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A B S T R A C T 

In 2021 BL Lacertae underwent an extraordinary activity phase, which was intensively followed by the Whole Earth Blazar 
Telescope (WEBT) Collaboration. We present the WEBT optical data in the BVRI bands acquired at 36 observatories around 

the world. In mid-2021 the source showed its historical maximum, with R = 11.14. The light curves display many episodes of 
intraday variability, whose amplitude increases with source brightness, in agreement with a geometrical interpretation of the 
long-term flux behaviour. This is also supported by the long-term spectral variability, with an almost achromatic trend with 

brightness. In contrast, short-term variations are found to be strongly chromatic and are ascribed to energetic processes in the jet. 
We also analyse the optical polarimetric behaviour, finding evidence of a strong correlation between the intrinsic fast variations 
in flux density and those in polarization degree, with a time delay of about 13 h. This suggests a common physical origin. The 
o v erall behaviour of the source can be interpreted as the result of two mechanisms: variability on time-scales greater than several 
days is likely produced by orientation effects, while either shock waves propagating in the jet, or magnetic reconnection, possibly 

induced by kink instabilities in the jet, can explain variability on shorter time-scales. The latter scenario could also account for 
the appearance of quasi-periodic oscillations, with periods from a few days to a few hours, during outbursts, when the jet is more 
closely aligned with our line of sight and the time-scales are shortened by relativistic effects. 

K ey words: galaxies: acti ve – BL Lacertae objects: general – BL Lacertae objects: individual: BL Lacertae – galaxies: jets. 
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 I N T RO D U C T I O N  

ctive galactic nuclei (AGNs) are among the most powerful sources
n the Universe. Their central engine is a supermassive black hole
 E-mail: claudia.raiteri@inaf.it 

w  

f  

U  

Pub
ed by an accretion disc. Some AGNs exhibit two plasma jets
aunched roughly perpendicularly to the accretion disc. In blazars,
ne relativistic jet is directed towards us, so that the jet emission
ndergoes Doppler boosting. This implies a series of effects, among
hich are an enhancement of the flux, a blueshift of the emitted

requencies, and a shortening of the variability time-scales (e.g.
rry & P ado vani 1995 ; Blandford, Meier & Readhead 2019 ).
© 2023 The Author(s) 
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he strength of these effects is described by the Doppler factor 
= [ � (1 − β cos θ )] −1 , where � = (1 − β 2 ) −1/2 is the bulk Lorentz

actor, β is the plasma bulk velocity in units of the speed of light,
nd θ is the viewing angle. Therefore, the relativistic effects become 
tronger if the plasma velocity increases or the orientation of the jet
ecomes closer to the line of sight. 
Because of the Doppler boosting, the variable jet emission of 

lazars usually dominates o v er the other contributions, coming from
he AGN (accretion disc and emission line regions) or host galaxy 
tars, and is usually observed at all wavelengths, from the radio to
he γ -ray band. The study of blazar variability is a formidable tool
o understand the structure of, and the physical mechanisms acting 
n, extragalactic jets. 

The spectral energy distribution (SED) of blazars in the log ν
 ν versus log ν diagram shows two bumps, corresponding to low- 
nd high-energy emission. The frequency at which these bumps peak 
aries from source to source and even for the same source at different
pochs. The low-energy bump, extending from radio up to ultraviolet 
UV) or even X-rays, is thought to be polarized synchrotron radiation 
roduced by relativistic electrons in the magnetized plasma, whereas 
he high-energy bump, from X-rays to γ -rays, is likely predominantly 
ue to inverse-Compton scattering of soft photons on the same 
elati vistic electrons. Ho we ver, the association between high-energy 
eutrinos of astrophysical origin revealed by neutrino detectors, and 
lazar jets as possible cosmic accelerators of these particles (e.g. 
ceCube Collaboration et al. 2018a , b ; Giommi et al. 2020 ), makes it
robable that also hadronic processes are involved in the production 
f high-energy photons (e.g. B ̈ottcher et al. 2013 ). 
Detailed analysis of blazar variability requires continuous mon- 

toring. To increase the light-curve sampling, in particular in the 
ptical band, the effort of many observers around the world is needed.
his was the founding idea of the Whole Earth Blazar Telescope 1 

WEBT) Collaboration. In 25 yr of activity, the WEBT has analysed 
he multiwa velength beha viour of several blazars, proposing models 
o interpret it. One of the sources best studied by the WEBT is
L Lacertae (Villata et al. 2002 , 2004a , b , 2009 ; Bach et al. 2006 ;
apadakis, Villata & Raiteri 2007 ; Raiteri et al. 2009 , 2010 , 2013 ;
arionov, Villata & Raiteri 2010 ; Weaver et al. 2020 ; Jorstad et al.
022 ), the prototype of the BL Lac blazar class. In most of these
revious works, we proposed that the long-term variability can 
e due to changes of the Doppler factor, most likely produced by
ariations in the orientation of the emitting regions with respect to 
he line of sight. In contrast, the short-term variability was ascribed 
o energetic processes occurring inside the jet. This scenario was 
ound to be a viable explanation also for the variability observed in
ther blazars (see e.g. Raiteri et al. 2017b , 2021a , b ). Moreo v er, in
orstad et al. ( 2022 ) the excellent sampling reached by the WEBT
llowed us to recognize a phase of quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs) 
f the optical flux, optical polarization, and γ -ray flux. This transient 
henomenon was explained as caused by the development of a 
urrent-driven kink instability in the jet, which was caused by the 
assage of an off-axis disturbance past a recollimation shock. These 
scillations, with a period of about 13 h, were detected during the
rst, most dramatic phase of the 2020 outburst. In this new paper on
L Lacertae, we present optical photometric and polarimetric data 
ith extremely dense sampling acquired by the WEBT during the 

ubsequent 2021–2022 observing season, which was characterized 
y the source achieving historic brightness levels and displaying 
apid variability on multiple time-scales. We aim to investigate 
 ht tps://www.oato.inaf.it /blazars/webt/

 

(  

R  
hich are the persistent features in BL Lacertae optical variability 
ehaviour, which features are instead transient, and what this can tell
s about the source. A long-term analysis of the multiwavelength 
ehaviour of the source from the radio to the γ -ray band will follow
n a subsequent paper (Raiteri et al., in preparation). 

This paper is organized as follows. The optical multiband pho- 
ometric observations are presented in Section 2. In Section 3 ,
he intraday variability (IDV) is analysed, while Section 4 deals 
ith colour indices and spectral variability. A wavelet analysis 
f the flux density behaviour is performed in Section 5 . The
esults of optical polarimetric monitoring are reported in Section 
 . In Section 7 , we discuss the twisting jet model that we have
lready successfully applied to explain blazar variability in previous 
apers, and in Section 8 , we investigate the correlation between
he flux and the degree of polarization. Conclusions are drawn in
ection 9 . 

 PHOTOMETRI C  OBSERVATI ONS  

s mentioned in the Introduction, the WEBT Collaboration has been 
ntensively monitoring the behaviour of BL Lacertae over more than 
wo decades, and in particular, closely following the most recent 
ctivity phase that started in 2020. The WEBT R -band light curve
rom 2020 March 1 to December 31 was published by Jorstad et al.
 2022 ), while in this paper we present data from 2021 January 1 to
022 February 28. In this period we collected 24 765 data in four
ptical bands: 4642 in B , 5370 in V , 12 293 in R , and 2460 in I . 
These new data were provided as 43 different data sets (see

able 1 ) from 36 observatories spread in longitude around the
orthern hemisphere. Because the BL Lacertae observed emission 

s contaminated by the light of the stars in the host galaxy, the
EBT observers are invited to follow common prescriptions to 

erform the data reduction, in order to subtract the host contribution
ore easily, and get as homogeneous results as possible. These 

rescriptions include using an aperture radius of 8 arcsec to extract
he source photometry, and an annulus of 10 and 16 arcsec radii for
he background. Calibration of the source magnitude is performed 
ith respect to Stars B, C, and H of the photometric sequence by
ertaud et al. ( 1969 ) in the B band, and by Fiorucci & Tosti ( 1996 )

n the V , R , and I filters. 
Because we aim to obtain accurate light curves on which a
eaningful data analysis can be performed, we assembled the 

ifferent data sets with extreme care, comparing the source behaviour 
n the four bands day by day. The density of the sampling allowed us
o robustly determine whether some data sets presented offsets with 
espect to the bulk of the others, which can still occur notwithstanding
he common reduction and calibration recipes. Such offsets were 
orrected by shifting the deviating data sets by their mean magnitude
ifference with respect to the contemporaneous data belonging to the 
ata sets tracing the main trend. Moreo v er, we remo v ed data points
ith large errors (more than 0.1 mag) and those that were clear
utliers. The definition of an outlier is sampling dependent, being 
ore stringent in well-sampled nights with well-defined intranight 

o v erage with small errors, and less stringent in less-sampled nights
ith more scattered data. Finally, we reduced the data scatter by
erforming some binning of noisy data from the same data set in
he same night. We underline that this light-curve processing is 
bsolutely necessary if one wants to obtain a reliable data set that
an be used for further analysis. 

At the end of the procedure, we were left with 23 212 data points
 ∼94 per cent of the original sample; 3553 in B , 5098 in V , 12 121 in
 , and 2441 in I ). The density of data sampling can be appreciated
MNRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 
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Table 1. Details of the 43 optical data sets contributing to this paper. 

Data set Country Diameter Filters N obs Symbol Colour 

Abastumani Georgia 70 R 671 � Dark green 
Abbey Ridge Canada 35 BVRI 268 � Orange 
Aoyama Gakuin Japan 35 BVRI 18 � Cyan 
ARIES India 104 BVRI 19 � Blue 
ARIES India 130 BVRI 27 � Green 
Athens a Greece 40 R 141 � Cyan 
Beli Brezi Bulgaria 20 VR 152 ∗ Blue 
Belogradchik b Bulgaria 60 BVRI 191 + Cyan 
Burke-Gaffney Canada 61 VR 660 � Dark green 
Catania (Arena) Italy 20 BVR 40 × Cyan 
Catania (GAC) Italy 25 VRI 61 � Cyan 
Connecticut USA 51 VR 434 ∗ Grey 
Crimean (AP7p) Russia 70 BVRI 368 × Magenta 
Crimean (ST-7) Russia 70 BVRI 432 + Magenta 
Crimean (ST-7; pol) b Russia 70 R 535 × Dark green 
Crimean (ZTSh) c Russia 260 R 223 � Red 
Felizzano Italy 20 R 14 ∗ Magenta 
GiaGa Italy 36 BVR 62 ∗ Black 
Haleakala (LCO) USA 40 VR 50 + Blue 
Hans Haffner Germany 50 BVR 1254 ◦ Red 
Hypatia Italy 25 R 827 � Red 
Lowell (LDT) USA 430 VR 18 ◦ Magenta 
Lulin (SLT) Taiwan 40 R 592 × Violet 
McDonald (LCO) USA 40 VR 117 × Blue 
Montarrenti Italy 53 BVRI 434 ◦ Dark green 
Monte San Lorenzo Italy 53 R 165 ◦ Green 
Mt. Maidanak Uzbekistan 60 BVRI 2961 � Green 
Osaka Kyoiku Japan 51 BR 569 � Orange 
Perkins b USA 180 BVRI 824 ◦ Blue 
Roque (NOT; e2v) b Spain 256 BVRI 124 + Green 
Rozhen Bulgaria 200 BVRI 51 � Red 
Rozhen Bulgaria 50/70 BVRI 181 × Orange 
Seveso Italy 30 VR 69 + Violet 
Siena Italy 30 VRI 2367 � Blue 
Skinakas Greece 130 BVRI 1976 × Black 
St. Petersburg b Russia 40 BVRI 347 + Orange 
Teide (IAC80) Spain 80 VR 308 ∗ Green 
Teide (LCO) Spain 40 VR 76 + Black 
Tijarafe Spain 40 BR 2946 ∗ Red 
Vidojevica d Serbia 140 BVRI 647 � Black 
Vidojevica d Serbia 60 BVRI 37 � Black 
West Mountain USA 91 BVR 2152 � Magenta 
Wild Boar Italy 24 VR 28 � Green 

Note. ‘LCO’ refers to telescopes belonging to the Las Cumbres Observatory global telescope network. 
a University of Athens Observatory (UOAO). 
b Also polarimetry. 
c Only polarimetry. 
d Astronomical Station Vidojevica. 
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n Fig. 1 , where the time difference between subsequent data points
s plotted for all bands in bins of 1 h each. In the case of the best-
ampled R bands, more than 90 per cent of data pairs are contained
n the first bin. 

The resulting cleaned light curves are shown in Fig. 2 in ob-
erved magnitudes. The peak of the mid-2021 outburst represents
he observed historical maximum, with B = 12.75 ± 0.02, V =
1.75 ± 0.02, R = 11.14 ± 0.03, and I = 10.47 ± 0.01 on August
–7. The o v erall variation amplitude, defined as the maximum minus
inimum magnitude, is 2.40, 2.36, 2.31, and 2.17 in the B , V , R , and

 filters, respectively. Although the light curves have different sam-
ling, the increasing amplitude variation with increasing frequency
s typical of BL Lac objects. An enlargement of the R -band light
NRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 
urve of Fig. 2 is shown in Fig. 3 to better appreciate the source
hort-term variability. 

In the following analysis we will also use flux densities in mJy.
hey were obtained from the observed magnitudes using the zero-
ag flux densities by Bessell, Castelli & Plez ( 1998 ), after correcting

or the Galactic extinction v alues gi ven by the NASA/IPAC Extra-
alactic Database 2 (NED): 1.192, 0.901, 0.713, and 0.495 mag in
he B , V , R , and I bands, respectively. We also corrected for the
mission contribution of the host galaxy according to Raiteri et al.
 2009 , 2010 ), i.e. we adopted a host galaxy flux density of 1.297,
https:// ned.ipac.caltech.edu/ 

https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/
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Figure 1. Distribution of the time difference between subsequent data points 
in the final, cleaned light curves. Blue, green, red, and brown histograms refer 
to the B , V , R , and I bands, respectively. More than 90 per cent of the R -band 
data pairs have a time separation of less than 1 h. 
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.888, 4.229, and 5.903 mJy in the B , V , R , and I bands, respectively,
nd subtracted 60 per cent of this flux, because this is the amount
f contamination for an aperture radius of 8 arcsec with background 
aken in an annulus of 10 and 16 arcsec radii, as recommended by
he WEBT prescriptions. 

 I N T R A DAY  VARIABILITY  

L Lacertae is one of the blazars that are known for their noticeable
hort-term variability and, in particular, for their intraday variability 
IDV). Many IDV episodes have been reported in the WEBT studies
n this source cited in the Introduction and in other works (e.g.
iller, Carini & Goodrich 1989 ; Meng et al. 2017 ; Fang et al. 2022 ;

mazawa et al. 2023 ). 
In the period considered in this paper, further episodes of IDV 

ere observed, particularly during the brightest phases. Interesting 
xamples are shown in Figs 4 and 5 , where not only the R -band, but
lso the B -band light curve is very well sampled. An additional
xample of the very closely spaced time-sampling obtained by 
he WEBT Collaboration in the R band is shown in Fig. 6 . Here
t is particularly evident that the participation of observers well 
istributed in longitude can lead to an almost continuous monitoring 
f the source, revealing the details of its short-term variability. 
In Fig. 7 , we show the number of days for which an observed
aximum minus minimum R -band magnitude difference, 	 R IDV , 
as seen for all days having a number of observations greater than
0. In 73 per cent of the 241 resulting cases, the IDV amplitude
anges from 0.05 to 0.25 mag, but there are 51 d in which it is greater
han 0.25 mag, with a maximum value of ∼0.7 mag. 

These are of course lower limits, because they refer to what was
bserved, the actual total variability amplitude likely being larger. 
When considering the IDV flux amplitude in the R band, 	 F IDV ,

s a function of the average flux density in the same band, we obtain
he result plotted in Fig. 8 , which suggests that the IDV amplitude
ncreases with brightness. In the figure, we distinguish the cases 
here the number of intraday observations is < 30 from those where

t is ≥30, and plot the corresponding linear fits to highlight that on
verage the amplitude increases with sampling. The different slope 
etween the two fits stresses how the observed IDV amplitudes must
e considered as lower limits to the total source IDV variations. 
We note that larger flux variation in the brightest states is what one
ould expect if the long-term variability were due to changes of the
oppler factor (Raiteri et al. 2017b ). This will be further discussed

n the following sections. 

 SPECTRAL  VARI ABI LI TY  

lazars are known to exhibit specific spectral trends. In par- 
icular, BL Lac objects usually show a bluer-when-brighter be- 
aviour. In the case of BL Lacertae, already Villata et al. ( 2002 ,
004a ) recognized that the long-term variability is almost achro- 
atic, while the short-term v ariability sho ws a chromatic be-

aviour. Similar results have been found for other blazars, including 
5 0716 + 714 (Raiteri et al. 2021a ) and S4 0954 + 658 (Raiteri et al.
021b ). 
Colour indices were obtained by first correcting the light curves for

he host galaxy emission contribution and then coupling data points 
ith errors smaller than 0.03 mag in the two filters, which were

aken by the same telescope within 10 min. In this way we obtained
629 B − R colour indices, with values ranging from 1.42 to 1.79
nd average 〈 B − R〉 = 1 . 61 with standard deviation of 0.05 mag.
n Fig. 9 , we show the B − R colour indices plotted against both time
nd brightness, for the most well-sampled period corresponding to 
he major mid-2021 outburst. 

In the bottom panel of Fig. 9 , we also show the optical spectral
ndex α (assuming F ν ∝ ν−α) derived from the colour index. Its
alues range from 1.53 to 2.43, and the mean value is 〈 α〉 = 2 . 01
ith a standard deviation of 0.13. This implies that the optical SED is

teep/soft, and therefore the peak of the synchrotron emission bump 
s located at lower frequencies, as expected in a low-energy-peaked 
L Lac object (see Raiteri et al. 2009 , 2010 , 2013 ; Larionov et al.
010 ). 
Furthermore, we identified, by visual inspection, examples of 

hort-time intervals characterized by strong spectral variations; they 
re highlighted in Fig. 9 . In these time intervals the source shows a
lear bluer-when-brighter trend, with linear fit slopes ranging from 

.15 to 0.24. In contrast, a linear fit to the whole sample in the
onsidered period indicates an almost achromatic behaviour, with a 
lope of only 0.04. 

According to the interpretation given in the papers cited at the
eginning of this section, the achromatic long-term trend would 
e due to Doppler factor variations of geometrical origin, while 
he chromatic short-term variability would be produced by intrinsic 
nergetic processes. 

 VARI ABI LI TY  TIME-SCALES  

avelet analysis is a powerful tool for detecting variations of power
n time series, especially when they are not persistent, but occur
nly during defined time spans. The method is commonly adopted 
o unveil possible periodicities in blazar light curves at different 
requencies and on a variety of time-scales (e.g. Gupta, Sri v astav a &

iita 2009 ; Zhou et al. 2018 ; Gupta et al. 2019 ; Otero-Santos
t al. 2020 , 2023 ; Pe ̃ nil et al. 2020 ; Jorstad et al. 2022 ; Roy et al.
022 ). 
To investigate the presence of characteristic variability time-scales 

n the BL Lacertae optical emission, we performed a wavelet analysis
n the R -band flux density light curve. The results are shown
n Fig. 10 ; they are based on the algorithm implementation by
orrence & Compo ( 1998 ). The wavelet power spectrum shows a
eries of significant periods, with confidence greater than 99 per cent,
anging from about 1 month down to a few hours. These periodic
MNRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 
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Figure 2. WEBT multiband optical light curves (observed magnitudes) of BL Lacertae during the 2021–2022 observing season. Different colours and symbols 
are used to distinguish the contributing data sets, as specified in Table 1 . Measurement uncertainties are plotted in grey and are usually smaller than the data 
point size. 
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ignals appear in correspondence of the three major flaring states,
hen the flux density exceeded about 100 mJy. In particular, the

hortest scales (0.1–2 d) are more evident when the flux is higher.
his is also highlighted by the plot of the variance, where the
ower is averaged over periods between 0.1 and 2 d. Indeed, the
ariance largely exceeds the 99 per cent confidence level in the
rightest states. The global wavelet spectrum, which represents an
verage of the power in time over the whole period, shows that
ime-scales from about half a day to 4 d are particularly strong,
.e. well abo v e the 99 per cent confidence level. These results
re in agreement with those of the wavelet analysis performed
y Jorstad et al. ( 2022 ), who found short-term QPOs of 0.55, 4,
nd 14 d during the 2020 outburst, and indicate that fast quasi-
eriodic flux oscillations are common in major flaring states of BL
acertae. 
NRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 

2

 O P T I C A L  POLARI METRY  

nterpreting the polarization variability in blazars has al w ays been
 challenge. Sometimes the optical flux and polarization degree, P ,
re observed to be correlated, sometimes they seem anticorrelated,
nd often they are uncorrelated (e.g. Raiteri et al. 2012 , 2013 ; Rajput
t al. 2022 ). Several studies concentrated on the wide rotations of
he electric vector position angle (EVPA; see e.g. Larionov et al.
008 , 2016 , 2020 ; Marscher et al. 2008 , 2010 ; Sasada et al. 2012 ;
aiteri et al. 2013 , 2017a ; Blinov et al. 2015 ; Carnerero et al.
015 ) that in some occasions appear correlated with γ -ray flares
Blinov et al. 2018 ) and may be produced by magnetic reconnection
Zhang et al. 2018 ). But some large rotations of EVPA can also
e the result of stochastic processes, i.e. turbulence (e.g. Marscher
014 ; Blinov et al. 2015 ; Kiehlmann et al. 2016 , 2017 ; Raiteri et al.
017a ). 
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Figure 3. An enlargement of the R -band light curve shown in Fig. 2 . 

Figure 4. A detailed view of a portion of the B (top) and R (bottom) 
light curv es co v ering the time period 2021 August 5–13, in which many 
IDV episodes can be seen thanks to the high-time resolution sampling. 
Measurement uncertainties are plotted in grey and are usually smaller than 
the data point size. 

Figure 5. Same as Fig. 4 , but for the period 2021 August 26–September 1. 
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Figure 6. A noticeable example of IDV in the R band in the period 2021 
September 6–12. 

Figure 7. Number of days where the IDV magnitude amplitude in the R 

band is 	 R IDV , considering the 241 d where more than 10 observations were 
obtained in the same day. 

Figure 8. IDV flux density amplitude in the R band as a function of the 
mean IDV flux density for the 241 d where more than 10 observations were 
obtained. Colours distinguish days with < 30 data points (red diamonds) from 

those with ≥30 observations (blue circles). Lines represent linear fits to the 
two samples. 
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Figure 9. Top: R -band magnitudes during the main mid-2021 outburst, with 
the host galaxy emission contribution subtracted. Middle: B − R colour 
indices versus time. Bottom: the same colour indices versus brightness. 
Periods of strong chromatic variability are labelled by number and highlighted 
with different colours. In the bottom panel the black lines represent linear fits 
to the coloured data points, while the grey line refers to all the data shown in 
the figure. 
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During the 2021–2022 observing season, 1075 optical polarimetric
ata of BL Lacertae were acquired in the R band at the 60-cm
elescope of the Belogradchik Observatory, at the 70- and 260-
m telescopes of the Crimean Observatory, at the 256-cm Nordic
ptical Telescope (NOT), at the 180-cm Perkins Telescope, and

t the 40-cm telescope of the St. Petersburg Observatory (see
able 1 ). 
NRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 
In Fig. 11 , P and the EVPA are shown as a function of time,
nd are compared to the behaviour of the optical flux density in
he same band. The observed P ranges from 0.025 per cent to
5 per cent, with a mean value of 10 per cent and a standard deviation
f ∼4 per cent . The dilution effect of the unpolarized light of the host
alaxy (Raiteri & Villata 2021 ) has a negligible effect because of the
ource brightness. 

The EVPA is known to present a ±n × 180 ◦ ambiguity, which
akes the reconstruction of its behaviour challenging, if the sampling

resents interruptions. In the case of blazars, it has been shown
hat the sampling should be at least daily to obtain robust results
Kiehlmann et al. 2021 ). To handle this problem, we first constrained
ll EVPA values between 0 ◦ and 180 ◦. Then, when the absolute value
f the difference between the value of EVPA at a given time and its
redecessor exceeded 90 ◦, we added/subtracted 180 ◦ to minimize
his difference. We note the following interesting features. 

(i) The degree of polarization P shows considerable IDV. 
(ii) On JD = 245 9345 . 55, P rapidly reaches the maximum value

een during our 2021–2022 observations. This does not correspond
o a major event in flux, but rather to a minor peak. 

(iii) Starting from JD ∼ 245 9500, P shows an increasing trend of
he baseline level, which is opposite to the trend of the optical flux
ensity. 
(iv) The EVPA displays noticeable variability. 
(v) When the ±n × 180 ◦ ambiguity is fixed as explained above, an

xtremely wide rotation of the EVPA ( � 360 ◦) appears, starting from
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Figure 10. Results of the wavelet analysis. (a) R -band flux densities of BL Lacertae in the 2021–2022 observing season. (b) Wavelet power spectrum: the 
strength of the power is colour coded according to the underlying palette; black contours define regions with confidence greater than 99 per cent; the grey grid 
represents the ‘cone of influence’ affected by edge effects. (c) Global wavelet spectrum with 99 per cent confidence level marked by a dashed line. (d) Time 
series of averaged periods between 0.1 and 2 d, with 99 per cent confidence level represented by the dashed line. 
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bout the middle of the major 2021 outburst, i.e. JD ∼ 245 9430.
his EVPA rotation proceeds in steps. 

We note that the anticorrelation between the bulk behaviour of P
nd F R was explained by Raiteri et al. ( 2013 ) in the framework of a
eometrical scenario (where long-term flux variations are produced 
y changes of the viewing angle), by assuming a lo w v alue of
he Lorentz factor. They also showed that the same geometric 
nterpretation, but with a high Lorentz factor, can instead lead to 
orrelation between flux and polarization degree. 

We also note that BL Lac sources generally show a preferred 
VPA direction (Smith 1996 ), and in BL Lacertae this was found to
e 15 ◦–25 ◦ (Blinov & Hagen-Thorn 2009 ; Raiteri et al. 2013 ; Jorstad
t al. 2022 ), indicating a magnetic field roughly perpendicular to the
irection of the radio jet at 43 GHz (Jorstad et al. 2022 ). In the
eriod of strong activity that we are considering, the EVPA shows
ntense variability. If we plot the distribution of the EVPA values (see
ig. 12 ), a concentration around 15 ◦–20 ◦ appears, so it seems that

he abo v e preferred direction still dominates. Ho we ver, this is mostly
ue to the sampling. Indeed, if we average the EVPA values over 6-h
ins, the importance of the 15 ◦–20 ◦ peak is strongly reduced and the
istribution of EVPA values appears more uniform o v erall. 
We finally note that large jumpy rotations of the radio EVPA

f 0727 −115 were reported by Aller, Hodge & Aller ( 1981 ), who
uggested a rotation or quasi-circular motion in the source emitting 
e gion. Moreo v er, a wide, step-like rotation of the optical EVPA
bserved in the BL Lac object S4 0716 + 714 was successfully
eproduced by Larionov et al. ( 2013 ) assuming a shock wave
ropagating in a helical jet or along a helical path in the jet. 

 T H E  TWISTING  J E T  

n previous papers, we have proposed that long-term variability in 
lazars has a geometrical origin, due to changes in the Doppler factor
roduced by variations in the orientation of the jet with respect to the
ine of sight (e.g. Villata et al. 2002 , 2007 ; Raiteri et al. 2013 , 2017b ,
021b ). Indeed, the flux density at a giv en frequenc y ν depends on
he Doppler factor according to F ν ∝ δn + α , where n = 2 for a
ontinuous jet (Urry & P ado vani 1995 ) and α is the optical spectral
ndex (see Section 4 ). As mentioned in the Introduction, the Doppler
MNRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 
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Figure 11. From top to bottom. (i) Optical flux densities in the R band; the red line represents the cubic spline interpolation on the binned light curve, with 
variable binning depending on brightness. (ii) Optical flux densities after deboosting as explained in Section 7 . (iii) Observed optical polarization degree; the 
blue line represents a cubic spline interpolation through the 30-d binned data to highlight the long-term trend. (iv) EVPA constrained between 0 ◦ and 180 ◦. (v) 
EVPA after arrangement for the ±n × 180 ◦ ambiguity. In the third and last panels, different colours and symbols are used to distinguish the contributing data 
sets, as specified in Table 1 . The vertical dashed lines mark the two events that are discussed in the text. 
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actor δ depends on the viewing angle, so that variations in the
et orientation translate into changes in the source flux. Our model
nvisages an inhomogeneous and twisting jet. Inhomogeneous means
hat synchrotron radiation of increasing wavelength is emitted from
et regions that are at growing distance from the supermassive black
ole, due to the interplay between emitted and absorbed frequencies,
ith opacity decreasing downstream the jet. This is suggested by

he increasing time delay with which the radio flux variations at
ncreasing wavelength follow those observed in the optical band
n correlated optical–radio flares. Moreo v er, according to the model,
NRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 
arious emitting re gions hav e different viewing angles, implying that
he jet is curved, possibly helical. This comes from the fact that at a
iven epoch the brightness state can vary a lot with frequency, which
s ascribed to different Doppler boosting. Finally, the orientation of
he emitting regions changes over time, leading to a twisting jet.
his scenario can be figured out by considering a rotating helical jet,
here the minimum-viewing-angle (maximum Doppler boosting)

one shifts along the jet as the helix rotates. Starting, for example,
ith a minimum viewing angle in the optical-emitting region, we
ill observe an outburst in the optical band. But then the helix
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Figure 12. Distribution of EVPA values (red line). The major peak at 15 ◦–
20 ◦ corresponds to the preferential direction found by Raiteri et al. ( 2013 ) and 
Jorstad et al. ( 2022 ). The blue line shows the distribution of the mean EVPA 

values averaged over 6-h bins to check for the effect of sampling. Binning 
strongly reduces the dominance of the preferential direction and makes the 
distribution of EVPA values more uniform o v erall. 
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Figure 13. Top: optical flux densities in the R band; as in Fig. 11 , the red 
line represents the cubic spline interpolation on the binned light curve, with 
variable binning depending on brightness, and is assumed to represent the 
long-term trend. Bottom: behaviour of the Doppler factor δ and the viewing 
angle θ in time derived from the long-term trend. 
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otates, and the minimum viewing angle is progressively achieved 
y regions emitting longer and longer wavelength radiation, so that 
e will see time-delayed correlated events at these wavelengths. The 
ost notable application of this model was the interpretation of the 

ong-term variability behaviour of CTA 102 by Raiteri et al. ( 2017b ).
It is worth mentioning that there may be several reasons why the

et is twisting, including orbital motion in a binary black hole system,
et precession, or plasma instabilities inside the jet. There is much 
vidence presented in many papers that support this interpretation, 
oth observational (e.g. Perucho et al. 2012 ; Fromm et al. 2013 ;
asadio et al. 2015 ; Britzen et al. 2017 , 2018 ; Issaoun et al. 2022 ;
hao et al. 2022 ) and theoretical (e.g. Begelman, Blandford & 

ees 1980 ; Nakamura, Uchida & Hirose 2001 ; Hardee 2003 ; Moll,
pruit & Obergaulinger 2008 ; Mignone et al. 2010 ; Liska et al. 2018 ).
In this paper, we found hints in fa v our of the abo v e geometrical

cenario for the long-term variability of BL Lacertae in 2021–2022. 
n Section 3 , we saw that the variability amplitude increases with
ux, and this is in agreement with the prediction that 	 F ν ∝ δn + α .
oreo v er, if the long-term trend is due to geometrical reasons,

hen the long-term spectral variability must be almost achromatic, 
s found in Section 4 . Also the anticorrelation between the long-
erm trends of the flux and degree of polarization (Section 6 and 8 )
ts well in a geometric scenario, provided a relatively low Lorentz 
actor is assumed, as seems adequate for BL Lacertae (Jorstad et al.
005 ; Raiteri et al. 2013 ). Finally, we found the appearance of short
ariability time-scales only during the source brightest states, which 
an be explained by the decrease in the time-scales due to Doppler
eaming 	 t = 	 t 

′ 
/ δ, where the prime refers to the rest frame. In

onclusion, all these properties can be explained by assuming that 
he long-term behaviour of BL Lacertae is produced by variations of
he Doppler factor of the jet-emitting regions due to changes in their
rientation. 
Therefore, we inferred the amount of variable beaming from the 

bserved light curve, following the method explained in Raiteri 
t al. ( 2017b ). Because relativistic beaming produces both a flux
ncrease and a decrease of time-scales, we applied a variable binning 
o the R -band flux density light curve, where the time bin is reduced
epending on the source brightness. Then we used a cubic spline 
nterpolation through the binned light curve to obtain a model for the
ong-term behaviour, which we assume to reflect the variations of the
oppler factor. This was then used to correct the flux densities for the

ffect of the relativistic beaming. The deboosted flux densities are 
lotted in Fig. 11 and show an almost constant variability amplitude.
his further supports the validity of the Doppler changing scenario. 
e ascribe this residual short-term variability to physical energetic 

rocesses occurring inside the jet. 
We finally note that in order to infer the behaviour of δ( t )

nd θ ( t ) from the long-term trend, we must assume a value for
oth the Lorentz factor and, for example, the minimum view- 
ng angle. We adopted � = 7 (Jorstad et al. 2005 ; Raiteri
t al. 2013 ) and θmin = 1 ◦, which implies δmax ≈ 13.73. Then
( t) = δmax ( F spline ( t) /F spline , max ) 1 / (2 + α) and θ ( t) = arccos [( � δ( t) −
) / ( δ( t) 

√ 

� 

2 − 1 )]. The resulting δ( t ) and θ ( t ) are shown in Fig. 13 . 

 E X P L O R I N G  T H E  F L U X – P O L A R I Z AT I O N  

O R R E L AT I O N S  

n Section 6 , we noticed a general anticorrelation between the o v erall
ehaviour of the flux density and degree of polarization. We now
ant to investigate their relationship in more detail. To this end,
e use the discrete correlation function (DCF; Edelson & Krolik 
988 ; Hufnagel & Bregman 1992 ), which is a method specifically
oncei ved for une venly sampled data trains. Our implementation of
he algorithm performs a local normalization of the DCF, for more
ccurate results (Peterson 2001 ; Max-Moerbeck et al. 2014 ). 

Fig. 14 shows the DCF between F R and P for the whole period
onsidered in this paper, adopting a data binning of 2 d and a DCF
in of 10 d. To estimate the significance of the DCF signals, we
erformed Monte Carlo simulations according to Emmanoulopoulos, 
cHardy & Papadakis ( 2013 ) and Max-Moerbeck et al. ( 2014 ). We

roduced 1000 artificial time series with the same power spectral 
ensity (PSD) and probability density function (PDF) properties as 
he flux densities, and other 1000 for the polarization degree, and
hen cross-correlated them. The resulting 80 per cent, 90 per cent,
nd 95 per cent confidence levels are displayed in Fig. 14 . 

The only noticeable peak, which, ho we ver, has a correlation
oefficient r of only ∼0.44 and does not exceed the 95 per cent
MNRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 
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Figure 14. DCF between the R -band flux densities and the polarization 
degree, with data binning of 2 d and DCF binning of 10 d. The red, green, and 
cyan lines show the 80 per cent, 90 per cent, and 95 per cent confidence levels, 
respectiv ely. These hav e been obtained through Monte Carlo simulations, as 
explained in the text. 

Figure 15. DCF between the deboosted R -band flux densities and the 
polarization degree (blue dots). Data have been binned over 7.2 min intervals, 
and the DCF bin is 1.2 h. As in Fig. 14 , the red, green, and cyan lines show 

the 80 per cent, 90 per cent, and 95 per cent confidence le vels, respecti vely. 
The grey empty circles represent the results of the DCF between the same 
deboosted R -band flux densities and the polarization degree after removal of 
the long-term trend, showing how detrending makes signals become stronger. 
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Figure 16. Deboosted R -band flux density (red diamonds) and polarization 
degree (blue circles) in two time intervals with good polarization sampling. 
P is rescaled as indicated in the legends and shifted in time by −0.55 d. 
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onfidence level, suggests that P follows F R with a delay of 100 d.
his is the time interval between the flux major outburst phase around
D = 245 9430 and the high level of P reached about 100 d later and
e do not attribute physical meaning to this signal. Instead, the

nticorrelation at short time lags confirms what we have observed
y visually inspecting Fig. 11 . As already mentioned there, this
nticorrelation can be explained in terms of orientation changes of
he optical-emitting jet region given a low value of the Lorentz factor,
s detailed in Raiteri et al. ( 2013 ). 

We then analyse the correlation between the deboosted flux
ensities, i.e. what we consider the intrinsic jet flux variations, and
 with much finer binning. The result of the DCF between the
eboosted flux densities and the polarization degree is shown in
ig. 15 . Data were preliminary binned o v er 7.2 min (0.005 d) and

he DCF bin is 1.2 h (0.05 d). A noticeable peak whose value of
NRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 
he correlation coefficient is about 0.70 is found with a time delay
f approximately 13 h. This signal gets enhanced if we remo v e the
ong-term trend from the polarization degree, dividing P by the cubic
pline interpolation shown in Fig. 11 . In this case the DCF peak has
 value of 1.03. This means a strong correlation with a time delay
f the polarization degree variations with respect to the intrinsic flux
hanges. We notice that the same time lag of about 0.55 d of the
 variations after those of the flux density was also present in the
ast observing season according to the ZDCF analysis performed by
orstad et al. ( 2022 ), although the correlation peak was lower. This
ndicates a persistent feature in the BL Lacertae behaviour. 

To verify the robustness of the correlation signal, we estimated the
ignificance of the DCF peak with the same method described abo v e.
he corresponding confidence levels confirm the significance of the
orrelation with time lag of 0.55 d. 

This DCF signal actually comes from only two events, with P
eaking at JD ∼ 245 9345 . 6 (2021 May 11) and JD ∼ 245 9525 . 8
2021 No v ember 7), which hav e good sampling in both flux density
nd polarization de gree. The y are shown in Fig. 16 , where P is
escaled and shifted in time by −0.55 d in order to better match the
eboosted flux densities. The reasonably close o v erlap of F R and P
urther indicates that the corresponding flares have roughly the same
uration in time. 

art/stad942_f14.eps
art/stad942_f15.eps
art/stad942_f16.eps


BL Lacertae at its maximum brightness levels 113 

t  

1  

t  

i  

i  

2

(
d
f

9

I  

a
t
a
u
t
v
f
t
v
i
i  

w

v
d
I  

s
i  

h  

c
s  

s
Q

t  

t  

 

D
t
s
8  

a
f  

o
i
a  

a  

o  

d  

w
w
s

(  

m
n
e

G  

G  

S
p
r  

e  

fl  

d  

r
(  

Q  

(  

k
t  

S  

t  

a  

o
t

 

t
1  

2
p
fi  

e  

m  

I  

m
w  

s  

w  

t  

i  

j
i
w  

a  

s  

t  

j  

t
r  

j
p

 

e  

a  

i  

r  

T
d  

(  

c  

f  

o  

s

A

W
l  

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/m

nras/article/522/1/102/7093412 by guest on 24 M
ay 2024
During these events, the source flux density was approximately at 
he same lo w le vel, and the EVPA remained almost constant at about
01 ◦ and 19 ◦, respectively. This implies that the magnetic field in
he first event was almost aligned with the direction of the jet as seen
n the Very Long Baseline Array (VLBA) images at 43 GHz, while
n the second event it was almost perpendicular (see Jorstad et al.
022 ). 
The strong correlation between the jet intrinsic flux variations 

deboosted flux densities) and the variations of the polarization 
egree suggests that the same physical mechanism is responsible 
or both of them. 

 DISCUSSION  A N D  C O N C L U S I O N S  

n this paper, we have analysed the results of the optical photometric
nd polarimetric monitoring of BL Lacertae by the WEBT Collabora- 
ion in the 2021–2022 observing season. A very dense sampling was 
chieved thanks to the common observing effort of many observers 
sing 41 telescopes around the Northern hemisphere. In this period, 
he source showed intense variability, with continuous intraday flux 
ariations, and reached its historical brightness maximum. We have 
ound evidence that the optical behaviour is well described by the 
wisting jet model, proposed in our earlier works to interpret the 
ariability of BL Lacertae and other blazars. According to our 
nterpretation, the long-term variability is due to geometrical reasons, 
.e. to the variation of the orientation of the optical-emitting jet region
ith respect to the line of sight. 
We have found several observational evidences supporting this 

iew (see Section 7 ), including enhanced amplitude variability 
uring outbursts, and an almost achromatic long-term spectral trend. 
n particular, by means of a wavelet analysis we have seen that
ignificant variability short time-scales appear only when the source 
s in outburst. The shortest time-scales, from 2 d down to a few
ours, are particularly evident in the brightest states. This is likely a
onsequence of the relativistic Doppler effect. Indeed, these brightest 
tates would be due to a high Doppler factor, which would also
horten the intrinsic time-scales, leading to the appearance of the 
POs. 
Moreo v er, also the anticorrelation between the long-term varia- 

ions in flux densities and degree of polarization can be explained in
he framework of our jet model, as discussed in Raiteri et al. ( 2013 ).

Once the flux densities are corrected for the effects of the variable
oppler boosting, we are left with fast flux changes of roughly 

he same amplitude. We recognize this short-term variability as the 
ignature of energetic processes occurring inside the jet. In Section 
 , we have found that variations in the deboosted flux densities
re correlated with those in the degree of polarization, which are 
ollowing with a 0.55 d delay. This correlation is based on a couple
f well-sampled events, but was also present – though weaker –
n the previous observing season (Jorstad et al. 2022 ), suggesting 
 common feature in the source behaviour. Interestingly, 0.55 d is
lso the period of the QPOs that Jorstad et al. ( 2022 ) detected in the
ptical flux and polarization, and in the γ -ray flux of BL Lacertae
uring the first phase of the 2020 outburst. In that case, the QPOs
ere explained as the result of a current-driven kink instability that 
as triggered by the passage of an off-axis perturbation through a 

tationary recollimation shock. 
Magnetohydrodynamic simulations of relativistic plasma jets 

RMHD) show that jets are subject to kink instabilities that twist the
agnetic field lines and can disrupt the magnetic field structure. Mag- 

etic reconnection then reorganizes the field, dissipating magnetic 
nergy into particle energy (Begelman 1998 ; Sironi, Petropoulou & 
iannios 2015 ; Zhang et al. 2018 , 2020 , 2022 ; Dong, Zhang &
iannios 2020 ; Acharya, Borse & Vaidya 2021 ; Bodo, Tavecchio &
ironi 2021 ). The emission would come from plasmoids, dynamic 
lasma blobs/magnetic structures that appear in the reconnection 
egion and that can have up to 10 per cent of its size (e.g. Petropoulou
t al. 2018 ; Zhang et al. 2022 ). In simulations including polarization,
ux peaks correspond to low P states, while P increases when the flux
ecreases, and the EVPA can either undergo large rotations or remain
oughly constant. According to RMHD simulations by Dong et al. 
 2020 ), kink instabilities lead to a quasi-periodic release of energy.
POs result also from the RMHD simulations by Acharya et al.

 2021 ), who confirmed the validity of the twisting jet model. These
ink-driven QPOs could explain the short time-scales appearing in 
he optical light curve of BL Lacertae during the brightest states (see
ection 5 ). In this view, the QPOs time-scales could be linked to

he dimension of the plasmoids, and the delay between the flux
nd P variations could represent the time needed to reco v er an
rdered magnetic field, after its disruption by turbulence driven by 
he dissipation episode that energized the particles. 

An alternativ e e xplanation for the correlation between F and P
hat we observed involves shock waves (e.g. Marscher & Gear 
985 ; Spada et al. 2001 ; Sironi et al. 2015 ; B ̈ottcher & Baring
019 ). Shocks could propagate through the optical-emitting region, 
romptly accelerating particles and gradually ordering the magnetic 
eld. One caveat comes from the fact that during the first of the two
vents producing the correlation, the EVPA was about 100 ◦, which
eans that the magnetic field was almost aligned with the radio jet.

n contrast, during the second event the EVPA was about 20 ◦, i.e. the
agnetic field was approximately perpendicularly to the radio jet. If 
e assume a straight jet, it is difficult to imagine that these different

ituations can lead to the same lag between the variations in F and P . If
e instead assume an inhomogeneous twisting jet, the jet direction in

he optical-emitting region varies continuously as the jet twists, and it
s likely different from the apparent orientation of the observed radio
et. The two events occurred in similar low-brightness states, which 
n our geometrical interpretation implies that the Doppler beaming 
as similar and low, i.e. in both cases the optical-emitting region had
 similar viewing angle, but not necessarily the same orientation in
pace. Indeed, between the two events there is a complete rotation of
he EVPA of more than 360 ◦, which strengthens the idea of a twisting
et. In our view it is the jet that changes orientation, and we can have
wo different observed values of the EVPA in the optical-emitting 
egion while the orientation of the magnetic field with respect to the
et direction remains constant. This could explain why shocks can 
roduce similar events with different observed EVPAs. 
A final remark is due regarding the consequences of the relativistic

ffects on the search for QPOs, since changes in the Doppler factor
ffect not only the source brightness, but also the time-scales of the
ntrinsic, energetic variations. If a typical time-scale exists in the jet
est frame, it will appear shorter in brighter states than in fainter ones.
herefore, the search of QPOs is meaningful only when performed 
uring fairly constant brightness levels, as e.g. done in Jorstad et al.
 2022 ). Otherwise, one must process the light curves in order to
orrect both the fluxes and the time intervals for the same Doppler
actor changes. This argument can also be applied to the time delay
f P versus F , and indeed we found the same delay of 0.55 d in
imilar brightness levels. 

C K N OW L E D G E M E N T S  

e acknowledge useful discussions with Haocheng Zhang, Gian- 
uigi Bodo, and Paola Rossi. We are grateful to Massimo Conti,
MNRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 



114 C. M. Raiteri et al. 

M

P  

o  

p
h  

t  

m  

t  

T  

B  

f  

a  

w  

A  

s  

P  

o  

g  

s  

m  

t  

b  

o  

o  

d  

d  

t  

I  

d  

t  

O  

B  

S  

K  

O  

t  

M  

s  

1  

o  

B  

b  

M  

A  

p  

a  

s  

v  

1  

S  

(  

B  

f  

t  

P  

d  

o  

m  

b  

F  

M  

a  

1  

t  

I  

N  

(  

T  

f  

t  

S

D

D  

a  

M

R

A
A
B
B
B
B  

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
C
C
C
D
E
E  

F
F
F  

G
G  

G
G  

H
H
I
I
I
I
J
J
K
K  

K
L
L
L

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/m

nras/article/522/1/102/7093412 by guest on 24 M
ay 2024
aolo Rosi, and Luz Marina Tinjaca Ramirez for help with the
bservations at the Montarrenti Observatory. Wavelet software was
rovided by C. Torrence and G. Compo, and is available at URL: 
ttp:// paos.colorado.edu/ research/wavelets/ . Light-curve simula-
ions were based on the S. D. Connolly PYTHON version of the Em-

anoulopoulos et al. ( 2013 ) algorithm, which is available at https://gi
hub.com/samconnolly/DELight curveSimulat ion (Connolly 2015 ).
his research has made use of NASA’s Astrophysics Data System
ibliographic Services. The Torino group acknowledges contribution

rom the grant INAF Main Stream project ‘High-energy extragalactic
strophysics: tow ard the Cherenk ov Telescope Array’. The B U group
as supported in part by US National Science Foundation grant
ST-2108622 and NASA Fermi GI grant 80NSSC22K1571. This

tudy was based (in part) on observations conducted using the 1.8-m
erkins Telescope Observatory (PTO) in Arizona (USA), which is
wned and operated by Boston University. The Connecticut College
roup thanks the College’s Research Matters fund for partially
upporting the acquisition of our observations. Based on observations
ade with the Nordic Optical Telescope, owned in collaboration by

he University of Turku and Aarhus University, and operated jointly
y Aarhus University, the University of Turku, and the University
f Oslo, representing Denmark, Finland, and Norway, the University
f Iceland and Stockholm University at the Observatorio del Roque
e los Muchachos, La Palma, Spain, of the Instituto de Astrofisica
e Canarias. This paper is partly based on observations made with
he IAC-80 telescope operated on the island of Tenerife by the
nstituto de Astrof ́ısica de Canarias in the Spanish Observatorio
el Teide and on observations made with the LCOGT 0.4-m
elescope network, one of whose nodes is located in the Spanish
bservatorio del Teide. This research was partially supported by the
ulgarian National Science Fund of the Ministry of Education and
cience under grants KP-06-H28/3 (2018), KP-06-H38/4 (2019),
P-06-KITAJ/2 (2020), and KP-06-PN68/1 (2022). The Skinakas
bservatory is a collaborative project of the University of Crete,

he Foundation for Research and Technology – Hellas, and the
ax-Planck-Institut f ̈ur Extraterrestrische Physik. We acknowledge

upport by Bulgarian National Science Fund under grant DN18-
0/2017 and National RI Roadmap Project D01-176/29.07.2022
f the Ministry of Education and Science for the Republic of
ulgaria. KM acknowledges support for the Osaka observations
y the JSPS KAKENHI grant no. 19K03930. GD, OV, MS, and
DJ acknowledge the observing grant support from the Institute of
stronomy and Rozhen N AO B AS through the bilateral joint research
roject ‘ Gaia Celestial Reference Frame (CRF) and the fast variable
stronomical objects’ (2020–2022, leader is G. Damljanovic), and
upport by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological De-
elopment of the Republic of Serbia (contract no. 451-03-68/2022-
4/200002). JOS thanks the support from grant FPI-SO from the
panish Ministry of Economy and Competitiveness (MINECO)
research project SEV-2015-0548-17-3 and pre-doctoral contract
ES-2017-082171). JOS and JAAP acknowledge financial support

rom the Spanish Ministry of Science and Innovation (MICINN)
hrough the Spanish State Research Agency, under Severo Ochoa
rogram 2020–2023 (CEX2019-000920-S). The R -band photometric
ata from the University of Athens Observatory (UOAO) were
btained after utilizing the robotic and remotely controlled instru-
ents at the facilities (Gazeas 2016 ). ACG is partially supported

y Chinese Academy of Sciences (CAS) President’s International
ello wship Initiati ve (PIFI) (grant no. 2016VMB073), Chinese
inistry of Science and Technology (grant no. 2018YFA0404601),

nd the National Science Foundation of China (grants nos 11621303,
1835009, and 11973033). HG acknowledges financial support from
NRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 
he Department of Science and Technology (DST), Go v ernment of
ndia, through INSPIRE faculty award IFA17-PH197 at ARIES,
ainital, India. PK acknowledges support from ARIES A-PDF grant

AO/APDF/770), and support from the Department of Science and
echnology (DST), Go v ernment of India, through the DST-INSPIRE
aculty grant (DST/INSPIRE/04/2020/002586). The Abastumani
eam acknowledges financial support by the Shota Rustaveli National
cience Foundation of Georgia under contract FR-19-6174. 

ATA  AVAI LABI LI TY  

ata acquired by the WEBT Collaboration are stored in the WEBT
rchive and are available upon request to the WEBT President
assimo Villata (massimo.villata@inaf.it). 

EFERENCES  

charya S., Borse N. S., Vaidya B., 2021, MNRAS , 506, 1862 
ller H. D., Hodge P. E., Aller M. F., 1981, ApJ , 248, L5 
ach U. et al., 2006, A&A , 456, 105 
egelman M. C., 1998, ApJ , 493, 291 
egelman M. C., Blandford R. D., Rees M. J., 1980, Nature , 287, 307 
ertaud C., Dumortier B., V ́eron P., Wl ́erick G., Adam G., Bigay J., Garnier

R., Duruy M., 1969, A&A, 3, 436 
essell M. S., Castelli F., Plez B., 1998, A&A, 333, 231 
landford R., Meier D., Readhead A., 2019, ARA&A , 57, 467 
linov D. A., Hagen-Thorn V. A., 2009, A&A , 503, 103 
linov D. et al., 2015, MNRAS , 453, 1669 
linov D. et al., 2018, MNRAS , 474, 1296 
odo G., Tavecchio F., Sironi L., 2021, MNRAS , 501, 2836 
 ̈ottcher M., Baring M. G., 2019, ApJ , 887, 133 
 ̈ottcher M., Reimer A., Sweeney K., Prakash A., 2013, ApJ , 768, 54 
ritzen S. et al., 2017, A&A , 602, A29 
ritzen S. et al., 2018, MNRAS , 478, 3199 
arnerero M. I. et al., 2015, MNRAS , 450, 2677 
asadio C. et al., 2015, ApJ , 813, 51 
onnolly S. D., 2015, preprint ( arXiv:1503.06676 ) 
ong L., Zhang H., Giannios D., 2020, MNRAS , 494, 1817 
delson R. A., Krolik J. H., 1988, ApJ , 333, 646 
mmanoulopoulos D., McHardy I. M., Papadakis I. E., 2013, MNRAS , 433,

907 
ang Y., Zhang Y., Chen Q., Wu J., 2022, ApJ , 926, 91 
iorucci M., Tosti G., 1996, A&AS, 116, 403 
romm C. M., Ros E., Perucho M., Sa v olainen T., Mimica P., Kadler M.,

Lobanov A. P., Zensus J. A., 2013, A&A , 557, A105 
azeas K., 2016, Rev. Mex. Astron. Astrofis. Conf. Ser., 48, 22 
iommi P., Glauch T., P ado vani P., Resconi E., Turcati A., Chang Y. L., 2020,

MNRAS , 497, 865 
upta A. C., Sri v astav a A. K., Wiita P. J., 2009, ApJ , 690, 216 
upta A. C., Tripathi A., Wiita P. J., Kushwaha P., Zhang Z., Bambi C., 2019,

MNRAS , 484, 5785 
ardee P. E., 2003, ApJ , 597, 798 
ufnagel B. R., Bregman J. N., 1992, ApJ , 386, 473 

ceCube Collaboration et al., 2018a, Science , 361, 147 
ceCube Collaboration et al., 2018b, Science , 361, eaat1378 
mazawa R. et al., 2023, PASJ , 75, 1 
ssaoun S. et al., 2022, ApJ , 934, 145 
orstad S. G. et al., 2005, AJ , 130, 1418 
orstad S. G. et al., 2022, Nature , 609, 265 
iehlmann S. et al., 2016, A&A , 590, A10 
iehlmann S., Blinov D., Pearson T. J., Liodakis I., 2017, MNRAS , 472,

3589 
iehlmann S. et al., 2021, MNRAS , 507, 225 
arionov V. M. et al., 2008, A&A , 492, 389 
arionov V. M., Villata M., Raiteri C. M., 2010, A&A , 510, A93 
arionov V. M. et al., 2013, ApJ , 768, 40 

http://paos.colorado.edu/research/wavelets/
https://github.com/samconnolly/DELightcurveSimulation
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/183611
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/305119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/287307a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081817-051948
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200912677
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3620
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab552a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/768/1/54
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629999
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/813/1/51
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.06676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/166773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt764
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac4490
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201321784
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/690/1/216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/381223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/171033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aat2890
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aat1378
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pasj/psac084
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac7a40
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/444593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05038-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527725
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200810937
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200913536
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/768/1/40


BL Lacertae at its maximum brightness levels 115 

L
L
L  

M
M
M
M
M  

M
M  

M
M
N
O
O  

P
P
P  

P  

P  

R
R
R
R
R
R
R
R
R
R
R
S
S
S  

S
T
U
V
V
V
V
V
W
Z
Z  

Z  

Z
Z  

1

T
2

w
3

P

4 Instituto de Astrof ́ısica de Canarias (IAC), E-38200 La La guna, Tenerife , 
Spain 
5 Departamento de Astrofisica, Universidad de La Laguna (ULL), E-38206 
Tenerife, Spain 
6 EPT Observatories, Tijarafe, La Palma, E-38780, Spain 
7 INAF, TNG Fundaci ́on Galileo Galilei, La Palma, E-38712, Spain 
8 Institute of Astronomy, National Central University, Taoyuan 32001, Taiwan 
9 Department of Physics and Astronomy, Brigham Young University, N283 
ESC, Provo, UT 84602, USA 

10 Abastumani Observatory, Mt. Kanobili, 0301 Abastumani, Georgia 
11 Hans-Haffner-Sternwarte, Naturwissensc haftlic hes Labor f ̈ur Sch ̈uler am 

FKG, Friedrich-Koenig-Gymnasium, D-97082 W ̈urzburg, Germany 
12 Astronomical Observatory, Department of Physical Sciences, Earth and 
Environment, University of Siena, Siena, I-53100, Italy 
13 Astronomical Institute, Osaka Kyoiku University, Kashiwara, 582-8582, 
Japan 
14 Ulugh Beg Astronomical Institute, Astronomy Street 33, Tashkent 100052, 
Uzbekistan 
15 Special Astrophysical Observatory, Russian Academy of Sciences, 369167 
Nizhnii Arkhyz, Russia 
16 Pulk o vo Observatory, St Petersburg 196140, Russia 
17 Institute of Astronomy and National Astronomical Observatory, Bulgarian 
Academy of Sciences, 72 Tsarigradsko Shosse Blvd., 1784 Sofia, Bulgaria 
18 Astronomical Observatory, Volgina 7, 11060 Belgrade, Serbia 
19 Osservatorio Astronomico Citt ̀a di Seveso, Seveso, I-20822, Italy 
20 Department of Aerospace Science and Technology, Politecnico di Milano, 
Milano, I-20156, Italy 
21 Gruppo Astrofili Catanesi (GAC), Catania, I-95125, Italy 
22 INAF, Osservatorio Astronomico di Brera, via E. Bianchi 46, I-23807 
Merate, Italy 
23 Crimean Astrophysical Observatory of the Russian Academy of Sciences, 
P/O Nauchny 298409, Russia 
24 Department of Astronomy, Faculty of Physics, Sofia University ‘St. Kliment 
Ohridski’, 5 James Bourchier Blvd., BG-1164 Sofia, Bulgaria 
25 Department of Physics, Astronomy and Geophysics, Connecticut College, 
New London, CT 06320, USA 

26 Aryabhatta Research Institute of Observational Sciences (ARIES), Manora 
Peak, Nainital 263001, India 
27 School of Studies in Physics and Astrophysics, Pt. Ravishankar Shukla 
University, Amanaka G.E. Road, Raipur 492010, India 
28 National University of Uzbekistan, Tashkent 100174, Uzbekistan 
29 Fakult ̈at Physik, TU Dortmund, D-44227 Dortmund, Germany 
30 Hypatia Observatory, Rimini, I-47900, Italy 
31 GiaGa Observatory, Pogliano Milanese, I-20005, Italy 
32 Section of Astr ophysics, Astr onomy and Mechanics, Department of 
Physics, National and Kapodistrian University of Athens, GR-15784 Zo- 
grafos, Athens, Greece 
33 Key Laboratory for Research in Galaxies and Cosmology, Shanghai 
Astronomical Observatory, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shanghai 200030, 
China 
34 Shanghai Frontiers Science Center of Gravitational Wave Detection, 800 
Dongchuan Road, Minhang, Shanghai 200240, China 
35 Department of Physical Science, Aoyama Gakuin University, 5-10-1 
Fuchinobe, Chuo-ku, Sagamihara-shi, Kanagawa 252-5258, Japan 
36 Department of Physics and Astronomy, Faculty of Natural Sciences, 
University of Shumen, 115 Universitetska Str, 9712 Shumen, Bulgaria 
37 Department of Physics, DDU Gorakhpur University, Gorakhpur 273009, 
India 
38 Zentrum f ̈ur Astronomie der Universit ̈at Heidelberg, Landessternwarte, 
K ̈onigstuhl 12, D-69117 Heidelberg, Germany 
39 Engelhardt Astronomical Observatory, Kazan Federal University, 
Tatarstan, Russia 
40 Department of Physical Sciences, Indian Institute of Science Education 
and Research (IISER) Mohali, Knowledge City, Sector 81, SAS Nagar, Punjab 
140306, India 
41 Abbey Ridge Observatory, Canada 
42 Montarrenti Observatory, Siena, I-53100, Italy 

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/m

nras/article/522/1/102/7093412 by guest on 24 M
ay 2024
arionov V. M. et al., 2016, MNRAS , 461, 3047 
arionov V. M. et al., 2020, MNRAS , 492, 3829 
iska M., Hesp C., Tchekhovsk o y A., Ingram A., van der Klis M., Markoff

S., 2018, MNRAS , 474, L81 
arscher A. P., 2014, ApJ , 780, 87 
arscher A. P., Gear W. K., 1985, ApJ , 298, 114 
arscher A. P. et al., 2008, Nature , 452, 966 
arscher A. P. et al., 2010, ApJ , 710, L126 
ax-Moerbeck W., Richards J. L., Hovatta T., Pavlidou V., Pearson T. J.,

Readhead A. C. S., 2014, MNRAS , 445, 437 
eng N., Wu J., Webb J. R., Zhang X., Dai Y., 2017, MNRAS , 469, 3588 
ignone A., Rossi P., Bodo G., Ferrari A., Massaglia S., 2010, MNRAS ,

402, 7 
iller H. R., Carini M. T., Goodrich B. D., 1989, Nature , 337, 627 
oll R., Spruit H. C., Obergaulinger M., 2008, A&A , 492, 621 
akamura M., Uchida Y., Hirose S., 2001, New Astron. , 6, 61 
tero-Santos J. et al., 2020, MNRAS , 492, 5524 
tero-Santos J., Pe ̃ nil P., Acosta-Pulido J. A., Gonz ́alez J. B., Raiteri C. M.,

Carnerero M. I., Villata M., 2023, MNRAS , 518, 5788 
apadakis I. E., Villata M., Raiteri C. M., 2007, A&A , 470, 857 
e ̃ nil P. et al., 2020, ApJ , 896, 134 
erucho M., Kov ale v Y . Y ., Lobanov A. P., Hardee P. E., Agudo I., 2012, ApJ ,

749, 55 
eterson B. M., 2001, in Aretxaga I., Kunth D., M ́ujica R., eds, Advanced

Lectures on the Starburst-AGN Connection. World Scientific Press, 
Singapore, p. 3 

etropoulou M., Christie I. M., Sironi L., Giannios D., 2018, MNRAS , 475,
3797 

aiteri C. M., Villata M., 2021, Galaxies , 9, 42 
aiteri C. M. et al., 2009, A&A , 507, 769 
aiteri C. M. et al., 2010, A&A , 524, A43 
aiteri C. M. et al., 2012, A&A , 545, A48 
aiteri C. M. et al., 2013, MNRAS , 436, 1530 
aiteri C. M. et al., 2017a, MNRAS , 466, 3762 
aiteri C. M. et al., 2017b, Nature , 552, 374 
aiteri C. M. et al., 2021a, MNRAS , 501, 1100 
aiteri C. M. et al., 2021b, MNRAS , 504, 5629 
ajput B., P ande y A., Stalin C. S., Mathew B., 2022, MNRAS , 517, 3236 
oy A. et al., 2022, MNRAS , 513, 5238 
asada M. et al., 2012, PASJ , 64, 58 
ironi L., Petropoulou M., Giannios D., 2015, MNRAS , 450, 183 
mith P. S., 1996, in Miller H. R., Webb J. R., Noble J. C., eds, ASP Conf. Ser.

Vol. 110, Blazar Continuum Variability. Astron. Soc. Pac., San Francisco, 
p. 135 

pada M., Ghisellini G., Lazzati D., Celotti A., 2001, MNRAS , 325, 1559 
orrence C., Compo G. P., 1998, Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc. , 79, 61 
rry C. M., P ado vani P., 1995, PASP , 107, 803 
illata M. et al., 2002, A&A , 390, 407 
illata M. et al., 2004a, A&A , 421, 103 
illata M. et al., 2004b, A&A , 424, 497 
illata M. et al., 2007, A&A , 464, L5 
illata M. et al., 2009, A&A , 501, 455 
eaver Z. R. et al., 2020, ApJ , 900, 137 

hang H., Li X., Guo F., Giannios D., 2018, ApJ , 862, L25 
hang H., Li X., Giannios D., Guo F., Liu Y.-H., Dong L., 2020, ApJ , 901,

149 
hang H., Li X., Giannios D., Guo F., Thiersen H., B ̈ottcher M., Lewis T.,

Venters T., 2022, ApJ , 924, 90 
hao G.-Y. et al., 2022, ApJ , 932, 72 
hou J., Wang Z., Chen L., Wiita P. J., Vadakkumthani J., Morrell N., Zhang

P., Zhang J., 2018, Nat. Commun. , 9, 4599 

 INAF, Osservatorio Astrofisico di Torino, via Osservatorio 20, I-10025 Pino 
orinese, Italy 
 Institute for Astrophysical Research, Boston University, 725 Common- 
ealth Avenue, Boston, MA 02215, USA 

 Astronomical Institute, St Petersburg State University, 28 Universitetskiy 
rospekt, Peterhof, St Petersburg 198504, Russia 
MNRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw1516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slx174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/780/1/87
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/163592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature06895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/710/2/L126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1707
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.15642.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/337627a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200810523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1384-1076(01)00041-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa134
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3142
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20077516
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab910d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/749/1/55
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty033
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/galaxies9020042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200912953
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201015191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201219492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1672
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw3333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature24623
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3561
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1268
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2619
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pasj/64.3.58
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv641
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2001.04557.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477(1998)079\begingroup \count@ "00A0\relax \relax \uccode `\unhbox \voidb@x \bgroup \let \unhbox \voidb@x \setbox \@tempboxa \hbox {\count@ \global \mathchardef \accent@spacefactor \spacefactor }\accent 126 \count@ \egroup \spacefactor \accent@spacefactor \uppercase {\gdef {\relax \protect $\relax \sim $}}\endgroup \setbox \thr@@ \hbox {}\dimen \z@ \wd \thr@@ \begingroup \count@ "003C\relax \relax \uccode `\unhbox \voidb@x \bgroup \let \unhbox \voidb@x \setbox \@tempboxa \hbox {\count@ \global \mathchardef \accent@spacefactor \spacefactor }\accent 126 \count@ \egroup \spacefactor \accent@spacefactor \uppercase {\gdef {\relax \protect $\relax \sim $}}\endgroup \setbox \thr@@ \hbox {}\dimen \z@ \wd \thr@@ \begingroup \count@ "00A0\relax \relax \uccode `\unhbox \voidb@x \bgroup \let \unhbox \voidb@x \setbox \@tempboxa \hbox {\count@ \global \mathchardef \accent@spacefactor \spacefactor }\accent 126 \count@ \egroup \spacefactor \accent@spacefactor \uppercase {\gdef {\relax \protect $\relax \sim $}}\endgroup \setbox \thr@@ \hbox {}\dimen \z@ \wd \thr@@ 0061:APGTWA\begingroup \count@ "003E\relax \relax \uccode `\unhbox \voidb@x \bgroup \let \unhbox \voidb@x \setbox \@tempboxa \hbox {\count@ \global \mathchardef \accent@spacefactor \spacefactor }\accent 126 \count@ \egroup \spacefactor \accent@spacefactor \uppercase {\gdef {\relax \protect $\relax \sim $}}\endgroup \setbox \thr@@ \hbox {}\dimen \z@ \wd \thr@@ 2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/133630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20020662
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20035895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20040439
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066958
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200912065
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aba693
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aad54f
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abb1b0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac3669
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac6b9c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-07103-2


116 C. M. Raiteri et al. 

MNRAS 522, 102–116 (2023) 

43 Lehr stuhl f ̈ur Astronomie , Univer sit ̈at W ̈urzb urg, D-97074 W ̈urzb urg, 
Germany 
44 Wild Boar Remote Observatory, Florence, I-50026, Italy 
45 Nordic Optical Telescope, Apartado 474, E-38700 Santa Cruz de La 
Palma, Santa Cruz de Tenerife, Spain 
46 Department of Physics and Astronomy, Aarhus University, Munkegade 
120, DK-8000 Aarhus C, Denmark 

47 Univer sity of Craio va, Alexandru Ioan Cuza 13, 200585 Craiova, Romania 
48 AAVSO Observer, Russia 
49 Remote Observer of Burke-Gaffney Observatory and Abbey Ridge 
Observatory, Canada 

This paper has been typeset from a T E 

X/L 

A T E 

X file prepared by the author. 

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/m

nras/article/522/1/102/7093412 by guest on 24 M
ay 2024


	1 INTRODUCTION
	2 PHOTOMETRIC OBSERVATIONS
	3 INTRADAY VARIABILITY
	4 SPECTRAL VARIABILITY
	5 VARIABILITY TIME-SCALES
	6 OPTICAL POLARIMETRY
	7 THE TWISTING JET
	8 EXPLORING THE FLUXPOLARIZATION CORRELATIONS
	9 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	DATA AVAILABILITY
	REFERENCES

