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Abstract: The high-mass X-ray binary LS I +61°303 is detected across the electromagnetic spectrum
from radio until the very high energy γ-ray regime. The emission is not only highly variable on many
time scales, but is also periodic at all observed wavelengths. Periodic modulation was observed on
different time-scales, ranging from hours, over months to several years. The subject of this article
is a super-orbital, long-term modulation of ∼4.6 years. We review the observation of this periodic
modulation at multiple wavelengths and investigate systematic relationships between them. IN
particular, radio observations reveal that the long-term modulation is a very stable feature of the
source. Observations at other wavelengths result in a phase-shift of the modulationpattern that is a
systematic function of energy. The stability of this period favors a scenario in which the long-term
modulation is the result of a precessing jet giving rise to periodic changes in the Doppler factor,
beating with the orbital modulation of the accretion rate. We explain the phase-shifts across energy
bands in a scenario with shorter wavelengths originating closer to the base of the presessing jet.
A significant deviation of the TeV emission from this trend possibly requires a different explanation
related to magnetic reconnection events.
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1. Introduction
The high-mass X-ray binary LS I +61°303 is composed of a B0 Ve star [1] and a
black hole candidate [2]. It was discovered in 1978 during a search for variable radio
sources [3]. In the course of its observational history, spanning more than four decades
now, this source has proven variable and periodic on different time scales not only in
radio but all across the electromagnetic spectrum into the very high energy γ-ray regime.
Variability time scales which have been observed in this source range from hours [4–7],
over approximately one month ([8,9] and references therein), up to several years ([8–10]
and references therein). The variability of hour time scales was observed in the radio and
X-ray emission of the source and is superimposed on large outbursts which occur once
per orbital cycle. This short-term (intra-day) variability is sometimes characterized by
periodic oscillations, but these are only of quasi-periodic nature [4–6]. The occurrence
of the larger outbursts themselves, in contrast, is periodic and precisely predictable [11],
clearly related to the orbital period P1 = 26.4960 ± 0.0028 d of the binary system [8].
However, the emission from LS I +61°303 is periodic on an even longer time scale: both
amplitude and orbital phase occurrence of the radio outbursts are modulated with a
period of Plong = 1667 ± 8 d [8], and there is observational evidence that the same longterm modulation is active at other wavelengths too, in particular at X-rays [12], GeV [13],
and TeV [14]. This long-term modulation (LTM hereafter) and its behavior at multiple
wavelengths of the electromagnetic spectrum is the subject of this article.
Since the discovery of the source LS I +61°303 the nature of the compact object in
this system and the physical processes behind its non-termal emission had been debated.
The compact object has been suggested to be either a neutron star or a black hole. And also
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for the physical processes two scenarios were discussed: pulsar binary and microquasar.
In the first scenario the compact object has to be a neutron star and the physical processes
are powered by the spin-down of a millisecond pulsar, the non-thermal emission being
produced in the collision between the winds of that putative pulsar and the Be star ([15] and
references therein). This hypothesis is part of a generalization of the processes observed
during the periastron passages of the pulsar binary PSR B1259-63 [16], occurring once every
∼3.4 years ([17] and references therein), to a larger class of binary systems and is based
exclusively on the γ-ray loudness of these sources [18]. As far as LS I +61°303 is concernced,
recent observations of the system’s X-ray properties clearly show that this source fits into
the class of accreting black hole binaries ([2] and references therein). Furthermore, its
radio-loudness and the structure of its periodically occurring radio outbursts [19] as well as
the transition from optically thick to optically thin of the radio spectral index during these
outbursts [20] support the presence of a jet in LS I +61°303 and complete the microquasar
scenario. The afore mentioned quasi-periodic intra-day variabliy at radio and X-rays has
also been explained in this scenario [6,9]. Microquasars are stellar binary systems in which
a compact object accretes matter from a companion star, an accretion disk is formed, and a
jet is launched, very similar to the processes occurring in the nuclei of radio-loud active
galaxies, but time-scales of the intrinsic physical processes are much shorter because they
scale with the mass of the accretor [21]. In 2020, Massi et al. [22] reported an observational
campaign on LS I +61°303 at multiple wavelengths and show how the evolution of the
emission traces accretion and ejection during one orbital cycle of the binary system.
The presence of a jet in LS I +61°303 is not only indirectly proven by the properties
of its radio emission, but there is also direct evidence provided by radio interferometric
observations. Massi et al. [23] analyzed a sequence of VLBA observations, clearly showing
an elongated structure which changes its morphology from one-sided to two-sided and
which also changes its position angle as time evolves. This not only shows that there is
a visible radio jet in LS I +61°303 but is also an indication that this jet precesses. These
authors determine a precession period of 27–28 d, which is not equal to but larger than
the orbital period of the binary system. The value of this precession period has since been
detected by timing analysis of radio [24], X-ray [25], and GeV [9,26] data. The most precise
value of this period comes again from VLBI observations: In 2018, Wu et al. [27] revisited
LS I +61°303 with VLBI astrometry and determined a value of P2 = 26.926 ± 0.005 d.
Massi & Jaron [24] in 2013 were the first authors to point out that the interference
between the orbital period P1 and the precession period P2 results in a beating with a period
identical to the period of the LTM. In this scenario, the accretion rate onto the compact
object is periodically modulated with the orbital period because of the eccentricity of the
orbit [28–31]. The precession of the relativistic jet gives rise to periodic changes in the
amplification of its intrinsic emission as a result of variable Doppler boosting because
of periodic changes of the angle between the jet bulk velocity and the line of sight. This
scenario has been quantitatively confirmed by a physical model of a self-absorbed jet which
precesses and is periodically refilled with relativistic electrons producing synchrotron
emission [32]. These authors show that this model reproduces the flux densities and the
spectral index, both as a function of time, of almost four decades of observational radio
data. By extending this model to include inverse Compton scattering of both internal
synchrotron photons (synchrotron self-Compton) as well as external ultra-violet photons
from the companion star (external inverse Compton), Jaron et al. [33] successfully reproduce
several years of simultaneous radio and GeV data resulting from long-term monitoring
by the Owens Valley Radio Observatory (OVRO) at 15 GHz and the Fermi Large Area
Telescope (Fermi-LAT) in the energy range 0.1–3 GeV, respectively. Analyzing continued
observational data from these two ongoing monitoring programs, Jaron et al. [9] not
only showed that the presence of the two periodicities P1 and P2 is still evident at both
wavelengths, but furthermore detected a phase-offset in the LTM patterns between the
radio and GeV emission. Offsets between the phases of the LTM pattern had previously
been reported for other wavelengths too, as explained in the following Section 2, but in
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2018 Jaron et al. [9] were the first to propose a physical scenario to explain such an offset:
for the radio and GeV emission, the LTM phase-offset fits into the scenario of a precessing
jet in which the higher energy emission (GeV) is emitted in a jet region upstream from the
position of the lower energy (radio) emission. The reason for this interpretation is that it is
the precession profile of the emission at these two wavelengths that is shifted in phase with
respect to each other by an amount which agrees with the shift in the interference (i.e., LTM)
pattern. The locations of these two emission regions fit into a cooling model, as e.g., used
by Lisakov et al. [34] to explain the regions of the emission at these two wavelength in the
jet of the active galactic nucleus 3C 273. However, in addition, opacity effects can play a
role similar to the core-shift effect at radio frequencies [35,36].
The aim of this paper is to investigate how LTM phase-offsets at other wavelengths
of the emission of LS I +61°303 could fit into a similar scenario. For this purpose, we are
going to review how long-term observations of this source resulted in the detection of
the LTM at multiple wavelengths and investigate systematic relationships between these
observations. The article is structured as follows. In Section 2 we review the observational
evidence for a LTM being active in the source LS I +61°303 at multiple wavelengths, namely
at radio, optical, X-rays, GeV, and TeV. Systematic phase-offsets between the LTM pattern
at different wavelengths are quantitatively investigated in Section 3. We discuss our results
in the context of a physical scenario of periodic accretion and ejection in combination with
jet precession in Section 4. We give our conclusions in Section 5.
2. Observations of the LTM at Multiple Wavelengths
Since its first radio detection in 1978 [3], LS I +61°303 has been subject of monitoring
programs at different wavelengths across the electromagnetic spectrum, from radio until
the very high energy γ-ray regime. At all of these wavelengths a periodic modulation
of approximately 4.6 years has been detected. This section provides a review of the
observational evidence for the LTM at each wavelength.
The following two definitions are conventionally used. The orbital phase as a function
of time t is defined as


t − T0
t − T0
Φ=
− int
,
(1)
P1
P1
where P1 = 26.4960 ± 0.0028 d is the orbital period of the system and T0 = 43,366.275 d is
the MJD of the first radio detection of the source [8]. Periastron passage occurs at orbital
phase Φ = 0.23 [1]. The phase of the LTM is defined in an analogous way, i.e.,
!
t − T0
t − T0
Θ=
− int
,
(2)
Plong
Plong
where Plong = 1667 ± 8 d is the period of the LTM [8]. In both cases int( x ) takes the integer
part of x. If this term is omitted, then the phase has the meaning of orbital or long-term
cycles elapsed since T0 , which is often useful for calculations.
2.1. Radio
The LTM of LS I +61°303 was first discovered in its radio emission. Already in 1987,
Paredes [37] suspected in his PhD thesis that there could be a four year LTM. Then in 1989,
based on the analysis of ten years of observational radio data in the centimeter regime,
Gregory et al. [38] reported that periodic radio outbursts, which had been known to occur
once per orbit [39], are strongly modulated in amplitude on a super-orbital, long-term
time-scale. These authors confirm an approximate value of four years for the period
of this LTM, and they already discussed the possibility that this long-term amplitude
modulation could be the result of variable Doppler boosting caused by a similar long-term
precessing jet. However, they discarded this option in favour of “variable accretion due
to quasi-cyclic Be star envelope variations” (their Sect. V b). The reason they disfavor the
precessing jet scenario is an asymmetry of the LTM pattern that they observe. Such an
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asymmetry is indeed unexpected in a scenario which assumes the precession period of
the jet to be identical to the ∼4 years period of the LTM. However, as we will see later
on in this artice, a precessing jet model with a precessing period close to the orbital one
reproduces the observed flux densities. The presence of the LTM was then confirmed
again in 1995 by Martí & Paredes [28], who added the observation that the orbital phase
of the periodic outbursts is also affected by the LTM. From 1994 until 2000, LS I +61°303
was part of a monitoring program of the Green Bank Interferometer (GBI) by the National
Radio Astronomical Observatory (NRAO). By observing the source several times per day,
simultaneously at 2.25 and 8.3 GHz, a database was created which remains to be highly
valuable for timing analysis and the investigation of changes in the radio spectral index.
In 2002, Gregory [8] applied Bayesian analysis, based on hypothesis testing, to the GBI data
and determined a refined value of Plong = 1667 ± 8 d (4.6 years) for the period of the LTM1 .
In 2016, Massi & Torricelli-Ciamponi [10] combined the entirety of the radio observations
of LS I +61°303 that were available at that time. Timing analysis of this archive of 36.8 years
of observational data not only confirmed the value of the long-term period, determined by
Gregory [8] before, but most importantly proved that the value of the long-term period had
remained stable since the first radio detection of the source, which is eight full cycles of the
LTM. Massi & Torricelli-Ciamponi [10] point out that variations in the circumstellar disks
of Be stars, as had been proposed by Gregory et al. [38] but also other authors, are never
observed to remain stable over such a long period of time and refer to the review paper by
Rivinius et al. [40]. That the LTM is still active in the radio emission from LS I +61°303 at
15 GHz (OVRO) has been shown by Jaron et al. [9].
2.2. Optical
First Zamanov et al. [41] in 1999 and then Zamanov & Martí [42] in 2000 reported a
LTM of EW(Hα), i.e., the equivalent width of the Hα emission line. Zamanov & Martí [42]
also report a long-term phase-shift of about 0.25 with respect to the radio emission2 .
In 2015 Paredes-Fortuny et al. [43] reported on a phase-shift of the orbital phase occurrence of peaks of HW(Hα), a phenomenon that is known to be part of the LTM at
radio and GeV wavelengths ([26] and references therein). However, the conclusions by
Paredes-Fortuny et al. [43] are based on only 1.5 years of observational data, i.e., only about
one third of the 4.6 years LTM.
A direct comparison of the 0.25 LTM phase-offset reported by Zamanov & Martí [42]
to the other phase-shifts reported in our present investigation is complicated by the fact that
they used a different value of 1584 d for the period of the LTM. Therefore, before these data
could be used for our investigation they would have to be re-analyzed taking into account
current knowledge about the timing characteristics of the emission from LS I +61°303,
in particular the value [8] and the stability [9,10] of the LTM period. However, there is also
a more fundamental reason that leads us to the decision not to include any EW(Hα) data:
it would require a thorough investigation to disentangle the contributions from different
emission regions within the stellar binary system to EW(Hα). Such an investigation is
beyond the scope of this article, but a discussion of this issue in connection with optical
emission regions will be given in Section 4.3.
2.3. X-rays
X-ray emissions from LS I +61°303 have been detected since 1981 [44], but the first
authors to report the LTM in this energy range were Li et al. [12] in 2012. They analyzed
four years of RXTE-PCA data of the energy range 3–30 keV. In the same publication they
report a shift between the LTM at X-rays compared to the radio emission. They quantify
this shift to 281.8 ± 44.6 d, which translates to 0.17 ± 0.03 in terms of long-term phaseoffset with respect to the radio emission, meaning that the X-ray modulation lags the
radio. The left panel of their Figure 1, showing the raw peak count rates put into longterm phase bins, reveals that the envelope of the LTM pattern in the X-rays has the same
asymmetry as has also been observed in the radio. It has the characteristic shape of a
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steep rise and a slower decline. The phase-offset cited here was obtained by the authors
by fitting a sine wave to the “modulated flux fraction” (MFF). The effect of this MFF is
that indeed the long-term modulation of it looks more sinusoidal than the original X-ray
count peaks. In reality the original count peaks look much more similar to the radio data.
Indication that the mechanism behind the LTM in the X-ray emission is the beating between
orbit and precession comes from the fact that D’Aì et al. [25] detected the corresponding
spectral features of orbital (P1 ) and precession (P2 ) periods in the light curves of Swift/BAT
survey data.
In 2014, Li et al. [45] analyzed INTEGRAL X-ray data from a slightly higher energy interval (18–60 keV). They detect the LTM also in this energy range and report that
the LTM pattern has a peak at Θ ≈ 0.2. Since the LTM at radio has its maximum at
Θ = 0.94 ± 0.02 [9], this corresponds to a phase-shift of ∼0.26. However, because this is
only a rough estimate without reported uncertainty and because the energy range overlaps
with the previously cited Li et al. [12] we do not include this data point in our quantitative
analysis later on in this article.
2.4. GeV
Since the source had been detected in the radio [3], the possibility of γ-ray emission
from LS I +61°303 was discussed as early as in 1979 [46]. A firm association with a GeV
source, previously detected by Hermsen et al. [47] in 1977, could only be established in
2009, when Abdo et al. [48] detected the orbital period in the emission observed by the
Fermi-LAT. The Fermi-LAT has also been the first mission to provide continuous monitoring
in the GeV regime, and in this way, it enabled the investigation of the long-term behavior
of the source in this energy range.
Other than in the radio, where the LTM is already evident by an eye-inspection of the
raw observational data, detecting the same modulation in the GeV required a closer look at
the data. By analyzing several years of Fermi-LAT data but selecting only certain orbital
phase ranges, in 2013 Ackermann et al. [13] detected for the first time a significant long-term
amplitude modulation which, however, only affects apastron orbital phases (Φ = 0.5–1.0).
Jaron & Massi [26] found out that the GeV emission has indeed two distinct peaks along the
orbit. The first peak occurs at periastron and remains stable in orbital phase. The second
peak occurs at a later orbital phase and is subject to the same phase-shift as observed for the
radio outbursts. In combination, the results obtained by Ackermann et al. [13] and Jaron &
Massi [26] completed the picture that the LTM has the same period and the same effects,
in terms of amplitude modulation and orbital phase-shift of the outbursts, as is the case
for the radio emission. In addition to that, there is a GeV outburst at periastron, which
remains stable in amplitude and orbital phase, while the radio emission is lacking a distinct
periastron outburst.
The LTM remains active in both the radio and the GeV regime, as shown by Jaron et al. [9].
Furthermore, these authors detect a phase-shift between the LTM at radio and GeV, which
they quantify to 0.26 ± 0.033. As an explanation for this phase-offset they suggest a scenario in
with the GeV emission is produced in a precessing jet upstream from the radio emission. We
will come back to this scenario and extend it to the multi-wavelength picture further down in
this article.
2.5. TeV
The source LS I +61°303 is also detected in the very high energy (VHE) γ-ray regime.
Here we first summarize the history of observations of the source with Cherenkov telescopes. As we will see, the LTM has been detected in the TeV emission, but a quantitative
determination of its phase-offset and uncertainties of the fit parameters has so far been
missing from the literature. In order to obtain these values for our investigation here, we
repeat a previously published analysis in the second part.
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2.5.1. Observational History
A VHE counterpart to LS I +61°303 was first detected by Albert et al. [49]. The source
has since been included in the monitoring by MAGIC and VERITAS see references in [14].
The LTM of LS I +61°303 was detected in the VHE γ-ray regime by Ahnen et al. [14] in
2016 by combining observations from both of these VHE observatories. Selecting only
peak flux densitities from the orbital phase interval Φ = 0.50–0.75, they showed that these
data are best fit with a sine function. They report a period of this sine of 1610 ± 58 d,
which agrees well within uncertainties with the value of 1667 ± 8 d determined from
radio observations [8]. However, Ahnen et al. [14] do not mention the values of the other
fit parameters.
2.5.2. Determination of the LTM Phase-Offset
To determine the value of the long-term phase-offset in the TeV regime, we repeat
here the analysis of Ahnen et al. [14]. We take the data that they present in their Figure 2,
plotted in Figure 1 here. We fit these data with a sine function of the form
f (Θ) = a sin 2π (Θ − Θ0 ) + b,

(3)

which is a function of the long-term phase Θ, with amplitude a, offset b, and long-term
phase-origin Θ0 . The long-term phase Θ is defined in Equation (2). We keep the value
of the long-term period Plong = 1667 d fixed to the value from the radio. This approach
is justified by the fact that the value determind by Ahnen et al. [14] for the TeV agrees
with the value for the radio. In addition to that, this enables the comparison between a
phase-offset between TeV and radio, i.e., the subject of this article.
Θ
6.2
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6.4

6.6
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7.4

7.6

7.8

8.0

MAGIC
VERITAS

Integral Flux Peak (E > 300 GeV) [10-12 cm-2s-1]

35
30
25
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15
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5
0
54,000
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56,000

56,500

57,000
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Figure 1. VHE γ-ray data resulting from MAGIC (reda points) and VERITAS (blue squares) observations. The data for this plot were taken from Ahnen et al. [14] and correspond to the peak fluxes
of each orbital cycle (for details see their Section 3.2), plotted against time (MJD, lower axis) and
long−term phase Θ (upper axis). The solid black curve is the result of fitting these data with a sine
function, as described here in Section 2.5.2.
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We confirm that the data are well fitted by the sine function of the form of Equation (3).
The reduced χ2 from our analysis is 1.6, and the values of the fit parameters are listed
in Table 1. We obtain a value of Θ0 = 0.20 ± 0.03 for the phase-origin of the LTM in
LS I +61°303 at TeV energies. Relative to the phase-origin of the LTM at radio Θ0 = 0.69
determined by Jaron et al. [9] (called φ0 in the last row of their Table 2), this translates
to a phase-offset of 0.51 ± 0.03 between the LTM at TeV and radio. At this point there
is the question of ambiguity of the phase-offset. The same offset could also have been
interpreted as −0.49, i.e., the TeV being earlier than the radio by that amount. However,
as evident from Figure 2, a positive TeV-radio offset leads to the best alignment with the
offsets at the other wavelengths. As we will see in Section 4.1, this value of 0.51 for the TeV
phase-offset also fits into a physical scenario in which these LTM phase-offsets correspond
to energy-dependent emission regions in a precessing jet. However, as we will see in
Section 4.2, the TeV photons may be produced by a different mechanism, and the ambiguity
resolution of this phase-offset value would then not be so obvious any more.
Table 1. Values of the parameters resulting from fitting the TeV data of Figure 1 with a sine function
of the form given in Equation (3).

Parameter

Value

(8.18 ± 1.11) 10−12 cm−2 s−1
(10.36 ± 1.11) 10−12 cm−2 s−1
0.20 ± 0.03

a
b
Θ0
0.6

Data
Linear fit
Parabolic fit
Linear fit (radio, X-ray, GeV)

Long-term phase-offset ΔΘ

0.5

TeV

0.4

0.3
X-rays
0.2

GeV

0.1
Radio
0.0
10-5

100

105

1010

Energy [eV]

Figure 2. Phase−offset of the long-term modulation of LS I +61°303 as a function of the energy of the
observed emission. Vertical error bars represent the 1σ uncertainties of the determined phase-offset.
Horizontal error bars show the energy range of the data taken to determine that value. We define the
phase of the long-term modulation as ∆Θ = Θ − Θradio . The solid curves are phenomenological fits
to the data, as indicated by the line colors and explained in Section 3.
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This concludes our review of observations of the LTM in LS I +61°303 at multiple
wavelengths. In the next section, we are going to put the relative phase-offsets in context
and investigate systematics between them.
3. Phase-Offsets across Wavelengths
All the known values of the LTM phase-offsets at different wavelengths of the emission
from LS I +61°303 are listed in Table 2. The energy range reported there is the one of the
emission used to determine the phase-offset at that wavelength. The LTM pattern of the
higher energy emission lags the pattern of the radio emission, the offset of which we define
as zero. Figure 2 presents a plot of the values given in Table 2. Plotted is long-term phaseoffset against energy of the observed emission, the energy axis appearing in a logarithmic
scale. It is evident from this plot that the phase-offset monotonically increases as a function
of energy, meaning that the lag of the LTM pattern, with respect to radio, increases with
energy. At this point it has to be mentioned that there is an ambiguity affecting all of these
offsets. For example, the value for the X-rays could also be interpreted as −0.83, i.e., leading
the radio emission by that amount, and analogous for the other wavelengths. However,
resolving these ambiguities to the values reported here results in the smallest LTM phaseoffsets in between adjacent wavelengths, and it also agrees with the conclusions given in
previous publications [9,12], with Jaron et al. [9] even providing a physical explanation.
Table 2. Phase-offsets of the long-term modulation, as observed at different wavelengths of the
emission from LS I +61°303. All phase-offset values are given relative to the long-term phase of the
radio emission. The higher energy emission lags the radio in terms of LTM.

Name

Energy Range [eV]

Phase-Offset

Reference

Radio
X-rays (soft)
X-rays (hard)
GeV
TeV

(5.0–7.4) × 10−5
(3–30) × 103
(18–60) × 103
(0.1–3.0) × 109
(0.3–10) × 1012

0 ± 0.02
0.17 ± 0.03
∼0.2
0.26 ± 0.02
0.51 ± 0.03

Jaron et al. [9]
Li et al. [12]
Li et al. [45] (not used here)
Jaron et al. [9]
This work, based on [14]

To quantify the relationship between LTM phase-offset and the logarithm of the energy,
we fit the data presented in Figure 2 with different functions. The first function is a straight
line of the form
f 1 ( E) = a1 · log10 E + b1 ,
(4)
where the energy E is given in eV. This fit results in the parameters a1 = 0.02 ± 0.01,
b1 = 0.09 ± 0.05, and a reduced χ2 /d.o.f. = 21.6/(4 − 2) = 10.8. This linear fit is plotted
as the red line in Figure 2. This shows that the slope a is clearly positive, quantitatively
confirming the increasing offset with increasing energy. However, the large χ2 means that
the relationship is certainly not that simple.
To account for a possible curvature in the trend, the second function is a parabola of
the form
2
f 2 ( E) = a2 · log10 E + b2 · log10 E + c2 ,
(5)
and the parameters are estimated to a2 = 0.002 ± 0.001, b2 = 0.013 ± 0.010, c2 = 0.031 ± 0.058,
and a reduced χ2 /d.o.f. = 7.8/(4 − 3) = 7.8. The blue line in Figure 2 shows that this fit
represents the data actually quite well despite the rather high χ2 . The reason for this is the
small number of available data points.
Finally, we note that the data points for the radio, X-ray, and GeV emission seem to lie
on a straight line, while the TeV point is apparently offset from this otherwise linear trend.
In order to quantify this impression, we restrict the linear fit of Equation (4) to the first
three data points. This results in fit parameters a1 = 0.0195 ± 0.0004, b1 = 0.0828 ± 0.0027,
and a reduced χ2 /d.o.f. = 0.04/(3 − 2) = 0.04. The corresponding orange line in Figure 2
shows that the three first data points happen to perfectly lie on this line, while the TeV point
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is clearly offset. The value of the fitted line at the position of the TeV is f 1 (5.15 TeV) = 0.33,
and the TeV measurement data point is with 0.51 ± 0.03 offset from that value at the 6σ
level. If the phase-ambiguity is resolved to a value of −0.49 instead, then this deviation
has a significance of even 27σ.
Concerning the function fitting described above it is important to point out that the
small number of data points greatly restricts the possibilities here. In the time of writing,
we only have four data points to work with. In order to draw more solid conclusions from
this, Table 2 and the corresponding plot in Figure 2 have to be populated with more data
points. The quantitative findings of systematic LTM phase-offsets as a function of energy
will be discussed in a physical scenario in the next section.
4. Discussion
The LTM in the emission from LS I +61°303 has been detected at multiple wavelengths.
As evident from the observational facts presented in Section 2, the phase of the modulation
pattern is not the same at all wavelengths, but is significantly offset from each other. Putting
these phase-offsets into context, as we did in Section 3, reveals that this phase-offset is
monotonically increasing as the energy of the observed emission increases, as evident from
Figure 2 and the functional fits to these data. A physical scenario that explains the observed
long-term phase-offset between the emissions at radio and GeV wavelengths has already
been descibed by Jaron et al. [9]. In the following we first show that this scenario can be
straightforwardly extended to also include the phase-offsets in the X-ray and TeV energy
regimes. However, the divergence of the TeV data point in Figure 2 from the otherwise
very simple straight line through the data points at the other three wavelengths deserves
an extra comment, given in the second part of this section. Finally, in the third part we will
further comment on the exclusion of optical data and describe how their inclusion could
help to further discriminate between emission models for this source.
4.1. Plasma Cooling and Opaticity in a Precessing Jet
Figure 3 presents a sketch visualizing how the phase-offsets between the multiple
wavelengths fit into a precessing jet scenario. This figure is basically an extension of Figure 7
in Jaron et al. [9], which showed an analogous sketch, but restricted to the radio and GeV
emissions. Figure 3 shown here consists of four sub-figures which represent four epochs,
ordered chronologically from left to right and labelled t0 to t3 . The interval t0 − t3 is short
compared to the orbital period P1 , with a separation of a few days between adjacent time
steps. As a particular example, the results in Jaron et al. [9] would translate to a difference
of about five days between t1 and t3 . The line of sight is drawn as a dashed arrow which
points into the direction of the observer. Different ejections of plasma into a conically
expanding jet are marked with different colors as they appear. The ejections propagate into
the direction indicated by an arrow and emit radiation at an energy regime as labelled in
the same color as the plasma itself. At time t0 an ejection of plasma appears and is marked
in blue. It propagates into a direction that is aligned with the line of sight4 . The emission
from this plasma is in the TeV regime. Because it travels at a significant fraction of the
speed of light (β ≈ 0.5, Jaron et al. [33]), the intrinsic emission appears amplified to the
observer as a result of maximal Doppler boosting. At t1 the blue ejection has propagated
on a ballistic trajectory, following its initial direction and expanding in a conical manner.
The energy range of the emission of the blue plasma is now in the GeV regime, as a result
of plasma cooling. At the same time, i.e., still at t1 , a new ejection of plasma appears,
which is now marked in orange. Because of the precession of the jet, this ejection now
propagates into a slightly rotated direction compared to the previous blue ejection and
is now inclined with respect to the line of sight. The emission of the orange plasma is in
the TeV regime, but the Doppler boosting is now decreased compared to the TeV emission
of the blue plasma at time t0 . In the next step, at time t2 , the blue plasma has continued
its propagation and expansion, and now emits in the X-ray regime. The orange plasma
has done the same in its own direction, now emitting GeV. In addition, there is also a new
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plasma, this time marked in green, and which is ejected into a yet increased angle as a result
of continuous jet precession. Finally, at t3 , the multi-wavelengths picture is complete with
the original blue plasma having cooled down to emit in the radio. The orange and green
ones have continued the process to emit in X-rays and GeV, respectively. In addition, a
newly appearing magenta plasma emits in the TeV. All of these emissions at different
wavelengths originate from plasmas moving into different directions with respect to the
line of sight and hence appear differently Doppler boosted to an observer, who remains at
a fixed position.
t = t0

t = t1

t = t2

t = t3

To observer

To observer

To observer

To observer
Radio

X-rays
GeV
TeV

TeV

GeV
TeV

X-rays
GeV
TeV

Figure 3. Sketch of the precessing jet scenario in the multi-wavelengths context. The figures appear
in chronological order from left to right, each representing an epoch during which a new ejection
of plasma occurs. Each ejection is marked with a different color and propagates, as indicated
by the colored arrows, in a different direction with respect to the line of sight as time evolves.
Expansion of the plasma is represented by the ejections becoming broader, following a conical shape,
as they propagate. The energy regime of the emission from each ejection is labelled right to it in the
same color.

The process described above shows that the emission at each energy regime (i.e.,
TeV, GeV, X-rays, and radio) has its peak of amplification at a different moment in time
in the interval t0 –t3 . Following the blue plasma, the maximum Doppler boosting for the
TeV emission occurs at t0 , for GeV at t1 , for X-rays at t2 , and for radio at t3 . Looking at
the temporal evolution of the direction of one wavelength alone, e.g., TeV, one can trace
how the amplification at this energy changes with time. We refer to this variability in the
Doppler boosting of the intrinsic emission as the precession profile at a certain wavelength.
The crucial point to emphasize now is that the peak of maximal Doppler boosting occurs
earlier in the precession profile with increasing energy. This is the complete opposite as for
the LTM pattern, where the peak of the higher energy occurs later. In the following we will
see how this can be understood by investigating mathematically the interference of two
periodic processes.
Mathematically, the precession profile can be expressed, to first order, as a cosine
function of the form


t − T0
f prec (t) = cos 2π
− φmp ,
(6)
P2
where P2 is the precession period of the jet and T0 is the conventional time-origin5 for
LS I +61°303 ([9] and references therein). The phase φmp = φmp ( E) of maximum (m)
Doppler boosting due to precession (p) is a function of the energy E of the observed emission. This has been empirically proven for the radio and GeV emission by Jaron et al. [9],
and our scenario here is based on the assumption that this is also true for the X-ray and
TeV emission. We follow the convention that the phase φmp is a number between 0 and 1,
as for the orbital phase.
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Several authors showed that for the eccentric orbit of LS I +61°303 two accretion peaks
are predicted [28–31]. As pointed out by Taylor et al. [29], the Bondi [50] accretion rate
Ṁ ∝ ρ/v3rel is proportional to the density ρ of the stellar wind at the position of the accretor,
and inversly proportional to the cube of the relative velocity vrel between the accretor and
the wind. As a consequence, one accretion peak is at periastron, where the density ρ is
maximal. If the eccentricity e of the orbit is sufficienty high, there is a second accretion
peak at a later orbital phase, when the smaller velocity vrel compensates for the lower
density ρ. As Taylor et al. [29] showed (see their Figure 7), this second accretion peak
develops at an eccentricity e = 0.4 and is well pronounced for e = 0.6. The eccentricity
of the orbit of LS I +61°303 has been determined to be e = 0.72 ± 0.15 by Casares et al. [1],
so two peaks along the orbit are clearly expected. It is, however, only the emission from
the second, apastron, accretion peak which is subject to the LTM. Jaron et al. [33] explain
this observational fact with a physical model in which the ejection at periastron only
reaches velocities of β ≈ 0.01, which is not fast enough to give rise to appreciable Doppler
boosting. For this reason, we restrict the accretion profile here to apastron orbital phases.
Mathematically this leads to an expression analogous to the one given in Equation (6),


t − T0
f orb (t) = cos 2π
− φmo ,
(7)
P1
where P1 is the well-known orbital period of the system and T0 is the same time-origin as
for the precession profile above. The phase φmo of the maximum (m) of the orbital (o) modulation of the accretion rate does not depend on the energy, but is a constant φmo = const, extrapolating the results from Jaron et al. [9] to the X-rays and TeV. (Following Jaron et al. [33]
this is φmo = 0.58, see their Table 1, called Φ0 for injection II there.) We point out that
the actual value of φmo is not important for the following explanation, so we are going to
neglect this term from here on for the sake of clarity of the formulas.
The emission from LS I +61°303, as received by an observer on the Earth, is modulated
by two mechanism. The first mechanism is the modulation of the accretion rate, and the
second one is the amplification of the intrinsic emission of the jet resulting from periodic
changes in the Dopper boosting due to precession of the relativistic jet. These two mechanisms interfere with each other, giving rise to an interference pattern that has the form
of a beating because of the proximity of the two intrinsic periods P1 and P2 . This beating
is identical to the LTM, as first discovered by Massi & Jaron [24]. This hypothesis has
been confirmed by physical modelling of the radio [32] and GeV [33] data, resulting from
long-term monitoring of the source. Here we investigate the effect of an energy-dependent
phase-offset of the precession profile in a way that is analogous to the presentation in the
appendix of Jaron et al. [9]. The interference between orbit and precession can be studied
by considering the sum of the two,




t − T0
t − T0
f beat (t) = f orb (t) + f prec (t) = cos 2π
+ cos 2π
−φmp
P1
P2




φmp
t − T0
t − T0 φmp
∝ cos 2π
−
cos 2π
+
,
(8)
Pavg
2
2Pbeat
2
where the first cosine term oscillates at a period which is the inverse of the average of the
frequencies 1/P1 and 1/P2 , and the second cosine term is slowly oscillating at the twice
the beat period Pbeat = 1/( P1−1 − P2−1 ). The envelope of this interference pattern has a
period of Pbeat and is identical to the LTM of LS I +61°303, i.e., Pbeat = Plong , as explained
in Massi & Jaron [24]. The important point here is that the precession phase-offset φmp
propagates into the interference pattern with the opposite sign. This means that emission
which has its maximum earlier in the precession profile (corresponding to negative values of
φmp ) has its maximum in the LTM pattern shifted to a later time (or phase). This is exactly
what we observe for the LTM phase-offsets presented in Figure 2. Remembering that the
LTM pattern corresponds to the envelope of the interference pattern, the phase shift of the
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LTM occurs exactly by the same amount as for the precession profile but in the opposite
direction, as outlined by Jaron et al. [9].
In this way, we can conclude that the sequence of the emission of the energy regimes
TeV, GeV, X-ray, and radio occurs in that particular order in the precessing jet scenario.
However, it is important to point out that this reflects a temporal order first of all. Because the jet is filled with plasma at its base and material propagates in the jet direction
from that point on, we can also conclude that this temporal order is identical to the spatial
sequence of emission regions along the jet. However, to draw conclusions about the exact locations of these regions is not possible in this scenario and with the data available.
The reason for this is that there is a degeneracy of the problem in terms of distance from the
base and velocity of the plasma along the jet. It is well possible that the processes probed
by the emission observed for this study occur in a part of the jet where acceleration of the
plasma still plays an important role. This has also been pointed out by Jaron et al. [33] to
explain the slow velocity of a jet that is launched at periastron of the system, and which is
not affected by the LTM because the bulk velocity does not reach relativistic speeds.
The deviation of the TeV data point in Figure 2, however, is remarkable. In the scenario
presented until here there are three possible reasons for this relatively large offset:
1.
2.
3.

The distance between the location of the TeV and GeV emission is considerably larger
than between the other wavelengths.
It takes the plasma longer to travel from the TeV region to the GeV region than in
between the other regions because the velocity is smaller closer to the base of the jet.
It takes the plasma longer to lose its energy from TeV down to GeV than from that
point onwards.

In the end, a mixture of all of these three options would also be possible. However, there is also an alternative explanation that we will sketch in the next subsection.
4.2. Are the TeV Photons Produced by a Different Mechanism?
The fact that the LTM phase-offset values for the radio, X-ray, and GeV emission
are perfectly fit by a straight line as a function of log( E), while the TeV data point is
offset from that simple trend by 6σ (or even 27σ with alternative ambiguity resolution
for that data point, as pointed out in Section 3) justifies the consideration of a different
or at least modified explanation for the TeV emission. Furthermore, the fact that the
absolute phase-offset of ∼0.5 with respect to the radio means that the LTM pattern of the
TeV is in perfect anti-phase with the radio, and deserves special attention. That the VHE
emission is affected by the LTM, i.e., the beating between orbit and precession, implies
that these photons are produced in a mechanism that is subject to both accretion and
periodic changes in the relativistic beaming. One possible explanation could be that during
magnetic reconnection events, which can occur both in the accretion disk [51] or the jet
itself [52,53], plasmoids are injected into the steady jet and collide with the slower material
there. This results in shocks in which the magnetic field lines are compressed into one
direction and force the plasmoids to move into a different direction than the steady jet.
Consequently, the Doppler factor would be systematically different for the TeV emission
than for the other wavelengths. In this scenario, a localization of the TeV emission relative
to the other emissions, as depicted in Figure 3 is not possible any more. It is worth of
note that the short-term variability in LS I +61°303, observed in the radio [9] and X-ray [6]
emission, mentioned in the beginning of Section 1 of this article can be explained in the
same scenario of magnetic reconnection.
4.3. What Is the Origin of Optical Emission in LS I +61°303?
As mentioned in Section 2.2, there is also observational evidence that the equivalent
width of the Hα line in LS I +61°303 is subject to the LTM. As explained there, we excluded
these optical observations from our analysis. In the context of the physical scenarios
presented here, the origin of the Hα line is more complicated. Moreover, the possibility of
the emission line to originate from the circumstellar disk of the Be star, Fender et al. [54]
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point out that the accretion disk of X-ray binaries is another source of Hα line emission.
Furthermore, by definition EW(Hα) is a function of both the Hα luminosity itself as well as
the continuum emission. In addition, especially in the low/hard state of X-ray binaries,
the jet can contribute significantly in the optical band [55]. The continuum optical jet
emission, in this scenario, is subject to variable Doppler boosting in the same way as the
other wavelengths emitted from the precessing jet, and consequently the resulting LTM
of the continuum emission would propagate into the modulation of EW(Hα). Further
observations at optical wavelengths and investigation of the origin of the optical emission
are needed to clarify these issues.
At present the largest void in Figure 2 is between radio and X-rays. A reliable determination of the LTM phase-offset at optical wavelengths would provide data just in the center
of this gap. For this reason alone, optical data would be a natural first choice to be added to
a future extension of the analysis presented here. However, before that, existing databases
of optical observations will have to be revisited, and continuum and line emission will have
to be carefully disentangled. In the scenario suggested in Section 4.1, the optical continuum
emission is expected from a steady jet originating from a region between those of the radio
and X-ray emission. In this case the LTM phase-offset of the continuum optical emission
alone would be expected to be ∼0.1, interpolating the linear trend that extends from radio
to GeV (orange line in Figure 2). Concerning the Hα emission line, sources of this line can
be both the circum-stellar disk of the Be star and the accretion disk, so a variability in this
emission line probes variability in both of these regions. Furthermore, in a feasibility study
presented by Massi & Zimmermann [56], the precessing jet is the result of a precessing
accretion disk. Hence, the Hα emission from the accretion disk would be subject to the same
intrinsic periodicites, i.e., accretion rate modulated by the orbital period P1 , and variable
Doppler boosting modulated by the precession period P2 , resulting in the beating that we
identify with the LTM. In this scenario the LTM phase-offset of this Hα emission could be
approximately anti-correlated with the TeV emission, if the TeV emission originates at the
base of the steady jet, as proposed in Section 4.1. In this way, optical observations have the
potential to sigificantly contribute in emission model discrimination for LS I +61°303.
5. Conclusions
In this article, we investigated the long-term modulation of the γ-ray-loud high-mass
X-ray binary LS I +61°303 at multiple wavelengths. The periodic modulation of ∼4.6 years
is consistently detected at radio, X-rays, GeV, and TeV energies by analysis of the past four
decades of observations at these wavelengths. Subject of this article was the investigation
of systematic phase-offsets of the modulation pattern between these wavelengths and the
explanation in a physical scenario. These are our conclusions:
1.

2.

3.

By re-analyzing archived TeV data [14] we determined that LTM pattern at TeV is
offset from the pattern at radio by 0.51 ± 0.03. We point out that, while this value fits
into the monotonically incrasing trend with the other wavelengths, this also means
perfect anti-correlation with the radio emission in terms of the LTM pattern.
The LTM of LS I +61°303 is established at radio, X-ray, GeV, and TeV wavelengths by
long-term monitoring of the source. There is a systematic trend of the modulation
pattern being increasingly offset from the radio pattern as the energy increases. Emission at higher energy is lagging emission at lower energy in a strictly monotonically
increasing manner (Figure 2).
We extended the physical scenario first introduced by Jaron et al. [9] to X-rays and
TeV. In this scenario, the emission regions are located closer to the base of the jet as
the energy increases (Figure 3). Because the LTM is the result of interference between
orbit and precession, an earlier peak in the precession profile propagates to a later
peak in the LTM pattern with increasing energy, as observed. We also note that while
the radio, X-ray, and GeV emissions are fitted by a very simple trend, the TeV emission
appears to be significantly offset from that. This is a challenge for this scenario at
TeV energies.

Universe 2021, 7, 245

14 of 16

4.

We consider an alternative scenario in which the TeV photons are produced in shocks
resulting from the injection of plasmoids during magnetic reconnection events. It is
interesting to note that this would imply a connection between the large phase-offset
of the LTM at TeV energies and the hour time-scale phenomenon of quasi periodic
oscillations at radio and X-rays. This would explain two phenomena, occurring at
different energy bands and on time-scales of different orders of magnitude (hours vs.
years) in the same coherent picture. This should be subject of future investigations.

Further long-term monitoring of LS I +61°303 at more wavelengths is needed in order
to populate Figure 2 with more data points. This would enable a better quantification
of the relationship between phase-offset and energy. At the moment functional fits are
complicated by the small number of available data points. In addition, a better sampling
at X-rays and especially TeV would allow quantitatively studying the precession profile
at these wavelengths and to verify whether a shift in this pattern is indeed present. This
would also help to disentangle the two scenarios for the TeV emissions and answer the
question whether these photons are produced in the steady or transient jet.
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Notes
1

In his original paper Gregory [8] uses the symbol P2 for the period of the LTM. In the present article we use the symbol Plong
instead in order to avoid confusion with the precession period P2 the jet in LS I +61°303 ([27] and references therein).

2

There is an inconsistency within the numbers reported in Zamanov & Martí [42]. Namely, the values of the phases of the fitted
cosine functions in their Table 1 do not correspond to this reported LTM phase-shift of 0.25. During the review process for this
article it was clarified that the value for the phase of EW(Hα) is in fact φ0 = 0.37 ± 0.01 (and not 0.60 ± 0.01). Hence, the LTM
phase-shift quoted in the abstract of Zamanov & Martí [42] remains correct.

3

In their original publication, Jaron et al. [9] determine the phase-offset between the LTM pattern at radio relative to the GeV
emission. This is why their value has the opposite sign. In this present work, we express all LTM phase-offsets with respect to the
radio emission. Since all higher energy emissions lag the radio in term of the LTM pattern, this results in positive signs for the
phase-offsets reported here.
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4

In reality it is not necessarily the case that the jet is perfectly aligned with the line of sight at any time. However, there is certainly
a moment when the jet encloses the smallest angle with respect to the line of sight. For the sake of clarity, in Figure 3 this smallest
angle is chosen to be zero.

5

Please note that we denote this time-origin with a capital T0 , not to be confused with the t0 used in Figure 3 and the explanation above.

References
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.

14.
15.
16.
17.

18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.

Casares, J.; Ribas, I.; Paredes, J.M.; Martí, J.; Allende Prieto, C. Orbital parameters of the microquasar LS I +61°303. Mon. Not. R.
Astron. Soc. 2005, 360, 3. [CrossRef]
Massi, M.; Migliari, S.; Chernyakova, M. The black hole candidate LS I +61°303. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2017, 468, 3. [CrossRef]
Gregory, P.C.; Taylor, A.R. New highly variable radio source, possible counterpart of γ-ray source CG135+1. Nature 1978, 272,
704–706. [CrossRef]
Peracaula, M.; Marti, J.; Paredes, J.M. Short term radio variability and polarization properties of LS I +61°303. Astron. Astrophys.
1997, 328, 283–289.
Jaron, F.; Sharma, R.; Massi, M.; Fuhrmann, L.; Angelakis, E.; Myserlis, I.; Li, G.-X.; Shi, X. Radio QPO in the γ-ray-loud X-ray
binary LS I +61°303. MOnthly Not. R. Astron. Soc. Lett. 2017, 471, L110–L114. [CrossRef]
Nösel, S.; Sharma, R.; Massi, M.; Cimò, G.; Chernyakova, M. Hour time-scale QPOs in the X-ray and radio emission of LS I +61°303.
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2018, 476, 2516–2521. [CrossRef]
Sharma, R.; Massi, M.; Chernyakova, M.; Malyshev, D.; Perrott, Y.C.; Kraus, A.; Dzib, S.A.; Jaron, F.; Cantwell, T.M. Radio/X-ray
correlations and variability in the X-ray binary LS I +61°303. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2021, 500, 4166–4172. [CrossRef]
Gregory, P.C. Bayesian Analysis of Radio Observations of the Be X-Ray Binary LS I +61°303. Astrophys. J. 2002, 575, 1. [CrossRef]
Jaron, F.; Massi, M.; Kiehlmann, S.; Hovatta, T. Simultaneous long-term monitoring of LS I +61°303 by OVRO and Fermi-LAT.
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2018, 478, 1. [CrossRef]
Massi, M.; Torricelli-Ciamponi, G. Origin of the long-term modulation of radio emission of LS I +61°303. Astron. Astrophys. 2016,
585, A123. [CrossRef]
Jaron, F.; Massi, M. Prediction of the radio outbursts of LS I +61°303. Astron. Astrophys. 2013, 559, A129. [CrossRef]
Li, J.; Torres, D.F.; Zhang, S.; Hadasch, D.; Rea, N.; Caliandro, G.A.; Chen, Y.; Wang, J. Unveiling the Super-orbital Modulation of
LS I +61°303 in X-Rays. Astrophys. J. Lett. 2012, 744, L13. [CrossRef]
Ackermann, M.; Ajello, M.; Ballet, J.; Barbiellini, G.; Bastieri, D.; Bellazzini, R.; Bonamente, E.; Brandt, T.J.; Bregeon, J.; Brigida, M.;
et al. Associating Long-term γ-ray Variability with the Superorbital Period of LS I +61°303. Astrophys. J. Lett. 2013, 773, L35.
[CrossRef]
Ahnen, M.L.; Ansoldi, S.; Antonelli, L.A.; Antoranz, P.; Babic, A.; Banerjee, B.; Bangale, P.; de Almeida, U.B.; Barrio, J.A.; González,
J.B.; et al. Super-orbital variability of LS I +61°303 at TeV energies. Astron. Astrophys. 2016, 591, A76. [CrossRef]
Dubus, G. Gamma-ray binaries: Pulsars in disguise? Astron. Astrophys. 2006, 456, 801–817. [CrossRef]
Johnston, S.; Manchester, R.N.; Lyne, A.G.; Bailes, M.; Kaspi, V.M.; Qiao, G.; D’Amico, N. PSR 1259-63: A Binary Radio Pulsar
with a Be Star Companion. Astrophys. J. Lett. 1992, 387, L37. [CrossRef]
Chernyakova, M.; Malyshev, D.; Mc Keague, S.; van Soelen, B.; Marais, J.P.; Martin-Carrillo, A.; Murphy, D. New insight into the
origin of the GeV flare in the binary system PSR B1259-63/LS 2883 from the 2017 periastron passage. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.
2020, 497, 1. [CrossRef]
Dubus, G.; Guillard, N.; Petrucci, P.; Martin, P. Sizing up the population of gamma-ray binaries. Astron. Astrophys. 2017, 608, A59.
[CrossRef]
Zimmermann, L.; Fuhrmann, L.; Massi, M. The broad-band radio spectrum of LS I +61°303 in outburst. Astron. Astrophys. 2015,
580, L2. [CrossRef]
Massi, M.; Kaufman Bernadó, M. Radio Spectral Index Analysis and Classes of Ejection in LS I +61°303. Astrophys. J. 2009, 702, 2.
[CrossRef]
Mirabel, I.F.; Rodríguez, L.F. Microquasars in our Galaxy. Nature 1998, 392, 6677. [CrossRef]
Massi, M.; Chernyakova, M.; Kraus, A.; Malyshev, D.; Jaron, F.; Kiehlmann, S.; Dzib, S.A.; Sharma, R.; Migliari, S.; Readhead,
A.C.S. Evidence for periodic accretion-ejection in LS I +61°303. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2020, 498, 3592–3600. [CrossRef]
Massi, M.; Ros, E.; Zimmermann, L. VLBA images of the precessing jet of LS I +61°303. Astron. Astrophys. 2012, 540, A142.
[CrossRef]
Massi, M.; Jaron, F. Long-term periodicity in LS I +61°303 as beat frequency between orbital and precessional rate. Astron.
Astrophys. 2013, 554, A105. [CrossRef]
D’Aì, A.; Cusumano, G.; La Parola, V.; Segreto, A.; Mineo, T. Temporal features of LS I +61°303 in hard X-rays from the Swift/BAT
survey data. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2016, 456, 2. [CrossRef]
Jaron, F.; Massi, M. Discovery of a periodical apoastron GeV peak in LS I +61°303. Astron. Astrophys. 2014, 572, A105. [CrossRef]
Wu, Y.W.; Torricelli-Ciamponi, G.; Massi, M.; Reid, M.J.; Zhang, B.; Shao, L.; Zheng, X.W. Revisiting LS I +61°303 with VLBI
astrometry. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2018, 474, 3. [CrossRef]
Martí, J.; Paredes, J.M. Modelling of LS I +61°303 from near infrared data. Astron. Astrophys. 1995, 298, 151.

Universe 2021, 7, 245

29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
48.

49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.

16 of 16

Taylor, A.R.; Kenny, H.T.; Spencer, R.E.; Tzioumis, A. VLBI Observations of the X-Ray Binary LS I +61°303. Astrophys. J. 1992,
395, 268. [CrossRef]
Bosch-Ramon, V.; Paredes, J.M.; Romero, G.E.; Ribó, M. The radio to TeV orbital variability of the microquasar LS I +61°303.
Astron. Astrophys. 2006, 459, L25–L28. [CrossRef]
Romero, G.E.; Okazaki, A.T.; Orellana, M.; Owocki, S.P. Accretion vs. colliding wind models for the gamma-ray binary LS I +61°303:
An assessment. Astron. Astrophys. 2007, 474, 15–22. [CrossRef]
Massi, M.; Torricelli-Ciamponi, G. Intrinsic physical properties and Doppler boosting effects in LS I +61°303. Astron. Astrophys.
2014, 564, A23. [CrossRef]
Jaron, F.; Torricelli-Ciamponi, G.; Massi, M. Understanding the periodicities in radio and GeV emission from LS I +61°303. Astron.
Astrophys. 2016, 595, A92. [CrossRef]
Lisakov, M.M.; Kovalev, Y.Y.; Savolainen, T.; Hovatta, T.; Kutkin, A.M. A connection between γ-ray and parsec-scale radio flares
in the blazar 3C 273. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2017, 468, 4. [CrossRef]
Lobanov, A.P. Ultracompact jets in active galactic nuclei. Astron. Astrophys. 1998, 330, 79–89.
Pushkarev, A.B.; Hovatta, T.; Kovalev, Y.Y.; Lister, M.L.; Lobanov, A.P.; Savolainen, T.; Zensus, J.A. MOJAVE: Monitoring of Jets in
Active galactic nuclei with VLBA Experiments. IX. Nuclear opacity. Astron. Astrophys. 2021, 545, A113. [CrossRef]
Paredes, J.M. Observació Radiomeètrica de Radioestralles. Ph.D. Thesis, Universitat de Barcelona, Departament d’Astronomia i
Meteorologia, Barcelona, Spain, 9 January 1987.
Gregory, P.C.; Xu, H.-J.; Backhouse, C.J.; Reid, A. Four Year Modulation of Periodic Radio Outbursts from LS I +61°303. Astrophys.
J. 1989, 339, 1054. [CrossRef]
Taylor, A.R.; Gregory, P.C. Periodic radio emission from LS I +61°303. Astrophys. J. 1982, 255, 210–216. [CrossRef]
Rivinius, T.; Carciofi, A.C.; Martayan, C. Classical Be stars. Rapidly rotating B stars with viscous Keplerian decretion disks.
Astron. Astrophys. Rev. 2013, 21, 69. [CrossRef]
Zamanov, R.K.; Martí, J.; Paredes, J.M.; Fabregat, J.; Ribó, M.; Tarasov, A.E. Evidence of Hα periodicities in LS I +61°303. Astron.
Astrophys. 1999, 351, 543–550.
Zamanov, R.; Martí, J. First correlation between compact object and circumstellar disk in the Be/X-ray binaries. Astron. Astrophys.
2000, 358, L55–L58.
Paredes-Fortuny, X.; Ribó, M.; Bosch-Ramon, V.; Casares, J.; Fors, O.; Núñez, J. Evidence of coupling between the thermal and
nonthermal emission in the gamma-ray binary LS I +61°303. Astron. Astrophys. 2015, 575, L6. [CrossRef]
Bignami, G.F.; Caraveo, P.A.; Lamb, R.C.; Markert, T.H.; Paul, J.A. Einstein X-ray identification of the variable radio star
LS I +61°303. Astrophys. J. 1981, 247, L85–L88. [CrossRef]
Li, J.; Torres, D.F.; Zhang, S. Spectral Analysis in Orbital/Superorbital Phase Space and Hints of Superorbital Variability in the
Hard X-Rays of LS I +61°303. Astrophys. J. Lett. 2014, 785, L19. [CrossRef]
Gregory, P.C.; Taylor, A.R.; Crampton, D.; Hutchings, J.B.; Hjellming, R.M.; Hogg, D.; Hvatum, H.; Gottlieb, E.W.; Feldman, P.A.;
Kwok, S. The radio, optical, X-ray, gamma-ray star LS I +61°303. Astron. J. 1979, 84, 1030–1036. [CrossRef]
Hermsen, W.; Swanenburg, B.N.; Bignami, G.F.; Boella, G.; Buccheri, R.; Scarsi, L.; Kanbach, G.; Mayer-Hasselwander, H.A.;
Masnou, J.L.; Paul, J.A.; et al. New high energy gamma-ray sources observed by COS B. Nature 1977, 269, 494–495. [CrossRef]
Abdo, A.A.; Ackermann, M.; Ajello, M.; Atwood, W.B.; Axelsson, M.; Baldini, L.; Ballet, J.; Barbiellini, G.; Bastieri, D.;
Baughman, B.M.; et al. Fermi LAT Observations of LS I +61°303: First Detection of an Orbital Modulation in GeV Gamma Rays.
Astrophys. J. Lett. 2009, 701, L123–L128. [CrossRef]
Albert, J.; Aliu, E.; Anderhub, H.; Antoranz, P.; Armada, A.; Asensio, M.; Baixeras, C.; Barrio, J.A.; Bartelt, M.; Bartko, H.; et al.
Variable Very-High-Energy Gamma-Ray Emission from the Microquasar LS I +61°303. Science 2006, 312, 5781. [CrossRef]
Bondi, H. On spherically symmetrical accretion. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 1952, 112, 195. [CrossRef]
Yuan, F.; Lin, J.; Wu, K.; Ho, L.C. A magnetohydrodynamical model for the formation of episodic jets. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.
2009, 395, 4. [CrossRef]
Petropoulou, M.; Giannios, D.; Sironi, L. Blazar flares powered by plasmoids in relativistic reconnection. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.
2016, 462, 3. [CrossRef]
Sironi, L.; Giannios, D.; Petropoulou, M. Plasmoids in relativistic reconnection, from birth to adulthood: First they grow, then
they go. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2016, 462, 1. [CrossRef]
Fender, R.P.; Russell, D.M.; Knigge, C.; Soria, R.; Hynes, R.I.; Goad, M. An anticorrelation between X-ray luminosity and Hα
equivalent width in X-ray binaries. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2009, 393, 4. [CrossRef]
Russell, D.M.; Fender, R.P.; Hynes, R.I.; Brocksopp, C.; Homan, J.; Jonker, P.G.; Buxton, M.M. Global optical/infrared-X-ray
correlations in X-ray binaries: Quantifying disc and jet contributions. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2006, 371, 3. [CrossRef]
Massi, M.; Zimmermann, L. Feasibility study of Lense-Thirring precession in LS I +61°303. Astron. Astrophys. 2010, 515, A82.
[CrossRef]

