arXiv:2402.04591v2 [astro-ph.HE] 23 Feb 2024

Draft version February 27, 2024 Typeset using L^ATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX63

Fermi Large Area Telescope Detection of Gamma-Rays from NGC 6251 Radio Lobe

Yu-Wei Yu,^1 Hai-Ming Zhang,^2 Ying-Ying Gan,^1 Xin-Ke Hu,^3 Tan-Zheng Wu,^1 and Jin Zhang†^1

1School of Physics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, People’s Republic of China; j.zhang@bit.edu.cn 2School of Astronomy and Space Science, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, People’s Republic of China 3Guangxi Key Laboratory for Relativistic Astrophysics, School of Physical Science and Technology, Guangxi University, Nanning 530004, People’s Republic of China

ABSTRACT We report on the detection of extended γ-ray emission from lobes in the radio galaxy NGC 6251 using observation data from Fermi Large Area Telescope (Fermi-LAT). The maximum likelihood analysis results show that a radio morphology template provides a better fit than a point-like source description for the observational data at a confidence level of 8.1σ, and the contribution of lobes constitutes more than 50% of the total γ-ray flux. Furthermore, the γ-ray energy spectra show a significant disparity in shape between the core and lobe regions, with a curved log-parabola shape observed in core region and a power-law form observed in lobes. Neither the core region nor the northwest lobe displays significant flux variations in the long-term γ-ray light curves. The broadband spectral energy distributions of both the core region and northwest lobe can be explained with a single-zone leptonic model. The γ-rays of the core region are due to the synchrotron-self-Compton process while the γ-rays from northwest lobe are interpreted as inverse Compton emission of the cosmic microwave background.

Keywords: galaxies: active—galaxies: jets—radio continuum: galaxies—gamma rays: galaxies

1. INTRODUCTION Radio galaxies (RGs) are a subclass of radio-loud (RL) active galactic nuclei (AGNs), characterized by the remarkable and complex large-scale jet morphology in the radio band. The large-scale jet can extend beyond the host galaxy of RGs and form some substructures, such as knots, hotspots, and radio lobes, which have been resolved in the radio, optical, and Xray bands (see Harris & Krawczynski 2006 for a review). So far, dozens of RGs have been detected by the Fermi Large Area Telescope (Fermi-LAT, Ballet et al. 2023; Abdollahi et al. 2022). Several RGs are even detected at the TeV band and confirmed to be very high energy emitters^1. Generally, the γ-rays of RGs are still considered to come from the core-jet (Fukazawa et al. 2015; Xue et al. 2017). However, some works studying the Xray emission of the large-scale jet substructures in RGs predicted the detectable γ-rays of some substructures (e.g., Zhang et al. 2009, 2010, 2018). Especially, the detection of γ-rays from large-scale radio lobes of RGs Cen

Corresponding author: Jin Zhang j.zhang@bit.edu.cn

1 http://tevcat.uchicago.edu/

A (Abdo et al. 2010a) and Fornax A (Ackermann et al. 2016) confirms that the substructures of jet are acceleration sites of high energy particles. Hence, the origin of γ-ray emission for RGs is still debated.

NGC 6251 is a nearby (z=0.0247, Wegner et al. 2003) giant RG with a radio angular scale extending to about 1^∘.2. Its radio morphology mainly consists of a radio core, a narrow straight jet with roughly uniform cone angle, and two large-scale radio lobes (Waggett et al. 1977; Saunders et al. 1981). The jet starts within 1 pc of the nucleus, extends towards the northwest (NW) for approximately 4^′.5, and subsequently forms the NW lobe about 0^∘.3 away from the radio core (Saunders et al. 1981; Perley et al. 1984). The radio intensities of both the jet and NW lobe are clearly higher than that of the southeast (SE) lobe, which is separated from the radio core by an angular distance of 0^∘.7 (Perley et al. 1984; Cantwell et al. 2020). The X-rays from the nucleus and its ∼ 4^′.5 jet were initially observed by ROSAT (Birkinshaw & Worrall 1993). The diffuse X-ray emission originating from the NW lobe in NGC 6251 has been detected through the Suzaku X-ray imaging observations, which was suggested to be generated by the inverse Compton scattering of cosmic microwave background (IC/CMB) process (Takeuchi et al. 2012). The

X-ray emission from the straight jet region was also reported to potentially arise from the IC/CMB process (Sambruna et al. 2004), although an alternative explanation could be synchrotron radiation (Evans et al. 2005).

Gamma-rays from NGC 6251 were likely first detected by the Compton Gamma-Ray Observatory in the MeV-GeV range. Using the X-ray images obtained from ROSAT and ASCA observations, Mukherjee et al. (2002) proposed that the Energetic Gamma-Ray Experiment Telescope source 3EG J1621+8203 is likely associated with NGC 6251. This association was further substantiated by Foschini et al. (2005) through an analysis a wide-view-field observation from INTE- GRAL/IBIS. The GeV γ-ray emission of NGC 6251 has been reported in the first Fermi-LAT catalog (Abdo et al. 2010b), identified as a γ-ray emitting misaligned AGN (Abdo et al. 2010c), and subsequently included in the second/third/fourth Fermi-LAT catalogs (Nolan et al. 2012; Acero et al. 2015; Abdollahi et al. 2022; Ballet et al. 2023). The observed γ-rays are conventionally believed to originate from the core-jet region near the black hole via the synchrotron-self-Compton (SSC) process (Chiaberge et al. 2003; Migliori et al. 2011; Xue et al. 2017). However, the 95% error ellipse of its associated Fermi-LAT source 2FGL J1629.4+8236 does not encompass the radio core of NGC 6251 (Takeuchi et al. 2012). Additionally, the corresponding coordinates of this Fermi-LAT source in the latest fourth Fermi-LAT source catalog fall within the region of the jet in NGC 6251, being at a distance of ∼ 3^′.6 from the radio core (Foschini et al. 2022). These results make the origin of its γ-rays ambiguous. In this paper, we completely analyze the ∼15-yr Fermi-LAT observation data to investigate the origins of its γ-ray emission. The data analysis and results of Fermi-LAT are presented in Section 2. The spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of NW lobe and core region are constructed and modelled in Section 3. Discussion and conclusions are given in Section 4. Throughout, H_0 = 71 km s^{−1} Mpc^{−1}, Ω_m = 0.27, and Ω_Λ = 0.73 are adopted in this paper.

2. FERMI-LAT OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS 2.1. Baseline Model of Data Analysis NGC 6251 has been reported to be associated with a γ-ray source 4FGL 1630.6+8234 in the Fermi-LAT 12- yr Source Catalog (4FGL-DR3, Abdollahi et al. 2022)^2.

2 We have checked the Fermi-LAT latest Source Catalog (4FGL- DR4, Ballet et al. 2023), the results are consistent.

The Pass 8 data covering from 2008 August 4 to 2023 March 1 (MJD 54682–60004) within the energy range of 0.1–300 GeV were downloaded from the Fermi Science Support Center^3. We select the data within 15^∘ region of interest (ROI) centered on the radio position of NGC 6251 (R.A.=248^∘.133, decl.=82^∘.538). The publicly available software fermitools (ver. 2.2.0, Fermi Science Support Development Team 2019) and the binned likelihood analysis method are used for our analysis. We use event class “SOURCE” (evclass=128) and event type “FRONT+BACK” (evtype=3) for data analysis based on LAT data selection recommendations. To eliminate the contamination of γ-rays from the Earth limb, the maximum zenith angle of 90^∘ is set. A standard filter expression “(DATA_QUAL>0)&&(LAT_CONFIG==1)” and the instrument response function of P8R3_SOURCE_V3 are used. All sources included in the 4FGL-DR3 within ROI are added to the model. The spectral parameters of the sources encompassed in the circle centered on 4FGL J1630.6+8234 with a radius of 6^∘ are left free, whereas the parameters of those sources lying beyond 6^∘ are fixed to their 4FGL-DR3 values. The background models including isotropic emission (“iso_P8R3_SOURCE_V3_V1.txt”) and the diffuse Galactic interstellar emission (“gll_iem_v07.fits”) are considered and only their normalization parameters are kept free.

We use the maximum test statistic (TS) to evaluate the significance of the γ-ray signals of a source in the background, TS = 2(logL_{src} − logL_{null}), where L_{src} and L_{null} are the likelihood values for the background with and without a source. If TS≥25, it is considered that there is a new source (Abdo et al. 2010b). By generating a 5^∘ × 5^∘ residual TS map centered on the radio core of NGC 6251 for new source search, the maximum TS value of ∼10 is obtained, indicating that no new sources appear in the background. Generally, the power-law (PL) or log-parabola (LP) functions are used to fit the spectrum of sources, i.e., dN(E)/dE = N_0(E/E_b)^{−Γγ} or dN(E)/dE = N_0(E/E_b)^{−(Γγ +β log(E/Eb))}, where N(E) is the photon distribution as a function of energy, Γ_γ is the photon spectral index, E_b is the scale parameter of photon energy, and β is the curvature parameter (Massaro et al. 2004). Following the methodology outlined in the second Fermi-LAT catalog (Nolan et al. 2012), we first calculate TS_{curve} = 2(logL_{LP} − logL_{PL}) to estimate the curvature significance of an energy spectrum. If TS_{curve} ≥ 16 (corresponding to 4σ), it indi-

3 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/ssc/LAT/LATDataQuery.cgi

cates that the spectrum exhibits significant curvature, and therefore we use the LP function to describe it.

2.2. Point-Like Source Analysis In the 4FGL-DR4 (Ballet et al. 2023; Abdollahi et al.

2022), 4FGL J1630.6+8234 is identified as a point-like source (PS) with a LP spectrum. Reanalyzing its ∼15-yr Fermi-LAT observation data, the TS map also shows it as a PS with TS∼2619.34. Its time-integrated spectrum of the ∼15-yr Fermi-LAT observations within the energy band of 0.1–300 GeV is well explained by a LP spectral form with Γ_γ = 2.36 ± 0.03 and β = 0.04 ± 0.02, as depicted in Figure 1 and shown in Table 1. The ∼15-yr average flux is F_{0.1−300 GeV} = (13.40 ± 0.51) × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1}. These results are roughly consistent with that of Γ_γ = 2.27 ± 0.04, β = 0.10 ± 0.02, and F_{0.1−100 GeV} = (13.10 ± 0.56) × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} in the 4FGL-DR4. The long-term light curve of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 is generated using the adaptive-binning method (Lott et al. 2012) to ensure TS≥9 for each time bin, where the minimum bin size is 30 days. The ∼15- yr Fermi-LAT light curve of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 in the 0.1–300 GeV band demonstrates a steady state without any significant flux variation, as displayed in Figure 1.

Using the tool of gtfindsrc, we re-estimate the best-fit position of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 and obtain (R.A.=247^∘.752, decl.=82^∘.558) with a 95% confidence error circle radius of 0^∘.015. This position is located in the northwest region relative to the radio core of NGC 6251, as presented in Figure 2. Together with the steady γ-ray emission of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 in the past ∼15-yr, it indicates that the γ-ray emission of 4FGL J1630.6+8234, at least a portion of γ-rays, is likely dominated by the radiation of the large-scale extended regions in NGC 6251.

2.3. Radio Morphology Template In order to examine our speculation, we firstly generate the γ-ray counts map of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 in the 0.1–300 GeV band, as depicted in Figure 2. The data reduction procedure is described in the Appendix. The radio contours of NGC 6251 at 609 MHz observed by the Westerbork Synthesis Radio Telescope (WSRT) (Mack et al. 1997), the 95% error ellipses for the counterpart of NGC 6251 from 1FGL to 4FGL, and the 95% error circle of the best-fit position of this work are also presented in Figure 2. The confidence intervals of the best-fit position decrease with increasing LAT observation time, but the radio core of NGC 6251 is never encompassed. The distribution of γ-ray photons on the NW lobe of NGC 6251 is significantly prominent, while the brightness of the SE lobe appears relatively subdued, rendering it indistinguishable in the map. As shown in Figure 5 in the Appendix, the spatial distributions of γ-ray photons exhibit significant variations across the low-energy to high-energy bands, shifting from a diffusion distribution dominated by the large-scale extended regions to a PS dominated by the radio core. The γray photons above 10 GeV are primarily concentrated in close proximity to the radio core region.

Assuming that γ-rays are produced through the IC process by the same group of electrons responsible for generating radio radiation, the distribution of γrays can be considered as a form of radio radiation (Ackermann et al. 2016). Therefore, using a Radio Morphology Template (RMT) model, we reanalyze the ∼15-yr Fermi-LAT observation data of 4FGL J1630.6+8234. We employ RMT to partition the observation area into three zones, namely, the core region and two giant lobes. The regions of two giant lobes are selected with the 609 MHz radio image from the NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED) (2019). Of particular note, the overlap region between the radio green contours and the red circle (Figure 5 in the Appendix) is subtracted and not included for the NW lobe template in the RMT model. The red circle is centered on the radio core with a radius of 4^′.5, which encompasses the radio core, a bright straight jet extending to the NW from the radio core, and the faint counterjet. The two lobes are taken as extended radiation sources while the core region is set as a PS model centered around the radio core of NGC 6251. We use the RMT model instead of the PS 4FGL J1630.6+8234 in the XML file and re-perform the maximum likelihood analysis.

Through the RMT model analysis, we obtain the spectra and long-term light curves of lobes and core region, as shown in Figure 3. The spectrum of the core region still requires a LP function to fit with Γ_γ = 1.80 ± 0.13 and β = 0.28 ± 0.06, which is more curved and harder than the total integrated-spectrum of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 (Figure 1). The ∼15-yr average flux of the core region in the 0.1–300 GeV band is F_{0.1−300 GeV} = (4.86 ± 0.61) × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} with TS∼508.55. The spectra of two lobes can be well explained with a PL form. We obtain Γ_γ = 2.54 ± 0.06 and an average flux of F_{0.1−300 GeV} = (7.67 ± 0.76) × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} with TS∼600.31 for the NW lobe. The SE lobe displays a very steep spectrum in the Fermi- LAT energy band with Γ_γ = 7.01 ± 0.19. The average flux F_{0.1−300 GeV} = (0.96 ± 0.23) × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} and the TS value 30.96 are far lower than that of core region and NW lobe. The results are shown in Table 1. Almost no emission above 1 GeV can be inspected in SE lobe, which is consistent with the γ-ray counts maps as shown in Figure 5 in the Appendix. The long-term light curves of core region and NW lobe under the case of the RMT model are simultaneously produced by fixing the parameters of SE lobe and other sources. The adaptivebinning method is also used and a minimum time-bin of 60 days is taken. Neither NW lobe nor core region shows significant flux variation of γ-rays, as illustrated in Figure 3.

2.4. PS Model vs. RMT Model Clearly, the TS value and flux of giant NW lobe are higher than those of the core region. The γ-rays from lobes account for more than 50% of the total γ-ray flux of source. We compare the likelihood values of PS model with RMT model and assess the significance by TS_{ext} = 2(logL_{RMT} − logL_{PS}), where the RMT model has four additional free parameters compared to the PS model. We obtain TS_{ext} = 78.28, indicating that the RMT model is statistically favored over the PS model at a confidence level of 8.1σ.

As described above, the absence of significant variability in the overall long-term light curve of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 (Figure 1) may be attributed to the dominance of lobe emission; however, no discernible flux variation is observed in the light curve of the core region either (Figure 3). In order to further study this issue, we derive the long-term light curve of NGC 6251 in the energy band of 10–300 GeV since the γ-rays above 10 GeV potentially are dominated by the emission of the core region. Nevertheless, only three detection points can be obtain even using the time bin of 720 days to analyze the observational data, and they do not show the obvious flux variation, as illustrated in Figure 6 in the Appendix.

3. SED CONSTRUCTING AND MODELING The distinct spectral patterns observed in the core region and NW lobe also suggest that γ-rays from 4FGL J1630.6+8234 have separate origins. We construct the broadband SEDs for the NW lobe and core region, respectively, spanning from the radio to γ-ray bands, as depicted in Figure 4. For the core region, the radio and optical-UV data are collected from Migliori et al. (2011), X-rays are the combined spectrum using the latest 11 XRT observations (see the Appendix), and γrays are obtained by the analysis in this work. For the NW lobe, the radio and X-ray data are collected from Takeuchi et al. (2012) and Persic & Rephaeli (2019), while the γ-ray data are obtained by the analysis in this work.

We adopt a single-zone leptonic radiation model to fit the broadband SEDs of NW lobe and core region. The model includes synchrotron, SSC (and IC/CMB) processes of the relativistic electrons in radiation regions. The emission region is assumed to be a sphere with a radius R, magnetic field strength B, the bulk Lorenz factor Γ and the Doppler boosting factor δ. The electron distribution is assumed as a broken power-law function, characterized by an electron density parameter N_0, a break energy γ_b, and indices p_1 and p_2 in the range of [γ_{min}, γ_{max}]. The synchrotron-self-absorption, Klein–Nishina effect, and the extragalactic background light (EBL) absorption (Franceschini et al. 2008) are also taken into account during the SED modeling.

3.1. Core Region We only consider the synchrotron and SSC processes to reproduce the observed SED of core region, same model as the previous works for NGC 6251 (Chiaberge et al. 2003; Migliori et al. 2011; Xue et al. 2017). The size of the radiation region is determined as R = δcΔt/(1 + z), where Δt is set to 10 days and c represents the speed of light. The values of p_1 and p_2 are obtained based on the spectral indices at the radio/Xray and γ-ray bands, respectively. γ_{min} cannot be constrained and is set as 200 while γ_{max} is roughly constrained by the last data point in the γ-ray band. We adjust the parameters B, δ, γ_b, and N_0 to represent the observed SED of core region. It should be noted that these parameter values may not be unique, in particular, B and δ are degenerate (Zhang et al. 2012). The fitting parameters are given in Table 2.

The model can well reproduce the observed SED of the core region, as illustrated in Figure 4. We obtain δ = 3.4, which is lower than the typical values observed in blazars, coinciding with the uniform model of RL- AGNs (Urry & Padovani 1995). The same model has been previously employed to explain the archival SEDs of the core region for NGC 6251, where B = 0.03 G and δ = 3.2 were reported (Chiaberge et al. 2003), as well as B = 0.037 G and δ = 2.4 (Migliori et al. 2011). Our findings of B = 0.04 G and δ=3.4 are roughly consistent with theirs.

3.2. NW Lobe We employ the synchrotron+SSC+IC/CMB processes to fit the broadband SED of NW lobe. Considering no relativistic motion for the giant lobe, δ = Γ = 1 is adopted. In the comoving frame, the CMB energy density is given by U^′_{CMB} =^4_3 Γ^2(1+z)^4U_{CMB} (Dermer & Schlickeiser 1994; Georganopoulos et al. 2006), where U_{CMB} = 4.2×10^{−13} erg cm^{−3}. The radius of the radiation region is taken as R = 185 kpc (Takeuchi et al. 2012). The values of p_1 and p_2 are determined from the spectral indices at radio and γ-ray bands, respectively. γ_{min} cannot be constrained and is set as 100 while γ_{max} is roughly constrained by the last data point in the γ-ray band. We adjust the values of parameters B, γ_b, and N_0 to reproduce the observed data. The fitting parameters are provided in Table 2.

As depicted in Figure 4, the emission from the X-ray to γ-ray bands is dominantly produced by the IC/CMB process. In comparison to the IC/CMB component, the contribution from SSC is negligible. The previous study utilized the IC/(CMB+EBL) model, employing a double broken power-law electron distribution to represent the X-ray data of the NW lobe in NGC 6251 (Takeuchi et al. 2012), and they yielded B = 0.37 μG and γ_{max} = 10^6 (corresponding to the value of γ_b in our work). Using a similar model with a power-law electron distribution to fit the SED, Persic & Rephaeli (2019) obtained B = 0.40 μG, γ_{max} = 1.1×10^6, and the slope index of q = 2.5. Our results are consistent with theirs.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS RG NGC 6251 is reported to be associated with the γ-ray source 4FGL J1630.6+8234, and 4FGL J1630.6+8234 is identified as a PS in the 4FGL-DR4 (Ballet et al. 2023; Abdollahi et al. 2022). We comprehensively analyze the ∼15-yr Fermi-LAT observation data of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 and observe that the giant lobes dominate the detected γ-rays of NGC 6251. By comparing the maximum likelihood values between the RMT model analysis and a PS model analysis, we find that the RMT model analysis is more preferable to describe the γ-ray emission of NGC 6251 at a confidence level of 8.1σ.

The spectrum of the core region is better described by a LP function compared to a PL function, while the spectra of the two lobes can be well explained with a PL form. The distinct spectral shapes between core region and lobes also demonstrate the different origins of γrays. The γ-ray flux of NW lobe is even higher than that of the core region, to account for more than 50% of the total γ-ray flux. But the emission flux from SE lobe is very low, only being ∼ 7% of the total flux. The TS value of the SE lobe is only 30.96, while it is TS∼600.31 for the NW lobe and TS∼508.55 for the core region.

Neither the core nor the NW lobe displays the significant flux variation in their long-term γ-ray light curves. However, X-ray observations of NGC 6251 using Swift-

XRT indeed show flux variations at a confidence level of 4.9σ (Figure 6 in the Appendix), which are likely attributed to the core-jet emission. It is worth noting that the core region in the RMT model encompasses the straight jet; the low-level γ-ray flux variations originating from the radio core might be concealed by the radiation of straight jet. This further supports the conclusion that the dominant contribution to γ-ray fluxes observed from 4FGL J1630.6+8234 stems from the extended jet substructures of NGC 6251, surpassing that of the radio core.

On the base of the derived average spectra in X-ray and γ-ray bands, we construct the broadband SEDs of NW lobe and core region and fit them with an one-zone leptonic model. The γ-rays of NW lobe together with its X-ray emission are attributed to the IC/CMB by the relativistic electrons while the γ-rays of core region are produced by SSC process. The derived parameter values of radiation regions are consistent with the previous works for studying NGC 6251.

Following the examples of Cen A (Abdo et al. 2010a) and Fornax A (Ackermann et al. 2016), NGC 6251 is the third RG with measured extended γ-ray emission. Our findings would further improve the cognition of the diversity γ-ray emitters in γ-ray band. The γ-rays from the large-scale extended regions of the three RGs can be measured only due to their close proximity and the large angular size. The low spatial resolution of γ-ray detectors makes it difficult to judge the location of the γ-ray emission for most sources. On this point, the γ-ray emission from the large-scale jets of RGs may be universal, as predicted by some theoretic works (Zhang et al. 2009, 2010, 2018). On the other hand, most detected extragalactic sources in the GeV-TeV γ-ray band are blazars due to their aligned jets with the strong Doppler amplification of their emission. The lack of the relativistic effect in the large-scale jets implies that the detected γrays from these regions are intrinsically strong. Therefore, the large-scale jets of AGNs may provide more energy input to the intergalactic medium in γ-ray band (H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2020).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS We thank the anonymous referee for the valuable suggestions. This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (grants 12022305, 12203022, 11973050).

REFERENCES

Abdo, A. A., Ackermann, M., Ajello, M., et al. 2010a, Science, 328, 725, doi: 10.1126/science.1184656

—. 2010b, ApJS, 188, 405, doi: 10.1088/0067-0049/188/2/405

—. 2010c, ApJ, 720, 912,

doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/720/1/912 Abdollahi, S., Acero, F., Baldini, L., et al. 2022, ApJS, 260, 53, doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/ac6751 Acero, F., Ackermann, M., Ajello, M., et al. 2015, ApJS, 218, 23, doi: 10.1088/0067-0049/218/2/23 Ackermann, M., Ajello, M., Baldini, L., et al. 2016, ApJ, 826, 1, doi: 10.3847/0004-637X/826/1/1 Ballet, J., Bruel, P., Burnett, T. H., Lott, B., & The Fermi-LAT collaboration. 2023, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2307.12546, doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2307.12546 Birkinshaw, M., & Worrall, D. M. 1993, ApJ, 412, 568, doi: 10.1086/172944 Burrows, D. N., Hill, J. E., Nousek, J. A., et al. 2005, SSRv, 120, 165, doi: 10.1007/s11214-005-5097-2 Cantwell, T. M., Bray, J. D., Croston, J. H., et al. 2020, MNRAS, 495, 143, doi: 10.1093/mnras/staa1160 Chen, S., Laor, A., & Behar, E. 2022, MNRAS, 515, 1723, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stac1891 Chiaberge, M., Gilli, R., Capetti, A., & Macchetto, F. D.

2003, ApJ, 597, 166, doi: 10.1086/378289 Dermer, C. D., & Schlickeiser, R. 1994, ApJS, 90, 945, doi: 10.1086/191929 Evans, D. A., Hardcastle, M. J., Croston, J. H., Worrall, D. M., & Birkinshaw, M. 2005, MNRAS, 359, 363, doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.08900.x Fermi Science Support Development Team. 2019, Fermitools: Fermi Science Tools, Astrophysics Source Code Library, record ascl:1905.011. http://ascl.net/1905.011 Foschini, L., Chiaberge, M., Grandi, P., et al. 2005, A&A, 433, 515, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20042353 Foschini, L., Lister, M. L., Andernach, H., et al. 2022, Universe, 8, 587, doi: 10.3390/universe8110587 Franceschini, A., Rodighiero, G., & Vaccari, M. 2008, A&A, 487, 837, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:200809691 Fukazawa, Y., Finke, J., Stawarz, Ł., et al. 2015, ApJ, 798, 74, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/798/2/74 Gehrels, N., & Swift. 2004, in American Astronomical Society Meeting Abstracts, Vol. 205, American Astronomical Society Meeting Abstracts, 116.01 Georganopoulos, M., Perlman, E. S., Kazanas, D., & McEnery, J. 2006, ApJL, 653, L5, doi: 10.1086/510452 H. E. S. S. Collaboration, Abdalla, H., Adam, R., et al.

2020, Nature, 582, 356, doi: 10.1038/s41586-020-2354-1 Harris, D. E., & Krawczynski, H. 2006, ARA&A, 44, 463, doi: 10.1146/annurev.astro.44.051905.092446

HI4PI Collaboration, Ben Bekhti, N., Flöer, L., et al. 2016, A&A, 594, A116, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201629178 Lott, B., Escande, L., Larsson, S., & Ballet, J. 2012, A&A, 544, A6, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201218873 Mack, K. H., Klein, U., O’Dea, C. P., & Willis, A. G. 1997, A&AS, 123, 423, doi: 10.1051/aas:1997166 Massaro, E., Perri, M., Giommi, P., & Nesci, R. 2004, A&A, 413, 489, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20031558 Migliori, G., Grandi, P., Torresi, E., et al. 2011, A&A, 533, A72, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201116808 Mukherjee, R., Halpern, J., Mirabal, N., & Gotthelf, E. V.

2002, ApJ, 574, 693, doi: 10.1086/340999 NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED). 2019, NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED), IPAC, doi: 10.26132/NED1 Nolan, P. L., Abdo, A. A., Ackermann, M., et al. 2012, ApJS, 199, 31, doi: 10.1088/0067-0049/199/2/31 Perley, R. A., Bridle, A. H., & Willis, A. G. 1984, ApJS, 54, 291, doi: 10.1086/190931 Persic, M., & Rephaeli, Y. 2019, MNRAS, 490, 1489, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stz2527 Sambruna, R. M., Gliozzi, M., Donato, D., et al. 2004, A&A, 414, 885, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20031657 Saunders, R., Baldwin, J. E., Pooley, G. G., & Warner, P. J. 1981, MNRAS, 197, 287, doi: 10.1093/mnras/197.2.287 Takeuchi, Y., Kataoka, J., Stawarz, Ł., et al. 2012, ApJ, 749, 66, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/749/1/66 Urry, C. M., & Padovani, P. 1995, PASP, 107, 803, doi: 10.1086/133630 Waggett, P. C., Warner, P. J., & Baldwin, J. E. 1977, MNRAS, 181, 465, doi: 10.1093/mnras/181.3.465 Wegner, G., Bernardi, M., Willmer, C. N. A., et al. 2003, AJ, 126, 2268, doi: 10.1086/378959 Xue, Z.-W., Zhang, J., Cui, W., Liang, E.-W., & Zhang, S.-N. 2017, Research in Astronomy and Astrophysics, 17, 090, doi: 10.1088/1674-4527/17/9/90 Zhang, J., Bai, J. M., Chen, L., & Liang, E. 2010, ApJ, 710, 1017, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/710/2/1017 Zhang, J., Bai, J. M., Chen, L., & Yang, X. 2009, ApJ, 701, 423, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/701/1/423 Zhang, J., Du, S.-s., Guo, S.-C., et al. 2018, ApJ, 858, 27, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aab9b2 Zhang, J., Liang, E.-W., Zhang, S.-N., & Bai, J. M. 2012, ApJ, 752, 157, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/752/2/157

Figure 1. Spectrum and light curve of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 when considering it as a PS. They are all derived with the ∼15-yr Fermi-LAT observation data in the 0.1–300 GeV band. The solid red line and gray dash lines (in left panel) represent the fitting result of the spectrum and the corresponding 1σ uncertainty, respectively. If TS<4, an upper-limit is presented for that energy bin. The light curve (in right panel) is obtained with an adaptive-binning method based on a criterion of TS≥9 for each time bin, where the minimum time-bin step is 30 days. The horizontal red dashed line is the ∼15-yr average flux, i.e., F0.1−300 GeV = (13.40 ± 0.51) × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1}.

Figure 2. 1^∘.5 × 1^∘.5 γ-ray counts map of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 in the 0.1–300 GeV band. The color bar represents the counts in each pixel with a pixel size of 0^∘.01. The map has been smoothed with a Gaussian kernel of 0^∘.25. The green contours denote the large-scale radio structure of NGC 6251 obtained with the WSRT observations (Mack et al. 1997). The black cross represents the position of the radio core in NGC 6251. The red circle indicates the 95% error circle of the re-estimated best-fit position for 4FGL J1630.6+8234 obtained with the ∼15-yr Fermi-LAT observation data in this paper. The 95% error ellipses of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 from 1FGL to 4FGL (marked respectively with gray, brown, blue, and black ellipses) are also presented for comparison.

Figure 3. Spectra and light curves of core region (the top panels) and NW lobe (the bottom panels) for NGC 6251. They are all derived with the ∼15-yr Fermi-LAT observation data in the 0.1–300 GeV band. The solid red lines and gray dashed lines (in two left panels) depict the fitted spectra along with their respective 1σ uncertainties. If TS<4, an upper limit is presented for that energy bin. The light curves are derived with an adaptive-binning method based on a criterion of TS≥9 for each time bin, where the minimum time-bin step is 60 days. The data points of each time bin in the two light curves are simultaneously obtained. The horizontal red dashed lines represent the ∼15-yr average flux for each region, i.e., F0.1−300 GeV = (4.86 ± 0.61) × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} for core region and F0.1−300 GeV = (7.67 ± 0.76) × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} for NW lobe.

Figure 4. Broadband SEDs of the core region (left panel) and NW lobe (right panel) along with the fitting results. The magenta, cyan, and green dashed lines represent the synchrotron, SSC and IC/CMB components, respectively. The black solid lines show the sum of each emission component. For the core region, the data from radio to optical-UV (grey circles) are taken from Migliori et al. (2011), where the gray solid circles indicate the data corrected the dust extinction. The olive circles are the Swift-XRT data obtained in this work. The red symbols are the Fermi-LAT data and are same as that in Figure 3. For the NW lobe, the radio (gray opened circles) and X-ray (brown opened circles) data are taken from Takeuchi et al. (2012) and Persic & Rephaeli (2019). The red symbols are from the analysis in this work and taken from Figure 3.

Table 1. Test Result for Different Spatial Templates

Model Γγ β Energy Flux TS log(Likelihood) [10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1}] PS^a 2.36 ± 0.03 0.04 ± 0.02 13.40 ± 0.51 2619.34 219314.98 RMT 2697.62 219354.12 Core^a 1.80 ± 0.13 0.28 ± 0.06 4.86 ± 0.61 508.55 NW lobe^b 2.54 ± 0.06 7.67 ± 0.76 600.31 SE lobe^b 7.01 ± 0.19 0.96 ± 0.23 30.96 a The log-parabola spectral form. b The power-law spectral form.

Table 2. Parameters for SED Fitting

Parameters Core NW lobe syn+SSC syn+SSC+IC/CMB R(cm) 8.6 × 10^{16} 5.7 × 10^{23} δ = Γ 3.4 1 B(G) 0.04 3.2 × 10^{−7} γmin 200 100 γ_b 6.4 × 10^3 3 × 10^5 γmax 1.9 × 10^5 3.5 × 10^6 N0(cm^{−3}) 3.8 × 10^5 7 × 10^{−7} p1 2.64 2.4 p2 3.52 4

APPENDIX

A. FERMI-LAT OBSERVATIONS A.1. γ-ray Counts map To generate the γ-ray counts map of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 in the 0.1–300 GeV band, we initially exclude the source 4FGL J1630.6+8234 from the XML file and retain only the background sources to create the background counts map. We then subtract the background counts from the total counts to obtain the γ-ray counts map of the target source, as depicted in Figure 2. The size of each pixel in γ-ray counts maps is 0^∘.01. The value of color bar represents the number of γ-ray photon counts in each pixel. To further generate the γ-ray counts maps in different energy bands, we first perform data fitting by releasing only the normalization parameter of the target while keeping other model parameters fixed at their best-fit values obtained during the production of the γ-ray counts map for the 0.1–300 GeV band. Subsequently, we follow the same procedure as described above to obtain the γ-ray counts maps in different energy bands, as shown in Figure 5.

A.2. To Estimate the γ-ray Variability To quantify the variability of γ-ray light curves, we calculate χ^2 and the associated probability p(χ^2) = 1 − p(> χ^2) (Chen et al. 2022 and references therein) of the long-term γ-ray light curves,

⟨F ⟩ = [_N ∑ i=1 F_i σ^2_i ] [_N ∑ i=1 1 σ^2_i ]_{−1} , (A1)

χ^2 = N∑ i=1 (F_i − ⟨F ⟩)^2 σ^2_i

, (A2)

where N is the number of the data points, ⟨F ⟩ is the weighted mean flux, F_i and σ_i are the flux and its error for the ith data point. However, none of the γ-ray light curves presented in this paper exhibits the significant variability at a confidence level exceeding 2σ.

B. SWIFT-XRT OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS The X-ray Telescope (XRT) on board the Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory (Swift, Burrows et al. 2005; Gehrels & Swift 2004) has performed a total of 18 observations for NGC 6251 in the Photon Counting readout mode, spanning from April 2007 to October 2023. One observation was unable to capture the radio position of NGC 6251 due to it being outside the view field of Swift-XRT. For two other observations, poor quality data were obtained. Therefore, our analysis is based on a total of 15 observation data, as listed in Table 3. The data are processed using the XRTDAS software package (v.3.7.0), where the software package was developed by the ASI Space Science Data Center and released by the NASA High Energy Astrophysics Archive Research Center in the HEASoft package (v.6.30.1). The calibration files from XRT CALDB (version 20220803) are used within xrtpipeline to calibrate and clean the events. The individual XRT event files are merged together using the xselect package, and then the average spectrum is created from the combined event file. Events for the spectral analysis are extracted from a circle centered on the radio core of NGC 6251 with a radius of 20^{′′}. The background is taken from an annulus with an inner and outer radii of 40^{′′} and 80^{′′}. The ancillary response files, which is applied to correct the point-spread function losses and CCD defects, is generated with the xrtmkarf task using the cumulative exposure map. The spectrum is grouped to ensure at least 20 counts per bin and the χ^2 minimization technique is adopted for spectral analysis. The spectrum is fitted by a single PL with two absorption components, one is absorption at z = 0 with the neutral hydrogen column density fixed at Galactic value of N^{gal}_H = 5.46 × 10^{20} cm^{−2} (HI4PI Collaboration et al. 2016), the other is the intrinsic absorption of host galaxy (N^{int}_H ) with column density set free. NGC 6251 was observed as a general observer target for an exposure of more than 10 ks on 2007 April 07. We first analyze this observational data and constrain the value of N^{int}_H , and then N^{int}_H = 7.60^{+7.82}_{−6.69} × 10^{20} cm^{−2} is fixed throughout the following analysis.

We generate the XRT spectra at other epochs following the procedures mentioned above. The derived photon index (Γ_X) and corrected flux (F_{0.5−10keV}) for the 15 observational epochs are given in Table 3. The X-ray light curve obtained with the XRT observations is presented in Figure 6. Using the above Equations (A1–A2), we obtain ⟨F ⟩_{0.5−10 keV} = 2.50 × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1}, χ^2 = 57.4 (d.o.f= N − 1 = 14) with p = 3.4 × 10^{−7}, indicating that there is variability of X-rays at a confidence level of 4.9σ.

We also produce a combined average spectrum by incorporating the latest 11 observational data spanning from 2022 September to 2023 October, which are all corrected values, as displayed in Figure 4. It is worth noting that the first three Swift-XRT observational data were previously reported by Migliori et al. (2011), and our findings are consistent with them within the errors.

Figure 5. The 1^∘.5 × 1^∘.5 γ-ray counts map of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 in different energy bands. The top left, top right, bottom left, and bottom right panels are in the energy bands of 0.1–3 GeV, 1–3 GeV, 3–10 GeV, and 10–300 GeV, respectively. The symbols remain unchanged from those in Figure 2, with the exception of the red circle. Here the red circle represents a region centered on the position of the radio core with a radius of 4^′.5. Note that the red circle is subtracted and not included for the NW lobe template in the RMT model.

Figure 6. Top Panel: the ∼15-yr γ-ray light curve in the 10–300 GeV band of 4FGL J1630.6+8234 when considering it as a PS, each time bin is 720 days and the triangles indicate TS<9 for this time bin. Bottom Panel: the X-ray light curve of NGC 6251, obtained by the Swift-XRT observation data. The horizontal red dashed line represents the average flux of all the data points, ⟨F ⟩_{0.5−10 keV} = 2.50 × 10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1}.

Table 3. Analysis Results of the Swift-XRT Observation Data

obs. exp. norm ΓX χ^2(d.o.f) F_{0.5−10 keV} Date [s] [10^{−4} ph keV^{−1} cm^{−2} s^{−1}] [10^{−12} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1}] 2007–04–06 10958.413 8.18^{+2.02}_{−1.57} 2.02^{+0.23}_{−0.21} 16.6(24) 3.88^{+0.37}_{−0.39} 2009–05–05 5480.219 5.57^{+0.81}_{−0.81} 2.07^{+0.22}_{−0.20} 12.0(9) 2.52^{+0.27}_{−0.31} 2009–06–05 6438.284 5.74^{+0.79}_{−0.78} 1.98^{+0.22}_{−0.20} 12.7(12) 2.80^{+0.27}_{−0.30} 2016–10–01 6274.348 6.77^{+0.97}_{−0.96} 1.78^{+0.21}_{−0.20} 6.0(12) 3.94^{+0.38}_{−0.41} 2022–09–08 1824.569 4.47^{+1.17}_{−1.14} 1.45^{+0.31}_{−0.30} 15.3(16) 3.72^{+0.64}_{−0.78} 2022–10–08 1997.201 4.94^{+1.30}_{−1.28} 2.20^{+0.49}_{−0.41} 10.2(13) 2.04^{+0.38}_{−0.46} 2022–11–08 1119.854 3.19^{+2.00}_{−1.57} 1.44^{+0.95}_{−0.72} 6.5(9) 2.68^{+0.73}_{−1.01} 2022–12–08 1647.465 6.05^{+1.46}_{−1.46} 2.06^{+0.36}_{−0.33} 16.4(14) 2.78^{+0.51}_{−0.62} 2023–01–08 1746.515 3.90^{+1.53}_{−1.43} 2.21^{+0.77}_{−0.58} 8.3(10) 1.61^{+0.38}_{−0.50} 2023–02–08 1671.833 4.62^{+1.39}_{−1.40} 2.10^{+0.70}_{−0.58} 9.9(10) 2.05^{+0.43}_{−0.54} 2023–03–21 1029.789 2.98^{+1.35}_{−1.37} 2.61^{+1.57}_{−0.83} 11.0(13) 1.00^{+0.32}_{−0.48} 2023–05–24 904.465 4.43^{+1.71}_{−1.69} 1.98^{+0.63}_{−0.53} 6.6(12) 2.17^{+0.57}_{−0.78} 2023–06–21 1466.011 4.34^{+1.35}_{−1.36} 2.36^{+0.65}_{−0.55} 13.3(24) 1.64^{+0.38}_{−0.50} 2023–08–21 931.808 2.63^{+1.28}_{−1.26} 1.75^{+0.69}_{−0.62} 6.5(11) 1.59^{+0.50}_{−0.72} 2023–09–21 943.641 3.98^{+1.70}_{−1.71} 1.85^{+0.72}_{−0.66} 10.5(18) 2.17^{+0.58}_{−0.79}