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ABSTRACT

The radiation mechanism of Radio-Loud Narrow-Line Seyfert 1 (RL-NLS1) from X-ray to γ-ray bands

remains an open question. While the leptonic model has been employed to explain the spectral energy

distribution (SED), the hadronic process may potentially account for the high energy radiation of some

γ-ray loud Narrow-Line Seyfert 1 (NLS1) as well. We study one of such RL-NLS1, PKS 1502+036,

comparing the theoretical SEDs predicted by the leptonic model and the lepto-hadronic model to the

observed one. For the hadronic processes, we take into account the proton synchrotron radiation and

proton-photon interactions (including the Bethe-Heitler process and the photopion process) including

the emission of pairs generated in the electromagnetic cascade initiated by these processes. Our

results show that the leptonic model can reproduce the SED of this source, in which the X-ray to

γ-ray radiation can be interpreted as the inverse Compton (IC) scattering. On the other hand, the

proton synchrotron radiation can also explain the high energy component of SED although extreme

parameters are needed. We also demonstrate that the pγ interactions as well as the cascade process

cannot explain SED. Our results imply that a leptonic origin is favored for the multi-wavelength

emission of PKS 1502+036.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Blazars are a class of active galactic nuclei (AGNs) with relativistic jets pointing towards the observer and known

to exhibit high amplitude γ-ray flux variations (Urry & Padovani 1995). They are widely speculated to be strong

cosmic-ray proton (or nuclei) accelerators and have long been considered as potential emitters of high-energy electro-

magnetic (EM) radiation and neutrino radiation through the hadronic interactions of these accelerated cosmic rays

(e.g., Mannheim 1993, 1995; Stecker & Salamon 1996; Katarzyński et al. 2001; Halzen & Hooper 2002; Atoyan &

Dermer 2001; Murase et al. 2014). Such speculations are supported by the discovery of possible correlation between

high-energy neutrino events and blazars (IceCube Collaboration et al. 2018a,b). These events have been extensively

studied in the framework of the so-called photohadronic interaction model (Ansoldi et al. 2018a,b; Keivani et al. 2018;

Murase et al. 2018; Padovani et al. 2018, 2019; Cerruti et al. 2019; Gao et al. 2019; Reimer et al. 2019; Rodrigues et al.

2019; Xue et al. 2019; Abbasi et al. 2021) and hadronuclear interaction model (Sahakyan 2018; Liu et al. 2019; Banik

& Bhadra 2019). As such, hadronic process seems to be widely used to explain the broadband SED of jets in blazars.

In blazars, the broadband SED of jets have been broadly studied (Giommi et al. 1995; von Montigny et al. 1995;

Sambruna et al. 1996; Fossati et al. 1998; Nieppola et al. 2006; Abdo et al. 2010), but the high energy radiation mech-

anism of jet in AGNs is still controversial. Similar to blazars, RL-NLS1 objects are also a class of AGN hosting highly

relativistic non-thermal jets (Doi et al. 2006), characterized by narrow Balmer lines (FWHM Hβ < 2000 km s−1),

weak [O III], and strong Fe II emission (Osterbrock & Pogge 1985). The detection of γ-ray emissions from RL-NLS1s

by Fermi/LAT is believed to be an evidence for the existence of aligned relativistic jets in this class of AGNs (Paliya
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et al. 2018, 2019; Zhang et al. 2020). It is rather plausible that relativistic protons may exist in their jets and have

contribution to the observed radiation. Observations of the first blazar neutrino candidate, TXS 0506+056, favor a

mixed scenario with a leptonic dominated SED with subdominant hadronic components in the form of pair-cascades

emerging in the hard-X-rays and the TeV band (Cerruti 2020).

There are sixteen NLS1 galaxies known in γ-rays (Paliya et al. 2019), and the high energy radiation mechanism

of jet in this type of sources is under debate. The seminal work by Paliya et al. (2019) presented the results of a

detailed multi-wavelength study of this sample of sixteen NLS1 galaxies known in γ-rays so far, and successfully used

the leptonic radiative processes to reproduce the broadband SED. Nevertheless, the hadronic radiative processes were

not yet considered, which could possibly reproduce the broadband emission as well. It is worth exploring whether the

hadronic model can explain the high energy emission of jets in NLS1s, which became the motivation of this work.

The RL-NLS1 galaxy PKS 1502+036 was found to be emitting in γ-ray band by Fermi/LAT (Orienti et al. 2012;

Paliya et al. 2018), and was a promising neutrino source candidate in the catalog of Aartsen et al. (2020a), with a

local pre-trial p-value 0.28 (Aartsen et al. 2020a). PKS 1502+036 has rich multi-band observation data from radio to

γ-ray band, so we select PKS 1502+036 as the prime target to study in this work. Located at z = 0.409 (Abdo et al.

2009), it is a faint but persistent γ-ray emitter (Paliya 2015). The radio morphology shows a core-jet structure from

Very Long Baseline Array imaging(Orienti et al. 2012). The broadband SED of PKS 1502+036 can be described using

the synchrotron radiation of an electron population and inverse Compton scattering of the broad line region (BLR)

(Paliya et al. 2019).

In this work, we employ leptonic and lepto-hadronic models to explain the SED from radio to γ-ray band of the

jet in PKS 1502+036, and investigate the high-energy radiation mechanism and properties of the jet. The Optical-

Ultraviolet data and the X-ray to γ-ray data are taken from Paliya et al. (2019), the rest of the data are from

NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED1), the upper limit on neutrino observation is taken from Aartsen et al.

(2020b). The method for calculating the radiation is described in Section 2. In Section 3 we show the SED modeling

and results. The maximum injection luminosity of proton under the leptonic model is provided in Section 4. Finally

we present discussion and summarize our findings in Section 5. Throughout the paper, H0 =71 km s−1 Mpc−1,

Ωm = 0.27, and ΩΛ = 0.73 are adopted.

2. METHOD

To study the high energy radiation mechanism of PKS 1502+036, we use the one-zone leptonic model and the one-

zone lepto-hadronic model to reproduce the broadband SED. Similar to the standard radiation model for the blazar jet,

we consider the electron synchrotron radiation, the inverse Compton scattering on the synchrotron radiation field (i.e.,

synchrotron self-Compton, SSC, Harris & Krawczynski 2006) and on the external radiation (i.e., extenral Compton,

EC) of electrons. For the lepto-hadronic model, we take into account the proton synchrotron radiation, the Bethe-

Heitler process, and the photopion process, as well as the emission of pairs generated in the electromagnetic cascade

initiated by these processes. It is assumed that relativistic particles are injected into a blob which has a spherical

geometry with a radius R, filled with a uniformly entangled magnetic field B. In the leptonic model, we assumed

that the jet moves with a bulk Lorentz factor Γ, then we have δ = 1/[Γ −
(
Γ2 − 1

)1/2
cos θ] for a relativistic jet in

PKS 1502+036 with a viewing angle of θ, where the viewing angle is assumed to be 3◦ (Paliya et al. 2019). In the

lepto-hadronic model, we adopt δ = 6.6 (the variability Doppler factor in D'Ammando et al. 2013).

Relativistic electrons or protons are usually assumed to be injected in the blob with a broken power-law distribution

(Ghisellini et al. 2010; Wang et al. 2020) or a power-law distribution, i.e.,

Qe(p)(γe(p)) = Qe(p),0γ
−ne(p),1

e(p)

[
1 +

(
γe(p)

γe(p),b

)(ne(p),2−ne(p),1)
]−1

, (1)

Qe(p)(γe(p)) = Qe(p),0γ
−ne(p)

e(p) , (2)

Here γe(p)min < γe(p) < γe(p)max, where Qe(p),0 is the normalization, γe(p),b is the break Lorentz factor, ne(p),1 and

ne(p),2 represent the spectral indices below and above γe(p),b, γe(p)min and γe(p)min are the minimum and maximum

electron or protons Lorentz factors. For electrons, after giving an electron injection luminosity, Qe,0 can be obtained

1 https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/

https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/
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from
∫
Qeγemec

2dγe = Le,inj/
(
4/3πR3

)
where c is the speed of light and me is the electron rest mass, Le,inj is the

injection luminosity of electrons. For protons, Qp,0 can be obtained from
∫
Qpγpmpc

2dγp = Lp,inj/
(
4/3πR3

)
where

mp is the proton rest mass, Lp,inj is the injection luminosity of protons. The steady-state electron(protons) distribution

can be approximated as

Ne(p)(γe(p)) = Qe(p)(γe(p))te(p), (3)

where te(p) =min
{
tcool, te(p),dyn

}
. For electrons tcool = 3mec/ (4 (UB + κKNUph)σTγe) is the electron radiative cooling

timescale, with UB being the energy density of the magnetic field, and UB = B2/8π. Uph being the energy density

of the soft photons. σT is the Thomson scattering cross section and κKN is a numerical factor accounting for the

Klein-Nishina effect(Moderski et al. 2005), te(p),dyn = R/c is the the dynamical timescale of electrons or protons, here

R = r sin θ is the radius of the blob, r is the distance between black hole and the blob. All timescales are evaluated in

the comoving frame of the blob.

In the leptonic model, the synchrotron, SSC and EC radiations are calculated following Wang et al. (2022). For

the EC process, we consider the radiation of the broad line region (BLR) and the dust torus (DT) as target photons.

The BLR and DT radiation is taken as an isotropic blackbody with a peak at ≈ 2× 1015Γ Hz (Tavecchio & Ghisellini

2008) and 3× 1013Γ Hz (Cleary et al. 2007) in the jet comoving frame, respectively. In the EC process, if the energy

density of the BLR dominates the EC process is named EC/BLR, otherwise it is named EC/DT. The energy density

of BLR (uBLR) and dust torus (uDT) emission can be approximated (Hayashida et al. 2012) by

uBLR =
ηBLRΓ2Ld

3πr2
BLRc[1 + (r/rBLR)

3
]
, (4)

and

uDT =
ηDTΓ2Ld

3πr2
DTc[1 + (r/rDT)

4
]
, (5)

where r is the distance between the central black hole and the dissipation region. ηBLR = 0.1 and ηDT = 0.1 are

the the fractions of the disk liminosity Ld reprocessed into BLR and dust torus radiation, respectively, rBLR =

0.1
(
Ld/1046erg s−1

)1/2
pc and rDT = 2.5

(
Ld/1046erg s−1

)1/2
pc are the characteristic distances where the above

processes taking place.

Note that these radiation field can also interact with relativistic protons via the Bethe-Heitler pair production

and photopion production. We follow the semi-analytical method developed by Kelner & Aharonian (2008) for the

generated spectra of secondary particles in these two processes. The cooling timescale of both electrons and protons

via the aforementioned processes in the three models, which will be discussed in the following section, are shown in

Figure 1 for references.

The maximum protons Lorentz factor in the emission region can be approximated as

γp,max =

√
80

9

eBR

αmpc2
,

' 109
( α

10

)−1
(
B

1 G

)(
R

1016cm

)
,

(6)

where α is the parameter which in the case of shock acceleration depends on the spectrum of magnetic turbulence

and on the velocity of the upstream-flow (Sikora 2011). α = 10 for mildly relativistic shocks is adopted in our model

(Lagage & Cesarsky 1983). The kinetic luminosity of the magnetic field and nonthermal particles can be approximated

as (Celotti & Ghisellini 2008)

Lk,i = πR2Γ2cUi, (7)

where Ui is the energy density of magnetic field or nonthermal particles, here i = {B, e,p}, represents magnetic field,

electrons and protons respectively. The best-fit and uncertainty of the model parameters are derived via the Markov

Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013).

3. SED MODELING AND RESULTS

3.1. Scenario I: the leptonic model
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Figure 1. The cooling timescale of protons and electrons under different models, as well as the opacity of the intrinsic γγ
absorption of the radiation zone. The horizontal axis γ represents Lorentz factor of protons for synchrotron, photopion and
Bethe-Heitler process in the comoving frames, and also represents Lorentz factor of electrons for synchrotron, SSC and EC
process in the comoving frames. In addition, we also plot the optical depth of photons(the red dot-dashed line) in the figure,
the ε = Eγ/mec

2, here Eγ is photon energy. The vertical grey dashed lines show the maximum proton energy allowed by the
Hillas condition. Parameters of each model are described in Table 1-3, respectively.
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In this scenario, the synchrotron, SSC, EC radiation from an electron population and a simple blackbody emission

of disk are used to reproduce the broadband SED of jet. The radiating electrons are assumed to have the number

distribution described in Equation (1). The minimum and maximum Lorentz factor of electrons are taken γe,min = 1

and γe,max = 1.0× 104. The SED from radio to ultraviolet can be attributed by a synchrotron radiation of an electron

population and a simple blackbody emission of disk, and the X-ray to γ-ray can be reproduced by the inverse compton

scattering of BLR . The free parameters of the SED modeling are Γ, n1, n2, γbreak, Le,inj, r, B. If we assume that the
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Figure 2. Observed broadband SED of the jet with the leptonic model fits. The Optical-Ultraviolet data and the X-ray to
γ-ray data are taken from Paliya et al. (2019), the rest of the data are from NED, the upper limit on neutrino observation is
taken from Aartsen et al. (2020b).

electron energy density Ue is equal to magnetic field UB, then we can get the equipartition magnetic field strength

Beq is about 2.2 G. The SED fitting results are shown in Figure 2 and the derived parameters are listed in Table 1. It
is found that the single zone leptonic model can reproduce the broadband SED of PKS 1502+036 well, with χ2/dof

being 0.95.

3.2. Scenario II: proton synchrotron model

It was suggested that the X-ray emission and even γ-ray emission of jets in some blarzars may be explained by

the synchrotron radiation of protons (Aharonian 2000; Kundu & Gupta 2014; Böttcher et al. 2013). On the other

hand, Böttcher et al. (2013) selected 12 Fermi-LAT-detected blazars and modeled their broadband SEDs, but found

the proton synchrotron model has difficulty describing the GeV break in the SEDs of two FSRQs while provides

appropriate fits for all other blazars in their sample. This model requires very large powers in relativistic protons, i.e.,

Lp ∼ 1047−1049 erg s−1. This value is close to or even exceeds the Eddington luminosity, in most cases dominating the

total power in the jet (Böttcher et al. 2013), and this model needs a larger magnetic field strength generally. Böttcher

et al. (2013) found that the magnetic field strength is generally larger than 10 G in order to explain X-ray to γ-ray

emission via synchrotron radiation of protons (Böttcher et al. 2013). Whether such a strong magnetic field can be

achieved in AGN jet remains unclear and hence the proton synchrotron model is not confirmed yet.

In the proton synchrotron model, the low-energy emission still comes from electrons, which is the same as the leptonic

model. The minimum and maximum Lorentz factor of electrons are set to γe,min = 1, γe,max = 1.0 × 104, and the

minimum and maximum Lorentz factor of protons are γp,min = 1, and γp,max = 6.3×1010, respectively. The maximum
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Table 1. The physical parameters derived from the leptonic model fits

Γ n1 n2 log γbreak logLe,inj log r logB Beq Lk,B Lk,e χ2/dof

(erg s−1) (pc) (G) (G) (erg s−1) (erg s−1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11)

16.0+3.8
−3.7 1.4+0.3

−0.5 3.8+0.4
−0.3 2.1+0.3

−0.3 42.2+0.6
−0.3 -1.4+0.3

−0.3 0.3+0.2
−0.2 2.2 1.5e44 1.9e44 0.95

Note—The column information are as follows: Col.(1) the bulk Lorentz factor; Col.(2) low energy spectral
index of electron; Col.(3) high energy spectral index of electron; Col.(4) The break Lorentz factor; Col.(5) the
injection luminosity of electrons; Col.(6) the distance between black hole and blob; col.(7) The magnetic field
strength in SED fitting; col.(8) The equipartition magnetic field strength; col.(9) the luminosity of magnetic
field; col.(10) the luminosity of electrons; col.(11) the reduced χ2, the dof is degree of freedom. The luminosity
of disk is fixed to 6.03 × 1044erg s−1(Paliya et al. 2019).

Table 2. The physical parameters derived from the proton synchrotron model fits

n1 n2 log γbreak logLe,inj log r logB logLp,inj α β log γp,break Beq Lk,B Lk,p+e χ2/dof

(erg s−1) (pc) (G) (erg s−1) (G) (erg s−1) (erg s−1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14)

1.5+0.2
−0.24 3.7+0.3

−0.3 1.9+0.1
−0.1 42.9+0.1

−0.1 -0.9+0.1
−0.1 1.5+0.1

−0.2 45.6+0.2
−0.2 1.7+0.1

−0.1 4.2+0.2
−0.2 8.1+0.1

−0.1 48.0 2.0e46 4.0e46 1.84

Note—The column information are as follows: (1) low energy spectral index of electrons; Col.(2) high energy spectral index of electrons; Col.(3)
The break Lorentz factor of electrons; Col.(4) the injection luminosity of electrons; Col.(5) the distance between black hole and blob; Col.(6)
the magnetic field in SED fitting; Col.(7) the injection luminosity of protons; Col.(8) low energy spectral index of protons; Col.(9) high energy
spectral index of protons; Col.(10) The break Lorentz factor of protons; Col.(11) the equipartition magnetic field strength; Col.(12) the luminosity
of magnetic field; col.(13) the total luminosity of electrons and protons; col.(14) the reduced χ2, the dof is degree of freedom. The luminosity
of disk is fixed to 6.03 × 1044erg s−1(Paliya et al. 2019).

Lorentz factor of protons are approximated by Equation (6). By fitting the optically thin spectrum, D'Ammando et al.

(2013) found that the rest-frame brightness temperature is T ′B ∼ 2.5 × 1013 K, which exceeds the value derived for

the Compton catastrophe. Assuming that such a high value is due to Doppler boosting, they estimated the variability

Doppler factor δ = 6.6. This value is smaller than the Doppler factor obtained in Abdo et al. (2009) by modelling the

SED (δ = 18). To make the IC radiation of electrons negligible, we here adopt this small Doppler factor (δ = 6.6) to

suppress the external radiation energy density in the jet’s comoving frame.

The SED fitting results are shown in Figure 3, and the fitting parameters are shown in Table 2. The corresponding

χ2/dof of the fitting is 1.84, which is larger than the χ2/dof under the leptonic model. Meanwhile we find the break

Lorentz factor of proton is ∼ 1.3× 108, this value means that protons in the emission region are accelerated efficiently.

In conclusion, proton synchrotron model is still controversial, new observational evidence would be needed to support

or rule out this model. The free parameters of the SED modeling in this model are B, γbreak, n1, n2, Le,inj, Lp,inj, r,

α, β, γp,break.
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Figure 3. Observed broadband SED of the jet with the proton synchrotron model fits.

Table 3. The physical parameters derived from the pγ interaction models fits

n1 n2 log γbreak logLe,inj log r logB logLp,inj α β log γp,break Beq Lk,B Lk,p+e χ2/dof

(erg s−1) (pc) (G) (erg s−1) (G) (erg s−1) (erg s−1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14)

1.5+0.2
−0.2 3.1+0.2

−0.2 2.0+0.2
−0.1 43.1+0.1

−0.1 -1.0+0.1
−0.1 0.9+0.1

−0.1 46.3+0.1
−0.2 1.3+0.1

−0.1 4.2+0.2
−0.2 7.5+0.1

−0.1 147.1 5.2e44 2.1e47 2.96

Note—The column information are as follows: (1) low energy spectral index of electrons; Col.(2) high energy spectral index of electrons; Col.(3)
The break Lorentz factor of electrons; Col.(4) the injection luminosity of electrons; Col.(5) the distance between black hole and blob; Col.(6)
the magnetic field in SED fitting; Col.(7) the injection luminosity of protons; Col.(8) low energy spectral index of protons; Col.(9) high energy
spectral index of protons; Col.(10) The break Lorentz factor of protons; Col.(11) the equipartition magnetic field strength; Col.(12) the luminosity
of magnetic field; col.(13) the total luminosity of electrons and protons; col.(14) the reduced χ2, the dof is degree of freedom. The luminosity of
disk is fixed to 6.03 × 1044erg s−1(Paliya et al. 2019).

3.3. Scenario III: Photopion and Bethe-Heitler model

Interactions between high-energy protons and the radiation field of the source have been widely considered as

radiation channels of protons in AGN. One of the main processes is the photopion process, i.e.,

p+ γ → p′ + π0,

p+ γ → n+ π+,

p+ γ → p′ + π+ + π−,

(8)
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via which unstable pions are produced and further decay into

π0 → 2γ,

π+ → µ+ + νµ → e+ + νe + ν̄µ + νµ,

π− → µ− + ν̄µ → e− + ν̄e + νµ + ν̄µ,

(9)

Another important process is the Bethe–Heitler pair-production, leading to the production of electron/positron pairs,

i.e.,

p+ γ → p′ + e+ + e−, (10)

In these processes, radiation fields of the AGN serve as the targets, including blackbody emission of the BLR and

the dusty torus, the synchrotron radiation of primary electrons, as well as the radiation of secondary pairs developed

in the electromagnetic cascade initiated by the two processes. The photopion process and the Bethe-Heitler process

including the cascade are calculated following the method shown in Wang et al. (2022).

We can find out the best-fit parameters in this model with the MCMC method, and get the best fit to the SED

(see Appendix for the associated MCMC results). As shown in Figure 4, however, the resulting spectral shape cannot

coincide with the data at all. This is due to the nature of the cascade emission. At the MeV-GeV band, the emission is

dominated by pairs generated in the cascade process. The spectrum is somewhat independent on the initial parameters

as long as the cascade is sufficiently developed.

The minimum and maximum Lorentz factor of electrons are γe,min = 1, γe,max = 1.0 × 104, and the minimum and

maximum Lorentz factor of protons are γp,min = 1, and γp,max = 1.0 × 1010 respectively. Here B is magnetic field

strength. The maximum Lorentz factor of protons are approximated by Equation (6). In pγ interaction models, we

adopt δ = 6.6 (the variability Doppler factor in D'Ammando et al. 2013). The free parameters of the SED modeling

are B, γbreak, n1, n2, Le,inj, Lp,inj, r, α, β, γp,break. The SED fitting results are shown in Figure 4. The fitting

parameters are listed in Table 3. The derived χ2/dof is 2.96. The result means that the pγ interaction models cannot

reproduce the high energy band SED of PKS 1502+036.
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Figure 4. Observed broadband SED of the jet with pγ interactions including the emission of pairs generated in the electro-
magnetic cascade initiated by these processes.
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Table 4. The maximum injection luminosity of protons under the leptonic model

the spectrum index of protons Lp,inj χ2/dof Lk,B Lk,p+e Lk,p(>1 EeV)

(erg s−1) (erg s−1) (erg s−1) (erg s−1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

1.5 1043.0 3.02 1.5e44 1.8e45 1.2e44

2.0 1043.3 3.02 1.5e44 3.4e45 2.5e43

2.5 1045.6 3.02 1.5e44 7.5e47 1.8e42

Note—The column information are as follows: (1) the spectral index of protons; Col.(2)
the maximum injection luminosity of protons in the comoving frames; Col.(3) the reduced
χ2, the dof is degree of freedom; col.(4) the luminosity of magnetic field; col.(5) the total
luminosity of electrons and protons; col.(6) the luminosity of protons (>1 EeV)

4. THE MAXIMUM INJECTION LUMINOSITY OF PROTON UNDER THE LEPTONIC MODEL

As described above, we have attempted to use leptonic model and lepto-hadronic model to explain the broad SED

of jet in PKS 1502+036. We find the leptonic model is a popular model to explain the broad SED of jet, and the pγ

interaction model cannot explain the high energy SED of jet. Though the photopion and Bethe-Heitler model cannot

explain the high energy SED of jet, high energy protons may still exist in the jet of PKS 1502+036. So we attempt to

use the broadband SED of jet to limit the maximum injection luminosity of proton under the leptonic model.

In the leptonic model case, we can assume a power-law distribution of protons, with the adopted spectrum index

of protons to be 1.5, 2.0 and 2.5, respectively. The corresponding results of SED fitting are shown in Figure 5. In

this work, we use p-value to limit the maximum injection luminosity of protons. A smaller p-value indicates that the

probability of the event happening is lower. In detail, we define the injected luminosity of proton as the maximum

luminosity when the cumulative probability of the χ2 distribution reaches 3σ (0.997), the corresponding p value is

0.003. Given the degrees of freedom in our model is 21, the corresponding χ2/dof is 2.07. Then we gradually increase

the injection luminosity of protons under the leptonic model and the χ2/dof will change gradually. We can get the

maximum injection luminosity of proton when the χ2/dof is increased by 2.07.

The minimum proton Lorentz factor is set to 1 and the maximum proton Lorentz factor is 1.3 × 109, which is

approximated by Equation (6). Table 4 shows that the maximally allowed proton injection luminosity increases from

1043.0 erg/s to 1045.6 erg/s when the spectral index increases from 1.5 to 2.5.

It is worth noting that the main constraint on the proton luminosity comes from the soft X-ray flux. This is because

the synchrotron radiation of electron/positron pairs generated in the EM cascade peak around the soft X-ray band,

while it is also the “valley” in the SED at the soft X-ray band. This is the reason why the main deviation between

theoretical flux and observed flux is at the soft X-ray band as shown in Figure 5.

5. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

In this work, we study the gamma-ray radiation mechanism of RL-NLS1 PKS 1502+036 in the framework of both

the leptonic model and the lepto-hadronic model. In both models, the low-energy radiation are ascribed to the

synchrotron radiation of electrons, but the former employs the inverse Compton radiation of electrons for the X-ray

to γ-ray emission while the latter attributes the high-energy emission to protons. The two scenarios are considered in

the lepto-hadronic models, namely, the proton synchrotron model and the proton-photon interaction model (including

the photopion production and the Bethe-Heitler process) respectively. Our calculation showed that the leptonic model

can reproduce the broadband SED of this source best with the smallest value for χ2/dof (0.95) among three models,

implying that the inverse Compton radiation is the favorable mechanism for the production of the gamma-ray emission

of PKS 1502+036. The same conclusions have been drawn in previous works on the same object (Paliya & Stalin 2016;

Paliya et al. 2019), in which the leptonic radiative processes have been favored. In the leptonic model, the derived
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Figure 5. Observed broadband SED of the jet with the leptonic model fits. The spectrum index of protons is 1.5, 2.0 and 2.5
respectively from the top to the bottom of the picture.
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Doppler factor δ = 18.6 in our work. This value is comparable to the one reported in Paliya et al. (2019), which is

about 17.2. The derived distance between the black hole and the blob is about 0.04 pc in our work, this value is lower

than the value in Paliya & Stalin (2016) and Paliya et al. (2019), which is 0.16 pc and 0.126 pc, respectively. The

derived magnetic field strength in our work is about 2 G, larger than the value in Paliya et al. (2019), which is about

0.25 G.

The proton synchrotron model could also yield an acceptable fitting to the high energy emission with χ2/dof = 1.84.

However, the required kinetic proton luminosity exceeds the Eddington luminosity of this object by about one order

of magnitude, which is LEdd ≈ 4 × 1045
(
MBH/107.6M�

)
erg s−1, with MBH ≈ 107.6 M� being the supermassive

black hole mass of this object (Paliya et al. 2019). Given the low efficiency of synchrotron radiation of protons, the

required magnetic field strength is around 34 G. It is quite large for the general value of parsec-scale AGN jet, although

comparable with the equipartition magnetic field strength which is about 48 G in this case. As a consequence, the

derived kinetic luminosity of the magnetic field is 2×1046erg s−1, also exceeding the Eddington luminosity by a factor

of 5. This makes the proton synchrotron model dubious because whether such an extraordinary accretion rate can be

stable for a long time is unclear. On the other hand, the proton-photon interaction model fails to explain the X-ray

to γ-ray emission, because the spectral shape of the electromagnetic cascade initiated by these interactions is much

flatter than the observed data. Besides, the required proton power also significantly exceeds the Eddington luminosity

in order to make the generated X-ray/γ-ray flux at the comparable level of the observed one.

It may be worth mentioning that, although the lepto-hadronic model is not favored, it does not mean protons are

not accelerated in the jet of NLS1 galaxy. In fact, it is widely believed that ultra-high-energy cosmic rays (UHECRs)

above the so-called “ankle” (i.e, at a few EeV), where the composition is mainly proton (Abbasi et al. 2017; Schröder

et al. 2019), predominantly originate from extra-galactic sources (Pierre Auger Collaboration et al. 2013; Aab et al.

2018), such as AGNs. We then estimate the largest amount of protons that can be allowed to be injected in the jet

under the leptonic model. To do this, we added a proton component, assuming a power-law distribution with the

spectral index being 1.5, 2.5 and 2.5 respectively, in the leptonic model and calculate the overall flux given by both

electrons and protons (mainly from the induced EM cascades). The maximum injection luminosity of protons can be

obtained when the overall flux violates the observation at 3σ confidence level (i.e., when χ2/dof is increased by 2.07

in our case). The obtained largest kinetic luminosity of protons are Lp,k = 1.8 × 1045erg s−1, 3.4 × 1045erg s−1, and

7.5× 1047erg s−1 for np = 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, respectively.

Note that NLS1 galaxies constitute a fraction of ∼ 15% of Seyfert 1 galaxies (Komossa 2008), whereas the spatial

density of the latter at the local universe is about 3×10−4Mpc−3 (Huchra & Burg 1992). Therefore, if we may estimate

the upper limit of the local UHECR energy production of NLS1 galaxies if using the result for PKS 1502+036 as the

representative, yielding Ẇp ' 1.7× 1047erg Mpc−3yr−1 for np = 1.5, Ẇp ' 3.5× 1046erg Mpc−3yr−1 for np = 2.0, and

Ẇp ' 2.6 × 1045erg Mpc−3yr−1 for np = 2.5. The constrained upper limits of the energy production rate are larger

than the required value to explain the measured UHECRs spectrum at ankle, i.e., ∼ 1044erg Mpc−3yr−1 (e.g., Katz

et al. 2009; Alves Batista et al. 2019). Therefore, NLS1 galaxies in principle may contribute the measured UHECRs

flux at the ankle. However, even so, the maximally achievable proton energy is just above a few EeV (see Figure 1)

and hence their contribution cannot continue to higher energies, according to the best-fit model parameters (i.e., the

magnetic field and the size of the radiation zone) and the Hillas condition (Hillas 1984).
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Katarzyński, K., Sol, H., & Kus, A. 2001, A&A, 367, 809,

doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20000538

Katz, B., Budnik, R., & Waxman, E. 2009, JCAP, 2009,

020, doi: 10.1088/1475-7516/2009/03/020

Keivani, A., Murase, K., Petropoulou, M., et al. 2018, ApJ,

864, 84, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aad59a

Kelner, S. R., & Aharonian, F. A. 2008, PhRvD, 78,

034013, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.78.034013

Komossa, S. 2008, in Revista Mexicana de Astronomia y

Astrofisica Conference Series, Vol. 32, Revista Mexicana

de Astronomia y Astrofisica Conference Series, 86–92.

https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3326

Kundu, E., & Gupta, N. 2014, Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society: Letters, 444, L16–L19,

doi: 10.1093/mnrasl/slu101

Lagage, P. O., & Cesarsky, C. J. 1983, A&A, 125, 249

Liu, R.-Y., Wang, K., Xue, R., et al. 2019, Physical Review

D, 99, doi: 10.1103/physrevd.99.063008

Mannheim, K. 1993, A&A, 269, 67.

https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9302006

—. 1995, Astroparticle Physics, 3, 295,

doi: 10.1016/0927-6505(94)00044-4

Moderski, R., Sikora, M., Coppi, P. S., & Aharonian, F.

2005, MNRAS, 363, 954,

doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09494.x

Murase, K., Inoue, Y., & Dermer, C. D. 2014, PhRvD, 90,

023007, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.90.023007

Murase, K., Oikonomou, F., & Petropoulou, M. 2018, ApJ,

865, 124, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aada00

Nieppola, E., Tornikoski, M., & Valtaoja, E. 2006, A&A,

445, 441, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20053316

http://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.124.051103
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2016.11.001
http://doi.org/10.22323/1.395.0971
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/707/2/L142
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/716/1/30
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1384-1076(00)00039-7
http://doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2019.00023
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aad083
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aad083
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.221102
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.103006
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637x/768/1/54
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2007.12758.x
http://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies8040072
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/sly210
http://doi.org/10.1086/511969
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt778
http://doi.org/10.1093/pasj/58.5.829
http://doi.org/10.1086/670067
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01828.x
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-018-0610-1
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.15898.x
http://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/65/7/201
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.44.051905.092446
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/754/2/114
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.aa.22.090184.002233
http://doi.org/10.1086/171488
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat1378
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat2890
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20000538
http://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2009/03/020
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aad59a
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.034013
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3326
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slu101
http://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.99.063008
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9302006
http://doi.org/10.1016/0927-6505(94)00044-4
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09494.x
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.023007
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aada00
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053316


High Energy Emission of PKS 1502+036 13

Orienti, M., D’Ammando, F., & Giroletti, M. 2012, High

resolution radio observations of gamma-ray emitting

Narrow-Line Seyfert 1s. https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.0402

Osterbrock, D. E., & Pogge, R. W. 1985, ApJ, 297, 166,

doi: 10.1086/163513

Padovani, P., Giommi, P., Resconi, E., et al. 2018,

MNRAS, 480, 192, doi: 10.1093/mnras/sty1852

Padovani, P., Oikonomou, F., Petropoulou, M., Giommi, P.,

& Resconi, E. 2019, MNRAS, 484, L104,

doi: 10.1093/mnrasl/slz011

Paliya, V. S. 2015, ApJL, 808, L48,

doi: 10.1088/2041-8205/808/2/L48

Paliya, V. S., Ajello, M., Rakshit, S., et al. 2018, The

Astrophysical Journal, 853, L2,

doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/aaa5ab

Paliya, V. S., Parker, M. L., Jiang, J., et al. 2019, The

Astrophysical Journal, 872, 169,

doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ab01ce

Paliya, V. S., & Stalin, C. S. 2016, The Astrophysical

Journal, 820, 52, doi: 10.3847/0004-637x/820/1/52

Pierre Auger Collaboration, Abreu, P., Aglietta, M., et al.

2013, ApJL, 762, L13, doi: 10.1088/2041-8205/762/1/L13
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APPENDIX

Here we present the plots of MCMC fitting under the leptonic model, the proton synchrotron model, and the

photohadronic model, respectively.
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Figure 7. The result of MCMC under the proton synchrotron model, the three dotted lines represent the uncertainties based
on the 16th, 50th, and 84th percentiles of the samples in the marginalized distributions.
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Figure 8. The result of MCMC under the photohadronic model , the three dotted lines represent the uncertainties based on
the 16th, 50th, and 84th percentiles of the samples in the marginalized distributions.
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