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1IPARCOS Institute and EMFTEL Department, Universidad Complutense de Madrid, E-28040 Madrid, Spain
2Janusz Gil Institute of Astronomy, University of Zielona Góra, ul. Szafrana 2, 65-516 Zielona Góra, Poland

3Pokhara Astronomical Society (PAS), Bhajapatan -13, Pokhara, Nepal
4Nicolaus Copernicus Astronomical Center, Bartycka 18, 00-716, Warsaw, Poland

5School of Mathematical and Physical Sciences, Macquarie University, Sydney, NSW 2109, Australia
6Astronomy, Astrophysics and Astrophotonics Research Centre, Macquarie University, Sydney, NSW 2109, Australia

7Central Department of Physics, Tribhuvan University, Kirtipur 44613, Nepal
8Inter-University Centre for Astronomy and Astrophysics, Pune, Maharashtra 411007, India

9Research Centre for Theoretical Physics and Astrophysics, Institute of Physics,
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ABSTRACT

Blazars exhibit relentless variability across diverse spatial and temporal frequencies. The study of

long- and short-term variability properties observed in the X-ray band provides insights into the inner

workings of the central engine. In this work, we present timing and spectral analyses of the blazar 3C

273 using the X-ray observations from the XMM-Newton telescope covering the period from 2000 to

2020. The methods of timing analyses include estimation of fractional variability, long- and short-term

flux distribution, rms-flux relation, and power spectral density analysis. The spectral analysis include

estimating a model independent flux hardness ratio and fitting the observations with multiplicative

and additive spectral models such as power-law, log-parabola, broken power-law, and black body. The

black body represents the thermal emission from the accretion disk, while the other models represent

the possible energy distributions of the particles emitting synchrotron radiation in the jet. During

the past two decades, the source flux changed by of a factor of three, with a considerable fractional

variability of 27%. However, the intraday variation was found to be moderate. Flux distributions of

the individual observations were consistent with a normal or log-normal distribution, while the overall

flux distribution including entire observations appear to be rather multi-modal and of a complex shape.

The spectral analyses indicate that log-parabola added with a black body gives the best fit for most of

the observations. The results indicate a complex scenario in which the variability can be attributed to

the intricate interaction between the disk/corona system and the jet.

Keywords: accretion, accretion disks — radiation mechanisms: non-thermal — BL Lacertae objects:

individual: 3C 273 — methods: data analysis — X-rays: galaxies

1. INTRODUCTION

Blazars are Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) that have

a relativistic jet directed towards our line of sight (Urry

& Padovani 1995). These are highly energetic objects

in the Universe with characteristics such as rapid flux

variations, high polarization, and apparent superlumi-

nal motion (Jorstad et al. 2001; Marscher 2008). The

observed X-ray emission from these sources is mostly

from their jets due to relativistic beaming, which ampli-

fies the apparent emission from the jet in the observer’s

frame. Blazars emit across the complete electromag-

netic spectrum, which is predominantly non-thermal in

nature. Highly variable linear polarisation has also been

detected in several sources in the radio to optical regime

(Villforth et al. 2010; Bhatta et al. 2015; Falomo et al.

2014).

The spectral energy distribution (SED) of blazars has

a distinctive two-humped shape, in the ν-Fν diagram,

where Fν is the flux density (ergs cm−2 s−1 Hz−1) and
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ν is the frequency. The lower-frequency hump is gen-

erally associated with synchrotron radiation from the

relativistic particles moving in the magnetic field of the

jets; however, the origin of the higher-frequency hump

is still debated. It is commonly agreed that this feature

results via inverse-Compton scattering of low frequency

photons by relativistic particles. There are mainly two

proposed mechanisms to explain the origin of such emis-

sion in the high frequencies. In the leptonic models of

blazars, the primary particles responsible for the high

energy emission are electrons or positrons and the high

energy emission results when the relativistic electrons in

the jets inverse-Compton scatter the low frequency pho-

tons. In the synchrotron self-Compton (SSC) model, the

soft energy seed photons are mainly contributed by the

synchrotron emission (Maraschi et al. 1992); whereas

in the external Compton model (Dermer & Schlickeiser

1993; Sikora et al. 1994) the seed photons can be con-

tributed by accretion disk, broad line region (BLR) and

dusty torus. On the other hand, in hadronic models

of blazars the observed high energy emission primarily

results due to interaction of protons in the jets (Aharo-

nian 2000; Mücke et al. 2003); and synchrotron radia-

tion is produced due to the secondary particles from the

proton-proton interactions (Mücke & Protheroe 2001;

Cerruti et al. 2015).

Blazars are broadly classified in two main subgroups:

flat spectrum radio quasars (FSRQ), the more powerful

type that shows optical emission lines above the contin-

uum and BL Lacerate objects (BL Lac), the less power-

ful sources showing weak or absence of emission lines in

their featureless continuum power-law emission. In ad-

dition, a subdivision scheme based on the location of the

synchrotron peak in the ν-Fν plane is used to define low

synchrotron peaked blazars (νs ≤ 1014.0 Hz), intermedi-

ate synchrotron peaked blazars (1014 < νs ≤ 1015 Hz),

and high synchrotron peaked blazars (νs > 1015 Hz)

(Fan et al. 2016, see also Abdo et al. 2010). Therefore,

FSRQs are Compton dominant powerful sources with

the synchrotron peak in the lower frequency, whereas

BL Lac objects, although relatively less powerful, are

the TeV sources with the inverse-Compton peak in the

highest γ-ray bands. As mentioned, blazars are highly

variable sources, with the variability timescales span-

ning from a few minutes to several decades. Variabil-

ity over time scales from a few minutes to less than a

day is often termed intraday or micro-variability, from

days to weeks is termed as short timescale variability,

and from months to years is long-term variability (see,

e.g., Wagner & Witzel 1995; Bhatta 2021; Webb et al.

2021). Blazars represent some of the most luminous

types of astrophysical sources that host extreme physi-

cal conditions around super-massive black holes, leading

to the ejection of relativistic jets and the production of

highly energetic γ-ray emission. The central engine of

the sources is still unresolved by the current instrument;

in such contexts, variability analysis can be used as a

powerful tool to probe the nature of the central engine

and emission mechanism of blazars. Studying variability

helps in constraining the size, magnetic field and other

properties around the compact region in blazars. In par-

ticular, as X-rays can penetrate deeper into the inner-

most regions, a study of X-ray flux and spectral variabil-

ity provides an excellent probe into the violent episodes

in both the accretion disk and the jets. In general, the

observed variability is aperiodic in nature, such that its

statistical properties can be well represented by power-

law type Power Spectral Density (PSD). But in some

sources, the light curves exhibit quasi-periodic oscilla-

tions in the flux (see, e.g., Sillanpaa et al. 1988; Bhatta

2019).

In this work, we analyze the archival data from

XMM-Newton spanning the period from 2000 to 2020

to conduct an extensive variability study of source 3C

273. By utilizing the light curve with a long-time base-

line and employing analyses that combine both timing

and spectral methods, we aim to constrain the physical

mechanisms at the central engine of the AGN that shape

the observed intra-day and long-term variability in the

X-ray band.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we

present a brief introduction about source 3C 273. We

discuss the data reduction methods in Section 3. Spec-

tral and variability analysis is presented in Section 4.

We present the results and discussion in Section 5 and

the conclusions in Section 6.

2. BLAZAR 3C 273

Blazar 3C 273 is the first discovered quasar (see, e.g.,

Edge et al. 1959; Schmidt 1963). It is classified as an

FSRQ and is luminous in all frequencies (Schmidt 1963).

It is also the brightest quasar and is located at a distance

z = 0.158. Its emission is dominated by the synchrotron

emission from the jet (Turler et al. 2000) and it has

a radio core which exhibits superluminal disturbances

(Jorstad et al. 2012).

3C 273 is an extensively studied source across the elec-

tromagnetic spectrum. Courvoisier (1998) provides a

review of the literature on 3C 273 till 1998. Sambruna

et al. (2001) studied the jet in X-rays, where inverse

Compton scattering was found to explain the SED at

some regions. Haardt et al. (2008) studied the prop-

erties of 3C 273 like the fluorescent Kα transition line,

the absorption edge, and the soft excess and came to the
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conclusion that these are variable in different observa-

tions over different periods and might be linked to the

source’s state. The variable soft content in the X-ray

emission of this source was observed and studied exten-

sively (Courvoisier et al. (1987), Turner et al. (1990),

Leach et al. (1995), Türler et al. (2006), Soldi et al.

(2008), Pietrini & Torricelli-Ciamponi (2008)). Another

interesting feature present in 3C 273 is a large opti-

cal/ultraviolet bump (Paltani et al. 1998). It is thought

to be the result of accretion disc emission. In a more

recent cross-correlation study using decade-long light

curves of blazars, the source was found to show little

correlation between the optical and γ-ray, which can be

interpreted as the optical emission mostly arising from

the accretion disk (see, e.g., Bhatta 2021).

The X-ray and IR emission of 3C 273 and their cor-

relation were studied by McHardy et al. (2007). Also,

studies of optical to X-ray and γ-ray emission of this

source have been carried out (Courvoisier et al. 2003;

Kalita et al. 2015). Page et al. (2004) studied the

XMM-Newton observations from 2000 to 2003 and found

that the spectra below 2 keV could be explained by ei-

ther multiple black bodies or a Comptonization model.

The spectra around 3–10 keV were well-fitted with a

power-law (PL) model, sometimes along with a Fe emis-

sion line. Foschini et al. (2006) studied the spectral

features of the source using XMM-Newton data for the

period 2000-2004, which showed that there was an ex-

cess thermal component relative to the synchrotron com-

ponent and a broken power-law model could be used

to explain the 0.4–10 keV spectra. Courvoisier et al.

(2003) studied the spectra of this source above 3 keV and

used a simple power-law model to explain the spectra.

Kalita et al. (2017) analysed the source spectrum from

2000-2015, where they studied the spectral evolution of

the source and the relation between the X-ray and UV

emissions. Bhattacharyya et al. (2020) have conducted

studies on the non-stationarity and flux-RMS relation

of 3C 273. γ-ray variability using Fermi-LAT observa-

tions of 3C 273 has been conducted by (Bhatta & Dhital

2020). Moreover, Pavana Gowtami et al. (2022) anal-

ysed 23 pointed XMM-Newton observations of 3C 273

taken during 2000-2001 and studied the X-ray intraday

variability and power spectral density (PSD). The au-

thors concluded that both the particle acceleration and

synchrotron cooling processes significantly contribute to

the emission from this blazar. In the current work, we

adopt a more comprehensive approach by combining re-

sults from various timing and spectral analyses on a

long-time baseline in order to obtain a coherent picture.

3. XMM-NEWTON ARCHIVAL DATA OF 3C 273

XMM-Newton is a European X-ray satellite mission

with a huge collecting area (3× ∼1500cm2 at 1.5 keV)

and the ability to observe a source in multiple bands. In

our work, we use the data from EPIC (European Pho-

ton Imaging Camera) PN observations of 3C 273 taken

in imaging mode for getting high-quality data (Strüder

et al. 2001). All the observation IDs along with some ba-

sic findings from the timing analysis are listed in Table 1.

Observation data files were downloaded from the online

XMM-Newton science archive1. The XMM-Newton sci-

ence analysis software (SAS)2 version 19.0.0 was used for

data processing. There were a total of 45 observations

during the time period we choose. However, some obser-

vations were not usable due to due to factors such as the

absence of EPIC PN data, observation periods shorter

than 10 ks, and poor image quality. After considering

all these factors, we selected a total of 26 observations

for our analysis.

3.1. Data Processing

We followed the SAS data analysis threads for the

data reduction 3. The task epproc was used to pro-

duce the calibrated event files. In the very first step,

we generated light curves in the energy range of 10− 12

keV to check for the soft proton flares. A good time

interval (GTI) file, which contains the information of

the good times that are free from soft proton flares, was

then generated using the tabgtigen tool. In the next

step, we utilized the event list file and GTI file as in-

put to obtain cleaned event list files using an expression

“FLAG==0 && PATTERN≤4” for all PN data (e. g.,

Bhattacharyya et al. (2020); Kalita et al. (2015)). The

choice of “PATTERN≤4” includes the single and double

pattern source events maintaining a good signal-to-noise

ratio. The value for count rates was above 4ct s−1 for

PN data to provide the longest exposure whilst mini-

mizing contamination. Finally, these cleaned event lists

are used to obtain source images, which can be further

utilized to extract light curves and spectra needed for

our science goals.

The background regions are extracted from nearby

regions, located within a distance of ∼400” from the

source regions and on the same chip. Using these re-

gions and specific selection criteria outlined in the SAS

Data Analysis threads, we generated a filtered EPIC

event list, which was then utilized to produce scientific

products such as light curves, spectra, and other rele-

1 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/W3Browse/all/xmmmaster.html
2 ”User’s Guide to the XMM-Newton Science Analysis System”,
Issue 16.0, 2021 (ESA: XMM-Newton SOC)

3 https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/sas-threads
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vant data. A standard energy range of 0.3-10 keV was

used in our study. Also, we created light curves in the

energy range 0.3-2 keV (soft X-ray regime) and 2-10 keV

(hard X-ray regime) to study the flux state of 3C 273

for these observations.

Light curves of source plus background and a back-

ground subtracted light curve were generated for all the

sources, following the procedures suggested in the SAS

Data Analysis Threads. From the cleaned data sets,

source spectra were extracted from circular apertures

centered on the source region. Extraction of the source

spectrum was done carefully by setting the RA and Dec

of 3C 273 and selecting the proper aperture size. The

size of the source region varied from 40” to 55”. For the

background region, a circle of size 60” was chosen away

from the source.

The SAS task epatplot is used to check for possible

pile-up in the observations. For this, the pattern statis-

tics were first checked for a circular region centred at

the source. If pile-up was detected, an annular region

was considered to reduce pile-up. The radius of the ex-

cluded inner area varied depending on the degree of pile-

up. This region varied from 2.5” to 7.5” depending upon

the degree of pileup.

In the next section, we describe the methods we have

utilised to analyse the variability such as excess vari-

ance, fractional variability, and power spectral density.

Also, the various spectral models and hardness ratios

are discussed.

4. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

In this work, we studied all the XMM-Newton obser-

vations of the blazar 3C 273 that were observed within

the chosen period and had observation duration longer

than 10 ks. The observation IDs and observation dates

of the X-ray observations are listed in Table 1. In Fig-

ure 1, we present all the individual light curves of 3C

273 arranged in chronological order. The figure displays

a dramatic change in the X-ray flux of the source over

the past two decades. Furthermore, Figure 2 shows the

light curves of two of the individual observations with

observation ID 0810820101 and 0136550101. In both ob-

servations, flux variability in the intraday timescale can

be clearly observed.

In order to investigate hard X-ray variability proper-

ties of the sample sources, we performed several meth-

ods of timing and spectral analyses, which are discussed

below (see also Table 1). The analysis methods can

broadly be classified into timing and spectral analyses.

For the timing analysis, we estimate excess variance,

fractional variability, power spectral density (PSD) and

flux distribution. Under spectral analysis, we estimate

the hardness ratio and fit the spectra using various spec-

tral models.

4.1. Timing Analysis

4.1.1. Flux-rms Relation

In variable astrophysical sources, the nature of vari-

ability properties can be well constrained by study-

ing any possible relationship between the root-mean-

squared (rms) amplitude of variability at shorter

timescale and the mean flux level at longer timescale,

often known as flux-rms relation. For accreting com-

pact objects, the flux variability has been shown to ex-

hibit flux-rms relation (Uttley & McHardy 2001; Uttley

et al. 2005). A linear rms-flux relation can imply a sig-

nificant correlation between the variability properties of

an AGN across multiple flux states. Such a correlation

could potentially indicate the presence of nonlinear pro-

cesses underlying the observed variability, resulting in a

flux distribution skewed towards higher flux levels. Ad-

ditionally, the presence of a linear rms-flux relationship

in blazar flux could suggest the involvement of multi-

plicative processes, such as a multiplicative coupling of

disk/jet perturbations. The rms is defined as the Pois-

son noise corrected excess variance:

σ2
XS = S2 − ⟨σ2

err⟩ (1)

where S2 = (N−1)−1
∑N

i=1(⟨x⟩−xi)
2 and ⟨σ2

err⟩ is given
by:

⟨σ2
err⟩ =

1

N

N∑
i=1

⟨σ2
err,i⟩ (2)

The excess variance can be obtained by subtracting the

mean squared error from the sample variance. For deter-

mining the flux-rms relation, a light curve is split into

several segments of data points, and the mean of the

flux and the excess variance S2 are computed for each

segment. The uncertainty in the flux measurements can

be used to estimate the uncertainty in the excess vari-

ance using an error propagation formula that can be

expressed as

err(σXS) =
1

σ2
XS

√
2S2

N − 1
−

V ar(σ2
XS)

N
. (3)

Our calculated excess variance for some segments

has negative values. This is caused by the domina-

tion of measurement errors compared to the aperiodic,

frequency-dependent emission variability, commonly re-

ferred to as red noise (Press 1978) – which results in light

curves that display more pronounced variability ampli-

tudes on longer timescales compared to shorter ones.
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Figure 1. X-ray XMM-Newton observations showing light curves of 3C 273 from 2000-2020. The starting observation date and
time are indicated on the right side.
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Figure 2. Light curves of two of the observation IDs of 3C 273 (0810820101, 0136550101).

The variance estimates are rejected in such instances.

For robust statistics, the mean fluxes and excess vari-

ances were computed for each individual observation.

To examine the possible relation between them, a scat-

ter plot of excess variance vs. mean flux is plotted which

is presented in Figure 4, which, as it appears, does not

reveal any obvious rms-flux trend.

4.1.2. Fractional Variability and Variability Amplitude

Fractional Variability is used to quantify the extent

of variability present in light curves, and it is widely

applied to test whether the processes driving the ob-

served variability are of stationary nature (Vaughan

et al. 2003). The quantity combines the variance of

the data points, considering the extra variance due to

the uncertainties in the measurements (Schleicher et al.

2019). Fractional variability is given by

Fvar =

√
S2 − ⟨σ2

err⟩
⟨x⟩2

(4)

The error in fractional variability is

σFvar =

√√√√F 2
var +

√
2⟨σ2

err⟩2
N⟨F ⟩4

+
4⟨σ2

err⟩
N⟨F ⟩2

F 2
var − Fvar (5)

(see Bhatta & Webb 2018). Similarly, one can estimate

the observed variability by a parameter called variability

amplitude (VA) used to calculate the variation in either

fluxes or count rates from peak to peak.

V A =
Fmax − Fmin

Fmin
, (6)
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Table 1. Properties of the XMM-Newton EPIC PN observations of 3C 273 from 2000-2020. Observation ID, date of observation
and length of observation are presented in Cols. 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Col. 4 and Col. 5 contain the exposure ID and mean
flux in counts/s. The computed fractional variability, variability amplitude and the negative spectral power index are presented
in the Cols. 6, 7 and 8 respectively.

Obs Date Exposure Exp. ID ⟨F⟩ Fvar VA −βP

(ks) (counts/s) (%)

0126700301 2000-06-13 635 S003 48.65 ± 0.94 1.209 ± 0.001 0.53 ± 0.07 0.988 ± 0.223

0126700601 2000-06-15 297 S003 47.42 ± 1.11 2.560 ± 0.126 1.33 ± 0.48 -0.078±1.987

0126700701 2000-06-15 300 S003 46.21 ± 0.91 - - -

0126700801 2000-06-17 558 S003 46.40 ± 1.05 0.955 ± 0.004 0.58 ± 0.07 1.151 ± 0.183

0136550101 2001-06-13 887 S003 61.15 ± 0.98 0.686 ± 0.003 0.54 ± 0.07 0.660 ± 0.546

0112770101 2001-12-16 51 S001 73.93 ± 1.39 6.324 ± 0.429 1.22 ± 0.32 –0.729±1.350

0112770201 2001-12-22 51 S001 70.74 ± 1.22 1.568 ± 0.254 0.75 ± 0.33 1.981±8.279

0136550501 2003-01-05 86 S003 64.46 ± 1.03 - - -

0159960101 2003-07-07 582 S005 72.13 ± 1.07 0.731 ± 0.005 0.48 ± 0.07 1.355 ± 0.355

0112770501 2003-07-08 82 S001 71.48 ± 1.10 - - -

0112771101 2003-12-14 85 S001 54.42 ± 0.93 0.705 ± 0.003 0.45 ± 0.06 –2.403±2.694

0136550801 2004-06-30 197 S003 46.88 ± 1.01 1.104 ± 0.004 0.55 ± 0.08 0.034±8.041

0136551001 2005-07-10 277 S003 50.52 ± 0.89 - - -

0414190101 2007-01-12 750 S003 60.12 ± 1.03 1.203 ± 0.001 0.52 ± 0.06 1.516 ± 0.282

0414190301 2007-06-25 321 S003 48.10 ± 1.06 0.136 ± 0.002 0.52 ± 0.08 1.841 ± 0.475

0414190401 2007-12-08 355 S003 92.75 ± 1.21 0.485 ± 0.003 0.40 ± 0.05 1.875 ± 0.310

0414190501 2008-12-09 404 S003 65.06 ± 1.01 1.122 ± 0.001 0.49 ± 0.06 1.734 ± 0.401

0414190601 2009-12-20 315 S003 71.29 ± 1.06 0.868 ± 0.001 0.46 ± 0.06 2.175±1.238

0414190701 2010-12-10 360 S003 53.59 ± 0.92 0.806 ± 0.001 0.51 ± 0.06 1.716 ± 0.691

0414190801 2011-12-12 429 S003 48.28 ± 0.87 2.14 ± 0.002 0.58 ± 0.06 2.153±1.007

0414191001 2012-07-16 256 S003 42.34 ± 0.91 - - -

0414191101 2015-07-13 709 S003 36.77 ± 1.07 1.022 ± 0.002 0.68 ± 0.09 1.673 ± 0.488

0414191201 2016-06-26 657 S003 64.29 ± 1.42 0.850 ± 0.001 0.56 ± 0.07 0.857 ± 0.612

0414191301 2017-06-26 655 S003 34.77 ± 1.05 0.895 ± 0.002 0.72 ± 0.09 1.823 ± 0.690

0810820101 2019-07-02 676 S003 38.85 ± 1.11 1.939 ± 0.003 0.77 ± 0.08 2.320 ± 0.140

0810821501 2020-07-06 680 S003 30.14 ± 0.74 1.908 ± 0.002 0.63 ± 0.08 2.366 ± 0.420

where Fmax and Fmin are the maximum and minimum

count rates, respectively. The uncertainty in VA (σVA)
is estimated as,

σVA = (V A+ 1) ·

√(
σFmax

Fmax

)2

+

(
σFmin

Fmin

)2

. (7)

Fractional variability and variability amplitude mea-

surements of blazar 3C 273 of all the observations are

listed in the 6th and 7th column of Table 1, respectively.

The observations with no entries in fractional variabil-

ity have negative excess variance, which suggests that

the variability for those observations is not intrinsic. As

Table 1 shows, the highest value of fractional variabil-

ity observed is 6.3%, during the year 2001 (observation

ID:0112770101), whereas the lowest value (0.485%) is

observed during 2007 (ID 0414190401). Variability am-

plitude is the highest for ID 0126700601 and the low-

est for ID 0112770501. However, for ID 0112770501,

fractional variability is negative. The observation with
the lowest non-negative value of fractional variability

(0.485 ± 0.003) and the lowest variability amplitude

has ID 0414190401. The mean of the fractional vari-

ability throughout the observation period is 0.019 and

the mean flux is 55.413 counts/s, while the mean of vari-

ability amplitude was found to be 0.633. As suggested

by the fractional variability and variability amplitude,

the source is found to be moderately variable in intra-

day timescales throughout the observation period. This

result is in line with the conclusion of Pavana Gowtami

et al. (2022) where they have shown that light curves of

3C 273 do not exhibit large amplitude variations.

4.1.3. Flux distributions

A proper characterization of blazar flux distribution

can be quite useful in understanding the nature of phys-

ical processes contributing to the emission mechanism,
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Table 2. Normal and log-normal distribution fit statistics for the X-ray flux distributions of each observation. The mean (µ)
and the standard deviation (σ) of the normal fit are shown in columns 2 and 3 while the mean location (m) and the scale
parameters (s) of the log-normal fit are listed in the columns 5 and 6 respectively.

Normal fit Log-normal fit

Obs µ σ χ2/dof m s χ2/dof

(ks) (counts/s) (%)

0112770101 73.15 0.78 7.76/7 4.29 0.01 7.78/7

0112770201 71.02 1.31 4.54/3 4.26 0.02 4.52/3

0112770501 71.48 1.08 3.73/4 4.27 0.02 3.79/4

0112771101 54.54 0.98 11.26/4 4.00 0.02 11.91/4

0126700301 48.63 1.16 7.72/14 3.88 0.02 8.98/14

0126700601 47.39 1.15 28.49/10 3.86 0.02 31.92/10

0126700701 46.17 0.85 16.50/9 3.83 0.02 16.35/9

0126700801 46.36 1.18 14.93/14 3.84 0.03 14.66/14

0136550101 61.16 1.15 33.30/18 4.11 0.02 35.49/18

0136550501 64.42 0.82 6.78/5 2.25 0.02 86.00/5

0136550801 46.87 1.15 17.24/9 3.85 0.02 16.63/9

0136551001 50.53 0.87 9.20/11 3.92 0.02 9.11/11

0159960101 72.14 1.25 23.77/15 4.28 0.02 25.57/15

0414190101 60.11 1.33 15.78/15 4.10 0.02 16.21/15

0414190301 48.13 1.10 9.85/10 3.87 0.02 10.74/10

0414190401 92.67 1.30 16.46/10 4.53 0.01 15.85/10

0414190501 65.06 1.22 12.62/13 4.18 0.02 12.34/13

0414190601 71.28 1.27 12.52/10 4.27 0.02 12.33/10

0414190701 53.55 1.00 18.59/12 3.98 0.02 18.51/12

0414190801 48.12 1.45 35.75/10 3.87 0.03 30.43/10

0414191001 42.35 0.84 12.13/12 3.75 0.02 11.93/12

0414191101 36.76 1.10 16.46/18 3.60 0.03 15.52/18

0414191201 64.32 1.51 18.47/16 4.16 0.02 20.08/16

0414191301 34.81 1.12 21.70/18 3.55 0.03 26.93/18

0810820101 38.76 1.27 14.76/19 3.66 0.03 11.49/19

0810821501 30.07 0.95 18.62/13 3.40 0.03 16.91/13
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Fit results: μ = 52.13μ  σ = 14.22

Figure 3. Flux histogram of 3C 273 using XMM-Newton
PN observations during 2000-2020.

and the origin and nature of their variability. With

this goal, we constructed histograms of the observed

Figure 4. Flux-rms relation of the blazar 3C 273 using
XMM-Newton PN observations during 2000-2020.
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Figure 5. Flux histogram distribution of one of the obser-
vation ID of 3C 273 (0810820101).
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Obs ID: 0414190401, 2007-12-08

Figure 6. X-ray DFP of one of the observation IDs
(0414190401) of the blazar 3C 273 on intraday timescales.

flux and fitted two different probability density func-

tions (PDFs), a normal distribution and a log-normal

distribution, to the flux histograms. A normal distribu-

tion is defined by

Nnorm(x) =
1√
2πσ

exp(− (x− µ)2

2σ2
), (8)

where µ and σ are the mean and the standard devia-

tion expressed in the units of flux (counts/cm2/s) re-

spectively. A clear evidence of normality of the flux dis-

tribution is indicative of the fact that the observed flux

originates from additive processes, i.e., the observed flux

is the sum of fluxes contributed by many processes pos-

sibly occurring in different regions. On the other hand,

a log-normal distribution is defined by

Nlognorm(x) =
1√
2πsx

exp(− (lnx−m)2

2s2
), (9)

where m (expressed in the units of the natural loga-

rithm of flux) and s are the mean locations and the

scale parameters of the distribution, respectively. A flux

distribution characterized by such PDF, in contrast, is

indicative of the observed flux being an outcome of mul-

tiplicative processes undergoing in blazars (Uttley et al.

2005).

A flux histogram of the source, obtained using the

XMM-Newton PN observations made during various ob-

servation periods from 2000-2020, is shown in Figure 3.

The distribution of the flux is clearly neither normal nor

log-normal but features several peaks (modes). Such

multi-modal nature of the flux histogram could be the

consequence of multiple emission or activity states. In

order to delve further, we obtained flux histograms for

each observation and fitted the normal and log-normal

distributions to the histograms (shown in Figure 5). The

fit results are tabulated in Table 2. It is interesting to

note that on an observation-by-observation basis, there

are no clear multi-modal flux distributions. For most of

the observations, both the normal and the log-normal

distributions describe the flux histograms alike. Based

on the reduced chi-squared values from the fit, the source

histogram can equally be represented by both of the con-

sidered two distributions.

4.1.4. Power spectral density analysis

The statistical properties of the observed variability

can be investigated using PSD analysis. The PSD shape

in the frequency domain can be measured by employing

a Discrete Fourier periodogram (DFP). It is a measure
of the variability power at a given temporal frequency

(or at a given timescale). For a time series sampled at

times tj with j = 1, 2, ..., n, DFP for a given temporal

frequency ν can be given by,

P (ν) =
T

⟨x⟩2N2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

j=1

x(tj)e
−i2πνtj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (10)

where T and ⟨x⟩ are the total observation duration and

the mean flux of the time series, respectively. In Equa-

tion 10, with the given normalization, the periodogram

is expressed in the units of (rms/mean)2Hz−1.

Blazar 3C 273 is moderately bright in the X-ray band

such that the light curves presented here are mostly

evenly spaced, having a time bin of 100 s. Nonetheless,

some light curves are not completely evenly spaced. In
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Figure 7. Hardness ratio of one of the observation IDs of
3C 273 (0810820101).

such a case, we filled such gaps using linear interpola-

tion. The periodograms computed in such a way usually

exhibit scatter around the true underlying PSD. These

periodograms were fitted PL PSD model,

P (ν) = N0ν
−βP + C, (11)

where N0, βP and C represent a normalization factor,

spectral power index and the Poisson noise level, respec-

tively (Bhatta et al. 2016). As a representative case, the

source periodogram for the source ID 0414190401 and

the fitted PL model are shown by black symbols and

red curve, respectively, in Figure 6. The model PSD

were fitted using the python package SciPy 4. It should

be noted that the uncertainties in the PSD index reflect

the quality of fitting, suggesting the larger uncertain-

ties for poor fitting to the observations. The best-fit

slope indexes of the PSD models are listed in the 8th

column of Table 1. For the observation IDs with null

Fvar, the PSD slopes are not presented in the table, as

the variability observed is less than the measured uncer-

tainties. This means the light curve is mainly dominated

by Poisson noise and the PSD slopes are close to zero.

It is seen that the PSD slopes range between −2.403

to 2.366 with a caveat that some slopes have larger un-

certainty. We note that in a similar work by Pavana

Gowtami et al. (2022) the PL slopes of the PSD range

between 1.7 to 2.7. It is pointed out that the relatively

flatter PSD slopes are consistent with the smaller values

for fractional variability (see column 6 of Table 1), and

are indicative of the fact that the sources are only mod-

erately variable on intraday timescales. But in the case

of highly variable blazars, e.g. S5 0716+714, the slopes

4 https://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy/reference/generated/scipy.
optimize.curve fit.html
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Figure 8. Spectral fitting of log-parabola model to one of
the observation IDs of 3C 273 (0810820101).

can be steeper (see the similar recent work by Mohorian

et al. 2022).

4.2. Spectral Analysis

In this section, we describe the various techniques

that were used to examine the spectral properties of the

blazars in their diverse flux states.

4.2.1. Hardness Ratio

To study spectral variations over time, we used the

hardness ratio analysis. We define hardness ratio (HR)

as:

HR =
H

S
, (12)

where H is the flux in the hard X-ray energy band (2-10

keV) and S is the flux in the soft energy band (0.3-2

keV). We have chosen this definition to constrain the

values between 0 and 1 due to the typical AGN spec-

tral shape, which usually declines towards hard X-ray

energies. The error in hardness ratio is given as:

σHR = HR ·

√(
σFhard

Fhard

)2

+

(
σFsoft

Fsoft

)2

. (13)

A variation in the hardness ratio exhibits spectral

variability during the observations. It is also useful to

test the possible correlation/inverse correlation with the

source flux state (count rate) in order to establish the

nature of flux variations. We tested for possible corre-

lation between the HR and the flux state by plotting

these quantities against each other, and one representa-

tive plot is shown in Fig. 7. We did not find any notable

correlation in almost all cases. This finding is similar to

the result of (Pavana Gowtami et al. 2022) where the au-

thors did not find significant changes in HR with time.

https://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy/reference/generated/scipy.optimize.curve_fit.html
https://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy/reference/generated/scipy.optimize.curve_fit.html


10

Moreover, we could not detect any signs of a hysteresis

loop in the HR-count rate plots.

4.2.2. Spectral Modeling

A study based on spectral modelling of all 26 XMM-

Newton observations of the blazar 3C 273 was carried

out following the standard procedure of spectral analy-

sis of X-ray observations. During the data processing,

the source spectrum, response matrix file (RMF), ancil-

lary response file (ARF), and background spectrum were

created for each observation and linked together. The

spectrum was then binned in order to have 50 counts

in each bin for all observations. This grouped spectrum

file was then analysed using the X-ray spectral fitting

package XSPEC version 12.11.0 (Arnaud 1996) provided

by High Energy Astrophysics Science Archival Research

Center (HEASARC), NASA/GSFC5. Various models in

XSPEC were used for the spectral fitting. Reduced χ2

value was used to determine the best model. The spec-

tral fit was done in the energy range of 0.3-10 keV. In all

the spectral fitting, we have used the tbabs model, which

considers X-ray absorption due to Galactic neutral hy-

drogen towards the observer. The input parameter, NH

in this model, is the equivalent hydrogen column (in

units of 1022 atoms cm−2). We fixed the neutral H col-

umn density value at NH = 1.69 × 1020cm−2 following

Dickey & Lockman (1990).

We first fit the spectra with a simple PL absorbed by

the Galactic hydrogen column along the line of sight to

3C 273. The expression for PL model is:

A(E) = KE−α, (14)

where α is the first parameter, which is known as the

photon index (dimensionless). The next parameter is

norm K, photons/keV/cm2/s at 1 keV. The spectrum of

the non-thermal emission resulting from a power-law in-

jection of high-energy particles in the jet magnetic field

often mimics the particle distribution. In particular, the

index of the synchrotron emission spectrum (α) is re-

lated to the power-law index of the particle distribution

(p) by the equation α = (p - 1)/2. Another model that

we used is the log-parabola model (LP ; Massaro et al.

2004, 2006). The corresponding expression is:

A(E) = K(E/Epivot)
−a−b log(E/Epivot), (15)

where Epivot stands for fixed pivot energy, a is the

slope at the pivot energy and b is the curvature term.

It was observed that fitting log-parabola model to the

source X-ray spectra yielded reduced χ2 values that were

5 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/

smaller than the ones we obtained when fitting the spec-

tra using PL model. The LP spectral model describes

the spectrum resulting from a particle acceleration sce-

nario, where a statistical acceleration mechanism relies

on energy-dependent probabilities. As the energy of a

relativistic particle increases, the probability of further

energy gain through particle acceleration decreases. To

further investigate the source X-ray emission for pos-

sible contribution from the accretion disk, the spectra

were also fitted with a black-body (BB) model added to

the LP model. This indeed resulted in the reduced χ2

values that were closer to unity in most of the observa-

tions, indicating the combined model provided a better

description of the source emission. The BB model can

be expressed as

dN

dE
=

N0 · E2

(kT )4 · (exp(E/kT )− 1)
, (16)

where kT is temperature in keV andN0 is the normaliza-

tion parameter. The results were further verified using

F-test. The results are tabulated in the 8th column of

Table 3.

Finally, to further examine the source spectra for the

possible presence of break energy, the broken power-law

(BPL) model was used for the spectral analysis. The

BPL model consists of two power-law indexes glued at

break energy. The expression for BPL model is:

A(E) =

{
KE−α1 , if E ≤ Ebreak,

KEα2−α1

break (E/1keV )−α2 , if E > Ebreak,

(17)

where Ebreak is the break point for the energy in keV,

α1 is the PL photon index for E ≤ Ebreak, α2 is the

PL photon index for E ≥ Ebreak. A broken power-law

X-ray spectrum indicates the possible presence of high
energy relativistic electrons which rapidly cool by radi-

ation resulting in a break in the emission spectrum.

In the beginning, a simple PL model is used to fit all

the observations considered, and we found that it does

not provide a good fit (the reduced χ2 is very high in

all cases as evident from Table 3). In the next step,

we changed our base model to the LP model and found

that the fit improves significantly as compared to the PL

model. However, the fit still is not the best one for many

of the observations. This result hints at the requirement

for an additional component in the spectral fitting. It

is clear from the fitting parameters presented in Table 3

that, for most of the observations, except for 0112770101

and 0112770501, LP added with a BB model is a bet-

ter fit. For the mentioned observation IDs, BPL was a

better fit, but by only a small margin. In Fig. 8, we

show the spectrum of one of the observations fitted with
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a log-parabola model. The temperature as estimated by

the log-parabola+black-body model is in the range 0.75-1

keV. We found that the slope of the best-fit model, α

varies between 1.8-2.1 among the observations.

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. Variability Properties

A study of several episodes of intraday flux and spec-

tral variability spanning over nearly two decades reveals

many interesting variability features that help constrain

the underlying physics of the AGN. As seen in Figure

1, over the period the source displays a flux change of

nearly three times with a long-term fractional variability

of 27.2% in the X-ray band. It is noted that the FV in

the X-ray regime is larger than the 14% FV in the opti-

cal band as reported by Bhatta (2021) and considerably

smaller than the 94% FV in the Fermi/LAT γ-ray band

as reported by Bhatta & Dhital (2020), although the

latter two works include the observations from the last

12 years only.

Bhattacharyya et al. (2020) estimated the fractional

variability of 3C 273 to be less than 1 percent for XMM-

Newton observations during 2001 and 2007 which is con-

sistent with our results. Very recently, Pavana Gowtami

et al. (2022) analysed 23 light curves spanning 20 years

of XMM-Newton observations and found that nine light

curves showed small (0.71 per cent to 3.04 per cent) am-

plitude variations while 14 light curves did not show any

significant variability in X-ray energy band.

The observed variability in blazars can largely be at-

tributed to the processes taking place in the accretion

disk and jets of AGN. In the scenario involving the ac-

cretion disk, the variability arises from magnetohydro-

dynamic instabilities caused by fluctuations in the ac-

cretion rates, viscosity parameter, and magnetic field.

Similarly, in the scenarios involving the jets, several vari-

ability models have been widely discussed. These mod-

els mainly involve particle acceleration via shock waves,

magnetic re-connection, and turbulence in the jets (see

e. g. Giannios et al. 2009; Kirk et al. 1998; Maraschi

et al. 1992; Marscher & Gear 1985). The X-ray vari-

ability observed in the timescale of tens of years can

be the result of combined mechanisms. However, the

intra-night variability can arise due to the rapid cooling

of relativistic electrons via dissipative processes such as

synchrotron and inverse-Compton emission.

5.2. Flux distribution

The study of flux distribution helps us in determin-

ing whether the variability is arising from multiplica-

tive or additive processes. For the overall flux distribu-

tion throughout the observation period (2000-2020), we

found that the distribution is neither normal nor log-

normal. However, the distribution of the individual ob-

servations is described by a normal distribution, and in

some cases by a log-normal distribution.

With the objective of getting an insight into the possi-

ble processes responsible for the observed X-ray variabil-

ity of 3C 273, we investigated its flux distribution. The

overall flux distribution throughout the observation pe-

riod (2000-2020) featured several modes and clearly did

not agree with either of the two distributions we consid-

ered – the normal and the log-normal distributions.

Table 3. Spectral properties of 3C 273. Col. 1: observation ID; Col. 2:
Spectral models, power-law (PL), log-parabola (LP), log-parabola+black-
body (LP+BB), broken power-law (BPL), broken power-law+black-body
(BPL+BB); Col. 3: χ2/degrees of freedom; Col 4: photon index (PL),
curvature parameter (LP), high-energy photon index (BPL); Col. 5:
low-energy photon index (LP), low-energy photon index (BPL); Col. 6:
break energy in keV; Col. 7: black-body temperature (keV); Col. 8:
F-test results.

Obs Model Reduced α/Ep/α1 β/α2 Ebreak BB temp F-test

chi-square keV keV

0126700301 PL 9248.25/176(51.54) 1.812 ± .001 - - -

LP 835.36/175(4.77) 1.901 ± .001 −0.264 ± .002 - -

LP+BB 384.79/173(2.22) 1.945 ± .002 −0.290 ± .005 - 0.994 ± .02 100.702

BPL 769.84/174(4.42) 2.034 ± .003 1.664 ± .002 1.148 ± .009 -

BPL+BB 917.34/172(5.33) 2.029 ± .003 3.243 ± .070 2.885 ± .024 2.071 ± .014

0126700601 PL 4284.43/171(25.05) 1.797 ± .001 - - -

LP 340.38/170(2.00) 1.905 ± .002 −0.315 ± .004 - -

LP+BB 209.31/168(1.24) 1.948 ± .004 −0.345 ± .008 - 0.969 ± .052 52.288

Continued on next page
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Table 3 – continued from previous page

Obs Model Reduced α/Ep/α1 β/α2 Ebreak BB temp F-test

chi square keV keV

BPL 384.52/169(2.27) 2.046 ± .005 1.617 ± .003 1.207 ± .015 -

BPL+BB 412.55/167(2.47) 2.053 ± .005 3.362 ± .127 2.722 ± .036 2.03 ± .022

0126700701 PL 5399.63/174(31.03) 1.800 ± .001 - - -

LP 555.63/173(3.21) 1.903 ± .002 −0.299 ± .004 - -

LP+BB 234.98/171(1.37) 1.960 ± .003 −0.342 ± .007 - 0.956 ± .032 115.99

BPL 459.55/172(2.67) 2.069 ± .005 1.639 ± .003 1.108 ± .012 -

BPL+BB 288.13/170(1.69) 2.159 ± .007 0.958 ± .024 3.289 ± .068 0.942 ± .015

0126700801 PL 8550.66/175(48.86) 1.799 ± .001 - - -

LP 871.08/174(5.00) 1.909 ± .001 −0.321 ± .003 - -

LP+BB 314.15/172(1.82) 1.975 ± .003 −0.375 ± .006 - 0.929 ± .023 151.58

BPL 632.54/173(3.65) 2.099 ± .004 1.630 ± .002 1.078 ± .009 -

BPL+BB 869.67/171(5.08) 2.071 ± .004 3.923 ± .116 2.980 ± .024 2.014 ± .015

0136550101 PL 37981.60/176(215.80) 1.912 ± .001 - - -

LP 2092.45/175(11.96) 2.030 ± .001 −0.391 ± .001 - -

LP+BB 512.00/173(2.95) 2.086 ± .001 −0.424 ± .003 - 0.977 ± .015 265.47

BPL 1962.30/174(11.27) 2.220 ± .002 1.676 ± .001 1.165 ± .004 -

BPL+BB 4700.67/172(27.32) 2.167 ± .001 3.147 ± 1.00 14.434 ± 1.00 1.800 ± .007

0112770101 PL 1271.83/171(7.43) 1.843 ± .003 - - -

LP 276.75/170(1.63) 1.917 ± .003 −0.244 ± .007 - -

LP+BB 206.89/168(1.23) 1.965 ± .006 −0.283 ± .013 - 0.877 ± .060 28.195

BPL 203.54/169(1.21) 2.046 ± .009 1.696 ± .006 1.146 ± .027 -

BPL+BB 256.26/167(1.53) 2.042 ± .007 3.712 ± .224 3.080 ± .057 2.108 ± .041

0112770201 PL 1063.19/170(6.25) 1.783 ± .003 - - -

LP 259.33/169(1.53) 1.862 ± .004 −0.225 ± .007 - -

LP+BB 183.05/167(1.06) 1.914 ± .007 −0.253 ± .014 - 1.018 ± .074 34.587

BPL 194.38/168(1.15) 1.984 ± .010 1.655 ± .006 1.142 ± .030 -

BPL+BB 215.99/166(1.30) 1.985 ± .008 3.248 ± .193 2.949 ± .066 2.087 ± .040

0136550501 PL 2621.49/166(15.79) 1.989 ± .002 - - -

LP 375.05/165(2.27) 2.073 ± .002 −0.308 ± .006 - -

LP+BB 228.51/163(1.40) 2.126 ± .005 −0.338 ± .010 - 0.912 ± .046 51.944

BPL 271.66/164(1.65) 2.240 ± .007 1.802 ± .005 1.110 ± .017 -

BPL+BB 341.90/162(2.11) 2.228 ± .006 4.345 ± .233 2.938 ± .041 1.855 ± .023

0159960101 PL 5967.03/175(34.09) 1.927 ± .001 - - -

LP 559.34/174(3.21) 1.980 ± .001 −0.178 ± .002 - -

LP+BB 365.55/172(2.12) 2.006 ± .002 −0.203 ± .004 - 0.780 ± .029 45.326

BPL 454.43/173(2.62) 2.065 ± .027 1.822 ± .196 1.162 ± .012 -

BPL+BB 591.44/171(3.45) 2.065 ± .024 2.935 ± .047 2.705 ± .022 2.060 ± .014

0112770501 PL 786.90/166(4.74) 1.933 ± .002 - - -

LP 228.52/165(1.38) 1.978 ± .003 −0.156 ± .006 - -

LP+BB 210.22/163(1.28) 2.001 ± .006 −0.183 ± .012 - 0.708 ± .079 7.051

BPL 208.67/164(1.27) 2.047 ± .007 1.836 ± .005 1.214 ± .039 -

BPL+BB 216.47/162(1.34) 2.054 ± .006 2.973 ± .130 2.763 ± .058 2.129 ± .046

0112771101 PL 1753.10/166(10.56) 1.876 ± .002 - - -

LP 264.84/165(1.61) 1.962 ± .003 −0.275 ± .006 - -

LP+BB 175.56/163(1.08) 2.013 ± .006 −0.316 ± .012 0.882 ± .054 41.192

BPL 211.51/164(1.29) 2.117 ± .009 1.722 ± .005 1.097 ± .021 -

Continued on next page
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Table 3 – continued from previous page

Obs Model Reduced α/Ep/α1 β/α2 Ebreak BB temp F-test

chi square keV keV

BPL+BB 249.28/162(1.54) 2.102 ± .007 3.758 ± .206 2.883 ± .048 1.985 ± .030

0136550801 PL 2047.29/168(12.18) 1.882 ± .002 - - -

LP 241.71/167(1.45) 1.959 ± .002 −0.265 ± .005 - -

LP+BB 177.89/165(1.08) 1.994 ± .005 −0.282 ± .010 0.965 ± .076 29.418

BPL 199.23/166(1.20) 2.084 ± .006 1.721 ± .005 1.177 ± .021 -

BPL+BB 257.47/164(1.57) 2.086 ± .006 3.293 ± .149 2.755 ± .049 1.993 ± .029

0136551001 PL 7380.60/175(42.17) 1.831 ± .001 - - -

LP 676.30/174(3.89) 1.934 ± .001 −0.321 ± .003 - -

LP+BB 312.53/172(1.82) 1.990 ± .003 −0.371 ± .006 0.884 ± .026 99.517

BPL 497.00/173(2.87) 2.119 ± .005 1.653 ± .002 1.090 ± .010 -

BPL+BB 354.56/171(2.07) 2.202 ± .006 0.883 ± .023 3.367 ± .063 0.939 ± .013

0414190101 PL 18561.08/176(105.46) 1.589 ± .001 - - -

LP 1597.96/175(9.13) 1.713 ± .001 −0.299 ± .002 - -

LP+BB 426.10 /173(2.46) 1.783 ± .002 −0.382 ± .004 0.884 ± .013 236.517

BPL 1293.54/174(7.43) 1.891 ± .003 1.443 ± .001 1.102 ± .006 -

BPL+BB 604.11/172(3.51) 2.015 ± .004 0.679 ± .012 3.196 ± .031 0.954 ± .007

0414190301 PL 2881.61/173(16.66) 1.702 ± .001 - - -

LP 405.01/172(2.35) 1.787 ± .002 −0.229 ± .004 - -

LP+BB 281.56 /170(1.66) 1.830 ± .004 −0.275 ± .008 - 0.859 ± .041 37.049

BPL 407.60/171(2.38) 1.914 ± .006 1.586 ± .003 1.107 ± .017 -

BPL+BB 631.81/169(3.74) 1.860 ± .004 1.182 ± 1.00 12.180 ± 1.00 2.005 ± .030

0414190401 PL 13753.50/176(78.14) 1.811 ± .001 - - -

LP 1172.75/175(6.70) 1.910 ± .001 −0.291 ± .002 - -

LP+BB 282.07 /173(1.63) 1.969 ± .002 −0.345 ± .004 - 0.885 ± .016 271.558

BPL 713.17/174(4.09) 2.079 ± .003 1.654 ± .001 1.089 ± .007 -

BPL+BB 1300.93/172(7.56) 2.055 ± .002 3.679 ± .075 2.931 ± .018 2.038 ± .011

0414190501 PL 12893.38/175(73.68) 1.737 ± .001 - - -

LP 914.90/174(5.26) 1.849 ± .001 −0.315 ± .002 - -

LP+BB 246.89/172(1.43) 1.906 ± .002 −0.358 ± .005 - 0.987 ± .023 231.337

BPL 585.97/173(3.39) 2.009 ± .003 1.559 ± .002 1.168 ± .008 -

BPL+BB 1055.34/171(6.17) 2.002 ± .003 3.503 ± .081 2.975 ± .022 2.122 ± .013

0414190601 PL 11753.83/176(66.78) 1.762 ± .001 - - -

LP 615.53/175(3.52) 1.867 ± .001 −0.321 ± .002 - -

LP+BB 283.10/173(1.64) 1.908 ± .002 −0.349 ± .005 - 0.991 ± .034 100.985

BPL 674.30/174(3.88) 2.018 ± .003 1.571 ± .002 1.197 ± .009 -

BPL+BB 810.46/172(4.71) 2.021 ± .003 3.562 ± .089 2.907 ± .023 2.130 ± .014

0414190701 PL 9555.39/176(54.29) 1.782 ± .001 - - -

LP 719.13/175(4.11) 1.882 ± .001 −0.308 ± .003 - -

LP+BB 278.24 /173(1.61) 1.931 ± .002 −0.332 ± .005 1.057 ± .033 136.273

BPL 543.27/174(3.12) 2.037 ± .003 1.599 ± .002 1.168 ± .009 -

BPL+BB 774.84/172(4.501) 2.036 ± .003 3.468 ± .092 2.887 ± .026 2.058 ± .014

0414190801 PL 5730.43/175(32.74) 1.804 ± .001 - - -

LP 558.33/174(3.21) 1.884 ± .001 −0.239 ± .003 - -

LP+BB 270.71/172(1.57) 1.925 ± .002 −0.261 ± .005 - 1.011 ± .038 90.841

BPL 420.81/173(2.43) 2.000 ± .003 1.665 ± .002 1.178 ± .012 -

BPL+BB 616.21/171(3.61) 1.997 ± .003 3.001 ± .073 2.926 ± .033 2.123 ± .018

Continued on next page
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Table 3 – continued from previous page

Obs Model Reduced α/Ep/α1 β/α2 Ebreak BB temp F-test

chi square keV keV

0414191001 PL 3769.76/172(21.92) 1.803 ± .001 - - -

LP 469.77/171(2.75) 1.890 ± .002 −0.272 ± .004 - -

LP+BB 243.89/169(1.44) 1.942 ± .004 −0.300 ± .008 - 1.004 ± .042 77.797

BPL 280.37/170(1.65) 2.032 ± .005 1.641 ± .003 1.156 ± .015 -

BPL+BB 434.90/168(2.59) 2.037 ± .005 3.338 ± .122 2.727 ± .036 1.975 ± .020

0414191101 PL 3052.38/173(17.64) 1.804 ± .001 - - -

LP 301.54/172(1.75) 1.870 ± .001 −0.217 ± .003 - -

LP+BB 261.92/170(1.54) 1.890 ± .003 −0.239 ± .007 - 0.798 ± .066 12.782

BPL 365.18/171(2.14) 1.963 ± .004 1.673 ± .003 1.220 ± .018 -

BPL+BB 361.48/169(2.14) 1.970 ± .004 2.835 ± .082 2.701 ± .038 2.178 ± .027

0414191201 PL 7317.82/175(41.82) 1.662 ± .001 - - -

LP 514.81/174(2.96) 1.756 ± .001 −0.260 ± .003- - -

LP+BB 299.29/172(1.74) 1.794 ± .003 −0.300 ± .005 - 0.885 ± .033 61.568

BPL 491.43 /173(2.84 1.881 ± .003 1.517 ± .002 1.187 ± .011 -

BPL+BB 1090.28/171(6.38) 1.839 ± .002 9.080 ± 1.00 23.291 ± 1.00 2.111 ± .021

0414191301 PL 2664.68/174(15.31) 1.677 ± .001 - - -

LP 352.84/173(2.04) 1.754 ± .002 −0.212 ± .004 - -

LP+BB 295.87/171(1.73) 1.779 ± .004 −0.226 ± .008 - 1.051 ± .090 16.367

BPL 385.06/172(2.24) 1.851 ± .005 1.560 ± .003 1.200 ± .019 -

BPL+BB 416.67/170(2.45) 1.572 ± .003 1.571 ± 1.00 14.681 ± 1.00 0.103 ± .001

0810820101 PL 5849.73/174(33.62) 1.884 ± .001 - - -

LP 262.12/173(1.51) 2.001 ± .002 −0.325 ± .004 - - 1

LP+BB 221.65/171(1.29) 2.022 ± .004 −0.341 ± .007 - 0.918 ± .086 15.519

BPL 471.43/172(2.74) 2.110 ± .004 1.690 ± .003 1.335 ± .014 -

BPL+BB 699.21/170(4.11) 2.077 ± .003 8.089 ± 1.00 18.160 ± 1.00 2.083 ± .025

0810821501 PL 11246.10/176(63.89) 1.839 ± .001 - - -

LP 808.71/175(4.62) 1.974 ± .001 −0.360 ± .003 - -

LP+BB 301.02/173(1.74) 2.032 ± .003 −0.402 ± .006 - 0.985 ± .027 145.045

BPL 705.13 /174(4.05) 2.146 ± .004 1.641 ± .002 1.189 ± .009 -

BPL+BB 1572.52/172(9.14) 2.090 ± .003 7.850 ± 1.00 12.804 ± 1.00 1.884 ± .013

The multimodal nature of the flux histograms could

be due to multiple emission or activity states in the

blazar. The distributions of the flux for individual obser-

vations, however, did not feature multiple peaks. Based

on the values of reduced chi-squared from the fit, ei-

ther of the two distributions describes the distributions

alike. The log-normal distribution of flux has been found

to be present in multi-wavelength observations of PKS

2155-304 and Mrk 421 (Kushwaha et al. 2017; Bhatta &

Dhital 2020). It is possible that the complexity of the

flux distribution observed in the source can be linked

to a complex interplay between the disk/corona system

and the jet. For example, the flux can be dominated

by disk processes at times and by jet processes at other

times. This could be a possible explanation for why the

source does not display a well-defined shape of the flux

distribution as observed in prototypical (jet-dominated)

blazars like Mrk 421.

5.2.1. Flux-rms Relation

While a complete account of variability in blazars is

still a subject of ongoing discussion, studies focused on

the possible dependence of rms on the mean flux defi-

nitely provide some clues about the variable nature of

X-ray emission from blazars. The flux-rms relation im-

plies that the variability at shorter timescales is related

to or coupled with that at longer timescales. This puts

strong constraints on the models of flux variability of

accreting compact objects. The first evidence of a lin-

ear flux-rms relation and log-normal flux distribution in

a blazar was found in the RXTE- PCA data of BL Lac-

ertae (Giebels & Degrange 2009).
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Similar signs were found in the Kepler light curves of

the BL Lac object W2R1926+42 (Edelson et al. 2013) as

well as in the Fermi-LAT light curves of multiple blazars

(Bhatta & Dhital 2020; Bhatta 2021; Kushwaha et al.

2017). More recently, hints of linear flux-rms relations

were reported in the optical light curves of 12 γ-ray

bright blazars including 3C 273 (see Bhatta 2021).

For example, theories similar to the propagating fluc-

tuation model (Lyubarskii (1997)), in which the longer-

term fluctuations from the outer disk propagate inward

along with the accretion flow and modulate the shorter

timescale variability generated at the smaller radii, are

favoured. In the minijets-in-a-jet model, in which mini-

jets are isotropically distributed in the main jet, a linear

relation between the flux and its rms might arise due to

the orientation of the main jet with respect to the line

of sight (Biteau & Giebels 2012). However, the direct

equivalence between flux-rms relation, multiplicative na-

ture and log-normal flux distribution as discussed by

Uttley & McHardy (2001) has been disputed by Scargle

(2020).

Bhattacharyya et al. (2020) studied the HBL Mrk

421 using X-ray observations from AstroSAT and the

Sxift/XRT instruments and reported a linear rms-flux

relation. However, in our analysis, we did not observe

such a linear relationship. The multimodal nature of

the flux distribution suggests that the total emission

is contributed by flux from various AGN components

and mechanisms. Moreover, blazar variability is usually

assumed to be a result of multiple processes, includ-

ing particle acceleration by shocks passing through the

jet or magnetic reconnection (Marscher & Gear 1985;

Joshi et al. 2014; Joshi & Boettcher 2010; Nalewajko

et al. 2015), cooling of these particles through radiation

and adiabatic expansion, as well as turbulence in the

magnetic field and density (Marscher 2013). It remains

theoretically unclear if such variability should exhibit a

flux-rms relation.

5.3. Power Spectral Density Analysis

In order to perform PSD analysis on the X-ray obser-

vation of the blazar 3C 273, periodograms for each of

the intraday timescale observations were computed us-

ing DFT method. Consequently, the periodograms were

binned in log-frequency to remove scatter and then fitted

with power-law models. The results of the analysis sug-

gest that the periodogram can be fairly approximated

by a single power-law PSD model. The distribution of

the slope indexes of the power-law ranges from −2.403

to 2.366. The results are comparable to the ones by sim-

ilar recent work by Gowtami et al. (2022). The results

indicate that the PSD slopes tend to vary over time.

Such variable slopes can result from the non-stationary

variability processes taking place in general astrophysi-

cal accretion systems (see, e.g., Alston et al. 2019). To

compare the multi-wavelength slope, the slope indexes

for the X-ray observations are slightly steeper than the

γ-ray PSD slope of 3C 273 ∼ 0.77 as estimated in Bhatta

& Dhital (2020). On the other hand, Bhattacharyya

et al. (2020) shows that for 3C 273, the X-ray variabil-

ity is consistent within uncertainties across the epochs.

5.4. Spectral Modeling: Presence of disc component

In order to investigate the spectral properties of 3C

273, we tested various phenomenological models de-

scribed in Section 4 for the XMM-Newton EPIC/PN

observations spanning about 20 years. The results of

the spectral fitting using different models in XSPEC are

shown in Table 3.

A recent multi-wavelength study of this source by Fer-

nandes et al. (2020) has shown that the accretion disc

component is also required to fit the optical/X-ray data.

Following this, we also included the black body compo-

nent (BB) in our further fitting process. From Table 3

it is clear that the fit improves significantly by including

the disc component in the base model LP. The presence

of accretion disc is usually considered in order to ex-

plain the optical/UV emission in FSRQs (Jolley et al.

2009; Blaes et al. 2001). The temperature of the disc

required by the model is found to vary in the range of

0.70-1.1 keV. This indicates the varying thermal prop-

erties of the matter present in the disc. The detailed

discussion of the accretion disc requires the inclusion of

optical/UV data, which we plan to incorporate in the

subsequent paper.

Page et al. (2004) also discussed the requirement of

multiple black body components to explain the varying

soft excess component with temperatures ranging be-

tween around 40 and 330 eV, together with a PL. By co-

adding multiple observations, the authors demonstrated

the detection of weak broad Fe-emission. In a few cases

of our fitting, we noticed an indication for the presence

of Fe K-α emission line around 6.4 keV in the residual

plot. However, the detailed analysis of individual spec-

tral lines is beyond the scope of our paper, and we do

not discuss it here. We checked for the possible cor-

relation between various spectral parameters (spectral

slope, temperature, curvature parameter, mean flux) de-

rived from the fitting. However, we were not able to

establish any noticeable correlations between them.

The spectral fitting reveals the requirement of a BB

component for the best fit, confirming that blazar 3C

273 is one of the few sources that exhibit a strong ther-

mal component from the accretion disk. This could be
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partly due to the fact that the viewing angle to the jet

of 3C 273 is oriented at a relatively larger angle of ∼ 12o

(Gravity Collaboration et al. 2018), compared to θ < 6o

in jet-dominant blazars. As a result, the total observed

emission has a significant contribution from the accre-

tion disk, which is thermal in nature. This is also ev-

ident from the lack of correlation between gamma-ray

and optical emission in Bhatta (2021). It is important

to point out that we observe flux variations in the source

with smaller amplitude compared to other jet-dominant

sources such as Mrk 421, as indicated by the smaller

values of fractional variability. This is consistent with

the fact that the Doppler-boosted, beamed non-thermal

emission from the jet is highly variable in comparison

to the thermal emission from the accretion processes.

Moreover, any definite trend in the flux-hardness ratio

relation, e. g. linear correlation between flux and hard-

ness ratio and hysteresis loops, could have been diluted

due to the multi-component emission. To state a few ex-

amples of flux-spectra relation in other blazars, FSRQ

3C 279 has been reported to show a hysteresis loop in

the colour-magnitude diagram (Böttcher et al. 2007).

Similarly, spectral hysteresis loops, both clockwise and

anti-clockwise, have been detected in X-ray observations

of Mrk 421 (e.g., see Abeysekara et al. 2017; Tramacere

et al. 2009).

6. CONCLUSIONS

We have performed spectral and timing studies of the

bright blazar 3C 273 using ∼20 years of XMM-Newton

archival data. The fractional variability and power spec-

tral density analysis techniques were used to examine

the source’s X-ray variability. X-ray continuum mod-

elling was carried out using the XSPEC and tested for

various known models. The results obtained from these

general analyses conclude our work as follows:

• The X-ray continuum is best represented by the

log-parabolic model added with the disc emis-

sion. This result corroborates with the conclusions

of other papers in the published literature (Page

et al. 2004; Fernandes et al. 2020; Jolley et al. 2009;

Blaes et al. 2001). This suggests that the observed

X-ray emission is a combination of the jet and ac-

cretion processes.

• The flux distributions of the individual observa-

tions follow the normal and log-normal distribu-

tion for most of the cases. However, the overall

flux distribution does not follow the same trend

but features multiple modes. The results point

out to a scenario where the emission is contributed

from various components of the jet and the disk.

• The fractional variability and variability ampli-

tude was found to be moderately variable through-

out the observation period. This might be at-

tributed to the dominance of the disk component,

where the variability of disk dilutes that originat-

ing from the jet.

• The hardness ratio plot did not show any signs

of a hysteresis loop, and we could not establish

any notable correlation between the hardness ratio

and the flux state. The observed emission, most

likely contributed by the complex processes in the

disk/jet system, does not reveal a definite trend as

we would expect if the emission was produced by

a one-zone model of blazars.
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