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ABSTRACT

We have examined 13 pointed observations of the TeV emitting high synchrotron peak blazar PKS 2155-304, taken by the
Suzaku satellite throughout its operational period. We found that the blazar showed large-amplitude intraday variabilities in the
soft (0.8 — 1.5 keV) and the hard (1.5 — 8.0 keV) bands in the light curves. Spectral variability on intraday timescales is estimated
using the hardness ratio. The blazar usually becomes harder when brighter and vice versa, following the typical behavior of high
synchrotron peak blazars. The power spectral density (PSD) analyses of 11 out of 13 light curves in the total energy (0.8 — 8.0
keV) are found to be red-noise dominated, with power-law spectral indices that span a large range, from —2.81 to —0.88. Discrete
correlation function analyses of all the 13 light curves between the soft and the hard bands show that they are well correlated and
peak at, or very close to, zero lag. This indicates that the emissions in soft and hard bands are probably cospatial and emitted from
the same population of leptons. Considering fluxes versus variability timescales, we found no correlation on intraday timescales,
implying that X-ray emission from PKS 2155-304 is not dominated by simple changes in the Doppler factor. We briefly discuss
the most likely emission mechanisms responsible for the observed flux and spectral variabilities and place constraints on magnetic
field strength and Lorentz factors of the electrons emitting the X-rays in the most likely scenario.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Blazars constitute a small subset of the class of radio-loud ac-
tive galactic nuclei (AGNs) consisting of BL Lacertae objects
(BL Lacs) and flat spectrum radio quasars (FSRQs). Blazars
exhibit strong flux and spectral variability throughout the
electromagnetic (EM) spectrum, typically have core domi-
nated radio structures, and their radiation at all wavelengths
is predominantly non-thermal and is also strongly polarized
(> 3%) in both optical and (less remarkably) radio bands.
According to a unified model of radio-loud AGNs based
on the angle between the line of sight and the approaching
relativistic jet, blazar jet makes an angle of < 10° from the
observer’s line of sight (e.g., Urry & Padovani 1995). The
spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of blazars’ spectra are
well represented by double-humped structures. The first
hump (lower energy) of the SED peaks in infrared through
X-ray bands and is clearly dominated by synchrotron emis-
sion from the relativistic jet, while the second, higher energy
hump peaks in y-rays (GeV to TeV energies) and arises from
leptonic and/or hadronic-based processes (e.g., Kirk et al.
1998; Miicke et al. 2003; Krawczynski 2004; Gaur et al.
2010). According to the leptonic scenarios, the high-energy
hump is from inverse Compton (IC) scattering of the sur-
rounding photon fields (e.g., Ghisellini & Tavecchio 2009):
for the synchrotron photons themselves this is called the
synchrotron-self-Compton (SSC) mechanism, whereas for
fields external to the jet, as from the accretion disc or broad
line region, it is called the external Comptonization (EC)
mechanism. The hadronic model invokes proton-synchrotron
and/or proton-photon cascade processes (e.g., Miicke et al.
2003).

Across the EM spectrum blazars have shown detectable
flux variations on diverse timescales ranging from a few
minutes to years. Flux variations on timescales from a
few minutes to less than a day are variously called micro-
variability (Miller et al. 1989), intraday variability (IDV)
(e.g., Wagner & Witzel 1995), or intra-night variability (e.g.,
Goyal et al. 2009). Changes in flux on the timescales from
days to a few months are often called short term variabil-
ity (STV) while flux variations over timescales of months
to years are commonly referred to as long term variability
(LTV) (e.g., Gupta et al. 2004).

The blazar PKS 2155-304 (a20000 = 21h 58m 52.07s,
S20000 = —30°13'32.1") was listed in an early catalogue
of BL Lac objects (Hewitt & Burbidge 1980), has a redshift
7 =0.116+0.002 (Falomo et al. 1993) and is the brightest ob-
ject in the UV and X-ray bands in the southern hemisphere.
It was classified as TeV blazar by detection of very high
energy (VHE) y—ray emission by the Durham MK6 tele-
scopes (Chadwick et al. 1999) and later confirmed as a VHE

y—ray emitter by H.E.S.S. (High Energy Stereoscopic Sys-
tem) at a 450 detection (Aharonian et al. 2005b). Thanks to
the new space and ground based y—ray observing facilities,
e.g., Fermi, HE.S.S., MAGIC (Major Atmospheric Gamma-
ray Imaging Cerenkov), VERITAS (Very Energetic Radiation
Imaging Telescope Array System), etc., there has been a
revolution in TeV y—ray astronomy and now a substantial
number of TeV y—ray emitting objects have been detected,
including at least 73 blazars'.

The TeV emitting blazars are among the prime targets for
observations at X-ray and lower y—ray energies. Extensive
observations in these energy bands have been made of PKS
2155-304 (e.g., Schwartz et al. 1979; Snyder et al. 1980;
Canizares & Kruper 1984; Morini et al. 1986; Sembay et al.
1993; Vestrand et al. 1995; Giommi et al. 1998; Chadwick et al.
1999; Chiappetti et al. 1999; Kataoka et al. 2000; Edelson et al.
2001; Zhangetal. 2002, 2006; Aharonian et al. 2005a,b,
2007, 2008, 2009a; Gaur et al. 2010, 2017; Abramowski et al.

2013; Kapanadze et al. 2014; Bhagwan et al. 2014; Madsen et al.

2017; H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2010, 2017a,b). It is
one of the most extensively studied blazars due to its strong
flux, as well as frequent polarization and spectral varia-
tions. Hence it has been a prime target for several simul-
taneous multi-wavelength observational campaigns for ex-
tended periods of time (e.g., Treves et al. 1989; Urry et al.
1993, 1997, Brinkmann et al. 1994; Courvoisier et al. 1995;
Edelson et al. 1995; Pesceetal. 1997; Pianetal. 1997;
Aharonian et al. 2005b, 2009a,b; Ostermanetal. 2007;
H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2012; Chevalier et al. 2019).

Since 1979, PKS 2155-304 has been observed on many
occasions by various X-ray missions. The first X-ray ob-
servation of PKS 2155-304, from the High Energy Astron-
omy Observatory (HEAO-1) was reported by Schwartz et al.
(1979), and variation by a factor of 2 in the energy range 0.5—
20 keV was found on a timescale of 6 hours (Snyder et al.
1980). From the observations by EXOSAT LE in October
— November 1983 in the energy range 1-6 keV, an overall
variation of a factor of 10 was reported (Morini et al. 1986).
Additional EXOSAT observations of this blazar showed that
the variability is more pronounced in a harder X-ray band
(1-6 keV) compared to a softer X-ray band (0.1-2 keV),
and the power spectrum of these variations shows red noise-
type variability, with the power increasing steeply towards
lower frequencies (Tagliaferri et al. 1991). In the observa-
tions made with the Large Area Counter (LAC) onboard the
Ginga satellite in 1988 and 1989, the source exhibited vari-
ability by a factor of 7 in the 2 — 6 keV band, and showed
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a break in the spectrum at ~ 4 keV (Sembay et al. 1993).
Extensive ROSAT PSPC observations of PKS 2155-304 car-
ried out between 12—15 November 1991, reported the source
in the bright state, and discovered a rapid variation in X-
ray flux up to 30% on an IDV timescale (Brinkmann et al.
1994). A continuous ~ 100 ks observation in 0.1-100 keV
by BeppoSAX showed that the blazar was in an interme-
diate intensity level compared to earlier observations, and
between 0.1-10 keV the spectrum is convex with energy in-
dex gradually steepening from 1.1 to 1.6 keV (Giommi et al.
1998). In a detailed cross-correlation and power-density
spectrum analysis of the X-ray light curves (LCs) observed
with BeppoSAX in 1996 and 1997, no large-amplitude vari-
ability on hour-like timescale was noticed, and LCs in dif-
ferent X-ray bands were strongly correlated (Zhang et al.
1999). The blazar was monitored with the ASCA satellite
in 1994 May when the 2-10 keV flux changed by a factor
of 2 on a timescale of 30 ks, and the spectral evolution was
tracked by a clockwise loop in the flux versus the photon-
index plot (Kataoka et al. 2000). Extensive X-ray flux and
spectral variability studies of PKS 2155-304 with XMM-
Newton reported large-amplitude flux, cross-correlation, and
spectral variability on diverse timescales (e.g., Zhang et al.
2006; Zhang 2008; Gaur et al. 2010, 2017; Bhagwan et al.
2014, 2016). Recently, IDV flux and spectral variability of
PKS 2155-304 was studied using NuStar data in the energy
range of 3-79 keV (Pandey et al. 2017). Multi-wavelength
SEDs of PKS 2155-304 at various epochs of observations
have been fit with with standard models, such as the syn-
chrotron/Compton models, with possible contributions from
accretion disks model and gravitational lensing etc. (for a re-
view see Gupta 2020). Because the synchrotron peak of this
HBL is in the UV-EUV region, its X-ray emission, at least
out to 10 keV, is dominated by the falling part of the syn-
chrotron hump (e.g. Aharonian et al. 2009a; Madejski et al.
2016). XMM-Newton data taken between 2009 and 2014 in-
dicate that on occasions there is some flattening of the SED
above 6 keV which may be explained by IC of synchrotron
photons from the slower outer sheath of the jet by the faster
moving electrons in the spine (Gaur et al. 2017); the first ev-
idence of IC X-ray emission below 10 keV from this source
seems to be in one of the XMM-Newton observations taken
in 2006 (Zhang 2008).

Occasionally, detections of quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs)
were claimed in several blazars (e.g., Espaillat et al. 2008;
Guptaetal. 2009, 2019; Lachowiczetal. 2009; Gupta
2014, 2018; Bhatta et al. 2016; Bhatta 2019) and several
other AGNs (e.g., Gierlifiski et al. 2008; Gupta 2014, 2018;
Gupta et al. 2018) on diverse timescales and in different EM
bands. PKS 2155-304 is one of the AGNs, more specifically
blazars, which has possibly the maximum number of claimed

QPO detections on diverse timescales on different times and
in different EM bands. Early, but weak, evidence for UV
and optical QPOs of a period of ~ 0.7 days was found in
Urry et al. (1993). In an inhomogeneous data set in UBVRI
bands collected for ~ 17 years, some evidence of QPOs with
periods of 4 and 7 years was reported (Fan & Lin 2000).
More recently, Sandrinelli et al. (2014) found a QPO with
a period of ~ 315 days by using VRIJHK photometric data
of PKS 2155-304 taken from 2005-2012, which supported
the findings of Zhang et al. (2014) who used inhomogeneous
data over ~ 35 years collected from 25 different astronom-
ical groups. There is some evidence of a QPO in optical
polarization with a period of 13 minutes in PKS 2155-304,
which is the only such claim in any AGN so far (Pekeur et al.
2016). In the LCs extracted in the 0.3—10 keV energy range
using XMM-Newton during 24 pointed observations, one LC
shows a reasonably strong QPO of a period of 4.6 hours
(Lachowicz et al. 2009) and there was a hint of QPO with a
period of 5.5+1.3 ks in another LC (Gaur et al. 2010). Re-
cently, using extensive Fermi-LAT y—ray data taken during
2008-2016, a QPO with a period of 1.74+0.13 years was
claimed (Zhang et al. 2017).

Flux variations on IDV timescales have been reported in
many blazars in different EM bands based on continu-
ous monitoring for a few hours (e.g., Miller et al. 1989;
Sagar et al. 2004; Montagni et al. 2006; Gupta et al. 2008;
Gaur et al. 2010; Kalita et al. 2015; Aggrawal et al. 2018;
Zhang et al. 2019). Most of these observations were not
evenly sampled. There were only a few continuous and
evenly sampled observations of blazars in X-ray and opti-
cal EM bands which lasted for more than a few days (e.g.,
Tanihata et al. 2001; Edelson et al. 2013; Zhang et al. 2019).
The most puzzling variations in blazars are those happening
on the IDV timescales and they may be directly related to ac-
tivity in the close vicinity of the central supermassive black
hole (SMBH). The level of variability strongly depends on
the SMBH mass (e.g, Markowitz & Edelson 2004) and it can
also help to constrain the size of the emitting region. Also,
the occasional apparent detections of QPOs in blazars on
IDV timescales are among the least understood phenomena
in blazar research (e.g., Gupta 2014, 2018, and references
therein).

With the above motivation, we have used blazar data taken
from X-ray missions XMM-Newton, NuStar, Chandra to
study variability on a variety of timescales (e.g., Gaur et al.
2010; Bhagwan et al. 2014; Kalita et al. 2015; Gupta et al.
2016; Pandey et al. 2018; Aggrawal et al. 2018). We have
already analyzed the three lengthy Suzaku observations of
the brightest northern hemisphere TeV blazar, Mrk 421
(Zhang et al. 2019). In the present study, we have taken
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all the archived Suzaku satellite observations of the brightest
TeV blazar in the southern sky, PKS 2155-304, which were
taken throughout nearly its entire mission lifetime (2005 —
2015). These observations are very useful to study flux and
spectral variations on IDV timescales, to search for QPOs on
IDV timescales and to better characterize LTV flux and spec-
tral variations. So, the data analyzed in this paper provides us
with an excellent opportunity to increase our understanding
of the X-ray multi-band flux and spectral behavior of one of
the most interesting and peculiar blazars, PKS 2155-304.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we discuss
the Suzaku public archival data of the blazar PKS 2155-304
and its reduction. Section 3 provides a brief summary of
the analysis techniques used in the paper, which follow the
approach of Zhang et al. (2019). In Sections 4 and 5, we
present our results and then discuss them. Our conclusions
are summarized in Section 6.

2. SUZAKU ARCHIVAL DATA REDUCTION

PKS 2155-304 was observed by the Japanese X-ray obser-
vatory Suzaku 13 times during the course of nine years from
2005 to 2014 (Table 1). This is by far the greatest number
of observations it made of any blazar: no other blazar had
more than five. Suzaku was a near-earth satellite with its orbit
apogee of 568 km and orbital period of 5752 seconds. It car-
ried a soft X-ray Imaging Spectrometer (XIS; Koyama et al.
2007) with energy resolution of ~ 100 eV, and hard X-ray
detectors (HXD; Takahashi et al. 2007) which achieved an
energy coverage up to >100 keV. The XIS contained four
CCDs named XIS 0 to 3. Among them, XIS 0, 2, and 3
are front-illuminated (FI) CCDs, which are more accurately
calibrated than the back-illuminated (BI) CCD XIS 1. Only
two observations (ID 700012010 and 101006010) have data
from XIS 2 because it stopped working on 9 November 2006.
Since PKS 2155-304 is always at least moderately bright,
for uniformity, we only utilized data from XISs 0 and 3 for
all the observations in this study. There were no promising
detections by the HXD because the signals are comparable
to the instrument background.

We utilized the cleaned XIS events in the archive, which
were processed by the HEADAS (v6.18 Blackburn 1995)
software. For the six observations before 2011, the process-
ing pipeline version is PROCVER 3.0.22.43 using the XIS
calibration database of version 20151005, while for the seven
observations from 2011 the PROCVER version is 3.0.22.44
using the XIS calibration version 20160607. The GRADE of
the events is 0, 2, 3, 4, or 6. Because Suzaku is near the Earth,
the good time intervals (GTIs) were first extracted from when
the telescope’s sight was not blocked by the Earth. Moreover,
the initiation of time intervals after exiting from the South
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Figure 1.  Suzaku observation images of XIS 0 with 1/8 (ObsID
700012010; left panel) and 1/4 window modes (ObsID 103011010 taken
as example; right panel). The figures are in logarithmic scales with reversed
gray colors. The source region of ObsID 700012010 is a circle with ra-
dius of 70” centered at R.A.= —21"58"49.59% and Dec. = —30°13736.48",
and the source regions of ObsID 103011010 and the other 11 observations
are circles with radii of 120” centered at R.A.= —21%58"51.84% and Dec.=
—30°13"36.48”. The background regions are taken from the edge of the
CCD with the same sizes of their source regions.

Atlantic Anomaly (SAA) were set to be longer than 436 s,
and so the associated high background intervals also were
excluded. As a result, the GTI of each observation is usually
approximately half of the total elapsed time (Table 1).

The observations are mostly in 1/4 window mode with a
time resolution of 2 seconds, while the brightest one, ObsID
700012010 is in 1/8 window mode with time resolution of
1 second. With such settings the pile-up effects were neg-
ligible (Yamada et al. 2012). We used circular regions to
include most of the source counts for the study, and circles
with the same radii near the edge of the CCDs to extract the
background (see details in Figure 1). Count rates in source
and background regions were then calculated. As shown in
Table 1 the XIS background is < 1% of the source count, and
was subtracted in the following analyses.

We plot the background-subtracted light curves and hard-
ness ratios through the elapsed times of the 13 observations
in Figure 2. The total energy range is 0.8-8.0 keV, and is
divided into soft (0.8—1.5 keV) and hard (1.5-8.0 keV) sub-
bands to have comparable counts in each band. To show the
GTTs, we plot the full LCs from 0.8 — 8 keV with time bin-
ning of 128 seconds in the top panels of Figure 2. For other
studies through the paper, the time binning was set to be
5752 seconds, which is exactly the orbital period of Suzaku,
to most evenly sample the source in time and make the most
homogenous GTI fraction in each bin. The range of the GTI



Table 1. The Suzaku observations of PKS 2155-304.
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ObsID Date MID Elapse* GTI® Win® XIORated SrcRate® BkgRate
(ks) (ks) (counts™') (counts™') (counts™')

700012010 2005-11-30 53704 136.8  63.9 1/8 6.93 8.21 1.52 x 1072
101006010  2006-05-01 53856 81.0 38.6 1/4 3.20 4.45 2.34 x 1072
102020010 2007-04-22 54212 24.0 12.0 1/4 6.51 9.23 3.55x 1072
103011010 2008-05-12 54598 43.7 23.1 1/4 7.39 11.31 427 %1072
104004010 2009-05-27 54978 1556 624 1/4 4.78 7.28 3.01 x 1072
105001010 2010-04-27 55313 1575 635 1/4 1.88 2.88 1.96 x 1072
106011010 2011-04-26 55677 127.9 60.6 1/4 3.82 6.15 2.61 x 1072
107010010 2012-04-27 56044  141.0 61.9 1/4 0.86 1.87 2.11 x 1072
107009010 2012-10-30 56230 53.3 21.4 1/4 2.58 3.38 2.07 x 1072
108010010 2013-04-23 56405 1294 534 1/4 1.85 2.75 1.95 x 1072
108009010  2013-10-30 56595 42.7 23.8 1/4 1.01 1.21 1.35x 1072
109011010 2014-04-24 56771 123.0 64.0 1/4 2.31 3.16 1.82x 1072
109010010 2014-10-30 56960 59.1 20.4 1/4 1.69 2.28 1.55x 1072

fBackground count rate in 0.8—8 keV energy range of CCDs XIS 0+XIS 3.

“Total elapsed time of the observation.
bTotal clean GTI of the observation.
¢XIS window mode (1/4 or 1/8).
4Total XIS 0 CCD count rate across the whole energy band.
¢Source count rate in 0.8—8 keV energy range of CCDs XIS 0+XIS 3.
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fraction between bins is mainly caused by the interruption of
the SAA, which obviously varies on timescales of an hour
because of the spinning of the Earth. However, we consider
any discrepancy arising from this to be negligible, because
the source did not commonly show large intrinsic variation
within one orbit of Suzaku.

3. ANALYSIS TECHNIQUES

Blazars display strong and rapid flux variations on diverse
timescales and the strength of flux variability is often quan-
tified by the excess variance, oxs, and the fractional rms
variability amplitude, F,, (e.g., Edelson et al. 2002). The
excess variance is a measure of a blazar’s intrinsic variance,
estimated by removing the variance arising from measure-
ment errors from the total variance of the observed LC; F,,,
is the square root of that excess variance normalized by the
square of the mean value of the flux. We define and compute
F 4 and its uncertainty following Vaughan et al. (2003) as
we did previously for Mrk 421 (Zhang et al. 2019).

For estimating variability timescales, we adopted the method
described in Bhattaetal. (2018) and Zhangetal. (2019)
which we also briefly describe here. As explained in
Burbidge et al. (1974), a weighted, or flux normalized, vari-
ability timescale can be estimated by the following equation

At
AlnF
where At is the time interval between variable flux, F, mea-
surements (see also Hagen-Thornetal. 2008). To com-
pute the uncertainties in 7,,,, we adopted the standard er-
ror propagation method (similar to Equation 3.14 given in
Bevington & Robinson 2003) to estimate the uncertainties in
Tyar aS

, ey

Tyar = ‘

F2AF2 + F2AF?
Arm~\/ R 2)

t7
F2F2(In[Fy/Fa])*

where F; and F» are the fluxes (in count sec™!) used to es-
timate the shortest variability timescales, and AF| and AF;
are their corresponding uncertainties.

The hardness ratio (HR) is the simplest way to character-
ize spectral variations of X-ray emission and is defined, as
usual (e.g. Zhang et al. 2019) as HR = H/S, where H and §
are the net count rates in the hard and soft energy bands, re-
spectively. The error, oyr, is calculated from the individual
errors in the bands as

oHR V(H2 025 + S202p). 3)

3 2

C(H+S)?
To study the spectral variability of the TeV blazar PKS
2155-304 with Suzaku, we divided the XIS instrument en-
ergy into 0.8 — 1.5 keV (soft) and 1.5 — 8.0 keV (hard) bands

to use for our HR analysis.

To search for correlations between LCs in two energy bands,
we used a discrete correlation function (DCF) analysis, in-
troduced by Edelson & Krolik (1988). A description of the
calculation of the DCF and the way in which we use it are
given in detail in Zhang et al. (2019).

Most of the DCFs between soft and hard X-ray bands (shown
in Figure 3) are broad, so we fit them with a Gaussian func-
tion:

—(t—m)’

—a | @)
Here, m is the time lag at which the DCF peaks, a is that
peak value of the DCF, and o is the width of the Gaussian

function. These calculated parameters are given in Table 3.

DCF (1) = a x exp|

The single most important technique used in searching for
the nature of temporal flux variations, especially for any
possible periodicities or QPOs, is the periodogram analysis
producing a power spectral density (PSD). This method in-
volves calculating the Fourier transform of the LC and then
fitting the red noise variability of the PSD to the power-law.
If the significance of any peak rising above the red-noise is
30 (99.73%) or more, one normally considers it to provide a
significant QPO detection. We used the approach of Vaughan
(2005) to test for an QPOs in the PSDs. Each PSD is cal-
culated and its normalization N is defined so that the units
of the periodogram are (rms/mean)? Hz™' see Eqn. (2) of
Vaughan et al. (2003). We assume a power-law in the form
of P(f) = N f° to fit the red-noise part of the spectrum P(f)
as a function of the frequency f, where a < 0 is the power
spectral index (van der Klis 1989). The best fit line to the
PSD is the red-noise level which is calculated as described
by Eqns. (4-6) of Vaughan (2005). The significance lev-
els are obtained by adding an appropriate term to the power
spectrum.

4. RESULTS

The 13 publicly archived Suzaku observations of the TeV
blazar PKS 2155-304 we analyzed have individual elapsed
times between 24 ks and 157.5 ks and were taken overa ~ 9
year time span: the earliest pointed observation of this blazar
was taken on 30 November 2005 and the last one on 30 Oc-
tober 2014. These observations provided us an excellent op-
portunity to study flux and spectral variability of the blazar
PKS 2155-304 on intraday and long timescales.

4.1. Intraday Flux Variability

We generated LCs of individual observation IDs with these
13 observations using three XIS energy data sets (soft, hard,
and total) and we have plotted them in different subfigures of
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Figure 2. Background-subtracted light curves and hardness ratios of the 13 observations, using the count rates extracted from the source region
on XIS 0 + 3. From the top panel to the bottom of each subfigure: the full XIS (0.8—8 keV) LC in 128-second bins; the full XIS (0.8—8 keV)
LC in 5752-second bins; the XIS soft (0.8—1.5 keV) LC; the XIS hard (1.5-8 keV) LC; the hardness ratios.
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Figure 2. From top to bottom, the panels of the subfigures
represent: the full 0.8 — 8 keV LC in 128-second bins, the
entire 0.8 — 8 keV LC in 5752-second bins, the soft 0.8 —
1.5 keV LC in 5752-second bins, the hard 1.5 — 8 keV LC
in 5752-second bins, and the hardness ratios defined as hard
over soft, respectively. On visual inspection of Figure 2, it is
clear that the LCs of all 13 observation IDs in all the energy
bands represented in the top four panels show evidence of
IDVs. To quantify the IDV variability results we found the
fractional rms variability amplitude and its error for all the
LCs of these, and the results are reported in Table 2. We
also calculated the weighted, or flux normalized, variability
timescales and their errors for the XIS total 0.8 — 8 keV LCs
and the results are also given in Table 2.

4.2. Intraday Spectral Variability

As noted above, X-ray spectral variations can be character-
ized by the hardness ratio (HR), even when spectroscopic
data are unavailable. We have plotted the HR with respect
to time in the bottom panel of all subfigures of Figure 2, for
all these observations of PKS 2155-304. It is seen from Ta-
ble 2 that in the hard band the variability amplitude is usually
(10 of 13 cases) higher than in the soft band and from Figure
2 that the HR often follows nearly the same pattern as the
overall LC. So these HR versus time plots in Figure 2 show
that in general this blazar becomes harder when brighter and
softer when dimmer. However, it does occasionally show a
stable HR and/or a slightly softer when brighter trend.

4.3. Intraday Cross Correlated Variability

To estimate the time lags between soft and hard X-ray ener-
gies, we performed DCF analyses between XIS soft (0.8 — 1.5
keV) versus XIS hard (1.5 — 8.0 keV) bands for all 13 obser-
vations. All the DCF plots are displayed in Figure 3. These
DCEF plots are fitted with a Gaussian function given by Eqn.
(4), and the fitting parameters are provided for all 13 obser-
vations in Table 3. We find that all soft versus hard DCF plots
are well correlated with small time lags, all of which are con-
sistent with zero time lag, though most of the peaks are quite
broad. These well correlated DCF plots for the soft and the
hard X-ray bands give an indication that the soft and the hard
band X-ray emissions are nearly cospatial and probably arise
from the same population of leptons. However, as noted in
the Introduction, there may be an IC component to the harder
X-ray emission at some times, and given the breadth of the
DCF peaks, we cannot tightly constrain the possibility that
more than one populations of leptons are involved.

4.4. Intraday Power Spectral Density Analysis

To characterize the temporal intraday flux variations, and to
search for short term periodicity or quasi-periodicity in the
X-ray emission of PKS 2155-304, we have performed PSD

analysis on the Suzaku XIS IDV LCs. Out of the 13 LCs,
2 Observation IDs 102020010 and 103011010, have only
a few data points, so the PSD analysis could not be per-
formed for them. We performed PSD analyses on the other
11 LCs of their XIS total energy (0.8 — 8.0 keV) LCs and
the PSD plots are presented in Figure 4. These plots indi-
cate that these observations appear to show red-noise dom-
inated PSDs over the limited (approximately one decade)
span of frequency for which most of them could be ob-
tained. Nonetheless, the results are quite uncertain because
they are based on low signal-to-noise light curves of rela-
tively short length. The key result is that there is no detec-
tion of any quasi-periodicity. The values of the power-law
slopes and normalization constants for the 11 viable obser-
vations are reported in Table 4. The power-law slopes a of
the red noise of PSDs span a surprisingly wide range, from
-2.81 £ 0.87 to —0.88 + 0.29 (with an average of —1.81
+ 0.55) with logarithmic normalization constants N in the
range of —11.16 = 3.87 to —2.81 = 1.27. The results pre-
sented here for the PSDs are, overall, consistent with those
computed for a large number of AGNs studied with XMM-
Newton (Gonzédlez-Martin & Vaughan 2012). We recall that
our results for the slopes of the PSDs of the three Sukaku LCs
of Mrk 421 were —1.51+0.27,-3.12+0.44,and —1.40+0.11
(Zhang et al. 2019), so also spanning a significant range, but
perhaps a bit steeper than PKS 2155-304. We looked for a
correlation between normalization constant log(/N) and vari-
ability amplitude F,,, but found none; however, this might be
because of the low signal-to-noise ratio of the light curves.

4.5. Correlation between Flux and IDV Timescale

Our sample of all 13 Suzaku X-ray LCs of the blazar PKS
2155-304 is spread over almost nine years (2005 November
30 to 2014 October 30). In the 0.8 — 8.0 keV energy band of
this instrument, all the LCs are found to be clearly variable
on IDV timescales. We estimated variability timescales for
all these LCs. In Figure 5, we plot the average flux versus
IDV timescales. We find that there is no correlation between
the average flux and the IDV timescales of this blazar.

The most accepted emission model for blazars is that the
vast majority of the radiation is emitted by the plasma in the
relativistic jet oriented at a small viewing angle, and that is
strongly affected by relativistic beaming. This mechanism
leads to a shortening of the observed timescales by a factor
of 6!, where § = [['(1 — Bcos#)]~!, the bulk Lorentz factor
I' = 1/ +/1 — B2, Bis the angle between the jet and the line-of-
sight (LOS), and 8 = V/c in terms of the bulk velocity V of
the emitting region. A negative correlation between average
flux and variability timescales is expected if the main source
of the variability is changes in the viewing angle and/or the
velocity of the relativistic charged particles. But we did
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Figure 3. Cross-correlation analysis by DCF for soft (0.8 — 1.5) keV and hard (1.5 — 8.0) keV for all 13 XIS observations. Observation IDs are given in the
DCEF panels.
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Table 2. X-ray variability parameters.

F..(percent) Tvar (k)

Observation Soft Hard Total Total

ID (0.8-1.5keV) (1.5-8%keV) (0.8-8keV) (0.8—-8keV)
700012010 13.7+0.2 146 +0.2 14.0 £ 0.1 185+ 0.6
101006010 33+04 3.6 +04 35+03 589+ 6.1
102020010 50+04 27+05 41+03 108 + 24
103011010 10.5+0.3 10.7 +£0.3 10.6 + 0.2 632+ 52
104004010 152 +0.2 114 +0.3 13.6 +0.2 73.7+ 9.0
105001010 16.1 £0.3 20.8 £ 0.4 18.1+0.3 353+ 34
106011010 9.1+02 9.8+03 9.4+0.2 420+ 39
107010010 8404 9.5+0.5 8.6x+0.3 228+ 1.8
107009010 22+0.6 5.7+0.6 32+04 91.7 £27
108010010 11.8+£04 13.0 £ 0.4 122+0.3 59.2 £ 13
108009010 6.9+0.38 8.6+03 7.1 £0.6 67.4 + 18
109011010 19.3 + 0.6 21.5+£0.7 202 +0.5 622+ 9.1
109010010 6.0+0.3 58+04 58+0.2 386+ 5.6

F 4= the fractional rms variability amplitude.
T.qr= the flux variability timescale.

11
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Figure 4. Power spectral densities (PSDs) of all XIS total (0.8 — 8.0 keV) LCs of 11 out of 13 observations. Observation IDs are given in the PSD panels; the
continuous red lines are the fitted red-noise and the dotted black line shows the 99.73% (307) confidence level for any QPO within the red-noise model.
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not find any such correlation, which implies that the X-ray
emission variability from the blazar PKS 2155-304 is not
primarily from bulk velocity changes.

4.6. Long Term Flux and Spectral Variability

The blazar PKS 2155-304 was observed by Suzaku for al-
most a decade giving us an opportunity to study its flux and
spectral variability on LTV timescales in X-rays with a sin-
gle instrument. The overall change in the total X-ray flux
with time is shown in the top panel of Figure 6. On visual
inspection, there appears to be a trend of a roughly linearly
decreasing flux with time from 2005 to 2014. A least-squares
fit to these long term flux versus time data yields a slope of
—0.0017 counts s~! yr~!, with a correlation coefficient for
the fit of —0.7876 and its corresponding null hypothesis of
0.0013. However, as only 13 data points are present in the
roughly 9 years of the span of these observations it is difficult
to make a strong claim that this nominal decline is real. The
overall HR (spectral change) with time during this extended
observing period is shown in the bottom panel of Figure 6.
On visual inspection, there is no clear trend of increasing or
decreasing HR with respect to time is seen. We found no
correlation between HR with time on this long time scale.

In Figure 7, we present plots of the HR versus flux of the
blazar PKS 2155-304 for six temporal intervals. It is widely
accepted that the lower energy hump of emission in blazars
involve processes that are accelerating particles in the rela-
tivistic jet to extremely high energies, and when these rel-
ativistic particles encounter the inhomogeneous magnetic
field in the jet significant synchrotron radiation, which dom-
inates the cooling process, extends into the X-ray band.
In Figure 7, we found indications of anti-clockwise loops
(hard lags) most of the time (Epochs 1, 2, 4, 5, 6). The
anti-clockwise direction indicates that during these epochs,
particles were accelerated to their highest speeds indicat-
ing some dominance of the particle acceleration mechanism
(e.g. Zhang et al. 2002, and references therein). Only Epoch
3 shows a part of a clockwise loop (soft lag) in Figure 7 that
is consistent with the synchrotron cooling mechanism be-
ing dominant. Similar results were found for the blazars 3C
273 and Mrk 421 using observations from XMM-Newton and
Chandra, respectively (Kalita etal. 2015; Aggrawal et al.
2018).

5. DISCUSSION

We have studied 13 archival pointed observations of the
blazar PKS 2155-304 in a period spanning 2005 to 2014.
These observations were taken by XIS instrument onboard
Suzaku. The observations were carried out with total elapsed
times in the range of 24.0 ks to 157.5 ks with GTIs (good

Table 3. Correlation analysis between XIS soft and XIS hard bands
for all 13 observations.

ObsID m (ks) o (ks)
700012010 0.5+ 2.0 6.6 = 2.0
101006010 3.1+ 47 7.1+ 47
102020010 —-0.2+ 8.5 33+ 5.1
103011010 -0.0+ 6.2 70+ 6.2
104004010 00+ 89 223+ 89
105001010 —-0.7+ 59 -18.6+ 5.9
106011010 00+ 42 8.6+ 4.2
107009010 -11.4+17.0 8.8+ 17.0
107010010 -1.8+ 1.8 56+ 1.8
108009010 -39+ 44 6.0+ 4.4
108010010 -73+ 73 178+ 73
109010010 —-0.9 + 4.6 83+ 4.6
109011010 02+ 42 50+ 3.9

m= time lag at which DCF peaks
o= width of the Gaussian function

Table 4. Power-law fits to the PSDs“ of 11 observations.

ObsID a log (N)
700012010 -14+04 -43=+15
101006010 -09+03 -28=+1.3
104004010 -1.7+04 -6.0=1.7
105001010 -2.8+09 -11.2+3.9
106011010 -1.7+04 -62=+15
107009010 -2.1+0.6 —-84=+28
107010010 -1.6+0.5 -5.6=+2.4
108009010 -19+15 -7.0+6.7
108010010 -1.8+04 -65=+1.8
109010010 -2.6+09 -9.7+3.9
109011010 -1.4+02 -4.6=+1.0

“ A power-law model is assumed with: P(f) oc f for @ < 0.

time intervals) in the range of 12.0 ks to 64.0 ks. The blazars
3C 273 and PKS 2155-304 have been used as X-ray calibra-
tors for the International Astronomical Consortium for High
Energy Calibration (IACHEC) in the northern and south-
ern hemispheres, respectively. Out of 13 pointed observa-
tions of PKS 2155-304, four observation IDs (700012010,
101006010, 102020010, and 103011010) were used for cross
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Figure 5. Average flux (in counts s™') versus IDV timescales for all LCs
of the 13 observations in total energy 0.8 — 8.0 keV.

spectral calibration of Suzaku, XMM-Newton, and Chandra
(Ishida et al. 2011), and one (108010010) was used for cross
spectral calibration of Chandra, NuSTAR, SWIFT, Suzaku,
and XMM-Newton (Madsen et al. 2017). The total set of
Suzaku observations of PKS 2155-304 presented here were
taken over the course of the entire operational period of the
satellite and have not been used before to study the X-ray
variability properties of this blazar. These observations pro-
vided us with an excellent opportunity to study some of the
most puzzling properties of blazars, e.g., flux and spectral
variability, and here we have performed cross-correlations
between the soft and the hard X-ray bands, evaluated the
PSDs of the blazar in X-ray energies on IDV timescales for
the first time with Suzaku observations. Although the gen-
eral results are not surprising, the large number of different
LC:s for a single source obtained and analyzed in a common
manner provides unique results.

In the case of blazars, the IDV across the complete EM spec-
trum is understood to be intrinsic in nature except for low-
frequency radio observations where it may be extrinsic and
arise from interstellar scintillation (Wagner & Witzel 1995).
Low-frequency radio observations may also have IDV aris-
ing from a mixture of intrinsic and extrinsic natures and sep-
arating their different contributions has been a long-lasting
problem in blazar astrophysics (e.g., Quirrenbach et al. 1991;
Guptaetal. 2012). In a unified model of AGN, blazars
are seen nearly face-on, so, any fluctuations arising from
the accretion disk as well as the emission due to the jet
should be directly visible (Urry & Padovani 1995). The
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Figure 6. Long-term X-ray flux variability (top panel) and spectral vari-
ability (bottom panel) of PKS 2155-304.

IDV detected when a blazar is in a low-state can be ex-
plained by some types of disk related instabilities, because
when the source is fainter the jet emission is less domi-
nant over the thermal emission from the disk. Such fast
accretion disk fluctuations could arise from hot spots on
or above the accretion disk, a tilted disk, or a dynamo
(e.g., Chakrabarti & Wiita 1993; Mangalam & Wiita 1993;
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Henisey et al. 2012; Sadowski & Narayan 2016).

For any AGN, IDV studies can provide an important tool
to learn about properties of its central SMBH, particularly if
the emission mechanism functions in its close vicinity. The
observed flux variability timescales, given in Table 2 can be
used to estimate the size, and possibly even the location, of
the emitting region (e.g., Ciprini et al. 2003). Using these 13
observations, we estimated that the shortest weighted IDV
timescale was 18.5 ks, from the observation ID 700012010.
Employing the simplest causality argument, for emission
from a relativistic jet we can use the shortest variability
timescale 1,,, for estimating the upper limit for the size of
the emitting region, R, as

< me‘rw. 5)
The value of 6 for PKS 2155-304 has been estimated in a
broad range of ~ 6-58 in different flux states and in differ-
ent EM bands (e.g., Urry et al. 1997; Ghisellini & Tavecchio
2008; Gaur et al. 2010, 2017; Peceur et al. 2020). Using the
shortest variability timescale 18.47 ks and this full range of
0, we find that the size of the emitting region lies in the range
of ~3.0x 1015 -=2.9 x 10'® cm.

The mass of the central SMBH in any AGN is probably
the most fundamental parameters needed to understand the
object. The primary methods of estimation of masses of
SMBHs in AGNs are reverberation mapping, and stellar or
gas kinematics techniques (e.g., Vestergaard 2004). These
techniques are based on spectroscopic methods and require
that emission lines be detected in the AGN spectrum, so they
work for most quasars and Seyfert galaxies and even weaker
AGN. However, PKS 2155-304 is a BL Lac object whose
spectrum is essentially a featureless continuum, so these pri-
mary methods cannot be directly used to determine the mass
of its SMBH. In the case of a BL Lac object one can more
crudely estimate the mass of its SMBH using the absolute
magnitude of the elliptical host galaxy. In this fashion a
SMBH mass for PKS 2155-304 of ~ 10° M, was proposed
(Falomo et al. 1991; Kotilainen et al. 1998).

There are alternative methods which can be used to estimate
the SMBH mass in case neither the primary nor such indirect
methods can be used. One such method is to estimate the
period from the detection of periodic or quasi-periodic oscil-
lations in the time series data of a blazar. Only occasionally
in a few blazars have detections of QPOs been claimed (see
for reviews, Gupta 2014, 2018, and references therein). PKS
2155-304 is one of these blazars which have shown possi-
ble QPOs in the time series data in different EM bands on
various occasions, but on diverse timescales (e.g., Urry et al.
1993; Fan & Lin 2000; Lachowicz et al. 2009; Gaur et al.
2010; Zhang et al. 2014; Sandrinelli et al. 2014; Pekeur et al.
2016). The central SMBH mass of PKS 2155-304 esti-
mated using these putative QPO periods is in the huge range
of 1.8 x 10" My — 2.2 x 10° Mg (e.g., Urry etal. 1993;
Lachowicz et al. 2009; Gaur et al. 2010).

Another alternative method of estimating the SMBH mass of
a blazar is based on the shortest detected viability timescale.
Using that method and fastest detected very high energy
(VHE) variability in PKS 2155-304, and by assuming the
emission region has a size comparable to the Schwarzschild
radius Rg where Ry = 2GMpy/c?, the SMBH mass was esti-
mated to be ~ 10° My, (Aharonian et al. 2007). If we assume
that the detected X-ray emissions by XIS Suzaku were emit-
ted in the close vicinity to the SMBH and not from the jet,
and at around R = 5Rg, the mass of SMBH can be expressed,
as in Gupta et al. (2012) as

N 3t
T10G(1+2)
Using the shortest weighted variability timescale seen by
Suzaku of 18.47 ks, we would arrive at an estimate of the
mass of SMBH of PKS 2155-304 to be ~ 3.4 x 108 M. This
SMBH mass estimation lies within the wide range of previ-
ous mass estimates of 1.8 x 10’7 My — 2.2 x 10° M,, (e.g.,

Mgy (6)
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Falomo et al. 1991; Urry et al. 1993; Kotilainen et al. 1998;
Zhang et al. 2005; Aharonian et al. 2007; Lachowicz et al.
2009; Gaur et al. 2010). However, if the observed flux per-
turbations in the blazar on IDV timescales arise from fluc-
tuations in the accretion disk but are advected into the jet,
then an additional Doppler boosting factor ¢ should be in-
troduced in the SMBH mass estimation (Dai et al. 2007), or
Mpg(0) = 0XMpy. By using the above assumptions, and tak-
ing the previously mentioned extensive range of 6 < § < 58,
we would estimate the mass of SMBH of the blazar PKS
2155-304 to be in the range of 2.0 x 10° to 2.0 x 10'° Mg,
The SMBH mass estimate obtained this way overlaps with
the highest previously estimated mass of this SMBH but ex-
tends an order of magnitude higher. For PKS 2155-304,
the most recent independent estimation is 6 = 22.3 by us-
ing optical polarization (Peceur et al. 2020). Also recently,
6 = 35 was adopted to model its multi-wavelength SED
(Chevalier et al. 2019). Another recent multi-epoch SED
model was best fit by fixing the final Lorentz factor of the jet
atI' = 15 and the LOS angle 8 = 2.5°, leading to a value of
6 ~ 22 (Lucchini et al. 2019).

To estimate some important quantities for this blazar we
now focus on the more likely situation that the emission is
jet dominated and does not fundamentally arise from the
accretion disk. To do that, we adopt an intermediate value
of & = 30, based on the above recent estimates. For elec-
tron acceleration in blazar jets, the acceleration timescale
of the diffusive shock acceleration mechanism is often as-
sumed to be responsible (e.g., Blandford & Eichler 1987).
(Kusunose et al. 2000; Zhang et al. 2002) have estimated the
acceleration timescale (in the observer’s frame) of an electron
with energy E = ym,c? for the diffusive shock acceleration
mechanism as

1
face(y) = 3.79 X 10*7¥§B*1y s, %)

here &, B, and 7y are the acceleration parameter, magnetic
field in Gauss, and the Lorentz factor of the ultrarelativistic
electrons in the jet frame, respectively. PKS 2155-304 is a
TeV emitting object and belongs to the HBL/HSP subclass
of the blazars?. In such blazars, the X-ray emission is almost
certainly dominated by synchrotron radiation in the first SED
hump, since the inverse Compton emission extends to such
extreme y-rays.

We can then proceed with an analysis exactly along the lines
of our discussion of Mrk 421 in Zhang et al. (2019), and
specifically refer the reader to equations (17)—(21) in that
paper and to the discussion around Eq. (5) of Paliya et al.

2 http://tevcat.uchicago.edu

(2015). In summary, we use the synchrotron cooling
timescale for an electron of Lorentz factor y (see, e.g.,
Rybicki & Lightman 1979) and combine it with the criti-
cal synchrotron emission frequency in the Sukaku energy
range we consider here (0.8 — 8.0 KeV) and the shortest
weighted variability timescale for PKS 2155-304, or 18.5
ks, for which F,,, = 14%. By requiring the cooling timescale
to not be shorter than the minimum variability timescale one
obtains a constraint on the minimum value of the magnetic
field of

B >0.19(1 +2)' 36713y} G, 8)

where 0.193 < vig = v/10"®Hz < 1.93. Using the moder-
ate value of 6 = 30 and recalling that z = 0.116 for PKS
2155-304, this becomes B > 0.06 v;3"*G. In turn, this pro-
duces a constraint on the electron Lorentz factor of

y <0.38x 10°v7). 9)

If we simply adopt vis =~ 1 because it lies between the
limits of 0.193 and 1.93, we get B > 0.06 G and y <
0.38 x 10%. There are several previous estimations of
the magnetic field B for PKS 2155-304 found by various
methods; they range from 0.018 G to 1.2 G, though they
were made at different epochs and at different flux states
(Kataoka et al. 2000; Foschini et al. 2007; Aharonian et al.
2009a; H.E.S. S. Collaborationet al. 2012; Gaur et al.
2017). We note that our estimate of the magnetic field is
consistent with those arising from the earlier approaches.

6. CONCLUSIONS

We examined the light curves of 13 X-ray pointed obser-
vations taken by Suzaku satellite for the TeV emitting HSP
blazar PKS 2155-304. These observations were taken over
the entire operational period of the Suzaku satellite and the
data were available in the public archive. We searched for
IDV and its timescales, HRs, time lags between soft and hard
X-ray energies, and did PSD analyses of the LCs for the to-
tal X-ray energy range to search for the power-laws of the
red-noise and any possible QPOs, and we also searched for
correlation between the average fluxes and IDV timescales
for each individual pointed observation. Our conclusions are
as follows:

1. The fractional variability F,, measurements clearly
show that this blazar shows large-amplitude IDV for
all 13 pointed observations in both soft and hard X-
ray bands of XIS onboard the Suzaku satellite. In gen-
eral F,, is lower in soft band than hard band. But in
three observations, the opposite trend is found. The
weighted IDV timescale for the total energy (0.8 —
8.0 keV) are estimated to range between 18.47 ks to
107.92 ks. We use the shortest IDV timescale of 18.47
ks to calculate various parameters of the blazar emis-
sion.
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2. For all 13 pointed observation IDs, our HR analyses
in the soft (0.8 — 1.5 keV) versus the hard (1.5 — 8.0
keV) bands show in general similar patterns as the LCs
in the total (0.8 — 8.0 keV) X-ray energy band. PKS
2155-304 exhibits in general a harder-when-brighter
trend often seen in HSP blazars. But occasionally, the
HR analysis exhibits either a stable hardness ratio or a
slightly softer-when-brighter trend.

3. Cross-correlations between the soft (0.8 — 1.5 keV) and
the hard (1.5 — 8.0 keV) X-ray were performed by the
DCEF analysis method for all 13 pointed observations.
All DCF plots are well correlated with lags consistent
with zero, indicating that the emissions in the soft and
the hard bands are likely cospatial and emitted from
the same population of leptons.

4. PSD analyses in the total (0.8 — 8.0 keV) X-ray energy
band could be performed for 11 out of the 13 pointed
observations. The PSDs are red-noise dominated, and
there is no evidence of QPO detection on any of the
PSD plots. The PSD power-law slopes are found to
vary in a large range from —2.8 to —0.88, which is one
of the more surprising results of our study.

5. We find no correlation between average flux and IDV
timescale.

6. On the long timescale spanning these 9 years of data
the flux a shows decreasing trend while the HR does
not show any trend with time. On intermediate long
timescales, the HR versus flux plots frequently show
portions of anti-clockwise loops (hard lags) which
may imply that the timescales for particle accelera-
tion mechanisms dominate the variable emission of
this blazar.

7. If we make the rather unlikely assumption that the X-
ray emission in the blazar comes from the close vicin-
ity of the SMBH, we estimate its mass to be ~ 3.4 X
10® Mo. But if the flux variability arises due to such
perturbations carried into the jet, then the emission
is Doppler boosted, which yields much larger SMBH
mass estimates.

8. If we assume the more likely situation where the emis-
sion independently arises in the jet then constraints are
obtained on the magnetic field strength (B 2 0.06G)
and the Lorentz factor of the ultrarelativistic electrons
emitting the X-rays (y < 3.5 x 10°).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the referee for comments that led to significant im-
provements in the presentation of these results. This research
has made use of data obtained from the Suzaku satellite, a
collaborative mission between the space agencies of Japan
(JAXA) and the USA (NASA).

This work is funded by the National Key R&D Pro-
gramme of China (under grants No. 2018 YFA0404602 and
2018YFA0404603). ZZL is thankful for support from the
Chinese Academy of Sciences (CAS) for the Talented Pro-
gram. ACG is partially supported by Chinese Academy
of Sciences (CAS) President’s International Fellowship Ini-
tiative (PIFI) (grant no. 2016VMBO073). HG acknowledges
financial support from the Department of Science & Technol-
ogy (DST), Government of India through the INSPIRE fac-
ulty award IFA17-PH197 at ARIES, Nainital, India. H.G.X.
is supported by the Ministry of Science and Technology of
China (grant No. 2018YFA0404601), and the National Sci-
ence Foundation of China (grants No. 11621303, 11835009,
and 11973033).

Software: HEADAS (v6.18; Blackburn 1995)

REFERENCES

Abramowski, A., Acero, FE., Aharonian, F., et al. 2013, PhRvD, 88,
102003

Aggrawal, V., Pandey, A., Gupta, A. C., et al. 2018, MNRAS, 480,
4873

Aharonian, F., Akhperjanian, A. G., Aye, K.-M., et al. 2005a,
A&A, 430, 865

Aharonian, F., Akhperjanian, A. G., Bazer-Bachi, A. R., et al.
2005b, A&A, 442, 895

Aharonian, F., Akhperjanian, A. G., Bazer-Bachi, A. R., et al.
2007, ApJL, 664, L71

Aharonian, F., Akhperjanian, A. G., Barres de Almeida, U., et al.
2008, PhRvL, 101, 170402

Aharonian, F., Akhperjanian, A. G., Anton, G., et al. 2009a, ApJL,
696, L150

Aharonian, F., Akhperjanian, A. G., Anton, G., et al. 2009b, A&A,
502, 749

Bevington, P. R., & Robinson, D. K. 2003, Data reduction and
error analysis for the physical sciences, 3rd edition (New York:
McGraw-Hill)

Bhagwan, J., Gupta, A. C., Papadakis, L. E., et al. 2014, MNRAS,
444, 3647

Bhagwan, J., Gupta, A. C., Papadakis, L. E., et al. 2016, NewA, 44,
21

Bhatta, G., Zola, S., Stawarz, L., et al. 2016, ApJ, 832, 47



18 ZHANG ET AL.

Bhatta, G., Mohorian, M., & Bilinsky, 1. 2018, A&A, 619, A93

Bhatta, G. 2019, MNRAS, 487, 3990

Blackburn, J. K. 1995, Astronomical Data Analysis Software and
Systems IV, 77, 367

Blandford, R. & Eichler, D. 1987, PhR, 154, 1

Brinkmann, W., Maraschi, L., Treves, A., et al. 1994, A&A, 288,
433

Burbidge, G. R., Jones, T. W., & Odell, S. L. 1974, ApJ, 193, 43

Canizares, C. R., & Kruper, J. 1984, ApJL, 278, L99

Chadwick, P. M., Lyons, K., McComb, T.J. L., et al. 1999, ApJ,
513, 161

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

Chevalier, J., Sanchez, D. A., Serpico, P. D., et al. 2019, MNRAS,
484,749

Chiappetti, L., Maraschi, L., Tavecchio, F., et al. 1999, ApJ, 521,
552

Ciprini, S., Tosti, G., Raiteri, C. M., et al. 2003, A&A, 400, 487

Courvoisier, T. J.-L., Blecha, A., Bouchet, P., et al. 1995, ApJ, 438,
108

Dai, H., Xie, G. Z., Zhou, S. B., et al. 2007, AJ, 133, 2187

Edelson, R. A., & Krolik, J. H. 1988, AplJ, 333, 646

Edelson, R., Krolik, J., Madejski, G., et al. 1995, ApJ, 438, 120

Edelson, R., Griffiths, G., Markowitz, A., et al. 2001, ApJ, 554, 274

Edelson, R., Turner, T. J., Pounds, K., et al. 2002, ApJ, 568, 610

Edelson, R., Mushotzky, R., Vaughan, S., et al. 2013, ApJ, 766, 16

Espaillat, C., Bregman, J., Hughes, P., et al. 2008, ApJ, 679, 182

Falomo, R., Giraud, E., Maraschi, L., et al. 1991, ApJL, 380, L67

Falomo, R., Pesce, J. E., & Treves, A. 1993, ApJL, 411, L63

Fan, J. H., & Lin, R. G. 2000, A&A, 355, 880

Foschini, L., Ghisellini, G., Tavecchio, F., et al. 2007, ApJL, 657,
L81

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

Gaur, H., Chen, L., Misra, R., et al. 2017, Ap]J, 850, 209

Ghisellini, G., & Tavecchio, F. 2008, MNRAS, 386, .28

Ghisellini, G. & Tavecchio, F. 2009, MNRAS, 397, 985

Gierlinski, M., Middleton, M., Ward, M., et al. 2008, Nature, 455,
369

Giommi, P., Fiore, F., Guainazzi, M., et al. 1998, A&A, 333, L5

Gonzélez-Martin, O. & Vaughan, S. 2012, A&A, 544, A80

Goyal, A., Gopal-Krishna, Anupama, G. C., et al. 2009, MNRAS,
399, 1622

Gupta, A. C., Banerjee, D. P. K., Ashok, N. M., & Joshi, U. C.
2004, A&A, 422, 505

Gupta, A. C., Fan, J. H,, Bai, J. M,, et al. 2008, AJ, 135, 1384

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

Gupta, A. C., Krichbaum, T. P., Wiita, P. J., et al. 2012, MNRAS,
425, 1357

Gupta, A. C. 2014, Journal of Astrophysics and Astronomy, 35,
307

Gupta, A. C., Kalita, N., Gaur, H., et al. 2016, MNRAS, 462, 1508

Gupta, A. 2018, Galaxies, 6, 1

Gupta, A. C., Tripathi, A., Wiita, P. J., et al. 2018, A&A, 616, L6

Gupta, A. C., Tripathi, A., Wiita, P. J., et al. 2019, MNRAS, 484,
5785

Gupta, A. C. 2020, Galaxies, 8, 64

Gupta, S. P, Pandey, U. S., Singh, K., et al. 2012, NewA, 17, 8

Hagen-Thorn, V. A., Larionov, V. M., Jorstad, S. G., et al. 2008,
Apl, 672,40

Henisey, K. B., Blaes, O. M., & Fragile, P. C. 2012, ApJ, 761, 18

H. E. S. S. Collaboration, Abramowski, A., Acero, F., et al. 2010,
A&A, 520, A83

H. E. S. S. Collaboration, Abramowski, A., Acero, F., et al. 2012,
A&A, 539, A149

H. E. S. S. Collaboration, Abdalla, H., Abramowski, A., et al.
2017a, A&A, 598, A39

H. E. S. S. Collaboration, Abdalla, H., Abramowski, A., et al.
2017b, A&A, 600, A89

Hewitt, A., & Burbidge, G. 1980, ApJS, 43, 57

Ishida, M., Tsujimoto, M., Kohmura, T., et al. 2011, PASJ, 63,
S657

Kalita, N., Gupta, A. C., Wiita, P. J., et al. 2015, MNRAS, 451,
1356

Kapanadze, B., Romano, P., Vercellone, S., et al. 2014, MNRAS,
444, 1077

Kataoka, J., Takahashi, T., Makino, F., et al. 2000, ApJ, 528, 243

Kirk, J. G., Rieger, F. M., & Mastichiadis, A. 1998, A&A, 333, 452

Kotilainen, J. K., Falomo, R., & Scarpa, R. 1998, A&A, 336, 479

Koyama, K., Tsunemi, H., Dotani, T., et al. 2007, PASJ, 59, 23

Krawczynski, H. 2004, NewAR, 48, 367

Kusunose, M., Takahara, F., & Li, H. 2000, ApJ, 536, 299

Lachowicz, P., Gupta, A. C., Gaur, H., & Wiita, P. J. 2009, A&A,
506, L17

Lucchini, M., Markoff, S., Crumley, P., et al. 2019, MNRAS, 482,
4798

Madejski, G. M., Nalewajko, K., Madsen, K. K., et al. 2016, ApJ,
831, 142

Madsen, K. K., Beardmore, A. P., Forster, K., et al. 2017, AJ, 153,
2

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

Markowitz, A., & Edelson, R. 2004, ApJ, 617, 939

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

Montagni, F., Maselli, A., Massaro, E., et al. 2006, A&A, 451, 435

Morini, M., Chiappetti, L., Maccagni, D., et al. 1986, ApJL, 306,
L71

Miicke, A., Protheroe, R. J., Engel, R., et al. 2003, Astroparticle
Physics, 18, 593

Osterman, M. A., Miller, H. R., Marshall, K., et al. 2007, ApJ, 671,
97



X-ray IDV or PKS 2155-304 19

Paliya, V. S., Bottcher, M., Diltz, C., Stalin, C. S., Sahyanathan S.,
& Ravikumar, C. D. 2015, ApJ, 811, 143

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

Pandey, A., Gupta, A. C., & Wiita, P. J. 2018, ApJ, 859, 49

Pekeur, N. W., Taylor, A. R., Potter, S. B., et al. 2016, MNRAS,
462, L8O

Peceur, N. W., Taylor, A. R., & Kraan-Korteweg, R. C. 2020,
MNRAS, 495, 2162

Pesce, J. E., Urry, C. M., Maraschi, L., et al. 1997, ApJ, 486, 770

Pian, E., Urry, C. M., Treves, A., et al. 1997, ApJ, 486, 784

Quirrenbach, A., Witzel, A., Wagner, S., et al. 1991, ApJL, 372,
L71

Rybicki, G. B., & Lightman, A. P. 1979, Radiative Processes in
Astrophysics (New York: Wiley-Interscience)

Sadowski, A., & Narayan, R. 2016, MNRAS, 456, 3929

Sandrinelli, A., Covino, S., & Treves, A. 2014, ApJL, 793, L1

Schwartz, D. A., Doxsey, R. E., Griffiths, R. E., et al. 1979, ApJL,
229,153

Sembay, S., Warwick, R. S., Urry, C. M., et al. 1993, ApJ, 404, 112

Snyder, W. A., Davidsen, A. F., Wood, K., et al. 1980, ApJL, 237,
L11

Sagar, R., Stalin, C. S., Gopal-Krishna, & Wiita, P. J. MNRAS,
348, 176

Tagliaferri, G., Stella, L., Maraschi, L., et al. 1991, ApJ, 380, 78

Takahashi, T., Abe, K., Endo, M., et al. 2007, PAS]J, 59, 35

Tanihata, C., Urry, C. M., Takahashi, T., et al. 2001, ApJ, 563, 569

Treves, A., Morini, M., Chiappetti, L., et al. 1989, ApJ, 341, 733

Urry, C. M., Maraschi, L., Edelson, R., et al. 1993, ApJ, 411, 614

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

Urry, C. M., Treves, A., Maraschi, L., et al. 1997, ApJ, 486, 799

van der Klis, M. 1989, ARA&A, 27, 517

Vaughan, S., Edelson, R., Warwick, R. S., et al. 2003, MNRAS,
345, 1271

Vaughan, S. 2005, A&A, 431, 391

Vestrand, W. T., Stacy, J. G., & Sreekumar, P. 1995, ApJL, 454,
L93

Vestergaard, M. 2004, in AGN Physics with the Sloan Digital Sky
Survey, eds. G. T. Richards and P. B. Hall, ASP Conf. Ser. 311,
(San Francisco, ASP), p. 69

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

Yamada, S., Uchiyama, H., Dotani, T., et al. 2012, PASJ, 64, 53

Zhang, B.-K., Zhao, X.-Y., Wang, C.-X., et al. 2014, RA&Ap, 14,
933

Zhang, P-f., Yan, D.-h., Liao, N.-h., et al. 2017, ApJ, 835, 260

Zhang, Y. H., Celotti, A., Treves, A., et al. 1999, AplJ, 527, 719

Zhang, Y. H., Treves, A., Celotti, A., et al. 2002, ApJ, 572, 762

Zhang, Y. H., Treves, A., Celotti, A., et al. 2005, ApJ, 629, 686

Zhang, Y. H., Treves, A., Maraschi, L., et al. 2006, ApJ, 637, 699

Zhang, Y. H. 2008, ApJ, 682, 789

Zhang, Z., Gupta, A. C., Gaur, H., et al. 2019, ApJ, 884, 125



