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ABSTRACT

The radiative loss interpretation for the broken power-law spectra of blazars is often questioned since the difference

between the indices does not support this inference. Using the blazar Mkn 421 as a case study, we performed a detailed

analysis of its characteristic photon energy where the spectral index changes significantly. We used the observations

of the source by Swift-XRT from 2008 to 2019 to identify the characteristic photon energy and the corresponding

spectral indices. The spectra in the energy range 0.3–10.0 keV can be well fitted by a log parabola as well as a

smooth broken power-law. From the smooth broken power-law spectral fit we show that the spectral indices before

and after the characteristic photon energy are strongly anti-correlated. Further, the spectral curvature measured at

the characteristic photon energy indicates an anti-correlation with the low energy spectral index while the high energy

spectral index shows a positive correlation. These findings are at variance with a simple radiative loss interpretation

for the characteristic photon energy, and alternative scenarios are thus discussed. Though these scenarios are in

principle capable of reproducing the correlation results, they deviate significantly from the observed properties.

Key words: galaxies: active – BL Lacertae objects: individual: Mkn 421 – X-rays: galaxies – galaxies: jets – radiation

mechanisms: non-thermal

1 INTRODUCTION

The BL Lac object Mkn 421 is one of the nearest (z = 0.031)
and extensively studied blazars with a non-thermal spec-
trum extending from radio to very high energy gamma rays
(Acciari et al. 2009; Abdo et al. 2011; Aleksić et al. 2012;
Baloković et al. 2016; Bartoli et al. 2016). The source ex-
hibits rapid flux and spectral variability, suggesting the emis-
sion to originate from a relativistic moving jet aligned close
to the line of sight (Dondi & Ghisellini 1995). Its broadband
spectral energy distribution (SED) is characterized by two
broad peaks, where the low-energy component is interpreted
as synchrotron emission from a relativistic electron popula-
tion (Celotti & Ghisellini 2008) while the high-energy com-
ponent is usually attributed to inverse Compton scattering
of the synchrotron photons by the same electron population
(e.g., Aleksić et al. 2012; Abdo et al. 2011; Acciari et al.
2011). This synchrotron self Compton (SSC) interpretation
of the high energy emission is further strengthened by the
correlated X-ray – TeV flux variability with quadratic de-
pendence (e.g., Mastichiadis & Kirk 1997; B lażejowski et al.
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2005; Giebels et al. 2007; Fossati et al. 2008; Katarzyński
& Walczewska 2010; Bartoli et al. 2011; Kapanadze et al.
2018a,b).

In general, different types of non-thermal electron distri-
butions, mostly involving a power-law regime (e.g., broken
power-law, power-law with exponential cut-off etc.), have
been used to account for the broadband SED of blazars (e.g.,
Sinha et al. 2017; Kataoka & Stawarz 2016; Yan et al. 2013;
Tramacere et al. 2007b; Krawczynski et al. 2004).

On the other hand, since the narrow band X-ray spectrum
can deviate significantly from a simple power-law, the photon
number distribution is often represented by a log-parabolic
function

N(ε) ∝
(
ε

ε0

)−α−β log(ε/ε0)

. (1)

Here, ε is the photon energy, α is the spectral slope at energy
ε0 and β is the spectral curvature defined at the peak energy
εp of the SED (Massaro et al. 2004; Tramacere et al. 2007b).
In case of Mkn 421, εp falls into the soft X-ray regime and the
hard X-ray energy band probes the decline of the synchrotron
spectral component. The spectrum at these energy regimes
individually can be reproduced by a log-parabolic function,
though this approach is not very successful in explaining the
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combined optical/UV and X-ray spectra (Massaro et al. 2004;
Tramacere et al. 2009; Sinha et al. 2015a)

The characteristic peak photon energy (εp) of Mkn 421, at
which the synchrotron spectral component carries maximum
power, can vary significantly depending on the source state.
For instance, Kapanadze et al. (2020) showed that εp varies
from < 0.1 to > 15 keV during different flux states using
Swift-XRT observations. Such large variation in εp is also
reported by various authors using RXTE, BeppoSAX, XMM-
Newton observations (e.g., Massaro et al. 2004; Tramacere
et al. 2007a). The spectral shape around εp is usually well
represented by a log-parabola function. Correlation studies
between the fit parameters on the other hand, are often con-
tradictory or inconclusive. For example, εp and β obtained
through the log-parabolic spectral fit of BeppoSAX, RXTE,
XMM-Newton and Swift-XRT observations of Mkn 421 dur-
ing 1997–2006 were found to be anti-correlated (Tramacere
et al. 2007a; Massaro et al. 2008; Tramacere et al. 2009, 2011).
However, no significant correlation between these quanti-
ties was witnessed in case of Swift-XRT observation during
2005–2008 (Kapanadze et al. 2018a), 2009–2012 (Kapanadze
et al. 2018b), 2015–2018 (Kapanadze et al. 2020), and also in
combination with NuSTAR observations during April 2013
(Sinha et al. 2015b). Similarly, Massaro et al. (2004) have
reported a strong positive correlation between the spectral
index at 1 keV and the curvature parameter using BeppoSAX
observations (0.1−100 keV) of Mkn 421 during May 1999 and
April−May 2000; however, Swift-XRT observations and com-
bined Swift-XRT/NuSTAR spectra did not show an appre-
ciable correlation (Sinha et al. 2015b; Kapanadze et al. 2017;
Kapanadze et al. 2018a). In spite of this seemingly contradic-
tory results, in many observations the enhancement in flux
is associated with a spectral hardening commonly referred to
as “harder when brighter” trend (Kapanadze et al. 2016; Ka-
panadze et al. 2017; Kapanadze et al. 2018a,b; Kapanadze
et al. 2020).

The power-law/log-parabolic photon spectra demand the
emitting electron distribution to be also power-law/log-
parabola type (Kardashev 1962; Massaro et al. 2004; Tra-
macere et al. 2009). A power-law electron distribution can
be readily achieved under Fermi acceleration (e.g., Rieger
et al. 2007), while a log-parabolic electron distribution may
indicate an energy-dependence in the particle acceleration
and/or diffusion process (Massaro et al. 2004; Jagan et al.
2018; Goswami et al. 2018; Goswami et al. 2020). In par-
ticular, when the electron escape time-scale from the main
particle acceleration site becomes mildly energy-dependent
(referred to as ‘energy dependent diffusion model’, hereafter
EDD), the resultant electron distribution has been shown to
follow a log-parabola function (Jagan et al. 2018). On the
other hand, when the energy-dependence is strong, the shape
deviates from a log-parabola. The latter case is witnessed
in the hard X-ray spectra of Mkn 421 (Goswami et al. 2018;
Goswami et al. 2020) observed by NuSTAR. The spectra cor-
responding to different flux states can be well fitted by syn-
chrotron emission originating from an electron distribution
obtained in an EDD model with a strong energy-dependent
escape time scale. Incidentally, the hard X-ray spectra can
also be explained by a log-parabolic electron distribution and
hence, single model fits of the source spectra does not allow
one to differentiate between these two models. However, the
fit parameters of the EDD model corresponding to the differ-

ent flux states indicate a strong correlation, while this is not
the case with a log-parabolic electron distribution.

The peak spectral energy εp can be translated to a break
or peak energy, Eb = γbmec

2, in the emitting electron energy
distribution1 under synchrotron theory. The system deposits
most of its power to the electrons at this energy, and hence
identifying the process that determines γb (or εp) is important
to understand the dynamics of the source. Radiative cooling
(synchrotron and/or inverse Compton) of a power-law elec-
tron distribution can give rise to a broken power law electron
distribution with power-law indices differing by unity (Kar-
dashev 1962). Correspondingly, the photon spectrum will also
be a broken power-law with a difference of 0.5 between high
and low energy spectral indices (Rybicki & Lightman 1986).
However, SED modelling of blazars often does not support
this inference and the index difference is frequently found to
be significantly larger than 0.5 (e.g., Mankuzhiyil et al. 2012).
On the other hand, radiative cooling of a log-parabolic elec-
tron distribution can transform the distribution into a broken
log-parabolic form. This could probably explain the large dif-
ferences between spectral indices (Jagan et al. 2018). Under
this interpretation, the increase or decrease in the spectral
slope at low energies (< εp) will be associated with a similar
spectral slope change at high energies (> εp). In principle,
the assumption of multiple acceleration processes is also ca-
pable of producing broken power-law electron distributions
(e.g., Sahayanathan 2008). The low and high energy indices
would then be governed by the associated acceleration rates.

In the present work, we examine the radiative loss origin of
εp in the high energy peaked blazar Mkn 421. For this, we use
long term observations of the source by Swift-XRT spanning
from January 2008 to December 2019. The spectral resolu-
tion of Swift-XRT is appreciable within the energy range 0.3
to 10.0 keV, encompassing a broad range of εp, and hence,
represents an suitable experiment to perform this study. The
X-ray spectrum is well represented by a log-parabola func-
tion which allows one to constrain εp. The spectral indices
before and after εp are obtained by refitting the spectrum
with a smooth broken power-law. We then study the corre-
lation between these quantities to explore the possible origin
of εp.

The paper is organised as follows: In Section 2, we dis-
cuss the observation and data reduction procedure, while the
X-ray spectral study and correlations between fitting param-
eters are described in Section 3. Discussion and summary of
the work are presented in Section 4.

2 OBSERVATION AND DATA ANALYSIS

We analysed the Swift-XRT (Burrows et al. 2005) observa-
tions of Mkn 421 during 2008–2019. The data were retrieved
from NASA’s HEASARC interface and processed using XRT-
DAS software package (Version 3.0.0) included within HEA-
SOFT package (Version 6.22.1). We used only those obser-
vations which were performed in Windowed Timing (WT)

1 The electron energy distribution is represented by E2N(E),
where N(E) is the specific electron number density. Most of the

electron energy resides at Eb when the broken power law indices

are > −2 and < −2, respectively.
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Characteristic emission of the blazar Mkn 421 3

mode and selected events with 0–2 grades. Standard proce-
dures employing xrtpipeline (Version v0.13.4) were used for
calibration and data cleaning.

A circular region of about 20–30 pixel radius centred at
the source was used to extract the source spectrum, while
about 30–40 pixel radius circular region which is free from
the source contamination was used to extract the background
spectrum. For observations with pileup, the source spectra
were extracted by excluding the central circular aperture
of 2–3 pixel radius. The final spectrum was produced us-
ing xrtproducts (Version v0.4.2). The ancillary response files
(ARFs) were generated using the XRTMKARF task and
the latest response matrices files (RMF) were used from the
Swift CALDB. To ensure better χ2 statistics, the spectra
were grouped to 20 photons per bin using the tool GRPPHA
v.3.0.1. We rejected some observations that were strongly bi-
ased due to the dead columns on the CCD.

3 X–RAY SPECTRAL FIT

The X-ray spectra in the 0.3− 10.0 keV energy band encom-
pass or are close to εp, and hence are significantly curved. The
reduced data is analysed with the XSPEC package (Arnaud
1996) using a log-parabolic function while fixing the hydrogen
column density to the Galactic value NH = 1.92× 1020cm−2

(Kalberla et al. 2005) for all the observations. Since our aim
is to understand the origin of εp, we used the eplogpar model
(Tramacere et al. 2009) to perform the spectral fit. The log-
parabolic function under this model is expressed in terms of
εp as

N(ε) ∝ 10−β (log(ε/εp))2

/ε2. (2)

We excluded observations having large reduced chi-squared
(χred>1.2); however, for some observations we have extracted
spectra from individual orbits to obtain a better fit. Certain
observations corresponding to a single orbit were also divided
segment-wise to improve the spectral fit. The details of the
observation are shown in Table 1. For many observations, the
obtained εp lies outside the 0.3 − 10.0 keV range. These es-
timates are not reliable, since they fall outside the spectral
energy range of Swift-XRT and are thus excluded. This leaves
258 spectra with εp between 0.4 to 7.0 keV for the present
study. Consistent with the literature (Massaro et al. 2004;
Tramacere et al. 2007a; Kapanadze et al. 2016; Kapanadze
et al. 2017), the spectra in this energy regime can be well
fitted by a log-parabola. In Table 1 (column 4−5), we pro-
vide the fit results and in Figure 1 (upper panel) we show
the scatter plot between εp and β. The Spearman rank cor-
relation study between εp and β yields r = −0.28 with a null
hypothesis probability of 1.35 × 10−05. This result is consis-
tent with earlier studies where a weak or no correlation was
observed (Kapanadze et al. 2018a,b; Sinha et al. 2015b).

The radiative loss interpretation of εp predicts the spectral
slopes at energies ε � εp and ε � εp to be positively corre-
lated. To examine this, we fitted the spectra with a smooth
broken power-law function defined by

N(ε) ∝

[(
ε

εb

)Γlow

+

(
ε

εb

)Γhigh
]−1

(3)

where Γlow and Γhigh are the indices before and after the
break energy εb. The peak of the smooth broken power-law
function in ε2 N(ε) representation is

εp,sbpl = εb

(
Γhigh − 2

2− Γlow

) 1
Γlow−Γhigh

. (4)

For typical values of Γhigh (∼ 2.5) and Γlow (∼ 1.5), εb ≈
εp,sbpl. The function (3) was added as a local model (sbpl)
in XSPEC and the 0.3 − 10.0 keV Swift-XRT observations
of Mkn 421 were refitted. However, the narrow-band X-ray
spectra do not allow us to sufficiently constrain all parame-
ters of the model. Hence, we performed a fitting with εb fixed
to the value εp obtained from the eplogpar spectral fit. A sub-
sequent inspection shows that εp,sbpl estimated from equation
(4) using the so obtained best fit Γlow and Γhigh does not dif-
fer much from εp (Figure 2), suggesting that our choice of εb
does not strongly affect the outcome. We consider only those
Swift-XRT observations with 0.4 keV < εp < 7.0 keV since es-
timation of Γlow and Γhigh demands εp to be within the spec-
tral energy range of Swift-XRT. The resultant best fit values
for Γlow and Γhigh are given in Table 1 (column 7−8), while
the scatter plot between these quantities is shown in Figure 3.
The correlation study between these quantities yields a linear
correlation coefficient r = −0.95 with significance, p > 99.99
per cent (Press et al. 1992). This strong anti-correlation be-
tween Γlow and Γhigh poses a serious challenge to a simple
radiative cooling interpretation of εp. A linear fit to Γlow and
Γhigh results in

Γhigh = (−0.89± 0.05)Γlow + (3.83± 0.08) (5)

with a goodness of fit (q-value) of 0.99. The inability of the
simple radiative loss interpretation to successfully account
for the origin of εp can be further visualized by studying the
correlation between Γlow or Γhigh with the curvature param-
eter β obtained from eplogpar model. In Figure 4 (bottom
panel), we show the scatter plot between these quantities.
The strong linear correlation of Γhigh with β (r = 0.96, p >
99 per cent) and anti-correlation of Γlow with β (r = -0.92,
p > 99 per cent) are consistent with the anti-correlation ob-
served between Γlow and Γhigh. A softening of the high energy
index is associated with a hardening of the low energy index
(broadening of the synchrotron spectral component). Corre-
spondingly, high curvature β will be associated with hard
Γlow and steep Γhigh (narrowing of the synchrotron spectral
component).

We did not find any appreciable correlation between Γlow

or Γhigh with the 0.3−10.0 keV integrated flux (F0.3−10.0keV,
middle panel of Figure 4). This indicates that the narrowing
of the synchrotron component of the SED of Mkn 421 is not
associated with flux state. This is also consistent with the
weak correlation observed between β and F0.3−10.0keV (lower
panel of Figure 1). Similarly, no significant correlation is wit-
nessed between εp and Γlow or Γhigh (top panel of Figure 4).
Hence, the narrowing of the SED cannot be attributed to
“bluer when brighter” trend of Mkn 421.

4 DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

The observed anti-correlation between Γlow and Γhigh is in-
consistent with a simple radiative loss interpretation of εp. To
examine alternate explanations, we consider the case where

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2022)



4 C Baheeja et al.

Table 1. Best fit parameters of spectral fitting using eplogpar model and sbpl model

ObsID Date of Obs. Exposure eplogpar sbpl Flux0.3−10.0 kev

(sec) εp (keV) β χ2
red (dof) Γlow Γhigh χ2

red (dof) (10−10erg cm−2s−1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)

30352053-Orb2 2008-01-16 575.1 0.42+0.07
−0.08 0.28±0.05 1.04 (305) 1.36±0.12 2.54±0.02 1.06 (305) 20±0.28

30352054 2008-01-16 1134.085 0.42+0.04
−0.05 0.3±0.03 1.08 (394) 1.33±0.1 2.57±0.01 1.12 (394) 15.26±0.15

30352056 2008-01-17 944.126 0.43+0.05
−0.07 0.34±0.04 0.95 (322) 1.29±0.12 2.61±0.02 1.0 (322) 13.54±0.17

30352055-Orb1 2008-01-17 394.9 0.64+0.07
−0.08 0.45±0.08 1.11 (227) 1.29±0.12 2.69±0.04 1.12 (227) 10±0.21

30352055-Orb2 2008-01-17 362.6 0.60+0.05
−0.04 0.49±0.06 1.09 (260) 1.22±0.1 2.73±0.03 1.12 (260) 15.04±0.26

30352058 2008-01-18 889.108 0.57+0.04
−0.04 0.33±0.04 1.07 (378) 1.38±0.07 2.59±0.02 1.1 (378) 14.88±0.16

30352059 2008-01-19 919.112 0.43+0.04
−0.04 0.34±0.04 1.04 (359) 1.22±0.12 2.62±0.01 1.06 (359) 13.73±0.15

30352060 2008-02-06 753.06 0.60+0.05
−0.06 0.26±0.03 1.13 (429) 1.48±0.06 2.51±0.02 1.15 (429) 24.33±0.24

30352066 2008-02-10 1174.1 0.74+0.03
−0.03 0.3±0.03 1.17 (467) 1.46±0.04 2.55±0.02 1.18 (467) 20.85±0.18

30352068 2008-02-11 1868.208 0.46+0.03
−0.05 0.25±0.02 1.1 (495) 1.44±0.06 2.52±0.01 1.14 (495) 18.61±0.14

(Table is available in its entirety in the online version.)
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Figure 1. The scatter plot between β and εp obtained from eplogpar

(top panel) and between β and the integrated 0.3–10.0 keV flux
(lower panel) for different epochs.

the synchrotron spectral component is governed by a power-
law with an exponential cut-off. Such spectral shape could be
possible when the underlying particle distribution has a sharp
cut-off at the maximum achievable electron energy. The high-
energy end of the synchrotron spectrum will then be governed
by the exponential decay of the synchrotron single particle
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Figure 2. The scatter plot between εp and εp,sbpl along with the

identity line (see text). The symbols are as shown in Figure 1.

emissivity function. To mimic this, we assume a synchrotron
spectral shape as

N(ε) ∝ ε−ψexp

(
− ε

εc

)
. (6)

The SED peak in ε2 N(ε) representation will be

εp,exp = (2− ψ)εc , (7)

so that the spectral slope of the photon distribution around
εp,exp can be expressed as

Γexp(ε) = ψ +
ε

εp,exp
(2− ψ) . (8)

In this case, the spectral slopes at energies ε < εp,exp and
ε > εp,exp will be anti-correlated. If we set εp,exp = 1.14 keV
corresponding to the average value of εp estimated from all
the observations, the dependence of Γexp(0.3 keV) = Γlow and
Γexp(10.0 keV) = Γhigh can be studied for different values of
ψ (1.75 < ψ < 2.0). In Figure 3, we show this dependence
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as red solid line and the red shaded region represents its 1-
σ deviation. Though this interpretation supports the anti-
correlation between the indices, it deviates largely from the
best fit line obtained from the observed Γlow and Γhigh (using
sbpl). NuSTAR observations of the source also do not support
such an interpretation (Baloković et al. 2016).

Another possible explanation for εp could be, when the
underlying particle distribution exhibits a gradual decline at
the maximum electron energy rather than a sharp cut-off,
that dominates the spectral shape around εp. To examine
this possibility, we use the electron distribution accelerated
at a shock front with constant acceleration and escape time
scales (Kirk et al. 1998)

N(γ) ∝ γ−(1+φ)

(
1− γ

γmax

)φ−1

. (9)

Here, γ is the Lorentz factor of the electron, γmax is the
Lorentz factor corresponding to the maximum electron en-
ergy, and φ is the ratio of the acceleration and escape time
scales. The observed synchrotron spectrum will then be (Ry-
bicki & Lightman 1986)

N(ε) ∝ 1

4π

γmax∫
γmin

Psyn(γ, ε∗)N(γ) dγ (10)

where Psyn is the synchrotron single particle emissivity and
ε∗ is the photon energy in the comoving frame of the emitting
region carried by the blazar jet (e.g., Begelman et al. 1984).
The integration in equation (10) is performed numerically
using quadrature, and we study the spectral shape around
the peak. Again setting εp at 1.14 keV, the spectral index at
0.3 keV and 10 keV can be studied for different values of φ
(1.3 < φ < 2.0). In Figure 3, we show the plot between these
indices as blue solid line and the blue shaded region represents
the 1-σ deviation of the line. This interpretation for εp also
supports an anti-correlation between Γlow and Γhigh; however,
it still deviates significantly from the best fit line.

An alternative scenario which could be capable of repro-
ducing the best fit straight line besides explaining the ob-
served anti-correlation between Γlow and Γhigh is when the
synchrotron spectral component is a superposition of multiple
broken power-law components. This would implicitly assume
that the emission region is not reducible to a single homoge-
neous zone. The dominant broken power-law component then
determines εp and with proper choice of break energy and/or
the normalisation one could possibly reproduce the observed
best fit straight line. However, unless some fine tuning oc-
curs, one would also expect εp or the flux to be correlated or
anti-correlated with Γlow or Γhigh. The apparent absence of
such correlations (top and middle panels of Figure 4) would
again seem to disfavour simple variants of such a scenario.

As shown above, the curvature in the electron distribution
introduced by the simplistic assumptions of constant acceler-
ation and escape time-scales is unable to account for the ob-
served properties. Probably, relaxing these assumptions, by
including more complex energy-dependent acceleration and
escape time-scales, could modify the correlation and reduce
the deviation.

Multiple particle acceleration scenarios are also capable, in
principle, of producing electron distributions that could im-
itate a broken power-law (e.g., Sahayanathan 2008). In this
case, the indices are governed by the ratio of the accelera-

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2022)



6 C Baheeja et al.

tion and escape timescales of the associated acceleration pro-
cesses. The dominant acceleration processes in the blazar jet
are assumed to be shock- and stochastic-type. Since the rate
of acceleration by both these processes depends on the nature
of particle diffusion into the jet medium, the corresponding
particle power-law indices may be correlated. However, the
exact nature of this correlation and comparison with obser-
vations would demand a detailed study/simulation of AGN
jets considering these acceleration processes.

An important uncertainty in the present work is related
to the choice of εb used in spectral fitting with the sbpl
model. Since this parameter value has been frozen to εp
obtained from the log parabola (symmetric function) spec-
tral fit, this could introduce an additional bias which may
be reflected in the parameters Γhigh and Γlow. In order
to explore this, we performed a combined spectral fit us-
ing simultaneous/near-simultaneous NuSTAR observations
of the source. The NuSTAR data were downloaded from
the online data archive2 and standard data reducing tech-
niques were employed using the latest software provided3.
The spectral fit is then performed using sbpl model on
simultaneous/near-simultaneous Swift-XRT (0.3–10.0 keV)
and NuSTAR (3.0 to 30.0 keV) X-ray spectra with all pa-
rameters set free. It may be noted that, only four NuSTAR
observations were simultaneous with Swift-XRT; dividing the
later orbit-wise we obtain six spectra. The best spectral fit
parameters are given in Table 2. We find that the εp,sbpl ob-
tained through the combined spectral fit matches reasonably
well with εp got from the log parabolic fit of Swift-XRT ob-
servations. The scatter plot between these quantities along
with the identity line is shown in Figure 5. Though this re-
sult can be viewed as supporting our choice of εb, it is based
on only a small number of data points. To improve on this
and to be able to draw a more firm conclusion on the nature
of εp, further simultaneous broad band X-ray observations of
the source are clearly desirable. Nevertheless, the fact that
all data points in Figure 3 lie above the cooling break line
(brown dotted dash line) clearly disfavours a radiative loss
interpretation of the considered, characteristic photon energy
in Mkn 421.

A similar finding to the one presented here has also been re-
ported by Abdo et al. (2011) based on broadband SED mod-
elling of the source observed in 2009. Their modelling results
show that the required spectral break is significantly larger
than the one inferred from a simple radiative cooling scenario.
As a possible explanation the authors suggest that source
inhomogeneities might be responsible for the large spectral
break (e.g., Reynolds 2009). Using a large number of Swift-
XRT observations corresponding to different flux states, we
have show here that a simple cooling break interpretation for
the characteristic photon energy of Mkn 421 is inconsistent
with the observations. Our statistical analysis reveals a strong
anti-correlation between Γlow and Γhigh, providing an impor-
tant piece of information for identifying the physics behind
the characteristic photon energy. While simple scenarios can
reproduce part of the observed properties, a deeper under-
standing of the origin and evolution of the radiating particle

2 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/
3 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/nustar/analysis/

distribution is needed to satisfactorily match the observed
results.

The correlation between the indices around the spectral
peak might also be present for the high energy Compton spec-
tral component if the same electron distribution is responsi-
ble for the emission at these energies and scattering occurs in
the Thomson regime. However, the curvature could differ de-
pending on the spectral shape of the target photons responsi-
ble for Compton emission. This could be further complicated
if the Compton spectral peak is governed by the transition
of the scattering process from the Thomson to the Klein-
Nishina regime. We note that Chen (2014) has performed a
detailed spectral study of a sample of Fermi bright blazars by
fitting their synchrotron and Compton spectral components
(one SED data set for each source) log-parabola and broken
power-law functions. Comparing the sources in this sample,
a significant correlation between the peak frequency and the
curvature was found for the synchrotron spectral components,
while the Compton spectral components did not show such a
behaviour. This seems at variance with our findings based on
multiple observations of a single source where no such corre-
lation has been seen for the synchrotron spectral component.
In principle, this could suggest that correlation results ob-
tained from a single source cannot be easily generalised to
the entire set of blazars. On the other hand, the results for
the Compton emission are still less certain given the (then)
limited observational characterisation of the Compton spec-
trum, and an updated analysis might be helpful to clarify the
situation.

Earlier studies interpreting the blazar sequence in terms of
radiative loss suggested FSRQs to undergo significant losses
compared to BL Lacs (e.g., Ghisellini et al. 2002). This results
in a rather low characteristic (peak) photon energy for FSRQs
compared to BL Lacs, though the latter are more luminous.
However, the present study indicates that the characteristic
photon energy is not readily related to radiative losses, at
least in the case of Mkn 421, and hence this inference does
not apply. Therefore, a definite explanation of the character-
istic photon energy along with a study based on an increase
number of the sample will have the potential to decipher the
mystery behind the blazar sequence.
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Table 2. Best fit parameters of combined (Swift-XRT and NuSTAR) spectral fitting using sbpl model

Swift-XRT ObsID NuSTAR ObsID εp,sbpl Γlow Γhigh χ2
red (dof)

80050019-Orb1 60002023027 2.08+0.07
−0.07 1.58+0.03

−0.03 3.04+0.03
−0.03 1.06 (1303)

80050019-Orb5 60002023027 1.85+0.05
−0.05 1.68 +0.02

−0.02 3.08+0.03
−0.03 1.05 (1438)

35014065-Orb3 60002023035 1.99+0.09
−0.09 1.82+0.02

−0.02 3.00+0.05
−0.05 1.01 (1563)

34228110-Orb3 60202048002 1.49+0.1
−0.1 1.70+0.04

−0.07 2.78+0.05
−0.07 1.09 (1211)

34228110-Orb5 60202048002 1.37+0.1
−0.1 1.73+0.04

−0.07 2.79+0.05
−0.07 1.04 (1201)

81926001 60202048004 1.46+0.15
−0.12 1.84+0.03

−0.04 2.98+0.06
−0.08 1.03 (1240)
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Figure 6. sbpl fit for observation with different εp values.
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