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Abstract

In this paper we discuss a simple method of testing for thegmee of energy-dependent dis-
persion in high energy data-sets. It uses the minimisatidheoKolmogorov distance between
the cumulative distribution of two probability functions the statistical metric to estimate the
magnitude of any spectral dispersion within transientufiegt in a light-curve and we also show
that it performs well in the presence of modest energy réisols (~ 20%) typical of gamma-ray
observations. After presenting the method in detail we yaipio a parameterised simulated
lightcurve based on the extreme VHE gamma-ray flare of PKS-AEl observed with H.E.S.S.
in 2006, in order to illustrate its potential through the cate example of setting constraints
on quantum-gravity induced Lorentz invariance violatibiM) effects. We obtain comparable
limits to those of the most advanced techniques used in Livctees applied to similar datasets,
but the present method has the advantage of being particstaaightforward to use. Whilst
the development of the method was motivated by LIV seardhissalso applicable to other as-
trophysical situations where energy-dependent dispeisiexpected, such as spectral lags from
the acceleration and cooling of particles in relativistidftows.
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1. Introduction

The timing properties of a sequence of events can be vergliageas to the physical nature
either of the emitting source or of the medium they propatiateugh, especially when taken in
conjunction with information about their energy. Timingadysis algorithms with the capacity
of resolving energy-dependent properties can then be aortant tool for probing the physical
mechanisms leading to flux variability, such as particleet@ration and cooling. Methods are
traditionally based on cross-correlation of the binnecetiseries (e.g. [1]), and sometimes rely
on a particular parameterisation of the light-curve, fample by modeling the data according to
a pre-determined choice for the light-curve profile (e.g).[h the case of gamma-ray sources,
where high-energy processes are responsible for extrechstemt-lived variability events, and
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for which the observational data are often limited by low f@imcstatistics, unbinned methods are
the natural and preferential choice of approach to the proldf temporal analysis of time- and
energy-stamped photon lists.

In this paper we present a method to search for energy-depedaspersion in light-curves
of transient sources with relatively sparse events, pdaity suited for (though of course not
limited to) ground-based gamma-ray telescopes. A padticubtivation for the study of energy
dependent dispersion in the very-high energy (VHE) regsieé prospect of testing for possible
signatures of Lorentz invariance violation (LIV), foresdsy a number of theories of quantum
gravity (QG) [3]. The analysis method is described in sedHcand its suitability for the par-
ticularly challenging task of searching for LIMfects are illustrated in sectidh 3 and applied to
AGN lightcurves in sectiohl4.

1.1. Lorentzinvariance violation

The unification of the theories of quantum mechanics, gargrthe smallest of scales, and
that of gravity, governing the largest of scales, is one efrttost serious challenges in modern
physics. Because of the extremely high energies at which {8&te are expected to manifest
(around the Planck scalEqs ~ Ep ~ 10'° GeV) the éfects are only likely to become noticeable
at very high energies and sdiiltult to be assessed directly in the laboratory. The so-at#hee-
of-flight experiments, first proposed in a seminal paper byeAno-Camelia et al. (1998)/[4], is
one of the most promising ways of carrying out tests for Q@aigres. The method is based on
the search for an energy-dependent speed of I'rghn(vacuurﬁ from the observation of GeV-
TeV photons propagating over cosmological distances. Xaetdorm of the energy-dependent
photon momentum due to QGfects can vary depending on the particular theory adopted, bu
given that its &ect is very small it can be treated perturbatively leading torm (eg, following
the scheme o1 [1,2) 5] 6])

¢p? = EZ[1 + &1E,/Eqe + &(EZ/ESg) + ... ] (1)

The consequently small magnitude of its signature at asyrsipally accessible energy ranEes
mean that these searches require extremely sensitive reea=uis. In time-of-flight experi-
ments the cumulative tempordfects of small variations iais amplified, eventually manifesting
as measurable time-delays over the integrated distanedl&d by the photons.

To first order, the magnitude of the time delays expected @& variations ofc arest «
E,/Eqc ~ 10 9TeV/Gpc for Planck scale QG. This implies that searches fromadistources are
preferred (which in turn can lead to them being correspagidifainter than nearby sources) and
that the searches should be conducted over narrow feaseeséction 312 for further details).
For instance, in the case of the active galactic nucleus AKS-304 located at a redshift~
0.116, for which we would expect a delay &f~ 4 s per TeV in photon energy, we would need
flare features on timescales of no more than tens to hundfeggonds in the VHE light-curve
to bring the &ect to the fore. With event rates of a few Hz during the brighfres|[7] the
latter property disfavours binning methods on count-raitéd datasets. Sensitivity to small
spectral dispersions within very limited photon lists isrfore the most desired characteristic
of a dispersion-search method used for time-of-flight mesments.

2This is because in QG theories the vacuum is expected to hawe-trivial refractive index due to fluctuations of
the space-time at the quantum level.

3The most energetic photons recorded from astrophysicatesihave energies eftens of TeV and foE, ~ 1 TeV
the correction to the speed of light due to quantum gravituldide of order 10'5¢c
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2. Unbinned Methods - Dispersion Cancellation Algorithm

Unbinned algorithms are well-suited for the identificataond analysis of local and aperiodic
light-curve features, such as bursts or flares in AGN or GR&.ddndeed, the observation
of GeV photons from GRB 080916C and GRB 090510 by the FHéwiii collaboration [8, 6]
has recently been able to set limits at and just above thecRlseale for linear-termféects
using two diferent unbinned approaches. The first of these methods waeetdlyl compare
the arrival time of the highest energy photon to thieslent burst features and, assuming they
were contemporaneous at the source, determine what megrfulispersion would have to be
experienced by the photons during propagation to the obstrexplain the observed lag. There
are two main drawbacks in such an approach. The first cavea¢<drom uncertainty in the
knowledge of the intrinsic structure of the light-curveedar example to a lack of understanding
of precursor activity in GRBs (see, e.g [9]), which can chmitbt as to which particular features
to associate with the highest energy photons upon assighendelay. The second drawback
has to do with the application of the method to ground-bagdtdamma-ray observations. The
poorer energy resolutiffrof the ground based instrumentAE|/E ~ 15— 20%) in comparison
to the FermiLAT resolution (generallyAE|/E < 10% above 1 GeV [10]) would mean that the
uncertainty in the dispersion of a single photon (of a féle¥) could easily hide any anticipated
dispersion.

A number of diferent approaches exist that are specifically designeddts ¢f time lags be-
tween event sequences, such as likelihood methods [11] addied cross-correlation functions
applied to the individual photon events [12]. A particwWaalktractive and simple algorithm was
the second approach used in the Fermi analysis of GRB 090B1i8. method was conceived
to solve the problem of detecting energy-dependent timeilagtatistically limited photon lists,
and the fundamental idea of sucHigpersion cancellation algorithnﬁ method was independently
proposed by Scargle et al. (2008)/[13] and Ellis et al. (2(08) — the latter derived actually to
search for QG signatures from neutrino propagation. Wewdsahis technique as the basis for
our search methodology, but introduce fetient test metric that is better suited to the systematic
uncertainties associated with a VHE photon dataset, incodait the poorer energy resolution.

In general, if the expected energy-dispersion is small @wegbto other relevant variability
timescales of the astrophysical system under study, itstéxactional form is of little impor-
tance, since the dependency can be treated perturbativélg>@ressed as the first-order terms
of a Taylor series (cf. equatidh 1). THispersion cancellation algorithm uses this fact and works
directly on the time- and energy-tagged events to search fmn-zero parameter(measured
here in gTeV) that optimally cancels any spectral dispersion presethe light-curve. The
lag-correctiongt;, on photori of energyE;, is given by:

ot = —TEf 2

wherea defines the dominant term of the series expansion for theggrdapendency of the
time lag, usually taken to be the linear expansion terea 1, or the quadratic termx = 2. The
dispersion cancellation algorithm cycles through a range of possible valuesrfdooking for

4The energy resolution is defined &E|/E, whereAE is the diference between the true energy and the analysis-
reconstructed energy of an event.

5This name was coined by Scargle et al. (2008) in the contetkteirf particular version of the test, but we will adopt
it here with greater generality
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thet* that extremises an appropriate metric (or “cost functipafipsen to quantify the presence
of spectral lags. An advantage of this approach is that itemaloa priori assumptions on the
nature of the lightcurve apart from the inevitable hypoihe$ simultaneity of emission at the
source.

A number of diferent test metrics have been proposed for the purpose ofifyirag the
spectral lag and finding the optimal dispersion canceligb@arameter. They all use some kind of
measure of sharpness of the peak in the burst profile as the t@mbe maximised in the search
for 7 (see examples in_[14],1[5] and [13]). Here by “sharpness” bfiest we mean a quantity
proportional to the gradient of the photon density at theetohthe maximum in emission. The
principle behind the maximum sharpness choice is that wtiils emission of high and low
energy photons at the source is simultaneous (top left pefrfedure[1), an energy-dependent
dispersion introduced during the photon propagation witbgs skew the overall light-curve. In
the particular example shown in figlire 1, this happens by ¢eeyéd arrival of the higher energy
photons (lower left hand plot), thus skewing and broadettiegburst profile as a result. The
maximally sharp burst configuration will be retrieved whbe temporal sequence of events is
again randomised in energy, corresponding to the exacedation of the dispersion. Observe
that this approach will always give a unique solution fortegiwven dispersion model, because in
the case of under- or over-correctionsthe asymmetricféect will either still be left present or
be re-introduced in the opposite direction, and the burktrainain broadened in respect to its
original width. The cost functions used in_[13, 6] serve welminimise the total inter-photon
spacing within the entire event sequence, thereby maxignisie peak of the lightcurve, but the
poorer energy resolution of the ground-based instrumenissithe dficacy of the method when
applied to VHE observations of sharp bursts. In this papeexaenine an alternative test metric
based on the Kolmogorov distance between two probabilgiridutions, which better exploits
the fact that, whilst the energy resolution of an individphbton is far from ideal, the overall
energy bias of a sample of them is actugllyAE; ~ 0.

2.1. The Minimum Kolmogorov Distance Metric

For a data-set with a flicient number of photons (a few tens), the event list can ba-sep
rated into low- and high-energy bands, forming two indegendatasets. In the absence of any
spectral dispersion, the basic assumption that the terhgegaence of events is randomised in
energy should hold and the profiles (apart from statisticatfiations plus some arbitrary inten-
sity scaling that can be eliminated by normalisation) sHaulperpose. If, however, a systematic
spectral dispersion is present, the profiles of the lightrewvill look skewed relative to each
other (see Figurg 1, lower panels).

Given two random variableX andY in R, a simple measure of theftBrence between their
respective probability distributions is thélmogorov distance Dk, defined as the maximum
vertical distance between the two cumulative distribufiarctions (CDFs).[15]:

Dk = suDglFx(X) - Fy(X)| )

whereFx(X) = prob(X < x) andFy(x) = prob(Y < x).

The situation is illustrated in the right-hand plots of figl. Assuming that the events are
generated simultaneously and co-spatially in the sourgeenergy-dependent dispersion intro-
duced between the two will show up as an increaBgdetween the cumulative distribution
functions of their arrival times. Therefore, minimisindgsivalue will amount to cancelling any
dispersion present (simultaneously minimising the shesprof the profile). It is well known
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Figure 1: Cartoon of theftect of the energy dependent dispersion on the shape of thélpand high (H) energy
profiles. Observe that the systematic shift on the highggneurve relative to the low-energy one induces a skew to the
burst. The panels to the right show the corresponding giser®y in the cumulative distribution function. The maximum
vertical distance is indicated, corresponding to the Kajorov measur®g . Observe thaDk tends to fall always in the
middle of the distribution, near the peak position of thefifes.



from the properties of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test thatkleémogorov distance is insensitive
to the tails of the distributions, where the CDFs convergth®values of 0 and 1, and which
describe the probability of extreme events [16]. In fd, will tend to fall around the central
regions of the CDF, near to the peaks of the profiles wheredleeumulated discrepancy is max-
imum. This is a useful property because it means that theuneasiturally attributes a greater
weight to the most transient parts of the light-curve, whiksing relatively insensitive to outliers.

3. Performance of the Method

We now analyse the performance of the method by discussenfptir main factors that are
expected to fiect the sensitivity to detect energy-dependent disperbiarst width (section 3]2),
energy resolution (sectidn_3.3), burst intensity and asgimyr(section _314). Before we move on
to discussing these specific topics, we list the steps folicgijn of the algorithm:

e select a burst or transient event from the light-curve;

¢ split the burst photons into low- and high-energy datagbis will be a trade-& such that
both groups have the largest possible number of eventsin, thit also that the fierence
between their average energy is as large as possible;

e build the CDFs for the two distributions (see Appendix A fonee discussion on alterna-
tives ways of representing the lightcurve);

e adopt a model for the time delay, e.g. linear or quadratiagrgy;

e apply correction to the time-stamp of photons accordingjiceéior 2;

e for each value of the correction, calculatBg;

e the optimunmr™ is the one which minimiseBg for the range of tested;
e assess the uncertainty by simulation of the burst or bagsif the data.

For illustrative purposes, we will only consider in this Sec the ideal case of an isolated
Gaussian burst. The superposition of multiple bursts cstlalrapes dierent from Gaussian will
be discussed when the method is applied to real flare datatirerAGN PKS 2155-304 in the
next section, but do not change the conclusions presented Rer our studies individual burst
data were simulated using the generalised Gaussian shapevtich can also provide a good
match to the pulse profiles generally observed from AGNs aR8%

1(t) = lax exp[— (lt — tmax')K} (4)

Oy, d

wheret is the time into the flaref .y is the time of maximum fluX,ax, o+ andoy are the
signal rise (fort < tyax) and decay (fot > tyay) time constants respectively, the “sharpness”
(peakedness, or kurtosis) of the profile is given by the patam > 0. A low value ofk means
a sharply peaked pulse, a high value a more rounded one; a2l corresponds to a Gaussian
pulse shape. The risg Y and decayt() times from half to maximum amplitude are found from
the rise and decay constants using the equagtipe [In(2)Y<]o\ 4. The spectra are assumed to
take a power law shape of the foN/dE = kE', wherer is the spectral index ankla flux
constant.
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3.1. Energy cuts

The first step necessary in constructing the CDFs for theyaisaheans we must decide where
to place the low- and high-energy boundaries. This choiecrdde such that the fiiérence in
the mean energy between the two CDFs can be maximised, veg[gikg good photon statistics
in both energy bins for the analysis. We have verified thattdufe (usually) steeply-falling
spectral index of the photon distributions, the analysless sensitive to the choice of the low-
energy boundary, provided this is set comfortably aboveahheshold energy of the instrument.
We set here the low energy band to h& & S < 0.4 TeV. We then searched for an optimal
high-energy cut window, which will be the more statistigadtarved component. Simulations
were for a Gaussian light curve shape of 120¢f@dldime and a maximum count rate of 3 Hz.
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Figure 2: Hfect of the choice of the minimum energy cut for the high endsgnd (Hnhin) on the accuracy of the
determined dispersion measure. Simulations are for pawvespectra with indices of -2.5 (crosses), -3.0 (squares$) an
-3.5 (triangles).

Figure[2 shows the results of our analysis on tifeat of the choice of the minimum value
for the high energy cut K, on the root-mean-square (Rl\%)f the reconstructed dispersion
parameter«*) for three diterent values of the spectral index (for= —2.5,-3.0,-3.5). The
curves for each spectrum show a slight improvement of the RW increasing energy cut
which quickly plateaus. This is because at too low a minimaergy for the high energy sample

6The root mean square of a distributidrwith N eventsx; is given byRMS = /3 >g.2/N.



the diference in the average photon energy of the events gets toandwhe high-energy CDF
becomes indistinguishable from the low energy CDF as theypath dominated by events that
are not dispersed much. The error in any reconstructed lagsmondingly increases as natural
statistical fluctuations become the dominant source ofnigicgy. Much more noticeable for this
though, is the steep rise in the RMS fogkl> 1 TeV for the softest energy spectrum£ —3.5).
This occurs when the number of events in the high energy sadrpbs below~ 10 — the CDF
becomes ill-defined with respect to the low energy sample @bdrso no reliable dispersion
measure can be found. This result gives an idea of the minimumber of events necessary in
an energy band for the method to be able to work. From this wdlss the results of the test
will be fairly independent of the actual minimum high enecgy, provided the high energy band
has> 10 events and is at least a factor of two higher in energy thatotver energy sample. We
take Hyin > 1 TeV for the remainder of the paper, unless specified ottserwi

3.2. Sensitivity to burst width

We quantify the sensitivity to the burst width by the termrisigivity factor”, n, following the
definition in [4]. This quantity is written as the ratio of tbepected dispersion magnitudg)(to

the width of the transient featurat):
ot

U:KI (5)

This ratio is the main parameter which will quantify the sidéhe lag that can be probed by the
method, for a given burst width.

For this analysis, we simulated 10,000 Gaussian burst esadfl 500 events each, with a low-
energy threshold of 200 GeV and a spectral infex —2.5. A dispersion was then introduced
that varies from 5-200% of the burst width, i.e. from the digion being entirely contained
within the burst to the burst being smeared in time over aogegreater than its duration. The
results are shown in figufé 3, where the points correspontigtoniean reconstructed and the
error bars are the RMS of that distribution. We see, as erpethat the narrower the width of
the burst with respect to the introduced delay, the beteedtHay can be determined. The error
bars in the plot indicate the 68% confidence intervals (Ckhefreconstructed lag distribution,
showing that the method can reconstruct the correct valueand exclude the null hypothesis
of zero lag at the 99% level up to a valuerpf 0.2. This corresponds to a sensitivity limit of a
lag equal to 20% of the burst width.

3.3. Senditivity to energy resolution

We also included in our sensitivity analysis tHeeet of the energy resolutiofNE|/E), an im-
portant consideration in ground-based gamma-ray measmtsmThis uncertainty will directly
affect the dispersion correction for individual photons and thius limit the sensitivity of the
method. The energy resolution is modelled as 0% (an ideattletcase where the reconstructed
energy is always the true energy), 10% and 20%, shown as ltheets of data in figuifd 3. There
is a small systematic trend for the reconstructed lag to ldemrastimated as the energy resolu-
tion gets poorer, but this is very small in comparison to therall error in the reconstructed.
The under-estimation is expected: the power law nature@fgectrum means that any width
to the energy resolution will systematically spill more pits to higher reconstructed energies
than photons to lower reconstructed energies by sheer waigitumbers. This is a well known
problem in spectral reconstruction of VHE sources. It isgilde, with appropriate Monte Carlo
modelling or bootstrapping, to compensate for this systenr@nd if necessary.

8



o |
N
0 |
—
S _
g _
£ _ _
[«2]
8
B
8 o - —-71TT7 TIT
=] Y 4 ---0Ba---0-gpA----0-g-d----0--f----g-Ff----1 -
s - - Son o o o
2 J—J_ J_J_ a DA <]
g | 0
o A
)
LO__ - i
o -4
o L
o

T T T T T T
2 1 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.05

sensitivity factor [n]
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3.4. Sensitivity to burst intensity and asymmetry

The burst intensity is another factor that willfect the sensitivity of the algorithm, since
it will limit the photon statistics available to construt¢tet CDFs. This is shown in figuid 4
and was tested over a similarly-generated set of Gaussdditegras before. Here bursts were
generated with diering numbers of events, between 50-3000, accounting féerdnt count
rates (corresponding tig,.x between 1-10Hz) and for 3 fiiérent burst widths, with rigdecay
times varying between 10-120s.

For a given burst width, thefkect of increasing the number of events in the light curve is
to reduce the RMS of the recovered dispersion parametem lar@aertain number of events
onwards, and depending on the width of the burst, the digidb tends toward a plateau and
little improvement in the RMS is obtained by further incriegshe number of events. As noted
earlier, the sharper the burst, the earlier this plateaedshed. Finally, we have also tested for
any dtects due to profile asymmetry by maintaining the total buidtiwand varying the ratio of
rise/decay time of the flare. The results plotted in Figure 4 shatie method is notfeected
by any intrinsic burst asymmetry, but only by its overall thid
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Figure 4: Sensitivity of the method in relation to the widftttee burst and the number of events in it. The labels in the
key define respectively the rise and fall times of the profilee results are from MC simulations of 10,000 bursts with a
maximum count rate between 1-10Hz.

3.5. Senditivity to energy spectrum
The observation of a single burst or flare is not going to ptedefinitive evidence (or refu-
tation) of energy dependent dispersion due to QG. Insteadn@er of sources demonstrating
10



a consistent behaviour for a range of redshifts will be nemgsto be able to confidently deter-
mine if such an importantfiect exists, and to disentangle it from source-intrinsicslagven

if the intrinsic spectrum for a given source type is idertlmetween objects, the interaction of
the gamma-rays on theftlise extra-galactic background radiation will lead to aestfig of
the observed spectral index with increasing redshift. Timalmer of very high energy events is
intimately related to the energy spectrum; to quantify tystesmatic uncertainty introduced by
this fect in the estimate of*, we simulated 10,000 Gaussian shaped lightcurves, withs 120
rise and fall times and a maximum count rate of 3Hz, for a rasfgedicesl” between -2.5 and
-3.5. The RMS of the recovered is plotted in figuré b, demonstrating an approximately linea
deteoriation on the determination of as the spectrum softens. Thifext is also easy to un-
derstand as the softening of the spectrum represents aidepéhigh-energy photons from the
high-energy CDF.
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Figure 5: The #ect of the spectral index on the uncertainty in the recovelisgersion. The simulated bursts have a
width of 120 s, meaning that the recovered dispersion’s Risi&s from 0.5-20% of the burst width, for an indEx
going from -2.5 to -3.5.

3.6. Burst analysis window

Until now we have treated simulated isolated bursts, forcWhve are confident it is straight-
forward to find a reasonable signal-to-noise ratio abové&dpawnd from which we can define
the burst to stafénd. When analysing transient events within a real light«euas will be done

11



in the next section, it is important to consider theeets of confusion and under-sampling of in-
dividual bursts. If the burst is adjacent to other structwéhin a complex lightcurve it might be
difficult to define with precision its start and end times, and &mugsition of diferent features
might be unavoidable. In particular, the highest energystategged events could then fall out-
side an inappropriately chosen analysis window, thtexcting the profile reconstruction. Also,
if the burst is at the edge of an observation run, data coulahissing for part of the flare, this
loss of information will also be energy-dependent if there lags in the light-curve and this is
likely to affect the performance of the reconstruction.

To test for theseféects and assess if a proper reconstruction of the origidles of lagged
light-curves is still possible within our framework, we fimmed two sets of MC simulations,
for which we generated two groups of 10,000 Gaussian burigiis590 events each, a spectral
index of' = —2.5 and an energy resolution of 20% was used.

For the first set, represented in figlile 6, the analysis cermida series of windows around
the peak position of the burst of widths equal to 1, 2, 3 andresi the combined rigall time
(tr.q) of the burst (where these relate to the time for full-withidlf-maximumt, +ty = tewrm), to
simulate dfferent degrees of under-sampling. In this case, a so-cdhaadsparent window” was
used. This means that the CDFs are built only with the evéatisfall within the time window
boundaries after the dispersion cancellation has beernedplut for each dierent value ofr
events are allowed to pass into and out of the window’s bouesla updating the CDF at each
new step of the algorithm.

The result is that a very narrow window around the bufi&ds the accuracy of the recon-
struction, increasing the RMS by up to 20% when only the FWHMuad the burst peak is used
to build the CDF. This degradingfect can be understood as a consequence of an ill-defined
shape for the CDF. Thdfect is present for all the range of sensitivity factors wsheing more
pronounced for smalley. This suggests that in using the method one should atteniptiicde
as much of the burst as possible into the analysis, in orderctade the most possible infor-
mation on the profile shape for the CDF comparisons. An anlyitthoice of a narrow window
about the peak of the burst to artificially redugdoes not improve the results, due to a loss of
information in the CDFs on the shape of the wings of the digtion. Of course this observation
is no prescription for the analysis. Ideally the time windas@und the burst should be at least
3trwn M, but in the case that the burst is confused with other featilve analyser should simply
be aware of this degrading factor when determining the cenfd intervals for.

This also demonstrates that whilst individual sub-flaréuiezs may be resolved, they can still
potentially influence each other. If a train of bursts is ttwsely aligned with respect to each
other for an individual analysis to be conducted, then acuuations show that the critical factor
is to account for the rig&all parts of the profile of the firgast burst respectively. In such cases,
the best approach to the analysis is to consider the trainmstdtogether, rather than trying to
split the bursts into ill-sampled individual features.

As a final note, in the same way that events pertaining to thst lban be selected out of the
analysis window, events not pertaining to the burst can @staminate the analysis during the
cancellation procedure, for instance from background &svenfrom superposing bursts closely
aligned in time. This will produce similar kinds offects as the case treated in figlite 6. As
before, a compromise has to be found (if necessary via dedisamulations with a configuration
as similar as possible to that of the real lightcurve) betweslucing the contamination and
sampling well the profile of each individual burst.

There is a second class of situations when a burst will beruset@pled at the detection level
rather than in the analysis procedure, for instance wheiuhngt occurs close to the stamd
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times of an observation run. In this case, events are lost@@ently. To simulate thisfiect we
introduce a so-called “opague window” in the analysis, etrerents that are initially out of the
analysis window for a = 0 will not be admitted in as changes during the steps of the cancella-
tion algorithm. The results are shown in Figlife 7. In thisegdse fact that weermanently lose

a high proportion of high energy events (because they are spyead or dispersed then the low
energy ones) means that not only will the RMS be worsened,referentially lose the events
that will most accurately recover the correct dispersion.

The three dierent data groups represented in Fiddre 7 are for sengitadtorsy equal to
0.5, 0.2 and 0.1. Note that the case of longer duration bisrtie most &ected, simply because
in this case more high-energy events are permanently lost fine burst window, relative to the
low-n case. Within each dataset, points 1-5 indicate the sizeeofihdow in units oftewnm.
Here, the permanent loss of information about the mostddgeyents mean that the true lag
7" is reconstructed wrongly the closer the burst maximum is¢ostartend of the observation
window. Therefore, as before, the conclusion is that winglaswide as- 3tpywym around the
flare peak give the best compromise between burst width dathiiation content. Another con-
clusion from this analysis is that the search for lags in @flar which a large portion is missing
from the burst (more thary4 of the the total number of events) is certainly not reconeen
S0 observation strategies that maximise the amount of arcedime in lightcurve monitoring
(such as|[18]) are definitely encouraged.

In any case, as before, a complete simulation, or bootstfape observed light-curve is the
best way to assess the correct RMS from the combiffedtf all cases discussed in this section.
An example of this approach to the analysis of real dataisglisen next.

4. Application to PKS 2155-304 flare simulations

In the previous section we have discussed all the princarzibfs contributing to the uncer-
tainty in the reconstructed lag. We have illustrated thosthb simple case of isolated Gaussian
bursts. We are now in a position to test thfeaacy of the method to recover a dispersion in
some realistic lightcurves. To do so, we move from the sirtgdés on Gaussian profiles to work
on simulated datasets based on fitted profiles for the large #aPKS 2155-304 from 2006
[@]. For consistency with previous work done on the PKS 21&tadet, and to enable people
to reproduce our work, we use exactly the same profile fitsepitesl in the original H.E.S.S.
publication, instead of searching for and separating tbidual bursts ourselves (step 1 of the
analysis procedure). This introduces a binned and paraisedeaspect to the method, for that is
how the lightcurve features were identifiedlin [7]. To keep thethod truly non-parametric and
unbinned, an approach such as the Bayesian Blocks [19]i#igoto search for the time window
cuts could be applied and is recommended, but it does nogettae results we present here as
this exceptional flare of PKS2155-304 is well resolved.

There are 5 prominent flaring events (labelled BF1-5) notedtis lightcurve, reproduced
in figure[8, and the relevant parameters for the generalisad&an fits are reproduced in ta-
ble[d. The simulated event times are generated by randonsdram a distribution described
by Equatior#, each flare summed to give the total lightcuil@each event time, an energy
value is then randomly attributed from a power law distridut with E, > 120 GeV. As there
was no evidence for any spectral variability (at thieé > 0.2 level [7]) during the night, for
simplicity we adopted a simple power law distribution witsectral index of = —3.5 in our
simulations; changing the model to the broken power-lawifigigin [7] makes no dference to
the general conclusions discussed here. The error in thgyereconstruction of a single event
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Figure 7: Sensitivity of the Kolmogorov distance methodatation to the size of the “opaque” window used to construct
the CDFs from the burst profile. Thefiifirent datasets correspondjte: 0.1 (circles), 0.2 (triangles), 0.5 (stars) respec-
tively. The number 1-5 within each dataset are for window&-6f trwHm) widths, respectively. The results are from
MC simulations of 10,000 bursts generated from a Gaussiapestand an associated energy resolution to each event of
~ 20%. The actual value of the induced lag is indicated by thieedovertical line.
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is dominated by systematic uncertainties and is estimatée of the order of 15% throughout
the entire energy range. In reality the energy resolutiam fisnction of energy, improving for
higher energies, and so this value can be taken as a worsscasario. Then, to simulate the
energy dependent dispersion, a systematic delasis applied to each photon’s true energy and
the recovery procedure was carried out based on the insttatyesmeared energy values.

Flare | twax Max. Rate o, oy K

[s] [HZ] [s] [s]

BF1 | 2460 1.33 173 610 1.07
BF2 | 3528 1.25 116 178 1.43
BF3 | 4278 1.99 404 269 1.59
BF4 | 4770 1.19 178 657 2.01
BF5 | 5298 0.74 67 620 2.44

Table 1: Parameters used for the generalised Gaussian lii¢ 8BKS 2155-304 flare simulations, based on the original
H.E.S.S. analysis resulis [7]. The third column (Max Ragé@ns to the maximum count rate of each burst, corresponding
to its peak flux at timémay. The parameters, andog are the rise and decay time constants of each burst amleasure

of the sharpness of the peak (see text for details).

In a real-case analysis like the one shown here, there aradwrivial steps (numbers 1 and
2 of the list shown in section 3) that must be considered:h@)ahoice of the analysis window
around each burst and (ii) the choice of the energy bounslarieonstruct the CDFs. Figuré 9
shows the results of our analysis on theet of the choice of the high energy cut on the RMS
of the reconstructed dispersion parameter for the indalilares. The improvement in the RMS
as the cut moves away from the soft energy band is notabls.fdtlowed by the presence of
an optimal plateau around and above 1 TeV and worsening RM&abTeV due to a loss of
event statistics. All this reproduces what was seen in thaliffare shape case of section/ 3.1 and
shows the choice of 1 TeV for kh to be a good one. The uncertainty in the reconstructed lags
(in §TeV) were determined from Monte Carlo simulations perfadrfeg each individual burst.
The top panel of figure_10 shows an example of values of the Kgbrov distanc®y for each
different dispersion parametertested in the analysis. The middle panel shows the distoibut
of Dk versusr* for 10,000 realisations of BF2, from which confidence inas\for the lag were
derived, as shown in the lower panel histogram.

4.1. Testing the recovery of a known induced dispersion

To demonstrate theflecacy for recovering a dispersion, for each simulated lighte in fig-
ure[11 we introduced an artificial dispersion betwe&00< 7 < 100 gTeV, which we aimed to
recover with the dispersion cancellation algorithm andimisation of the Kolmogorov metric.
The algorithm was applied to each of the five major burst festin the dataset, BF 1-5, gen-
erating five sets of independent measurements. Whilst th8 BMhe recovered dispersiat
leaves uncertainty in the true dispersigrthe mean of the recovered dispersion is an accurate
reflection of the true dispersion. This shows that the messeant of multiple flares from a single
object could be used in combination to give a more accurditaa® of any induced dispersion,
since they should be the same for all flares if they have aindrigoropagation ffects. Also, the
accuracy of the recovery over a large range of the paramgéeesdemonstrates that a number
of objects at dferent redshifts could then accurately trace a distancendigme (i.e. propagation
induced) dispersion.
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Figure 8: The parent population light curve of the MJID 53946R2155-304 big flare event simulation. The individual
bursts BF1-5 (see tablel are marked by the thin lines and dbbed line shows the constant signal 10% of the
maximum count rate) onto which the bursts are superimpo¥atlies are renormalised from the flux valueslin [7] to
count rates here. The heavy line denotes the cumulativedigive. The grey shaded regions mark out the location and
extent of the Ity g windows for the bursts, the black bands correspond to thee glgts due to observing run transitions
(see section 316).
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4.2. Estimating the limitsto QG measurements from the Kolmogorov metric

It is known from previous studies of this dataset that themo spectral dispersion present in
the PKS 2155-304 big flare night lightcurve that is large etoto be detectable within current
instrument’s sensitivities. We therefore limit ourseltesusing the simulations of the dataset
as a test-bed for assessing the sensitivity of the methodealdife case. Thé&qgs sensitivity
limits that could be placed from the application of the aitjon to the big flares from PKS 2155-
304 are presented in talilé 2. We adopted a linear relatiomeleet the lag and energy of the
photon ¢ = 1 in equatiol R) for thé&qg limit estimates in the final column. The mean energy
differencg AE) between the low- and high-energy profiles is also given. lNaethe sensitivity
limits obtained here are comparable with the most consirgiresults achieved to date from
more complex analyses of this particular flare [2]. This testuwows that this simple method has
the potential to probe QGfiects toat least the same levels achieved by the current tests using
AGN, with the advantage that, by separating the light-cumi@ multiple bursts, from a single
dataset we can derive multiple independent measures oathe quantity.

Flare | (AE) o Eoc
[TeVv] [s/TeVv] [10°GeV]
BF1 | 1.42 +24.1 > 0.15
BF2 | 1.23 +16.4 > 0.19
BF3 | 1.40 +18.6 > 0.2
BF4 1.25 +24.4 >0.13
BF5 | 1.29 +245 > 0.14

Table 2: Results for each of the PKS2155 big flare night sulkStaE) is the mean energy filerence between the low-
and high-energy CDFaa, corresponds to the standard deviation of a Gaussian fit thigtegram ofr* from 10,000
simulated lightcurves. The sensitivity limits dinc correspond to the 95% confidence levels from the uncertamty
the recovered™. Note that these values are not real estimatelSgf limits from the PKS 2155-304 observations, but
sensitivity estimates to searches in a simulated dataset.

It is apparent in figure“11 that any dispersioh< 50 9TeV is unlikely to be confidently de-
termined from an individual flare observed with the curresnigration of Cherenkov telescopes.
The exceptional flares described here each have too smail@afy to resolve such a signature
individually, the even longer typical widths of observed FAGN flares only serves to reinforce
this point. Nevertheless, the fact that lags can be acdynateonstructed over a large range of
7, demonstrated by the correct mean value of the reconstriegs, supports the idea that the
combined results of a number of flares from an individual sewould improve th&gg limits
considerably for each given object.

5. Discussion and Conclusions

We presented here an unbinned, non-parametric methodtiofgdsr energy dependent dis-
persion in a lightcurve that is fiiciently robust to work under the constraints of scarce dagnt
statistics and the modest energy resolution expected f& yhimma-ray data analysis, the latter
issue having been noted as a limiting factor in other simpeatsion cancellation methods, eg
[13]. The applicability of the method is based on the fact thaandom distribution of events
in energy will give rise to indistinguishable time profilesr (CDFs) that can thus be directly
compared using some kind of statistical metric, among wttieliKolmogorov metric was found
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by us to be best suited to our purposes. When used in compunefth unbinned algorithms
for identifying variability features like flares in lightewes, such as for example the Bayesian
Blocks algorithm[19], the analysis chain would be an ehtirmn-parametric way to search for
energy dependent dispersion (though such an analysis imtekie scope of this rather specific
discussion).

We have discussed in detail the factors contributing to theettainty in the determination
of a lag, and the method was subsequently applied to theectuatig case study of looking for
a small magnitude dispersion expected from a specific Q@eiad LIV, following the form of
equatiori L. Itis already known that there is no dispersi@sgnt in the PKS 2155-304 big flare
night lightcurve that is any larger than the limits achidedyy our method, presented in table 2
[1], therefore we did not attempt to derive further limitsngsthat exemplary dataset. It should
be noted, however, that the limits for each of the simulatdatftares are at least a factor of
two better than the cross-correlation method of [1] and camalple to the much more complex
analysis of|[2]; but while those two methods used the enightis lightcurve as a single dataset
to derive their limits this method has the advantage of baiolg to treat distinct bursts within
the lightcurve as independent tests. Analysing a largerbmuraf individual sub-flare features
with the method presented here, and posteriorly combinatgtéstical sample of flares to obtain
a single estimate (or limit) on dispersion could correspogly make for yet more constraining
limits on LIV.

In section 3.6 we found the intuitive result that the undatiain any measured dispersion
scales inversely with the hardness of the energy spectrhim.also leads to the slightly counter-
intuitive consequence that a nearer AGN such as Mrk421 irgh &iate (egl [20, 21]) could
provide as constraining a limit, if not more so, than a mosgadtit object (like PKS 2155-304) if it
showed similar variability timescales. This is solely do¢hte harder observed spectra, meaning
an increased number of high energy photons being detedtaioiethe nearer object (due to
less absorption by the extragalactic background light)is Tould give a smaller uncertainty
on the dispersion even if the expected magnitude of the dedagy smaller. At a redshift of
z ~ 0.03 for Mrk421, the expected dispersion would be- 1gTeV for Planck mass scale
guantum gravity; with a next generation observatory suc8® [22] the number of photons
above 10 TeV in minute scale flares could potentially pushettigected sensitivityy an order
of magnitude beyond what is achievable today with AGN steidiehis means that such AGN
studies could perhaps surpass even the current Fermi limitSRB 090510/ [6] making for a
useful independent confirmation of that result. The comineormation from dfferent source
classes and over afigient range in redshift would then enable to distinguishiveen intrinsic
source and external propagation induced disperdi@cts.

The performance on the method has been tested on a spec#iclzdasthis method is, of
course, not just limited to searches for a linear expangion and VHE gamma-ray observations
provide the highest energy photon datasets for probingubdmtic term of equatidd 1 (e.d., [2]).
The simple isotropic dispersion scheme of equdilon 1 algtents a number of aspects of poten-
tial Lorentz violation &ects, such as birefringence and direction dependent vacatafficients
for Lorentz invariance (see eg equation 145 of [23]) whichldanake up interesting follow-up
studies with either this or next generation.gamma-raptelpe datasets. Neither is our method
just limited to ground based VHE gamma-ray datasets, theneetd baseline for the Fermi GRB
datasets can more than compensate for the lower photonieséngth regard to the linear term,
[6]), and tests for birefringencyfiects (which instead cause a spread in the wave packets [23])
have been made using INTEGRAL observations of the highlggiggéd GRB 041219A. Unfor-
tunately it is not currently possible to determine the pektion of gamma-rays from ground
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based obervations, so this case has not be dealt with harkrdadening of the lightcurve can
also arise in certain models that predict a stochastic,rdup@nal aspect to the refractive index
(eg [24]), though such tests may be better aided with a mibiaids optimal in testing the change
in kurtosis of the lightcurve, rather than the skewnesssasl here.

Most importantly of all, the method for testing for the pnese of a dispersion is not limited
to just testing for Lorentz invariance violatioffects. Indeed any physical model that introduces
a width or a delay in the emission, such as acceleration mvttié emission region (eg [25]) or
due to cascading on the intergalactic magnetic field(eg)[2@h be adopted as the model for
the time delay correction. These are all tests to be pursutedire work and not in the scope of
this paper, which is to present the method, its benefits amithliions.
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Appendix A. Light Curve Representation

In order to apply the algorithm, it is necessary to define hmwanstruct the CDFs from the
low and high-energy event sequences of the burst under &tely 3 of the analysis procedure).
Given that the Kolmogorov distance is a metric for prob#pdistributions, the event sequence
must be normalised. Since the dataset is composed of tingecragrgy-tagged events, the can-
cellation will be applied to every photon individually saatmone of the available information
is left out of the analysis. The simplest choice for représgrthe data is therefore to construct
empirical CDFs for both the low- and high-energy profiles &g $unctions from the original
event sequence, according to the following rule:

CDF : F(t) =i/N, (A.1)

wheret; is the time of the'f' event in the sequence, ahdis the total number of events in the
sequence. In this construction, the height of each stepristant and equal th~! (the CDF is
defined between 0 and 1), and the length of each step equalsitieg time between events in
the sequence. All the timing information of the temporalsatce is thus explicitly preserved in
this representation.

A different representation of the dataset was proposed in Sedle(2008)/[13], and can be
used as an alternative way of constructing the CDF. In tinisagentation, the dataset is tesselated
so that the photon sequence is represented by a series @béelidth dt; constructed around
each event. A cell density is then defined by the rute= 1/dt;, which can be interpreted as the
instantaneous rate of the process at ttm&hich is later normalised into a discrete probability
distribution: p; = X;/ > . The CDF in this case would be:

CDF : F(t) = Z pi, (A.2)
t<t
For the application of the Kolmogorov distance metric, werfd that the first representation
in equatior A1 is more appropriate. This is because the matmof the cell densities repre-

sentation can be dominated by spikes resulting from verylsntar-event times in some cells,
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originating from the noise of the Poisson process, whichinifoduce excessive “raggedness”
in the CDF representation. This can be seen in the right periiglure[A.12 where we compare
the low- and high-energy CDFs from a simulated burst profitedal on the burst BF1 of the VHE
flare of PKS 2155-304 observed with H.E.S.S. In this casé patfiles superpose, as there is no
significant dispersion present, but the cell density regmgion results in additional fluctuations
in the constructed CDFs. A way to circumvent this problermhimithe cell representation is to
adopt a logarithmic scale for the density — for example: log(1/dt) — which better recovers
the shape of the profile.
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