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ABSTRACT
In this work, we examine the application of the wavelet transform to the X-ray timing analyses of active galactic nuclei (AGN)
and quasi-periodic eruption sources (QPEs). Several scenarios are simulated to test the effectiveness of the wavelet analysis to
stationary and non-stationary data. We find that the power spectral density (PSD) slope and the nature of the periodic signal can
influence the ability to identify important features in the wavelet power spectrum. In general, weak and transient features can be
discerned, which make the wavelet spectrum an important tool in examining AGN light curves. We carried out a wavelet analysis
to four unique objects: Ark 120, IRAS 13224-3809, RE J1034+396, and the QPE GSN 069. The well-known quasi-periodic
oscillation (QPO) in RE J1034+396 is significantly detected in the wavelet power spectrum. In IRAS 13224-3809, significant
transient features appear during a flare at frequencies coincident with previously detected reverberation signals. Finally, the
wavelet power spectrum of the QPE GSN 069 significantly reveals four persistent signals that exhibit a 3:2 ratio in oscillation
frequencies, consistent with high-frequency QPOs in stellar mass X-ray binaries, but we cannot rule out the possibility this is an
artefact of the calculation.
Key words: galaxies: active — galaxies: individual: Ark 120, IRAS 13224-3809, RE J1034+396, GSN 069 — galaxies: nuclei
— accretion, accretion discs — black hole physics — X-rays: galaxies

1 INTRODUCTION

Active galactic nuclei (AGN) consist of an accretion disk surrounding
a host supermassive black hole (SMBH). The X-rays originate from
a compact corona of hot electrons located close to the black hole. X-
ray radiation from AGN can be extremely variable on all observable
timescales, from hours (e.g. Vaughan et al. 2003; Paolillo et al.
2004; Gallo et al. 2018) to years (e.g. Markowitz & Edelson 2001;
Gonzalez-Martin & Vaughan 2012). This variability provides insight
to the physical processes that power these sources (e.g. Vaughan et al.
2003; Uttley et al. 2014). Current analyses of this variability are
usually based on Fourier techniques like the power spectral density
(PSD) and lag-frequency analysis. Fourier techniques operate in the
frequency domain and provide the average frequency distribution
throughout the entire time series, but there is no time localization.

The Fourier transform assumes a stationary time series. For a
stationary X-ray light curve, the count rate will be log-normally dis-
tributed and exhibit a linear rms-flux relation (Uttley et al. 2005;
Alston 2019). However, there is evidence to suggest that AGN emis-
sion is actually non-stationary (e.g. Gliozzi et al. 2004; Alston 2019).
The defining characteristic of a stationary time series is that all of
its statistical moments are constant (strong stationarity). A weakly
stationary time series implies only the mean and variance remain
constant (the first and second statistical moments). However, be-
cause of the scatter in the statistical moments that are intrinsic to red
noise stochastic processes, different realizations of the same process
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can look very different from one observation to another, even with
identical underlying properties (e.g. the PSD and probability distri-
bution function [PDF]). In a time series analysis, we would like to
infer the underlying physical process and not a single instance of that
process which is affected by its stochastic nature (whether stationary
or not), therefore it is useful to examine the time dependence of the
expectation values of the statistical moments (Vaughan et al. 2003).

Physical changes to the AGN such as changes to the accretion
disk or corona geometry could lead to non-stationarity in the flux
variability (e.g. Alston et al. 2019, Panagiotou et al. 2022). In gen-
eral, a non-stationary process could be attributed to the properties
generating that process being dynamic.

Panagiotou et al. (2022) set out to explain the recent trend of lower-
than-expected correlations between UV and X-ray emissions from the
same object, where a correlation is expected when UV reprocessed
emission from the accretion disk is driven by the X-ray illumination
of the disk from the Comptonized photons of the corona. They discuss
how the cross-correlation function assumes that the input time series
are stationary, as this is what causes a constant lag between the time
series. In their simulations, the reprocessed UV emission depends
on the X-ray emission and a response function which encodes the
processes taking place in the accretion disk. The input parameters
for the simulation correspond to the geometry and physical state of
the AGN. More specifically, the height of the corona above the plane
of the accretion disk (geometry), and the power law for the X-ray
energy spectrum for the corona (physical state). For a static system,
both of these parameters are held constant, and from this a stationary
process would arise as there would be a single response function
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governing the reprocessing. However, when the system is dynamic,
i.e. either the geometry or physical state have some time dependence,
there must be a set of response functions, each corresponding to a
point in the parameter space. Not only would this cause a lower-than-
expected cross-correlation, it would also cause the AGN emission to
be non-stationary.

Wavelet analysis, and more specifically the wavelet transform, can
be thought of as an extension to the Fourier transform where the
frequency decomposition can be carried out as a function of time.
Unlike in the Fourier transform where the time information is lost,
the wavelet analysis combines the time and frequency domains. In
the most general sense, there are two overall types of wavelet trans-
forms: the discrete wavelet transform (DWT), and continuous wavelet
transform (CWT). The DWT is typically used for “practical” appli-
cations such as image processing (e.g. Broughton 1998, Chang &
Girod 2007, Chervyakov et al. 2018); communications (e.g. Akansu
et al. 1998, Saad et al. 2010, Baig et al. 2018); and data compression,
especially in the medical field (e.g. Badawy et al. 2002, Qu et al.
2003, Jha & Kolekar 2021). The CWT is typically used for data anal-
ysis and scientific research such as seismology (e.g. Li et al. 2009,
Karamzadeh et al. 2012, Balafas & Kiremidjian 2015); medicine (e.g.
Bostanov 2004, Cheng et al. 2010, Komorowski & Pietraszek 2016);
finance (e.g. Kristoufek 2013, Olayeni 2016, Tiwari et al. 2016); and
understanding the impact of COVID-19 on the stock market (e.g.
Caferra & Vidal-Tomás 2021, Goodell & Goutte 2021, Umar et al.
2022).

In general astronomy, wavelet analysis has been used to study
chromospheric variations in main sequence stars (Frick et al. 1997);
connecting different solar periodicities to a common physical mech-
anism (Krivova & Solanki 2002); deviations in the vertical structure
of the outer Galactic HI disk (Levine et al. 2006); quasi-periodic pul-
sations of solar flares (Dominique et al. 2018); short-lived, narrow-
banded solar emission peaks (Suresh et al. 2017); and searching for
periodicities in the optical light curves of the blazar S5 0716+714
(Gupta et al. 2008).

In the study of AGN and compact objects, wavelet analysis has
been used to study the characteristic timescales (radio frequencies)
of a large sample of AGN (Hovatta et al. 2008); the X-ray variability
of ultraluminous X-ray sources over large timescales (Lin et al. 2015);
constraining the temperature of the intergalactic medium using high-
redshift quasars (Wolfson et al. 2021); transient quasi-periodic os-
cillations (QPOs) in low-mass X-ray binaries (Chen et al. 2022); the
search for QPOs in the 𝛾-ray light curves of blazars (Ren et al. 2022);
characterizing the X-ray flickering of cataclysmic variables (Anzolin
et al. 2010); and the possible detection of a QPO in the narrow-line
Seyfert 1 galaxy MCG–06–30–15 (Gupta et al. 2018).

Wavelet analysis is relatively underused in the field of AGN X-
ray astronomy. In this paper we will examine the application of the
wavelet transform power spectrum on the X-ray light curves of AGN
and quasi-periodic eruption (QPE) sources. In Section 2, we discuss
the specifics of wavelet transforms. In Section 3, we discuss the
simulations used for testing and in Section 4 we apply the wavelet
analysis to four AGN systems. We discuss and summarise our results
in Section 5.

2 WAVELET TRANSFORMS

The wavelet transform is similar in essence to the Fourier transform
as it calculates the frequencies present in a time series. However,
there is a key difference. The Fourier transform is averaged over the
entire series and all time domain information is lost. On the other

hand, the wavelet transform preserves the timing information and
therefore can be used to identify when specific frequencies appear in
the time series. For a comprehensive review of wavelet transforms,
see Torrence & Compo (1998) and the textbook by Addison (2017).

Similar to how the Fourier transform expresses the time series as
a sum of sines and cosines, the wavelet transform uses basis vectors
known as wavelets or the mother wavelet, denoted by 𝜓(𝑡). The
wavelet undergoes a sequence of two different transformations, one
in translation and the other in dilation. The combination identifies
the different frequencies that are prominent at each point in time.

The wavelet transform does not assume a stationary time series (for
a review of stationarity, see Alston et al. 2019) and, in principle, can
be used on data with uneven sampling (e.g. Foster 1996, Daubechies
et al. 1999, Bravo et al. 2014). Consequently, wavelet analysis should
be ideal to study AGN X-ray light curves. For this work, computations
of the continuous wavelet transform are carried out using the matlab
application called wavelet toolbox.

The wavelet transform 𝑇 (𝑎, 𝑏) of a time series 𝑥(𝑡) is defined as
the integral over all times of the series multiplied by the complex
conjugate of the wavelet basis vector (Addison 2017):

𝑇 (𝑎, 𝑏) = 𝑤(𝑎)
∫ +∞

−∞
𝑥(𝑡)𝜓∗

(
𝑡 − 𝑏

𝑎

)
𝑑𝑡, (1)

where 𝑤(𝑎) is the weighing function. In the wavelet toolbox,
𝑤(𝑎) is chosen such that it uses L1 normalization, which preserves
wavelet power spectrum amplitudes at different frequencies (Misiti
et al. 1996). In other words, with the L1 normalization scaling, the
time series 𝑦(𝑡) = 𝐴𝑖 sin( 𝑓𝑖 𝑡) + 𝐴 𝑗 sin( 𝑓 𝑗 𝑡), will have the wavelet
power spectrum amplitudes proportional as 𝐴𝑖/𝐴 𝑗 for any 𝑓𝑖 and 𝑓 𝑗 .

The parameters 𝑎 and 𝑏 represent the scaling and shifting of the
wavelet basis vector 𝜓, respectively. The scaling parameter is sim-
ilar to the scaling in the Fourier transform, which represents each
frequency component. Therefore 𝑎 can be considered equivalent to
the Fourier frequency. The shifting parameter is not present within
the Fourier transform and represents the time information that is lost
when taking a Fourier transform. Therefore, the shift parameter 𝑏 can
be considered as the time. In practice, the wavelet transform takes
on the form 𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑓 ), that is, a function of time and frequency. For
𝜓 = 𝑒𝑖2𝜋𝑡/𝑎 , Eq. 1 reduces to the Fourier transform.

Typically, the wavelet transform is calculated using a convolution
between 𝑥 and the Fourier transform of 𝜓, denoted as Ψ. The convo-
lution theorem states that the Fourier transform of the convolution of
two vectors is equal to the products of their respective Fourier trans-
forms. This is useful, because convolution takes care of the shifting
aspect of the wavelet transform.

Like the Fourier transform, the wavelet transform is not restricted
to the real numbers, and can exist over the complex numbers. Similar
to how the PSD of a time series is defined by the modulus square of the
Fourier transform (Uttley et al. 2014), the wavelet power spectrum,
𝑊 (𝑡, 𝑓 ), is defined as the modulus square of the wavelet transform
(Torrence & Compo 1998):

𝑊 (𝑡, 𝑓 ) = |𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑓 ) |2. (2)

When calculating the wavelet power spectrum of a time series, a
wavelet basis vector (mother wavelet) must be defined. While this step
may appear arbitrary and could arguably lead to differing results, in
essence it is no different with the Fourier transform because the choice
of the basis functions are the sine and cosine functions (i.e. complex
exponential). The wavelet basis functions are typically orthogonal
and complex.

A commonly used wavelet basis is the Morlet wavelet, which
is a complex exponential multiplied by a Gaussian window. One
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useful aspect of the Morlet wavelet is its symmetry with the Fourier
transform, which is a complex exponential spanning all 𝑡. The Morlet
wavelet at a central frequency of 𝑓0 is defined by Torrence & Compo
(1998) as:

𝜓(𝑡, 𝑓 ) = 𝜋−1/4𝑒𝑖2𝜋 𝑓0𝑡 𝑒−𝑡
2/2. (3)

Another commonly used wavelet basis vector is the generalized
Morse wavelet (Lilly & Olhede 2008), which is defined in the time
domain as:

𝜓𝑃,𝛾 (𝑡) =
1

2𝜋

∫ ∞

0
𝑎𝑃,𝛾 𝑓

𝑃2
𝛾 𝑒− 𝑓 𝛾𝑒𝑖 𝑓 𝑡𝑑𝑓 . (4)

The generalized Morse wavelet is parameterized by the time-
bandwidth (𝑃) and symmetry (𝛾). The parameter 𝑃 controls the
time/frequency variance. A low value results in a wavelet that is
more localized in time and spread out in frequency, while a high
value of 𝑃 results in a wavelet that is more localized in frequency
and spread out in time. In the wavelet toolbox, this parameter can
exist in the range 𝑃 ∈ [𝛾, 120].

The 𝛾 parameter dictates the symmetry of the wavelet about the
central frequency 𝑓𝑐 = (𝑃/𝛾)2/𝛾 . The wavelet is most symmetric
when 𝛾 = 3 (Lilly & Olhede 2008). For this work, 𝛾 is held constant
at 3, and 𝑃 = 60, which is the matlab default value, was used for
each wavelet power spectra unless specified otherwise. The parameter
𝑎𝑃,𝛾 is a normalization constant.

The translation and dilation of the wavelet basis vector is ultimately
what identifies the prominent frequencies at points in time. The
wavelet power spectrum can essentially be thought of as the modulus
square of the inner product between the time series and the wavelet
basis vector at each time–frequency pairing, up to some resolution.

3 SIMULATIONS

To test the effectiveness of wavelet analysis for AGN X-ray light
curves, several investigations are carried out on simulated light
curves. Before presenting specific simulations, we describe how the
light curves are generated and how the wavelet transform can be
examined.

3.1 Method for simulating AGN X-ray light curves

The simulations are based on the method of Emmanoulopoulos et al.
(2013), which uses an iterative method to build off the classic light
curve simulations of Timmer & Koenig (1995), which generates
Gaussian distributed light curves for a given PSD. Emmanoulopoulos
et al. (2013) uses phase and amplitude adjustments to modify the
Timmer & Koenig (1995) light curves, such that their flux can be
described by some specified distribution. This better replicates AGN
X-ray light curves, which typically have fluxes that are log-normally
distributed (Uttley et al. 2005).

The three input parameters in the Emmanoulopoulos et al. (2013)
method are the light curve flux distribution, PSD, and number of
iterations. For the flux distribution, if a simulated light curve was
meant to replicate an observation, the distribution of that observation
was adopted; otherwise, a theoretical log-normal distribution was
used. For the PSD, a simple power law functional form of 𝑃 ( 𝑓 ) ∝
𝑓 −𝛽 , where 𝛽 is the power law slope, was used, with the option to add
in one or multiple Lorentzian profiles to replicate QPOs. For each
simulation, 80 iterations were used as the process typically converges
after ∼ 50 iterations.

Due to the counting nature of AGN X-ray emission, these light
curves are a Poisson process and therefore contain a Poisson noise
component. The Poisson noise component is added to the simulated
light curve 𝑥𝑠𝑖𝑚 by resampling each point at times 𝑡𝑖 from a Poisson
distribution based on the bin size Δ𝑡 (Emmanoulopoulos et al. 2013):

𝑥(𝑡𝑖) =
𝑃𝑜𝑖𝑠(𝜇 = 𝑥𝑠𝑖𝑚 (𝑡𝑖)Δ𝑡)

Δ𝑡
, (5)

where 𝜇 is the mean of the Poisson distribution being sampled. All
of the observed and simulated light curves in this work have a bin
size of 100 s.

3.2 Interpretation of the wavelet power spectrum

One challenge of the wavelet analysis is that the wavelet power spec-
trum is a surface in 3-dimensions and might be more difficult to
quantify than a Fourier transform. Not all features in the image are
necessarily important or significant. Understanding how to interpret
the results correctly, and identify artifacts that arise from either sta-
tistical fluctuations or from the nature of the wavelet transform itself,
is paramount.

The wavelet power spectrum amplitudes are represented in 2-
dimensions as a shade of red. In 3-dimensions these amplitudes are
represented by both a height along an axis orthogonal to the (𝑡, 𝑓 )
plane, as well as the same shade of red used in the 2-dimensional
representation. Due to long tails in the distribution of wavelet power
spectrum amplitudes across the entire (𝑡, 𝑓 ) space and the visual
limitations of using a colour to plot information, the entire range of
wavelet power amplitudes are not represented equally. The “maxi-
mum" colour was cut off at the 97.5th percentile, so any amplitude at
or greater than that percentile shows up as the darkest shade of red,
and/or the highest height. Similarly, the “minimum" percentile was
cut off at the 0.1 percentile.

It is important to note that the wavelet power spectrum amplitudes
(i.e. the colour of red) are relative in each spectrum. One wavelet
power spectrum can not be directly compared to another because the
colours and amplitudes will be different.

3.2.1 Cone of influence

The finite length of the light curves implies that not all frequencies
can be examined with significance at any given time. From the onset
of the observation, higher frequencies can be examined at earlier
times than lower frequencies. As the observation trails off, again the
examination of lower frequencies will have to be concluded prior to
study of the higher frequencies. This produces a so-called cone of
influence (COI) in the time–frequency space of the wavelet power
spectrum, which corresponds to a region where the data can be best
studied (Fig. 1 or any other figure).

There is no precise mathematical definition for the COI, which
depends on the choice of wavelet basis vector.1 In the case of the
generalized Morse wavelet, the COI definition also depends on the
parameters 𝑃 and 𝛾. In the matlab wavelet toolbox implementa-
tion of the generalized Morse wavelet with an input time series, the
COI is defined as a function of frequency and calculated as (Misiti
et al. 1996):

1 For detailed descriptions and definitions of the COI, see Torrence & Compo
(1998), Nobach et al. (2007), and Lilly (2017).
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Figure 1. The wavelet power spectrum of a simulated time series consisting of an underlying red noise continuum, with a Lorentzian component at 2.5 × 10−4

Hz. The generalized Morse wavelet parameters used were {𝛾, 𝑃} = {3, 60}. Left: The shade of red represents the wavelet power. The curved lines in the
upper-right panel defines the cone of influence (COI). The shaded (grey) regions below the COI and above the Poisson noise line mark the frequencies that
should be treated with caution. The regions in the dashed contour lines represent the amplitudes that are significant at the 90% level (𝑆90), and the solid contour
lines are are significant at the 99% level (𝑆99). In the PSD on the left, the vertical line marks the Poisson noise level and the dotted line is the best-fit to the binned
PSD used to estimate the underlying noise in the light curve (lower panel). Right: The 3-dimensional representation of the left panel. The grey surface is the
plane of significance at the 95% level, i.e. 𝑀95. All points of the wavelet power spectrum that are at a greater CWT power (i.e. wavelet power or amplitude) than
𝑀95 are in the region 𝑆95. For both panels, 𝑆 were calculated using 1000 simulated light curves, consisting of a simple power law PSD (without the Lorentzian
component present). Each subsequent wavelet power spectrum plot in this work uses the same generalized Morse wavelet parameters, and respective confidence
levels for the 2-dimensional and 3-dimensional representations. The ‘rms-squared’ normalization (Uttley et al. 2014) was used for each PSD in this work.

COI( 𝑓 ) =
𝑓𝑐𝜎𝑡 ,𝜓

2𝜋𝑆𝑑𝑡
. (6)

Here, 𝑓𝑐 is the central frequency of the generalized Morse wavelet,
which is a function of 𝑃 and 𝛾. The time series bin width is 𝑑𝑡 and
𝑆 is a vector called "samples" which is a function of the time series
length 𝑁 . Each element of 𝑆 takes on an integer value, starting at 1,
stepping to 𝑁/2 at the halfway point, and then stepping back down
to 1. For an even 𝑁 , 𝑆 takes on the values:

𝑆 = (1, 2, ..., 𝑁/2, 𝑁/2, ..., 2, 1), (7)

and for an odd 𝑁:

𝑆 = (1, 2, ..., (𝑁 + 1)/2, ..., 2, 1). (8)

The wavelet standard deviation is defined in Lilly & Olhede (2008)
as:

𝜎𝑡 ,𝜓 = 𝑓𝑐

∫
|Ψ′ ( 𝑓 ) |2𝑑𝑓∫
|Ψ( 𝑓 ) |2𝑑𝑓

(9)

where Ψ( 𝑓 ) is the wavelet basis vector projected to the frequency
domain and Ψ′ ( 𝑓 ) = 𝑑Ψ/𝑑𝑓 . For the generalized Morse wavelet,
this is:

Ψ𝑃,𝛾 ( 𝑓 ) = 𝑎𝑃,𝛾 𝑓
𝑃2
𝛾 𝑒−𝛾 𝑓 . (10)

When plotting the COI of the wavelet power spectrum as an image
projected to 2-dimensional time–frequency space, the regions below
the COI are shaded as a reminder to treat any apparent wavelet peaks
in that region with skepticism, as they could be due to the boundary
effects which arise from the finite time series length (e.g. Fig. 3). The

frequency at which the Poisson noise begins to dominate is calculated
using the Poisson noise power as defined in Uttley et al. (2014). The
region above the Poisson noise level is also shaded to indicate that it
is dominated by noise.

When plotting the wavelet power spectrum as a surface in 3-
dimensional time–frequency–amplitude space, the regions below the
COI and in the Poisson noise are fully subtracted to zero (e.g. Fig. 1).
This is simply done to improve clarity.

3.2.2 Confidence intervals

An important aspect of the wavelet power spectrum, is to deter-
mine intervals in the time–frequency space where the amplitudes of
the wavelet power spectrum are significant. In Torrence & Compo
(1998), a method is outlined to estimate the significant regions, for
Gaussian distributed time series which follow a red-noise distribu-
tion. Since AGN light curves typically have log-normal, or generally
non-Gaussian flux distributions, a Monte Carlo process is adopted in
this work to estimate the significant regions.

The significant regions 𝑆𝛼 (𝑡, 𝑓 ) ∈ 𝑊 (𝑡, 𝑓 ), where 𝛼 is the confi-
dence level, were calculated using light curve simulations described
in Section 3.1. First, an ensemble of light curves 𝑥𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑙𝑒 (𝑡) mim-
icking each observation were simulated. Here, each ensemble con-
sisted of 1000 light curves. The input parameters for these simulations
were: the observed flux distribution; the PSD slope based on a simple
power law fit to the observed binned PSD; the number of data points;
and the light curve duration. From this information, an ensemble
of wavelet power spectra 𝑊𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑙𝑒 (𝑡, 𝑓 ) were calculated from the
simulated light curves. From 𝑊𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑙𝑒 (𝑡, 𝑓 ) and a desired confi-
dence level 𝛼, the 𝛼th percentile can be calculated at each (𝑡𝑖 , 𝑓𝑖).
This set of points forms a “plane of significance” 𝑀𝛼 (𝑡, 𝑓 ) in the 3-
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dimensional plot (right panel of Fig. 1), and the significant region 𝑆𝛼
consists of all the points 𝑊 > 𝑀𝛼. The derived confidence contours
and intervals are shown in Fig. 1 for a simulated time series.

3.3 Simulation tests

A variety of simulations are carried out to determine the effective-
ness of distinguishing and identifying (periodic) signals in AGN light
curves. Here we examine light curves with different power distribu-
tions, periodic signals, and with non-stationary behaviour to better
understand the appearance of the wavelet power spectrum.

3.3.1 Different colours of noise

Light curves with power spectra in the form of 𝑓 −𝛽 are examined
to visualize the effect of different values of 𝛽 on the wavelet image.
AGN commonly have 𝛽 ∼ 2 (red noise), but for simulation purposes
𝛽 ranged from 0 (white noise) to 3 (black noise).

A simulation with 𝛽 = 2 is already shown in Fig. 1. In Fig. 2,
examples with 𝛽 = 0 and 𝛽 = 3 are displayed. There are no true
(periodic) signals in either of these tests.

The random noise in the wavelet power does depend on index 𝛽.
At 𝛽 = 0, much of the random power is evident at high frequencies.
As 𝛽 is increased, the wavelet power amplitudes are skewed towards
lower frequencies where the PSD has more power. This behaviour is
largely expected, but highlights that signal detection may depend on
the underlying power spectrum shape.

3.3.2 Different types of signals

The most basic pure component in a signal would be a perfect sine
wave. The wavelet power spectrum of two sine waves is shown in
Fig. 3 (top panel). Here it can be seen that since there is no variability
in the frequencies present in the signal, a pure sine wave results in a
constant band in the wavelet power spectrum.

In the lower panel of Fig. 3, the wavelet power spectrum for a single
Lorentzian component is shown. Here it becomes evident that even
though the signal is a persistent and single Lorentzian component,
there is still variability in the overall amplitude of the signal since the
Lorentzian does have some “width” to it. Based on the colours in the
wavelet spectrum, the feature appears to fluctuate, despite the fact
that it is persistent in the input PSD. Therefore, due to the random
variability intrinsic to the Lorentzian profile, a persistent peak in the
PSD may not be always appear constant with time in the wavelet
power spectrum.

3.3.3 The effects of count rate and exposure for detecting periodic
signals

Adjusting the average count rate by multiplying the time series by a
constant will not change the relative wavelet amplitudes throughout
the (𝑡, 𝑓 ) space. The absolute amplitudes of both 𝑊 and 𝑀 will be
affected, but this has no effect on the ability to detect a significant
region. This is demonstrated in the wavelet power spectra in Fig. 4
showing that the overall scaling will not affect which (𝑡, 𝑓 ) regions
are significant, since both 𝑊 and 𝑀 scale identically. From this, we
see that wavelet timing methods can be useful even for dim objects.

Another important aspect in X-ray observations is the exposure
time needed to detect a feature in the light curve. This is shown in
Fig. 5, where the wavelet power spectrum is calculated for a 20 ks
and 200 ks light curve drawn from a long 1 Ms simulation. Here, we

Figure 2. Wavelet power spectra of two simulated time series consisting of
pure power law noise. As the time series are pure noise, no confidence levels
are plotted. The light curves have input 𝛽 = 0 (top panel) and 𝛽 = 3 (lower
panel) PSDs. An example with 𝛽 = 2 was already shown in Fig. 1.

can see that a shorter exposure will limit the frequency range that can
be examined significantly. As with the Fourier transform, repeated
occurrences of a signal will improve the potential of detecting it with
significance. With longer exposures, there is a stronger possibility of
the signal being significant in the wavelet power spectrum.

3.3.4 The effects of the PSD and signal strength

The input power spectra from the previous section are modified by
including a Lorentzian profile at a given frequency to replicate a
periodic signal. In Fig. 3, it is clearly demonstrated that a periodic
signal is straightforward to detect with a wavelet power spectrum in
the absence of noise. Fig. 6 shows that the underlying power law will
affect which regions are significant in the wavelet power spectrum.

In addition, we also examine the potential of identifying multiple
periodic signals. For this, multiple Lorentzian profiles were added
to PSDs with different slopes. Again, in the absence of noise, Fig. 3
demonstrates that multiple signals are easily distinguished. In Fig. 7,
we examine an extreme case where ten Lorentzian profiles are added
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Figure 3. Top panel: The wavelet power spectrum of the function 𝑓 (𝑡 ) =

sin(2𝜋 𝑓1𝑡 ) + sin(2𝜋 𝑓2𝑡 ) , where 𝑓1 = 10−5 Hz and 𝑓2 = 5 × 10−5 Hz.
Lower panel: A simulation of a time series consisting of a single Lorentzian
profile at 2.5× 10−4 Hz and with a full-width half-maximum of 2× 10−5 Hz.

to an underlying white noise spectrum. The Lorentzian profiles are
spaced in frequency to resemble harmonics of equal power. The
frequencies are spaced by a geometric factor of 3/2, which is the
harmonic spacing of QPOs in stellar mass X-ray binaries. The lowest
frequency harmonic is (9 hr)−1 = 3 × 10−5 Hz, which is the lowest
harmonic present in the AGN GSN 069 (Miniutti et al. 2019). For
this simulation, the harmonics all had equal power. Multiple features
stand out as potentially interesting. In such a situation, it is challeng-
ing to accurately model the underlying power law, as can be seen
in fitted PSD in Fig. 7. With all the signals present and overlap-
ping, the best-fit power law has 𝛽 = 1.26, even though the input was
𝛽 = 0. However, the wavelet spectrum clear indicates that multiple
frequencies might be important.

We also examined the effect on the wavelet power spectrum of
varying the ratio of power between the Lorentzian component and
power law slope, by dividing the integral of the Lorentzian com-
ponent by the integral of the power law component. In Fig. 8 it is
apparent that when the Lorentzian component is very weak compared
to the power law component, for example around 1% of the strength,

Figure 4. An example of two simulated time series consisting of identical
input PSDs of a power law with 𝛽 = 1.7 and a Lorentzian profile centered
at 2.5 × 10−4 Hz. These differ only by average count rate (3 on top and 20
below).

it does not appear to be significant in the wavelet power spectrum
despite being persistent. At 10% the Lorentzian component is sig-
nificant but not fully persistent in the wavelet power spectrum. At
100% the Lorentzian component is significant, and fully persistent
other than a small segment in the middle of the time series, due to the
random variance of the Lorentzian strength as shown in Fig. 3. Note
that for the XMM-Newton observation of RE J1034+396 (Obs ID:
0506440101), the Lorentzian to power law ratio was approximately
10%, and was fully persistent at the 90% confidence level in the
wavelet power spectrum (see Section 4.3).

3.3.5 Non-stationary signals

Non-stationarity was simulated by approximating the non-stationary
time series as an ensemble of stationary light curves, i.e. a non-
stationary piecewise PSD as suggested in Alston (2019). Different
tests of non-stationary time series were completed, to see how the
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Figure 5. An example of two simulated time series that are each a subset
from the same 1 Ms time series, consisting of a power law with 𝛽 = 1.7 and
a Lorentzian profile centered at 2.5 × 10−4 Hz. The top panel is 20 ks long,
and the bottom panel is 200 ks long.

wavelet power spectrum coefficients change with time. Tests in-
cluded:

• varying the overall PSD power
• varying the overall PSD power with a constant power and fre-

quency Lorentzian
• varying the PSD slope 𝛽

• varying the Lorentzian power with constant frequency
• varying the Lorentzian frequency with constant power
• varying the PSD slope as a random flicker
• varying the PSD slope as a randomly increasing flicker

In Fig. 9, we show a test where we have a constant Lorentzian
signal and an underlying PSD that is varying in slope. The power law
slope increases from 𝛽 = 0 to 3 linearly in 20 ks intervals while the
Lorentzian profile remains constant at 2.5 × 10−4 Hz. The degree of
variability is likely extreme compared to real sources.

Fitting the averaged PSD with a single power law is obviously
incorrect but still allows us to examine the wavelet spectrum for

Figure 6. Wavelet power spectra of two simulated time series consisting of
an underlying power law and two Lorentzian profiles centered at 10−4 Hz
and 10−3 Hz. Top panel: The power law is 𝛽 = 2, and the lower frequency
Lorentzian appears to be more significant in the wavelet power spectrum.
Bottom panel: The power law is 𝛽 = 3, and the higher frequency Lorentzian
appears to be more significant in the wavelet power spectrum.

significant features. A roughly persistent signal is present at the
correct frequency, indicating that signals can examined even if the
true underlying PSD slope is not well known.

4 APPLICATIONS OF WAVELETS TO AGN AND QPE
X-RAY LIGHT CURVES

As a proof of concept, four AGN are used to examine the effectiveness
of the wavelet analysis. All of the objects have been observed with
XMM-Newton in the 0.3−10 keV band, and their variability has been
analysed with Fourier techniques or other methods.

We use archival data obtained from the XMM-Newton (Jansen
et al. 2001) Science Archive (XSA) for these four AGN, one of
which exhibits QPE behaviour, to examine the effectiveness of the
wavelet analysis on a wide range of variability behaviour. We focus on
data collected by the EPIC pn (Strüder et al. 2001) detector, which
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Figure 7. A simulated time series with a white noise PSD and consisting of
ten Lorentzian components spaced in frequency and power.

were processed in the following way using the XMM-Newton Sci-
ence Analysis System (SAS) version 20.0.0. From the XMM-Newton
Observation Data Files (ODFs) of each observation (see following
subsections for specific observation IDs), we created event lists with
the epproc task. These event lists were filtered using the evselect
task with conditions pattern ≤ 4 and flag = 0 to extract only single
and double events. Source counts were extracted from a circular re-
gion of radius 35′′ centred on the source position (obtained from the
NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database), and background counts were
extracted from a nearby off-source circular region of radius 50′′.
Light curves were then created using the epiclccorr task and were
rebinned to 100 s. We note that mild to negligible background flaring
is present in each observation, however, we chose not to filter out
these segments of the light curves in order to preserve light curve
continuity. The effect of background flaring in the wavelet analysis is
discussed, where applicable. Finally, we note that only RE J1034+396
exhibited significant photon pile-up (evaluated using the epatplot
task), with ∼ 10 per cent in single and ∼ 30 per cent in double events
over the 0.5 − 2 keV band; all other sources had < 5 per cent and
< 10 per cent pile-up in single and double events, respectively. Since
here we investigate only broad band light curves such levels of pile-
up should not significantly impact the interpretation of our results,
and therefore we perform all forthcoming analysis on the uncorrected
light curves.

Since we are outlining a preliminary method for using wavelet
transforms, in general, the objects selected exhibit distinct behaviour
from each other. Here, we use the methods outlined above to produce
wavelet power spectra and identify significant features. The results
are then compared to the simulations in Section 3.3 and previous
literature results.

4.1 ARK 120

An observation of the ‘bare’ Seyfert 1 galaxy Ark 120 (𝑧 = 0.03271)
(Matt et al. 2014) (Obs ID: 0147190101) is examined in the 0.3− 10
keV energy band. The X-ray spectrum of Ark 120 is unremarkable,
exhibiting a smooth soft excess above a harder power law, and a
narrow Fe K𝛼 emission line (Nardini et al. 2011, Nandi et al. 2021).
There is no observed warm absorber, hence it is labeled as ‘bare’. The

//

//

Figure 8. Simulated time series consisting of a Lorentzian component cen-
tered at 2.5 × 10−4 Hz, and a power law component with 𝛽 = 1.7. The ratio
of the Lorentzian/power law respective integrals are 1% (top panel), 10%
(middle panel), and 100% (bottom panel).
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Figure 9. Simulation of a non-stationary time series, using a non-stationary
piecewise PSD. The Lorentzian component is constant at 2.5 × 10−4 Hz
throughout the entire light curve. The power law component varies from 𝛽 = 0
to 3 linearly in 20 ks intervals. We can see that the Lorentzian component is
still significant in the wavelet power spectrum, for different 𝛽 values. We can
also see a general shift in the noisy amplitudes in the wavelet power spectrum,
from higher to lower frequencies as the power law becomes steeper.

central black hole has a high mass of (150± 19) × 106 𝑀⊙ (Peterson
et al. 2004).

Ark 120 serves as a good control test for our wavelet analysis. The
object is very bright (∼ 30 counts per second), and shows low vari-
ability (lower panel of Fig. 10), compared to most other Seyfert 1s.
This is consistent with work showing the excess variance, which is a
measure of variability, is significantly (linearly) anti-correlated with
black hole mass (Lu & Yu 2001).

The measured PSD is very flat (𝛽 ≈ 0.96) at frequencies not dom-
inated by the Poisson noise. In Fig. 10, the wavelet spectrum appears
completely consistent with a flat noise spectrum (e.g. compare to top
panel of Fig. 2) with no obvious frequencies of importance.

4.2 IRAS 13224-3809

IRAS 13224–3809 (𝑧 = 0.066) is a highly variable Narrow-Line
Seyfert 1 (NLS1; e.g. Gallo 2018) active galaxy. This AGN is reported
to have a maximum spinning black hole 𝑎∗ > 0.94 (Jiang et al. 2018)
and a black hole mass of (1.9 ± 0.2) × 106 𝑀⊙ measured from X-
ray reverberation (Alston et al. 2020). The low black hole mass is
expected to be accompanied with high flux variability.

If Ark 120 is noted for its simplicity, then IRAS 13224-3809 exem-
plifies the opposite extreme. For decades, it has been recognized for
its persistent, rapid, and high-amplitude variability (e.g. Boller et al.
1997; Dewangan et al. 2002; Gallo et al. 2004). Deep observations
with XMM-Newton show the source possesses a strong reverberation
lag at a frequency of ∼ 2 − 5 × 10−4 Hz (e.g. Fabian et al. 2013,
Kara et al. 2013). There is also evidence of a QPO at 7 × 10−4 Hz
(Alston et al. 2019). In addition, there is evidence the AGN X-ray
variability is non-stationary as IRAS 13224–3809 displays a time-
dependent PSD, non-log-normal flux distribution, and a non-linear
rms-flux relation (Alston et al. 2019).

With the exceptional amount of XMM-Newton data, IRAS 13224-
3809 is an excellent target for a wavelet analysis. The AGN provides

the opportunity to investigate non-stationary processes and the per-
sistence of QPOs and reverberation lags. In this work, we examine
only one observation (Obs ID: 0780561601) in the 0.3−5 keV energy
band, and leave analysis of all the data for future work.

The wavelet power spectrum for IRAS 13224-3809 in Fig. 11
is dominated by power at lower frequencies, less than ∼ 10−4 Hz.
In addition, during a flaring event at ∼ 75 ks, the wavelet power
increases at all frequencies. In Section 3.3.1, we found that as 𝛽

increases, the wavelet amplitude increases toward lower frequencies.
This observation of IRAS 13224-3809 was measured to have 𝛽 =

1.8 and we can make comparisons with the steeper noise spectrum
seen in Fig. 2. Moreover, in the noise simulation in Fig. 2, we note
that flares in the count rate can increase the wavelet power at all
frequencies. Looking specifically at the frequencies associated with
the reverberation lag (∼ 2 − 5 × 10−4 Hz) and the QPO (7 × 10−4

Hz), we note that the power at these frequencies is only significant
during the flaring event at ∼ 75 ks.

The wavelet spectrum of IRAS 13224-3809 is intriguing and mo-
tivates a deeper analysis of all the available data. The single obser-
vation we have examined here displays behaviour that is consistent
with simple red-noise fluctuations. Analysis of all the available light
curves would establish if there is some time or flux dependency for
the QPO and reverberation signals.

4.3 RE J1034+396

QPOs are regularly observed in stellar-mass black holes (e.g. Remil-
lard et al. 1999, Strohmayer 2001, Remillard et al. 2002, Remillard
& McClintock 2006, Vaughan et al. 2011), but the case is less robust
in AGN. The best example of a QPO in an AGN is from observations
of the NLS1 galaxy, RE J1034+396 (𝑧 = 0.0424) (Gierliński et al.
2008), which has an estimated mass of∼ 2×106𝑀⊙ (Middleton et al.
2009). Repeated observations of RE J1034+396 have confirmed the
existence of the QPO, which appears to be caused by a dynamic
structure in the inner disk (Jin et al. 2021). When present, the QPO
occurs at ∼ 2.8 × 10−4 Hz.

Examining the 2007 XMM-Newton observation (Obs ID:
0506440101) of RE J1034+396 in the 0.3 − 10 keV energy band,
which exhibited the strongest signal, finds the feature significantly
detected in the wavelet power spectrum (Fig. 12). At the 90% confi-
dence level it is persistent across the entire observation, but the signal
is more sporadic at the 99% confidence level. The signal compared
to the 95% confidence level is shown in the 3-dimensional represen-
tation (Fig. 12). This 3-dimensional representation accentuates the
variability of the QPO signal in the light curve.

The fluctuating significance of the feature does not necessarily
indicate the signal is variable. As seen in Section 3.3, the significance
of a constant feature can fluctuate in a red noise spectrum or if the
underlying noise is non-stationary (Fig. 9). In addition, if the physical
signal resembles a Lorentzian profile with some width in frequency,
it can also exhibit fluctuations in wavelet power (Fig. 3).

There is also a feature at the 90% confidence level at ∼ 6 × 10−5

Hz. As in Fig. 2, such a feature could be attributed to the steep
underlying power spectrum (𝛽 = 1.2) in RE J1034+396.

4.4 GSN 069

GSN 069 (𝑧 = 0.018) was the first galaxy discovered to show QPEs
in its X-ray flux (Miniutti et al. 2019). These eruptions are short-
lived X-ray flares with a duration of approximately 1 hour occurring
approximately every 9 hours. The QPEs are transient in GSN 069
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Figure 10. Left panel: The wavelet power spectrum of Ark 120 (Obs ID: 0147190101) appears similar to the white noise spectrum seen in Fig. 2. Right panel:
The wavelet power shown in 3-dimensions emphasizing there are no significant features.

Figure 11. Wavelet power spectrum of IRAS 13224-3809 from revolution 3044 (Obs ID: 0780561601). Left panel: The higher frequency blue dashed line
represents the QPO frequency at 7× 10−4 Hz (Alston et al. 2019). The lower frequency blue dashed line represents the reverberation lag frequency at ∼ 4× 10−4

Hz (Kara et al. 2013). Right panel: The amplitude peak coincides with the flare in the light curve. It is also apparent that for a steeper red noise PSD such as this
one, that the plane of significance is also steep with respect to the frequency axis. Thus, amplitudes at lower frequencies must be much greater to be significant.

(e.g. Miniutti et al. 2023) and several scenarios have been proposed to
describe the behaviour, including unstable mass transfer occurring
between a low mass star and the supermassive black hole (Lu &
Quataert 2022), or instabilities in the inner accretion disk (Pan et al.
2022). The behaviour could be linked to a previous tidal disruption
event (TDE) in the galaxy (e.g. Miniutti et al. 2019, Miniutti et al.
2023). The black hole mass has been estimated to be on the order of
105 𝑀⊙ (Miniutti et al. 2023).

The observation of GSN 069 used here is from May 2019 (Obs ID:
0851180401) in the 0.5− 2 keV energy band, and has an exposure of
132 ks. The wavelet power spectrum of GSN 069 might be the most
unusual one we have examined here (Fig. 13). The wavelet power
exhibits amplitude peaks across a range of frequencies during each

of the eruption events in the light curve. However, there are also a
number of persistent frequencies throughout the light curve.

Comparing the wavelet power spectrum to the simulations in Sec-
tion 3.3, we note a striking resemblance with Fig. 7 that displays
harmonic behaviour over a white noise spectrum. We can further ex-
amine the wavelet power by calculating the global wavelet transform
(Fig. 14), which effectively integrates the total power at each fre-
quency over all times (as defined in Torrence & Compo 1998). There
are five peaks that obviously coincide with the statistically significant
contours in Fig. 13. These peaks are at frequencies of approximately
3.02, 6.04, 9.19, 12.62, and 20.62 × 10−5 Hz.

With the exception of the lowest frequency at 3.02 × 10−5 Hz,
which is consistent with the 9 hour flaring period and is sampled
for the least amount of time in the light curve (just at the bottom
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Figure 12. Wavelet power spectrum of RE J1034+396 (Obs ID: 0506440101). The strong, persistent QPO (e.g. Jin et al. 2020, Jin et al. 2021) is apparent
here. Left panel: It is apparent that the QPO is fully persistent and significant at the 90% confidence level. It is not fully persistent at the 99% confidence level.
Right panel: We can see that the QPO is almost fully persistent at the 95% confidence level. This 3-dimensional representation accentuates the variability of the
Lorentzian component. There is also a significant frequency component at ∼ 6 × 10−5 Hz, which is likely due to the underlying red noise.

of the COI), the ratio between each subsequent higher frequency is
approximately 1.5 (specifically ∼ 1.5, 1.4, and 1.6). The 3:2 ratio is
coincident with what is observed in the QPOs of X-ray binaries.

However, we cannot rule out that this pattern is an artefact of the
the underlying Fast Fourier Transform process present within the
calculation of the CWT. Simulations have been done on an artificial
signal consisting of a series of evenly spaced delta functions. The
CWT was calculated on these signals, which also exhibited a similar
pattern between the peaks of the GWT. When dividing the frequency
of the 𝑛𝑡ℎ + 1 harmonic by the 𝑛𝑡ℎ harmonic, the ratios followed as
2/1, 3/2 and 4/3, after which the GWT was dominated by noise. The
two latter ratios being slightly different for observations such GSN
069 could be due to the QPE peaks not being exactly evenly spaced,
like with the delta function signal. For reference, the three lowest
frequency ratios of the harmonics present in GSN 069 were 2.0, (3/2
+ 0.02) and (4/3 + 0.04).

5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

With the understanding that the X-ray emission from AGN may be
non-stationary, it is important to consider timing analysis tools that
account for this. Fourier transforms which are widely used for ana-
lyzing AGN variability make the underlying assumption that the time
series is stationary. The wavelet transform makes no such assump-
tion. In addition, the wavelet transform preserves timing information
while extracting the important frequencies in a series. In this work,
we examine the application of the wavelet transform to the X-ray
timing properties of AGN and QPEs.

Several simulations are carried out to test the effectiveness of
the wavelet analysis for AGN light curves. The most basic was to
examine the effects of different colours of underlying noise (i.e.
different values of 𝛽 for the PSD). As the slope increases, more
noise will be introduced in the wavelet image at lower frequencies
(Fig. 2). This needs to be considered for objects with steep PSDs
like IRAS 13224-3809, which displays a persistent-looking feature
at low frequencies (e.g. Fig. 11) that might simply be noise.

Since overall flux can vary significantly in AGN, we tested the ef-
fects of different average count rates and exposure lengths for wavelet
analysis (e.g. Fig. 4). The main effect of the observation duration is
the ability to explore lower frequencies and detect signals with higher
significance. Obviously, the more often a frequency is observed in a
light curve the more confidence there is in its importance.

The brightness of the AGN is less important at detecting signals in
wavelets than the relative strength of the signal above the underlying
PSD. A strong signal can be significantly detected at low count
rates. It is obviously important that there is sufficient data to get a
reasonable representation of the PSD and this is easier to achieve
with bright objects (e.g. Fig. 8). Signals that exhibit a Lorentzian-
to-power law ratio of ∼ 10% can be robustly detected. The signal
strength is comparable to that of the QPO in RE J1034+396.

The manner in which the periodic signal is modelled can also
influence the appearance of the wavelet power spectrum. QPOs in
AGN and X-ray binaries are often modelled with Lorentzian profiles.
In this work we considered pure sine waves as well as Lorentzian
profiles (Fig. 3). A sine function results in a persistent feature in the
wavelet spectrum that is at constant power. The situation is more
complicated with the Lorentzian profile as it possesses some natural
width (i.e. range of frequencies). The power in the feature can appear
to fluctuate with time in the wavelet spectrum even if it is persistent.

This is important to keep in mind when examining the time depen-
dency of a periodic signal. For example, the QPO in RE J1034+396
appears persistent over the duration of the observation, but its power
appears to fluctuate. This might simply arise from the nature of the
Lorentzian signal (Fig. 12).

In considering the variable nature of the Lorentzian profile we
have touched on non-stationarity. As part of this examination, we
looked at the effects of a variable PSD on the ability to detect signals
(Fig. 9). We find that periodic signals can still be recovered when
modelling the variable underlying PSD with an average value.

Wavelet power spectra were used to analyze an initial sample of
four AGN, all exhibiting different behaviours from one another. For
this work, the generalized Morse wavelet basis vector was used.
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Figure 13. The wavelet power spectrum of GSN 069 (Obs ID: 0851180401). Left panel: The dashed blue lies represent the harmonics, which are taken to be
the frequencies corresponding to peaks in the global wavelet power spectrum (Fig. 14. Right panel: The 3-dimensional representation emphasizes the amplitude
peaks in the vicinity of the eruption events in this light curve.

Figure 14. Global wavelet transform of GSN 069. The vertical lines highlight
the frequencies where the wavelet power peaks. These will naturally coincide
with the most significant regions in Fig. 13.

By varying the time-bandwidth parameter, either the time-localized
frequencies or persistent frequencies can be accentuated. For this
work, the time-bandwidth parameter was held constant at the 60,
which is provides moderate time and frequency resolution without
preferring one over the other.

The wavelet power spectrum of Ark 120 was entirely consistent
with noise. Given the large black hole mass and the low amplitude
of variability, the result was expected.

IRAS 13224-3809 exhibits a steep red noise PSD. As stated, this
will produce noise at lower frequencies in the wavelet. For the most
part, there are no discerning features in the wavelet, except during

a count rate flare at ∼ 75 ks (Fig. 11). At that time, a number of
frequencies are detected at > 90 per cent confidence. Interestingly,
two of these frequencies correspond to the reverberation lag between
∼ 2 − 5 × 10−4 Hz (e.g. Fabian et al. 2013; Kara et al. 2013; Alston
et al. 2019) and the QPO at 7 × 10−4 Hz (Alston et al. 2019) pre-
viously reported in this object. This raises the possibility that these
frequencies are time- and/or flux-dependent. However, with only the
one observation examined here, we cannot rule out that the enhanced
power at all frequencies during the flare is not simply a red noise char-
acteristic. Analysis of the all the archival data of IRAS 13224-3809
will be important.

Examining the XMM-Newton observation of RE J1034+396 that
exhibited the strongest QPO, we find the feature is significantly de-
tected in the wavelet power spectrum (Fig. 12). At the 90% confidence
level it is persistent across the entire observation, but the signal is
more sporadic at the 99% confidence level. The fluctuations in the
power of the QPO could be attributed to the Lorentzian nature of the
signal.

GSN 069 possesses a unique wavelet power spectrum compared to
the other sources examined, as it is a rare AGN that exhibits QPE phe-
nomena in its light curves. There are several frequencies that are sig-
nificantly detected. The primary frequency at ∼ 3× 10−5 Hz is coin-
cident with the∼ 9 hour flares. However, there are higher frequencies
detected with significance at 6.04, 9.19, 12.62, and 20.62×10−5 Hz.
The ratio between these frequencies and each subsequent lower fre-
quency is approximately 1.5 exhibiting a roughly 3:2 ratio that is
similar with what is observed in the QPOs of X-ray binaries. This
pattern cannot yet be rules out as being an artefact of the CWT cal-
culation. The origins of QPOs is still uncertain, but this coincidence
in the ratio of the oscillation frequencies draws direct comparison
between supermassive and stellar mass black holes.

Wavelet analysis is a potentially powerful tool to study AGN X-ray
light curves. It is complimentary to Fourier analysis and provides the
potential to reveal signals that are transient in time or variable in
power. Deeper analyses making use of multi-epoch data to examine
transient features in the wavelet power spectrum of AGN, X-ray
binaries and QPE sources will be important.
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