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1 INTRODUCTION

Low frequency quasi-periodic oscillations (hereafter GRGre
regularly observed in the X-ray light curves of accretingnpact

ABSTRACT

X-ray radiation from black hole binary (BHB) systems reglylaisplays quasi-periodic oscil-
lations (QPOSs). In principle, a number of suggested physieghanisms can reproduce their
power spectral properties, thus more powerful diagnosthush preserve phase are required
to discern between different models. In this paper, we firgt for two Rossi X-ray Timing
Explorer (RXTE) observations of the BHB GRS 1915+105 that the QPO has a wéiiet
average waveform. That is, the phase difference and ardplitatios between the first two
harmonics vary tightly around a well defined mean. This ezsmbs to reconstruct QPO wave-
forms in each energy channel, in order to constrain QPO pressdved spectra. We fit these
phase resolved spectra across 16 phases with a model mglddimptonisation and reflection
(Gaussian and smeared edge components) to find strongaipg@etting and a modulation
in the iron line equivalent width. The latter indicates thxserved reflection fraction is chang-
ing throughout the QPO cycle. This points to a geometric QR@I although we note that
the data presented here do not entirely rule out an altematierpretation of variable disc
ionisation state. We also see tentative hints of modulatioithe iron line centroid and width
which, although not statistically significant, could résfabm a non-azimuthally symmetric
QPO mechanism.

Key words: black hole physics — X-rays: binaries — X-rays: individuaRS 1915+105 —
methods: data analysis

Axelsson et &l. 2013). When Comptonised photons illumiriage
disc, some fraction are scattered into the line of sight witthar-
acteristic reflection spectrum including a prominent iranlife.

objects in binary systems (e.g.van der Klis 2006). Theippre Suggested QPO mechanisms include relativistic pre-
ties are tightly correlated with the observed spectralsitams in cession models | (Stella & Vietri__1998; Wagoner et al. 2001;
both black hole and neutron star binaries (BHBs and NSBs). In ISchnittman et al. 2006; Ingram & Done 2012a) and disc inktyabi
BHBs, the QPO fundamental frequency evolves frend.1 — 30 models (e.g.. Tagger & Pellat 1999; Cabanac et al. [2010). All
Hz as the spectrum transitions from the power law dominated h  of these models can, in principle, reproduce the power sgect

state to the multicoloured disc blackbody dominated satese.g.

properties of QPOs. Determining the QPO phase dependence

Wijnands & van der Klis 1999). The multicoloured blackbody i  of the spectrum provides a powerful diagnostic tool to disce
well understood as a geometrically thin, optically thickcretion between different models. This is relatively simple foripdic
disc (Shakura & Sunyagev 1973: Novikov & Thorne 11973) and the oscillations such as eclipses and NS pulsations. In thig,cas
power law as Compton up-scattering of cool disc photons ley-en  phase-resolved spectra can be constrained by folding ¢he i

getic electrons in some optically thin (optical depth~ 1) cloud curve (e.g. Gierlihski et al. 2002; Wilkinson etlal. 201Hpwever,
near the black hole (Thorne & Price 1975; Sunyaev & Truemper Simply folding the light curve is not appropriate for QPOsice
1979). This cloud is often interpreted as the evaporatedrian- their phase does not evolve linearly, or even determiriligiovith
cretion disc fhe inner flow; [Esin et al. 1997, Done etlal. 2007; time (e.g. Morgan etal. 1997). In fact, it is important to dbk
Gilfano\'[2010), or alternatively the base of a jet (Markdfaé question: what makes QPQpuasi-periodic rather than purely
2005%; Fabian et al. 2012). The QPO signal originates in thetmo periodic? Specifically, does the oscillation have an unyiteyl
part from this Comptonising cloud_(Sobolewskaz&cki [2006; waveform, whereby the phase differences between different

* E-mail:a.r.ingram@uva.nl

harmonics and harmonic amplitude ratios are not random but
instead have a well defined average? We cannot tell usinghjest
power spectrum and the cross spectrum between energy bands
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if an oscillation with two strong harmonics has some average e rorrrrr rorrrrr j
underlying waveform or if it is simply uncorrelated ‘noisgith a ObS 1 e ObS 2
set of harmonically related characteristic frequencies. -7

Here, in sectior[ ]2 we show for tw®ossi X-ray Timing L + e
Explorer (RXTE) observations of the BHB GRS 1915+105 that +
the amplitude ratio and phase difference between the firet tw
QPO harmonics do indeed vary tightly around mean values (as
is suggested by measurements of Hieherence of the signal:
Maccarone et al. 2011). This indicates that there is someagee
underlying waveform which, in sectiof$ 3 aid 4, we estimate f
each energy channel in order to constrain QPO phase-resolve
spectra. Then, in secti¢n 5, we fit these spectra with a maxel c
sisting of Comptonisation and reflection to find strong saetiv-
oting and a modulation in the iron line equivalent width.
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2 THE PHASE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN QPO 0.1 1 10
HARMONICS

Frequency (Hz)
Before we can phase-resolve the QPO, we must determinerd the
even exists a well defined average underlying waveform. éf th
stochastic process producing the QPO is instead uncardels-
tween harmonic frequencies, the meaning of phase resoped s
tra is difficult to asses. In this section, we show that theliedeed
some average QPO waveform by measuring the harmonic ampli-
tudes and the phase difference between harmonics.

Figure 1. White noise subtracted power spectra, plotted in units ef fr
guencyx power, for observations 1 (black) and 2 (red). Both dispteyrsg
QPOs with at least two harmonics.

where is the phase difference between the harmonics, defined
on the intervaD to 7. From this definitiony) is the radians of the
first harmonic by which the®d harmonic lags thé®'. In general,

1 will vary with time (i.e. from segment to segment), but does i

C o _ _
2.1 What makes QPOs quasi-periodic? vary around a well defined mean value or simply at random? In

We can consider this question in general by representingdahet this paper, we study two observations of GRS 1915+105 whieh a
rate in thek*" time bin,z, as described in the following subsection.
N/2
T = u+ Xl cos[2mjk/N — j], 1
k= ;I j| cos[2mjk/N — ] D L bt

We consider twRXTE observations of GRS 1915+105 with obser-
vational IDs 60701-01-28-00 (hereafidrservation 1) and 20402-
01-15-00 (hereaftamservation 2), both in they variability class as
defined by Belloni et al! (2000). The white noise subtracteaer
spectra of the full band light curves of both observatiomssirown

short segments of lengt time bins allows us to study how the in Figure[1. Both clearly show QPOs with strong contribusifrom

DFT at the QPO harmonic frequencies varies between segmentsth?j first two harmoEics, whic_h wedfi:]m:ifth _Iaorr]entzr:alr; funcﬁn’rm
Specifically, we can measure how the amplitude and phase off- 9'9€" to measure the centraid and half width at half maximum
sets vary with time for each harmonic. If the oscillation vias (HWHM) for each component. For the fundamental We measure
stead perfectly periodic, the amplitude and phase offsetcifi har- vo = 0.46 Hz and HWHM= 0.0275 Hz for observation 1 and

monic would remain constant. Since a QPO is only quasi-gir;jo vo = 2'26 Hz and HWHM= 0.14 Hz for observation 2. Thesg two
these conditions must not all be met. Thus, perhaps a more ir]_observatlons have been selected since they both have adugh c

sightful question is: how does the amplitude and phase toffsy rate, a strong QPO and a (comparatively) long exposure. rbse

. s ;
for each QPO harmonic? Previous work has already shown that fion 1 was tak‘en on March 62002 and observation 2 was taken
the amplitude of the first two QPO harmonics in XTE J1550- on February 8' 1997. The time averaged spectra for th_ese_ observa-
564 correlate with the flux over & 3 s timescale|(Heil et al. thns can be well modelled by an absorbed Comptqnlsatloremod
2011 also see Ingram & Dane 2011). We note that due to this, with aS,Oﬂ power IaV\./K ~2.3andl’ ~ 2 for ob;ervatlons 1 gnd 2
thel Timmer & Koenig|(1995) algorithm for generating maxityal respect_lve_ly), in addlt!on to astrong cor_ltrlbutl_on fror_nraa:d fron
stochastic time series is not appropriate for simulatirgiséc Ko, emission line. Neither specira require a direct disc compin

QPO signals. In contrast, little is thus far known about htw t but this is simply due to the large absorption column arouREG
phase offsets vary. 1915+105, plus the hard response of the PCA. Whereas okisarva

Here, we consider variations in the phase offsets of the first 2 was observed t(_) be radio fain_t (Muno et a_‘" 2001), there are n
two QPO harmonics. Defining the phase offset of tHeQPO har- radio data taken simultaneous with observation 1 (Prat/@040).
monic as®; (as opposed to the phase offset of #i& Fourier However| Yan et all (2013) define two branches for GRS 1915+10
Frequency %0]') we can write on a plot of hardness ratid (— 60 keV flux / 2 — 7 keV flux)

Tran against QPO frequency and find that branch 1 and 2 approXynate
Dy =2(P1 + 9), 2) correspond respectively to radio loud and quiet interviaigure 1

where X; = |X;|e'¥7 is the discrete Fourier transform (DFT)
of x, p is the mean count rate and there &etime bins in the
light curve. Hereafter, we refer to; as thephase offser of the j*
Fourier frequency (which has a frequengy= j/[N dt]).

Splitting a long light curve which contains a QPO into many
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therein). Since observation 1 falls in branch 1, it is likiédg source
was radio loud at this time.

We selected times when 3 and 5 Proportional Counter Units
(PCUs) were on for observations 1 and 2 respectively, inteahdi
to applying standar@XTFE good time selections (elevation greater
than 10 degrees and offset less th@r)2 degrees) usingToOOLS
from the HEASOFT 6.15 package. After this screening, observa-
tions 1 and 2 contain 9.680 ks and 10.272 ks of good time respec
tively, and we measure mean count rates of 1744 c/s/PCU &hd 81
¢/s/PCU. We extract light curves usingextrct. Both observations
were taken in the ‘binned’ mode “Bms.16A_0-35H", which has
a timing resolution oflt = 1/128 s and provides 16 energy chan-
nels sensitive to the energy range2 — 15 keV. For the purposes of
spectral fitting, we generate response matrices usgwRrspPand
background spectra usimpUNPCABACKEST. We also apply0.5%
systematic errors usingRPPHAt0 account for uncertainties in the
response of the PCA and ignore the poorly calibrated lowestgy
channel.

0.4

Ne of segments (normalised)
0.2

0

Figure 2. Histogram of measured harmonic ratios for observationsatkp

2.3 Measuring the harmonic amplitudes and phase and 2 (red).

differences

We split both light curves intd/ segments, with each segment A
containingV time bins of durationlt = 1/128 s. We may expect ' ObS 1 ObS 2 T
the QPO to stay roughly coherent (i.e. periodic to a good@gpr
mation) for@ cycles, wher&) = v, /FWHM is the quality factor
(FWHM = 2 HWHM). We therefore choos&’ to ensure that
each segment contains @ cycles of the fundamental, whilst also
requiring N to be an integer power of two in order to use the Fast
Fourier Transform algorithm. Thu& ~ 1/(FWHM dt), giving
N = 2048, M = 605 for observation 1 an&v = 512, M = 2548
for observation 2.

We first investigate the relative strength of each harmonic.
We measure the average rms in each harmonic using our multi-
Lorentzian fit to the power spectrum: the integral from zerint
finity of a Lorentzian component gives the squared rms indbat-
ponent. This givego1) = (9.6 +£0.2)%, (o2) = (6.7+0.2)% for
observation 1 ando;) = (12.7 £ 0.1)%, (02) = (7.6 £ 0.1)% T

1

Ne° of segments (normalised)
0.5

for observation 2. We now wish to measuteandc for each seg- 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
ment. Since the power spectrum calculated for only one segisie
very noisy, we cannot reliably fit a multi-Lorentzian modet €ach g/ m

§egment. Instead, we use the F:entroids and widths from astr ex Figure 3. Histogram of measured values of the phase difference batwee
ing fit and calculate the power in the range= »o + HWHM for harmonicsy), for observations 1 (black) and 2 (red). The distributioaste
each segment. We then calculate the normalisation of a tzeen show two peaks purely becauges defined on the intervdl — 7 and we
function which has this integral in this narrow range (iieigr have shown two intervals by repeating the pattern.
to a bolometric correction). In Figukeé 2, we plot a histografithe
harmonic ratio calculated for each segment/o2, normalised by o o
the number of segments in each observation. We see thatstears which is simply the argument of the DEX};, is given by
with previous work|(Heil et al. 2011), the harmonic ratio epfs to SIX

- o t o S 4
vary around a well defined mean, although the distributiandse ang; = RIX,| 4)
narrowly peaked for observation 1. ) ) )

If the phase difference between the harmonigsalso has We define®; = ¢;q4, Wherey, is the nearest Fourier frequency
some preferred value, we can conclude that the QPO doesdindee to the centroid of the fundamental. Since the width of eaalrieo
have a well defined mean waveform. For each segment, we calcu-fréduency binisiv = 1/(N dt), this means thaf ~ FWHM.
late > from the phase offsets of thg* and2"! QPO harmonics, Thus, by defining the QPO phase offsets in this way, we are-effe

@, and®, respectively, using the formula tively averaging across the width of the fundamental.
' Figure[3 shows a histogram of the values measured for
Y = [®2/2 — ®1]modr, (3) each segment. Here, we have defined phase bins on the interval

0 < ¥ < w but we plot values up t@r by repeating the pattern.
where the inod~’ signifies that each) value is defined on the  We see that for both observations, the phase differgniseclearly
interval from0 to 7. The phase offset for th&" Fourier frequency, distributed around a mean value, indicating tratand ®, do in-
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Figure 4. We measure the phase difference between the Fourier comtpone
at each frequencyy;, and twice that frequenc®y;, for many segments.

V' is Kuiper’s statistic, which assess the likelihood that fiase differ-
ences are compatible with being drawn from a random digtdbuValues

of V' above the green line are not compatible with a random digtaib

(> 99.7% confidence). Both observations show a very strong peak at the
fundamental QPO frequency, and the higher signal-to-nolservation 2
also shows significant peaks at higher harmonics (see tegefails).

deed correlate. Note that the distribution only has one preek:
the second peak results because we have repeated the patern
count for the cyclical nature af. We formally confirm that the data
are incompatible with a random distribution usiKgiper’s statistic
(see e.d. Press etial. 1992). This is similar iSaest, only adapted
to also be appropriate for a cyclical quantity such as thewae
are considering. It involves calculating the cumulativetrilbution
function of the data and measuring its maximum distance gbov
D, and below,D_, a theoretical cumulative distribution function.
The probability that the data belongs to the theoreticatibigtion
can be calculated from Kuiper’s statistic,= D, + D_, and the
number of data points in the observed distribution. As etqabc
this confirms the distributions shown in Figlife 3 are not cand
with a significance>> 50.

To compare the QPO with the broad band noise, we calcu-
late Kuiper’s statistic for the series of phase differenoesveen
each Fourier componenty) and the component with twice its fre-
quency Rv;). In Figurd4 we plot/ against; forall 1 < j < N/4
(since2vy 4 is the Nyquist frequency). The green lines indicaie
confidence intervals: it/ is above the green line for a frequency
v;, the phase difference between the components; a&nd 2v;
are not randomly distributed (at least with confidenee9.7%).
For both observations, all pairs of broadband noise frecjesrare
consistent with a random phase difference, in sharp cantrake
phase difference betweéff and2”? QPO harmonics. We also see
evidence of an interaction between a sub-harmonic and tigafu
mental. Observation 2 additionally shows a deviation framdom
phase differences between to&' and 4™ and even the™ and
6" harmonics. This may provide a sensitive method for detgctin
previously undetectable QPO harmonics. In this paper, hexe
we concentrate on the interaction betwa&hand2”? harmonics,
which contain the bulk of the variability power.

To measure the mean phase difference betwiéermand 2°¢
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Figure 5. Reconstructed QPO waveform for both observations. Theeshap
of the waveform differs dramatically between observatibr{black) and 2
(red).

QPO harmonics{y), we must account for the cyclical nature of
1. For a particular trial value ofy), the distance betweep,, and
() (in them'™ segment) is

if 5 < /2,

dn =0 . ®)
m— 46 otherwise,

whered = |y, — (¥)|. This can be understood by picturing all
the ¥.,, values on a circle (with onlyr radians around its cir-
cumference): there are always two paths around the circémyo
point; d., is the shortest of these two paths. We find the
value which minimises¢> = S°*_. 42, using Brent's method
(e.g. Press et &l. 1992), and calculate the standard deviati the
mean asymin/M. This gives(¢y))/m = 0.667 + 9.9 x 10~% and
(¥)/m = 0.13344.6 x 10~ for observations 1 and 2 respectively.
The fact that the phase difference is different betweenrebtiens
indicates that the underlying QPO waveform has changedu-n f
ture, we will study how(y) depends on QPO frequency for many
observations.

3 RECONSTRUCTION OF THE QPO WAVEFORM

Since we are able to measure average values for the amglitdide
and phase difference between, the first two QPO harmonicsawe
reconstruct an average underlying waveform. That is, welefine
a periodic function of QPO phase, given by

J
w(g) = 1+¢§Z<oj>cos<j¢—<1>j) , (6)

where(o;) is the measured fractional rms in tfi& harmonit] and
®, is the phase offset of thg" harmonic. Here, the phase offset
of the first harmonic is arbitrary: we are interested in thapghof
the waveform rather than the starting point. We®et= 7 /2. The

1 the factor of\/2 appears in equatidil 6 because the variance of a sine
wave is1/v/2



phase difference between each harmonic and the first, imasint
is important. Here we only considgr = 2 harmonics since these
contain the bulk of the power.

It is simple to measure the mean count rat@and we use our
measurement of the phase difference between the first tvaadmar
ics, (¢), from the previous section. We also use our measurements
of (o1) and{c2) from the previous section. We then use equation
to obtain an estimate of the average underlying QPO wawvefor
How exactly this relates to the physical QPO mechanism dipen
in general, on the details of the processes generating thefaran
and those de-cohering It (Ingram & van der Klis 2013). If thee d
cohering process is highly non-linear, this may introdud@aa in
our estimate of the true underlying waveform, or indeed mayen
such a true waveform difficult to define. In the absence of & ful
understanding of all the processes de-cohering the QP Oefireed
our waveform as a periodic function with the average QPOgrop
ties.

To obtain an error estimate, we use our measuremenis of
and ) for each segment (see the previous section), along with a
measurement of the mean count rate for each segment, intorder
calculate a waveform (using equatioh 6) for each segmeris Th
gives M functionsw,, (¢), in addition to our estimate for the aver-
age waveformuw(¢). For each discrete value @fconsidered, we
calculate the standard deviation on the mean ofuthg ¢) points
around the average(¢). Figure[® shows the resulting waveforms
for both observations, evaluated for 128 QPO phases. Oonrec
structed waveforms have small errors since we can measare ea
of the five parameters in equatibh 6 accurately, and therecare-
lations between these parameters. Note that differeneplalaes
in Figure[® are not statistically independent of one anotied so
we do not expect to see a scatter in the data consistent weittizh
of the error bars, nor will we be able to reduce the size of the e
rors by binning on phase. The errors determined here aresesro
the function w(¢) and the phase values aigtances rather than
intervals.

We note that this is not the first derivation of a QPO waveform.
Tomsick & Kaaret |(2001) used a folding method to estimate the
QPO waveform in observations of GRS 1915+105. This method,
as expected, yields similar results to ours but cruciallimplic-
itly assumes that the phase difference between QPO harmisnic
constant, which we find to only be approximately true.

4 PHASE RESOLVING METHOD

Now that we can reconstruct a waveform for the full band, we ca
reconstruct a waveform for each energy channel by genieiglis

equatiori b to

(1)

For each energy channel, we extract a light curve for whidh it
again simple to measure the mean. We fit a multi-Lorentziageho
to the power spectrum of each light curve and define the rntsein t
1%t and 2"¢ QPO harmonics as the integral of the corresponding
Lorentzian function (following e.d. Axelsson et al. 201&jgure
shows the measured fractional rms in e (circles) and2®d
(points) harmonics as a function of channel energy.

The most obvious way of measuring the phase offsets would
perhaps be to measurg) for each energy channel using the
method described in sectién P.3. We would then need to measur

J
1+ V23 (0y(E)) cosljs — ,(E)]

j=1

w(E, ¢) = M(E){

QPO phase-resolved spectroscopy 5

o F ]
= [Obs1 e ]
-l & ]
<ol e ]

~-
S L - _@_—@:@'@‘@‘ J
Sl T e,
Lol +
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 l
nwl ]
Z5t Obs 2 RG]
— L P ]
E—r ad ]
oot —— ]
Sw [ —+ ]
L8t ]
o [ . . T | i
5 10
Energy (keV)

Figure 6. Fractional rms for thest (circled points) an®d (no marker)
QPO harmonics as a function of energy for both observations.

the phase difference between energy bands of the first hacmon
Instead, we maximise signal to noise by measuring the pbhgsat |
each harmonic) ; (E), between each energy barid, and the full
band. With our measure df)) for the full band, we can calculate
the phase offsets using the formulae

@ (E) /2 4+ A1(E)
Dy (E) 2(P1(E) + (¥)) + Az(E). 8)

We calculate the lags in the usual way by taking the cross-spec
trum between each subject bandF,t), and the reference band
r(t) (e.glvan der Kilis et al. 1987), which we define as the full band
with the subject band subtracted to avoid correlatiff, t) with
itself (Uttley et all 20114). For each harmonic, we evaluhtedcom-
plex cross spectrund;; (E), at the nearest Fourier frequency to the
centroid frequency of that harmonic. The phase lag is then

SC;(E)

RC;(E)’
Figure[T shows the lags as a function of energy foritfiécircles)
and2"? (points) harmonics.

We now have all the information required to reconstruct a
waveform for each energy channel using equafibn 7. Note from
equation§B that, even though we have only measured the gifiase
ference between harmonigg}), in the full band, the waveforms in
different channels are free to have different shapes. Ehiscause
their phase offsets depend on the phase lags between ersrdy b
which in general can be different for different harmonicggHt
curves for three channels (with the energy at the centresotlian-
nel labeled) are shown in Figure 8. We see that the wavefoapesh
changes with energy channel for both observations coresidesre.

We note that, much like the case of the full band considerdhédn
previous section, the relation between the waveform medsiaor
each energy channel and the physical QPO mechanism can poten
tially be biased by highly non-linear decohering effectshé na-

ture of these effects is strongly energy dependent, thikidoias

the energy dependence of the measured waveforms. Againe in t
absence of a full understanding of the de-cohering mecthmnise
define the waveform in each energy channel as a periodicifumct
with the average QPO properties.

tan A (E) 9)
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Figure 7. Phase lags between a given energy channel and the full band fo
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We calculate an error estimate for the waveform in each chan-

nel in the same way as we did for the full band: we calculate a

of ‘Type-C’' QPOs in GRS 1915+105 (in fact, they studied our ob
servation 2) by selecting spectra from high and low flux weés.

Our technique takes this further, allowing us to study thelwev
tion of spectral parameters with QPO phase rather than $otyjto
phases. Phase resolved spectroscopy has also been usesktn in
gate the ‘Heartbeat’ state of GRS 1915+105 (Neilsenlet dl1P0
and also the QPO in the Active Galactic Nucleus RE J1034+396
(Maitra & Miller| 2010), although we note that all previousahn
yses have assumed the phase difference between harmotes to
constant, in contrast to this Paper.

5 SPECTRAL MODELLING
We usexspPEcversion 12.8 to fit the spectral model

PHABS * SMEDGE * (EWGAUS * NTHCOMP),  (10)

for 16 QPO phases. HereHABS accounts for interstellar absorp-
tion for a given hydrogen column densify,, and a given set of
elemental abundances. We 1%, to a reasonable value consistent
with previous analyses of these observations (e.g. Millétdgnan
2005) and assume the solar abundances of Wilms ét al.| (Z008).
model NTHCOMP (Zdziarski et all 1996Zycki et alll 1999) calcu-
lates a Comptonisation spectrum consisting of a power laettm
indexT") between low and high energy breaks, governed respec-
tively by the seed photon and electron temperatufe, andkT-.

waveform for each segment and measure the dispersion aroundSince the data do not extend beyariglkeV, we cannot constrain

w(E, ¢). This involves the additional step of calculating the phase
lags A;(E) for each segment. We can now plot the count rate as
a function of energy for any given number of QPO phases: iee. w
can plot and analyse QPO phase resolved spectra. In Fipure 9,
plot spectra for 4 QPO phases, represented as a ratio to ése ph
averaged spectrum. For both observations, we see strootyape
pivoting. Even though different values of QPO phase are tmt s
tistically independent, it is important to note that diffat energy
channelsure statistically independent. This means that we can use
x? statistics in order to fit models to the spectrum for each @has
and study how spectral parameters vary with QPO phase. Ve not
that/Miller & Homan (2005) studied the phase resolved behavi

the electron temperature so arbitrarily i¥. = 100 keV. In con-
trast, we allowl” andkT, to go free in the fit. The modelMEDGE
mimics the shape of a smeared reflection edge in the PCA basidpa
and has input parameteF:q,., f andW, which govern the posi-
tion, depth and width of the reflection edge. In our fits, welfigse
parameters to reasonable values. We find that the data ddanot s
tistically require a disc component due to the high colummsig
surrounding GRS 1915+105 and the hard response of the PCA.
Since the equivalent width (EW) of the iron line is of interes
we define a newxsPECmodelEWGAUS, which is simply a Gaus-
sian function with three parameters: centroid energy in k&V)
width in keV (o) and EW in eV. Thus, the only difference to the
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Figure 9. The spectrum corresponding to 4 QPO phases, plotted a®dadie mean spectrum. Phases are selected to be repriesenitaising (blue), peak
(black), falling (red) and trough (green) intervals. Foselvation 1, these phases dre= 0, 0.1875, 0.625 and 0.75 QPO cycles respectively. For vhisen
2, they arep = 0, 0.3125, 0.4375 and 0.625 cycles. For both observatioag|early see spectral pivoting.

standardxsPEcC Gaussian function is that the EW is an input pa-
rameter rather than the line flux. We define this as a conwsluti
model, since we must determine from the continuum the narmal
sation required to give the line the specified EW, for whichuse
Brent's method. Note that, even though this is defined as a con
volution model, this iswot the mathematical operation: we simply
add the Gaussian to the continuum, we define a convolutioremod
purely to allow the continuum to be input to the model.

In the following subsection we present the results of oucspe
tral fits for both observations. We allow 5 parameters of gafs
interest to be free in the fit as a function of QPO phase: the con
tinuum parameterE andkTys, plus the iron line parameters., o
and EW. For each of these parameters, we user@an comparing
a fit with the parameter held constant to the best fit modelsesas
if it varies with QPO phase, and with what statistical sigmifice.

5.1 Results
5.1.1 Observation 1

We achieve a good fit wity? = 158.07/144 by freezing the hy-
drogen column density 3y, = 5.2 x 10?2 cm~2 and theSMEDGE
parameters tdVgqge = 8.25 keV, f = 0.3 andW = 5 keV.
Figure[Z0 (left) shows the evolution of the 5 physically met&ing
parameters across 16 phases, with the full band wavefoireds
produced at the top for reference (error bars aré@)l We quote
with what statistical significance each spectral parameseies
with QPO phase in the top-left corner of each panel. We see tha
' and kT, vary with a very high significance and both contain
a strong2"? harmonic. We also see that the iron line parameters
vary, also with a strong™® harmonic, but non above ther3evel.
Clearly, the points as plotted are incompatible with a camisbut,
when each iron line parameter is held constant for an afiigenti,
changes in other parameters can, to some extent compeNséte.
that the systematic nature of these modulations does no¢ &
dicate they are real. A randoiw fluctuation in, say, the measured
rms can potentially result in a systematic looking modolatn the

phase resolved spectrum. We must therefore use the f-temtsés
significance.

5.1.2 Observation 2

We again achieve a good fit witf? = 144.06/144, this time by
freezing the hydrogen column densityd, = 5.4 x 10?> cm™?
and thesMEDGE parameters t&rq.e = 8.5 keV, f = 0.3 and
W = 5 keV. We plot the QPO phase evolution of the best fit pa-
rameters on the right of Figurel10. We again see a highly fgunit
modulation ofl" but this timek T3, only varies withlo confidence.
The modulations in the iron line centroid and width are nat st
tistically significant, but the EW varies with6o confidence. Our
results are consistent with thoselof Miller & Homan (2005how
analysed spectra for this observation selected for higHamdux
intervals.

5.2 Interpretation

We can conclude with high statistical confidence that thetsgle
index varies with QPO phase for both observations and abso th
the parametek Ty, varies with phase in observation 1. We also find
a > 30 modulation in the iron line EW for observation 2. Here,
we discuss possible interpretations of these modulatisigedl as
speculating about what modulations we may expect to seeein th
iron line shape for higher quality data sets.

5.2.1 Continuum parameters

We can picture the observed spectral variability, on thepkist
level, as a power law with changing index and normalisatlén.
the total flux in a broad energy baridgs the power law index,
hard photons will lag soft photons. This is becaliss a proxy for
spectralsoftness, and thus this means the peak flux lags the soft-
est spectrum, or in other words the hardest spectrum lagsethle
flux. This corresponds to a positive gradient in the lag vag@ne
spectrum. For observation 1, we do indeed find that the t&G& P
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Figure 10. Best fit parameters of our spectral fit plotted as a functioBO phase. Both observations show highly significant salgaitroting and we see a
modulation in the relative strength of the iron line. Theistial significance of each modulation is quoted in theesponding plot.

count rate lag$' by ~ 0.29 cycles for the fundamental ard 0.06
cycles for the2? harmonic, which is consistent with the positive
gradient seen in Figuig 7 for the lag spectrum of both harosoni
For observation 2, we instead find that the total count kaigs T'

by =~ 0.42 cycles for the fundamental arggs I" by ~ 0.12 cycles,
which is consistent with the negative gradient of the lag-spen

of the fundamental and the positive gradient for 2i& harmonic.

It is this spectral pivoting which is at the heart of the gémearod-
els for alternating phase lags recently proposed by Misraggadi&|
(2013) and Shaposhnikov (2012).

Physically, this spectral pivoting can either be attrildute
changes in Comptonisation or perhaps changes in the refiecti
hump, which we do not model here. If the pivoting were exefelsi
down to a changing flux in the reflection hump, the spectradi-har
ness would track the reflection fraction. We would therefogeect
an anti-correlation betwednand the iron line EW - i.e. a phase dif-
ference of 0.5 cycles for each harmonic. Since the phaserelifte
for the strong@2™ harmonic is~ 0.24 and~ 0.23 cycles for obser-
vation 1 and 2 respectively, it seems likely that there isast some
pivoting of the Comptonised spectrum itself. This can refom
modulations in the temperatureT., and/or optical depthr, of the
corona. The simple formulB — 1 « 1/[rkT.] approximates the
case of thermal Compton scattering (Pietrini & Krolik 1995)-
though we cannot discern between these two interpretatiers
we note that it should be possible to measure both the etetdm-
perature and the shape of the reflection hump as a functioP6f Q
phase by carrying out a similar analysis wilta Nuclear Spectro-

scopic Telescope ARray (NuStar;|Harrison 2013), which has a high
spectral resolution and reasonable throughput up T keV.

The fits for observation 1 also clearly requi®}, to change
with QPO phase with very high significance. Since we do natctet
a direct disc component, it is difficult to interpret exaactiat this
means. This could really be a measure of the seed photon tempe
ature. Alternatively, thewTHCoMP component could be mimick-
ing a combination of weak direct disc emission plus Comsedi
emission. If the true disc flux were to increase in this sdenéne
low energy cut-off of thewTHCoOMP component would move to a
lower energy in order to find a fit. Thusm@nimum in kT, could,
counter-intuitively, correspond to maximum in direct disc flux.
We are unable to determine if this is the case with these Hata,
will investigate for less absorbed sources with a visibledtidisc
component in future.

5.2.2  Iron line parameters

Although we see a systematic variation in iron line EW with@P
phase for both observations, the modulation is only siediy sig-
nificant 3.60) for observation 2. For both observatiords\V (¢)
has a stron@™ harmonic. The ratio of the amplitude in th&<
harmonic relative to theé** is o2 /01 ~ 1.5 ando2 /o1 = 1.0 for
observations 1 and 2 respectively, in contrastdgo, ~ 0.70 and
o2/01 =~ 0.59 for the total flux. Modulations in the iron line EW
indicate that the reflection fraction changes throughoat @rO
cycle. This could be because the accretion geometry is ahgng



over the cycle (i.egeometric origin) and thus the solid angle of the
emitter as seen by the reflector and/or the solid angle ofetfhecr

tor as seen by the observer is changing. Alternatively, tae-

try may remain constant and the reflection fraction changeslyp
because an increase in illuminating flux ionises the disthéuy
thus increasing the reflection albedo of the reflector (et t al.
1993). In the latter case, the change in ionisation will bey Vast
compared with the QPO period and thus the modulation in EW can
be modelled as

EW (¢) o< C(¢)°, (11)

whereC/(¢) is the continuum flux and > 1 is a constant. This
non-linear response model can explain Wby (¢) has a stronger
274 harmonic than the total flux [assuming this is a proxy for
C(¢)]. It cannot, however, explain any phase lag betwEé# (¢)
and the total flux. In observation 1, the iron line EW leadstttal
flux by ~ 0.45 cycles for both tha®* two harmonics - although we
caution that the EW modulation is onfy4c significant. In obser-
vation 2, the EW leads the total flux by 0.044 and~ 0.013
cycles for the1®® and 2"¢ harmonics respectively. Since this is
compatible with zero lag on thE0% level, our results do not fully
rule out the EW modulation in observation 2 resulting pufetyn
changes in disc ionisation, although they strongly hintéhehange

in geometry is required. Clearly, much information abowt $lys-
tem can be learned by carrying out this analysis on many mwre o
servations. In particular, a significant EW modulation watkarge
phase lag relative to the total count rate would provide corafiion

of a geometric QPO origin.

In addition, we see very tentative hints of modulations i@ th
centroid and width of the iron line, which are not significanbugh
to make conclusions. Nonetheless, the prospect of degestiifts
in the iron line shape in future is exciting since the linefpeo
is heavily influenced by Doppler shifts from rapid Kepleriaon
tation close to the BH, as well as general relativistic effge.qg.
Fabian et al. 1989). In the modellof Ingram et al. (2009), tROQ
results from Lense-Thirring precession of the entire inmecre-
tion flow. This model predicts that the iron line should roak b
tween red and blue shift as the inner flow preferentiallyniliu
nates respectively the receding and approaching sidesditic
(Ingram & Doné 2012b). Although we do not have the statidtics
test this prediction here, we note that the observed irom dien-
troid and width can only realistically be influenced by dyreeah
smearing (i.e. variable Doppler and gravitational shifts)onisa-
tion. As discussed above, increased illuminating flux wilitfier
ionise the disc material. In addition to changing the albetis
will also increase the rest frame energy and width of the Kan
line (e.g..Matt et gl. 1993). Thus the geometry may be fixed but
varying degrees of ionisation cause modulationginando. In
this case, howeverz. and o must both be in phase with the il-
luminating flux. Thus, observing the centroid to vary out bape
with the width would provide strong evidence of a non-azinaility
symmetric QPO mechanism.

6 DISCUSSION & CONCLUSIONS

We present a QPO phase resolved spectral analysis for 2vabser
tions of GRS 1915+105. In order to do this, we have developed
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verify that this is the case for the two observations considieWe
determine the distribution of phase differences between QPO
harmonics over many short segments of time and formally demo
strate that) varies tightly around some mean valye,). This in-
dicates that the QPO is not simply an uncorrelated noiseeggoc
with excess variability at harmonically related frequescibut in-
stead has a well defined underlying waveform. This concfusio
can be inferred posteriori from the bicoherence measurements of
Maccarone et al, (2011). We measure the mean phase diféetenc
be(y)/m = 0.667+9.9x 1072 and(y)) /7 = 0.1334+4.6 x 1073

for observations 1y,, = 0.46 Hz) and 2 {qpo = 2.26 HZz) re-
spectively. Clearly, the phase difference evolved betvikese two
observations. Since these observations display veryreiffeQPO
frequencies, itis possible thap) correlates in some way with QPO
frequency. To test this in upcoming work, we will meas(ye for
many more observations.

We reconstruct an estimate for the underlying waveform from
these measurements ¢f) and the rms variability in each har-
monic. This now opens up the possibility of using waveformmiit
to test theoretical QPO models (e.g. Veledina et al. 20183}i4
rect analogy to the pulse profile modelling technique raljinised
for coherent NS pulses (elg. Poutanen & Gierliiski 200&cdR-
structing a waveform in each energy channel allows us totcains
spectra for 16 QPO phases which we fit with a model including
Comptonisation and reflection, with the latter accountedsfm-
ply by Gaussian and smeared edge components. We find that the
photon index of Comptonisation varies with very high sigrafice
for both observations but the modulation in best-fit seedigho
temperature is only statistically significant for obseiwatl. We
conclude that the former could be due to some combination of
changes in the electron temperature or optical depth ofdhena
and changes in the amplitude of the reflection hump in the-spec
trum. This degeneracy can be broken by carrying out a similal-
ysis up to high energies, as is now possible WISTAR. As for
the seed photon temperature, this is difficult to interphetes we
do not include a direct disc component in our model due to itjie h
absorption column around GRS 1915+105 and the hard respbnse
the PCA. More light can be shed on this result by studying ceair
with a lower absorption column in states with more promirgint
rect disc emission, preferably wilMM Newton which has a softer
response thaRXTE.

Our best fit model shows a modulation in the EW of the Gaus-
sian representing the iron line, which has a significan&4f and
3.60 for observations 1 and 2 respectively. This indicates that t
reflection fraction varies over the QPO cycle, which in tunplies
that the accretion geometry is changing over the QPO cycke. W
note, however, that our results can possibly be explainddangon-
stant accretion geometry with the iron line EW variationsegi by
changes in ionisation state of the disc material. This pregation
seems fairly unlikely however, especially since the QPOldute
appears to correlate with the source inclination angle |(gteil.
2014;| Motta 2014). Phase resolved spectral analysis of miore
servations may well soon provide the required body of eviden
conclude that the QPO does indeed have a geometric origin.

We also see tentative hints that the iron line shape may ehang
with QPO phase, but do not achieve the required statistiosaice
a conclusion. Modulations in the iron line shape have been pr
dicted for a few QPO models (Karas eilal. 2001; Tsang & Butsky

a method to reconstruct QPO waveforms in each energy channel2013;/Ingram & Done 2012b), all due to variable Doppler shift

from the average properties of the first two QPO harmonics. We
note that our method does nopriory assume that there is a well
defined average underlying waveform, rather we indepehdent

In the precessing inner flow model, the iron line is predided
rock between red and blue shift as the inner flow illuminates r
spectively the receding and approaching sides of the aoordisc
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(Ingram & Donel 2012b). This model predicts an anti-coriefat
between the line centroid and width, since the line is dotetha
by the narrow blue horn when approaching disc material is ill
minated but includes strong contributions from both the wét
and the blue horn when the receding disc material is illuteithan
contrast, variable disc ionisation would cause a cori@idietween
iron line centroid and width. These predictions can perhags
tested by analysing more observations, however it is cherrttigh
quality observations with good spectral resolution aresireqgl, as
would be provided by, for exampl&MM Newton, NuSTAR or, best
of all, the Large Observatory For x-ray Timing (Feroci et al. 2012),
should it fly.
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