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ABSTRACT
The emission from the accreting black holes (BHs) in low-mass X-ray binaries (LMXBs)
covers a broad energy band from radio to X-rays. Studying the correlations between emission
in different energy bands during outbursts can provide valuable information about the accretion
process. We analyse the simultaneous optical, ultraviolet (UV) and X-ray data of the BH-
LMXB Swift J1753.5-0127 during its ∼ 12−year long outburst with the Neil Gehrels Swift
Observatory.We find that the UV/optical andX-ray emission are strongly correlated during the
hard states of the outburst. We fit the relation with a power-law function 𝐹UV/optical ∝ 𝐹

𝛽

𝑋
and

find that the power-law index 𝛽 increases from ∼ 0.24 to ∼ 0.33 as the UV/optical wavelength
decreases from ∼ 5400 Å (V) to ∼ 2030 Å (UVW2). We explore the possible reasons for this
and suggest that in Swift J1753.5-0127 the UV/optical emission is dominated by a viscously
heated accretion disc at large radii. We find that the data that deviate from the correlation
correspond to the low-intensity peaks appeared in the X-ray band during the outburst, and
suggest that these deviations are driven by the emission from the inner part of the accretion
disc.
Key words: accretion, accretion discs−stars: black holes−X-rays: binaries−X-rays: individual:
(Swift J1753.5-0127).

1 INTRODUCTION

Low-mass X-ray binaries (LMXBs) are binary systems in which a
compact object, a black hole (BH) or a neutron star (NS), accretes
mater from a low-mass (< 1𝑀� ) non-collapsed companion star via
an accretion disc. Most LMXBs are X-ray transient systems, spend-
ing most of their lifetime in quiescence at a low X-ray luminosity.
After a quiescent state, occasionally, these X-ray transient systems
experience outbursts. During an outburst, the X-ray and optical flux
increase by several orders of magnitude and even approach the Ed-
dington limit (Chen et al. 1997). For a typical LMXB outburst, the
light curve shows a fast rise and an exponential decay (FRED, Chen
et al. 1997).

★ E-mail: yangpengcheng@ynao.ac.cn
† E-mail: zhangguobao@ynao.ac.cn

The physical mechanism behind LXMB outbursts could be
explained by a thermal-viscous instability in the accretion disc. As
described in the disc instabilitymodel (DIM, for a review, see Lasota
2001), the mater from the companion star accumulate in the outer
accretion disc during quiescence; eventually, the surface density
reaches a critical point, and the material can be heated and ionized.
In a heated, ionized disc, as the viscosity of the disc increases, the
angular momentum is more easily transferred outward, resulting in
the mater to rapidly flowing onto the compact object and triggering
the outburst(Lasota 2001; Dubus et al. 2001; Hameury 2020).

During these outbursts, most BH-LMXBs show similar q-
shaped tracks in the hardness-intensity diagram (HID, Homan et al.
2001; Fender et al. 2004). BH-LMXBs go through a number of
different spectral states (e.g. hard, soft, intermediate, quiescent),
which are classified by the X-ray spectral and timing properties.
The hard state (HS) is usually observed at the beginning and the
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end of a typical outburst, where the X-ray spectrum is dominated by
the non-thermal emission in the form of a power-law with a photon
index of 1.4 < Γ < 2.1 and a high-energy cut-off at ∼ 100 keV
(Remillard & McClintock 2006). The physical origin of this non-
thermal component is debated, which is commonly believed that it
is due to inverse Compton scattering of soft photons in an optically
thin corona consisting of hot electrons(Sunyaev & Titarchuk 1980;
Titarchuk 1994; Done et al. 2007; Burke et al. 2017). In the soft
state (SS), the spectrum is dominated by the thermal emission from
an geometrically thin and optically thick accretion disc (Shakura &
Sunyaev 1973). When the source moves from (to) the HS to (from)
the SS, the transitional states are classified as the hard intermediate
state (HIMS) and the soft intermediate state (SIMS); the spectral
hardness of the source is in between the values observed in the HS
and SS. In general, during the outburst, the sequence of states from
quiescence to quiescence is the following: HS - HIMS - SIMS -
SS - SIMS - HIMS - HS (See classifications and characteristics of
spectral states in Remillard &McClintock (2006); Belloni & Motta
(2016) for more details). However, there are sources that during
some outbursts remained in the hard states (HS/HIMS) and never
evolved into the softer states (SIMS/SS), such as the 2000 out-
burst of XTE J1118+480 (Wood et al. 2001), the 2010 outburst of
MAXI J1659-152 (Debnath et al. 2015), the 2011 outburst ofMAXI
J1836-194 (Jana et al. 2016), the 2011 and 2017 outburst of Swift
J1357.2-0933 (Armas Padilla et al. 2013; Beri et al. 2019). These
types of "failed-transition" outbursts are considered to be common
events in BH-LMXBs (Tetarenko et al. 2016; Alabarta et al. 2021).

The emissions from theBH-LMXBs cover a broad energy band
from radio to X-ray. Therefore, multi-wavelength observations can
be used to study the source of radiation at different wavelengths.
The radio emission from LMXBs is believed to be the synchrotron
process in jets (Hjellming & Han 1995). However, though the X-ray
and radio emission processes in BH-LMXBs are relatively well-
understood, the origin of the emission in the ultraviolet (UV) and
optical bands is not clearly known yet.

Linking the fluxes produced at differentwavelengths could pro-
vide valuable information about the accretion mechanism. A useful
method has been applied to analyse the origin of UV/optical radia-
tion by studying the power-law correlation, 𝐿UV/optical ∝ 𝐿

𝛽

𝑋
, be-

tween the UV/optical and the X-ray emission. The power-law index
𝛽 can provide some constraints on the possible emission mecha-
nisms. Several possible models to explain the UV/optical emission
of BH-LMXBs in the hard state have been proposed according to
the value of 𝛽 :

(i) The UV/optical emission of LMXBs is the result of the re-
processing of X-ray in the outer accretion disc (Van Paradĳs &
McClintock 1994). This model is based on the simple geometric
assumption that the accretion disc is geometrically thin and opti-
cally thick. The outer region of the accretion disc intercepts and
reprocesses a portion of the X-ray flux from the central source. The
temperature (𝑇) of the outer accretion disc is dominated by X-ray ir-
radiation, and the irradiated outer disc contributes to the UV/optical
emission. In this model there is an empirical relation between the
V-band and theX-ray luminosity: 𝐿V ∝ 𝐿

𝛽

X, where 𝛽 depends on the
surface brightness of the accretion disc given by 𝑆𝜈 ∝ 𝑇 𝛼, 𝛽 = 𝛼/4,
and in the V-band 𝛽 ∼ 0.5 (𝛼 ∼ 2.0) (Van Paradĳs & McClintock
1994). Shahbaz et al. (2015) also pointed out that 𝛽 changes with
the frequency bands as: in the UV band, 𝛽 ∼ 0.9 (𝛼 ∼ 3.7), in the
K-band, 𝛽 ∼ 0.3 (𝛼 ∼ 1.2).
(ii) The UV/optical emission originates from the synchrotron

radiation in the jets (Russell et al. 2006). For BH-LMXBs, the

jet usually exists in the hard state and is quenched in the soft
state (Fender et al. 2004). The total jet power scales with the ra-
dio luminosity and mass accretion rate ( ¤𝑚), following the relation
𝐿radio ∝ 𝐿1.4jet (Blandford & Königl 1979; Falcke & Biermann 1996;
Markoff et al. 2001; Heinz & Sunyaev 2003), 𝐿jet ∝ ¤𝑚 (Falcke &
Biermann 1996; Körding et al. 2006). For radiatively inefficient ac-
cretion, such as BH-LMXBs in the hard state, the X-ray luminosity
scales as 𝐿X ∝ ¤𝑚2 (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973; Narayan & Yi 1995),
therefore, the radio/X-ray correlation can be derived, 𝐿radio ∝ 𝐿0.7X
(e.g. Gallo et al. 2003). This model assumes that optically thick
jet spectrum extends from the radio to the optical/near-infrared
(OIR) band (and even to the UV band, see Russell et al. 2013, for
more details), so the relation 𝐿radio ∝ 𝐿UV/optical is obtained, and
𝐿UV/optical ∝ 𝐿0.7X is theoretically expected. Recent studies have
shown that there is a large population of radio-faint BH-LMXBs,
some of which show a shallower radio−X-ray correlation at low 𝐿X
and a steeper one at high 𝐿X (Coriat et al. 2011; Gallo et al. 2014;
Koljonen & Russell 2019; Carotenuto et al. 2021), which would
translate to different optical−X-ray correlations.
(iii) The UV/optical emission is dominated by a viscously heated

disc (Russell et al. 2006). In this case, the UV/optical luminosity
is also linked through mass accretion rate. For a typical outer disc
temperature of 8000-12000 K, the values of 𝛽 are calculated via
𝐿UV/optical ∝ ¤𝑚𝛾 and 𝐿𝑋 ∝ ¤𝑚2 in hard state BH-LMXBs (Frank
et al. 2002; Russell et al. 2006). The value of 𝛽 increases as the
wavelength decreases: 𝛽 ∼ 0.3 (𝛾 ∼ 0.6) in the UV band, 𝛽 ∼ 0.25
(𝛾 ∼ 0.5) in the V-band, while 𝛽 ∼ 0.15 (𝛾 ∼ 0.3) in the K-band.

The BH-LMXB Swift J1753.5-0127 was discovered by the
Swift Burst Alert Telescope (BAT) on May 30 2005 (Palmer et al.
2005). Swift J1753.5-0127 has a very short orbital period of ∼ 3.24
hrs (Zurita et al. 2008). Shaw et al. (2016b) derived a lower limit
mass of the central object, 𝑀 > 7.4 ± 1.2𝑀� . The distance to the
source is poorly constrained, ∼ 2.5 − 8 kpc (Zurita et al. 2008).
Atri et al. (2019) used Gaia and the LMXB Milky Way density
prior to derive 8.8+12−4.0 kpc. Gandhi et al. (2019) also reported a
similar result using their Milky Way prior. The source exhibits
some outburst characteristics different from the typical LMXBs.
First, after its outburst peak, the flux of Swift J1753.5-0127 began
to decline exponentially, as is typical in LMXBs, however, instead of
returning to quiescence, the source remained in a long-term active
state. After being active for ∼ 11 years, Swift J1753.5-0127 went
into quiescence in November 2016 and then underwent two mini-
outbursts from late January 2017 to July 2017 (Zhang et al. 2017;
Al Qasim et al. 2017; Bright et al. 2017; Bernardini et al. 2017;
Plotkin et al. 2017; Shaw et al. 2019; Zhang et al. 2019). Second,
Swift J1753.5-0127 has remained in the hard state for most of its
outburst time, and occasionally experienced failed state transition
(Soleri et al. 2013; Yoshikawa et al. 2015), and only transitioned
to a low-luminosity soft state in March 2015 (Shaw et al. 2016a).
However, the source never evolved into the HSS during the outburst
like other LMXBs and returned to the hard state instead.

To understand the origin of UV/optical emission in Swift
J1753.5-0127, we have analysed the simultaneous UV/optical and
X-ray observation with Swift. The paper is organized as follows: we
describe the observations and the details of the data reduction and
analysis in Section 2. In Section 3 we show the main results of this
work, such as light curve, HID, UV/optical-X-ray emission corre-
lation. In Section 4 we discuss the possible origin of UV/optical
emission in Swift J1753.5-0127. Finally, in Section 5 we provide a
summary of this work.

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2022)
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Figure 1. Outburst observation of Swift J1753.5-0127with Swift. Panel (a): unabsorbed X-ray (0.3−10 keV) light curve. Panel (b): dereddened UV/optical light
curves in six UVOT filters. Panel (c): the spectral index of the UV/optical SED; black arrows mark where we select the representative SED. Panels (d), (e) and
(f): photon index (Γ), temperature at the inner disc radius (𝑇𝑖𝑛) and hardness ratio (HR) as a function of time. Each point represents one observation. The first
gray region represents the early phase of the main outburst. The gray regions 2, 3, 4 are low-intensity peaks, in which the region 2 is the failed transition from
Soleri et al. (2013), the region 3 is the second "dip" from Shaw et al. (2013), and the region 4 is the low-luminosity soft state from Shaw et al. (2016a). The last
gray area denotes the mini-outburst. The blue dashed line indicates when the source went into quiescence (Al Qasim et al. 2016; Plotkin et al. 2016; Russell
et al. 2016) before the first mini-outburst. These horizontal red lines are the reference lines defined in the main text (see Sec.3.1, Sec.3.2 and Sec.3.4).
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2 OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

We collected all available archival Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory
(Gehrels et al. 2004) observations of J1753 from the onset of the
2005 outburst until 2017. In order to analyse the correlation between
the UV/optical and X-ray emission, we have used the simultaneous
X-ray and UV/optical observations from XRT and UVOT, respec-
tively. This is the first time that this kind of correlations of the source
is carried out over the 12-year long outburst.

2.1 XRT data reduction

We obtained all X-ray spectra and response files making use of the
Swift/XRT online product builder1 (Evans et al. 2009). Since the
Photon Counting (PC) mode spectra are significantly affected by
pile-up at high 𝐿X and do not have enough photons to use chi-
square statistics at low 𝐿X, we only use the data obtained in Win-
dowed Timing (WT) mode in this paper. All spectra are grouped
to have at least 20 counts per energy bin using the ftool grppha.
We use xspec v.12.11.1 (Arnaud 1996) to analyse all X-ray spectra.
We apply the empirical diskbb and powerlaw models to de-
scribe the disc emission and Comptonized emission, respectively.
We adopt the tbabs model and the wilm abundance table for
the interstellar absorption (Wilms et al. 2000). We fixed the col-
umn density to 𝑁H = 2.3 × 1021 cm−2 (Miller et al. 2006). We
have used two models to fit each spectrum, e.g. an absorbed power-
law tbabs*(powerlaw), and an absorbed disc-blackbody plus
a power-law tbabs*(diskbb+powerlaw). We computed each
fitting parameter with 1𝜎 error using the err command. The best-
fitting model is determined by an F-test.

Once the best-fittingmodel had been determined,we calculated
the unabsorbedX-ray fluxes in the 0.3−2 keV, 2−10 keV, and 0.3−10
keV range, respectively, using thecflux convolutionmodel. Errors
on the unabsorbed X-ray fluxes are determined at 1𝜎 confidence
level.

2.2 UVOT data reduction

Swift/UVOT has six filters from the ultraviolet to the optical band.
The effective wavelength (𝜆eff) of each filter are (Poole et al. 2008):
UVW2 (2030Å), UVM2 (2231Å), UVW1 (2634Å), U (3501Å), B
(4329Å), V (5402Å). These wavelength values are used in the fol-
lowing extinction correction process. All the UVOT observations
were taken in image mode with one or more filters. The UVOT data
is processed using heasoft v.6.28. We use the uvotimsum tool
to sum the sky images in observations with more than one image
extension. We determine the flux density of each observation with
the uvotsource tool. We selected a circular region with a radius
of 5 arcsec centred on the source, and a circular source-free region
with a radius of 20 arcsec for the background correction. Errors on
the UV/optical flux densities are determined at 1𝜎 confidence level.

In order to study the correlation between the UV/optical
and the X-ray emission, we converted the flux densities (𝐹𝜆;
𝑒𝑟𝑔 𝑠−1 𝑐𝑚−2 Å−1) to fluxes (𝐹; 𝑒𝑟𝑔 𝑠−1 𝑐𝑚−2) by multiplying
the full-width at half-maximum (FWHM, Δ𝜆; from Poole et al.
2008) of the filter bandpass (i.e. 𝐹 ≈ Δ𝜆𝐹𝜆).

We deredden the UV/optical fluxes for Galactic extinction
making use of the Fitzpatrick (1999) parameterization in each fil-
ter. We used the color excess E(B-V)=0.45 (Froning et al. 2014;

1 http://www.swift.ac.uk/user_objects/
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Figure 2. Hardness-intensity diagram of Swift J1753.5-0127. The color
scale represents the time of observation. Marks 1,2,3 and 4 represent, re-
spectively, the location of the main outburst and several low-intensity peaks
in Figure 1.

Rahoui et al. 2015), and adopted the galactic extinction law with
𝑅𝑉 = 𝐴𝑉 /𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) = 3.1. Once this two parameters was deter-
mined, we use the unred2 python modular in PyAstronomy based
on Fitzpatrick (1999) parameterization to deredden the UV/optical
data.

3 RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

3.1 UV/Optical and X-ray light curves

The∼12 years unabsorbed X-ray (0.3−10 keV) and UV/optical light
curves of J1753 are shown in the first and second panel of Figure
1, respectively. The X-ray light curve shows the typical exponential
decay at the beginning of outburst, followed by an unusual long-
term low-level activity with several low-intensity peaks (the 2,3,4
gray areas in Figure 1). The UV/optical light curve also displays
the same characteristic decay at the early outburst, however, the
later low-level activity are not as obvious as that in the X-ray band.
In panels (d), (e) and (f) of Figure 1 we show the best-fitting X-
ray spectral photon index, temperature at inner disc radius and the
hardness ratio (HR), respectively. We note that the disc component
is not always needed in all observations. From the variation of the
photon index with time, we know that J1753 stayed in the hard state
for a long time. In Figure 1, we mark five gray shadow regions.
The first gray area is the main outburst, and the middle three gray
areas are the low-intensity peaks with HR <0.7, the last gray area
is the mini-outburst after the first quiescence. We note that the
gray areas labeled 2 and 3 correspond to the failed state transition

2 https://pyastronomy.readthedocs.io/en/latest/pyaslDoc/aslDoc/
unredDoc.html
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Figure 3. Representative UVOT SED plot of Swift J1753.5-0127 fitted by
a simple power-law model.

(Soleri et al. 2013; Shaw et al. 2013), the third gray area also is
the second BAT flux "dip" from Shaw et al. (2013), and the fourth
gray area is the low-luminosity soft state from Shaw et al. (2016a).
In the long period of low-level active state, at each low-intensity
peak, the corresponding photon index is larger than 2.0, inner disc
temperature are larger than 0.3, and the hardness ratios are less than
0.7.

3.2 Spectral index of UV/Optical SED

During the outburst, the source was observed simultaneously with
six UVOT filters in many occasions. We make the spectral en-
ergy distribution (SED) between the optical and ultraviolet bands
at different time periods and fitted them with a power-law function,
𝑆𝜈 ∝ 𝜈𝛼, where 𝑆𝜈 is the dereddened UV/optical flux density at
a certain frequency 𝜈 and 𝛼 is the spectral index of the SED, we
only used six filters to measure 𝛼. Figure 3 shows some fitted UVOT
SED plots at representative periods (see arrows in Figure 1-(c)). The
SED were fitted by the curve_fit3 function from python pack-
age scipy.optimize. The variation of the UV/optical spectral
index with the observation time is shown in panel (c) of Figure 1.
During the outburst before MJD ∼ 57750, most of the UV/optical
spectral index are positive around 𝛼 ∼ 0.4 ± 0.1. At the end of
the outburst, as the UV/optical flux decreases, the values of 𝛼 turn
into negative, which indicate that the UV/optical spectral shape

3 https://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy/reference/generated
/scipy.optimize.curve_fit.html

have changed significantly during the outburst decay phase, which
is similar to what found in Zhang et al. (2019).

3.3 Hardness-Intensity Diagram

In Figure 2, we plot the HID of J1753, in which the hardness ratio
is defined as the ratio of the unabsorbed X-ray flux in the 2−10 keV
and 0.3−2 keV bands, and the intensity is defined as the unabsorbed
X-ray flux in the 0.3−10 keV band. The symbols with the color from
purple to red in the figure display the evolution of HR and X-ray flux
with observation time from the start to the end of the outburst. The
tracks in the HID can be simply viewed as several branches, which
represent the early stage of the outburst and several low-intensity
peaks, respectively. For several branches, the data with higher peak
flux have correspondingly softer spectra.

3.3.1 Γ and 𝑇𝑖𝑛 in HID

We also plot the distribution of the X-ray photon index (Γ) and inner
disc temperature (𝑇𝑖𝑛) in the HID (see Figure 4). In the panel (a)
of Figure 4, the upper left part shows that the X-ray spectral photon
index of several branches increases as the HR and the low-intensity
peak’s flux decrease and the corresponding peak’s photon index
increases (also see panel (d) of Figure 1). In the panel (b) of Figure
4, the diskbb component mainly appears in the observations of
the upper left branches.

3.4 The X-ray and UV/optical Flux Correlations

As mentioned in Section 3.3, the hardness ratio always decreases
during the low-intensity peaks in the long outburst. In order to
facilitate the analysis of the correlation between optical and X-ray
emission, we divide all the data into two parts, as shown in panel
(a) of Figure 6. From the Figure 1, especially the panel (f), and the
description in the Section 3.1, the HR > 0.7 boundary is a clear
cutoff that separates the two "failed-transition" states and the low-
luminosity soft from the hard state. We then reflect these two parts
in the correlation distribution map. Panel (b) of Figure 6 shows the
U filter fluxes versus the 0.3−10 keV X-ray fluxes. It is apparent
from this figure that most of the data with HR > 0.7 show a good
correlation between U band and X-ray fluxes. We also plot other
UVOT filter fluxes against the 0.3−10 keV X-ray fluxes in Figure
A1 of Appendix A.

For the observations with HR > 0.7, we first perform a Spear-
man’s rank test and find that there is an apparent correlation be-
tween the UV/optical and X-ray fluxes. In the last two columns of
Table 1 we show the Spearman’s correlation coefficient (𝜌) and the
null-hypothesis probability of the Spearman’s correlation test (𝑃),
respectively. The results of the Spearman’s rank test indicate that
there is a strong correlation between UV/optical and X-ray fluxes
in the data points with HR > 0.7. We fit a power-law function,
𝐹UV/optical = 𝛼𝐹

𝛽

𝑋
, to the UV/optical and 0.3−10 keV X-ray fluxes.

The best fitting 𝛼 and 𝛽 values are given in Table 1. We find that as
the effective wavelength (𝜆eff) of the UVOT filters decreases from
∼ 5402 Å to ∼ 2030 Å, the best fit power-law index (𝛽) increases
from ∼ 0.24 to ∼ 0.33.

In previous correlation studies, the X-ray flux between 2 and
10 keV bands was usually calculated (e.g. Russell et al. 2006; Ar-
mas Padilla et al. 2013; Shahbaz et al. 2015; López-Navas et al.
2020; Yao et al. 2020). In order to compare with previous work,
we carry out the same procedure using the 2−10 keV X-ray flux.

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2022)
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Figure 4. The spectral evolution of Swift J1753.5-0127 in the HID. The colors of the points represent photon index (panel a) and inner disc temperature (panel
b). The gray points represent the data points with no "diskbb" component.
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Figure 5. The spectral evolution of Swift J1753.5-0127 in U filter vs. X-ray flux diagram. The colors of the points represent photon index (panel a) and inner
disc temperature (panel b). The gray points represent the data points with no diskbb component.

The correlations between UV/optical and 2−10 keVX-ray fluxes are
shown in the Figure A2 of Appendix A and the panel (b) of Figure
7. Table 1 shows the fitting results for each correlation using the
2−10 keV X-ray flux. In this case the power-law index (𝛽) increases
from ∼ 0.26 to ∼ 0.37 when the effective wavelength(𝜆eff) of the
UVOT filters decreases from 5402 Å to 2030 Å. For comparison
purposes, we also plotted the correlation between UV/optical and

the two X-ray bands in the same frame in Figure A3 of Appendix
A.

3.4.1 Γ and 𝑇in in correlation diagram

In order to understand the evolution of the X-ray spectral parameters
during the outburst, we plot the data with the color of the markers on
the basis of Γ and 𝑇𝑖𝑛 in the UV/optical−X-ray correlation diagram.
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Figure 6. The correlation analysis taking U-X as an example. These purple squares represent data points with HR > 0.7 and simultaneous observation in the U
filter, green diamonds represent data points with HR < 0.7 and simultaneous observation in the U filter, gray points represent data points with no simultaneous
observation in U filter. Panel (a): HID, the solid red line represents the dividing line of HR=0.7. Panel (b): dereddened U filter fluxes versus unabsorbed X-ray
(0.3−10 keV) flux, the gray shadowed area represent the observation of the 4th low-intensity peak. The purple solid line is a power-law fit to purple square (HR
> 0.7) data set. Panel (c): X-ray (0.3−10 keV) light curve.

In the panel (a) of Figure 5, we show the distribution of photon index
in the UV/optical−X-ray correlation diagram (taking U filter as an
example). In the panel (b), we show the distribution of inner disc
temperature in the U−X-ray correlation diagram. The gray points
represent the data points with no diskbb component. As is evident
from Figure 5, the data with high photon index and high inner disc
temperature deviate from the UV/optical−X-ray correlation.

4 DISCUSSION

We have analysed all available Swift/XRT and Swift/UVOT data of
theBH-LMXBSwift J1753.5-0127.We have studied theUV/optical
and X-ray flux correlations during the whole 12-year long-term
outburst, and found, for the first time, that the power-law index
𝛽 increases from ∼ 0.24 to ∼ 0.33 as the UV/optical wavelength
decreases from ∼ 5400 Å (V) to ∼ 2030 Å (UVW2). We found that
the data that deviate from the correlation are the low-intensity peaks
that appear in the X-ray band during the outburst, and found these
low-intensity peaks were dominated by the soft X-ray component.
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Figure 7. The UVOT-X-ray correlation of Swift J1753.5-0127 in HR>0.7 observations. panel(a): correlation between the dereddened UV/optical fluxes and
the unabsorbed X-ray (0.3−10 keV) flux.panel(b): correlation between the dereddened UV/optical fluxes and the unabsorbed X-ray (2−10 keV) flux. Only the
data points with HR > 0.7 are fitted in both figures.

Table 1. Results of Spearman’s rank test and power-law fit (𝐹UV/optical = 𝛼𝐹
𝛽

𝑋
) to the UV/optical and the X-ray (0.3−10 keV, 2−10 keV) correlation.

Filter 𝜆eff 0.3−10 keV 2−10 keV

(Å) 𝛽 ± Δ𝛽 𝛼 ± Δ𝛼 𝜌* 𝑃** 𝛽 ± Δ𝛽 𝛼 ± Δ𝛼 𝜌* 𝑃**

𝑣 5402 0.24 ± 0.02 3.57(±1.13) × 10−10 0.85 2.19 × 10−11 0.26 ± 0.02 7.07(±2.65) × 10−10 0.87 3.73 × 10−12
𝑏 4329 0.25 ± 0.02 1.04(±0.38) × 10−9 0.88 2.69 × 10−11 0.27 ± 0.02 1.88(±0.79) × 10−9 0.89 6.09 × 10−12
𝑢 3501 0.27 ± 0.01 2.20(±0.65) × 10−9 0.82 1.62 × 10−19 0.30 ± 0.01 4.98(±1.40) × 10−9 0.87 1.15 × 10−24

𝑢𝑣𝑤1 2634 0.30 ± 0.02 5.12(±1.63) × 10−9 0.84 3.20 × 10−23 0.33 ± 0.01 1.18(±0.37) × 10−8 0.89 7.40 × 10−29
𝑢𝑣𝑚2 2231 0.29 ± 0.01 7.20(±2.12) × 10−9 0.91 4.58 × 10−24 0.31 ± 0.02 1.44(±0.48) × 10−8 0.93 4.63 × 10−27
𝑢𝑣𝑤2 2030 0.33 ± 0.01 2.54(±0.74) × 10−8 0.85 3.20 × 10−24 0.37 ± 0.01 6.73(±2.05) × 10−8 0.92 1.24 × 10−33

* Spearman’s correlation coefficient, which varies between -1 and +1 with 0 implying no correlation and 𝜌 = +1 or 𝜌 = −1 implying, respectively,
positive or negtive correlation.
** Null hypothesis probability of Spearman’s correlation test. The P-value indicates the probability of an uncorrelated system producing datasets that
have a Spearman correlation.

4.1 Several low-intensity peaks

As shown in Figure 1, the last three gray shadowed areas repre-
sent the time intervals when three low-intensity peaks appear. We
find that the source spectra become soft in these three periods.
In particular, during the fourth peak, the source went into a low-
luminosity soft state (Shaw et al. 2016a). As mentioned in Section
3.1, in these three periods the disc component appeared, and the
X-ray photon index was significantly larger than that in the rest of
the outburst, which indicates that the soft X-ray emission increased.
In order to estimate the soft X-ray contribution during these three
low-intensity peaks, we calculated the total unabsorbed X-ray flux
and the diskbb-subtracted X-ray flux between 0.3 keV and 10 keV.
In Figure A4 and Figure 8 we show the total (0.3−10 keV) and the
diskbb-subtracted X-ray flux during these three peaks for HR <
0.7. We also did the same calculation for the data with HR > 0.7.
We find that the X-ray flux is significantly reduced after removing
the disc component during these low-intensity peaks when HR <
0.7, whereas the X-ray flux does not show any significant reduction

after subtracting the disc component in the data with HR > 0.7.
This indicates that the data during these peaks that deviate from
the UV/optical−X-ray correlation are strongly affected by the soft
X-ray emission from inner disc. Moreover, previous study showed
a reduction of the optical emission during the fourth peak (Zhang
et al. 2019). Therefore the deviations from the UV/optical−X-ray
correlation due to the combination of both an increase of the soft
X-ray emission and reduction of the UV/optical emission. Since the
variation of theUV/optical flux is comparatively small, we think that
the deviation from the correlation is mostly driven by an increase
of the soft X-ray flux in the inner part of the accretion disc.

We also find that, taking the U filter as an example, in the gray
shaded area of Panel (b) in Figure 6, the U/optical flux during the
fourth peak changes slightly, whereas the X-ray flux varies by a fac-
tor of four. This indicates that the UV/optical flux does not strongly
affected by the X-ray emission during the fourth low-intensity peak.
Similar trends can not be excluded in the UV/optical−X-ray dia-
gram for both peak 2 and 3 since there is no good Swift UV/optical
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Figure 8. U filter-X-ray (0.3−10 keV) flux correlation after subtracting
the X-ray flux from diskbb. The purple squares and green diamonds
represent data with HR>0.7 and HR<0.7 before subtracting the diskbb
flux, respectively. The gray crosses and black filled circles represent data
with HR>0.7 and HR<0.7 after subtracting the diskbb flux, respectively.
The purple solid line is a power-law fit to the purple points.

data coverage during peak 2 and 3 as there is for peak 4. Further-
more, given the smooth evolution of the UV/optical light curves
in Figure 2 of Zhang et al. (2019) and similar spectral properties
shown in Figure 5, we speculate that the UV/optical flux neither in
peak 2 nor in peak 3 is correlated with the X-ray flux. In addition,
if the X-ray reprocessing dominates the UV/optical emission, the
UV/optical band should have the corresponding increases during
these three X-ray peaks. We therefore suggest that the X-ray flux
does not strongly affect the UV/optical flux.

4.2 UV/optical spectral index

In the above analysis we find that in the long-term outburst the
UV/optical light curve did not show significant variations, and the
UV/optical spectral index (within errors) stayed almost constant
before the source went into quiescence. The UV/optical spectra
were not strongly affected by the increased X-ray flux during the
three low-intensity peaks.

Russell et al. (2006) studied the optical/near-infrared SEDs of
15 BH-LMXBs in which the spectral index is almost positive, and
they suggested that these spectra could have a thermal origin. In our
analysis, the UV/optical spectral index varied around ∼ 0.4 before
the source entered into the outburst decay phase. The UV-optical
spectral index is ∼ 0.4 before the outburst decay, whereas the spec-
tral index between the 𝑉 and 𝑖′ bands is ∼ 0.9 (Zhang et al. 2019).
This implies a curvature, turning down at longer wavelengths, which
is consistent with the accretion disc approaching the Rayleigh-Jeans
tail at longer wavelengths. The values of the UV/optical spectral in-
dices evolved from positive to negative during the period when the
source went into quiescence, which indicates that the temperature
of the disc decreases at large radii, consistent with the findings in
Zhang et al. (2019, in particular Figure 4) and can be explained by a
cooling disc. Previous studies of broadband SED (e.g. Froning et al.
2014; Rahoui et al. 2015; Tomsick et al. 2015; Shaw et al. 2019)

suggested that Swift J1753.5-0127 had a cool disc at large radii dur-
ing the outburst. Assuming the UV/optical emission comes from the
thermal emission of the cool disc, the almost constant spectral index
indicates that the disc component at large radii evolved very slowly
and was not significantly affected by the rapid activities (i.e. several
low-intensity X-ray peaks) from the inner region of the accretion
disc.

4.3 UV/optical-X-ray correlation

In BH-LMXBs, we expect different UV/optical emission processes
to yield different correlations with the X-ray flux. Studying the cor-
relations between the emission in different wavelengths can provide
valuable information about the accretion process and any associ-
ated outflows. The power-law index of the relation between the
UV/optical and X-ray fluxes is often used to identify the origin of
the UV/optical emission mechanism.

If the UV/optical emission is due to the reprocessing of X-rays
in the outer accretion disc, the power-law index is expected to vary
from ∼ 0.3 to ∼ 0.9 as the energy band changes from optical to
UV. For the X-ray reprocessing model, Van Paradĳs & McClintock
(1994) derived a power-law index 𝛽 ∼ 0.5 in V-band. There are
some observations consistent with this(e.g. Bernardini et al. 2016).
Under the assumption that the emission from an irradiated disc can
extend from optical to UV, and the 𝛽 ∼ 0.5 could be even applied
to near-ultraviolet (NUV) and UV bands (e.g. Rykoff et al. 2007,
2010). Shahbaz et al. (2015) suggested the value of 𝛽 should vary
from optical to UV.

If the UV/optical emission comes from synchrotron emission
in jet of BH-LMXBs, the power-law index should be around ∼
0.7 over the entire UV/optical bands (Russell et al. 2006, 2012).
This kind of situation usually happens in the hard state of BH-
LMXBs because the jet would be quenched in the soft state. Russell
et al. (2012) investigated the optical excess of the BHXB XTE
J1752-223, they obtained a relation, 𝐹optical ∝ 𝐹0.72±0.12

𝑋
, and they

suggested that the origin of the optical excess is the synchrotron
jet. Soleri et al. (2010) obtained the spectral indices of the radio
SED of Swift J1753.5-0127 are negative, between July 2005 and
July 2007, and they found the jet is too weak to be responsible for
the optical/infrared emission and they suggested that the thermal
emission from the accretion disc dominate the optical emission.

If the UV/optical emission is due to the viscously heated disc,
for BH-LMXBs, the expected power-law power-law index varies
from ∼ 0.15 to ∼ 0.3 from optical to UV (Frank et al. 2002; Russell
et al. 2006). As shown in Table 1, we found that the UV/optical and
X-ray fluxes are strongly correlated during the hard state. The val-
ues of the power-law indices for the UV/optical-X-ray correlation
vary in the range 0.24 < 𝛽 < 0.33 and 0.26 < 𝛽 < 0.37, if we use
the 0.3−10 keV and 2−10 keV X-ray bands, respectively. Compared
with the three models discussed above, we find that the values of
UV/optical−X-ray power-law index 𝛽 deviate greatly from the X-
ray reprocessing model and the jet model. Our results are consistent
with the model in which the UV/optical emission comes from a vis-
cously heated disc around a black hole in the hard state. Frank et al.
(2002) predicted that the power-law index is wavelength dependent.
For the UV/optical emission of a viscously heated steady-state disc,
as the wavelength of the UV/optical band decreases, the value of 𝛽
increases. Our results are consistent with the theoretical trend (see
the values of 𝛽 in Table 1). Armas Padilla et al. (2013) and Beri
et al. (2019) got similar results in studying the BH-LMXB Swift
J1357.2–0933, and they suggested that the UV/optical emission dur-
ing the outbursts of the source in 2011 and 2017, respectively, could
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be explained by the viscously heated disc. We find that there are
some similarities between Swift J1357.2-0933 and Swift J1753.5-
0127. Both sources have short orbital periods, ∼ 3 hrs, and stayed
in the hard state during outburst. However, the duration of the two
outbursts of Swift J1357.2-0933 (∼ 7 and ∼ 4.5 months, respec-
tively) are shorter than that of the unusual long-term outburst in
Swift J1753.5-0127.

It has been suggested that the accretion disc of Swift J1753.5-
0127 should be irradiated and heated by the central X-ray emission
during the outburst (Shaw et al. 2019; Zhang et al. 2019). By mod-
elling the bolometric X-ray light curve using the shape predicted by
the irradiated DIM (IDIM), and fitting the UV/optical/NIR SEDs
during the standstill phase and mini-outburst with an irradiated
disc model, Shaw et al. (2019) found a fully irradiated disc ex-
ists in the long-term outburst. Shaw et al. (2019) also analysed the
UV/optical−X-ray correlation for the mini-outburst, and the corre-
lations they obtained are shallower than expected from X-ray repro-
cessing. They suggest that the UV/optical emission is a combination
of X-ray reprocessing and a contribution of synchrotron emission
from the corona, resulting in shallower correlations.

As discussed in section 4.1, the low-intensity peaks only appear
in the X-ray band and are dominated by the soft X-ray component.
There is no significant increase in the UV/optical band during these
peaks. This indicates that a high fraction of the X-ray flux is dom-
inated by emission from the inner region of the accretion disc, and
could be due to the irradiated disc instability model. Most of the
optical emission is coming from the outer viscously heated disc and
the disc is not irradiated enough. This is consistent with the results
in Alabarta et al. (2021) who suggested that insufficient irradia-
tion would occur in the so called failed-transition outburst, like in
Swift J1753.5-0127. We can not exclude, however, that there is a
small fraction of UV/optical emission from irradiation due to the
existence of the irradiated disc. There is possibly some small contri-
bution from the jet or the hot flow as well (Durant et al. 2008; Hynes
et al. 2009; Wang &Wang 2014; Rahoui et al. 2015; Veledina et al.
2015, 2017), but we have discussed that their contribution is low
compared to the viscous disc. There is no UV/optical emission after
the source went into quiescence, so it is unlikely that the UV/optical
emission comes from a companion star.

The values of the power-law index in the above three models
are obtained, assuming that the UV/optical emission is only from
a single mechanism. In practice, the correlation obtained from the
observations could not be well interpreted with a single theoretical
model. For instance, in a study of 33 LMXBs, Russell et al. (2006)
found the power-law index 𝛽 ∼ 0.6 for BH-LMXBs in the hard
accretion state, and they suggested that the UV/optical emission
could be produced by more than one mechanism or that the exact
contributions can not be determined only through the power-law
index. In the study ofNS-LMXBAqlX-1, López-Navas et al. (2020)
found that the 𝛽 values in the outburst decay are higher than the
power-law index expected from the above three theoretical models,
and they also suggested that multiple mechanisms are contributing
to the UV/optical emissions observed in Aql X-1.

5 CONCLUSION

Wehave presented simultaneous UV/optical andX-ray observations
of the short orbital period BH-LMXB Swift J1753.5-0127 during
its 12-yr long outburst, and obtain the following conclusions:

(i) Based on the UV/optical−X-ray flux correlations and the
comparisons with theoretical models, we find that the UV/optical

emission is dominated by the viscously heated accretion disc at large
radii during the long-term outburst.

(ii) We find that the low-intensity peaks that appeared in the
X-ray band during the outburst are likely ascribed to increased soft
X-ray flux from the inner part of the accretion disc.
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APPENDIX A: OTHER PLOTS

(i) Figure A1: Evolution of the UV/optical flux in UVOT filters
(v, b, uvw1, uvm2 and uvw2 filter) as a function of the 0.3−10 keV
X-ray flux for the long-term outburst, similar to the panel (b) of
Figure 6. These solid lines are the power-law fit to the data with
HR>0.7.
(ii) Figure A2: Evolution of the UV/optical flux in UVOT filters

(v, b, u, uvw1, uvm2 and uvw2 filter) as a function of the 2−10 keV
X-ray flux for the long-term outburst.
(iii) Figure A3: We plot the correlation between UV/optical and

the two X-ray bands in the same frame to compare the difference of
both bands. The correlations in 2−10 keV are slightly steeper than
that in 0.3−10 keV, and the power-law indices from both bands are
consistent with that predicted by the viscously heated disc.
(iv) FigureA4:We plot the figures similar to Figure 8. The purple

solid line is a power-law fit to the purple points.
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Figure A1. Other UVOT filter fluxes versus 0.3−10 keV X-ray fluxes.
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Figure A2. UVOT fluxes fluxes versus 2−10 keV X-ray fluxes.
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Figure A3. Comparing the correlation of different X-ray bands in the same frame.
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Figure A4. The flux correlation subtracted the flux of the diskbb component.
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