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Abstract. We present results on the modelling of the ejection of a $upgénal component

in the jet of 3C 111. We propose that the component is gerelaten injection of dense
material followed by a decrease in the injection rate of pdkticles in the jet. Our model
is supported by 1D relativistic hydrodynamics and emissionulations, and is capable
of reproducing the brightness evolution of two featuresreagaled by 15 GHz VLBA

observations. We show that other scenarios, such as amgecoé the Lorentz factor in the
material of the perturbation, fails to reproduce the obsgmvolution of this flare.
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1. Introduction components. The decrease in X-ray emission
. . . may be caused by the loss of the inner regions
Flaring events at radio frequencies are knowgy e gisc. In this scenario, a fraction of the
to take place in Active Galactic Nu_cIe| (AGN)’accreted material is injectea in the jet and a
usu_ally foIIoweq by the observatlon_ of NeWnew component is later observed in VLBI im-
radio features in the parsec-scale jets (€.Gygog after the material becomes detectable at
Savolainen etall_2002). 1t has been showfyg opeerying frequencies, as it evolves down-
that the_ ejection of thc_)se features, Or COMPQraam. The components are interpreted as the
e s e Mot 1 o a0k produced by he clecion of dense
ndgor faster plasma in the flaring event from
3C 1.20 (Marscher etal. 2002), and pe_rha_p[ﬁe accretion discl (Marscher & Gear 1985).
also in 3C 111l/(Marscher 2006). The dips iR congitions for triggering the ejection
X-rays precede the observations of new radigy; e material in those radio features are
still unknown. Hydrodynamical simulations
(Aloy et al.l2003, AO03 hereafter) have shown
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E ) [eet o |3 | §-%. 1 ered after some time. However, in this work we

gz, /’//i 12 = e %i = only focus on the evolution of the strong ejec-

i I | 1 tion and the period before the reestablishment

2| o EREE .1 of the jet flow. Multidimensional simulations

o do7—Tbog 01 —dg7— 1‘99% are out of the scope of this work due to the
Epoch (yr) Epoch (yr) computational #ort required and to the one-

mgimensional character of this problem. The
1simulations have been performed using a nu-
merical code that solves the equations of rela-
tivistic hydrodynamics written in the conserva-
tion form, as described in Perucho et al. (2005)
that such jet perturbations produce a forwardnd Marti et al..(1997).
and a reverse structure, which would be ex- The details of the simulation are given in
pected to be observed as a fast front andthe caption of Figi]2. The top panels in Fig. 2
slower back component. show diferent snapshots of the evolution of the
In the jet of 3C 1114 = 0.049, 1mas= square perturbation injected in a steady flow,
1pc), a very strong flaring event in earlyin pressure, Lorentz factor and specific internal
1996 gave rise to the ejection of two jet feaenergy.
tures observed at 15 GHz with the Very Long  Using the RHD simulations outlined above
Baseline Array (labeled as components E angs input, we have computed the correspond-
F -see Fig[ll and Kadler etial. 2008, KO§ng 1D optically thin radio synchrotron emis-
hereafter). Both component trajectories can bgon as seen by an observer with a line of
back-extrapolated to similar ejection epochsight at 19 to the jet axis (K08). For these
within 3 months (around 1996.10). Howevergomputations, we used the numerical code and
they show diferent speeds and the time evoluthe procedure described in Gomez étlal. (1997)
tion of their brightness is lierent (see Fid.l1): and references therein. This code takes into ac-
whereas the inner component F is initiallcount all the relevant relativistidiects, includ-
brighter (1996.82 and 1997.19) and fades Ohﬂg the light travel time delays.
very rapidly (1997.66 and 1998.18), the lead- |n the simulation (see Fifl 2), tteont re-
ing component E shows a slower decrease Hon includes the leading part of the pertur-
flux density. After 1999, F has disappeared angxtion and is identified with component E in
E evolves accelerating. In Perucho €tlal. (200%08, whereas we define tHading region as
we propose the possibility that these compane rear part of the perturbation and identify it
nents are the front and rear region of a singlgith component F (see Fifl 2). The material in
perturbation. Here we review this result anghe front region, consisting of shocked material
discuss on the problems that other possible sGgom the steady jet and rarefied material from
narios could face. the perturbation separated by a contact discon-
tinuity, shows smaller values for the pressure,
and some acceleration due the propagation in
the lower pression steady jet fluid. The material
We have performed one-dimensional numerin the fading region crosses the receding rar-
cal relativistic hydrodynamics (RHD) simula-efaction that separates it from the front region
tions in which a square perturbation in densitytop panels in Fid.]2) and it is also “eroded” by
is injected into a steady jet, without modifyingthe back rarefaction. Consequently, the front
the initial Lorentz factor, and relaxing the constructure evolves increasing its size as the front
dition that the initial jet flow is reestablishedshock incorporates material from the steady jet
immediately after the perturbation. We haveand the material from the fading region crosses
substituted this by a rarefied flow, representinthe receding rarefaction. Thus, the front region
a reduction of the injection rate. In this pictureconsists of the forward shock structure of the
the original jet injection rates should be recovperturbation (E in Fid.12), and the fading region

Fig. 1. Core distance and flux density evoluti
with time of components E and F in 3C 11
based on the results from KO08.

2. RHD and Emission Simulations
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Fig.2. Snapshots of the evolution (left to right) of a square péxtion injected in a steady jet,
followed by a strong rarefaction. The dotted-light-blugek stand for Lorentz factor, the solid-
dark-blue line stands for pressure and the dashed-reddiaed for specific internal energy. The
simulation is run with 24000 cells; the velocity of the iaitflow is vj = 0.9c; the perturbation
is injected with a density twice that of the jet and veloaify= 0.9c; the rarefied medium is
injected after the perturbation with the same velocity &sittitial flow, and pressure ten times
smaller than that of the initial flow. Please note the charfgeeale in the abcissae. The bottom
panels show the simulated total intensity emission aloadgtaxis at four representative epochs.
The identification of the features in the simulation with teserved components E and F in KO8
is indicated in each panel. A jet width of 100 cells and axiaireetry is used to compute the
emission.

is formed by the remains of the perturbatiomegion isv; ~ O.87c(v‘;bs ~ 1.7¢), both similar
that have not crossed the receding rarefactiaa those found in the observations (K08). We
(F). The synchrotron emissivity (bottom panetemark the fact that the velocity of the material
in Fig.[2) is governed by the jet pressure anih the fading region is faster than that of the re-
hence the emission evolution is very similaceding rarefaction (cf. Figl.2), as expected from
to the pressure evolution of the RHD simulathe explanation in the previous paragraph. We
tions. In the emission results, the front regiomlso point out that the dilute material shown in
(component E) propagates without much flukig.[2 presents a modified velocity due to pas-
density evolution since injection. However, thesage through the reverse shock.
fading structure (component F), which initially A second simulation was performed for a
shows a notably larger flux density than comgster perturbation, with Lorentz factdr =
ponent E, rapidly decreases in emission as thes while keeping the rest of the parameters
receding and back rarefactions erode it. The rgs in the previous simulation. The results (see
verse shock (see AO3) is neither relevant n@erycho et al. 2008) show that the front region
observationally significant in our simulationsof the perturbation is overpressured with re-
as it propagates in a very rarefied medium. Fejpect to the rear region and, thus, the former is
that reason it is not shown in Figl. 2. brighter than the latter, as shown by the emis-
Notice that the Lorentz factor values insion simulations. This is in clear contradic-
Fig.[2 are those corresponding to the fluid. Ition with the observations of the jetin 3C 111
contrast, VLBI observations provide us with(Fig.[d and K08). The dierence is due to the
pattern velocities. In the simulation, the velocstronger front shock produced in this case. Itis
ity of the front shock is measured to be ~ also important to mention that the wave sep-
0.96c(v‘,;bs ~ 3.5¢), whereas that of the fadingarating both regions is now a reverse shock,
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instead of the receding rarefaction shown ion the hypothesis that the injection of bulk
Fig.[2. This is a general result for fast perturparticles in the jet is reduced after the injec-
bations. tion of the perturbation, which could be related
to the processes taking place in the accretion-
. . disk/black-hole system, in the line of the re-
3. Discussion sults in Marscher et &l. (2002), who showed the
In any of the scenarios mentioned abovéXistence of a relation between the processes
the perturbed regions have enhanced emissib#king place in the accretion-disk and the jet
with respect to the underlying jet. However(S€€ Perucho etial. 2008, for discussion on this
only 1) an overpressured perturbation with thESUe)- , _
same Lorentz factor as the underlying flow At present we are following a new radio-
avoids the front region to be brighter fromflare in this source with denser sampling. The
the beginning, and 2) a rarefaction behind th@m is to perform a deeper analysis of the
perturbation avoids the formation of a stron§2'y stages of evolution of the expected radio-
reverse shock behind the perturbation. WitRoMponentsand to compare this evolution with
these restrictions, the second component fadét¢ model presented here.
out rapidly and then the first one dominates t2§5
emission, as observed for components E an om a postdoctoral fellowship of the “Generalitat

in 3C111. i . Valenciana” (“Beca Postdoctoral d’Exdéhcia”).
We note that a denser medium injectegh js supported by an 13P contract with the Spanish
after the perturbation would lead to the for«Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Cientificas”.

mation of a brighter feature behind compomp, IA and JLG acknowledge support by the
nent F, produced by the reverse shock formegpanish “Ministerio de Educacion y Ciencia” and
between the end of the perturbation and thibe European Fund for Regional Development
medium injected afterwards. As stated abovérough grants AYA2007-67627-C03-01 and
this shock appears also in our simulations bftYA2007-67627-C03-03. MK has been supported
it has a negligible fect in terms of emis- by the NASA Postdoctora] I?rogram at the Goddard
sion. Observational support for the inclusion inace Flight Center, administered by the Oak Ridge

this tenuous material in the simulations can b ssociated Universities through a contract with
ASA. YK is a research fellow of the Alexander

fOUf?d in the prominent e_mission gap fO"()Wing/on Humboldt Foundation. We thank J-M Marti and
behind the = complex in 3C 111 (see KO08).; .. Aloy for useful discussion and comments.
New ejection of emitting material is detected

on the time scale of more than 2 years, corre-
sponding to a gap width of up to 2 mas in 199&eferences

fﬂ' fOS)-(;’.Ve have %Xagter?ted tm&‘t:;"f thel Aloy, M.-A., et al. 2003, ApJ, 585, L109 (A03)
llute medium in order to focus on the evoluzo e, 3| et al 1997, Apd, 482, L33

tion of the perturbation alone. However, such Radler M. et al. 2008 ApJ, 680, 867 (K08)
dilute medium (a factor 10 less dense than t arscﬁer”A P .Gear’ WK' 19é5 ApJ, 298
steady jet) is not needed for the conclusions o 114 B o ' ' '

fjhlsdwork to t’iﬁ valid: atdtent?]er ”t‘ed('j“m’tb“t ”n‘aarscher, A.P., etal. 2002, Nature, 417, 625
eraense with respect to the steady jet, wou arscher, A.P. 2006, Astron. Nachrichten,
produce a similar fect, with little emission 327 217

contributed from the reverse shock formed. arti, J.-MB, et al. 1997, ApJ, 479, 151

th Thusa_our result extplalnfhthg e‘.’OILﬁﬁn 0{\D/Ierucho, M., etal. 2005, A&A, 443, 863
ese radio-components on the basis ot € 545z, .o M., et al. 2008, A&A Letters, submit-
nario explained above. From this work, we can

cjenve a recipe for distinguishing betwee_n €€ avolainen, T., et al. 2002, A&A. 394, 851
tion events composed by denser material only

or denser anr faster material. On top of this,
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