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Jet outflow and gamma-ray emission correlations in S5 0716 +714
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ABSTRACT

Using millimeter-very long baseline interferometry (VDBibservations of the BL Lac object S5 074184 from August 2008 to
September 2013, we investigate variations in the core flasileand orientation of the sub-parsec scale jet i.e. jposéngle. The
y-ray data obtained by tHeermi-LAT (Large Area Telescope) are used to investigate the-bigrgy flux variations over the same
time period. For the first time in any blazar, we report a gigant correlation between theray flux variations and the position angle
(PA) variations in the VLBI jet. The cross-correlation aysas also indicates a positive correlation such that the WiuB4 core flux
density variations are delayed with respect toghmy flux by 82:32 days. This suggests that the high-energy emission isngpmi
from a region located(3.8+1.9) parsecs upstream of the mm-VLBI core (closer to therakbtack hole). These results imply that
the observed inner jet morphology has a strong connectitinthé observeg-ray flares.
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1 1. Introduction erties across the whole electromagnetic spectrum_(Vidatd.
12008; Fuhrmann et &l. 2008; Rani etlal. 2013a,b; LarionoViet a
2013, and references therein). The source has a featungess

o

S The origin of high-energy emission has long been a Kk
question in AGN (Active Galactic Nuclei) physics. A COMiical continuum with the redshift roughly constrained ta th

bination of high-resolution very long baseline interfe®m .0 g 2315 7 < 0.3407 (Danforth et al. 2013); here we used
—try (VLBI) images with broadband flux variability measures,_q 3, (Nilsson et al. 2008). VLBI studies of the source show a
— ments IS a unique way 1o probe the emission meChan'SEb?e-dominatedjet pointing towards the north (Bach et@0D52
> a thef bz?]ses of jets in a sub(;:lashs OfbAGN ’calllled t}Ia?ai??ritzen etal[ 2009), and VLA (Very Large Array) observason

one of whose Jets points towards the observers line of sigiy,y 5 halo-like jet misaligned with it by90® (Antonucci et al.
3 High-resolution mm-VLBI observationsfier a unique possi- [79g¢y The broadband flaring behavior of the source is evee mo
— bility Olf .study|r;]g :]he structural devolubtlonhln the mper: pﬁ_r omplex. The observed flux density light curves very often re

eneray omission repion (e G 1 AEENTER & VATAbg eoob%ﬂ rapid flaring activity superimposed on top of a broad and
d Rani et al. 2013c,b; Marscher et al. 2008; Schinzel et alZ220 ow variability trend|(Rani et al. 2013a; Raiteri el al. 200

Fuhrmann et al. 2014, and references therein).
< Non-radial motion, helical paths of the jet features, cdrve . .

jet structures, and variations in the direction of the irjgeflow  2- OPservations and data reduction
. . l.e. position angle or jet wobbling have often been obseined
— blazars|(Britzen et &l. 2009; Bach etlal. 2005; Rastorgueah e
- [2011;[Lister etall 2013; Molina etlal. 2014). In some cas€®r the jet kinematics study, we used the mm-VLBI data of the
« the inner jet position angle (PA) variations were found tsource observed between August 2008 and September 2013. The
(O correlate with the flux density variations at radio frequer- mm (43 GHz) data were a result of the Boston University

cies (Britzen et al. 2009; Liu et El. 2012) and also with Xgaygroug monthly monitoring program with the Very Long Base-

(Chatterjee et al. 2008). However, a correlation betwgeay line Array (VLBA). The 3 mm (86 GHz) observations were per-

flux and PA variations has not been reported so far. formed using the Global mm-VLBI Array (GM\A. In total, we

In this paper, we report a correlation betweeray flux vari- had observations at 63 epochs over the past 5 years. Data redu

ations with the VLBI core flux density and the direction of théion was performed using the standard tasks of the Astrocami

inner jet flow in the BL Lac object S5 073§14. The mm-VLBI Image Processing System (AIPS) and Difmap_(Shepherd et al.

observations over the past five years were used to investigat [1994). Imaging of the source (including amplitude and phase

correlation. The aim of the study is to provide better carists self-calibration) was performed using t& EAN algorithm

on the location of the high-energy emission region with an erffHogbon1 1974) an@ELFCAL procedures in the Difmap pack-

phasis on the inner jet region kinematics and its correfatith age (Shepherd etlal. 1994). Further details of the data tieduc

the high-energy flux emission. A detailed analysis of the iwhocan be found in Jorstad et al. (2005).

jet kinematics will follow in a subsequent paper.

The BL Lac object S5 0716714 is one of the most inten- * httpy/www.bu.edyblazars
sively studied blazars because of its extreme variabiligpp 2 httpy/www3.mpifr-bonn.mpg.deiv/vibi/globalmnjindex.htm|

2.1. Very Long Baseline Interferometry
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Fig. 1. (a): Position angle (PA) variations in the central regiotthef jet. Fig. 2. (@) : The monthly averageghray flux light curve (blue squares)
The blue circles show the PA calculated using model-fittivigle those  syperimposed on top of the model-fitted PA curve (black el (b) :
estimated directly from clean maps are in red (square syshb@): Gamma-ray photon index versus time.

mm-VLBI core flux density variations (black circles) oveetsame time
period superimposed with the monthly averagerhy flux variations
(blue squares).

777 —

We modeled the observed brightness distribution of theoradi
emission by multiple circular Gaussian components prowgjdi L
positions, flux densities, and sizes of the distinct briglattéires S N #
in the jet using the Difmap package. For all model fits, we used i /yﬁﬁg/\/\ 1
the brightest component as a reference and fixed its posdion B iSSP
(0, 0). The final number of jet components necessary to fit the i ' 1
data were adequately achieved when adding an extra componen
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did not lead to a significantimprovement in the fit. Uncertiam Timelag (days)

o] L B =5 |

of the parameter fits were estimated following Krichbauml.et a
(1998) and Jorstad etlal. (2005).

o
5

2.2. Gamma rays

We employed here the 100 MeV — 300 GeV data of the source
from August 04, 2008 to September 30, 2013, which were ob- 05
served in survey mode by termi-LAT (Large Area Telescope,
Atwood et al. 2009). We analyzed the LAT data using the stan-
dard ScienceTools (software version v9.32.5) and instnimee
sponse function P7TREP_SOURCE. Photons in the Source event
class were selected for the analysis. As the VLBI obsermatioFig. 3. (a): DCF analysis curve of theray flux and PA variations in the
of the source have an average sampling-dfmonth, we pre- inner jet region. The lines show confidence levels as digclss the
ferred a time binning of one month for theray photon flux text. (b): DCF analysis curve between theay and core flux density
light curves. We obtained similar results for weekly binneyfriations. A positive time Igg_lmplles thatray flux variations lead
light curves. The monthly binned light curves of the sourte §0re flux density and PA variations.
E>100 MeV were produced by modelinrg the spectra over each
bin by a simple power law (N No E™, Np : prefactor, and . . .
r: pc))/wer Ia\?v inF()JIex). For t%isf?nal())/sis, we us?ed the unbinn%&ted that the derived position angle values could be infieen
maximum-likelihood algorithml (Mattox et 41. 1996). The &naPY choices made for the fitted Gaussians (e.g. ellipticativsu-
ysis performed in this paper is very similar to that repoited Iar)_and the total number of Gauss!an components in the jeher
Rani et al.[(2013a), to which we refer for details. region. We therefore explored an independent approactefer ¢

) culating the inner jet PA. We determined the inner jet PA ahea
epoch by taking a flux density-weighted PA average of all the
3. Analysis and results clean delta componefitthree times above the image noise level
in the annular region (see Fig. Al). We used the distribution
of the clean delta components around the mean PA axis as un-
To determine the inner jet orientation, we used an annular ggrtainties. The two approaches suggest consistent Paticars
gion up to 0.2 mas from the core at (0,0). We fitted a straiga$ shown in Fid.11 (a).
line between the core and its adjacent component (see Fjg. Al
The PA of this line provided a reasonably good estimate of tBeThe clean delta components represent the de-convolvettbeigs
direction of the inner portion of the jet. However, it sholdd distribution of the source structure
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3.1. Jet orientation variations
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3.2. Gamma-ray flux vs. PA variations tive correlation betweep-ray and core flux density light curves

_ . L with the former leading the latter by 832 days. We note that
To compare the-ray flux variations with the PA variations, Wetor o larger sample of-ray blazars, similar resultg-{ray lead-

plot the two on top of each other (see Hig. 2 a). For a Visugl 1\ radio flares) were recently reported by Fuhrmannlet al
comparison, we divide the whole period into six segments, 3014) \
r

to T6. The inner-jet PA ang-ray flux appear to vary togethe
during T1 and T2. After this, the variations diverge untiI,TE‘g6
when they are again similar. This suggests a relation betwe="[ T r
the two properties of the blazar that is sometimes strongaanc 2 °
other times complex or non-existent. % 4
To quantify the apparent correlation of the PA gnadhy flux Q3
variations, we employed the discrete cross-correlatiorction ER
(DCF) analysis method (Edelson & Krdlik 1988). Figilile 3 (¢'5 1 N
shows the DCF analysis results of the monthly averagealy 8 ob— Rk R S R B AR A o
flux versus the inner jet PA. The DCF curve shows a promine 1000 1?|9i°me1[4joD _21205‘20030%’%22()” 2200 2400 26
peak at 4#22 days. The given uncertainty in the time lag valuc —_— 5 d
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here and in the following Sections is the half-width at thé90 4;[5] | g Te T

point of the best-fit Gaussian function to the DCF curve. Tt 24 + ;Pb —= ]
significance of the DCF analysis was tested using simulstisn | 92 g 3t M 4
discussed in AppendixIA, and the 95, 99 and 99.97% confiderQ o Qr ﬁ
levels are shown in Fid] 3 (a). The simulations imply that tro_o ézﬂ? ]
significance of the measured correlation 8r. Itis importantto Jo1 o= .
note that the PA values are measured by fixing the core posit -04/ 18 R

. N R | n | n | n | n | n | n | O TN T S T [ T N Bt
to (0,0) within a region up to 0.2 mas; consequently, the nlesk -300 -200_-100 ' 0 100 200 300 "0 10 20 30 40 S0 €0 70 80
PA( var)iations can%itherpbe related to the mqm-VLél core/and Timelag (days) Position Angle (degr ee)
the jet flow farther downstream of the core. The observed tir&. 4. (a): Core flux density light curve superimposed on the PAeurv
lag therefore cannot be used for physical calculations, gog (b): The DCF analysis curve of the core flux density vs. PAatasns.
estimate the distance between the two emission regionkgeas(g): core flux density vs. PA plot.
referencgzero point of the PA measurements is arbitrary; but,
importantly they-ray flux variations correlate significantly with
PA variations of the inner jet.

In Fig.[2 (b), we plot they-ray photon indexI() as a func-
tion of time. The main deviations from apparently random-flug\ comparison of the observed core flux density and PA varia-
tuations are seen during T4 and T5. During T4drops from tions is shown in Fig.l4 (a). For a visual comparison, we divid
2.19+0.05 to 1.9a:0.04, and later the spectrum softens to a ph¢he whole period into three segments, Part 1 to 3. The core flux
ton index value= 2.36+0.08 at the end of T5. Since the photorjensity and PA appear to vary together for Part 3, while thie va
index variations cannot be interpreted as purely geonateic ations diverge during Part 1 and 2. The formal DCF analysis of
fects, this suggests that the flux variations are relatetianges all data does not reveal a significant correlation betweerivtio
in both the physical conditions in the plasma and Dopplenbea(see Fig[% b). However, the absence of a significant coivelat
ing. does not rule out a weak correlation, or much more complicate
behavior. The core flux density vs. PA plot (Fig. 4 c) shows a
ring-like pattern with its center at40°, which suggests some
sort of correlation between the two.

3.4. Core flux density vs. PA variations

3.3. Gamma-ray flux vs. core flux density variations

Figure[1 (b) shows the monthly binnedray flux light curve
plotted on top of the mm-VLBI core flux dendfyight curve. ] ] )
For several events, the peak of theay flare appears to coin-4. Discussion and Conclusion
cide with the onset of the radio flare, and to investigate & vH : . :
' ' r analysis suggests a strong correlation between highggn
used the DCF method. The DCF curve (Fig. 3 b) shows a peal%ﬁtission and inner jet morphology. We found a strong correla
82:32 days and a dip ai(29:25) days. The significance of thetion betweeny-ray flux variations and PA variations. The ob-
cross-correlation was tested via simulations as discussec- ..\ ad time lag of 8232 days between-ray and core flux
f'e?/r;[él 'Irnhglgi.rlgu(lgzi’otrr\f Itlﬁgfe?c?rzwr?\/eegfegrtﬁa??:{ ;iCE' (.)nf'gg”%eensity variations places theray emission region upstream of
of both the correlation (at 832 days) and the anti-correlatio the mm-VLBI core by>(3.8+1.9) parsec (deprojected using a

r‘\/iewing angle,0 < 4.9° and apparent jet spee), =10

. 7 . . - s A pparent )
(at—(29:25) days) is-99%. An anti-correlation implies that 5z b et 21 5065). These correlations indicate that firstesom
ray flares lead those at radio wavelengths or vice-versatbath

the maximum of one coincides with the minimum of other. Wé\l’;ange in the jet structure triggersyaay flare, and later the

o . ent has traveled 0.2 mas down the jet, so that either tiR&jet
found that the radio jet flux density further downstream @ th}, . 0en the core and the first jet component changes, ortat tha
core is very faint and does not show any correlated variatitm

they-ray light curve, suggesting that theray flares are not pro- pointthe event has just traveled to the core and caused théaco

duced d ¢ fh This implies that shift in the transverse direction. In a simple scenario, weeld
ucead downstream ot the core. 11is Implies panys are Pro- a1so expect a correlation between core flux density and Fa-var
duced upstream of the core, which is also supported by the p

f®ns in the optically-thin case; however the correlationld be

4 We used a mean value of the measured optically thin spenttakj Weaker for a partially optically-thick core.

amin = 0.4 [Rani et al._2018a) to scale the 3 mm flux density measure- Systematic variations in the orientation of parsec to sub-
ments to those at 7 mm. parsec scale VLBI jets have been observed in many sources
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(e.g. Bach etall_200%5; Lister etlal. 2013; Molina etlal. 2014,
and references therein). The exact origin of these vanatie
not yet clear, although accretion disk precession, orloitat
tion of the accretion system, or instabilities (Magnetaioyd
dynamic (MHD), angbr Kelvin-Helmholtz (KH)) in the jet
flow have all been suggested. The relatively short varighbili
time scales{200 days) involved and the observed non-ballistic
jet motion in S5 0716714 (Bach etall 2005; Britzen et al.
2009) most likely excludes geometric precession due to a bi-
nary black hole. In relativistic jet models_(Blandford & Py
1982;| Blandford & Znajek 1977), spatially bent jets and -eli
cal fluid patterns are a natural consequence of KH-instagsili
(Hardee & Eilek 2011) andr MHD instabilities (Meier et al.
2001). In such ‘magnetic jets’, the helical structure isvied by
a twist of the magnetic filaments through and around the @bnigig, 5. A sketch for the proposed scenario in the BL Lac S5 G718}
jet, which may explain the observed PA variations in the seur (not to scale). The high densipressure regions, shown in light gray
In a tentative model (shown in Figl 5), the obsergyerhy color (superimposed on top of the underlying jet flow, whiglni dark
flux and PA variations can be interpreted as a moving shoeior), brighten relative to other regions of the jet by tresgage of
propagating down a relativistic jet with non-axisymmepies- & moving shock. (a) : case for a strong correlation, and (byveak
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of flow
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sure angbr density gradientpatterns or a shock moving in acorrelation.
bent jet. A moving shock will induce significantly increased

emission at the locations where it intersects with regidrene

ated by Associated Universities, Inc. We would like to th&huck Dermer,

hanced electron density giod magnetic field. The measuredne internal referee for the Fermi-LAT Collaboration, E6c Brown, Andrei

correlations suggest that theray flares precede the mm-VLBI
core flares, and the time lag depends on the physical condliti
of the emission region. Longer time lags can be expected

§0m

Lobanov, Jeremy Perkins, and David Thompson for their Usefygestions and
ments. BR is thankful to Moritz Boeck, S. Vaughan, D. Emawopou-

and |. McHardy for the useful discussion on calculating significance of
elations. We thank the referee for constructive contmen

opacity dfects angbr if the two emission regions are separate

(as shown in Figl]5). Because Doppler boosting is a sensit
function of viewing angle, substantial changes in ampétod

jet emission can be seen by the observer. Correlated vargati
between the-ray emission and orientation of the jet flow is ob
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Appendix A: Testing the correlation significance

The significance of correlations in the DCF analysis wasrdet
mined using simulations. To do so, we first estimated the P¢
(power spectral density) slope of theray light curve follow-
ing/Vaughahn|(2005). The estimated PSD slope for Q716! is
—(0.93:0.24) . The next step is to generate the simulated lig
curves using the PSD slope. One can use the online availe
IDL codell. However, the simulated light curves using this coc:
follow a Gaussian distribution, which is normally not theed#or
the observed light curves because a majority of them are-bu &
like events. This has to be taken into account while estmgati
the correlation significances (see Emmanoulopoulos efaf3 2
for details). We therefore checked the distribution of the o
servedy-ray light curve, and we found that the underlying dis
tribution is similar to a Gaussian one. We generated a sefies
100,000 light curves using the online available IDL codee Tt
next step is to sample the simulated light curves at the sames t
and bin widths as the observations. We cross-correlatesirine
ulatedy-ray light curves with the observed PA curve. Finally
we calculated the distribution of the DCF values as a fumnatio
time lag. For each time delay, we estimated the 0.025 and0.¢
quantiles corresponding to the upper and lower limits oBbi#
confidence bands. However, these confidence levels areebta’
for a single trial i.e. if we already know the time lag betwdlea
two light curves. Since we do not have the time lag infornratic
a priori, we always use a search window depending on the du
tion of observations. To correct for thigfect (called the “look
elsewhere #ect"), one has to include the total number of trials
which is the number of data points in the given search Windc§
(for details see Section 4.1lin Vaughan 2005). For N poihts, t:
confidence levek, is (1 - (1 — €)/N)x100 % i.e. the 95% confi- &
dence level for 10 data points in a given time lag range shioeld £
[1 - (1 - 0.95)10]x100= 99.5% confidence level for a single
data point.
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Fig. A1l. An example of 43 GHz VLBI images of S5 074514
observed on January 10, 2010 resolved with a beam size of
0.1 mas (gray circle in the bottom-left corner of maps). @ant
maps are superimposed with Gaussian model-fit components
(red circles in the top panel) and clean delta components (pl
symbols in the bottom panel). The blue lines mark the inrter je
orientation.
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