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M odeling the M ultiw avelength Spectra and Variability of
BL Lacertae in 2000

M .Bottcher', and A .Rein er’

ABSTRACT

BL Lacertae was the target of an extensive m ultiwavelength m onitoring cam —
paign in the second half of 2000. T he cam paign had revealed optical and X —ray
Intraday variability on tin e scals of 15 hours and evidence for signi cant
goectral variability both at optical and X ray frequencies. D uring the cam paign,
BL Lacertae was cbserved In two di erent activity states: A quiescent state w ith
relatively Iow levels of optical and X ray uxes and a synchrotron cuto at en-—
ergies below the X +ay regin e, and a aring state w ith high Jevels of optical and
X -ray am ission and a synchrotron cuto around oreven beyond 10 keV .In this
paper, we are using both Jptonic and hadronic gt m odels to t the broadband
Soectra and spectral varability pattems observed in both activity states In 2000.
W e start out with global spectralm odels of both activity states. Subsequently,
we Investigate various aring scenarios for com parison w ith the observed short—
term vardability of BL Lacertae in 2000. For our leptonic gt m odel, we nd that
the shorttem varability, in particular the opticaland X —ray spectral variability,
can be best represented with a aring scenario dom nated by a spectralindex
change of the spectrum of ultrarelativistic electrons Inected Into the gt. Based
on this result, a detailed m odel sim ulation of such a aring scenario, reproducing
the observed optical and X ray spectral variability and broadband SED of BL
Lacertae during the BeppoSA X pointing around Nov. 1, 2000, sin ultaneously, is
presented. O ur kptonicm odeling results are com pared to tsusing the hadronic
synchrotron-proton blazar (SPB) m odel. Thatm odelcan reproduce the cbserved
SED s of BL Lacertae In a scenario wih -synchrotron dom inated high-energy
am ission. Ik requires a signi cantly higherm agnetic eld than the ¥ptonicm odel
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( 40G wvs. 2 G in the Jptonicm odel) and a lower D oppler factor associated
w ith the bulk m otion of the am ission region © 8 vs.D 18 in the leptonic
m odel) . T he hadronic m odel predicts a signi cantly larger & 100 G&V  ux than
the Jeptonic m odels, well w ithin the anticipated capabilities of VERITA S and
MAGIC.

Sub$ct headings: galaxies: active | BL Lacertae obcts: individual BL Lac—
ertae) | gam m a-rays: theory | radiation m echanian s: non-them al

1. Introduction

BL Lacertae = 1ES 2200+ 420; z= 0.069) was historically the prototype ofthe BL Lac
class ofactive galacticnuclei A G N ) .T hese ob Ects are characterized by continuum properties
sim ilarto thoseof at-spectrum radio quasars (non-them alopticalcontinuum , high degree of
Iinearpolarization, rapid variability at allw avelengths, radio £tsw ith individualcom ponents
often exhibiting apparent superium nalm otion), but do usually show only weak em ission lines
(W ith equivalent w idth in the rest-fram e ofthe host galaxy of< 5A), ifany. In BL Lacertae
itself, however, H (and H ) em ission lines w ith equivalent widths In excess of 5 A have
been detected during a period of several weeks In 1995 (Vem eulen et al. 1995; C orbett et
al. 1996), and in 1997 (Corbett et al. 2000) . Superlum inalm otion of , up to 71 03 has
been observed In thisobfct O enn et al. 2000).

BL Lacertae is classi ed as a low -frequency peaked BL Lac obect (LBL; Fossatiet al.
1998). From an interpolation between the GHz radio spectrum and the IR { optical spec-
trum , it can be inferred that is low —frequency spectral com ponent typically peaks at mm
to m wavelengths, while the high-frequency com ponent seem s to peak in themultiM &V {
G eV energy range. BL Lacertae has been studied in detail during varous intensive m ulti-
wavelength cam paigns (g.Bloom et al 1997; Sambruna et al. 1999; M adegkiet al. 1999;
Ravasio et al. 2002; V illata et al. 2002; Bottcher et al. 2003). It is a particularly interest—
Ing cbct for detailed X -ray studies since it is in the X ray regin e where the two broad
com ponents of the m ultiwavelength SED s of BL Lacertae (and other LBLs) are overlapping
and intersecting. X —ray observations of this source at di erent epochs show signi cant ux
and spectral variability, indicating that the X +ay em ission is at tin es dom inated by the
high-energy end of the synchrotron em ission, whike at other occasions it is dom nated by
the low -frequency portion of the high-energy bump of the SED . In fact, BL Lacertae has
repeatedly shown a concave shape (e€g.,M adefgkiet al.1999; R avasio et al. 2002), w ith rapid
variability m ainly restricted to the low -energy excess portion of the spectrum (eg., Ravasio
et al. 2002, 2003).
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In the fram ework of relativistic gt m odels, the low-frequency (radio { optical/UV)
amn ission from blazars is Interpreted as synchrotron em ission from nonthem alelectrons In a
relativistic gt. The high-frequency X —ay { -ray) am ission could either be produced via
C om pton upscattering of low frequency radiation by the sam e electrons responsible for the
synchrotron em ission (leptonic £t m odels; for a recent review see, eg., Bottcher 2002), or
due to hadronic processes initiated by relativistic protons coaccelerated w ith the electrons
(hadronic m odels, for a recent discussion see, eg., M udke & P rotheroe 2001; M ucke et al.
2003). The lack of know ledge of the prim ary #t lJaunching m echanian and the di culy in
constraining the £t com position from generalenergetics considerations (for recent discussions
e, eg., Skora & M adefki 2000; Ghisellini & Celotti 2001) are currently leaving both
Jeptonic and hadronic m odels open as viabl possbilities. A lso, detailed simulations of
particle acceleration at relativistic shocks or shear layers, which m ay be relevant for the
accelkration of ultrarelativistic particles in blazar ts, show that a wide varety of particlke
Infection spectra m ay result In such scenarios (9., O strow ki & Bednarz 2002; Stawarz &
O strow ski 2003), greatly di ering from the standard spectral index of 22 { 23, which was
previously believed to be a universal value In relativistic shock accelkration scenarios 9.,
A chterberg et al. 2001; G allant et al. 1999). T hus, both the nature of the m atter in blazar
“ets and the energy spectra of ultrarelativistic particles in ected into the em ission regions in
blazar gtsaredi cul to constrain from st principles. Forthis reason, we are leaving these
aspects as virtually free param eters in our m odels, and attem pt to constrain them through
the results of detailed tin e-dependent m odeling of blazar em ission.

W hilke sin ultaneous broadband spectra are very usefiillto constrain both types ofblazar
Bt m odels, there still rem aln severe am biguities In their Interpretation w rit. the dom nant
electron cooling, inection, and acceleration m echanisn s, as was recently illustrated for the
case of W Com ae by Bottcher et al. (2002). Those authors have also dem onstrated that a
com bination of broadband spectra w ith tin ing and spectral variability informm ation, in tan—
dem with tin edependent m odel sin ulations K irk et al. 1998; G eorganopoulos & M arscher
1998; K atacka et al. 2000; K usunose et al. 2000; Li & Kusunose 2000; Sikora et al. 2001;
Bottcher & Chiang 2002; K raw czynski et al. 2002; K usunose et al. 2003) can help to break
som e of these degeneracies. For this reason, we had organized an Intensive m ultiwavelength
cam paign to m onitor BL Lacertae in the second half of 2000 at radio, optical, X -ray, and
very-high-energy (VHE) -ray frequencies, putting soecial em phasis on detailed variability
Inform ation. The results of this m ultiwavelength cam paign were published in Bottcher et
al. (2003); for m ore details on the optical and X ray observations, see also Villata et al.
(2002) and R avasio et al. (2003), respectively. In x2, we brie y highlight them ain results of
that cam paign, em phasizing those agoects that we w ill speci cally use here to constrain our
m odel calculations.
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T he purpose of this paper is to use both Jptonic and hadronic £t models to t the
oectral energy distrbutions (SED s) and spectral variability of BL Lacertae observed in
2000. Follow ing a brief description ofboth lptonic and hadronic m odels in x3, we will st
present spectral tsto the SED sofBL Lac in x4. O ur code used to evaluate Jeptonicm odels
allow s us to m ake detailed simulations of the spectral variability resulting from di erent
plausblk aring scenarios. In x5, we will rst do a general param eter study of various
soenardios and com pare the results qualitatively w ith the observed spectral variability trends
In BL Lacertae (x5.1). Thiswillallow usto decide on a preferabl aring scenario, forwhich
we subsequently optin ize our choice ofm odelparam eters to t sim ultaneously the SED and
goectral variability of BL Lacertae as observed In 2000 x52). Possible physical scenarios
triggering the nferred varability of the electron Inction soectrum w illbe discussed in x6.
W e summ arize in xX7.

T hroughout this paper, we refer to  as the energy spectral index, F gyl / . A
cosnology with , = 03and = 0:7andH,= 70km s ! Mpc ! isused.

2. Summ ary of observational resuls

BL Lacertae was cbserved In a co-ordinated m uliw avelength cam paign at radio, optical,
X-ray, and VHE -ray energies during the period m id-M ay 2000, until the end of the year.
Resuls of the m ultiwavelength observing cam paign have been published In Bottcher et al.
(2003) . Here, we brie y highlight the results that we w ill speci cally concentrate on in our
m odelling e ort.

Focusing on an origihally planned core cam paign period of July 17 { Aug. 11,BL Lac-
ertae was the target of an Intensive optical cam paign by the W holk Earth B lazar Telescope
W EBT ;Villataetal.2000;R atteriet al.2001, seealso http://www.to.astro.it/blazars/webt/),
In which 24 optical telescopes throughout the northem hem isphere participated. D etails of
the data collection, analysis, crosscalbration ofphotom etry from di erent observatories, etc.
pertaining to theW EBT cam paign have been published In V illata et al. 2002). BL Lacertae
was In a rather quiescent state during the core cam paign, In which the densest light curve
sam pling was obtained. However, the source underwent a state transition to an extended
high state in m id-Septem ber 2000, which lasted throughout the rest of the year.

The W EBT campaign retumed optical R-band) light curves of unprecedented time
coverage and resolution . B rightness varationsof R 035, corresponding to  ux variations
of (F)=F 04,wihin 15 hrhave been found. C lear evidence for spectral variability at
opticalwavelengths was found, and the color changes were m ore sensitive to rapid variations
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than the longtem ux level. During wellksam pled, short ares (on tine scalks of a few
hours), the color changes strictly follow the ux variability In the sense that the spectra are
harder when the ux is higher. A plot ofB —R vs. R (see Fig. 1) reveals two ssparate
regin es w ithin which the R m agniudes are well correlated w ith the respective B —R oolors.
However, there seem s to be a discontinuity at R 14 m ag, ssparating a high— ux and a
low— ux regine. W ithin each regin g, a sin ilar range of B —R oolors is cbserved (V illata et
al. 2002).

At X -ray energies, BL Lacertae was cbserved w ith the BeppoSAX Narrow Field Tnstru—
ments NFI) in two pointings on July 26 { 27 and Oct. 31 { Nov. 2, 2000 Ravasio et al
2003). In addition, the source wasm oniored by the Rossi X—ray T In ing Explorer RXTE)
P roportionalCounterA rray PCA) In 3 short pointingsperweek M arscheretal.2004). The
details of the BeppoSA X observations and the data analysis m ethods have been published
in Ravasio et al. (2003).

The drastic change of the activity state of BL Lacertae in m id-Septem ber observed

in the optical range is acoom panied by several large ares in the PCA light curve over a

2 m onths period, but not by a sim ilarly extended high ux state as seen in the optical.

In fact, whik the average ux lkevel Increased only slightly, a higher level of activity was
Indicated by a higher degree of variability.

D uring our second BeppoSA X pointing around Nov. 1, 2000, BL Lacertae was In an
exceptionally bright X —ray outburst state. Interestingly, the R band lightcurve indicates a
relatively low optical ux, compared to the average ux level after m id-Septem ber 2000,
coincident w ith this X ray outburst.

In the follow Ing, we w illconcentrate on the data analysis results obtained using a neutral
hydrogen colimn density of Ny = 255 16! an ? and an optical extinction coe cient of
Ap = 142.Durng the July 26 { 27 BeppoSA X observation, the sourcewas n a low ux and
activity state. The t to the BeppoSAX soectrum resulted n = 0:8 0:1, con m ing the
Jow —activity state of the source at that tin e and indicating that the entire X -ray soectrum
m ight have been dom nated by the low -frequency end of the high-energy com ponent of the
broadband SED ofBL Lacertae.

The shortterm LECS (05 {2]keV)andM ECS (R { 10]1keV ) lightcurves of BL Lacertae
during this cbservation (see Fig. 3 of Ravasio et al. 2003) display a large (factor > 2) are
on a tine scak of 4 hr, while the source appears lss variabl at higher energies. This
behavior has been noted In this source before (9. Ravasio et al. 2002), and is even m ore
obvious In the O ct 31 { Nov. 2 observation.

D uring the second B eppoSAX ponnting on Oct. 31 { Nov. 2, 2000, the LECS + MECS
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03 { 10 keV spectrum waswell tted with apowerdaw modelwih = 156 003 Ravasio

et al. 2003). In this observation, BL Lacertae was also signi cantly detected by the PD S

up to 50 keV, indicating a spectral hardening in this energy range. The soft shape of

the LECS + M ECS spectrum clkarly indicates that it was dom Inated by the high-energy

end ofthe low-energy (synchrotron) com ponent in this observation. T he spectral hardening

evident in the PD S spectrum m ight indicate the onsst of the high-energy com ponent beyond
10 kev .

Ravasio et al. (2003) extracted the LECS and M ECS light curves in three di erent
energy channels during the ssocond BeppoSA X pointing, along w ith the two hardness ratios:
HR1 = MECS R —-4]/ LECS D5 -2]and HR2= MECS 4 -10] / MECS R —-4]. The
LECS and M ECS light curves show signi cant variability In all energy channels, wih ux
variations of factorsof 3 { 4 on tine scalesdown to 1{2hr.

The X 1ay soectral varability on short (ntra-day) tin e scales can be characterized
through variations of the BeppoSA X hardness ratios HR1 and HR2 as a function of the
respective count rates. An exam plk of such a hardness-intensity diagram H ID ) is shown
In Fig. 12. A weak hardness-intensity anticorrelation at soft X-rays HR1 vs. LECS) is
generally found. O ccasionally, a positive hardness-intensity correlation at m edium -energy
X-rays HR2 vs. M ECS) can be found, but is not always apparent.

G enerally, no signi cant cross-correlations w ith m easurable tim e delays between di er-
ent energy bands could be identi ed in this cam paign. A possibl correlation between the
X —ray and optical light curves wih an optical delay of 4 { 5 hr during the July 26 { 27
BeppoSA X cbsarvation did not hold up to any statistical signi cance test (form ore details,
see Bottcheret al. 2003) . However, ifwe assum e that the opticallagof 4 { Shrisrealand
can be Interpreted as due to synchrotron cooling, it allow s an independent m agnetic eld
estin ate, which is In good agreem ent w ith the independent estin ate based on the m easured
synchrotron peak ux and a basic equipartition argum ent (see x3.3).

Bottcheret al. (2003) constructed tw o sin ultaneousbroadband SED s forthe tin esofthe
two BeppoSA X pointings (see Fig. 2). Fig. 2 illustrates the di erent activity states between
the July 26/27 and the Oct. 31 { Nov. 2 BeppoSA X ocbservations. In the July 26/27 SED,
the synchrotron peak appears to be located at frequencies clearly below the optical range,
and a synchrotron cuto near orbelow the soft X ray regin e. In contrast, the SED ofO ct.
31 { Nov. 2 show s clkar evidence for the presence of the synchrotron com ponent out to at
least 10 keV, and the synchrotron peak m ight be located in the optical range. The gure
also showsthe RXTE PCA soectrum ofthe observation a few hours before the beginning of
theOct. 31 { Nov. 2 BeppoSA X pointing. ThisPCA spectrum show s characteristics rather
sin ilar to the low —state spectrum , and illustrates the drastic nature of the short-tem X -ray
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R avasio et al. (2003) have show n that the extrapolation ofthe optical spectrum tow ards
higher frequencies does not connect sn oothly w ith the contem poraneous soft X —ray spectrum
(see their Fig. 5). In addition to the various scenarios discussed by Ravasio et al. (2003)
1o possbly explain this m isalignm ent, i seem s also possble that it could be an artifact of
the ux averaging over the 15 days of the BeppoSA X observations, including m ultiple
shorttem ares of only a few hours each. In order to test for this possibiliyy, i will be
essential to apply fully tin edependent AGN am ission m odels, as we do in this paper, and

t tin edependent spectral varability pattems rather than only tin eaveraged SED s.

3. D escription of leptonic and hadronic m odels

In this section, we give a brief description ofthe Jeptonic and hadronicblazar £tm odels
used forour spectral tting and variability study 3.1 and 32). Here, we also brie y review
som e general param eter estin ates derived previously [Bottcher et al. 2003) which will be
used as a starting point In our spectralm odelling e orts (x3.3).

3.1. Leptonicm odel

T he Jeptonic m odel adopted in this paper is a generic, fully tim e-dependent one—zone
relativistic gt m odel. T he details of the m odel as well as the num erical procedure adopted
to solve the tin e-dependent electron continuity equation and the photon transport equations
are given In Bottcher & Chiang (2002). Here, we brie y highlight the salient features ofthis
m odel.

A population of ultrarelativistic, non-them al electrons (@and positrons) is inpcted into
a soherical em itting volum e of co-m oving radius Ry, (the \blob") at a tim edependent rate.
The incted pair population is speci ed through an Injection power L 45 (t) and the spectral
characteristics of the Incted non-them al electron distrdbution. W e assum e that electrons
are Ingcted w ith a single power-law distrbution w ith low and high energy cuto s ; and ,,
respectively, and a spectral ndex g.

The ¥t is powered by accretion ofm aterial onto a supem assive central ob fct, which
is acoom panied by the formm ation of an accretion disk with a bolom etric lum inosity Ly .
The random Iy orented m agnetic eld B In the em ission region is param eterized through
an equipartition param eter y, which is the fraction of the m agnetic eld energy density,
ug , com pared to is value for equipartition w ith the relativistic electron population In the
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o R
em ission region. The blob m oves w ith relativistic speed v=c = = 1 1=? along the

Bt which is directed at an angke s Wih QoS ops) With respect to the line of sight.
T he D oppler boosting of em ission from the co-m oving to the cbserver's fram e is determm ined
by the D opplr factorD = [ (1 )1t

A sthe em ission region m oves outw ard along the Ft, particles are continuously ingcted,
are cooling, prin arily due to radiative losses, and m ay leak out ofthe system . W e param etrize
particle escape through an energy-independent escape tine scale teee = Rp=Cc wih
1. Radiation m echanisn s Inclided in our sin ulations are synchrotron em ission, C om pton
upscattering of synchrotron photons (SSC = Synchrotron SelfC om pton scattering; M araschi
et al 1992; Bloom & M arscher 1996), and Com pton upscattering of extemal photons EC
= Extemal Com pton scattering), including photons com ing directly from the disk (D em er
et al.1992;Dem er & Schlickeiser 1993) aswell as reprocessed photons from the broad line
region (Sikora et al. 1994; B landford & Levinson 1995;Dem er et al 1997). The broad line
region ism odelled as a spherical shell between Iy1r;in and Inir eur, and a radial Thom son
depth 1R - absorption and the corresponding pair production rates are taken into
acoount selfoconsistently.

3.2. Hadronic m odel

W hile leptonicm odelsdealw ith a relativistice plasna in the £t, in hadronic m odels
the relativistic £t consists of a relativistic proton (o) and electron (€ ) com ponent. Herewe
use the hadronic Synchrotron-P roton B Jazar (SPB-) m odel of M ucke et al. (2003) to m odel
the soectral energy distribution (SED ) of BL Lacaerte in July and N ovem ber 2000.

Like in the Jptonic m odel, the em ission region, or \blob", n an AGN Ft m oves rel-
ativistically along the £t axis which is closely aligned with our lneofsight. Relativistic
(@accelerated) protons, whose particle density n, follow s a power law spectrum / *® in the
range 2 o pm axs are Inpcted Instantaneously into a highly m agnetized environm ent
B = oonst. within the em ission region), and are sub gct to energy losses due to proton-—
photon interactions (m eson production and B etheH eitler pair production), synchrotron ra—
diation and adiabatic expansion. T he m esons produced in photonm eson Interactions always
decay In astrophysical environm ents. H ow ever, they m ay su er synchrotron losses before the
decay, which is taken into account in thism odel.

If the relativistic electrons are accekerated together w ith the protons at the sam e site,
their in pction goectrum show sm ost likely the sam e spectral shape / *withag=qg.h
the follow ing we shallassum e this as a working hypothesis. T he relativistic prim ary e radi-

e
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ate synchrotron photons w hich constitute the low -energy bum p in theblazar SED , and serve
as the tamget radiation eld for proton-photon interactions and the pairsynchrotron cas-
cade w hich subsequently develops. The SPB-m odel is designed for ob ects w ith a negligbl
extermal target photon com ponent, and hence suitabl for BL Lac ob ects. T he cascade re—
distrbutes the photon power to low er energies w here the photons eventually escape from the
am ission region. T he cascades can be hnitiated by photons from  °-decay (\ ° cascade"), elec—
trons from the ! ! e decay (\ cascade"), psynchrotron photons (\p-synchrotron
cascade"), charged - -—and K -synchrotron photons (\  —synchrotron cascade") and e
from proton-photon BetheH eitler pair production (\BetheH eitler cascade").

Because \ ? cascades" and \  cascades" generate rather featureless photon spectra
M ucke & P rotheroe 2001; M ucke et al. 2003), proton and m uon synchrotron radiation and
their reprocessed radiation tum out to be mainly resoonsible for the high energy photon
output in blazars. The contrbution from the BetheH eitler cascades is m ostly negligible.
The Iow energy com ponent is dom nanted by synchrotron radiation from the primary e ,
with a sn all contrlbbution of synchrotron radiation from secondary elctrons (oroduced by
the p— and —synchrotron cascade). A detailed description of the m odel itself, and is
In plem entation as a (tin e-independent) M onteCarlo code, has been given in M ucke &
P rotheroe (2001) and Rein er et al. (2004).

3.3. G eneralparam eter estim ates

Bottcher et al. (2003) have derived som e m odelindependent param eter estin ates bassd
on the observational results ofthe B L-Lacertae m ultiw avelength cam paign of2000, which we
willbrie y summ arize here. These estin ates apply to both Jptonic and hadronic m odels,
unless soeci cally noted otherw ise.

T he co-m ovingm agnetic eld can be estin ated by assum ing that the dom inant portion
of the tin eaveraged synchrotron spectrum is em itted by a quasiequilbriim power-law
soectrum of electrons. From the cbserved properties of the synchrotron soectrum , B ottcher
et al. (2003) have derived a m agnetic— eld estin ate of

B., = 36D,'e  G: 1)
where D ; = D =10 and &5 = ug=u. wih u. the energy density of the relativistic electrons,
and ug them agnetic eld energy density. Typically e 1 in lptonicm odelswhik g 1
In hadronic m odels since ug Ue (up is the energy density of the relativistic protons) and
Ug u+ up 4. From the modelling in the framework of the SPB model we nd
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B, 28 41 G (see Sect. 42) which is in good agreem ent w ith the m agnetic eld values
required for this hadronic m odel.

A though the tentatively identi ed time dely between the BeppoSAX LECS D5 {
2] keV and the R-band light curves of t S 4 { 5 hr was found not to be statistically
signi cant, it is Interesting to investigate which m agnetic eld could be derived if such a
correlation was Indeed real and the delay was caused by synchrotron cooling of high-energy
electrons. This hasbeen done In Bottcher et al. (2003), resulting in

Baemymrx = 16D, (1+ k) 2°G; @)

where k = ul  =uf isthe ratio of the extemalphoton- eld energy density to the m agnetic—
eld energy density in the co-m oving fram e. A s pointed out by Bottcher et al. (2003), Eqg.
2 m ay, In fact, slightly overestin ate the actualm agnetic eld since at least the optical syn—
chrotron em itting electronsm ay also be a ected by adiabatic losses and escape. D epending
on the details (geom etry and m echanian ) of the Ft collin ation, those processes can act
on tim e scalks as short as the dynam ical tim e scale, which is constrained by the observed
m nimum variability time scale of tgyn, . 15 hr (in the observer’s fram e). A nother note
of caution that needs to be kept In m ind is that the rather large sam pling tin e scale of
the X ray light curve of t= 1 hr, precludes the estin ation ofm agnetic elds larger than
Baemymax 48D, (1+ k) 22 G from delaysbetween the opticaland X —ray light curves.

It is ram arkable that the two m agnetic— eld estim ates are In good agreem ent if the
D opplr factor is slightly larger than 10 and/or the param eter &5 is only slightly less than
1. W e thus conclude that a m agnetic eld of B 2 e§=7 G m ight be a realistic value for
BL Lacertae. This is also in good agreem ent w ith m agnetic— eld estin ates for this source
based on earlier observations €g. M adegkiet al. 1999; Ravasio et al. 2002).

Based on them agnetic— eld estin ate 0f 1.5 { 2 G for eptonic m odels, the approxin ate
location of the synchrotron peak of the SED s of BL Lacertae at 10* Hz allows us
to estim ate that the electron energy distrbution in the synchrotron em itting region should
pesk athi 14 16D, "7, aloo in reasonablk agreem ent w ith earlier estin ates for this
source M adepkiet al. 1999; Ravasio et al. 2002). The location of the synchrotron cuto
in the quiescent state at &', . 10" Hz then yields a maxinum electron energy in the
quiescent state of * . 4 10D, ", whik the synchrotron cuto in the aring state at

oo 24 1P Hzyeds , 2 10D, ™2 | For hadronic m odels, the m agnetic- eld
estin ate is a factor of = 20 higher than In the kptonic case. Consequently, the estin ates
for the co-m oving energies of the synchrotron-em itting electrons w illbe lower by a factor of

20 45,
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T he superlum nalm otion m easurem ents place a Iower 1im it on the bulk Lorentz factor
& 8, and we expect that the D oppler boosting factor D is of the sam e order. Since,
unfortunately, we only have an upper lim it on the VHE -ray ux during the cam paign of
2000, and no m easuram ents in the M &V | G eV regin e, no independent estin ate from
opacity constraints can be derived. However, such an estin ate was possbl for the July
1997 -ray outburst and yielded D & 14 @Bottcher & Bloom 2000), which is a m uch weaker
constraint than derived from the superlim inalm otion observations.

From the optical and X ray variability tin e scale, we nd an upper lin it on the source
size of Ry . 1% 10°D; an . If the electrons in the Ft are e ciently em itting m ost of
their co-m oving kinetic energy before escaping the em ission region (fast cooling regin e),
then the kinetic um inosity of the kptonic com ponent of the Ft would have to be L &
4 d? (F P*=D* 10'D,* ergss '. Ifthe ekectrons are In the slow-cooling regine (ie.
they m aintain a substantial fraction of their energy before escaping the em itting region)
and/or the gt has a substantialbaryon load (see, eg., Skora & M adeki2000), the kinetic
Jum nosity ofthe £t would have to be accordingly larger. A 1so, ifthem agnetic eld required
to reproduce the synchrotron em ission is present continuously throughout the #t, the gt
Jum inosity m ay actually be dom inated by the Poynting ux (see caption of Tab.1).

In order to estin ate the energy density in the external photon eld, an estin ate of the
average distance of the BLR from the central engine is required. This can be achieved In
the follow ing way. The m ost recent detem nation of the m ass of the centralblack holk In
BL Lacertae can be ound in W u & Urry (2002). They nd avalie ofM gy = 17 16M
Then, if the width of the em ission lines m easured by Vem eulen et al. (1995), Coroett et
al. (1996), and Corbett et al. (2000) is Interpreted as due to K eplerian m otion of the BLR
m aterial around the centralblack hole, we nd an estin ate of the average distance ofthe line
producing m aterial of ry1» 477 10% pc. W ith thisvalue, we can estin ate the co-m oving
energy density in the extemal radiation eld from the BLR com pared to the m agnetic— eld
energy density as

0 2 2
Ug1,r 2Lp T BLR QLD;45 1 TBLR; 3
k 0 2 2 = 2 ; @)
Ug, =.r CB B¢

where L, = 10 L 45 ergs s * is the bolom etric um fnosity of the accretion disk, = 10
isthebuk Lorentz factor, and 1 gir is the reprocessing depth ofthe broad Iine region. T he
Jum inosity of the accretion disk is very hard to constrain since it has never been cbserved
directly in BL Lacertae. Here, we use a standard value of L, = 10*° erg s ! asa typicalvalue
for m oderately um nous AGN . U sing a value of the lum inosity of the reprocessed em ission
from the BLR ofLgrr = 4 102 ergss ! M adefkiet al. 1999), thiswould in ply a value of

T BLR 4 10°. Then,wih amagnetic eld ofB 2 G In the case of Ieptonicm odels, we
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nd k 03. Unfortunately, the lack of a sinultaneousM eV { G&V -ray observation w ith
ourdata sst preventsus from in posing a tighter constraint on the BLR param eters. H ow ever,
we poInt out that our basic m odel assum ptions w ill not be ssverely a ected by m oderate
variations in the param eters determm ning k. For the case of the Jptonic m odels, B ottcher
& Chiang (2002) have dem onstrated that the spectral and variability pattems observed at
optical and X ray frequencies are only very weakly dependent on an additional contribution
from extemal Com pton scattering, as long as that contrdution is not strongly dom inant
over other electron cooling m echanian s. In the case ofhadronicm odels, w th m agnetic elds
of order B 30 { 40 G (see x 42) the estimate on k is lower by m ore than two orders
of m agnitude. Under these circum stances, the a priori assum ption of a negligbl extermal
photon el in the hadronic m odelused here is clearly jisti ed. Also, becauseug, uj in
the lJatterm odels (see x4 2) the SSC com ponent does not noticeably contribute to the total

ux.

TheEGRET data from the -ray outburst in 1997, the highest —ray ux ever observed
from this source, are ncluded In our gures only as a guideline for an upper lin . Those
m easuram ents had been acoom panied by sin ultaneous optical and X ray observations (Sam —
bruna et al. 1999; M adegkiet al. 1999; Bottcher & Bloom 2000), which indicate that the
source was in a m arkedly di erent activity state than during the 2000 cam paign. In partic-
ular, the ASCA 2 { 10 keV X ray spectrum showed an energy index of = 0:44, ndicating
that i m ight have been entirely dom inated by the low -energy portion ofthe high-energy & —
ray { -ray) soectralcom ponent. Forthis reason, we did not m ake any attem pt to reproduce
the 1997 EGRET data In ourmodel ts.

4. Spectralm odeling
41. Leptonicm odel tsto the SED s

Starting w ith the param eters derived in x3.3, we have done a serdes of sin ulations w ith
our kptonic gt code, ktting the electron and photon spectra relax to an equilbrium state.
Since a m oderate contribution from an extemal radiation eld does not ssverely a ect the
SED and spectral variability signatures at opticaland X ray frequencies Bottcher & Chiang
2002) and we do not have a measureament ofthe M eV { G&V ux simultaneous wih our
2000 cam paign data, we sst the BLR Thom son depth to 0 in order to save CPU time. The
solid curves In Fig. 2 show s our best— t kptonic m odels for the two sim ultaneous SED s of
July 26/27,and Nov. 1, repectively. T he relevant t param eters are listed in Tab. 1.

The m apr change of param eters between the quiescent and the aring state is given
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by a hardening of the electron spectrum , both through a signi cant change of the Injction
soectral index g and the high-energy cuto ;. In addition, slight changes in the D oppler
boosting factor D and the inction lum nosity L 4 are required.

Tab. 2 lists the predicted G&V { TeV uxes from our spectral ts for threshold photon
energiesE > 5Ge&V,E > 40GeV,and E > 100 GeV, whith have been corrected for  ab-—
sorption by the intergalactic infrared background absorption using the m odels of A haronian
(2001) . Since we have neglected any contribution from extemalC om pton scattering ofBLR
photons, the values listed in Tab. 2 should be regarded as lower lin its. The predicted ux
levels Indicate that BL Lacertae should be detectable w ith the new generation ofatm ospheric
C erenkov telescope arrays ke VER ITA S only in an extrem e aring state. IfM AG IC reaches
its design goals, it should be able to detect BL Lacertae In any state of activiy.

W e note that in all our lptonic and hadronic ts (see next section), our m odel radio
uxes are far Iower than the actualdata. This is because cur m odels only follow the evo—
Jution of the £t during the early phase of -ray production during which radiative cooling
is strongly dom inant over adiabatic cooling. In this phass, the am ission region is highly
optically thick out to GH z radio frequencies. W e do not follow the further evolution of the
£t com ponents through a possible phase of expansion in which they are expected to becom e
gradually optically thin at radio frequencies, because this would necessitate the introduction
of several additional, poorly constrained param eters. T he evolutionary phase of the em is-
sion com ponents followed In ourm odel sin ulations happens on sub-pc scals, which are not
resolveable even with VLBI (s, eg. Denn et al. (2000) for a recent, detailed discussion
of VLB I polarim etry of BL Lacertae) since an angular resolution of 1 m as corresoonds to
a linear scale of 13 pc at the distance of BL Lacertae. For this reason, our resuls are
consistent w ith BL Lacertae being a core-dom inated radio source even In VLB I In ages.

42. Hadronicm odel tsto the SED s
421. Oct.31 { Nov. 2

Fig.3 show sa summ ary of SP B -m odels representing the data of O ctober 31 { N ovam ber
2, 2000, best. T he prin ary elctron synchrotron spectrum show s a low -energy break at the
synchrotron selfabsorption tumoverenergy of a faw 103 eV, Hllowed by the synchrotron
radiation from the inction particle spectrum that ism odi ed by synchrotron losses. The
tumover at abouta few 100 €V w ith a subsequent steep tailisdue to the cuto In the electron
distrdoution at particle Lorentz factor .  10. This interpretation im plies spectral breaks
at a few 100 &V energies that are Jarger than 0.5. A spectralbreak between the opticaland
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X —ray band can In principle explain the nding of the optical ux lying signi cantly below
the powerJaw extrapolation ofthe BeppoSAX LECS+M ECS spectrum (R avasio et al. 2003;
Bottcher et al 2003). The observed ocolor- ux diagram in the R-band Fig.1l) constrains
the electron Inction spectra to be not signi cantly harder than g. = 18. Ourmodel ts
Fig.3)useg=18{19.

A stesp spectral decline at soft X rays is suggested by the BeppoSAX LECS+MECS
data. A high magnetic eld of 40 G In the em ission region lads to a dom inance of
synchrotron losses throughout the em ited low -energy com ponent (the escape loss dom nated
energy range lies below the synchrotron-self absorption tumover frequency). W ith these
m agnetic eld strengths the optical synchrotron em ission is expected to lag the soft X ray
an ission by . 4 m inutes.

T he synchrotron radiation serves as the target photon eld for photon-proton interac—
tions and cascading which detemm ines the radiative output at high energies. T he high energy
oom ponent of the SED is constrained by the RXTE/PCA data, the BeppoSAX PD S data
and the 3 upper lin it from HEGRA .W e have also Included the EGRET data from the
1997 outburst (the highest EGRET ux everm easured from this source) as an upper lim it
In theM V-G &V regine. The hardening of the PD S spectrum seem s to indicate the onset
of the high energy com ponent just below 10 keV .

In the SPB modelthe PD S data can in general be explained by either direct proton
synchrotron radiation or a strong reprocessed cascade com ponent. The fom er possibility,
how ever, requires extrem ely large D oppler factors and/or very high m agnetic eld strengths
which would increase the total Ft power to Ly 137 erg/s. Such high valies are unlkely
for low -um inosity BL Lac ob Ects. In the follow ing we therefore concentrate on the sscond
option.

N o variability has been observed with the PD S within the exposure tine of  10sec
In the Bt frame. This constrains the param eter space. If the hard X +ays are due to
reprocessed proton synchrotron radiation, the m agnetic eld is lim ited to values B 35G.
For a dom inating reprocessed / -synchrotron com ponent at hard X rays only (gt fram e)
target photon densities  10° eV an ® are in agreem ent with no variability within the
exposure tin e. Both requirem ents favor m odels w ith dom inating -production loss rates
as com pared to proton synchrotron losses. Indeed, allm odels that t the Novaenber 2000
data exhbit strong / —synchrotron radiation and its reprocessed com ponent while proton
synchrotron radiation isalm ost negligibl. A san exam plewe show In F ig.4 the contrdbutions
of the various cascade spectra to the total em erging radiation form odell.

The HEGRA upper lim it at > 700 G&V m ay potentially lin it the m axinum proton
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energy. The emerging high energy photon spectrum at source is, however, m odi ed by
photon-photon pairproduction during propagation through the coan icbadkground radiation

eld. The optical depth exoeeds unity above 04 { 12 TeV utilizing the two m ost extram e
badkground m odels In Aharonian (2001). This absorption e ect e ciently prevents photons
ofenergy > 700 G &V to arrive at Earth. Anotherm ethod for estin ating them axin um nput
proton energy is possible through the lum inosity of the reprocessed com ponent provided the
target photon density allows su cient reprocessing. In this case, the lum nosity of the
reprocessed com ponent is dependent on the Input proton energies. W e nd that a Iim it to
the proton injction spectrum of , < 2 18 (due to -production losses) is in agreem ent
w ith the cbservations in the X +ray regin e.

R easonable representations ofthe observed spectralenergy distribution (SED ) ofN ovem —
ber 2000 can be found forD oppler factorsD = 9 { 10 (kading to target photon densities of
5:::9 10' eV an °),magnetic el strengthsbetween 20 and 40 G and electron and proton
Injection spectra w ith spectral indices of @@ = g, 18 {19 (s Tabk 1). Equipartition is
reached w ithin a factor2. M odelsw ith higher D oppler factors usually violate the upper lin it
at TeV energies. In all cases the hard X +ay / soft —ray band up to 1M eV isdom nated
by reprocessed / synchrotron radiation, which is ollowed by a broad "dip" up to Ge&V
energies determ ined by the %-cascade (seeFig.4). G eV { TeV photons are expected due to

/ synchrotron radiation, and m ay be detectabl by 2 *¢ generation A tm ospheric C herenkov
telescopes ke VERITAS orM AG IC .Above 200 G &V the spectrum isnoticeably m odi ed
by the photons Interacting w ith the coam ic background radiation eld during propagation.
Model £t3+ 4 are In con ict wih the HEGRA upper lim i at energies < 1 TeV only for
an extrem ely thin coam ic background photon eld.

T he m odel param eters representing the data are chosen to satisfy the follow ing con-
straints: F lux variability provides an upper lim it for the size of the am ission region. W e
therefore x the com oving em ission region to Ry, CharD 16 18 D an Prboth activ—-
ity states (see Sect.3.3). The range ofbulk D oppler factorsofD = 7 { 10 considered for the

tting procedure is consistent w ith the superlum Inalm otion of . 71 03 detected by
Denn et al. (2000), and in ply view Ing angles betw een 5 and 8 degrees w ith bulk Lorentz
factors = 7 :::8. Thes values are also In good agreem ent w ith the expectations from
uni cation schemes (g. Urry & Padovani1995). Furthem ore, approxin ate equipartition
between partickes and elds is anticipated. This e ectively constrains the m agnetic eld
strengths through Eq.(1) . The injction spectralindex ¢ = ¢, nds lin its from the cbserved
optical colors (see Fig. 1). Themaxinum elctron (@nd proton; see above) energy is well
constrained by the X ray observations. In addition, the m axin um proton energy achievable
by acceleration can never exceed the lin i in posed by the Lam or m otion, which must t
Into the space of the em ission region.
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422. July 26/27

In com parison to November 2000, BL Lacertae was In a lower activity state n July
2000. Fig. 6 shows the sinulanous broad band data together with a selection of SPB—
m odels representing this state. Because both, elctrons and protons, are assum ed to be
accelkerated together, the m axinum particle energy of each soecies reached In this process
is expected to be correlated (though not necessarily lnearly). The hard spectrum found by
RXTE and BeppoSAX In July 2000 indicates that the radiation in this band belongs to a
separate com ponent from the optical em ission detected by the W EBT cam paign, In plying
a signi cantly lower cuto energy of the prin ary elctron population In July 2000 than in
N ovem ber 2000 if the m agnetic eld strength does not change signi cantly. Tt follow s that
also the m axin um proton energies reached in July 2000 should be Iower than in November
2000. Indeed, our m odeling procedure requires incted proton spectra w ith a high-energy
cuto at lower energies n July 2000 (see Tablk 1). In addition, we nd BL Lacertae’s SED
In its lower activity state in agreem ent w ith D oppler factorsD = 7 { 8. A com parison w ih
the t param eters for the November 2000 SED suggests that the buk Lorentz factorm ight
be a relevant param eter or explaing di erent activity states.

For themodelng of t1 { 4 n July 2000 weuseB = 40G, g = ¢ = 16:::19,
pmax = (5:::9) 10 and a prim ary electron-to-proton density ratio n.=n, 0:8:::2:7.
W ih D opplr factorsD = 7 { 8 the target photon energy density in the ¥t fram e, ughot, is
(1:::3) 10eV an 3. The m odels predict the high energy power output in the G &V —
toTeV reginedueto / -synchrotron radiation altered by  attenuation in the coan ic
badckgound radiation eld, and a broad \dp" In the EGRET energy range detemm ined by
the -cascades and extending into the hard X -ray band. The expected ux lkvel at these
energies lies close to EGRET’s ux sensitivity (for a typical exposure). The hard X ray
radiation is due to reprocessed / -synchrotron radiation. A spectral analysis at 0.01 {
1M eV may reveal a broad curvature in the spectrum .

W hilk in all these m odels proton synchrotron radiation plays only a m inor role because
of the rather thick target photon eld for p -interactions, we note that also m odel ts are
possble where proton synchrotron em ission is the dom inant radiation process from X -rays
to G&V -rays. These m odels, however, require large D oppler factors D 14 and m agnetic

el strengths B 60 G which leads to #t powers that are unreasonably high for BL Lac

ob cts.

M odels Involving m eson production nevitably predict neutrino em ission due to the
decay of charged m esons. The SPB-m odel or BL Lacertae n 2000 predicta + -output
ofabout 10 8 GeV s ! an ? peaking at around 10°%%° G &V . T he neutrino power at 10° G eV
isabout 5 10?2 GeVv s ! an ?. Neutrho avor oscillations are not inclided in these
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estin ates.

In summ ary, the hadronic SPB-m odelpredicts TEV -em ission on a ux lvelnear orbe-
low the detectability capabilities of CELESTE and STACEE for BL Lacertae, but clearly
above the sensitivity lim it of fuiture nstrum ents ke VERITAS,MAGIC and H E SS.W hike
Jeptonic m odels predict integral uxes at > 5 G&V for BL Lacertae on a sin ilar level as
hadronicm odelsdo, (sub—-)TeV am ission detectable w ith very high-sensitivity instrum ents is
only predicted for the hadronic em ission processes, in contrast to leptonicm odels (sse Tab 2) .
Interestingly, this nding is sin ilarto the case ofW Com ae n 1998 where a sin ilar com para—
tive study hasbeen perform ed Bottcheretal.2002). H igh-sensitivity TeV observationsm ay
therefore be usefiil as a diagnostic to distinguish between the hadronic and Jeptonic nature
of the high-energy am ission at least from some LBLs, In addition to its possible neutrino
em ission.

5. Spectralvariability in the leptonic m odel

D ue to the multitude of param eters nvolved in our m odels, we m ay expect that our
choice ofparam eters isnot unigque. T he am biguities in pure spectralm odeling ofblazar SED s
have been drastically dem onstrated for the case ofW Com ae by Bottcher et al. (2002). In
order to re ne our choice of param eters for our Jeptonicm odel t and investigate the source
of variability of BL Lacertae, we have done a detailed param eter study of various plusble

aring scenarios, starting from param eters of our quiescent—state t. The results of this
param eter study have been com pared qualitatively w ith the cbserved trends In BL Lacertae
in 2000 in order to pin down them ost lkely aring scenario at work in this source (see x5.1).
Based on this resul, we have then resum ed our tting procedure to t sinultaneously the
SED and opticaland X -ray spectral variability pattems consistently In one com plete m odel
x52).

5.1. Param eter study on spectral variability

T he varability of blazars can in principle be Initiated by a m ultitude of physical pro—
cesses, all of which would inply speci ¢ changes in the fundam ental m odeling param eters
of ¥ptonic £t m odels. For the purpose of a qualitative com parison w ith the cbserved soec—
tral varability pattems of BL Lacertae, we have done a serdes of sim ulations, focusing on
a uctuation of one or 2 of the basic m odel param eters, leaving all other param eters un—
changed: (a) the total inction lum nosity of ultrarelativistic particles into the gt Ly, ©)
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the inction spectral ndex g, (c) the high-energy cuto of the electron infction spectrum

»,and (d) a combination of electron spectral hardening from (o) and (c). O ther scenarios
like a uctuation In the D oppler factor D or the magnetic eld B only can be ruled out
In m ediately by virtue of the cbserved spectral variability.

In our sin ulations, we have represented a param eter uctuation by a change to a new
param eter value over a tim e tomce = 2Rp=c, and then sw itching back to the equilibbrium
value. In the case of simulations @) { (@) there is still an am biguity conceming the choice
ofthe nom alization ofthe electron inpction spectrum under spectral uctuations. W e have
executed the suite of simulations () { d) for two extram e assum ptions: (1) lkaving the
InZjection power L,y constant between the equilbbrium state and the sinulated are, and (2)
Jeaving the totalnum ber of In pcted electronsperunit tin e constant. W e have found that the
opticaland X ray spectral variability pattems for those two cases do not di er substantially
from each other. The resuls presented in the llow ng paragraphs conceming uctuating
electron spectral param eters refer speci cally to the case ofunchanged L 5.

A typical set of sinulation resuls is illustrated in Figs. 7 and 8. From the simulated,
tin edependent spectra and light curves, we have calculated optical R -band m agnitudes
and color indices B { R . W e have folded the sinulated X-ray uxes through the detector
resoonse of B eppoSA X , using the exact sam e e ective area curves asused In the data analysis
ofR avasio et al. (2003) to evaluate the resulting B eppoSA X count rates and hardness ratios
asm entioned In x2. The simn ulated optical and X -ray spectral variability pattems from our

aring scenarios @) { (@) are compared In Fig. 9.

First, we note that a modelwith a uctuation of only the lnfction lum nosity @) is
predicting very lim ited X -ray spectral variability and does not kad to the characteristic,
positive brightness { hardness correlation observed at optical frequencies. Such a scenario
thus seem s unlkely to be the driving m echanism behind the variability of BL Lacertae.

Ourmodel sinulation wih a uctuation of the electron spectral index gonly () qual-
ftatively reproduces the optical color { m agniude relation and the hardness { intensity
anticorrelation at soft X rays. Ik appears to be capabl of reproducing a weak positive
hardness { intensity correlation at harder X +rays HR2 vs. MECS 4 { 10 ke&V count rate),
which has occasionally been cbserved during our cam paign. W e conclude that such a soe-
nario has a good potential to reproduce allthe opticaland X —ray soectral variability pattems
cbserved during the 2000 cam paign on BL Lacertae.

A scenario invoking prim arily a uctuation n , (C) predicts a very sn all am plitude of
optical variability, com pared to the X —ray variability am plitude. Tt doespredict a strong ux
{ hardness anticorrelation at soft X rays, as observed in BL Lacertae, but fails to reproduce
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the optical color { m agniude correlation. W e therefore conclude that this m echanian is
not consistent with the observed spectral variability of BL Lacertae either. A scenario
of combined changes of g and , (d) does qualitatively reproduce both the optical color
{ m agniude correlation and the soft X ray hardness { intensity anticorrelation, but also
predicts a strong hardness { intensity anti-correlation at harder X rays HR2 vs. M ECS 4 {
10 keV oount rate), which has not been observed by B eppoSAX .

In summ ary, we nd that our aring scenario (), based on a hardening of the electron
Inection spectral index g only, seem s to be the m ost prom ising candidate for m odeling the
SED and spectral varability of BL Lacertae.

52. Simultaneous SED + variability m odel

W e are now ready to narrow down the param eter choices to m odel sin ultaneously the
SED and spectral variability of BL Lacertae in 2000. For this purmpose, we are  rst choosing
param eters sin ilar to the low state of July 26/27, but wih the higher D opplr factor of
D = 18 to achieve approxin ate agreem ent w ith the average optical ux levelaround Nov. 1
and thehard RXTE PCA spectrum m easured just prior to the aring episode caught during
the second BeppoSA X pointing on Oct. 31 { Nov. 2, 2000. Various scenarios of short-tem

uctuations of the electron spectral index over t° = 2Ry =c were tested and com pared
w ith the observed SED , optical color { m agnitude correlation and the BeppoSA X hardness
{ intensity correlations for individual ares during the Oct. 31 { Nov. 2, 2000, pointing.

Satisfactory agreem ent with all three of these ocbservational results was achieved for
the ©llow ing choice of parameters: D = 18; ; = 1000, , = 5 T g= 3 outside the
aring episode, changing to g ! 24 during the are; Ly = 25  10° ergss ', 5 = 1,
yielding am agnetic eld ofB = 2:0 G . T he broadband spectralevolution resulting from this
aring scenario is illustrated in Fig. 10. It indicates how this aring scenario reproduces
the hard X ray spectrum seen by PCA right before the aring episode, and sw itches to
the synchrotron-dom Inated soft high— ux spectrum during the are. The light curves at
optical, X ray and -ray frequencies resulting from this sin ulation are shown n Fig.11. The
signi cantly larger aring am plitude at X -rays com pared to optical frequencies is clearly
well reproduced. The aring am plitude is lJargest at the highest -ray energies, where the
ux Increases by aln ost 2 orders of m agnitude, to reach levels well above the anticipated,
nom naldetection threshold ofM AG IC.

The results of our ¥ptonic t simulation are com pared to the observed optical color {
m agnitude correlation and to the tin e averaged em ission from our hadronic tsin Fig. 1.
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W e see that the hadronic t for the low state lieswellw ithin the cbserved range of optical
colors and R -band m agnitudes, whik the optical color predicted from the high-state t is
harder by @® R) 025 (corresponding to a di erence in the local spectral Index of

035) than the observed B —R values. The Jptonic aring t coincides reasonably well
w ith the range of R m agnitudes and B — R oolors cbserved during the active phase after
Sept. 2000, though the actual simulated spectral hysteresis curve lies slightly above the
cbserved correlation. W e have explored m ultiple attem pts to ram edy this slight discrepancy,
but could not nd a better representation of the data than the one shown I Fig.1 which
would still be consistent w ith both the SED and the X ray variability pattems discussed
below . However, the di erence ism fnute | even for the hadronicmodel t | , and may
be explained by uncertainties in the adopted dereddening and the subtraction of the host
galaxy contribution (foran In-depth discussion ofthese issues, seeV illata et al. 2002; R avasio
et al. 2003).

Fig.12 com paresour sin ulated X -ray spectralhysteresis curves to the cbserved hardness-
Intensity correlation during a welkresolved X ray areat 05hr { 65hrUT on Nov. 1, 2000.
The gure illustrates that the overall ux levels and hardness ratio values are well w ithin
the cbserved range, and that the tin e evolution of those values is consistent w ith the resuls
of our smm ulation. C learly, the statistical errors on the B eppoSA X count rate and hardness—
ratio m easuram ents are too large to test for the existence of the actual spectral hysteresis
phenom ena predicted in our simnulation. Our t predicts slight counterclockw ise spectral
hysteresis for our favoured SED + spectral variability t. Future cbservations using, eg.,
Chandra or XM M -Newton would be extram ely usefiil to test this prediction.

Finally, we discuss a possible 4 { 5 hr delay of the optical uxes w ith respect to X ray
ares for which a statistically not signi cant hint iIn the BL Lac data of 2000 was found.
A 1l of our simulations discussed In this section did not lad to a system atic tin e delay
with signi cant ux peak separation in tin e between the X ray and optical ares. Such a
feature m ight be expected In a scenario where sokly a high-energy population of electrons
is incted into the £, which subsequently cools due to radiative losses. W e have run a
sim ulation, sim ilar to the ones describbed above, but incting only a narrow distrdbution of
ulrarelativistic electrons into the gt during the are. Such a scenario does reproduce the
sourdious 4 { 5 hr delay, but would predict a strong anticorrelation between optical ux and
hardness, In contradiction w ith the observed colorm agnitude relation. Thus, we conclude
that such a scenario can be rnuled out.



{21

6. D iscussion

O verall, our param eter choice for the Ieptonicm odels for BL Lacertae are In reasonable
agream ent w ith those found by other authors based on earlier m ultiwavelength cam paigns
on this source Eg9., M adepkiet al. 1999; Bottcher & Bloom 2000; Ravasio et al. 2003). In
agreem ent w ith those authors, ourbest— t D oppler factor of D = 18 iswellw ithin the range
typically found for blazar m odelling, and the m agnetic eld of B = 2 G is intemm ediate
between typical values found for Ieptonic m odeling of at-spectrum radio quasars ESRQ s)
and high-frequency peaked BL Lac cbfcts HBLs). W hilke FSRQ s are usually successfully
modelledwith B & afew G (eg., von M ontigny et al. 1997; Sam bruna et al. 1997; M ukherpe
et al. 1999; G hiselliniet al. 1999; H artm an et al. 2001), typical values found for HBLs are of
theorderofB . 01 G (eg.Tavecchio et al. 1998; K ataoka et al. 1999; Coppi& Aharonian
1999; K ataocka et al. 2000; Petry et al 2000; K raw czynskiet al. 2002).

In our analysis of the spectral varability pattems, we have found that those pattems
can successfiilly bem odelled w ith a uctuation of the electron inection spectral ndex. Re—
m arkably, our tin edependent ts Indicate that an Inpction index largerthan g 23, even
during the peak of an ndividual short-termm are, is required. If the infction of ultrarel
ativistic electrons into the em itting volum e is caused by Fem i acceleration at relativistic
shocks, detailed num erical studies have shown that with fully developed turbulence in the
dow nstream region, a unigue asym ptotic Index of g 22 { 23 should be expected (9.,
A chterberg et al. 2001; G allant et al. 1999) . H owever, recently O strow ski & Bednarz (2002)
have shown that Femm iacoeleration m ight lead to drastically stesper Ingction spectra if the
turbulence isnot fully developed . Furthem ore, depending on the ordentation ofthem agnetic

eld at the shock front, an abrupt steepening of the Inction spectra m ay result if the shock
transits from a sublum inal to a superlum nal con guration. In this context, our Jptonic

t results m ay indicate that such predom nantly geom etric e ects, m ay be the cause of the
rapid varability observed In BL Lacertae.

In their analysis of the BeppoSA X + optical continuum spectra oftheOct. 31 { Nov. 2
cbservations, R avasio et al. (2003) have noticed that the tin e averaged opticaland LECS +
M ECS X -ray spectra can not be connected sm oothly using a singk power-law ora sm oothly
connected broken power-law . T hey have suggested and investigated several possibbilities how
this discrepancy could be ram edied, Including a varabl dust-to-gas ratio, the buk Com p-
ton process (Sikora et al. 1997), a m ulticom ponent em ission m odel, and a spectral uptum
resulting from K lein-Nishina e ects on the electron ocooling rates. The results of our com —
bined leptonic spectral + variability m odeling of BL Lacertae suggest that the discrepancy
ultin ately arises arti cially as a result of the tin e averaging involred when producing the
high-quality BeppoSAX LECS + M ECS soectrum . The fact that our tim edependent lep—
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tonic ts reproduce the cbserved ranges of optical and X ray uxes and spectral indices
sim ultaneously resolves the issue of this optical { X +ay spectral discrepancy, and rem oves
the need for any additional assum ptions conceming intergalactic absorption and/or electron
populations In the Et.

In contrast to leptonic m odels, the hadronic SPB m odel required signi cantly larger
m agnetic eld strengths (of order 20 { 40 G) on the length scale of the size of the am ission
region of 10° an . The range of D oppler factors appears about a factor of 2 ower than
In the J¥ptonic m odels. The total £t power, which tums out to be below the estin ated
accretion disk lum inosity, rem ains larger In hadronic m odels than in lptonic ones ow Ing
to the higher particle and eld energy content. The state transition from low to higher
activity in 2000 is well described by an Increase of the co-m oving particke energy and the
bulk Lorentz factor. In the picture of di usive shock acceleration (in the test particle lim it)
the m axinum particke energies are related to the m agnetic turbulence spectrum (e, eg.,
Biem ann & Strittm atter 1987; Rem er et al. 2004, and references therin). The required
maxinum electron and proton energies In the presented m odels can be understood if the
particles gain energy by di usive shock acceleration in a / k %% 13 turbulence spectrum
where k is the wave num ber in the turdoulent m agnetic eld. Spectralindex changes can not
be ruled out, but they are not the dom inant cause of the spectral varability of BL Lacertae
In the fram ew ork of the presented m odeling using the SPB m odel.

An interesting diagnostic for the particle content in the £t { In addition to any neutrino
detections { m ight be achieved through high sensitivity ocbservations In the (sub-)TeV energy
range by eg. MAGIC or VERITAS. W hilk both, kptonic and hadronic m odels, predict
a sin flar ux level in the G &V-energy range, hadronic m odels predict about an order of
m agnide higher ux values than lptonic ones do above 40 Ge&V for BL Lacerate n 2000.
Furthem ore, considering the resuls of our variability study, the predicted VHE -y ux
from a leptonic gt only reachesthepeak levelm entioned above during short ares. It depends
critically on the duty cycle of such aring events whether a su cient tin eaveraged level of
VHE ux can be sustained for low-energy-threshold Cherenkov telesoopes ke M AG IC to
accum ulate a m easurable signal.

O ur kptonic SED + spectral varability t predicted spectral hysteresis at soft X ray
energies which m ight serve as a con m ation of our t resuls. The Iim ited count statistics
of our BeppoSA X observations did not m ly establish nor rule out the existence of X ray
goectralhysteresis. M ore sensitive, dedicated obsaervationsby C handra and/orXM M N ewton
would be extram ely helpfiil to test this prediction. A coording to our hadronic m odel ts
presented In this paper, ares of BL Lacertae were prin arily caused by increasing particlke
energies. If this is indeed the dom lnant aring m echanism and it is not accom panied by
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signi cant changes of the electron spectral Index, then short-tem X -ray spectral variability
m ight be reasonably well represented by the pattems resulting from our lptonic m odels
w ith Increasing , wih at m ost very m oderate spectralindex changes. T hese did not show
signi cant spectral hysteresis. However, uctuations of the electron Ingction soectral index
could not be excluded In our hadronic ts. Consequently, the presence of pronounced soft
X ray spectral hysteresis In BL Lacertae m ay slightly favour the leptonic m odels, while its
absence would favour hadronicm odels, but the discrin inating power of such a m easurem ent
In the case of BL Lacertae would be rather lim ited.

7. Summ ary

In this paper, we have presented the resuls of detailed num ericalm odeling ofthe SED s
and spectral variability of BL Lacertae in 2000, using both lptonic and hadronic (SPB) &t
m odels. D etails of the data analyses and observational results have been published in three
previous papers on this cam paign (Villata et al. 2002; R avasio et al. 2003; Bottcher et al
2003). Them ain results of ourm odelling work are:

Both lptonic and hadronic m odels are able to provide accsptable tsto the SED s of
BL Lacertae n 2000, both in the low activity state on July 26/27 and in the high
activity state on Oct. 31 { Nov. 2.

In addition to the naturally m uch higher overall £t pow er required for hadronicm odels
( 6 1 emgsslvs.. 6 102 emgss ! Mepending on the possble Poynting— ux
contrbution]), the hadronic SPB m odelrequiresa factorof 20 higherm agnetic elds
( 30 { 40 G wvs. 2 G) and a signi cantly lower buk Lorentz factor ( 7 { 9 vs.

18).

C onsidering tin eaveraged em ission during the two intensity states, hadronic m odels
predict a sustained levelofm ultiG eV { TeV eam ission which should be detectable w ith
second-generation atm ospheric Cherenkov telescope system s lke VERITA S, HESS,
or MAG IC . In contrast, our kptonic m odel only predicts a peak ux exceeding the
anticipated nom halM AG IC sensitivity during short ares; the accum ulated uence
over ocbserving tin e scales of ssveral hours m ight not be su cient for a signi cant
detection. Thus, a future VHE detection of BL Lacertae would be a strong indication
for hadronic processes being at work In this ob fct.

A param eter study of various spectral variability scenarios In the fram ework of our
Jeptonic gt m odel revealed that the ocbserved optical and X —ray spectral variability
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In BL Lacertae In 2000 can be reproduced through shorttemm uctuations of only
the electron Ingction spectral ndex, w ith all other param eters ram aining unchanged.
O ur sin ulation of this scenario predicts counterclockw ise spectral hysteresis at X —ray
energies. Such hysteresis was not predicted in the speci ¢ SPB model tspresented In
thispaper, but could not clearly be ruled out either. T hus, sensitive spectrathysteresis
m easuram ents of BL Lacertae could possibly serve asa test ofourm odeling results and
a secondary diagnostic to distinguish between lptonic and hadronic m odels, though,
by iself, i would not be su cient as a m odel discrin inant.

T he previously noted discrepancy betw een the tin e-averaged opticaland X —ray soectra
m ay be resolved by considering the soectral variability. O ur successfiilm odeling of the
cbserved tin edependent ux and hardness values at optical and X -ray frequencies in
the fram ework ofa kptonicm odele ectively rem oves the need for additional assum p—
tions conceming additional particlke populations, extrem e K leIn-N ishina e ects on the
electron cooling rates, and/or anom alies in the intergalactic absorption.

W e thank M . Ravasio for sending us the BeppoSAX e ective area curves used In the

data analysis of the BL Lac 2000 cam paign, and the anonym ous referee for a constructive
report w hich has de nitely helped to In prove the clarity of the m anuscript. AR thanks the
Bundean nisteriim fur B ildung und Forschung for nancial support through DESY grant
Verbundforschung 0SCH1PCA 6.

REFERENCES

A chterberg, A ., Gallant, Y .A ,,K ik, J.G ., & Guthmann,A .W ., 2001,MNRAS, 328, 393

Aharonian, F .A ., 2001, Proc. of 27th Int. Coan icRay Conf. Hambuxry), 8, 250

Appl, S, & Camenzind, M ., 1993, in: \Jets in extragalactic radio sources", Lecture notes in

physics 421, 123

Baum,S.A . Zitbe,E.L., & ODea,C. 1995, ApJd 451, 88

Biemann, P.L. & Strittm atter, P.A ., 1987, ApJd, 322, 643

Blandford, R .D ., 1994, ASP Conf. Ser. 54, 23

B landford, R.D ., & Levinson, A ., 1995, Apd, 441, 79



{25

Bloom,S.D . & Marsther, A.P. 1996, Apd, 461, 657
Bloom,S.D ., etal, 1997, Apd, 490, L145
Bottcher, M ., & Bloom,S.D ., 2000,A J, 119, 469

Bottcher, M ., 2002, in proc.\The G amm aR ay Universe", XX IIM oriond A strophysicsM est—
Ing, Thé G i6i Publishers, Vietham , eds. A . Goldwum , D .N.Neuman, & J.T.T.
Véan,p.151

Bottcher, M ., & Chiang, J., 2002, ApJ, 581, 127

Bottcher, M ., M ukherge, R ., & Reimer, A ., 2002, ApJ, 581, 143

Bottcher, M ., et al,, 2003, ApdJd, 596, 847

Coppi, P.S. & Aharonian, F.A ., 1999, ApJd, 521, L33

Corbett, E.A .etal. 1996, M NRAS, 281, 737

Coroett, E.A ., Robnnson, A ,Axon,D .J., & Hough, J.H . 2000,MNRAS, 311, 485
Denn,G.R.,Mutel, L.R. & M arscher, A .P., 2000, ApJs, 129, 61

Demer, C.D ., Schlickeiser, R ., & M astichiadis, A ., 1992, A& A, 256, L.27

Demer, C.D . & Schlickeiser, R ., 1993, ApdJ, 416, 458

Demer, C.D . Stumer, S.J. & Schlickeiser, R ., 1997, ApJdS, 109, 103

Fossati, G ., M araschi, L., Celotti, A ., Comastri, A ., & Ghisellini, G. 1998, M NRA S, 299,
433

Gallant, Y .A ., A chterberg, A, & Kirk, J.G ., 1999, A& A S, 138, 549
G eorganopoulos, M ., & M arscher, A .P., 1998, Apd, 506, L11
Ghiselling, G ., et al, 1999, A& A, 348, 63

Ghisellini, G ., & Celotti, A ., 2001,M NRAS, 327, 739

Hartman, R .C ., et al, 2001, ApJ, 553, 683

Horan, D ., et al,, 2002, ApdJd, 571, 753

K ataoka, J., et al,, 1999, ApJ, 514, 138



{ 26 {
K ataoka, J., Takahashi, T ., M akino, F ., Inoue, S.,, M adegki, G .M ., Tashiro,M ., Urry, C.
M . & Kubo, H ., 2000, ApdJd, 528, 243
Kirk,J.G ., Riger, F.M ., & M astichiadis, A ., 1998, A& A, 333, 452
K rawczynski, H ., Coppi, P.S., & Aharonian, F.A ., 2002, M NRA S, 336, 721
Kusunoss, M ., Takahara, F ., & Li, H. 2000, Apd, 536, 299
Kusunose, M ., Takahara, F. & Kato, T ., 2003, ApJd, 592, L5
Li H. & Kusunoss, M ., 2000, Apd, 536, 729
M aderki, G ., et al, 1999, ApdJ, 521, 145
M araschi, L., Ghisellini, G ., & Celottd, A ., 1992, ApJ, 397, L5

M arscher, A .P., Jorstad, S.J.,,Aller, M .F, M cHardy, I.M ., Balonek, T . J., Terasranta,
H., & Tosti, G. 2004, n XRay T in lng 2003: Rossi and Beyond, ed.P.Kaaret, F.
K.Lamb, & J.H.Swank, AP Conf.Proc. In press

M astichiadis, A .& Kirk,J.G . 1997, A& A, 320,19
M ucke, A ., & Protheroe, R .J., 2001, A stropart. Phys,, 15, 121

M ucke, A ., Protheroe, R . J., Engel, R ., Rachen, J.P ., & Stanev, T ., 2003, A stropart.Phys.,
18, 593

M ukher®e, R ., et al,, 1999, Apd, 527, 132

O strow ki, M ., & Bednarz, J., 2002, A& A, 394, 1141
Petry, D ., et al, 2000, ApdJ, 536, 742

Pian,E. etal, 1998, ApdJd, 492, L17

Protheroe, R.J., & M ucke, A ., 2000, In \Particks and F ilds in Radio G alaxies", O xford
Radio G alaxy W orkshop 2000, ASP Conf. Ser.,, eds.R .E.Laing & K.M .B lundell

Rateri, C.M ., et al, 2001,A& A, 377,396
Ravasio, M ., et al, 2002, A& A, 383, 763

Ravasio, M ., Tagliaferri, G ., G hisellini, G ., Tavecchio, F ., Bottcher, M ., & Sikora, M ., 2003,
A&A, 408,479



{27 {

Remer, A ., Protheroe, R.J., & Donea, A € ., 2004, A& A, In press
Sambruna, R ., et al, 1997, Apd, 474, 639

Sam bruna, R ., et al., 1999, ApdJ, 515, 140

Sikora,M ., Begelman,M .C ., & Rees, M .J., 1994, Apd, 421, 153

Sikora, M ., M adegki, G ., M oderski, R . & Poutanen, J., 1997, ApJ, 484, 108
Sikora,M ., & M adefki, G ., 2000, Apd, 534, 109

Sikora,M ., Blazepwski,M ., Begelman,M .C ., & M oderski, R ., 2001,Apd, 554,1 Ermxatum :
Apd, 561, 1154)

Stawarz, L., & O strowski, M ., 2003, New A stron.Rev., 47, 67, 521
Tavecchio, F ., M araschi, L., & Ghisellini, G ., 1998, ApJd, 509, 608
Urmry,M .C . & Padovani, P., 1995, PA SP, 107, 803

Vem eulen et al. 1995, Apd, 452, 5

Villata, M ., et al, 2000, A& A, 363, 108

Villata, M ., et al, 2002, A& A, 390, 407

von M ontigny, C ., et al,, 1997, ApJ, 483, 161

Wu,J.H., & Ury,C.M ., 2002, Apd, 579, 530

T his preprint was prepared w ith the AA S IRTEX m acrosv5.0.



{28 {

! thick long-dashed;



{29 {

[ ' T T T u T T
1.4 + Hadronic fits/ Lepltonlc fit
1.5 |

o

| 16 |

o
1.7 .
1.8 .

13.5

Fig. 1.| OpticalB —R oolrvs. R m agnitude of BL Lacertae In 2000 (data from V illata et

al. 2002), com pared to the resul of our best— t m odel simulation Fig.10) with the tine-

dependent eptonic m odel (dashed curve) and the tin e averaged em ission from our hadronic
ts (open squares).
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Fi. 3.| Variousmodel tsto the SED of BL Lacertae on November 1, 2000, using the
hadronic SPB model. A1l data and sensitivity lin its are corrected for absorption in the
coan ic background radiation eld using the background m odels of Aharonian (2001). The
two high frequency branches of the m odel curves indicate the resulting uxes using the
two extram e badkground m odels of Aharonian (2001). The target photon eld forp

Interactions and the pair cascades is the prin ary elctron synchrotron photon eld (solid
line at the kft). M odel param eters are: B°= 20 40G,D = 9 10,R=15 16 1&
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Fig. 4 | Em erging cascade spectra for SPB m odell from Fig.3. T he totalcascade spectrum

(solid line at the right) is the sum of p synchrotron cascade (dashed lne), synchrotron

cascade (dashed-triple dot), ° cascade (dotted line) and -cascade (dashed-dotted line).
A 1lm odel uxes are corrected for absorption in the cosn ic radiation badckground as described
n Fig. 3.
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Tablk 1. F it param eters for the spectral tting (equillbbrium states) to the SED s of
BL Lacertae on July 26/27 and Nov. 1, 2000. The \ £t lum nosity" for Jeptonic m odels
quoted below is the lum inosity Inected into relativistic electrons in the blob. If the quoted
m agnetic eld is assum ed to be present throughout the gt (not only n the \blob" of
relativistic electrons), the total £t lum nosity w ill ulin ately be dom inated by the
magnetic el energy density, L%, 61 18 ergss '. The Jt lum inosities of the
hadronic m odels are calculated follow Ing P rotheroe & M udke (2000) which includes the
m agnetic eld energy density.

M odel 1 2 pim ax Ne=np q Lot B G] Ry D
elL) el) rgss '] [om ]
Lept., July 26/27 1100 2:3 10° \ \ 24 3 10% 14 25 10 16
Lept., Nov. 1 1100 6 10° | | 215 4 10% 14 25 10'° 18
Hadr., July 26/27 1 24 10° 9 10° 2.7 1.9 6 10%4 40 11 10%° 7
Hadr. Nov. 1 1 231 104 15 10%0 1.9 1.9 7 104 40 155 10%° 9

Tablk 2. Predicted multiGeV { TeV uxes from the spectral tsto the SED sof
BL Lacertae on July 26/27 and Nov. 1, 2000.

M odel >5Gev > 40G eV > 100G eV
fphotonsan 2 s 1] photonsan 2 s 1] fphotonsan 2 s 1]

Lept., July 26/27 16 10 ° 2:0 10 1% 12 10 12

Lept., Nov. 1 23 10 ° 72 10 8:6 10 2
Hadr., July 26/27 11 10 ° 14 17 10 1° 2:9 4:0 10 M

Hadr., Nov. 1 0:9 10 ° 2:0 22 10 1° 477 637 10 1




