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ABSTRACT

We have studied the nature and origin of the soft X-ray excess detected in the interesting changing-

look AGN (CLAGN) Mrk 590 using two decades of multi-wavelength observations from XMM-Newton,

Suzaku, Swift and NuSTAR. In the light of vanishing soft excess in this CLAGN, we test two mod-

els, “the warm Comptonization” and “the ionized disk reflection” using extensive UV/X-ray spectral
analysis. Our main findings are: (1) the soft X-ray excess emission, last observed in 2004, vanished in

2011, and never reappeared in any of the later observations, (2) we detected a significant variability

(∼ 300%) in the observed optical-UV and power-law flux between observations with the lowest state

(L bol = 4.4 × 1043 erg s−1, in 2016) and the highest state (L bol = 1.2 × 1044 erg s−1, in 2018), (3)

the UV and power-law fluxes follow same temporal pattern, (4) the photon index showed a significant
variation (Γ = 1.88+0.02

−0.08 and Γ = 1.58+0.02
−0.03 in 2002 and 2021 respectively) between observations, (5)

no Compton hump was detected in the source spectra but a narrow FeKα line is present in all ob-

servations, (6) we detected a high-energy cut-off in power-law continuum (92+55
−25 keV and 60+10

−08 keV)

with the latest NuSTAR observations, (7) the warm Comptonization model needs an additional diskbb
component to describe the source UV bump, (8) there is no correlation between the Eddington rate and

the soft excess as found in other changing-look AGNs. We conclude that given the spectral variability

in UV/X-rays, the ionized disk reflection or the warm Comptonization models may not be adequate

to describe the vanishing soft excess feature observed in Mrk 590.

Keywords: galaxies: Seyfert, X-rays: galaxies, AGN: Changing-look, quasars: individual: Mrk 590

1. INTRODUCTION

The X-ray continuum of Active Galactic Nuclei

(AGNs) is mostly dominated by a power-law component

arising in a hot corona via inverse Compton scattering

of soft seed photons. The presence of soft X-ray excess
(soft excess from here on) emission below 2 keV is com-

monly observed in the X-ray spectra of type 1 AGNs and
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is often used to study in detail the accretion disk/corona

geometry and the physical processes that govern it. This

soft excess emission was first discovered in the 1980s,

(Arnaud et al. 1985; Singh et al. 1985) and since then

has been observed in a large fraction of AGNs over time,
and using different X-ray telescopes, (Barr 1986; Turner

& Pounds 1988; Ghosh et al. 1992; Laor et al. 1994; Piro

et al. 1997; Pounds et al. 2001; Gierliński & Done 2004;

Dewangan et al. 2007; Ponti et al. 2010; Nardini et al.
2011; Laha et al. 2013, 2014a; Ghosh et al. 2016, 2018;

Porquet et al. 2018; Laha et al. 2019; Garćıa et al. 2019;

Ghosh & Laha 2020; Middei et al. 2020; Ghosh & Laha
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2021). Characterizing the soft excess is an important

tool in investigating the AGN central region that is still

unresolved with the state of the art telescopes. How-

ever, the physical origin of soft excess is still debated in
literature (Crummy et al. 2006; Done et al. 2012; Garćıa

et al. 2019; Xu et al. 2021; Ghosh & Laha 2021).

Historically, the type 1 AGNs have been favored to

study this excess emission as they provide us with a

direct view of the spatially unresolved central region
(Urry & Padovani 1995) of the AGNs. However, re-

cent studies have detected large spectral state changes

in AGNs that challenges our current understanding of

Type 1 and Type 2 AGN classification. In the last cou-
ple of years, a dozen luminous “changing-look AGNs”

(CLAGNs) (Matt et al. 2003) were discovered to exhibit

strong, persistent changes in luminosity, accompanied

by the dramatic emergence or disappearance of broad

Balmer emission-line (Shappee et al. 2014; Denney et al.
2014; LaMassa et al. 2015; Yang et al. 2018; MacLeod

et al. 2019). For most of the sources, this changing-look

behavior is considered as an intrinsic property of the

central engine (Sheng et al. 2017; Mathur et al. 2018;
Stern et al. 2018; Hutsemékers et al. 2019) implying that

“type” is not always associated with the viewing angle

of the observer. Some of the possible explanations that

have been put forward by these studies are, (1) changing

the inner disk radius leading to state transition (Ruan
et al. 2019; Noda & Done 2018), (2) radiation pressure

instabilities in the disk (Sniegowska et al. 2020), (3) tidal

disruptive events (TDEs) (Ricci et al. 2020a), (4) vari-

ation in the accretion rate (Elitzur et al. 2014), and (5)
variable obscuration causing a switch from a Compton-

thick to Compton-thin absorption in the X-ray band

(Guainazzi 2002; Matt et al. 2003). Hence studying the

origin of soft excess in a changing-look AGN can shed

light not only on the cause of changing-look but also the
relation between soft excess and changing-look nature.

Mrk 590 (also known as NGC 863) is a nearby (z =

0.0264), X-ray bright CLAGN, which has shown similar

dramatic changes in amplitude of broad Balmer emission
lines (Osterbrock & Martel 1993; Denney et al. 2014;

Mathur et al. 2018; Raimundo et al. 2019). The source

has changed from type 1.5 (Osterbrock 1977) to type

1 (Peterson et al. 1998) and then to type ∼ 1.9−2 (Den-

ney et al. 2014). Mrk 590 also showed significant vari-
ability in luminosity at optical wavelength as the central

AGN brightened by a factor of ∼ 10 between the 1970s

and 1990s, then faded by a factor of ∼ 100 between

the 1990s and 2013. Denney et al. (2014) suggested the
change in source luminosity due to drop in black hole

accretion rate. Later, Mathur et al. (2018) studied the

Chandra and Hubble Space Telescope observations from

2014 and showed that Mrk 590 was changing its appear-

ance again to type 1, most possibly due to episodic ac-

cretion events. Raimundo et al. (2019) discovered that

after ∼ 10 years of absence, the optical broad emission
lines of Mrk 590 have reappeared. However, the op-

tical continuum flux was still ∼ 10 times lower than

that observed during the most luminous state in the

1990s. In 2015, Yang et al. (2021) studied the source

with very long baseline interferometry (VLBI) observa-
tions with the European VLBI Network (EVN) at 1.6

GHz and found a faint (∼ 1.7mJy) radio jet extending

up to ∼ 1.4pc. Both parsec-scale jet and type changes

in Mrk 590 were attributed to variable accretion onto
the super massive black hole (SMBH). The study of X-

ray spectra of Mrk 590 also revealed very interesting

features (Rivers et al. 2012). The soft excess emission

present in the XMM-Newton observation in 2004 have

vanished in the 2011 Suzaku observations while the pho-
ton index and the 2−10 keV continuum flux have varied

only minimally (10%). The 2013 Chandra observation

(Mathur et al. 2018) showed the source to be still in a

low state, however, the presence of a weak soft excess
was observed.

This variability in the soft excess flux in a nearby, X-

ray bright source such as Mrk 590, provides us with an

opportunity to study in detail the origin and nature of

this emission in the light of its changing-look nature. In
this work, the main science goals we want to address are,

(1) the origin and nature of the soft excess emission and

(2) to investigate the likely cause of the type change in

this CLAGN. We use multi-epoch and multi-wavelength
observations of Mrk 590 available in the HEASARC

archive. We used two physically motivated models, the

relativistic reflection from an ionized accretion disk and

the intrinsic thermal Comptonization, to describe the

soft excess emission.
The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 describes

the observation and data reduction techniques. The

steps taken in the spectral analysis are discussed in Sec-

tion 3. Section 4 includes the main results followed by
in-depth discussion in Section 5 and finally conclusions

in Section 6. Throughout this paper, we assumed a

cosmology with H0 = 71 km s−1 Mpc−1,ΩΛ = 0.73 and

ΩM = 0.27.

2. OBSERVATION AND DATA REDUCTION

We have used multi-epoch, multi-wavelength data sets
publicly available in the HEASARC archive as on Jan-

uary 2021. Our observations span a baseline of almost

20 years from 2002 to 2021. We have included all the

available simultaneous Swift and NuSTAR observations,
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Table 1. The X-ray observations of Mrk 590 used in our work.

X-ray observation Short Date of obs Net

Satellite id id Exposure

XMM-Newton 0109130301 obs1 01-01-2002 11 ks

0201020201 obs2 04-07-2004 113 ks

Suzaku 705043010 obs3 23-01-2011 62 ks

705043020 obs4 26-01-2011 41 ks

NuSTAR 60160095002 obs5 05-02-2016 22 ks

Swift 00080903001 05-02-2016 6 ks

NuSTAR 80402610002 obs6 27-10-2018 21 ks

Swift 00010949001 28-10-2018 2 ks

NuSTAR 80502630004 obs7 21-01-2020 50 ks

Swift 00013172002 21-01-2020 5 ks

NuSTAR 80502630006 obs8 10-01-2021 42 ks

Swift 00095662033 10-01-2021 10 ks

except for the one in 2019 (NuSTAR observation was

heavily affected by Solar Coronal Mass Ejections). We
have studied two XMM-Newton, two Suzaku and four

simultaneous NuSTAR plus Swift observations (See Ta-

ble 1 for details). There are also three Chandra observa-

tions of this source available in the archive (Longinotti

et al. 2007; Mathur et al. 2018). However, these observa-
tions have very poor signal-to-noise ratio above 7 keV,

crucial to constrain the power-law and neither have si-

multaneous UV flux. Hence we did not use them in our

work.

2.1. XMM-Newton

The XMM-Newton observed Mrk 590 in 2002 January

01 and then in 2004 July 04. The details of the ob-

servations and the short ids are mentioned in Table 1.

Archival data from the EPIC, RGS and OM instruments

are available. We preferred the EPIC-pn (Strüder et al.
2001) over MOS data due to their better signal-to-noise

ratio which is critical for the broadband spectral study of

our source. For both observations (obs1 and obs2), the

EPIC-pn camera operated in the small-window mode.
The EPIC-pn data were reprocessed with V18.0.0 of the

Science Analysis Software (SAS) (Gabriel et al. 2004) us-

ing the task epchain. We created the filtered event list

after screening for flaring background due to high-energy

particles. Circular region of 40 arcsec, centered on the
centroid of the source were used to extract the source

counts whereas 40 arsec circular region, away from the

source but located on the same CCD, was selected to

estimate the background counts. The SAS task epat-

plot was used to estimate the pile-up in our observa-

tions. We found that both obs1 and obs2 are free of

any pile-up. The corresponding response matrix func-

tion (RMF) and auxiliary response function (ARF) for

each observations were created employing the SAS tasks

arfgen and rmfgen. We used the command specgroup to

group the XMM-Newton spectra by a minimum of 20

counts per channel and a maximum of three resolution
elements required for χ2 minimization technique. The

task omichain was used to reduce the data from the Op-

tical Monitor for the six active filters (V, B, U, UVW1,

UVM2 and UVW2). We used the task om2pha to create

the necessary files to be analysed withXSPEC, together
with the simultaneous X-ray data. We corrected the ob-

served UV fluxes for the Galactic reddening assuming

(Fitzpatrick 1999) reddening law with Rv = 3.1. We

fixed the color excess parameter of the redden compo-
nent at E(B − V ) = 0.0306 and the Galactic extinction

coefficient value used was 0.257 (Mrk 590).

2.2. Suzaku

Suzaku started observing Mrk 590 in 2011 January 23,

however, interrupted due to a Target of Opportunity
trigger. The observation continued on 2011 January 26

making them two separate observations (See Table 1.

Suzaku has three X-ray Imaging Spectrometers (XISs)

(Koyama et al. 2007) along with the Hard X-ray Detec-

tor (HXD) (Takahashi et al. 2007) on board that cover
a broad energy band of 0.2−50 keV. There are however

no simultaneous optical-UV observations. In both ob-

servations (obs3 and obs4), the XIS data were obtained

in both 3× 3 and 5× 5 data mode and XIS nominal po-
sition. We reprocessed the data using Suzaku pipeline

with the screening criteria recommended in the Suzaku

Data Reduction Guide. All extractions were done using

HEASOFT (V6.27.2) software and the recent calibration

files. For HXD/PIN, which is a non-imaging instrument,
we used appropriate tuned background files provided

by the Suzaku team and available at the HEASARC

website. We co-added the spectral data from the front-

illuminated XIS instruments to enhance the signal-to-
noise ratio. We used the tool grppha to group the XIS

spectral data from both the observations to a minimum

of 100 counts in each energy bin. We also grouped the

HXD/PIN data to produce ∼ 60 energy bins with more

than 20 counts per bin.

2.3. NuSTAR

We have used four quasi-simultaneous NuSTAR and

Swift observations of Mrk 590 (obs5, obs6, obs7 and

obs8). See Table 1 for details. These are all the currently

available archival data that are free of any technical is-
sues reported in NuSTAR Master Catalog. Year 2016

and 2021, both have two NuSTAR observations that

have simultaneous Swift data. We selected those two

NuSTAR observations, one each from 2016 and 2021,
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that have highest exposure in the Swift XRT instrument.

This is essential for detecting the soft excess in the X-

ray band. We reprocessed the NuSTAR FPM (Harri-

son et al. 2013) and Swift XRT (Burrows et al. 2004)
plus UVOT (Roming et al. 2005) data. For NuSTAR

we produced the cleaned event files using the standard

NUPIPELINE (v2.0.0) command, part of HEASOFT

V6.28 package, and instrumental responses from NuS-

TAR CALDB version V20210202. For lightcurves and
spectra, we used a circular extraction region of 80 arcsec

centered on the source position and a 100 arcsec radius

for background, respectively. The NuSTAR spectra were

grouped to a minimum count of 20 per energy bin, using
the command grppha in the HEASOFT software.

2.4. Swift

The Swift XRT and UVOT data reprocessing and

spectral extraction were carried out following the steps

described in Ghosh et al. (2016, 2018). All the Swift

XRT spectra were grouped by a minimum of 20 counts

per channel. In both observations, Swift UVOT ob-

served the source in all the six filters i.e. in the optical

(V, B, U) bands and the near UV (W1, M2, W2) bands.
We used the UVOT2PHA tool to create the source and

background spectra and used the response files provided

by the Swift team.

3. DATA ANALYSIS

All the spectral fitting were done using the XSPEC
(Arnaud 1996) software. Uncertainties quoted on the

fitted parameters reflect the 90 per cent confidence in-

terval for one interesting parameter, corresponding to

∆χ2 = 2.7 (Lampton et al. 1976). We used the solar
abundances from Wilms et al. (2000) and cross-sections

from Verner et al. (1996). The Galactic column den-

sity value used in our work is NH = 2.77 × 1020cm−2

(Dickey & Lockman 1990), modelled by tbabs, for all

spectral analysis done in this work. We started with
a set of phenomenological models to statistically detect

the different spectral features present at each epoch and

then used physically motivated models to describe the

spectral evolution. We fitted the data sets for each ob-
servation separately in all our spectral analysis. The

simultaneous NuSTAR and Swift data were fitted to-

gether.

3.1. The phenomenological models

We began our spectral fitting of the source spectra
with a set of phenomenological models. This exercise

helps us to characterize the source spectra at differ-

ent epoch and determine the spectral features quantita-

tively. For Mrk 590, we used a power-law representing

the primary continuum emission, diskbb to model the

soft excess, zgauss for the Fe line emission, and pexrav

with a negative reflection fraction to model the Comp-

ton hump. The power-law, diskbb and Gaussian model
components are made free to vary during the spectral

fitting of each observation to check the variability of the

continuum and discrete spectral properties of the source.

We fixed all pexrav model components except for the re-

flection fraction. We tied the photon index and model
normalization of pexrav with that of the primary contin-

uum. The abundance of Iron and other heavier elements

than He was fixed to solar values. We made the incli-

nation of pexrav a free parameter for obs3 only. This
particular observation was selected due to its longest

exposure among the Suzaku and NuSTAR data sets.

We used this best-fit inclination value and fixed it for

all other observations. For all the model components,

we also report the improvement in the χ2 values that
indicates how significant these components are in the

spectral fit. A constant component was added to take

into account the relative normalization of Suzaku and

NuSTAR instruments. In XSPEC the model reads as:
constant×tbabs×(po+diskbb+zgauss+pexrav). Below

we discuss the different epoch of observations using dif-

ferent telescopes.

3.1.1. XMM-Newton

For obs1 and obs2, the two XMM-Newton observa-

tions, fitting the 2 − 5 keV energy band with an ab-
sorbed power-law model and extrapolating to the rest

of the X-ray band revealed a prominent soft excess be-

low 2 keV (See APPENDIX A for details). The addition

of diskbb component improved the fit statistics consider-
ably (∆χ2

∼ 20) for both these observations. The best-

fit value of inner disk temperature is consistent with

a best-fit value of 0.23+0.05
−0.05 keV and 0.20+0.03

−0.04 keV for

obs1 and obs2 respectively. Next, we added a Gaussian

component to the best-fit model. We could not constrain
the line width σ for the FeK line emission. We obtained

an upper limit of 0.10 keV and 0.06 keV for obs1 and

obs2 respectively. The best-fit power-law photon index

values were consistent between observations. All best-
fit parameter values along with their fit-statistics are

quoted in Table 2.

3.1.2. Suzaku

Obs3 and obs4, the two Suzaku observations, are fitted

with similar a set of models. We fitted the 2−10 keV en-

ergy band with absorbed power-law model and did not
find any excess emission in the source spectra (See AP-

PENDIX A for details). To determine the upper limit

on soft excess flux, we added a diskbb component to

the absorbed power-law model. We could not constrain
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the inner disk temperature and for better comparison,

fixed it to 0.20 keV, the best-fit value we got from the

spectral fit of obs2. Obs2 was preferred for its longer

exposure. We found an excess emission around 6 keV
for both obs3 and obs4 and added a Gaussian compo-

nent to the set of models. We found a poor constraint

on the line width σ for obs4 (0.09+0.09
−0.07 keV) and only an

upper limit of < 0.12 keV for obs3. We investigated the

hard X-ray band above 10 keV for Compton hump and
modelled the data with pexrav. We found only an upper

limit of the reflection fraction value (R) for obs3 and

for obs4 this value was poorly constrained (0.35+0.35
−0.30).

The improvement in statistics was not significant (See
Table 2).

3.1.3. NuSTAR and Swift

We used four (obs5, obs6, obs7, obs8) simultaneous

Swift and NuSTAR observations. We followed the same

spectral fitting procedure mentioned above and started
with the absorbed power-law model. We did not find

any soft excess emission and addition of diskbb does not

improve the fit-statistics for any of the observations. In-

terestingly, for obs7 and obs8, with longer exposures,
we could constrain the high energy cutoff of the power-

law component (See APPENDIX A for details)). We

used cut-off power-law model and found a lower limit of

the electron temperature to be > 95 keV and > 79 keV.

The Fe emission line was modelled with a Gaussian com-
ponent and we found upper limits of σ < 0.45 keV and

σ < 0.44 keV on the emission line width for obs5 and

obs6 respectively. We were able to constrain the line

width for obs7 and obs8 with σ = 0.24+0.33
−0.16 keV and

0.19+0.14
−0.10 keV respectively. We did not find any positive

residual above 10 keV in any of the NuSTAR observa-

tions. As a result, addition of pexrav component did not

improve the fit statistics (See Table 2).

3.1.4. Summary of results

With our phenomenological modelling of the source

spectra we found the presence of soft excess in the XMM-

Newton observations and a relatively weak and narrow

(σ < 0.4 keV) Fe emission line. We did not find the
presence of any obscuration or Compton hump above

10 keV in the source spectra. We use physically moti-

vated models next to investigate these spectral features

in detail.

3.2. The physical models

3.2.1. Ionized disk reflection

We used the relxill model, version 1.4.0, (Garćıa et al.

2014; Dauser et al. 2014) in our spectral fitting. This

model assumes the origin of soft excess to be relativistic

reflection from an ionized accretion disk or simply ion-

ized reflection. We added the MyTorus model (Yaqoob

et al. 2010; Yaqoob & Murphy 2011) to take into ac-

count the distant neutral reflection from outer part of
the disk or torus. In XSPEC, our model reads as

constant×tbabs×(relxill+MyTorus). The relxill model

describes the soft X-ray excess emission, the X-ray con-

tinuum and the broad Fe Kα emission line. The distant

neutral reflection on the other hand is modelled with the
two MyTorus model components, first MyTorusL, which

describes the iron Fe Kα and Kβ lines and second the

MyTorusS, which models the scattered emission due to

the reflection of primary power-law emission from the
torus. The best fit parameters of model components for

all observations are quoted in Table 3, along with their

chi-squared fit statistic.

The relxillmodel assumes a lamp-post geometry of the

corona where part of the hard X-ray continuum enters
the accretion disk, ionizes it and emits fluorescence lines.

These emission lines then get blurred and distorted due

to the extreme gravity around the central super massive

black hole (SMBH) and along with scattered emission
from ionized accretion disk, produces the soft excess

emission and a broad Fe emission line around 6 keV.

The transition between this relativistic and Newtonian

geometry is characterized by a breaking radius rbr . We

fix the emissivity index of reflection from the disk outside
this rbr (q2) at 3, as expected for a point source under

Newtonian geometry at a large distance from the source.

Whereas, the emissivity inside the radius rbr , q1, was al-

lowed to vary as this region falls under the relativistic
high-gravity regime and previous studies (Dabrowski &

Lasenby 2001; Miniutti et al. 2003; Wilkins & Fabian

2011) suggest a very steeply falling profile in the inner

parts of the disk. In our spectral fits with phenomeno-

logical models we did not detect any broad Fe emission
line which would indicate an rotating black hole. To

confirm the non-detection, we tested two extreme sce-

narios. First, we fixed the black hole spin parameter to

maximum value of 0.998 and the inner radius (rin) to
1.24rg, lowest value allowed in the model, and in the

second scenario, we fixed the spin to zero and inner ra-

dius to 6rg. We found that the fit-statistics is insensitive

to both rotating and non-rotating scenarios for all our

observations. Since the data are insensitive to the spin
of the black hole, we continued with the non-rotating

black hole scenario in all the spectral fits in our work.

Accordingly, we fixed rbr to a larger value of 10rg and,

q1, the emissivity index inside rbr to 3.
The availability of hard X-ray data beyond 10 keV

for obs3 to obs8 involving Suzaku, Swift and NuSTAR,

provided us an opportunity to measure the high-energy
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Table 2. The best fit parameters of the baseline phenomenological models for the observations of Mrk 590.

Models Parameter obs1 obs2 obs3 obs4 obs5 obs6 obs7 obs8

Gal. abs. NH (×1020 cm−2) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f)

powerlaw Γ 1.79+0.07
−0.03 1.76+0.04

−0.04 1.70+0.01
−0.01 1.70+0.01

−0.01 1.64+0.10
−0.09 1.66+0.10

−0.09 1.64+0.05
−0.04 1.61+0.05

−0.05

norm (10−3) 1.19+0.09
−0.12 1.56+0.06

−0.06 1.78+0.02
−0.02 1.59+0.02

−0.02 0.62+0.10
−0.08 0.65+0.10

−0.09 2.86+0.16
−0.16 1.38+0.10

−0.09

ECutoff ( keV) −− −− −− −− −− −− > 95 > 79

diskbb Tin ( keV) 0.23+0.05
−0.05 0.20+0.03

−0.04 0.20(f) 0.20(f) 0.20(f) 0.20(f) 0.20(f) 0.20(f)

norm 22.4+7.1
−7.6 28.5+3.7

−10.7 7.1+5.5
−5.6 9.9+5.2

−6.6 < 11.9 < 19.5 < 5.1 < 25.8

A ∆χ2/dof 21/2 26/2 4/1 9/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 3/1

Gaussian E( keV) 6.39+0.05
−0.06 6.41+0.03

−0.03 6.42+0.03
−0.03 6.42+0.05

−0.04 6.48+0.21
−0.16 6.48+0.22

−0.16 6.35+0.17
−0.08 6.32+0.08

−0.08

σ( keV) < 0.10 < 0.06 < 0.12 0.09+0.09
−0.07 < 0.45 < 0.44 0.24+0.33

−0.16 0.19+0.14
−0.10

norm (10−5) 1.05+0.51
−0.46 0.78+0.23

−0.24 1.23+0.26
−0.25 1.02+0.37

−0.30 0.73+0.46
−0.39 0.72+0.45

−0.39 2.61+1.35
−0.71 1.68+0.49

−0.43

A ∆χ2/dof 17/3 33/3 99/3 53/3 14/3 15/3 75/3 54/3

Pexrav B R < 0.57 0.31 (t) < 0.24 0.35+0.35
−0.30 < 0.44 < 0.53 −− −−

Incl(degree) 12(t) 12 (t) 12(*) 12(t) 12(t) 12(t) −− −−

A ∆χ2/dof 4/2 7/2 2/2 4/2 3/2 4/2 −− −−

Gaussian EqW (eV) 174 123 150 132 227 169 182 229

χ2/dof 104/122 201/161 907/831 555/549 193/208 304/313 878/837 572/613
A The ∆χ2 improvement in statistics upon addition of the corresponding discrete component.

B The model pexrav was used only for Suzaku and NuSTAR observation as it had broad band spectra necessary for constraining
the parameters. The values quoted for the XMM-Newton observations are from the simultaneous fit of all the data sets.

R represents the reflection component only.
The temperature at inner disk radius Tin (keV) for Suzaku and Swift + NuSTAR observations, when made free, was taking

very low values and hence was fixed at 0.2 keV.
(*) indicates parameters are not constrained

cut-off in this changing-look AGN. We made the pa-

rameter Ecut free in all our fits. However, we could not

constrain the value of the Ecut for obs3 to obs6. Inter-
estingly, we get a well-constrained high energy cut-off

of 92+65
−25 keV and 60+10

−08 keV for obs7 and obs8, respec-

tively. To robustly identify the errors on the energy

cut-off, we carried out some statistical tests. Using the
steppar command in XSPEC, we determined the con-

fidence intervals for the parameter. In Fig. 1, (top panel)

we show the example of obs4 and obs6 where the Ecut

could not be constrained. The bottom panel shows the

confidence intervals of obs7 and obs8, where Ecut is well
constrained. Obs1 and obs2 involving XMM-Newton do

not cover above 10 keV energy band. We tested with dif-

ferent Ecut values (60, 90, and 300 keV) and noted that

the fit is insensitive to the parameter and hence fixed
the parameter to 300 keV for these two observations.

The iron abundance of the material in the accretion

disk is represented by the parameter AFe. We first tied

this parameter between obs1 and obs2 and only got an

upper limit (< 0.78); hence, we fixed it to solar values.
For other observations, when made free, we found it to

be pegged at highest allowed value of 5. Hence, we fixed

it to solar abundance value for obs3 to obs8 and it did

not affect the fit statistics(∆χ2 = −3).
The inclination angle (in degrees) found for XMM-

Newton observations are consistent with a best-fit value

of 45+5
−7 degree. The inclination angle is not supposed to

change during the human time scale, and we froze this
parameter to 45 degrees for all the other observations.

The ionization of the accretion disk is characterized

by the parameter log ξ, which varied significantly be-

tween observations. Due to better data quality, we were

able to constrain log ξ to 0.52+0.77
−0.30 erg cm s−1 for obs2

and got an upper limit of 2.01 for obs1. For the rest

of the observations we got a highly ionized accretion

disk with the best-fit parameter value ranging between

2.72+0.18
−0.68 erg cm s−1 in obs4 and 3.30+0.91

−1.45 erg cm s−1 in
obs8 but remained consistent within errors.

The reflection fraction (R) determines the ratio of pho-

tons emitted towards the disk compared to escaping to

infinity. We obtained relatively higher values (∼ 0.46)

for obs1 and obs2. However, we note that the best-fit
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values of the reflection fraction are poorly constrained

and are within the 3σ limit.

For the model MyTorus we fixed the inclination an-

gle to 45 degrees and tied the column density of both
MyTorusL and MyTorusS in all our observations. Due

to the lack of data beyond 10 keV, in XMM-Newton

observations, MyTorus normalization was tied between

MyTorusL and MyTorusS. We were unable to con-

strain the column density and found it to be pegged
at 10×1024 cm−2 for all observations. Hence, we fixed

this value to 10 ×1024 cm−2 for all our observations and

made flux normalization the only free parameter during

our spectral fitting.
The optical/UV data from simultaneous XMM-

Newton OM and Swift UVOT instruments were mod-

elled with diskbb. To avoid the effects of host galaxy and

starburst contribution we did not consider the V and B

band in our spectral fits, which are more likely to be
affected by these phenomenon. Further, the optical/UV

flux may be contaminated due to emission from the

BLR/NLR region. Unfortunately, the contamination

cannot be quantified accurately from the XMM-Newton

OM data. Using Hubble Space Telescope (HST) data,

Mathur et al. (2018) measured the BLR continuum flux

to be ∼ 7 − 10% of the UV continuum flux. Following

this measurement, we corrected the count rates in the

UV and derived the intrinsic count rates of the source.
We wrote these count rates in an OGIP compliant spec-

tral file generated using om2pha and uvot2pha tasks for

the XMM-Newton and Swift, respectively. We also intro-

duced a typical 5% systematic uncertainty (Laha et al.
2013; Ghosh et al. 2018) to the optical-UV data sets for

each epoch to account for the intrinsic galactic extinc-

tion and the host galaxy contribution. Here, we froze the

relxill and MyTorus model parameters to their best-fit

values obtained from the 0.3−50 keV X-ray spectral fit-
ting. We included a REDDEN component to account for

the inter-stellar extinction. The diskbb model describes

the optical/UV band well and provides a satisfactory fit

for all the observations (See APPENDIX B for details).

3.2.2. Warm Comptonization

In our work, we used optxagnf as the warm Comp-

tonization model to describe the soft excess emission.
Optxagnf (Done et al. 2012) is an intrinsic thermal

Comptonization model which describe (a) the opti-

cal/UV spectra of AGN as multi-colour black body emis-

sion from colour temperature corrected disk, (b) the
soft X-ray excess emission as thermal Comptonisation

of disk seed photons from a optically thick, low temper-

ature plasma, and (c) power-law continuum as thermal

Comptonisation of disk photons from an optically thin,

hot (fixed at 100 keV) plasma. All three components are

powered by the gravitational energy released due to ac-

cretion. rcorona determines the inner radius below which

the gravitational energy can not completely thermalise
and is distributed among the soft X-ray excess and the

power-law components. This ratio is determined by the

fpl parameter. The electron temperature (kTe) and opti-

cal depth (τ) represents the warm corona responsible for

the soft excess emission. The model flux is determined
by four parameters, the black hole mass (MBH), the

Eddington ratio (λEdd), the co-moving distance (D in

Mpc) and the dimensionless black hole spin (a). Hence

the model normalisation is fixed at unity during spectral
fitting. Similar to relxill, we included the two MyTorus

model components, MyTorusL andMyTorusS, to our set

of models to account for the neutral reflection of hard

X-ray continuum from the outer part of the disk.

We fixed the black hole mass of Mrk 590 to 4.75 ×

107M⊙, determined using the reverberation mapping

(Peterson et al. 2004), and the cosmological distance to

112.88Mpc (Mould et al. 2000). Optxagnf model needs

optical-UV data to constrain the multi colour black body
emission from disk. Hence, the model resulted a poor

constraint in parameters when we fitted only the X-ray

band with this set of models. To get a better con-

strain we included the simultaneous optical-UV data

from XMM-Newton and Swift telescopes for all obser-
vations except for obs3 and obs4 where we did not have

simultaneous data.

Similar to previous set of physical models, the fit-

statistic was insensitive to the black hole spin for all
observations. Hence we fixed the spin parameter to zero

and allowed the Eddington ratio (L/LEdd), the optical

depth (τ), the electron temperature (kTe), the photon

index (Γ) and the fpl parameter to vary freely. For the

MyTorus model components we fixed the inclination an-
gle to 45 degrees and allowed the MyTorusL and My-

TorusS normalization parameters to vary freely except

for obs1 and obs2 where we tied them together. Simi-

lar to the case of relxill model, we found the MyTorus

column density to be pegged at 10×1024 cm−2 for all ob-

servations and hence, fixed this value to 10×1024 cm−2

for all the spectral analysis. The best-fit parameters are

quoted in Table 4.

The optxagnf model produced comparable fit statis-
tics of the broadband source spectra for all the obser-

vations except for obs7 and obs8. For obs7 and obs8,

we find this set of models provided a poor description of

the observed high-energy cut-off above 20 keV. Fig. 2
shows the residuals and the theoretical model for these

two observations. The optxagnf model can describe the

UV bump and hence a separate diskbb is not required in
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Table 3. Best fit parameters for observations of Mrk 590 with the first set of physical models. In XSPEC, the models read as
(constant × tbabs×(relxill + MYTorus)).

Component parameter obs1 obs2 obs3 obs4 obs5 obs6 obs7 obs8

Gal. abs. NH(10
20cm−2) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f)

relxill AFe 1 (f) 1 (f) 1(f) 1 (f) 1(f) 1(f) 1(f) 1(f)

log ξ( erg cm s−1) < 2.01 0.52+0.77
−0.30 3.19+0.45

−0.84 2.72+0.18
−0.68 3.19+0.49

−0.47 3.30+0.91
−1.45 3.11+0.46

−0.80 3.30+0.55
−0.99

Γ 1.88+0.02
−0.08 1.81+0.02

−0.05 1.68+0.02
−0.01 1.65+0.06

−0.01 1.62+0.10
−0.06 1.60+0.04

−0.03 1.60+0.06
−0.06 1.58+0.02

−0.03

Ecut( keV) 300 (f) 300(f) > 32 > 73 > 28 > 65 92+55
−25 60+10

−8

Ecut( keV) 300 (f) 300(f) 55(f) 90 (f) 52 (f) 70 (f) 92+55
−25 60+10

−8

nrel(10
−5)a 2.44+0.38

−0.12 3.71+0.55
−0.18 5.32+0.28

−0.75 5.28+0.17
−0.17 2.17+0.45

−0.43 7.27+0.97
−0.81 6.20+1.32

−1.20 3.11+1.11
−1.81

q1 3(f) 3(f) 3(f) 3(f) 3(f) 3(f) 3(f) 3(f)

a 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f)

Rfrac 0.47+0.34
−0.40 0.46+0.16

−0.26 0.04+0.06
−0.02 0.08+0.05

−0.04 0.14+0.28
−0.10 < 0.14 0.24+0.27

−0.13 0.24+0.32
−0.12

Rin(rg) 6(f) 6(f) 6(f) 6(f) 6(f) 6(f) 6(f) 6(f)

Rbr(rg) 10(f) 10(f) 10(f) 10(f) 10(f) 10(f) 10(f) 10(f)

Rout(rg) 400 (f) 400(f) 400(f) 400(f) 400(f) 400(f) 400(f) 400(f)

i(degree) 45(f) 45+5
−7 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f)

MYTorusL i(degree) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f)

norm (10−3) 6.88+2.71
−2.69 4.07+1.27

−1.26 4.09+0.65
−0.70 2.80+0.70

−0.76 1.46+1.02
−0.82 4.58+2.03

−1.82 4.69+1.70
−1.52 3.01+1.33

−1.05

MYTorusS NH(1024cm−2) 10(f) 10(f) 10(f) 10(f) 10(f) 10(t) 10(t) 10(t)

norm (10−3) 6.88(f) 4.07(f) < 0.50 < 0.62 < 0.55 < 0.75 < 0.71 < 0.50

χ2/dof 108/127 206/163 899/833 551/550 191/209 302/314 867/836 578/612

With OM data

diskbb Tin (eV) 1.25+0.04
−0.04 0.94+0.02

−0.02 −− −− 1.08+0.04
−0.04 1.75+0.09

−0.07 1.62+0.08
−0.07 1.41+0.06

−0.05

norm (×1012) 0.30+0.06
−0.05 1.59+0.18

−0.16 −− −− 0.60+0.15
−0.12 0.13+0.04

−0.03 0.15+0.04
−0.03 0.20+0.05

−0.04

χ2/dof 164/134 222/171 −− −− 230/214 344/317 910/845 580/621

Notes: Spectral fitting of all observations include simultaneous optical-UV data except obs3 and obs4.
(f) indicates a frozen parameter. (t) indicates a tied parameter between observations.

(a) nrel represent normalization for the model relxill.

principle. However, given that we get poor fit using the

optxagnf alone for obs1, obs2 and obs5, we added a sep-

arate diskbb component which improved the fit statistics
by ∆χ2

∼ 120 − 130. Clearly the optical-UV data re-

quires this additional component. We notice that the

optical-UV flux measured during obs1, obs2 and obs5

to be relatively lower compared to obs6, obs7 and obs8.
However, we were unable to constrain the optical depth

(τ) and the coronal radius (rcorona) for most of the ob-

servations. We found a sub-Eddington accretion rate

(1−3%) in all observations. The variability in power-law

photon index (Γ) between observations were not statis-
tically significant. We found very high values of fpl in

all observations except for obs6. Interestingly, for obs6

we found the electron temperature (kTe) to be very low

compared to other observations. The MyTorusL flux

normalization values were consistent between observa-

tions. We could not constrain the MyTorusS flux nor-

malization and only got an upper limit on the flux.

3.2.3. Summary

Our spectral analysis shows that both set of physical

models provide a satisfactory fit to the source spectra

and we can not distinguish them on fit statistics alone

for most of the observations. For obs7 and obs8, where
we found the presence of a high energy cut-off, the relx-

ill plus MyTorus model provided a better fit-statistics

(∆χ2 = 50).

4. RESULTS

4.1. Soft excess variability
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Figure 1. The confidence intervals plot of the high energy cut-off parameter Ecut of four observations, obs4, obs6, obs7 and obs8.
Top panel shows the confidence contour plot of obs4 and obs6 among others that could not be constrained due to low-quality
data above 20 keV. We found similar result for obs3 and obs5. Bottom panel shows the same contour plot for obs7 and obs8
which are well constrained.
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Figure 2. The 0.001 − 50.0 keV simultaneous Swift and NuSTAR spectra of Mrk 590 fitted with an absorbed optxagnf and
MyTorus model. The broadband data, the residuals and the theoretical model shown for obs7 and obs8. We see the set of
models fail to describe the high energy cut-off of primary continuum observed above 20 keV. We fitted each data sets separately.
The X-axis represents observed frame energy.
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Table 4. Best fit parameters for observations of MRK 590 with the second set of physical models. In XSPEC, the models read
as (constant × tbabs×(diskbb + optxagnf+ MYTorus)).

Component parameter obs1 obs2 obs3 obs4 obs5 obs6 obs7 obs8

Gal. abs. NH(10
20cm−2) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f) 2.77 (f)

diskbb Tin (eV) 1.22+0.12
−0.20 0.78+0.03

−0.05 −− −− 0.25+0.05
−0.02 −− −− −−

norm (×1012) 0.25+0.22
−0.08 2.92+1.25

−0.56 −− −− 880+112
−595 −− −− −−

A ∆χ2/dof 91/2 311/2 −− −− 140/2 −− −− −−

optxagnf Ma
BH 4.75(f) 4.75(f) 4.75(f) 4.75(f) 4.75(f) 4.75(f) 4.75(f) 4.75(f)

d (Mpc) 113(f) 113(f) 113(f) 113(f) 113(f) 113(f) 113(f) 113(f)

( L
LE

) 0.006+0.003
−0.001 0.009+0.001

−0.002 0.22+0.01
−0.01 1.20+0.38

−1.05 0.005+0.003
−0.001 0.030+0.002

−0.002 0.020+0.001
−0.001 0.012+0.001

−0.001

kTe( keV) 0.18+0.14
−0.08 0.17+0.05

−0.04 0.05+0.27
−0.01 0.05(t) > 0.48 0.03+0.01

−0.01 > 0.57 > 0.55

τ > 16 > 23 > 9 99(t) > 6 > 71 > 40 > 31

rcor(rg) > 63 > 93 9.8+0.1
−0.1 > 7.2 55+10

−6 > 89 78.8+0.1
−0.1 64.7+0.9

−1.3

a 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f) 0(f)

fpl 0.97+0.02
−0.11 0.97+0.01

−0.03 0.62+0.37
−0.01 > 0.52 0.98+0.01

−0.03 0.50+0.06
−0.04 0.99+0.01

−0.01 0.98+0.01
−0.01

Γ 1.78+0.11
−0.16 1.74+0.05

−0.05 1.71+0.01
−0.01 1.68+0.01

−0.01 1.62+0.06
−0.08 1.66+0.03

−0.02 1.65+0.02
−0.02 1.61+0.01

−0.01

MYTorusL i(degree) 45 (f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f) 45(f)

norm (10−3) 5.62+2.81
−2.29 4.59+1.21

−1.16 4.38+0.73
−0.72 3.31+0.79

−0.76 2.09+1.05
−0.99 5.56+2.10

−2.05 7.67+1.26
−1.24 4.34+0.88

−0.04

MYTorusS NH(1024cm−2) 10.0(f) 10.0(f) 10.0(t) 10.0(t) 10.0(t) 10.0(t) 10.0(t) 10.0(t)

norm (10−3) 5.14 (f) 3.00(f) < 0.48 < 1.09 < 0.76 < 0.52 < 0.05 < 0.06

χ2/dof 160/124 218/163 898/831 546/550 189/209 340/316 972/840 632/615

Notes: The quoted best-fit values for Suzaku observations (obs3 and obs4) are from the spectral fitting of X-ray band only.
(f) indicates a frozen parameter. (t) indicates a tied parameter between different observation.

(*) indicates parameters are not constrained.
(a):in units of 107M⊙;
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Our spectral analysis revealed a significant variability

in soft excess flux between observations of Mrk 590. The

soft excess was present (3.7+1.0
−0.5 × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1)

in 2004 (obs2) but was vanished/undetected (< 1.6 ×

10−13 erg cm−2 s−1) in 2011 (obs3 and obs4), within

a period of seven years. This excess emission never

reappeared in any of the later observations till 2021.

We calculated the 0.3 − 2.0 keV soft X-ray excess flux

from the phenomenological best-fit and quoted these
values in Table 5. The soft excess flux (FSE) in obs1

and obs2 are FSE = 4.3+0.6
−0.6 × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 and

3.7+1.0
−0.5×10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 respectively. We do not de-

tect the soft excess in obs3 and obs4 and the correspond-
ing upper limit are FSE < 1.6× 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 and

< 1.4× 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 respectively. For obs5, obs6,

obs7 and obs8 (NuSTAR plus Swift observations) the up-

per limit on the soft excess flux are FSE < 0.7×10−13, <

0.6×10−13, < 1.9×10−13 and< 0.8×10−13 erg cm−2 s−1

respectively. From Fig 3 (top panel) we see that the soft

excess flux drops by a factor of four within nine years,

from 2002 to 2011.

4.2. The Iron K line and the Compton hump

We detected the presence of a weak Fe Kα emission
line in the source spectra for all observations with a flux

of 1.0+0.8
−0.4 × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 for obs1, that remain

consistent within 3σ uncertainties for all the observa-

tions (See Table 5). The iron line is narrow in nature
(σ < 0.1 keV) for obs1, obs2, obs3 and obs4. We found

an upper limit on the Fe line width of σ < 0.45 keV and

< 0.44 keV for obs5 and obs6 respectively. For obs7 and

obs8, due to longer exposure of NuSTAR, we were able to

constrain the Fe line width and found σ = 0.24+0.33
−0.16 keV

and 0.19+0.14
−0.10 keV for obs7 and obs8 respectively. In all

observations, the addition of pexrav to the phenomeno-

logical set of models did not improve the fit statistic,

and we only got an upper limit on the reflection frac-
tion. This result shows no Compton hump present above

10 keV in the source spectra.

4.3. The power-law, soft excess and UV correlation

analysis

We found the power-law photon index Γ for obs1 and

obs2 to be slightly steeper than the rest of the ob-
servations. Although, the best-fit value of Γ remain

within errors for the optxagnf model, it showed a sig-

nificant variation when we use the model relxill (e.g.,

Γ = 1.88+0.02
−0.08 in 2002 and 1.58+0.02

−0.03 in 2021). These
results are in consistent with previous studies (Laha

et al. 2018a; Ezhikode et al. 2020). We have calcu-

lated the 2 − 10 keV unabsorbed power-law flux and

quoted these values in Table 5. We also estimated

the UV monochromatic flux at 2500 using the UVW1

band from the optical monitor (OM) and UVOT fil-

ter of XMM-Newton and Swift respectively (See Fig 3).

We corrected the source count rates for the Galac-
tic extinction using the CCM extinction law (Cardelli

et al. 1989) with a color excess of E(B − V) = 0.0134

and the ratio of total to selective extinction of RV =

AV/E(B − V) = 3.1, where, AV is the extinction in

the V band. From Table 5, it is evident that both
2 − 10 keV power-law flux and UV monochromatic

flux varied significantly between observations. The

power-law flux rises from 4.2+0.5
−0.2 × 10−12 erg cm−2 s−1

in 2002 to 12.1+0.2
−0.2 × 10−12 erg cm−2 s−1 in 2020 and

then declines to 6.1+0.1
−0.1 × 10−12 erg cm−2 s−1 in 2021.

The UV monochromatic flux (UVW1) also rises from

3.50 ± 0.05 × 10−15 erg cm−2 s−1Å−1 in 2002 to 6.07 ±

0.13× 10−15 erg cm−2 s−1Å−1 in 2018 and then declines

to 3.17 ± 0.13× 10−15 erg cm−2 s−1Å−1 in 2021. Fig. 3
shows the soft excess flux, the power-law flux, the UV

monochromatic flux and the Iron line emission flux vari-

ation for the last two decades. We notice that the power-

law flux and the UV flux follow same temporal pattern.
However, the soft excess flux does not follow the trend

and shows an unique spectral or flux evolution.

4.4. The evolution of the SED

We summarize the spectral evolution of Mrk 590 in

Fig. 4 using the relxill model as described in Table 3.

The figure shows the best-fitting UV to X-ray broad-
band models derived from all the observations used in

our work, obs1 in black, obs2 in red, obs5 in green, obs6

in blue, obs7 in cyan and obs8 in magenta. The ionized

reflection model describing the soft excess and power-law
emission and the optical-UV emission described by the

diskbb are shown for each epoch with different marker

and color. The MyTorus model components - the My-

TorusL and MyTorusS are shown in dotted and dashed

lines respectively. Clearly Mrk 590 has shown some
unique disk and corona properties over the past few

decades.

4.5. Estimating the λEdd at different epochs

We have calculated the bolometric luminosities (Lbol)

of the source at each epoch from our physical broadband

spectral modelling in the energy range 0.001− 100 keV.
We preferred the ionized reflection model for this pur-

pose which provided a relatively better description of

the source spectra at all epochs. Next, we estimated the

λEdd = Lbol/LEdd during each epoch assuming a black
hole mass of 4.5 × 107MBH. We find a sub-Eddington

accretion rate for all the observations and are listed in

Table 5. However, the values are not consistent be-

tween observations and we plotted them (λEdd) in Fig. 3.
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Figure 3. The X-ray and UV parameters of the central engine of the AGN Mrk 590, as observed by XMM-Newton, Suzaku,
NuSTAR and Swift (see Table 5 for details). The start date is 2002-01-01 corresponds to the first XMM-Newton observation
(obs1). The X-axis is in the units of days elapsed from the start date. From the top to the bottom are panels: (1) The soft X-ray
excess flux in the 0.3− 2 keV band (in units of 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1), (2) The power-law flux in the 2− 10 keV band (in units of
10−13 erg cm−2 s−1), (3) The UV(UVW1) monochromatic flux density at 2500 (in units of 10−15 erg cm−2 s−1), (4) The Fe line
emission flux (in units of 10−13erg cm2 s−1 −1), (5) The αOX and (6) The Eddington ratio (λEdd). The vertical line represents
the epoch up to when soft excess is present.
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Table 5. The fluxes of the different spectral components of Mrk 590 obtained from the observations used in our work.

Spectral Flux Flux Flux Flux Flux Flux Flux Flux

Component obs1 obs2 obs3 obs4 obs5 obs6 obs7 obs8

(JAN 2002) (JULY 2004) (JAN 2011) (JAN 2011) (FEB 2016) (OCT 2018) (JAN 2020) (JAN 2021)

Soft Excess (×10−13) 4.27+0.63
−0.55 3.72+0.96

−0.48 < 1.60 < 1.40 < 0.65 < 0.55 < 1.97 < 0.79

Power law1 (×10−12) 4.17+0.51
−0.19 5.89+0.28

−0.27 7.24+0.17
−0.16 6.76+0.16

−0.15 2.75+0.20
−0.18 9.12+0.43

−0.41 12.10+0.20
−0.21 6.13+0.12

−0.13

FeKα emission line (×10−13) 1.02+0.80
−0.44 0.79+0.21

−0.27 1.15+0.26
−0.24 1.00+0.32

−0.28 0.71+0.46
−0.39 2.24+1.07

−1.09 2.78+1.04
−0.98 1.61+0.47

−0.41

Neutral reflection2 (×10−13) −− −− < 4.47 < 8.32 3.31+3.30
−3.30 < 1.23 < 0.04 < 0.03

UV monochromatic3

UVW2 (×10−15) 2.80 ± 0.10 2.03± 0.08 −− −− 1.95 ± 0.08 6.51 ± 0.14 5.08± 0.14 3.19 ± 0.11

UVM2 (×10−15) 2.60 ± 0.08 3.19± 0.05 −− −− 1.68 ± 0.09 5.73 ± 0.20 4.29± 0.18 −−

UVW1 (×10−15) 3.50 ± 0.05 3.19± 0.04 −− −− 2.17 ± 0.06 6.07 ± 0.13 4.83± 0.16 3.17 ± 0.13

U (×10−15) 2.67 ± 0.03 3.13± 0.02 −− −− 2.39 ± 0.06 4.88 ± 0.12 3.67± 0.13 2.81 ± 0.10

F2 keV (×10−12) 1.12+0.05
−0.05 1.51+0.04

−0.03 1.78+0.04
−0.04 1.59+0.04

−0.04 0.63+0.03
−0.04 1.91+0.09

−0.09 2.49+0.09
−0.08 1.29+0.04

−0.03

αOX 1.228 1.163 −− −− 1.244 1.231 1.148 1.188

log L2−10 keV 42.82+0.05
−0.02 42.96+0.02

−0.02 43.06+0.01
−0.01 43.02+0.01

−0.01 42.64+0.03
−0.03 43.15+0.01

−0.01 43.27+0.04
−0.03 42.98+0.01

−0.01

L bol (0.001 − 100 keV) 43.89+0.02
−0.02 43.99+0.01

−0.01 −− −− 43.65+0.02
−0.02 44.05+0.01

−0.01 44.04+0.01
−0.01 43.82+0.01

−0.01

λEdd 0.0130 0.0163 −− −− 0.0075 0.0187 0.0183 0.0110

1 Unabsorbed power-law flux estimated in the energy range 2− 10 keV.
2 The reflected emission due to Compton down scattering of the hard X-ray photons by a neutral medium, as estimated using

the model pexrav.
We did not quote this for obs1 and obs2 which are XMM-Newton observations and do not cover the above 10 keV range.
3 The UV monochromatic fluxes are measured from XMM-Newton OM and Swift UVOT instrument. See Table 2 for the

model fit. The fluxes are in the units of erg cm−2 s−1Å−1.
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Figure 4. The best-fit UV/X-ray models for 2002 January (black circle), 2004 July (red diamond), 2016 February (green
square), 2018 October (blue star), 2020 January (cyan triangle) and 2021 (magenta cross) derived using 2 XMM-Newton and 4
simultaneous Swift plus NuSTAR observations. The ionized reflection model describing the soft excess and power-law emission
and the optical-UV emission described by the diskbb are shown for each epoch with different marker and color. The MyTorusL
(dotted lines) and MyTorusS (dashed lines) components for each epoch are shown with the same colors. 2016 (green square)
and 2020 (cyan triangle) observations represent the lowest and highest flux state of the source. The two Suzaku observations
are not considered due to absence of simultaneous optical-UV data.

As expected, the value of accretion rate follow a sim-

ilar trend of variation of that of power-law and UV

monochromatic flux. We also plotted the logarithm of

the Eddington ratio vs the power-law slope Γ at each
epoch (Fig. 5).

4.6. αOX vs. L2500 correlation

We used absorption-corrected UV monochro-

matic and 2 keV fluxes to calculate the αOX =

−0.384 log[L2500/L2 keV] (Tananbaum et al. 1979), de-
fined as the power-law slope joining the 2 keV and the

2500Å flux for a given source. The αOX values show

variation between observations and quoted in 5. Fig. 5

shows the correlation between the αOX vs L2500 and the
L2 keV vs L2500. To compare our results we over plot

the best-fit αOX vs L2500 relation found by (Lusso &

Risaliti 2016) and we see that they do not follow this

relation.

5. DISCUSSION

Mrk 590 is well studied both as an individual and part

of sample studies in the past (Osterbrock & Martel 1993;

Rivers et al. 2012; Laha et al. 2014b; Denney et al. 2014;

Laha et al. 2016; Mathur et al. 2018; Raimundo et al.
2019; Yang et al. 2021). This source has displayed dra-

matic changes in amplitude of broad Balmer emission

lines between 2006 and 2017. Both Rivers et al. (2012)

and Mantovani et al. (2016) studied obs3 and obs4 and
found that the soft excess vanished in 2012 within seven

years, and no relativistic FeKα line was present in the

source spectra. In 2015, first time for a CLAGN, very

long baseline interferometry (VLBI) observations at 1.6

GHz revealed the presence of a faint (∼ 1.7mJy) parsec
scale (∼ 1.4 pc) radio jet. Both the changing-look nature

of the source and the parsec scale jet has been accred-

ited to the source’s variable accretion rate or episodic

accretion events. Our work confirms that the soft ex-
cess emission has vanished within seven years between

2004 and 2011 and never reappeared. The source spec-

tra showed flux variability in optical-UV, soft and hard
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Figure 5. Top Left:The relationship between the 2500Å luminosity and αOX of the changing-look AGN Mrk 590 showing lack
of anti correlation. Top Right: The relationship between the logarithm of the luminosity at 2 keV and the UV monochromatic
luminosity at 2500Å of the changing-look AGN Mrk 590. Bottom Left: The relationship between the logarithm of the Eddington
ratio vs the power-law slope of the changing-look AGN Mrk 590. Bottom Right: The correlation plot between the UV monochro-
matic flux at 2500Å and the 2− 10 keV power-law flux. We calculated the Spearmans correlation coefficient (Rs = 0.714) and
did not find any significant correlation between the two fluxes. The two Suzaku observations are not considered as simultaneous
optical-UV data is not available.

X-ray bands. We found a neutral, relatively narrow Fe
emission line present in all data sets but no Compton

hump above 10 keV. No relativistic Fe emission line is

detected in any of the observations. In the light of these

results, we answer the following scientific questions.

5.1. Origin and nature of the vanishing soft excess

The soft X-ray excess emission below 2 keV is very
common in type 1 AGNs, and the origin is still in de-

bate. Our phenomenological set of models revealed the

presence of soft excess emission only in obs1 and obs2.

Our result is consistent with Rivers et al. (2012).
We first investigate whether variable obscuration is

responsible for this flux variation. An obscuring cloud

crossing the line of sight and causing changes in observed

light curves (Goodrich 1989; Guo et al. 2016) may cause

the soft excess to vanish. However, we did not find the
presence of intrinsic absorption in any of the source spec-

tra. This clearly rules out variable obscuration to be the

reason behind this vanishing soft excess. Next, we dis-

cuss the results of two physical models used in our work

to find the origin of the soft excess emission.
In the thermal Comptonization model optxagnf, soft

excess emission is produced due to thermal Comptoniza-

tion of disk optical-UV photons by a warm (kT ∼

0.1− 0.2 keV) optically thick (τ ∼ 10− 20) corona sur-
rounding the inner regions of the disk. Hence the vanish-

ing soft excess requires a vanishing warm corona or sim-

ply a significant change in the size of the warm Comp-

tonizing medium (rcor). Here, the disk makes transitions

between a cold+warm disk and a cold disk. This excess
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energy generation in the innermost disk must be pro-

vided by the increase in accretion rate, which could not

all be released in the form of radiation. This excess en-

ergy raises the temperature and pressure and transforms
the innermost accretion disk to the warm Comptoniza-

tion medium. So, the absence of soft excess should follow

with a decrease in the accretion rate (Done et al. 2012;

Tripathi & Dewangan 2022). If this scenario is true,

there must be a correlation between the soft excess flux,
optical-UV flux, and mass accretion rate. In addition,

the spectral state transition due to disk evaporation and

change in the accretion rate, leads to spectral hardening

of the photons arising from the hot corona.
However, in Mrk 590, optxagnf needed an additional

diskbb component to model the UV bump in obs1, obs2,

and obs5 as the model overestimated the optical-UV flux

when extrapolated from the spectral fitting of the X-ray

energy band. Now, if the soft excess is very weak or
absent, the warm corona responsible for the soft excess

may instead contribute to the optical-UV band. But,

we found that we did not require this diskbb component

for obs6, obs7, and obs8, where soft excess is absent.
The improvement in fit-statistics after the addition of

the diskbb component was significant. Table 5 shows

that UV monochromatic flux measured for obs1, obs2,

and obs5 is significantly lower than UV flux measured

during obs6, obs7, and obs8. In Mrk 590, we see the
soft excess flux drop four times within seven years. We

expect an increase in the value of rcor and a decrease

in the accretion rate as found in other CLAGNs, e.g.,

Mrk 1018 (Noda & Done 2018) and NGC 1566 (Tripathi
& Dewangan 2022). In NGC 1566, the soft excess flux

component decreases by a factor > 45, and a significant

change in the size of the warm Comptonizing medium

(rcor) is found where rcor increased from ∼ 26rg during

high flux state in 2015 to 50rg during low flux state in
2018. However, for Mrk 590, we could not determine

the exact size (rcorona), electron temperature, or opti-

cal depth (kTe and τ) of the Comptonizing corona even

when the soft excess is present. We did not find any
significant decrease in luminosity and accretion rate. In

addition, the optxagnf best-fit (Table 4) shows no signifi-

cant change in power-law Γ or fpl, indicating no spectral

hardening between observations. The results indicate

no correlation between the optical-UV and soft excess
flux. Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 show this lack of correlation,

where we plot the soft excess versus the UV flux and

the accretion rate, respectively. We also found that op-

txagnf could not model the observed exponential cut-off
in power-law continuum in obs7 and obs8. The source

spectra did not require black hole spin to model the soft

excess emission. This result is consistent with Mrk 1018
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Figure 6. The correlation plot between the 0.3−2.0 keV soft
excess emission flux and the UV monochromatic (2500Å)
flux. We do not see any significant correlation (Rs =
−0.314). The two Suzaku observations are not considered
as simultaneous optical-UV data is not available.
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Figure 7. The correlation plot between the 0.3 − 2.0 keV
soft excess emission flux and the accretion rate, λEdd for all
six observations where simultaneous optical-UV data is avail-
able. Hence, the two Suzaku observations are not considered.
The figure shows no significant correlation between the two
fluxes (Rs = 0.086).

and NGC 1566 but contradicts the recent findings in

other type 1 AGNs where soft excess is present (Garćıa
et al. 2019; Ghosh & Laha 2020, 2021; Xu et al. 2021).

These results show that the thermal Comptonization of

disk photons, that successfully explained the soft excess

flux variation in other CL-AGN such as NGC 1566 and
Mrk 1018, is unable to explain the vanishing soft excess

and high energy cut-off observed in Mrk 590.

The ionized reflection model relxill provided a good fit

for all the observations. In this model, the untruncated
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accretion disk approaches the innermost stable circular

orbit due to high black hole spin. The hard X-ray pho-

tons from the corona illuminate the disk, ionize it, and

emits fluorescent emission lines. These lines are blurred
due to extreme gravity near SMBH. In this scenario,

the power-law flux and the soft excess flux should have a

strong correlation between them. So, the decrease in soft

excess flux may occur due to changes in disk and corona

properties. Some possibilities are (a) the disk becoming
a truncated one (rin > 50rg) due to disk evaporation or

(b) becoming highly ionized (ξ ∼ 104 erg cm s−1)(Ross

& Fabian 2005). The disk may become highly ionized

due to spectral hardening as harder illuminating spec-
tra have greater ionizing power. But spectral hardening

will also give rise to a strong and broad Fe emission

line and a Compton hump. The change in soft excess

strength should also affect the reflected flux or the re-

flection fraction that determines the ratio of intensity
emitted towards the disk compared to escaping to infin-

ity.

We note that Mrk 590 does not fit this description.

The soft excess in obs1 and obs2 were described by a
non-rotating black hole (rin fixed at 6rg) and a slightly

ionized accretion disk. This result contradicts recent

studies of other type 1 AGNs, where the reflection model

favors a rotating black hole and the inner part of the disk

approaches the inner-most stable circular orbit (1.25rg)
(Garćıa et al. 2019; Ghosh & Laha 2020, 2021). We note

a significant increase in disk ionization between obser-

vations (from log ξ = 0.52+0.77
−0.30 in obs2 to log ξ ∼ 3 in

obs3). We also found a significant decrease in Γ value
from obs1 to obs8, indicating a spectral hardening. For

obs7 and obs8, we found a well constrained, high-energy

cut-off of 92+55
−25 keV and 60+10

−8 keV respectively, bet-

ter described by the relxill model. Although these val-

ues are relatively lower compared to other Seyfert 1s
(200 − 300 keV) (Ghosh et al. 2016; Ricci et al. 2017;

Fabian et al. 2017; Akylas & Georgantopoulos 2021),

similar low values of Ecut have been found in recent

sample studies of Swift/BAT selected AGNs (Kamraj
et al. 2022). This low energy cut-off may indicate a de-

crease in the plasma temperature of the corona only if

it was higher during obs1 and obs2. But we can not test

this scenario due to the non-availability of data beyond

10 keV. Now hard X-ray photons illuminate the disk.
So less energetic photons mean low illumination. How-

ever, we note that the disk is still moderately ionized

and is capable of (Ross & Fabian 2005) producing flu-

orescent emission lines. More importantly, we did not
find any broad Fe emission line or Compton hump in

any of the source spectra. The reflected flux and re-

flection fraction does not show statistically significant
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Figure 8. The correlation plot between the 0.3 − 2.0 keV
soft excess emission flux and the 2− 10 keV power-law flux.
We did not find any significant correlation between the two
fluxes (Rs = −0.314).

variation and remain within the 3σ value. When we

plotted the soft excess flux versus the power-law flux
(2 − 10 keV), we did not find any significant correla-

tion (See Fig. 8). This result is consistent with (Boissay

et al. 2016), where the shape of reflection at hard X-rays

stays constant when the soft excess varies, showing an
absence of a link between reflection and soft excess. In

Mrk 590, the power-law, the Fe line emission, and UV

monochromatic flux follow the same temporal pattern

(Fig. 3). This result suggests that the disk and corona

are most likely evolving together. But, the soft excess is
not responding to this change in disk-corona properties.

Hence, the soft excess emission observed in Mrk 590 is

not due to ionized reflection from the disk.

So, we have two possibilities. Either we can not distin-
guish the differences in the ionized reflection and warm

Comptonization models due to low-quality data, or these

models cannot describe the vanishing soft excess fea-

ture observed in Mrk 590. Next, we discuss in detail

the possibility of change in accretion disk profile behind
the spectral variability in Mrk 590 as found in other

CLAGNs.

5.2. Changing Look nature due to change in disk

profiles?

Previously, state change due to disk evaporation or

condensation associated with a factor 2 − 4 decrease

or increase in luminosity, significant mass accretion

rate change, or the combination of both has been sug-
gested as the reason behind the changing-look nature of

Mrk 590 (Noda & Done 2018; Mathur et al. 2018; Yang

et al. 2021). The soft excess emission in Mrk 590 van-

ished within seven years. This timescale puts an upper
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limit on the position of the reprocessing material within

seven light-years or roughly 2 parsecs. This distance

is significantly large compared to the distance (10-100

light days) of the broad-line region (BLR) from SMBH
in a typical AGN but comparable to the distance of

torus(∼ few parsecs). The BLR region in Mrk 590 also

has gone through some dramatic changes as after ∼ 10

years of absence, the optical broad emission lines of

Mrk 590 have reappeared (Raimundo et al. 2019). The
absence of soft excess even when the source changed

its type suggests a lack of correlation between the two

phenomena. For further investigation, we study the disk

instability in Mrk 590 that may cause the observed flux
variation.

In Mrk 590, we see a drop in total accretion luminos-

ity from 9.8× 1043 erg s−1 (in obs2) to 4.4× 1043 erg s−1

(in obs5), which then again rise to 1.2× 1044 erg s−1 (in
obs6) over a timescale of ∼ 14 years. The amplitude of

bolometric drop requires a change in either mass accre-

tion rate or efficiency (or both) of the accretion flow.

But the observed timescale (∼ 14 years) is too fast for
the mass accretion rate to change through a standard

disk (viscous timescale) by many orders of magnitude

(Ricci et al. 2020a; Wang et al. 2019; Noda & Done

2018) and poses a problem for any standard disk model.

If we compare the three timescales for a standard thin
disk, the dynamical timescale is the fastest, then the

thermal timescale, and then the viscous. To compare the

disk variability timescale in Mrk 590, we calculate the

accretion disk timescales at the inner radius of the disk
obtained from the best-fit broadband spectral model.

The dynamical (tdyn), thermal (tth), and viscous (tvis)

timescales of the accretion disk are given by, (Czerny

2006)

tdyn =
( R3

GMBH

)1/2

(1)

tth =
1

α
tdyn, (2)

and

tvis ∼
1

α

(R

H

)2

tdyn, (3)

where R is the radial distance in the disk, α is the

viscosity parameter, and H is the height of the disk.

To estimate these values, we first calculate the accretion

disk temperature of ∼ 1.23 eV for an inner disk radius of
∼ 100Rg, accretion rate of Ṁ ∼ 0.018, and a black-hole

mass of 4.75 × 107M⊙. This implies H/R = cs/Vφ ∼

3.6 × 10−4 (where cs =
√

kT/mp is the sound speed

and vφ =
√

GMBH/R is the Keplerian orbital velocity).

Assuming α = 0.1, we finally estimated the dynamical,

thermal, and viscous timescales to be tdyn = 3.7days,

tth = 37days, and tvis = 7×105 year, respectively. So the

timescale (7 year) of flux variability in Mrk 590 is much
smaller compared to the viscous timescale but longer

than the dynamical and thermal timescales at an inner

radius of 100Rg. If we consider the sound crossing time

of ts ∼ 100Rg/cs ∼ 20 years is still an order of magni-

tude higher than the changing-look time of Mrk 590. So
the flux variability in Mrk 590 is not likely due to pres-

sure instabilities in the disk. However, only if we con-

sider an untruncated thin accretion disk up to 10rg then,

the variability timescales become much shorter and com-
parable to the observed timescale in Mrk 590. Similar

procedures mentioned above estimate the timescales to

be tdyn = 2.84hrs, tth = 28hrs, and tvis = 4 × 103

years, respectively. The sound crossing time becomes

ts ∼ 10Rg/cs ∼ 1 year. Following this assumption we
have an inner disk temperature of ∼ 6 eV, which is in-

consistent with the disk temperature we got from our

spectral best-fit using ionized reflection model (See ta-

ble 3). Also, the disk this close to SMBH will affect
the Keplerian frequency (Kato 2001) and should give

rise to stronger reflection features in the source spec-

tra, common in other Type 1 AGNs but absent in our

spectral analysis. This indicates towards a possible disk

truncation above 10rg. In addition, the change in accre-
tion profile should affect the accretion rate in Mrk 590.

Raimundo et al. (2019) found that the broad Balmer

broad emission lines in Mrk 590 have reappeared in Oc-

tober 2017, within a time-scale of decades. A similar
behaviour has also been observed in Mrk 1018 (McElroy

et al. 2016; Husemann et al. 2016). We note that this

reappearance of Balmer lines coincide with the increase

in the mass accretion rate (See Table 5 and Fig. 3). But,

when we plot the soft excess flux and λEdd, (Fig 7), we
did not find any correlation between these two param-

eters as previously suggested by Noda & Done (2018);

Mathur et al. (2018); Yang et al. (2021). Instead, we

found a relatively higher Eddington ratio even when the
soft excess is not present. We also note that our best-fit

accretion rate (∼ 0.02 ± 0.01) is consistent with previ-

ous studies (∼ 0.03 ± 0.01) (Laha et al. 2018a). So the

origin soft excess emission in Mrk 590 is likely to be not

related to the change in the accretion rate.
In Mrk 590, the observed UV and power-law flux vari-

ability follow the same temporal pattern. The corona

cools down, and the disk becomes more ionized between

observations. Hence a change in the nature of the accre-
tion disk and corona is evident, but not the fundamental

process through which the disk-corona evolves. To in-

vestigate further, we studied the relation between the
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2 − 10 keV power-law slope, Γ, and the Eddington ra-

tio (λEdd) at each epoch. This exercise helps us check

how efficiently the disk photons are coupled with the

hot corona and how efficient the central engines are.
A strong coupling between Γ and λEdd implies that a

higher accretion rate cools off the corona faster, lead-

ing to steeper power-law slopes (Pounds et al. 1995).

Previously Baumgartner et al. (2013) and Trakhtenbrot

et al. (2017) studied a sample of radio-quiet AGN and
a BAT-selected AGN sample, respectively, and found a

strong correlation between the Γ and the λEdd. Gu &

Cao (2009) investigated the relation for a sample of 57

low-luminous AGN (LLAGN) in the local Universe and
found that they follow an anti-correlation. This contra-

diction suggests the possibility of two modes of accre-

tion above/below some critical transition value of λEdd.

From Fig. 5, we find that Mrk 590 does not show any

such strong correlation or anti-correlation between the
spectral slope and the Eddington rate. This is consis-

tent with Laha et al. (2018b), who did not find any such

strong correlation in a sample of low-luminous QSOs.

These results clearly show that the disk/corona interac-
tion in Mrk 590 does not follow the typical disk-corona

properties of Seyfert 1 AGNs and has unique charac-

teristics. In this context we note that there has been

a recent discovery of a changing look phenomenon in

an AGN 1ES 1927+654 (Trakhtenbrot et al. 2019; Ricci
et al. 2020b; Laha et al. 2022) the origin of which is

still debated. However, the radio, optical, UV and X-

ray observations point towards an increase of accretion

probably due to magnetic flux inversion, as the primary
cause of this event (Scepi et al. 2021; Laha et al. 2022).

5.3. The complex reflection in Mrk 590

The relativistic reflection from the ionized accretion
disk can not explain the spectral variability in Mrk 590.

The soft excess flux variation does not correlate with

the power-law continuum flux. The lack of a broad Fe

emission line in the spectra indicates that relativistic re-
flection does not dominate the source spectra. We were

unable to constrain the Fe abundance of the disk, which

is previously observed in other Seyfert 1 AGNs (Fabian

et al. 2009; Dauser et al. 2012; Garćıa et al. 2018; Ghosh

& Laha 2020; Laha & Ghosh 2021) as well. A narrow
Fe emission line in the X-ray spectra suggests a distant

neutral reflection of the hard X-ray continuum from the

outer part of the disk or torus. In Mrk 590, we found

that both Fe line emission and the power-law flux fol-
low the same temporal pattern, supporting the idea that

narrow Fe line emission is most likely due to a neutral

reflection of hard X-ray photons from the outer part of

the disk. However, we do not see any Compton hump

which arises due to Compton down-scattering of high

energy photons by the cold disk or torus. This result is

inconsistent with the typical neutral reflection observed

in the X-ray spectra of type 1 AGNs. The reflection frac-
tion value was within 3σ significance throughout obser-

vations, and we did not find any change in the disk prop-

erties except for the ionization. These results indicate a

complex reflection scenario that does not follow the typ-

ical disk-corona interaction in reflection-dominated type
1 AGNs.

6. CONCLUSIONS

• The soft X-ray excess emission in Mrk 590 van-

ished within seven years (from 2004 to 2011) and

never reappeared in later observations.

• The power-law Γ showed a spectral hardening

(Γ = 1.88+0.02
−0.08 and Γ = 1.58+0.02

−0.03 in 2002 and 2021

respectively) in 19 years.

• A high-energy cut-off of the power-law compo-

nent was found in the latest NuSTAR observations
(92+55

−25 keV and 60+10
−08 keV for obs7 and obs8 re-

spectively).

• We find that the disk becomes more ionized (from
0.52+0.77

−0.30 in 2004 and to 3.30+0.55
−0.99 in 2021) when

the soft excess is absent.

• A neutral FeKα line emission is detected in all data

sets and the line emission flux is almost consistent

(< 3σ) between observations. However, no Comp-

ton hump was detected in any of the observations.

• The soft excess flux variability does not correlate

with changes in power-law or UV flux observed

during these observations.

• Mrk 590 showed a sub-Eddington accretion rate

(λEdd = 0.01− 0.02) and the soft excess flux has
no correlation with Eddington ratio. The accre-

tion rate and inner disk temperature (1 − 2 eV)

indicates a disk truncation above 10rg.

• The ionized disk reflection model provided a rela-

tively better description of the source X-ray spec-

tra where the high energy cut-off are found (obs7

and obs8).

• The warm Comptonization model needed addi-

tional disk component to describe the UV bump
when the UV flux was low (obs1, obs2 and

obs5) and we were unable to constrain the warm

corona properties without applying this additional

‘diskbb’ component.
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• Although we get statistically good fit for both the

soft excess models, given the data quality, the

ionized disk reflection and warm Comptonization

models for certain observations do not conform
with typical AGN scenario and are not adequate

to describe the soft excess feature observed in Mrk

590.

• The disk instability timescale (∼ 20 years) is un-

able to explain the observed soft excess variation
in Mrk 590, making the fundamental process un-

clear through which the accretion disk evolves.
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APPENDIX

A. THE SOFT EXCESS VARIABILITY OF MRK 590 AT DIFFERENT EPOCHS
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Figure 9. Left: The 2.0− 5.0 keV XMM-Newton spectra, obs1 (on left) and obs2 (on right) of Mrk 590 fitted with an absorbed
power-law and the rest of the energy band (0.3 − 10.0 keV) extrapolated. The broadband residuals from the fit, showing the
presence of soft X-ray excess and a Fe emission line for the two XMM-Newton observations. The X-axis represents observed
frame energy.
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Figure 10. Left: The 2.0 − 5.0 keV Suzaku spectra, obs3 (on left) and obs4 (on right) of Mrk 590 fitted with an absorbed
power-law and the rest of the energy band (0.6 − 50.0 keV) extrapolated. The broadband residuals from the fit, showing no
soft X-ray excess and only Fe emission line complex around 6.4 keV for the two Suzaku observations. The X-axis represents
observed frame energy.
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Figure 11. Left: The 2.0 − 5.0 keV NuSTAR and Swift spectra, obs5 (on left) and obs6 (on right) of Mrk 590 fitted with an
absorbed power-law and the rest of the energy band (0.6 − 50.0 keV) extrapolated. The broadband residuals from the fit,
showing no soft X-ray excess and only Fe emission line complex around 6.4 keV similar to the two Suzaku observations. The
X-axis represents observed frame energy.
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B. THE SPECTRAL FIT OF MRK 590 WITH THE MODEL RELXILL PLUS MYTORUS AT DIFFERENT

EPOCHS
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Figure 13. The 0.001− 10.0 keV XMM-Newton EPIC-pn and OM data of Mrk 590 fitted with an absorbed relxill and MyTorus
model. The data, the residuals and the theoretical model shown for obs1 (Left) and obs2 (Right). The X-axis represents observed
frame energy.
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Figure 14. The 0.6 − 50.0 keV Suzaku XIS and PIN data of Mrk 590 fitted with an absorbed relxill and MyTorus model. The
data, the residuals and the theoretical model shown for obs3 (Left) and obs4 (Right). The X-axis represents observed frame
energy.
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Figure 15. The 0.001 − 10.0 keV NuSTAR FPM and Swift XRT and UVOT data of Mrk 590 fitted with an absorbed relxill
and MyTorus model. The data, the residuals and the theoretical model shown for obs5 (Left) and obs6 (Right). The X-axis
represents observed frame energy.
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