
    
      Fig. 3. 
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        Fvar spectra for the XMM-Newton observations in Table 1. Spectra from the 2019 monitoring campaign are all characterised by a fairly flat shape, while data from 2007 clearly show a variability bump in the soft X-rays.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 5. 
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        Zoom of the Fe Kα complex. Top panels: EPIC-pn data in the 4–8 keV energy band fitted using a power-law and a narrow Gaussian emission line assumed to be constant among the exposures. Residuals in the Fe K energy range are present. Bottom panels: Same as above but with the addition of a broad Fe Kα emission line for which the line normalisation was assumed to be constant among the 2019 pointings but free to vary in 2007.
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        Model C fitting to the 2019 spectra. Borus and relxill account for the cold and hot reflection components, respectively.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 10. 
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        Best-fit parameters and fluxes in the 0.3–2 (Soft) and 2–10 keV (hard) bands derived from Swift. Straight solid lines show the mean value of the parameter, while dotted lines represent the corresponding standard deviation. Fluxes are in units of 10−12 erg cm−2 s−1.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 11. 
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        ESO 511-G030 optical-UV SEDs derived using XMM-Newton and Swift data (dark green). The corresponding least squares fits are shown as straight dashed lines. XMM-Newton and Swift data are in blue and dark green, respectively. The solid, thick black line is the average SED by Richards et al. (2006) for Type 1 objects in the SDSS. The vertical dashed line is at logν* = 15.08, corresponding to 2500 Å. We noticed a remarkable change in spectral shape from the 2007 observation compared to the later ones.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 12. 
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        Light curves for the AGN luminosity at 2500 Å, at 2 keV, and the inferred αOX. Blue dots identify values derived using XMM-Newton observations while in green the same quantities were estimated using Swift. The dashed horizontal line accounts for the adopted host galaxy luminosity at 2500 Å. Finally, both LUV and L2 keV are in units of erg s−1 Hz−1.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 13. 
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        ESO 511-G030 αOX estimates compared with the sample by Chiaraluce et al. (2018). The solid black line represents logLUV − αox linear relation as derived in the same work. The αOX computed of ESO 511-G030 shows significant variability in agreement with the drop in the OM data shown in Fig. 1.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 14. 
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        AGNSED reproducing the 2019 campaign and the archival XMM-Newton exposure. In the bottom panels, the data-model ratios for each dataset are shown. Magenta is used for the 2007 data.
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