arXiv:astro-ph/0602220v2 12 May 2006

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Sod000, IHZ0 (2006) Printed 16 July 2018 (MNTEX style file v2.2)

Dynamicsand High Energy Emission
of the Flaring HST-1 Knot in the M 87 Jet

L. Stawarz:>3*, F. Aharonian, J. Kataoka,
M. Ostrowsk?, A. Siemiginowska, and M. Sikoré

IMax-Planck-Institut fir Kernphysik, Saupfercheckweg1,17 Heidelberg, Germany

2Landessternwarte Heidelberg, Konigstuhl, D-69117 Hibiey, Germany

30Obserwatorium Astronomiczne, Uniwersytet JagiellonskiOrla 171, 30-244 Krakodw, Poland
4Department of Physics, Tokyo Institute of Technology, -451@hokayama, Meguro, Tokyo 152-8551, Japan
5Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics, 60 Gardeeebt Cambridge, MA 02138, USA

6Centrum Astronomiczne im. M. Kopernika, ul. Bartycka 18706 Warszawa, Poland

ABSTRACT

Stimulated by recent observations of a giant radio-to-Xsynchrotron flare from
HST-1, the innermost knot of the M 87 jet, as well as by a deiaaif a very high
energy~y-ray emission from M 87, we investigated the dynamics andtimave-
length emission of the HST-1 region. We study thermal pnesstithe hot interstel-
lar medium in M 87 and argue for a presence of a gaseous caatiten its cen-
tral parts. We postulate that this additional feature ikdohto the observed central
stellar cusp of the elliptical host. Interaction of the jathasuch a feature is likely
to result in formation of a stationary converging/divegreconfinement/reflected
shock structure in the innermost parts of the M 87 jet. We siivat/for a realistic set
of the outflow parameters, a stationary and a flaring part@HBT-1 knot located
~ 100 pc away from the active center can be associated with thdetated portion
of the jet matter placed immediately downstream of the paimtre the reconfine-
ment shock reaches the jet axis. We discuss a possible 8cexplaining a broad-
band brightening of the HST-1 region related to the variaolévity of the central
core. In particular, we show that assuming a previous epbtitediigh central black
hole activity resulting in ejection of excess particles ahdtons down along the jet,
one may first expect a high-energy flare of HST-1 due to inv@m@ptonisation of
the nuclear radiation, followed after a few years by an iaseein the synchrotron

continuum of this region. The synchrotron flare itself coblelaccompanied by a
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subsequent inverse-Compton brightening due to upsaaitefithe ambient (mostly
starlight) photons. If this is the case, then the recentlseobed order-of-magnitude
increase in the knot luminosity in all spectral bands co@ddgarded as an unusual
echo of the order-of-magnitude outburst that had happeredqusly (and could be
eventually observed some 40 years ago) in the highly relativistic active core of
the M 87 radio galaxy. We show that very high energyay fluxes expected in a

framework of the proposed scenario are consistent withltiserwed ones.
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1 INTRODUCTION

A kiloparsec-scale jet in M 87, the giant elliptical radiday in Virgo cluster — the very first
extragalactic jet ever discovered (Curtis 1918) — providesvith an exceptional laboratory for
studying physics of relativistic collimated outflows. Tlgsbecause its proximityl¢ Mpc, 1 arc-
sec = 78 pc) allows for observations of the jet and of ambiesdliom at different frequencies,
with a very high spatial resolution. This jet has in fact betudied in great detail in all wave-
lengths. One of the most remarkable features of this jeeigther HST-1 knot region, observed at
about 60 pc from the active cote (Biretta et al. 1999; Perlataal. 2003; Harris et él. 2003, 2006).
Complexity of this innermost part of the outflow, which catsiof stationarnand superluminal
sub-components, as well as its uniquely variable broadHegmission, calls for an explanation.
Here we investigate the properties of HST-1 knot and premeattempt to provide such an expla-
nation.

Below we summarize observational constraints on the physidhe M 87 jet in general.
Next, in section 2, we investigate properties of the ambieadium necessary for understanding
the dynamics of the jet. We argue that the enhanced thermeabpre connected with a stellar
cusp in the innermost parts of the host galaxy is likely tarfar stationary converging/diverging
reconfinement/reflected shock structure in the jet. In 8e@, we conclude that indeed the sta-
tionary and flaring upstream edge of HST-1 knot can be agsakcigith the decelerated portion
of the jet matter placed immediately downstream from tha&fahere the reconfinement shock
reaches the jet axis. The presented interpretation givesftasnework in which one can model

the broad-band emission of this part of the jet, and its higgrgy~-ray emission in particular. In
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section 4, we present an evaluation of the radiation fieldseaposition of HST-1 knot. We find
that the energy density of the starlight and of the nucleas&on can be comparable to the en-
ergy density of the equipartition magnetic field in this ggion. This means that the high energy
~-ray inverse-Compton emission of HST-1 knot’s flaring pahbuld be expected at the (very
roughly) similar level as its observed radio-to-X-ray sgratron emission. Since the latter one
has recently increased significantly up~+010*? erg s'! (Harris et al! 2006), the expected TeV
flux from HST-1 knot should then be promisingly comparabléone detected from the M 87
systemi(Aharonian et aAl. 2003; Beilicke etial. 2005). Thesiésis investigated further in section 5.
There we present a possible scenario relating variableseonisf the HST-1 knot/reconfinement
nozzle with a modulated activity of the relativistic cehtrare. In particular, we show that assum-
ing the previous epoch of the high nuclear activity of a caribfack hole, resulting in ejection
of excess particles and photons down along the jet, one magcefirst a high-energy flare of
HST-1 due to inverse-Compton scattering of the nucleamatef, followed a few years later by
an increase in the synchrotron continuum emission of tigi®re Interestingly, the predictedray
fluxes (assuming energy equipartition between radiatiagtedns and the jet magnetic field) are
consistent with the observed ones. Final summary and csincls from our study are presented

in the last section 6.

1.1 M 87 Jet

Very Long Baseline Interferometopservations reported by Junor et al. (1999) show a presence
of a very broad radio-emitting limb-brightened outflow @ds- 10~2 parsec) to the M 87 center,
characterized by an opening anglelgf, ~ 60°. This outflow experiences a strong collimation at
the projecteddistance equivalent te 100 r, (Schwarzschild radii) from the central supermassive
black hole (hereafter 'SMBH’), i.e., with the appropriatewersion, = 3.85 parcsec= 0.003 pc,

at the distance of 0.4 mas= 0.03 pc. The collimation continues out te 10 pc from the center,
where the jet adopts an opening anglg, < 10° that remains roughly stable further away from
the core. A detection of synchrotron self-absorption fesggun the radio spectrum of the M 87
nuclear region allowed the placement of an upper limit onjéthenagnetic fieldB < 0.2 G at

r ~ 0.06 pc (Reynolds et al. 1996). Recently, by modeling a turn-éregfuency along the jet in
the radio spectra, Dodson ef al. (2005) fousd~ 0.01 — 0.1 G for » < 3 mas= 0.25 pc, and

B < 0.01 G further away along the jet.

The bright components of the radio jet placed-at 0.1 — 5 pc from the jet base are char-
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acterized by no, or some sub-relativistic proper motiohs, < 0.04 (Junor & Birettal 1995;
Dodson et al. 2005). Further out along the jet, the knotsotietieat several pc from the core (e.qg.,
the knot L placed at ~ 0.16” = 12.5 pc) are also sub-luminal, however with slightly larger
apparent velocitieg,,, ~ 0.3 — 0.6 (Reid et all 1989; Biretta et al. 1999). Surprisingly, seler
knots placed even further out.§” — 6.3") occurred to be highly superluminal, with,,, reach-

ing 6. In particularHubble Space Telescopeservations reported by Biretta et al. (11999) showed
that the unresolved stationary feature upstream of the H&fet (at0.8” ~ 62 pc) seems to
emit various components down the jet, both slow and fash thi2¢ maximum apparent velocity of
Bapp ~ b — 6. Also, all the components of knot 2.("” — 4" ~ 210 — 312 pc) are superluminal,
with B.pp, ~ 2.5 — 5. Finally, knot E placed at ~ 6” ~ 500 pc from the core is characterized
by a relatively high velocity of,,,, ~ 4. All the measured superluminal features, if interpreted as
moving blobs, suggest the bulk Lorentz factor for tfie- 6” portion of the jet larger thah > 6,

and the jet viewing angle less than< 20° (Biretta et al! 1999). (With¥ ~ 20° all the projected
distances along the jet cited in this section should be plidd by a factor 08.)

A stationary feature placed at the upstream edge of HST-1 ka® been flaring in the op-
tical and X-rays since 2002. The results\@ry Large Array Chandra X-ray Observatorgnd
Hubble monitoring programs presented by Harris etal. (2003) lanthf2@ et al. (2003) estab-
lished month-to-year variability of its radio-to-X-raymsshrotron continuum, with a comparable
amplitude over the entire broad waveband. The HST-1 knatrisaolved byHubble indicating its
spatial dimension smaller tha® < 0.02” =~ 1.5 pc. The equipartition magnetic field at the posi-
tion of this knot, when evaluated at the quiescence stat@egiécting corrections due to expected
relativistic bulk velocity of the radiating plasma, is oktbrder ofB., ~ 10~% G. Magnetic field
lines thereby are predominantly perpendicular to the j&t, @s suggested by polarization studies
(Perlman et al. 2003). The degree of the linear polarizadiecreases frorf.68 upstream of the
HST-1 flaring region@.72"” ~ 56 pc), t00.46 at the position of the flux maximund §” ~ 62 pc),
and then td.23 downstream of it({.92” ~ 72 pc). The most recent data show that until the year
2005 the X-ray emission of HST-1 knot increased by as muchadar of50 (Harris et all 2006).

At the distance ~ 12.2” ~ 950 pc away from the center the jet brightens significantly, form
ing a prominent knot (knot A) followed by the subsequent kn@ and C), to disappear at ap-
proximatelyr ~ 2 kpc into an amorphous radio lobe visible at low radio freques (Owen et al.
2000). VLA studies indicate subluminal apparent velocities of thagerget components, with
Bapp S 0.5 — 0.6 (Biretta et all 1995). The kpc-scale jet, when observeddioraxhibits filamen-

tary limb-brightened morphology (Owen etlal. 1989). Bogtoiptical and X-ray emissions are syn-
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chrotron in origin, similar to the inner parts of the outflaBiretta et all 1991; Meisenheimer et al.
1996;| Sparks et al. 1996; Perlman et al. 1999, 2001; Marshall!2002| Wilson & Yang 2002).
All along the jet the radio-to-optical power-law slopelis5 < ar_o < 0.8, while the optical-
to-X-ray onel.0 < ap_x < 1.9 with the exception of HST-1 knot, for whichy_x ~ 0.8 — 1.0
(Perlman & Wilsoh 2005; Waters & Zepf 2005). This indicategeaeral ‘broken power-law’ char-
acter of the broad-band synchrotron spectrum along the M8Ap discussed in_Stawarz ei al.
(2005), the kpc-scale jet's magnetic field is not likely toleer thanB,, ~ 300 uG.

HEGRACherenkov Telescopes System detected the M 87 emissiorthvthhoton flux of
F,(>0.73TeV) ~ 0.96 x 10~'2 cm~2 s~ (Aharonian et &l. 2003). Assuming a spectral index for
the observed emissiom, = 2, this corresponds to the isotropic of luminosity(0.73 TeV) ~
6.9 x 10 erg s*. The observations were taken in the period 1998-99, whek8iE1 flaring
region was in its quiescence epoch. Different scenarios ywerposed to account for the detected
TeV signal, including various versions of modeling M 87 egthucleus (‘misaligned’ and ‘struc-
tured’ BL Lac;/Bai & L ee 2001; Reimer et al. 2004; Ghisellinia |[2005; Georganopoulos et al.
2005), but also a high energy emission of the M 87 host gal@fgofmmer & Ensslir_2003)
or of the kpc-scale jet (of its brightest knot A in particyl&tawarz et al. 2003). The evidence
for a year-timescale variability established by the subsatiVWhippleandH.E.S.Sobservations
(Le Bohec et al. 2004; Beilicke etlal. 2005), indicating eehkdecrease of the TeV signal from
M 87 from 1999 till 2004 by about an order of magnitude (dowri1¢0.73 TeV) =~ 0.54 x 10%°
erg s'!), excludes the later two possibilities, imposing howewégiiesting constraints on the kpc-
scale jet magnetic field intensity (Stawarz et al. 2005). & same timesynchrotronradio-to-
X-ray emission of the HST-1 flaring region increased by mbantan order of magnitude (see
Harris et all 2006).

2 HOST GALAXY EMISSION PROFILES

Chandrastudies presented by Young el al. (2002) demonstrate thaX4tay surface brightness
of Virgo A cluster (centered at the position of M 87 radio ggfgis of the modified King profile
Yx(r) oc [1 4 (r/rg)?]3P+05, with the parameteB = 0.4 and the critical radiusx ~ 18”.
This implies a density profile of the X-ray emitting hot gas(r) o [1 + (r/rk)?35/%, i.e.
x r~t2 for r > rg (see, e.g.,_Sarazin 1986). Both the temperature and thedaboe of this
gas decrease smoothly toward the cluster center, reaching:a60” values ofkT; < 1.5 keV

andZ < 0.5 Z, respectivelyl(Bohringer et al. 2001). It is not clear i€ thbundance decrease is
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real, or only apparent, caused by resonant line scattebugsge Gastaldello & Molendi 2002).
However, even with this ambiguity, one can conclude fromXkray observations that the number
density of hot thermal electrons in the M 87 host galaxy desee from~ 0.15 cm™3 atr ~ 30"

to ~ 0.03 cm™3 atr ~ 100” from the active corel (Young etlal. 2002; Di Matteo etlal. 2003)
All of these constraints are in agreement with a generalrigpdhat the central electron number
density in giant ellipticals is typically 0.1 cm~3, and declines as r~!-?> with the distance from
their cores|(Mathews & Brighefiti 2003). Unfortunately, eweth the excellent spatial resolution
of Chandrathe thermal gas X-ray emission profile cannot be probed geicin the innermost
portions of M 87, < 10”, because of numerous X-ray emission features there (sapefah
2004). As argued below, one can instead use the optical waig®rs to constrain the parameters
of this gaseous medium.

Optical observations of M 87 reportedlby Young €etlal. (1978)date that the modified isother-
mal sphere model (usually applied to elliptical galaxisshconsistent with the observed starlight
emission profile for the projected radii of< 10”. In particular, they showed a presence of a cen-
tral luminosity excess, explained by Young et al. (1978gmrts of a dynamical effect of a SMBH
placed at the center of the galaxy on its stellar neighbathBlabble observations (Lauer etlal.
1992) confirmed the presence of this additional stellar ammept in agreement with the interpreta-
tion involving M ~ 3 x 10° M., SMBH strongly bounding nearby stars and creating a certehl s
lar cusp with an increased stellar velocity dispersiont{ia tontext see also Dressler & Richsione
1990; Macchetto et &l. 1997). The observed optical (stalgurface brightness profile of the host
galaxy is therefore described By (r) oc = with b = 0.25 for r < 3” andb = 1.3 for r > 10",
and composed of two separate components, namely a cenggalivwith the luminosity density
> 103 L, pc? (in the I filter for » < 0.1”), and a modified King profile with the curvature radius
r¢ ~ 7" and a tidal radiust > 10% r¢. The later component is consistent with a general property
of the elliptical galaxies, namelyg r1/r¢ ~ 2.2 (Silva et all 1998).

As discussed in_Young (1980), in the case of the adiabatiwtfrof a central SMBH (i.e.,
the growth at a rate slower than the dynamical time scaleeottéllar cluster but faster than the
relaxation time scale), the expected density profile okdiatows a power lawps(r) oc 7~ with
a = 1.5 (see also_van der Marel 1999). Hence, the expected stabdrigtitness profile for the
adiabatic stellar cusp B¢(r) o< 7 x pg(r) o< r~%2, i.e. much steeper than the one observed in
M 87. However, as noted by Lauer et al. (1992), the behaviscudised by Young etlal. (1978)
is in fact an asymptotic one, holding fer— 0, while in the outer regions of a cusp an expected

profile should be flatter, similar ta »~°-2° observed in M 87. This central stellar cusp profile joins
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smoothly with the galactic starlight profile,(r) < =1 at further distances from the core, im-
plying a stellar density dependencemfr) oc r=23. Note thatHubbleobservations (Lauer etlal.
1995; Faber et al. 1997) of elliptical galaxies show thay thever possess a homogeneous surface
brightness distributioo () o« const expected in the case of a pure King-like profile, but they
can be divided into two classes: (i) the ‘core type’ galaxigth the brightness profile described
by a broken power law witkio (1) oc »~* andb < 0.3 within some critical (break) radius < rg

(in M 87 caserg =~ 3”), and (ii) the ‘power-law type’ galaxies characterized bsiragle value of

b > 0.5 within the whole central region. As noted recently by de Bt al. (2005), radio loud
galaxies are always of the ‘core type’, although not eveoyéaype’ galaxy is radio loud. Also,
the break radius is proportional to the galactic lumingsibyghly rg /kpc ~ Ly /10% ergs™!.
One can therefore suspect the presence of an additionahdheressure component within the
host galaxies of radio-loud AGNs, ‘matching’ the centrallstr cusps.

Our main assumption follows from the observational facbregd by Trinchieri et al.l (1986),
that the optical and X-ray surface brightness profiles foeg¢hbright Virgo A ellipticals are al-
most identical, i.e. thabo(r) o« Xx(r). Since the starlight emissivity is proportional to the
number density of the stars, while the X-ray (bremsstragiuemissivity is proportional to the
square of the hot gas number density, one obtais) « pZ(r). This result was considered by
Mathews & Brighenti(2003) as a general property of elligtigalaxies. Indeed, in the case of
M 87 host galaxy, at the distances> 18” one observeEq(r) o r~13 leading tops(r) oc r=23,
and at the same timex (r) o r—** leading topg(r) oc [Sx(r)/7]'/? o« r~12 (see above). This
is in a good agreement with the expected behawidr) oc pZ(r). Therefore, hereafter we also
assume that in the inner parts of M 87 the distribution of tbiethermal gas (i.e. of the pressure)
follows closely the distribution of the stars (i.e. of thessa We also assume for simplicity a con-
stant temperature of the hot gt ~ 1 keV withinr < 60” (see_Di Matteo et al. 2003), leading

to the pressure profile simply proportional to the gas dgmsitfile, pg(r) < pa(r), i.e.

—0.6
(L) for r<rg

B

pa(r) = po X [ +< 1)

9 —0.6 ,
i) } for r>1rp
with the normalizatiop, = 1.5x 10~ dyn cn12 (Young et al. 2002). Herg; = 3" ~ 234 pc, and
rk = 18" =~ 1.4 kpc. The resulting distribution of the gas pressure is shiowFigure 1. One can
see that the gas pressure decreases fromfi—8 dyn cnt 2 atr ~ 10 pc up to~ 10!° dyn cn1?2
atr ~ 10 kpc. In addition, the pressure profiles adopted by Falle &@il(1985) and Owen etlal.

(1989) in their studies of the M 87 jet are shown for comparisbhe former one i9(r) =
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Figure 1. Profiles of the hot gas pressure in M 87 host galaxy, as eealuaf Falle & Wilson|(1985, dashed lin¢),_Owen etlal. (1988 #olid
line), and in this paper (thick solid line). Circles indieaninimum pressure of the knots in the M 87 jet neglecting tativistic correction
(filled ones), and assuming the jet Doppler facior 2.7 (open ones). The circles disconnected from the otherssmorel to the HST-1 flaring
region (the upstream edge of the HST-1 knot). In deprojgdistances between the knots and the active core we asshejed viewing angle of
0 = 20°.

1.2 x 1072 (1 + (r/rg)*)~/* dyn cnm2, while the latter one ig(r) = 5.1 x 10719 (r /kpc)~%-%
dyn cnt? between)).7 and2 kpc, andp(r) = 7.3 x 10719 (r /kpc)~*®> dyn cnm? for r > 2 kpc.
Note that these two approximations imply a lower gas presthan the one adopted by us.

Figure 1 shows thde-projectedositions of different knots (starting from HST-1 up to C) of
the M 87 jet assuming the jet viewing angle= 20° (Bicknell & Begelmah 1996; Heinz & Begelman
1997), and the minimum pressure of these knots (a sum of #sspre due to ultrarelativistic ra-

diating electrons and due to the tangled magnetic field),

fa 4/7 R —12/7
~ -9 —10/7 -2
Pmin = Peq,e T UB,eq =~ 3.4 X 10 <m) <0.3”> 51/ dyn cm (2)

(see Kataoka & Stawarz 2005, and Appendix B). Hgtds the observed radio flux of the knot
at 15 GHz, R is its observed knot’s radius (assuming spherical geometnd o is the knot's

1 Knot HST-1:0.8"” — 1.2, knot D: 2.7"" — 4", knot E:5.7"" — 6.2/, knot F:8.1” — 8.8”, knot I: 10.5"” — 11.5”, knot A: 12.2” — 12.5",
knot B:14.1” — 14.5”, knot C:17.5"" — 19”.
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Doppler factor. In Figure 1 we consider two jet's Dopplertéas: § = 1 andd = 2.7. The later
one is appropriate for the expected jet viewing arjle 20° and the jet bulk Lorentz factor
I' ~ 3 — 5 on kpc scales (Bicknell & Begelman 1996; Heinz & Begelman7)99Ve also took
R = 0.3" (except the HST-1 flaring region, i.e., the upstream edge®f-#H knot disconnected
from the other knots in Figure 1, for which we assume= 0.02”) and used the knotd'5 GHz
fluxes given by Perlman etlal. (2081)or the flaring region of HST-1 knot we took theé GHz
flux of 3.8 mJy, as given in_Harris et al. (2003) for the quiescence epdchis part of the jet.
Note, that the first bright knot HST-1 is placed very closegpi.e. the radius where the change in
the ambient pressure profile between the central cusp anghierturbed King-like distribution
is expected to occur. In addition, downstream of this regionrg < r < rg, the M 87 jet is
overpressured in respect to the gaseous medium by a factofesd, and even by more than an
order of magnitude at the position of the brightest knot Atfar away. However, with the beaming
effects included, the minimum pressure of the knots D, E,dH &almost the same as the ambient
medium pressure. Note also that the HST-1 flaring regiongklioverpressured.

An additional gaseous X-ray condensation in the center ofvh@8st galaxy, linked to the
observed in optical stellar cusp, increases a thermal press the galactic medium (with respect
to the ‘pure’ King-like profile) by as much as an order of magde at the distance 10 pc from
the core. On the other hand, a small volume occupied by tligiadal component implies only
a small excess X-ray thermal luminosity. Figure 2 showsliglst increase in the X-ray surface
brightness profile. We calculate the X-ray surface brigésref host galaxy with and without this
central component. Because the bremsstrahlung emisgvyyoportional to the square of the
thermal gas density, the appropriate surface brightnesa, fanction of theprojecteddistance

from the nucleus,, is
lmax

Sy (ry) o / pé( 12 +rg) dl, 3)
0

wherel,.. = |/r7 — r2 andry = 10*! ¢ ~ 68.7 kpc (Lauer et &l. 1992). We assumed a constant
temperature of the gaseous medium within the galaxy, ankttpressure profile as given by
equation 1 with and without the central cusp. As shown in Fedly the additional central compo-
nent increases only slightly the X-ray surface brightngsparticular by a factor o2 — 3 within

r, < 100 pc.

Interestingly/ Hardcastle etlal. (2002) reported larggralfactor of two, number of counts

2 Knot HST-1 (total):35.64 mJy, knot D:161.54 mJy, knot E48.05 mJy, knot F:144.9 mJy, knot 1:75.8 mJy, knot A:1218 mJy, knot B:808.4
mJy, knot C:544.7 mJy.
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Figure 2. Normalized X-ray surface brightness £ ) profiles of the M 87 host galaxy due to emission of the hot §agashed line corresponds to
the pures-model for the hot gas distribution, a solid line to thenodel with an additional contribution from the centralllstecusp, while dotted
lines indicate respective power-law asymptotics.

from a thermal X-ray halo surrounding the central regions < 500 pc) of FR | radio galaxy
3C 31 than the number of counts expected from the pumeodel fitted to the entire 3C 31 host
galaxy profile. We believe that this excess can be relatedctmdensation of the hot interstellar
medium in the central parts of the host galaxy, as discudse¢kaln the case of the M 87 source,
however, it would be difficult to claim a presence of an analmfeature at < 100 pc based
on the availableChandradata, due to extremely complicated M 87 X-ray structure r=bimg
of gaseous rings, voids, as well as due to strong non-thekedalemission of the jet itself (see
Feng et al. 2004; Di Matteo etlal. 2003). Because of such cexitp) the thermal pressure profile
proposed above should be really considered as a simplexapyiton only. For the purpose of
the analysis presented below, it is however accurate enough

Let us note, that the spatial scale for the postulated hergategaseous condensation is very

small when compared to the scale of the M 87 radio lobes. Tilaipresence does not contra-
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dict with widely discussed disruption of cooling-flow atrnpberes by kpc-scale radio outflows
(see, e.gl, Bicknell & Begelman 1996, for the particularecasM 87 source). In fact, the sound-
crossing time over the region with the spatial scale is less thanl Myr (for the interstellar

medium parameters as considered in this section), i.e thessthe lifetime of the inner lobes
in the M 87 radio galaxy.(Bicknell & Begelman 1996), suggegtielatively short timescale for

formation/regeneration of the central gaseous cusp.

3 HST-1KNOT ASA RECONFINEMENT SHOCK

We do not intend to explain here the observed gradual cdilimaf the M 87 jet in its inner-
most parts. Instead we note that the initial collimationhaf broad nuclear outflow may be due to
a dynamically dominating magnetic field (Gracia el al. 20@5)the jets in active galactic nuclei
are most likely launched by the magnetohydrodynamicalgsses. On the other hand, a dominant
electromagnetic jet flux should be converted at some poithet@article flux, since the large-scale
jets seem to be rather particle dominated (see a discuselikara et al. 2005). Let us therefore
speculate, that at sufficiently large distance from the ewsl— where the initial collimation is
completed — the relativistic jet in the M 87 radio galaxy isealdy particle dominated, and starts
to expand freely. In such freely expanding jet, the presdemeases very rapidly with the dis-
tance,r, from the core. For example, in the case of cold jet mattethkemal pressure goes as
pi(r) o< r=27 = =103 for 4 = 5/3 (Sanders 1983). At the same time, the ambient gas pressure
decreases much less rapidly: above we argue that in the MI&8Xygane has(r) o =" with
n = 0.6 for r < 235 pc. Hence, ag < 2, accordingly to the discussion in Komissarov & Falle
(1997), the initially free jet in M 87 certainly (i) will becoe reconfined at some poing, (i)
will develop a reconfinement shock at its boundary, posdédging to limb-brightenings of the
reconfining outflow, and moreover (iii) the converging reftmement shock will reach the jet axis
at some further position along the jet,, beyond which the whole jet itself will come to a pressure
equilibrium with the external gas medium. A simple evaloanf the reconfinement shock param-
eters is presented in Appendix A for the cases of the jet maétscribed by a non-relativistic equa-
tion of state (hereafter ‘cold jet’), as done previously iorKissarov & Falle!(1997) (see also in
this contexi Sandels 1983; Falle & Wilson 1985; Wilson & &AIR85] Wilson 1987; Falle 1991;
Komissaro\' 1994), and also for an ultrarelativistic equabf state (hereafter ‘hot jet’).

At what distance from the M 87 nucleus, does the jet reconfinement start? Reid et al. (1989)

noted that at the projected distanse 0.05” ~ 4 pc from the core the jet radio morphology
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(opening angle, transverse intensity profile) changeshEuout, beyond- 0.1” ~ 8 pc, the
jet brightness drops below the detection level, and thereases again at 0.15” ~ 10 pc
forming a weak radio knot L. Beyond this knot, the jet radigghtness decreases again, until
~ 0.8” ~ 62 pc where a very bright knot, HST-1 appears (see section Brigin mind all
the difficulties and uncertainties present in measuremegrding detailed morphology of the
nuclear jet radio structure, we conclude that it is reaskentb identify r, with the jet region
betweerD.05” and0.1” (i.e. 4 — 8 pc) from the M 87 center, and to assume that the jet thereby is
already relativistic and particle dominated. Indeed, thigal — hydromagnetic by assumption —
collimation of a broad nuclear outflow seems to be alreadypteted at smaller distances from the
corelGiannios & Spruit (2006) argue that the Poynting-flamthated nuclear outflows in AGNs
become kinetic flux dominated at distancesl0®r,, i.e., in the case of M 87 radio galaxy, at
about> 0.1 pc projected (for) = 20°), in agreement with our assumption.

With o ~ 0.05” — 0.1”, one should expect the reconfinement shock to reach theigpatx
re ~ 319 ~ 0.15” — 0.3"” projected distance from the center in the case of a cold jeato
re ~ 10719 ~ 0.5” — 1.0” in the case of a hot jet (see Appendix A). In other words, ifjtteat
ro Is dynamically dominated by cold particles, is expected to roughly coincide with the knot L,
while for the ultrarelativistic jet matter — consisting ofildly) relativistic particles plus magnetic
field —r.. should rather be identified with the HST-1 complex. Agairtjmgpall the rough approx-
imations used by us to derivg andr.., below we argue that the latter interpretation is more Vikel
When the reconfinement shock reaches the jet axis, congesgpersonic flow downstream of the
reconfinement shock is expected to create the second stativaflected’ shock. This reflected
shock s in turn diverging from the jet axis along the outflstarting fromr., (Komissarov & Falle
1997). The jet pressure immediately beyeopds therefore expected to be higher than the ambient
medium pressure. This is qualitatively consistent with wkgresented in Figure 1 for the HST-
1 complex. Therefore we postulate that the extremely cotrguadt overpressured HST-1 flaring
point, present at the very beginning of the HST-1 compleglased at> ., (thus favoring hot jet
scenario), while the outer parts of the HST-1 complex — dupgnal features characterized by
the minimum pressure in rough equilibrium with the surraagdnedium (see Figure 1) — can
be identified with the region occupied by a diverging refldakock further away from,,.

For a givenr,, = 7, ,/siné, wherer., , = 0.8” = 62.4 pc is the projected distance of the
HST-1 flaring region and is the jet viewing angle, plus the adopted ambient presstoiie
pa(r) oc r=7withn = 0.6 andp, = 1.5 x 10~ dyn cnt 2, kinetic power of the jet implied by the

model is
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Figure 3. A total kinetic power of the M 87 jet as a function of the jetwiag angled, implied by the model in which the reconfinement shock
reaches the jet axis at the position of the HST-1 knot (salig)] and at the position of the knot L (dashed line).

Li ~3cempordSrit ~ 0.4 x 10 (sing)™'*  ergs™ 4)

(see Appendix A). The evaluatdg is shown in Figure 3 for different jet viewing angles. Notatth
for 6 = 20° the implied luminosity isL; ~ 10* erg s!, consistent with the jet power required
to feed radio lobes (Bicknell & Begelman 1996; Owen et al.()0Gigure 3 presents also the jet
kinetic power implied by the reconfinement shock position.af = 0.15” = 11.7 pc (projected
distance of the knot L), i.e. the location preferred in thielget scenario. In this cask is an order
of magnitude lower.

Previously, reconfinement shocks in FR | jets were proposeloet placed at much larger
distances from the central engines, namely at the positidgheobrightest knots- 1 kpc from
active nuclei ((Laing & Bridle 2002) In the case of the M 87 jet it would be then at knot A
(Falle & Wilson!1985). In fact, it is possible that beyond HETomplex g 1.2”) the M 87 jet

3 For a possibility of stationary reconfinement shocks in thalsscale jets of blazar sources see, €.q.. Jorstad 20811}



14 L. Stawarz et al.

breaks free again, and forms another reconfinement shockiéro 10 x 1.2” = 127, i.e. ex-
actly at the position of knot A. On the other hand, knots beldST-1 complex were successfully
explained by Bicknell & Begelman (1996) as oblique shockeed by helical modes of Kelvin-
Helmholtz instabilities characterized by a growing amyalg along the jet, disrupting finally the
outflow near knot C (see also in this context Lobanov gt al320@or our following analysis, the
discussion on the dynamics of the kpc-scale parts of the M8bgyond HST-1 is, however, not

crucial.

4 PHOTON FIELDS

We evaluate energy densities of the ambient radiation fedlnisg the jet axis, as measured in the
rest frame of M 87 host galaxy at different distances froncigter. First, we note that the optical
starlight emission is dominated by photons at frequendies v0'* Hz (Miiller et al. 2004), and

that its emissivity profile is expected to follow the galactiass (i.e., star) distribution. Hence, the

emissivity is in a form

~1.25
(L) for r<rg

B

jstar(r) = jO X 97 —1.15 5 (5)
l1+<i) } for r>1rp

rC
with jo = 4 x 10722 erg s'! cm™3, corresponding to thé-band galaxy luminosity (see section 2).
We integrate equation 5 along a ray and a solid angle itk 10*! r (se€_Stawarz et al. 2005)
to obtain a profile of the starlight photons energy densityf@7, Usiar (1) = (1/¢) [ Jstar(r) ds dS2,
shown in Figure 4. Note that at distanees: 1 kpc it is roughly constant witl$ 10~ erg cnrs.
We can also evaluate the energy density of the X-ray photamhé observed X-ray emission of
the hot gas with the temperaturd; ~ 1.5 keV in M 87. We note that the bremsstrahlung emis-
sivity is simply proportional to the square of the gas nundersity,ji..(r) o< nZ(r), and hence,
with the assumed constant gas temperature, to the squahne ghs pressurgi,(r) o p4(r).
By using the gas pressure profile given in the equation 1, mtediatingji.,,(r) along a ray and
a solid angle with the cluster termination radittsl Mpc, we obtain a distribution of the X-ray
photons energy densit¥..,(r), shown in Figure 4. Within the first kpc from the core the egerg
density of the thermal X-ray photons is higher than the gndensity of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) photons; 102 erg cnm3.

Energy density of the diffused radiation from stars and hterstellar medium can be com-

pared with the energy density of the synchrotron emissiodyred within each knot of the M 87



Flaring HST-1 Knot in M 87 Jet 15

i ‘- nuc

= :
° :
o
()]
= 1t AL x5 ]
:)L *
o 2 .
[e) e — ]
cmb T~
13 S~
Ism ~
-14 L 1 R 1 R
1 2 3 4
log r [pc]

Figure 4. Energy density profiles for different radiation fields as mead in the rest frame of the M 87 host galaxy by a stationbsgiver located
at the jet axis. A thick solid line corresponds to the statligmission, a dashed line to the thermal X-ray emissionijnasthlid line to the CMB
radiation, and a dotted line to the emission of the nucleatigroof the jet. Stars indicate energy densities of therirgbsynchrotron photons for
different knots (neglecting relativistic corrections doeelativistic velocities of the emitting plasma). In dejacting distances between the knots
and the active core we assumed the jet viewing angte-ef20°.

jet. As discussed in section 1, synchrotron emission of tiwskis peaked at optical frequencies.
Thus, in order to evaluate the energy density of the synamgihotons within the jet, we take
the optical fluxes measured #1'® Hz by|Perlman et al. (2001) for all the knbtgxcept of the
HST-1 flaring point, for which we take 1Jy, as given in Harris et al. (2003), corresponding to its
guiescence epoch. We also assume a spherical geometrgfeniission regions, with the radius
0.02” in the case of the knot HST-1 (considering only its flaring poment) and.3” for the oth-
ers. Figure 4 illustrates the resulting energy density efgiinchrotron photons along the M 87
jet (neglecting relativistic correctiond),,, = di [vo fo]/(R? ¢), wheref is the optical flux of a
knot atvo = 10'° Hz. In deprojecting distances of the knots from the active ¢et viewing angle

6 = 20° was assumed for illustration.

4 Knot D: 59.5 uJdy, knot E:16.2 pJdy, knot F:62.7 pJy, knot 1:28.6 1y, knot A:586 1y, knot B:306.8 uJy, knot C:135.9 pJy.
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Finally, any stationary observer locatatthe jet axiss illuminated by the radiation produced
within the active nucleus. Obviously, this emission is atmngpic, relativistically beamed into a
narrow cone depending on the (unknown) bulk Lorentz factoa auclear jet. In this context
we note, that the sub-pc-scale & 0.2 mas= 0.015 pc) jet in M 87 has a slightly different
position angle than the large-scale jet in this source, Wiehmisalignment in position angke
15° (Junor & Biretta 1995). For these reasons, it is not obvitwas the large-scale jet is indeed
illuminated from behind by the beamed nuclear emission anatvs the beaming amplification
of such an emission, i.e., if the jet flow at> 0.015 pc from the center is placed within the
beaming cone of the nuclear jet. If, however, jet misaligntrean be neglected in this respect
(because of relativistic and projection effects which makgarent misalignment much larger
than the real one) then, as discussed_ in _Stawarz et al.|(2608)gy density of the nuclear jet
emission in the galactic rest frame along the jet axig,is = Luuc (2 Tnue/0nue)®/ (47 1% ¢), where
L. is the synchrotron luminosity of the nuclear jet observedamhe viewing angld, I',.. is
the bulk Lorentz factor of the nuclear jet ang.. is the appropriate nuclear Doppler factor. For
example, with) ~ 20° andTl",,. ~ 3 — 10 one obtaing2 I'uc/dnee)® ~ 10 — 103, In Figure 4, for
illustration we assume the nuclear beaming correctiorofaet10?, and note that the uncertainty
in this approximation (for a fixed) can be more thar: one order of magnitude. We further take
Lo = 3 x 102 erg s'! (Tsvetanov et al. 1998) characterizing steady state of ti8¥ Mucleus,
obtaining thus a profile of/,,,..(r) shown in Figure 4. Let us mention, tha},. is peaked at the

observed photon frequencies10'* — 10'° Hz.

In the rest frame of the jet, the energy densities of differadiation fields depend on the
bulk Lorentz factor and inclination of some particular paftthe jet. For example, the energy
density of the starlight emission (as well as of the clustet @MB photon field) are amplified
in a plasma rest frame accordingly 40 I'2. Relativistic corrections also decrease the comoving
energy density of the synchrotron radiation accordinglyté— (as appropriate for a stationary
shock feature). Finally, the nuclear emission in the remif of the outer jet is decreased by a
factor(2T")~2 (Stawarz et al. 2003). Note, that even varying the jet vigveingle alone influences
deprojected distances of the jet features and thereforenéeyy densities of the galactic and nu-
clear radiation fields. In a framework of our model, HST-1iflgrpoint corresponds to a compact
region just downstream of the reconfinement/reflect shogstes. Estimation of the appropriate
bulk Lorentz factor of the radiating plasma is not triviatiis case, because we need to consider

the oblique shock geometry. In particular, the jet mattenmgiream of the reconfinement and
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Figure5. Energy densities of different photon fields measured in &frase of the HST-1 flaring region, as functions of the bulkértz factor of
this part of the jetI", for different jet viewing angles. Thick solid lines corpemd to the starlight emission. Dashed lines corresporietanternal
synchrotron emission of the knot, for the jet inclinatiér= 10°, 20°, 30°, and40° (from bottom to top, respectively). Shaded region indisate
energy density of the equipartition magnetic field for= 10° — 20°. Dotted lines illustrate comoving energy density of theleacphotons for

0 = 40°, I'nuc = 10 (upper curve), ané = 10°, I'nuc = 3 (lower curve).

reflected shock fronts may still be relativistic, dependamgthe distance from the jet axis (see
Appendix A).

If the HST-1 flaring point corresponds to a significantly decsted portion of the jet matter
located at the very jet axis close tg, the comoving energy densities of the starlight and syn-
chrotron photon fields are comparable, as presented iné3guiand 5 for different jet viewing
angles. With an increasing bulk Lorenz factor the energitgnf the starlight emission increases
from about~ 3 x 1071% erg cnT3 forI' ~ 1 up to~ 3 x 10~8 erg cn13 for I' ~ 10 (Figure 5). A
shift in the deprojected position of the HST-1 flaring regéure to a different jet viewing angle is
of negligible importance, because the entire HST-1 comigléaccated within the central plateau
of Uy (7). The internal energy density of the jet synchrotron emisgiitially decreases with a
growing velocity of the emitting region, but for the largetwes ofl” it increases again, since for a

givend > 10° the appropriate jet Doppler factéidecreases with an increasing (large)One can
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however conclude, that for a wide range of parameters showigure 5 (namely§ = 10° — 40°
andl’ = 1 —10), in the rest frame of the HST-1 flaring region, the starligimission is expected to
dominate over the internal synchrotron photon field. On tierohand, one should be aware that
as the HST-1 flaring point is unresolved (while at the same synchrotron energy density goes
with the emission region size as R~?), the estimated’/,,, should be considered as a lower limit
only. In addition, here we only considered a quiescent epdd¥i 87. The biggest uncertainties
correspond however to a photon field of a nuclear jet illurmgpHST-1 knot from behind. Figure
5 illustrates two extreme cases fdf,. at the position of this knot, corresponding to the nuclear
Lorentz factorl',,. = 10 andé = 40°, and also td",,,. = 3 andf = 10°. The estimated energy
density of the synchrotron emission of the nuclear jet waloig a few orders of magnitude (!) for
these two examples, and may exceed or be much smaller thathecomponentd/’,.. and

U

syn*

Up = (B2,/87) 617 with B, = 1073 G, for§ = 10° — 40°.

Figure 5 shows also for a comparison the energy densityeoédfuipartition magnetic field,

5 HST-1KNOT ASA TEV SOURCE?

Let us suppose that the active core of M 87 experienced at sarngent an outburst, resulting in
the flare of its synchrotron emission and ejection of a portibthe “jet matter” with the excess
kinetic power (when compared to the steady-state epocleqgétlactivity). Both photons and par-
ticles travel along the jet, arriving at some time to the taoaof the HST-1 knot, where the recon-
finement shock formed within a steady jet reaches the jet Blase synchrotron photons emitted
by the active nucleus are then comptonized to TeV energe®dfier ‘IC/nuc’ process), while
the excess jet matter shocked aroupdcauses synchrotron (hereafter ‘SYN’) and the additional
inverse-Compton brightening of the HST-1 flaring regiondiscussed in the previous section and
also below, this additional inverse-Compton brighteninguidd be dominated by Compton scat-
tering of the starlight emission (hereafter ‘IC/star’ pges) or synchrotron self-Compton process
(‘'SSC’). We note, that some short time-scale variationfefémission coming from the nucleus
in its high state can be imprinted in the observed IC/nuc fluthe outer parts of the jet. In ad-
dition, due to different velocities of the nuclear photonsl garticles, TeV flare resulting from
the IC/nuc process in HST-1 knot is expected to lead SYN,t&C/and SSC brightening of the
HST-1 flaring region by some timAt¢. Note that the increase in the seed photon energy density

for a given synchrotron flux (i.e. for a given particle enedgpnsity) results in an increase of the
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inverse-Compton flux only if the electrons involved in theerse-Compton scattering are weakly
cooled by radiative losses (‘slow cooling regime’).

Assuming that the observed sub-luminal velocities of thdgatures observed between the
core and the HST-1 knot are only pattern velocities, notecgfig the true bulk velocity of the jet
spine (see a discussionlin Dodson et al. 2005), and thattigsulk velocity is highly relativistic
Baue = (1 —T22)71/2 ~ 1, the appropriate delay time difference is roughly

Mmoo T ™ 100 (sind)" T2y, (6)

¢Bume ¢ 2¢I?2, sinf e

wherer, = r sinf = 62.4 pc is a projected distance of the HST-1 flaring region fromdbee.
For example, period\t ~ 6 yr between presumable maximum of the TeV emission (199&/199
and the observed maximum of the synchrotron emission of th&Hknot (2005) is consistent
with the jet viewing anglé ~ 10° for I' .. ~ 10, with § ~ 20° for I',,. ~ 7, and finally with

0 ~ 30° for I',.. ~ 6. The assumed hypothetical nuclear flare should be obseoredtg years
before the IC/nuc flare of the HST-1 knot, where

N&l—cos@

tg ~ ~ 200 (1 — cosf) (sin)~* yr. (7)

¢ sinf
For examplefq ~ 20 yr for 8 ~ 10°, tqg ~ 35 yr for 8 ~ 20°, andtg ~ 55 yr for  ~ 30°.
We note in this context, that interestingly De Youhg (197#parted radio flare of M 87 nucleus
in 1969-1971. If — again for illustration — one identifies tbensidered nuclear flare with this
event, then equations 6 and 7 imgly- 16° andI’",,,. ~ 8.

In the rest frame of the HST-1 knot, assuming moderate butkcitg and jet viewing angle,
the energy densities of the starlight, nuclear and intesyrathrotron photons are peaked at similar
photon frequencies0!* — 10 Hz. Thus, electrons upscattering all these photons to therabd
TeV energies are mostly the slowly cooled ones, with ensrgie 0° m.c? (the optical spectral
index of HST-1 knot is consistent wittiy ~ 0.6; IPerlman et gl. 2003). The resulting TeV fluxes
due to the IC/star, IC/nuc and SSC processes are then pbauite transition between Thomson
and Klein-Nishina regimes. Hence, for a rough evaluatiores@an approximate the expected ob-
served TeV fluxes byic/sced ~ [ is0 (Uleea/Us) Lo, WhereLo = 47 dy, [vo fo] is the observed
optical luminosity of the HST-1 knot, whil&?, ., andU}; are the comoving energy densities of the
appropriate seed photons and the equipartition magndticfenctionf. i, = f+ iso(I', 0) arises
due to possible anisotropy of the seed photons in the egittigion rest frame (see Stawarz et al.
2003, and Appendix B). Using the observed radio flufg®f the HST-1 flaring region as mea-
sured atl5 GHz, the optical fluxfo at10*® Hz, and the emitting region size in arcseconds, one

obtains (see Appendix B)
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Figure 6. Expected TeV emission of the HST-1 flaring region in 1998, tuéC/nuc (dotted line), IC/star (solid line), and SSC (dztie)
processes, as a function of the bulk Lorentz fagtaf this part of the jet assumingy= 20°. Shaded regions indicate the appropriate luminosity
ranges foil® = 20° — 30°.

36 fo fr T R u 24/7 1
LIC/star ~ 7.3 x 10 <MTy) (m—Jy) (002”> 0 / erg s s (8)
2 —4/7 —2/7
36 [ Jo Ir R —11)7 1
LSSC ~ 0.6 x 10 (m) (m—Jy) (W) ) / ergs (9)
and
L ~ 7 4 x 1039 f_O fR 4/ R 127 F121uCLl/‘1 524/7
16/mue 7 £ wly ) \mJy 0.02” 10% erg/s
x (sin#)? (1 — cosf)* ergs™'. (10)

In the above we assumed that at every moment (i.e., for a ¢givand f,) the HST-1 flaring region

is in equipartition regarding energies of the ultrareiatie electrons and the magnetic field. We
also introduced internal nuclear luminosity, which should correspond to the assumed nuclear
outburst, and not to the steady-state discussed in thequesgection.

Different constraints presented and cited in previous@esisuggest the most likely jet view-
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Figure 7. Expected TeV emission of the HST-1 flaring region in 2004, ttuéC/nuc (dotted line), IC/star (solid line) and SSC (dakliae)
processes, as function of the bulk Lorentz fadfoof this part of the jet assuming = 20°. Shaded regions indicate the appropriate luminosity
ranges foil = 20° — 30°.

ing angle oy ~ 20°. In Figure 6 we present the expected TeV emission of the HEAFhg region
in 1998 assuming = 20°, and resulting from IC/nuc, IC/star and SSC processes {emqsa3-
10), as functions of the bulk Lorentz factor of this part af jbt. For illustration, shaded regions
indicate also the appropriate luminosity expectedifer 20° — 30°. Here we tookfg = 3.8 mJy,
fo = 9 pJy andR = 0.02” (Il:la.m.s_e.t_a 2003). The expected TeV IC/star emission ithig

caseLic/sar < 10% erg s, and the corresponding SSC emission is even lower. Howther,
IC/nuc emission could eventually account for tHEGRAdetection (., > 10% erg s') only if

the bulk Lorentz factor of the HST-1 flaring region wias- 2 and the assumed nuclear flare was
characterized by? L, > 3 x 10% erg s™! (as taken in Figure 6). We note, that for such param-
eters the comoving energy density of the nuclear photdfys,> 10~" erg cn3, dominates over
the comoving energy densities of the magnetic field and tdight emission T ~ 107® erg
cm~? andU/,,,

electrons is mainly due to the IC/nuc process. We also nioé the obtained above value of the

~ 107% erg cn13, respectively). Hence, cooling of the consideredeV energy
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preferred bulk Lorentz factdr ~ 2 — 3 refers in our model strictly to the compact (unresolved)
and decelerated portion of the outflow placed at the jet axmsediately after,., which is respon-
sible for production of the flaring emission, and not to whmlflow at the same distance from the
nucleus. In fact, oblique geometry of the reconfinement lshplies that the other parts of the
jet, located further from the jet axis, may suffer much lesseaderation, and thus that the average
bulk Lorentz factor of the whole outflow may be higher thandhe characterizing HST-1 flaring
region.

With the preferredd ~ 20° — 30° andI’ ~ 2 — 3, the Doppler factor of the HST-1 flaring
region isd ~ 2 — 3, while the jet-counterjet synchrotron brightness asymynstf;/ fo; ~ [(1 +
Bcos)/(1— Bcosh)]*® ~ 102 — 10 (still constistently with the observational limits). Asaing
e ~ 10 (in agreement with values usually derived by means of moddiroad-band emission
of BL Lac objects| Urry and Padovani 1995), the Doppler factche nuclear M 87 jet would be
roughlyé,,. ~ 1. This implies that the nuclear outburst assumed in our medald be observed
with the isotropic luminosity.g ~ (Guue/Tiue)® (T2, Lj) ~ 3 x 10" erg s°!. This is higher than
the observed luminosity of the M 87 nucleus in its steadyest@och|(Tsvetanov etlal. 1998) by
only a factor~ 10. We note, that order-of-magnitude flares on time scalesafsygre common in
blazar sources. In addition, as mentioned above, syndmretnission of the HST-1 flaring region
has increased between 1998 and 2005 by a similar factar (Harris et all 2006). This is another
indication that the model presented here is self-condigifeonly roughly L. < L;). Moreover,
we expect characteristic timescale for the variabilityled €mission produced within the HST-1
flaring regiont,,, ~ R/cd < 1yrfor R < 0.02”, again in a rough agreement with the observed
one at radio, optical, X-ray, angray frequencies.

Let us investigate next the expected TeV emission at soraetiate, during the synchrotron
flare of HST-1, when the nuclear seed photon energy denditeiknot’s rest frame has decreased
significantly. Figure 7 shows the expected TeV IC/nuc, I&/stnd SSC luminosities again for
6 = 20° — 30° and R = 0.02”, but this time withfg = 40 mJy, fo = 200 uJy taken to illustrate
synchrotron continuum of HST-1 flaring region in 2004 (Haet al| 2006), and? L = 10%
erg s! characterizing the quiescence nuclear emission (facté® b&low the high activity epoch
considered above). In such a case Ifor 2 — 3 one expectdc/str ~ (1 —6) x 10*? erg s and
Lssc < 10%? erg s'. AlSO Licmie < Lic/star €xcept for the small bulk Lorentz factorb « 2)
and large jet viewing anglé (~ 30°). The considered parameters imply nbyy ~ 10~" erg cnr?
andU/!

nuc

to their synchrotron emission. We finally note that the syatrbn emission of the HST-1 flaring

~ 3x107? erg cnT3, i.e. that radiative cooling of the TeV energy electrons énly due
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region has increased between 2004 and 2005 by a factvro8. Thus, in a framework of the
presented model, we expect also the TeV flux due to the IQdstaess to increase in 2005 when

compared with the 2004 level.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Supermassive black holes present in centers of active igalaxe known to influence trajecto-
ries of nearby stars, and to create in this way central steliaps observed bilubble Here we
propose that the distribution of the hot gas within elliptecfollows closely distribution of the
stars not only in the outer parts of the galaxies, as obsdrv@dnumber of such systems, but
also in the innermost parts. If this is the case, then oneldreyect excess of thermal pressure
(when compared to the puretype profile of the gas number density) within100 pc from the
galactic center. The resulting small excess in X-ray serfagghtness due to free-free radiation of
the hot gas seems to be required to explain s@m&ndraobservations. This additional gaseous
component can also result in a stronger confinement of teel@ztding to formation of stationary
reconfinement/reflected shocks within the outflows. We pseqbat in the case of the M 87 radio
galaxy, HST-1 knot present at 100 pc from the center can be identified with the downstream
region of such a reconfinement/reflected shock. In particula argue that stationary, compact
(R < 1 pc), variable (on the time scale of, at least, months andsyeand overpressured (by a
factor > 10) HST-1 flaring region is placed immediately downstream efploint where the con-
verging reconfinement shock reaches the jet axis (‘recamiéme nozzle’). Therebgome portion

of the hot relativistic jet decelerates from highly rel&tic to mildly relativistic bulk velocities
(from bulk Lorentz factol” ~ 10 down toI" ~ 2 — 3), while other parts of the jet (placed further
away from the jet axis) are expected to decelerate lessgyrdne to a larger angle between the
upstream bulk velocity vector and the shock normal. Theditezl bulk kinetic energy of the out-
flow is transformed at the shock front to the turbulent maigrieid energy (consistently with the
decrease in the degree of linear polarization observed iir H&ot), and, in similar amount (by
assumption), to the ultrarelativistic particles.

Although the reconfinement/reflected shock structure teostary in the observer’s rest frame,
variations and changes in the central engine lead ineyitalflaring of this part of the outflow, in
particular when the excess particles and photons emitteédeogictive nucleus in its high-activity
epoch and traveling down the jet arrive after some time ta¢kaenfinement nozzle. In a frame-

work of this scenario, one should expect firstly high-energgy flare due to comptonization of
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the photons from the nuclear outburst, and then, after saiasy dlepending on the bulk velocity
of the nuclear jet, synchrotron flare due to excess nucle#icies shocked at the nozzle. This de-
layed synchrotron flare could be accompanied by the subsemwerse-Compton brightening due
to upscattering of the ambient radiation fields by the ineeelgpopulation of the ultrarelativistic
particles. It is tempting to speculate that such a sequeiheeents was in fact observed in HST-1
flaring region, especially as for a realistic set of the jetapaeters the evaluated radiative fluxes

are in agreement with the multiwavelength observationfopaed between 1998 and 2005.
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APPENDIX A: RECONFINEMENT SHOCK

In the rest frame of a shock, the relativistic shock jump ¢omals can be written as

w_T? 32 +p_ =w T% 7 +py, (AL)
w_TI? B =w Fi By, (A2)
and

n-I'-f.=ny Iy By, (A3)

where velocitieg’_ andf, refer to the normal components of the upstreari)(@nd downstream
(‘+’) bulk velocity vectors, respectively (see, elg., Kirk & 1999). Herew is the proper en-
thalpy of the fluidp is its isotropic pressure, andits the proper number density. Let us consider
first the case of the upstream cold plasma dominated dynéiyrigethe rest energy of the particles

with a massn, with the thermal pressure negligible, i.e. the enthalppdp@pproximately equal
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to the proper rest-mass energy dengity= mn_ c?, namelyw_ = u_ +4p_/(f — 1) =~ u_,
where? is the appropriate adiabatic index. One can find that in swEsa

pr=p_T2 52 <1 - %) . (Ad)

Now let us consider a supresonic jet which breaks free at shst@nce from the central engine,
and next experiences reconfinement by the ambient mediutimgtitom the distance,. Follow-
ingKomissarov & Fallel (1997), we denote ythe angle between the tangent to the converging
reconfinement shock at some given distance r,, and by¢ the angle between the pre-shock
jet bulk velocity vector close to the shock at the same dcstan Note, that by the definition
tanty = —dz/dr andtan ¢ = z(r)/r, wherez is the distance of the reconfinement shock from
the jet axis at givem. We also assume that both angles are smallfdiey ~ ) andtan ¢ ~ ¢.

As the reconfinement shock is stationary in the observefnasie, one has

B =pysin(y+9), (A5)

where j; is the pre-shock jet bulk velocity, and = (1 — §,°)7"/* = I'_ is the pre-shock
bulk Lorentz factor, and, obviously;; = n_. The jet luminosity isL; = w; I} fjcm R} ~

i I3 Bjemr? tan® @, where R; = r tan @ is the radius of the free jet andl is the pre-shock
(free) jet opening angle. Taking the external pressure efaimbient gaseous mattes(r) =

po (r/rg)~", by means of the conditiop, (r) = pg(r), one obtains an equation for the distance

of the reconfinement shock from the jet axis

dz_z e, (A6)
dr r
where
_ (]90 rg e tan? <I>) 12 (A7)
G L B

and we expressed the tefth— 5, /5_) as a parametey . With the initial conditionz(rg) = zy =
ro tan @, the solution to the above equation,

2 _
z(r) =r tan® — 5 . <T(2_’7)/2 — T(()2 17)/2) , (A8)
-
implies that the reconfinement shock reaches the jet axieatistance

2 _ )2 L 1/(2—n)
Fop A ( n)° G 77J } ‘ (A9)
4 PoTRCT
Note, that at, one has
2 21 By
tan ® = = s (A10)

A-DM;  (F-1I6°
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whereM; is the relativistic Mach number of a free jet, afig; = (1 — I',})"/? is the jet sound
speed irc units. For a cold jet matter considered h&tg . ; ~ 5.; = (9p;/p;)*/?. Since atr,
jet pressure equals external gas pressufe;) = pa(ro), one can therefore find that

4y
(5 —1)
This, together with the equation foy,, gives the condition
ra _[@=n?64]"
o l (=17 } |
With 4 = 5/3 one obtains., /ry = [2.625 (2 — n)Q]l/@_") for (; ~ 0.7 (see_Komissarov & Falle
1997).

Ly = cmporire . (A11)

(A12)

Now let us consider an analogous case as before, but witmzaajier described by an ultrarel-
ativistic equation of statey = 4 p (i.e., with4 = 4/3). In this case the upstream pressure cannot

be neglected anymore, and by combining equations A1-A2 bteeres for a relativistic jet

Py =p- {Mz_ﬁi (1—%

where(, = 1 — (8,/8-) = 1 — (1/35%) ~ 0.65. With the appropriate expression for the jet

) ; 1} ~p AT? 5 Gy, (A13)

kinetic luminosity,L; = 4 p; I'? B ¢ r* tan® ®, one obtains again

C[e—wre 1 Ve
“ 4 porgCm '

(A14)

In addition, in the case of the ultrarelativistic equatidrstate the sound speedfis; = 1/v/3,

and hence by means of expression A10 in a form

3v2
L By = and’ (A15)

one obtains condition,, /ro = [18 (2 — n)2 ]/~ ~ [11.7(2 — n)2]/ 77,

APPENDIX B: RADIATIVE FORMULAE

For a given radio fluxfg as measured at some observed radio frequercgnd for the observed
emission region siz&, the intensity of the equipartition magnetic field evaldaignoring rela-

tivistic correction is

2/7
Beq,5=1 [Vf{fR <V_a+1/2 — V_a+1/2) R_S} , (B1)

min max

wherev,;, anduv,,., are the minimum and maximum frequencies of the synchrotooiruum,

assumed to be a simple power-law characterized by a speued o (see, e.gl,_Longair 1994).
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As discussed by _Stawarz el al. (2003), relativistic coivast give Bo, = Beq 6=1 575/7. Hence,

taking vmax => Vmin ~ g @anda > 0.5, one obtains
Bog o< v " f2/T R7O/T 575/ (B2)

(see in this context Kataoka & Stawlarz 2005). This gives tiraaving minimum magnetic field
energy density/} oc B2, oc fo W R712/7 51007,
As discussed in_Stawarz et el. (2003), the observed inveosepton luminosities (produced

in the Thomson regime) can be simply evaluated as

/
(j?/ed Lsyn; (BB)
B

where Ly, is the observed synchrotron luminosity, ., is the comoving energy densities of the

LIC/scod ~ f:l:7 iso

seed photons, whil¢, i, = f1 (L', 8) is the function of the kinematic jet parameters arising
due to possible anisotropy of the seed photon fields in thegframe. In section 5, the observed
bolometric synchrotron luminosity is approximated by tipéical one,L,, x vo fo. In section 5
we also assumed that at every moment (i.e., for a given sgtromrflux), the emission region is
in the equipartition regarding energies of the radiatirgg®bns and the magnetic field.

In the case of the synchrotron self-Compton emissfgn= 1 andU’  « fo R~263, leading

syn

to

Lsc o< f /T fARYT 67T (B4)
If the comptonisation of the starlight emission is consédey, ~ (6/T)? andU.,,, o I'?. Hence,
Licysiar < f " fo RM/T 847 (B5)

Finally, for the comptonisation of the nuclear emissioarilinating the jet from behind, we have
fo o~ 0*T?(1 — cosf)? and U/, o< (Lyl'2,.) T2 (sin6)?, where the factofsin §)? is due to

nuc nuc

deprojecting the observed distance of the emission regiois.leads to

Licyme & f 7 fo R/T(LyT2,0) 827 (sin 6)? (1 — cos §)?. (B6)

nuc

The approximations derived above allow us to estimate inrgpl& way the expecteg-ray

fluxes for a givenfr, fo, R, and the kinematic parameters of the jet.
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