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ABSTRACT

Transient Low-Mass X-ray binaries (LMXBs) are discovered largely by X-ray and gamma-ray all-
sky monitors. The X-ray outburst is also accompanied by an optical brightening, which empirically
can precede detection of X-rays. Newly sensitive optical synoptic surveys may offer a complementary
pathway for discovery, and potential for insight into the initial onset and propagation of the thermal
instability that leads to the ionization of the accretion disk. We use the Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF)
alert stream to perform a comprehensive search at optical wavelengths for previously undiscovered
outbursting LMXBs. Our pipeline first crossmatches the positions of the alerts to cataloged X-ray
sources, and then analyzes the 30-day lightcurve of matched alerts by thresholding on differences
with an 8-day exponentially weighted moving average. In addition to an nineteen month-long live
search, we ran our pipeline over four years of ZTF archival data, recovering 4 known LMXBs. We also
independently detected an outburst of MAXI J1957+032 in the live search and found the first outburst
of Swift J1943.4+0228, an unclassified X-ray transient, in 10 years. Using Monte Carlo simulations
of the Galactic LMXB population, we estimate that 29% of outbursting LMXBs are detectable by
ZTF and that 4.4% of LMXBs would be present in the crossmatched X-ray catalogs, giving an
estimated Galactic population of 33901’?3?8. We estimate that our current pipeline can detect 1.3%
of all outbursting LMXBs, including those previously unknown, but that Rubin Observatory’s Legacy

Survey of Space and Time (LSST) will be able to detect 43% of outbursting LMXBs.

Keywords: LMXBs, X-ray binaries, sky surveys

1. INTRODUCTION

X-ray binaries (XRBs) are interacting binary systems
containing a neutron star or black hole and a stellar com-
panion. In Low Mass X-ray Binaries (LMXBs), matter
from a low mass stellar companion is transferred into
an accretion disk via Roche Lobe overflow. The accre-
tion of matter onto the compact object does not happen
uniformly, which leads the LMXB to undergo outbursts
(Shakura & Sunyaev 1973; King & Ritter 1998). The
most widely discussed mechanism for these outbursts is
the Disk Instability Model (DIM; for a detailed review,
see Hameury 2020). In this model, the luminosity of
these systems can increase by many orders of magnitude
when an instability (perhaps the Magnetorotational In-
stability; Balbus & Hawley 1998) causes the accretion
disk to become ionized, leading the mass transfer rate
onto the compact binary to dramatically increase and
causing a transient outburst event. High Mass X-ray
Binaries (HMXBs) are mostly persistent, wind-fed sys-

tems. Many, but not all, of these objects lack accretion
disks and prominent optical outbursts (Reig & Fabregat
2015).

Accretion outbursts of LMXBs typically exhibit a
characteristic fast rise, exponential decay temporal pro-
file (Chen et al. 1997). The initial rise of several days to
weeks corresponds to complete ionization of the accre-
tion disk and increase in mass transfer onto the compact
object, followed by a long decay as energy is radiated,
cooling the ionized disk. The decay portion of the out-
burst can last for hundreds of days or even years, as irra-
diation from the compact object can sustain ionization
of the inner disk (King & Ritter 1998; Dubus et al. 2001).
The end of the outburst can transition to a linear decay
(King & Ritter 1998; Tetarenko et al. 2018) as the disk
changes back to its neutral state. While the narrative
provided by the disk instability model (DIM) matches
the overall observed behavior of outbursts, many key
details of the process remain uncertain, including the
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mechanism that triggers the outburst onset. The loca-
tion where this instability originates and the process by
which it propagates throughout the disk are also not well
understood. Also uncertain are why some outbursts fail
to progress to the disk-dominated high-soft state, result-
ing in a smaller and shorter “failed transition” outbursts
(Alabarta et al. 2021).

Many modifications to the model have been proposed
to account for observations, including irradiation of the
disk (King 1998; Niwano et al. 2023), tidal forces (e.g.,
Priedhorsky & Verbunt 1988), and disk winds (e.g.,
Neilsen & Degenaar 2023, and references therein). Dis-
coveries of both new XRBs and new XRB outbursts may
help answer these questions and clarify the underlying
physical processes that necessitate these modifications.

The discovery of X-ray Binaries has largely been
driven by X-ray all-sky monitors, such as the All-Sky
Monitor (ASM) on the Rossi X-ray Timing Explorer
(RXTE). However, while the sensitivity of these in-
struments, around 10~ ®ergsecm™2s~! (about 10%5 —
1036 ergs s~ at fiducial galactic distance (Krimm et al.
2013; Matsuoka et al. 2009)), can detect the intense ra-
diation from outbursts, they miss X-ray Binaries in qui-
escence (1022 — 10335 ergss™!), and can miss weak/low
luminosity outbursts, such as outbursts from very faint
x-ray transients (VFXTs; e.g., Armas Padilla et al. 2014;
Heinke et al. 2015). Focusing X-ray telescopes such as
Chandra, XMM-Newton, and Swift have the sensitiv-
ity to detect much fainter sources and their higher res-
olution also provides more precise spatial localization.
However, their smaller field of view means that their
combined sky coverage is much smaller than the all-sky
monitors. Additionally, classification of detected X-ray
radiation as an outbursting X-ray Binary can be difficult
with both all sky monitors and the more sensitive X-ray
source catalogs, particularly for fainter, shorter duration
outbursts that are only observed serendipitously, mean-
ing that a number of LMXBs may be catalogued but not
classified.

Optical detection and monitoring offers an alternate
pathway to discovery and characterization of X-ray bi-
naries. Empirically, the initial stages of the outburst can
first be observed at optical wavelengths several days be-
fore the X-ray outburst (Russell et al. 2019). For exam-
ple, the X-ray Binary AT2019wey (Yao et al. 2021) was
discovered first in the optical by ATLAS (Tonry et al.
2019) and was monitored by the Zwicky Transient Fa-
cility months before a detection of an X-ray outburst
(Mereminskiy et al. 2020). Since the optical outburst
can precede the X-ray brightening, this can enable ear-
lier X-ray followup during the initial rise and the study
of the mechanisms that trigger the outburst, which are

not understood due to a relative rarity of observations
during the earliest phases of outburst onset. However,
an optical search requires a fast cadence to identify can-
didates in the short brightening phase, while also need-
ing the depth to catch faint, extincted sources in the
Galactic Plane. In addition, optical fields are much
more crowded at typical outburst magnitudes compared
to the X-ray sky and X-ray outbursts. As a result, ad-
ditional contextual data, such as the lightcurve history,
and prompt followup are needed to identify outbursts as
LMXBs early in the outburst cycle.

The X-ray Binary New Early Warning System (XB-
NEWS) collaboration (Russell et al. 2019) uses obser-
vations from the Las Cumbres Observatory to monitor
known X-ray binaries and has made the first detection
of several LMXB outbursts (Pirbhoy et al. 2020; Baglio
et al. 2022; Saikia et al. 2023). This dedicated program
ensures consistent monitoring of known XRBs over long
periods, but requires dedicated observations and data
processing. Additionally, its narrow-field targeted ob-
servations are not able to discover outbursts from pre-
viously unknown XRBs.

Optical synoptic surveys provide an alternative means
of discovering outburts from both known and new
LMXBs. The Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF; Bellm
et al. 2019a; Graham et al. 2019; Dekany et al. 2020)
images the northern sky down to ~21 mag at a cadence
of 1-3 days (Bellm et al. 2019b). The high cadence and
depth of ZTF combined with its real-time alert system
(Patterson et al. 2019), enables multiple detections of
LMXBs during the fast rise phase of outburst and quick
investigation of the candidate sources, and motivates
this study to find optical outbursts of LMXBs. The
easily accessible lightcurve history in ZTF also enables
us to eliminate a large number of contaminant sources,
such as cataclysmic variables (CVs), by examining the
historical outburst behavior and duty cycle of candidate
sources.

For identification of outbursts from known LMXBs in
ZTF, we make use of a watchlist to notify us of any ac-
tivity from positions of sources in the Ritter and Kolb
Ritter & Kolb (2003), BlackCAT (Corral-Santana et al.
2016a), and WATCHDOG (Tetarenko et al. 2016) cata-
logs. This watchlist, implemented using the ANTARES
broker (Matheson et al. 2021), led to the discovery of
outbursts from XTE J18594226 (Bellm 2021a; Bellm
et al. 2023) and Swift J1357.2—0933 (Bellm 2021b).

In this work, we focus on searches for previously-
unknown LMXBs using the ZTF alert stream. We de-
scribe a live nightly outburst search pipeline which cross-
matches ZTF alerts with catalogs of X-ray sources to
narrow down the number of candidates considered. We



also perform this search over 4 years of archival alert
data. In section 2, we describe our methodology for
identifying candidates. In section 3, we present the re-
sults of our search, which includes recoveries of known
LMXB outbursts over this timespan. In section 3, we
estimate the percentage of galactic LMXBs are visible
to our pipeline. In section 5, we conclude with a discus-
sion of our pipeline, and the implications of our results
for discovery of LMXBs in future surveys, such as the
Vera C. Rubin Observatory’s Legacy Survey of Space
and Time (LSST; Ivezi¢ et al. 2019).

2. METHODS
2.1. The ZTF Alert Stream

The alert stream is a data product provided by
the Zwicky Transient Facility. An automated pipeline
detects transient and variable sources by differencing
nightly images and coadded reference images and identi-
fying any sources that appear in the difference images’
above a SN > 5 (Masci et al. 2019). Candidates are
packaged with metadata, detection history, and image
cutouts into alerts. The ZTF alert distribution system
(ZADS; Patterson et al. 2019) uses Kafka to stream
these alerts out in near real time, enabling rapid fol-
lowup after identification. The median number of ZTF
alerts per observing night for all programs is 363,000,
but is highly variable, and can exceed 1M in a single
night when observing in the Galactic plane.

Galactic variables frequently appear in both reference
and science images, so to find the total apparent mag-
nitude we add the reference and difference fluxes. The
apparent photometric magnitudes for each source are
determined by adding (or subtracting, in the case of a
negative source in the difference image) the PSF-fitted
photometry to the reference image photometry. Sources
that are too close in brightness to the reference image
may not pass the 5-sigma threshold for triggering an
alert and show up in the alert history as a nondetec-
tion. We determine the limit of nondetections by aver-
aging the upper and lower bounds for the nondetection,
which are found by adding and subtracting the differ-
ence image limiting magnitude from the reference mag-
nitude. Adding nondetections to the lightcurve history
gives greater temporal coverage to the outburst iden-
tification algorithm and provides a level of comparison
between the outburst and quiescent states.

2.2. Live Search Pipeline

L https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/data/ZTF /docs/ztf_explanatory_
supplement.pdf

2.2.1. Consuming Alerts

The live search over all alerts in the alert stream cov-
ered in this paper begins on February 24th, 2021 and
ends September 21st, 2022. ZTF provides access to
alerts through a number of community brokers? which
consume the public stream and enable users to filter,
query, and otherwise interact with the alerts. However,
we consume the alert stream directly from the ZADS
system for greater flexibility and control over the filters
and cuts in our search for LMXBs?. The filters and cuts
on the alert stream are diagrammed in figure 1.

We eliminate sources with a deep real bogus score
(Duev et al. 2019) under 0.8, as well as any packets with
nearby known solar system objects. The sources pass-
ing this initial cut are then crossmatched to positions of
known X-ray sources.

2.2.2. X-ray and SIMBAD Crossmatch

In order to narrow down the number of candidates
considered, we first crossmatch all alerts with positions
of previously catalogued X-ray sources using the given
spatial uncertainties in the catalogs as the crossmatch
radius. These sources are compiled from 5 X-ray sur-
veys listed in table 1: ROSAT 2RXS (Boller et al.
2016), Chandra CSC2 (Evans et al. 2010), Swift 2SXPS
(Evans et al. 2020), XMM DR10 (Webb et al. 2020), and
XMMSL2 (Warwick et al. 2012). We crossmatched the
X-ray source positions to SIMBAD to remove known
extra-galactic sources, such as AGN, as well as other
previously-identified X-ray emitting sources that are
not X-ray Binaries. We then created a unified X-ray
dataset combining all 5 catalogs. The ROSAT 2RXS
and XMMSL catalogs provide comprehensive sky cov-
erage at the expense of poor localization, and roughly
15% of sources in these catalogs overlap with better lo-
calized sources in the Chandra and Swift catalogs. The
total number of X-ray sources we crossmatch against is
848651.

ZTF alerts within the positional uncertainty of an X-
ray source are flagged as matches and saved for further
analysis. Since the positional uncertainty of candidates
from ZTF is usually smaller than their matched X-ray
counterparts, we again crossmatch to SIMBAD to elim-
inate any unwanted contaminants. Sources passing the
SIMBAD cut are saved into a SQLite database along
with photometric and nondetection data.

2 e.g., ANTARES (Matheson et al. 2021); Lasair (Smith et al.
2019); ALeRCE (Forster et al. 2021); AMPEL (Nordin et al.
2019); Fink (Moller et al. 2021); Pitt/Google (http://pitt-broker.
readthedocs.io)

3 https://github.com/dirac-institute/alert_stream_crossmatch
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Figure 1. Flowchart showing how packets from the alert stream or alert archive are processed by our pipeline. We examine
lightcurves of candidates passing all cuts by eye and further investigate their historical observations by ZTF and other surveys.

Observatory | Catalog Energy Median 1o Sky Number

Range Localization | Coverage | of Sources
ROSAT 2RXS (Boller et al. 2016) 0.1-2.4keV 15.7" 100% 135,118
XMM XMMSL2 (Warwick et al. 2012) | 0.2-12keV 4.2" 84% 29,393
Swift-XRT | 25XPS (Evans et al. 2020) 0.3-10keV 2.7" 9.1% 146,768
XMM 4XMM-DR10 (Webb et al. 2020) | 0.2-12keV 1.5"” 3.0% 575,158
Chandra CSC 2.0 (Evans et al. 2010) 0.1-10 keV 0.6” 1.3% 317,167

Table 1. X-ray catalogs used for crossmatching in this work.

2.2.3. Time Series Metrics

We use photometric magnitudes to calculate our time-
series features. Objects with reference magnitudes
brighter than 15 mag are eliminated, since these sources
are near ZTF’s saturation limit and are unlikely to be
undiscovered LMXBs. Additionally, we eliminate the
0.5% most uncertain observations (photometric errors
greater than 0.5 mag), which are usually the result of
problems in the data quality. This eliminates a number
of spurious observations.

We then calculate an 8-day (7 = 8) exponentially
weighted moving average (EMA) on the apparent mag-
nitudes and nondetection limits:

EMA(t) = f«x EMA(t,) + (1 — f) * mag(t)
f=exp—(t—tp)/7

Where t is the time of detection and tp is the time of
the previous detection. The EMA is a trailing metric:
during an outburst, the photometric magnitude will be
brighter than the EMA at the same time, leading to a
positive difference between the 8-day EMA and the pho-

(1)

tometric magnitude. For an outburst, we expect this
difference to be positive for at least 8 days. We use a 4-
day rolling average of this EMA difference as our metric
for outburst, selecting all objects where this metric ex-
ceeds 0.25 for at least one observation. We then sort all
candidates from the previous 10 days by the maximum
value of this metric and visually inspect the lightcurves.
The EMA cut typically provides on order 100
lightcurves per day. We examine the complete ZTF
photometric history of lightcurves passing the EMA cut.
This allows us to eliminate a large number of cataclysmic
variables, which are by far the most common contami-
nant. The recurrence time and outburst duration of CVs
(Coppejans et al. 2016) are both generally much shorter
than those for LMXBs (Tetarenko et al. 2016). Addi-
tionally, CV outbursts, which are much less luminous
than LMXB outbursts, tend to be closer and therefore
much less extincted (i.e red) than LMXB outbursts.
Candidates exhibiting a lack of outburst history or
long-duration outbursts with long recurrence times are
examined further using the ZTF forced photometry ser-



vice. We also check for past observations in X-ray by
Swift XRT and BAT, in SIMBAD for publications and
references, and for observations and spectra by other
surveys such as SDSS.

We follow up sources by triggering spectroscopic ob-
servations in the optical using the 3.5m telescope at
Apache Point Observatory (APO), as well as in the
X-ray using a Swift ToO. The spectroscopic followup
enables us to identify the presence of double-peaked
Balmer emission lines. While these lines are also present
in the spectra of cataclysmic variables (CVs), black
hole binaries have broader emission lines than CVs at
a given orbital period (Casares & Torres 2018). The full
width half maximum (FWHM) of these emission lines
can both serve as a diagnostic and be used to estimate
the mass ratio of the compact object to the companion
star (Casares 2016).

2.3. Archival search

In addition, we also ran a search for outbursting
LMXBs over 4 years of archived ZTF alert data. Similar
to the live search, archived alerts were first crossmatched
against our combined X-ray catalog, with matches then
crossmatched to SIMBAD to eliminate extragalactic and
other contaminant sources. We then implemented the
same cuts on reference magnitude and observation un-
certainty. We also required each candidate to have at
least 4 observations in a single filter over a stretch of 28
days.

Candidates that passed these basic cuts were then sub-
jected to cuts based on timeseries features. We again
calculate the EMA metric described in 2.2.3, as well as
the Von Neumann statistic:

1 N-1
"= N1z Z (mis1 —m;)? (2)

The Von-Neumann statistic assesses the smoothness
and stability of the lightcurve by averaging the square
differences of consecutive points and dividing by the
variance. The least interesting candidates never undergo
a significant outburst, leading to a very small value for
the Von-Neumann statistic. We exclude sources where
the Von-Neumann statistic is less than 0.004.

3. RESULTS
3.1. Live Search Results

We identified two LMXB candidates in outburst us-
ing our live search pipeline. Figure 2 presents the
lightcurves and outburst metrics associated with these
two sources around the time of discovery. Table 2 sum-
marizes these sources along with sources identified in an
archival search (§3.2).
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Figure 2. Two objects found in our live search. The top plot
shows an outburst of MAXI J19574032, a known LMXB.
The bottom plot shows the outburst of Swift J1943.44+0228,
an LMXB candidate not observed for 10 years. The red and
green colors correspond to observations taken in the ztf-r and
ztf-g bands respectively. The lightly plotted lines show the
8-day EMA and the vertical shading indicates observations
meeting our outburst metric (these are described by pale
grey in the legend).

Forced Photometry of
MAXI J1957+032 (ZTF22abcvwog)
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Figure 3. ZTF22abcvwog (Swift J1943.44-0228) lightcurve
produced by the ZTF forced photometry service showing
no previous detections by ZTF, as well as a reflares on
MJD=59840 and MJD=59890.

3.1.1. AMXP MAXI J1957+032
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Figure 4. Hardness v. intensity of the 2012 and 2022 out-
bursts of Swift J1943.44+0228. It appears that the 2012 out-
burst never transitioned into the soft state. The 2022 out-
burst is barely detected and also harder than the 2012 out-
burst.

MAXI J19574032 is an accreting milisecond puslsar
(Sanna et al. 2022) that was identified in our live search
pipeline as ZTF19acerbwo on June 20th, 2022. This out-
burst was previously observed and reported by MAXI on
June 18th, 2022 (Negoro et al. 2022). Using the ZTF
forced photometry service, we found this source was first
observed by ZTF on the same day as the MAXI report
(Wang et al. 2022). Since the source appeared to be al-
ready fading in optical past the followup capabilities of
APO, we did not trigger further followup.

3.1.2. Swift J1943.4+0228

Swift J1943.44-0228 is an X-ray transient source first
observed in outburst by Swift in April 2012 by the Burst
Alert Telescope (BAT) (Krimm et al. 2013) and subse-
quently not detected again until it was detected to be
in outburst by our pipeline on September 6, 2022 (MJD
59828) as ZTF22abcvwog after having begun an out-
burst on August 26th (MJD 59817). Ongoing monitor-
ing revealed two more reflares back up to a brightness
of m, ~ 18.5 beginning on September 18th, 2022 (MJD
59840), each lasting for between 20-40 days. These re-
flares are visible in the forced photometry lightcurve in
figure 3. We observed this outburst with the KOSMOS
spectrograph (Martini et al. 2011) on the 3.5m telescope
at APO and were unable to obtain a signal in 40 minutes
of observation.

The original Swift detection and monitoring revealed
a 2 month long decay period in the soft X-rays. We
obtained a detection with Swift X-ray Telescope (XRT)
of around 0.076 £ 0.01countss~! count rate, far be-

low the previous 2012 XRT peak detection of 1.4 +
0.04 countss~—!, indicating that this event may be a
failed outburst (Alabarta et al. 2021). Additionally, the
hardness ratio of our detection was 2.82 £ 0.88, harder
than the previous outburst, which reached 1.77 4+ 0.08,
as shown in the hardness intensity diagram in figure 4.

Using the catalog from Green et al. (2019), we es-
timate the distance to the system to be 1.2 £ 0.3kpc.
Combining this with our measured X-ray flux, we use
WebPIMMs and a power law model of the source with
photon index of 2 and column density of 1.9 x 10?!cm 2
(Rau et al. 2012) to estimate the luminosity of the source
to be 1.7 x 1033 ergss—!. The calculated luminosity of
the 2012 (1.4 x 103 ergss~!) and 2023 outbursts are
more characteristic of a cataclysmic variable than an
LMXB. However, the long intervals between activity and
the X-ray lightcurve of the source, which took over two
months to fade appeared similar to a hard-only outburst
of an LMXB, making this source worth monitoring for
future activity.

3.2. Archival Search Results

Running the archival search from June 1, 2018 to July
14th, 2022, we crosmatched 75,787 ZTF sources to ob-
jects in our combined X-ray catalog. Of these sources,
27952 were left after making the SIMBAD crossmatch
cut. After requiring the reference magnitude of the can-
didate to be 15th mag or fainter and a galactic latitude
of less than 15deg, there were 17966 and 7789 sources
remaining, respectively.

We then made further cuts on lightcurve features.
First, we required at least 4 observations in a single fil-
ter, in any 28-day stretch. This narrowed our sample
down to 3730 sources. We also required at least 4 ob-
servations termed “in outburst”, with the EMA metric
1 greater than 0.25 at least 3 times in a 28-day period,
resulting in 2584 candidates remaining. Finally, we re-
quired a Von Neumann statistic of at least 0.004 in at
least one of the filters, a threshold that we selected after
calculating this metric for known X-ray binary outbursts
found in the live search, as well as XTE J1859+226
(ZTF2laagyzqr, Bellm 2021a) and Swift J1357.2—0933
(ZTF19aanxwrq, Bellm 2021¢). Examples of lightcurves
passing all cuts are given in figure 5.

After visual inspections and literature searches
for  lightcurves  displaying  characteristics  of
LMXB outbursting, @ we recovered 3 known
LMXBs in the alert archives: XTE J1859+226
(ZTF2laagyzqr; Bellm 2021a, Bellm et al. 2023), Swift
J1911.2+0036 (ZTF18accedau), and MAXI J1807+132
(ZTF19abvioim; Shidatsu et al. 2019). One source from
the live search, Swift J1911.2+0036, was also recovered
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Figure 5. Examples of candidates found in the archival search. Both ZTF19aanxwrq and ZTF19abvioim are known LMXBs
(Swift J1357.2—0933 and MAXI J1807.2+132). ZTF18aagrcve displays a rise and sustained outburst profile similar to that of
LMXBs; however, a literature search revealed it to be a polar. ZTF17aabulyc is a cataclysmic variable, the short duration of
outburst and large duty cycle from its photometric history confirm this.

in the archival search. We also discovered 3 sources
(ZTF20abmxtnh, ZTF19acylwtd, and ZTF19aabgjuf)
displaying short outbursts peaking above the limiting
magnitude of ZTF; these are shown in figure 6 and
discussed below.

Additionally, one known LMXB, Swift J1357.2—0933
(ZTF19aanxwrq), was excluded due to the galactic lat-
itude cut.

3.3. ZTF20abmaxtnh

This source is classified as a Type la supernova
(SN2020gbw) in TNS (Dahiwale & Fremling 2020). The
location at galactic latitude 9.58°, as well as the rela-
tively short period of time above the ZTF limiting mag-
nitude enabled it to pass our cuts and to be flagged as a
candidate. This source peaked at 18.73 mag in g-band
and 18.83 mag in r-band two days later after the first
Z'TF observation. It was visible to ZTF over a period of
roughly 3 months. The lightcurve shows distinct color
evolution, with the r-band fading slower than g-band.
The X-ray counterpart for this source was Swift 2SXPS
J194138.3+423721. Upon examining the image cutouts,

it appears likely that the g-band ”quiescent” flux is ac-
tually contamination from the host galaxy.

3.4. ZTF19acylwtd

This source peaked at 17.11 mag in r-band and the
total duration of the outburst was around 30 days. The
quiescent magnitude of this source was measured by PS1
to be 20.06 £ 0.004 in the r-band and 21.20 + 0.05 in
the g band (Chambers et al. 2016). The X-ray counter-
part for this source was Swift 1XPS J070927.3—110211.
Using a distance of 5 kpc (Bailer-Jones et al. 2021), we
estimate the X-ray luminosity between 0.5 and 7 keV
of the source to be 2 x 1033 ergss~!. Based on the qui-
escent magnitude and X-ray luminosity, this is likely a
CV.

3.5. ZTF19aabgjuf

This source peaked at 17.95 mag in r-band and the
total duration of the outburst lasted around 15 days.
The quiescent magnitude of this source was measured
by PS1 to be 20.26 £+ 0.02 in the r band and 21.60 £+
0.07 in the g band (Chambers et al. 2016). Two other
potential outbursts with two points in both r and g-band
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on the rise are seen on the edges of gaps in photometric
data. The X-ray counterpart to this object was found
by Chandra: CSC2 J205921.2+543035. We estimate the
X-ray luminosity of this source to be 1 x 1032 ergss™!,
assuming a distance of 4 kpc. Based on the quiescent
magnitude, recurrence times, and X-ray luminosity, this

source is also likely a CV.

4. SELECTION EFFECTS AND ESTIMATING THE
POPULATION OF GALACTIC LMXBS

We estimated the proportion of expected outburst-
ing systems discoverable by our pipeline by simulating a
population of Galactic LMXBs with a bulge/disk/halo
distribution (Grimm et al. 2002) and subjecting the sim-
ulated population to a selection function approximating
the cuts of our search. Each simulated object is assigned
parameters such as recurrence time, mean outburst du-
ration, and duty cycle drawn from 45 sources from ta-
ble 8 of the WATCHDOG catalog from Tetarenko et al.
(2016) of transient black hole X-ray binaries. * Us-
ing bootstrapping, we obtain a maximum likelihood es-
timate of the number of galactic LMXBs based on our
observation of 4 outbursting objects. We do this by sub-
sampling a number N of simulated objects, and passing
the subsample through a selection function that repli-
cates our pipeline, including limits due to the survey
depth and area of ZTF, the exclusion of ZTF alerts
without an X-ray counterpart, and the likelihood of an
outburst during our 4 year search window.

4.1. ZTF Survey Cut

We used ZTF pointing data to determine the num-
ber of simulated objects within ZTF fields (38.9%) that
were observed more than 100 times (37.8%). We cal-
culated the extinction to each simulated position using
three-dimensional dust maps (Green et al. 2019; Lalle-
ment et al. 2019), assumed a fiducial outburst brightness
increase of 6 magnitudes based on BlackCAT outburst
magnitudes and distances, and used the simulated dis-
tances and absolute magnitudes to calculate the appar-
ent magnitudes of each source. Absolute magnitudes
were simulated using the orbital period-magnitude rela-
tion from Casares (2018), and by sampling known or-
bital periods and perturbing them by up to 50%. Us-
ing a fiducial limiting magnitude of m = 20.5 for ZTF,
we find that around 75% of outbursting systems reach
a brightness greater than 20.5 mag. Additionally, we
note that the galactic latitude cut (]b] < 15deg) in the

4We excluded the two long term transient sources
(SWIFTJ1753.5—0127 and GRS1915+4105) and two sources with
high mass companions (SAXJ1819.3—2525 and XTEJ0421+4-560).

archival search excluded less than 4% of the simulated
sources, although our model for the spatial distribu-
tion of LMXBs (Grimm et al. 2002) may underestimate
the number of LMXBs in the halo, due to natal kicks
(Gandhi et al. 2020).

4.2. Cut on Sources with X-ray Counterparts

Our decision to require a crossmatch between each
alert to a catalog of X-ray sources allows us to investi-
gate a more tractable number of candidates. However,
the aggressiveness of this cut means that we may be ex-
cluding many sources that have never been detected by
any X-ray survey. To obtain an order of magnitude es-
timate of the number of LMXBs potentially eliminated
by this cut, we assumed a quiescent X-ray luminosity of
103! ergss~! and an outburst luminosity of 103® ergss™!
and calculated the X-ray flux from each source in quies-
cence and outburst, using the simulated distances. We
then used WebPIMMSs to estimate the counts per second
for each simulated source at quiescence and in outburst,
while accounting for extinction. Finally, we estimated
the percentage of sources expected at a signal to noise
ratio of 5 for each of the catalogs in our crossmatch (ta-
ble 1) by sampling the exposure times in each catalog
and multiplying by the extinction-corrected flux to esti-
mate the total counts detected per simulated source. We
use 7 to represent the percentage of sources expected,
for each of the 5 catalogs, for sources in both quiescent
and outburst states.

While sources in outburst are almost always bright
enough to be observed by each instrument, most sources
are in the outburst state only a small fraction of time.
This fraction, known as the duty cycle, is observed
to be anywhere between less than 1% to over 50%
(Tetarenko et al. 2016), with a median in the WATCH-
DOG database of black hole XRBs of 2.7% and a mean of
10%. We use Monte Carlo sampling to simulate whether
each system is in outburst or quiescence and then use
Monte Carlo sampling again to simulate whether the
system is detected and cataloged, where 1 describes the
probability of discovery. This sampling procedure is re-
peated for each of the 5 catalogs. A simulated source is
tagged as passing this cut if it appears in any one of the
catalogs. Using this method, we estimate that around
8.8% of galactic LMXBs are present in our unified X-ray
catalog (see table 3).

By using sampled parameters from the WATCHDOG
database, we are assuming that the outburst parame-
ters (mean outburst duration, duty cycle, and recurrence
time) of the known sources are representative of undis-
covered LMXBs, including systems with neutron stars.
This is unlikely because of observational biases—sources
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Figure 6. 3 sources displaying outbursts with quiescent magnitudes below the ZTF alert pipeline detection limit.

lightcurves were obtained using forced photometry and we relaxed

These
the required signal to noise from 5 to 3.

ZTF id Source Name Source Type | Date Detected (ZTF) | Peak Magnitude
ZTF19acerbwo | MAXI J19574-032 LMXB Jun-20-2022 19.1
Z'TF22abcvwog | Swift1943+0228 LMXB? Aug-26-2022 18.5
ZTF19abvioim | MAXI J1807+132 LMXB Sep-05-2019 15.7
ZTF2laagyzqr | XTE J1859+226 LMXB Feb-04-2021 18.5
ZTF18accedau | Aql X-1 LMXB May-05-2022 16.9
Z'TF19aatqkhi Swift J0636.64+3536 | CV Feb-06-2021 174
ZTF20abmxtnh | SN2020gbw SN1la Jul-16-2020 18.7
ZTF19acylwtd | — (A Oct-28-2020 17.5
ZTF19aabgjuf | — (A Sep-24-2020 18.4
Table 2. Sources examined in detail from the live and archival searches.

that are in outburst more often and more recently are
more likely to be discovered. Additionally, many of the
WATCHDOG sources have only one recorded outburst,
meaning that the duty cycle and recurrence times are
upper limits. To account for this, we also run this step
of the selection function using the median duty cycle,
which could be more representative of the galactic pop-
ulation. Using this method, we estimate that around

4.4% of galactic LMXBs are present in our unified X-
ray catalog.

4.3. Outbursting LMXBs

We then estimate the proportion of LMXBs that
undergo an outburst in any 4 year period using
the WATCHDOG catalog of known black hole XRBs
(Tetarenko et al. 2016), calculating the number of ex-
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Figure 7. Cumulative fraction of simulated LMXBs discov-
erable by the ZTF and LSST surveys accounting for distance
to each object, extinction using 3D dust maps (Green et al.
2019; Lallement et al. 2019), and location of the observatory.
The single-image limiting magnitudes for ZTF and for Rubin
are plotted as vertical dashed lines. Almost all simulated out-
bursting XRBs are observable by Rubin Observatory, while
only about 39% are expected to be in the ZTF survey foot-
print.

pected outbursts for each simulated object detectable in
a T = 4 year period using the recurrence time:

T+ toutburst

trecu'f‘rence

Expected(Noytbursts) = (3)
where T is the length of the archival search (4 years).
Since many of the WATCHDOG sources have recurrence
times longer than 4 years, only a fraction of the sources
will undergo a state change in our data. We can then
calculate the probability of at least one outburst using
the cumulative distribution function of the Poisson dis-
tribution with A = E(Noutpursts):

Poutburst =1- P(O) (4)

Again using Monte Carlo sampling, we can simulate the
sources that undergo at least one outburst during the 4
year period.

We assume the X-ray outburst parameters are rep-
resentative of the optical outbursts. However, there is
evidence that short optical outbursts can happen with-
out a state change or full X-ray brightening, such as in
misfired or failed outbursts (e.g., Alabarta et al. 2021;
Baglio et al. 2022; Bellm et al. 2023) and possibly the
outburst of Swift J1943+0228 reported in this paper. As
a result our cut here may be too stringent, as systems
may undergo optical outburst more frequently, particu-
larly as activity without the substantial X-ray brighten-
ing needed to trigger X-ray monitors.

4.4. Estimate of the Galactic Population

Finally, we performed a Monte Carlo simulation to es-
timate the number of interacting LMXBs in the galaxy
consistent with our observations. We do this by taking
10,000 samples of size N from our simulated dataset,
passing them through the cuts described above, and
finding the percentage of samples returning 4 sources.

Using the sampled outburst parameters, we estimate
that 1.6% of sources in outburst are detectable. Ac-
counting for the duration of our survey, we find that we
detect 0.76% of the total population of LMXBs and ob-
tain an estimate of the number of sources with a 95%
confidence interval (CI) of 5307550. This estimate is
lower than current estimates of the number of LMXBs in
the galaxy. The 2016 BlackCAT survey (Corral-Santana
et al. 2016b) estimates a total of 1300 galactic BHXBs,
implying around 4000 LMXBs with either black hole or
neutron star primaries, assuming that there are roughly
double the number of neutron star LMXBs as black hole
XRBs (Bahramian & Degenaar 2022).

If we substitute the median duty cycle instead of the
sampling this parameter, we estimate that 0.79% of out-
bursts are detectable, meaning we detect 0.012% of the
galactic population, giving to a total of 3390?;’328 galac-
tic LMXBs. This appears to be more in line with current
estimates. However, because we have only 4 confirmed
objects recovered by the pipeline, our results are ac-
companied by large uncertainties. The large difference
between the two estimates is also due to the frequency
of expected outbursts, with many fewer outbursts ex-
pected for an undiscovered population with the fiducial
duty cycle.

4.5. Discovery of Outbursts in Optical vs. X-ray

While accretion outbursts of LMXB are intrinsically
much energetic at X-ray wavelengths, the greater single
epoch sensitivities of optical observatories means that
the flux from many outbursting LMXBs first exceed the
sensitivity limit of an optical survey than an all sky
X-ray monitor. Using 28 black hole XRBs from the
BlackCAT catalog (Corral-Santana et al. 2016a) with
peak X-ray flux counts, optical or IR (OIR) peak out-
burst magnitude, and distance estimates, we calculated
both the X-ray and OIR luminosities, correcting for ex-
tinction. We then fit a 2-component Gaussian mixture
model to the resulting set of luminosities and sampled
this model additional X-ray and OIR luminosities, which
we combined with distances and extinctions to obtain a
simulated set of outburst fluxes in both X-ray and OIR.

Taking a ZTF limiting AB magnitude of 20.5 and a
single orbit MAXI sensitivity of 10 milliCrab between 2—
30keV, we calculated the relative sensitivities of these



observatories to be 3.3 x 1074 ergss~ ' ecm ™2 and 1.21 x

107 Yergss~' cm~2. We assume that if the OIR flux to
X-ray flux ratio is greater than the MAXI to ZTF flux
ratio, than the source will first exceed the sensitivity of
ZTF before MAXI. Using this metric, we estimate 21%
of outbursts would first be visible in the optical. This
estimate is likely conservative: we assume that the ratio
of optical flux to x-ray flux at the peak of the outburst
is similar to the ratio during the rise, while models for
accretion disk outbursts may suggest that the optical
radiation begins to increase before the X-ray increase
(Russell et al. 2019; Hameury 2020). The Einstein Probe
is currently slated for launch by the end of 2023 and
carries an ASM with an order of magnitude sensitivity
increase compared to current ASMs (Chen et al. 2022).
Comparing this upcoming probe to LSST, and assuming
a sensitivity 10x that of MAXI, we calculate that about
27% of of outbursts would first be detectable to LSST
in the optical.

Additionally we ran ZTF forced photometry on all
outbursting LMXBs in the past 5 years with a known
optical counterpart. Out of the 11 LMXBs with ZTF
observations, we find that 5 of the sources (Swift
J1858.6—0814, Swift J1357.2—0933, Aquila X-1, XTE
J1859+226, MAXI J1807+132; see Figure 8) had at
least one detection by ZTF before the time of first de-
tection in X-ray, and that 3 of these sources (MAXI
J18204-070, Swift J1910.2—0546, MAXI J19574032;
Figure 9) showed concurrent optical and x-ray out-
bursts. Three sources (4U 1730—22, MAXI J1816—195,
IGR J17591—2342; Figure 10) showed no visible increase
in optical brightness.

4.6. Optical Discovery of LMXB Outbursts in the
Rubin Era

As shown in figure 7, due to the location of Palomar
in the Northern Hemisphere as well as the moderate
limiting magnitude of ZTF, we only expect < 40% of
outbursting LMXBs to be present in ZTF data. We
can estimate the expected proportion of outbursting
systems discoverable by Rubin’s LSST using survey ca-
dence simulations (Bianco et al. 2022; The Rubin Obser-
vatory Survey Cadence Optimization Committee 2023),
plus our simulation of XRB positions following Johnson
et al. (2019) and Grimm et al. (2002). The location of
Rubin Observatory in the Southern Hemisphere means
that it will be much better positioned to observe the
Galactic Bulge, and will observe approximately 86% of
the outbursts. Using an XRB metric® and v3.0 of the

5 https://github.com/lIsst /rubin_sim/blob/main /rubin_sim /maf/
maf_contrib/xrb_metrics.py
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LSST baseline observing cadence (The Rubin Observa-
tory Survey Cadence Optimization Committee 2023), we
simulated 10,000 outbursts following a fast rise exponen-
tial decay template (Chen et al. 1997) and estimate that
43.3% of outbursts will be detectable in 10-year survey
time of LSST by Rubin.

Much of the improvement (in the previous section we
estimated our search using ZTF to detect 2.4% and 1.2%
of all outbursts, depending on the assumptions of the
distribution of the duty cycle of undiscovered objects)
is due to the elimination of the the X-ray counterpart
cut, which eliminates between 91-96% of LMXBs. Using
equation 3 we estimate 26% of systems to undergo at
least one outburst in a ten year period. As a result, we
expect LSST to discover outbursts from approximately
10% of all galactic LMXBs, i.e. roughly 400 objects.

Notably, most of the outbursts we observed and recov-
ered in the live and archival searches were shorter (on
order weeks) than typical outbursts which can last for
months to years. The duration of our search of roughly
4 years means that we will preferentially observe sources
with shorter duty cycles, which tend to correlate with
shorter outburst duration.

5. DISCUSSION

The previous section demonstrates that requiring a
candidate to have a crossmatched X-ray source is a fairly
stringent criteria. Our order of magnitude estimate of
the percentage of LMXBs catalogued by one of the 5
X-ray surveys we crossmatch against is 4.4% to 8.9%,
meaning our pipeline excludes more than 9 out of 10
potential candidates. One example of an LMXB can-
didate missed by both our live and archival searches is
ZTF19acwrvzk (AT2019wey; Yao et al. 2021), which did
not have a known X-ray counterpart at the time of de-
tection. We also have implemented a pipeline without
a crossmatching criteria, instead using EMAs of differ-
ent exponential decay timescales to detect outbursting
events, as well as additional timeseries features to make
cuts on both the live alert stream, and the archival can-
didates.

The presence of only very faint hard X-ray emission
associated with the optical flaring and reflaring of Swift
J1943+0228 may be indicative of repeated failure of the
heating front to propagate throughout the disk. If Swift
J1943+0228 is indeed an LMXB, the previously detected
2012 outburst appears also to have never transitioned
into the soft state. Tetarenko et al. (2016) found that
around 39% of the outbursts present in the WATCH-
DOG catalog did not transition into the soft state and
that these hard-only outbursts represent a substantial
component of all events. Postulating that these hard-


https://github.com/lsst/rubin_sim/blob/main/rubin_sim/maf/maf_contrib/xrb_metrics.py
https://github.com/lsst/rubin_sim/blob/main/rubin_sim/maf/maf_contrib/xrb_metrics.py
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Nquiescent Noutburst

Observatory | Catalog Sky Coverage
ROSAT 2RXS 100%

XMM XMMSL2 84%
Swift-XRT | 2SXPS 9.1%

XMM 4XMM-DR10 | 3.0%
Chandra CSC 2.0 1.3%

0.0025% | 99.999%
0.013% 37.4%
0.14% 100%
17.8% 100%
1.6% 99.2%

Table 3. Estimate of percentage of galactic LMXBs that are expected (1) in each of the major catalogs we crossmatch to.

only outbursts represent sources that did not reach the
required mass transfer rate to transition to the soft
state, it is possible that these optical outbursts repre-
sent the lowest energy tails of these phenomena, where
the outburst stalls before increased mass transfer leads
to brightening in the hard state.

Because almost all XRB outbursts, even failed transi-
tion outbursts, are discovered due to X-ray brightening,
untargeted searches at optical wavelengths of outbursts
can provide a powerful complementary pathway to the
discovery and characterization of LMXBs and their out-
bursts (e.g., Bellm et al. 2023). Due to their increased
sensitivity to low luminosity and earlier activity, optical
searches will offer a unique window into a population
of outbursts that are not well understood. While we
only have a few examples of this behavior in the ZTF
data, the location and greater depth of LSST will en-
able observations of a greater number of LMXB out-
bursts, including observations earlier, closer to outburst
onset, and allow us to build a robust sample of optical
outbursts.
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Figure 8. ZTF optical and X-ray lightcurves of LMXBs that have been reported in outburst since June 2018. These 6 sources
all have at least one ZTF observation prior to the date and time of the first observation by an all-sky monitor as reported in
the atel in the legend. The red and green points are ZTF magnitudes in r and g band. The blue points give counts between
2-10keV as detected by Swift XRT. The back points give counts observed by Swift BAT (15-150keV) and the purple points
are MAXT observations (2-30keV). Larger BAT and MAXI points are detections exceeding 3o. Swift J1858.6-0814 was initially
discovered in 2018 (Krimm et al. 2018), meaning this source could have been detected by ZTF as a then unknown LMXB before
X-ray ASMs.
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Figure 9. Optical and X-ray lightcurves of LMXBs that have gone into outburst since the beginning of ZTF. These 3 sources
have simultaneous X-ray and ZTF data. The first discovery of MAXI J1820 was in the optical by ASAS-SN (Tucker et al. 2018);
ZTF did not observe MAXI J1820 prior to the X-ray detections.
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Figure 10. Optical and X-ray lightcurves of an LMXB that have gone into outburst since the beginning of ZTF. These sources
display outbursts in X-ray but no available or inconclusive optical brightening in ZTF data. MAXI J1815-195 shows a single
r-band point potentially in outburst. The position of this brightening corresponds to source 3 in atel #15479 (de Martino et al.

2022)
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