband light curve of S5 074614 with dif-
ferent time binning. The light curve appears as a supeiiposit
of fast flares on a modulated base level varying on a£3jday
100 \ timescale. These slower variations can be clearly seenday$
binned light curve (error bar represents variations in fluerdhe
binned period). The dashed line represents a spline irl&gipo
through the 75 day binned light curve. Dotted lines are oleti
- R by shifting the spline by-0.65 mag.
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It is for this reason that we further inspect the significante
i i this frequency with the Power Spectral Density (PSD) anslys
| 63 days 1 method Mﬁr@ba which is a powerful tool to search for
periodic signals in time series, including those contateid&y
i white noise angbr red noise. To achieve a uniform sampling in
g the optical data, we adopt a time-average binning of 3 dags. W
] found that the significance of the period~a60 days is only 2
- o. We therefore can not claim a significant detection of a guasi
periodic variability feature at this frequency.
We also notice that during the course of our optical monitor-
0 | ‘ i ing, the peak-to-peak amplitude of the short-term vanietice-
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 mains almost constant, 1.3 magnitudes. Hence, the variability
Frequency [1/day] trend traced by the minima is very similar to that by the maxim
of the light curve during the course ef 2 years of our moni-
Fig.5. LSP analysis curve showing a peak at a period of 63 afsting. The constant variability trend is displayed in Fy.In
359 days. this figure, the dashed line denotes a spline through theays-d
binned light curve and the dotted lines are obtained byisbift
the spline by:0.65 mag. So, the observed variations fall within a
is followed by a dip at- 60 days. This peak corresponds to theonstant variation area. A constant variability amplitideag-
fastest variability timescale. The peaks in the optical Giveat nitudes implies that the flux variation amplitude is propmral
tvar = 90, 180, 240 and 300 days represent the long-term vatd-the flux level itself (followingm, — m2 o logyo(f1/f2)). This
ability timescales. This indicates a possible superpwsitif a can be easily interpreted in terms of variations of the Deppl
short 30-40 day time scale variability with the long-termiiva boosting factor§ = [I'(1 - g cos6)]™* (Raiteri et al.| 2003). In
ability trend. such a scenario, the observed flux is relativistically bedsty
Multiple cycles in the optical SF curve represent the neardyfactor ofé® and requires a variation ifiby a factor of~ 1.2.
periodic variations at60 days timescale. We used the LombSuch a change ifican be due to either a viewing angt® yari-
Scargle Periodogram (LSP) (Lomb, 1976; Rani étlal., 2008)ion or a change of the bulk Lorentz factdi (or may be a
method to test the presence of this harmonic. The LSP anatgpmbination of both. A change if by a factor of 1.2 can be
sis of the whole data set is displayed in [Eij. 5. The LSP aisalysasily interpreted as a few degree variatiod imhile it requires
reveals two significantx99.9999% confidence level) peaks a& noticeable change of the bulk Lorentz factor. Therefdrks, i
359 and 63 days. The peak at 359 days is close to half of tmere likely that the long-term flux base-level modulations a
duration of observations, so it is hard to claim this freqryen dominated by a geometricaffect than by an energetic one.
due to limited number of cycles. The nearly annual peridglici  Hence, we consider that the optical variability amplitude
could also be fected by systematicfiects due to annual ob-remains almost constant during our observations. A similar
serving cycle. A visual inspection of the light curve indesia variability trend was also observed in this source e
total of 7 rapid flares separated by 60 — 70 days. Also, the ESR2003). They also noticed a possibility of nearly periodicib
only sensitive for a dominant white-noise proceRg((f) «« 9. lations at a timescale of.3+ 0.3 years, but due to the limited

N
(@]

Normalized Power Spectral Density
™
o




B. Rani et al.: Radio to gamma-ray variability study of bla3a 0716-714

time coverage this remains uncertain. The optical lighvewf 7 ‘
the source also displays fast flares with a rising timesaafles « 6 [
~ 30 day. However, the rising timescale of the radio flares is o€ i
the order of~ 60 days (see Tablé 5). Thus, the optical variability5 4 -

features are very rapid compared to those at radio wavéiengt

3.1.3. X-ray frequencies

Fig.[A(b) displays the 0.3 — 10 keV light curve of S5 0#784. ;
Although the X-ray light curve is not as well sampled as those"g o5
at other frequencies, the data indicate a flare at keV ergergie; ’
between JD= 1122 to 1165. Due to large gap in the data train, 3
it is not possible to locate the exact peak time of this flareg
Still, it is interesting to note that this orphan X-ray flaserniot "

simultaneous with any of the GeV flares nor with the optical 00 " hoo | 500" 1000 1100 ‘1‘2‘0‘0“‘1‘3‘
flares. Its occurrence coincides with the optical — GeV mumm JD [2454000 +]

after the major flares at these frequencies/(&%5 see Fid.12).

Fis100 mey (1077

[

[ 11
N
500 1600

VIR R
00 1400 1

Fig.7. Gamma-ray flux and photon index light curve of
S5 0716-714 measured with theermyLAT for a time period
between August 04, 2008 to February 07, 2011. The blue sym-
bols show the weekly averaged flux while monthly averaged val

The GeV light curve observed §ermyLAT is extracted over U€S are plotted in_red. Béren_t activity states of the source are
the time period of August 2008 to February 2011. Flg. 7 showw§Parated by vertical green lines. A marginal softeningets
the weekly and monthly averageeray light curves integrated rum over the quiescent state can be seen here.
over the energy range 100 MeV to 300 GeV. There is a signif-
icant enhancement in the weekly averagedy flux over the
time period of JD’= 900 to 1110, peaking at JB¢ 1110, with activity. The source displayed multiple flares across theleh
a peak flux value of (87 + 0.05)x 107° ph cnT?s™!, which is electromagnetic spectrum over this period, which we lalsel a
~ 6 times brighter than the minimum flux ard3 times brighter follows. We mark the vertical dotted lines w.r.tfigirent optical
than the average flux value. Later it decays, reaching a nimm flares, labeling the broadband flares as “G™fenays, “X” for X-
at JD’= 1150, and then it remains in a quiescent state until Jrays, “O” for optical and “R” for radio followed by the number
= 1200. The quiescent state is followed by another sequenceadfacent to them. For example, the optical flares should & re
flares. The source displays similar variability featurethamcon- as “O1” to “09".
stant uncertainty light curve obtained using the adaptineibhg To search for possible time lags and to quantify the correla-
analysis method following_Lott et Al (2012). A more detdiletion among the multi-frequency light curves of the source, w
discussion of GeV variability is given in Rani et al. (2012).  computed discrete cross-correlation functions (DCFdpiahg

The source exhibits a marginal spectral softening durieg tfhe method described by (Edelson & Krolik, 1988). The dstail
quiescent state in the monthly averaged light curve. Fnay of this method are also discussed|by Ranié 009). In the
photon indexX) changes from 2.08+ 0.03 (1) to 216+ 0.02 following sections, we will discuss in detail the corretatibe-
(1), then again to 04 + 0.04 (IV). Different activity states of tween the observed light curves.
the source are separated by vertical lines in[Hig. 7. We @oiic
clear spectral variation in the weekly averaged light cudue
to large uncertainty and scatter of individual data points.

3.1.4. Gamma-ray frequencies

3.2.1. Radio correlation

At radio wavelengths, the source exhibits significant fluk-va

The SF curve of the source at GeV frequencies is shownability, being more rapid and pronounced towards higher fre
Fig.[3 (bottom). The variability timescales are extractsthg quencies. We label the two major outbursts as “R6” and “R8”
the power-law fitting method as described above, which givegsee Fig[R). Apparently, the mm flares are observed a few days
break at~ 30 and 180 day3/Ve notice that the variability fea- earlier than the cm flares. Our dense frequency coverade faci
tures at tar ~ 180days are also observed at radio and opticatates a cross-correlation analysis between tfferdint observing
frequencies. However, the faster variability,(t~ 30 days) ob- bands. Owing to its better time sampling, we have chosen the
served at optical angt-ray frequencies does not extend to radid5 GHz light curve as a reference. Hi@j. 8 shows the DCF curves
wavelengths. A similar long-term variability timescaleyatay, adopting a binning of 10 days.
optical and radio frequencies provides a possible hint oba ¢ We used a Gaussian profile fitting technique to estimate the
spatial origin.In the following sections, we will search for suchtime lag and respective cross-correlationfficeent value for the

possible correlations. DCF curves. Around the peak, the DCF curve as a function of
time lagt can be reasonably well described by a Gaussian of
2 .
3.2. Correlation Analysis the form:DCF(t) = ax exfd =42 1, wherea s the peak value

of the DCF,b is the time lag at which the DCF peaks aad
The multi-frequency light curves of S5 074614 are presented characterizes the width of the Gaussian function. The tztied
in Figure[2. The analysis presented in this section is fatusparameterd, b andc) values for each frequency are listed in
on a time period between J& 800 to 1400, which covers the Table[3. The solid curve represents the fitted Gaussianiumct
two major radio flares and the respective opticaktoay flaring in Fig.[8.
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Fig.8. The DCF curves among theftérent radio frequency light curves. The solid curves regarethe best-fit Gaussian function.

Table 3. Correlation analysis results among radio frequenciede less correlated with those at 15 GHz, which is obviouseas th

Frq. (GHz) a b (days) c (days)

230 vs 15 1.560.15 7.962.23 19.8%2.24
86 vs 15 0.940.13 6.65:3.28 25.8a4.28
43vs 15 1.040.11 5.952.08 23.86:3.09
37vs 15 1.120.09 4.952.21 29.39:2.81
23vs 15 1.1#0.10 3.741.50 25.08:2.50
10vs 15 0.820.09  -1.0%1.09 35.044.49
8vs 15 0.840.08 -1.09-1.01 35.964.10
5vs 15 0.840.10 -1.231.25 33.134.15
2.72vs15 0.580.12 -78.7%12.39 53.5413.86

a: peak value of the DCF,

b : time lag at which the DCF peaks, and

¢ : width of the Gaussian function (see text for details)

flaring behavior is not clearly visible below 15 GHz.

The long term radio light curve shows three major radio
flares, labeled as RO, R6 and R8 in Higl. 1. In the correlation
analysis of the entire light curves, these flares are bleaded
folded into a single DCF. In order to separate the flares from
each other, we performed a correlation analysis over thifee d
ferent time bins which cover the time ranges of the individua
radio flares: JD'= 500 to 750 (RO flare), JD= 1000 to 1210
(R6 flare) and JD= 1210 to 1400 (R8 flare). The time lags of
these flares relative to the 15 GHz data are estimated as.above
However due to sparse data sampling, it was not possible to es
timate the time lags for R8 directly using the DCF method. So,
for this flare, we first interpolate the data through a splinecf
tion and then perform the DCF analysis, except at 23 GHz and
33 GHz (due to long data gaps). The calculated time lags &f eac

Our analysis confirms the existence of a significant corrfiare are given in Table 4.
lation across all observed radio-band light curves till 182G
with formal delays listed in Tablg 3 (paramebyr However, no of frequency with 15 GHz as the reference frequency. The
pronounced delayed flux variations are observed at 10 GHz aslimated time lag using the entire light curves are shown
lower frequencies. Also, the flux variations at 2.7 GHz seem with blue circles. As we see in Fig] 9, the time lag increases

In Fig.[3, we report the calculated time lags as a function
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Table 4. Radio correlation analysis results for individual flares

w0 ant g ]
Frequency Time lag(days) 2 3 3 ]
(GHz) RO Flare R6 Flare R8 Flare aF X@k E
23 2.9:14 40616 — 2ot o oo S
33 2.11.0 5882.1 — fo00 1100 1200 1300
37 4.2:2.6 3.152.1 4.6:1.0
86 4.2:1.0 6.15:2.6 5.0:1.8 Z op 48 GHz [
143 5.81.8 6.82:2.5 7.:15 v 8F E
230 6.:2.4 8.54:1.9 9.2:2.0 2 o E
« . relative to the respective flares at 15 GHz 2, - E
(I)DOO 11‘00 12‘00 1300
o[ 23 GHZ . “ ]
Complete data “r y/\\, ]
2 ]
Flare R6 [model] i

n TR R R T I Y I T I R | PR
(1)000 1100 1200 1300 (1)000 1100 1200 1300
ID (2454000 +)

o Flare R8 7]

Fig.10. The modeled radio flare, R6. The blue points are the

— Flare RO

g observed data while the red curve represent the fit.

<

5 -

& Table 5. Fitted model parameters for R6 flare

[

é FFQ- f:) fmax t ta fo

& GHz JD’ [JD-2454000]
15 0.02:0.07 4.150.14 61.46.2 37.935 1191.4:0.9

J" 23 0.710.23 5.3@:0.15 32.34.8 17.32.1 1190.2+0.1

37 0.58:0.11 8.26:0.59 55.511.0 18.6:3.2 1189.1+0.7
43 045035 950062  60.59.4  20.:29 1188.0:0.8
86  0.640.18 10.62.48 60.9288 251256 1186.0:0.5
230 0.720.11 12.640.29 50.32.4 9.9+0.6 1184.2+0.4

1 . . o * : see text for the extension of labels.
10 50 100

Frequency (GHz)

. . . vs time lags results obtained by the DCF method. As the flaring
Fig.9. The plot of time lag vs frequency, using 15 GHz as thgepayior is not clearly visible below 15 GHz, so we restiidst
reference frequency. Time lag vs frequency curves foriddal 55y js to frequencies above 15 GHz. As there is no obsenvat
flares are shown with ferent colors. The solid lines represenf, .iiaple during the flaring epoch at 23 and 86 GHz, we fntl

the best fitted power law in each case. ty using the fit parameters from the adjacent frequencies. The
best fit of the function f(t) for the R6 flare is shown in Fig] 10

with an increase in frequency and seems to follow a pow@pd the parameters are given in Tdble 5. The estimated fiiite sh
law. Consequently, we fitted a power laR(f) = Nf* to around the R6 flare at each frequency w.r.t. 15 GHz are shown in

: ) ig.[@ (red symbols) and the fitted power law parameterdlare
the time lag vs frequency curve. The best fitted paramet t @ B : . .
areN = 1.71+ 043 @ = 030 + 0.08. For the individual (Ll:gﬁ_r 0.13,a = —0.31+ 0.03. Thus, this alternative estimate of

flares, we findN = 1.07+ 0.06. @ = 0.32 + 0.01 for the RO, the power law slope using the model fitting technique confirms

N = 145+ 0.61,0 = 0.32+ 0.08 for R6, andN = 1.33+ 0,01, "€ results obtained by the DCF analysis.
a = 0.29+ 0.03 for R8. We conclude that a common trend in the
time lag (with 15 GHz as the reference frequency) vs. frequeng.2.2. Radio vs Optical correlation

curve is seen for all the three radio flares (RO, R6 and R8) with . ) i i
an average slope of 0.30. S5 0716-714 exhibits multiple flares at optical frequencies. The

flares are roughly separated by 60 — 70 days. We labeled the dif

We also followed an alternative approach to estimate the tirferent optical flares as O1 — 09 as shown in Elg. 2. During this
shift of the radio flares at each frequency w.rt. 15 GHz. THBUlti-flaring activity period two major flares are observéda

flares at each frequency can be modeled with an exponestal §10 Wavelengths. The radio flare R6 apparently coincideisia t
and decay of the form: with O6 and R8 with O8. To investigate the possible corretati

among the flux variations at optical and radio frequencies, w

f(t) = fo + fmax€XH(t —to)/t;], fort<ty,and (1) perform a DCF analysis using the 2-year-long simultaneqds o
tical and radio data trains between 3680 to 1600 (see Fig.
= fo + fmaxexXd—(t —to)/tqg] fort>to [@). Note that the strength of flux variability increases tmiga

higher frequencies, peaking at 43 GHz (see Eig. 3). Thezefor
where § is the background flux level that stays constant over thrge choose two radio frequencies, 37 GHz and 230 GHz, in order
corresponding intervalyfx is the amplitude of the flarey is the  to compare the strength of radio — optical correlation akzone
epoch of the peak, anddnd t, are the rise and decay time scaledyelow the saturation frequency (43 GHz). The optical vsaadi
respectively. Since R6 is the most pronounced and best sam@CF analysis curves are shown in Higl 11 (a). Multiple peaks i
flare, we model this flare in order to cross-check the frequenihe DCF may reflect a QPO behavior at optical frequencies. As

10
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Table 6. Fitted model parameters for R6 flare
Vvs 230 GHz Vvs 37 GHz 1
lag (days) DCF Peakvalue lag(days) DCF Peak value
-4+2.5 0.43:0.10 -22.5 0.280.11 b
63+2.5 0.83:0.11 66:2.5 0.76:0.08 0.5 f
120:2.5 0.66-0.08 12425 0.6G:0.09 i
181+2.5 0.51:0.07 1832.5 0.49:0.08

DCF
(@]

the formal errors, we use half of the binning time. We summa-
rize the optical vs 230 GHz and 37 GHz DCF analysis resultsin =~ —0-5
Table[®.
The maximum correlation of the optical V passband with 1 Ll
the 230 GHz light curve occurs at a 65 day time lag. However 0 100 200
a second peak with lower peak d¢heient also occurs close to Time lag (days)
zero time lag (see Fig.]l1). The analysis shows that the cross — 3 e
correlation cofficient of the simultaneous radio — optical flare 10 (b) % i ]
B
i

peaks O6-R6 and O8-R8 is lower than the cross-correlation co 530 Gl

efficient of the O5-R6 and O7-R8 flare peaks. In both cases the 8 [37 GHz 4
optical flares O5 and O7 are observedé5 days earlier than A

the radio flares R6 and R8, respectively. The observed time la
between the optical and radio flares is consistent with the ex
trapolated frequency dependent time shift (as shown irditp
optical wavelengths. In Sectibn #.1, we will discuss thigetail.

In order to quantify the correlation among optical and radio
data, we generate flux — flux plots, which are shown in [Eig. 11
(b) — (c). For the following analysis we used a 1 day binning.
Fig.[13 (c) shows the time shifted 230 GHz (t-63) and 37 GHz B
(t-66) flux plotted vs the optical V-band flux. The time-shdt (9_005
radio and optical V-band fluxes fall on a straight line, irading
a correlation. A Pearson correlation analysis revealsrafgignt
correlation between the two data trains. We obtain thefolig
values:rp = 0.59 and 99.93 % confidence level for 230 GHz
(t-65) vs V-band andp = 0.43 and 99.3 % confidence level for 10 &
37 GHz (t-65) vs V-band, wherg is the linear Pearson correla-
tion codficient. Thus, we found a significant correlation among
the time shifted radio vs optical V-band flux at a confidengelle
> 99 %.

In contrast to this, the radio (with no time shift) vs optical
V-band correlations are found to be not significant. Eig. d)1 (
shows 230 GHz and 37 GHz vs V-band flux-flux plots, and the
correlation statistics are: 230 GHz vs V-bangl:= 0.40, 91 %
confidence level and 37 GHz vs V-bang: = 0.15, 74 % con-
fidence level. Thus, the confidence level of the correlatisns 0 230 GHz (t — 63 days) |
lower than 95 % in these cases. We also check the significdnce o Eo oy, BTGH (U 86 days) |
the correlation statistics with a time shift ©f120 and 180 days 0.005 001 0015 0.02  0.025
and do not find a correlation to have a significance greater tha Optical Flux (Jy)

20 in any case. ] )

Hence, using DCF and linear Pearson correlation stagjsti€s: 11 () The DCF curve for optical V passband vs 37 GHz
we have found a significant correlation among the flux vasiegi (in blue) and 230 GHz (in red) flux with a bin size of 5 days.
at optical and radio frequencies with the optical V-bandiieg (b) Ra_dlo flux vs optical V-band flux. (c) Time shlfted. radloxf_lu
the radio fluxes at 230 and 37 GHz by63 and~ 66 days, re- VS optical V-band flux. The blue symbols show the time shifted
spectively. We therefore conclude that flux variations atcap 230 GHz (t-65 days) data while 37 GHz (t-68 days) data are
and radio frequencies are correlated such that the optizal vShown in red.
ability is leading the radio with a time lag of about two masith

DCF analysis curve w.r.t 230 GHz. To estimate the possitdad pe
DCF value and respective time lag, we fit a Gaussian function t
the DCF curve with a bin size of 11 days. The best-fit function
We apply the DCF analysis method to investigate a possilste cis shown in Fig[ZIR and the fit parameters are 0.94 + 0.30,
relation among flux variations at radio apday frequencies. In b = (67+3) days and = (7+2) days. This indicates a clear cor-
Fig.[12, we report the DCF analysis results of the weekly avelation between the-ray and 230 GHz radio light curves of the
eragedy-ray light curve with the 230 GHz radio data with asource with the GeV flare leading the radio flare by£8J days.
time bin size of 11 days. As the flux variations at 37 GHz are To check the significance of theray vs radio correlation,
delayed by~ 3 days w.r.t. those at 230 GHz, we only show there produce flux-flux plots of the time shifted radioysay flux.

y)

Radio Flux (J

o~ (@] o

Radio Flux (Jy)

3.2.3. Radio vs Gamma-ray correlation

11
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F I T I T Table 7. Optical vs.y-ray cross-correlation analysis results

Case Time duration Peak DCF value  Time lag
1 JD’ [ID-2454000] days
HL i A total (840 - 1350) 0.580.04 Q5
05 I B removing O6 (1150 - 1220) flare 0.60.04 15

: Jf i | C before 06 flare (840 - 1150) 0.80.08 %5

\QLL T 3.2.4. Optical vs Gamma-ray correlation

0
, T I 1 7

r 1 Visual inspection of variability curves in Fifl 2 shows an ap
| parent correlation between the various flux density pealkiseof
-0.5 b I GeV light curve and the optical peaks (O1 to 09, except O6).
‘ L] The flaring pattern ag-rays is similar to the QPO-like behavior

4 80 120 observed at optical frequencies. In addition, the longateari-

Time lag (days) ability features are also simultaneous at the two frequendio

L AL T s o compare the flaring behavior of the source at optical gndy

1o 230 GHz (¢ + 67 deys) T ) frequencies, we plot the normalized weekly averaged daivd
| 37 Ghz (¢ + 70 days) | v-ray light curves on top of each other (see Eid. 13 top). A con-
i 4 sistent and simultaneous flaring behavior can be seen betwee
—ra

11 days

DCF

L 1 JD’ = 680 to 1200, however thg-ray variability is less corre-
7 lated later. In Figl_I3 (middle), we show a flux-flux plot of the

. 1 | weekly averaged-ray vs optical V-band data. A clear correla-
] %j 1 ] tion among the two can be seen, which is confirmed by a linear
6 T B correlation analysis, yieldinge = 0.36 and 99.996 % confi-

- 3 1 1 dence level. The correlation is even stronger in part I, fhicl

I = ) we findrp = 0.66 and 99.9999 % confidence level. Here, we
4l %%%ﬂ i have used the weekly averaged optical flux for the analysi, a

: I 1 the uncertainty represents variation of the flux over thidoake

| 1 In Fig.[I3 (bottom), we show the cross-correlation analysis

results of they-ray and optical data trains. We consider three dif-
ferent cases to investigate the possible correlation andreas
rize the results in Tab[g 7. This analysis reveals that tioeytaar-

‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 1 long GeV and optical data trains are strongly correlatedh wit
T T Y Y T T Y each other with no time lag longer than one week. It is also im-
Gamma —ray Flux (le-” ph cm™2 s-1) portant to note that the strength of correlation is highdotee
the end of the O&s5 flares than after those flares.

Radio Flux (Jy)

Fig.12. Top: DCF curve of they-ray light curve w.r.t. the

230 GHz radio light curve. The solid curve is the best fitted 2 5. The orphan X-ray flare

Gaussian function to the 11 day binned DCF curve. Bottom: ) ) o

Flux-flux plot of the shifted radio vs-ray data. The blue sym- In order to investigate the origin of the X-ray flare (3©1120-

bols show the time shifted 230 GHz data while 37 GHz data at&10, Fig[2), we explore the correlation between X-ray phot
shown in red. index and flux. We do not see any systematic change in the X-

ray photon indexI{x_ray) W.r.t. @ change in the flux. The X-ray
photon index vs flux plot over the flaring period between “5-8"
(see Fig[R for labeling) is shown in Fig.]14 (top) and the-esti
mated correlation cdicientrp is 0.25 with a confidence level
of 69 %. Thus, as per correlation statistics, the X-ray phate

x and flux are not significantly correlated with each otf\és.

Since they-ray flux is weekly averaged, we use a time binnin§® . . . =
erray y 9 gﬁo notice that the flaring amplitude is similar at soft aaddh

equal to seven days. The weekly averaged flux-flux plots of t e ;
- : -rays as shown in Fig._14 (bottom). The percentage fraation
time shifted 230 GHz (+ 67 days) and 37 GHz { 70 days) vs variability is 22.5 and 25 in the soft and hard X-ray bands, re

grﬁyz‘%g’ g']_'OZW &InG';Ig/i)(?/g;t-?;?/): ?:itg%%org;l%“&n gﬁf spectively. The comparable fractional variability imislidat the
dence level and 37 GHz 4t 70 days) vg-ray:rp L 0.33,97.3% X-ray flare is equally attributed to emission from the sofl #me
confidence level. Thus, in each case the confidence levekof fyprd X-ray bands. ) .

correlation is higher than 95 %. This supports a possibleseor _Although the X-ray light curve of the source is the least sam-
lation among the flux variations atray and radio frequenciesP!ed one among all the multi-frequency light curves, we geti
with y-rays leading the radio emission by 67 days. We also 2 flare peaking between “5” and "6” [JB* 1000 to 1200] (see
note that the time shifts are very similar to the time shitts o F19-[2). However, due to the gap in the observations it is hard

served between radio and optical bands (see Secfion m)_determine the exact peak time of the flare. If we considertteat

therefore expect a very short or no time delay between the fleXimum in the X-ray light curve (say X6) is close to the peak

variations at optical angi-ray frequencies. This will be investi- O the flare, then this epoch coincides with a minimum in the
gated in the next section. optica)GeV flux and it is observed 50 days after the Q&5

flares (see Fid.12).
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Fig.13. Top: The weekly averaged normalized fluxyatay and optical V band frequencies plotted vs. time. The Viarations at
these two frequencies seem to have a one-to-one correlaitioreach other. Bottom lefty-ray vs optical flux. Bottom right: The
DCF curve ofy-ray vs optical V passband flux using a bin size of 10 days iin ease. A: using the complete data as shown in Fig.
[2; B: after removing the data covering the duration of theaapflare O6; C: using the data before flare O6.

The DCFs of the X-ray light curve with-ray and radio fre- 3.3. Radio Spectral analysis
guency light curves do not follow any particular trend ag¢he ) ) _ -
are very few observations available in the X-ray band. A fairm!n the following sections, we will study the spectral vailepof
X-ray vs optical DCF curve (Fifi_15) shows a peak at a time |agp 0716-714 during the dferent flaring episodes with a focus
= —(60+ 3) days and another peak at (%) days. The large 0n the good spectral coverage in the radio bands.
DCF error bars are due to sparse data sampling of the X-ray lig
curve. In the former case, a negative time lag means thataipti . .
variations lead the X-ray ones, while in the other case the gp3-1- Modeling the Radio Spectra
posite occurs. An overall inspection of the light curvesiig. 2
reveals that the optical flare (O5) is observe&5 days earlier
than the X-ray flare X6, and O6 appearsl2 days later. This
indicates that the X-ray variability is governed by someeoth
effect than the major optic&eV flares (OB55), which appear
strongly correlated.

The multi-frequency radio data allow a detailed study of the
spectral evolution of the two major radio flares, R6 and R8. We
construct quasi-simultaneous radio spectra using 2.70d32&
data. To perform a spectral analysis of the light curves kamu
neous data points are needed. This is achieved by perforening
linear interpolation between the flux density values froreeyb
vations. A time samplingt = 5 days is selected for the interpo-

13
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Table 8. Best-fit spectral parameters for the evolution of radio
flares using a one-component SSA model

bin Time Snm Ym at ag
JD’ [JD-2454000] [3y] [GHz]

1 1096-1101 0.580.09 95.0521.78 0.7@¢0.26  -1.150.61
2 1130-1135 2.450.11 87.267.92 1.26:0.18 -0.3%40.13
3 1150-1155 4.640.14 84.925.27 1.1%0.11  -0.4@:0.09
4 1173-1178 7.880.34 80.524.59 1.120.11  -0.620.12
5 1189-1194 7.5%0.84 58.96:8.05 1.3%20.41 -0.6%0.30
6 1197-1201 6.420.45 55.7&2.90 1.060.12 -1.480.26
7 1204-1209 5.180.24 60.49:2.22 0.9%40.08 -1.560.18
8 1216-1221 2.520.20 57.326.03 0.7@¢0.10  -1.240.33
9 1226-1230 3.280.17 97.0312.60 0.320.08  -1.140.71
10 1238-1242 3.300.20 106.817.90 0.320.05 -1.3@0.69
11 1267-1272 3.5#0.13 92.247.94 0.430.07  -0.94-0.43
12 1273-1278 3.240.15 87.92:14.80 0.580.44  -0.3%0.12
13 1283-1288 3.420.11  130.7@32.50 0.6£0.09  -0.35%0.17
14 1290-1295 4.320.13 115.3@8.14 0.620.05 -0.7%0.18
15 1298-1303 6.040.20 74.8%4.44 1.040.10 -0.4%0.09
16 1309-1313 4.480.31 62.35:9.09 1.040.26  -0.320.17
17 1318-1323 2.7#0.08 45.663.06 1.560.29  -0.22:0.06
18 1340-1345 1.580.06 40.0@:5.22 1.040.27 -0.180.09

lation. We interpolate the data between the two adjacergrobs
tions to predict the flux if the data gap is not longer than Ssglay
however for longer gaps we drop such data points. In[Ely. 16,
we report the spectral evolution of the R6 and R8 radio fldres.
this figure, the flux densities are averaged values over tlays d
binning period and the uncertainties in the fluxes repretbent
variation over this period.

The observed radio spectrum is thought to result from the
superposition of emission from the steady state (unpezturé-
gion) and the perturbed (shocked) regions of the jet. We con-
structed the quiescent spectrum using the lowest flux lawel d
ing the course of our observations. Emission from a steddy je

Fig. 14. Top: X-ray photon index vs flux at 0.3 — 10 keV. Thebetter characterized by a relatively flat spectrum, so westo
data points in the box belong to a phase of brightening shodite steepest one observed on February 17, 2008. The quiescen
in the bottom figure. The X-ray photon index of the source Bpectrum is shown in Fig. 16 (b). The flux densities were fitted
almost constant at 25+ 0.25 (shown by a dashed line) over thedy a power lawk(v) = Cq(v/GHz)'@ with Cq = (0.92+ 0.02) Jy
flaring period. Bottom: Soft and hard X-ray light curves oéthandeq = —(0.062+ 0.007).

source over the period of high X-ray activity. The flaringiaty

is similar in the two X-ray bands.

DCF

Time lag (days)

We fitted the radio spectra using a synchrotron self-absbrbe
spectrum. A synchrotron self-absorbed (SSA) spectrum ean b

described as (see: Turler et al., 2000; Fromm et al.,| 2@t He-

tails) :

I T e T )
SV‘S”“() 1—exp Crm)

: )

Ym

where t, =~ 3/2(,/1— o 1) is the optical depth at the
turnover frequencySy, is the turnover flux densityyn, is the
turnover frequency and; andag are the spectral indices for the
optically thick and optically thin parts of the spectrumspec-
tively (S ~ ).

For the spectral analysis, we first subtract the contriloutio
of the quiescent spectrum from the data and then usdd eq. 2 for
fitting. The uncertainties of the remaining flaring spectraira
calculated taking into account the errors of the intermalatata
points and the uncertainties of the quiescent spectrumriae t
two independent approaches to model the radio spectra: (i) a
one-component SSA model, (ii) a two-component SSA model.

One-component SSA model : During the fitting process we
allowed all four parameter$f, vm, at, o) (see ed.2) to vary.
In Fig.[18 (a) we show the 230 GHz light curve with labels

Fig. 15. The DCF curve of X-ray vs optical V passband flux us¢‘numbers”), marking the time of best spectral coverage, fo

ing a bin size of 3 days.

14

which spectra can be calculated. A typical spectrum (foetim
bin “4") is shown in Fig[I6 (c). In TablEl8 we list the spectral
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Fig. 16. The Evolution of the radio spectra: (a) 230 GHz light curvevgimg different periods over which the spectra are constructed.
(b) Quiescent radio spectrum; (c) Results of a single corapbspectral fitting at time bin “4”, the dotted line corresds to the
quiescent spectrum, the dashed one to the flaring spectrdrtharsolid line to the total spectrum. (d) The same spectrtigdfi

by a two-component synchrotron self-absorbed model, Wwigrgreen dashed line showing the individual componentstantite
solid line showing a combination of the two. A single compaineodel curve is displayed with a dotted-dashed red curve fo
comparison. (e) & (f) The time evolution &max VS vmax for the R6 and R8 radio flares. The spectral evolution exéchosing a
single-component model is shown by blue symbols and theymathsls denote a two-component model (see text for details).

parameters of the one-component SSA fit for all spectrallepodomogeneous components. We also notice that the radiaapect
(bin 1 to 18). In a homogeneous emission region, the spectraower the period between the two radio flares R6 and R8 (from
is described by characteristic shapes: v*/2 andl, o« v ¢1/2  bin9 to bin12) can not be described by such a spectral model
for the optically thick and thin domains(is the power law at all. Apparently, these spectra seem to be composed of two
index of the relativistic electrons), respectively. Thuke different components, one peaking near 30 GHz (low-frequency
theoretically expected value of the optically thick spakitndex, component) and the other one-at100 GHz (high-frequency

a¢ is 2.5. While fitting the spectra with a single-componerdomponent). Consequently, we consider a two-component
SSA model, we find that; varies between 0.32 to 1.56. Thismodel.

deviation ofa; from 2.5 indicates that the emission region is

not homogeneous, and it may be composed of more than one

15
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Table 9. The best fitted spectral parameters over the evolution @b fates using a two component SSA model

bin Time Vel * Sl aol ymh* Sh agh
JD’ [JD-2454000] GHz Jy GHz Jy

1 1096-1101 200 0.26:0.10 -0.440.59 98.5232.74 0.430.13 -0.5%0.59
2 1130-1135 280 0.410.16 -0.120.13 90.0815.25 1.980.11 -0.120.03
3 1150-1155 200 1.3%#0.14 -0.320.08 86.956.14 3.7@0.13 -0.230.05
4 1173-1178 280 2.31+0.29 -0.550.20 82.4%+4.79 6.620.39 -0.4%0.08
5 1189-1194 260 2.17A41.00 -0.46-0.47 59.9@-8.55 6.331.05 -0.620.31
6 1197-1201 280 2.1%#0.24 -0.320.12 57.0%:1.62 5.540.50 -0.720.31
7 1204-1209 280 1.46:0.26 -0.2%0.11 58.66:2.18 455%0.55 -0.680.38
8 1216-1221 260 1.13:t0.13 -0.130.05 57.883.02 2.020.60 -0.9%1.50
9 1226-1230 181 0.95:0.29 -1.060.69 128.287.33 3.340.10 -0.46-0.11
10 1238-1242 181 1.20:t0.41 -0.76:0.38 126.188.48 3.40.13 -0.550.17
11 1267-1272 221 0.76:0.13 -1.520.67 124.484.18 3.6@0.07 -0.380.03
12 1273-1278 281 0.94:0.19 -1.830.98 129.988.47 3.220.12 -0.330.04
13 1283-1288 200 1.55:0.18 -0.160.06 116.3812.20 2.240.17 -0.2@-:0.02
14 1290-1295 200 1.65:0.17 -0.1%0.03 113.7@15.64 2.820.18 -0.280.13
15 1298-1303 200 2.42:0.16 -0.120.03 75.5%3.52 4.130.17 -0.4%0.06
16 1309-1313 200 2.610.41 -0.4%0.75 80.939.89 3.2%41.88 -0.4@0.28
17 1318-1323 200 1.82:1.07 -0.330.40 50.185.70 1.241.51 -0.2%0.27
18 1340-1345 200 0.840.05 -0.0%0.01 55.7@7.80 0.7%40.05 -0.26-:0.08

« : Index| is for low-frequency component and h is for high-frequenagnponent.

Two-component SSA model : Since the flux densities at cmwhere synchrotron losses are the dominating energy losk-mec
wavelengths are much higher than the extrapolation of the memism, the turnover frequency continues to decrease windle t
flux with a spectral index; = 2.5 for the optically thick branch turnover flux density remains constant. Both the turnover fr
of a homogeneous synchrotron source, we assume that besglescy and turnover flux density decrease in the final, ati@ba
the mm-submm emitting component, there is an additional-spstage. We studied the evolution of the radio flares usingehe r
tral component which is responsible for the cm emission. Vgeilts obtained from both one- and two-component SSA models
therefore fit the radio spectra with a two-component modeis T and in each case, we obtained similar results. The evolation
allows us to fixat, and set it to 2.5 for both of the compo-the R6 and R8 flares i, — v, plane are shown in Fig.16 (e) —
nents. We also fix the peak frequency of the lower frequengy.
component to 20 GHz, as the low-frequengyvaries between In a standard shock in jet mod&,, « v& (Fromm etal.,
18 — 25 GHz and the fitting improves only marginally if we al2011; Marscher & Gelar, 1985) whesedepends upon the varia-
low this parameter to vary. Hence, we study the spectral evipn of physical quantities i.e. magnetic field (B), Dopgiector
lution of the radio spectra by fixing:(IX1 = a;(h) = 2.5 and (5) and energy of relativistic electrons ($ee Fromm éf al. 1201
vmi = 20 GHz. Such a scenario appears reasonable and is {Rfarscher & Geatr, 1985, for details). The estimatedalues for
tivated by the idea of a synchrotron self-absorbed “Blanto both the one- and two-component SSA models are given in Table
Konigl” jet (Blandford & Konigl, [1979) and a more variableQ.
core or shock component. Th(_e fitted spectrum using this re- |Miarscher & Gear [(1985) predicted a value efompton
stricted two-component model is shown in Hig] 16 (d) and the _2 5 and [Fromm et al. (20111) obtair1.21, whereas
best fit parameters are givenin _Tdﬂle 9. _Avanable low-festy [Bjornsson & Aslakser (2000) obtainegbmpton= —0.43 using a
component provides a better fit over bin 9 — 12. Therefore, Weodified expression for the shock width. The estimat@ghpton
consider that both the low- and high- frequency componemts ga|ue for the R8 flare lies between these values, while for the
varying over the time perIOd b_etween the IEWO flares. The tWR‘G flare it is too h|gh to be exp|ained by the Simp|e assump-
component SSA model describes the radio spectra much Rgins of a standard shock-in-jet model (see Tdble 10). Fer th
ter than a single-component model. We therefore concluale thdiabatic stagé_Marscher & Gear (1985) derived an exponent
the radio spectra are at least composed of two componergs, g}, .ic= 0.69 (assuming = 3) and_ Fromm et al[(2011) found
peaking at cm wavelengths and the other at mm-submm waye: - ic= 0.77. We obtainegiaaic~ 2 for the R8 flare and 10
lengths. for the R6 flare which is again too steep. The spectral exmiuti
of the R8 radio flare can be well interpreted in terms of a siashd
shock-in-jet model based on intrinsiffects. The rapid rise and
decay ofS,, w.r.t. vy, in the case of the R6 (see Higl 16) flare rule
In the following we adopt a model of spectral evolution as deut these simple assumptions of a standard shock-in-jeemod
scribed by Marscher & Gear (1985) which considers the evolgensidered by Marscher & Gear (1985) with a constant Doppler
tion of a traveling shock wave in a steady state jet. The glpicfactor ().
evolution of a flare in turnover frequency — turnover flux dgns We argue that the spectral evolution of the radio flare, R6 (in
(Sm — vm) plane can be obtained by inspecting Réradius of Sy,—vny, plane) need to be investigated by considering both the in-
jet)-dependence of the turnover frequengy, and the turnover trinsic variation and the variation in the Doppler factéy ¢f the
flux density,Sn, (se€ Fromm et al., 2011, for details). During themitting region_Qian et al. (1996) studied the intrinsioletion
first stage, Compton losses are dominantapndlecreases with of the superluminal components in 3C 345 with its beaming fac
increasing radiusk, while Sy, increases. In the second stagepr variation being taken into account with a typical vadatof
the viewing angle by 2 -8 In the study of the spectral evo-
" 1. low-frequency component, h: high-frequency component lution of the IR-mm flare in 3C 27@]99) found

3.3.2. Evolution of radio flares
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that the bulk acceleration of the flaring component imprdkies IR A e A B AL B A
fit of the spectral evolution at lower frequencies. Therefar 06—12-2007
is worthwhile to include a variation af along the jet axis in s
our model, which we parametrize &sx R°. Such an approach E
could easily explain the large variation in the observedauer
flux density, while the observed turnover frequency keptaxlye
constant value or changed only slightly (Fromm et al., 2011)
We consider the evolution of radio flares in the framework
of dependencies of physical parametarss and d following 01 -
$(1999). Hera, sandd parametrize the vari- S
ations ofs o« R, B o« R"2 andN(y) « y~S along jet radius. Since
it is evident thak values do not dfer much for dfferent choices
of aands (Lobanov & Zensus, 1999), we assume for simplicity
thats ~ constant and for two extreme valueseof 1 and 2, we \
investigate the variations im The calculated values offor dif- 001 \y
ferent stages of evolution of radio flares are given in Tabldtl I ]
is important to note that the Doppler factor varies signifitg
along jet radius during the evolution of the two radio flares.
Moreover, the turnover frequency between the Compton and T T T T T
synchrotron stages() and the synchrotron and adiabatic stages v (GHz)
(v¢) in the Sy, — v plane characterize the observed behavior

of the radio outbursts (Valtaoja et ¢L_199_2). In a shockized ig.17. Radio-IR spectra using Spitzer observations. The red
flare, the shock strength reaches IS maximal develop_memt aturve is the best fitted synchrotron self-absorbed spedtta w
and the decay stage startsvat In Fig.[I8 (e) ~ (f), we display abreak at (1.80.1)x10* GHz with a spectral breaka = 0.28+

by dashed lines the frequencigsandy;. The shock reaches |ts|%1_ The green line represents the spectral fitting includiptiy o

maximal development at 80 GHz for the R6 flare and at 74 G : : _
for the R8 flare. The observed behavior of the outburst de=pen§‘I data pointand this leads to spectral braak= 0.51+ 0.09.

onv;. In a shock induced flare, the observed frequemgys)is

less thany, in the case of low-peaking flares, whilgys > v, . . . .
. . T As v, is mainly determined by synchrotron loss, it depends on
I:(I)lzgtlegthr;gteglgchﬂzr;6 and RS ra. dgi?gév(;:gﬁgsvﬁ?gékithe magnetic field strength. One can estimate the minimum-
; . A ; P Qﬂergy magnetic field strength using the following relatioren
radio flares and are in quantitative agreement with the ftoma by[Heavens & Meisenheimer (1987):

of a shock and its evolution.
Boreak = 2.5 x 1073673723 1° G @

| vl i
104 108 108

3.3.3. Synchrotron Spectral Break )
whereps.cis the speed of the upstream gas related to the shock,

The source was observed at IR frequencies wilhis the length of the emission region in kpc ak vy) andvy

the Spitzer Space Telescope on December 06, 20@7the break frequency in GHz. For relativistic shogkss close

We obtained the IRAEMIPS photometric mea- to 1. We constrain the length of the emission rediamsing the

surements at 5 - 40um from the Spitzer archive variability timescales at 230 GHz as this is the closestorée-

(httpy/sha.ipac.caltech.egapplicationgSpitzefSHA)).  Since quency tov,. UsingL < 0.04x 1073 kpc (see Section 3.4.3), we

the source has been observed at radio wavelengths oveethisfgund Byeax > 0.14 G. The minimum energy condition implies

riod, we combine the cm —mm and IR observations to construgjuipartition of energy, which meaBgreax ~ Beq (€quipartition

a more complete broadband synchrotron spectrum. The cafagnetic field).

bined radio — IR spectrum is shown in Hig] 17. The red curve rep

resents the best fitted synchrotron self-absorbed spegtitima ) ) o )

break at a frequency of, = (1.3 + 0.1) x 10* GHz. The best-fit 3.4. Brightness Temperature, size of emission region and Jet

parameters ar&, = (1.03+0.02) Jy,vm = (45.74+ 3.12) GHz, Doppler factors

a = (0.33 + 0.01) and the spectral index of the opticallys 4 1 Brightness Temperature Tgpp

thin part @) is —(0.38 + 0.09) and—(0.66 + 0.07) above and

below the break, respectively. Hence, modeling of the radidie observed rapid variability implies a very compact eioiss

— IR spectrum provides strong evidence for a break in thiegion and hence a high brightness temperature if the iar&t

synchrotron spectrum at, ~ 1.3 x 10* GHz with a spectral are intrinsic to the source. Assuming a spherical brigtstiés:

breakAa = 0.28 + 0.1. We can also include the optical Vtribution for the variable source and that the triggered flaria-

passband flux from the AASVO (see sectlon] 2.2) to estimdiens propagate isotropically through the source, thenligie

the spectral break. This leads to a steeper spectral indx viravel time argument implies a radias < cAt for the emis-

ap = —0.88+ 0.03 and a breaka = 0.51 + 0.09. sion region where\t is the time interval of expansion. So, the
The spectral break could be attributed to synchrotron lofex variability observed in radio bands allows us to estenat

of the high energy electrons. It is widely accepted that sythe brightness temperature of the source using the relésn

chrotron losses result in a steepening of the particle sprct [Ostorero et all, 2006; Fuhrmann et al., 2008, for details).

by one power and a steepening of the emitted synchrotron spec

trum by a half-power (Reynolds, 2009; Kardashev, 1962)oAls

synchrotron-loss spectral break&diing from 0.5 could be pro- __,

duced naturally in an inhomogeneous soufce (Reyn )200-53pp =347x10°- ASA(

Ady )2
tvar,/l (1 + 2)2

(4)
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Table 10. Different states of spectral evolution and their charactesisti

Flare Time bin € € b Stage
JD’ [JD-2454000] (1 component SSA) (2 component SSA) =2.8, a=1-2
R6 1096-1178 T4 73 &3 0.7 Compton
1178-1194 4-5 0 0 -0.07 Synchrotron
1194-1221 5-8 192 11+3 2.6 Adiabatic
R8 1283-1303 13-15 -0:9.1 -1.2:0.2 0.4 Compton
1298-1345 15-18 180.2 2.5:0.5 -2 Adiabatic
5§« R, Boc R®andN(y) o« y~S
Table 11. Variability Brightness temperatures and field energyl (Scott & Readhead, 197T73;.q ~ 5 x 10°K
which is derived on the basis of an argument that this limit be
R6 jlare ter reflects the stationary state of a synchrotron sourcetwfor
Frq.(GHz)  § ng"" Ovar 0 many sources yieldBg < 101K (@@@4, e.g.). Inthis
(GHz) (days) (16°K) (mas) case, the calculated Doppler factor values using the etisipa
15 61 154 10 0.091 R - ,
37 65 62 7 0.068 tion limit, dvareq = (1 +2) *y/Tg""/5 x 10, become higher by a
86 60 13 3 0.027 factor of 4.47 i.es = 447X byar.
230 50 3 2 0015 vaned v
R8 Flare 3.4.3. Size of the emission region 6
15 37 307 14 0.077
37 18 109 9 0.025 One can obtain the size of the emission region using the €alcu
86 25 55 7 0021 lated Doppler factorssf and variability time scaled ) :
230 10 5 3 0.004
a: the lower value corresponds to the rising phase of flardewihe t
higher to the decaying phase. 0= 0,173% 5(1+2) mas (6)
L

whereAS, is the change in flux density (Jy) over tirg The angular sizé calculated usingya;c are listed column

(vears)dy is the luminosity distance in Mpa, is wavelengthin g o 1ap|e T3 . We obtain that the estimated value of the angula
cm and z is the redshift of the source. Here and in the follgwiry 1 ansiorg lies between 0.004 — 0.09 mas. Againyill be a

calculations we will use = 0.31, which yields a luminosity dis- ; ; ; ; ;

tanced. = 1510 Mpc (see Fuhrmann et al., 2008, for details).famorfOIhA"47 hlgr_]er i we USBuareq Ir;)h:\ear d|r8e6n3|o;;&tyhe
Two major outbursts (R6 and R8) are observed in the sourgg® O' (N€ emIssion region ranges between 06 -

at 15 GHz and at higher radio frequencies. To calculate the™

brightness temperature, we have used the rising time ofahesfl

(see Tabld5) separately for the two flares at 15, 37, 86 a#id 4. Inverse Compton Doppler factor §ic

230 GHz, as these are the best sampled light curves. The radio

flares follow a slow rising and fast decaying trend, so wewsalcOne can constrain the Inverse Compton Doppler fadigy) by

latet,,, for both the rising and the decay phases of the flares. Toemparing the expected and observed fluxes at high energies

calculated,, for the two radio flares are listed in column 2 of(see_Ghisellini et all, 1993, for details). The IC Dopplectéa

Table[11 and the apparent brightness temperatﬂ'@@)(are in is defined as

column 3.

(7)

I/ v 1/(10-60)
3.4.2. Doppler factor from variability timescales dyar

B (4-20)/(10-60)
5|C - [f (Q')Sm(l + Z)] [SYG(G_AQ) Vsrs]—s(l)

The calculated T3"P is one to two orders of magni-

tude higher than the IC-limitTIMt of Tg ~ 102 K whereyc is the synchrotron high frequency cufin GHz, Sm

inv-Toth ]9¢9)' at all frequencies up tghe flux density in Jy at the synchrotron turnover frequengy
230 GHz. We notice thaf3*® exceedsTi™ even at short-mm Sic the observed-ray flux in Jy (assumed to arise from the
bands. The excessive brightness temperature can be iteenlpr!C Process) av, in keV, « is the spectral index of the opti-

by relativistic boosting of the radiation, which gives tocsver Cally thin part of the spectrung, the source’s angular size in

limit of the Doppler factor of the emitting region mas andf(e) ~ 0.14 - 0.08x. The apparent variability size is
calculated using ed. 6. For the high energy cfiitvee follow
app, 1 [Fuhrmann et al 8) and uge~ 5.5 x 10° GHz.
dvar = (1+2) [1012] (5) For these calculations, we us&d; equals 9 days, which

is the fastest variability timescale for the R6 flare at 86 GHz
Herea is the spectral index of the optically thin part of the radia is obtained from the SSA modeling (see Secfion 3.3.1) and
spectrum. We obtaineg,, = —0.23 to-0.91 for the R6 radio the estimated values are given in Tablé 4,2.is calculated for
flare andwy,in = —0.20 to—0.41 for the R8 flare (see Section 4.1the same four time bins which we use to model the broadband
for details). The calculatedl 5 values are listed in column 4 of SEDs of the source (see Sectlonl3.5). The estimated values fo
Table[T1. We obtaidy, > 14 for the two radio flares. d)c are given in TablgZ2. We find that during the fouffeiient
In addition, we can also use the intrinsic brightness tempectivity states of the souregc > 20.
ature limit based on the equipartition between particlerggne
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Table 12. Brightness temperature source’s angular size at the synchrotron turnover frequerc
andé is the Doppler factor. The size of the emitting region re-
Time bin dic Used parameters sponsible for the observed variations can be constrainied us
Binl dicoskev > 11 S70=3.71Jya =-0.74, mm-VLBI measurements of the core region of S5 0¥164
Soskev =2.97x10°¢ Jy by [Bach et al. [(2006)s < 0.04 mas. Usingb(e) = 3.13,

6IC,7,5KeV > 20 Sgo =3.71 Jy,(l = '0.74,
S70.5KeV :827><108 Jy

5IC,10(]\/IeV > 14 Sgo =3.71 Jy,(l = '0.74,
SlO(]\/IeV =1.17%&101 Jy

Sm = 3.89 Jy,vm = 80 GHz, we calculate a lower limit of
the magnetic fielBs in the range of (0.0078—-0.0198ING.
Usingé > 7 atvy, ~ 80 GHz (see Table11), we obtainBga >

Bin2 Sicoscev > 11 S = 1.68 Jy,a = -0.52, 0.05 to 0.14 G. The size of the emission region constrained us
' Soskev =2.97x10°6 Jy ing the causality arguments,~ 0.0027 mas aty ~ 80 GHz
Sic7skev > 14 Sy = 1.68 Jya = -0.52, (see Tabl€1) giveBs A > 0.03 G. These calculations constrain
Syskev =4.57x10°8 Jy Bsa>003-0.14G

5IC,10(]\/IeV > 14 840 =1.68 Jy,(l = '0.52,

S =1.50x101°] . . g

Bin3 Sicoskey > 14 s;g“!eglgg Jya = _0.7%, 3.4.7. Equipartition Magnetic field and Doppler factor
SOASKeV :385<10>6 Jy

6IC,7,5KeV > 15 ng =9.89 Jy,(l = '0.76,
S7A5KeV :2975<107 Jy

The equipartition magnetic fielBeq, which minimizes the to-
tal energyEi: = (1 + K)Ee + Eg (with relativistic particle en-

Sictomer > 17 Sep = 9.89 Jy = -0.76, ergy Ee ~ B™° and energy of the magnetic fiells ~ B?),

Srooey ~2.9410°11 Jy is given by the following expression (e/g. Bach €t 005;
Bin4 Sicoscev > 12 Syg=3.85Jy,a = -0.78, [Fuhrmann et all, 2008):

SosKev =2.9710° Jy 2/7

Siczskev > 12 Syg=3.85Jy,a =-0.78, Beq = (4,5. (1+K) (@, va ) L R3) (10)
S75Kev =2.9710° Jy

dicioovev > 12 Szg=3.85 Jy,@ =-0.78, herek is the energy ratio between electrons and heavy parti-
Sioovev =2.08<10* Jy cles, L is the synchrotron luminosity of the source given by

L = 47rdf(1 + 2 fvza S o, R is the size of the component in
cm, Sy is the synchrotron peak flux in Jy, is the synchrotron
peak frequency in GHz ani(«, v4, v) is a tabulated function
It is also possible to obtain a limit on the Doppler factoby ~depending on the upper and lower synchrotron frequency
considering that the high-energyray photons can collide with ~ CUtoffs va, vp. Usingva = 10'Hz, v, = 5.5- 10" Hz, and
the softer radiation to producé gairs with the assumption that f (-0.5, 107, 10") = 1.6 x 10, we obtain

the bulk of the high-energy emissiop-(ays and X-rays) is pro- 27

duced in the same emission region. The cross-section of tBig = 5.37 x 1012(k SmVmd? R*3) G (11)
process is maximized at o1/5 (se€_Svenssoh, 1987, for de-

tails), whereot is the Thomson scattering cross-section. Thidsing Beq > 0.14 (see Section 3.3.35m = 3.89 Jy,vm =
leads to a lower limit o with the requirement that,,(v) <1 80 GHz,R = 2.90 x 10'® — 1.2 x 10*® cm (estimated using

3.4.5. Gamma-ray Doppler factor o,

ini,[1995| Finke et al., 2008): tyar = 25 days aty, = 86 GHz), the above expression yields

a1 > 2 5 k = 1. A small value ok implies that the jet is mainly composed
221+ 27 “0o1Df fsyn]rlze\ (8) of electron-positron plasma.

v MeCtyar €ler Equation[® and—11 give fierent dependencies of the

magnetic field o, i.e. Bsa ~ 6 andBeq ~ 627+, This yields

Beq/Bsa = 5. Adopting the above numbers, we obtain
Doppler factorsieqs in the range of 14 — 20 (far = -(0.35 to

7).

wherea is the power law index of the synchrotron spectrum i.
"o €2, o7 is the scattering Thomson cross-sectioajs the
electron massg; = E/(mec?) is the dimensionless energy of
vy-ray photon with energy E for which the optical depth of the
emitting regionr,, = 1. For the highest energy GeV (207 GeV)
photon observed in the source (Rani et al. 2012), we olatain
207GeV/(5.11x 104GeV) = 4 x 10* ande™? = 24 x 10°®.  3.4.8. Comparison of the estimated parameters
Using f¥" = 3.88x 107! ergs cm? s71, we obtaing, > 9.1.

The detection of the source at above 400 Glmm et dine apparent brightness temperatiigeobtained from the day-
2009) constraing, > 9.8 to-day variations exceeds the theoretical limits by se\@ders

of magnitudes. Althougfiig decreases towards the mm-bands, it
is still higher than the IC-limit (1% K). Tg exceeds 18 K at
3.4.6. Magnetic field from synchrotron self-absorption 15 GHz and 1% K at 230 GHz. We have obtained lower limits

It is also possible to constrain the magnetic field using tl'g(% the Doppler factor of the source usingferent methods as

standard synchrotron self-absorption expressions. Wit scussed in the earlier sections. These methods reveabe ra

Marscher 7), an expression for the magnetic field B in
homogeneous synchrotron self-absorbed region is given by:

of consistent lower limits to the Doppler factor widt,, > 14,

(5‘?(; > 20,6, > 10 anddeqpg > 20. Comparing the Doppler factor

estimates obtained with filerent methods seems to suggest that

5 1 5cof O 6 > 20. An independent approach to estiméis spectral mod-

BsalG] = 107b(@)0"vySy (m) (9) eling of the broadband SEDs, and this gides 25 (see Section
[B.3), which is in agreement with the former values. These lim

whereb(a) depends on the optically thin spectral indey;, its are in good agreement with the estimates based on thetrece

(see Table 1 i@%m is the flux densityg is the kinematical VLBI studies of the source (Bach elt al., 2006) an
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the IC Doppler factor limits obtained by Fuhrmann etlal. 200 ferent spectral indices of the equilibrium electron disition
As 6eqg agrees fairly well with thes values derived from the Bottcher & Chiang((2002).
other methods, we conclude that the emission region is iata. st In the fitted model the number density of injected partictes i
of equilibrium. normalized to the resulting power in ultra-relativistieeirons
The estimated magnetic field value from the broadband sp@topagating along the jet given by,
tral modeling lies between 0.05 and 1 G. A break in the ogsical o0
thin power-law slope at a wavelength ef 23um constrains L = nRﬁFZﬂrcmgczf yn(y)dy (12)
the equipartition magnetic field Beq > 0.36 G. We obtained 1
Bsa > 0.14 G from the synchrotron self-absorption calcula- The magnetic field is considered as a free parameter in
tion. The size of the emission regiod) (derived on the basis the emission region. The Poynting flux along jetlis =
of causality arguments lies between 0.004 — 0.091 mas whieR2I'?Arcus, whereug = B?/(8r) is the magnetic field energy
agrees fairly well with the size of emission region constedi density. The equipartition paramet®y = Lg/L. is calculated
using mm-VLBI measurements (Bach et al., 2006). for each fitted model.
After evaluation of the quasi-equilibrium particle disuir
tion in the emission region, our code calculates the raciati
output from the synchrotron, SSC, and EC emissions self-

The broadband monitoring of the source over several demde?onsf!stlgntlyhyvlrt]h the radiative 8°°r|]'ntg rat;as. gge ex?{ara_dja—_
frequencies allows us to construct multiple quasi-sinmgtaus HON f€1d, Which SErves as seed photons Tor EL Scatlerirag-is

SEDs. The SEDs of the source constructed over fledint SUmed to be isotropic in the stationary AGN rest frame. lecsp
periods of time are shown in Fi118. These time bitig)( trum can be_chosen to be atht_armal blac_kbody vv_lth temperature
reflect diferent brightness states of the source and each tirfree @Nd radiation energy densitiy, or a line-dominated spec-
bin has a width of 10 days. The variation in flux over the biﬂ:jm (or a combination of the two). The direct emission from
width is shown as error bars in the SED plots. We construct tHyS external radiation field is added to the emission froenjétt
broadband SEDs for the following activity periods : toyield t_he to_tal modeled SED, Wh|ch we fit to the observamon_
BinlB: : Radio-mm(steady), optical(high), X-ray(steady) We first tried to fit the SEDs with a pure SSC model, as this
GeV(low) has fewer free parameters than the EC version of the model.
However, except for the SED of bin 1 (see below), pure SSC

3.5. The Complete spectral energy distribution

gQ\Z/(ﬂa;ing)Radlo-mm(Iow), optical(flaring), - X-ray(low), models typically fail to reproduce tHeermi/LAT spectra of the
: . . ; ; ; _ ; SEDs. Also a detailed study of theray spectrum of the source
glgs(ldw)Radlo mmflaring), -optical(flaring), X-ray(flaring) (Rani et al. 2013), shows a significant correlation betwesn d

Bin4 - Radio- ical(l X- tection of the high energy GeV photons and change in spectral
GIQV(steady? dio-mm(steady), - optical(low), r‘W(Steadwélope below and above the break energy, which suggests that

BLR opacity has a significant impact on the observed spectral
breaks. Therefore, we included an external radiation carapt
outlined above, to produce SSELC fits.
The fitted models are shown in Fig.]18 and the best-fit pa-
ameters are given in Table]13. The pure SSC model does a
oderately good job in describing the SEDs of the low states,
although they-ray spectra appear systematically too steep. The
SED of Binl is well fitted with the SSC model, while for the
other time bins an EC component is required to fit the GeV spec-
tra. The high-state is very problematic for the SSC modet as i
would require a much lower magnetic field (far below equipart
tion) and — in the case of Bin 2 — a very large emission region, i
conflict with the often observed intraday optical variakiliAll
e low-state fits are possible with parameters close topagui
tition between relativistic electrons and the magnetiafiél
being the injeciion eleciron spectral index ancandy, are the oucr cioding external Gomplon generaly docs a beter jo
low- and th.e- hllgh-e.nergy CLﬂ,is' ) ) .. if one uses an external radiation field dominated byolgmis-
_An equilibrium in the emission region between particle ingjo from a putative broad line region (BLR). For S5 07164,
jection, radiative cooling, and escape of particles froméis- e found that the radiation field energy density of this exiér
sion region yields a temporary quas_l-equ|I|br|um_stat6{:dbed _field varies between 16 to 10°° ergs cm?3, which is a factor of
by a broken power law. The particle escape is parametrizedoog Jower than what we expect for a typical quasar. However,
through an escape timescale paramegterl so thatesc= 7R/C.  thjs is a reasonable value for a BL Lac like S5 07Z64 which
The balance between the particle escape and radiative cq@lxnown to have a featureless spectrum. Furthermore, dhis |
ing will lead to a break in the equilibrium particle distribu g g energy density value naturally explains the originafy
tion at a break Lorentz factoy,, wheretesc = teool(y)- The  gpectral breaks observed in the source. Moreover, the loR BL
cooling timescale is calculated self-qon&stently t_akrntg aC- energy density is consistent with the non-detection of siois
count synchrotron, SSC and EC cooling. Depending on whethgls “parameters close to equipartition can be used fdirad!
vp IS greater than or Ie_ss than, the system will be. in _the bins, including the high states.
slow cooling or fast cooling regime, respectively, leadioglif- At first glance the fits look good, but in more detail the fit to

the radio data for some bins is relatively poor. In the EC nhode
8 we use ‘bin’ for radio spectra and ‘Bin’ for radio to GeV spect  the model fits the cm-radio data quite well, but is much below

The double-humped structures of the broadband SEDs
usually be modeled by both leptonic and hadronic models (e.g
Boettcher et al!, 2012). Here we have used a quasi-equitibri
version of a leptonic one-zone jet model as described
Boettcher et dl.[(2012). In this model, the observed raaticits
assumed to be originating from the ultra-relativistic &leas
(and positrons) in a spherical emission region of co-movérg
dius Rs propagating with relativistic spe@gc (I is bulk Lorentz
factor) along the jet, which isftset by an anglé w.r.t the line-
of-sight. We fix# to be such that the bulk Lorentz factdr,
equals the Doppler factat, which, for highly relativistic motion
(T > 1) implies® = 1/T". The emitting electrons are assumed t
be instantaneously accelerated into a power-law distabudf
electron energyE. = ymec?, of the formQ(y) = Quy 9 with q
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Table 13. Parameters of SSC and EC fits to SED of S5 071164

Parameters Binl [JB845-855] Bin2 [JD=1110-1120] Bin3 [JD=1180-1190] Bin4 [JD=1210-1220]
SSC SSC EC SSC EC SSC EC
Y1 2.5x<10° 1.1x10° 4.0x10° 2.5x10° 1.8x10° 3.0x10° 2.5x10°
Y2 1.0x10° 2.6x1°  6.5x10°  2.0x10®  2.0x10°  1.0x10°  1.0x1C°
q 3.10 3.20 3.40 3.15 3.10 3.45 3.45
n 25 100 25 25 25 25 25
B (G) 1 0.05 0.7 0.9 0.95 0.8 1
r 25 25 25 25 25 25 25
Ry, (cm) 1.25¢10' 1.7x10Y 2.0x10'6 1.4x10' 2.0x10'6 7.5x10° 7.5x10°
6 (degree) 2.29 2.29 2.29 2.29 2.29 2.29 2.29
Le[10*] (erg s1) 1.33 26.99 4.15 4.298 4.31 3.09 2.48
e 161 0.063 1.11 0.87 1.59 0.27 0.53
Text K - - Ly-a - Ly-a - Ly-a
Eex: (€rg CNT%) - - 1.7%10° - 3.0x10°¢ - 1.0x10°°
v1, ¥2 . Low- and High-energy cutd
g : Injection electron spectral index
n : Electron escape timescale parameter
B (G) : Magnetic field at 20
I' : Bulk Lorentz factor
Ry, (cm) : Blob radius
0 (degree) : Observing angle
Le[10%] : Electron power
eg : Magnetic field equi-partition parameter
Text : External radiation peak photon energy
Eex : External radiation field energy density
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Fig.18. Broad band SEDs of S5 074814. Each SED is constructed using 10-day averaged matjisfncy data. The error bars
represent the variation of flux over 10 days in each bin. P&€ Biodels are shown as thick dashed curves. For EC fits, e tot
model SEDs are the thick solid curves; the synchrotron caorepts are dotted, the SSC components are dot-dashed, aB€ the

components are thin dashed curves.
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the mm data for Bin3. The model for Bin4 does not fit the radio
data at all (see Fi§._18). So, in general the model underiqred
the radio flux at mm and cm bands. This indicates the possibil- F (=)

ity of a missing spectral component at cm-mm wavelengths. We 04 G43
have seen in Section 3.3.1 that a two-component model better 100 | 1
describes the radio spectra. Therefore, we conclude thatlan ]
ditional synchrotron component is required to fit the braattb
SED at mm to cm wavelengths.

<)
S

4. Discussion

Time Lag (days)

The densely sampled multi-frequency observations of the BL
Lac object S5 0716714 over the past three years allow us to
study its broadband flaring behavior and probe into the physi
cal process, location and size of the emission regions. Wedo

a direct connection between GeV and optical flares, and major
flares propagate down to radio wavelengths. The radio osibur

seem to be smeared out at 10 GHz and lower frequencies. AN or- 15" o0 o000 1o 100 507 “1on 100 “tom 301t 10 10% 3010
phan X-ray flare lags the major optical-GeV flare (05-G5) by Frequency (GHz)

~ 55 days and the X-ray emission is produced by both syn-
chrotron and inverse-Compton mechanisms. It seems that-the
teraction of shocks with the underlying jet structure migbt
responsible for optical and high energy emission, and tpaci
plays a key role in the time-delayed emission at radio wave- : 06
lengths. 100 - 7

S
4
\
\
|
|
|
\
\
@
p

4.1. Broadband correlation alignment

Following the broadband cross-correlation analyBis] (3v&
plot the estimated time lag as a function of frequency in[Eg).
Fig.[19 (a) shows the plot of the time lag measurements at dif-
ferent frequencies for the R6 flare using 15 GHz as the referen
frequency (see Fidl2). It has become evident in Se¢fiod]3.2. i ]
that the time lags (w.r.t. 15 GHz) increase with frequenag an 51 .
follow a power-law as a function of frequency with a slop8.3. I ]
If we extend the fitted power law to optical frequencies, ttien /| r8
R6 flare meets the O5 flare, which is observe@0 days earlier
than the R6 flare. A formal cross-correlation between opdice
radio frequency light curves indicates a significant catieh
with a delay of~ 60 days at radio wavelengths. The dashed line
in Fig.[19 (a) connects the simultaneous optical — GeV flares. ) )
The optical-GeV correlation shows no time lag among thedlarEig. 19. (&) A plot of time lag measurements vs frequency using
at the two frequencies, i.e. O5 correlates with G5 and 04 wiltp GHz as the reference frequency for the radio flare R6. The
G4; but there is no respective GeV flare for 06. The nearby opest fitted power law at radio and mm frequencies is extended
tical, X-ray and GeV flares are shown with their possible timep to the optical wavelengths. The near by optical, X-ray and
lags w.r.t. R6. The allowed time range of the peak of the X-rdg€V flares are shown with their possible time lags w.r.t. B§. (
flare is marked with an arrow. In Figurel19 (b), we show a simild similar plot for the R8 flare (see Fifl 2 for flare labeling) In
plot for the R8 flare. Both of these figures provide a one-te-oROth plots, the dashed lines indicate the SSC process wiithlsi
connection of the broadband flares based on our analysis. ~ taneous optical-ray events.

Time Lag (days)
T
|

% 08 G8

P VAT ST ERTTTTY " "
0 100 1000 10+ 10 10 107 10% 10® 10'° 10!l 102 1013 10 101

Frequency (GHz)

4.2. Origin of Optical variabilit L . N
g # Y variations at a year timescale has also been observedrearlie

During our observations, the source was highly active ait opthe source(Raiteri et al., 2003).

cal frequencies showing multiple flares roughly separateih f During the two years of our observations, we found that the
each other by~ 60 — 70 days, superimposed on a long-terdong-term variability amplitude of the source remains adino
variability trend at a~ 350 day timescale. The periodograntonstant at about 1.3 magnitudes. A constant variabilitplam
analysis reveals two significant peaks-~at63 and 359 day tude can be interpreted in terms of variations of the Doppler
timescales. A more robust analysis using the power spectrbwosting factor (Raiteri et al., 2003). The changé a@an be due
density method implies that the significance of a detectibn t either a viewing angled} variation or a change of the bulk

a quasi-periodic signal at the frequency correspondingésd Lorentz factor [') or maybe a combination of both. We notice
timescales is only 2r. Thus, the significance of detection rethat a change in by a factor of 1.2 can be easily interpreted as a
mains marginal. However, it is important to note that pedodfew degree variation ié, while it requires a noticeable change of
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the bulk Lorentz factor. We therefore propose that the gégmeity emphasizes the optical flares being the precursor ofatior
significantly dfects the long-term flux base-level modulationdlares (Valtaoja et al., 1992).

Such variations are very likely originating as a relatigishock

traces a spiral path through the Mb@g%).

4.5, Origin of the orphan X-ray flare

When the source is flaring at optical — GeV frequencies, it is
quiet at X-rays. Although it is hard to locate the exact péalet

The source displays substantial activityatays during the high Of the X-ray flare, it is obvious that the maximum of the X-ray
optical activity period. This is to be expected in leptoniodn flux peaks~ 50 days later than the major optical — GeV flares
els, as the same electrons radiating the optical synchretio- (05-G5) (see Fid.J2). At this epoch, the source was in a velti
tons would emity-rays through the inverse Compton scatteteady state at optig@eV frequencies while there is another
ing process. Here, we observe a similar flaring behavioret tAright optical flare lagging the X-ray maximum by 10 days.

two frequencies. We also found that the flux variations at-op¥Ve also notice that the fractional variability of the sousceom-

cal and GeV frequencies are significantly correlated wittheaParable at soft (22.5 %) and hard (25 %) X-rays. Interesfing|
other (on weekly timescales) and corresponding to eackaiptiwe do not find any significant correlation among the X-ray spec
flare “O1” to “O9” (except O6) there is a local maximum «gqtral index a_nd _flu>_<. This may be due to the poor data sampling
to “G9” at GeV frequencies. In addition to that the variaili OF may be intrinsic to the source. The concave shape of the X-
timescales (both short and long) are also comparable fazadpt fay spectrum (see Sectign B.5), suggests that the X-ray- emis
and GeV light curves. We note that the ratio between the hi§iPh shows a combination of synchrotron and inverse-Compto
and lowy-ray flux levels is about 15, while in the optical bandnechanisms which could prevent the source from exhibitimyg a
the same ratio is of the order of 3.7. Thus, fhey flux density Steepening or hardening trend during the flare.

appears to vary as the square of change in the optical flustdens A similar orphan X-ray flare was also observed in the blazar
This reflects a quadratic dependence of the GeV flux variatioBC 279 by Abdo et al. (2010b) with X-ray flaring activity lag-
compared to optical variability. This favors a SSC intetatien. ging optical — GeV flares by 60 days. The authors argued that
However, we would also like point out that a weak EC contribu-ray photons are produced further down to the jet compared

tion is also required in order to model the GeV spectrum of ttie optical — GeV photons. Hayashida et al. (2012) argueden th
source. context of a two component model; the X-ray flare is produced

by the low-frequency component which is less variable com-
pared to the high-frequency component. Although we do not
4.4. Opacity and delay at radio wavelengths completely understand the origin of the orphan X-ray flare in

. S _ S5 0716-714, it appears possible that the X-ray emission is not
The source reaches a maximum in simultaneous optical — Ggéf-spatial with the opticaf-ray emission in this event. We no-

flaring activity at “5” (see Fid.12, flares: O5-GS5). This maxim * {ice some low level flux activity (mini flare, say R7) in betwee

coincides with the beginning of a major radio outburst “R6” gpe tyo major radio flares (“R6” and “R8”, see Fig. 2). While
230 GHz. The R6 radio flare is observede5 days later than 1 ,qeling the radio spectra of the source, we also noticetcatha
the optical flare O5 at 230 GHz. The R6 flare is followed bXNO-component model better describes the synchrotrortspec

another radio flare, R8, with a moderate level of flux activitys he source over this period. This indicates that eithet-mu
between the two. The two major 230 GHz radio outbursts (Rfye shocks are hitting the emission region which at firgi-pr

and R8) are smoothed and delayed at lower radio frequen es the major flare “@65-R6”, then “X§06-R7” and later
till 15 GHz. The flaring activity seems to be completely washe.57,7-rs”, or the radiation is contributed by two synchrotron

outat< 10 GHz. The estimated time lag (using 15 GHz as refymponents with the low-frequency component producing the
erence frequency) at each frequency as a function of frenyuetj(_ray flare.

follows a power law with a slope 0.3. Delayed emission at
lower frequencies is a clear indication of opacifijeets due to

synchrotron self-absorption (Kudryavtseva et al., 2011). 5. Conclusions

As per the cross-correlation analysis, the optical — radio
variability is found to be significantly correlated, witheth In this paper we presented the results of the radip-tay mon-
flux variations at optical frequencies leading those at aaditoring of S5 0716-714 from April 2007 to January 2011. The
bands by~ 60 days (see Sectidi_3.2.2). Most earlier studi@®urce was very active at optical and higher frequencies. Tw
on the radio — optical correlation have shown that the radigajor radio outbursts were observed during this high agtpe-
events lag behind the optical ones by several weeks or montiesl. From the rapid rise and decay, we derive variabiliighbt-
(e.g/ Tornikoski et all, 1994; Clements el al., 1995; Vdllat al., ness temperatures exceeding the IC limit, which at leaghfor
[2007; [Raiteri et al.] 2003;_Jorstad et al., 2010; Agudolet dilares is a very unique behavior.
2011, and references therein). Similar variability tinedes ¢ A long-term variability trend { 350 days timescale) is visi-
90 and 180 days) at optical and radio frequencies again hintoe in the optical light curves which is superimposed withaie
a co-spatial origin of variability. It is worth pointing othat the itive variations on shorter time scales 0 day). A comparison
long term variability timescales are common at optical (alst  of the various flaring episodes of S5 0414 strongly indi-
at y-rays) and radio frequencies. The fast repetitive opftieal cates a one-to-one correlation between the strength of-tiag
ray flares are not observed at radio wavelengths. Therdfase, emission and the strength of the optical emission. A quadrat
not unreasonable to suggest that the long term variabity f dependence of the amplitude of theay variability with respect
tures observed at optig&leV frequencies propagate down tdo that of the optical favors an SSC explanation.
radio frequencies with a time lag ef 60 days. As we notice The high-energy (optical — GeV) flares propagate down to
in Sectior3.311, the two radio outbursts are low-peakingdla radio frequencies with a time delay ef 65 days following a
Thus, a 60 day time delay between the optical and radio actpewer-law dependence on frequency with a slep€.3. This

4.3. Origin of y-rays
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indicates that opacity plays a key role in producing timeags|
among light curves at optically thin and thick waveleng8iace
the radio outbursts are low-peaking flares, such a long g ésl|
only possible in the case of optical flares being the precsiso
radio ones. The evolution of the radio flares

“Consejeria de Economia, Innovacion y Ciencia” of thgiBeal Government
of Andalucia through grant P09-FQM-4784, an by the “Migiii de Economia
y Competitividad” of Spain through grant AYA2010-14844. eTMetsahovi
team acknowledges the support from the Academy of Finlaraitabserving
projects (numbers 212656, 210338, 121148, and others)hav tivan Agudo

are in agreemesithis contribution at the 30m telescope and for discussila would like to

with the generalized shock model proposedmﬁ]et gilank Marcello Giroletti, the internal referee frdfarmj/LAT team for his useful

(1992). The evolution of the flare in the turnover frequency suggestions and comments. We thank the referee for sewdpélibsuggestions.

turnover flux densityyn — Sm) plane shows a very steep rise anei\le would also like to thank JeHodgson for the help in finalizing the text.
—<m

decay over the Compton and adiabatic stages with a slope
high to be expected from intrinsic variations, requiringealuli-
tional Doppler factor variation along the jet. For the twadls
we notice thad changes aB®’ during the rise and &8?° during

the decay of R6 flare. The evolution of the R8 flare is govern

by 6 o« R** during the rising phase antl « R"2° during the
decay phase of the flare.
An orphan X-ray flare is observed 50 days after the ma-

too
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