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ABSTRACT

Using simultaneous Very Long Baseline Array and Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory X-ray Telescope

observations of the active galactic nucleus (AGN) in NGC 2992 over a six-month observing campaign,

we observed a large drop in core 5 cm radio luminosity, by a factor of > 3, in tandem with factor of

> 5 increase in 2− 10 keV X-ray luminosity. While NGC 2992 has long been an important object for
studies of X-ray variability, our study is the first simultaneous X-ray and radio variability campaign

on this object. We observe that the X-ray spectral index does not change over the course of the flare,

consistent with a change in the bulk amount of Comptonizing plasma, potentially due to a magnetic

reconnection event in the accretion disk. The drop in apparent radio luminosity can be explained by

a change in free-free absorption, which we calculate to correspond to an ionized region with physical
extent and electron density consistent with the broad line region (BLR). Our results are consistent with

magnetic reconnection events in the dynamic accretion disk creating outbursts of ionizing material,

increasing Compton up-scattering of UV accretion disk photons and feeding material into the BLR.

These findings present an important physical picture for the dynamical relationship between X-ray
and radio emission in AGNs.

Keywords: galaxies: active — galaxies: nuclei — radio continuum: galaxies — X-rays: galaxies galax-
ies: interactions

1. INTRODUCTION

Over the past two decades, a deep relationship be-

tween supermassive black holes (SMBHs) and their host
galaxies has gradually been revealed. The discovery

that the masses of SMBHs correlate tightly with the

velocity dispersion of stars in the bulge of their host

galaxy (Ferrarese & Merritt 2000; Gebhardt et al. 2000)
was unexpected, as the gravitational sphere of influ-

ence of a SMBH: rG = GMBHσ
−2
⋆ is over two orders

of magnitude too small to directly affect the dynamics

of the stellar bulge. Consequently, a co-evolution be-
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tween SMBHs and their host galaxies over cosmic time

must occur, in which the buildup of SMBHs and (at
least) classical bulges are highly correlated processes

(Kormendy & Ho 2013). One of the possible mecha-

nisms behind this co-evolution is “feedback” between

the host bulge and SMBH, in which periods of SMBH
accretion, when the SMBH radiates as an active galactic

nucleus (AGN), affect the star formation efficiency of the

surrounding interstellar medium (ISM). These processes

invoke dynamic, causally-connected physical structures

ranging from scales of ∼ one hundredth of a parsec out
to several kpc, each emitting in some particular range of

wavelengths, giving AGNs the broadest spectral energy

distributions (SEDs) of any astrophysical object, effec-

tively covering the entire electromagnetic spectrum.
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In 2020, we introduced the Fundamental Reference

AGNMonitoring Experiment (FRAMEx; Dorland et al.

2020), an ongoing project led by the U.S. Naval Obser-

vatory to better understand the physical processes in
AGNs that affect their multi-wavelength apparent po-

sitions and morphologies, such as the relationship be-

tween the accretion disk and X-ray corona, and the

relationship between the X-ray corona with the pro-

duction of jets and other sources of radio emission.
In an initial Very Long Baseline Array (VLBA) and

Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory X-ray Telescope (XRT;

Burrows et al. 2005) snapshot campaign of 25 AGNs

that form a volume-complete sample out to 40 Mpc,
we showed that the “fundamental plane” of black hole

activity (e.g., Merloni et al. 2003) breaks down at high

physical resolution, suggesting that core X-ray emission

is (counter-intuitively) better correlated with extended

radio emission and raising the prospect of truly radio-
silent AGNs (Fischer et al. 2021).

We have since followed up with a six-month moni-

toring campaign, in which we observed several of the

AGNs detected with the VLBA on a monthly ba-
sis with simultaneous VLBA and XRT observations,

in order to explore the relationship between the X-

ray and radio emission at high physical resolution in

the time domain. In this work, we report on our

analysis of these data for NGC 2992, an Sa galaxy
(de Vaucouleurs et al. 1991) in the early stages of a

merger with its neighbor NGC 2993 (e.g., Duc et al.

2000). Previous work on NGC 2992 demonstrated the

presence of an extended, “Figure 8” loops of radio
emission (Ulvestad & Wilson 1984; Wehrle & Morris

1988) symmetric about the galactic nucleus, likely a

product of conical outflows (e.g., Marquez et al. 1998;

Chapman et al. 2000; Veilleux et al. 2001) driven by the

AGN (Friedrich et al. 2010), which is the dominant ion-
ization source in the inner kpc (e.g., Guolo-Pereira et al.

2021).

NGC 2992 is particularly variable in the X-rays, ex-

hibiting 2− 10 keV luminosity changes by over an order
of magnitude (e.g., Gilli et al. 2000), sometimes within

days-to-weeks timeframes (Murphy et al. 2007). This

extreme variability has been implicated in the spectral

changes that NGC 2992 exhibits at visual wavelengths,

varying between a Seyfert 1.5 and and a Seyfert 2
without measurable changes in line-of-sight reddening

(Trippe et al. 2008), tying the 2 − 10 keV emission to

ionizing continuum variability. At hard X-ray ener-

gies (> 10 keV), NGC 2992 presents a simple power-
law spectrum that exhibits variability similarly to the

soft X-ray emission (Beckmann et al. 2007). When con-

sidered jointly with the soft X-ray emission, both the

power-law spectral index Γ and the hydrogen column

density NH are relatively constant over time, leading

Beckmann et al. (2007) to argue that the X-ray lumi-

nosity variability in NGC 2992 could be due to varying
amounts of coronal plasma, as might be provided by

flares attributed to magnetic reconnection events in the

SMBH accretion disk.

X-ray emission line spectroscopy has shed light on

the nature of the X-ray flares in NGC 2992, with
Murphy et al. (2007) noting that a highly redshifted,

broad Fe Kα line appears during periods of high X-

ray luminosity, as later confirmed by Shu et al. (2010),

in contrast with Fe Kα emission at 6.4 keV nor-
mally found in the X-ray spectrum and attributed to

more distant matter, as noted also in Yaqoob et al.

(2007b). Other K-shell line emission lines of Si and S

near their rest-frame energies were later detected us-

ing higher spectral resolution observations during a pe-
riod of lower X-ray luminosity, but these observations

also demonstrated the existence of Si lines redshifted

by 2500 km s−1, indicating powerful AGN-driven out-

flows in NGC 2992 (Murphy et al. 2017). In X-ray ab-
sorption, Marinucci et al. (2018) recently found tenta-

tive evidence for an “ultra fast outflow”, with material

being ejected from the innermost accretion regions with

a velocity of about 0.21c, and a triggered simultaneous

broadband campaign by Marinucci et al. (2020a) also
showed a transient emission line at 5.4 keV, which the

authors attributed to a component just a few gravita-

tional radii away from the black hole in the highly vari-

able accretion disk.
The overall picture of NGC 2992 then is one of a

powerful AGN, possibly triggered by the merger with

NGC 2993, that is driving material out of the center of

the galaxy to large physical scales. The AGN is highly

variable, with several distinct kinematic components,
changes in spectral type (between type 1 and type 2)

over short timescales, providing a direct probe into the

innermost accretion processes of AGNs. The AGN in

NGC 2992 is therefore an excellent case study for mod-
els of AGN accretion, as was noted by Yaqoob et al.

(2007a) and Murphy et al. (2007).

Despite the rich multi-wavelength variability demon-

strated in this AGN, to date no study of the radio vari-

ability in NGC 2992 has been conducted. This is a ma-
jor deficiency, as while the X-ray emission in AGNs is a

proxy for the thermal accretion luminosity (via inverse

Compton scattering of disk UV photons), the radio emis-

sion traces the non-thermal, magneto-hydrodynamic in-
teraction of BH/accretion disk magnetic fields and high-

energy electrons responsible for putative jet activity (for

a review, see Blandford et al. 2019). Moreover, while
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there have been entire VLBI monitoring campaigns of

luminous AGN jets (e.g., Lister et al. 2009, 2016), there

have been only a handful of VLBI monitoring campaigns

of nearby radio-quiet AGNs (e.g., Blundell et al. 2003;
Wang et al. 2021), and to our knowledge none with si-

multaneous X-ray and radio monitoring.

In this paper, we discuss the results of a time-domain

campaign to study the simultaneous VLBA C-band

(5 cm) core radio and Swift XRT 0.2 − 10 keV X-ray
properties of the AGN in NGC 2992. The main goal

of this paper is to explore the temporal relationship be-

tween radio core and X-ray emission in AGNs, and what

this relationship reveals about the accretion process in
AGNs. In Section 2, we describe our observation cam-

paign and the VLBA and Swift XRT data analysis. We

present our results in Section 3, provide discussion in

Section 4, and give our main conclusions in Section 5.

2. METHODOLOGY

We use a redshift of z = 0.00771 (Keel 1996) and a dis-

tance ofD = 33.2Mpc for NGC 2992, as in Fischer et al.

(2021), giving an angular scale of 0.16 pc mas−1. For the

black hole mass, we use the calcium triplet-based mea-
surement of σ⋆ = 154 km s−1 from Caglar et al. (2020)

and theMBH−σ⋆ relation from Kormendy & Ho (2013),

which gives a logarithmic MBH ∼ 8.00, with an intrin-

sic scatter-based uncertainty of 0.28 dex.1 The corre-
sponding Eddington luminosity is 1.3 × 1046 erg s−1.

The bolometric luminosity of the AGN in NGC 2992

was estimated at 8.3 × 1043 erg s−1 by Woo & Urry

(2002), who compiled a catalog of black hole masses

and bolometric luminosities for AGNs. A compari-
son with similarly-derived bolometric luminosities from

Padovani & Rafanelli (1988) indicates a dispersion of ∼

0.33 dex (Figure 5 in Woo & Urry 2002), and the value

from Woo & Urry (2002) is consistent with that derived
in Garćıa-Bernete et al. (2015). The Eddington ratio

of the SMBH in NGC 2992 is therefore Lbol/LEdd ∼

0.0064, with an uncertainty of about 0.44 dex.

2.1. Very Long Baseline Array Observations

We received observation time through the U.S. Naval
Observatory’s 50% timeshare (PI: T. Fischer) allocation

on the VLBA telescope at 5 cm (6 GHz) every 28 days

starting December 31, 2019 to perform a total of 6 ob-

servations at regular intervals. Utilizing the same phase
referencing method from the initial FRAMEx snapshot

survey (Fischer et al. 2021), we altered telescope point-

ings between our target and a nearby known phase ref-

1 We note that this black hole mass is 2.2 times lower than the
value adopted in Fischer et al. (2021).

erence calibrator. In this way, we are able to accurately

constrain the position and phase of NGC 2992. We move

between our target and the phase calibrator after 4 and

2 minute integration times, respectively. We observed
NGC 2992, along with two other targets of similar right

ascension from our FRAMEx series, which are also ob-

served using the phase referencing technique. We cycled

between the three targets in 20 minute on-source time

intervals in order to maximize uv coverage so that we
can produce high fidelity images for each source. We

observed NGC 2992 for a total integration time of 1

hour and requested to use all 10 VLBA antennas in

each observing session. Unfortunately, the two observ-
ing sessions on 12/31/2019 and 04/21/2020 did not use

all 10 antennas; 12/31/2019 did not use HN and OV and

04/21/2020 did not use MK. The results of the other two

FRAMEx targets observed along with NGC 2992 will be

presented in a future work.
We used the new, shared-risk, Mark 6 data recorders,

which provide 4 Gbps recording rate and enable dual

polarization observations over 512 MHz of continuous

bandwidth. We used 2-bit sampling and four, 128
MHz, intermediate frequency (IF) windows each with

512 channels for a spectral resolution of 250 kHz. Due

to the shared-risk nature of the Mark 6 data recorders,

during our February and March 2020 set of observations,

there was an unforeseen software bug in the NRAO’s
configuration of the recorders, which affected our 6 GHz

setup (Section 2.1.3). The results of this software bug

are that we lost the fourth IF window for observations

during these two months and there was a residual ampli-
tude scaling issue that affected our flux measurements.

We carefully addressed these issues in Section 2.1.3. Ta-

ble 1 presents our observation parameters for the six

sessions we observed NGC 2992.

2.1.1. Calibration

To calibrate the VLBA data obtained from our obser-

vations, we used NRAO’s software package, Astronomi-
cal Image Processing System (AIPS) (Greisen 2003) re-

lease 31DEC19. We first loaded in the data with a cal-

ibration (CL) table interval of 0.1 minutes. Next, we

used the vlbautil module which corrected for the iono-

spheric delays and Earth orientation parameters. Before
the sample threshold errors were corrected, we used the

task tysmo to clip the system temperature (Tsys) ta-

ble (TY) values above a factor of ∼ 2 times the average

Tsys values over the duration of the observation. We
flagged Tsys values below 0 K since these are either non-

physical or from other instrumental effects. This task

then replaced the clipped values by interpolating across

the clipped region using a linear interpolation function.
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Antennas Tint Fcenter Bandwidth Frange Restoring Beam Beam angle RMS RMStheoretical

Date (Missing) (s) (GHz) (MHz) (GHz) (α× δ; mas) (deg) (µJy bm−1) (µJy bm−1)

31 Dec 2019 HN,OV 2564 5.803879 384 5.612−5.996 7.23×3.32 -8.0 45 29

27 Jan 2020 None 3268 5.805074 384 5.612−5.996 7.56×2.64 4.2 42 20

25 Feb 2020 None 3036 5.801782 384 5.612−5.996 8.02×2.16 -6.7 56 21

25 Mar 2020 None 2796 5.796680 384 5.612−5.996 9.80×4.33 2.9 57 22

21 Apr 2020 MK 2788 5.808148 384 5.612−5.996 7.76×3.21 -5.7 52 24

19 May 2020 None 3260 5.806133 384 5.612−5.996 8.05×2.99 -3.8 45 20

Table 1. VLBA Observations. Target: NGC 2992; Phase calibrator: J0941−1335.

Observation Date Iν peak Fpeak log10(Lpeak / erg s−1) Sint Noise RMS

(mJy beam−1) (×10−16 erg s−1 cm−2) (mJy) (mJy)

12/31/19 1.00±0.09 0.58±0.05 36.88 1.5±0.2 0.045

01/28/20 0.93±0.08 0.54±0.05 36.85 1.8±0.2 0.042

02/25/20a 0.3+0.3
−0.2 0.2+0.2

−0.1 36.40 0.3+0.4
−0.2 0.056

03/25/20a < 0.5b · · · · · · · · · 0.057

04/21/20 1.2±0.1 0.68±0.06 36.95 2.0±0.2 0.052

05/19/20 0.96±0.09 0.56±0.05 36.86 1.3±0.2 0.045

C 1.01±0.05 0.58±0.03 36.89 1.62±0.06 0.026
Peak intensity and integrated flux density calculated using the AIPS task jmfit which uses an elliptical Gaussian
fitting algorithm. All uncertainties listed are ±2σ.
aCorrected using scaling factors where uncertainties are calculated using Monte Carlo to obtain 95.4% confidence
interval.
bUpper limit shown using 3σ over the RMS.

Table 2. 6 GHz VLBA Measurements of NGC 2992. Row C: Epochs unaffected by software bug concatenated
together and imaged to obtain NGC 2992’s 6-month average peak/integrated flux density and luminosity. For the
observation on 02/25/20, this is a marginal detection since it does not hold at a 3σ level. Values for this epoch are
shown to distinguish it from the completely non-detected epoch.

In addition to flagging spurious system temperatures, we

also flagged data below 15◦ elevation. Next, we flagged
out any high amplitude RFI as a function of time using

the task editr and then flagged RFI as a function of fre-

quency using the task wiper. We note that the Brew-

ster and Kitt Peak antennas consistently had major RFI
throughout all observations, which required significant

flagging. Once flagging was complete, we calibrated for

correlator sampler threshold errors, instrument delays,

bandpass, amplitude, and parallactic angle. We checked

to see if there were any bad solutions applied to the
CL table using editr and flagged them out. Next, we

solved for phase and complex amplitudes with the task

fring and applied the solutions to the CL table for both

the phase calibrator and source using the task clcal.
We checked the last calibration table using editr and

wiper again and flag out any bad solutions. Finally,

we apply the phase calibrator’s CL table to the source

using the task split and a two-point interpolation func-

tion, thus preserving the calibrated phase and absolute
astrometry to the accuracy level of the phase calibra-

tor’s position. We used the phase calibrator J0941-1335

from the ICRF3 catalog (Charlot et al. 2020), at posi-

tion α = 145.◦2606228293, δ = −13.◦597495756639. Be-
fore imaging, we flagged any remaining high amplitudes

on the source and calibrator using the task wiper.

2.1.2. Imaging

To image the calibrated data, we use the AIPS task

imagr. We set the cell size to 0.8 mas and the image size

to 512×512 pixels. This makes the field of view for each

image 0.′′41 × 0.′′41. Next, we set the Briggs robustness
close to natural weighting to obtain the highest sensi-

tivity, in order to determine if there is any variability

in structure and flux. When imaging, we interactively

set a box around the source and perform iterations of
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deconvolution of the point spread function (the CLEAN

algorithm), until the root mean square (RMS) of the

residuals inside the box are the same as the RMS out-

side the box. Self-calibration is typically used to improve
the quality of an image with high signal-to-noise (S/N).

This involves using the task calib to first improve phase

and the RMS thermal noise. Then, repeat this process

until the S/N does not improve any further. Finally, use

the task again to improve amplitude and phase to make
the final self-calibrated and cleaned image. We applied

self-calibration to all of our phase calibrators and to the

other two FRAMEx targets observed during our 6 ses-

sions. Unfortunately, self-calibration was not possible
for NGC 2992 because of its low S/N (Figure 1).

To examine the source structure in detail and maxi-

mize sensitivity for our observations, we concatenated

the data unaffected by the software bug (see Sec-

tion 2.1.3) and the resulting image is shown in Figure
2.

2.1.3. Radio Analysis

Using NRAO’s AIPS software, we used the task jmfit

to analyze each epoch’s final cleaned image. After set-

ting the parameters to search inside a designated box,

this task used an elliptical Gaussian fitting algorithm

with the image’s RMS to calculate the FWHM of the
source to obtain the peak and integrated flux densities

with their respective 1σ uncertainty. To account for any

systematic uncertainties and for a conservative treat-

ment of the total uncertainty in these data, we used two
times the 1σ errors and denote it as 2σ. Table 2 contains

the results for the VLBA measurements.

Systematic issues came to light during our analysis

for two data sets obtained in February and March in

comparison to the other observations. Specifically, the
source amplitudes and RMS thermal noise values are

systematically lower for these months across all of our

targets observed in the sessions containing NGC 2992.

As was previously noted in section 2.1, a software bug
impacted our observations. We used new Mark 6 data

recorders under “shared-risk,” thus assuming responsi-

bility for any systematics in the new recording system

that might cause issues. Through private communica-

tions with several NRAO experts responsible for man-
aging the VLBA, we learned that the software bug was

thought to have been associated with repeated drop-outs

in the data recorders. However, if the recording drop-

out was the only issue, then the amplitudes for each of
the calibrators and targets should have been corrected

when self-calibration was applied. Unfortunately, self-

calibration did not improve the amplitudes nor RMS

thermal noise properties in any of the phase calibrators.

Thus, there were likely issues beyond those identified by

NRAO. The instrumental effects went beyond coherence

losses as these would have been corrected during self-

calibration and we would have recovered the expected
amplitudes for each of our targets. Because our data

continued to suffer from these dramatic intensity offsets

during the months of February and March, we turned

to an analytic approach to correcting the data.

We examined the peak intensities for all objects ob-
served during the same observations as NGC 2992.

These include the following phase calibrators and re-

spective targets: PMN J0941-1335 for NGC 2992, JVAS

J0956+5753 for NGC 3079, and JVAS J1206+3941 for
NGC 4151. Figure 3 shows the ratio between self-

calibrated and non-self-calibrated peak intensities for

the three phase calibrators. Since these ratios are con-

sistent with one, we use the non-self-calibrated peak in-

tensities for all sources in our analysis as we are unable
to self-calibrate the observations of NGC 2992 due to

its low intensity. Because the ratios in Figure 3 are

consistent with ∼1 across all epochs, this implies that

self-calibration is inadequate to correct for the ampli-
tude drops for the problematic sessions in the months of

February and March.

The top of Figure 4 shows the peak intensities of the

phase calibrators for all observations including the prob-

lematic sessions in February and March. We find that
every object observed during these months exhibit a sim-

ilar decrease in peak intensity. As it is unknown if both

observations are affected equally, we need to determine a

scaling factor for each one. In order to ascertain whether
we are obtaining the correct scaling factor, we devised

two independent methods to estimate it.

The first method utilizes the peak intensities Iν to

calculate the ratio of the non-affected data from that of

the affected data for each phase calibrator and source
(excluding NGC 2992). We take the ratio of intensi-

ties for each affected observation a to the non-affected

across observations, giving a scale factor fpeak = Iν/Iν,a,

where we use the inverse variances σ−2
Iν,a

as weights. Us-
ing standard error propagation, the uncertainty of the

scaling factor is:

σ2
fpeak

=

(

σIν

Iν,a

)2

+

(

Iν σIν,a

I2ν,a

)2

(1)

where Iν,a is the peak intensity for the affected data and

σIν,a is its associated uncertainty. This allowed us to
obtain a total of 8 scaling factors for each object based

on comparing the 4 non-affected observations with the 2

affected observations (4 scaling factors for each affected

epoch).
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Figure 1. 6 GHz (5 cm) images of NGC 2992. Position centered at RA(J2000) = 146.42476 and DEC(J2000) = -14.326274.
Red contour is 4 times the image RMS with subsequent contours at 8, 12, and 16 times image RMS in blue. The restoring
beam is to the lower left of each image in green. (For the observations on 2020-02-25 and 2020-03-25, these images have been
corrected using the scaling factor.)
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Figure 2. 6 GHz concatenated image of NGC 2992 using only the non-affected data. Position centered at RA(J2000) =
146.42476 and DEC(J2000) = −14.326274. Red contour is 4 times the image RMS with subsequent contours at 8, 12, and 16
times image RMS in blue. The restoring beam is to the lower left in green. There is a faint radio emission to the SE of the
primary radio source with a significance of ≥ 5 times the image RMS. It is unclear as to how extended this emission is.

ID R.A. Decl. Mode UTC Start UTC Stop Obs. Time

deg deg second

35344 146.4247756 -14.32626689 PC 12/31/19 12:54 12/31/19 15:25 1692

35344 146.4247756 -14.32626689 PC 01/28/20 10:13 01/28/20 11:08 1682

35344 146.4247756 -14.32626689 PC 03/25/20 09:38 03/25/20 10:33 1687

35344 146.4247756 -14.32626689 PC 05/19/20 02:30 05/19/20 03:25 1707

Table 3. Swift XRT Observations of NGC 2992
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Figure 3. Phase Calibrator ratios of peak flux density from
self-calibrated and non-self-calibrated images. Red stars are
for J1206+3941, green stars are for J0956+5753, and blue
stars are for J0941-1335.

Figure 4. Top: Peak intensities for phase calibrators (all un-
certainties are ±2σ). Red points are for J1206+3941. Green
points are for J0956+5753. Blue points are for J0941-1335.
The enclosed red box delineates sessions affected by the spec-
tral window 4 software bug (Section 2.1.3). Bottom: Cor-
rected with their respective scaling factors. Uncertainties for
affected observations calculated using Monte Carlo to obtain
95.4%confidence intervals.

The second method examines a cleaned, non-self-

calibrated image of every calibrator and source (exclud-
ing NGC 2992) to compare the RMS from the noise

of the non-affected with the affected observations. The

first issue that needs to be corrected for before compar-

ing the RMS values is the fact that not all observations

utilize all 10 VLBA antennae. To account for this, we
take the ratio of the observed RMS to the theoretical

RMS for each observation, calculated using the number

of antennae used, integration times, and the total used

bandwidth. This enables us to have the most accurate
comparison between all observations. Our final scaling

factor, frms, for the RMS method is derived using the

following:

frms =
(RMSmeas/RMStheo)ν
(RMSmeas/RMStheo)ν,a

(2)

We then find the individual scaling factors from each

non-affected observation to be consistent with the first

method where we obtain 4 scaling factors for each ob-

ject’s affected epoch. Since the associated uncertainties
of the RMS ratios are negligible, variance in the scal-

ing factor from the RMS method represents real disper-

sion. Figure 5 shows the uncorrected (top panel) and

corrected (bottom panel) RMS thermal noise values for

all six epochs for each phase calibrator. Similarly, Fig-
ure 6 shows the uncorrected (top panel) and corrected

(bottom panel) RMS thermal noise for the other two

FRAMEx sources, NGC 3079 and NGC 4151, and NGC

2992.

Figure 5. Phase Calibrator’s thermal RMS from images
using a small number of iterations in CLEAN. Top: Before
Corrections. Bottom: After corrections using their respec-
tive scaling factors. Uncertainties for affected observations
calculated using Monte Carlo to obtain 95.4% confidence in-
tervals. Red stars are for J1206+3941, green stars are for
J0956+5753, and blue stars are for J0941-1335. Enclosed
red box: Delineation caused by systematic issues.

Since the scaling factors obtained by the two methods

are independent of each other, we first compare meth-
ods 1 and 2 by plotting the individual scaling factors as

shown in Figures 7 and 8. We also plotted the scaling

factors for NGC 2992 based on the RMS method and in-

ferred their location in the plot, which was not included
in the scaling factor analysis, based on its RMS values.

There is an overall linear relationship between both

methods, indicating that the scaling factor is different

for each object. Since the scaling factor is multiplicative,

we examine the reduced chi-squared χ2
red in log space

to determine the difference between the two methods.

The calculated χ2
red is 72.8 for 02/25/2020 and 60.7 for

03/25/2020, indicating additional uncertainty s, which

we calculated by solving for χ2
red = 1:

1 =
1

N − 1

N
∑

i=1

(MDi − M̄D)2

σ2
MDi

+ s2
(3)
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Figure 6. Source’s thermal RMS from images using a small
number of iterations in CLEAN. Top: Before Corrections.
Bottom: After corrections using their respective scaling fac-
tors. Uncertainties for affected observations calculated us-
ing Monte Carlo to obtain 95.4% confidence intervals. Blue
squares are for NGC 2992, Red squares are for NGC 4151,
and green squares are for NGC 3079. Enclosed red box: De-
lineation caused by systematic issues.

Figure 7. Scaling factors from Method 1 vs. Method 2 for
observations on 02/25/2020. Darker shaded region is the 1σ
dispersion (0.12 dex) while the lighter shaded region is the
2σ dispersion. Red stars are for J1206+3941. Green stars
are for J0956+5753. Blue stars are for J0941-1335. Blue
squares are for NGC 2992, red squares are for NGC 4151,
and green squares are for NGC 3079.

MD are the logarithmic differences between methods 1
and 2. We find that s = 0.12 dex and 0.17 dex for

02/25/2020 and 03/25/2020 respectively. Since Method

2 uses the most data and is unaffected by any real intrin-

sic variability as may be seen in AGNs, we use Method 2

Figure 8. Scaling factors from Method 1 vs. Method 2 for
observations on 03/25/2020. Darker shaded region is the 1σ
dispersion (0.17 dex) while the lighter shaded region is the
2σ dispersion. Red stars are for J1206+3941. Green stars
are for J0956+5753. Blue stars are for J0941-1335. Blue
squares are for NGC 2992, red squares are for NGC 4151,
and green squares are for NGC 3079.

Figure 9. Source’s peak intensity. Top: Before Corrections.
Bottom: After corrections using their respective scaling fac-
tors. Uncertainties for affected observations calculated us-
ing Monte Carlo to obtain 95.4% confidence intervals. Blue
squares are for NGC 2992, Red squares are for NGC 4151,
and green squares are for NGC 3079. Dotted lines are their
respective weighted averages using the non-affected observa-
tions. Enclosed red box: Delineation caused by systematic
issues.

to estimate the scaling factor, and add in quadrature the

additional uncertainty s. To reiterate: both methods 1

and 2 compare the two affected observation dates with

the four unaffected observation dates, so we take as the
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fiducial scaling factor for each affected data the average

ratio between the RMS of the observation with the four

values from the unaffected data. As only the formal flux

uncertainties were included in the error term σMD, the
intrinsic uncertainty term s gives the dispersion on the

mean per-object scaling factor.

To robustly estimate the errors on the flux densities

(peak and integrated), we performed a Monte Carlo sim-

ulation for each object, with 106 random draws. On each
draw, a random value from a log-normal distribution

with sigma equal to the intrinsic dispersion was taken

(the intrinsic dispersion is multiplicative and therefore

calculated in log space), and converted to a linear value.
To this we added a random value from a normal dis-

tribution with sigma equal to the formal flux density

uncertainty. The final error was associated to the flux

density and stored in a vector, from which we derived

the final 95.4% confidence interval.
For NGC 2992, we take the conservative approach and

use the largest scaling factor for each affected data set,

1.7 for the February data and 1.4 for the March data.

Each object’s scaling factor is used to correct their re-
spective RMS and intensities of the affected observa-

tions. These corrections are included in the bottom pan-

els of Figures 4, 5, 6, and 9, and in 11 and also included

in table 2.

One caveat to note: NGC 2992’s RMS for the affected
observations do not follow the same trend when com-

pared to the phase calibrators and sources. The RMS

values are consistent throughout the 6 month survey.

The only factor that appears to be different is NGC
2992’s RMS are significantly closer to the theoretical

RMS. The ratios of the RMS and theoretical RMS for

the other sources of the affected observations are all > 6

while NGC 2992 is ∼2. To err on the side of caution,

however, we apply a scaling factor to the NGC 2992
data, which has the effect of lessening the observed ra-

dio variability.

Figure 9 shows the peak fluxes which includes the

two other FRAMEx sources, NGC 4151 and NGC 3079,
before and after applying our scaling correction to the

problematic datasets. From this analysis we see that the

respective scale factors when applied to the other tar-

gets in our sample do a robust job in correcting the fluxes

during the trouble epochs. We note that NGC 4151 is
only ∼ 2 times the average flux of NGC 2992 imply-

ing that our non-detections during the sessions that suf-

fered the software bug problems are, in fact, likely real.

Through private communications with VLBA experts
at NRAO, we employed numerous methods both in cal-

ibration and imaging to correct these troubled sessions

but in the end, we find the scaling method described

above most accurately and appropriately corrected our

amplitudes.

2.2. Swift-XRT Observation

We obtained observation time with Target of Oppor-

tunity (ToO) (PI: N. Secrest) using the Swift XRT,
which has a PSF with half power diameter of 18′′ at

1.5 keV and a positional accuracy of 3′′. We requested

integration time of 1.8 ks using Photon Counting (PC)

mode and generated the X-ray spectra using the on-

line XRT product generator (Evans et al. 2009), setting
the same coordinates as the VLBA targeting coordi-

nates. During our requested observation time in Febru-

ary 2020 and April 2020, other science projects took

priority. Therefore, we only have simultaneous X-ray
data for 4 out of 6 VLBA observations.

2.2.1. X-ray Analysis

Spectral analysis was performed using xspec

v.12.11.1 (Arnaud 1996) software. We check for vari-

ability using our XRT data alongside the 8-band spec-

trum from the 105-month BAT catalog. This spectrum
covers the period between December 2004 and August

2013 and has an effective integration time of 5.9 yr,

providing a measure of the average intrinsic hard X-

ray luminosity of NGC 2992. Folding in both XRT

and BAT data spectrum then provides the best way to
see how our short-term data varies from the long-term

average. We use a simple absorbed power-law model

(phabs*zphabs*zpow) to fit the X-ray spectra (shown

in Figure 10). There is soft excess seen in the 0.5
to 2 keV range as well as the possible appearance of

Fe Kα and Kβ lines in some of the observations. Fit-

ting the spectrum with the physical model MYTorus

(Murphy & Yaqoob 2009) helped to account for them,

but did not produce an overall better fit, likely ow-
ing to a small column density of NH ∼ 1022 cm−2

(Fischer et al. 2021). Therefore, we continue fitting the

spectrum using the absorbed power law model and pro-

duce Monte Carlo Markov chains using the chain com-
mand to robustly estimate model errors and covariances.

Initially, we tied all parameters for the XRT data to

the BAT data, but this resulted in a poor fit. We untied

the power-law normalization, hydrogen column density,

and photon index parameters in a number of combina-
tions to see if there were any statistically significant dif-

ferences between the free parameters. From our Markov

chain analysis, we found that there is no significant evi-

dence of variability in either the hydrogen column den-
sity NH or the photon index Γ when left as free parame-

ters (or when one parameter is tied and the other is left

free to vary). Only the variations of the normalization

parameters were statistically significant, indicating that
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while the shape of the X-ray spectrum is invariant, the

overall X-ray luminosity varies. Consequently, we tied

NH and Γ for all datasets, and ran Markov chains to cal-

culate statistical uncertainty on the intrinsic 2–10 keV
flux.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Flux Variability at 6 GHz

Examining the the results from the calibrated and

imaged data, NGC 2992 was marginally detected on

02/25/20 and not detected in our observation on
03/25/2020. It appears to drop below our detection

limit given our integration time of ∼1 hour. Using the

scaling factors (from section 2.1.3), we calculate the 3σ

upper limit to be 0.5 mJy for this observation. The peak

flux density falls to less than half the average of ∼1 mJy.
This type of variability has not been typically seen

in radio quiet AGNs, largely because there are almost

no studies on radio variability in these types of objects

and even fewer at the resolution of the VLBA (let alone
simultaneous X-ray and radio studies to probe the in-

ner workings of radio quiet AGNs). Of those found in

the literature on radio quiet AGNs, Falcke et al. (2001)

reports on two surveys; radio quiet quasars (RQQs)

observed with the VLA and low luminosity AGNs
(LLAGNs) observed with the VLA and VLBA. For both

the RQQs and LLAGNs, a large number were found to

be variable over the span of a year. Mundell et al. (2009)

examined Seyfert galaxies with the VLA and found flux
variations over a 7 year period. Out of 12 detected

sources 5 where found to be variable, excluding NGC

2110 which is a radio loud AGN, the average variation

is ∼ 0.3 mJy, or ∼ 45%. The only similar property

found between them is compactness of their cores. The
authors suggest that these sources might therefore ex-

hibit variability. The remaining detected sources have

an associated extended emission (either jet-like or non-

relativistic). Only NGC 2110 has a variable compact
core and extended emission from a radio jet. Although

both of these works have stated long-term radio moni-

toring campaigns are needed to better understand these

objects, few exist in the literature.

Next, we examined the brightness temperature Tb for
the peak intensity values found in table 2. Starting

with the Rayleigh-Jeans limit for brightness tempera-

ture (Condon & Ransom 2016), we converted this ex-

pression by substituting the flux density to brightness
units per solid angle where the solid angle is converted

to the area of a Gaussian beam. All of the constants

were combined into one term with units (including K)

that cancel the remaining variables leaving only unit K.

The brightness temperature expression for radio emis-

sion is therefore expressed as

Tb = 1.222× 103
Iν

ν2θmaxθmin

(4)

where Iν is the peak intensity in units mJy/Beam, ν is

in units GHz, θmax and θmin are the Gaussian major

and minor axis half-power beam widths, in units arc-
seconds, used to determine the peak flux. The corre-

sponding brightness temperature is ∼ 106 K, but be-

cause the source is unresolved, this is a hard lower limit.

The presence of the unresolved radio variability allows

us to set better constraints on the minimum brightness
temperature Tb, which can yield insights into the size

and nature of the emitting region. For a spherical black

body, the Rayleigh-Jeans expression for the luminosity

density is:

Lν =
2ν2kBTb

c2
4πr2, (5)

where r is the radius of the emitting source. Given vari-

ability in Lν with some characteristic timescale τ , the

size of the source is set by r = cτ . Rearranging Equa-

tion 5, the brightness temperature is:

Tb =
Lν

8πν2kBτ2
, (6)

which is equivalent to Equation 6 in Metzger et al.

(2015) in the limit of v/c ≪ 1 (material not expand-

ing at a significant fraction of the speed of light, such
as a jet). There could, however, be variations in the

radio on shorter timescales than what our observations

sample, so Equation 6 provides a minimum brightness

temperature of the emitting source. For a timescale of
28 days corresponding to the sampling of our observa-

tions and the minimum observed luminosity from Ta-

ble 2, Tb,min ∼ 109 K. This brightness temperature,

combined with the overall low radio luminosity of the

AGN, strongly favors a self-absorbed synchrotron source
consistent with the hot compact hard X-ray corona.

3.2. Soft X-ray Variability

We show the X-ray spectra of NGC 2992 in Figure 10.

Using a simple power law model, we find that there
is variability consistent with what has been found pre-

viously (Murphy et al. 2007; Marinucci et al. 2020b) in

the 2–10keV regime. The photon index (Γ) and column

density (NH) does not vary from epoch to epoch, with
NH = 1.0+0.2

−0.1 × 1022 cm−2 and Γ = 1.8+0.2
−0.1. Table 4

contains the power-law normalization variations from

the fitted data with the calculated logarithmic F2−10 keV

and L2−10 keV.
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Observation Date Normalizationa log10(F
a

2−10 keV / erg cm−2 s−1) log10(L2−10 keV / erg s−1)

(×10−2)

12/31/20 0.61+0.16
−0.12 −10.65+0.04

−0.05 42.47+0.04
−0.05

01/28/20 3.31+0.85
−0.61 −09.92+0.04

−0.04 43.20+0.04
−0.04

03/25/20 3.71+0.86
−0.67 −09.87+0.03

−0.03 43.25+0.03
−0.03

05/19/20 1.84+0.46
−0.30 −10.18+0.04

−0.04 42.94+0.04
−0.04

aAll uncertainties calculated are 95.4% confidence interval

Table 4. X-ray spectral fitting results of NGC 2992. Using the phenomenological model
phabs*zphabs*zpow to fit the contemporaneous data, only the normalization have changes that are
statistically significant. Uncertainties for the normalization and flux is calculated using Markov chains.
The rest of the parameters are tied to the 105-month BAT survey giving a total statistic/dof of
1184.74/1421, an NH of 1.0+0.2

−0.1 × 1022 cm−2 and a photon index (Γ) of 1.8+0.2
−0.1.

Figure 10. NGC 2992 X-ray spectrum fitting using the phenomenological power law model. 105-month BAT survey (Black).
XRT observations: 12/31/2019 (Red), 01/28/2020 (Green), 03/25/2020 (Blue) , 05/19/2020 (Cyan).



FRAMEx II: Simultaneous X-ray and Radio Observations of NGC 2992 13

3.3. X-ray and Radio Anti-Correlated

In Figure 11 we show the normalized flux for the con-

temporaneous X-ray (2–10 keV) and radio (∼6 GHz)

observations. There appears to be an anti-correlation in

which when the X-ray flares, the radio emission is atten-
uated and as the X-ray flux diminishes, the radio emis-

sion re-appears. While we lost simultaneous observa-

tions in February and April, the overall anti-correlation

trend is nonetheless clear.

Figure 11. Normalized radio and X-ray flux (all uncertain-
ties are ±2σ). Green squares denote normalized C-band (6
GHz) radio flux (normalized by 5.72×10−17 erg cm−2 s−1).
Blue circles denote normalized 2-10 keV X-ray flux (normal-
ized by 8.60×10−11 erg cm−2 s−1). Green pentagon denotes
radio observations corrected using their respective scaling
factors with the uncertainty calculated using Monte Carlo to
obtain 95.4% confidence interval. The upper limit (3σ over
the RMS) denoted by downward arrow. Green dotted hori-
zontal line is concatenated VLBA data from all non-affected
observations with uncertainty.

3.4. Faint Secondary Radio Emission

Examining the image from the concatenated non-

affected data (Figure 2), there appears to be evidence

of a faint radio emission source to the SE of the core

radio emission. It is separated by 22.3 mas from the

peak intensity of the core radio emission to that of the
faint source. Located at RA 146.◦4247702 and DEC

−14.◦3262833. It has a significance of ≥ 5σ. The faint

emission has a peak intensity of 0.15 ± 0.02 mJy/beam

which corresponds to a lower limit brightness temper-
ature Tb ∼105 K. This most closely resembles free-free

emission seen similarly in NGC 1068 (Gallimore et al.

2004). It is unclear at this time if this is previously

ejected material from the core of NGC 2992. Since

this image is from multi-epoch observations, a follow-
up observation is needed with longer integration time

(∼4 hours) to confirm the extent of the faint emission.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Radio Variability

There are a few physical mechanisms that can help ex-

plain the variability seen in our observations. We begin

with the most likely scenario and discuss other possibil-

ities.

4.1.1. Free-Free Absorption

The 6 GHz core radio emission in NGC 2992 exhibited

a decline, by a factor of at least ∼ 3, over a 3-month pe-

riod, in tandem with a 2−10 keV flare, before recovering

at the end of the flare. While the literature on the po-
tential physical mechanisms behind simultaneous X-ray

and radio variability of radio-quiet AGNs are lacking,

some work on black hole binaries (BHBs) may be infor-

mative. For example, Fender et al. (1999) report a drop

in radio emission, which they report as a jet, in the BHB
GX 339-4 throughout a period of high X-ray luminosity.

Both the MOST (36 cm) and ATCA (3, 6, 20 cm) ra-

dio emission the BATSE 20− 100 keV flux plummet in

tandem with an outburst in the 2− 12 keV RXTE ASM
flux (see their Figure 1). The entire event occurs over

a period of 400 days, and the behavior is attributed to

the innermost accretion disk extending closer to the BH,

diminishing the Comptonizing corona and extinguishing

emission at hard X-rays.
This “high-soft, low-hard” paradigm has been pro-

posed to unify BHB and AGN accretion states (e.g.,

Körding et al. 2006); however, to date no evidence has

been found for a similar anti-correlation between the
hard and soft X-rays in NGC 2992, and the constancy

of X-ray spectral index Γ found here and in previ-

ous studies (e.g., Murphy et al. 2007; Beckmann et al.

2007) argues strongly against this picture. Indeed,

the constancy of the X-ray spectrum over a factor of
∼ 8 variation in apparent luminosity suggests, as was

argued in Beckmann et al. (2007), that the amount

of Comptonizing plasma has varied, e.g. as might be

caused by magnetic reconnection events in the in-
nermost accretion disk (e.g., Poutanen & Fabian 1999;

de Gouveia Dal Pino et al. 2010). In this case, a burst

of Comptonizing plasma increases the bulk number of

up-scattered UV photons from the accretion disk, lead-

ing to a change in X-ray luminosity without a significant
variation in spectral index.

A possible explanation for the simultaneous radio vari-

ability of NGC 2992 is changes in free-free absorption.

Given that the decrease in radio emission is accompanied
by an increase in the X-ray flux, this indicates higher

levels of activity, which can result in ionized material

being ejected from the accretion disk, either a cloud or

a wind, and potentially pass between of the nuclear ra-



14 Fernandez et al.

dio source and the observer, increasing the opacity at

radio frequencies and dimming the flux.

We have from Osterbrock (1989), that the optical

depth due to free-free absorption can be calculated using
the following expression:

τν = 3.28× 10−7

(

T

104 K

)

−1.35
( ν

GHz

)

−2.1

E (7)

where T is the temperature of the ionized gas in units of

104 K, ν is the observed frequency in GHz, and E is the

emission measure, which corresponds to the following

expression:

E =

(
∫

n+ne ds

pc cm−6

)

(8)

We can assume that n+ ∼ ne, so the emission measure
is the integral of n2

e along the line of sight. Based on

the values from Table 2 we can calculate that, relative

to the average flux of the first 2 and last 2 data points,

one would need an ionized sources with an optical depth

τ6 GHz = 0.712, in order to reduce the 2020-March-25
flux to the observed 3σ upper limit of 0.5 mJy.

Combining this optical depth value with Eq. 7, we

were able to calculate the electron density (ne) as a

function of thickness of the intervening ionized region,
for temperatures T = 104, 105, and 106 K. We also

calculated the corresponding electron column densities

(Ne). These results are presented in Fig. 12, where

we can see that an intervening cloud with a thickness

in the range 10−6 ≤ l ≤ 5 × 10−4 pc and electron
densities in the range 4 × 105 ≤ ne ≤ 2 × 108 cm−3

will result in this optical depth. These values corre-

spond to typical conditions in the broad line region, as

well as in intermediate regions between the broad and
the narrow line regions. We also find that these val-

ues correspond to electron column densities in the range

3 × 1019 ≤ Ne ≤ 1 × 1022 cm−2, which are consistent

with the fact that the X-ray observations do not show

a significant change in column density. In Figure 13 we
show a qualitative model for the free-free absorber. This

begins with magnetic re-connection events that launch

clumpy dense warm plasma causing the drop in intensity

seen in our radio observations.
This phenomena is similarly seen in X-ray binary sys-

tems where recently, Sharma et al. (2021) looked at X-

ray binary system LS I +61◦303, and found it to be

variable in both X-ray (0.3 - 10 keV) and radio (13–15.5

& 15.5–18 GHz) with significant correlation . They sug-

2 Calculations used exact frequency of 5.8 GHz.

Figure 12. The top panel shows the electron density (ne)
as a function of cloud thickness (l), that would result in
τ6GHz = 0.71, for ionized gas with temperature of 104, 105

and 106 K (solid, dotted and dashed lines respectively). The
bottom panel shows the corresponding electron column den-
sities (Ne).

gest both emissions are due to the same electron popu-

lation, but it is unknown if both emissions are caused by
a singular physical process or if multiple processes con-

tribute individually to each emission. This was observed

in an optically thin flare which is most likely due to

shocks or magnetic re-connection events. Given multiple

re-connection events, this can lead to multiple ejection
of plasmoids of different sizes. The frequency of these

events can be anywhere from minutes, hours, and days.

They can take place in the accretion disk to produce

flares which have been observed in hard to soft state
transitions in microquasars (seen in GRS 1915+105).

These flares eject plasmoids as single blobs that can ex-

pand almost adiabatically which can quickly become op-

tically thin in the radio band after leaving the accretion

disc (e.g. Yuan et al. 2009), although the time frame for
this process is not clearly stated.

4.1.2. Intrinsic Variability

Considering the variability transpires within 28 days,

this confines the emitting region for both the (2-10 keV)

X-ray and (6 GHz) radio luminosity (with X-ray vari-
ability seen in previous studies on shorter time scales of

days to weeks) to within a radius of 28 light days. With

the resolution of the VLBA and at these time scales, the

physical mechanism for the luminosity changes must be

confined to within this radius and not from any larger
structures crossing the line of sight. This leads to the

possibility the variability in the radio and X-ray emis-

sion are intrinsic for NGC 2992 and stem from the same

electron population in the corona. This may explain
why during the flare when the X-ray peaks, the radio

drops below our detection limit. However, this does not

explain why the radio is delayed at the beginning of the

flare. In the literature there have been delays observed,
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Figure 13. Top: Warm clumpy plasma cloud above accretion disk before being ejected due to magnetic re-connection events
into the broad line region (BLR). This reflects the observations before the drop in intensity. Bottom: Plasma cloud causing
free-free absorption affecting the radio luminosity obscuring our line of sight. This reflects the observation on 03/25/2020.
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but it is when the radio preceded the X-ray. In one

such extreme case seen in blazar PKS 1510-089, radio

emission precedes the X-ray emission by 24 days (e.g.

Marscher et al. 2010). For the X-ray binary system LS
I +61◦303, the radio preceded the X-ray by ∼25 minutes

(Sharma et al. 2021). Since our observations are in 28

day intervals, we do not have enough data to determine

if the variability seen in the radio varies at the same time

scales as seen previously with X-ray (days to weeks). It
is possible the true delay is in fact the radio preceding

the X-ray and not the X-ray leading the radio as shown

from our observations. Finally, there is also the possi-

bility the radio and X-ray variability are unrelated and
have separate physical mechanisms. Future simultane-

ous observations are needed in shorter intervals (weekly

to twice a week) to determine which follows for NGC

2992.

5. CONCLUSIONS

To our knowledge, this is the first simultaneous X-

ray and VLBI radio monitoring campaign of a nearby

radio-quiet AGN. Our main conclusions are as follows:

1. We find anti-correlated core radio (6 GHz) and
X-ray (2–10 keV) emission from the known X-ray

variable AGN in NGC 2992. The radio emission

declines by over a factor of > 3, shortly after

(within 28 days of) a flare in the 2–10 keV X-ray

emission (by a factor of ∼ 6. The size of the radio-
emitting region is constrained by the variability,

and is consistent with radio emission originating

within the central accretion region (< 0.02).

2. Given the current understanding of AGN accre-

tion, the simultaneous X-ray and core radio be-
havior seen in NGC 2992 can most naturally be

understood as being due to flares produced by

magnetic reconnection events in the accretion

disk. These flares create outbursts of Comptoniz-

ing plasma, leading to an overall brightening in

hard X-rays, and some of the material enters the
broad line region, increasing free-free absorption

at radio wavelengths.

We have taken care to robustly estimate the influence

of the two NGC 2992 observations potentially affected
by the software bug in the new Mark 6 recorders, and we

included a scaling factor to correct for this issue. This

scaling factor included a robustly-estimated intrinsic un-

certainty term that we have included in our analysis.
Nonetheless, including the scaling factor and its uncer-

tainty is the more conservative approach, and so we are

confident that the radio variability we have observed in

NGC 2992 is real.
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