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ABSTRACT

GRS 1915+105 is a stellar-mass black hole that is well known for exhibiting at least 12 distinct
classes of X-ray variability and correlated multi-wavelength behavior. Despite such extraordinary
variability, GRS 19154105 remained one of the brightest sources in the X-ray sky. However, in
early 2019, the source became much fainter, apparently entering a new accretion state. Here, we
report the results of an extensive, year-long monitoring campaign of GRS 1915+105 with the Neil
Gehrels Swift Observatory. During this interval, the flux of GRS 1915+105 gradually diminished; the
observed count rate eventually dropped by two orders of magnitude. Simple but robust spectral fits to
these monitoring observations show that this new state results from the combination of a dramatic and
persistent increase in internal obscuration, and a reduced mass accretion rate. The internal obscuration
is the dominant effect, with a median value of Ny = 7 x 1023 cm™2. In a number of observations, the
source appears to be Compton-thick. We suggest that this state should be identified as the ”obscured
state,” and discuss the implications of this new (or rarely observed) accretion mode for black holes
across the mass scale.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Microquasars are stellar-mass black holes that repli-
cate some of the behaviour of supermassive black holes
on accessible time scales, allowing observers to better
understand quasars and Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN)
(Mirabel & Rodriguez 1999). GRS 19154105 is a well-
studied and well-known microquasar due to its inter-
esting properties: apparently superluminal radio jets
(Mirabel & Rodriguez 1994), distinctive X-ray vari-
ability classes (Belloni et al. 2000), high frequency
QPOs (McClintock & Remillard 2006), and “heart-
beats” (Zoghbi et al. 2016). The complex variability
has been attributed to disk instabilities (e.g. Merloni &
Nayakshin 2006) associated with the high accretion rate.
Indeed, since its discovery in 1992, GRS 19154105 has
persistently been one of the brightest sources in the X-
ray sky.

In July of 2018, GRS 1915+105 unexpectedly started
dimming: Negoro et al. 2018 observed the lowest soft
X-ray flux of GRS 19154105 in the 22 years of monitor-
ing with RXTE/ASM and MAXI/GSC, reporting a 2-10
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keV flux of 2.4 x 1072 erg cm~2 s~! and an unabsorbed
flux of 4.3 x 107 erg cm™2 s~!'. The broad similar-
ities between this flux decline and the decay of other
transient X-ray binary outbursts led Negoro et al. 2018
to conclude that the long outburst of GRS 1915+105
was ending. However, weekly observations with NICER
then showed that GRS 19154105 appeared to stabilise
to a flux of 0.08 Crab. In April 2019, there was a
sudden evolution in the source: the flux dropped to
1.2x107% erg cm =2 s71 (0.5-10.0 keV), and QPOs that
had previously been detected either halted or were no
longer detectable (Homan et al. 2019). Contemporane-
ous Chandra observations found that the spectrum of
GRS 19154105 was marked by a number of strong, ion-
ized absorption lines, potentially consistent with a slow,
dense disk wind (Miller et al. 2019b, 2020).

In order to better understand this behavior, we
launched a year-long X-ray monitoring campaign with
the Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory (Gehrels et al. 2004)
(hereafter Swift). The cadence and sensitivity afforded
by Swift are ideal for tracing the outbursts of X-ray
transients (see, e.g. Reynolds & Miller 2013) ; particu-
larly when an outburst decays to low flux levels, Swift is
the only means of obtaining monitoring that enables ba-
sic spectral modeling. Through this program, we have
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previously reported evidence that GRS 1915+105 is
sometimes Compton-thick in its obscured state (Miller
et al. 2019a, 2020), and that the column density remains
persistently high (Balakrishnan et al. 2019).

During our Swift monitoring campaign, a number
of strong X-ray and radio flares were detected from
GRS 19154105 (see, e.g., Motta et al. 2019; Trushkin
et al. 2019a,b; Takagi et al. 2020). These flares clearly
signal jet activity, and they also clearly signal that the
mass accretion rate onto the black hole remained rela-
tively high despite the low flux. This is consistent with
flux from the central engine becoming heavily obscured.

In this paper, we present a comprehensive spectral
analysis of 118 Swift spectra obtained during the dim-
variable period of GRS 1915+105; spanning from April
2019 through April 2020. The heavily obscured spectra
that we obtained from GRS 19154105 are very similar to
spectra observed in Seyfert-2 AGN and Compton-thick
AGN, so we fit each spectrum with AGN-like models
including internal obscuration, scattering, and distant
reflection. We traced the evolution of the model param-
eters across the novel obscured state, and examined cor-
relations between the key model parameters. We also
examined the light curve of each observation in order
to identify flaring episodes. Section 2 details the steps
taken to reduce the data and the instrumental set-up.
In Section 3, we describe our analysis of the Swift spec-
tra. Section 4 details the results obtained in our mod-
elling, including the evolution of model parameters and
potential correlations. In Section 5, we discuss the im-
plications of the novel obscured state observed in GRS
1915+105.

2. DATA REDUCTION

We analyzed a total of 122 Swift/XRT observations of
GRS 19154105, obtained between April 2019 and April
2020, and available in the public NASA/HEASARC
archive. The identification number, start time, dura-
tion, and number of photon counts of each observation
are given in Table 1. For consistency and accuracy, our
analysis was restricted to Swift observations that were
obtained in WT (Windowed Timing) mode. Observa-
tions obtained in Photon Counting mode appear to oc-
casionally suffer from photon pile-up; since it is difficult
to recover the intrinsic continuum in heavily obscured
spectra, pile-up mitigation is unlikely to be fully robust.

We processed all of the observations the using tools
available in HEASOFT version 6.26. Initial event clean-
ing was carried out using the task XRTPIPELINE. We
created source and background regions that measured
around 60 arcseconds. Spectra and light curves were ex-
tracted using XSELECT. Ancillary response files (ARF)

were creating using XRTMKARF, and finally, the spec-
tra were binned to a signal-to-noise ratio of 3.0 using
FTGROUPPHA. In each spectral fit, we used the default
redistribution matrix file (RMF) for WT mode avail-
able in the Swift calibration data base (CALDB version
20180710).

Swift observed GRS 19154105 122 times with WT
mode during the monitoring period. After binning, 15
observations did not have enough counts for spectral
analysis at a signal-to-noise ratio of S/N > 3, leaving
107 useful observations. Some the remaining observa-
tions required additional considerations. For the small
number of observations consisting of multiple good time
intervals (GTIs), where possible, we analyzed each GTI
separately. This was important because the internal ob-
scuration sometimes decreased or increased significantly
within the course of a single day. In the cases where one
or more segments had too few counts to allow for mean-
ingful spectroscopy, the time-averaged spectrum was an-
alyzed. We also observed two full X-ray flares, and
two segments of X-ray flares. OBSIDs 00012178006 and
00012178037 captured full flares. OBSIDs 00034292162
and 00012178019 captured the rise of a flare during the
exposure. For these observations, the flare and steady
emission were analyzed separately. During fitting, we
noticed that four observations had the same number of
degrees of freedom, and very low C/v values, where C
refers to the Cash statistic, explained in the following
section. The fits also returned a null hypothesis value
of 1, and the spectra have therefore been omitted.

This leaves us with 96 untouched WT-mode observa-
tions, seven observations that were split into two seg-
ments, and four observations that were separated into
flare/non-flare spectra. Therefore, we present results
from a total of 118 spectra.

3. ANALYSIS

All spectral fits were made using XSPEC version
12.10.1 (Arnaud 1996). In WT mode, fits are some-
times extended down to 0.6 keV (e.g., Rykoff et al. 2007;
Reynolds & Miller 2013). In the case of GRS 19154105,
there are very few counts below 1 keV, so we adopted
this energy as our lower fitting bound. We adopted an
upper fitting bound of 10 keV, the upper limit of the cali-
brated XRT band. The fits minimized the Cash statistic,
or “C” statistic (Cash 1979). It must be noted that in
reality XSPEC uses a slightly modified version of the Cash
statistic when background spectra with Poisson noise is
added called the W statistic. Please see Arnaud 1996
for further details. The errors reported in this work are
1 o errors. The errors on derived quantities were calcu-
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lated using standard error propagation, and are also 1
o confidence errors.

Despite a relatively modest number of counts, it is
clear that the spectra differ considerably from those typ-
ically obtained in low-mass X-ray binaries. These dif-
ferences are illustrated in Figure 1, using the spectrum
from OBSID 00034292201. Stellar-mass black holes in
the “low/hard” state exhibit power-law continua (see
Miller et al. 2013 for modeling of GRS 1915+105 in a
typical “low/hard” state and Tetarenko et al. 2016 for
behaviour of stellar mass black holes in this state). Fits
to OBSID 00034292201 with a plausible Galactic ab-
sorbing column (Ngy = 4.35 x 10?2 cm ™2 and reasonable
power-law index (I" = 2) completely fail to fit the spec-
trum. Additional obscuration at low energy must be
the result of an additional internal column of cold or
low-ionization gas. The continuum in the Fe K band
is altered by very strong reflection, as indicated by an
Fe K emission line at 6.4 keV and edge at 7.1 keV.

As noted by Miller et al. 2020, this kind of spectrum
is very similar to those obtained from heavily obscured
black holes in Seyfert-2 or even Compton-thick AGN.
We therefore adopted a simplified version of a set of
models recently employed by Kammoun et al. 2020 to
study a sample of Seyfert-2 AGN. The model consists of
an additional internal column density component acting
on the direct continuum, a scattered continuum compo-
nent that can have a different column density, and un-
obscured cold reflection (via “pexmon,” see Nandra et
al. 2007). In XSPEC parlance, this model can be written
as follows: phabs;,s x (phabs; X cutoffpl + const
X phabss X cutoffpl + pexmon).

The phabs;,; component describes line-of-sight ab-
sorption in the Milky Way, and its column is fixed at
Ny = 4.35x 1022 cm~2 (Blum et al. 2009). The phabs;
component describes the internal obscuration and it
acts directly on the cut-off power-law continuum. In
all fits made in this work, the cut-off energy was fixed
at Ee: = 30 keV (e.g., Miller et al. 2013). In initial
tests, we found that the power-law index was poorly
constrained but always consistent with Gamma = 2.0;
this value was therefore frozen in all of our fits. The
phabss component group allows for scattered emission
that may suffer different obscuration; the const factor
is allowed to vary between zero and unity. The pexmon
component is fit as a “reflection only” component, with
its continuum parameters (the photon power-law index,
cut-off energy, and flux normalization) linked to the val-
ues in the cutoffpl component). The reflection frac-
tion was bounded to —5 < R < 0. The negative sign
only indicates that “pexmon” was fit as a pure reflec-
tion spectrum, without its own continuum. A value of

R = —1.0 corresponds to the reflector covering the full
27 steradians of the sky, as seen from the emitter. The
reflection inclination was fixed to 6 = 72° (as per Miller
et al. 2013; note, however, that the spectrum is insensi-
tive to this parameter), and the abundances were frozen
at solar values. The reflection fraction was allowed to
vary.

We decided this model was superior to others after in-
depth investigation. Model superiority was determined
using the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) in a form
seen in Emmanoulopoulos et al. 2016, where it is cor-
rected for the bias arising from the finite size of the
sample.

2k(k + 1)

AlCc = 2k — 20 + G+ .

where Ci, is the constant likelihood of the true hypo-
thetical model, and does not depend on either the data
or tested models, C is the Cash statistic value, k is the
number of free model parameters, and N is the number
of data points. When taking the difference of the AIC
of two models, the constant likelihood factor cancels
out. If AAIC: < 2, then the models fit the data equally
well. Below, we describe alternative models that were
investigated, along with approximate values of the as-
sociated AAIC¢.

e Ionized obscuration (AAICc > 15): In one trial, we
changed the phabs; component to a zxipcf component,
which uses a grid of XSTAR photionised absorption mod-
els for the absorption and assumes the gas only covers
some fraction of the source. This allowed us to examine
the possibility that the internal obscuration is ionized,
and that it may only partially cover the central engine.
In our tests, zxipcf did not improve the fit; in many
cases, poorer fits resulted, with AAICc > 15.

e Diffuse, ionized emission (AAICc > 15): We also
tried adding an apec component (Foster et al. 2012).
This would capture emission from diffuse, ionized gas,
likely dominated by Fe XXV and Fe XXVT lines (see,
e.g., Miller et al. 2020). The addition of this compo-
nent also tended to increase the C-statistic. At least at
the resolution and sensitivity afforded by the XRT mon-
itoring spectra, diffuse emission is not strongly required.

e Constraining the scattering component (AAICs >
15): It is reasonable to expect that the contribution of
the scattered emission may be fairly minor. However,
fits to the spectra with the value of the constant con-
strained to be less than 0.1 were significnantly worse.
Despite their modest sensitivity, the data prefer a de-
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gree of scattered emission, and values of the constant
factor that are a few times higher than this limit.

e More limited reflection fraction (2 < AAICc < 8):
At the beginning of our analysis, it seemed appropriate
to assume that the obscuring gas formed a disk around
the central engine, given that disk winds in stellar-
mass black holes are generally equatorial (Miller et al.
2006; Ponti et al. 2012). We therefore bounded the
reflection fraction to stay between —1 < R < 0. This
resulted in 40% of the observations hitting the limit of
R = —1. Given the extremity of this novel state of
GRS 19154105, a new lower limit of —5 < R < 0 was
adopted. Improved fits were then achieved, potentially
indicating that the disk wind reached large scale heights
throughout the course of our observation campaign.

Figure 1 shows the spectrum obtained in OBSID
00034292201, fit with our model. An excellent fit is ob-
tained (C'/v = 64.6/64). The additional absorbing col-
umn at low energy, the Fe K emission line, and the Fe K
edge are all modeled well. Moreover, the internal ob-
scuration and reflection parameters can be constrained,
and correlated.

Figure 2 helps to illustrate the features and action of
this model. We searched for archival XRT spectra ob-
tained in the “low/hard” state, with an unabsorbed flux
comparable to spectra in the obscured state. OBSID
00030333242, obtained on March 23, 2016, is shown in
Figure 2. Its spectrum can be fit with a simple power-
law continuum, modified by absorption in the ISM. The
spectrum of OBSID 00034292186, obtained on June 24,
2019, can be fit with the same power-law index and nor-
malization. However, the more recent spectrum requires
a very large internal column density and distant reflec-
tion, as per the models outlined above. Clearly, the
internal obscuration is not only strong, but the defin-
ing characteristic of this source state, making it easy to
measure even in our snapshot spectra.

In addition to measuring key parameters, we also ob-
tain absorbed and unabsorbed flux values of the central
engine. Since modeling highly obscured spectra can be
particularly difficult, we only report fluxes from the 1-
10 keV band used for spectral fitting. We report the
unabsorbed flux of the central engine (Feent unabs) as
the flux from the main cutoffpl component only, af-
ter removing both internal and line-of-sight obscuration.
The flux from the scattered and reflected components is
tracked separately.

4. RESULTS

Table 2 lists the continuum parameters measured from
fits to the 118 Swift/XRT spectra of GRS 19154105
in its obscured state. Figure 3 depicts the evolution
of the key model parameters, as well as the observed
and unabsorbed flux of the central engine, the ratio of
those fluxes, and the Eddington fraction of the source.
The Eddington fraction was calculated using the 1-10
keV unabsorbed flux of the central engine (Feent,unabs),
where we assumed a distance of 8.2 % kpc (Reid et al.
2014). The flares are shown in each plot with orange
markers.

The top panel in Figure 3 shows the time evolution of
the most important quantity measured in our fits, the
internal column density that acts on the direct contin-
uum (phabs;). In this panel, it is clear that phabs,
is initially low, only twice as high as the value in the
ISM. Over a period of 40 days, the column density in-
creases until it is consistent with being Compton-thick
on MJD 58619 (a red horizontal line marks the column
density at which the obscuration becomes Compton-
thick, N1 = 1.5 10%4 cm_z). Thereafter, the internal
column density is not less than Ny 1 ~ 2.3 x 10%3 cm™2,
and it is typically much higher over the remaining span
of approximately 300 days. In total, 10% of the observed
spectra are consistent with being Compton-thick. These
episodes are distributed fairly randomly across the mon-
itoring period.

The column density associated with scattered emis-
sion, Ng 2, also varies. However, it is always lower than
the primary obscuring column Ny, ;. The reflection frac-
tion is weakly constrained by the data. Although most
values stay between —1 < R < 0, there are several in-
stances of high reflection fractions, potentially signaling
that the obscuring geometry has a significant vertical
extent. In other observations, the reflection fraction is
formally consistent with zero. This nominally indicates
that the reflector is potentially highly variable.

The observed and unabsorbed flux of the central en-
gine, their ratio, and the inferred Eddington fraction are
also shown in Figure 3. The measured values are also
listed in Table 3, which also lists the flux from each com-
ponent of the spectral model. These parameters vary by
orders of magnitude across the monitoring period, with
no clear pattern. The most important and robust result
is simply that obscuration reduces the observed flux by
1-2 orders of magnitude. It is the most important factor
in making GRS 19154105 faint through 2019 and 2020;
a reduced mass accretion rate is only a secondary fac-
tor (also see Figure 2). Indeed, in some observations —
not the flares, remarkably — GRS 19154105 is nominally
super-Eddington.
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Figure 1. A Swift/XRT spectrum of GRS 1915+105 in the obscured state (OBS 00034292201). LEFT: The spectrum is fit
with a simple model: phabs x cutoffpl. The Galactic line-of-sight absorption is frozen to Ny = 4.35 x 10*2cm™2 and the
cutoff energy was frozen to Ecuy = 30 keV. The photon index was allowed to vary within a plausible range (1.4 < I" < 2.2).
The model fails at low energy owing to increased obscuration, and in the Fe K band owing to reflection (indicated by an Fe K
emission line at 6.4 keV and Fe K edge at 7.1 keV). This model results in an unacceptable fit (C / v = 323.17/68). RIGHT:
The spectrum fit with a model including internal obscuration, scattering, and reflection: phabs;,, X (phabs; x cutoffpl +
const X phabsy X cutoffpl + pexmon). This model achieves an excellent fit (C / v = 64.63/64).
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OBSIDs 00034292186 (black) and 00030333242(red)
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Figure 2. Two spectra of GRS 19154105 with comparable Eddington fractions, taken twenty-six months apart. OBS
00034292186 (obtained during the obscured state, on 24 June 2019) is shown in black and 00030333242 (obtained during a
normal “low/hard” state, on 23 March 2016) is shown in red. The obscured spectrum has an unabsorbed flux of 1.4 x 1077
erg/cm? /s while the normal spectrum has a an unabsorbed flux of 2.6 x 1077 erg/cm?/s. The normal spectrum was binned to a
signal-to-noise ratio of 3.0, like the other observations. The similar flux levels and spectral shapes yield very different observed
spectra owing to very high internal obscuration in GRS 1915+105 throughout 2019.

4.1. Correlations

In Figure 4, we examine correlations between Ng 1,
Np 2, the reflection fraction, and the unabsorbed cen-
tral engine flux. Logarithmic quantities were considered
as the values of some parameters spanned orders of mag-

nitude. Observations for which Ny o < 10%? cm™2 were
omitted as this column density is the lower limit of what
can be detected in addition to the interstellar column
density. The XRT sensitivity limit is 2 x 10~* erg cm ™2
s~! (Burrows et al. 2004), and therefore observations
with reflected flux levels below this limit were omitted.
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In order to concentrate on the fundamental properties
of the obscuration and accretion flow, we also omitted
the spectra containing flares.

Spearman Rank-Order correlation coefficients (r4) be-
tween the parameters and corresponding p-values, the
probability there is no underlying correlation, were cal-
culated using Monte-Carlo sampling over the uncer-
tainty of the data to account for errors. Correlation
coefficients close to +1 or -1 indicate high correlation,
while a coefficient of 0 indicates there is no correlation.
With a significance level of p < 0.05, three main trends
arise, presented in Figure 4. Correlations between pa-
rameters that were not significant have been omitted in
the interest of space and clarity. We do note that the in-
dividual flux components are positively correlated; this
is expected since the scattered and reflected components
are still driven by the central engine, and these correla-
tions are also omitted because they are easily anticipated
and explained. It is clear that the reflection fraction, in-
ternal obscuration, scattered gas, and unabsorbed cen-
tral engine flux are related. The internal obscuration is
positively correlated with the unabsorbed central engine
flux (rs = 0.25) and the scattered gas (rs = 0.58), while
being negatively correlated with the reflection fraction
(rs =-0.30). This suggests that the gas that is out of the
line of sight is connected to the gas in our line of sight
(possibly pointing to an axially symmetric disk wind)
and that stronger flux from the central engine causes
an increase in gas that builds up equatorially. The cor-
relation between internal obscuration and unabsorbed
central engine flux is weak but significant, which may
suggest that the flux is sometimes coupled with the ab-
sorber, but not permanently.

4.2. Flares

As noted previously, four observations captured flares.
In two of these observations, the rise and fall of the
flare was captured. Closer inspection of OBSIDs
00012178006 (MJD 58807) and 00012178037 (MJD
58935) revealed a more complex flaring structure; these
observations are shown in Figure 5. The high signal
to noise ratio in these light curves allowed us to cal-
culate a decay time for the three flares seen in OB-
SID 00012178006 and the four flares seen in OBSID
00012178037. Using scipy.odr (Boggs & Rogers 1990)
in python, we fit the decay of each flare with an expo-
nential function to get a characteristic time scale. Five
of the flares have decays consistent with 7 = 20 s, but
shorter flares are also observed, leading to the conclu-
sion that there is not a single characteristic time scale
that might help to identify a flaring mechanism.

Nevertheless, it is useful to compare the flaring time

scales to plausible dynamical (tgy, = C}"—;J), thermal

2
_ layn . _ .
(tthermat = ~2), and viscous (tyisc = tthermal(m> )

time scales in the disk. For an assumed viscosity param-
eter a« = 0.1, characteristic scale height % = 0.1, and
mass of 12.4M¢ (Reid et al. 2014), the viscous time scale
at a radius of r = 100 GM/c? is ty;sc = 27 s, compara-
ble to the longest flares observed in our monitoring pro-
gram. The dynamical and thermal time scales are much
shorter, of course. This may nominally suggest that vis-
cous fluctuations at intermediate radii play a role in the
observed flaring. However, it is not clear how most of the
X-ray flux could be generated at r» = 100G M /c?, rather
than deeper within the potential. Especially given that
radio flaring was observed contemporaneously with X-
ray flaring (Motta et al. 2019; Trushkin et al. 2019a,b;
Takagi et al. 2020), it is more likely that flares are gener-
ated in a compact corona, which may itself be the base of
the jet. This does not preclude disk time scales partially
determining the flaring time scales.

In Figure 6, column densities, reflection fraction,
fluxes, flux ratio, and Eddington fraction are plotted
for the flares. Each flare was segmented into three
parts, from low to high flux. The orange, purple, and
red points refer to high, medium, and low flux sections
of the flares, respectively. We find that the spectral
parameters of the flares do not show any clear trends.
For example, a higher central engine flux does not nec-
essarily result in lower obscuration values, or vice versa.
These parameters are also listed in Table 4. Some flares
may help to clear the internal obscuration (e.g., OB-
SID 0034292162), while others do not (e.g., OBSID
00012178006). Again, it is possible that the observed
flares are not the result of a single physical process, but
rather a manifestation of different processes.

In Figure 7, histograms of the primary obscuration
column density, scattered column density, and reflection
fraction are shown. The first eight observations are con-
sidered separately from subsequent observations that are
more typical of the obscured state. Similarly, flaring seg-
ments (see below) are also considered separately. The
initial observations show lower reflection fractions, po-
tentially consistent with standard reflection from the ac-
cretion disk. Later observations extend to much larger
reflection fractions, indicative of a geometry with greater
vertical extent.

5. DISCUSSION

The extraordinary variability of the stellar-mass black
hole GRS 19154105 has been studied extensively, but in
early 2019 it entered a new accretion state that we call
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the “obscured state”, characterized by a low observed
flux driven by increased internal obscuration. The spec-
tra bear strong similarities to those typically observed in
highly obscured Seyfert-2 AGN. Using a spectral model
based on those sources, we find that the internal obscu-
ration increased at the onset of the monitoring period
and then remained very high, reducing the observed flux
by an order of magnitude. Analysis of relevant spec-
tral parameters revealed three main trends: (1) a posi-
tive correlation between internal obscuration and unab-
sorbed flux of the central engine, (2) a positive correla-
tion between the internal obscuration and scattered gas,
and (3) a negative correlation between reflection fraction
and the internal obscuration. In the following section,
we discuss the nature of the obscuring gas, before end-
ing with comparisons to other astronomical objects and
proposed future studies.

The obscured state appears to be driven by obscura-
tion of the central engine, not by a drop in the mass
accretion rate onto the black hole. The first few ob-
servations showed a relatively low internal obscuration
column density ( 10%* cm~=2), but this value increased
and stayed high throughout our monitoring campaign,
with a median value of 7x 10?3 cm~=? (see Figure 3). The
Eddington fraction, calculated using the unabsorbed di-
rect flux from the central engine, remains relatively high
during the monitoring period, with a median value of
Lgddington = 0.1. The Eddington fraction is not system-
atically higher early in the monitoring period, before the
obscuration increases (see Figure 3).

Variations in, and correlations between, the column
density and spectral components can help to reveal the
nature of the obscuration and the geometry of the ac-
cretion flow. Figure 4 shows that the obscuring col-
umn density increases when the central engine is more
luminous (when the unabsorbed flux from the central
engine is higher). This signals that the column den-
sity and the mass accretion rate are linked, consistent
with some expectations of accretion disk winds. Miller
et al. 2020 recently analysed three Chandra spectra of
GRS 1915+105 in the obscured state and found evidence
of a failed disk wind, and suggest that this eventually en-
velops the central engine. The relationship observed be-
tween the obscuring column density and central engine
flux is consistent with an accretion flow that is strug-
gling to eject a disk wind, and largely failing.

Miller et al. 2020 also notes the presence of
ionization lines as the source transitioned to the
obscured state, and neutral and ionized emis-
sion lines once the source was clearly within the
obscured state. Most of our Swift monitoring
was obtained later, during the main part of the

obscured state. Neither the Chandra data nor
the Swift data show evidence of ionized absorp-
tion in the obscured state. This supports other
evidence that the accretion flow evolved signifi-
cantly, potentially including changes in covering
factors and column density. The ionized emission
lines detected in Chandra and NICER observa-
tions in the obscured state (Miller et al. 2020;
Neilsen et al. 2020) are not clearly detected in
our Swift spectra, though they cannot be ruled
out. Miller et al. 2020 attributes these lines to a
failed wind, rather than disk reflection.

Variability in the obscuring column density, reflected
flux, scattered flux, and correlations between these pa-
rameters may reveal aspects of the wind geometry and
its evolution. Most observations had reflection fractions
between -1 and 0, consistent with the expectations of an
accretion disk and/or equatorial wind, but there were
also several with higher reflection fractions. How can
the higher reflection fractions be explained? In prin-
ciple, a warped disk could create higher reflection frac-
tions, but the data likely point to a simpler explanation:
the obscuring column and scattered flux are positively
correlated (see Figure 4), indicating that the geometry
is axially symmetric. Variations in the scale height of
a cylindrical structure could lead to reflection fractions
greater than unity.

Figure 4 shows a negative correlation between the
reflection fraction and the obscuring column density.
This means that the reflection fraction is highest at
points when the measured obscuring column is not ex-
tremal, e.g., at points when the column is not Compton-
thick (we find that approximately 20% of spectra imply
Compton-thick obscuration.) This may indicate that
the wind settles into a more equatorial geometry when
the gas is most dense, perhaps because forces that would
serve to lift the gas above midplane and expel the wind
are particularly overwhelmed (e.g., emergent magnetic
fields might be overwhelmed by gas pressure).

In other states, the disk in GRS 19154105 may be af-
fected by a thermal instability (e.g., Neilsen et al. 2012;
Zoghbi et al. 2016). Simulations predict that this would
cause the scale height of the accretion flow to increase
and decrease, as the disk empties and refills (Li et al.
2007). Although we do not observe periodic variations,
the behaviour of the thermal instability could poten-
tially contribute to or drive the variations that we have
observed. Importantly, the behaviour described in Li
et al. 2007 produces significant outflows dependent on
the disk viscosity.

Swift is a small telescope, and it makes short expo-
sures. We have not observed GRS 19154105 in a bright
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phase, when the count rate might compensate for a small
effective area and short exposure times. Moreover, it can
be difficult to uniquely decompose highly obscured spec-
tra into different flux components, even when a fairly
high level of sensitivity is achieved. It is therefore worth
briefly examining if the above inferences are likely to be
robust. Figure 8 plots confidence contours for Ny and
reflection fraction, for observations that were taken just
one day apart (ObsIDs 00034292227 and 00034292228).
The contour plots were made using STEPPAR in XSPEC.
We stepped through column density values from 0 to
400 x 10?2cm~2 in 200 steps and reflection fraction val-
ues from —5 to 0 in 100 steps. It is clear that the values
for column density exclude each other, even up to their
respective 2 ¢ errors.

The rise and fall of two flares were captured in our
light curves (see Figure 5). The flares may have dif-
ferent emission mechanisms and absorption properties,
so they were analyzed separately from the spectra that
contribute to the correlations in Figure 4. The evolu-
tion of the spectral parameters of the flares is shown
in Figures 6 and 7. The most important difference be-
tween the regular flux intervals and the flares is that the
reflection fraction is not anti-correlated with the inter-
nal obscuration in the flaring intervals. Instead, during
the flares, the column densities and reflection fractions
were simultaneously low. We do not find a relation-
ship between the internal obscuration and source lumi-
nosity; However, in a flare better observed in Neilsen
et al. 2020, which analyzed one flare of GRS 1915+105
in the obscured state, a strong positive correlation be-
tween partial covering fraction and source luminosity is
observed. The X-ray flares are clearly linked to strong
radio flares (e.g., Motta et al. 2019), likely indicating a
link to jet production. If the X-ray corona is the base
of the jet, and if its scale height is greater during flar-
ing intervals, its flux may be less subject to obscuration
and the reflecting gas would subtend a smaller fraction
of the solid angle. We did not detect enough flares, and
did not achieve enough sensitivity within each flare, to
strongly confirm or reject this hypothesis.

How does the obscured state compare to better-known
states observed in stellar-mass black holes? The me-
dian value of the Eddington fraction, L/Lg4q ~ 0.1, is
relatively high and either consistent with the soft (or,
thermal-dominant) state or the mixed states (Remil-
lard & McClintock 2006; Miyamoto & Kitamoto 1991;
Miyamoto et al. 1993). The heavy obscuration makes it
particularly difficult to detect a weak and/or cool disk
component in our spectra; however, the spectra are fully
consistent with a simple power-law. Very strong radio
and X-ray flaring is inconsistent with the soft state, and

is rare even in mixed states. In these respects, the con-
tinuum spectrum and variability of the obscured state of
GRS 1915+105 are not fully consistent with definitions
of standard X-ray states.

Similar obscured states may exist in other stellar-mass
black holes with low-mass companion stars. However,
they may previously have been missed owing to a com-
bination of factors. First, such states may be short in
systems with short orbital periods. GRS 19154105 hap-
pens to be the stellar-mass black hole with the longest
known orbital period (for recent popoulation studies,
see Tetarenko et al. 2016; Corral-Santana et al. 2016).
Second, the Swift/XRT is more sensitive than prior in-
struments that monitored X-ray binary outbursts, and
its pass band extends to lower energies. It is possible
that prior monitoring was largely insensitive to chang-
ing internal obscuration. Third, and most importantly,
if obscured states are driven by failed winds, obscured
states may be partly a matter of viewing angle. Disk
winds are equatorial (see, e.g., Miller et al. 2006; Ponti
et al. 2012), so obscuration would be most prominent in
systems viewed at a high inclination. In systems viewed
closer to the pole, strong, narrow, Fe K lines should be
seen, but these may be mixed with relativistic reflection
from the inner disk.

GRS 19154105 is not the only stellar-mass black
hole where in heavy internal obscuration has been ob-
served. However, the detection of heavy obscuration in
our observations of GRS 1915+105 is particularly im-
portant because it carries consequences for black holes
across the mass scale. The obscuration observed in
GRS 1915+105 must come from the accretion flow, not
the low-mass companion star. This situation differs
markedly from heavy obscuration in systems like Cygnus
X-3 and V4641 Sgr (see, e.g., Morningstar et al. 2014).
These sources have Wolf-Rayet and B stellar compan-
ions, respectively, and the obscuration is likely the re-
sult of the massive companion wind. It is not clear that
wind-fed binaries are equally good analogies for accre-
tion onto supermassive black holes. Therefore, future
studies of this obscured state should target neutron stars
or black holes that have a low mass companion, a high
inclination, and a long orbital period.

V404 Cyg is another low-mass X-ray binary that har-
bors a black hole in a wide orbit. It has also displayed
evidence of strong and potentially Compton-thick in-
ternal obscuration, but only at points when the source
was significantly super-Eddington (see, e.g., King et al.
2015; Motta et al. 2017). Few X-ray binaries have shown
super-Eddington phases, and the same is true of AGN
(Hickox et al. 2009). It is unclear if the obscured state
in GRS 19154105 and the brief Compton-thick episodes
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observed in V404 Cyg are fundamentally similar but and
differ only in degree. However, the fact that obscured
states are possible at very different mass accretion rates
in stellar-mass black holes signals that obscuration in
Seyfert-2 AGN and Compton-thick AGN may not only
be a matter of viewing angle, but also a matter of evolu-
tionary phase and the nature of the innermost accretion
flow.

We thank Director Brad Cenko and the Swift mis-
sion planning team for executing this monitoring pro-
gram, especially at a time when in-person operations
and meetings became impossible. We also thank the
anonymous referee for comments that improved the
manuscript. JMM acknowledges helpful conversations
with Tahir Yaqoob and Richard Mushotzky. Mayura
Balakrishnan thanks Lia Corrales for helpful conversa-
tions.
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Table 1. List of Swift observations

OBSID MJD - 58000 Exposure Time Photon Counts
00094149013 58574 1700 27000
00088850001 58596 2100 33000
00094149014 58597 1900 23000
00034292127 58611 2000 7900
00034292129 58612 1900 7900
00034292131 58613 1000 3900
00034292133 58614 870 2400
00034292136 58620 860 720
00034292140 58626 990 3400
00034292142 58627 2000 3200
00034292143 58628 990 530
00034292146 58630 960 2500
00034292148 58630 620 430
00034292150 58632 980 2700
00034292152 58633 980 190
00034292154 58634 1100 580
00034292156 58635 870 180
00034292158 58635 980 1100
00034292160 58636 980 13000
00034292162 58638 710 4400

00034292162 (flare) 58638 240 2300
00034292164 58639 160 430
00034292166 58640 470 1800
00034292168 58641 970 1500
00034292170 58642 970 1100
00034292172a 58643 480 1600
00034292172b 58643 420 540
00034292174 58643 760 510
00034292176 58645 1000 860
00034292178 58646 200 1700
00034292184 58653 1100 1400
00034292186 58658 850 480
00034292188 58660 250 570
00034292189 58662 700 1300
00034292190a 58662 370 1000
00034292190b 58662 480 1600
00034292192 58675 720 490
00034292194 58676 880 540
00034292193 58678 1000 1900

Table 1 continued
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Table 1 (continued)

OBSID MJD - 58000 Exposure Time Photon Counts
00034292195 58679 890 2000
00034292196 58679 1000 650
00034292197 58680 940 530
00034292198 58682 1000 570
00034292199 58683 900 590
00034292201 58684 970 840
00034292205a 58690 250 820
00034292205b 58690 520 730
00034292206 58692 330 220
00034292207 58692 980 1700
00034292208 58694 970 1200
00034292209a 58694 190 520
00034292209b 58695 520 1100
00034292210 58723 460 1600
00034292211 58725 440 550
00034292212 58728 420 370
00034292213 58730 450 1300
00034292214 58732 460 240
00034292215 58733 440 1000
00034292216 58734 730 950
00034292217 58734 490 410
00034292218 58735 400 200
00034292222 58742 450 560
00034292223 58744 430 700
00034292224 58746 440 1100
00034292225 58748 460 570
00034292226 58748 440 350
00034292227 58750 420 780
00034292228 58751 440 2800
00034292229 58752 440 1500
00034292230 58753 420 1400
00034292231 58753 500 1900
00034292235 58769 780 470
00034292236 58769 810 720
00034292237 58770 700 610
00034292239 58773 1600 120
00034292240 58784 940 1000
00034292242 58798 950 1600
00012178001 58801 950 3500
00012178002 58803 850 4300
00012178003 58803 700 2700

Table 1 continued
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Table 1 (continued)

OBSID MJD - 58000 Exposure Time Photon Counts
00034292243a 58805 480 2100
00034292243b 58805 350 1800
00012178004 58806 490 880
00012178005 58806 730 460
00012178006 58807 670 11000

00012178006 (flare) 58807 300 25000
00012178007 58808 700 2600
00012178008 58809 810 1400
00012178009 58810 960 2000
00012178011 58814 900 220
00012178012 58815 970 760
00012178014 58816 980 3500
00012178015 58817 890 220
00034292245a 58819 560 2000
00034292245b 58819 510 700
00012178016 58819 1000 2800
00012178017 58820 1000 850
00012178018 58821 910 900
00012178019 58822 650 290

00012178019 (flare) 58822 280 390
00012178020 58823 880 1100
00012178021 58824 920 1700
00088850006 58897 1000 1100
00088850005 58900 1800 380
00012178030 58920 970 66
00012178031 58924 850 52
00012178032 58927 800 640
00012178033 58930 900 690
00012178034 58933 550 150
00012178036a 58934 330 360
00012178036b 58934 810 910

00012178037 (flare) 58936 390 9000
00012178037 58936 460 4700
00012178038 58936 900 2100
00012178039 58937 690 670
00012178040 58939 930 1500
00012178041 58940 880 680
00012178042 58940 590 250

NOTE—The table above lists the observation ID’s, start time of observations (in
units of MJD), exposure time, and photon counts for each observation used
in our analysis. The observation campaign we used started in April 2019 and
lasted for one year.
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Table 2. Continuum parameters

OBSID MJD Nu1 Np o factor R C/nu
(58000) (10?2 ecm™2) (10?2 cm™?)
00094149013 58574 10 *1 0.6 103 0.6 TO1 0.0 ¥y, 623/626 = 0.996
00088850001 58596 13 1 1.1 492 0.6 191 0.0 %%  731/659 = 1.11
00094149014 58597 17+ 1.5 193 0.5 91 0.0 %% 627/612 = 1.025
00034292127 58611 24 2 17192 0474992 07492 456/417 = 1.094
00034292129 58612 26 13 17152 0.31%38%1  —0.2732  450/436 = 1.033
00034292131 58613 25 3 09732 0427392 00739 271/269 = 1.009
00034292133 58614 20 T4 1.6 £33 0.6 X571  —0.8 132 144/170 = 0.851
00034292136 58620 150 13 2 *1 0.06 7391 —0.4 31 37/38 = 0.982
00034292140 58626 67 4 4.1 154 0.16 391 —0.2 31 251/239 = 1.053
00034292142 58627 52 2 2.1 %34 016 £33 —24 32 236/202 = 1.169
00034292143 58628 220 19 6 *3 0.03 ¥3%1  —-0.1 £ 33/34 =0.973
00034292146 58630 66 5 0713 0.10 180  —5.0 103 182/177 = 1.031
00034292148 58630 39 T 013 0.19 T§85 —0.5 153  30/25 = 1.221
00034292150 58632 93 *1g 10 *1 0.20 T553  —2.6 ¥33  219/200 = 1.099
00034292152 58633 32 T11 1.3 151 0.11 ¥542  —0.3 £33 2/6 = 0.398
00034292154 58634 140 *33 10 *3 0.07 ¥983 —0.6 133  48/35 = 1.387
00034292156 58635 160 13 11 *¢ 0.07 £3-95  —0.3 £3:2 10/11 = 0.929
00034292158 58635 46 5 2 *1 0.07 992 —1.3 £33 75/84 = 0.905
00034292160 58636 30 1 191482 017 #3981 1231 724/577 = 1.256
00034292162 58638 25 3 17154 024 #9398 2434 193/318 = 0.609
00034292162 (flare) 58638 86 +9 35193 01939 —1.2 191 359/178 = 2.018
00034292164 58639 57 9 2+ 0.14 T§8%  —0.4 %34  40/32 =1.252
00034292166 58640 48 15 17+ 0.04 £391  —2.4 32 168/144 = 1.171
00034292168 58641 66 7 11 0.06 393 —-1.9 152 146/111 = 1.321
00034292170 58642 49 T 31 0.11 X85 —-1.0*%33  73/72=1.019
000342921722 58643 130 +29 18 +1 025 F9:0%  —1.17FJ1 127/113 =1.124
00034292172b 58643 100 *19 2 13 0.06 393 —-0.2 132  24/29 = 0.853
00034292174 58643 130 13 6 3 0.07 £3-92  —0.3 £32  28/39 = 0.742
00034292176 58645 80 13 8 +3 0.18 7901 —147J1  59/61 =0.974
00034292178 58646 52 8 511 0.17 X585  —1.2%33  144/136 = 1.063
00034292184 58653 64 5 2 1 0.09 T551 —-1.1%33  119/95 = 1.26
00034292186 58658 110 +19 6 2 0.08 7905  —0.4 g3  37/30 = 1.246
00034292188 58660 140 +39 13 11 0.35 798¢ —157133F  47/44 =1.072
00034292189 58662 45 *1 3711 0.09 X905 —2.2 31 113/92 =1.238
00034292190a 58662 94 18 10 *3 0.21 £3:02 2.0 £34 82/89 = 0.931
00034292190b 58662 49 T 742 0.23 £3-9¢  —2.7 ¥8¢  63/138 = 0.46
00034292192 58675 180 +29 8 +3 0.06 T552 —-0.5 131  73/33 =2214
00034292194 58676 99 138 713 0.12 £3-9¢ —2.9 £33 32/33 = 0.979

Table 2 continued
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Table 2 (continued)

OBSID MJD Nua Nu,2 factor R C/nu

’

(58000) (10?2 ecm™2) (10?2 cm™?)

00034292193 58678 58 T4 0t 0.03 398  —0.7£35  22/143 = 0.155
00034292195 58679 85 T 517 0.19 7889 —1.6 133 153/132 = 1.16
00034292196 58679 190 39 8 12 0.07 X391  —0.1 X317  61/46 = 1.339
00034292197 58680 180 *29 8 13 0.05 7961  —0.1 791  36/35=1.041
00034292198 58682 86 I 412 0.12 T§81 —1.71341  48/42=1.149
00034292199 58683 110 35 2132 0.1 1585 —217F37  45/42 =1.072
00034292201 58684 110 *33 14 *3 0.3 7993 —1.2*53 70/65 = 1.09
000342922052 58690 49 T 713 0.23 1988 —2.7 135  63/56 = 1.135
00034292205b 58690 180 +29 813 0.06 T552 —0.5 %31  73/50 = 1.461
00034292206 58692 58 T4 013 0.03 7§93 —0.7 133  22/15 = 1.479
00034292207 58692 69 T¢ 411 0.07 ¥557 —1.3 %33 138/120 = 1.158
00034292208 58694 69 T 3t 0.15 558 —24 154  107/93 = 1.153
000342922092 58694 38 8 2+ 0.11 7885 —1.2135  40/47 = 0.862
00034292209b 58695 72 T 3711 0.08 7552 —1.7%33  107/96 = 1.121
00034292210 58723 53 7 5711 0.22 X988  —1.11%33  143/122 =1.175
00034292211 58725 54 T 411 0.20 T885 —1.0135  58/46 = 1.271
00034292212 58728 100 39 9 12 027131 —1.47F3%  28/27 =1.037
00034292213 58730 100 *19 74 0.16 393 —1.0 82 108/109 = 0.997
00034292214 58732 150 +39 10 13 0.06 7553 —0.1 133  15/16 = 0.994
00034292215 58733 85 F13 7+ 0.23 1951  —2271341  101/89 = 1.142
00034292216 58734 80 *13 4 *1 0.15 7995 —2.44 T33%  86/80 = 1.08
00034292217 58734 110 *19 4132 0.04 7552  —057133  31/30 = 1.044
00034292218 58735 130 *23 10 *3 0.18 T55% 0.0 £29 9/12 = 0.816
00034292222 58742 70 T 8 13 0.08 7995 —0.5 133  53/47 =1.148
00034292223 58744 120 *19 15 *1 0.13 887  —04 137  48/54 = 0.892
00034292224 58746 28 3 015 0.05 7387 —1.9133  92/94 = 0.982
00034292225 58748 150 £73 713 021  —397135  39/43 =0.915
00034292226 58748 480 T 71 0.01 X33 —0.11 £3:52  41/26 = 1.601
00034292227 58750 130 £23 12 0.14 892 —0.9 31 63/65 = 0.979
00034292228 58751 40 T3 371 0.25 7985  —3.2 134 289/223 = 1.296
00034292229 58752 39 5 511 0.17 1803 —2.3 185  157/128 = 1.228
00034292230 58753 45 *1 4 *1 0.14 T§88  —2.9 134 134/121 = 1.112
00034292231 58753 73 8 5711 0.11 7582 —1.0%33 171/158 = 1.085
00034292235 58769 20 +29 22 12 0.09 T552 —02371  40/38 = 1.067
00034292236 58769 35 5 0715 0.05 7991 —2213%  54/59 = 0.929
00034292237 58770 94 +23 11 #1 0.32 7988 —1.313%F  51/49 = 1.047
00034292239 58773 120 49 0244 006 £55%  —0.9 53 3/6 = 0.513
00034292240 58784 26 5 0.0 %% 011 £33  —44%52  92/79 = 1.172
00034292242 58798 23 74 2 1 0.33 1008 —4.0 £3:§  123/120 = 1.03
00012178001 58801 39 +3 2.2 104 0.14 3% —1.1 813  305/262 = 1.164

Table 2 continued
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Table 2 (continued)

OBSID MJD Nua Nu,2 factor R C/nu

’

(58000) (10?2 ecm™2) (10?2 cm™?)

00012178002 58803 31143 3.4 153 0.33 7905  —0.6 73 352/318 = 1.108
00012178003 58803 32 13 1.9 724 0.18 392 —0.6 32  213/216 = 0.987
00034292243a 58805 44 T4 41 0.16 1803 —0.6 163  196/165 = 1.189
00034292243b 58805 48 14 511 0.21 583 0.0 £39  153/145 = 1.057
00012178004 58806 78 113 6 *1 0.19 £394  —1.6 3%  70/73 = 0.969
00012178005 58806 65 T12 52 %18 019139 04 *34  28/33 = 0.862
00012178006 58807 3141 2.9 152 0.2 1561 —0.6 *51  598/542 = 1.104
00012178006 (flare) 58807 31+ 3.3 152 0.16 331 —0.03 £3:32 733/685 = 1.071
00012178007 58808 28 3 2+ 0.19 T8  —3.7 %34 169/204 = 0.832
00012178008 58809 100 *19 5+ 0.18 392 —0.5 52  122/110 = 1.111
00012178009 58810 35 +4 1.9 734 0.19 £3-92  —0.9 £33  173/145 = 1.198
00012178011 58814 50 +22 0t 0.25 X557 0.0 £3:2 7/9 = 0.818
00012178012 58815 150 *29 9+ 0.07 3% -0.8 %%  51/51 = 1.017
00012178014 58816 69 S 41 0.17 552 —-1.8153  301/258 = 1.17
00012178015 58817 110 *39 0t 0.09 3% —-0.2 £33 23/13 = 1.78
000342922452 58819 82 9 511 0.18 ¥593 —1.9 %33 217/165 = 1.317
00034292245b 58819 67 713 6 3 0.19 F39%  —1.6 I3  63/52 = 1.227
00012178016 58819 36 4 3t 0.2 392  -3.31%33 211/210 = 1.009
00012178017 58820 95 *13 6 +3 0.11 £33 —-1.2*%%  85/73 = 1.165
00012178018 58821 34 15 0.1 135 009387 —1.2 133 76/74 = 1.04
00012178019 58822 54 T13 10 3 021 —12138  24/20=1.234
00012178019 (flare) 58822 67 13 312 0.12 394 —0.7 X832  24/29 = 0.836
00012178020 58823 78 1} 8 i 0.16 T558 —1.3133  88/90 = 0.983
00012178021 58824 70 *3 7+ 0.17 £3-93  —1.5 83  160/132 = 1.214
00088850006 58897 93 *13 10 *3 0.1 7393  —-3.115%  93/91 = 1.029
00088850005 58900 110 +43 10 19 0.09 ¥557  —1.21+93 20/24 = 0.87
00012178030 58920 58 27 10 T3 047154  —-1973%  31/24 =1.318
00012178031 58924 29 7 4 1 0501  —-3515%  97/105 = 0.927
00012178032 58927 11 *19 57+1 0.19 ¥992 0.0 £99 56/47 = 1.192
00012178033 58930 26 *5 0.4 129 0.1 199  —31 %37  102/52 = 1.978
00012178034 58933 140 39 3718 0.04 392 —0.03 1592  6/7=0.889
000121780362 58934 150 *39 93 0.08 392 —0.2 £33 19/27 = 0.737
00012178036b 58934 69 18 5+ 0.3 154  —34F3¢  93/75 = 1.251
00012178037 (flare) 58936 54 T3 0.9 733 004 £33 —037F51 583/526 = 1.109
00012178037 58936 7143 1.4 £33 0.09 T§81 —0.8*31 376/356 = 1.058
00012178038 58936 270 T199 1.1 £3-2 0.22 301 —0.9 52  163/153 = 1.07
00012178039 58937 410 179 0 %33 02199  —0.6 132  29/38 = 0.768
00012178040 58939 83 *J 0 %33 0.04 T%% —2.2 82  130/109 = 1.195
00012178041 58940 65 13 47132 0.13 30  —1.6 T01 40/44 = 0.93
00012178042 58940 160 *39 3+ 0.05 393 —0.2 £33 14/14 = 1.009

Table 2 continued
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Table 2 (continued)

OBSID MJD N1 N2 factor R C/nu

’

(58000) (10?2 ecm™2) (10?2 cm™?)

NoTE—Continuum parameters. The table above lists the observation IDs, start time of observations (in units of
MJD), column densities (in units of 10*2cm™2), values of factor from the const component, and reflection fraction
from the pexmon component. The photon reflection fraction was constrained between and —5 < R < 0. Errors
reported are 1 o errors.

Table 3. Flux related parameters

MJD Fcentral Fscattering Freflection Funabsorbed Ratio fEda L
(58000) (107'° &) (107! %) (101 =5 (1077 =%.) (1037 erg/s)
58574 11+ 78 T4 14 1 x 107" 3.1 153 2.8 101 0.22 10-01 2.7 0.1
58596 11+ 85 13 1.6 ¥31 x107* 2.9 T4 2.6 01 0.20 *5:01 2.6 701
58597 8.5 193 68 12 1.4 191 x 1074 3.4 01 4.1 591 0.24 +991 3.0 £51
58611 2.8 ¥94 25 1 3.4 £51 1.1 +91 4.0 91 0.079 13992 1.03 £}
58612 3.7 191 24 +1 1.5 189 1.6 1501 4.3 01 0.11 *§:91 1.42 T30}
58613 2.6 11 23 +1 12 501 x 1078 11 HXI0TE 41 +02 0.075 F3088 0.90 0!
58614 1.7 131 20 *1 2.4 151 0.62 *3-91 3.7 152 0.044 £3:992  0.63 £352
58620 1.0 +91 6.9 +04 4.6 153 2.4 101 24 0.17 +3:91 2.1 +01
58626 3.9 192 22 *1 3.2 107 3.3 101 8.4 193 0.23 39t 2.9 01
58627 1.4 731 7.5 193 11+ 0.900 £J-003 6.6 703 0.066 0903 0.85 T§:01
58628 0.75 908 4.5 193 1.3 593 3.9 432 53 13 0.28 +9:62 3.5 102
58630 2.17g; 3.9 01 16 1 073 5991 32731 0.047 T30  0.62 F0:01
58630 0.8 ¥51 5711 1.0 £31 0.4 *51 5.4 187 0.030 ¥3:593  0.47 *5:44
58632 L7 154 14 %5 24 1} 2.0 704 12 +1 0.14 99! 1.7 451
58633 0.4 51 0.8 152 0.21 £3:94 0.26 £3-91 4.7 132 0.012 5963 0.192 5081
58634  0.66 F3:98 3.7 153 3.1 152 1.3 31 20 12 0.091 +9:907 1.2 21
58635 0.5 701 2.5 135 1.4 103 1.1 492 24 3 0.08 3:92 1.0 £33
58635 1.4 *91 3.1 192 5.0 93 0.8 *91 6.1 94 0.059 +3-904 0.7 X583
58636 13753 a7 4 32 +1 5.7 454 4.6+ 0.40 +5:91 5.1 401
58638 7.9 04 38 2 37 13 3.3 103 4.1 492 0.23 391 2.9 91
58638 4.2 14 40 *} 26 1 4.6 791 10.9 192 0.32 139 4.1 %91
58639 2.9 ¥4} 14 %] 3.4 193 2.3 433 78108 016 7993 2.0 402
58640 4.3 183 5.4 103 29 2 2.7 163 6.2 183 0.19 £3:01 2.4 151
58641 1.6 £33 4.1 4332 12 +1 1.3 51 827132 009270958 1.2+
58642 1.8 14 5.9 153 5.2 104 1.1 %91 7+ 0.08 951 1.0 91
58643 23 153 33 13 2353 45 32 20 *} 0.32 ¥3:01 4.0 *§3
58643 2.7 133 11+ 417573 3.7 704 14 4 0.26 993 3.3 703
58643 1.0 153 5.1 154 2.4 +§3 1.8 £5:2 18 *3 0.13 +5:91 1.6 701

Table 3 continued
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Table 3 (continued)

MJD Feentral Fscattering Freflection Funabsorbed Ratio fEda L
(58000) (107'° &) (107! %) (1071 =) (1079 =%) (1037 erg/s)
58645 22 12 150 +19 140 *19 22 +2 10 *1 1.5 X501 19 *1
58646 1400 +39 6700 499 5100 399 920 +59 6.7 194 65 T4 810 +59
58653 2.6 101 10 +1 10 +! 2.0 191 7.9 198 0.14 +3:91 1.8 £t
58658 51 3 250 29 160 *19 77 17 15 +1 5+ 68 &
58660 1.0 +91 23 +1 14 1 2.0 ¥31 20 *+1 0.14 1991 1.8 X501
58662 1.8 31 4.0 193 11+ 1.0 191 5.9 153 0.07 £3:9¢ 0.9 +51
58662 1.9 551 17 +1 21 *1 2.3 101 12 +1 0.16 t9:9! 2.0 31
58662 2.9 ¥03 16 *2 23 *2 1.8 ¥5:2 6 1 0.13 +5:81 1.6 T51
58675 1.4 +91 10 t1 11 +1 4.5 ¥93 32 +2 0.32 1592 4.0 £52
58676 0.54 +9:92 3.1 %93 10 *1 0.7 £31 13 +1 0.049 *5:902 0.6 T91
58678 0.4 £33 51 7+ 1.5 153 37 *¢ 0.10 +9-52 1.3 752
58679 1.5 +91 13 t1 12 +1 1.6 ¥31 11 +1 0.11 +0.01 1.4 +91
58679 0.63 951 6.2 £34 1.3 94 2.4 191 37 2 0.17 *5:81 2.1 £31
58680 0.8 31 5.8 104 1.6 £9:1 2.8 752 35 12 0.20 F.91 2.5 102
58682 0.57 X951 2.8 £0:2 4.3 104 0.54 ¥991 11 +1 0.038 ¥9:395  0.53 *5:81
58683 0.56 +9:51 3.2 ¥92 6.6 £33 0.76 +3:91 14 +1 0.048 *5:893  0.60 *9-51
58684 1.1 %51 16 1 10 1 1.7 94 15 1 0.12 +991 1.5 91
53690 2.9 93 16 12 23 +2 1.8 192 6 *1 0.13 £991 1.6 +91
58690 1.4 +91 9.8 ¥0-8 11 +1 4.5 £33 32 2 0.32 1952 4.0 793
58692 1.2 492 1.2 493 2.7 135 0.9 £33 71 0.060 t9:945 0.8 £91
58692 2.3 01 5.8 193 12 1 1.9 *51 9 *1 0.14 1991 1.7 *51
58694 0.98 +4;9¢ 5.2 ¥0-3 8 *1 0.69 991 9 *1 0.052 ¥5:993  0.72 F9:81
58694 3.6 194 10 1 11 1 1.9 792 5+ 0.13 +9:81 1.7 +5:2
58695 2.1 +32 7H 15 *1 1.9 *51 9 *1 0.13 *5:81 1.7 *51
58723 3.2 12 20 *1 11 +! 2.1 151 6.8 194 0.15 +901 1.9 91
58725 1.2 £t 8 *1 3.8 104 0.8 31 7 t1 0.06 19-01 0.7 91
58728 0.7 31 6 *1 6 *1 0.9 ¥31 13 *1 0.07 *5:81 0.8 1
58730 2.5 £5:1 19 1 14 1 3.1 752 13 1 0.22 +991 2.8 192
58732 1.0 91 5t 1.0 91 2.1 193 22 13 0.15 1992 1.9 193
58733 1.5 +91 14 +1 16 *1 1.6 *51 11 +1 0.11 +9:91 1.4 *51
58734 0.9 ¥31 6.1 ¥4 10 1 0.9 £5:1 10 1 0.063 19-994 .84 +091
58734 1.5 +91 4.4 t94 5.5 3-8 2.2 £9-2 15 *2 0.16 +5-52 2.0 £33
58735 1.0 194 73 0.004 £3-99% 1.1 +53 11+ 0.08 +9:53 1.0 754
58742 2.0 192 6 *1 411 1.7 £5:2 9 *1 0.12 +.01 1.5 192
58744 1.9 94 14 +1 6.2 £33 3.5 £33 18 +1 0.25 +9-52 3.1 103
58746 3.2 192 3.8 103 12 +1 1.4 +91 4.5 03 0.10 +0-01 1.3 191
58748 0.37 1002 5.7 194 15.9 +10 0.9 101 2278 T148 g 10004 (.8 +00
58748 0.29 £3-92 4.7 153 9+ 19 T4 640 +40 —40 1.3 91 16 T}
58750 2.8 153 4.7 193 9+l 19 +1 69 4 1.4 +94 17 +1
58751 4.4 £32 28 1 36 +2 2.4 £51 5.5 103 0.17 t991 2.1 191

Table 8 continued
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Table 3 (continued)

MJD Feentral Fscattering Freflection Funabsorbed Ratio fEda L
(58000) (107'° &) (107! %) (1071 =g (1079 =5 (1037 erg/s)
58752 32753 1255 19 1} 1.7 +51 5.4 104 0.12 £391 1.5 +51
58753 3.0 103 11+ 24 +2 1.8 191 5.9 04 0.12 +5:91 1.6 191
58753 42753 1875 16.7 10:9 3.8 703 9+ 0.26 *3:91 3.3 192
58769 0.7 +31 6.5 193 3.2 103 2.9 132 41 13 0.20 +9:02 2.5 102
58769 1.5 191 2.2 703 8.0 07 0.8 T4 51105  0.054 £5:50% 0.7 T4
58770 0.59 *{:63 TH 42 %93 0.7 31 1+ 0.047 3993 0.63 T39)
58773 0.4 X1 2.6 193 3.2 106 0.7 191 16 +3 0.048 ¥4:005 0.6 TG
58784 0.9 91 2.2 £52 7.7 198 0.38 1593 43703 0.026 £5505  0.28 1508
58798 1.5 151 9.1 192 11+ 0.58 £5:93  3.97 £5:2%  0.040 £33 0.5 £59
58801 3.9 103 14 1} 10.7 104 2.1 101 5.4 153 0.15 *6:01 1.8 151
58803 5.8 193 12 11 7.9 103 1.7 31 2.9 +91 0.12 +4:91 1.5 £91
58803 8.8 104 42103 1.2 553 0.55 ¥393  0.63 ¥393  0.039 ¥9:993  0.52 393
58805 5.8 93 14 9.9 198 2.1 451 3.7 %93 0.15 391 1.9 +91
58805 6.1 ¥4 29 12 6.0 194 2.0 91 327103 0.14 +5:1 1.8 £91
58806 1.4 151 1145 10 1.4 751 9.7 197 0.096 T999T 1.2t}
58806 0.7 £31 4.2 104 1.2 131 0.5 151 8.1 153 0.039 ¥3:593  0.48 0,
58807 25 106 16.4 *94 9.1 %92 1.94 1995 077 +092 .14 901 1.71 +9:92
58807 140 +2 14.3 153 4.2 131 1.89 £9:9%  0.135 13992 0.13 135 1.672 15992
58808 2.9 101 1143 22 +1 1.3 101 44192 0.089 T9:004  1.49 907
58809 3.0 701 32101 108 t3P x 107 0.2 199 0.77 1394 0.016 £3:997  0.27 £3:51
58810 3.3 £3:2 4.6 793 6.1 703 1.7 *51 5.27 1928 0.12 1991 1.5 191
58814 0.4 T34 3.2 707 1.1 183 x107° 0.2 ¥31 6 *1 0.017 ¥5:99%  0.27 +5:81
58815 1.5 %91 2.8 793 0.62 1004 057 1904 38193 0.040 £3:993  0.067 £3:94
58816 3.1 151 19 1 23 1] 2.6 701 8.5 103 0.19 £3:61 2.3 101
58817 0.4 51 2.8 ¥4 0.6 £33 0.6 31 143122 0.041 1999 0.5 91
58819 2.1 701 9.8 104 17 +1 107 #0902 51402 0.0875 F0008  0.92 F0:0
58820 0.8 01 4.3 103 5.8 104 1.0 791 121193 0.070 £9:05, 0.9 T ]
58821 1.1 %51 2.8 192 3.0 192 0.6 199 4.9 194 0,040 T9993  0.45 1003
58822 1.6 153 7.1 %55 6.0 70:3 11192 71 0.077 9911 10 +9!
58822 0.5 +3:1 2.5 193 1.4 £92 0.4 191 8 *1 0.031 £39%4  0.52 +3:98
58823 1.3 191 7.7 105 g t1 1.3 ¥31 9.7 +97  0.091 9996 1.2 +91
58824 1.8 191 10 1 11 4 1.5 91 8.7 195 0.11 +9:91 1.4 £91
58897  0.76 £992 3.1 103 13 1} 0.9 T4 12 1 0.063 £J:001  1.05 £5:%¢
58900 0.8 18:3 4+ 6 1 1.1 492 14 +2 0.079 9915 1.0 192
58920 0.4 51 4+ 2.4 154 0.28 £3-92 71 0.020 ¥3:593  0.33 £5:%2
58924 0.8 £04 8 *1 6.1 704 038 7393 45733 0.026 13992  0.45 £3:93
58927  0.64 F3:9% 7.7 152 1.4 399 x 1074 0.9 791 13 *3 0.060 ¥3:595  1.02 *5:%8
58930 0.7 £51 1.7 231 4.6 94 0.33 X395 4.24 X335 0.022 15592 1.39 £5:%2
58033 0.6 ¥5:1 2.2 104 0.18 1902 1.2 £5:2 21 T4 0.083 +0-014 1.0 193
58934 L5101 9.7 93 2.8 193 3.5 193 24 3 0.25 1903 3.1 193

Table 8 continued
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Table 3 (continued)

MJD Fcentral Fscattering Freflection Funabsorbed Ratio fEda L
(58000) (107'° &) (107! %) (1071 =) (1079 =%) (1037 erg/s)
58934 0.57 954 6.1 X094 7.9 £33 0.48 £3:03 8.5 £J:8 0.034 £3:393  0.57 £3:98
58936 40 T4 52 *+1 37 4 28 *1 6.9 793 1.9 *51 24 1
58936 11 193 44 *1 36 +1 9.8 703 8.9 F03 0.69 +5:93 8.7 103
58936 0.192 T9995  18.5 *94 6.8 193 1.58 1097 87 12 0.12 10-01 1.95 +9:93
58937 0.80 +9:92 0.96 +9:94 0.75 1993 0.160 *9:997  1.99 ¥3-98  0.011 ¥5:8%  0.19 *581
58939 1.4 £31 3.0 192 15 + 1.5 91 10 1 0.102 +9:5%5 1.3 21
58940 1.5 91 7.0 £:8 8.6 £3:% 1.2 *51 8.1 %97 0.083 +5:598 1.0 *51
58940 0.6 £51 3.0 53 1.4 £32 1.5 £92 26 13 0.10 £3:9 1.3 21

NoOTE—Flux-related parameters. The table above lists the start time of observations (in units of MJD), the flux of the different
components, the unabsorbed flux of the central engine, Funabsorbed/Fabsorbed, Eddington fraction, and source luminosity.
The central engine flux, scattered flux, and reflected flux are in units of 107'° erg em™2 s7%, 107" erg em™2 s7 !, and

107" erg ecm™? s7* respectively. The luminosity is reported in units of 1037 erg s~*. Errors reported are 1 ¢ errors.
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