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ABSTRACT

We observed 5y—ray loud blazars at redshift greater than 2 with the X—Ralgstmpe
(XRT) and the UltraViolet and Optical Telescope (UVOT) oabi theSwift satellite, and
the Gamma—Ray burst Optical Near—Infrared Detector (GRDINRrument. These observa-
tions were quasi simultaneous, usually within a few houes.4~of these blazars the near—IR
to UV data show the presence of an accretion disc, and we celiddhly estimate its accretion
rate and black hole mass. One of them, PKS 1348+007, was fawardextraordinarily high
IR—optical state, almost two orders of magnitude brightantat the epoch of the Sloan Dig-
ital Sky Survey observations. For all the 5 quasars the phl/parameters of the jet emitting

zone, derived by applying a one—zone emission model, aniéasito that found for the bulk
of othery-ray loud quasars. With our observations we have X-ray datéh€ full sample
of blazars at > 2 present in thd-ermi 2—yrs (2LAC) catalog. This allows to have a rather
complete view of the spectral energy distribution of allthigedshiftFermi blazars, and to
draw some conclusions about their properties, and espealabut the relation between the
accretion rate and the jet power.
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1 INTRODUCTION

High redshift blazars are the most powerful persistentcasjrand
are usually connected with the most massive black holess(Ghi
ellini et al. 2009; 2010a; Volonteri et al. 2011). The Largea
Telescope (LAT) onboard thigermi satellite (Atwood et al. 2009)
and the Burst Alert Telescope (BAT) onboa8diift (Gehrels et al.
2004) have provided tens of detections of blazars at 2 (Abdo

et al. 2010, Ackermann et al. 2011; Ajello et al. 2009, Cusuma
et al. 2010; Baumgartner et al. ZEhOThe combinations of the
two sets of dataJwift+Fermij have allowed to measure the proper-
ties and the bolometric luminosity of the jet non—thermalssion
and to characterize the thermal component emitted by thetme
disc, namely the black hole maa$ and the accretion ratf . It is
found (Ghisellini et al. 2010b; 2011) that in powerful blezblack
hole masses are usually greater thaAM,, with disc luminosi-
ties Lq ~0.1Lga4, jet kinetic powersP; ~ Mc?, with P; tightly
related toLq. This can test jet production models, singez Mc?
requires that we are using another source of energy besides-a
tion, namely we must extract the black hole spin energy (sge e
Tchekhovskaoy, Narayan & McKinney 2011).

* E—mail:gabriele.ghisellini@brera.inaf.it
1 online data in http://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/sestilts/bs58mon/

In order to find the physical parameters of these sources it is
very important to have a good coverage of their spectralggrdis-
tribution (SED), that allows us to constrain the model pagtars.
Moreover, blazars are varying fast (hours to days, espgeithigh
frequencies), and with large amplitudes (even by factorrifare
in the~—ray range, but sometimes even in the optical) implying that
simultaneous observations are needed to well constrainSED.

High redshift blazars are interesting “per se”, since we ldou
like to know if and how the jet properties change with cosrimet
High redshift also usually means larger luminosities anagrs,
and this allows to study the more powerful jets. If dafinea blazar
as a source whose jet is observed with a viewing afgle: 1/T
(T is the bulk Lorentz factor), then there must be ottt similar
objects whose jet is pointing elsewhere and whose flux is dtiam
cally fainter (because of beaming). These misaligned sswshare
all the intrinsic properties of the blazar that is pointingig, includ-
ing the black hole mass. If we are able to estimate it for adlaze
can put very interesting constraints on the density of hddagk
holes of all radio sources in the young Universe (see Votoete
al. 2011).

From thez > 2 blazars detected bHyermiLAT, we have cho-
sen those with no data in the X-ray range (or with only an upper
limit), and have organized a simultaneous observationalpeggn
involving the X—Ray Telescope (XRT) and the UltraViolet aDp-
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Name RA Dec z Lyyx Ly
PKS 0519+01 0522175 +011331 2941 .. 47.
TXS 1149-084 115217.2 084103 2367 47.7
MG2 J133305+2725 133307.5 +272518 2126 ..
PMN J1344-1723 1344144 172340 249 485
PKS 1348+007 135104.4 +003119 2.084 47

Table 1. List of our sourcesL~ 1 refers to the [0.1-10 Ge\j—ray lumi-
nosity in the 1LAC catalog, whild., 2 is the one in the 2LAC catalog, in
units of erg s°1.

tical Telescope (UVOT) onboar8wift (Gehrels et al. 2004) and
the Gamma—Ray burst Optical Near—Infrared Detector (GRDND
instrument (Greiner et al. 2008). The scientific rationateobserv-
ing these blazars at X—ray and IR—optical frequencies ifoiav-
ing. In powerful blazars, the [0.3-10 ke@wiftband is where we
expect the contribution of the inverse Compton emissiomefét.
This is usually made by two components, according if theteday
process makes use of internally produced synchrotron destdms
(Synchrotron Self Compton, or SSC for short) or if the seeds a
produced externally to the jet (External Compton, EC). They
usually characterized by a different spectrum and vaitgliehav-
ior, and the relative importance of the two gives informatim the
magnetic field and the bulk Lorentz factor. In the near IRjaaht
and UV bands, instead, we have the contributions of the ticore
disc and the beamed synchrotron component. If we can dissing
the two contributions then we can estimate the black holesraad
the accretion rate (from the disc emission), and have irdtion of
the value of the magnetic field (from the synchrotron flux).

The starting samples were tRermiLAT detected blazars at
z > 2 present in thd=ermi blazar catalogs after 11 months of op-
erations (1LAC, Abdo et al. 2010) and after 2 years (2LAC, érek
mann et al. 2011). In the 1LAC catalog there are 2 sourcesaxse
by Swiftin 2009 for just a ks, for which we could only derive an
upper limit to the X—ray flux. In the 2LAC catalog there are 8vne
blazars at: > 2 (out of 31) without a proper characterization of
their SED, because of no information on their X-ray flux, ukef
to characterize the jet beamed emission, nor good dataameén
the IR—optical-UV band, useful to derive the thermal (iceration
disc) contribution. These 5 blazars are all at declinatie130°, and
are visible from La Silla, where the GROND instrument opesat
Therefore we organized quasi—simultaneBusftand GROND ob-
serving campaigns for these blazars.

These observations provided us with optical-UV-X-ray in-
formation on the entire high redshFermi sample (“clean” 2LAC

2 GROND OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS

OThe 7-band GROND imager is mounted at the 2.2 m MPG/ESO

a7 7telescope at La Silla Observatory (Chile). GROND is abletio o

' ,servesimultaneouslyn 7 filters, from the NIRK's (2300 nm) to

48:2theg’ band (360 nm). Therefore it nicely complements the UVOT
gfilters, with the bluestq’ andr’) filter overlapping in part with the

reddest andb UVOT filter (and this is useful for cross calibration).
We carried out observations for all sources simultaneoiasly

all7¢',v",4,2,J, H, Ks bands. The log of the GROND obser-

vations and the related observing conditions are reportetab.

The GROND optical and NIR image reduction and photome-
try were performed using standard IRAF tasks (Tody 1998)ilar
to the procedure described in Kriihler et al. (2008). A galmeodel
for the point—spread function (PSF) of each image was coctsil
using bright field stars, and it was then fitted to the pointreeu
When the source field was covered by the SDSS (Smith et al)2002
survey (i.e. PKS 0519+01, PKS 1348+007, MG2 J133305+2725),
the absolute calibration of thg, v/, ', 2’ bands was obtained with
respect to the magnitudes of SDSS stars within the blazal fiel
the other cases (i.e. PMN J1344-1723 and TXS 1149-084}, opti
cal photometric calibration was performed relative to thaegm-
tudes of six secondary standards in the blazar field. Durhr@ p
tometric conditions, a primary SDSS standard field was cleser
within minutes of an observation of the source field. The ioleté
zero—points were corrected for atmospheric extinctionwzset! to
calibrate stars in the blazar field. The apparent magnitoéiése
sources were measured with respect to these secondanastand
For all sources thd, H, K bands calibrations were obtained with
respect to magnitudes of the Two Micron All Sky Survey (2MASS
stars (Skrutskie et al. 2006).

Tab.[3 reports the observed AB magnitudes, not corrected for
the Galactic extinction listed in the last column and takeomf
Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011).

3 SWIFTOBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS

We have analysed th8wift X—Ray Telescope (XRT; Burrows et

al. 2005) and Optical-Ultraviolet Telescope (UVOT; Rom@ial.
2005) data. The data were screened, cleaned and analy$etthevit
software package HEASOFT v. 6.12, with the calibration basa
updated to 22 March 2012. The XRT data were processed with the
standard procedureXXTPIPELINE v.0.12.6). All sources
were observed in photon counting (PC) mode and grade 012 (si
gle to quadruple pixel) were selected. The channels withgbese
below 0.3 keV and above 10 keV were excluded from the fit and the
spectra were rebinned in energy so to have at least 20—-3@sgoein

with z > 2). Tab[1 lists the 5 selected blazars, together with their bin in order to apply the? test. When there are no sufficient counts

~—ray k—corrected luminosities. These are the averagedhsity

we applied the likelihood statistic in the form reported bgs@

over 11 months (1LAC) and 2 yrs (2LAC). For the blazars 1149— (1979). Each spectrum was analysed in XSPEC v. 12.7.1 with an

084 and 1344-1723, present in both catalogs, we give the-corr
sponding two luminosities.

absorbed power law model with a fixed Galactic column derasty
measured by Kalberla et al. (2005). The computed errorgesept

With a good simultaneous coverage from the near IR to X—ray the 90% confidence interval on the spectral parameters4liab.

range, in addition to th€ermi data, we can properly characterize
the SED in order to disentangle the non-thermal jet cortidhu

ports the log of the observations and the best fit resultseoktfray
data with a simple power law model. The X-ray spectra digalay

and the thermal component, to find the black hole mass, the ac-in the SED have been rebinned to ensure the best visualizatio

cretion rate, and the physical jet quantities (magnetid fibulk
Lorentz factor, particle densities and jet power).

We use a flat cosmology witil, = 70 km s Mpc™
=0.3 and the notatio® = 10% Q x in cgs units.

1

UVOT source counts were extracted from a circular region
5"-sized centred on the source position, while the backutavas
extracted from an annulus with internal radius of 7" and alale
outer radius depending on the nearest contaminating soDeta



were integrated with thevotimsum task and then analysed by
using theuvot source task. The observed magnitudes have been
dereddened according to the formulae by Cardelli et al.¢188d
converted into fluxes by using standard formulae and zenmtgoi

As can be seen, the UVOT observations yielded mostly up-
per limits, and very few detections. The listed UVOT and GRIDN
magnitudes do not take into account any difference between t
two instruments, that is however likely, and of the order df-0
0.3 magnitudes (see Rau et al. 2012), especially if the vatens
were not exactly simultaneous, but separated by a few hdles (
maximum separation — two days — occurs for PKS 0519+01).

4 SPECTRAL ENERGY DISTRIBUTIONS AND
MODELLING

In Fig.[1HB we show the spectral energy distribution (SED)wf
sources. We complement our near—simultaneous data witivarc
data taken from NED and ASIFCWe show théeermi/LAT data of
the 1LAC or 2LAC catalogs, but also the average flux corredpon
ing to one month oFermiobservation, starting 2 weeks before and
ending two weeks after the GRONBwiftobserving time.

The adopted model is a one—zone and leptonic model, fully
described in Ghisellini & Tavecchio (2009). The main prajesr
are summarized in the Appendix, mainly to explain the meganin
the parameters listed in TdB. 6 and Tdb. 7.

In brief, the model assumes that the bulk of the jet dissipati
takes place in one zone located at some distdige, from the
black hole. For simplicity, the emitting region is assumphesical
with a radiusR = v Raiss, With ¢ = 0.1. The region is moving
with a bulk Lorentz factof", and is observed under a viewing angle
0. Energetic electrons are injected throughout the sourcetime
equal to the light crossing timg/c, and the particle distribution is
calculated (through the continuity equation) at this tirensid-
ering radiative losses and possible electron—positrongraduc-
tion and their reprocessing. In the following we briefly diss the
guidelines for the choice of the main parameters neededhfor t
model.

4.1 Guidelines for the choice of the parameters

The luminosity of the accretion dise- It can be estimated di-
rectly if the disc is visibleand its spectrum peaks in the observed
frequency range. This occurs for PKS 0519+01, for TXS 1149-
084 and most likely for PMN J1344-1723, even if in this latter
blazar there is a strong “contaminating” synchrotron congu.
The overall luminosityL.q of a standard accretion disc is roughly
twice itsv L(v) peak, therefore we can directly estimdig if we
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applying a typical covering factaf' (namely,C ~ 0.1), we can
estimateLq4. Finally, if no spectrum is available and the thermal
component is completely swamped by the synchrotron flux,ame c
have a (rough) indication dfs1,r through the correlation between
LprLr andL,, as found by Sbarrato et al. (2012a). This has the form

LpLr ~ 4L 1)

Note, however, that sincé, can vary even by two orders of mag-
nitude in the same source, the correlation necessarily hiagea
scatter, making the estimate bfrr (and thus ofL4) uncertain.

Black hole mass— If Lq4 is determined reliably, there is only one
black hole mass value that can fit the flux produced by (a stdhda
accretion disc. In this case the derived mass is robust, aviths-
sociated uncertainty of less than a factor 2 (see Fig. 1 imr8toa
etal. 2012b§4.4 and FiglIL below). IL4 is uncertain, this reflects
also on the uncertainty on the derived black hole mass.

Location of the emitting regior— One of the specific features of
the model is that it calculates the energy densities (magaed
radiative) as a function of the distan&®;ss from the black hole. In
particular, if Raiss < RBLR, the energy density of the line photons
as seen in the comoving frame becomes (up to a factor of order
unity):

F2
T 12n

LpLr

~ [?_ZBLR
AT R%, nc

@)

U]IBLR,
where we have usefpir ~ 1017L3{fs cm, andC = 0.1. A
similar relation holds for the IR radiation reprocessed hwy torus
located at a distanc®ir, hamely whenRgrLr < Radiss < RIr.
This limits Rqjss.

Magnetic field— The magnetic energy density, although is for-
mally a free parameter, must satisfy the Compton to synabmot
luminosity ratio, i.e.Lc/Lsyn = Ul,q/Ug. Ulaq includes both
internally produced radiation (i.e. by synchrotron) andiation
produced externally (directly by the disc or reprocessed! ra+
isotropized by the BLR and the torus).

Bulk Lorentz facto— The value ofl” determines the value of the
radiation energy density of the external seed photond ) and
hence the value of the magnetic field required to have therabde
synchrotron to inverse Compton luminosity ratio. Furthdoima-
tion come from the peak frequencies of the synchrotron avetée
Compton components, that depend also on the break energg of t
electron distribution.

Injected power— The power is injected throughout the source in
the form of relativistic electrons. Through the continugiguation
we calculate the particle distribution as a result of inf@ttcooling

see a thermal peak in the SED. For MG2 J1333+2725 the IR to UV @nd possible pair production. The total injected power hshat

continuum is dominated by the steep tail of the synchrotror, fl
while in PKS 1348+007 we have a hint of the contribution from
the accretion disc from the photometric data of the SDSS tia
tical spectrum is available (as in the case of TXS 1149-081 an
PMN J1344-1723, Shaw et al. 2012), we have additional infor-
mation from the luminosity of the broad emission lines. Tiylo

the templates of Francis et al. (1991) and/or of Vanden Bérk e
al (2001) we can reconstruct, from the luminosity of one oreno
lines, the entire luminosity of the broad line regidizr. Then,

2 lhttp://tools.asdc.asi.it/SED/

the radiation produced by these particles agrees with teergbd
data. The injected distribution is assumed to be a smootiolkein
power law (see Eq.]3 in the Appendix). The resulting distidny
modified by cooling, must agree with the observed slopes.

4.2 Caveats

Within the framework of the adopted model, there is some dege
eracy between a few set of parameters, that can be brokemé so
additional information, besides the SED, is provided. Retance,
the bulk Lorentz factor and the viewing angle, together whthin-
jected power in relativistic particles, can have a rangeasisible


http://tools.asdc.asi.it/SED/
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Name Date Starttime  Exp: opt/IR  Average seeing  Averageassmn
yyyy-mm-dd [UTC] [s] [arcsec]
0519+01 2012-02-26 00:14:00 919/960 0.70 1.18
1149-084 2012-03-20 02:09:51 1501/1200 0.72 1.27
1333+2725 2012-05-09 02:40:11 426/720 1.31 1.83
1344-1723  2012-04-04 08:36:13 919/960 1.32 1.44
1348+007 2012-03-16 05:03:37 3002/2400 1.15 1.26
1348+007 2012-03-18 09:38:11  460/480 1.43 1.61

Table 2. Log of the GROND observations. Exposures refer to optid&/filters while the average seeing is calculated inithband.

Name g’ r! 4 2! J H K Ay

0519+01 20.370.05 19.83-0.05 19.5@-0.05 19.280.05 18.74-0.11 18.54-0.11 18.61%+0.15 0.38
1149-084 19.650.05 19.42-0.06 19.4@0.08 19.04:0.08 18.9A40.11 18.6A40.12 18.24:0.13 0.23
1333+2725 20.380.06 19.82-0.06 19.3%-0.06 19.040.05 18.33:0.10 17.73:0.10 17.44-0.13 0.03
1344-1723 20.680.05 20.26-0.05 19.99-0.05 19.56-0.06 19.01#0.12 18.42-0.12 18.11#0.13 0.37
1348+007 (1) 19.6%0.05 19.25-0.05 18.9&0.05 18.62-0.06 18.25-0.10 17.7%0.10 17.4@:0.12 0.11
1348+007 (2) 20.240.05 19.880.05 19.490.05 19.19-0.06 18.66-0.11 18.2@-0.11 17.76-0.12 0.11

Table 3. Observed magnitudes, not corrected for Galactic foregtaeddening, in the AB system. Errors include systematiée [&st column reports the

value of the Galacticdy, from Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011).

values. If, in addition, we have a limit on the variabilityngéscale

andWMAPsatellites (see also Giommi et al. 2012 for a collection

and/or the superluminal speed, then we can chose a uniqué set of blazar's SED includindg’lanckandWMAPdata). The improved

parameters.

characterization of the SED of these blazars allowed a et

The black hole mass found by fitting a Shakura—Sunjaev disc mate of the physical parameters: we find that although theegal

to the near IR-optical-UV data gives excellent results & filux
at these frequencies is not contaminated by the synchrdiugn
Otherwise, the disc luminosity can be estimated ratherrately
from the observed broad line luminosities, but the blaclelmass
can have a large uncertainty, partly mitigated by assuntiagthe
disc cannot be super—Eddington (thus yielding a lower ltmihe
black hole mass).
Also the derived jet powers bear some uncertainties duevto se

eral unknowns: i) we do not know if charge neutrality is pomd
by protons, or by positrons. Recent studies (Ghisellini &tahio

found now are not very different from what we have guessed be-
fore, the uncertainty is much less.

In general, all the derived parameters are well within tisérdi
butions derived for a large samplegfray loud blazars studied in
Ghisellini et al. (2010a). For all 5 blazars in our sample, ibgion
dissipating most of the flux we see is located at several taatsdr
of Schwarzschild radii from the black hole, with bulk Loreffi&c-
tors in the range 10-15, and small viewing andle & 3°). The
magnetic field is in the range 1-8 Gauss, and the intrinsicepow
injected in the form of relativistic electrons is of the aradé 10**

2010) have shown that a pure pair plasma would suffer a severeerg s'*, as measured in the comoving frame. The black hole mass

Compton drag while crossing the broad line region, limitthg
positron/proton ratio to nearly 20 (in agreement with inelegent
estimates put forward by Sikora & Madejski 2000); ii) we can e
timate the amount aémittingparticles, but there can be additional
particles that are not accelerated, but nevertheles<ipati to the
bulk motion of the jet, hence to its kinetic power; iii) thiesated
magnetic fieldB is the one in the emitting region. If the dissipation
mechanism is magnetic reconnection, itis likely that inehmtting
regionB is smaller than in the surroundings.

Bearing in mind these limitations, we now discuss the plalsic
parameters found by adopting our model.

4.3 Physical parameters

Tab[® lists the parameters of the applied model. It alsortebe
parameters adopted in Ghisellini et al. (2011) for the twarces

in common with that paper. Consider that the SED availabtheat
time of Ghisellini et al. (2011) was largely incomplete,kang the
WISE GROND andSwiftdata. Moreover, also the high frequency
radio coverage has been improved with data provided by ldueck

is aroundM ~ 10° Mg, with a luminosity of the accretion disc
ranging from10*® erg s* (for PKS 1348+007) to~ (2—-3)x 10"°

ergs ! (for PKS 0519+01 and TXS 1149-084). These are all very
typical values for FSRQs. In the following we discuss in mdee

tail individual sources.

4.4 PKS 0519+01

Present in the 2LAC catalog, this-ray blazars had no previous X—
ray information. There is no redshift in NED, the value faromes
from the value listed in the 2LAC catalog, but the spectrurstiis
unpublished. Our observations (and WESEdata) greatly improve
our knowledge of the SED, as shown in Hij. 1, despite the feadt t
for this source, the UVOT data were only upper limits. Not flor
each UVOT upper limit we plot two arrows, corresponding te th
observed datum and the de—absorbed one. The latter is diasve
suming, along the line of sight, an average distributionbsiebing
Ly« clouds (see Fig. 3 in Ghisellini et al. 2010a).

The GROND photometric points allow to determine the peak
of the accretion disc spectrum, hence its luminogigy~ 2 x 10%°
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Name Date Exp. Ng2 r Fx x2 (d.of) Note
yyyy—-mm—dd/UTC) ks cm? 10~13 cgs

0519+01 2012-02-24/01:26 219 1.07e21 %0O@4 3.1 76.28 (95) Cash stat

1149-084 2012-03-19/00:102012-03-20/08:09 17.1 4.75e20 114828 2.5 70.02 (67) Cash stat

1333+2725 2012-05-09/00:692012-05-10/21:16 19.8 1.02e20 1Li8A17 6.65 10.87 (12)

1344-1723  2012-04-03/10:552012-04-04/01:41 149 8.70e20 18¥40 1.5 36.68 (39) Cash stat

1348+007 2012-03-16/04:54 2012-03-18/13:17 17.5 2.22e20 145m26 2.9 82.27 (78) Cash stat

Table 4. Observation log and results of the X—ray analysis of XRT dakee flux F'x is in the [0.3—10 keV] band, it is de—absorbed with the intxiidzi\/'gal
and it is in units ofl0—13 erg cnT 2 s~ 1. Apart from 0519+01, all other sources were observed in tegasions: the listed exposure time is the sum. The

analysis has been performed on the total. All sources bulB-43R5 have been

analyzed with the Cash statistics (Cash G&hrels 1986).

Name v b u uvwl uvm2 uvw?2
0519+01 >19.1 >20.0 >195 >19.6 >21.7 >21.9
1149-084 >19.1 >20.0 >19.7 >20.0 >20.6 >21.8
1333+2725 >19.2 >20.2 20.30.3 20.40.4 19.40.2 19.90.1
1344-1723 >19.0 >20.0 21.6:0.2 >19.9 >20.1 >20.7
1348+007 >19.1 >20.2 >20.8 >21.0 20.3:0.1 >20.8

Table 5.UVOT magnitudes. The magnitude lower limits are at thde&vel.

erg s and black hole mass, that turns out to he = 4.5 x
10°M®. This is the largest value we find for the 5 blazars here
considered. To estimate the uncertainty for this value, kgsvsin
Fig.[d the fit with a black hole mass of 2.25, 4.5 and 9 billiotaso
masses, as labelled, keeping the sdmeThe fit with the largest
mass underestimates the high frequency GROND point, wide t
fit with the lowest mass underestimates all but the high feeqy

In this source th&VISEdata, together with the high frequency
radio data (fromPlanck show a strong synchrotron component,
peaking in the submm range. This is also indicated by the GRON
data, showing un upturn towards the low frequencies. Thisrap
constrains the possible models capable of reproducing ythe s
chrotron peak. The self—absorption frequency of our comngat-
ting zone occurs at 760 GHz (observed frame), making the syn-

GROND fluxes. We can conclude that the mass determination haschrotron component very narrow. We derive a rather largeneig

an uncertainty, in this case, of less than a factor 2.

The bottom panel of Fid.]1 shows the complete SED of the
source together with the model. We show, separately, the syn
chrotron component (solid light green line) the torus+eise
ray corona contribution (black short—dashed line) and tierse
Compton contribution, dominated by scattering with enoissine
seed photons (grey dot—dashed line). The thick (blue) $iokdis
the sum. We show also theermi upper limit on they—ray flux re-
sulting from a month of data centered on the time of $hnéftand
GROND observations (thick red arrow).

4.5 TXS 1149-084

This source has been observed spectroscopically in theabty
Shaw et al. (2012), that reported a luminosifiefy = 2 x 10
erg ') and a FWHM (7200 km ') of the CIV broad emis-
sion line, together with the luminosity of the continuum &85@Q

A (Lisso = 1.3 x 10%erg s'!). These data allowed Shaw et al.
(2012) to estimate a black hole massidf = 2.4 x 10° M, ap-
plying the virial method. Using the template of Francis e{E991)
and Vanden Berk (2001), one can derive the overall lumipaxit
the BLR, Lerr ~ 2 x 10% erg s'! and then a disc luminosity
ten times greater (assuming a covering factor equal to THix
value agrees well with the GRONBwiftdata, from which we de-
termined the peak of the disc component, with = 3.2 x 106
erg s '. Therefore also in this case the black hole mass is well de-
termined, M = 1.5 x 10° M.

field (~8 G), to account for the strength of the synchrotron flux. Ac-
cordingly, also the synchrotron Self Compton flux is not fggle,
and contributes to the soft X—rays (long dashed grey cur¥gn

D).

Also for this source we show tHeermi/LAT upper limit mea-
sured from 1-month of data around the time of ®wift and
GROND observations.

Tab[® lists also the parameters used in Ghisellini et alL120
for which no GROND data were available and there was only an
upper limit to the X—ray flux (shown as a blue arrow in Hig. 2),
implying that the source has brightened in the X—ray bana Th
main differences with those results concern the black halssm
(it was ~3 times greater), the value dt4iss (4 times larger) and
the magnetic field (5.5 times smaller). The previous UVOT dkix
were slightly larger, and in the absence of additional gptiR data
these resulted in an overestimation of the black hole masad
disc luminosity (see Tabkl 6), instead of a larger synchrofhox.
This well illustrates the importance of having a good cogera
the IR-optical, and also some information on the emissinasli
(from Shaw et al. 2012). The better coverage in the near and fa
IR and in the submm range allows to characterize better the sy
chrotron component, while the detection in the X-rays (aua fl
larger than the previous upper limit) allows to determireithpor-
tance of the inverse Compton process (sum of SSC and EC). We
find that the overall SED can be explained assuming a relgtive
strong synchrotron (and SSC) components, consequence afa m
netic field larger than the one assumed in Ghisellini et 81112.
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Name z

Raiss M

RpLr P/ Lq B r Ymax 81 s2

[1] (2] [3] [4] (5] [6] [7] [8] [o] [10] [11] [12] [13]
0519+01 2941 540(400) 4569 486 0011 23.6(0035 1.9 11 503e3 1 25
1149-084 2.367 180 (400) 1.5e9 561 0.01 31.5(0.14) 7.9 15 3000 -1 3.3

720(600) 4e9 849 0015 72(0.12) 139 14 300 3e3 -1 2
133342725 2126 45(1500) 1e8 300 001  9(0.6) 55 13 600 1868 24
1344-1723 2.49 225 (500) 1.5e9 351 0.021 12.3 (0.055) 2.3 134e31 2.3e3 0 2.7

330(1100) 1e9 274 0027 75(0.05) 089 13 1.4e3 8e3 -1 25
1348 high 2.084 60 (500) 4e8 115 8.5e-3 1.3(0.022) 4.5 11 500 .7e34 -1 2.2
1348 low 2.084 96 (800) 4e8 115 2.2e-3 1.3(0.022) 1.3 15 300 3 3e -1 2.5

Table 6. List of parameters used to construct the theoretical SEDalof them are “input parameters” for the modé&liy,r is uniquely determined from
Lq, and the cooling energy. andU’ are derived parameters. Col. [1]: name; Col. [2]: redsi@f). [3]: dissipation radius in units af0'> cm and (in
parenthesis) in units of Schwarzschild radii; Col. [4]:d}#ole mass in solar masses; Col. [5]: size of the BLR in wfit0'5 cm; Col. [6]: power injected in
the blob calculated in the comoving frame, in unitd 6f° erg s™1; Col. [7]: accretion disc luminosity in units a0*° erg s~! and (in parenthesis) in units of
Lgqq; Col. [8]: magnetic field in Gauss; Col. [9]: bulk Lorentz facat Rg;; Col. [10] and [11]: break and maximum random Lorentz fagtfrthe injected
electrons; Col. [12]: and [13]: slopes of the injected etatdistribution [ ()] below and abovey,; For all sources we assumed a viewing arfijle= 3°.
The total X—ray corona luminosity is assumed to be in theedify-30 per cent af 4. Its spectral shape is assumed to be always ! exp(—hv /150 keV).
The parameters in italics refer to the physical quantitiesfl in Ghisellini et al. (2011).

Name logP, logPg logP. logPp, logP;jmin
0519+01 45.00 45.68 44.53 46.94 45.30
1149-084 45.08 46.22 43.93 46.16 45.38
45.47 45.87 43.83 46.24 45.77
1333+2725 45.18 44.58 44.33 45.96 45.48
1344-1723 45.54 45.23 44.07 46.12 45.84
45.66 44.74 44.43 46.03 45.96
1348 high 45.00 44.52 43.96 45.38 45.30
1348 low 44.68 44.12 43.59 45.34 44.98

Table 7. Logarithm of the jet power in the form of radiatiof?(), Poynting
flux (Pg), bulk motion of electronsK.) and protons £, assuming one
proton per emitting electron). The last column lists theimimm jet power,
calculated assuming that the radiation drag of the jet katsebulk Lorentz
factor. This limit corresponds to twice the radiated powerPowers are in
erg s~1. The parameters in italics refer to the physical quantiibeesd in
Ghisellini et al. (2011).

4.6 MG2J133305+2725

This is a blazar that is present in the photometric opticaBSD
survey (with a magnitude = 20.18), but with no spectroscopic
observations. UVOT detected the source in the bluest filtkts
these frequencies the flux is partially absorbed by intengehya
clouds, whose total optical depth can be roughly calculbedv-
eraging over many line of sights (as done in Ghisellini eRalL0).
There is however a large dispersion around these mean yalugs
for this reason we have indicated, with bars, the possiliigeaf
the de—absorbed UVOT fluxes.

black hole mass we have no strong constraints but a sligteriiag

of the GROND data towards the blue, possibly indicating anmnmp
of the spectrum. If due to the presence of the accretion thisg,
implies a relatively small mass (i.e. a high maximum tempeeg,

so we have chosen an illustrative valueMf = 10% M. For this
mass the disc must emit at 60% the Eddington rate.

A strong synchrotron component implies that the SSC flux can
contribute to the soft X—ray spectrum, as shown in Elg. 3evhi
the EC component dominates the bolometric output as in tier ot
sources.

4.7 PMN J1344-1723

This source has been observed spectroscopically in theabty
Shaw et al. (2012), that derived the luminosity of the ClVdafdine
(Lerv = 10** erg s71), corresponding (using Francis et al. 1991
or Vander Berk et al. 2001), thgrr ~ 10*° erg s'*. Adopting

a covering factoC' ~ 0.1 we then havely ~ 10%¢ erg s*. The
GROND data show a flattening (inF'v') of the spectrum, that we
interpret as the emergence of the accretion disc compo¥iétit.
UVOT we have upper limits in all filters except in the band.
Note that inu the source is already affected by possible absorp-
tion by intervening Ly clouds. In Fig[# both the observed and
the de—absorbed flux are plotted. However, we caution alheut t
large uncertainty connected with the use of an averagehiistn

of absorbers along the line of sight. By decomposing thecapti

UV emission with a synchrotron+accretion disc componestde-
rived Lg = 1.2 x 10% erg s7!, in agreement with what is in-
dicated by the CIV broad line. We then derive a black hole mass
M = 1.5 x 10° M. This value is about the same as that derived

The slope defined by the GROND data is steep, not consistentby Shaw et al. (2012) using the virial method, the FWHM of the

with a disc spectrum, that must therefore be hidden by thetai
the synchrotron flux. A strong synchrotron component is éade
needed by thaVISE WMAP and Planck data. However, for the
fit, we have given less weight to tW¢ISEdata, since they are not
simultaneous.

The emission disc component shown in [Eig. 3 is only illustra-
tive, but its luminosity cannot much be less than shown, dube
presence of the broad emission lines that make this blazaR&)s
(but there is no published information on the line strengtay the

CIV broad line (6000 km s') and the continuum luminosity at
1350A (L1350 = 5.9 x 10%erg s1), giving M = 1.3 x 10° Mo.

The WISE data indicate a strong synchrotron component.
However, these data cannot connect smoothly with the GRGRID |
points, strongly suggesting that the synchrotron emisisiorari-
able with a large amplitude. This implies also that the biazs in
a somewhat low state at the epoch of our observations, aritlifor
reason we did not attempt to accurately reproduceytiray flux.

For the model shown in Fi§] 4 we have derived 2.3 Gauss for the
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Figure 1. Top panel: a zoom of the SED of the blazar PKS 0519+01 in the
IR, optical and UV. Light (cyan) arrows are the upper limitadsserved by
UVOT, darker (red) arrows are the same data de—absorbecetpréldicted
amount of Lyx forest absorption along the line of sight (see Ghisellini et
al. 2010a). Triangles (orange) are the GROND data, emptjesirare the
WISE data. We also show three accretion disc models (shshedglines)
with the same accretion luminosity and three different blaole mass,
from 2.25 to 9 billion solar masses (as labelled), togethigh ¥he con-
tribution of the torus emission, emitting in the IR. The tlsiolid (green)
line is the synchrotron component, and the solid (cyan kodexd red) lines
are the sum of the accretion disc+torus+synchrotron fluxeNwatWISE
data are not simultaneous. Bottom: The entire SED of the PKIS-€01, to-
gether with the adopted model. Filled (red) circles are tR& Mata, and the
(heavy) arrow in the/—ray band is the upper limit corresponding to 1 month
of Fermi data centered to thewiftGROND observations, while the other
arrows in they—ray band correspond to data from 2yr integration. Note also
the detection at ~ 1024 Hz. Archival data are form the online service of
ASI Science Data Center (ASDC, green filled circles) and N&mty cir-
cles). Short dashed line: contribution from the accretimt @with a black
hole massM = 4.5 x 10° M), IR torus and corona. Thin solid (green)
line: synchrotron; dot—dashed line: EC component. Solidejpline: sum

of all components.
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Figure 2. Lines and symbols as in Figl 1, for TXS 1149-084. Bottom panel
in this case the SSC component (long dashed grey line) bates to the
soft X—ray flux. The upper limit in X—rays (blue arrow) compesds to an
earlier and very short (1 k§wiftobservation, when the source was detected
in two UVQOT filters as labelled in the top panel [‘"UVOT (preus)’].

magnetic field: with this value the SSC barely contributetbéosoft
X—rays. At higher X-ray energies the flux is completely doetéal

by the external Compton process (with line photons as se€lig)
present set of data can be compared with what was known previ-
ously, and studied in Ghisellini et al. (2011, see their B)jg.One

can appreciate the great improvement, and consequentlymnthe
proved confidence on the derived physical quantities.

4.8 PKS 1348+007

This blazar showed an extraordinary optical flare, as derlwe
comparing the optical SDSS data+£ 22.4) with our GROND and
UVOT data, together with the IR flux seen WISE Fast variability

is present also in our GROND data, taken two nights apartii@ee
[2, Tab[3 and Fid.]5). The source varied by about half a magmitu
in all filters (exceptKs), i.e. by~60% in flux. There is also a hint



8 Ghisellini et al.

T 1T T 7T T 1T T 7T I T 1T T 7T I LI T I T 1T T 7T
46.5 1333+2725 2z=2.126
Tm 46
=11]
f
2
'__I§
2 455
)
o
A
45
1 1 I‘ll I 1 1 1 1 I II,I 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1
13.5 14 14.5 15 15.5 16
Log v [Hz, rest frame]
L | | l E
r 1333+2725 2=2.126 ] 47
= i 4
7] 4
» TR0 | 1 =
E - pO T If/)
9] | & — 46 =)
w o [6 175
L o-13 - 1
. L i
[N | - InY
2 L & — 45 o
§0 ) \ : —
—-14 T . | i
: | ]
L @ —1 44
1 | 1 | -
10 15 20 25

Log v [Hz, observed]

Figure 3. Lines and symbols as in Fif 1, for MG2 J133305+2725. Also
in this case, as for TXS 1149-084, the SSC component coteslio the
soft X—ray flux. The bars in the bluest UVOT filters indicate ghossible
range of intrinsic flux levels: the lowest extremes correspio the detected
flux, and the highest extremes to the flux once de—absorbeebgverage
intervening Lyx absorption as calculated in Ghisellini et al. (2010).

(although marginal) of a “harder when brighter” behaviddmfor-
tunately, there are no SDSS spectra for this source. Congpatir
data with the SDSS photometric data, obtained on May 20, ,2009
the synchrotron emission had to vary by a facte80. As can be
seen in Fig.b, the synchrotron component completely ongstthe
disc emission at the time of our GRONBwift observations. For-
tunately, the SDSS data hint to the presence of an accreison d
through a flat (invF,) slope suggested by the photometric data.
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Figure 4. Lines and symbols as in Figl 1, for PMN J1344-1723.

could be explained in two different scenarios. In the firge can
assume that the jet power is unchanged, but the dissipatpons
varies and is smaller for the high optical state. The magristid,
which should decrease along the jet, is larger for smdllgts,
implying a largerUz. On the other hand, the radiation energy den-
sity of the broad line photons is constant witlgLr, and in the
comoving frame id/s; r ~ I'?/(127) (see Eq. 2). Therefore the
synchrotron to inverse Compton luminosity rafig / Lc changes
for varying Raiss €ven if the jet carries the same amount of power.
In this case the—ray luminosity could remain constant or even de-
crease during an optical flare. Alternatively, the jet powaar vary,
making the opticahndthe v—ray fluxes vary together. In this case

We have assumed that the SDSS fluxes are completely producedan high optical state should be accompanied by a largeay flux.

by the accretion disc, and derived a luminosfty = 1.3 x 10
erg s ! and a black hole masel = 4 x 108 M.

The extraordinary optical variability of PKS 1348+007 ig no
unprecedented, being similar to the optical flare shown b$3€3
in 2005 (Fuhrmann et al. 2006; Pian et al. 2006; Villata e2@06;
Giommi et al., 2006). In principle, these large optical a&tidns

Unfortunately, we do not have information about the high en-
ergy emission for the low optical state of the source, so we ca
not distinguish between these two hypotheses. We have ysimpl
explored the first option, looking for a solution for both tetg
that maintains the total jet power roughly constant. The rtoam-
els shown in Fig[b correspond to the jet emission produced at
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Figure 5. Lines and symbols as in Figl. 1, for PKS 1348+007. Note theslarg
amplitude variability in the optical. The SDSS photomettixes, taken on
May 20, 2009, are a facter30 below the GRONDSwift-WISE data. Fast
variability is present also in our GROND data, taken two tsgiipart (see
Tab[2, TalB).

Raiss = 60 and 96 Schwarzschild radii, with = 11 and 15,
respectively, and with a equal power in bulk motion of thedqmio-
tons. The magnetic field is 4.5 G for the high optical statealten
Ruaiss and smallel’) and 1.3 G. for the low optical state (larger

Ruaiss and larget). The results demonstrate that this case is indeed

possible. Simultaneous observations in the X—rays ancein-thay
range when the source is in a low optical state can indeedeléci
this is what really occurs.

5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

With our SwiftrGROND observational campaign, we have secured
the X—ray coverage for all the blazars at> 2 present on the
“clean” 2LAC catalog. The use of simultaneous GROND &mift
observations were crucial to find the black hole mass andtoor

1043 1044 1045 1046 1047 1048
Ly [erg s7']

Figure 6. The minimum jet powel; ., (top panel) and the total jet power
P; (including one proton per emitting electron), as a functidrthe ac-
cretion luminosityL4. Our sources (black stars) are compared with other
~v-ray loud FSRQs studied previously (BAT> 2: Ghisellini et al. 2010a;
GG10: Ghisellini et al. 2010b; Blue QSOs: Ghisellini et &112; S12: Sbar-
rato et al. 2012a). The blazars studied in this paper lie erbtiik of the
distribution. The minimum jet power is twice the power tha fet spends

to produce the radiation we see (i®, i, = 2P, see text and Ghisellini

& Tavecchio 2010).

rate for 3 out of 5 sources (for MG2 J133305+2725 the synobmot

jet component was too strong to see the accretion disc emissi
and for PKS 1348+007 our observations cought the source in a
very high state, hiding the disc emission that was insteaiblei

by previous SDSS photometric observations). We find thdt bét
andLq4/Lgaq are not extreme, but rather standard for the powerful
FSRQs detected blfermi/LAT. We have shown that the method
of combining broad line luminosities, near IR/optical lurosi-

ties (when the disc is visible), and a standard Shakura & &any
(1973) disc emission model is very powerful to fidd and M.
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With good data, showing the disc emission at its peak, the un- shifts are indeed powerful, but not extreme. Similarlypaiseir
certainty on the black hole mass is less than a factor 2. Shrce  black hole masses are large, but not extreme. This can be con-
blazars here studied ane-ray emitters, we can also robustly con- trasted with high= blazars detected at hard X-ray energies, that
strain the jet power, since the-ray luminosity, in these blazars, is  all have extreme values of the jet power, of the disc luminosity a
almost equal to the bolometric one. We can then study in astobu of the black hole mass. Therefore the hard X-ray bas80(keV)

way the link between the accretion and the jet powers. is more efficient than the—ray band (given the current sensitivi-
In §4.2 we discussed the uncertainties related to the jet power, ties) in finding the most powerful blazars. This is expecteéla so
associated to the unknown proton/lepton ratio. One rolavgen called “blazar sequence” (Fossati et al. 1998; Ghiseltial €1998)

limitis associated t@;, the power that the jet spends to produce the holds even at the highest power, since it predicts that th& fre-
radiation we see. Itis simplf. ~ I'>L,,, (see Appendix), where  quencies of both the synchrotron and the high energy hunifis sh
Ly is the total jet luminosity. Ghisellini & Tavecchio (2010ave to lower values when increasing the bolometric observedrias
discussed the importance of the Compton rocket effect onjethe  ity. At the highest end of the power distribution, the higrergy
when it is crossing the BLR. In the comoving frame of the jeg t peak can shift to sub—MeV energies, implying a large harda}(—r
seed photons are not isotropically distributed. This iegthat also flux and a smallefy—ray flux (with the K—correction working in the
the inverse Compton scattered photons are not isotropicreme same direction).

power is emitted in the forward direction (i.e. along theveloc-

ity direction). The jet then must recoil. If the jet is “hedwy.e.

one proton per electron) the recoil is negligible, but if feeis

made by pairs the effect is very important. The jet halvebut& ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Lorentz factor when there are20 pairs per proton. This corre-

sponds to a power that is roughly equalffa Requiring that the This research has made use of the NASA/IPAC Extragalactic

jetdoes notlecelerate significantly, we end up with a minimum jet Database (NED) which is operated by the Jet Propulsion Izabor

power (corresponding to a minimum amount of protons) that si tory, California Institute of Technology, under contragtivthe Na-
ply is P, min = 2P, O the other hand, if we assume no pairs and tional Aeronautics and Space Administration. Part of thigkais
j,min — T ’

therefore one proton per electron, we have a jet paer based on archival data softwgre or _on—_line services prdigehe
These two quantities are listed in the two last columns of Tab ASI Data Cemef (AS_DC)' This publication makes use_of d__al_)alpr
7. Fig.[® ShowsP, i (top panel) and?; (bottom panel) as a func- uct§ from the Wld.e-flel'd Infrareq Sur.vey Explorer, which i®iamt
tion of Lq for our blazars, where they are compared to other pow- project _Of the University Of Cal_lfornla_, Los Angeles, anc: thet
erful FSRQs that we have analysed in the past. These are the FSPropuIsmn_ Laboratory/ C_allfornla Institute of_T_ectho@mded
RQs atz > 2 detected by the 3 years all sky surveyQWif{BAT by the National Aeronautics and Space Administration. Bitte
(Ajello et al. 2009, these blazars are labelled BA® 2 in Fig.[d funding for GROND (both ha_rdvyare as well as personngl) was ge
and were studied by Ghisellini et al. 2010a); the FSRQs teddzy erously granted from the Leibniz Prize to Prof. G. HasindifG
FermiLAT in the first 3 months of operations (labelled G10; Ghis- grant HA 1850/28-1).
ellini et al. 2010b); the 4 “blue” quasars (FSRQs with a sfreyn-
chrotron component peaking in the optical, labelled “Blus@3”
in Fig.[8, Ghisellini et al. 2012); and all the FSRQs in the LA
sample present also in the SDSS spectroscopic survey |@dbel
S12, Sbarrato et al. 2012a).
Note that:

e Our blazars lie in the bulk of the distribution, with average APPENDIX

values of the jet power and accretion luminosity. o At a distanceR 4. from the black hole of mas#/ the jet dissipates
e The correlation betweef i, andLq (top panel of Fid.B)is  part of its power and injects relativistic electrons throagt the

significantly less dispersed than tie-Lq relation. We re—iterate emitting region, assumed to be spherical, with radius: 1 Raiss,

that P is found considering one proton per emitting electron, o \yith ¥ = 0.1. In the region there is a tangled magnetic fiBldThe

that a non—constant number of pairs per proton could be nsgle relativistic electrons are injected with a smoothly jomibroken
for the larger dispersion. However, we think it is prematordraw power law in energy:

any strong conclusion, given the related uncertainties.

e P, ia is of the same order as,. Given that this jet power is (v/7) ™
alower limit, this suggest that the total jet power can be largentha T+ (y/y)—srtez
Lq. In turn, this suggests that the origin of the jet power canno . o —3q: .

b; accretion only, agl% favours the extr?iction of trjle bFI)adte bpin The energy particle (.j'smbumN(V) _[cm_ 3.] IS _calculat_ed_ sol\_/mg
the continuity equation where particle injection, radiatcooling
and pair production (via the—y — e process), are taken into

energy as the prime movers of the jet power.
e We can compare the < 2 blazar detected bgwiffBAT with . . S
account. The created pairs contribute to the emission.
The injection process lasts for a light crossing tiRgc, and

the blazar in our sample. It is evident that the former havia bo
mg;]if g\r/]vg r;;] ijueettsjiz?r(ijbrl?t(i)orﬁ Ioufn;?\/(;grssficcretlon discs, lgnte we calculateN_(w_) _at t_his time. This assurr_lptior_l comes from the
fact that even if injection lasted longer, adiabatic loss@ssed by
With our observational campaign all tikermi z > 2 blazars the expansion of the source (which is traveling while emiftiand
in the 2LAC catalog have been observed and detected in thethe corresponding decrease of the magnetic field would nfake t
SwiftXRT energy range. This allows us to have a conclusive view observed flux to decrease. Therefore the calculated spemtre-
of the SED of high redshiff—ray blazars. spond to the maximum of a flaring episode.
From our results we conclude thaermi blazars at high red- The total power injected into the source in the form of rel-

QM) = Qo [em™s™] ©)



ativistic electrons isP! = m.c’V [ Q(y)ydy, where V. =
(47 /3) R? is the volume of the emitting region.

The bolometric luminosity of the accretion disclig. Above
and below the accretion disc, in its inner parts, there is ara)X
emitting corona of luminosityLx (it is fixed at a level of 30%
of Lg). Its spectrum is a power law of energy index = 1
ending with a exponential cut &. =150 keV. The specific en-
ergy density (i.e. as a function of frequency) of the disc trel
corona are calculated in the comoving frame of the emittiog,b
and used to properly calculate the resulting External sv&omp-

ton spectrum. The BLR is assumed to be a thin spherical sifell,
radiusReLr = 1017L3{fs cm. We consider also the presence of a

IR torus, at larger distances. The internally produced Issgicon
emission is used to calculate the synchrotron self Com@B&C)
flux. Table® lists the adopted parameters.

The power carried by the jet can be in the form of radiation

(P;), magnetic field Ps), emitting electrons®., no cold electron
component is assumed) and cold protoRs, @ssuming one proton
per emitting electron). All the powers are calculated as

P, = 7RT?Bc U] 4)

whereU] is the energy density of thecomponent, as measured in

the comoving frame.
The power carried in the form of the produced radiatiBn=
T R*T?BcU!, 4, can be re-written as [usifg.,, = L'/ (47 R%c)]:
2 I 1
Pe=Lp =lgm ~ i ©)
wherelL is the total observed non-thermal luminosify {s in the

comoving frame) and’;, , is the radiation energy density produced

by the jet (i.e. excluding the external components). Thiedgsality
assumesg, ~ 1/T".

When calculating®. (the jet power in bulk motion of emitting
electrons) we include their average energy,lie= n.(y)mec?.
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