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Historical 2-10 keV light curve of the source. This plot is an extension of the one previously presented in Murphy,
Yagoob & Terashima (2007)
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Temporal behavior of the flux and Contour plots at 68%, 90% and 99% g 9G+0.09 18408 45 + 90 ‘ 0.21 + 0.01
EW of the Fe Ka emission line in c.l. between the normalization and 7-0.12 ' ' c T - . '
2010-2015 (when only a single, line energy when a Gaussian is left 8 614 0.05 99419 40 + 95 9 0.209 - 0.006
narrow component of the line is free to vary in the 5-10 keV energy 9927+ 0.10 —2.04+1.3 —45 + 30 1.9 0.31 + 0.01

included in the model). range. The adopted model for the 9.57 + 0.06 33413 70 + 25 , 0.307 <+ 0.006
continuum is composed
of an absorbed power law. logNg log U Vout/C E)

(cm_g) | (erg-s_l)

22.254+0.25 2.45+0.25 0.21+0.01 6.9 x 1042 2.:
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Best fit parameters for the two absorbing layers, energies are reported in the rest-frame of the source. The
statistical significance of the four absorption lines is calculated via Monte Carlo simulations. Column densities
and ionization parameters are inferred via CLOUDY generated tables.
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Reflection flux (1072 erg cm2s™)
eflection flux (1072 erg em2s™)
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10 } Left panel: 2-10 keV fluxes for the reflection and primary components are shown. Solid and dashed lines indicate
5 10 L 15 10 15 20 25 30 3 - best fit value and error bars when data are fitted simultaneously. Right panel: 2-10 keV fluxes for the reflection
Intrinsic Flux (107“ ergem™s™) Iron Ka flux (10 phem™ s7) . . .. .
component is plotted against the flux of the Iron Ka emission line.
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marinucci@fis.uniromag.it More details can be found in Marinucci et al. (2018), MNRAS, 478, 5638
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