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ABSTRACT

We study the soft excess variability of the narrow line Seyfegalaxy IRAS 13224-3809. We considered all five archKislM-
Newton observations, and we applied the ‘flux—flux plot’ (FFP) methd/e found that the flux—flux plots were highlffected by
the choice of the light curves’ time bin size, most probaldgduise of the fast and large amplitude variations, and thasit non-
linear flux—flux relations in this source. Therefore, we rmotend that the smallest bin—size should be used in such. ¢ésese, we
constructed FFPs in 11 energy bands below 1.7 keV, and wédeoed the 1.7-3 keV band, as being representative of theapyi
emission. The FFPs are reasonably well fitted by a ‘powergh’ a constant’ model. We detected significant positivestaonis
in three out of five observations. The best-fit slopes areefldttan unity at energies below 0.9 keV, where the soft excess is
strongest. This suggests the presence of intrinsic speetriability. A power—law-like primary component, whicls variable in
flux and spectral slope (@5« N2!) and a soft-excess component, which varies with the prirnanginuum (afexcess Fg;‘nﬁary ,
can broadly explain the FFPs. In fact, this can create pesitionstants’, even when a stable spectral component dmtesxist.
Nevertheless, the possibility of a stable, soft-band esmistomponent cannot be ruled out, but its contribution ¢catsserved 0.2—1
keV band flux should be less thanl5%. The model constants in the FFPs were consistent withiz@ne observation, and negative
at energies below 1keV in another. It is hard to explain thiesalts in the context of any spectral variability scendbiat they may

signify the presence of a variable, warm absorber in thecgour
Key words. galaxies: active — galaxies: individual: IRAS 13224-380¢ataxies: Seyfert — X-rays: galaxies

1. Introduction component in excess of the extrapolated hard-band comtinuu
This excess emission is know as the soft X-ray excess. This co
, ;9(.f)nent was discovered over 30 years dgiogh et al. 1985Ar-
L0 matter ontc_>ga central supermassive black hole (SMBH) of m3sg,d et al. 198K and its source has been debated ever since.
Men ~ 10°°Mo. The matter is thought to accrete in a disc that - Originally, it was suggested that soft X-ray excess represse
is geometrically thin and optically thickShakura & Sunyaev the high-frequency tail of the disc emission in AGN. In fabe
. 1973. If the released gravitational energy is dissipated lgcalsqft excess in many AGN could be fitted by a blackbody model
0O onthe disc, then we expecta multi-temperature, blackbots-e \yith a pest-fit temperature in the rangd 6 0.2 keV (Walter
O sion component to dominate the spectral energy distribuiio g Fink 1993 Czerny et al. 2008 however, this temperature is
L) these objects, with a maximum temperature Gft°K that peaks significantly higher than the maximum temperatures exjpkiote
«— Inthe ultraviolet. Indeed, observations of AGN suggesiifes-  AGN accretion discs. It has also been proposed that the soft e
= * ence of a Peak in the optical-UV continuum known as the ‘bighss could arise from Compton up-scattering of disc photons
.= blue bump’ Malkan & Sargent 1982 aor et al. 1997Zheng i, 3 ‘warm’ medium of an electron population with a temper-
>< etal. 1997 Shang et al. 2005 _ ~ature much lower and an optical depth much higher than those
E AGN are strong X-ray emitters. These X-rays are believef the X-ray corona that are responsible for the emissiomat e
to be triggered by Compton up-scattering of the disc photdins ergies above 2 keV (e.€zerny & Elvis 1987 Magdziarz et al.
hot electrons surrounding the disc, in a het10°K) medium, 1998 Janiuk et al. 2001l However,Gierlifski & Done (2004
usually referred to as the X-ray corona. The X-ray photoes a&how that the temperature associated with this Comptéomsat
emitted isotropically, and although the geometry of disceoa region is constant over a wide range of AGN luminosity and
is currently unknown in AGN, they may reflectfdhe accre- plack hole mass, a result that requires a fine-tuning betireen
tion disc angor the dusty torus (0.1-10 pc from the SMBH) optical depth and the heatifupoling ratio of this region. They
thereby producing an additional ‘reflection’ componenthie t |ater argue Gierlinski & Done 200§ that a “smeared” absorp-
X-ray spectrum (e.g5eorge & Fabian 1991 tion model can provide an explanation for this component, bu
AGN X-ray spectra at energies above? keV have a power- subsequent studies show that line-driven AGN accretion dis
law-like shape. The extrapolation of the best-fit power#aed- winds cannot reproduce the soft exceSsHurch & Done 2007
els to energies lower than 2 keV reveals in many AGNs a sgect2@08).
RecentlyDone et al(2012 have revived the original idea of
* Former graduate student at the Department of Physics & Astrdhe soft excess arising from the disc itself. They proposedeh
omy, Notre Dame University-Louaize, Zouk Mosbeh, Lebanon where the gravitational energy released by accretion atlsma
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emission, which is responsible for the soft excess, and &n OIESSIIS tht? 1'5'3 k‘i_v bgr;d flux, _‘355“?“”9 a power-law modelintathe
cally thin corona above the disc, which is responsible fer t alactic absorption Info consideration.

high-energy X-ray emission. Finally, X-ray reflection o&thn-

ner disc by the X-ray source can also account for the softexce OPs/date Netexp. Pn-mode %57'3 keV flux
If the accretion disc is mildly ionized and the X-rays illumaie (ks) (10" ergs/cn¥)
its innermost region, excess emission belevZ keV could ap-  1/2002-01-19 61 FW P4011

pear because of line and bremsstrahlung emission from the ho ‘8’12

disc layersCrummy et al(2006 explain the soft excess inmany 2/2011-07-19 120 FwW 2875

AGN using a relativistically-blurred version of the disdleetion 07 011
model of Ross & Fabiar(2009, but recent studies have shown y2011-07-21 120 LW 76018

that this model may not be ficient in some cases (skehfink ~ 4/2011-07-25 110 LW ®4+010
etal. 2013 5/2011-07-29 120 LW P5010

In this work, we apply the flux—flux plot (FFP) method using
archivalXMM-Newton data of the narrow line Seyfert 1 (NLS1)
galaxy IRAS 13224-3809. Our aim is to study the soft X-ray
variability in this source, and constrain the origin of itsftsX-  last section we provide a brief summary of our main results an
ray excess in a model-independent fashion. The FFP metlsod dliacuss their physical implications.
recently been applied bioda et al.(2011, 2013 to a hand-
ful of X-ray bright quasars with the same goals. They detect a i i
soft component in the 0.5-3keV band of a few AGN, which & Observations and data reduction

less variable than the primary source, and they interprigtied Fie observations of IRAS 13228809 by theXMM-Newton

in terms of thermal Comptonization of the disc emission sThggiellite gansen et al. 200%re available in th&XMM-Newton

method was first developed tighurazov et al(200]) to iden-  scjence Archive (XSA). The observation log is listed in bl

tify variable and stable components in the X-ray spectrum ¢he first observation was done in 2002 January 19 (Obs. ID

the black hole binary Cygnus X-1. It was later appliedTay- 110890101, hereafter Obs. 1), and the last four obsenstio

Ior. et al. (2003 to study the X-ray spectral. variability of X-ray from 2011 July 19 to 29 (Obs. IDs 0673580101, 0673580201,

bright Seyferts and to many other cases since. _ 0673580301 and 0673580401, hereafter, Obs. 2, Obs. 3, Obs. 4
The FFP method is straightforward in its implementation anghq Obs. 5, respectively). All instruments were workingreiss-

is relatively eficient in detecting spectral components that akg|ly during the five observations. We have considered ohéy t

less variable than the X-ray primary emission. If presdrese qata provided by the EPIC-pn cameBir{ider et al. 2001

components result in positive constants in the FFP plot&giwh  The first two observations were taken in full window (FW)

in general, show a strong positive correlation between theiil imaging mode and the others in large window (LW) imaging

various energy bands (for AGN). The FFP variant of the methgghde. We reduced all data using t@&M-Newton Science

is particularly efective when studying the fast spectral variabilanalysis Systemgas v.13.0.0) and the latest calibration files.

ity in AGN on timescales when the flux in various energy bandse data were cleaned for high background flares and were se-

cannot be accurately determined. _ . lected using the condition PATTERN 4. The net exposure for
IRAS 13224~ 3809 ¢ = 0.066) was first detected in X-rayseach observation is also listed in Tabl&ource spectra and light

during theROSAT all-sky survey in 1992 as a high-luminous Xcurves were extracted from a circle of radius’4The respec-

ray source with an X-ray luminosityx = 3x 10*erg/s Boller  tive background spectra and light curves were extracted fio

et al. 1993. IRAS 13224~ 3809 is highly variable in X-rays. off-source circular region located on the same CCD chip, with

Its spectrum shows a soft X-ray excess belo.5keV (Boller 3 radius approximately twice that of the source to ensurgla hi

etal. 19962003 and strong relativisticféects Pontietal. 2010  signal-to-noise ratio. Pileup was checked and found to lge ne

Fabian et al. 20]3Chiang et al(2019 recently presented a de-jigible in all observations. Background-subtracted lightves

tailed study of the X-ray spectral variability of the sour¢@éey were produced using tt&as taskEPTCLCCORR for different en-

model its X-ray spectrum in the context of relativistic dislec- ergy bands and time bin sizes. The choice of the energy bands

tion models. They found that the reflected emission is mus$ leynd the time binning is discussed in detail in the next sactio

variable than the X-ray continuur_n, and as the source fluxgjrop  Response matrices were produced using $AS tasks

the spectrum becomes progressively more reflection-ddednarMFGEN andARFGEN. Spectral model-fitting was performed with

The X-ray reflection interpretation is broadly consisteiihvihe xsprc v.12.8.1 @rnaud 1996. We report the & errors on the

results ofEmmanoulopoulos et 82014, who studied the soft- model parameter and flux estimates, anduppeylower limits
band time lags in this source. They found that these are £ongjhen relevant.

tent with the hypothesis of a point-like source which is teda

at a height ot 3 gravitational radii (§) above a~ 10" M, black )
hole (BH). Both the spectral and the timing studies mention8. Flux—Flux analysis
above suggest that most of the soft X-ray emission in thiscsou
is due to X-ray illumination of the inner disc.

In this paper, we use all the archiv@MM-Newton data of Our first task was to identify the energy band that is the most
IRAS 13224-3809. The fact that it is quite bright and highlsepresentative of the X-ray continuum emission. To this erel
variable in X-rays, as well as the strong relativistiieets seenin fitted an absorbed power-law (PL) model to the B0 keV band
this source, make it an interesting target to apply the FFRode spectra for all observations (i.eabsspowerlaw in XSPEC ter-
and study its soft X-ray variability. In Sectichwe present the minology). We considered only Galactic absorption, which f
observations and the data reduction, and in Se@iwe present the line of sight towards IRAS 132243809 corresponds to an
the results from the model-fitting of the FFPs. Finally, ir thequivalent hydrogen column density ofiN- 5.34 x 10°°cm

3.1. The ‘continuum’ band
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signal-to-noise ratio of the resulting light curves in thasd in
the continuum bands, is larger tham ®n average).
—— We produced light curves in each energy band (including the
0.0l - 1 continuum band) using a bin sizatyin, of 1, 4, and 8ks. We
-~ considered varioudtyi, values to investigate whethdty;, af-
- fects the shape of the resulting FFPs or not. For the givem dat
5.0 + 1 sets, a bin size smaller than 1 ks will result in some datatpoin
— - having less than 10 counts in th&4 3 keV band. The error bars
100f —me e | onthese data points will be far from Gaussian, and, as atrésul
B would not be possible to fit the FFPs using traditiopfabtatis-
tics. On the other hand, Aty, larger than 8 ks results in FFPs
with a few points, and a reduced nmjmin dynamical range.
Figure2 shows the 0.3-0.4,0.9-1, and 1.4-1.7 vs 1.7-3keV
FFPs (top, middle, and bottom rows, respectively) for Obs. 3
They are representative of the FFPs of all observationg, Lef
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ | middle, and right columns show the FFPs fdf;, = 1, 4, and
05 1o 20 5.0 8Kks, respectively. The soft and continuum band count rates a
nergy (keV) . .
highly correlated, as is usual for Seyferts.
Fig. 1. Ratio of the observed spectra over a power-law model fitted to It iS customary to fit the FFPs with linear relations in the
the 3— 10 keV band and extrapolated to lower energies (Obs. 1, 2, 3farm of: ‘soft band’ flux= ‘hard/reference band’ flux constant.
and 5 spectra are shown as black, red, cyan, blue, and magginta, A stable component in the soft band is claimed when the biest-fi
respectively). The two vertical black lines indicate thery band we intercept is significantly dierent from zero. We chose to follow
chose as representative of the X-ray continuum. a slightly diferent, and more general, approach in the modelling
of the FFPs, and we fit them with a power-law (PL) relation in-
stead. If the underlying relation between soft and refezdrand
(Kalberla et al. 2005 Figurel shows the ratio of the observedcounts is indeed linear, the best-fit model slope should e co
spectra over the absorbed PL model for the full energy basigtent with unity. If there is a stable component, whose ifux
(0.2-10.0keV) in all observations. Based on the resultidgal- smaller than the primary flux, we would expect a flattenindef t
ues, a PL cannot be accepted as a good fit model inti@ReVv FFP at low reference band fluxes and the detection of a nan-zer
band. Nevertheless, this model provides a reasonably gaset b constant, just like when we fit the data with a linear function
line model to account for the hard X-ray emission in the seurc
The extrapolation of the best-fit PL to energies belovt keV
clearly reveals a strong soft excess in all observationgalig
the strength of this component is also variable. To investigate the dependence of the FFPARR, we first con-
Based on the plot shown in Figj, we chose the.Z-3.0kev ~ Sidered the ‘high-flux’ data points in these plots, i.e. tefs
band as the most representative of the X-ray ‘continuundi¢in With & count rate in the continuum band that is higher than its
cated by the vertical lines in Fig). The choice of the lower en- Median (the vertical lines in Fig.indicate the median in the
ergy limit was dictated by the requirement to be as low asipos§2Se Of the Obs.3 plots). In this way, we avoid complications
ble (to increase the signal-to-noise in the continuum band)at that may be associated with a possible flattening at low &agu
the same time to be the leagiiected by the soft excess emissiorf-ieS; resulting from the presence of a stable spectral cognyio
The choice of high energy limit was dictated by the posgijpili _ We fitted the high-flux part of the FFPs with a power-law
that the X-ray reflection component may strongfieat the 3— (PL) relation of the form
10keV band in this sourcé-&bian et al. 2013 In any case, the = o
addition of the 3-10keV counts in the continuum band does not y=as,

increase the count rate significantly in the band we chostée Whyherey andx represent the ‘soft’ and the continuum band count
it does increase its error rate considerably (because W&o rates, respectively. The model normalisatien,and slopeg,

is relatively faint at energies above 3keV). The last column \ere both left to vary freely during the fit. The fits were per-
in Tablel lists the average 1.7-3keV band flux of each observgymed using the Python routinéPFIT?, based on the Fortran
tion, estimated using the best-fit PL model fits to the 3-10kg¥utine LMFIT (Moré 197§, taking into account the errors on
band data. These values are representative of the contifiuxim the ,-axis (i.e. the errors of only the soft energy band counts).
levels in each observation and show that the X-ray continuifRe solid red lines in Fig indicate the best-fit PL lines, extrap-
had the highest and lowest flux levels during Obs. 2 and Obsefhted to lower fluxes as well. The bottom panels in each plot
respectively. Conversely, Obs. 2 (red points in Bjgshows the show the best-fit residuals (i.e. the ratio (data-mgal)The
‘weakest' soft excess, in terms of ratio, while Obs. 4 (blo#fs  residuals at the high-flux part of the plots are uniformlytsca
in the same figure) shows the ‘strongest’ soft excess (ighdit tered around zero, and there is no indication of any sysfemat
ratio). residual trend.

Figure3 shows the best-fit PL normalisation and slope values
for all the FFPs of Obs. 3 (top and bottom panel, respectjvely
Black, red, and blue points indicate the results for the B
8 ks binned light curves, respectively. The best-f@#ndg values
t%f the 4 and 8ks binned light curves are consistent with each
&Jther. This is not the case with the 1 ks binned data: thefiiest-

25.0

Ratio
}
|

5.0F

0.0

3.3. The effects of the light curve bin size

3.2. The flux—flux plots

To construct the FFPs, we divide the2G- 1.7 keV band into
11 energy sub-bands, with a width of 0.1keV from 0.2 up
1keV. The width increasesto 0.2 keV for the next two sub-isan
and to 0.3keV in the final sub-band.41 1.7 keV), so that the ! https://code.google.com/p/astrolibpy/source/browse/mpfit/mpf
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Fig. 2. 0.3-0.4,0.9-1, and 1.4-1.7 vs 1.7-3 keV flux—flux plots (toiddle, and bottom rows, respectively) for Obs. 3, obtaiwét Aty;, = 1, 4,
and 8 ks (left, middle, and right columns, respectively)e Eblid red line indicates the best-fit power-law relatioth® ‘high-flux’ data (see text
for details). The vertical lines indicate the continuum dbamedian. The best-fit residuals are plotted in the lower pfazach plot. Error bars are
omitted in the residual plots for reasons of clarity .

a1ks Values are systematically smaller than the respective 4 amzh linear (i.e8 # 1), and the source is variable. For example,

8ks values at energies belowl keV (where the soft excess issupposing that the intrinsic relation between the ‘softl drard’

more pronounced), and the same is true for the best-fit skxpedand counts, & and G, respectively, is in the form of § =

well. aCﬂ"é’, and that both bands are variable. The light curve binning
This can be seen from the plots in the two upper rows implies a binning of the source signal in the time domain & th

Fig.2. The x— and y—axis range is the same in all panels. lform

is clear that the 4 and 8ks best-fit models (solid red lines in

the middle and right-hand panels) cannot fit well the high-flu c 1 [t chd

part of the 1ks flux—flux plots (shown in the left panels). We on(®) = Altpin j; (Ot

observe similar dferences between the best-fity{s, B1ks) and _ ‘i - :

(@vaysks, Bajsks) Values in the other observations as well. The%’yehere Gin stands for ‘binned counts’. iny # 1, then since

differences strongly suggest that the choice of the time bin size Aty t+ Aty Bints

does &ect the shape of the resulting FFPs. We provide a possi- f P (t)dt # (f CHB(t)dt)

ble explanation for thefeect of light curve bin size on the FFPs, t

below. the relation between pin(t) and Gsgpin(t) Will not be identical
The 4 and 8ks FFPs are not a binned version of the ltsthe intrinsic one.

FFPs. The data binning has been performed in the time, and notIRAS 13224-3809 is a highly variable source in X-rays.

in the flux, domain. A largéty;, value may resultin a FFP whichGonzéalez-Martin & Vaugharf2012 have estimated its 0.2—

is distorted and does not correspond to the intrinsic plahé 2 keV power spectrum. It has a power-law like shape, with a nor

intrinsic relation between the count rates in two energydsas malization of~ 107° and a slope of —2. This implies that the

bl
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i x T8 1o but significant, soft-band variations that are not relatedhe
5ol H ¥ ' W8 aks|] primary source flux.
¥ 1 1 8ks The last column in the same table lists the root mean square
s . 5 deviation,oms, Of the data from the model. This is estimated by
. s ., b
3 ¢ 2 2\1/2
1 < Wi — Ymodeli)” — T
Loy ts ] Orms = | I
2 9
} f é g N Z ymodeli
i i . é 3 % i b 4 é i where N is the number of data points in the FiRand o rep-
wof " ¢ - resents the observed count rate in the soft energy band and it
. L corresponding error, anghodeli represents the model count rate
ol ¢ & 8¢ | in the same band. In practice,ms measures the average discrep-
‘ ¢ s ¢ ancy between the best-fit model and the data points, alsogaki
the data errors into account (but only of the dependentbi)a
03 10 The average data-to-model deviations ar€0 — 35% for all
Energy (keV) FFPs of all observations, except Obs. 4, where the devition

increase to almost 50% (max).

Fig. 3. Best-fita and values (top and bottom panels, respectively), : s
obtained by fitting a PL model to the ‘high-flux’ data pointedstext Figure5 shows a plot of the best-flp,c andc values (top

for details) of the 1, 4, and 8 ks FFPs of Obs. 3 (black filledles, red 2nd bottom panels, respectively) for all observations. fest-fit
filled squares, and blue filled triangles, respectively) slopes are flatter than 1 at energies below 1keV, where the sof

excess is stronger. The only exception is the data from Qbs. 2
where the PL slopes are close to unity. The best-fit slopes in-
fractional root mean square variability amplitude on tiogdss crease towards unity with increasing energy uat.9 — 1 keV,
of 8, 4, and 1ks is 28%, 20%, and 10%, respectite®p, when and then are steeper than 1 at higher energies.
we bin the light curves using a bin size of 8 and 4 ks, we typ- The best-fitc values are consistent with zero in all the FFPs
ically average data points which scatter around the mean bgfaObs. 5. This is the case with the FFPs of Obs. 4 as well. In
factor of~ 0.3 and 02, respectively. The average scatter shoufdct, most of the best-fit values at energies below 1 keV are
only be~ 10% in the 1 ks binned light curves. Perhaps then, tinegative for this observation. On the other hand, the bessi
Ag differences we observe between the 1 ks and &4 flux— are significantly dierent from zero at energies belewl keV in
flux plots are due to the large variability amplitude of therme the FFPs of Obs.2 and Obs. 3. They are positive in the case of
and the intrinsically non-linear flux—flux relations in tisigurce. the Obs. 1 FFPs as well, although in many cases at a level lower
Henceforth, we have decided to study only the 1 ks binned flutkan 3r.
flux plots in this work.

3.5. The spectral shape of the soft-band ‘constant
3.4. The case of a soft-band ‘constant component’ component’

The residual’s plots in the left-hand column of Figshow a data As mentioned above, the non-zero, positive constants etec

‘excess’ above the interpolation of the best-fit PL to lowmbuin the FFPs of Obs.2 and Obs. 3, and perhaps Obs. 1 as well,

rates. The excess is more pronounced in the top and middie psould be indicative of the presence of a separate spectnal co

els (i.e. in the 0.3-0.4 and 0.9-1.0 vs 1.7-3keV plots), whavonent which is less variable than the primary X-ray sourte o

the soft excess is stronger in this source (seeljicAs we have timescales of a few ks. In this case the bestfihodel values

argued above, such a flattening in the FFPs at low count rates be used to study the spectral shape of the constant compo-

could be due to the presence of a constant soft-band componeent. For that reason we divided them by the corresponding en

To quantify its presence, spectral shape, and strength tied fi ergy band width to produce the 'spectrum’ of this componient,

all the FFPs with a power-law plus constant (PLc) model in thghoton s'keV-2.

form of First, we fitted those spectra with an absorbed blackbody
y = apLoc + . model frabsxbbody) by considering only the Galactic absorp-

tion. The best-fitkkTy, turned out to be similar when we fitted

the three spectra individually, so we repeated the fit by keep

ing KTyp tied in all of them. The resulting best-fit tempera-

observation list the results for the 0.3-0.4, 0.4—-0.5,0.60.6— t“£e was_llOt 1.8ev, but the overall quality of the fit is poor

(xy*/dof = 87.9/29). Then we considered an absorbed power-

0.7,0.7-0.8,0.9-1,1-1.2,1.2.-1.4, and 1.4-1-1.7 vS3k&¥ | del (b 1 The best-fitl is steep~ 4 f

band FFPs. Figur shows the 1ks, 0.3-0.4, 0.9-1, and 1.42W mode (rabs«powerlaw). The best-ill’ is steep: or

17 vs 1.7-3keV band flux—flux plbts (left ’middle k and rig bs.2 and Obs. 3, and4.5 for Obs. 1, but the overall quality of

' ' ’ ’ e fit is worse than beforg{/dof = 137.7/27).

columns, respectively) for all observations. The dashedsli . :
) ; Then we fitted the spectra with tlhgtxagnf model Oone
:ng ttf?: btfs?_t]:ift'tr;%guggd\iﬁi'cgg?ebuogf%rpmﬁ)agcefugetg?mpIoetF al. 2012. This is a model for the spectral energy distribution
' Y of a disc around a rotating SMBH. We first fitted the spectréwit

the best-fit models, with no indication of any systematicidip- : . : :
ancies. The PLc model describes the ove¥aI)I/trend in thg FFP: sroptxagnf, assuming G_alactlc absorption only, and_settlng
’ rcor tied to the same value in all spectradr, measured ing;

2 - i . . . . .
well, and the larga” reduced values are due 1o low ampl'tUdeSets the radius below which the disc emission emerges as-a low

2 By definition, the fractional mean square variability artydlie over a t€émperature, large, optical-depth, Compton-upscattiugdas
given time period, sa¥, is equal to the integral of the power-spectrun®pposed to a colour-temperature-corrected blackbodyrgeda
density from T up to infinity. radii). We ignored the emission of the hard X-ray corona, by

We fitted the data usinPFIT. All parameters were left free
during the fitting.
The best-fit results are listed in Tal@eThe lines within each
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Table 2.Best-fit PLc models to the FFPs of all observations.

apLc BpLc CpLc XZ Orms
Obs.1 do£58
1.9+ 0.2 0.69+0.07 0.07+ 0.02 859.8 0.24
2.7+ 0.3 0.81+0.06 0.12+ 0.02 973.0 0.25
22+0.2 0.67+£0.06 0.07+ 0.02 1028.7 0.25
1.7+ 0.2 0.68+0.07 0.05+ 0.02 880.1 0.26
1.5+0.2 0.63+0.07 0.01+ 0.02 591.5 0.24
1.3+ 0.2 0.71+0.07 0.02+ 0.01 602.6 0.26
1.5+ 0.2 0.87+0.07 0.01+ 0.01 378.3 0.27
1.6+0.3 1.10+0.08 0.01+ 0.004 241.7 0.24
43+0.7 1.56+0.08 0.02+ 0.002 331.0 0.32
1.1+0.2 1.18:£0.10 0.001 0.003 128.6 0.20
1.4+ 03 1.27+0.10 0.003+0.002 124.4 0.26
Obs. 2 dot117
2.9+0.2 1.02+£0.04 0.16+ 0.01 2003.6 0.25
3.1+£0.2 1.02+0.04 0.18+ 0.01 2286.8 0.26
3.5+0.2 1.09+0.04 0.19+ 0.01 2130.3 0.25
2.7+0.2 1.06+0.05 0.13+ 0.01 1553.2 0.24
26+0.2 1.14+0.05 0.11+ 0.01 1397.4 0.25
1.8+ 0.1 0.99+0.05 0.06+ 0.01 922.7 0.22
1.9+0.2 1.17+0.06 0.05+ 0.01 669.0 0.21
1.5+0.1 1.22+0.06 0.03+ 0.004 453.7 0.21
2.0+0.2 1.27+£0.05 0.03+ 0.004 471.6 0.21
1.1+ 0.1 1.19+0.06 0.01+ 0.003 293.1 0.20
1.2+ 0.1 1.28+0.07 0.01+ 0.003 233.6 0.14
Obs. 3 doEll7
2.3+ 0.2 0.80+0.04 0.08+ 0.01 2806.7 0.35
22+0.1 0.71+£0.04 0.06+ 0.01 3437.1 0.35
2.8+0.2 0.85+0.04 0.10+ 0.01 3283.3 0.35
2.3+0.2 0.87+£0.04 0.06+ 0.01 2491.0 0.35
2.0+£0.2 0.90+0.04 0.05+ 0.01 1822.8 0.33
1.8+ 0.2 0.96+0.05 0.04+ 0.01 1241.2 0.30
1.1+ 0.1 0.82+0.05 0.01+ 0.01 922.1 0.30
1.4+0.2 1.12+0.06 0.02+ 0.003 550.3 0.26
2.1+0.2 1.21+0.05 0.01+ 0.003 545.0 0.28
1.1+ 0.2 1.24+0.07 0.01+ 0.002 347.1 0.28
1.1+0.2 1.21+0.07 0.004+ 0.002 268.6 0.24
Obs. 4 dot107
3.4+0.2 0.77+0.03 -0.01+ 0.01 2815.9 0.58
3.3+0.2 0.72+=0.03 -0.03+ 0.01 3225.0 0.58
3.2+0.2 0.73+x0.03 -0.02+ 0.01 3015.6 0.55
2.7+0.2 0.78+£0.03 -0.01+ 0.01 7119.4 0.56
2.4+ 0.2 0.80+£0.03 -0.01+0.005 1804.5 0.56
2.3+0.2 0.90+£0.04 -0.001 0.004 1275.4 0.56
1.6+0.2 0.88+0.04 -0.01+0.003 998.8 0.72
1.3+0.2 1.00+0.05 -0.002+0.001 575.9 0.71
2.0+ 0.4 1.23+0.07 0.004 0.001 301.7 0.42
0.9+0.2 1.17+0.09 2.1E-40.001 245.9 0.51
0.9+0.2 1.14+0.08 2.7E-5:0.001 198.6 0.54
Obs.5 doEll7
3.2+0.1 0.79+0.02 0.004+ 0.01 1909.0 0.31
3.6+£0.1 0.80+0.02 -0.0010.01 2173.3 0.32
3.8+0.1 0.83+0.02 0.01+ 0.01 2203.7 0.32
2.7+0.1 0.81+0.02 0.005+ 0.01 1553.7 0.30
26+0.1 0.89+0.02 0.02+ 0.01 1291.3 0.29
2.2+ 0.1 0.93+£0.02 0.01+ 0.004 1070.9 0.33
1.9+0.1 1.00+0.03 0.01+ 0.003 688.4 0.30
1.5+0.1 1.09+0.03 0.01+ 0.002 441.8 0.29
2.3+0.1 1.27+0.03 0.01+ 0.002 389.6 0.24
1.4+ 0.1 1.32+0.04 0.004 0.001 279.8 0.27
1.0+0.1 1.16+£0.04 0.001 0.001 205.2 0.23

¢ (Count/s)

Energy (keV)

Fig. 5. Best-fit parametersp . (top) andc (bottom), obtained by fitting
a PLc model to the 1-ksec binned light curves for Obs. 1 (bfélgd
squares), Obs. 2 (black open squares), Obs. 3 (red fillel@g)jr©bs. 4
(red open circles), and Obs. 5 (blue filled triangles). Thelehparame-
ters, obtained by fitting a PLc relation to simulated FFPs aso plot-
ted for the high- and low-flux case models we considered (mtage
filled diamonds and magenta-filled hexagons, respectivélyg model
parameters, in the case of a variable primary in flux and splesibpe
without adding an excess component, are also plotted foritple-
flux and low-flux cases (open magenta diamonds and hexagsp®ea-
tively; see Sec3.6for details).

keeping the model parametkal frozen to 108, since we did
not take the full band spectrum of the source into considera-
tion. To constrain the fit as much as possible, we kept thekblac
hole (BH) mass frozen to 10/, (e.g.Zhou & Wang 2005Em-
manoulopoulos et al. 20J4We also considered a maximally
rotating BH by freezing the spin parametasiar, to its maxi-
mum value of 0.998 in all spectra. The best-fit Eddingtororati
(log(L/Lggq)) turned out to be similar for Obs. 1 and 3, and for
that reason we repeated the fit by keeping it tied for these two
observations. We also kegT andr (the electron temperature
and optical depth for the soft Comptonization componeet] ti
to the same values in all spectra.

The quality of the fit improves significantlyyf/dof =
52.6/28), but this is still not a statistically accepted fit. We ob-
tained a 3 lower limit on the coronal radius afcor > 1.93 1.

The best-fit Eddington ratio is lof(Leqg) = —1.36'935 for

Obs.1 and 3, and lof{Leqd) = —1.10%323 for Obs. 2. Although
the best-fit required fierent accretion ratios for the Obs. 1 and
3 and Obs. 2 spectra, the resulting best-fit values are ¢ensis
with each other within the errors. The best-fit electron terap
ture and optical depth weidle = 0.15"357keV andr = 2232,
respectively. ' '

3.6. The slope of the flux—flux plots

The PLc best fit slope values of the FFPs at energies below
~ 1keV are less than unity in most observations. This result
suggests the presence of intrinsic spectral variationisercon-
tinuum emission of the source. To investigate this issuthéuy

we used theSAS tool efluxer and estimated the source flux
(in erg/cn?/s) in all the energy bands of all observations. We
also fitted the Obs. 1-5 spectra in the 1.7-3 keV band with an ab
sorbed PL model. We computed the best-fit PL flux in the same
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sof 02-03keV T g 0506k T We measured the flux of the simulated spectra in the soft-
- fm---n bands we consider in this work, as well as in the 1.7-3keV
1.0} { 10f 1 band EpLsimu). We then added an ‘excess’ flux to the soft-band
fluxes, which we calculated usirgp simu and the best-fit PL
ol ] oal | models to the observetexcesobs — FrLobs plOts in each band.
Next, we plotted the total soft-band fluKgefisimu, @S @ func-
Tm y=LTet® -0 v=22"" 1 tion of Fpsimu for all the Np, values. The resulting ‘synthetic’
10 20 30 10 20 30 flux—flux plots are plotted in Fig.. We fitted the simulated FFPs
sof 08-09keV T gof 13 TAkeV s 1 Wwith a PLc model, exactly as we did with the observed FFPs.
Tt y=0dle The dashed and solid lines in Figshow these best-fit models
1.0} f -------- L2 R I {1 (for the high- and low-flux cases, respectively). Interegi, we
found that the constartin the PLc model fits was not equal to
0l | P R B | zero. In other words, a flattening in the FFPs is expected) eve
when there is no constant soft component, but the soft-exces
‘ T 920'9"? ‘ ‘ componentis variable, albeit in a fashion correlated wighPL
1.0 20 3.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 continuum.
Fpy (10" Perg/em’ /s5) Fpy (10" Perg/em® /s) The best-fitBpLcmod and Cpremod Model values are plotted
in Fig.5. To transform the best-fitp ¢mod Values (currently in
erg/cn?/s units) into couns, we used th&EASOFT web tool
Fig. 6. Fexcessbs plotted as a function dp,ops, for Obs.1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 PIMMS, assuming that the broad-band soft-excess component in
(black, red, cyan, blue, and magenta squares, respedtidétg errors IRAS 13224-3809 is approximated by a blackbody model, with
on the points were calculated using #8 uxer flux error and the error KT = 0.1keV. (Such a blackbody component does approximate
on the best-fit slope, and normalisation of the PL model fiheo1.7-3 the soft excess in this object in very broad terms, as we gdrifi
keV data. The dashed lines indicate the best-fit PL modebfitsg data. by fitting a PL plusbbody model to the data shown in Fit.)
The high-flux case and low-flux cagcmod pPredictions
) bracket the observed values at energies below.9 keV. At
bands and we calculated theférence between the observed anigher energies, both case models predict FFPs with slogtes fl
the PL model flux. This should be representative of the I$i6" (e than the observed ones. This is probably because the soft
soft-band flux alonefexcesobs FigUred ShowsFexcesobs VErSUS  excess contribution to the observed flux is minimal at high en
the 1.7-3 keV flux (which should be representative of the >é‘rgies. For example, the empty diamonds and hexagons in the
ray primary flux,Fei_ops for the 0.2-0.3, 0.5-0.6, 0.8-0.9, anglyp panel of Fig5 indicate theBpiemod Values when we only
1.2-1.4 bands. (These plots are representative of theiplats  consider the PL continuum with variabiie i.e. without adding
energy bands.) . The observed excess flux in the 1.2-1.4 keV __tor hoth cases. The agreement with the observed slopes
band (and in general at energies above 1 keV) is almost an @i ch better in this case.
der of ma_lg.mtude smaller thf.in the one at energies belov . The model constants| ¢moq are smaller than the observed
keV, and it is hard to constrain. In fact, it may even be zemo (bonsiants, both in the high- and low-flux cases. This iné&at
agreement with Fidl, V‘.’h'ch $h°WS that the soft excess flux atthat, although a flattening at low fluxes is expected in the cés
energ|e§ above 1 keV. is minimal). ] _a primary variable in norm and shape and of a variable saftiba
We fitted the data in all energy bands with a PL model, wittomponent, a stable component may still exist. The spectrum
the slope fixed to 0.46. This is the best-fit slope value we dougf this component can be fitted well with an optxagnf model
when we fitted the data in panel (a) of Fig. 6@hiang et al. (,2/dof = 12.7/10) by fixing all the parameters to the best-
(2019. These data show the relation between the 0.1-100 kg/values reported in Se8.5 for Obs. 2 and only leaving the
flux of the reflection component (which may be responsible fg5g(L/Lgqq) as a free parameter. The new best-fit value for the
the soft excess) and the primary flux (in the same band) in |R/E$?dington ratio is~ 0.05, which is~ 2 times less than the pre-
13224-3809. This PL model fits thé excesobs VS FpLobs” data  vious value for this observation.
in all bands reasonably well.

We then produced synthetic energy spectra (using$ReC
commandfakeit), assuming a PL model and taking the Galact, Discussion and conclusions
tic absorption into account, in which the spectral slopehaf t
continuum varies with the continuum flux accordinglto= We have presented a timing analysis of the #M-Newton
5.73NSL. This is the best-fit model to the slope and normalis@chival observations of the NLS1 Galaxy IRAS 13228809.
tion of the PL fits to the 1.7-3 keV band data of each obsern/@ur main aim was to study its X-ray variability at energietobe
tion, and it it is in good agreement with the spectral vatigbi ~ 1.5keV.
law (I «« N3%8) found bySobolewska & Papadak{009 .We We produced FFPs using the data in 11 energy bands be-
considered two cases for the model variability: (a) We fiistt tween 0.2 and 1.7 keV and in the 1.7-3keV band data, which we
to reproduce the source behaviour during Obs. 2, which shoagsumed is representative of the X-ray primary ‘continukf
the highest flux, which meant we considered a mean continugansidered various bin sizes for the light curves, and wadou
flux equal toFp_ops2 and anNp variability of a factor of 30, that the bin size choice is important becausedfies the shape
similar to the observed one (the high-flux case hereaftgr)Me of the resulting plots. This is probably the case in sourbas t
did the same, but tried to model the variability seen in Obs.ghow fast variations on short timescales, and where thigintr
which shows the lowest flux and &ip, variation flux variation sic FFPs are non-linear. In these cases, the choice of tiiesho
of ~ 50 (the low-flux case hereafter). The high-flux case impliggssible bin size is preferred.
I" variation between 1.95 and 2.95, while the spectral slopesva  Our main results, using the 1-ks binned light curves, are sum
between 1.6 and 2.55 in the low-flux case. marised below:

Fex(‘ess (10413 erg/CIl’l2 /S)

Frcess (107 erg/cm® /)
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a soft band excess flux, which is variable and which positivel
10.0 o/ correlated with the continuum according to the relafiQessex

°®it «* Fg'rj‘rﬁary. We find that the slope of the resulting model FFPs de-
1.0 .,rr"'.‘..‘-" it .—r-'""“..-' 1 pendson energy in a similar way to what we observed. The slope

of the model FFPs at energies aboev®.9 keV is similar to the

0.2—0.3 keV 0.5—-0.6 keV

mal (107 erg/em? /s)

il — y=174a"" + 015 — v=239"" +024 1 glope of the observed plots, but only if the soft-band conembn
K T ymlea 40 To yELsAT 408 1 does not contribute to these energies. In addition, the hirderes
01 1.0 0.1 1.0 flatten at low fluxes, resulting in the detection of a positiea-
N’E 0500 KoV ‘ T J‘:m a5 o0 stant when f_itted by a PLc model, although no constant safttba
5 w00/ IR | ST componentis present.
5 .® v of The constant values that we obtained from the simulated
L r_,.,rr"“.( it %’ | FFPs are lower than the ones we observed. This may indicate
= 4l I 11 yo b " | the presence of a separate, constant component. The 0.9-1 ke
: — Z;;:; S igz 12-14kev] band flux of this component should be15% of the total ob-
. - s - - served flux during Obs. 2. In the case of Obs 2, however, this
oy (10~ Perg/cm? /s) Fop st (10~ erg/cm? /5) component is broadly consistent with the energy spectruits em

ted by an accretion disc around a maximally rotating BH ofsnas
~ 10" M,, with an accretion rate of 0.05 of the Eddington limit.
This is a rather low value for NLS1 galaxies, which are balkv
Fig. 7. Plots of Fsotisimu @s @ function ofFp,simy in the high-flux and to accrete at much higher rates. At radii rcorona = 2rg (at
low-flux variability cases (red circles and black squarespectively). |east), the energy is dissipated by Compton up-scattefingexl
The FPPs were fitted with a PLc model (dashed red line and sialak photons at the disc temperaturgat I corona Off electrons with
line for the high- and low-flux cases, respectively). a temperature of 0.15keV and optical depth of 22. How-
ever, the extrapolation of best-fit optxagnf model to theawit

— We fitted the FFPs with a PLc model. Positive constants ket band at 2310 A gives a flux of2x 10 *°ergcnr?s A1
detected at energies below 1keV (where the soft excesdnighe case of Obs.2. This is just 4% of the observed OM
more pronounced in this source) in Obs. 1, 2, and 3. All théVM2 flux, which is 307 x 10*°ergcnm?s*A-1, as reported
best-fit values are consistent with zero in the case of Obsby.Chiang et al(2015.

We also detected negative constants in Obs. 4, which are all For this reason, we believe that the positive constants we de
negative at all energies less than 1keV, although they 3t in the FFPs are mainly due to the intrinsic spectral-vari
consistent with zero (at. ations. Despite the agreement between the model and the ob-
— The best-it slopes are significantly flatter than 1 at energi€sryed FFPs’ slope, it is fiiicult to explain the non-detection
below ~ 1 keV, except in Obs.2, where they are slightly¢ yositive constants in the Obs. 5 FFPs. Even if all the posi-
steeper than unity. This indicates that the intrinsic flu<fl tye constants are caused by intrinsic, complicated spleciri-
relation is not linear and points to intrinsic spectral adii- ations, their non-detection in Obs. 5 implies that the sewg-
ity. erates in a dferent way in this case (and yet the flux—flux slopes

Strictly speaking, the PLc model is not statistically adeep &€ similar to those observed in thg other observationis)eiten
Nevertheless, the model represents the general trendsflugs- More dificult to explain the negative constants that we observe
flux plots well. The residual plots do not show any large-scaln the Obs. 4 FFPs. One possibility is that the sourcéfected,
systematics residuals, which is indicative of the preserfian at least occasionally, by extra, intrinsic absorptlon_.sTd:annot
extra, broad-band model component. The high beséfialues D€ neutral; an extra neutral absorber can result irero, but
are due to random data fluctuations around the best-fit mod8Rt negative, constants. In addition, the slopes will banisig
which have an amplitude of 20 — 55% (of the model value) icantly flatter than the_ob.served ones in thg low energy FFPs.
in all observations. The observed range of variations ikt On the other hand, an ionized absorber that is flux-depenident
servations is comparable to 5-10 in the soft energy bands. B4ch a way that the absorption is stronger at low fluxes, may be
PLc model, therefore, does take account of most of the obder@ible to explain the presence of negative constants in the.FFP
variations, and there is just a scatter~00.2 — 0.5, that is leftin /N practice, a warm absorber can vary in column density, Icove
the residual’s plots. This implies that short-amplitudestivaria- N9 fraction, gin;Zbr ionization parameter. The study of thls_ kind
tions in the soft energy bands exist and do not depend on te H@f absorber is beyond the scope of the present work, since the
band flux. However, the study of the causes of these variton modelling of its éfects is highly complicated and not well con-
beyond the scope of the present work. strained if all the parameters of the absorber are variable.

The flattening at low-flux rates that we detect in Obs. 1, 2, In summary, our results support the hypothesis that most of
and 3 at energies below0.9-1 keV could imply the presence ofthe soft excess flux at energies belevd.9 keV is due to X-ray
a separate component that is not variable on timescalesev¥ a feflection in IRAS 13224-3809. This agrees with the results o
ks. However, the resulting spectrum of this component celo@o Chiang et al(2015 and with those oEmmanoulopoulos et al.
fitted by either a blackbody, power-law, or by optxagnf (Whie (2014 andKara et al.(2013, who interpret the observed soft
a more realistic model for the accretion disc emission in AGNband time-lags in the same scenario. The soft excess isrréspo
Done et al. 201p. ing to the primary X-ray variations, although with a sma#en-

For almost all observations, the best-fit PLc slopes are rpitude (as expected for a smeared component). At the same
equal to unity at all energies. This implies significantimgic time, the primary slope steepens with increasing flux (wlgch
spectral variations. We investigated the case of a primary c again agrees with the results Ghiang et al. 2015 We cannot
tinuum, which is variable in flux, and spectral slopdas N3! exclude the presence of an extra, stable soft-band componen
(in agreement wittSobolewska & Papadakis 2008s well as which can be well fitted by a disc plus a warm Comptonization
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medium emission. Its contribution to the observed flux, and a
energies below 1 keV, should be less thah5%.

The study of the FFPs can yield interesting results, not only
when positive constants are detected (which may not carresp
to a constant component), but also when none or even negative
constants are detected. This is the case with two obsengatio
of IRAS 13224-3809, and they may indicate the presence of an
intrinsic warm and variable absorber in the source.
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