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ABSTRACT

We present an extensive recent multi-band optical photometric observations of the blazar S5 0716+714 carried out over 53 nights

with two telescopes in India, two in Bulgaria, one in Serbia, and one in Egypt during 2019 November – 2022 December. We

collected 1401, 689, 14726, and 165 photometric image frames in B, V, R, and I bands, respectively. We montiored the blazar

quasi-simultaneously during 3 nights in B, V, R, and I bands; 4 nights in B, V, and R; 2 nights in V, R, and I; 5 nights in B and

R; and 2 nights in V and R bands. We also took 37 nights of data only in R band. Single band data are used to study intraday

flux variability and two or more bands quasi-simultaneous observations allow us to search for colour variation in the source. We

employ the power-enhanced F-test and the nested ANOVA test to search for genuine flux and color variations in the light curves

of the blazar on intraday timescales. Out of 12, 11, 53, and 5 nights observations, intraday variations with amplitudes between

∼ 3% and ∼ 20% are detected in 9, 8, 31 and 3 nights in B, V, R, and I bands, respectively, corresponding to duty cycles of

75%, 73%, 58% and 60%. These duty cycles are lower than those typically measured at earlier times. On these timescales color

variations with both bluer-when-brighter and redder-when-brighter are seen, though nights with no measurable colour variation

are also present. We briefly discuss possible explanations for this observed intraday variability.

Key words: galaxies: active – BL Lacertae objects: general – BL Lacertae objects: individual: S5 0716+714

1 INTRODUCTION

The center of active galactic nuclei (AGNs) host super-massive

black holes (SMBHs) of masses in the range of ∼ 106 − 1010M⊙

(Rees 1984) that accrete matter from their environments and have

been observed to emit both thermal and non-thermal radiations. A

small fraction of these AGNs emit strongly at radio wavelengths

and the ratio of 5 GHz radio to optical B-Band emission, called the

radio-loudness parameter ', is one of the common traditional ways

to characterize these sources as well as a measure of non-thermal

emission. If ' < 10 then the AGN is called radio-quiet (RQ) and

if ' ≥ 10 the AGN is known as radio-loud (RL). The latter hosts

★ Email: tushar22594@gmail.com
† Email: acgupta30@gmail.com

powerful large-scale bipolar relativistic jets – one of the primary

sources of non-thermal emission. A large fraction, ∼ 85 – 90%

belongs to the RQAGNs class and the rest ∼ 10 – 15% are RLAGNs

(e.g., Kellermann et al. 1989). The orientation of the jet is found to

be tightly correlated with the dominance of non-thermal component

and broadband emission. This has led to a new designation scheme

for these sources, namely, jetted or non-jetted, in which RQAGNs

lack significant emission above hard X-rays while RLAGNs have

strong emission up to GeV–TeV gamma-rays (e.g., Padovani 2017).

Blazars are one of the most enigmatic subclasses of RLAGNs

and they emit radiation throughout the entire electromagnetic

(EM) spectrum from radio to very high energy W−rays (VHEs;

E & 100 GeV), with their relativistic plasma jets oriented almost

along the line of sight of the observer (e.g., Urry & Padovani
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1995). The blazar category is a concatenation of BL Lacertae

objects (BL Lacs) and flat spectrum radio quasars (FSRQs). This

separation is based on the strength of emission lines in optical-UV

bands, measured in terms of equivalent width (EW), with BL Lacs

exhibiting a featureless continuum or very weak emission lines (EW

≤ 5) (Stocke et al. 1991; Marcha et al. 1996) while FSRQs show

stronger emission lines (Blandford & Rees 1978; Ghisellini et al.

1997). In the complete EM spectrum, the emission from a blazar is

predominantly non-thermal primarily due to the Doppler-boosted

jet emission. Blazars display double humped spectral energy

distributions (SEDs) across the entire EM spectrum (Fossati et al.

1998). Based on the location of the hump peaks, blazars historically

have been classified into low energy peaked blazars (LBLs) and high

energy peaked blazars (HBLs). The first hump peaks in the infrared

or optical bands for LBLs and in UV or X-ray for HBLs. The high

energy hump respectively peaks in GeV and TeV W-ray ranges for

LBLs and HBLs (Fossati et al. 1998).

Over the last few decades it has been well established that

blazars show flux, spectral, and polarization variations in all

accessible EM bands on diverse timescales ranging as short as a

few minutes to as long as several years (e.g., Miller et al. 1989;

Urry et al. 1993; Heidt & Wagner 1996; Raiteri et al. 2001; 2006;

2008; 2011; Gupta et al. 2012; 2016; 2017; 2022; Gaur et al.

2014; Hayashida et al. 2015; Kiehlmann et al. 2016; Bhatta et al.

2016; Itoh et al. 2016; Kushwaha 2022; and references therein).

Blazar variability on a few minutes to less than a days is vari-

ously called as micro-variability (Miller et al. 1989) or intra-day

variability (IDV) (Wagner & Witzel 1995) or intra-night variability

(Gopal-Krishna et al. 1993); variability timescales from a few days

to several weeks are known as short term variability (STV); while

the variability over months to decades is called long term variability

(LTV) (Gupta et al. 2004). The nature of blazar variability in whole

EM spectrum is mostly non-linear, stochastic, and aperiodic (e.g.,

Kushwaha et al. 2017).

The blazar S5 0716+7141 (I = 0.31 ± 0.08) (Nilsson et al.

2008) is one of the brightest BL Lacs in optical bands. The discovery

of very high energy (VHE) W−ray emission from S5 0716+714

was reported in MAGIC (Major Atmospheric Gamma Imaging

Cherenkov) observations (Anderhub et al. 2009), and it is listed in

the catalogue of TeV emitting sources2 . Wagner & Witzel (1995)

reported that the duty cycle of the object in optical bands is one,

which indicates that the source is almost always in an active state

displaying variability. S5 0716+714 is therefore among the most

well-studied blazars for variability studies across the EM bands on

diverse timescales (e.g., Wagner et al. 1990; 1996; Quirrenbach et al.

1991; Ghisellini et al. 1997; Tagliaferri et al. 2003; Raiteri et al.

2003; Pian et al. 2005; Bach et al. 2005; Foschini et al. 2006;

Villata et al. 2008; Gupta et al. 2012; Rani et al. 2013; Bhatta et al.

2013; Chandra et al. 2015; Wierzcholska & Siejkowski 2016;

Sandrinelli et al. 2017; MAGIC Collaboration et al. 2018; and

references therein). Over the last three decades, the source has

received a great deal of attention in terms of searches for optical

IDV (e.g., Heidt & Wagner 1996; Villata et al. 2000; Wu et al.

2005; Montagni et al. 2006; Poon et al. 2009; Agarwal et al. 2016;

Raiteri et al. 2021; and references therein). Using the major optical

outbursts in the source, a possible long term optical period was esti-

1 https://www.lsw.uni-heidelberg.de/projects/extragalactic/charts/0716+714.html
2 http://tevcat.uchicago.edu/

mated to be 3.0±0.3 years (Gupta et al. 2008). On IDV timescales,

periodic or quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs) were apparently

detected on a few occasions (Gupta et al. 2009; Rani et al. 2010).

Blazar emission in high flux states, i.e., pre/post outburst states and

outburst states, as well as detected IDVs during those states, are

non-thermal Doppler-boosted emission from jets (Blandford & Rees

1978; Marscher & Gear 1985; Marscher et al. 1992; Hughes et al.

1992). But when the blazar is in very low-flux states, optical IDV

may be explained by disturbances or hotspots on the accretion

disc surrounding the central SMBH (e.g., Mangalam & Wiita

1993). An alternative interpretation based on low-luminosity AGN

behavior argues that the accretion discs in low luminosity AGNs

are radiatively inefficient, so a weak jet emission could still be

responsible for detection of optical IDV in the low-flux state of

blazars (Chiaberge et al. 2006; Capetti et al. 2007).

The flux and spectral variabilities seen in blazars on IDV

timescales are some of the most puzzling issues in AGN physics

(e.g. Czerny et al. 2008). To address the IDVs in blazars, we started

a long term project in the mid 2000s and have made extensive

searches in optical and X-ray bands using various ground and

space-based telescopes observations (e.g., Gupta et al. 2008; 2012;

Gaur et al. 2010; 2015; Kalita et al. 2015; Agarwal et al. 2016;

Pandey et al. 2017; Aggrawal et al. 2018; Zhang et al. 2019; 2021;

Dhiman et al. 2021; Pavana Gowtami et al. 2022; Devanand et al.

2022; and references therein). Here, we present an extended study of

optical flux and spectral variabilities of the blazar S5 0716+714 on

IDV timescales using observations from two telescopes in India, two

in Bulgaria, and one each in Serbia and Egypt. We have carried out

these optical photometric observations of the blazar S5 0716+714

during a recent span of ∼3 years (November 2019 – December 2022)

that provide additional useful data on this object. These multi-band

optical observations also allow us to explore the spectral evolu-

tion of the source over a long-term scale during its diverse flux states.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we de-

scribe the details of data gathering and the reduction procedure.

Section §3 describes the various analysis tests we employ. Results

including our inferences and discussion are in section §4. We end

with the summary of this study in section §5.

2 OBSERVATION AND DATA REDUCTION

Optical photometric observations of the blazar S5 0716+714 have

been made with six ground-based optical telescopes between

February 2019 to December 2022, using Johnson-Cousin BVRI

filters. The largest number of these observations were carried out by

two telescopes at the Aryabhatta Research Institute of Observational

Sciences (ARIES), Nainital, India, namely the 1.04m Sampuranand

Telescope (ST), and the 1.3m Devasthal Fast Optical Telescope

(DFOT). The next largest number of observations were obtained at

the 1.88m telescope at Kottamia Astronomical Observatory (KAO),

Egypt. Additional data were taken by the 2.0m and 60cm telescopes

at National Astronomical Observatory (NAO), Rozhen, Bulgaria,

and Astronomical Observatory (AO), Belogradchik, Bulgaria,

respectively. Finally, a few nights of multi-band data were collected

at the 1.4m telescope at Astronomical Station Vidojevica (ASV),

Serbia. Detailed information about these telescopes and their CCD

(charged coupled device) detectors are provided in Table 1. Table 2

provides the complete observation log.

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)
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Table 1. Details of telescopes and instruments

Code A B C D E F

Telescope 1.04m ST 1.3m DFOT 1.88m KAO 2m RC NAO 1.4m ASV 60-cm AO

CCD Model STA4150 Andor 2K E2V 42-40 2K CCD VersArray:1300B Andor iKon-L FLI PL9000

Chip Size (pixels) 4096 × 4096 2048 × 2048 2048 × 2048 1340 × 1340 2048 × 2048 3056 × 3056

Scale (arcsec/pixel) 0.264 0.535 0.24 0.258 0.391 0.33

Field (arcmin2) 16 × 16 18 × 18 8.2 × 8.2 5.76 × 5.76 13.3 × 13.3 16.8 × 16.8

Gain (e− /ADU) 3.49 2.0 2.14 1 1 1

Read-out Noise (e− rms) 6.98 7.0 3.92 2 7 9

Typical Seeing (arcsec) 1.2-2.5 1.2-2.0 1.5-2.5 1.5-2.5 1-2 1.5–2.5

A: 1.04-m Samprnanand Telescope(ST), ARIES, Nainital, India

B: 1.3-m Devasthal Fast Optical Telescope (DFOT) at ARIES, Nainital, India

C: 1.88-m Telescope at Kottamia Astronomical Observatory (KAO), Egypt

D: 2-m Ritchey-Chretien telescope at National Astronomical Observatory Rozhen, Bulgaria

E: 1.4-m telescope located at Astronomical Station Vidojevica, Serbia

F: 60-cm Cassegrain Telescope at Astronomical Observatory Belogradchik, Bulgaria

Table 2. Log of observations of S5 0716+714

Obs. Date Tel. Filter Exp. Data Obs. Date Tel. Filter Exp. Data Obs. Date Tel. Filter Exp. Data

yyyy-mm-dd (s) points yyyy-mm-dd (s) points yyyy-mm-dd (s) points

2019-11-10 A V 120 40 2021-01-19 A R 20 376 2022-02-01 C B 90 118

R 90 40 2021-01-20 A R 20 251 V 50 118

2019-12-28 B V 75 53 2021-01-21 A R 30 180 R 25 119

R 45 54 2021-01-24 A R 20 100 2022-02-02 C R 20 637

2020-10-21 D B 60 176 2021-02-12 F V 120 50 2022-02-05 C R 20 950

R 15 593 R 120 50 2022-02-06 C R 15 744

2020-10-22 D B 45 205 I 120 50 2022-02-07 C R 15 503

R 15 540 2021-02-19 A R 20 251 2022-02-08 C R 15 611

2020-11-26 B R 50 78 2021-02-22 A R 30 48 2022-02-09 C R 20 163

2020-11-27 B R 50 43 2021-03-07 F V 120 23 2022-02-10 C R 20 325

2020-12-04 B R 50 45 R 120 23 2022-02-11 C R 20 308

2020-12-05 B R 50 54 I 120 23 2022-02-12 C R 20 183

2020-12-15 E B 90 85 2021-03-13 B R 15 409 2022-02-28 C B 75 110

V 30 85 2021-03-14 B R 15 393 V 50 108

R 30 70 2021-03-15 A R 15 100 R 20 107

I 30 85 2021-03-24 A R 20 160 2022-03-03 C R 20 901

2020-12-16 E B 90 68 2021-04-03 B R 25 67 2022-03-12 C B 90 36

V 30 68 2021-10-25 A R 60 62 V 50 36

R 30 48 2021-10-02 E B 20 80 R 20 36

I 30 68 V 5 80 2022-03-13 C B 90 51

2020-12-17 D B 60 220 R 5 80 V 50 51

R 20 674 I 5 80 R 20 51

2021-01-09 A R 25 237 2021-11-30 D B 60 196 2022-04-01 B R 30 100

2021-01-10 A R 25 380 R 30 406 2022-10-30 D B 120 56

2021-01-13 A R 25 182 2021-12-15 B R 50 96 R 20 340

2021-01-15 A R 15 376 2022-01-30 C R 20 230 2022-12-20 B R 30 594

2021-01-16 B R 20 829 2022-01-31 C R 20 305 2022-12-22 A R 50 160

Obs. Date – Observation Date, Tel. – Telescope, Exp. (s) – Exposure Time (in seconds)

The raw data from the 1.3m DFOT was pre-processed using

the standard routines of IRAF (Image Reduction and Analysis

Facility)3 software. Preprocessing includes bias subtraction, flat-

fielding, edge trimming, and cosmic-ray removal. The Dominion

Astronomical Observatory Photometry (DAOPHOT II) software

(Stetson 1987; 1992) was then used on the 1.3m DFOT data to obtain

3 IRAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy Observatories,

which are operated by the Association of Universities for Research in Astron-

omy, Inc., under a cooperative agreement with the National Science Founda-

tion.

the instrumental magnitudes of the blazar S5 0716+714 and the

standard stars in the blazar field. Finally, aperture photometry was

done to find the instrumental magnitude of the blazar and standard

stars in the same field-of-view. Each image frame was subjected

to aperture photometry using four different concentric circular

aperture of radii: 1 × Full Width at Half Maximum (FWHM), 2

× FWHM, 3 × FWHM, and 4 × FWHM. However, we found that

the aperture radius 2 x FWHM has the best signal-to-noise ratio

(S/N) (Gupta et al. 2016; Pandey et al. 2019), therefore we have

taken it for our final results. In every observation, at least three

local standard stars (Ghisellini et al. 1997; Villata et al. 1998) were

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)
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also observed in the same frame from which one standard star was

used for calibrating the blazar to find the apparent magnitude of

the blazar S5 0716+714, and other two standard stars were used to

check their mutual non-variability. Since the Blazar S5 0716+714

and standard stars were in the same frame, there was no need to

correct for atmospheric extinction.

The data from the 1.04m ST and 1.88m KAO telescopes

were reduced using the python language, utilising various mod-

ules: Astropy (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2022), Photutils

(Bradley et al. 2022), Ccdproc (Craig et al. 2017), and Astrom-

etry.net (Lang et al. 2010). First, the raw data was calibrated for

instrumental biases by bias and flat correction using the CCDPROC

module. Then it was corrected for cosmic-rays using a technique

called lacosmic (van Dokkum 2001). Finally, it was astrometrically

calibrated using Astrometry.net where the instrumental magnitude

of the blazar and comparison stars were measured within an aperture

of twice the FWHM using Photutils .

The data from the 2m RC NAO and 60-cm AO Bulgarian

Telescope were reduced using ESO-MIDAS2 (Gaur et al. 2012a),

the European Southern Observatory Munich Image Data Analysis

System, which is developed and maintained by European Southern

Observatory. The 1.4m ASV Serbian Telescope data were reduced

using MAXIMDL4 (Pandey et al. 2020). Data from every night has

been calibrated using comparison star 55 because it was the closest

in magnitude and colour to the blazar.

3 ANALYSIS TECHNIQUES

To search for intra-day variability in the blazar S5 0716+714, we

have used two statistical tests, namely the power-enhanced F-test

and nested analysis of variance (ANOVA) test (de Diego 2014;

de Diego et al. 2015). By using these methods, we examined the

differential light curves (LCs) of the blazar for intraday variations,

as they have been argued to be more reliable and powerful than other

widely used statistical tests such as the C-test and the standard F-test

(de Diego et al. 2015). In both of these tests, we use several standard

stars as comparison stars in the blazar to ascertain the presence of

even small amplitude variability in the blazar. We have also found

the percentage of amplitude change in the magnitude and performed

cross-correlation between different bands in cases where we collected

sufficient multi-band data for the same observing night.

3.1 Power enhanced F-test

In the power enhanced F-test, we use comparison star 5 as a reference

star to find the differential LCs of the blazar S5 0716+714 because

it was closest to our object in magnitude and colour. We compare

the variance of the blazar LC to a combined variance of comparison

stars. It is defined as (Pandey et al. 2019)

�4=ℎ =

B2
1;I

B22
, (1)

4 https://cdn.diffractionlimited.com/help/maximdl/MaxIm-DL.htm
5 https://www.lsw.uni-heidelberg.de/projects/extragalactic/charts/0716+714.html

where B2
1;I

is the variance of the differential LCs of the difference of

instrumental magnitude between the blazar and reference star and,

B22 =
1

(

∑:
9=1

# 9

)

− :

:
∑

9=1

#8
∑

8=1

B29 ,8 , (2)

is the variance of the combined differential LCs of the instrumental

magnitudes of the comparison star and reference star. # 9 is the

number of data points of the 9 Cℎ comparison star and B2
9 ,8

is its

scaled square deviation, which is defined as

B29 ,8 = l 9

(

< 9 ,8 − <̄ 9

)2
. (3)

Here l 9 , < 9 ,8 and <̄ 9 are the scaling factor of the 9Cℎ comparison

star’s differential LC, its differential magnitude, and its mean

magnitude, respectively. The averaged square error of the blazar

differential LC divided by the averaged square error of the 9 Cℎ

comparison star is used as the scaling factor l 9 .

In this work, we have 3 comparison stars: C4, C5, and C6.

As C5 was closest in magnitude and colour to the blazar, we have

taken C5 as the reference star. Since two more comparison stars are

left, : = 2. The blazar and all the comparison stars have the same

number of observations # , so the number of degrees of freedom

in the numerator is (# − 1) and in the denominator is : (# − 1).

We have found the �4=ℎ using equation (1) and compared it with

a criterion �2 at the confidence level of 99%, i.e., U = 0.01. If

�4=ℎ > �2 then the differential LC is considered as variable (Var);

otherwise it is considered as non-variable (NV).

3.2 Nested-ANOVA Test

In the nested ANOVA test, we use all the comparison stars as

reference stars to find the differential LCs. So unlike power enhanced

F-test, which pulled out one reference star, we have one more star to

work with in the nested-ANOVA test (de Diego et al. 2015). We use

comparison stars C4, C5, and C6 to generate the differential LCs of

the blazar. We split these differential LCs so that we have 5 points in

each group. The drawback of this technique is that it cannot identify

microvariations within each group of observations that are shorter

than the span of the grouping. This is unlikely to cause problems

because only a few reports of such very short ‘spike’ events have

been reported in the literature (Sagar et al. 1996; de Diego et al.

1998; Stalin et al. 2004).

From equation (4) of de Diego et al. (2015), we have esti-

mated the value of SSG (sum of squares due to groups) and SSO(G)

(sum of squares due to nested observations in groups). These sums

of squares (SS) divided by the respective degrees of freedom a,

give the mean square errors (MS = SS/a). We then estimated the

F-statistics using the ratio � = MSG/MSO(G) which follows the

F-distribution with a degree of freedom of (0 − 1) for the numerator

and 0(1 − 1) for the denominator where 0 is the number of groups

in the night’s observations and 1 is the number of data points in each

group. At a confidence level of 99% i.e., U = 0.01, if � > �� then

we say that differential LCs are variable (V) otherwise we say it is

non-variable (NV). The results of the power enhanced F-test and

nested-ANOVA tests are given in Tables 3 and A1.

3.3 Intraday Variability Amplitude

We compute the IDV amplitude (�<?) in all of the calibrated LCs

which were found to be variable by using the relation given by

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)
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Heidt & Wagner (1996):

�<? = 100 ×

√

(�max − �min)
2 − 2f2. (4)

Here �max & �min are respectively the maximum and minimum

calibrated magnitudes of the blazar and f is the mean error. The

variability amplitudes we found are reported in Tables 3 and A1.

3.4 Duty Cycle

Variability has been one of the primary defining/characterizing crite-

rion of blazars as well AGNs. It can be quantified in term of duty cycle

(DC) which measures the fraction of duration for which the source

remains variable/active. We have estimated the DC of the blazar S5

0716+714 by using the standard approach of (Romero et al. 1999)

�� = 100

∑n
i=1

#8 (1/ΔC8)
∑n

i=1
(1/ΔC8)

per cent. (5)

The variable #8 takes the value 1 if IDV is detected but 0 if it is not.

The computation of the DC is weighted by the observing time ΔC8 for

the 8th observation, which is normally different for each observation.

Here we use the redshift-corrected observing time, denoted by ΔC8 =

ΔC8,obs (1 + I)−1.

3.5 Discrete correlation function

The discrete correlation function (DCF) is a statistical tool used

to quantify the correlation and identify possible time lags be-

tween different data series. It was introduced by Edelson & Krolik

(1988) and generalised to provide better estimates of the errors by

Hufnagel & Bregman (1992). The DCF is calculated by comparing

pairs of data points at different time lags, and is particularly useful

for unevenly sampled data, as it does not require interpolation in

the temporal domain. To calculate the DCF, the unbinned correla-

tion function (UDCF) is first determined for each pair of data points

(G8 , H 9 ) in the two data series and is given by the equation

UDCF8 9 (g) =
(G8 − Ḡ)

(

H 9 − H̄
)

√

(

f2
G − 42

G

) (

f2
H − 42

H

)

, (6)

where Ḡ and H̄ are the mean values of the two discrete data series G8
and H 9 , with standard deviations fG and fH and measurement errors

4G , 4H . The UDCF is then averaged over a range of time delays, and

the resulting value is the DCF for that time delay. It is given by the

equation

��� (g) =
1

#

∑

*���8 9 , (7)

where g is the centre of the bin of size Δg and # is the number of

data points in the temporal bin width, Δg. The DCF measures the

degree of correlation between the two data series, with values greater

than zero indicating a positive correlation, values less than zero

indicating a negative correlation, and values equal to zero indicating

no correlation. The error is identified using the standard deviations

of the number of bins used to calculate the DCF, and it is written as

f��� (g) =

√

∑
[

*���8 9 − ��� (g)
]2

# − 1
. (8)

3.6 Halving/Doubling timescale

Several distinct approaches have been used to quantify different vari-

ability timescales. A standard method for doing this is the halv-

ing/doubling timescale that describes how rapid a nominal flux rise

or decay of the source is. Treating flux rise and decay equally, for a

pair of data points in the light curve, it is given as

�C = �C02 |C−C0 |/g (�C > �C0), (9)

where �C is the flux at some epoch C, C0 is the reference epoch with

flux �C0 and g is the halving/doubling timescale which further takes

the form

g = 2.5 log 2

�

�

�

�

C − C0

<C − <C0

�

�

�

�

(<C ≡ magnitude at epoch C). (10)

For our analysis, we used the BVRI magnitudes and evaluated g for

every possible pair of data points in each of the nights of observation

when the source was found to be variable. In this analysis we em-

ployed the selection criterion from Foschini et al. (2011), accepting

only those pairs of data points for which the magnitude difference

exceeded three times the associated uncertainty. The use of these data

point pairs results to a set of estimates of g and we quote the mini-

mum value. The uncertainties corresponding to each g estimate were

evaluated using standard error propagation techniques. Defining the

ratio, (<C − <C0)/(C − C0) = @, the uncertainties in g are given as

Xg =

2.5 log 2
√

X2
<C

+ X2
<C0

@2 |C − C0 |
, (11)

in terms of the uncertainties in the measurements of the magnitudes,

X<C
and X<C0

.

Tables 3 and A1 include the shortest of the halving/doubling

timescales and their errors for those nights during which the source

was variable.

4 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We have carried out multi-band optical photometric observations

of the blazar S5 0716+714 in a total 53 observing nights from 10

November 2019 to 22 December 2022 using 6 optical telescopes

listed in Table 1. One or more of these telescopes observed the blazar

quasi-simultaneously in BVRI bands in 3 nights, BVR bands in 4

nights, VRI bands in 2 nights, BR bands in 5 nights, VR bands in 2

nights, and only in the R band on 37 nights. In total 17081 source

image frames were observed during the whole observing programme

of which 1401, 712, 14662, and 306 image frames were in B, V, R,

and I bands, respectively. This has allowed us to obtain extensive

information on the IDV variability of this blazar.

4.1 Intraday Flux Variability

The calibrated optical B, V, R, and I band magnitudes of the blazar

S5 0716+714 are plotted with blue, green, red, and black colours,

respectively, in Fig. 1 for a sample the of LCs, and in Fig. A1 for

all of the LCs. Observation dates and filter names are mentioned in

each panel. If LCs from more than one filter are plotted, offsets are

applied for clarity and the offest values are mentioned in the panel.

To search for the genuine presence of IDV in LCs, we performed

statistical tests described in Sections 3.1 and 3.2, and results for a

sample of LCs are listed in Table 3 and for all LCs in Table A1. In
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Figure 1. A sample of intraday variable light curves (LCs) for S5 0716+714. The date, telescope code, and colours (with offsets, if present) are at the top of

each panel. All of our IDV LCs are shown in Figure A1.

Table 3. A sample of results of our IDV analyses of the blazar S5 0716+714. All of these IDV analysis results are given in Table A1. In the last column, T

indicates that a lower limit to gmin corresponds to the length of the data train.

Observation Date Band Power enhanced F-test Nested ANOVA Status Amplitude gmin

yyyy-mm-dd DoF(a1 ,a2 ) �4=ℎ �2 DoF(a1 ,a2 ) � �2 % (in hours)

2019-11-10 V 39, 78 1.24 1.86 9,30 10.38 3.07 NV - -

R 40, 80 1.50 1.85 9,30 2.57 3.07 NV - -

2019-12-28 V 51, 102 6.66 1.73 12,39 67.50 2.68 Var 9.9 2.82±0.47

R 52, 104 5.32 1.72 12,39 34.36 2.68 Var 9.8 T

0.10 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10
Time Lag (in days)

2

0

DC
F

2019-12-28(B)V vs R

Figure 2. A sample DCF plot of S5 0716+714, with the bands, date, and

telescope code (in parentheses) at the top of the panel. A complete set of DCF

plots are given in Figure A2.

the status columns of Table 3 and Table A1, NV and Var denote non-

variable and variable LCs. We estimated amplitude and variability

timescales of variable IDV LCs described in Section 3.3 and Section

3.4, respectively, and these are also reported in Table 3 and Table A1.

There are 12, 11, 53, and 5 intraday LCs in B, V, R, and I

bands, respectively. Genuine IDV is detected in 9/12 in B, 8/11 in

V, 31/53 in R, and 3/5 in I band LCs, respectively. We estimated

intraday duty cycles as described in Dhiman et al. (2023), and found

them to be about 75%, 73%, 58%, and 60% in B, V, R, and I bands

respectively. Wagner & Witzel (1995) mentioned that the blazar S5

0716+714 was highly variable in early optical observations. The

source has been extensively studied to search for optical IDV over the

last 3 decades and by using all these intra-day light curves, the DC

was found to be 84%, 80%, 82%, and 85% in B, V, R, and I bands,

respectively (Wagner et al. 1996; Heidt & Wagner 1996; Sagar et al.

1999; Villata et al. 2000; Massaro et al. 2001; Nesci et al. 2002;

Stalin et al. 2006; Montagni et al. 2006; Gupta et al. 2008; 2012;

Poon et al. 2009; Carini et al. 2011; Wu et al. 2012; Gaur et al.

2012b; Bhatta et al. 2013; Hu et al. 2014; Agarwal et al. 2016;

Hong et al. 2017; Xu et al. 2019; and references therein). Our

estimated DCs during this recent epoch appear to be somewhat less

than the DCs found in this combined sample of cumulative IDV LCs

of S4 0716+714 studied over that more extended period. This may

indicate either a recent slight decline in activity or merely arise from

the differences inherent in these studies. In several of the earlier

studies no rigorous test that involves checking putative variability

of a blazar has been performed, whereas we have utilized the

conservative nested ANOVA and enhanced F-tests with a confidence

level of 0.99. Therefore it is to be expected that our values might

be somewhat lower. Other reasons why our DC results might be

lower are the smaller number of LCs in the single present work

and the somewhat shorter typical length of our nightly measurements.

During the entirety of our observations, IDV amplitudes are

found in the range of ∼ 3 – 20% which is consistent with the previous

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)
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Figure 3. Plots of Colour-Magnitude relations for S5 0716+714, with the dates and telescope codes given at the top of each panel.

studies (e.g. Poon et al. 2009; Gaur et al. 2012b; Agarwal et al.

2016; and references therein), and IDV timescales in the range of

0.1 h to 2.8 h. In ∼ 11.4 h of B-band observation on December

15, 2020, a timescale of 9.5 h is found. In several nights we made

quasi-simultaneous observations in more than one band. On 28

December 2019, 22 October 2020, 17 December 2020, and 7

March 2021, we found the blazar’s variability amplitude is larger at

higher frequencies. Such a trend apparently suggests that the source

spectrum gets flatter with increasing brightness, and steeper with

decreasing brightness (e.g., Massaro et al. 1998; Agarwal & Gupta

2015). But on several other occasions e.g., 21 October 2020; 12

February 2021, 30 November 2021, 28 February 2022, and 13 March

2022, we noticed that the variability amplitude at lower frequencies

was comparable or larger than that at higher frequencies, as has also

been seen in the past (e.g., Ghosh et al. 2000; Gaur et al. 2015).

4.2 Intraday Cross-correlated Flux Variability

Out of 53 nights of total observations, there are 16 nights in which

quasi-simultaneous observations were carried out in 2 to 4 optical

bands. These observations provide us with an excellent opportunity

to search for time lags between bands on IDV timescales when the
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Figure 4. Variation of average optical spectral index, U, for the entire set of

our observations of S5 0716+714.

blazar shows genuine variability in two or more bands. Of those 16

nights, S5 0716+714 exhibited IDV on 12 nights. We have adopted

the DCF analysis technique described in Section 3.4 to find the

cross-correlations and to estimate any time lag, if present between

bands. We consider the genuine detection of lag if it is > 3 times of

the bin size of DCF analysis. Using this criterion, we found that in

all the 12 nights with variations detected in with multiple bands, the

DCF peaks at about zero lag, as shown in Fig. 2 for the sample of

V and R band variable LCs. All the DCF plots are provided in Fig. A2.

The strong correlated variability with zero time lag suggests

that the emission in different optical bands on each of the observing

nights are produced by the same physical processes and arise from

the same region. The result is expected as these optical frequencies

fall in a very narrow window of the complete EM spectrum that

belong to the same synchrotron spectral component which powers

the optical-UV emission. Similar results were found earlier for

a few other extensively studied blazars (e.g. Poon et al. 2009;

Bachev et al. 2011; 2017; 2023; Wu et al. 2012; Agarwal & Gupta

2015; Agarwal et al. 2016; Dhiman et al. 2023; and references

therein). We note that there have been a few occasions when a time

lag in the range of 6 to 13 minutes was reported between two optical

bands in the blazar S5 0716+714 (Villata et al. 2000; Qian et al.

2000; Stalin et al. 2006).

4.3 Intraday Color Variability

We have studied the colour variation with respect to R-band for

all the 12 nights that showed multiband IDV, as R-band data were

obtained on all of them. Firstly, we found differences in the calibrated

magnitudes of two bands, e.g., (B-I), (V-I), (B-R), and (V-R), then

plotted them against R-band. Since the number of data points is not

the same in all the bands, we have binned the data for the bands

for which we have a larger number of data points. To study these

behaviours we have fitted the trends with a straight line, H = <G + 2

where H is a Colour Index and G is R-band. The fitting is done using

Figure 5. Average nightly R band flux versus IDV timescale for sample of

31 LCs given in Table A1. The red filled circles denote lower limits for g,

corresponding to the lengths of those data trains.

the Python language module curvefit. The results are given in Table

4 and plots are displayed in Fig. 3.

There respectively are 2, 3, 9, and 8 colour-magnitude plots

in (B-I), (V-I), (B-R), and (V-R) with respect to R band. Positive

and negative slopes < indicate that the trend is bluer-when-brighter

(BWB), and redder-when-brighter (RWB), respectively. We only

claim the presence of a genuine color variation when the slope

< > 3f, the correlation coefficient |A | > 0.5, and the null hypothesis

probability ? < 0.01 (i.e. 99%) (Gaur et al. 2012b; Dhiman et al.

2023). In a total of five observing nights, we detected both BWB and

RWB trends in colour-magnitude plots of the blazar S5 0716+714

on IDV timescales (see Fig. 3 and Table 4). Similar BWB and

RWB results were previously reported in earlier observations of

the source (Hong et al. 2017; Wang et al. 2019). A BWB trend is

commonly seen in BL Lacs, but occasionally a RWB trend is also

seen (e.g., Gaur et al. 2012b; Dhiman et al. 2023; and references

therein). When a BWB trend is seen in optical bands it indicates

that essentially all that emission is synchrotron from the jet, but

the simplest explanation for a RWB trend is that the accretion disc

is also contributing to the optical emission (Villata et al. 2006;

Raiteri et al. 2007; Gaur et al. 2012b).

We estimated the average spectral index, <U�'>, for all the

nights during which quasi-simultaneous B and R band optical

observations were carried out. We applied the following expression

given by Wierzcholska et al. (2015) for average spectral index U�'
estimates for individual nights

< U�' >=
0.4 < B − R >

log(aB/aR)
, (12)

where a� = 6.874 × 1014 Hz and a' = 4.679 × 1014 Hz represent

the effective frequencies of the B and R bands, respectively (Bessell

2005). We display the spectral indices as a function of time in Fig. 4.

We find no appreciable long-term change in the spectral index over

time.
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4.4 Relation between Average Flux and IDV Timescale

Our sample of 31 genuinely variable IDV LCs of S5 0716+704

measured in the optical R band are obtained from observations

carried out over more than 3 years (2019 November 10 to 2022

December 22). Since this blazar has apparently shown long-term

quasi-periodicity on the timescale of 3.0±0.3 years (Raiteri et al.

2003; Gupta et al. 2008), it has probably been observed in all

of its normal flux states (e.g. low, intermediate, and high) dur-

ing our observations. In Figure 5, we plot the average nightly

flux verses IDV timescale. We see that there is no consistent rela-

tionship between the blazar’s IDV timescale and average nightly flux.

A shock travelling down the inhomogeneous medium in the

jet is thought to be the cause of the largest variations in the

optical emission from blazars and may dominate the overall flux

in intermediate and high brightness states (e.g. Marscher & Gear

1985; Marscher et al. 1992; Wagner & Witzel 1995). In the lowest

brightness states of blazars, particularly FSRQs, the detected

optical IDV may arise from instabilities in the accretion disc (e.g.,

Mangalam & Wiita 1993). But for a BL Lac such as S5 0716+714,

observable disc contributions are very unlikely. Small increases

in the Doppler factor, X, of the relativistic jet can make for both

substantial observed increased fluxes (∼∝ X3) and a reduction in the

measured timescales, as X−1. Hence a correlation between higher

average fluxes and shorter IDV timescales is expected if the IDV

arises solely from a single region which undergoes rapid changes in

the bulk jet velocity and/or viewing angle. The absence of such an

obvious correlation in the average flux and IDV timescales suggests

that more than one zone is involved, at least most of the time. A

similar result was found in this blazar in another optical study based

on data taken between 1999 November 26 and 2003 March 23

(Gupta et al. 2009).

4.5 Possible Origins of IDV

Flux variability on diverse timescales is one of the basic fea-

tures of blazars and has been one of the characteristics used to

classify them as peculiar sources when they were discovered.

The inability to spatially resolve the hypothesized AGN structure

except perhaps for some of the very nearest AGNs (e.g. M87,

Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al. 2019) has made

variability an indispensable tool with which to infer spatial scales.

Significant IDV variability implies a highly compact emitting region

within these extra-galactic objects.

Since the Doppler-boosted non-thermal radiation from the

relativistic jet typically outweighs the thermal radiation from the

accretion disc in blazars, models based on the relativistic jet are most

likely to account for the variability on any observable time scale.

The detected optical IDV in the blazar S5 0716+714 is of intrinsic

origin. The dominant fundamental emission model for intrinsic

variability over longer timescales is shocks propagating through the

jet (Blandford & Königl 1979; Marscher & Gear 1985). For such

models to produce intrinsic IDV, a relativistic shock propagating

down a jet while interacting with flow irregularities (Marscher et al.

1992) or relativistic shocks changing directions due to jet precession

(Nesci et al. 2005) are possible. Non-axisymmetric bubbles are

carried outward in relativistic magnetised jets in a different emission

scenario (Camenzind & Krockenberger 1992). The IDV detected in

the low-flux state may be explained by hotspots on, or instabilities in,

the accretion discs (Mangalam & Wiita 1993; Chakrabarti & Wiita

1993).

The various IDV behaviours seen in the optical bands of

blazars may be caused by the presence of high magnetic fields within

the relativistic jet (Romero et al. 1999). The strength of the magnetic

fields present in the jet of HBLs has been suggested as the cause of

the variations in IDV behaviour. An axial magnetic field (�) greater

than a critical value (�2) may stop the jet base’s Kelvin-Helmholtz

instabilities and bends from occurring, which would otherwise

result in IDV. This suggests that the magnetic field in the jet of S5

0716+714 is weaker than �2 which is given by Romero (1995) as

�2 =
[

4c=4<42
2 (W2 − 1)

]1/2
W−1, (13)

where =4, <4, and W are the local electron density, the rest mass

of electron, and the bulk Lorentz factor of the flow, respectively.

The Doppler factor is given by X = [W (1 − V cos \)]−1 , where Vc

is the velocity of emitting plasma, and \ is the jet viewing angle.

For S5 0716+714, \, X and W are reported to be 3.0±0.4 degree,

15.6±4.0, and 14.0±3.7, respectively (Jorstad et al. 2017). The

electron density =4 of S5 0716+714 is found in the range of 102 to

104 electrons cm−3 (Liao et al. 2014; MAGIC Collaboration et al.

2018). Considering those values of these parameters, and within the

framework of this model for damping of jet instabilities, we obtain

estimates for B in the range of 0.07 to 0.70 G. Using multi-wavelength

SEDs of S5 0716+714, � has been argued to be in the range of 0.01

to 0.58 G (Liao et al. 2014; MAGIC Collaboration et al. 2018). We

note that our estimated range of B values is consistent with those

earlier estimates.

The presence of turbulence in the jet will generate stochastic

variations in the synchrotron emission. A shock encountering a

turbulent region in the jet (e.g. Marscher et al. 1992) is one of the

possible explanations for various features in the IDV LCs of the

blazar S5 0716+714. A shock would accelerate particles in each cell,

which then cool by synchrotron emission, increasing the flux. There

will be variations in the density, size, and magnetic field direction

of each individual turbulent cell. After the shock travels through the

turbulent cell, the radiation intensity decreases.

One other way to produce a substantial fast change is through

the production of a minĳet, where a small portion of the jet is accel-

erated to ultrarelativistic velocities, most likely through magnetic

reconnection (e.g. Giannios et al. 2009), though this mechanism

may be more important for making W-ray flares than IDV. Turbulence

in the jet in the vicinity of a shock can provide the fast changes in

Doppler factors for a small region that could yield IDV as well as flux

variations on longer timescales (Marscher 2014; Calafut & Wiita

2015; Pollack et al. 2016). More recently, it has been shown that

turbulence in magnetized relativistic jets can be generated through

the development of kink instabilities (e.g. Medina-Torrejón et al.

2021; Kadowaki et al. 2021; Acharya et al. 2021). The instabilities

and turbulence then drive magnetic reconnection and particle

acceleration. The turbulence in both kinetic and magnetic energies

eventually approach three-dimensional Kolmogorov spectra that

produce fast flux variations (Kadowaki et al. 2021).

5 SUMMARY

We have presented an extensive multi-band optical observations of

the blazar S5 0716+714 taken from November 2019 to December

2022 using six telescopes in India, Bulgaria, Serbia and Egypt. A
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Table 4. Fits to colour–magnitude dependencies and colour–magnitude correlation coefficients.

Observation B-I versus R V-I versus R B-R versus R V-R versus R

<U 2U <U 2U <U 2U <U 2U

yyyy-mm-dd A U ?U A U ?U A U ?U A U ?U

2019-12-28 – – – – – – 0.079±0.018 -0.002

– – – – – – 0.520 9.232e-05

2020-10-21 – – – – 0.847±0.377 -10.790 – –

Segment - I – – – – 0.232 0.017 – –

2020-10-21 – – – – 0.033±0.019 0.378 – –

Segment - II – – – – 0.189 0.085 – –

2020-10-22 – – – – -0.543±0.253 8.352 – –

Segment - I – – – – -0.345 0.039 – –

2020-10-22 – – – – 1.353±0.179 -17.708 – –

Segment - II – – – – 0.578 1.108e-11 – –

2020-10-22 – – – – 1.119±0.155 -14.484 – –

Segment - III – – – – 0.704 2.016e-09 – –

2020-12-15 0.128±0.019 -0.491 0.082±0.018 -0.175 0.066±0.014 -0.203 0.020±0.012 0.113

0.436 2.513e-09 0.470 3.453e-05 0.588 7.149e-08 0.195 0.103

2020-12-16 0.130±0.029 -0.499 -0.019±0.034 1.212 0.102±0.026 -0.669 -0.047±0.034 1.043

0.546 6.019e-05 -0.083 0.571 0.505 0.001 -0.201 0.169

2020-12-18 – – – – -0.679±0.541 10.124 – –

Segment - I – – – – -0.258 0.223 – –

2020-12-18 – – – – -0.812±0.157 11.921 – –

Segment - II – – – – 0.405 7.603e-07 – –

2021-02-12 – – – – – – 0.041±0.092 -0.126

– – – – – – 0.064 0.660

2021-03-07 – – 0.305±0.047 -3.045 – – 0.100±0.040 -0.889

– – 0.818 1.857e-06 – – 0.479 0.021

2021-11-30 – – – – 0.032±0.039 0.481 – –

Segment - I – – – – 0.083 0.414 – –

2021-11-30 – – – – -0.371±0.028 5.982 – –

Segment - II – – – – -0.821 1.302e-21 – –

2022-02-01 – – – – -0.534±0.046 8.074 -0.044±0.051 1.858

– – – – -0.841 1.531e-11 -0.114 0.394

2022-02-28 – – – – -0.191±0.056 3.375 -0.135±0.052 2.372

– – – – -0.319 0.001 -0.251 0.011

2022-03-13 – – – – -0.390±0.084 5.855 -0.400±0.118 5.753

– – – – -0.582 3.339e-05 -0.464 0.001

<U = slope, 2U = intercept, A U = correlation coefficient, ?U = null hypothesis probability.

summary of our results are as follows:

• S5 0716+714 showed frequent and signifcant IDV in opti-

cal fluxes. The duty cycles in B, V, R, and I bands are 75%, 73%,

58%, and 60%, respectively. The maximum variability amplitude is

found to be ∼20%.

• The cross-correlated variability in different bands on same

night of observation show that the variations are simultaneous

within the limits of the cadence of the measurements.

• Colour variations are present rather frequently and both

BWB and RWB trends are seen in the colour-magnitude plots.

On three observing nights, the LCs could be divided into 2 or 3

segments, such that the different segments show different color

variability trends.

• We found there is no clear trend between average nightly

flux and the shortest IDV timescale measured that night. This

indicates that more than one emission region may normally be

producing these fast fluctuations, as expected in turbulent relativistic

jet models.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank the anonymous reviewer for useful comments which helped

us to improve the manuscript. TT would like to acknowledge financial

support from the Department of Science and Technology, Govern-

ment of India, through INSPIRE-fellowship grant No. DST/INSPIRE

Fellowship/2019/IF190034. ACG is partially supported by a Chinese

Academy of Sciences (CAS) President’s International Fellowship

Initiative (PIFI) (grant no. 2016VMB073). NRIAG team acknowl-

edges support from the Egyptian Science, Technology & Innova-

tion Funding Authority (STDF) under grant number 45779. This

research was partially supported by the Bulgarian National Science

Fund of the Ministry of Education and Science under grants KP-

06-H38/4 (2019), KP-06-KITAJ/2 (2020) and KP-06-H68/4 (2022).

Financial support from the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences (Bilat-

eral grant agreement between BAS and SANU) is gratefully ac-

knowledged. GD and OV acknowledge support by the Astronomical

station Vidojevica, funding from the Ministry of Science, Techno-

logical Development and Innovation of the Republic of Serbia (con-

tract No. 451-03-47/2023-01/200002), by the EC through project

BELISSIMA (call FP7-REGPOT-2010-5, No. 265772), the observ-

ing and financial grant support from the Institute of Astronomy and

Rozhen NAO BAS through the bilateral SANU-BAN joint research

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)



Optical intra-day variability of the blazar S5 0716+714 11

project GAIA ASTROMETRY AND FAST VARIABLE ASTRO-

NOMICAL OBJECTS, and support by the SANU project F-187. PK

acknowledges financial support from the Department of Science and

Technology (DST), Government of India, through the DST-INSPIRE

faculty grant (DST/INSPIRE/04/2020/002586). HG acknowledges

financial support from the Department of Science and Technology

(DST), Government of India, through INSPIRE faculty award IFA17-

PH197 at ARIES, Nainital, India. MFG acknowledges support from

the National Science Foundation of China (grant no. 11873073),

Shanghai Pilot Program for Basic Research Chinese Academy of Sci-

ence, Shanghai Branch (JCYJ-SHFY2021-013), the National SKA

Program of China (Grant No. 2022SKA0120102), the Original Inno-

vation Program of the Chinese Academy of Sciences (E085021002),

and the science research grants from the China Manned Space Project

with No. CMSCSST-2021-A06. ZZ is thankful for support from the

National Natural Science Foundation of China (grant no. 12233005).

DATA AVAILABILITY

The data in this article will be shared after one year of the publication

at the reasonable request to the first author.

REFERENCES

Acharya S., Borse N. S., Vaidya B., 2021, MNRAS, 506, 1862

Agarwal A., Gupta A. C., 2015, MNRAS, 450, 541

Agarwal A., et al., 2016, MNRAS, 455, 680

Aggrawal V., Pandey A., Gupta A. C., Zhang Z., Wiita P. J., Yadav K. K.,

Tiwari S. N., 2018, MNRAS, 480, 4873

Anderhub H., et al., 2009, ApJ, 704, L129

Astropy Collaboration et al., 2022, ApJ, 935, 167

Bach U., Krichbaum T. P., Ros E., Britzen S., Tian W. W., Kraus A., Witzel

A., Zensus J. A., 2005, A&A, 433, 815

Bachev R., et al., 2011, A&A, 528, L10

Bachev R., et al., 2017, MNRAS, 471, 2216

Bachev R., et al., 2023, MNRAS, 522, 3018

Bessell M. S., 2005, ARA&A, 43, 293

Bhatta G., et al., 2013, A&A, 558, A92

Bhatta G., et al., 2016, ApJ, 831, 92

Blandford R. D., Königl A., 1979, ApJ, 232, 34

Blandford R. D., Rees M. J., 1978, Phys. Scr., 17, 265

Bradley L., et al., 2022, astropy/photutils: 1.5.0, Zenodo,

doi:10.5281/zenodo.6825092

Calafut V., Wiita P. J., 2015, Journal of Astrophysics and Astronomy, 36, 255

Camenzind M., Krockenberger M., 1992, A&A, 255, 59

Capetti A., Axon D. J., Chiaberge M., Sparks W. B., Macchetto F. D., Cracraft

M., Celotti A., 2007, A&A, 471, 137

Carini M. T., Walters R., Hopper L., 2011, AJ, 141, 49

Chakrabarti S. K., Wiita P. J., 1993, ApJ, 411, 602

Chandra S., Zhang H., Kushwaha P., Singh K. P., Bottcher M., Kaur N.,

Baliyan K. S., 2015, ApJ, 809, 130

Chiaberge M., Gilli R., Macchetto F. D., Sparks W. B., 2006, ApJ, 651, 728

Craig M., et al., 2017, astropy/ccdproc:

v1.3.0.post1, doi:10.5281/zenodo.1069648,

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1069648

Czerny B., Siemiginowska A., Janiuk A., Gupta A. C., 2008, MNRAS,

386, 1557

Devanand P. U., Gupta A. C., Jithesh V., Wiita P. J., 2022, ApJ, 939, 80

Dhiman V., Gupta A. C., Gaur H., Wiita P. J., 2021, MNRAS, 506, 1198

Dhiman V., et al., 2023, MNRAS, 519, 2796

Edelson R. A., Krolik J. H., 1988, ApJ, 333, 646

Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al., 2019, ApJ, 875, L1

Foschini L., et al., 2006, A&A, 455, 871

Foschini L., Ghisellini G., Tavecchio F., Bonnoli G., Stamerra A., 2011, A&A,

530, A77

Fossati G., Maraschi L., Celotti A., Comastri A., Ghisellini G., 1998,

MNRAS, 299, 433

Gaur H., Gupta A. C., Lachowicz P., Wiita P. J., 2010, ApJ, 718, 279

Gaur H., et al., 2012a, MNRAS, 420, 3147

Gaur H., et al., 2012b, MNRAS, 425, 3002

Gaur H., Gupta A. C., Wiita P. J., Uemura M., Itoh R., Sasada M., 2014, ApJ,

781, L4

Gaur H., et al., 2015, MNRAS, 452, 4263

Ghisellini G., et al., 1997, A&A, 327, 61

Ghosh K. K., Ramsey B. D., Sadun A. C., Soundararajaperumal S., 2000,

ApJS, 127, 11

Giannios D., Uzdensky D. A., Begelman M. C., 2009, MNRAS, 395, L29

Gopal-Krishna Sagar R., Wiita P. J., 1993, MNRAS, 262, 963

Gupta A. C., Banerjee D. P. K., Ashok N. M., Joshi U. C., 2004, A&A,

422, 505

Gupta A. C., Fan J. H., Bai J. M., Wagner S. J., 2008, AJ, 135, 1384

Gupta A. C., Srivastava A. K., Wiita P. J., 2009, ApJ, 690, 216

Gupta A. C., et al., 2012, MNRAS, 425, 1357

Gupta A. C., et al., 2016, MNRAS, 458, 1127

Gupta A. C., et al., 2017, MNRAS, 472, 788

Gupta A. C., et al., 2022, ApJS, 260, 39

Hayashida M., et al., 2015, ApJ, 807, 79

Heidt J., Wagner S. J., 1996, A&A, 305, 42

Hong S., Xiong D., Bai J., 2017, AJ, 154, 42

Hu S. M., Chen X., Guo D. F., Jiang Y. G., Li K., 2014, MNRAS, 443, 2940

Hufnagel B. R., Bregman J. N., 1992, ApJ, 386, 473

Hughes P. A., Aller H. D., Aller M. F., 1992, ApJ, 396, 469

Itoh R., et al., 2016, ApJ, 833, 77

Jorstad S. G., et al., 2017, ApJ, 846, 98

Kadowaki L. H. S., de Gouveia Dal Pino E. M., Medina-Torrejón T. E.,

Mizuno Y., Kushwaha P., 2021, ApJ, 912, 109

Kalita N., Gupta A. C., Wiita P. J., Bhagwan J., Duorah K., 2015, MNRAS,

451, 1356

Kellermann K. I., Sramek R., Schmidt M., Shaffer D. B., Green R., 1989, AJ,

98, 1195

Kiehlmann S., et al., 2016, A&A, 590, A10

Kushwaha P., 2022, Journal of Astrophysics and Astronomy, 43, 79

Kushwaha P., Sinha A., Misra R., Singh K. P., de Gouveia Dal Pino E. M.,

2017, ApJ, 849, 138

Lang D., Hogg D. W., Mierle K., Blanton M., Roweis S., 2010, AJ, 139, 1782

Liao N. H., Bai J. M., Liu H. T., Weng S. S., Chen L., Li F., 2014, ApJ,

783, 83

MAGIC Collaboration et al., 2018, A&A, 619, A45

Mangalam A. V., Wiita P. J., 1993, ApJ, 406, 420

Marcha M. J. M., Browne I. W. A., Impey C. D., Smith P. S., 1996, MNRAS,

281, 425

Marscher A. P., 2014, ApJ, 780, 87

Marscher A. P., Gear W. K., 1985, ApJ, 298, 114

Marscher A. P., Gear W. K., Travis J. P., 1992, in Valtaoja E., Valtonen M.,

eds, Variability of Blazars. p. 85

Massaro E., Nesci R., Maesano M., Montagni F., D’Alessio F., 1998, MNRAS,

299, 47

Massaro E., Montagni F., Nesci R., 2001, Mem. Soc. Astron. Italiana, 72, 143

Medina-Torrejón T. E., de Gouveia Dal Pino E. M., Kadowaki L. H. S., Kowal

G., Singh C. B., Mizuno Y., 2021, ApJ, 908, 193

Miller H. R., Carini M. T., Goodrich B. D., 1989, Nature, 337, 627

Montagni F., Maselli A., Massaro E., Nesci R., Sclavi S., Maesano M., 2006,

A&A, 451, 435

Nesci R., Massaro E., Montagni F., 2002, Publ. Astron. Soc. Australia,

19, 143

Nesci R., Massaro E., Rossi C., Sclavi S., Maesano M., Montagni F., 2005,

AJ, 130, 1466

Nilsson K., Pursimo T., Sillanpää A., Takalo L. O., Lindfors E., 2008, A&A,

487, L29

Padovani P., 2017, Nature Astronomy, 1, 0194

Pandey A., Gupta A. C., Wiita P. J., 2017, ApJ, 841, 123

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1775
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021MNRAS.506.1862A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv625
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.450..541A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2345
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016MNRAS.455..680A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2173
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.480.4873A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/704/2/L129
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...704L.129A
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c74
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...935..167A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20040388
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...433..815B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201116637
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011A&A...528L..10B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1818
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017MNRAS.471.2216B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1063
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023MNRAS.522.3018B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.41.082801.100251
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005ARA&A..43..293B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220236
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...558A..92B
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/831/1/92
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...831...92B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/157262
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1979ApJ...232...34B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0031-8949/17/3/020
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1978PhyS...17..265B
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6825092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12036-015-9324-2
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015JApA...36..255C
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1992A&A...255...59C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20077370
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...471..137C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/141/2/49
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011AJ....141...49C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/172862
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1993ApJ...411..602C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/809/2/130
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...809..130C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/508131
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...651..728C
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1069648
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1069648
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13131.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008MNRAS.386.1557C
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac9064
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...939...80D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1743
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021MNRAS.506.1198D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3709
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023MNRAS.519.2796D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/166773
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1988ApJ...333..646E
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0ec7
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...875L...1E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20064959
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...455..871F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201117064
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011A&A...530A..77F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01828.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998MNRAS.299..433F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/718/1/279
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...718..279G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.20243.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012MNRAS.420.3147G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21583.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012MNRAS.425.3002G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/781/1/L4
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...781L...4G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1556
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.452.4263G
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1997A&A...327...61G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/313313
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000ApJS..127...11G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-3933.2009.00635.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009MNRAS.395L..29G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/262.4.963
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1993MNRAS.262..963G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20040306
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004A&A...422..505G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/135/4/1384
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008AJ....135.1384G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/690/1/216
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...690..216G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21550.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012MNRAS.425.1357G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw377
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016MNRAS.458.1127G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2072
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017MNRAS.472..788G
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ac6c2c
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJS..260...39G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/807/1/79
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...807...79H
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1996A&A...305...42H
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aa799a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017AJ....154...42H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1373
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014MNRAS.443.2940H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/171033
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1992ApJ...386..473H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/171734
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1992ApJ...396..469H
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/833/1/77
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...833...77I
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa8407
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...846...98J
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abee7a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021ApJ...912..109K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1027
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.451.1356K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/115207
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1989AJ.....98.1195K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527725
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...590A..10K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12036-022-09872-1
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022JApA...43...79K
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa8ef5
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...849..138K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/139/5/1782
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010AJ....139.1782L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/783/2/83
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...783...83L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201832677
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018A&A...619A..45M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/172453
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1993ApJ...406..420M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/281.2.425
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1996MNRAS.281..425M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/780/1/87
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...780...87M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/163592
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1985ApJ...298..114M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01696.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998MNRAS.299...47M
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001MmSAI..72..143M
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abd6c2
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021ApJ...908..193M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/337627a0
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1989Natur.337..627M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053874
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...451..435M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/AS01090
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002PASA...19..143N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/444538
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005AJ....130.1466N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200810310
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008A&A...487L..29N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-017-0194
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017NatAs...1E.194P
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa705e
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...841..123P


12 Tripathi et al

Pandey A., Gupta A. C., Wiita P. J., Tiwari S. N., 2019, ApJ, 871, 192

Pandey A., Gupta A. C., Damljanovic G., Wiita P. J., Vince O., Jovanovic

M. D., 2020, MNRAS, 496, 1430

Pavana Gowtami G. S., Gaur H., Gupta A. C., Wiita P. J., Liao M., Ward M.,

2022, MNRAS, 511, 3101

Pian E., et al., 2005, A&A, 429, 427

Pollack M., Pauls D., Wiita P. J., 2016, ApJ, 820, 12

Poon H., Fan J. H., Fu J. N., 2009, ApJS, 185, 511

Qian B., Tao J., Fan J., 2000, PASJ, 52, 1075

Quirrenbach A., et al., 1991, ApJ, 372, L71

Raiteri C. M., et al., 2001, A&A, 377, 396

Raiteri C. M., et al., 2003, A&A, 402, 151

Raiteri C. M., et al., 2006, A&A, 459, 731

Raiteri C. M., Villata M., Capetti A., Heidt J., Arnaboldi M., Magazzù A.,

2007, A&A, 464, 871

Raiteri C. M., et al., 2008, A&A, 491, 755

Raiteri C. M., et al., 2011, A&A, 534, A87

Raiteri C. M., et al., 2021, MNRAS, 501, 1100

Rani B., Gupta A. C., Joshi U. C., Ganesh S., Wiita P. J., 2010, ApJ, 719, L153

Rani B., et al., 2013, A&A, 552, A11

Rees M. J., 1984, ARA&A, 22, 471

Romero G. E., 1995, Ap&SS, 234, 49

Romero G. E., Cellone S. A., Combi J. A., 1999, A&AS, 135, 477

Sagar R., Gopal-Krishna Wiita P. J., 1996, MNRAS, 281, 1267

Sagar R., Gopal-Krishna Mohan V., Pandey A. K., Bhatt B. C., Wagner S. J.,

1999, A&AS, 134, 453

Sandrinelli A., et al., 2017, A&A, 600, A132

Stalin C. S., Gopal-Krishna Sagar R., Wiita P. J., 2004, MNRAS, 350, 175

Stalin C. S., Gopal-Krishna Sagar R., Wiita P. J., Mohan V., Pandey A. K.,

2006, MNRAS, 366, 1337

Stetson P. B., 1987, PASP, 99, 191

Stetson P. B., 1992, in Worrall D. M., Biemesderfer C., Barnes J., eds, Astro-

nomical Society of the Pacific Conference Series Vol. 25, Astronomical

Data Analysis Software and Systems I. p. 297

Stocke J. T., Morris S. L., Gioia I. M., Maccacaro T., Schild R., Wolter A.,

Fleming T. A., Henry J. P., 1991, ApJS, 76, 813

Tagliaferri G., et al., 2003, A&A, 400, 477

Urry C. M., Padovani P., 1995, PASP, 107, 803

Urry C. M., et al., 1993, ApJ, 411, 614

Villata M., Raiteri C. M., Lanteri L., Sobrito G., Cavallone M., 1998, A&AS,

130, 305

Villata M., et al., 2000, A&A, 363, 108

Villata M., et al., 2006, A&A, 453, 817

Villata M., et al., 2008, A&A, 481, L79

Wagner S. J., Witzel A., 1995, ARA&A, 33, 163

Wagner S., Sanchez-Pons F., Quirrenbach A., Witzel A., 1990, A&A, 235, L1

Wagner S. J., et al., 1996, AJ, 111, 2187

Wang C.-J., Xiong D.-R., Bai J.-M., 2019, Ap&SS, 364, 83

Wierzcholska A., Siejkowski H., 2016, MNRAS, 458, 2350

Wierzcholska A., Ostrowski M., Stawarz Ł., Wagner S., Hauser M., 2015,

A&A, 573, A69

Wu J., Peng B., Zhou X., Ma J., Jiang Z., Chen J., 2005, AJ, 129, 1818

Wu J., Böttcher M., Zhou X., He X., Ma J., Jiang Z., 2012, AJ, 143, 108

Xu J., Hu S., Webb J. R., Bhatta G., Jiang Y., Chen X., Alexeeva S., Li Y.,

2019, ApJ, 884, 92

Zhang Z., Gupta A. C., Gaur H., Wiita P. J., An T., Gu M., Hu D., Xu H.,

2019, ApJ, 884, 125

Zhang Z., Gupta A. C., Gaur H., Wiita P. J., An T., Lu Y., Fan S., Xu H.,

2021, ApJ, 909, 103

de Diego J. A., 2014, AJ, 148, 93

de Diego J. A., Dultzin-Hacyan D., Ramírez A., Benítez E., 1998, ApJ,

501, 69

de Diego J. A., Polednikova J., Bongiovanni A., Pérez García A. M., De Leo

M. A., Verdugo T., Cepa J., 2015, AJ, 150, 44

van Dokkum P. G., 2001, PASP, 113, 1420

APPENDIX A: RESULTS OF IDV

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)

http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaf974
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...871..192P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1598
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020MNRAS.496.1430P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac286
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.511.3101P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20041871
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...429..427P
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/820/1/12
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...820...12P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/185/2/511
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJS..185..511P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pasj/52.6.1075
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000PASJ...52.1075Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/186026
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1991ApJ...372L..71Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011112
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001A&A...377..396R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20030256
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003A&A...402..151R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065744
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...459..731R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066599
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...464..871R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200810869
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008A&A...491..755R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201117026
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011A&A...534A..87R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3561
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021MNRAS.501.1100R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/719/2/L153
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...719L.153R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201321058
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...552A..11R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.aa.22.090184.002351
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1984ARA&A..22..471R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00627281
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1995Ap&SS.234...49R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/aas:1999184
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999A&AS..135..477R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/281.4.1267
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1996MNRAS.281.1267S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/aas:1999149
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999A&AS..134..453S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201630288
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017A&A...600A.132S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07631.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004MNRAS.350..175S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09939.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006MNRAS.366.1337S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/131977
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1987PASP...99..191S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/191582
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1991ApJS...76..813S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20021916
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003A&A...400..477T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/133630
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1995PASP..107..803U
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/172864
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1993ApJ...411..614U
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/aas:1998415
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998A&AS..130..305V
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000A&A...363..108V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20064817
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...453..817V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200809552
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008A&A...481L..79V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.aa.33.090195.001115
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1995ARA&A..33..163W
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1990A&A...235L...1W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/117954
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1996AJ....111.2187W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10509-019-3569-1
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019Ap&SS.364...83W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw425
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016MNRAS.458.2350W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201423967
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...573A..69W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/428599
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005AJ....129.1818W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/143/5/108
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012AJ....143..108W
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab3e50
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...884...92X
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab3f3a
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...884..125Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abdd38
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021ApJ...909..103Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/148/5/93
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014AJ....148...93D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/305817
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998ApJ...501...69D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/150/2/44
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015AJ....150...44D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/323894
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001PASP..113.1420V


Optical intra-day variability of the blazar S5 0716+714 13

Figure A1. Intraday variable light curves of S5 0716+714.
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Figure A1. Continued
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Table A1. Result of IDV analysis of the blazar S5 0716+714. In the last column, T indicates that a lower limit to gmin corresponds to the length of the data train.

Observation Date Band Data length Power enhanced F-test Nested ANOVA Status Amplitude gmin

yyyy-mm-dd (hours) DoF(a1 ,a2 ) �4=ℎ �2 DoF(a1 ,a2 ) � �2 % (hours)

2019-11-10 V 3.17 39, 78 1.24 1.86 9,30 10.38 3.07 NV - -

R 3.17 40, 80 1.50 1.85 9,30 2.57 3.07 NV - -

2019-12-28 V 3.10 51, 102 6.66 1.73 12,39 67.50 2.68 Var 9.9 2.82±0.47

R 3.16 52, 104 5.32 1.72 12,39 34.36 2.68 Var 9.8 T

2020-10-21 B 3.08 173, 346 7.56 1.35 42,129 251.18 1.74 Var 7.7 1.22±0.22

R 3.07 590,1180 44.28 1.18 147,444 206.44 1.35 Var 8.8 0.20±0.05

2020-10-22 B 2.78 205, 410 1.67 1.32 50,153 63.30 1.66 Var 4.7 0.76±0.12

R 2.79 537,1074 3.87 1.19 133,402 16.36 1.37 Var 3.4 0.25±0.04

2020-11-26 R 1.24 76, 152 2.51 1.57 18,57 11.69 2.27 Var 3.2 0.72±0.10

2020-11-27 R 0.69 41, 82 1.48 1.84 9,30 3.27 3.07 NV - -

2020-12-04 R 0.69 43, 86 0.80 1.81 10,33 2.54 2.91 NV - -

2020-12-05 R 0.86 52, 104 1.03 1.72 12,39 17.78 2.68 NV - -

2020-12-15 B 11.45 84, 168 139.68 1.53 20,63 57.91 2.18 Var 20.1 9.52±2.26

V 11.44 83, 166 103.01 1.54 20,63 53.78 2.18 Var 19.9 T

R 11.28 69, 138 53.00 1.60 16,51 22.86 2.37 Var 18.9 T

I 11.44 83, 166 56.98 1.54 20,63 50.41 2.18 Var 19.0 T

2020-12-16 B 5.90 68, 136 40.15 1.61 16,51 164.34 2.37 Var 7.1 T

V 5.64 68, 136 12.52 1.61 16,51 141.36 2.37 Var 6.3 T

R 5.38 46, 92 16.65 1.78 11,36 106.24 2.79 Var 6.7 T

I 5.96 65, 130 17.10 1.62 15,48 189.67 2.44 Var 6.5 T

2020-12-17 B 3.97 217, 434 2.17 1.31 53,162 44.33 1.64 Var 3.8 1.34±0.26

R 3.73 671,1342 3.61 1.17 167,504 14.07 1.33 Var 3.0 0.33±0.05

2021-01-09 R 2.15 235, 470 0.45 1.29 58,177 12.44 1.61 NV - -

2021-01-10 R 2.41 376, 752 1.08 1.23 93,282 2.05 1.46 NV - -

2021-01-13 R 1.88 180, 360 2.75 1.34 44,135 42.08 1.72 Var 7.4 0.25±0.02

2021-01-15 R 2.62 374, 748 0.97 1.23 93,282 2.08 1.46 NV - -

2021-01-16 R 6.45 827,1654 12.83 1.15 206,621 96.12 1.29 Var 10.0 0.22±0.05

2021-01-19 R 3.12 362, 724 5.44 1.23 90,273 33.05 1.47 Var 7.6 0.17±0.01

2021-01-20 R 1.95 181, 362 1.04 1.34 44,135 1.50 1.72 NV - -

2021-01-21 R 2.00 177, 354 0.73 1.35 43,132 1.72 1.73 NV - -

2021-01-24 R 1.17 119, 238 1.39 1.43 29,90 147.95 1.93 NV - -

2021-02-12 V 6.41 47, 94 1.91 1.76 11,36 112.48 2.79 Var 6.7 T

R 6.41 47, 94 1.81 1.76 11,36 129.50 2.79 Var 7.9 T

I 6.41 47, 94 0.13 1.76 11,36 74.79 2.79 NV - -

2021-02-19 R 1.85 247, 494 4.22 1.29 61,186 25.50 1.59 Var 5.3 0.20±0.02

2021-02-22 R 0.62 46, 92 0.57 1.78 11,36 0.79 2.79 NV - -

2021-03-07 V 3.27 21, 42 6.68 2.32 4,15 69.07 4.89 Var 14.1 T

R 3.27 21, 42 6.10 2.32 4,15 52.56 4.89 Var 12.9 T

I 3.27 21, 42 18.69 2.32 4,15 31.03 4.89 Var 10.6 T

2021-03-13 R 1.91 403, 806 1.46 1.22 100,303 4.29 1.44 Var 4.9 0.11±0.03

2021-03-14 R 3.22 385, 770 34.40 1.22 95,288 144.96 1.45 Var 10.7 0.12±0.03

2021-03-15 R 0.49 97, 194 1.01 1.49 23,72 1.40 2.08 NV - -

2021-03-24 R 1.11 156, 312 1.28 1.37 38,117 1.30 1.78 NV - -

2021-04-03 R 0.48 65, 130 1.40 1.62 15,48 3.34 2.44 NV - -

2021-10-02 B 1.92 78, 156 0.67 1.56 19,60 2.13 2.22 NV - -

V 1.92 78, 156 0.81 1.56 19,60 1.59 2.22 NV - -

R 1.92 78, 156 0.85 1.56 19,60 1.84 2.22 NV - -

I 1.89 77, 154 1.52 1.56 18,57 1.56 2.27 NV - -

2021-10-25 R 1.21 60, 120 3.54 1.66 14,45 14.59 2.51 Var 5.22 T

2021-11-30 B 3.73 189, 378 24.68 1.33 46,141 235.05 1.70 Var 9.3 0.84±0.10

R 3.74 398, 796 30.38 1.22 99,300 190.65 1.44 Var 12.0 0.14±0.01

2021-12-15 R 2.17 96, 192 2.27 1.49 23,72 17.70 2.08 Var 2.3 1.23±0.08

2022-01-30 R 2.15 215, 430 2.66 1.31 53,162 10.44 1.64 Var 9.5 0.08±0.02

2022-01-31 R 2.29 266, 532 1.97 1.27 66,201 18.34 1.56 Var 4.9 0.17±0.05

2022-02-01 B 3.89 58, 116 3.09 1.67 14,45 17.34 2.51 Var 5.1 2.21±0.67

V 7.09 100, 200 5.92 1.48 24,75 32.92 2.05 Var 12.7 0.46±0.05

R 7.08 114, 228 9.73 1.45 28,87 345.89 1.95 Var 10.2 2.58±0.84

2022-02-02 R 6.40 634,1268 46.12 1.17 158,477 541.35 1.34 Var 16.0 0.22±0.06
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Figure A1. Continued
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Table A1. Continued

Observation Date Band Data length Power enhanced F-test Nested ANOVA Status Amplitude gmin

yyyy-mm-dd (hours) DoF(a1 ,a2 ) �4=ℎ �2 DoF(a1 ,a2 ) � �2 % (hours)

2022-02-05 R 6.09 952,1904 0.47 1.14 237,714 2.98 1.27 NV - -

2022-02-06 R 4.48 737,1474 0.75 1.16 183,552 2.19 1.31 NV - -

2022-02-07 R 3.26 496, 992 4.29 1.20 123,372 43.65 1.39 Var 6.3 0.18±0.02

2022-02-08 R 3.89 608,1216 2.87 1.18 151,456 34.72 1.35 Var 5.8 0.21±0.05

2022-02-09 R 2.06 152, 304 2.16 1.38 37,114 11.10 1.80 Var 4.0 0.30±0.08

2022-02-10 R 2.61 314, 628 7.01 1.25 78,237 135.43 1.51 Var 15.5 0.11±0.03

2022-02-11 R 2.15 305, 610 4.02 1.25 75,228 26.43 1.52 Var 5.9 0.25±0.07

2022-02-12 R 1.38 180, 360 4.47 1.34 44,135 30.64 1.72 Var 6.6 0.20±0.06

2022-02-28 B 4.14 101, 202 2.89 1.48 24,75 20.59 2.05 Var 9.5 0.60±0.17

V 4.43 107, 214 3.41 1.46 26,81 26.66 2.00 Var 10.1 0.49±0.13

R 4.42 105, 220 2.69 1.47 25,81 27.84 2.02 Var 10.3 0.79±0.25

2022-03-03 R 4.98 897,1794 6.67 1.14 223,672 53.44 1.28 Var 7.6 0.12±0.03

2022-03-12 B 1.60 30, 60 2.07 2.03 7,24 3.06 3.50 NV - -

V 1.62 31, 62 1.59 2.01 7,24 13.59 3.50 NV - -

R 1.61 31, 62 1.57 2.01 7,24 4.59 3.50 NV - -

2022-03-13 B 2.24 42, 84 4.33 1.82 10,33 16.74 2.91 Var 3.6 1.84±0.60

V 2.39 47, 94 2.09 1.76 11,36 16.82 2.79 Var 4.7 0.85±0.22

R 3.69 43, 86 1.92 1.81 10,33 14.56 2.91 Var 4.7 T

2022-04-01 R 1.36 98, 196 0.52 1.49 24,75 1.56 2.05 NV - -

2022-10-30 B 1.88 53, 106 0.92 1.71 12,39 39.85 2.68 NV - -

R 1.92 338, 676 1.07 1.24 84,255 2.30 1.49 NV - -

2022-12-20 R 7.31 585,1170 0.46 1.18 145,438 5.76 1.36 NV - -

2022-12-22 R 2.65 160, 320 1.00 1.37 39,120 2.23 1.77 NV - -
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Figure A2. DCF plots of S5 0716+714.
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Figure A2. Continued.
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