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ABSTRACT
The gamma-ray binary LS I +61°303 has been widely monitored at different wavelengths since its discovery more than sixty
years ago. However, the nature of the compact object and the peculiar behavior of the system are still largely debated. Aimed at
investigating the rapid X-ray variability of LS I +61°303, we have analysed all the archival RXTE/PCA data of the source, taken
between 1996 and 2011. The timing analysis yields a periodicity of 𝑃 ∼ 26.6 ± 0.3 days, which is statistically compatible with
several periodicities reported in the literature for LS I +61°303. Using this period, we performed a data phase-resolved analysis
to produce a set of phase-bin-averaged energy spectra and power density spectra. These power density spectra are dominated by
weak red noise below 0.1 Hz, and show no signal above this frequency. The amplitude of the red noise varies mildly with the
phase, and shows a maximum that coincides with a dip of the X-ray flux and a softer photon index. Aside from low-frequency
noise, this analysis does not provide any statistically significant periodic or quasi-periodic timing feature in the RXTE/PCA data
of LS I +61°303.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The high-mass X-ray binary (HMXB) LS I +61°303 consists of a
compact object with an eccentric orbit (𝑒 ≈ 0.7) around a rapidly
rotating B0 Ve type star (Casares et al. 2005), whose orbital period
is 𝑃1 = 26.496 ± 0.0028 days (Gregory 2002). The nature of the
compact object (CO) in LS I +61°303 is still unclear. Since optical
observations are not accurate enough to place strong constraints on
the mass function of the object, which is in this case affected by large
statistical uncertainties (Casares et al. 2005), some authors argue
that the central engine of the binary is a stellar-mass black hole (BH;
see e.g., Punsly 1999; Massi et al. 2017), while others suggest that
the system contains a neutron star (NS; see e.g., Maraschi & Treves
1981; Torres et al. 2012).

LS I +61°303 has been detected in a wide range of wavelengths,
from radio (i.e., non-thermal synchroton, see e.g., Gregory & Taylor
1978) to X-rays (see e.g., Bignami et al. 1981), as well as at high-
energies, at GeV (Abdo et al. 2009), and very high-energies, at TeV
(Albert et al. 2006). It is therefore one of the very few 𝛾-ray emitting
binaries (see, e.g., Mirabel 2007; Chernyakova & Malyshev 2020,
and references therein), together with other canonical systems as LS
5039, HESS J0632+057 or 1FGL J1018.6-5856.

In the X-ray energy range, LS I +61°303 is a weak source, with
an average luminosity of 𝐿𝑥 ∼ 1033 erg/s (Bignami et al. 1981).
The Rossi X-ray Timing Explorer (RXTE) satellite (Harrison et al.
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2000; Greiner & Rau 2001; Leahy 2001; Smith et al. 2009; Paredes
et al. 1997; Torres et al. 2010; Li et al. 2011), as well as instru-
ments on other missions, such as Swift-XRT (Esposito et al. 2007) or
INTEGRAL-IBIS/ISGRI (Ubertini et al. 2009; Zhang et al. 2010),
allowed to perform long-term X-ray monitoring of LS I +61°303,
while soft X-ray pointed observations performed by XMM-Newton
(Sidoli et al. 2006), Chandra (Paredes et al. 2007; Kargaltsev et al.
2014), ASCA (Leahy et al. 1997), ROSAT (Taylor et al. 1996) and
Einstein (Bignami et al. 1981) were in general too short to cover
a full single orbit. In 1996, the source was intensively observed by
RXTE for one entire orbital cycle (Harrison et al. 2000). Other au-
thors (Greiner & Rau 2001; Neronov & Chernyakova 2007) analyzed
the same data set and found that the energy spectrum could be fitted
properly by a simple, relatively hard, absorbed power law, suggesting
an underlying non-thermal X-ray emission mechanism. Smith et al.
(2009) analyzed five months of RXTE/PCA observations and found
that the light-curve showed a two-peak profile in the 2-10 keV band,
where the flux and the photon index were anti-correlated. Similar
results were previously reported by Paredes et al. (1997), but using
RXTE/ASM data. Later on, Torres et al. (2010) and Li et al. (2011)
considered respectively 35 and 42 full cycles of the source orbital
motion. They showed that the orbital profile was not stable (meaning
that the phase of the light-curve peak varied over time) and reported a
strong anti-correlation between the X-ray flux and the source photon
index. Together with the X-ray flux modulation, at radio wavelenghts
LS I +61°303 shows periodic radio outbursts (Gregory et al. 1999),
whose phase was also reported to vary periodically with the same
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period as the X-ray peak (Gregory et al. 1999; Jaron & Massi 2013).
More recently, Massi et al. (2020) also performed a campaign of si-
multaneous multi-wavelength observations of the system along one
single orbit, confirming not only the predicted double-peak light-
curve, but also that X-ray dips were coincident with radio and 𝛾-ray
peaks.

There are two main competing scenarios to explain the multi-
wavelength observations of LS I +61°303, with a special focus on
the origin of its non-thermal emission: accretion onto a CO and jet
ejection (i.e., a NS or BH microquasar, as first proposed by Taylor
& Gregory 1982), or the interaction of a pulsar with the wind of the
companion star (first proposed by Maraschi & Treves 1981).

In the microquasar model (see e.g., Bosch-Ramon et al. 2006),
high-energy emission can be produced in jet recollimation shocks
that form when the jet crosses the stellar wind of the companion
(Perucho & Bosch-Ramon 2008; Perucho et al. 2010), or even in
a chain of these type of shocks (López-Miralles et al. 2022), that
could lead to efficient particle acceleration (Rieger et al. 2007) and
synchroton non-thermal emission, inverse Compton and even proton-
proton collisions. In this model, the resolved radio structures and
the flat radio spectrum shown, for example, by Massi et al. (2012)
and Zimmermann et al. (2015), can be interpreted as radio emitting
relativistic jets. Several VLBI images (Hjellming & Johnston 1988;
Massi et al. 2004; Dhawan et al. 2006; Massi et al. 2012; Wu et al.
2018) also show that the jet-like morphology changes from one-sided
to double-sided, compatible with variable Doppler (de)boosting due
to changes in the jet orientation with respect to the line of sight.
The main drawback of this model is that it has not been possible to
confirm any direct proof of accretion in LS I +61°303, like a disk
black-body component in the energy spectrum or a cutoff power-law
spectrum in the high-energy band.

By contrast, Dubus (2006) and Dhawan et al. (2006) interpreted
the one-sided radio jet of LS I +61°303 as the cometary tail resulting
from the interaction between a pulsar wind and the companion wind,
in analogy with the system PSR B1259−63 (Wang et al. 2004) that
hosts a fast-rotating non-accreting NS with strong magnetic fields.
The hypothesis that LS I +61°303 contains a NS with strong magnetic
fields was also proposed by Torres et al. (2012), who reported on a
Swift-BAT detection of a short burst that resembles those generally
labelled as magnetar-like events. More recently, Weng et al. (2022)
found transient radio pulsations of 𝑃 ∼ 296 ms using observations
from the Five-Hundred-meter Aperture Spherical radio telescope.
However, these pulses seem to be faster than the typical spin period
of a magnetar (which usually ranges in the order of several seconds)
and were not present in three out of four observations of the source.

Apart from the source orbital period (𝑃1), LS I +61°303 shows
other periodicities. Massi et al. (2012) first estimated with radio
astrometry a precession period of the radio structure of 27-28 days.
Timing analysis of long-term radio flux data from several archives
has resulted in the detection of a signal with period ∼ 26.9 d (Massi
& Jaron 2013; Massi & Torricelli-Ciamponi 2016; Jaron et al. 2018),
which is close to the orbital period but still significantly different,
and which is in agreement with the previously estimated precession
period of the jet (Massi et al. 2012). Analysis of the VLBI astrometry
has revealed that the core indeed traces an ellipse with a period of
𝑃2 = 26.926±0.005 d (Wu et al. 2018). The same precession period
has also been detected at X-rays (D’Aì et al. 2016) and high-energy
gamma-rays (Jaron et al. 2018, and references therein).

The simplest explanation is that the observed flux density from
a relativistic jet is the product of an intrinsically variable jet and
Doppler boosting towards the observer (Massi & Torricelli-Ciamponi
2014). The radio outburst also exhibits a long-term periodic modu-

lation of 𝑃long = 1667 ± 8 days (Gregory 2002), possibly due to the
beat of the two close periods, 𝑃1 and 𝑃2. Using 6.7 years of data
from the Green Bank Interfermoter (GBI), Massi & Jaron (2013)
suggested that the beating between 𝑃1 and 𝑃2 also leads to a new
apparent periodicity, 𝑃av = 26.70 ± 0.05 days, which is modulated
by 𝑃beat = 1667 ± 393 days and that is not directly detected in the
periodograms (but see also Massi & Jaron 2013 and Ray et al. 1997).

In this paper, we analyse the whole archival RXTE/PCA data of
LS I +61°303. Our main objective is to present a complete study
of the X-ray spectral and fast time variability of the source over the
years of exposure, by means of phase-resolved spectral and timing
analysis for enhanced counts statistics.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2 we describe the
RXTE/PCA observations that we use in this work and the methodol-
ogy we follow to split the dataset into three independent sub-intervals.
We also describe the phase-resolved analysis and the techniques we
employ to produce phase-folded light curves and phase-averaged en-
ergy spectra and power density spectra (PDS) for different phase
bins. In Sec. 3, we discuss the main results of the analysis and we
compare our work with previous results in the X-ray wavelength. In
Sec. 4, we summarize our results and we draw our main conclusions.

2 OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS

We analysed all the available LS I +61°303 X-ray observations per-
formed with the Proportional Counter Array (PCA) instrument (Ja-
hoda et al. 2006) on-board the RXTE satellite. This data set comprises
527 observations covering a broad time interval that extends from
01-03-1996 to 29-12-20111, providing a total exposure of over 850
ks. A light-curve of the source (in units of counts/s) including all the
observations that we considered is shown in Fig. 1 (a) (see Sec. 2.2.1
for details on the light-curve extraction).

2.1 RXTE/PCA periodicity

In order to confirm if the periods introduced in Sec. 1 are also
intrinsic periodicities of our X-ray dataset (for the sake of correctness,
we should not accept a priori that radio and X-rays show exactly
the same orbital modulation), we first produced a Lomb-Scargle
(LS) periodogram (Lomb 1976; Scargle 1989), which is suitable for
detecting and characterizing periodic signals in unevenly sampled
data. Fig. 1 (b) shows the periodogram (LS Power vs. period) for the
data set (dark blue crosses) and for the window function (red crosses).
The latter is computed to determine what features are intrinsic to the
data, and what are instead an artefact introduced by the characteristics
of the window (i.e. the data sampling). The minimum frequency
sampled by the LS periodogram is 𝑓min = 1/(𝑡max − 𝑡min) = 2 ×
10−9 Hz (which corresponds to 𝑃 ≈ 5781 days) and the maximum
frequency is 𝑓max = 3.18 × 10−6 Hz (which corresponds to 𝑃 ≈ 3.6
days). The frequency resolution is Δ 𝑓 = 4 𝑓min (i.e., we use an
oversampling factor of 4). The LS periodogram shows a narrow peak
that we fitted with a Gaussian function as shown in the inset plot in
Fig. 1 (b). The central period of the Gaussian curve is𝑃 = 26.65±0.28
days, where the error corresponds with the Gaussian full width at half
maximum (FWHM).

The LS periodogram is optimized to identify sinusoidal-shaped

1 After a first inspection of the archive, we discarded some observations be-
cause of very short exposures or lack of data. The ObsId of these observations
are: 10172-08-01-00, 93100-01-33-00, 95102-01-54-00 and 96102-01-17-00.
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periodic signals. Essentially, the LS method fits a sinusoidal model
to the underlying data at each frequency, with a larger power re-
flecting a better fit. However, for some signals, the assumption of
stationary sinusoidal models could lead to inaccurate results, besides
the limitation in frequency resolution imposed by the data time cov-
erage. Thus, to confirm the period found in the LS periodogram of
Fig. 1 (b), we repeated the analysis using two complementary statisti-
cal methods: (1) the Phase Dispersion Minimization (PDM) method2

(Stellingwerf 1978, Fig. 1 c) and (2) amplitude maximization with
a sinusoidal fit, which is not shown in Fig. 1. The first technique
finds periodic variations by minimizing the dispersion of the folded
dataset and it is commonly used to analyze time series with gaps,
non-sinusoidal variations, poor time coverage or when the Fourier
techniques lead to wrong solutions. For this particular case, we used
10 phase bins with 5 phase-shifted sets of bins (dark blue line) and
with no phase covers (red line), for comparison. In both cases, the re-
sults obtained are very similar. A Gaussian fit over the phase-shifted
data yields 𝑃 = 26.63 ± 0.26 days, in good agreement with the LS
period. In the second complementary method, we directly searched
for the best sinusoidal fit parameters of the phase-folded light curve
modulation in the period range 26.0 − 28.0 days, using 400 fit tri-
als. Considering the following sinusoid, 𝑦 = 𝑎0 + 𝑎1 sin (𝑎2𝑡 + 𝑎3),
the period that maximizes |𝑎1/𝑎0 | represents the best possible data
modulation. In this case, the peak of the Gaussian fit yields a cen-
tral period P= 26.62 ± 0.30 days, in good agreement with our two
previous estimations.

2.2 Data analysis

We aim to track any possible variation of the spectral and timing
features of the source over 15 years, and hence we phase-folded the
observations with a given X-ray period to increase the signal-to-noise
(S/N) ratio of each phase bin. Assuming no relevant variations occur
at a particular phase, this method allows us to obtain averaged phase
resolved energy spectra and PDS with enhanced statistics.

We divided our data set into three intervals, intended to maintain
a good S/N ratio while we avoid the smearing of any possible long-
term variability. We considered the following subsets: Interval I, that
includes all the March 1996 observations (identified with proposal
number 10172), and Intervals II and III, each including about half of
the remaining observations (covering more than five years in the time
range from 13-10-2006 to 29-12-2011). The number of observations
in each interval, the time covered and the total exposure are listed in
Tab. 1.

The phase associated to any given periodicity 𝑃 is given by
𝜙 = (𝑇REF + 𝑇 − 𝑇0) /𝑃 − int [(𝑇REF + 𝑇 − 𝑇0) /𝑃], where 𝑇0 =

43366.275 MJD is the time of the first radio detection of the source,
𝑇REF = 49353.00069657407 MJD is the RXTE reference epoch and
𝑇 is the spacecraft clock reading (including clock corrections).

Data filtering was performed with the standard criteria typically
applied to RXTE/PCA3, while data analysis was carried out using
HEASoft 6.28. For light-curve extraction (Sec. 2.2.1) and spectral
fitting (Sec. 2.2.3), only data from the Proportional Counter Unit-
2 (PCU-2) was used for the analysis. This is commonly done as
the PCU-2 is the only detector that always kept on along the entire
duration of the RXTE mission.

2 https://pyastronomy.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
pyTimingDoc/pyPDMDoc/pdm.html
3 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/xte/recipes/cook_
book.html
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Figure 1. (a) Total light curve with vertical red dash-dot lines showing the
start and the end of our three subintervals. (b) Lomb-Scargle periodogram.
The LS periodogram shows both the transform of RXTE observations (blue
crosses) and the window function (red crosses). The inset plot shows a zoom
of the periodic signal, where a Gaussian fit of the peak yields P= 26.65±0.28
days. (c) Phase Dispersion Minimization analysis using 10 phase bins with
5 phase-shifted set of bins (red dot line) and with no phase cover (blue dot
line). The peak of the Gaussian fit yields P= 26.63 ± 0.26 days.

2.2.1 Light curves

For each of the three sub-intervals in Tab. 1, we produced a phase-
folded light curve using Standard 2 type data, which is character-
ized by low time resolution (16s) and moderate energy resolution
(< 18% at 6 keV, with 129 energy channels covering the nominal
energy range 2-120 keV). We selected canonical Good Time Inter-
vals (GTI) by choosing the times when the source elevation was
>10◦ and the pointing offset was <0.02◦. We estimated the back-
ground using pcabackest v3.12a and the most recent background
file available on the heasarc website for faint sources 4. Source and
background light curves were then extracted using the ftool (Black-
burn 1995) software package utility saextrct by selecting channels
in the range 4-128 (see the discussion in Sec. 2.2.2 about low energy

4 pca_bkgd_cmfaintl7_eMv20151128.mdl
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Table 1. Main parameters of the three subsets of observations considered in this work. The number of observations of the 1996 campaign is much lower than
Interval II and Interval III, but the total exposure of the subset is comparable within a factor.

Subset Number of observations Start date (ObsId) End date (ObsId) Exposure
Interval I 12 01-03-96 (10172-01-01-00) 30-03-96 (10172-11-01-00) 106 ks
Interval II 255 13-10-06 (92418-01-01-00) 11-06-09 (94102-01-30-00) 397 ks
Interval III 254 14-06-09 (94102-01-31-00) 29-12-11 (96102-01-06-10) 360 ks

channels). We estimated the background-subtracted light curve for
each observation using the ftool routine lcmath. Barycentric cor-
rections were applied using the routine barycorr and the ephemeris
file JPLEPH.430, which contains the most up-to-date solutions as
of the writing of this paper. To fold the light curve in phase, we
calculated the phase for each point in the curve using the period
we measured in Sec. 2.1. For the sake of consistency, and given
the uncertainties of our statistical methods, hereinafter we consider
P= 26.6 days. We have checked that no significant differences in the
phase modulation appears when considering instead the orbital pe-
riod, P1. This procedure was then repeated for all the observations in
the subset to produce one single unbinned phase-folded light curve
for the entire duration of the interval, as shown in the three panels
of Fig. 2. Then, we divided the data into 10 phase bins of width 0.1
(i.e., 2.66 days/bin), and we estimated the mean count rate in each of
them. Outlier points (i.e., detections where the count rate exceeded
more than five times the mean of the light curve) were removed
before rebinning the light curve in phase, since these might affect
the source phase modulation (see, for example, Fig. 2 in Li et al.
2011). These outlying points correspond to short flares that were
previously identified by other authors (see e.g., Smith et al. 2009; Li
et al. 2011). Fig. 2 shows the location of these flares, besides other
random outliers (red points), for each of the three sub-intervals that
we analysed in this paper. Apart from the big flares of Interval II
grouped in the 0.0-0.3 and 0.7-1.0 phase bins, the light curves also
show a few, likely instrumental, smaller deviations that do not appear
to be preferentially observed at any particular phase.

2.2.2 Power density spectra

We used RXTE Good Xenon data mode, which are science event
format files characterized by very high time (∼ 0.95 𝜇s) and energy
resolution (256-channel pass band with energy resolution < 18% at
6 keV). The Good Xenon configurations use two Event Analyzers
(EA) simultaneously to provide detailed spectral and temporal infor-
mation about every event that survives background rejection. Each
EA creates matched pairs of files that we merged with the Perl script
make_se, prioritizing data with a readout time of 16s over 2s, de-
pending on availability. We phase-folded all the observations in the
data set (using the X-ray intrinsic period P = 26.6 days), obtaining
ten different phase bins as described in the previous section. For each
of these bins, we produced a PDS using the custom GHATS pack-
age5. PDS were extracted only for energy channels in the range 8-255
6(< 3.7 keV). We avoided channels 1-7 because we found that its in-
clusion in the timing analysis produced artefacts in the PDS which we
could not mitigate (i.e., PDS were distorted with undesirable drops
near the Nyquist frequency). The effective area of the PCA is small at
these energies, therefore the exclusion of events in these bands does
not change significantly the amount of photons collected, especially
after phase-folding. On the other hand, we also removed sharp drop

5 See http://www.brera.inaf.it/utenti/belloni/GHATS_ Package/Home.html.
6 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/xte/e-c_table.html
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Figure 2. Unbinned phase-folded lightcurve for Interval I (top), Interval II
(middle) and Interval III (bottom). The mean count rate of each interval is
represented with a red solid line. Detections above the red dashed-dot line
(which is placed at five times the average count rate) are not considered for
light curve rebinning. These points could be either real events associated to
the source flaring activity (e.g., the big flares of Interval II) or non-physical
instrumental features that do not show any hint of phase dependency.

outs from the data (that usually appear at the beggining or at the
end of an observation), whose nature is instrumental and not related
with the source. If present, the existence of instrumental drops can
introduce artificial steep features in the low-frequency noise. This
task was performed by a specific selection of GTIs based on three
fundamental steps: (1) first, we selected RXTE standard GTIs us-
ing maketime based on housekeeping information, by choosing the
times when the source elevation was >10◦ and the pointing offset
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was <0.02◦. (2) Secondly, we used a bi-weight algorithm7 to detect
and handle outliers, for which we considered a threshold of ±3.5𝜎bi,
where 𝜎bi is the bi-weight standard deviation. When an outlier is
detected, we remove an interval of ±16 s. around the outlier point.
Intervals with a time length lower than the previous threshold of 16 s.
were automatically discarded. (3) Finally, we used the ftools utility
ftmgtime to merge by intersection the GTI files obtained in the two
previous steps.

All event files and GTIs were barycenter corrected with the ftool
utility fxbary, but no deadtime corrections nor background subtrac-
tions were performed before creating the PDS due to the very low
count rate. Using Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) techniques, we re-
binned the data in time to obtain a Nyquist frequency of 4096 Hz and
we produced PDS for continuous 256-s-long data segments (leading
to a frequency resolution of 1/256 s ≈ 0.004 Hz). For each phase
bin, we averaged all the PDS normalized according to Leahy et al.
(1983) and subtracted the Poisson noise spectrum following Zhang
et al. (1995). Finally, we estimated the PDS root mean squared devi-
ation (rms) in a low frequency (0.006−0.1 Hz) and a high frequency
(0.1 − 512.0 Hz) band as a function of phase, in order to investigate
the variability of the emission. Background count rate was estimated
from the background light curve (see the details on Sec. 2.2.1); for
those phase bins which contained only one observation, the mean
background was calculated as the mean count rate of the background
light curve. For bins including more than one observation, we first
calculated the mean of each individual observation and then, after
checking that no large differences existed in the average background
rates from individual observations, we computed the average and
standard deviation of the bin.

The objective of this analysis is to search for timing features in
the data (i.e., broad-band red noise components, quasi-periodic os-
cillations, etc), for which we aim to maximize the S/N. Therefore,
for this section, we only consider -and thus we only show in the
paper- the PDS calculated with the whole set of observations. The
rms, however, is splitted in the three subintervals of Table 1.

2.2.3 Spectral fitting

We calculated source and background spectra for each individual ob-
servation using the ftools utility saextrct using Standard 2 data,
applying the same GTIs described in Section 2.2.2. Dead time cor-
rections were applied using the standard RXTE procedures8 v11.7.1
and we averaged the source and background spectra in each of the ten
phase bins using the fortran wrapper addspec v1.4.0 to obtain one
source and one background averaged spectrum per bin. Then, we fit-
ted the background-subtracted spectra between 4 and 30 keV in xspec
v12.11.1 (Arnaud 1996) using three model components: the interstel-
lar photoelectric absorption (tbabs), one power-law (power) to fit
the source signal at low energies and a second power-law (power) to
fit the galactic ridge emission, which is present in all energy spectra
dominating the emission above ∼20 keV (Revnivtsev et al. 2007).
The absorption coefficient 𝑁𝐻 = 7.8 × 1021 cm−2 and the photon
index of the second power-law Γ = 0.0 were frozen before fitting the
model to the spectra. As in the previous section, we only show the av-
eraged energy spectra obtained using the whole set of observations,
although the photon index is also calculated in the three sub-intervals
defined in Tab. 1.

7 The bi-weight algorithm calculates the center and dispersion of a distribu-
tion using bisquare weighting.
8 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/xte/rcrsp

2.3 Results

The main results of our data analysis are shown in Fig. 3 for Inter-
val I (blue circles), Interval II (green squares), Interval III (red up-
triangles), and the total dataset (grey upside-down triangles), which
is also shown for the sake of comparison.

Fig. 3 (a) shows the light curve in units of counts/s as a function
of phase (with respect to the measured period), where error bars
include both the Poisson error and a 2% systematic uncertainty to
account for the low number statistics. We note that Interval I shows
a gap at phase 0.5 − 0.6 because there is no data in the archive for
this particular bin. All light curves show a clear modulation which is
consistent with the orbital periodicity, with the count rate reaching its
minimum in the bin 0.1 − 0.2 for Interval I (1.124 ± 0.045 counts/s)
and Interval III (1.149 ± 0.023 counts/s), and in the bin 0.4 − 0.5
for Interval II (1.182± 0.025 counts/s). Interval I shows a maximum
in the bin 0.4 − 0.5 (2.741 ± 0.068 counts/s), which is shifted in
phase to bin 0.7 − 0.8 for Interval II (2.021 ± 0.031 counts/s) and
Interval III (2.437 ± 0.032 counts/s). For each of these intervals, we
fitted a constant and a single or double sinusoidal function, where
the best fit parameters are given in Tab. 2. The two-wave sinusoidal
function aims to test statistically the accretion models that predicts a
two-peak light-curve, which in this case is more apparent for Interval
I and Interval II. In all three cases, statistics improve significantly by
fitting the light-curve with the sum of two sinusoids, but the goodness
of fit is only statistically acceptable for the double sinusoidal function
in Interval III.

Fig. 3 (b) shows the rms measured for every phase bin as described
in Sec. 2.2.2. Although we calculated the rms in two frequency ranges
(0.006−0.1 Hz and 0.1−521 Hz), we only report the low-frequency
segment since the high-frequency rms is massively dominated by the
instrumental noise of the detectors. There are hints for rms phase
dependency in the three intervals, where the rms maximum always
appears in the bin 0.0 − 0.1. We note, however, that the overall rms
of Interval III is considerably lower than in the other two intervals.
Indeed, in Fig. 3 (b) Interval III rms is displayed multiplied by a
factor 5 to facilitate the inspection of the curve as compared with
the other two intervals. We could not identify a clear reason why the
variability in this interval is overall significantly lower than in the
others, although we speculate that this behaviour could be attributed
to the degradation of the instruments over time. Overall, the bumps in
the rms seems to occur near the minimum of the X-ray flux (or light
curve count rate), although the large uncertainties prevent us to firmly
establish the presence of any statistically significant correlation with
phase. A constant fit gives in this case 𝜒2

𝜈 = 1.62(19) for Interval
I, 𝜒2

𝜈 = 2.35(19) for Interval II and 𝜒2
𝜈 = 2.49(19) for Interval III.

This means that, at least for Interval I (where error bars are larger),
the low-frequency rms is statistically compatible with a constant,
but Interval II and Interval III show weak variability. In order to
investigate the goodness of the correlation between the X-ray flux
and the rms, we have estimated the Spearman’s rank correlation
coefficient (Curran 2014), using data from all intervals together. The
test yields 𝜌 = −0.4, which indicates a weak negative correlation
(see also Fig. 4, top panel), but it can be increased up to 𝜌 = −0.6
considering only data from Interval I (which is however affected by
larger uncertainties).

The X-ray flux (in units of erg/cm2/s), which has been extracted
in the energy range 4.0 − 10.0 keV assuming an error of 10% to
be conservative with the response of the instrument, is shown in
Fig. 3 (c). As expected, the modulation of the flux is consistent with
the count rate modulation seen in Fig. 3 (a) for all intervals. The flux
shows a minimum in the bin 0.1−0.2 (0.59±0.06×10−11 erg/cm2/s)
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Table 2. Best fit parameters of the sinusoid functions used in Fig. 3 (a), where 𝐻 is the vertical shift, |𝑎 | is the wave amplitude, 𝜔 is the angular frequency and
𝜙 is the phase. Sub-indices 1,2 refer to the single and double sinusoids used in the analysis, respectively. Last column shows the 𝜒2

𝜈 for the constant fit.

Fit parameters

Sinusoids 𝐻 𝑎1 𝑤1 𝜙1 𝑎2 𝑤2 𝜙2 𝜒2
𝜈 (dof) 𝜒2

𝜈 (dof) -const.

Interval I (1) 1.74 −0.57 6.52 1.37 - - - 21.55(16) 50.97(19)
Interval I (2) 1.74 −0.60 6.29 1.56 −0.33 12.43 −0.88 10.10(13) −
Interval II (1) 1.52 0.17 6.86 2.21 - - - 26.85(16) 29.95(19)
Interval II (2) 1.53 0.26 12.62 −7.52 0.16 6.39 −3.57 3.05(13) −
Interval III (1) 1.68 0.63 6.13 3.12 - - - 9.80(16) 125.96(19)
Interval III (2) 1.68 0.64 6.25 3.00 0.16 12.44 −8.58 0.87(13) −

and 0.8 − 0.9 (0.58 ± 0.06 × 10−11 erg/cm2/s) for Interval I, in the
bin 0.4 − 0.5 for Interval II (0.66 ± 0.07 × 10−11 erg/cm2/s), and in
the bin 0.1−0.2 for Interval III (0.68±0.07×10−11 erg/cm2/s). The
maximum flux occurs at 0.4−0.5 for Interval I (1.46±0.015×10−11

erg/cm2/s), at 0.7−0.8 for Interval II (1.11±0.11×10−11 erg/cm2/s),
and at 0.8 − 0.9 for Interval III (1.34 ± 0.13 × 10−11 erg/cm2/s). As
in Fig. 3 (a), there is a second peak at bin 0.9 − 1.0 for Interval I
(0.96 ± 0.10 × 10−11 erg/cm2/s) and at bin 0.1 − 0.2 for Interval II
(0.93 ± 0.09 × 10−11 erg/cm2/s), which provides more significance
to the two-peak light-curve modulation.

Fig. 3 (d) shows the evolution of the source photon index as a
function of phase. The photon index is anti-correlated with respect
to both the count rate and the X-ray flux, being maximum near the first
and last bins for our three intervals. This anti-correlation becomes
evident when the photon index is plotted as a function of the flux, as
shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 4. In order to investigate the good-
ness of this correlation, we have also estimated the Spearman’s rank
correlation coefficient, using data from all intervals. The test yields
𝜌 = −0.87, which indicates in this case a strong anti-correlation. The
linear fits to the data have slopes −1 ± 0.3 (𝜒2/dof=6.21/7) for In-
terval I, −0.81± 0.3 (𝜒2/dof=3.85/8) for Interval II and −0.59± 0.2
(𝜒2/dof=7.85/8) for Interval III, such that the slope experiences a
smooth flattening from the former to the latter interval.

In Fig. 5, we show a collection of PDS for the ten phase bins
calculated with the entire data set. Save for low-frequency red noise
below 0.1 Hz, there are no statistically significant features in any of
the PDS we extracted (i.e., other types of broad-band noise or QPOs).
There is only a weak narrow feature that looks more prominent in
the bin 𝜙 = 0.7 − 0.8, at 𝑓 ∼ 0.08 Hz. However, a Lorentzian fit of
the feature gives no statistical significance (𝜎 ∼ 2).

A collection of energy spectra, also for the entire set of observa-
tions, is given in Fig. 6. In the plots, we have represented the two
power-law components (black dashed line) and the combined statis-
tical model (red solid line). In general, energy spectra pertained to
different phase bins do not show significant variations.

3 DISCUSSION

The gamma-ray binary LS I +61°303 has been extensively studied
at different wavelengths since its discovery more than sixty years
ago. However, the nature of the compact object and the reasons for
its peculiar behavior, unique among other galactic binaries, are still
debated.

In this paper, we have analysed all the available RXTE/PCA X-ray
data of LS I +61°303, i.e. over 500 individual observations taken
between 1996 and 2011, in order to investigate the spectral and fast
time variability of the binary. Since LS I +61°303 is a faint source
that shows a clear phase modulation, we performed a phase-resolved
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Figure 3. RXTE/PCA data vs. phase: (a) light curve count rate (counts/s) over-
plotted with the best sinusoidal fitting shown in Tab. 2, (b) low frequency rms
(0.006-0.01 Hz). In Interval III, the rms is multiplied by a correcting factor
of 5 (c) 4-10 keV flux (erg/cm2/s), (d) photon index. There is a gap in Interval
I because of lack of data in the phase bin 0.5 − 0.6.
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Figure 4. Top: Fractional rms in 0.006 − 0.1 Hz vs. 4-10 keV flux. Bot-
tom: Photon index vs. 4-10 keV flux, where data shows a negative strong
correlation.

analysis folding on its intrinsic period to calculate averaged energy
spectra and PDS with enhanced S/N. For the sake of full consistency,
we measured the periodicity in the RXTE/PCA data in order to avoid
biases by adopting previous estimates of the period obtained in other
energy bands, or by other instruments in X-rays. Since significant
time variations in the X-ray modulation have been reported in previ-
ous studies (see e.g., Torres et al. 2010; Li et al. 2011), our analysis
was performed considering three different intervals (see Tab. 1). The
number of divisions, and thus the time length of each interval, aims
to blur any possible trend in the data, but keeping an acceptable S/N
for the analysis, as explained in Sec. 2.

The results of the three timing methods described in Sec. 2.1
are shown in Tab. 3, together with a list of periodicities found in
the literature, at different wavelengths and within the time interval
26-27 days. For each value, we report the energy band, instrument
and statistical method used to determine the period. Even though the
results of Torres et al. (2010) using RXTE/PCA data (i.e., P= 26.68±
0.58 days) and Ray et al. (1997) based on GBI radio observations
(i.e., P= 26.69 ± 0.02 days) are the closest to our central period, all
the results reported in Tab. 3 are compatible with our measurements
within 1𝜎, so we cannot exclude that our period is respectively higher
or lower than the well-defined orbital (Gregory 2002) and precession
periods (Wu et al. 2018). Nevertheless, we note that despite the high
frequency resolution of our dataset, the LS periodogram does not
show a double peak distribution as found in radio (see e.g., Massi
& Jaron 2013) or in hard X-rays from Swift/BAT survey data (D’Aì
et al. 2016).

One interesting outcome of our analysis, shown in Fig. 3, is that the
light curve peak is phase shifted (ΔΦ ∼ 0.3) from Interval I to Interval
II/Interval III. As expected, the same behaviour is seen both in the
light-curve and in the flux. This is consistent with the fact that the X-
ray light-curve modulation changes with time, as previously reported
by other authors (Torres et al. 2010; Li et al. 2011). Using radio data,
Gregory (2002) also reported a super-orbital period in the radio
band, Plong = 1667 ± 8 days (see also Jaron 2021, for a discussion
of this long-term modulation across the electromagnetic spectrum).
Li et al. (2011) could not detect such modulation in the system
flux history, but Li et al. (2012) found evidence for the existence of
this period using the longest RXTE/PCA continuous monitoring of
LS I +61°303. Thus, since we do not apply any specific correction,
it is plausible that the underlying long-term periodicity -if really
present in the X-ray data- phase-shifts the peak of the light curve
from Interval I to Interval II, inasmuch as there is a time gap of 10
years between both intervals. Although the study of the super-orbital
period is beyond the scope of the paper, the LS periodogram does not
show any signal at that period, likely because our dataset is not long
enough to properly sample such a long-term periodicity using Fourier
techniques. Moreover, we have checked that no significant super-
orbital phase modulation appears when folding the light-curve with
this long period using the same methodology described in Sec. 2.2.1

Regarding phase modulation, theory and numerical modelling pre-
dicts two main peaks in the accretion rate of LS I +61°303 (Bosch-
Ramon et al. 2006; Romero et al. 2007), each of which should be
followed (assuming the microquasar model) by an ejection of par-
ticles in the form of a jet that will emit non-thermal synchrotron
radiation. According to the statistical models shown in Tab. 2, all
intervals are better approximated by a sum of two sinusoids. This is
especially relevant for Interval II (where the amplitude of the main
peak at phase 𝜃 = 0.7 is lower than in the other two intervals), while
in Interval I the secondary peak at 𝜃 = 0.95 is narrower. In this case,
the relevance of the secondary peak is supported by a flux local max-
imum (Fig. 3, c) together with a deep of the photon index (Fig. 3, d).
Moreover, the phase shift between the primary and secondary peak
is similar for Interval I and for Interval II, ∼ 0.5. In the X-ray energy
range, the light-curve displayed in Fig. 2 of Smith et al. (2009) using
RXTE/PCA data (taken every other day between 2007 August 28
and 2008 February 2, so it is enclosed in our Interval II) shows a
similar phase modulation and a similar ratio between the amplitude
of the two accretion peaks. Nevertheless, the authors concluded that
there was no statistically strong detection of modulation of the flux
with the orbital phase. Later, Torres et al. (2010) showed that the
two-peak structure evolves into a more clearly visible, single-peaked
light curve analysing individual six month periods that partly cov-
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Figure 5. Leahy normalized poisson noise-subtracted PDS averaged on ten phase bins using the entire X-ray dataset. The signal from the source is significant
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Table 3. Summary of LS I +61°303 periodicities found in the literature in the range 26-27 days for different intruments and energy wave-lengths. For each result,
we show the statistical method by which the periodicity was calculated.

Reference Period (days) Error Energy band Instrument Statistical method
This work 26.65 ±0.28 X-ray RXTE/PCA LS Periodogram

26.63 ±0.26 X-ray RXTE/PCA PDM
26.62 ±0.30 X-ray RXTE/PCA Sinusoidal fit

Jaron et al. (2018) 26.45 ±0.05 𝛾-ray Fermi-LAT LS Periodogram
26.99 ±0.05 𝛾-ray Fermi-LAT LS Periodogram

Leahy (2001) 26.42 ±0.05 X-ray RXTE/ASM Epoch folding
Torres et al. (2010) 26.68 ±0.58 X-ray RXTE/PCA Power spectrum
D’Aì et al. (2016) 26.47 ±0.10 X-ray Swift/BAT LS Periodogram

26.93 ±0.10 X-ray Swift/BAT LS Periodogram
Ray et al. (1997) 26.69 ±0.02 Radio GBI Linear fitting
Gregory (2002) 26.496 ±0.0028 Radio GBI Gregory-Loredo Bayesian
Massi & Jaron (2013) 26.70 ±0.05 Radio GBI (Aparent)
Massi & Torricelli-Ciamponi (2016) 26.496 ±0.013 Radio GBI LS Periodogram

26.935 ±0.013 Radio GBI LS Periodogram
Wu et al. (2018) 26.926 ±0.005 Radio VLBA Pattern alignment
Zamanov et al. (2013) 26.502 ±0.007 Optical H𝛼 RCC/Coude PDM/CLEAN

ered our Intervals II and III. This is also consistent with the fact that
the secondary peak is only marginally detected in the light-curve of
Interval III. Massi et al. (2020) also found the two-peak light curve
analysing Swift-XRT, XMM-Newton and NuSTAR data taken on
July 2017, showing that radio and 𝛾− ray peaks are coincident with
X-ray dips as expected for emitting ejections depleting the X-ray emit-
ting flow. Therefore, RXTE/PCA observations confirm the two-peak
light-curve predicted by previous accretion models for LS I +61°303.
However, our results suggest that either this behaviour is a transient
feature of the source, or the amplitude of the secondary peak varies
with time.

We also confirm the findings of Li et al. (2011), who reported that
the anti-correlation between the flux and the spectral index is an orbit-
associated effect, and that this correlation holds in time in a rather
stable way. The slopes we found for our three intervals are steeper
than the ones reported in Li et al. (2011). A plausible explanation
for such distinction, besides the differences in the dataset, resides
in the different spectral models that we used in this paper; we fitted
the energy spectra between 4 and 30 keV with a combination of two
power laws, while Li et al. (2011) only consider the 3-10 keV energy
range.

Following the approach we described in Sec. 2.2.2, we performed
the timing analysis of the entire LS I +61°303 RXTE/PCA data
in a phase-resolved manner, producing average PDS for a set of
ten bins, in order to investigate the presence of timing features in
the PDS and, particularly, its possible connection with the source
periodicity. We did not split the dataset in the three intervals described
above in an attempt to improve the (limited) S/N in the PDS. The
recent discovery of transient radio pulsations by Weng et al. (2022)
implied the possibility of the detection of pulsations or quasi-periodic
modulations in the X-ray lightcurves. Nevertheless, despite the high-
resolution provided by the RXTE/PCA Good Xenon data, the PDS
shown in Fig. 5 do not exhibit any statistically significant coherent
pulsation, QPO nor other type of broad-band component, aside from
a very weak red noise component at low frequencies. The absence
of timing features in the PDS is consistent with previous studies (see
e.g., Rea et al. 2010, a 95 ks Chandra observation, using the ACIS-S
camera in continuous clocking mode).

According to the literature, there are three potentially interesting
characteristic frequencies to search for timing signals: (I) Weng et al.
(2022) reported the existence of transient radio pulsation from the
direction of LS I +61°303 with a frequency 𝑓 = 3.715 Hz (i.e.,

P= 269.15508± 0.00016 ms), with a significance > 20𝜎. This is the
first statistically significant evidence of pulsations from the source
at any frequency. (II) During a RXTE monitoring of LS I +61°303
and by a spectral analysis of a period of strong variability, Ray &
Jacob M. Hartman (2008) suggested the existence of a strong red-
noise component and an apparent QPO at 𝑓 = 2 Hz (see also, Massi
& Zimmermann 2010). Indeed, Smith et al. (2009) and Li et al.
(2011) presented a detailed timing analysis of the LS I +61°303 main
flares, showing that one of them seemed to reveal a tentative QPO at
𝑓 ∼ 2 Hz. Nevertheless, the authors concluded that the feature was
not statistically significant. (III) Pspin ∼ 11 s ( 𝑓 ∼ 0.09 Hz), which
is the frequency of the neutron star predicted by the Corbet diagram
(Zamanov et al. 2013) and that seems to be valid for wind-fed sources.

Given the detection of a pulsation reported in Weng et al. (2022),
we investigated the PDS feature which is visible in phase 𝜙 = 0.7, at
frequency 0.08 − 0.09 Hz (Fig.5). The fitting of the PDS does not
return any significant narrow component, and therefore we conclude
that this feature is possibly the result of statistical fluctuations.

The rms shows a moderate modulation with the phase, especially
for Interval I and Interval II. In Interval III, the rms also shows a
tentative phase modulation, but the profile is severely flattened with
respect to the first two intervals. As we show in Fig. 3, the rms
maxima coincides with the dips of X-ray flux (and count rate), which
is maximum in the first phase bin for all intervals, and interestingly,
in those bins that gather the largest flares of the source (see Fig. 2).
However, the possibility that the rms is modulated by the presence
of flares seems unlikely, since as described in Sec.2.2.2 outliers
are removed by a specific GTI selection. Our results show that the
rms tend to decrease when the flux increases and vice-versa, which
is typical of accreting systems such as low-mass X-ray binaries,
where higher fluxes corresponds to lower variability levels due to the
increased contribution of non-variable photons from the optically
thick, geometrically thin accretion disc. However, increased fluxes
also correspond to softer spectra in such systems. But in the case of
LS I +61°303, save perhaps for Interval I, higher fluxes correspond
to harder spectra (i.e., lower photon index). This behaviour does
not necessarily exclude the possibility of an accretion disk around
LS I +61°303, but suggests that - if present - the disc around the
compact object in LS I +61°303 must have peculiar properties that
make it different from the discs usually observed in low-mass X-ray
binaries (e.g., it is particularly small compared to the size of the
system, and possibly warped).
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4 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have analysed all the archival RXTE/PCA X-ray data of
LS I +61°303, taken between 1996 and 2011, in order to investi-
gate the rapid X-ray time variability of the source. Using the intrinsic
period found by timing techniques, we performed the phase-resolved
analysis of the data, obtaining a set of phase-bin-averaged energy
spectra and power density spectra. In the following, we summarize
our main conclusions:

• We have searched for the RXTE/PCA intrinsic period using
three independent timing techniques: (1) the LS periodogram, (2)
the PDM method and (3) amplitude maximization with sinusoid
fitting in the time domain. All three methods yielded a period P≈
26.6 ± 0.3 days, compatible within ∼ 1𝜎 with either the orbital
period (P1) and the precession period (P2). Thus, this dataset does
not allow us to distinguish between them. This result is consistent
with previous estimations using RXTE/PCA data.

• The phase-averaged PDS do not show any statistically signifi-
cant periodic or aperiodic signal, aside from a weak red noise compo-
nent at low frequencies (i.e., < 0.1 Hz). The amplitude of such noise
component shows a moderate phase dependence, although no strong
correlation along all phases could be found. Our results also show
that the rms variability tends to decrease when the flux increases,
something which is typical of accreting binary systems. Moreover, in
agreement with previous studies, the flux is anti-correlated with the
photon index, meaning that higher values of rms are also related with
softer spectra. This may indicate the presence of a small accretion
disc in the system.

• The data show a clear phase modulation when folded on the
resolved period. A significant phase shift between the X-ray flux
peak of Interval I and Intervals II/III is evident. Such a shift could be
possibly explained as an effect of a super-orbital periodicity, which
might also underlay the data, albeit not showing clearly enough to be
accounted for in the periodograms.

• In the second interval that we considered for the analysis, we
found a well-resolved two-peak phase-folded light-curve, which is
also hinted on the first one. The absence of a second peak in the
last interval suggests that this feature is either transient or variable in
amplitude, which at times might causes smearing in the light-curve
profile.

• Our timing analysis does not shed light on the nature of the
system, nor on the type of compact object that powers the binary.
Therefore, further observations of LS I +61°303 in the X-ray energy
range are required to investigate the source behavior in deeper detail.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The project that gave rise to these results received the support of a
fellowship from ”la Caixa” Foundation (ID 100010434). The fellow-
ship code is LCF/BQ/DR19/11740030. J.L.M acknowledges addi-
tional support from the Spanish Ministerio de Ciencia through grant
PID2019-105510GB-C31/AEI/10.13039/501100011033. We thank
the anonymous referee for all the constructive comments and sug-
gestions that helped to improve the quality of the manuscript.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The data used in this paper are publicly available in the HEASARC
RXTE archive (https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/xte/
archive.html).The tools used for the data reduction are publicly

available as part of the FTOOLS package (https://heasarc.
gsfc.nasa.gov/ftools/). The codes employed for the data anal-
ysis presented here will be available upon reasonable request to the
corresponding author.

REFERENCES

Abdo A. A., et al., 2009, ApJ, 701, L123
Albert J., et al., 2006, Science, 312, 1771
Arnaud K. A., 1996, in Jacoby G. H., Barnes J., eds, Astronomical Society

of the Pacific Conference Series Vol. 101, Astronomical Data Analysis
Software and Systems V. p. 17

Bignami G. F., Caraveo P. A., Lamb R. C., Markert T. H., Paul J. A., 1981,
ApJ, 247, L85

Blackburn J. K., 1995, in Shaw R. A., Payne H. E., Hayes J. J. E., eds, Astro-
nomical Society of the Pacific Conference Series Vol. 77, Astronomical
Data Analysis Software and Systems IV. p. 367

Bosch-Ramon V., Paredes J. M., Romero G. E., Ribó M., 2006, A&A, 459,
L25

Casares J., Ribas I., Paredes J. M., Martí J., Allende Prieto C., 2005, MNRAS,
360, 1105

Chernyakova M., Malyshev D., 2020, in Multifrequency Behaviour of
High Energy Cosmic Sources - XIII. 3-8 June 2019. Palermo. p. 45
(arXiv:2006.03615)

Curran P. A., 2014, arXiv e-prints, p. arXiv:1411.3816
D’Aì A., Cusumano G., La Parola V., Segreto A., Mineo T., 2016, MNRAS,

456, 1955
Dhawan V., Mioduszewski A., Rupen M., 2006, in VI Microquasar Workshop:

Microquasars and Beyond. p. 52.1
Dubus G., 2006, A&A, 456, 801
Esposito P., Caraveo P. A., Pellizzoni A., de Luca A., Gehrels N., Marelli

M. A., 2007, A&A, 474, 575
Gregory P. C., 2002, ApJ, 575, 427
Gregory P. C., Taylor A. R., 1978, Nature, 272, 704
Gregory P. C., Peracaula M., Taylor A. R., 1999, ApJ, 520, 376
Greiner J., Rau A., 2001, A&A, 375, 145
Harrison F. A., Ray P. S., Leahy D. A., Waltman E. B., Pooley G. G., 2000,

ApJ, 528, 454
Hjellming R. M., Johnston K. J., 1988, ApJ, 328, 600
Jahoda K., Markwardt C. B., Radeva Y., Rots A. H., Stark M. J., Swank J. H.,

Strohmayer T. E., Zhang W., 2006, ApJS, 163, 401
Jaron F., 2021, Universe, 7, 245
Jaron F., Massi M., 2013, A&A, 559, A129
Jaron F., Massi M., Kiehlmann S., Hovatta T., 2018, MNRAS, 478, 440
Kargaltsev O., Rangelov B., Hare J., Pavlov G. G., 2014, Astronomische

Nachrichten, 335, 301
Leahy D. A., 2001, A&A, 380, 516
Leahy D. A., Darbro W., Elsner R. F., Weisskopf M. C., Sutherland P. G.,

Kahn S., Grindlay J. E., 1983, ApJ, 266, 160
Leahy D. A., Harrison F. A., Yoshida A., 1997, ApJ, 475, 823
Li J., et al., 2011, ApJ, 733, 89
Li J., Torres D. F., Zhang S., Hadasch D., Rea N., Caliandro G. A., Chen Y.,

Wang J., 2012, ApJ, 744, L13
Lomb N. R., 1976, Ap&SS, 39, 447
López-Miralles J., Perucho M., Martí J. M., Migliari S., Bosch-Ramon V.,

2022, A&A, 661, A117
Maraschi L., Treves A., 1981, MNRAS, 194, 1P
Massi M., Jaron F., 2013, A&A, 554, A105
Massi M., Torricelli-Ciamponi G., 2014, A&A, 564, A23
Massi M., Torricelli-Ciamponi G., 2016, A&A, 585, A123
Massi M., Zimmermann L., 2010, A&A, 515, A82
Massi M., Ribó M., Paredes J. M., Garrington S. T., Peracaula M., Martí J.,

2004, A&A, 414, L1
Massi M., Ros E., Zimmermann L., 2012, A&A, 540, A142
Massi M., Migliari S., Chernyakova M., 2017, MNRAS, 468, 3689
Massi M., et al., 2020, MNRAS, 498, 3592

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)

https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/xte/archive.html
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/xte/archive.html
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/ftools/
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/ftools/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/701/2/L123
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...701L.123A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1128177
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006Sci...312.1771A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/183595
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1981ApJ...247L..85B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065830
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...459L..25B
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...459L..25B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09106.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005MNRAS.360.1105C
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03615
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014arXiv1411.3816C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2716
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016MNRAS.456.1955D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20054779
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...456..801D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20078334
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...474..575E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/341257
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...575..427G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/272704a0
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1978Natur.272..704G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/307432
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999ApJ...520..376G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20010826
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001A&A...375..145G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/308157
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000ApJ...528..454H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/166318
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1988ApJ...328..600H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/500659
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJS..163..401J
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/universe7070245
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021Univ....7..245J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322557
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...559A.129J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1037
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.478..440J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/asna.201312036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/asna.201312036
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014AN....335..301K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011390
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001A&A...380..516L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/160766
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1983ApJ...266..160L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/303557
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1997ApJ...475..823L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/733/2/89
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJ...733...89L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/744/1/L13
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...744L..13L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00648343
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1976Ap&SS..39..447L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202142968
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...661A.117L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/194.1.1P
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1981MNRAS.194P...1M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201219685
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...554A.105M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322760
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014A&A...564A..23M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201526938
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...585A.123M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200913787
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010A&A...515A..82M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20031760
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004A&A...414L...1M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201118088
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012A&A...540A.142M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx778
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017MNRAS.468.3689M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2623
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020MNRAS.498.3592M


12 J. López-Miralles et al.

Mirabel I. F., 2007, Ap&SS, 309, 267
Neronov A., Chernyakova M., 2007, arXiv e-prints, pp astro–ph/0701144
Paredes J. M., Marti J., Peracaula M., Ribo M., 1997, A&A, 320, L25
Paredes J. M., Ribó M., Bosch-Ramon V., West J. R., Butt Y. M., Torres D. F.,

Martí J., 2007, ApJ, 664, L39
Perucho M., Bosch-Ramon V., 2008, A&A, 482, 917
Perucho M., Bosch-Ramon V., Khangulyan D., 2010, A&A, 512, L4
Punsly B., 1999, ApJ, 519, 336
Ray P. S., Jacob M. Hartman J. M., 2008, The Astronomer’s Telegram, 1730,

1
Ray P. S., Foster R. S., Waltman E. B., Tavani M., Ghigo F. D., 1997, ApJ,

491, 381
Rea N., Torres D. F., van der Klis M., Jonker P. G., Méndez M., Sierpowska-

Bartosik A., 2010, MNRAS, 405, 2206
Revnivtsev M., Vikhlinin A., Sazonov S., 2007, A&A, 473, 857
Rieger F. M., Bosch-Ramon V., Duffy P., 2007, Ap&SS, 309, 119
Romero G. E., Okazaki A. T., Orellana M., Owocki S. P., 2007, A&A, 474,

15
Scargle J. D., 1989, ApJ, 343, 874
Sidoli L., Pellizzoni A., Vercellone S., Moroni M., Mereghetti S., Tavani M.,

2006, A&A, 459, 901
Smith A., Kaaret P., Holder J., Falcone A., Maier G., Pandel D., Stroh M.,

2009, ApJ, 693, 1621
Stellingwerf R. F., 1978, ApJ, 224, 953
Taylor A. R., Gregory P. C., 1982, ApJ, 255, 210
Taylor A. R., Young G., Peracaula M., Kenny H. T., Gregory P. C., 1996,

A&A, 305, 817
Torres D. F., et al., 2010, ApJ, 719, L104
Torres D. F., Rea N., Esposito P., Li J., Chen Y., Zhang S., 2012, ApJ, 744,

106
Ubertini P., Sguera V., Stephen J. B., Bassani L., Bazzano A., Bird A. J.,

2009, ApJ, 706, L7
Wang N., Johnston S., Manchester R. N., 2004, MNRAS, 351, 599
Weng S.-S., et al., 2022, Nature Astronomy,
Wu Y. W., Torricelli-Ciamponi G., Massi M., Reid M. J., Zhang B., Shao L.,

Zheng X. W., 2018, MNRAS, 474, 4245
Zamanov R., Stoyanov K., Martí J., Tomov N. A., Belcheva G., Luque-

Escamilla P. L., Latev G., 2013, A&A, 559, A87
Zhang W., Jahoda K., Swank J. H., Morgan E. H., Giles A. B., 1995, ApJ,

449, 930
Zhang S., Torres D. F., Li J., Chen Y. P., Rea N., Wang J. M., 2010, MNRAS,

408, 642
Zimmermann L., Fuhrmann L., Massi M., 2015, A&A, 580, L2

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10509-007-9459-y
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007Ap&SS.309..267M
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007astro.ph..1144N
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1997A&A...320L..25P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/520674
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJ...664L..39P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20078929
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008A&A...482..917P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201014241
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010A&A...512L...4P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/307341
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999ApJ...519..336P
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ATel.1730....1R
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ATel.1730....1R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/304923
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1997ApJ...491..381R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.16642.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010MNRAS.405.2206R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066850
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...473..857R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10509-007-9466-z
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007Ap&SS.309..119R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20078035
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...474...15R
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...474...15R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/167757
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1989ApJ...343..874S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065933
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...459..901S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/693/2/1621
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...693.1621S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/156444
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1978ApJ...224..953S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/159819
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1982ApJ...255..210T
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1996A&A...305..817T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/719/1/L104
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...719L.104T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/744/2/106
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...744..106T
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...744..106T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/706/1/L7
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...706L...7U
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07806.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004MNRAS.351..599W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-022-01630-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx3003
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.474.4245W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201321991
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...559A..87Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/176111
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1995ApJ...449..930Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17152.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010MNRAS.408..642Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201425545
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...580L...2Z

	Introduction
	Observations and data analysis
	RXTE/PCA periodicity
	Data analysis
	Results

	Discussion
	Summary and Conclusions

