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ABSTRACT

Aims. We aim at characterizing the population of low-luminosity X-ray sources in the Galactic plane by studying their X-ray spectra
and periodic signals in the light curves.
Methods. We are performing an X-ray survey of the Galactic disk using XMM-Newton, and the source XMMU J173029.8–330920
was serendipitously discovered in our campaign. We performed a follow-up observation of the source using our pre-approved NuSTAR
target of opportunity time. We used various phenomenological models in xspec for the X-ray spectral modeling. We also computed the
Lomb-Scargle periodogram to search for X-ray periodicity. A Monte Carlo method was used to simulate 1000 artificial light curves to
estimate the significance of the detected period. We also searched for X-ray, optical, and infrared counterparts of the source in various
catalogs.
Results. The spectral modeling indicates the presence of an intervening cloud with NH ∼ (1.5−2.3)×1023 cm−2 that partially absorbs
the incoming X-ray photons. The X-ray spectra are best fit by a model representing emission from a collisionally ionized diffuse gas
with plasma temperature kT = 26+11

−5 keV. Furthermore, an Fe Kα line at 6.47+0.13
−0.06 keV was detected with an equivalent width of the

line of 312 ± 104 eV. We discovered a coherent pulsation with a period of 521.7 ± 0.8 s. The 3–10 keV pulsed fraction of the source
is around ∼50–60%.
Conclusions. The hard X-ray emission with plasma temperature kT = 26+11

−5 keV, iron Kα emission at 6.4 keV and a periodic behavior
of 521.7 ± 0.8 s suggest XMMU J173029.8–33092 to be an intermediate polar. We estimated the mass of the central white dwarf to
be 0.94 − 1.4 M⊙ by assuming a distance to the source of ∼ 1.4 − 5 kpc.
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1. Introduction

Galactic X-ray emission is a manifestation of various high-
energy phenomena and processes. Studying discrete X-ray
sources is essential to understand stellar evolution, dynamics,
end-products, and accretion physics. Initial X-ray scans of the
Galactic plane revealed a narrow, continuous ridge of emission,
the so-called Galactic ridge X-ray emission (GRXE; Worrall
et al. 1982; Warwick et al. 1985), which extends either side of
the Galactic disk up to ∼ 40◦. A copious amount of 6.7 keV line
emission from highly ionized iron was detected from selected re-
gions of the GRXE (Koyama et al. 1989; Yamauchi et al. 1990).
The study of the 6.7 keV emission indicated an optically thin hot
plasma distributed mainly along the Galactic plane. The Galac-
tic diffuse X-ray emission can be described by a two-component
emission model with a soft temperature of ∼ 0.8 keV and a hard
component of ∼ 8 keV (Koyama et al. 1996; Tanaka et al. 2000).
The origin of the ∼ 8 keV plasma is less certain. The Galactic
potential is too shallow to confine such hot plasma that would
escape at a velocity of thousand km s−1. The Deep Chandra ob-
servations of the Galactic Center (GC) by Wang et al. (2002)
(2◦×0.8◦) and a region south of the GC (16′×16′) by Revnivtsev
et al. (2009), pointed out that the hard kT ∼ 8 keV diffuse emis-

sion is primarily due to unresolved cataclysmic variables (CVs)
and active binaries. However, later, close to the GC within ±0.8◦
a significant diffuse hard X-ray emission was detected up to en-
ergies of 40 keV (Yuasa et al. 2008). In addition, some studies
pointed out that the hard GC emission is truly diffuse by compar-
ing stellar mass distribution with the Fe XXV (6.7 keV) line in-
tensity map (Uchiyama et al. 2011; Nishiyama et al. 2013; Yasui
et al. 2015). A recent study by our group showed that this diffuse
hard emission in the GC can be explained if one assumes the GC
stellar population with iron abundances ∼ 1.9 times higher than
those in the Galactic bar/bulge (Anastasopoulou et al. 2023).

Magnetic CVs (mCVs) are categorized into two types based
on the magnetic field strength of the white dwarf (WD): interme-
diate polars (IPs) and polars (see Cropper 1990; Patterson 1994;
Mukai 2017, for reviews). In polars, the magnetic field is strong
(> 10 MG) enough to synchronize the spin and orbital period
of the system. Whereas in IPs, the magnetic field is less strong;
therefore, their spin and the orbital period are less synchronized.
Most hard X-ray emission from mCVs originates close to the
WD surface. The accreting material from the companion star fol-
lows the magnetic field lines of the WD and, while approaching
the WD polar cap, reaches a supersonic speed of 3000–10000 km
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s−1. A shock front is developed above the star, and the in-falling
gas releases its energy in the shock, resulting in hard X-ray pho-
tons (Aizu 1973).

The Galactic Center (GC) region hosts many energetic
events, like bubbles and super-bubbles from young and old stars
and various supernovae remnants (Ponti et al. 2015) as well as
large-scale structures like Galactic Chimneys (Ponti et al. 2019,
2021), Fermi bubbles (Su et al. 2010), and eROSITA bubbles
(Predehl et al. 2020). Currently, we are performing an X-ray sur-
vey of the Galactic disk using XMM-Newton. The main aim of
this survey is to constrain the flow of hot baryons that feed the
large-scale structures from the GC. The survey region extends
from l ≥ 350◦ to l ≤ 7◦ and covers a latitude of b ∼ ±1◦.
The survey has an exposure of 20 ks per tile. During this sur-
vey, we detected thousands of X-ray point sources of various
types. Our survey is sensitive enough to detect sources as faint
as 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1. The nearby bright X-ray point sources
with flux > 10−11 erg cm−2 s−1 are well-known thanks to several
decades of monitoring by RXTE, Swift-BAT, MAXI, and INTE-
GRAL. The bright IPs in the solar neighborhood have a typical
luminosity of 1033 − 1034 erg s−1 (Downes et al. 2001; Ritter &
Kolb 2003; Suleimanov et al. 2022) and its unabsorbed flux at
the GC would be ∼ 10−13 −10−12 erg cm−2 s−1. Furthermore, the
high extinction towards the GC makes it even more difficult to
detect these faint sources in the GC. Our XMM-Newton observa-
tions are deep enough to detect these faint X-ray sources. During
our XMM-Newton campaign, we detected a faint X-ray source,
XMMU J173029.8–33092, with a 3–10 keV X-ray luminosity of
∼ 7 × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1. In this paper, we report the detailed
spectral and timing study of this source.

2. Observations and data reduction

The source XMMU J173029.8–330920 (R.A. = 17h30m29s.29,
DEC = −33◦09′20′′.9) was discovered in our XMM-Newton
(Jansen et al. 2001) Heritage survey of the inner Galactic disk
(PI: G. Ponti). The source was detected in one of our XMM-
Newton pointings on 2023-03-28 (ObsID: 0916800201) with an
exposure of 18.3 ks (Mondal et al. 2024). We analyzed the XMM-
Newton data and discovered an X-ray pulsation and a tentative
iron 6.4 keV line emission that suggested a possible identifica-
tion with an IP. To confirm this, we triggered our pre-approved
35 ks NuSTAR target of opportunity observation to follow up on
this source.

The XMM-Newton observation data file was processed us-
ing XMM-Newton Science Analysis System (SASv19.0.01). The
point source detection and source list creation were performed
using the SAS task emldetect. The source detection was per-
formed simultaneously in five energy bands (0.2–0.5 keV, 0.5–1
keV, 1–2 keV, 2–4 keV, and 4–12 keV) for each detector EPIC-
pn/MOS1/MOS2 (Strüder et al. 2001; Turner et al. 2001). While
extracting the source products, we only selected events with
PATTERN≤4 and PATTERN≤12 for EPIC-pn and MOS2 de-
tectors, respectively. The source was out of the field of view of
the MOS1 detector. We applied barycenter correction for light
curve extraction using the SAS task barycen. We used a circu-
lar region of 25′′ radius for the source product extraction. The
background products were extracted from a nearby source-free
circular region of radius 25′′.

The NuSTAR (Harrison et al. 2013) observation was per-
formed on 2023-04-24 (ObsID: 80801332002, PI: S. Mondal).

1 https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/sas
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Fig. 1: The spectra of XMMU J173029.8–330920, fitted with
various partially absorbed models plus a Gaussian component
at ∼6.4 keV. The black, red, green, and blue data points are
from EPIC-pn, MOS2, FPMA, and FPMB detectors. tbabs and
tbpcf represents the Galactic and partial absorption component.
po (a simple power law) and apec (a collisionally ionized dif-
fuse gas) are the two continuum models tested in the spectral
modeling; more details are given in Sect. 3.1.

The NuSTAR data reduction was performed using the NuS-
TAR data analysis pipeline software (NUSTARDAS v0.4.9 pro-
vided with HEASOFT). The unfiltered event files from FMPA
and FPMB detectors were cleaned, and data taken during pas-
sages through the South Atlantic Anomaly were removed using
nupipeline. The source products were extracted from a cir-
cular region of radius 40′′ using nuproducts. The background
was selected from a source-free region of 40′′ radius.
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3. Results

3.1. XMM-Newton and NuSTAR joint spectral modeling

We performed a time-averaged spectral modeling using xspec
(Arnaud 1996), including the data from EPIC-pn, MOS2,
FPMA, and FPMB detectors in a joint fit. While doing the fit, we
added a constant term for cross-calibration uncertainty, which
we fixed at unity for the EPIC-pn detector and free for others.
The best-fit parameters are listed in Table 1 with the quoted er-
rors at the 90% confidence level. All the models are convolved
with a Galactic absorption component tbabs (Wilms et al. 2000)
with solar abundance.

Before we started fitting the data from XMM-Newton and
NuSTAR jointly, we checked for any variation in flux, as the
two observations are separated by nearly 27 days. We chose a
common energy band of 3–10 keV in XMM-Newton and NuS-
TAR to estimate the flux and fit the spectra using a simple power
law model. The power law model provides 3–10 keV flux in
XMM-Newton and NuSTAR is 7.1+0.7

−1.7 × 10−13 erg s−1 cm−2 and
7.4+0.6
−1.0 × 10−13 erg s−1 cm−2, respectively. As we do not see any

indication of flux variation, we jointly modeled the spectra from
XMM-Newton and NuSTAR. First, we fit the data with an ab-
sorbed power law model that leads to a high NH = (16 ± 3) ×
1022 cm−2 and Γ = 1.9 ± 0.2. Fitting the data with this model
reveals residuals at energies below 3 keV. The partial covering
component improves the fit by ∆χ2 = 17 for two additional de-
grees of freedom (d.o. f ). The significance of the partial cover-
ing component is 99.84% in an F-test. The fitted parameters are
NH = 3+2

−1×1022 cm−2, NH,pcf = 23+8
−6×1022 cm−2, pcf = 0.93+0.04

−0.07
and Γ = 2.1±0.2. Next, we add a Gaussian that further improves
the fit by ∆χ2 = 13 for an additional one d.o. f that gives a de-
tection significance of 99.90% in an F-test. The line width is
consistent with zero; therefore, we set the line width at zero keV,
and the centroid of the line is estimated as Eg = 6.47+0.13

−0.06 keV.
The equivalent width of the line is 312±104 eV. We checked the
presence of Fe XXV and Fe XXVI by adding two Gaussians
at 6.7 and 6.9 keV; however, there is no significant improve-
ment in the fit. The best fit is obtained when the data is fitted
with an absorbed apec model, representing the emission from
collisionally-ionized diffuse gas. The apec model does not in-
clude the neutral Fe Kα emission at 6.4 keV. Therefore, we add
a Gaussian at 6.4 keV when fitting with this model. The plasma
temperature obtained from this model is 26+11

−5 keV.

3.2. X-ray pulsation search

For a primary analysis and search for X-ray pulsation in XMM-
Newton EPIC-pn and NuSTAR FPMA detectors, we chose a
common energy band 3–10 keV to extract the light curve. The X-
ray light curves often suffer from gaps due to the South Atlantic
Anomaly Passage. The gaps in the light curve are prominent for
satellites in low earth orbit such as NuSTAR due to Earth occul-
tation. We used the Lomb-Scargle (Lomb 1976) periodogram to
search for periodicity. The Lomb-Scargle periodogram is well
known for detecting periodicity in observations that suffer from
gaps. Figure 2 shows the Lomb-Scargle periodogram for the
EPIC-pn and FPMA detector. A peak at around a frequency of
1.918 × 10−3 Hz and 1.916 × 10−3 Hz is visible in EPIC-pn and
FPMA detectors, respectively. The periods obtained from the
EPIC-pn and FPMA data are 521.2 ± 3.6 and 521.7 ± 0.8, re-
spectively; both are consistent with each other.

The periodogram of accreting X-ray binaries displays red
noise, which can mimic an artificial periodic or aperiodic vari-
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Fig. 2: The Lomb-Scargle periodogram of the source XMMU
J173029.8–330920. The top panel is for data from the XMM-
Newton EPIC-pn detector, and the bottom panel is for the NuS-
TAR FPMA detector. In both cases, a significant peak around
1.918 × 10−3 Hz is visible, which corresponds to the period of
521 s. The small insects show the 3–10 keV folded light curve.
The red horizontal lines indicate the 3σ detection significance.

ability. Therefore, we did Monte Carlo simulations to test the
detection significance. To begin, we computed the power spec-
tral density (PSD) using the standard periodogram approach with
an [rms/mean]2 PSD normalization (Vaughan et al. 2003). Sub-
sequently, we employed a power law model to characterize the
source power spectrum, taking into account the presence of red
noise. The power law model is expressed as:

P(ν) = Nν−1 +Cp, (1)

where N represents the normalization factor, and Cp accounts for
the Poisson noise, which is influenced by the mean photon flux
of the source. We fitted the PSD of the source using Eq. 1 with
a Markov Chain Monte Carlo approach, employing the Python
package emcee (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013) to derive the best-
fit parameters and their associated uncertainties. We simulated
1000 light curves for this best-fit power law model using the
method of Timmer & Koenig (1995), which were re-sampled and
binned to have the same duration, mean count rate, and variance
as the observed light curve. The red horizontal lines in Fig. 2
indicate the 3σ detection significance.

The 3–10 keV pulsed fractions (PF) obtained from EPIC-pn
and FPMA are 50.4 ± 15.5 and 59.3 ± 14.7, respectively. The
PF is calculated by using the formula PF = Fmax−Fmin

Fmax+Fmin
, where Fmax

and Fmin are the normalized count of the folded light curve. Next,
we computed the PF of the source at different energies. Figure
3 shows the pulsed fraction at different energies. The 0.5–5 keV
and 5–10 keV pulse fraction is 55 ± 17% and 42 ± 16%, respec-
tively.
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Table 1: The best-fit parameters of the fitted models.

tbabs*Model
NH NH,pcf

pc f
Γ/kT

N
Eg

Ng χ2/d.o. f
×1022 ×1022 -/keV keV

po 16 ± 3 1.9 ± 0.2 4+2
−1 × 10−4 140/101

tbpcf*po 3+2
−1 23+8

−6 0.93+0.04
−0.07 2.1 ± 0.2 7+6

−3 × 10−4 123/99

tbpcf*(po+g1) 3+2
−1 19+7

−5 0.92+0.05
−0.08 1.9 ± 0.2 5+4

−2 × 10−4 6.47+0.13
−0.06 (3 ± 1) × 10−6 110/98

tbpcf*(apec+g1) 2+2
−1 15+5

−4 0.89+0.14
−0.07 26+11

−5 (8 ± 1) × 10−4 6.45+0.09
−0.06 (4 ± 2) × 10−6 106/97

Notes. NH is given in units of 1022 cm−2, N in photons keV−1 cm−2 s−1 at 1 keV and Ng in photons keV−1 cm−2 s−1 at the line energy. For the apec
model, the metal abundance value is frozen to 1.0.
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Fig. 3: The PF of the source as a function of energy. The error
bars of the pulse fraction are on 1σ confidence level.

4. Counterparts

We searched for X-ray counterparts in Chandra CSC2.02 and
Swift 2SXPS3 catalogs, however, no counterparts were found.
We searched for optical and infrared counterparts in various cat-
alogs. No Gaia counterpart was found within 5′′from XMM-
Newton position due to high ISM absorption. A source is found
in the VVV Infrared Astrometric Catalogue (Smith et al. 2018);
however, the source is located 2.7′′ away from the XMM-Newton
position, which is off by more than 3σ (1′′) XMM-Newton posi-
tional uncertainty. So, we consider no infrared counterparts were
detected. From the observed column density of absorption of
NH = 2+2

−1 × 1022 cm−2, we estimate the distance to the source by
comparing this value to the absorption column density obtained
from several other tracers (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016; Yao
et al. 2017; Edenhofer et al. 2023). Assuming that all the ob-
served column density in the X-ray band is due to interstellar ab-
sorption, we obtained the distance to the source is around 2.9+2.1

−1.5
kpc using 3D-NH-tool4 of Doroshenko (2024). In any case, the
source should be closer to us than 5 kpc.

From the non-detections in the VVV and Gaia data, We can
put a constraint on the nature of the companion star. The extinc-

2 http://cda.cfa.harvard.edu/cscweb/index.do
3 https://www.swift.ac.uk/2SXPS/index.php
4 http://astro.uni-tuebingen.de/nh3d/nhtool

tion along the line of sight in the optical and infrared band is
AV = 6.36 and AK = 0.61, respectively (Doroshenko 2024). The
Gaia G band and VVV Infrared survey have a detection limit of
mG = 21 and mKs = 18.1, respectively. Therefore, we obtained
the absolute magnitude of the donor star should be MG > 2.3 and
MKs > 5.1. The donor star might be even fainter than the above
estimates as often the optical emission from this type of system
has a significant contribution from the accretion disk (Mukai
& Pretorius 2023). Therefore, the upper limits of the optical
and infrared magnitude suggest the companion star should be
a low-mass main sequence star of spectra type later than A7/F0.
Our XMM-Newton observation has simultaneous UV observa-
tion with UVW1 (291 nm) and UVM2 (231 nm) filters. We did
not find any counterparts in the XMM-Newton UV data.

5. Discussion

The source XMMU J173029.8–330920 was discovered in March
2023 during our XMM-Newton campaign. Shortly afterward, in
April 2023, we triggered our pre-allocated NuSTAR observation
on following up on this source. We searched for a counterpart
in Swift and Chandra source catalog but found no source associ-
ation. We also looked for optical, infrared counterparts in Gaia
and 2MASS catalogs, but no counterparts were found.

When the X-ray spectra are fitted by a single Galactic ab-
sorption component, leaves residual in the ratio plot. The X-ray
spectra are best fitted when we incorporate a partial covering
component into the spectral models. The partial covering ab-
sorber has a column density of NH,pcf = (1.5 − 2.3) × 1023 cm−2.
The requirement of a partial covering is commonly seen in the
spectra of magnetic CVs (Ezuka & Ishida 1999; Mondal et al.
2022, 2023). A partial covering absorption suggests a fraction
of the photons are seen directly and the rest through an inter-
vening absorber, which suggests the absorber size is of the same
order as the X-ray emitting region located closer to the source.
A simple absorber with column density of 1023 cm−2 is so high
that it completely absorbs the photons below 2 keV, yet most
IPs show a good level of emission in the soft X-ray band 0.2–2
keV. Therefore, Norton & Watson (1989) introduced the concept
of a partial covering absorber that improved the spectral fit and
explained the observed energy-dependent spin modulation. The
total Hydrogen absorption column density (HI+H2)5 along the
line of sight is NHI+H2 = 1.4×1022 cm−2 (Willingale et al. 2013).

5 https://www.swift.ac.uk/analysis/nhtot/
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The Galactic absorption towards the source obtained from X-ray
spectral fitting is (2−3)×1022 cm−2, which is slightly higher than
the total Hydrogen absorption column density along the line of
sight NHI+H2 .

A pulsation period of 521.7± 0.8 s was found in both XMM-
Newton and NuSTAR data sets. The period is likely to be associ-
ated with the spin period of the WD. Such a spin period is typical
for an IP. Typically, the spin period of IPs ranges from ∼ 30 s to
∼ 3000 s with a median value around ∼ 1000 s (Scaringi et al.
2010). The high energy 5–10 keV pulsed fraction of the source
is 42 ± 16%. The PF in IPs decreases with increasing energy.
This is due to the fact that the light curve of IPs shows increas-
ing modulation depth with decreasing energy (Norton & Watson
1989), and photoelectric absorption has been considered in some
part responsible for this trend. Most IPs do not show large PF at
higher energies; however, the source GK Per (Norton & Wat-
son 1989), AO Psc, and FO Aqr (Hellier et al. 1993) show PF
of the order of 25–35% at energies above 5 keV which is simi-
lar to the PF detected in 5–10 keV band for the source XMMU
J173029.8–330920.

The source is most likely a strong candidate for IP. The up-
per limits estimate of the optical and infrared magnitude indicate
the source is hosting a low-mass companion star. The optical ex-
tinction of AV = 6.36 along the line of sight is not high enough
for non-detection of the optical/infrared counterpart if the source
contains a high-mass companion. Therefore, ruling out the neu-
tron star high-mass X-ray binary (NS HMXRB) scenario. Fur-
thermore, the source spectrum is extremely soft with Γ ∼ 1.9,
which is not typically seen in NS HMXRBs. The NS HMXRBs
do not show strong ionized 6.7 and 6.9 keV lines and their spec-
tra are best fitted by an absorbed power law model. On the other
hand, the spectra of the source XMMU J173029.8–330920 are
best fitted by an apec model that is typically used for fitting the
spectra of IPs. Lastly, the source is also unlikely to be an ultra-
compact X-ray binary (UCXB). The UCXBs are low-mass X-
ray binaries usually containing a WD donor and a neutron star
accretor with an ultra-short orbital period (<1 hr). The emission
from NS-UCXBs is well characterized by blackbody emission
with kT ∼ 1 − 3 keV originating from the NS surface (Ko-
liopanos 2015). In our case, a blackbody component does not
fit the XMM-Newton +NuSTAR 0.5–50 keV spectrum and leaves
excess above 10 keV in the ratio plot. Furthermore, a partial
covering model is still required when fitting with the blackbody
model, which is not typically seen when fitting the spectra of
NS-UCXB. In addition to that the NS-UCXBs show little to no
emission of Fe (Koliopanos et al. 2021).

5.1. WD Mass Measurement

As J1730 is an IP whose X-ray emission primarily originates
from an accretion column, we measure the WD mass fitting
MCVSPEC to the broadband X-ray spectra. First introduced in
Vermette et al. (2023), MCVSPEC is an XSPEC spectral model
developed for magnetic CVs assuming a magnetically confined
1D accretion flow. Largely based on the methodology of Sax-
ton et al. (2005), MCVSPEC computes plasma temperature and
density profiles varying along the accretion column between the
WD surface and shock height. The model outputs an X-ray spec-
trum with thermal bremsstrahlung continuum and atomic lines
by integrating X-ray emissivity over the accretion column. The
input parameters for MCVSPEC are M, ṁ (specific accretion rate
[g cm−2 s−1]), Rm/R where Rm is the magnetospheric radius and
R is the WD radius, and Z (abundance relative to the solar value).

For IPs where the accretion disk is truncated by WD mag-
netic fields, we assume that the free-falling gas gains kinetic en-
ergy from the magnetospheric radius (Rm) to the shock height
(h). At the shock height, the infalling gas velocity reaches v f f =√

2GM
(

1
R+h −

1
Rm

)
, which exceeds the sound speed and forms a

stand-off shock. As the shock temperature is directly related to
M through kTshock =

3
8µmHv2

f f , both Rm and h affect the X-ray
spectrum from the accretion column. In addition to MCVSPEC, the
reflect, gaussian and pcfabs models in XSPEC are incor-
porated to account for X-ray reflection by the WD surface and
X-ray absorption by the accretion curtain. A Gaussian line com-
ponent for the Fe K-α fluorescent line is frozen at 6.4 keV with a
fixed width of σ = 0.01 keV. For the reflect model, we linked
the reflection scaling factor (rre f l) to the shock height h, which
was determined self-consistently by the MCVSPEC model in each
spectral fit, following the recipe suggested by Tsujimoto et al.
(2018). Note that X-ray reflection is more pronounced when the
accretion column is shorter. Overall, the full spectral model was
set to tbabs*pcfabs*(reflect*MCVSPEC + gauss).

Before fitting the X-ray spectra, we constrained the range
of input parameters, such as Rm/R and ṁ. Following Shaw
et al. (2020), we constrained Rm/R by assuming that the WD
is in spin equilibrium with the accretion disk at the magneto-
spheric radius. In this case, the magnetospheric radius is given
by Rm =

(
GMP2

4π2

)1/3
, where P = 521 s is the WD spin period. The

specific accretion rate, however, is largely unconstrained due to
the unknown source distance (d) and fractional accretion col-
umn area ( f ). The specific accretion rate is defined as ṁ = Ṁ

4π f R2

where Ṁ is the total mass accretion rate [g s−1]. Assuming that
X-ray emission represents most of the radiation from the IP (i.e.,
L ≈ LX), Ṁ can be calculated from L = GMṀ

(
1
R −

1
Rm

)
, where

L = 4πd2FX is the total luminosity and FX represents the un-
absorbed X-ray flux. We assumed d = 1.4−5 kpc which is esti-
mated from the Galactic absorption column density towards the
line of sight from X-ray spectral fitting. We first estimated the
minimum specific accretion rate ṁmin by assuming the shortest
source distance (1.4 kpc) and maximum fractional accretion col-
umn area ( fmax). fmax =

R
2Rm

is given for a dipole B-field geom-
etry, assuming that the infalling gas originates from the entire
accretion disk truncated at Rm (Frank et al. 2002).

Since some of the parameters described above depend on the
WD mass, we adopted a handful of M values, namely, 0.6, 0.8,
0.9, 1.0, 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, and 1.35M⊙ as initial estimates. For each
WD mass estimate, we computed Rm/R and the ṁmin. We then
proceeded to fit the X-ray spectra by inputting these Rm/R and
the ṁmin values. This is not sufficient since the specific accre-
tion rate may be larger than ṁmin due to potentially larger source
distance (d >∼ 1.4 kpc), smaller fractional accretion column area
( f <∼ fmax) and missing source luminosity below the X-ray band
(L >∼ LX). Therefore, we also considered a large range of ṁ above
ṁmin (ṁ = 0.0043−83 [g cm−2 s−1]). For each ṁ value (frozen),
we fit the X-ray spectra and determined the WD mass and sta-
tistical errors. We found that the fitted WD mass becomes satu-
rated and independent of ṁ at higher ṁ values (typically >

∼ 10
[g cm−2 s−1]) when the shock height becomes only a small frac-
tion of the WD radius. This saturation of the WD mass over ṁ
results from the fact that both the shock temperature and X-ray
reflection (both of which are functions of h/R) become less de-
pendent on the shock height.

In each case, our model was well fit to the X-ray spectra with
reduced χ2 = 1.18−1.21 (Fig. 4). In the end, we checked the
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Fig. 4: The XMM-Newton and NuSTAR spec-
tra of XMMU J173029.8–330920, fit with
tbabs*pcfabs*(reflect*MCVSPEC + gauss). This fit
utilized an initial mass of 1.2M⊙ and thus an Rm/R ratio of 26.
The specific accretion rate for this fitting was 15 [g cm−2 s−1],
resulting in the best-fit WD mass of ∼ 1.28+0.12

−0.23M⊙, which is
consistent with the initially assumed value of 1.2 M⊙. The black,
red, green, and blue data points are from EPIC-pn, MOS2,
FPMA, and FPMB, respectively.

self-consistency of our fitting results by ensuring the measured
WD mass was consistent with the assumed WD mass within sta-
tistical and systematic errors. The same method was applied to
fit broad-band X-ray spectra of another IP obtained by XMM-
Newton and NuSTAR (Salcedo et al. submitted to ApJ). The
systematic errors stem from the range of the specific accretion
rate we considered. We found that the initial mass estimates of
M ≥ 1.0M⊙ yielded self-consistent WD mass measurements.
We were able to constrain the WD mass range to 0.94−1.4 M⊙,
which is comparable to or larger than the mean WD mass of
magnetic CVs (0.81+0.16

−0.20M⊙; Pala et al. 2022). The large WD
mass range is due to statistical and systematic errors, largely as-
sociated with the unknown source distance and fractional accre-
tion column area. As emphasized in Vermette et al. (2023), it is
desirable to constrain the source distance well and obtain better
photon statistics (particularly above 10 keV) for determining the
WD mass more accurately in the future.

5.2. Fe-K-α lines

There is an indication of Fe Kα line emission at 6.4 keV. The
equivalent width of the line is 312±104 eV. Most IP-type sources
also display the presence of ionized Fe lines at 6.7 (Fe XXV)
and 6.9 (Fe XXVI) keV with an equivalent width higher than
50 eV (Xu et al. 2016). We checked the presence of the 6.7
and 6.9 keV lines and estimated an upper limit on the equiva-
lent width. The upper limit on the equivalent width of Fe XXV
and Fe XXVI lines are 134 and 147 eV, respectively, which can
be confirmed with a longer observation in the future. The 6.4
keV iron Kα line is mainly created by irradiation of neutral ma-

terial by hard X-ray photons. Compact objects accreting matter
through the accretion disk show X-ray reflection from the ac-
cretion disk. Whereas in the case of accreting WD, most of the
hard X-rays are produced so close to the compact object that
one might expect half of the photons to be directed toward the
WD surface and reflected back to the observer. X-ray reflection
in accreting compact objects shows the signature of Fe Kα flu-
orescence line and a Compton reflection hump in 10–30 keV.
The Compton reflection hump was originally difficult to mea-
sure; however, with the launch of the NuSTAR satellite, the X-ray
reflection was detected in a couple of magnetic CVs (Mukai et al.
2015). We also checked the presence of a reflection component
in the X-ray spectrum of XMMU J173029.8–33092 by adding
a convolution term reflect (Magdziarz & Zdziarski 1995) to
the total model. However, the addition of the reflection compo-
nent does not provide any improvement in ∆χ2. On the other
hand, the neutral Fe Kα line could have been produced by repro-
cessing when the hard X-ray passes through the partial covering
medium. The hard X-rays traveling through the absorbing ma-
terial will interact with the iron and create a Fe Kα fluorescence
line. In such a scenario, the intensity of Fe Kα line will increase
with the thickness of the ambient material. In a sample study
of mCVs using Suzaku data, the column density of the partial
absorber seems to correlate with the 6.4 keV line intensity (Eze
2014, 2015), which indicates that the emission of the neutral iron
Kα is primarily caused by absorption-induced fluorescence from
the absorber.

6. Conclusions

We serendipitously discovered the source XMMU J173029.8–
330920 during our XMM-Newton Heritage survey of the Galac-
tic disk. Later, we followed up on the sources using our pre-
approved NuSTAR ToO observation. We suggest that the identity
of XMMU J173029.8–330920 is an IP based on XMM-Newton
and NuSTAR data analysis. The X-ray spectra can be fitted by
emission from collisionally ionized diffuse gas with plasma tem-
perature of 26+11

−5 keV. One requires a partial covering absorp-
tion in addition to the Galactic absorption to model the X-ray
spectrum. The X-ray spectra show the presence of neutral Fe Kα
emission line at 6.4 keV, while the X-ray light curves show pe-
riodic modulation with a period of 521.7 ± 0.8 s. These features
are commonly seen in accreting magnetic CVs of IP type.
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