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ABSTRACT
We report the detection and analysis of a radio flare observed on 17 April 2014 from Sgr A* at 9 GHz using the VLA in its
A-array configuration. This is the first reported simultaneous radio observation of Sgr A* across 16 frequency windows between
8 and 10 GHz. We cross correlate the lowest and highest spectral windows centered at 8.0 and 9.9 GHz, respectively, and find the
8.0 GHz light curve lagging 18.37+2.17−2.18 minutes behind the 9.9 GHz light curve. This is the first time lag found in Sgr A*’s light
curve across a narrow radio frequency bandwidth. We separate the quiescent and flaring components of Sgr A* via flux offsets
at each spectral window. The emission is consistent with an adiabatically-expanding synchrotron plasma, which we fit to the
light curves to characterize the two components. The flaring emission has an equipartition magnetic field strength of 2.2 Gauss,
size of 14 Schwarzschild radii, average speed of 12000 km s−1, and electron energy spectrum index (𝑁 (𝐸) ∝ 𝐸−𝑝), 𝑝 = 0.18.
The peak flare flux at 10 GHz is approximately 25% of the quiescent emission. This flare is abnormal as the inferred magnetic
field strength and size are typically about 10 Gauss and few Schwarzschild radii. The properties of this flare are consistent with
a transient warm spot in the accretion flow at a distance of 10-100 Schwarzschild radii from Sgr A*. Our analysis allows for
independent characterization of the variable and quiescent components, which is significant for studying temporal variations in
these components.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Sagittarius A* (Sgr A*) is the closest example of a supermassive
black hole, located at the dynamical center of the Galaxy at a dis-
tance of approximately 8.2 kpc (Gravity Collaboration et al. 2019).
Sgr A* was discovered by Balick & Brown (1974) with the Green
Bank Interferometer and subsequently confirmed by the Westerbork
Array and Very Long Baseline Interferometry (see Melia & Falcke
2001, and references therein), Brown & Lo (1982) detected its radio
variability shortly thereafter.
The proximity of this source to the Earth has made it a prime target

for a close-up view of how supermassive black holes at the center
of other galaxies interact with their surroundings. As such, Sgr A*
has been well monitored at wavelengths from the radio to X-rays,
all of which show flux variability. At infrared wavelengths, there
are about four daily flares (Dodds-Eden et al. 2009, and references
therein), which are likely optically-thin synchrotron emission (Eckart
et al. 2004, 2006). At radio and submillimeter wavelengths, flaring
occurs on hourly timescales (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2011; Dexter et al.
2014; Iwata et al. 2020). Lifetimes of such flares are shorter than
radio/submillimeter synchrotron cooling times, and are consistent
with an adiabatically-expanding synchrotron plasma (Yusef-Zadeh
et al. 2006a). The variable emission present at all wavelengths is

★ E-mail: michail@u.northwestern.edu

considered part of the "flaring component," the origin of which is
unknown and might originate from outflows, jets, or accretion flows.

Sgr A* also has a steady or quasi-steady component, known as the
"quiescent component," which has been studied in the radio and sub-
millimeter. The emission from this component is likely dominated
by an accretion disk. Herrnstein et al. (2004) noted epochs of varying
flux and spectral index in the radio, which might indicate different
states of accretion onto the black hole. Studying the quiescent com-
ponent in the radio and submillimeter is difficult, as the variability
of the flaring component superimposes itself onto the more slowly
varying quiescent emission. Therefore, radio observations of Sgr A*
intrinsically measure the sum of the fluxes from these components.

In an attempt to study only the quiescent component, time-
averaging the emission in this wavelength regime has been used.
Duschl & Lesch (1994) use radio and submillimeter observations av-
eraged over 11 years to determine the spectrum of Sgr A*. Their anal-
ysis yields a power-law of the form 𝑆𝜈 ∝ 𝜈0.35−0.38. Similar analyses
find different spectral indices consistent with the range 𝑆𝜈 ∝ 𝜈0.1−0.4

(Melia & Falcke 2001, and references therein). However, compara-
ble to the result of Herrnstein et al. (2004) noted above, additional
long-term variability studies have been completed, which shows that
this technique may not be appropriate. Falcke (1999) identifies vari-
ability at 2.3 and 8.3 GHz on timescales between 50 and 200 days.
Additional analyses at 23 GHz suggests a 106 day periodicity (Zhao
et al. 2001). However, a reanalysis of this data by Macquart & Bower
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(2006) was unable to confirm this value. Therefore, to study the qui-
escent component, the flaring component must be first characterized
and removed.
Simultaneousmulti-wavelength observations at radio, submillime-

ter, infrared, and X-ray wavelengths have been used to characterize
the flaring component (e.g, Falcke et al. 1998; An et al. 2005; Yusef-
Zadeh et al. 2008, 2009; Mossoux et al. 2016). Radio observations
using this technique are particularly numerous from the historicVLA,
with fast-frequency switching enabling near-simultaneous observa-
tions at 22 and 43 GHz (e.g. Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2006b, 2008). Yusef-
Zadeh et al. (2006b) used an adiabatically-expanding synchrotron
plasma model ("plasmon" model, van der Laan 1966) to characterize
a flare from Sgr A*, where the peak flux at 22 GHz was delayed
by approximately 20 minutes relative to 43 GHz. This model nat-
urally describes time delays between different pairs of frequencies
as decreasing optical depth of the plasma blob with increasing size
and has been subsequently applied to many flaring events observed
across the electromagnetic spectrum (e.g., Eckart et al. 2006, 2008;
Marrone et al. 2008; Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2008, 2009; Miyazaki et al.
2013).
The upgraded VLA correlator now allows for truly simultaneous

observations across several GHz of bandwidth in the radio spectrum,
providing opportunities to apply this model without fast-frequency
switching or observations from other telescopes. Therefore, a single
VLA frequency band with the same UV coverage can be used to
calculate properties of the flaring plasma, such as electron energy
index, magnetic field strength, electron density, and expansion speed.
Here, we present an analysis of a radio flare from Sgr A* observed

with the Karl G. Jansky Very Large Array (VLA) on 17 April 2014.
We report a strong flare lasting at least 6 hours, which was observed
at central frequency of 9 GHz with 2 GHz of total bandwidth. In
Section 2, we present our data reduction methods. In Section 3, we
present cross correlation analyses between the light curves of themost
widely separated spectral windows. We attempt to split the flaring
and quiescent components via constant offsets at each of the spectral
windows. In Section 4, we characterize the quiescent and flaring
components to this remarkable observation by simultaneously fitting
a sumof adiabatic expansion and power-lawmodels across each of the
16 spectral windows for the first time. We subsequently compare the
results from the constant offset model, those from this more detailed
analysis, and from previous work. In Section 5, we summarize our
results.

2 OBSERVATION AND DATA REDUCTION

The VLA observed Sgr A* on 17 April 2014 as part of project ID
14A-232 (PI: Yusef-Zadeh) in the A-configuration for a total on-
source time of approximately 5.5 hours. Observations completed on
this date used the X-band receivers centered at 9 GHz with a total
bandwidth of approximately 2 GHz. The total bandwidth was com-
posed of 16 intermediate frequencies (IFs), each with a bandwidth
of 128 MHz. Additionally, each IF was composed of 64 channels
with a bandwidth of 2 MHz. This frequency configuration allowed
for observing the 4 circular polarization products (RR, LL, RL, and
LR). The reduction of this data set is described below.
The observation is composed of subsequent scans of calibrator

targets (3C286, J1733-1304, and J1744-3116) and the science target,
Sgr A*. 3C286, a standard VLA calibrator, is used to set the flux
scaling and polarization angle. J1733-1304 is used as the bandpass
calibrator. J1744-3116 (denoted J1744 throughout the rest of this
paper) is used as the complex gain and polarization leakage calibrator.
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Figure 1. Total intensity light curves on 17 April 2014 for Sgr A* (in blue)
and J1744-3116 (red) for the 16 intermediate frequencies (IFs) discussed in
this paper. Note that the light curves for the two sources are on different scales.
Error bars for the Sgr A* data are smaller than the markers, whereas error
bars for J1744 are about the size of the markers.

Data for this day’s observation were downloaded from the VLA
archive in the native SDM-BDF format. We reduced this data set
with the default VLA pipeline within CASA (McMullin et al. 2007,
version 5.6.2). We follow the default CASA polarization reduction1
to properly calibrate the polarimetry. The Sgr A* and J1744 data
were exported to UVFITS files and imported into AIPS for further
processing. TVFLGwas used to flag additional misbehaving baselines
and antennas not flagged in the initial rounds of processing. Phase
self-calibration was completed on both targets to remove effects of
atmospheric turbulence. These self-calibrated data are used with
AIPS task DFTPL to make light curves of both Sgr A* and J1744,
where baselines greater than 100 k𝜆 are used with a 1 minute binning
time for each IF. Discussion of the polarization analysis is left for a
future paper.
Throughout our analysis, we noticed flux discontinuities present

between neighboring IFs, which cause the spectrum of Sgr A* to
deviate from a pure power law. The jumps in Sgr A*’s spectrum
are identical to the flux bootstrapping residuals for J1733-1304 and
J1744-3116 in the CASA pipeline. The residual fluxes of the two
calibrators are on the order of 1%,whichmatch the expected accuracy
of this pipeline step2. These discontinuities are notably present for
IFs toward the ends of a baseband since they are plagued by decreased
sensitivity from spectral roll-off.

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2021)
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3 RESULTS

In Figure 1 we present the 16 simultaneous light curves of Sgr A*
(in blue) and J1744 (in red). The frequency of each IF is shown at
the bottom right of each panel. All of the light curves show the same
general trend of increasing flux at a level of approximately 15% from
the beginning of the observation with a slow decay after the peak
occurs. This cannot be an instrumental effect as the light curve of
J1744 remains constant throughout the observation.

3.1 Cross Correlation Analysis

Webegin by completing a cross correlation analysis between themost
widely separated frequencies to determine if there is a time delay
between light curves across the band. This is performed in two ways.
The first uses the z-transformed discrete correlation function (ZDCF;
Alexander 1997), which is especially useful for un-evenly sampled
light curves. In conjunction with the PLIKE program (Alexander
2013), an error interval on the peak time-lag can be determined. For
this analysis, we use a 95%(2𝜎) confidence interval. We show the
cross correlation function (CCF) between the 8.052 and 9.948 GHz
light curves in Figure 2a, where we find the lowest frequency to peak
21.00+5.22−3.74 minutes after the highest frequency. Note that this value
is comparable to the typical time delay observed between 22 and 43
GHz of about 20 minutes (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2006b, 2008).
As an additional check, we use the Python package pyCCF (Pe-

terson et al. 1998; Sun et al. 2018) for an independent measure of
the time delay. This package determines the time lag between two
datasets via the interpolated CCF function, where two light curves
at irregularly-sampled times are interpolated to the same time grid
such that typical cross correlation analyses can be completed. Monte
Carlo simulations are used to build a histogram of time lags to find
the mean lag and error interval. The cross correlation centroid peak
distribution is shown in Figure 2b with a 2𝜎 interval denoted. Again,
we find that the lower frequency peaks roughly 20 minutes after the
highest frequency, confirming that this is not a spurious result. Due
to the wide simultaneous frequency coverage provided by the VLA,
we determine the time lag for each pair of spectral windows. This is
shown in Figure 3, where the pyCCF package was used to calculate
the lag. For any pair of frequencies, the figure shows that the light
curve at a frequency on the x-axis peaks after the light curve at a
higher frequency on the y-axis. This can be confirmed by consider-
ing the measured 18.37+2.17−2.18 minute delay between 8.052 and 9.948
GHz. The smooth gradient of measured lags between the most- and
least-widely separated frequencies demonstrates that the time lag
presented above is not due to spurious features in the light curves.
Instead, it is an intrinsic property of them.

3.2 Spectral Index of the Quiescent and Flaring Components

The observed flux at any frequency, denoted 𝑆𝜈 , from Sgr A* is a
superposition of the quiescent and flaring components. Yusef-Zadeh
et al. (2006b) attempted to separate these components by removing a
steady flux offset from both observed frequencies. This zeroth-order
method allows for general properties of the quiescent and flaring
components (such as spectral index) to be calculated. Here, the flux

1 https://casaguides.nrao.edu/index.php?title=CASA_Guides:
Polarization_Calibration_based_on_CASA_pipeline_standard_
reduction:_The_radio_galaxy_3C75-CASA5.6.2
2 https://science.nrao.edu/facilities/vla/docs/manuals/
oss2014A/performance/fdscale

offset for each frequency is determined at the beginning of the ob-
servation. This assumes the flare observed starts in concert with
the observations, which, while unlikely, allows us to study a heuristic
model of this observation.We denote this the "constant offset model"
throughout this paper.
We note that an inaccurate decomposition of the two components

will affect the results of this model; however, they strongly affect
the flaring component. This is caused by the relative fluxes of the
two components, as the quiescent emission is much stronger than the
variable emission.
Following Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2006b), we subtract the flux from

each of the IFs at the beginning of the observation and denote these
values the quiescent fluxes. They range from 0.99 Jy at 8.052 GHz to
1.09 Jy at 9.948 GHz. The residual fluxes are the flare light curves.
The spectral index is defined as:

𝛼 ≡ 𝑑 log 𝑆𝜈
𝑑 log 𝜈

. (1)

An error-weighted linear-least squares regression is used to fit the
spectral index. In Figure 4a, we show the spectral energy distribution
(SED) of the quiescent component with the fitted spectral index. The
light curves of the flare at four representative frequencies are shown
in Figure 4b.
There is structure present in the quiescent SED (Figure 4a) cen-

tered around 9.0 GHz, which deviates from a pure power-law at a
level greater than 1𝜎. This is caused by imperfect flux bootstrapping
from the calibrators to Sgr A* (see Section 2 for additional details).
We determine the spectral index of the flaring component over

time using the flare-only light curves, which are shown in Figure 4d
for 𝑡 > 9 hours UTC. Times before 9 hours UTC are highly variable
and are strongly dependent upon the choice of quiescent flux chosen
in the original light curves; therefore, we do not use these points in
this analysis. Toward the beginning of the flare, the spectral index
is approximately 𝛼 ≈ 2.5, indicative of optically-thick synchrotron
emission. At the end of the observation, the flare spectral index levels
out near 𝛼 ≈ 0.3. The red point shown in Figure 4d marks the time
at which the 9.948 GHz light curve reaches its maximum flux. An
example of the flare SED at that time is shown in Figure 4c.
Our analysis finds the spectral index of the quiescent component is

𝛼𝑐 = 0.37± 0.04 while the spectral index of the flare emission at the
9.948 GHz peak is approximately twice as steep at 𝛼 𝑓 = 0.89±0.07.
The flare characteristics here are comparable to the flare studied in
Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2006b), where the authors find the peak flare
spectral index is roughly double the quiescent component spectral
index.
The temporal variations of the flaring emission’s flux and spectral

index are consistent with an adiabatically-expanding plasmamodel as
described in Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2006b), which warrants a complete
analysis of this flare using this picture.

4 DISCUSSION

4.1 The Adiabatic Expansion Model

The adiabatic expansion picture begins with a uniform, spherical
blob of synchrotron-emitting plasma that is optically-thick at radio
wavelengths. It is composed of electrons with a power-law num-
ber density of the form 𝑁 (𝐸) ∝ 𝐸−𝑝 with upper and lower energy
bounds 𝐸1 and 𝐸2, which are functions of time. It expands adiabat-
ically and is assumed to not interact with a surrounding medium,
neither transferring magnetic flux nor energy density. The expansion
of the blob decreases the optical depth until it becomes optically-thin,

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2021)
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(a) (b)

Figure 2. (a) The cross correlation function using the z-transformed discrete correlation function (ZDCF; Alexander 1997) between 8.052 and 9.948 GHz. The
analysis finds that the lowest frequency data peaks about 20 minutes after the highest frequency data. A 2𝜎 confidence interval, shaded in pink, is used for the
errors. (b) The histogram of centroid lag times using 5000 Monte Carlo simulations from the pyCCF (Sun et al. 2018) Python package between the highest and
lowest frequency light curves. This method finds the highest frequency light curve peaking about 18 minutes ahead of the lowest frequency, comparable to the
time lag found using the ZDCF method. A 2𝜎 error range is shown.

Figure 3.Aplot of all measured time delays between each pair of frequencies.
The light curve for any frequency on the x-axis peaks after the light curve on
the y-axis. The color displays the time delay between these two frequencies
as determined by the pyCCF package.

which causes the light curves to reach a peak flux then decay. This
occurs at progressively lower frequencies as the blob expands, which
naturally explains the time delays between the peak fluxes at different
frequencies.
The model is fully-characterized by five parameters: 𝑆𝑝0 , 𝛽, 𝑡0,

𝑟, and 𝑝. 𝑆𝑝0 is the peak flux at reference frequency 𝜈0. 𝛽 is the

acceleration parameter of the blob, where values of 𝛽 > 1 indicate
acceleration, 𝛽 < 1 deceleration, and 𝛽 = 1 is uniform expansion. 𝑡0
is defined as the "apparent age" of the source by van der Laan (1966)
under the assumption of constant acceleration. 𝑟 is the normalized
blob radius and is related to 𝛽 and 𝑡0 via the relation: 𝑟 ≡ (𝑡/𝛽𝑡0)𝛽 .
𝑡 is defined as the age of the flare. 𝑝 is the power-law index of the
electron energy spectrum (𝐸−𝑝). The flux density at any frequency
and time is described via:

𝑆𝑝 (𝜈, 𝑟) = 𝑆
𝑝

0

(
𝜈

𝜈0

)5/2
𝑟3

(
1 − exp(−𝜏𝜈)
1 − exp(−𝜏0)

)
, (2)

where 𝜏𝜈 is the optical depth at frequency 𝜈 defined as

𝜏𝜈 = 𝜏0

(
𝜈

𝜈0

)−(𝑝+4)/2
𝑟−(2𝑝+4) . (3)

𝜏0, the optical depth of the flare at its peak, satisfies the following
relation:

𝑒𝜏0 −
(
2𝑝
3

+ 1
)
𝜏0 − 1 = 0, (4)

(Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2006b). In Section 3.2, we assume that the qui-
escent flux of Sgr A* is constant during the observation. However,
a sophisticated model will be able to distinguish between a time-
independent or -dependent quiescent flux. To first order, the time-
dependent emission of the quiescent flux can be described by:

𝑆𝑞 (𝜈, 𝑡) =
(
𝑆
𝑞

0 + ¤𝑆𝑞 (𝑡 − 8)
) ( 𝜈

𝜈0

)𝛼𝑞

. (5)

Here, 𝑡 is the UTC time, 𝑆𝑞0 is the flux at frequency 𝜈0 at 𝑡 = 8 hours
UTC, ¤𝑆𝑞 is the frequency-independent time derivative of 𝑆𝑞0 , and
𝛼𝑞 is the spectral index of the quiescent component. The universal

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2021)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 4. (a) The spectral energy distribution (SED) of the quiescent component assuming a constant flux in time. The orange line denotes the spectral index
fit of the data using an error-weighted linear-least squares regression. The black lines are 1000 Monte Carlo realizations of the fit. (b) The light curves of the
flaring component for four of our observed frequencies. (c) The SED of the flare at the time of peak flare emission at 9.948 GHz. The orange line denotes the
spectral index fit of the flare at this instant using an error-weighted linear-least squares regression. The black lines are 1000 Monte Carlo realizations of the fitted
spectral index. (d) Spectral index in time for the flaring component of Sgr A*. The red point denotes the time of peak flux at 9.948 GHz.

time is taken relative to the start of the observation (𝑡 ≈ 8 hours
UTC). In this form, Equation 5 is a first-order Taylor expansion of
the quiescent component’s flux in time. Thismore general case places
no constraints on the quiescent component’s possible variable nature,
which will affect the fitted flaring model parameters. The use of a
time-variable quiescent component was presented in Yusef-Zadeh
et al. (2008) to simultaneously fit flaring emission from Sgr A* at

22 and 43 GHz. Adopting an explicit time-dependent term, whose
strength is a free parameter, allows for an unbiased determination of
the quiescent component’s underlying nature. If the quiescent flux is
constant, ¤𝑆𝑞 ≈ 0, and the flux at any frequency is only a power-law.
This form additionally guarantees a constant spectral index for the
quiescent component over the observation.

We attempt to simultaneously fit the flaring and quiescent compo-

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2021)
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Figure 5. The fitted two-component model for each of the 16 IFs (in black)
compared to the measured Sgr A* light curves (in red). 1𝜎 errors on the fits
are shown in the shaded gray region.

nents of Sgr A* assuming the model 𝑆𝜈 = 𝑆𝑝 (𝜈, 𝑟) + 𝑆𝑞 (𝜈, 𝑡) accu-
rately describes the source. However, we must re-define the value of
𝑟 as

𝑟 =

(
𝑡 − 𝑡𝑠

𝛽𝑡0

)𝛽
. (6)

We have introduced a new parameter 𝑡𝑠 , which is defined as the
universal time when the flare begins (𝑟 (𝑡𝑠) = 0). This is functionally
equivalent to the original definition where 𝑡 = 0 corresponds to the
start of the flare. Here, however, 𝑡 corresponds to the universal time.
This offset implies the flare age is equivalent to 𝑡 − 𝑡𝑠 . As above,
we take 𝜈0 = 9.948 GHz. The fitted models are shown in black in
Figure 5 with the 1𝜎 error range shaded in gray. The original data
are plotted for reference in red. We list our fitted parameters with 1𝜎
errors in Table 1. In Figure 6a we show the fitted quiescent SED, and,
in Figure 6b, the flare light curves of four frequencies are shown.
At 8.948 and 9.948 GHz, the observed flux from Sgr A* is higher

than the adiabatic expansion model. This discrepancy is caused by an
imperfect flux transfer from the calibrators to Sgr A*, as described
in Section 2, and is likely due to an over-correction in the bandpass
calibration due to spectral sensitivity roll-off.
The value of ¤𝑆𝑞 is −0.0136 Jy hr−1 implying that the quiescent

component’s flux is decreasing in time. The absolute change in the
quiescent flux over the 6 hour observation is 82 mJy, which cor-
responds to about 30% of the peak flare flux at 9.948 GHz. The
constant offset model (Section 3.2) cannot fully separate the flaring
and quiescent components since flux changes in the latter component
are comparable to those in the flaring component.
Previous analyses have assumed constant (𝛽 = 1) expansion of the

blob (e.g., Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2006b, 2008), where we left it as a free
parameter. Our analysis of this flare yields 𝛽 = 1.50±0.05. This is in
contrast with the value assumed for Sgr A*; however, it agrees with
values found in extragalactic sources (van der Laan 1963). Future

Parameter Description Value

𝑆
𝑝

0 9.948 GHz Peak flare flux 0.26 ± 0.004 Jy
𝑝 Flare Energy Power-Index 0.18 ± 0.06
𝛽 Acceleration parameter 1.50 ± 0.05
𝑡0 Flare apparent age 4.24 ± 0.03 hrs
𝑡𝑠 Start time for blob expansion 5.13 ± 0.01 hrs UTC
𝑆
𝑞

0 9.948 GHz Quiescent flux 1.04 ± 0.002 Jy
¤𝑆𝑞 Time derivative of quiescent flux −0.0136 ± 0.0024 Jy/hr
𝛼𝑞 Quiescent spectral index 0.33 ± 0.02

Table 1. Fitted parameters of the two-component model compromised of
power-law quiescent and adiabatically-expanding flaring components.

analyses of Sgr A* flaring emission with 𝛽 as a free parameter will
be needed to determine its distribution.
For the fitted model, we complete a time delay analysis between

the highest and lowest frequencies as in Section 3.1. This yields a
lag time 𝛿𝑡 = 20.27+2.35−2.66 minutes, where the errors quoted are at 2𝜎.
This value is consistent with the observed lags from both techniques
presented in Section 3.1 to within 2𝜎. In the adiabatic picture, the
time lag between any two frequencies is a function of 𝑡0, 𝑡𝑠 , 𝛽, and
𝑝. Therefore, this value is an important constraint to determine if
the fit was successful. The fitted values are well-constrained due to
the number of simultaneous frequency observations that these data
provide. With 16 IFs, the model must accurately fit 15 independent
time lag combinations, 14 more observations at two frequencies can
provide. The 30 second sampling time we use for these light curves
gives a large set of data to accurately determine the flare peak flux
and, therefore, the quiescent component parameters. In total, our
analysis likely provides the most robust set of parameters yet while
applying this technique to Sgr A*.
Since the model fit can be extrapolated to all frequencies, we

compare the inferred properties of this flare at 22 and 43 GHz with
those in the literature. We calculate the expected light curves at these
two frequencies and determine the estimated time lag is 𝛿𝑡43−22 =

47.55+1.36−0.98 minutes. Typical values of 𝛿𝑡43−22 have been observed to
be in the range of 20 − 30 minutes (e.g., Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2006b,
2008). The predicted peak fluxes at 22 and 43 GHz are 440 and 653
mJy, respectively. Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2006b) reports peak fluxes at
these two respective frequencies of approximately 60 and 137 mJy,
while Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2008) finds flare peaks between 75 − 150
mJy at 22 GHz and 160−300mJy at 43 GHz. The flare analyzed here
is much different from those previously reported, given the difference
in predicted peak fluxes and time delays at higher frequencies with
narrow bandwidths (∼ 100 MHz).
To determine physical parameters, we make assumptions about

the electron energy distribution. Previous papers have reported or as-
sumed electron energy indices much steeper than the one found here.
For steep power laws, the spectrum normalization can be analyti-
cally determined by integrating over all possible electron energies.
For 𝑝 < 1/3, however, this normalization diverges, and the analytic
synchrotron source function gives non-physical values. 𝑝 found in
this analysis is below the analytic limit, and a different normalization
must be determined. To obtain physical parameters for this blob, we
normalize the spectrum with a maximum electron energy that is 10
times greater than the characteristic electron energy. This normaliza-
tion allows us to calculate physical parameters for this source.
We assume the lower and upper electron energy bounds are trun-

cated at 1 and 100 MeV, respectively. We adopt equal proton and
electron energy densities in the blob, with equal numbers of protons

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2021)
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(a) (b)

Figure 6. (a) The fitted quiescent component SED of Sgr A*. The fluxes are calculated at t = 8 hrs UTC, corresponding to the start of the observation. (b) The
fitted flare light curve for four observed frequencies.

and electrons for charge neutrality. For a peak flux of 260 mJy at
9.948 GHz, the blob radius is 1.8×1013 cm (14 Schwarzschild radii,
assuming 𝑀Sgr A* = 4.3× 106 M�), a mass of 5.2× 1019 g, electron
density of 1.3 × 103 cm−3, and equipartition magnetic field strength
of 2.2 Gauss. With an apparent age of 4.24 hours, this yields an
average expansion velocity of approximately 12000 km/s, or 0.039c.
The full list of physical parameters is shown in Table 2. The absolute
values of the physical parameters are accurate to order unity. Most
of the uncertainty in these parameters comes from the assumptions
regarding the flaring region, such as the upper and lower bounds of
the electron energy spectrum. However, our assumptions are very
similar to those in the literature. Therefore, a relative comparison
between different analyses is still worthwhile.

The derived physical parameters for this flare are much different
from those previously reported in the literature. Yusef-Zadeh et al.
(2006b) reported a flare with a magnetic field strength of 22 Gauss
and a mass of 4 × 1019 grams with a radius of 4 RS (Schwarzschild
radii). Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2008) fit four Sgr A* flares with the
adiabatic expansion model and found magnetic field strengths in the
range of 10− 76 Gauss with radii of 0.5− 3.2 RS. Yusef-Zadeh et al.
(2009) fit four flares (two of which were reported in Marrone et al.
2008) and found magnetic field strengths between 13 and 75 Gauss
with radii of 0.52−9.8 RS. The most similar flare to the one reported
here had a magnetic field of 13 Gauss with radius 9.8 RS but with
a more steep electron power index of 𝑝 = 1.5. Kunneriath et al.
(2010) model several simultaneously-observed flares at near-IR and
millimeter wavelengths; their results show magnetic fields of 30−86
Gauss with radii of 0.2−1.3 RS. Only one paper cited here calculates
the mass of the plasmon, which matches to within an order of unity
of our observed value. However, this value is poorly determined as
it is calculated using the number density of relativistic electrons. A
possible admixture of colder material is not accounted for in the mass
estimate.

The flare reported here appears to be an outlier in terms of mag-
netic field strength, size, and the electron spectrum. The low inferred
magnetic field strength and large radius of this plasma compared
to earlier work suggests this emission is caused by a transient warm
spot in the accretion flow at large radii. Ressler et al. (2020) complete
3D magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) simulations of magnetized Wolf-
Rayet stellar winds accreting onto Sgr A*. Their free parameter was
plasma 𝛽𝑊 , which they varied to simulate weak and strong magnetic
fields in the stellar winds. Their simulations show electron densities
𝑛𝑒 ≈ 103 cm−3 at distances of≈ 10−100 𝑅𝑆 . Their simulations with
the lowest 𝛽𝑊 (𝛽𝑊 = 102, 104) yield RMS magnetic field strengths
of roughly 1 Gauss at 250 Schwarzschild radii from the central black
hole. These simulations support our hypothesis of a transient warm
spot laying far from Sgr A* as the source of this variable emission.
The electron power index is much flatter than those previously

reported. This may suggest a relativistic Maxwellian energy distribu-
tion for the electrons rather than the power-law distribution assumed
here. The Maxwellian distribution is consistent with the transient
warm spot hypothesis discussed above, rather than a more energetic
event, like a magnetic reconnection. However, attempting to fit the
flaring emission with such a model is outside the scope of this paper.

4.2 Comparing the Quiescent SED Parameters with Previous
Analyses

The quiescent spectral index found using the constant offset model
is 𝛼 = 0.37 ± 0.04, while the adiabatic expansion model found
𝛼 = 0.33 ± 0.02. These values are consistent within 1𝜎 and are
comparable to the 𝜈0.33 power-law spectrum claimed by Duschl &
Lesch (1994). The quiescent spectral indices here are much steeper
than the value Melia & Falcke (2001) list between 1.36 and 8.5 GHz
(𝛼 = 0.17), and is more comparable to their spectral index between
15 and 43 GHz (𝛼 = 0.3). Due to the sparse frequency coverage, it
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Parameter Description Value

𝐸𝑚𝑖𝑛 Electron Lower Energy Bound 1 MeV
𝐸𝑚𝑎𝑥 Electron Upper Energy Bound 100 MeV
𝜏9.948 Optical Depth at 9.948 GHz 0.22
𝑛𝑒 Electron density 1.3 × 103 cm−3

𝑅 Radius of flaring region 1.8 × 1013 cm
𝐵𝑒𝑞 Equipartition magnetic field strength 2.2 G
𝑀 Mass of flaring region 5.2 × 1019 g

Table 2. Physical parameters of the adiabatically-expanding flaring compo-
nent.

is difficult to say whether the change in spectral indices from Melia
& Falcke (2001) is gradual (a bend in the SED) or sudden (a break
in the SED). The fluxes at 8.5 and 15 GHz in their analysis are 0.8
and 1 Jy, respectively, indicating a gradual change. We do not find
evidence in our fitted quiescent SED for either of these cases, as it is
well-fit by a single power-law.
We note that the quiescent emission at 9.948 GHz from this analy-

sis is approximately 10% higher than inferred from the time-averaged
SED. This may be suggestive of a different accretion state of the qui-
escent component compared to the 1980-2000 average presented in
Melia & Falcke (2001).

5 SUMMARY

We have reported and analyzed a flare from Sgr A* between 8 and
10 GHz from the VLA. Cross correlation analyses find a time delay
between the highest (9.948 GHz) and lowest (8.052 GHz) frequen-
cies on the order of 20 minutes, which is the first non-zero detection
of a time delay within the same radio frequency band. We attempt
to determine characteristics of the quiescent and flaring components
in two ways. The first subtracts a frequency-dependent constant flux
from each light curve, considered to be the quiescent component,
and uses the residual flux as a measure of the flaring component light
curve. The second uses a sum of a time-dependent power-law, rep-
resentative of the quiescent component, and adiabatically-expanding
synchrotron flux models, representative of the flaring component, to
describe Sgr A*. Our fitted adiabatic expansion model reproduces
a time delay between the highest and lowest frequency data of ap-
proximately 20 minutes. We have, for the first time, simultaneously
characterized the quiescent and flaring components of Sgr A* using
the adiabatic expansion model with limited assumptions. The flare
analyzed here is abnormal as it is larger in size and has a smaller
magnetic field strength than those previously reported in the litera-
ture. These physical parameters are consistent withMHD simulations
of an accretion flow around Sgr A* that originate from magnetized
Wolf-Rayet stellar winds. In this picture, the warm spot in the cold
accretion flow is adibatically expanding. The technique presented
here will prove useful for future concurrent multi-wavelength ob-
servations of Sgr A*, which will allow for characterization of the
quiescent and flaring components along a wide swath of frequencies
simultaneously.
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