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ABSTRACT

We present the results of blazar 3C 273 obtained from simultaneous observations obtained using
XMM–Newton and NuSTAR satellites during the period 2015–2019 in five epochs. When the spectra
are modeled with a power-law, significant residuals arise below ∼ 2 keV and in the energy range of
30–78 keV in NuSTAR data. Residuals in the lower energy band represent soft X-ray excess while
at higher energies it likely represents Compton reflection hump which might be a weak component
arising from dense and cold material. The presence of a faint iron line is present in XMM–Newton
observations. We interpret such features as attributed to the coronal emission plus the arising from
reflection off an accretion disk. We model the SEDs with the single zone inverse Compton jet model
based on Synchrotron Self Compton and External Compton phenomena. It is found that a one-
zone synchrotron+IC model explains quite well the SEDs but the jet component alone fails to fit the
multiband X-ray emission for the low state of this object in 2018 and 2019 which arises due to spectral
flattening at low energy X-rays, indicating that an additional Seyfert-like thermal component must
be present at X-rays. This is further supported by a big blue bump present in the optical/ultraviolet
band in all SEDs. Finally, we analyzed all the epochs using relxill model to incorporate relativistic
reflection to model those residuals of soft excess and Compton hump in the X-ray bands.

Subject headings: galaxies: active – BL Lacertae objects: individual: BL Lacertae – galaxies: pho-
tometry

1. INTRODUCTION

3C 273 is the nearest high-luminosity quasar with a
redshift of z=0.158 and is classified as radio-loud. It is
categorized as a Flat Spectrum Radio Quasar (FSRQ)
and exhibits many characteristics typical of blazars,
including variability in flux across all wavelengths,
from radio to gamma-ray energies, as well as variable
polarization from the radio to the X-ray spectrum
(i.e. Courvoisier (1998); Soldi et al. (2008)). The
quasar features a relativistic jet that demonstrates
superluminal motion (Jorstad et al. 2001, 2005). The
emissions detected from radio to optical wavelengths
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are attributed to synchrotron radiation produced by
the jet (Abdo et al. 2010). Additionally, the presence
of a prominent feature known as the Big Blue Bump
(BBB) in the optical/UV spectrum can be accounted
for by two independently varying components; the
more rapidly varying component is believed to arise
from the reprocessing of photons in an accretion disk,
while the slowly varying component may be associated
with jet emissions (Paltani, Courvoisier, & Walter 1998).

In the low-energy X-ray band (<2 KeV),this source
exhibits a soft X-ray excess (SE) (Pietrini & Torricelli-
Ciamponi 2008). This phenomenon may be attributed to
the blue tail of the multi-colour black body components
or due to the Comptonization of UV photons (Page et
al. 2004). Alternatively, it could arise from significant
smearing of reflected emissions arising from the accretion
disk very close to the supermassive black hole (SMBH)
(Crummy et al. 2006). The comptonization process
is favoured due to the observed correlated variations
between SE and optical/UV emissions (Walter &
Courvoisier 1992; Page et al. 2004); however, later
Chernyakova et al. (2007) could not find any substantial
correlation between these bands. Using simultaneous
observations conducted with XMM–Newton, Kalita et
al. (2017) discovered a strong correlation between UV
and X-ray emissions during the low state of 3C 273. In
contrast, during the flaring state, the relationship be-
tween optical/UV and X-ray emissions exhibits different
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behavior.

In previous studies, a faint Fe-Kα line has been
detected around 6.4 keV in the X-ray spectrum of this
source (Turner et al. 1990; Grandi & Palumbo 2004;
Kataoka et al. 2002; Madsen et al. 2015; Kalita et
al. 2017). Based on these characteristics, it has been
inferred that the emission of this blazar in X-ray bands
results from a mixture of thermal processes specifically,
the component originating from the inner accretion disk
possibly from the corona that might be accompanied by
disk reflection and non-thermal processes are associated
with the jet emission.

Previous X-ray observations of this source between
2 to 10 keV were well-fitted with a powerlaw having
spectral index of ∼1.5 (Turner et al. 1985; Chernyakova
et al. 2007). NuSTAR observations of Madsen et al.
(2015) found that the spectrum of this object is well
described by a photon index of ∼1.5 upto 3-20 keV
energy band. In many previous studies, deviation from
powerlaw model is found speciafically below 2 keV
and above 10 keV (i.e. (Madsen et al. 2015; Grandi
& Palumbo 2004) which required a reflection model
including a cold reflector in addition to powerlaw
such as PEXRAV. Chernyakova et al. (2007) used the
broadband spectrum from 0.2–100 keV made with
quasi-simultaneous XMM–Newton and INTEGRAL
data to find an explanation for the disk reflection hump
at around 30 keV. Madsen et al. (2015) found that the
X-ray spectrum obtained from NuSTAR satellite showed
significant deviation above 20 keV which can be well
analyzed by an exponentially cutoff powerlaw which in-
dicates a weak reflection possibly from a dense and cold
material with Γ ∼1.5. However, adding INTEGRAL
data, they found that an additional powerlaw is required
to fit the jet component with Γ ∼1.05. Esposito et al.
(2015) also studied the broadband spectra of this source
which indicated that the X-ray radiation is generated
likely from the inner disk/reprocessed emission from
the corona whereas the γ-ray emission is primarily
dominated by emissions from the relativistic jet.

The spectral features observed in the spectra of
3C 273, including Fe Kα, a soft X-ray excess, and an
X-ray reflection bump near 30 keV, exhibit variability
across different observations, probably dependent on
the state of the source (Haardt et al. 1998). These
spectral features are similar to those identified in Seyfert
galaxies, which are supposed to have low-power active
galactic nuclei (AGNs) in contrast to blazars (Urry &
Padovani 1995). Consequently, 3C 273 is a special
source as it possesses Seyfert-like components that are
probably depends on the flux level of the source. During
the high flux state, the jet emission predominates over
thermal/reprocessed emissions associated with the ac-
cretion disk, resulting in the absence of such features in
the spectra. While in a low state, the contribution from
thermal is comparable to the non-thermal component
and hence the X-ray features become visible in the
spectrum. Hence, it is essential to observe the spectra
of such sources in their different flux states.

In this research work, we studied the contempora-

neous observations of 3C 273 using the European
Photon Imaging Camera (EPIC)-pn, Optical Monitor
telescope aboard XMM–Newton satellite, and NuSTAR
observations during the period 2015–2019 in five epochs.
The advantage of using simultaneous observations of
XMM–Newton and NuSTAR provide an opportunity to
probe the entire energy range from 0.4-78 keV to search
for any signature of thermal/non-jetted components
in the X-ray emission. The presence of soft X-ray
excess, the presence of weak iron line emission, and
the Compton reflection hump peaking near 20 keV are
generally considered to be prominent feature of an AGN
(Kataoka et al. 2002; Grandi & Palumbo 2004). Madsen
et al. (2015) studied this blazar during 2012 and found
a weak reflection component in the X-ray emission using
simultaneous observations from XMM–Newton and
NuSTAR satellite.

Motivated by such studies, we aim to search for
spectral features that could indicate the presence of
thermal/non-jetted components in the X-ray emission
of this source using five-year span of observations. We
model such features using coronal models which are used
to describe the X-ray emission of Seyfert galaxies. The
broadband spectral energy distribution (SED) of 3C 273
represents two distinct broad bumps similar to a blazar.
We used the quasi-simultaneous multi-wavelength radio
to γ-ray observations to construct its SEDs to discern
the big blue bump in optical/UV bands which further
enhances the possibility of disk component in its emis-
sion. Also, we model the high energy component of SED
i.e. X-ray and γ-rays using the two-component inverse
Compton model to check whether the above-described
features can be described with the Synchrotron Self
Compton (SSC) and the External Compton (EC) models
as claimed by Madsen et al. (2015). The data sets and
data analysis are presented in the next section. The
results can be found in section 3, while section 4 contains
the discussion. Lastly, the conclusions are outlined in
section 5.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

2.1. XMM–Newton (EPIC/pn)

In this study, we analyzed EPIC pn data from
XMM-Newton satellite as it is least affected by the
effects of photon pile-up. The processing and analysis
of the X-ray data are performed using the analysis
procedures described in Snowden et al (2013). We
extracted only the single-pixel events for our analysis.
Particle/solar flares from the light curve are excluded
by removing those periods having count rates higher
than 0.4 s−1. A circular source region with a radius
ranging between 35–40 arsec centered on the source
co-ordinates is extracted to prepare the X-ray spectrum
of each data set. A circular region having the same
radius which is offset by about 180 arcsec from the
source is also extracted to prepare the background
spectrum. Pile-up effects in each observation is de-
termined by the Science Analysis System (SAS) task
EPATPLOT. We did not find any pile-up effects in
our observations. We grouped the spectra to have
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atleast 30 counts in each bin. The tasks rmfgen and
arfgen from SAS were employed to generate the photon
redistribution matrix and the ancillary files, respectively.

2.2. Optical/UV data

A 30 cm Ritchey-Chretien Optical/UV Monitor Tele-
scope (hereafter referred as OM) on board XMM-
Newton enables simulateneous observations from opti-
cal/ultraviolet to X-ray bands. It provides high imaging
sensitivity featuring a focal length of 3.8 m and time res-
olution of 0.5 s. It operates within a wavelength range
of 170 to 650 nm, utilizing six broad-band filters, three
for optical observations and three for UV band. The
optical filters correspond to U, B, and V bands, operat-
ing in the wavelength window of 300 to 390, 390 to 490
and 510 to 580 nm, respectively. The ultraviolet filters
correspond to UVW2, UVM2, and UVW1 bands, collect-
ing data in the wavelength ranges of 180 to 225, 205 to
245, and 245 to 320 nm, respectively. During five obser-
vational sessions, 3C 273 was monitored by the OM in
imaging mode across all filters. The imaging data were
reprocessed using the standarad omichain pipeline of the
Science Analyisis System (SAS), from which we get a
combolistfile that contains calibrated data for all sources
within the field of view. The final source list file provides
the count rates, instrumental magnitude, and fluxes for
3C 273 which are provided in Table 2.

2.3. NuSTAR

We have analyzed NuSTAR data utilizing HEAsoft ver-
sion 6.26 along with the latest CALDB version 20191219.
NuSTAR light curves and spectra for the blazar 3C 273
were obtained from a circular region of radius 40 arcsecs,
using the standard nupipeline and nuproducts scripts.
Background data were also obtained from a circular re-
gion of the same size. NuSTAR spectra for 3C 273 were
binned to ensure atleast 25 counts per bin utilizing the
grppha tool.

2.4. Fermi data

We used the latest Fermi-LAT data processed with the
latest PASS 8 (P8R3V 2) instrument response function
(IRF) available at the time of analysis around the XMM-
observation duration and followed the standard analy-
sis procedure as prescribed by the LAT team to extract
relevant physical quantities. The SED extraction (de-
scribed below in detail) was performed over a data bin-
ning timescale of 1-day, a week, 2-week, a month, and
six-month and found that the source is very weak above
a few GeVs on all timescales and also the SED points in
different bins were within the 1-sigma uncertainty and
thus, we used six-month data around each XMM ID.
We used the FERMITool (v 1.0.1) analysis pack-

age for the analysis. To prepare the data files for
spectral analysis, we first selected events tagged as
”SOURCE” class (evclass=128) with both front + back
events (evtype=3) and energies between 0.1 to 300
GeV from a circular region of 15 degrees centered
on the source. During this selection, a zenith an-
gle constraint of 90 degrees was also applied to avoid
gamma-ray photons from the Earth’s limb. Following
this, we generated good time intervals using the stan-
dard flag “(DATA QUAL>0)&&(LAT CONFIG==1)”.

Then, we generated the exposure map on the source re-
gion (15 degrees) plus an additional annular region of 10
degrees around it using the task ”gtexpomap” required
for the spectral analysis.
For the spectral fitting, we used the ”unbinned max-

imum likelihood” analysis method ”pyLikelihood” pro-
vided with the analysis package. In addition to the event
and exposure file, it requires an XML spectral model file
which we generated from the 3rd LAT point source cata-
log (3FGL; Acero et al. (2015) ) with the source spectrum
model as power-law. The spectral fitting was performed
iteratively, by removing sources with test statistics (TS)
< 1 and fixing the spectral indices of sources with TS ≤
9 as well as the successive higher TS source until the fit
converged.
The SED extraction was done in two steps. First, we

fitted the whole 0.1 – 300 GeV band and used the XML
model file generated from this for the SED extraction.
We used six various energy bins: 0.1 – 0.3, 0.3 – 1, 1
– 3, 3 – 10, 10 – 100, and 100 – 300 GeV for the SED
construction using a power-law model for each bin. The
above-mentioned procedure selection and spectral fitting
were repeated until the fit converged for each energy bin.
For scientific analysis, only bins with TS ≥ 9 ( 3-sigma
detection criteria) were considered.

2.5. Radio data

Crimean Astronomical Observatory (CrAO) conducted
simultaneous radio observations at a frequency of 22.2
GHz with the 22 m radio telescope (RT-22). For the
measurements at 22.2 and 36.8 GHz, two identical Dicke-
switched radiometers were used. The position of the
source was determined with scanning. The radio tele-
scope was pointed towards the source using the princi-
pal and reference beam lobes, which were created during
beam modulation and having mutually orthogonal po-
larizations. A series of 6 to 20 measurements were taken
depending upon the source;s intensity, after which the
mean signal intensity was claculated. The 14 m radio
telescope at Aalto University’s Metsahovi Radio Obser-
vatory in Finland was utilized for observations at 37.0
GHz. The data colltected from RT22 and Metsahovi
were combined to supplement each other. Detailed de-
scription of the data reduction process can be seen in
Teraesranta et al. (1998) and Gaur et al. (2015).

3. RESULTS

3.1. Variability and spectral evolution

To find out the flux changes during these five years
from 2015–2019, we estimated the noise subtracted
variance fraction of the mean i.e. Fvar (Edelson et al.
2002). More details are provided by Gaur et al. (2017).
We found the variability amplitude of 0.75–3 % in the
XMM–Newton and NuSTAR light curves for this source.
Kalita et al. (2017) also found moderate flux variability
in the X-ray light curves of this source with a maximum
fractional variability of 2.6%. To investigate Fvar as
a function of energy during these observations, we
decomposed the NuSTAR light curves into four energy
bands i.e. 3 to 10, 10 to 20, 20 to 40, and 40 to 78 keV
(shown in Fig 1.) and calculated variability amplitude
in all these energy bands. We did not find significant
variability amplitude at higher energies.
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Fig. 1.— Light curve of NuSTAR in different energy bands for
3C 273.
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Fig. 2.— the 2-10 keV Flux and powerlaw spectral index Γ in
the energy range 2–10 keV.

Most of the previous observations pointed to the
existence of the ”coronal/Seyfert-like component” (pres-
ence of soft excess, weak iron line) in the broadband
X-ray spectra, along with the non-thermal jet component
(Cappi et al. 1998; Kataoka et al. 2002; Page et al. 2004;
Chernyakova et al. 2007). This Seyfert-like component
is generally thought to be the underlying unbeamed
non-thermal component and should be prominent during
the low flux states of the source. An estimate of low
flux state as F2−10keV ≤ 10×10−11 erg cm−2s−1 was
provided by Cappi et al. (1998). A model was proposed
by Haardt et al. (1998) that incorporates a Seyfert-like
feature superimposed over a time-variable beamed jet
component, which becomes deteactable when the jet

component exhibits a low flux level. Nevertheless,
Kataoka et al. (2002) employed RXTE data to show
that the superposition of a Seyfert-like component on
the beamed jet component does not correlate with the
flux state. Similar conclusions were later presented by
Grandi & Palumbo (2004).

Here, we investigate the flux state of the source
during our observations. Kalita et al. (2017) studied
X-ray spectra of this source during 2000-2015 using
XMM–Newton observations and compared the flux
states of their observations with the previous literature.
They reported that the minimum flux state of this source
is found in 2015 which is 4.98 ×10−11 erg cm−2s−1

(flux is calculated in 2.5–10 keV energy band). We also
analyzed the XMM–Newton observation of 2015 and
found its flux to be 5.79 ×10−11 erg cm−2s−1 in 2–10
keV energy band. However, we noticed that the source is
in the even fainter state in 2019 which is 4.94 ×10−11 erg
cm−2s−1. Hence, we can say that 3C 273 is in its lowest
flux state in 2019. Comparing all these five observations,
3C 273 is in its brightest state in 2016 having a flux of
12.70 ×10−11 erg cm−2s−1 which is lower as compared
to flux in its flaring period during 2007 (Chernyakova
et al. 2007; Esposito et al. 2015). Hence, we can
say that the XMM–Newton observations analyzed
in our work are performed mostly during the low flux
state of 3C 273 except for observation performed in 2016.

The spectral variation of 3C 273 is shown in Fig-
ure 2 and it can be seen that Γ varies between 1.51–1.68
during 2015–2019. We fitted a linear function and
found that a ”harder-when-brighter” trend is found in
this source which is consistent with previous studies
(Madsen et al. 2015). It is claimed that such variation
is attributed to contribution of jet emission which
increases with flux. The reflection-dominated AGNs
such as Seyferts may also exhibit a similar nature when
high energy radiation is reflected from the surroundings
such as accretion disk and nearby thick cloud gases.

3.2. Spectral Fitting using XMM–Newton and NuSTAR
observations

In earlier studies of 3C 273, it has been determined
that the X-ray emission exhibits greater complexity than
the simple interpretation of nonthermal jet emission. A
soft excess component is detected in this source (Page
et al. 2004; Pietrini & Torricelli-Ciamponi 2008). A
weak iron line emission and X-ray reflection bump at
around 30 keV is also detected in this source (Madsen et
al. (2015) and references therein). Hence, we analyzed
simultaneous XMM–Newton and NuSTAR data to
achieve extensive and high quality spectral coverage
ranging from 0.4–78 keV which is useful in probing the
presence of soft excess/iron line and constraining the
X-ray reflection component of this source.

XSPEC version 12.10.1 software is used for spectral
fitting, with all quoted errors representing 2 σ (90%).
The spectral fitting was conducted over the energy range
of 0.4 to 78 keV for all spectra analyzed. The fitting
process employed Wilms abundances (Wilms, Allen &
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McCray 2000) and Verner cross-sections (Verner et al.
1996), while the hydrogen column density is fixed at the
Galactic value of 1.79 × 1020cm−2 (Dickey & Lockman
1990).

We fitted all these five observations using the pow-
erlaw model and found that there are deviations from
the powerlaw model which are generally expected
from this source as it is reported to have soft excess,
a reflection component with a weak iron line, and
a Compton hump (Madsen et al. 2015; Pietrini &
Torricelli-Ciamponi 2008).

3.2.1. Possible Reflection signatures

(i) Soft X-ray excess
It is evident from Figure 3 that the X-ray spectra

for all observations of 3C 273 exhibit a soft excess
below 2 keV. In literature, the existence of a soft excess
has been established (Turner et al. 1990; Cappi et
al. 1998; Grandi & Palumbo 2004; Page et al. 2004);
however, its origin is not clear. The soft X-ray excess
is modeled using black body components as indicated
by Grandi & Palumbo (2004). In contrast, Page et al.
(2004) preferred Comptonization models, interpreted
the soft X-ray excess arises from the Comptonization of
accretion disk photons by secondary thermal electrons
of different population having a temperature of ∼350
eV. Furthermore, Pietrini & Torricelli-Ciamponi (2008)
explained the Seyfert-like component through a non-
thermal corona model, where soft seed photons from
the disk illuminate a corona composed of blobs or loops.
In this scenario, non-thermally distributed electrons
inverse Comptonize the soft seed photons, resulting in
the coronal component of the X-ray spectrum. Our
analysis showed a significant soft X-ray excess across all
five observations presented, as illustrated in Figure 3.

(ii) Fe Kα emission
The iron line detection at 6.4 keV in 3C 273 has been

reported several times in the past but most of the time,
it remains faint or even absent. The detection of the
Fe Kα line serves as an indicator of X-ray reprocessing
by cold material, suggesting that both thermal and
non-thermal emission processes significantly contribute
to the emission characteristics of this specific blazar.
Fe–Kα emission line results from the fluorescence phe-
nomenon after photo-absorption of high energy photons
in the accretion disc material or distant material such as
torus. Sometimes this Fe–Kα emission line is too broad
to be detected due to relativistic effects. The mechanism
that govern radiation and its frequency of visibility
within the X-ray spectrum are not known completely.

Iron line observed in the X-ray spectra is caharecterized
by a broad profile (σ ∼ 0.6 keV, EW ∼ 20–60 eV).
This line is sometimes neutral, as noted in previous
studies (Turner et al. 1990; Grandi & Palumbo 2004),
while sometimes it is found to be ionized (Yaqoob &
Serlemitsos 2000; Kataoka et al. 2002). We checked
for the presence of this Fe Kα line in our observations
and the spectral fitting results to a powerlaw plus
Gaussian profile model are provided in Table 4. We

add a Gaussian profile to a powerlaw model; fixing the
peak energy and allowing line width to vary (following
Yaqoob & Serlemitsos (2000)), we calculated the best
fitting parameters which are presented in Table 3. σ
varies from 0.17–0.41 keV and equivalent width varies
from 7.25–20.37 eV.

(iii) Compton reflection component
In order to measure the spectral properties of hard

X-ray band, pexrav model (i.e. Magdziarz & Zdziarski
(1995)) is generally used, which is the addition of a
cutoff powerlaw and reflection from a plane parallel slab
consists of neutral material. In previous studies, pexrav
model has been extensively used, and consequently, we
have employed it in our study (within the energy range
of 2-78 keV to avoid complications due to soft excess) to
facilitate a direct comparison of our findings with those
from earlier studies.

This pexrav model incorporates the photon index
Γ, the high energy cutoff Ec, and the reflection com-
ponent strength R. The parameter R quantifies the
strength of the reflection with respect to the primary
emission. We have adopted solar abundances for the
reflector and set the inclination angle to cos i = 0.45,
which is the model’s default value. During the fitting
process, the free parameters are the cross normalization
constant between FPMA and FPMB, the reflection
scaling factor R, photon index Γ, and the normalization
of the cutoff powerlaw. The parameters of this model
enhance the fitting statistics when compared to a pow-
erlaw. We found similar results as quoted by Madsen et
al. (2015).

3.3. Broadband SED Modeling

3C 273 is classified as a blazar, characterized by its
relativistic jet that is aligned at a low angle relative to
the observer’s line of sight. This alignment is further
indicated by a prominent Big Blue Bump observed
in its optical spectrum (Georganopoulos et al. 2006).
The existence of this Big Blue Bump in the optical-UV
spectrum may suggest that thermal emissions from the
accretion disk are contributing to the observed radiation
(Kriss et al. 1999). The spectral characteristics
derived from the X-ray data can be explained by a
two component inverse Compton emission originating
from the jet, as proposed by Madsen et al. (2015). In
this context, the slight bump detected in the NuSTAR
data, which is represented by Compton reflection from
the accretion disk, could potentially be ascribed to
Synchrotron Self-Compton (SSC) emission, as illus-
trated in references such as Maraschi et al. (1992). The
high energy emission (MeV to GeV range) could be
attributed to the scattering of the radiation external to
the jet (EC scenario, see, e.g., Sikora et al. (1994)). In
this viewpoint, we model the broadband SEDs of 3C
273 corresponding to different epochs in the context of
a stationary one-zone model assuming synchrotron and
inverse Compton (IC) emission mechanisms (Ghisellini
& Tavecchio 2009; Chen 2018; Anjum et al. 2020). We
compiled the broadband SEDs of 3C 273 for 2015, 2016,
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2017, 2018, and 2019 epochs by incorporating simulta-
neous radio data (at 22.2 and 36.8 GHz), XMM-Newton
X-ray and Optical-UV data, Fermi-LAT gamma-ray
data to determine the physical parameters of a one-zone
blazar model. The archival radio and IR data from the
Space Science Data Center (SSDC)9 is used to tightly
constrain the synchrotron peak of the SED.

We assume an accelerated broken power law electron
energy distribution (EED) injected in a homogeneous
spherical emitting region of size R, filled with a random
magnetic field B. The spherical blob moves with
relativistic speed β and Lorentz factor Γ = (1 − β)−0.5,
making a very small angle θ with the line of sight. The
emitting broken power law EED naturally arises due to
a competition between acceleration and cooling in the
jet and is given between a low energy γmin and high
energy γmax as

N(γ) =

{
kγ−p1 γ ≤ γb
kγb

p2−p1γ−p2 γ > γb,
(1)

where γb is the broken energy, k is the normalization
constant, and p1 and p2 are spectral indices of the EED
below and above the break energy. The emission is en-
hanced by the Doppler factor δ as given by

δ =
1

Γ (1− β cos θ)
. (2)

We assume θ ∼ 1/Γ in our model that leads to Γ = δ.
The size of the emitting source R is associated with the
observed variability timescale ∆t as follows:

R = c∆tδ. (3)

Blazars usually show a day-scale variability, with the
timescale getting shorter at higher frequencies. The
blazar emission is highly boosted with Doppler factor
δ = 5 − 50, making the observed variability timescales
appear shorter.

We compute the synchrotron and IC emission from the
stationery broken power law EED injected in the spher-
ical blob. For IC emission, we include the synchrotron
self-Compton (SSC) process and the external Compton
(EC) scattering on ambient photons using a full Klein-
Nishina cross-section. The ratio of observed Compton
bump frequency νc and synchrotron peak frequency νs
in an IC model is given by

νc
νs

=
4

3
γ2
b (4)

where γb is the break energy of the EED. The ratio of
Compton to synchrotron power, called Compton domi-
nance, is given as

νcFc

νsFs
=

U ′
rad

U ′
B

, (5)

with U ′
B = B2/8π and U ′

rad being the magnetic and
ambient seed photon energy densities in the jet frame.

9 https://www.ssdc.asi.it

The seed photon contributions for IC emission come from
the synchrotron itself in the case of SSC and, in the case
of EC, from BLR (taken as a blackbody centered on Lyα)
and a relatively colder dusty torus (taken as a blackbody
at a temperature TDT = 102 K).
For SSC, the synchrotron seed photon energy density

in the jet is given by

U ′
s =

Ls

4πR2cδ4
. (6)

For EC, the energy density U ′
EC of ambient BLR or

dusty torus photons is related to source accretion disk
luminosity LD as given by

U ′
EC =

17

12
Γ2ζ

LD

4πR2
ECc

, (7)

where REC is the radius of BLR or dusty torus. We
assume that BLR and dusty torus reprocess a 10% of
accretion disk emission (i.e., ζ = 0.1).

We fit the observed SEDs of 3C 273 for different
epochs using a χ2 minimization procedure. The best
model fits to the SED data are shown in Figure 4 and
the physical parameters are provided in Table 5. It
can be seen that the entire broadband SEDs of 3C
273 are dominated by non-thermal emissions arising
from SSC and EC emissions similar to typical blazars.
The X-ray emission is brighter than γ-rays, contrary
to typical blazars. The GeV emission is dominated
by EC emission whereas the X-ray is dominated by
SSC emission. Both EC components based on BLR
and dusty torus (EC-BLR and EC-DT, respectively)
are needed to adequately fit the Fermi-LAT spectra,
suggesting that the location of the emitting blob might
be at the edge of BLR, where both BLR and dusty
torus contribute significantly to observed γ-ray emission.
The average physical jet parameters are R ≈ 1017 cm,
B ≈ 0.4 G, γb ∼ 103, and δ ≈ 6, that are usually
found for typical blazars. A relatively low value of the
Doppler factor indicates that emission 3C 273 should
not be significantly Doppler boosted and, therefore, any
thermal components may not be swamped by the jet.
This is in agreement with the fact that all SEDs show
a thermal big blue bump (also see, e.g., Fernandes et
al. 2020), fitted with a black body at a temperature
TD ≈ 2× 104 K with peak luminosity LD ≈ 2× 1046 erg
s−1.

Figure 4 shows that a one-zone model can fit the
overall SED of the source self-consistently but seems
problematic in explaining the multi-band X-ray emis-
sion, during the low states of 3C 273 in 2018 and 2019.
The multi-band X-ray data for these states deviate
significantly from the expectation of the model due to
spectral flattening at low-energy X-rays. The model
underestimates the high-energy X-ray emission. Any at-
tempt to fit the high-energy X-rays would underestimate
the low-energy X-ray emission. This implies that the
non-thermal jet component is not sufficient to explain
the multi-band X-ray emission and an additional ther-
mal component might be necessary. Our X-ray spectral
analysis of 3C 273 shows a soft excess and weak Iron
line, indicating the contribution of a Seyfert component
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along with the non-thermal jet component. Hence,
based on SED modeling and X-ray spectral analysis, we
suggest that a thermal Seyfert-like component might
significantly contribute to the observed X-ray emission.
The presence of a consistent thermal accretion disk for
all epochs supports the presence of a thermal component
at X-rays.

3.4. Fitting using relxill model

It has been established in Madsen et al. (2015) that
the X-ray emission of 3C 273 is a combination of a
Seyfert component, which includes both reflection from
disk and coronal emission, along with a jet powerlaw
component. The study indicated that the jet emission
starts to dominate at energies exceeding 30–40 keV.
Consequently, we employed the relxill plus power law
model to fit all observations. Relxill is a reflection
model, integrating xillver (Garćıa et al. 2011, 2013)
and relline (Dauser et al. 2010, 2013). This model
effectively describes reflection features, including the
Fe–Kα emission line around 6 keV and the Compton
reflection hump, which peaks near approximately 30
keV. The Compton reflection hump arises due to the
backscattering of higher energy photons by the disk.
This model computes the reflected emission at each
angles and radii within the accretion disk (Garćıa et
al. 2014). Further details regarding this model and its
various applications can be found on the associated web
page document. 10.

The relxillCp model, developed by Dauser et al.
and Garcia et al., assumes that the X-ray source
illuminates the accretion disk through a nthcomp
Comptonization process (Miniutti & Fabian 2004).
This illumination is characterized by a broken emissivity
law, expressed as ϵ(r) ∝ r−Index1 between Rin and
Rbr, and ϵ(r) ∝ r−Index2 for the area between Rbr and
Rout. Here, r represents the radius of the accretion disk,
while Index1 and Index2 denote the inner and outer
emissivity profile indices, respectively. The parameters
Rin, Rout, and Rbr correspond to the inner, outer, and
break radii of the disk. Additional parameters include
the inclination angle (i), iron abundance (AFe) relative
to solar levels, spin (a), the illuminating power law index
Γ, the ionization parameter (ξ) (= LX/nr2), where
LX is the X-ray luminosity of the source and n is the
hydrogen number density of the disk material), as well
as the reflected fraction (R). For the fitting process,
the iron abundance is fixed to 1, the inclination angle
is set to 35 degrees, the outer radius is fixed at 400 rg,
the spin parameter is specified as a = 0.998, and the
relative refraction is fixed to unity. All other parameters
are allowed to vary during the fitting. The fit resulted
in best χ2 values as compared to previous models listed
in Table 4 and their respective plots are shown in the
bottom panel of Fig 3. The accretion disk/corona
photon index is steeper (varying from Γ=1.8–2.0) as
compared to the jet photon index (1.1–1.4).

4. DISCUSSION

10 http://www.sternwarte.uni-erlangen.de/~dauser/
research/relxill/index.html

In our studies, we analyzed simultaneous observations
from XMM-Newton and NuSTAR of this blazar over
the period from 2015 to 2019 in five distinct epochs
of observation. During our observations, 3C 273 was
mostly in the low state except in 2016, where it is
found in a comparatively higher state. We model
the X-ray spectra using absorbed power law but the
spectra show the soft excess components below 2 keV
energy. This indicates the prominence of the Seyfert-like
components in the spectra. Therefore, to search for
other Seyfert-like components, we model the spectra
of XMM–Newton observations using power law plus
Gaussian component to infer the presence of faint Fe Kα
line at 6.4 keV. We found that the quality of fit improves
with its inclusion. We found a slight hump at around
30 keV which suggests the presence of a weak reflection
continuum which is attributed to the reflection from an
accretion disc (Madsen et al. 2015). All these evidences
infer the presence of a Seyfert-like component in this
source. The overall spectral energy distribution of 3C
273 clearly show the presence of the big blue bump
which further indicates the dominance of the accretion
disk contribution in the overall emission of the source.

The multi-band X-ray SED of 3C 273 seems com-
plex and the composite emission appears to arise as a
combination of a jet component and a coronal/Seyfert-
like component that is the emission from a dynamic
corona. Both these components are variable in time
but are not correlated as they have different ori-
gin. Most of the time jet component dominates or
outshines the Seyfert-like component. However, de-
pending on the flux level of the source, a Seyfert-like
component can have a significant contribution to the
overall X-ray emission. Therefore, it is necessary to
model the X-ray spectra of such source during different
flux states to discern the contribution of this component.

The entire SED extending from radio to gamma-ray
wavelengths is dominated by the non-thermal radiation
originating from the jet, which is well characterized
by SSC and EC processes. However, the existence
of thermal emission from the accretion disk has been
supported by observations of a soft excess in the X-ray
spectrum, presence of a weak iron line, a prominent
blue bump in the optical/UV range, and a Compton
reflection hump. These features are typically associated
with an AGN as noted in previous studies (e.g., Kataoka
et al. (2002); Pietrini & Torricelli-Ciamponi (2008)).
All of the above features or a few of them might be
present in the spectra and they may vary depending on
the source’s flux state, which could obscure Seyfert-like
signatures due to the significant contribution of high jet
flux to the overall emission of the blazar.

In previous research, the authors found evidence of
AGN components within their observations and tried to
elucidate these findings through various models. They
proposed a constant Seyfert-like component that is
thought to be superimposed over a variable non-thermal
beamed jet power law. The presence for a soft excess
has been established, yet its origin remains ambiguous.
It has been suggested by Page et al. (2004) that this soft
excess may arise from the inverse Comptonization of

http://www.sternwarte.uni-erlangen.de/~dauser/research/relxill/index.html
http://www.sternwarte.uni-erlangen.de/~dauser/research/relxill/index.html
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accretion disk photons by secondary thermal electrons
at a temperature of ∼ 350 eV.

Furthermore, Pietrini & Torricelli-Ciamponi (2008)
developed a model for the Seyfert-like component where
an emsemble of coronal loops emit radiation across the
soft to hard X-ray spectrum, thereby providing a plau-
sible explanation for the soft excess. An anti-correlation
between optical emissions and radio emissions during
the period from 2008 to 2015 has been interpreted by
Fernandes et al. (2020) as resulting from an ejection from
the jet, which leads to an increase in radio synchrotron
emissions following the infall of the inner region of the
accretion disk into the black hole, consequently causing
a reduction in disk emissions.
Similar observations have been reported for other

radio galaxies, such as 3C 120 (Marscher et al 2002) and
Chatterjee et al (2011), which establish a direct link
between the black hole and the jet. The characteristics
of radio loud AGNs, including flatter X-ray spectra
and weaker Fe Kα lines, have been discussed by Kang
et al (2020). This phenomenon may be attributed
to strong jet contamination affecting the hard X-ray
spectra (Grandi et al 2002). The X-ray emission from
the jet component tend to be flatter. Also, it provides
little contribution to the emission of the accretion disk
and equatorial material. In radio galaxies, potential
mechanisms that could account for the weak X-ray
reflection include a highly ionized inner accretion disk
(Ballantyne et al 2002); variations in geometry of
inner disk (Eracleous et al 2000), central accretion flow
obscured by the corona or the jet (Sambruna et al 2009)
and outflowing corona which yields weaker reflection
due to higher bulk outflowing velocity (Ballantyne et al
2014; King et al 2017).

The X-ray band 0.4-78 keV consists of the soft X-
ray excess below ∼2 keV, Compton reflection hump
peaking at ∼20 keV, and jet power-law continuum
components. For testing the relativistic reflection for
the first time to all the observations, we modeled the
broadband using relxill plus an extra power law model
which described well all the spectral components (Garćıa
et al. 2014; Dauser et al. 2014, 2022, e.g.,). The origin
of soft excess, which is still not clear, is likely due to
the high density of the inner accretion disk (Madathil-
Pottayil et al. 2024). Along with the soft X-ray excess,
the Compton reflection hump is also well described.
The radius-dependent power law index is found to be
very high (see Table 4) and the inner radius of the
accretion is observed to be Rin ∼ 2 rg. The soft X-ray
emission is well fited by the blurred reflection model.
The inner radius and break radius both are very close
to the event horizon and hence the emission obtained is
very much smeared due to the strong relativistic effects
suggested by the index parameter with a very high value
of ∼ 9. The emission lines in the soft X-ray band are
blurred due to the strong relativistic effects (Dauser
et al. 2022; Ursini et al. 2020; Pal & Dewangan 2013).
Here, the deviations from the power law continuum
could be possibly due to the very high accretion disk
density. These parameters suggest that the soft X-ray
emission is generated in the vicinity of the SMBH. The
ionization parameter is very low or almost close to zero.

This refers to the low ionized or neutral accretion disk
surface. Such a disk reflects the high energy emission
with characteristic X-ray emission of Fe-Kα line. This
emission generated close to the black hole is strongly
affected by the GR/SR effects. Such effects broaden the
emission lines too much to be detected with the current
observations. This could be a reason that we are unable
to detect any broad Fe-K emission line in any of our
observations. In X-ray modeling, the jet continuum is
dominated at higher energies and this component is
always present in all observations.

In addition, from the results obtained from the
broad-band SED modeling, we found the magnetic
field strength to be B ∼ 0.4 gauss at the subparsec
scale. According to Blandford & Znajek (1977), the
magnetic field strength depends on the observed 2-10
keV luminosity, mass of the black hole and the size of
the emitting region. We used 2-10 keV luminosity to be
3.8× 1045 erg/s, mass of the blackhole as ∼ 8× 108 M⊙
and the size of emitting region to be 10 rg (coronal size
suggested by (Fabian et al. 2009; Wilkins et al. 2021)
for estimating the magnetic field strength in the vicinity
of black hole in the innermost sphere of radius 10rg).
Comparing the total magnetic energy in the innermost
region with the net equipartition kinetic energy distribu-
tion, we concluded that the temperature of the particles
responsible for the magnetic energy is very large com-
pared to the coronal temperature ∼ 50 keV (as obtained
in the reflection modeling). Thus, this calculation hints
possibly a different plasma responsible for disk reflection.

We find an inverse correlation between spectral
slope, α versus flux which indicates that the spectra
become hardened when flux increases. Kataoka et al.
(2002) found spectra became steeper with an increase
in source flux which is similar to those found in Seyfert
galaxies (Sobolewska et al 2009; Caballero-Garcia et
al 2012). This is attributed to the emission from
the accretion disc and/or thermal coronal emission.
In some of the previous studies, such correlation was
absent between flux and spectral index (Page et al.
2004; Chernyakova et al. 2007; Soldi et al. 2008). The
harder-when-brighter trend is also found for a sample
of low luminosity AGNs (Gu & Cao 2009) and X-rays
are attributed to the Comptonization of seed photons
in ADAF (advection-dominated accretion flows). The
phenomenon was elucidated by Sobolewska et al (2011)
as being the result of a hot corona that is outflowing
and located above the accretion disc, which is the site
of the the seed photons for Compton scattering. In our
observations, the hardening of the spectra with flux
rise at low energies (0.4–10) keV energy band can be
explained using a two-component scenario i.e. AGN
is bright at low flux levels softening the index and jet
contribution increases with flux leading to the hardening
of the spectrum. The current data makes it challenging
to distinguish the contributions of jet component and
AGN component to the observed variability, as these two
components are not anticipated to exhibit correlation
(Soldi et al. 2008).
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TABLE 1
Observation log of 3C 273 of XMM–Newton (pn data–X)

and NuSTAR data (N).

Observation Obsid Duration Fvar

date and time (in ks)

2015-07-13 (X1) 0414191101 72.4 1.04±0.14
2016-06-26 (X2) 0414191201 67.2 0.64± 0.12
2017-06-26 (X3) 0414191301 67.0 0.75± 0.13
2018-07-04 (X4) 0414191401 78.0 -
2019-07-02 (X5) 0810820101 69.4 -

2015-07-13 (N1) 10002020003 49.41 -
2016-06-26 (N2) 10202020002 35.42 -
2017-06-26 (N3) 10302020002 35.40 2.48± 0.87
2018-07-04 (N4) 10402020006 40.32 -
2019-07-02 (N5) 10502620002 49.41 3.05± 0.95

5. CONCLUSIONS

• The count rates in different energy bands for all
five epochs show clear variation at low energies.

• The source exhibits a harder-when-brighter nature
which indicates the variations driven by the jet
emission.

• Our broadband SED modeling infers that the jet
emission arises from the edge of BLR where EC
contribution from BLR and dusty torus is signifi-
cant.

• The broadband SED modeling fails to explain the
multiband X-ray spectra during low states due to
spectral flattening at low energy X-rays, which can
most probably be associated with the reprocessed
emission and are further indicated based on the
presence of soft excess and weak Compton hump.

• For the first time, we tested here to model these
residuals using the reflection model. The soft X-ray
excess and the weak Compton hump are well de-
scribed with the relativistic model such as relxillCp
along with the power law model for jet emission.

• The average plasma temperature is found to be
∼15 keV which is consistent with the CompTT disk
model with a jet component fitted by Madsen et al.
(2015)

• According to the equipartition energy distribution,
the coronal temperature is likely found to be dif-
ferent compared to that of the particle population
responsible for the jet emission.
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TABLE 2
Observation log of 3C 273 with XMM-Newton OM

(Imaging Mode)

Date of Observation Filter Count Magnitudea Fluxb

dd.mm.yyyy Rate

13.07.2015 V 131.35±0.357 12.67±0.003 3.28±0.009

U 303.87±0.297 12.05±0.001 5.89±0.006

B 254.71±0.276 13.25±0.001 3.18±0.003

UVW1 150.17±0.352 11.76±0.002 7.24±0.017

UVM2 41.96±0.134 11.71±0.003 9.27±0.030

UVW2 18.60±0.086 11.69±0.005 10.60±0.049

26.06.2016 V 134.03±0.344 12.64±0.003 3.35±0.009

U 349.24±0.317 11.90±0.001 6.77±0.006

B 293.63±0.294 13.10±0.001 3.67±0.004

UVW1 180.07±0.433 11.56±0.003 8.67±0.021

UVM2 52.31±0.154 11.48±0.003 11.56±0.034

UVW2 23.83±0.098 11.42±0.004 13.58±0.056

26.06.2017 B 256.47±0.276 13.24±0.001 3.21±0.003

UVW1 149.70±0.343 11.77±0.002 7.22±0.017

UVM2 41.62±0.134 11.72±0.003 9.20±0.030

UVW2 18.78±0.056 11.68±0.003 10.70±0.032

04.07.2018 V 136.73±0.356 12.62±0.003 3.42±0.009

U 297.23±0.291 12.08±0.001 5.77±0.006

B 255.62±0.269 13.25±0.001 3.19±0.003

UVW1 152.98±0.365 11.74±0.003 7.37±0.018

UVM2 43.63±0.139 11.67±0.003 9.64±0.031

UVW2 19.68±0.090 11.63±0.005 11.22±0.051

02.07.2019 V 136.74±0.381 12.62±0.003 3.42±0.009

U 296.47±0.290 12.08±0.001 5.75±0.006

B 255.50±0.270 13.25±0.001 3.19±0.003

UVW1 154.38±0.262 11.73±0.002 7.44±0.013

UVM2 43.62±0.098 11.67±0.002 9.64±0.022

UVW2 19.70±0.064 11.63±0.003 11.23±0.036

a Instrumental Magnitude.
b Flux in units of 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1 A−1.

TABLE 3
Fitting results of Fe K α emission

Observation σ EW (eV)
date and time (in keV) (eV)

2015-07-13 0.27+0.21
−0.1720.37

+1.17
−0.40

2016-06-26 0.26+0.51
−0.21 7.25+0.03

−0.69

2017-06-26 0.20+0.30
−0.17 8.93+0.30

−0.56

2018-07-04 0.41+6.27
−0.3519.50

+0.64
−1.24

2019-07-02 0.17+1.34
−0.11 9.33+0.91

−0.21

and Shanghai Pilot Program for Basic Research, Chinese
Academy of Science, Shanghai Branch (JCYJ-SHFY-
2021-013).
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Dauser, T., Garćıa, J. A., Joyce, A., et al. 2022, MNRAS, 514,
3965. doi:10.1093/mnras/stac1593
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Fig. 3.— The spectral fitting of five observations of 3C 273 in (0.3–80) KeV band.
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TABLE 4
Fitting results of powerlaw, logpar plus powerlaw and relxill plus powerlaw for 3C 273

Parameters July-2015 June-2016 June-2017 July-2018 July-2019

Powerlaw

Photon Index 1.69+0.01
−0.01 1.560+0.004

−0.004 1.60+0.01
−0.01 1.67+0.01

−0.01 1.69+0.01
−0.01

Norm (10−2) 1.38+0.01
−0.01 2.45+0.01

−0.01 1.35+0.01
−0.01 1.32+0.01

−0.01 1.19+0.01
−0.01

Stat (χ2/ν) 1245.5/1185 2193.7/1473 1405.0/1171 1256.2/1138 1141.3/1156

Logpar + Powerlaw

α 1.27+0.08
−0.09 1.02+0.05

−0.05 1.08+0.08
−0.09 1.16+0.08

−0.09 1.18+0.10
−0.10

β 0.18+0.03
−0.03 0.25+0.02

−0.02 0.24+0.04
−0.03 0.23+0.04

−0.03 0.20+0.04
−0.04

Norm (10−3) 7.49+,1.12
−0.1.10 11.9+1.1

−1.1 6.5+1.0
−1.0 6.5+1.0

−1.0 5.4+0.9
−0.9

Photon Index 2.49+0.10
−0.09 2.38+0.06

−0.06 2.34+0.10
−0.08 2.57+0.08

−0.07 2.52+0.08
−0.07

Norm (10−3) 7.11+1.11
−1.13 13.19+1.1

−1.1 7.3+1.0
−1.0 8.3+0.9

−0.9 8.3+0.9
−1.0

Stat (χ2/ν) 1263.9/1224 1837.1/1512 1286.7/1210 1224.8/1177 1217.6/1195

Relxill + Powerlaw

Photon Index 1.29+0.11
−0.12 1.09+0.05

−0.1 1.16+0.11
−0.21 1.19+0.08

−0.09 1.18+0.01
−0.01

Norm (10−3) 2.4±1.0 2.4+0.6
−0.8 1.8±1.0 1.5±0.6 2.7+0.4

−0.5

Spin (a) 0.998(f) 0.998(f) 0.998(f) 0.998(f) 0.998(f)
Rin (Rg) 1.6+0.2

−0.1 < 1.5 1.4±0.1 1.4p 1.7p

Rbr (Rg) 3.1+0.3
−0.1 4.0+0.4

−0.3 12.2+53.5
−6.0 1.4t 6.8+16.7

−0.1

Index1 > 9.0 7.6+0.2
−0.3 > 8.5 4.4±0.3 7.9+0.9

−0.2

Index2 3f 3f 3f 3f 1.40+0.08
−0.04

gamma 1.97±0.03 1.80+0.01
−0.01 1.85+0.02

−0.03 1.99±0.02 2.000±0.003

logxi 0.8±0.2 1.29+0.2
−0.02 0.8+0.2

−0.3 0(p) 0.9+0.1
−0.2

logN (cm−3) 18.5±0.3 18.9+0.2
−0.1 18.9±0.2 19.4±0.2 19.0+0.02

−0.1

reflfrac 1f 1f 1f 1f 1f

kTe (keV) 11.1+3.4
−2.1 15.4+3.2

−3.0 11.7+3.6
−2.0 15.1+4.1

−3.4 47.2+27.7
−18.4

norm (10−4) 1.7±0.2 4.1±0.3 1.9±0.3 1.9±0.1 1.9±0.1
Stat (χ2/ν) 1231.6 / 1217 1779.5 / 1506 1263.2 / 1203 1252.4/1186 1260.1 / 1188

flux (0.3-3.0 keV)10−11 5.2 9.3 5.0 5.4 5.0
flux (10-40 keV)10−11 8.3 21.3 10.4 8.3 7.1

a: Spin of the black hole
Rg : Inner and outer radius of the accretion disk

Index1/Index2: Emissivity for the coronal model as given as r−Index1 and r−Index2

gamma: Power law index of the incident spectrum
logxi: Ionization parameter

log N: density of the accretion disk
KTe: Temperature of plasma
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Fig. 4.— One-zone synchrotron+IC modelling of SED of 3C 273 during all epochs.

TABLE 5
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2019 8.0E16 0.45 6.1 8.0 1.0E4 4.0E3 1.6E46 1.6E4
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