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ABSTRACT

We examine the time delay between radio and X-ray and between narrow radio frequency flares in Sagittarius A*

(Sgr A*), from analyses of the synchrotron, bremsstrahlung and monochromatic luminosity curves. Using the results

of 2D relativistic radiation magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) simulations based on the shock oscillation model, we find

three types of time delay between the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung emissions: Type A with a time delay of 2 –

3 h on the shock descending branch, Type B with no time delay and Type C with an inverse time delay of 0.5 – 1

h on the shock ascending branch. The time delays in Types A and C are interpreted as a transit time of Alfvén and

acoustic waves between both emission dominant regions, respectively. The delay times between 22 and 43 GHz flares

and between 8 and 10 GHz flares are ∼ 13 – 26 min and 13 min, respectively, while the inverse delay also occurs

dependently on the shock location branch. These time delays between the narrow radio bands are interpreted as the

transit time of the acoustic wave between the frequency-dependent effective radii Rτν=1 , at which the optical depth

τν at the accretion disc surface becomes ∼ unity. The shock oscillation model explains well the observed delay times

of 0.5 – 5 h between radio and X-ray, 20 – 30 min between 22 and 43 GHz and ∼ 18 min between 8 and 10 GHz in

Sgr A*.

Key words: black hole physics – (magnetohydrodynamic) MHD – radiation mechanism: thermal – shock waves. –

Galaxy: centre.

1 INTRODUCTION

Sagittarius A* (Sgr A*), the supermassive black hole at the
center of our galaxy with a mass of ∼ 4 × 106M� and located
at 8.27 kpc away, have revealed very peculiar observations of
too low luminosity and its complicated spectra since its dis-
covery (Genzel et al. 2003, Genzel, Eisenhauer & Gillessen
2010). The observed luminosity is five orders of magnitude
lower than that predicted by the standard thin disc model
(Shakura & Sunyaev 1973, hereafter, SS73 model) and the
spectrum of Sgr A* differs from the multi-temperature black
body spectra obtained from the SS73 model. Various the-
oretical models which can explain too low luminosity and
characteristic spectral properties have been proposed during
the past three decades. Among them, advection dominated
accretion flow (ADAF) model with high angular momentum
is successful in explaining the observations well (see Narayan
& McClintock 2008; Yuan 2011; Yuan & Narayan 2014, for
review).

? E-mail:bbnbh669@ybb.ne.jp
† E-mail:chandrasingh@ynu.edu.cn

The latest observations in the range of radio to X-ray
and simultaneous observation campaigns through such en-
ergy bands showed flares with a time scale of ∼ hours to
days of Sgr A* (Degenaar et al. 2013; Neilson et al. 2013,
2015; Ponti et al. 2015) and also time delays between ra-
dio, IR, and X-ray emissions (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2006a, 2008,
2009; Rauch et al. 2016; Ponti et al. 2017; Capellupo et al.
2017). Since the pioneering works of magnetized discs with
shear instability (Balbus & Hawley 1991; Hawley & Balbus
1991), multidimensional magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) sim-
ulation works have shown that the magnetic field and re-
sultant magnetorotational instability (MRI) play important
roles not only in the structure of accretion flow but also
the time-variations of luminosity and spectra around black
holes (Machida, Hayashi & Matsumoto 2000; Machida, Mat-
sumoto & Mineshige 2001; Stone & Pringle 2001; Igumen-
shchev, Narayan & Abramowicz 2003; Narayan, Igmenshchev
& Abramowicz 2003; Narayan et al. 2012; Yuan, Bu & Wu
2012; Yuan et al. 2015). In this respect, several MHD simula-
tion works have attempted to address the rapid flares of Sgr
A* ( Proga & Begelman 2003; Chan et al. 2009; Dexter, Agol
& Fragile 2009; Yuan et al. 2009; Dodds-Eden et al. 2010;
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Ball et al. 2016; Ressler et al. 2017; Roberts et al. 2017; Li,
Yuan & Wang 2017).

Besides the high angular momentum flow like ADAF, the
low angular momentum flow models which exhibit the for-
mation of standing shock near the event horizon have been
developed to explain the quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs)
around black holes. The studies of the standing shock in an
astrophysical context were pioneered by Fukue (1987) and
then Chakrabarti (1989) and further studies of the low an-
gular momentum flows are refered to Okuda et al. (2019)
and Singh, Okuda & Aktar (2021). Similarly to other MHD
simulation works but based on the low angular momentum
flow model, we examined the shock oscillation model for Sgr
A* using 2D MHD and 2D radiation MHD simulations and
showed that the magnetized flows yield large modulations
of luminosities with a time-scale of ∼ 5 and 10 d (Okuda
et al. 2019; Singh, Okuda & Aktar 2021) and time delay of
1 – 2 h between radio and X-ray flares of Sgr A* (Okuda,
Singh & Aktar 2022). This paper is complementary to the
time lag relation in the previous paper (Okuda, Singh &
Aktar 2022), where a simple two-temperature model with
constant ratio of electron to ion temperatures is used. Here,
we examine further time lag relation of flares between radio
and X-ray and between narrow radio frequency bands, using
an improved two-temperature model where ion and electron
temperatures are obtained by solving the radiation energy
equilibrium equation.

2 NUMERICAL METHOD

2.1 Two-temperature model

We use the previous numerical results of 2D relativistic radi-
ation MHD simulations for the long-term flares of Sgr A*
(Okuda, Singh & Aktar 2022) which were calculated us-
ing the RadRMHD module of the public library software
PLUTO (Melon Fuksman & Mignone 2019). Accordingly,
we know already the time variations of primitive variables
of density ρ, velocity v, magnetic field B, gas pressure pg,
radiation energy density Er and radiation flux F obtained
from a one-temperature model. The computational domain
is 0 6 R 6 200 and −200 6 z 6 200 with the resolution of
410× 820 cells in the cylindrical coordinates (R, φ, z), where
R and z are expressed in the unit of the Schwarzschild radius
Rg hereafter. The adiabatic index for studying the flow has
been set as 1.6 for all simulation runs.

In this paper, we use a two-temperature model to evalu-
ate the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung emissions, solving
the radiation energy equilibrium equation that Coulomb col-
lisions transfer energy rate qie from ions to electrons equals to
the sum of synchrotron cooling rate qsyn and bremsstrahlung
cooling rate qbr in electrons. qie is given as follows (Stepney
& Guilbert 1983).

qie = 5.61× 10−32 neni(Ti − Te)

K2(1/θe)K2(1/θi)

×
[

2(θe + θi)
2 + 1

(θe + θi)
K1(

θe + θi
θeθi

) + 2K0(
θe + θi
θeθi

)

]
erg cm−3 s−1, (1)

where ne and ni are the number density of electrons and

ions, K0, K1 and K2 are modified Bessel functions, and the
dimensionless electron and ion temperature are defined by

θe =
kTe

mec2
, θi =

kTi

mpc2
, (2)

where k, me, mp and c are Boltzmann constant, electron
mass, proton mass and the light velocity.

The synchrotron cooling rate qsyn is given by (Narayan &
Yi 1995; Esin et al. 1996)

qsyn =
2πkTeν

3
c

3Hc2
+ 6.76× 10−28 ni

K2(1/θe)a
1/6
1

× [
1

a
11/2
4

Γ(
11

2
, a4ν

1/3
c ) +

a2

a
19/4
4

Γ(
19

4
, a4ν

1/3
c )

+
a3
a44

(a34νc + 3a24ν
2/3
c + 6a4ν

1/3
c + 6)e−a4ν

1/3
c ]

erg cm−3 s−1, (3)

where H is a scale height of the disc,

a1 =
2

3ν0θ2e
, a2 =

0.4

a
1/4
1

, a3 =
0.5316

a
1/2
1

, a4 = 1.8899a
1/3
1 ,

Γ(a, x) =

∫ ∞
x

ta−1e−tdt, ν0 =
eB

2πmec
and νc =

3

2
ν0θ

2
exM. (4)

Here, e and B are the electron charge and the strength of the
magnetic field and xM is determined from the next equation
as

exp(1.8899x
1/3
M ) = 2.49× 10−10 4πneR

B

1

θ3eK2(1/θe)

×

(
1

x
7/6
M

+
0.40

x
17/12
M

+
0.5316

x
5/3
M

)
.

(5)

The bremsstrahlung cooling rate qbr is given as follows
(Stepney & Guilbert 1983).

qbr = qei + qee, (6)

qei = 1.48× 10−22n2
eFei(θe) erg cm−3 s−1, (7)

Fei(θe) =

{
1.02θ

1/2
e (1 + 1.78θ1.34e ) for θe < 1,

1.43θe[ln(1.12θe + 0.48) + 1.5] for θe > 1,
(8)

qee =


2.56× 10−22n2

eθ
1.5
e (1 + 1.10θe + θ2e − 1.25θ2.5e )

erg cm−3 s−1 for θe < 1,
3.40× 10−22n2

eθe[ln(1.123θe) + 1.28]
erg cm−3 s−1 for θe > 1.

(9)

Furthermore, from matching of one-temperature model to
two-temperature model, we have,

Te + Ti = 2T, (10)

because we set the gas pressure pg = 2nkT = nekTe + nikTi

and n = ne = ni, where T and n are the temperature and the
number density, respectively, in the one-temperature model.
We solve numerically the equations of qie = qsyn + qbr and
Te + Ti = 2T and obtain ion temperature Ti and electron
temperature Te.

We confirm here the optical thickness ∆τ = κρ∆R across
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Figure 1. Time variations of synchrotron luminosity Lsyn (blue

square), bremsstrahlung luminosity Lbrem (orange Delta) (erg s−1)
and oscillating shock location Rs (green circle) on the equator dur-

ing t = 4 × 104 − 1.0 × 105 in unit of Rg/c for model A with λ=

1.65, ε = 6.89 × 10−3 at the outer boundary Rout = 50 and the
magnetic field strength βout = 104. The scale of Lbrem is shown

inside on the right vertical axis The circle points on the curves are

plotted every time interval of 200Rg/c (∼ 0.02) s.
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Figure 2. Alfvén velocity VA (solid line) and sound velocity Vs
(dashed line) on the equator at t = 4 × 104(Rg/c) for model A.
Here, the sound velocity is ∼ 0.1c in the region of R 6 20, while

the Alfvén velocity is roughly > 0.003c.

the mesh size ∆R for the present model for Sgr A* by (see
Okuda, Singh & Aktar, 2022),

∆τ ∼ 2× 10−28
( ρ

10−16

)2( T

109

)−3.5(
∆R

0.2

)
� 1, (11)

where the opacity κ is given by the Kramers approximation
corresponding to the bremsstrahlung emission. Accordingly,
the gas is fully optically thin to the bremsstrahlung emission
but not to the synchrotron emission throughout the region
considered here. If we consider the monochromatic radiation
in the radio frequencies where the synchrotron radiation is
dominant, the gas may be optically thick or thin because the
opacity becomes large dependently on ν and the location R.

In PLUTO code, we use the one-temperature model and only
the radiative energy loss by the fre-free emissions. Then, the
total radiative luminosity Lrad corresponds to the free-free
emissions and is evaluated at the outer z-boundary and the
outer R-boundary surfaces, as follows

Lrad =

∫
FdS, (12)

where F is the radiation energy flux at the boundary sur-
faces. On the other hand, the total luminosities Lsyn and
Lbrem due to the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung emissions,
respectively, are approximately given

Lbrem =

∫
qbremdV, (13)

Lsyn =

∫
qsyndV, (14)

where the volume integration is carried out over all compu-
tational zones. The expression for Lsyn may be not exact be-
cause the synchrotron emission becomes optically thick at a
limited range of the frequencies in the inner region of the disc
as shown in later numerical results (Figs. 10 – 11) but gives
important amounts of radiation energy in the radio bands
from the viewpoint of the time-delay analysis between the
radio and X-ray emission peaks.

2.2 Monochromatic radiation energy flux Fν and
luminosity Lν

To examine time delay between flares at narrow radio fre-
quency band such as 22, 43 and 350 GHz, we calculate
monochromatic radiation flux Fν at the disc surface and lu-
minosity Lν . Assuming a locally plane-parallel approximation
for the accretion disc flow, the radiation flux Fν at a given
radius R is given by (see Manmoto, Mineshige & Kusunose
1997)

Fν(R) =
2π√

3
Bν
[
1− exp(−2

√
3τν
∗)
]

erg cm−2 s−1Hz−1, (15)

where Bν is the Planck function, τν
∗ ≡ (π1/2/2)κν(0)H is the

optical depth at the accretion disc surface and κν(0) is the ab-
sorption coefficient on the equatorial plane. Assuming LTE,
κν = χν/(4πBν), where χν is the emissivity. Since we are
interested in the emissions at radio bands such as 22, 43 and
350 GHz, the relation (15) is valid for the gas which includes
optically thick disc region. We consider the synchrotron emis-
sivity χν,syn by a relativistic Maxwellian distribution of elec-
trons as follows (Narayan & Yi 1995)

χν,syn = 4.43× 10−30 4πneν

K2(1/θe)
I(x) erg cm−3 s−1Hz−1, (16)

where x ≡ 4πmecν/(3eBθe
2),

I(x) =
4.0505

x1/6

(
1 +

0.40

x1/4
+

0.5316

x1/2

)
exp(−1.8899x1/3). (17)

The monochromatic luminosity Lν is given by

Lν =

∫
2πRFν(R)dR, (18)

where the integration is carried out up to the outer radial
boundary.
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3 NUMERICAL RESULTS

3.1 Application to a typical oscillating shock model
under weak magnetic field

In the previous paper (Okuda et al. 2019), to find general
effects of the magnetic field on 2D hydrodynamical flow with
standing shock around a black hole of mass 10 M�, we ex-
amined a 2D magnetohydrodynamical flow (hereafter model
A) with a typical set of flow parameters of the specific angu-
lar momentum λ= 1.65, the specific energy ε = 6.89 × 10−3

at the outer boundary Rout = 50. The result shows steady
standing shocks under a very weak magnetic field with βout=
105 and 109, a periodic shock oscillation between R = 22
– 25 under a weak magnetic field with βout = 104, and a
chaotic variation of the shock under a strong magnetic field
with βout = 4×103, where βout is the ratio of gas pressure to
magnetic pressure at the outer R-boundary Rout. Applying
the present two-temperature model to the above second case
with β = 104, we examined how the time delay between the
synchrotron and bremsstrahlung emissions occurs, because
this is a simple example to understand the time lag relation.
Fig. 1 shows the time variations of synchrotron luminosity
Lsyn (blue square), bremsstrahlung luminosity Lbrem (orange
Delta) (erg s−1) and standing shock location Rs (green cir-
cle) on the equator for model A, where the curves are plot-
ted every time interval of 200 Rg/c (∼ 0.02 s). Hereafter,
we term the plotted time interval as one point time interval.
The bremsstrahlung luminosity begins to increase after the
maximum shock location and becomes maximum after the
shock contracts minimally because the temperature, density
and magnetic field strength behind the shock are mostly en-
hanced in the innermost region. In Fig. 1, the synchrotron
luminosity peak delays the bremsstrahlung one by ∼ 8 –10
points time interval. From examining the radial dependence
of the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung volume emissions, we
find that most of the synchrotron luminosity is emitted in
the inner region of R 6 Rsyn (= 5) at all phases. While
the bremsstrahlung emission dominant region is confined at
R ∼ Rbrem (=10). Therefore, even after the bremsstrahlung
luminosity is attained to the maximum, the perturbations of
acoustic and Alfvén waves at R ∼ Rbrem influence the down-
stream flow. As a result, the synchrotron luminosity peak de-
lays the bremsstrahlung one by a transit time of Alfvén wave
between Rsyn and Rbrem, because the synchrotron emission
depends strongly on the magnetic field.

Fig. 2 shows Alfvén velocity VA (solid line) and sound ve-
locity Vs (dashed line) on the equator at t = 4 × 104Rg/c
near the bremsstrahlung luminosity peak in model A, where
Vs ∼ 0.1c in the inner region of R 6 20, while VA > 0.003c.
The delay time of the synchrotron luminosity peak to the
bremsstrahlung one is estimated as (Rbrem − Rsyn)/VA =
1.67 × 103Rg/c (∼ 8 points time interval), which agrees
well with the above time delay of 8 – 10 points time inter-
val between the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung luminos-
ity peaks. Also, the synchrotron luminosity dip delays the
bremsstrahlung one nearly by ∼ 8 points time interval, be-
cause Rbrem and Rsyn are not so variable. It should be noted
that, in the accretion flow, the gas always flows inwards near
the equator and the outflow appears only along the rotational
axis. This shows that the time delay occurs without any ex-
panding hot blob which is discussed later with relevance to
the plasmon model.

3.2 Application to Sgr A*

In this section, we apply the present two-temperature model
to the numerical results of 2D relativistic radiation MHD
simulations for the long-term flares of Sgr A*. We consider
the mass of Sgr A* as M = 4 × 106M�. Here, the unit of
distance Rg is 2GM/c2 ∼ 1.19× 1012 cm.

3.2.1 Time delay between radio and X-ray flares

To examine the time delay between the synchrotron and
bremsstrahlung emissions from the radiation MHD simula-
tions, we select time evolutions during 1.90 - 2.1 ×107 s at
model Rad1 in the previous paper (Okuda, Singh & Aktar
2022) and recalculated the simulations using a smaller time
step of 50Rg/c ( ∼ 0.55 h) in order to get better time resolu-
tion for the time delay analysis. First, we show the electron
and ion temperatures obtained from the two-temperature
model and compare them with other results in the advection-
dominated two-temperature model. Fig. 3 shows 2D contours
of Te/Ti (left-hand panel) and 1D profiles of Te (small dash
line), Ti (dash-dot line) and Te/Ti (solid line) on the equa-
tor (right-hand panel) at t = 1.98 × 107 s for Rad1 case.
Here, the shock location on the equator is found at R ∼ 50.
The left panel shows that the electron temperatures are not
so different from the ion temperatures in far distant region
from the center but the ratio Te/Ti becomes small as 0.01 –
0.1 in the inner region of R 6 20 and along the rotational
axis. In the right panel, the temperature distributions of Te

and Ti are qualitatively similar to those in the steady solu-
tions of advection-dominated accretion flow without shock by
Manmoto, Mineshige & Kusunose (1997) and also of advec-
tive flows with shocks by Mandal & Chakrabarti (2005) and
Dihingia, Das & Mandal (2018), except that the difference
between Te and Ti becomes very large across the shock in
our case. Then, we may regard the two-temperature model
to be reasonable.

The radiative luminosity Lrad is evaluated at the verti-
cal outer z-boundaries and the outer R-boundaries, while
the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung emissions are effectively
emitted near the equatorial plane. Accordingly, the former
(Lrad) is expected to delay the latters (Lsyn and Lbrem) by
a transit time of the light from the equator to the outer z-
boundary if there is no time lag between the synchrotron
and bremsstrahlung emissions on the equator. The transit
time is 200Rg/c (7.9 × 103 s ∼ 2 h). Actually, we confirm
that Lrad quite often delays Lbrem by ∼ 2 h at local maxi-
mum and minimum points of the luminosity curves but that
the delay is different for Lsyn because the synchrotron emis-
sion delays the bremsstrahlung emission in most flares. In our
radiation MHD simulations using the RadRMHD module of
the PLUTO code, it should be noted that the radiative cool-
ing is taken into account only the free-free emission between
the ions and electrons because the one-temperature model is
used in the PLUTO code. Then the radiative luminosity is
underestimated compared with the bremsstrahlung luminos-
ity due to the two-temperature model, since in the latter the
electron-electron bremsstrahlung is also considered in addi-
tion to the electron-proton bremsstrahlung. However, it will
not affect our time delay analysis in this paper.

Fig. 4 shows the time variations of the synchrotron lumi-
nosity Lsyn (blue square), bremsstrahlung luminosity Lbrem
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plotted every time interval of 50 Rg/c (∼ 0.55 h). The arrow shows the local maximum points on the synchrotron luminosity curve and
the marks of A, B and C show delay types: Type A with a positive time delay of the synchrotron to bremsstrahlung flare, Type B with

no time delay and Type C with a negative time delay at which the bremsstrahlung flare delays the synchrotron one.

(orange Delta) and oscillating shock location Rs (green circle
on the equator during t = 1.9 − 2.1 × 107 s in model Rad1.
The curves are plotted every 50Rg/c time interval (1.98×103

s ∼ 0.55 h). The attached “arrow” indicates local peaks on
the synchrotron luminosity curve and the marks of A, B and
C expresses delay types; Type A with a positive time delay
of the synchrotron to bremsstrahlung flare, Type B with no
time delay and Type C with a negative time delay at which
the bremsstrahlung flare delays the synchrotron one. From
the figure, we can find roughly the distribution of delay-type
of the flares.

In order to show details of the time delay, we plot typical
two cases of the luminosity curves Lrad (red diamond), Lsyn

(blue square) and Lbrem (orange Delta) over a shock oscilla-

tion cycle in Figs. 5 and 6. The luminosity curve Lrad is useful
to distinguish the peak and dip points in the bremsstrahlung
luminosity curve because Lrad delays nearly always Lbrem by
200Rg/c, that is, 4 points time interval. To be able to distin-
guish the time delay between Lrad, Lsyn and Lbrem clearly,
the scale of Lrad is shown inside on the right vertical axis.
In the figures, the symbols “arrow”, “5” and “4” show the
corresponding peaks in the curves of Lsyn, Lbrem and Lrad,
respectively, and the letters Si, Bi and Ri express the i th
flare event in the synchrotron, bremsstrahlung and radia-
tive luminosity curves, respectively and the number within
the bracket of the synchrotron symbol shows the delay point
number relative to the bremsstrahlung emission. For exam-
ple, S1(−4) shows that the 1 th synchrotron flare event delays
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shows the delay point number relative to the bremsstrahlung emission. For example, S1(−4) shows that the 1 th synchrotron flare event
delays the bremsstrahlung emission by 4 points time interval (∼ 2 h). The scale of Lrad is shown inside on the right vertical axis.

the bremsstrahlung emission by 4 points time interval (∼ 2
h). Type A flares (events 1, 2 and 5) occur on the shock de-
scending branch and have a delay of 4 – 6 points time interval
(2 – 3 h). Type B is the intermediate case between Type A
and Type C and occurs only when the shock is far away from
the center. Type C flares (events 3, 4, 6 and 7) with a delay
time of 1 – 2 points time interval (0.5 – 1 h) occurs when the
oscillating shock attains the minimum location and expands.

In the same way as the previous paper (Okuda, Singh
& Aktar 2022), to examine the effective emitting regions
of Lsyn and Lbrem, we calculate local synchrotron and
bremsstrahlung luminosities Lsyn(R) and Lbrem(R) which
are emitted within a sphere of radius R. As a result, we
confirmed that most of the synchrotron emission is emitted
within a confined small region of R 6 5 and 60 – 80 percent
of the bremsstrahlung emission comes from the inner region
of 10 6 R 6 20 at phases of the minimum shock location.
Then, we regard the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung emis-
sion dominant radii Rsyn and Rbrem as 5 and 10, respectively.
The delay time between the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung
emissions in Type A is estimated as the transit time of the
Alfvén wave from Rbrem to Rsyn. The acoustic wave also con-
tributes to the synchrotron radiation but is not effective as
the Alfvén wave because the synchrotron emission strongly
depends on the magnetic field. Fig. 7 shows profiles of ra-
dial velocity Vr (solid line), sound velocity Vs (dashed line)
and Alfvén velocity VA (dash-dot-dot line) on the equator at
t = 1.936×107 s (left-hand panel) and t = 1.980×107 (right-

hand panel). The oscillating shock locations are found at R ∼
48 on the shock descending branch (left-hand panel) and ∼
50 on the shock ascending branch (right-hand panel). Here,
Vs > 0.1c and VA > 0.02c at R 6 20 on the shock descending
branch. Then, the transit time (Rbrem−Rsyn)/VA in Type A
is estimated as 6 250Rg/c = 2.5 h which corresponds well to
the above delay time 2 – 3 h.

Type B flare with no time-lag appearing at the far distant
shock location is naturally understood from the above consid-
eration. Near the maximum shock location, the synchrotron
and bremsstrahlung dominant regions are as Rsyn ∼ 5 and
Rbrem > 50, respectively, the Alfvén velocity is small as
∼ 10−3 in the distant region and the shock strength is weak.
Then the transit time of the Alfvén wave in Type B is too
long compared with the above transit time in Type A. Thus,
in Type B, there is no interaction of the perturbed Alfvén
wave between the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung dominant
regions, that is, there is no time lag between the synchrotron
and bremsstrahlung emissions on the equator.

Type C flare appears in a special state as follows. Dur-
ing the time evolution of the magnetized flow under MRI,
the magnetic field intermittently increases and decreases near
the event horizon, and the magnetic pressure gradient force
begins to dominate the gas pressure gradient force, the grav-
itational and centrifugal forces along the rotational axis and
sometimes in the equatorial direction. This leads to an in-
termittent high-velocity jet along the rotational axis and an
outflow even in the equatorial direction. The outflow above
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Figure 6. Same as Fig. 5 but during t= 1.965 – 1.990 ×107 s.

and below the equator is at one time faded into the strong
accreting flow, at other times leads to turbulent flow and
grows in the outer turbulent flow as an expanding hot and
dense blob as is explained in Figs. 7, 8 and 12 in the pre-
vious paper (Okuda, Singh & Aktar 2022). The expanding
hot blob sometimes interacts with the contracting oscillating
shock and is incorporated into the shock, a strong flare oc-
curs as Type C. The time delay of Type C is estimated as
the transit time of the perturbed acoustic wave from Rsyn to
Rbrem because the powerful synchrotron emission influences
the outer bremsstrahlung dominant region through the acous-
tic wave, contrary to Type A, because the bremsstrahlung
emission depends only on the density and the temperature.
The delay time is ∼ (Rbrem − Rsyn)/Vs 6 50Rg/c (0.55 h),
using Vs > 0.1c, which is very small compared with that in
Type A.

3.2.2 Time delay between 22, 43 and 350 GHz flares

Time delay of ∼ 20 min between flares at 22 and 43 GHz
have been detected with simultaneous X-ray observations for
Sgr A*. To examine the time delay between the radio bands
from the shock oscillation model, we recalculated 2D radia-
tion MHD simulations during t= 1.9237 – 2.0 ×107 s, using
further smaller time step of 20Rg/c (∼ 13 min). Figs. 8 and
9 show two cases of monochromatic luminosity curves of L22

at 22 GHz (blue square), L43 at 43 GHz (orange Delta), L350

at 350 GHz (black diamond) and Rs (green circle) during t=
1.925– 1.960 ×107 s and 1.966– 1.986 ×107 s, respectively,
over a shock oscillation cycle. The “arrow” shows local peaks
or dips on the luminosity curves where A1– 12, B1 – B12 and
C1– C12 are the corresponding event names in L22, L43 and

L350 curves, respectively. The number within the bracket of
B and C shows the delay point number relative to the 22 GHz
flare. Here, one point time interval is 20Rg/c (∼ 13 min). The
scale of L350 is shown inside on the right vertical axis. L22

delays L43 by ∼ 1 – 2 points time interval (13 – 26 min) on
the shock ascending branch and conversely L43 delays L22

by 1 – 4 points time interval except for event A1 and A8
on the shock descending branch. L350 delays L22 variously
by ∼ 1 – 11 points time interval (13 min – 2.5 h) positively
on the shock descending branch and negatively on the shock
ascending branch, respectively.

These time delays are understood from consideration of the
frequency-dependent effective radii of R22, R43 and R350, at
whicht the optical thickness τR,ν at frequency ν becomes ∼
unity. Figs. 10 and 11 show the radial dependence of vertical
radiation flux FR,ν and optical thickness τR,ν at the accre-
tion disc surface for t = 1.936× 107 and 1.980 ×107 s, which
correspond to event A2 in Fig. 8 and event R6 in Fig. 6,
respectively. We find here that the radiation fluxes are neg-
ligibly small beyond the frequency-dependent effective radii
R22, R43 and R350. That is, most of the monochromatic lu-
minosities are produced within the frequency-dependent ef-
fective radii. R22, R43 and R350 are ∼ 22.0, 20.0 and 4.0 at
t = 1.936 × 107 s and 31.0, 30.0 and 7.0 at t = 1.980 ×107

s, respectively, from Figs. 10 and 11. These effective radii
are dependent only on κν , that is, the density and the tem-
perature, but not the magnetic field. Then, the delay times
between 22 and 43 GHz flares and between 22 and 350 GHz
flares are estimated as the transit time of the sound velocity,
(R22 - R43)/Vs and (R22 - R350)/Vs, respectively, which are
roughly 20 and 180Rg/c (∼ 13 min and 2 h) with Vs = 0.1c
at t = 1.936× 107, and 10 and 240Rg/c (∼ 8 min and 2.5 h)

MNRAS 000, ??–?? (2022)



8 T. Okuda, C. B. Singh, R. Aktar

R

V
s
,
V

A

V
r

10 20 30 40 50 60

10
3

10
2

10
1

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

R

V
s
,
V

A

V
r

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

10
3

10
2

10
1

10
0

2

1.6

1.2

0.8

0.4

0
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48 on the shock descending branch (left-hand panel) and ∼ 50 on the shock ascending branch (right-hand panel). In the latter case, the
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×107 s in model Rad1. The “arrow” shows local peaks or dips on the luminosity curves where A1– A6, B1 – B6 and C1– C6 are the
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number relative to L22 and negative number means time delay to 22 GHz flare. The scale of L350 is shown inside on the right vertical
axis. Here, one point time interval corresponds to 20Rg/c (∼ 13 min).

with Vs ∼ 0.1c at t = 1.980 × 107 from the velocity profiles
in Fig. 7. Figs. 10 and 11 also show the existence of the op-
tically thick region in the radio frequencies. These optically
thick regions appear at 22 – 350 GHz emissions considerd
here only in the inner region of the accretion flow.

The predicted delay time between 22 and 43 GHz flares
agree well the numerical ones. However, the delay times be-
tween very different frequencies such as 22 and 350 GHz seem
to differ from the actual numerical delay time. This may be
partly related to the broader optically thick region between
R22 and R350 because the transit time of the light passing
through the optically thick region is not specified definitly.

While, in the transit region between R22 and R43, the op-
tically thick gas is confined in very narrow region and the
predicted delay time may agree with the numerical ones.

3.2.3 Time delay between 8 and 10 GHz flares

Remarking on the recently detected simultaneous observation
at 8 and 10 GHz with VLA ( Michail, Yusef-Zadeh & Wardle
2021), we examined the time delay between 8 and 10 GHz
flares. Fig. 12 shows the monochromatic luminosity curves
L8 at 8 GHz (blue square), L10 at 10 GHz (orange circle)
and the oscillating shock location Rs (green circle) on the
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Figure 10. Monochromatic radiation flux (erg s−1cm−2Hz−1) (left-hand panel) and optical thickness (right-hand panel) at the disc

surface in the frequency of 22 GHz (solid line), 43 GHz (dashed line) and 350 GHz (dash-dot-dot line) at t = 1.936 × 107 s for model
Rad1.

equator during t= 1.940 – 1.950 ×107 s in the shock oscilla-
tion model. The “arrow” shows local peaks on the luminosity
curves where A1– A5 and B1 – B5 are the corresponding
event names in L8 and L10, respectively, the number in the
bracket of 10 GHz event B shows the delay point number
relative to L8. Although the flares show marginal one point
delay time except for 5 points delay time in event B3, we
consider them to be significant from comparison and analogy
with the time delay in 23 – 43 GHz flare and conclude the
delay time between 8 and 10 GHz flare as 1 point time in-
terval ( ∼ 13 min). The 8 GHz flare delays 10 GHz flare on
the shock ascending branch but precedes 10 GHz flare on the
shock descending branch as well as the time-delay relation
between 22 and 43 GHz flares. For instance, taking the event

A2 at t = 1.9412 × 107, the effective radii R8 at 8 GHz and
R10 at 10 GHz are found to be 35.5 and 33.0, respectively.
Then, the predicted delay time between 8 and 10 GHz flare
is 25 Rg/c ∼ 16 min with Vs ∼ 0.1c which agrees well with
the numerical delay time of ∼ 13 min.

3.2.4 Comparison with the Plasmon model

The expanding hot plasmon model (van der Laan 1966) has
been proposed to explain the time delay of 20 – 40 min be-
tween the flare peaks observed at 22 and 43 GHz in several
different epochs using the VLA (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2006b,
2008). Following van der Laan (1966), the synchrotron flux
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Figure 11. Same as Fig. 10 but for t = 1.980× 107 s.
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but precedes 10 GHz flare on the shock descending branch as well as the flare relation between 22 and 43 GHz. Here one point time

interval corresponds to 20Rg/c (∼ 13 min).

from a homogeneous blob can be written as

Sν(R) = S0

(
ν

ν0

)2.5(
R

R0

)3
1− exp(−τν)

1− exp(−τ0)
, (19)

where R(t) is the radius of the expanding hot blob and R0 is
the initial blob radius, and the optical depth

τν = τ0

(
ν

ν0

)−(K+4)/2(
R

R0

)−(2K+3)

. (20)

Here K is the index of the relativistic particle energy spec-
trum as n(E) ∝ E−K , τ0 is the critical optical depth at the
maximum of the light curve at any frequency, which satisfies

eτ0 − (2K/3 + 1)τ0 − 1 = 0 (21)

and ν0 is the frequency at which this occurs when R = R0.
This equation is derived from the condition ∂tS(ν, t) = 0 and
τ0 ranges 0.55 to 1.9 as K ranges from 0.5 to 3.

From the above relations, the initially optically thick (τν �
1) synchrotron flux Sν(R) at a fixed frequncy ν increases
with increasing radius as ∝ R3 but turns to decrease with
further increasing radius as ∝ R−2K when the optical thick-
ness becomes small as τν � 1. If we consider the synchrotron
flares at frequencies ν1 and ν2 (ν1 < ν2) and the frequency-
dependent radii of Rν1 and Rν2 at which the optical thickness
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is τ0, Rν1 must be larger than Rν2 from the relation of equa-
tion (20). Accordingly, the low frequency flare (the maximum
flux at the low frequency) appears after the high frequency
flare (the maximum flux at the high frequency) because the
hot blob is expanding. In this respet, our analytical method
for the time delay prediction on the shock ascending branch
is identical to the idea of the plasmon model because the ra-
diation flux has same functional form of the optical depth
in both cases. We compare the frequency-dependent radii of
Rν22 , Rν43 and Rν350 at 22, 43 and 350 GHz by the plas-
mon model with the numerical ones in the shock oscillation
model. The frequency-dependent radius Rν is given by, from
equation (20)

Rν =

(
ν

ν0

) −(K+4)
2(2K+3)

R0. (22)

As the result, Rν22 , Rν43 and Rν350 are 8.0, 6.2 and 2.7 with
K=3, ν0=130 GHz and R0 = 4, and 19.0, 13.0 and 4.0 with
K=0.5, ν0 = 350 GHz and R0=4, respectively (see Fig. 3 in
Yuan-Zadeh et al. 2006b and Fig. 6b in Yusef-Zadeh et al.
2008). These values of Rν22 , Rν43 and Rν350 are somewhat
small compared with the frequency-dependent effective radii
of 22.0, 20.0 and 4.0 at t = 1.936×107 and 31.0, 30.0 and 7.0
at t = 1.98×107 s in our simulations. This may be partly due
to that the frequency-dependent radius in our model is the
radius at which the optical depth is unity but not τ0. How-
ever, the remarkable difference between the plasmon model
and the shock oscillation model is that the former consider
only the expanding hot blob, while in the latter the time de-
lay of flares between the radio and X-ray and between the
narrow radio bands appear on the shock ascending branch as
well as the plasmon model but occurs inversely also on the
shock descending branch.

4 COMPARISON WITH OBSERVATIONS OF
SGR A*

We compare the time lag between the synchrotron and
bremsstrahlung emissions in the shock oscillation model with
that between radio and X-ray emission observed in Sgr A*.
Through the simultaneous radio, near-infrared (NIR), and
X-ray observation campaign with HST NICMOS, XMM-
Newton and VLA, the observations have shown that radio
flares delays X-ray flares by ∼ 2 h on 2006 July (Yusef-Zadeh
et al. 2008), up to ∼ 5 h on 2007 April (Yusef-Zadeh et al.
2009), 6 80 min on 2013 July, ∼ 2 h on 2013 September,
6 7.5 h or 6 3.9 h on 2013 October and ∼ 30 min on 2014
May (Capellupo et al. 2017), ∼ 30 min on 2019 July (Michail
et al. 2021), and 20 – 30 min on 2019 July (Boyce et al.
2022). Most of the delay time is 0.5 – 5 h and agrees roughly
with the time delay of 2 – 3 h obtained from the numeri-
cal simulations. However, our simulations predict that radio
flare delays X-ray flare on the shock descending branch with
inflow but X-ray delays radio flare on the ascending branch
with outflow.

Ponti et al. (2015, 2017) found a very bright flare from Sgr
A*, which is by more than two orders of magnitude higher
than the bremsstrahlung emission in usual flares, starts in
NIR and then an X-ray flare follows after ∼ 103 s. They
confirm the origin of the very bright X-ray flare as the syn-
chrotron nature. If the NIR flare is simultaneous with radio
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flare by the original synchrotron emission, the very bright
flare may appear as Type C as is found in event R6 in Fig. 6.
The time delay is comparable with the time delay of 6 0.55
h predicted from the shock oscillation model.

Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2008) report that 22 GHz flare delays
43 GHz by 20 – 30 min. The delay time is comparable to 13
– 26 min in our simulations. Michail, Yusef-Zadeh & Wardle
(2021) report the detection and analysis of radio flares across
narrow 16 frequency bands between 8 and 10 GHz on 2014
April and find that the flare delays successively with decreas-
ing frequencies and 8 GHz light curve delays 10 GHz light
curve by 18 min, which agrees well with ∼13 min obtained
from the present simulations. The positive or negative time
delay relation is dependent on the shock location branch as
well as the case of 22 and 43 GHz flare.

A composite light curve of flaring activity in the X-ray, 350
GHz, 43 GHz and 22 GHz on 2006 July reported by Yusef-
Zadeh et al. (2008) is very interesting because we are able to
interpret the observational result with our time delay analysis
from the simulations. Fig. 13 shows schematic light curves of
X-ray, 350 GHz, 43 GHz and 23 GHz bands for Sgr A* taken
from Fig. 1 in the paper by Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2008). Here,
a2, b2, b3, c1, c2, d1 and d2 show the flare events at each
energy bands. Only horizontal axis of time is roughly shown
for the time delay interpretation. A strong X-ray flare (a2)
and weak and strong 350 GHz flares (b2 and b3) are detected
at ∼ 6:10, 5:45 and 7:30 hr UT on 2006 July. Two flares c1
and c2 at 43 GHz occur at ∼ 4:25 and 6:30 – 7:00 hr UT,
respectively and 22 GHz flares (d1, d2) delay the 43 GHz
flare (c1, c2) by ∼ 20 – 30 min. From the plasmon model
and our flare analysis on the shock ascending branch, 22, 43
and 350 GHz flares should successively delay in this order.
Then we may recognize the flares b2, c2 and d2 as a relevant
group. The strong flare 350 GHz (b3) perhaps correspond to
next relevant group at 22 and 43 GHz flare although it may
be ambiguous at the final phase of the light curve. Then, the
43 GHz flare (c2) delays the 350 GHz flare (b2) by ∼ 45 – 75
min. Such delay time between 43 and 350 GHz is observed
as ∼ 100 min at events A4 and A11 in Figs. 8 and 9 of the
simulations. If X-ray flare (a2) at the top panel in Fig. 13 is
associated with the radio flare of 350 GHz flare (b2), the time
delay of ∼ 25 min between X-ray and radio flare is reasonable
compared with ∼ 30 min in events R4 and R7 in Figs. 5 and
6 on the ascending branch in the shock oscillation model.
Finally, we suggest that a series of flares a2, b2. c2 and d2
may be associated each other, which appears as Type C flare.

The plasmon model predicts that the low frequency flare al-
ways delays the high frequency flare, However, there exist an
important observation of flares at radio bands, where the high
frequency flare delays the low frequency flare. Yusef-Zadeh et
al. (2006a) showed simultaneous X-ray, 850 µm (0.85 mm),
450 µm, 3mm and 7 mm flare light curves at two epochs on
2004 March – September of Sgr A*. Fig. 14 shows schematic
light curves of 850 µm (350 GHz) and 7 mm at the second
epoch taken from Fig. 8 in the paper by Yusef-Zadeh et al.
(2006a), where A1 – A6 and B3 – B6 show flare points at 850
µm and 7 mm, respectively. Here, consecutive four pairs of
flare (A3, B3) – (A6, B6) with a period of ∼ 1d are regarded
to correlate to each other simultaneously and 850 µm flares
delay 7 mm flares roughly by ∼ 4 h. Although another pairs
of (A3, B4) and (A4, B5) may be considered to associate to-
gether, the delay time of ∼ 20 h is too long to explain the

time delay from the analysis of the shock oscillation model.
Similarly, from Fig. 7 in Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2006a), we sug-
gest that the successive three 850 µm flares delay 7 mm flars
about by ∼ 1 h. These positive delays of the high frequency
to the low frequency flare contradict the plasmon model but
are naturally expected in the shock oscillation model.

5 SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We examined the time delay relations of flares between radio
and X-ray and between narrow radio frequency bands in Sgr
A*, from analyses of the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung lu-
minosity and monochromatic luminosity Lν curves obtained
from the time-dependent 2D relativistic radiation MHD sim-
ulations based on the shock oscillation model. Here, ion and
electron temperatures are obtained by solving the radiation
energy equilibrium equation that Coulomb collisions trans-
fer energy from ions to electrons equals to the sum of syn-
chrotron and bremsstrahlung cooling rates in electrons. The
results can be summarized as follows:

(1) We find three types of time delay between the syn-
chrotron and bremsstrahlung emissions which correspond to
radio and X-ray emissions, respectively; Type A with a time
delay of 2 - 3 h, Type B with no time delay and Type C with
an inverse negative time delay of 6 0.5 – 1 h. Type A flare oc-
curs on the shock descending branch, Type B appears when
the shock is far away from the center and Type C occurs
only when the oscillating shock contracts up to the minimum
location, an expanding hot blob triggered by the sporadic
magnetic field is incorporated into the oscillating shock, and
as a result a strong flare is formed.

(2) The synchrotron emission is always dominant in a core
region of 5Rg size, while most of bremsstrahlung emission
mainly originates in a region of 10 – 20Rg at the minimum
shock location but comes from a distant region of 6 50Rg at
the maximum shock location. The time delay of Type A and
Type C is interpreted as the transit time of the Alfvén and
acoustic waves between the synchrotron and bremsstrahlung
dominant regions, respectively. The delay time of Type A is
∼ 250Rg/c ∼ 2.5 h with the Alfvén velocity ∼ 0.02c but
in Type B there is actually no interaction between the syn-
chrotron and bremsstrahlung dominant regions because the
transit time is too long. On the other hand, the delay time
of Type C is small as ∼ 0.5 h because the sound velocity far
exceeds the Alfvén velocity.

(3) 22 GHz flare delays 43 GHz flare by ∼ 13 – 26 min on
the shock ascending branch and conversely precedes 43 GHz
flare by the same delay time on the shock descending branch.
The delay time between 22 and 350 GHz ranges extensively
up to 4 h. The delay time between 8 and 10 GHz flare is ∼ 13
min as well as the time delay relation between 22 and 43 GHz.
These time delays between 22 and 43 GHz and between 8 and
10 GHz agree well with 20 – 30 min and 18 min, respectively,
observed in Sgr A*. The time delay of flares between the
narrow radio frequency bands is interpreted as the transit
time of the acoustic wave between the frequency-dependent
effective radii Rτν=1 at which the optical depth τν is unity.

(4) Many delay type between radio and X-ray flares ob-
served in Sgr A* belongs to Type A with time lags of ∼ 0.5
– 5 h and Type C is rarely observed with time lag of 6 20
min, as is found on 2006 July 17 (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2008)
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and 2014 August 30 (Ponti et al. 2015, 2017). Similarly, it is
likely that the flare at the higher radio frequency delays that
at the lower radio frequency by ∼ 10 – 30 min and also the
inverse delay occurs, as is confirmed in the observed flares
on 2004 September (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2006a) and on 2014
April 17 (Michail, Yusef-Zadeh & Wardle 2021), respectively.

The shock oscillation model for the long-term flare of Sgr
A* explains well the observations of the flaring rate and also
the delay time of flares between radio and X-ray and between
the narrow frequency radio bands. Of course, the energy spec-
tra of Sgr A* do not consist of only the simple synchrotron
and bremsstrahlung emissions and are reproduced by vari-
ous radiation mechanisms such as the synchrotron, the in-
verse Compton and the synchrotron self-Compton emissions
including a hybrid electron population consisting of both
thermal and nonthermal particles (e.g. Yuan, Quataert &
Narayan 2003, 2004). However, the present estimate of time
delay between the radio and X-ray emissions and between the
narrow radio bands may not be altered largely.

The expanding hot plasmon model explains not only the
time delay between the peak emission of 43 and 22 GHz but
also other available measurements of the flux values in near-
IR, submillmeter, milimeter, and radio wavelengths, using
the adquate parameters fitted to the observed light curves.
To explain the submillimeter light curves correlated with the
NIR and possible delays of ∼ 30 min between 22 and 43 GHz
, Witzel et al. (2021) proposed a simple source model with
three-step-process of electron injection with a nonthermal en-
ergy distribution into a spherical central region, compression
of magnetic field lines and increasing magnetic flux, and adi-
abatic expansion with no injection of electrons, and modeled
the three-step process as a cyclic process in a single zone. The
model is similar to the plasmon model but differs from that
it considers the cyclic expansion and contraction processes of
the blob.

In the shock oscillation model, the monochromatic radia-
tion energy flux Fν(R, τν) on the shock descending branch
begins to brighten abruptly when the optical depth τν be-
comes unity. Since τν ∝ κν ∝ 1/ν2 for radio waves, a larger
optical depth τν at a smaller frequency ν leads to a larger
effective radius Rτν=1 because the optical depth decreases
with increasing radius. This means that a brightening of ra-
diation flux Fν(R, τν) begins progressively from a flare with
the smallest frequency at inflow phase of the accretion flow.
Contrarily, when the intermittently increasing magnetic field
near the event horizon yields to an outflow and expanding
hot blob as Type C flare, the extinction of the brightened
optically thick flux starts in a flare with the largest frequency
and ends with the smallest frequency flare which delays most.
Therefore, the oscillating shock model predicts that, when ra-
dio flare delays X-ray flare, 43 GHz flare necessarily delays 22
GHz flare, and vice versa. In section 4, we already confirmed
an existence of observation for Sgr A* such that the high
frequency flare delays the low frequency flare, which contra-
dicts the plasmon model but is natural in the shock oscil-
lation model. Another observational constraint on the shock
oscillation model is that the positive delay of radio to X-ray
flare have to appear together with the positive delay of high
frequency to low frequency flare, if these flares occur simul-
taneously. At present, such confirmatory observation on the
oscillating shock model has not been met yet, including denial
observation. We hope future simultaneous observations in ra-

dio to X-ray and in narrow radio bands for Sgr A* confirm
them.
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