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ABSTRACT

We report on multi-wavelength measurements of the acgdtiack hole Swift J1753.5-0127 in the hard
state at low luminosityl( ~ 2.7 x 10*®erg s* assuming a distance df= 3 kpc) in 2014 April. The radio emis-
sion is optically thick synchrotron, presumably from a camiget. We take advantage of the low extinction
(E(B-V) =0.45 from earlier work) and model the near-IR to UV emissiorhvaitmulti-temperature disk model.
Assuming a black hole mass bfzy = 5M, and a system inclination of= 40°, the fits imply an inner radius
for the disk ofRin/Ry > 212d3 (Mgn/5 Mo)™3, whereRy is the gravitational radius of the black hole, ahds
the distance to the source in units of 3kpc. The outer radiRs,i/Ry = 90,000d3 (Mgn/5 M), which cor-
responds to & x 10'9ds cm, consistent with the expected size of the disk given previmeasurements of the
size of the companion’s Roche lobe. The 0.5-240keV enenggtapm measured bywift/XRT, Suzaku (XIS,
PIN, and GSO), anfluSTAR is relatively well characterized by an absorbed power-ldth & photon index
of I' = 1.7224+ 0.003 (90% confidence error), but a significant improvemeng&nsvhen a second continuum
component is added. Reflection is a possibility, but no ifpe Is detected, implying a low iron abundance.
We are able to fit the entire (radio to 240 keV) spectral eneligiribution (SED) with a multi-temperature
disk component, a Comptonization component, and a brokemplaw, representing the emission from the
compact jet. The broken power-law cannot significantly dbate to the soft X-ray emission, and this may be
related to why Swift J1753.5-0127 is an outlier in the radicdy correlation. The broken power-law (i.e., the
jet) might dominate above 20 keV, which would constrain treak frequency to be betweem 101°Hz and
3.6 x 10*?Hz. Although the fits to the full SED do not include significéim¢rmal emission in the X-ray band,
previous observations have consistently seen such a ca@npamnd we find that there is evidence at the3.1-
level for a disk-blackbody component with a temperatur&Tof = 15033 eV and an inner radius of 5-Rj,.

If this component is real, it might imply the presence of ameinoptically thick accretion disk in addition to
the strongly truncatedR, > 212R;) disk. We also perform X-ray timing analysis, and the powscrum is
dominated by a Lorentzian component withyx = 0.1104+0.003 Hz and/max = 0.16+ 0.04 Hz as measured by
XIS and XRT, respectively.

Subject headings: accretion, accretion disks — black hole physics — starsividdal (Swift J1753.5-0127)
— X-rays: stars — X-rays: general
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1. INTRODUCTION gin (Laurent et al. 2011; Jourdain etlal. 2012).

Most accreting stellar-mass black holes in binary sys- . The fact that a jet is present in the hard state and that there
tems exhibit large changes in luminosity over time, ranging 'S SOme connection between the disk and the jet leads to the
from a substantial fraction of the Eddington limltgfg) to  duestionof whatwe know about the disk properties. The main
~108 or ~10°Lggs In addition to changes in luminos- question regarding the optically thick disk concerns treato
ity, these systems show other observational changesginclu 10N Of the inner ra_\dlllus(l}“m). One :?(E)a |shthat the black hole
ing transitions between distinct spectral states thatienites ~ Slates ale essentially aetermined by the mass accretien rat
from system-to-system (e.4.. McClintock & Remillard 2006; 2"dRi (Esin. McClintock & Narayan 1997), with sources en-

Bellon| [2010). The thermal dominant (or soft) state has a te?/ré?g;t]rg hg[)dsesrt\?;?io?wicgfuzguef::snirlwnfrrlgaSr?mﬁt P:Iact)rv(;l/_state
strong thermal component from an optically thick accretion ' y dict this si lativisticall g Brefl
disk in the X-ray spectrum. In the hard state on the other hand seem to contradict this smfce relativistically sm%arg DEI’ h
this component contributes a lower fraction of the flux in the t|r?n é:.orknponents aTe seen r:Om some systergls that 'Tp y tbat
X-ray band. The drop in flux is partly due to a decrease in the (€ diSk remains close to the Innermost stable crcu artorbi
temperature of the component (Kalemci €1 al. 2004), moving {SCO:Blum etall 2009; Reis etlal. 2011. Miller etlal. 2012
its peak into the ultraviolet where it is difficult to measudree Fabian etall 2012). In addition, thermal component mod-

; : ; : ling has led to similar conclusions (Reis, Fabian & Miller
to interstellar absorption. While the soft thermal X-rayiem e . : - \
sion weakens, there is a strong increase in the hard X-ray5201())' While photon pile-up in CCD spectra has sparked

: - ; some debate about iron line results (Miller et al. 2006;
and the X-ray spectrum in the hard state is dominated by 4Done & Diaz Trigo 2010; Miller et al. 2010), more recent ob-

ower-law, which often has an exponential cutoff above 50— : . -
100 kev (Grove et &1, 1993, Gilfanoy & Merioni 2014). servations with theNuclear Spectroscopic Telescope Array

: P ; NuSTAR) confirm strongly broadened and skewed iron lines

Accreting black holes also emit in the radio band when ( . - =
they are ingthe hard state, and this is due to a powerful COm_lnthe bright hard state for GRS 1915+105 (Miller et _al. 2013)
pact jet (Corbel et al. 2000; Fender 2001). At radio frequen- (230%?.)1;?%_2(:78 éygllitft(‘gérig%iz,’ a?égfg)_‘l F(E;J([iteet:gls.e
cies, the spectrum is dominated by a partially self-absibrbe of (:;)R;S 1739)@278 the Tuminosity iS5%Ler and the
synchrotron component that has a flat or rising spectrum. ferred i di ' 12 M'Ily |° zEgdl, h
(F, < v*, wherea > 0). The jet spectrum changes slope interre mneg radius I1S< Ry ( " e.reta 5), w ere
above the break frequenayreac becoming steeper because Ry = GMen/c” and G is the gravitational constanMey is.
the frequency is sufficiently high that the entire jet is ogliy the black hole mass, andis the speed of light. Signifi-
thin. In some cases, the measuremeniyak, has been con- car_1tly truncated disks have t_)een_ _reported for the _hard state
strained to be in the infrared (IR) to optical (Corbel & Fende &t intermediate and low luminosities using reflection com-
2002;[Gandhi et al. 2011, Rahoui et &l. 2011; Russelllet al. Ponent modeling (Tomsick et'al. 2009; Shidatsu et al. 2011;
20134,b[ 2014), but its measurement can be complicated bePlant etall 2015) and also by modeling the thermal compo-
cause of the other emission components (e.g., from the acent from the optically thick disk (Gierlski. Done & Page
cretion disk or the optical companion) and also because the2008, Cabanac et al. 2009). ,
jet spectrum is likely significantly more complicated than a To investigate questions related to the accretion geometry

simple broken power-law_(Markoff, Nowak & Wilris 2005; and the rela_ltionship between the_ disk and the jet_, we per-
Migliari et all[2007). ) formed multi-wavelength observations of the accretingkla

In the hard state, it is clear that there is a strong con- N0l Swift J1753.5-0127 in the hard state. This system was
nection between the X-ray and radio emission. The fluxes first discovered in outburstin 2005 (Palmer €t al. 2005),iand
in the two bands are correlated (Corbel étal. 2000, 2003;IS Very unusualin that it has been brightin X-rays for alngost
Gallo, Fender & Pooléy| 20D3{_Corbel, Koerding & Kaaret ecade. The optical light curve shows a 3.2 hour modulation,
2008; Corbel et al. 2013; Gallo etlal. 2014), and while early Which has been interpreted as a superhump period (a modula-
studies suggested that all black hole sources might lie ontion due to tidal stresses on a precessing, elliptical &oere
the same correlation line, observations of more systeme hav 9iSK), suggesting that the orbital period is somewhat small
shown that this is not the case (Jonker ét al. 2010; Coridi et a than this (Zurita et al. 2008). From radial velocity measure
2011). A current topic of debate is whether all sources mentsi.Neustroev etial. (2014) find a 2.85 hour signal, which
lie on two correlation lines, one track for standard sources S likely the true orbital period. Thus, Swift J1753.5-0128
and one for outliers, or if there is a continuum of differ- ©ne of the shortest orbital periods of any known black hole bi
ent tracks[(Coriat et al. 2011; Corbel etlal. 2013; Gallo bt al ary- Although the mass of the black hole in Swift J1753.5—
2014). Another topic is how much, if any, of the X-ray 0127is still debated since there has not been an opportonity
emission originates in the jet. While the most typical hard obtain a radial velocity measurement for the companion star
state spectrum with an exponential cutoff is weil described With the system in quiescence, Neustroev etal. (2014) argue
by thermal Comptonization, and it has been argued that itthat the mass is relatively lowlgy < 5Mg, and we adopt a
is unlikely that this emission is due to synchrotron emis- Plack hole mass of 5M for calculations in this paper.
sion from a jet[(Zdziarski et 4l 2003), some black hole spec- SWift J1753.5-0127 is also unusual in that it has a low
tra appear to have multiple high-energy continuum compo- level of extinction, due in part to it being somewhat out

nents|(Joinet et &1 2007; Rodriguez €f al. 2008; Bouchdi et a Of the plane with Galactic coordinates o 24.9° andb =
2009; | Droulans et al, 2010; Russell etal. 2010), and a jet*122°. IFroning etal.[(2014) obtained UV measurements

origin is not ruled-out. In fact, Cygnus X-1 often shows Showing thatE(B—V) = 0.45, and we confirm this value in-
two high-energy components in the hard state, including@ €ompanion paper (Rahoui et al., submitted to ApJ). It is
an MeV component! (McConnell etlal. 2000; Rahoui et al. Not entirely clear whether the system is relatively nearby o
2011 Zdziarski, Lubiski & Sikora 2012), and the detection [N the Galactic halo as there is a large range of possible
of strong polarization at-400 keV favors a synchrotron ori- distancesd = 1-10kpc(Cadolle Bel et al. 2007; Zurita et al.
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2008; Froning et al. 2014). Froning et al. (2014) provide evi
dence that the UV emission from Swift J1753.5-0127 in the 0.30f ' ' '

hard state comes from an accretion disk, and they calculate g : a j
distance upper limits that depend btyy, assuming that the e 0.25F # E
mass accretion rate is less than %4 For Mgy = 5Mg, I 0201_ 4 ; E
the upper limit is 2.8-3.7 kpc, depending on the inclination e E Wf M N ]
of the system, and we use a fiducial distance of 3 kpc for the é 015E4 t L + { ; { 5
calculations in this paper. s e #*E‘ +# : *% ﬁ ¢ + .

Swift J1753.5-0127 has been extensively observed in the > g.10F *¢+ 3 % ?% T * &
radio band, and is one of the clearest examples of a source tha £ - ’# { “ﬁ ## ﬁ Hg H’w W *
is an outlier in the radio/X-ray correlation plat (Soleriatt & 0.05F ‘» \ w f -
2010;[ Corbel et al. 2013). The location on the plot depends < 000; f ﬁ ]

on the assumed distance, and the previous work has assumed_ E

a source distance of 8kpc. While we are adopting a signif- 0.025E E

icantly smaller distance, Soleri et al. (2010) considered h Fu ]

distance affects the the radio underluminosity, which is a 0.020 “Q .

measure of how far a source is from the standard correla- Yk ]
‘s

S,
O

¢
tion. |Soleri et al.[(2010) show that a smaller distance moves < 0.015iE
the source farther from the standard correlation (see also J SR}
Jonker et al. 2004). Thus, the fact that recent work suggests @ 0-010¢ ;
that Swift J1753.5-0127 is closer than early estimates only o
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T

f’t
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=
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g
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5.

strengthens the conclusion that the source is an outlier. 3 0.005¢ ' ' b IR A

For this work, we have carried out a large campaign to ob- ' 0.000f ‘ ‘ ‘ ]
serve Swift J1753.5-0127 in the hard state with radio, near- 0 500 1000 1500 2000
IR, optical, UV, and X-ray observations as described in Sec- M JD-55000 (days)

tion 2. Inthe X-ray, data were obtained wluSTAR, Suzaku,
andSwift/XRT. The observations occurred when the flux level
was close to the minimum brightness this source has had i
the ~10 years since its discovery (see Figlie 1). The low
flux level (and presumably mass accretion rate) may caus
changes in the properties of the accretion disk or jet coatpar
to previous observations at higher flux levels. In Sectiomes, The data were reduced using version 4.2.0 of the Common
perform spectral analysis for the different energy rangas ( Astronomy Software Application (CASA;_McMullin et al.
dio, near-IR to UV, and X-ray) separately and then also as a2007). We applied a priori calibration to account for up-
combined radio to X-ray Spectral Energy Distribution (SED) dated antenna positions and gain variations with changing
We also produce an X-ray power spectrum for timing anal- elevation or correlator configuration, and corrected the 18
ysis. We discuss the results in Section 4, and then provide26-GHz data for opacity effects. We edited out any data af-
conclusions in Section 5. fected by antenna shadowing before Hanning smoothing the
data and removing any radio frequency interference. At all
2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION frequencies we used 3C286 to calibrate the instrumental fre
The observations that we obtained in 2014 April are listed quency response, and to set the amplitude scale according to
in Table[1, and more details about the observation times arethe default Perley-Butler 2010 coefficients implementettién
shown in FiguréR. The X-ray flux was rising very slowly dur- CASA taskseTJY. We used J1743-0350 as a secondary cal-
ing the observation, and this is seen especially clearlhén t ibrator to determine the time-varying complex gains agsin
Suzaku/XIS light curve (Figuré R). We provide more details from both atmospheric and instrumental effects.
about the observatories used and how the data were processedThe calibrated data on Swift J1753.5-0127 were averaged
in the following. by a factor of four in frequency to reduce the raw data volume,
. and then imaged using Briggs weighting with a robust param-
2.1. Radio eter of 1 to achieve the best compromise between sensitivity
We observed Swift J1753.5-0127 with the Karl G. Jan- and sidelobe suppression. When imaging, we used the multi-
sky Very Large Array (VLA) on 2014 April 5 (MJD 56752) frequency synthesis algorithm as implemented in CASAs
from 11:00-13:00 UT with the array in its most-extended A- CLEAN task, choosing two Taylor terms to account for the
configuration. We split the observing time between the 4— frequency dependence of source brightness. The source was
8 and 18-26-GHz observing bands. In the lower 4-8 GHz clearly detected in all frequency bands, with an inverteztsp
band, we split the available bandwidth into two 1024-MHz trum (« > 0, where the flux densit$, varies as a function
basebands, centered at 5.25 and 7.45GHz. Each basebard frequencyr as S, « v®). To better constrain the radio
was splitinto eight 128-MHz spectral windows, each of which spectrum, we split each frequency band into four frequency
comprised sixty-four 2-MHz channels. The higher-frequenc bins (of width 1024 MHz at 4-8 GHz, and 2048 MHz at 18—
18-26 GHz band was fully covered by four 2048-MHz base- 26 GHz where the intrinsic sensitivity per unit frequency is
bands, each comprising sixteen 128-MHz sub-bands maddower). We measured the source brightness in each frequency
up of sixty-four 2-MHz channels. After accounting for cal- bin by fitting an elliptical Gaussian to the brightness dist
ibration overheads, the total on-source integration tifiees  tion in the image plane. Swift J1753.5-0127 appeared unre-
Swift J1753.5-0127 were 25.3 minutes in the 4—-8-GHz bandsolved at all frequencies.
and 29.1 minutes in the 18-26-GHz band. Swift J1753.50127 was also observed with the Mullard

n Fie. 1.—MAXI (a) and Swift/BAT (b) light curves in the 2-20 keV
and 15-50keV bands for Swift J1753.5-0127 between mid-2009
and mid-2014. The vertical lines mark the start and stop iofe

&he observations used in this work (2014 April 2-8).
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Radio Astronomy Observatory’s Arcminute Microkelvin Im-

ager (AMI) Large Array [(Zwart et al. 2008) on two occa- 2 g:i; AMI AMI a j
sions during the coordinated multi-wavelength campaign be g (.F VLA E
tween 2014 April 4-5. These4-hour observations were £ & Sz X1 3
taken at the times given in Tadlé 1 with a central frequency % 0'155_ m “N““W 3
of 15.4 GHz. The AMI Large Array consists of eight 13-m 3 "F i NUSTAR 3
dishes, with the full frequency band of 12-17.9 GHz being di- £ **°F : . ;3
vided into eight 0.75 GHz bandwidth channels. Channels 1-2 & 0%°F ' t t E
and 8 were ignored due to lower response in those frequency q;,F E
ranges and the expected high level of interference frontsate @ E b
lites due to the low elevation of the source. The primary beamg °*°F + E
FWHM is ~6 arcmin at 16 GHz. = 0008 } g

The AMI data were reduced using the semi-automateds oo0sf { 4
pipeline procedure described lin_Staley et al. (2013), which 3 ook + + E
uses the AMI software tooREDUCE to automatically flag 8  F ]
for interference, shadowing and hardware errors, cakbrat = 00021 E
the gain, and synthesize the frequency channels to produce ©0.000F ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ]
visibility data in uv-FITS format (see Staley ef al. 2013 fo 155F %\Kf(ff‘”ftf‘) _____ % _______________ J (Kanata) € 3
more details). However, the low elevation and the radio- 4 ,,F ~ E
quiet nature of the source resulted in high noise levelsin 3.t ' 2 T e B ]
the reduced images, and thus the two observations were con-§ **°F o g - g;gtp) V(Kanata)
catenated to maximize the signal-to-noise. The concatdnat = 70 T ‘F&L ““““““““ < E
dataset was then imaged in CASA, where thieEAN task 175 o B(Kanata) 3
was used to produce the combined frequency image, and the c : : : : : : 3
flux density was measured by fitting a Gaussian model to e W sy T

the source in the radio map using the MIRIAD taskeIT.
The error on the concatenated flux density was calculated as ) ) )
Fic. 2.—(a) The filled circles show th& AXI light curve over the

o= \/ (0.05S,)? + 0, + o2, following/AMI Consortium etal.  time of the observations (2014 April 2-8). The times of the IAM
(2012), with a 5% absolute calibration error added to the fit- X:—A' tﬁMflt/)g-L’ ?/JIZBJ?IUt and Nfg;i&i?ggvat'oas ar?t;}ndlca:tecil.
ting erroroy; calculated inlMFIT. The source concatenated /'S0 th€ 1—12keV light curve _ IS shown (Ihe actua

; 20 count rate divided by 70)(b) The Swift/BAT light curve over the
flux density was measured at 0pudy. time of the observations(c) The optical and near-IR magnitudes
measured at the Kanata and SLT telescopes.

2.2. Ground-Based Optical and Near-IR

Kanata is a 1.5 m telescope at the Higashi-Hiroshima 2.3. Swift
Observatory. Photometric observations were performed for 1o guift  satellite  (Gehrels et al.[ 2004)  includes
this study on three nights (MJD 56749, 56751, and 56754),5 pointed instruments, the X-ray Telesgope (XRT;
with the B, V, J, andKs bands using the HONIR instru- g1, rr0vvs et al 2005) and the Ultra-Violet/Optical Teleseop
ment (Sakimoto et al. 2012; Akitaya et al. 2014) attached to (UVOT; [Roming et all 2005), and we used data from both
Kanata. The individual frame exposure times were 75, 136, i< ments from ObsID 00080730001 in this work. We
120, and 60s irB, V, J, Ks-bands, respectively. The data o formed the XRT data reduction using HEASOFT v6.15.1
reduction was performed in the standard manner: the bias; 4 the 2013 March version of the XRT calibration data
and dark images were subtracted from all images, and thery o (CALDB), and made event lists usiagtpipeline.
the images were flat-fielded. The magnitudes of the ob- "y RT instrument was in Windowed Timing mode to
ject and cI(:)mpz;\]nsBonVstarsd\f]v%re anearl]sured using PSF ghoévoid photon pile-up. For spectral analysis, we extracted
tometry. For thes, V, andJ-ban P otorr;etry, We USed  photons from within 47 of the Swift J1753.5-0127 position,
the comparison star located at R.A.283"25°275, Decl.=~  and made a background spectrum from a region away from
01°27'30705 (J2000.0), which has magnitudesibf 17.62, ~ the source. We measured an XRT source count rate of
V = 16,66, andJ = 14.468 [Zurita et al. 2008; Skrutskie etal. 77 ¢/s in the 0.5-10keV band during the 2.4 ks observation.
2006). For theKs-band photometry, we used the comparison \we ysed the appropriate response file from the CALDB
star at_R.A.:1?53m25.f853, Decl.=—0126'17"00 (J2000.0),  (swxwtOto2s6_20010101v015.rmf) and produced a new an-
for which K, = 11132 (Skrutskie et al. 2006). _ cillary response file usingrtmkarf and the exposure map
~ We also conducted opticaf, r’, i’, andz' band monitor-  generated byrtpipeline. We binned the 0.5-10keV
Ing observations with the Lulin 41 cm Super-nght Telescope spectra so that each bin has a Signa]-to_noise of 10.
(SLT), which is located in Taiwan, on three nights in 2014 For UVOT, we obtained photometry in six filters, ®, u,
April (see Tabl¢ll). Photometric images with 180 s exposuresyyw1, uvm2, anduww2) during the observation. For each fil-
were obtained using the U42 CCD camera. We performed theter, we produced an image usingotimsum and made a
dark-subtraction and flat-fielding correction using therapp  source region with a radius of’5and a background region
priate calibration data with the IRAF package. Photometric from a source-free region. Then, we usegot source to
calibrations were made with the Pan-STARRSd catalogs  perform the photometry and calculate the magnitude and flux
(Magnier et al. 2013; Schlafly etlal. 201.2; Tonry et al. 2012). of Swift J1753.5—-0127 for each filter.
The DAOPHOT package was used to perform the aperture Sift also includes the wide field of view (FoV) Burst Alert
photometry of the multi-band images. Telescope (BAT), and we use data from BAT to study the
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long-term 15-50keV flux (see Figurgs 1 &nd 2).

043
2.4. NUSTAR

The Nuclear Spectroscopic Telescope Array (NuSTAR; 03
Harrison et all 2013) consists of two co-aligned X-ray tele- >
scopes, FPMA and FPMB, sensitive between 3-79keV. To £
reduce the data, we usedipipeline v.1.3.1 as distributed X
with HEASOFT 6.15.1. During our analysis, an updated ver- T
sion became available, but we carefully checked that it does 02
not influence our results. We extracted the source spectrum
from a circular region with 90radius centered on the J2000
coordinates. Due to the triggered readout of the detectors, 128
pile-up is not a concern faMuSTAR. The background was ex- 11E
tracted from a circular region with a 17@adius at the other 2 +$
end of the FoV. Small systematic changes of the background § 1O0g----9--- ’+’ ”””””””
over the FoV can be neglected, as Swift J1753.5-0127 is a 0.9E +
factor of six brighter than the background, even at 70 keV. 0.8
The spectrum includes data from tWuSTAR ObsIDs. We ' 4 6 10
reduced both ObsIDs separately and added the resulting spec Frequency (GH2)
tra and response files usirgldascaspec. The resulting € y
total exposure time is given in Talie 1. Fic. 3.— (a) Power-law fit to the radio spectrum wilh=0.71+

0.05 (@ =0.294 0.05). The measurements are from VLA (8 points)
2.5. Suzaku and AMI (1 point at 15.4 GHz)(b) Data-to-model ratio.

For Suzaku, we used data from the X-ray Imaging Spec- 3. RESULTS
trometers (XISs;_Koyama etlal. 2007) and from the Hard X-
ray Detector (HXD| Takahashi etlal. 2007) PIN diode detec- 3.1. Energy Spectrum

tor, and the HXD gadolinium silicate crystal detector (GSO)  We performed all of the spectral fits using the XSPEC

The XIS has three CCD detectors (XISO, XIS1, and XIS3) v12.8.2 software. For the X-ray spectra, we used instru-
that operate in the 0.4-12keV bandpass. We produced evenhent response files produced using the HEASOFT software.
lists for each detector usingepipeline and merged the  For the radio, ground-based optical and near-IR, and UVOT,
event lists taken in the 33 and 5<5 CCD editing modes. we determined the flux for each data point and then used
We ranaeattcor2 andxiscoord on each of the merged  f1x2xsp to produce spectral files and unitary response ma-
event files to update the attitude correction because this istrices that can be read into XSPEC. All spectral fits are per-
important for the pile-up estimate, which we calculated us- fgrmed by minimizing the? statistic.

ing pileest. We extracted source spectra using-aatlius

circle with the inner 22 removed due to pile-up at a level 3.1.1. Radio Spectrum

of >4% in the core of the point spread function (PSF). We ' . . . ) .
extracted the background from a rectangular region near the We fitted the radio points with a power-law model (see Fig

edge of the active area of the detector. The XIS detectorsu“;B)’ and this provides an acceptable fit with a redugéd-
were in 1/4 window mode for the observation, and part of the (x) of 0.41 for 7 degrees of freedom (dof). The power-
source region falls off of the active region of the detectde. law photon index isI' = 0.714 0.05 (90% confidence er-
accounted for this when determining the background scaling fors are given here and throughout the paper unless other-
We usedxisrmfgen andxissimarfgen to produce re-  Wise indicated), and this corresponds to a spectral index of
sponse matrices, and we combined the XISO and XIS3 spectra* = 1~I" = 0.2940.05 (as mentioned abova,is defined ac-
(the two front-illuminated CCD detectors) into a single file ~ cording toS, o v, whereS, is the flux density). We used
For HXD, we analyzed both PIN and GSO data us- theé XSPEC modebegpwrlw, allowing for the power-law
ing the Perl scriptsixdpinxbpi and hxdgsoxbpi, re- normalization to be defined as the flux density at 10 GHz, and
spectively, after screening with the standard selectide-cr W€ obtain a measurement of 25@ 1. Jy at this frequency.
ria. These scripts produce deadtime-corrected source and
background spectra automatically. The non X-ray back- 3.1.2. Near-IR to UV Spectrum
ground model was taken from the FTP sffesand cos- The times of the data taken for the near-IR to UV part of
mic X-ray background (CXB) was also subtracted based onthe spectrum from Kanata, SLT, a®dift/UVOT are shown
previousHigh Energy Astronomy Observatory (HEAO) ob- in Figur2. The ground-based (Kanata and SLT) observations
servations [(Gruber etal. 1999) for PIN. As an energy re- were taken in five epochs over six nights (see Tables 2and 3
sponse, we used ae_hxd_pinxinomell_20110601.rsp for PINor the exact times of the exposures). As the source is vari-
and ae_hxd_gsoxinom_20100524.rsp with an additional cor-able from night-to-night and also on shorter time scales, we
rection file (ae_hxd_gsoxinom_crab_20100526.arf) for GSO used measurements as close to each other in time as possible,
The background count rate is significantly higher than the while keeping the maximum wavelength coverage. Bt
source rate for GSO, but we still clearly detect Swift J1853.  observation occurred between epochs 3 and 4, and we used
0127 at a rate of 40+ 0.026 c/s. the points from epoch 3 because the Kanataand J-band
measurements occurred on the same night. We also used the
24 ftp://legacy.gsfc.nasa.gov/suzaku/data/backgroumaxp_ver2.2_tuned/  Kg-band measurement from epoch 1 because the statistical er-
and ftp://legacy.gsfc.nasa.gov/suzaku/data/backgiiosonxb_ver2.6/ ror bar is |arge enough to account for source variability. We
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did not include theB-band measurement because UVOT cov-

ered the same frequency, and the UVOT measurement was

closer in time to the other observations. For each SLT band,

several epoch 3 measurements were made, and for the SED,
we used the average value. We estimated the uncertainty on =

these points by calculating the standard deviation of the-me
surements.

We fitted the near-IR to UV spectrum with a power-
law model with extinction. The XSPEC extinction model,
redden, is based on the Cardelli, Clayton & Mathis (1989)
relationship. The fit is poory? = 10.8 for 10 dof), strongly
over-predicting thé&s-band point. The photon index for the
power-law isT" = 0.2+ 0.2, but we suspect that this is not
physically meaningful. A somewhat better fit (althoughl stil
far from being formally acceptable) is obtained by replgcin
the power-law with a blackbody (specificalbbodyrad),

and this model is a much better match to the spectral slope in

the near-IR. IE(B-V) is left as a free parametey? = 8.0 for
10 dof, and we finde(B-V) = 0.54+ 0.06,kT =1.9+0.3 eV,
and a normalization oRy/d1o = (1.0+0.1) x 10'2, where
Rm is the size of the blackbody in units of kilometers, and
dig is the distance to the source in units of 10kpc. Fixing
E(B-V) to 0.45 givesy’ = 7.8 for 11 dof (essentially the
same quality as the fit with the extinction parameter free),
KT = 1.514+0.05eV, andR¢m/d1o= (1.2+0.1) x 10'2

The fit is worse with a multi-temperature disk-blackbody
diskbb model (2 = 134 for 11 dof); however, a signifi-
cant improvement is obtained if the outer edge of the disk is
left as a free parameter. We implemented this by using the
diskir model (Gierlhski, Done & Page 2008, 2009). We
turned off the thermalization in the outer disk,{ = 0), and
we set the Compton fractiorL{/Ly) to zero. This model
gives x2 = 3.6 for 10 dof, and the near-IR to UV spectrum
is shown fitted with this model in Figuté 4. For the parame-
ters, we obtairkTj, = 5’:5 eV for the temperature of the inner
disk and a value 0f.129i8;§§ for logrout, wherer oyt = Rout/Rin,
and R, and R, are, respectively, the inner and outer radii
of the optically thick accretion disk. Theiskir normal-
ization, which has the same meaning as ¢hieskbb nor-
malization (Naiskob = (Rinkm/d10)%/ cos, whereRp km is the
inner radius in units of kilometerslg is the distance to the
source in units of 10 kpc, ands the inclination of the disk) is
Naiskob = (9721) x 10°. Here, we simply note that this implies
a very large inner disk radius. We consider the implications

below in detail after using the same model as a component in

fitting the full SED.

None of the fits described above are formally acceptable,
and there are a few possible reasons for this. Of course, th
first possibility is that the spectrum requires a more com-
plex model than those we have tried. Secondly, it is known
that there is significant variability in this part of the spec
trum (Zurita et al. 2008; Neustroev et al. 2014), and this is
also seen in Figurd 2. Finally, the largest residuals (sge Fi
ure[4) are in the UV where the extinction changes rapidly.
Uncertainties in the extinction law and the calibration loé t
broad UVOT photometric bins could also lead to the large
residuals in this part of the spectrum.

3.1.3. X-ray Spectrum

We performed a simultaneous fit to the spectra from all the
X-ray instruments with an absorbed power-law model, allow-
ing for different overall normalizations between instrurtse
To account for absorption, we used theabs model with
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Fic. 4.—(a) Fitto the Kanata, SLT, and UVOT spectra with a multi-
temperature disk model with outer radius as a free paraméter
points are not dereddened, and the model ass{®sV) = 0.45.
(b) Data-to-model ratio.

Wilms, Allen & McCray (2000) abundances and Verner €t al.
(1996) cross-sections. As shown in Table 4, the column den-
sity is Ny = (2.014+0.05) x 10?*cm™2, the power-law photon
index is" = 1.722+ 0.003, and this simple model provides a
surprisingly good fit withy? = 1.40 for 2143 dof. The resid-
uals (see the data-to-model ratio in Figlte 5b) do not show
any evidence for an iron emission line as might be expected
if there was a strong reflection component. For a narrow line
in the 6.4—7.1keV range, the 90% confidence upper limit on
the equivalent width is<5 eV, and for a line with a width of
0.5keV, the upper limit on the equivalent widthd® eV. The
Suzaku/GSO shows a different slope abox80keV, and we
added an exponential cutoff using théghecut model. A
cutoff with Ecyt = 66/13keV andEqq = 21813 keV provides

a large improvement in the fit to the GSO data, but the overall
X2 only improves to 1.39 for 2141 dof.

Previous work fitting X-ray spectra of Swift J1753.5—
0127 has often shown evidence for a thermal disk-
blackbody component with an inner disk tem-
perature of kT, = 0.1-0.4keV when the source

is in the hard state | (Miller, Homan & Miniutti
2006; |[Hiemstraetal. | 2009; | Chiangetal.l 2010;
Reynolds et al. 2010; | Cassatella, Uttley & Maccarone

Kolehmainen, Done & Diaz Trigo 2014). Thus, we
added ali skbb model to the power-law with an exponential
cutoff, and they? improves to 1.29 for 2139 dof (see Table 4).
While this represents a significant improvement (an F-test
indicates that the significance of the additional comporsent
in excess of 12), the temperature is much higher and the
normalization is much lower than previously seen. Our value
iS Nyiskbb = 3.8&;? compared to values gf 1000 reported by
Reynolds et al.| (2010) and Cassatella, Uttley & Maccarone
(2012). A value ofNgiskpp = 3.8 would imply an unphysically
small inner radius. The equation for the inner radius in erm
of the gravitational radius is

Rin/Rg = (0.676d10f?v/Ngiskon) /((Men/Me)Vecos) , (1)

wheref is the spectral hardening factor (Shimura & Takahara
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strong instrumental features (we note tisazaku/XIS also
o T T T ] has sensitivity down at this energy, but the residuals ateic
. ] the presence of instrumental features). A fit to the XRT spec-
trum with an absorbed power-law model giveg = (2.2 +
0.2) x 10%tcm?, T' = 1.6540.03, andy? = 1.27 for 131 dof.
Adding adiskbb provides a significant improvement (to
X2 = 1.17 for 129 dof), and an F-test indicates a significance
of 99.8% (3.1e) for the diskbb component. The parame-
ters for this fit areNy = (54 1) x 10°*cm™?, I' = 1.76+0.06,
E kTin = 130:%8 ev, andeiskbe (lﬁﬁg) x 10°.
] Although the column density is not known precisely, it is
] clear that it is lower tham6 x 10 .cm™. The extinction
3 value that we use in this papdt(B-V) = 0.45) corresponds
] to Ny = 3.1 x 10%tcm™ based on the relationship derived
in IGuver & Ozel (2009). Fixing the column density to this
. value and fitting the XRT spectrum with a model consisting
] of adiskbb and a power-law gives thermal parameter val-
100 ues ofkTi, = 15039 eV andNgiskpp = (1.1757) x 10%. Thus, if
Energy (keV) we only had theSwift/XRT data, we would likely conclude
that there is a physically reasonable thermal componerg. Th
Fic. 5.— (a) Absorbed power-law fit to the Swift J1753.5-0127 KT, = 150 eVdiskbb component that may be present in the
X-ray spectrum, includin@wift/XRT (black), Suzaku/XIS03 (cyan), Swift/XRT spectrum falls rapidly going to energies below soft
Suzakw/X1S1 (purple) NUSTAR/FPMA (blue),NuSTAR/FPMB (red), X-rays and cannot explain the near-IR to UV emission that we
Suzaku/PIN (yellow), andSuzaku/GSO (orange)(b) Data-to-model  see. Thus, even if it is real (and it may not be because it does
ratio. not appear to be present when fitting all the available data),
1995). For a distance of 3 kpilgy /M, =5, f = 1.7, which is it is not one of the dominant components in the overall SED,

a typical valuel(Shimura & Takahdra 1995), art0° based 1?c>nrdfi¥t\ﬁ d?hgc}h'l?glége itin the following as we build a model
on the estimate of Neustroev et al. (2014), we fitid/Ry = 9 ’
0.26, which puts the inner radius inside the event horizon. 3.1.5. Near-IR, Optical, UV, and X-ray Spectrum

Figure[3 shows that there is a small deviation from the  gefore fitting the full SED, we fit the near-IR to X-ray
power-law in the hard X-ray band with the residuals increas- spectrum in order to determine if it can be fit in a phys-

ing above 10keV and peaking near 25keV. Although there e,y self.consistent manner. As we found that the near-

is no iron line, this could still be evidence for a weak re- g 15 Uy spectrum requires a thermal model with the outer
flection component or an additional continuum parameter. gisy radius as a parameter, we start by fitting the spectrum
Adding a reflection component to the power-law using the yith 4 41 skir model. While the fits above used a Comp-

reflionx model (Ross & Fabian 2005) provides a signif- 14 fraction of zero (no Comptonization component), here
icant improvement in the fit tq;, = 1.27 for 2138 dof. The  \ye allowL./Lq to be a free parameter, so that the model in-

reflection covering fraction (determined by calculating th- ~  ¢jydes Comptonization by a thermal distribution of elextro

component to the 0.1-1000keV unabsorbed flux in the directiyg X-ray. Withindiskir, Comptonization is implemented
component) of2/2r = 0.2 and the ionization (parameterized jith the nt hcomp model [Zdziarski, Johnson & Magdziarz
by £ = L/nR?, whereL is the luminosity of ionizing radia-  [1996:Zycki, Done & Smitl 1999). The physical scenario be-
tion, nis the electron number density, aRds the distance  jng considered is a near-IR to UV thermal component from a
between the source of radiation and the reflecting material)yruncated optically thick accretion disk, providing sedup

of ¢ < 5.3ergcms' (see Tablél4) would both be reasonable tons to a Comptonization region with hot electrons.

for a cool and truncated disk (although we note that low cov- Thediskir model alone provides a reasonably good de-
ering fractions can also be explained by beaming emissionscription of the spectrum, but it is not formally acceptable
away from the disk; Beloborodov 1999). The iron abundance ith x2 = 1.38 for 2152 dof (see Tablg 5). The fact that the
of 0.28+ 0.08 times solar is low but perhaps not unreason- thermal componentacts as the seed photon distributiohéor t
ably so. Adding adiskbb in addition toreflionx only  Comptonization emission leads to a somewhat higher value of
provides a small improvementto the fit (9 =1.26 for 2136 KTin (128 eV compared to § eV found in Section 3.1.2) and
dof), andNyiskobis even smaller than the previous value. How- 3 jower normalization, corresponding to a somewhat smaller
ever, itis notable that adding tl# skbb component causes sk inner radius. The temperature of the Comptonizing-elec

kevVZicm?stkev?

Ratio

the iron abundance to change td?9-2 times solar. trons is constrained to be60keV, and the Comptonizing
o fraction isL¢/Lg = 4.224.
3.1.4. XRT Spectrum and the Possibility of a Thermal Component Adding a second continuum component provides a much

To investigate further on the question of why we do not improved fit, and approximately the same improvement is
see a physically reasonakie skbb component while many  seen whether we add a power-law with an exponential cut-
previous studies of Swift J1753.5-0127 in the hard state did off or a reflection component (see Table 5). Also, both two-
we fit the X-ray spectra individually. Despite the short ex- component models lead to very similar values for the thermal
posure time, th&wift/XRT spectrum provides the best infor- component withkT;, increasing to 28’eV in one case and
mation on this because it extends down to 0.5keV without 294-5¢eV in the other. The values d§jiskp, decrease further,
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power-law with a high-energy cutoff. The power-law is theda of reflection componentb) Data-to-model ratio.

the two componentgb) Data-to-model ratio.
. . _ _ (bknpower) and adiskir component. Théknpower

but they still imply a large disk truncation radius. o component provides all of the emission in the radio band, and

The two-component models have very different implica- we fix the power-law index below the break energy .
tions for the properties of the Comptonization region. The to I'; = 0.7. The index above the breaky) is left as a free
physical scenario we are considering in adding an extraparameter, and we find that the best fit model has a strong con-
power-law is that either this emission comes from the jet or tribution from thebknpower above~20keV. As described
that there is an inhomogeneous or multi-phase Comptonizaabove, the GSO data require a cutoff, and we multiplied the
tion region (Makishima et al. 2008; Takahashi etlal. 2008; broken power-law component with a high-energy cutoff.
Yamada et all 2013). When this component is added, as The continuum components are multipliedibydden and
shown in Figuré B, its best fit parameters imply a very hard tbabs as described above. We fix&gB-V) to 0.45 and\y
spectruml’ = 1.3370%, and it dominates at high energies, was left as a free parameter. The fit parameters are given in
so that thediskir Comptonization component can have Table[6, and the quality of the fit ig2 = 1.28 for 2156 dof.
much lower values okTe (the constraint is>35keV) and  We left the normalizations between the X-ray instruments as
Le/Lg =0.77+0.17. A value ofLc/Lq below 1.0 is unusual  free parameters, but we fixed all of the non-X-ray instrument
for the hard state, but this is due to the fact that much of the normalizations to th&wift/XRT normalization.

hard X-ray flux is in the power-law component. ~ We used the XSPEC routineteppar to determine the
On the other han_d, when re_fle_ctlon is added, as shown inrange of possible values fdEpea The x? values are
Figure[7, the physical scenario is that theskir Comp- nearly constant over a large range, increasing sharply at

tonization component is being reflected from the truncated1 0 x 107 keV (24 x 10'°Hz), which corresponds to the
disk. As thediskir component must produce the high en- highest radio frequency measured, and & 1 105keV

ergy emission in this case, a very high Comptonization tem- 35, 1012147) At the upper limit,l’, becomes steeper to
perature is requireck. > 429keV) and the Comptonizing avoid over-producing in the near-IR, byt becomes worse

fraction increases th./Ly =2.44+0.6. Thereflionx pa- )

rameters are similar to those described above for the X-rayggf?:lfgsﬁ rg]:; C:&&?Qg%g%:?endggég(twg?ﬁ%o tl:?oxl roax band.
onlyfits_.lThe ionization state is low, W!th a valuegf 5.0/35 10 kaV as an example. The main et iseatlhat . s0s-
ergcms™. Also, the Fe abundance is33+0.09, and the  gjhje for the broken power-law to account for the hard X-
covering fraction is(2/2r = 0.20. The ionization parame- 5y excess. Theliskir parameters for the full SED fit

ter and the covering fraction do not seem unreasonable for Ysee Tablgl6) are almost the same as the parameters for the

cool and truncated disk, but we cannot say with any Certaintydiskir+highecut*pegpwrlw fits to the near-IR to X-
which two-component model is more likely to be correct. ray fits (see Tablgl5).

3.1.6. Full SED If the hard X-ray excess is explained by a reflection com-
S ponent instead of the broken power-law (i.e., the jet), then
When the full radio to hard X-ray SED is put together, it could be steeper, allowing for even higher valueBgpf,. We
is immediately clear that the extrapolation of the powevr-la explored this possibility by fitting just the radio to UV spec
seen in the radio band is well above the flux measured in thetrum with a modified version of the model shown in Table 6.
near-IR (even after dereddening). This implies that théorad The modifications include removingighecut and fixing
component, which is attributed to the compact jet, must havethe diskir components related to Comptonization to the
a spectral break between the IR and radio bands. Thus, wevalues found for the full SED. In addition, while we allowed
fit the SED with a model consisting of a broken power-law T'; to be a free parameter, we did not allow this part of the
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Swift/XRT (blue) fitted with a zero-centered Lorentzian and a low-
frequency power-law.

In this work, we have performed detailed spectral fits to the
most complete SED that has been obtained for Swift J1753.5—
0127 to date. While previous multi-wavelength studies o th
source that included radio measurements have covered the
radio, near-IR, optical, and X-ray (Cadolle Bel etlal. 2007;
Durant et al. 2009; Reynolds et al. 2010; Soleri et al. 2010;
Zhang, Yuan & Chaty 2010), we have obtained radio detec-
tions at nine frequencies, included UV coverage, and used
a combination of seven X-ray spectra, covering 0.5keV to
240keV. Here, we discuss three main topics: 1. the implica-
tions of the constraint onyeo«for the compact jet properties;

2. what we can infer about the properties of the opticallgkhi
accretion disk; and 3. the possible origins of the high-gper
. . emission components.

3.2.X ray'ﬁmmg For all these topics, it is useful to estimate the luminosfty

We made power spectra using thfeuzakwXIS and  Swift J1753.5-0127 during these observations. For the inode
Swift/XRT data. XIS has a larger effective area and the expo- shown in Figur€B, the absorbed flux over the full energy band
sure time is much longer than XRT, so the statistical quaity covered (2« 108keV to 240keV) is 125x 10° ergcni2s 2.
much better. However, the XRT data are useful because of theajthough there is uncertainty about the break frequency of
higher time resolution. There is good agreement between thehe broken power-law, this leads to very little uncertaiinty
two power spectra in the frequency region where they over-the flux since essentially all of the flux is above 1eV. The
lap (see FigurBl9), but precise agreement is not expected dugnapsorbed flux is .21 x 10°ergem?s™? in the 1eV to
to the different times being covered and the slightly défér 540 ev band, and this represents the bolometric flux. This
energy bandpasses. Thus, we fitted the power spectra Sepgs for the model in Tablgl6, but the unabsorbed flux for the
rately. For XIS, we used a zero-centered Lorentzian and A4iskirtreflionx modei shown in TablE]5 gives an un-
power-law at low frequencies. For XRT, the zero-centered absorbed flux of 38x 10 ergcm2 s due to the lower col-

Lorentzian is sufficient. The parameters are shown in Tdble 7 - :
and the fractional rms of the Lorentzians are 274332% for umn density. Using the average .Of these ENOZ unat_)lsorbed
fluxes, the bolometric luminosity is.2x 10°® d2ergs?,

XIS and 22%t2% for XRT, which is consistent with the rel- hereds is the distance to the source in units of 3 kne. For
atively high levels of variability expected for the hardtsta Wbl kshl I : CEM thi u Id uni Edd'p :
The full-width at half-maximum (FWHM) of the Lorentzians ablack hole mass o M this corresponds to an Ington-
are 0220+ 0.005Hz for XIS and (B3 0.07 Hz for XRT.  Scaled luminosity of 0.41965 Mg”, whereMs is the black
In previous work on timing analysis of Swift J1753.5-0127 hole mass in units of SM.

(Soleri et all 2013; Kalamkar etlal. 2015), the Lorentzias fit

were characterized by the frequency where the power spec- 4.1. The Compac.t Jet and the I?reak Frequency

trum is maximal when plotted as frequency times rms power We are able to obtain a constraint ogeax because of the
(vmax) @s shown in Figurg]9. For XIS and XRT, the values of rising and well constrained radio spectrum= 0.294 0.05)

Fic. 8.—(a) The radio to hard X-ray spectral energy distribution for
Swift J1753.5-0127. The model is a broken power-law withgihi
energy cutoff (dash-dotted line) andda skir component, which
we have divided into its thermal component (dashed line) itsd
Comptonization component (dotted line). The points aredeoéd-
dened, and we uge(B-V) = 0.45 andNy = 2.84x 10** cmi2 for the
model. The solid line is the sum of the componer(ts. The same
data and model after dereddenirig) The same data and model mul-
tiplied by energy.
broken power-law to be steeper thBsn= 2. While the lower
limit on Epreax IS unchanged, the upper limit moves higher,
and values as high @&eak= 6.5 x 10°keV (1.6 x 10'3Hz)
are possible.

Vmax are 0110+ 0.003Hz and QL6+ 0.04 Hz, respectively.

4. DISCUSSION

along with the fact that the spectrum rises frégband to
higher frequencies. Without considering the X-rays, we find
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does contribute to the X-rays, theReak < 3.6 x 1012Hz 194 (Russell etal. 2014). For GX 339-4, these quantities
(logpreaktz < 12.6). A study of 16upeak measurements or  were estimated to bB ~ 1.5 x 10°G andR~ 2.5 x 10°cm.
limits for nine black hole systems in the hard state found For MAXI J1836-194, estimates f@ andR were obtained
mostly higher values than the Swift J1753.5-0127 upper lim- for three hard state observations: one during the rise ofigen o
its (Russell et él. 2013a). For the measurements, the meburst and two during outburst decay. Figure 6 of Russelllet al
dian value of l0@/preakn; is 13.68, and the values range (2014) shows ~ 107G andR ~ 10'2cm during the rise and
from 12.65 (for XTE J1118+480) to 14.26 (for GX 339- B .. 3% 10**GandR~ 10>cm during the decay. Thus, the
4 and V404 Cyg). When limits are also considered, there ranges oB = 1.8 x 10-9.6 x 10° d;%21 G andR= 4.6 x 10°

are still only two measurements that are as low as the value 1 40954 : .
found for Swift J1753.5-0127: l0gear, = 1265+ 0.08 for -2 10 d2%4cm that we derive for Swift J1753.5-0127

XTE J1118+480 ane 13.13 for GX 3394 are largely consistent with the range of values previously d
While relatively low, .the singlevprea m.easurement for termined for these two sources. The best agreement in the jet

Swift J1753.5-0127 does not necessarily indicate any-ProPerties between Swift J1753.5-0127 and GX 339-4 and
thing unusual about the system itself. yMuItipIe man MAXI J1836-194 (during decay) occurs if the actual value of

surements of individual systems show significant (:hanges”'f”ealklcor Swift J1753.5-0127 is close to the upper end of the

for GX 339-4, XTE J1118+480, MAXI J1836-194, and 'ange of possible values.
MAXI J1659-152|(Gandhi et al. 20111; Russell et al. 2013a,b; . : : ;
van der Horst et all_2013). For GX 339-4, Gandhi ét al. 4'2'_ The Optically Thick Accretion Disk
(20171) found thatpeax changed by a factor of10 in less Here, we discuss the spectral components that can be mod-
than a day. For MAXI J1836-194, six measurements over a€led as thermal emission and the implications for the olpfica
period of less than two months showed changes im@gk- thick accretion disk. First, we discuss the near-IR to UV eom
from close to 11 to close to 14 while the source changed X- ponent that is consistent with a multi-temperature disk ehod
ray luminosity and hardness (Russell €f al. 2013b,2014), an with KT, = 28"21eV. Then, we consider the possibility of a
the highest value afyreak0occurred when the source was atits second thermal component in the soft X-ray band Wik ~
lowest X-ray luminosity with its hardest X-ray spectrum.eTh  150eV.
Swift J1753.5-0127 measurements occurred when the spec- Our spectral model assumes that the near-IR to UV emis-
trum was hard and the X-ray luminosity was low; thus, it may Sion is strongly dominated by a disk component, and it is
not follow the same trend as MAXI J1836-194. However, worthwhile to consider how secure this assumption is. We
this is not surprising since the larger source sample siidie ~ know that at least a large fraction of the emission comes from
Russell et al.[(2013a) did not show any evidence for a corre-the disk because of the double-peaked emission lines that
lation between X-ray luminosity angeax are seen in this bandpass (Froning et al. 2014; Neustroev
In the canonical model for compact jets et al. 2014; Rahoui et al., submitted to ApJ). However,
(Blandford & Konigl [1979), the jet spectrum is com- [Neustroevetal.(2014) also find a weak emission line and
posed of a superposition of synchrotron components with two weak absorption lines (all three unidentified) in thei-opt
a continuum of peak frequencies due to changing opticalcal, which they interpret as coming from the companion star.
depth. The synchrotron spectrum from each region dependsf this interpretation is correct (and we note that the fidlci
primarily on the magnetic field strength and also on the black hole mass and source distance that we use in this pa-
radial size of the jet. The value ofeacdepends on both the per depend on it), then it requires some contribution froen th
magnetic field and the radial size of the jet in its accelerati companion in the optical. Without X-ray irradiation, theiem
zone, which is close to the base of the jet. To place conssrain sion from the companion would be negligible: a blackbody
on these guantitieB(andR), we use equations 1 and 2 from with a temperature of 3000 K (Neustroev ef al. 2014), a radius
Gandhi et al. [(2011), which are based on a single-zoneequal to the companion’s Roche lobe size d@8lx 10°cm,
cylindrical approximation/(Chaty, Dubus & Raichoor 2011). and a distance of 3kpc has a flux that is two orders of mag-
We estimate the upper limit oB using the parameters from nitude lower than the measured flux in the near-IR and three
the full SED fit (see Tablg€]6). The input parameters to the orders of magnitude lower in the optical. Thus, the tempera-

equations arepreax < 3.6 x 102Hz, the flux at 36 x 10*?Hz, ture of the irradiated side of the companion must be signifi-
which is 1.42mJy, and the slope of the power-law above cantly hotter for there to be a contribution to the opticakflu
Vbreake TO determine the slope, we fixegleaxto 3.6 x 102 Hz, However, the crucial point is that even if the three lines are

refit the SED, and found a value of 1.4, which corresponds from the companion, they are extremely weak in comparison

to o = —0.4. The upper limit on the magnetic field strength to the very strong double-peaked lines from the disk, irteica
in the acceleration zone i8 < 2.4 x 10° d;®%G and ing that the disk emission is much stronger than any potentia

R> 1.8 x 10° d§%€cm. If we do not consider the X- cogtribution_]‘l;_(l){n ttrr:etcompanion{ letelv rule out is that
: ne possibility that we cannot completely rule out is tha
rays, vpreak < 1.6 x 103Hz, the flux at 16 x 10 Hz is

d the sl fth | b . there are additional components from the compact jet. The
2.18mJy, and the slope of the power-law aboygay is broken power-law emission represents the post-shock syn-

assumed to be 2(=-1), givingB < 9.6 x 10° d;°**G and  ¢hrotron component. While this is the only component that
R> 4.6 x 10° d3°**cm. Also, from the radio alone, we know has been seen in SEDs of accreting black holes that is widely
that vpreak > 2.5 x 10t°Hz, and the flux at this frequency is accepted as emission from the compact jet, theoretical jet
0.34mJy. Assuming = -1, we deriveB > 18 d;>?' G and models indicate that pre-shock synchrotron can be relgtive
R< 1.2 x 101 d2%4cm. brightin the optical and UV. (Markoff, Nowak & Wilniis 2005;
Two examples of hard state black hole systems for wiich Homan etall 2005; Migliari et al. 2007; Maitra et al. 2009).
andR have been previously calculated using this same tech-Another possibility that has been suggested as a contributo

nique are GX 339—4 (Gandhi et al. 2011) and MAXI J1836— to the optical emission is synchrotron emission from non-
) thermal electrons in the hot accretion flow (i.e., the cojona
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A complex optical/X-ray cross-correlation function was re 3.1.3) and timingl(Uttley et al. 2011) measurements. Even
ported for Swift J1753.5-0127 (Durant et al. 2008, 2011), though our 2014 April observation is at a moderately lower
and it was shown that it could be explained if the opti- X-ray flux level (only a factor of 2-3 lower than the ma-
cal emission had components from the disk and the corongority of the previous observations), seeing a weak ther-
(Veledina, Poutanen & Vurm 2011). The coronal contribution mal component in the X-ray band is not surprising. If we
to the cross-correlation function has been observed toimary  use Ngiskop = 1.1 x 10* and carry out the same inner ra-
versely with the strength of the disk (Hynes et al. 2009). Ra- dius calculation as performed for the near-IR to UV com-
houi et al. (submitted to ApJ) show that Swift J1753.5-0127 ponent, we obtaiR, = 5Ry for f = 1 andR;, = 14Ry for
had a strong and likely dominant thermal disk componentin f = 1.7, suggesting that this component could come from a
observations taken a few months after Bfirsvhich would  disk that extends close to the ISCO. The presence of two
suggest a relatively weak coronal contribution to the @btic thermal components in the SED of Swift J1753.5-0127 has
during our observations. been previously reported (Chiang etal. 2010), and poten-
With the caveats about the possibility of a fractional con- tial physical interpretations are discussed in that work. |
tribution from pre-shock synchrotron emission or the caron has been shown that a small inner optically thick accre-
we can compare the parameters of the thermal near-IR to UVtion disk can form due to condensation of material from
component to previous studies of Swift J1753.5-0127 SEDsthe coronal(Liu et al. 2007; Mever, Liu & Meyer-Hofmei$ter
where this component has also been modeled as thermal emi&007;[ Taam et al. 2008), and Chiang et al. (2010) consider
sion (Zhang, Yuan & Chaty 2010; Froning erlal. 2014). From this possibility as well as a scenario where strong irraaliedt
Tabledb (last two cqumns)7 afnd 6, the valuedNafwn are  the inner edge of a truncated disk distorts the temperatore p
(5.5'38) x 107, (8.2"Z3) x 10, and (90'8%) x 10°. Using file. For the inner disk possibility, it has been predicteatth
Equation 1, these values imply strongly truncated disks. Asthe inner disk can exist down tg/Lggq~ 0.1% and then com-
before, we assumdlgy = 5Mg, d = 3kpc, andi = 40°. To pletely evaporate below this level (Taam et al. 2008). Thus,
determine the lower limits on the inner disk radii, we as- given the luminosity of Swift J1753.5-0127 during our ob-
sumef =1, and the values afg, > 227Ry, > 212Ry, and  servation [/Lgqq ~ 0.4%), the presence of an inner disk is
> 409Ry. While previous studies have mostly assumed a predicted.
larger distance to Swift J1753.5-0127, this would make the As previously mentioned, the luminosity at the time of our
values ofRj, larger. Froning et al (2014) modeled a near-IR observation of Swift J1753.5-0127 was close to the lowest
to UV SED and determined th&, needed to be- 100R, level since the source was discovered, but it was only a fac-
to avoid overpredicting the simultaneously measured X-ray tor of a few times lower than the highest levels seen over the
spectrum._Zhang. Yuan & Chaty (2010) used a self-consistentpast several years (see Figlite 1). The X-ray power spectrum
model with optically thick disk emission, jet emission, and  also suggests that the properties during our observatioa we
Comptonization component, and they were able to fit a radioat one end of a continuum as opposed to requiring some ma-
to hard X-ray SED withR, = 500Ry. [Zhang, Yuan & Chaty  jor overall change in the system._Soleri et al. (2013) report
(2010) assumed different values fihrMgy, andi, and if we on timing analysis of 6Ross X-ray Timing Explorer (RXTE)
recalculate theiR, using the values we adopt, the result is observations of Swift J1753.5-0127 during 2009 and 2010.
Rin = 350Ry. While the precise value d&, is likely to vary While the comparison to our observation is somewhat com-
in time, all of these measurements suggest that the near-IR t plicated by the fact that most of tHRXTE observations re-
UV component comes from a strongly truncated disk. quired two Lorentzian components, fifteen of the power spec-
The spectral fits also constrain the outer disk radius basedra were fitted with a single Lorentzian, allowing for a direc
on the parameter lo§6ut/Rin) = 2.31733% (see Tabl€e). For  comparison. For those cases, the valuesq@k range from
Naiskbb = 9 x 107 (the best fit value), we calculaRy,; = 6.6 x 0.18 Hz to 3.18 Hz. Thus, oiuzaku andSwift measurements
10cm. We compare this value to the system parameters re-0f 0.110+0.003Hz and 16+ 0.04 Hz, respectively, are only
ported by Neustroev etlal. (2014), where they determine thatslightly lower than the Soleri et al. (2013) measurements.
the binary separation ia < 1.1 x 10 cm, and the size of 4.3. The Origin of the X-ray Emission

the black hole’s Roche lobe isT7x 10"°cm. A filling frac- A major question in recent years concerns how much of
tion of 90% is typically assumed for an accretion disk, which 4 X-ray emission can be attributed to the compact jet.
would result in a predicted disk size 0f6< 10'°cm, which | "the model ofl Markoff, Nowak & Wilms (2005), the jet
is in excellent agreement with our measurement. Although it -5, produce X-rays via post-shock synchrotron emission,
will be important to confirm the system parameters with ra- \which can be modeled as the broken power-law that we
dial velocity measurements of the companion star when thege in our fits, or synchrotron self-Compton (SSC) from
source is in quiescence (if it is bright enough), we see thisthe pase of the jet, ‘which can contribute in the hard X-
Rout comparison as another piece of evidence that the near-ll%ay band. The SEDs of GX 339-4, GRO J1655-40, and
to UV componentis strongly dominated by emission from the xTE 31118+480 allow for the possibility that all the soft X-
accretion disk. . . o ray emission comes from the post-shock synchrotron com-
The 150 eV component is marginally significantin the XRT - honent(Markoff, Nowak & Wilmé 200%: Migliari et &1. 2007:

spectrum, and it is not detected when the XIS data are in4\ajtra et al 2009). For Swift J1753.5-0127, Figlire 8 shows
cluded. However, for previous observations of Swift J1853.  {hat such a scenario is ruled out, and a Comptonization com-

0127, the presence of a 0.1-0.4keV thermal componentyonentis strongly required by the data.
was well-established from spectral (see references ind®ect  The question of what makes Swift J1753.5-0127 different
is directly relevant to the question of what is different abo
25 The Rahoui et al. (submitted to ApJ) observations were madz0a4 the outliers in the X-ray/radio correlation. Although one
August 16 (MJD 56885), and the X-ray light curves shown iruFéffl do not possibility is that Swift J1753.5-0127 has a stronger Comp-
show any major change between April and August. tonization componentin the X-rays, another possibilitynst
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it has a weaker radio jet. In Section 4.1, we showed that the The model where the hard X-rays are due to post-shock
highest possible peak flux for the Swift J1753.5—-0127 bro- synchrotron emission (see Figure 6) has the advantage of a
ken power-law component is 2.18 mJy. This corresponds tomuch more typical electron temperatukd{> 33 keV). On
a specific (peak) luminosity of.2x 10°%2ergs*Hz* at  the other hand, the slope of the power-law= 1.33'3:9¢
Vbreak = 1.6 x 101 Hz. [Russell et al.[(201Ba) give 15 peak (o = —0.33'323), while not unreasonable for optically thin
luminosities for nine hard state black hole systems, and thesynchrotron emission, is harder than is seen for other black
values range from.7 x 10'°to 1.9 x 10??erg s* Hz™ with a hole systems, which have values @fbetween —0.68 and —
median value of 2 x 10?*erg s Hz. Thus, assumingadis- 1.38 [Russell etal. 2013a). Such a hard spectrum also re-
tance of 3 kpc, the peak jet luminosity for Swift J1753.5-p12 quires that the spectrum s sharply cutoff to explain theyste
is 50 times lower than the median and 3 times lower than theSuzaku/GSO spectrum, and the exponential cutoff vih =
least luminous system. The distance to Swift J1753.5-012720+ 3keV andEqq = 1427%i%eV is probably inconsistent
would need to be 5-6 kpc to to move the Swift J1753.5-0127with the more gradual cutoff predicted for a synchrotrorcspe
peak jet luminosity close to the least luminous system, whic trum (Zdziarskiet al. 2003). A third possibility that was
is conceivable, but it would need to b&21 kpc to make the  mentioned above but not specifically considered in our spec-
Swift J1753.5-0127 comparable with the median peak jet lu-tral modeling is that the extra hard X-ray component is due
minosity, which can be ruled out. to SSC emission from the base of the jet. Fits with the
We made a second radio luminosity comparison by inte-IMarkoff, Nowak & Wilms (2005) compact jet model are be-

grating the radio power-law measurements for Swift J1753.5 yond the scope of this paper, but it would be interesting & us
0127 and the black hole sources from Russell efal. (2013a)our SED to test this model in future work.
up to vpreak FOr Swift J1753.5-0127, the luminosity up  Finally, we have considered whether any of our conclusions
to 1.6 x 108Hz is 31 x 1032d§ ergs!. For the sources might be affe_cted by day-to-day source variability giveatth
fromRussell et 21.[(201Ba), not all 15 of the SEDs are high the observations we use for the full SED cove?.8 days
enough quality to make a reliable luminosity determination from the Ks-band observation to the VLA observation (al-
There was sufficient information to calculate ten luminosi- though most of the measurements for the SED come from
ties for eight sources. These ranged fror@ 1 10%3erg s? a smaller span of times). Figuré 2 shows that there is little
for XTE J1118+480 and .2 x 10%3ergs? for Cyg X-1 to day-to-day Vaélaﬁ_)lh_ty in the optlcalhand r_1ear—|IR duntr:épth

6 <1 _ 6 <1 campaign, and this is consistent with previous long-tecrd-st
\1,'1021(?3 ergs” for GS 1354-64 and 3 10%ergs” for LS li®319 09 5797 (e... Shaw e(al. 2013). Also. the

yg. The median value isllx 10°°ergs?, and the Suzaku/XIS ob i how dav-to-dav stability in th ft
distance to Swift J1753.5-0127 is certainly not large ehoug li‘l ot serl\_/a} |o|ns S |°W a%' Oh- a;;]s abiiity ”;] € 50
for the luminosity to approach that value. Thus, the low lu- X-ray flux. Itis alittle less clear whether there are chariges

minosity radio jet may be at least part of the reason why Ehe raﬁlo anthR compagtjettspﬁctrum as ct)rt]hetr)blaﬁlﬁchole Sys-
Swift 1753 5-0127 is an outlier ems have shown significant changes in the break frequency

While the Swift J1753.5-0127 SED is consistent with O" time scales of a day as discussed in Section 4.1. We al-
Comptonization being dominant at soft X-rays, our results ready consider a large range of break frequencies; thus, the

show that multible components are required to explain theconclusions that there is a separate thermal componengin th
entire 0.5-240 k%V X-rayr; spectrum. Inqour spectralpfits, we Near-IR to UV and that a Comptonization component is re-
considered a reflection component or the post-shock Syn_quweq in the soft X-ray should not be affected. However, the
chrotron component. Figufé 7 illustrates the reflection pos ﬁgﬁftt'gg 8{)%th2:¢£:%% eé;rc?sh\z? égggit?\?errpgﬂﬁﬂgcgggi
sibility, and such a scenario is consistent with our overall frequenc andps etjztral sI% e To re)é\ch adefin?;ive corausi
picture for the system. The outer optically thick disk could q Y p pe.

produce a weak(t/2r = 0.20) reflection component, and it on the origin of the hard X-ray emission may require simulta-
would be expecteé to have a low ionization, which is consis- 1€9YS radio and hard X-ray monitoring.

tent with ¢ = 5.0'33 ergcm st. While an iron line detection
would be strong evidence in favor of the reflection interpret 5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

tion, there is noiron line in the Swift J1753.5-0127 spectru We have obtained radio, near-IR, optical, UV, and
but we find that it is possible to explain the lack of an iron X-ray coverage for the long-term black hole transient
line with an iron abundance of834-0.09 of the solar value.  Swift J1753.5-0127 in 2014 April when the source was in
This iron abundance may be problematic for the reflection in- the hard state at one of its lowest X-ray luminosities (2
terpretation, but we do not think that it is low enough to rule 10% d2ergs?) since the discovery of the source. We per-
it out. We have also considered the fact that this is the only formed fitting of the broadband energy spectrum as well as
model that requires a very high Comptonization temperaturethe X-ray power spectrum. We obtain results concerning the
(kTe > 429keV). This occurs because the reflection compo- compact jet, the optically thick accretion disk, and theyiori
nent falls at high energies, allowing the overall model ttfit of the X-ray emission, which is also relevant for the questio
steepeiSuzaku/GSO spectrum without an exponential cutoff of why Swift J1753.5-0127 is a radio/X-ray correlation out-
in the direct model. This electron temperature is highentha lier.

has been inferred from measurements of other accreting blac  With the combination of the rising radio spectrum, and the
holes in the higher luminosity parts of their hard statedctvh  rise in the near-IRyyreaxisS constrained for the post-shock syn-
are typically in the 50-120keV range (Poutanen & Veledina chrotron component of the compact jet, and this provides con
2014, and references therein). However, it is predictetl tha straints onB andR for the jet acceleration zone. While the
KkTe should increase to hundreds of keV in the lower luminos- post-shock synchrotron component may contribute in hard X-
ity parts of the hard state (Gardner & Done 2013). Thus, therays, the soft X-ray flux is far too high to be part of this com-
lack of an iron line is the strongest reason to disfavor the re ponent, which we model with a Comptonization component.
flection possibility, but this scenario is not ruled out. Based on this result, Swift J1753.5-0127 appears to be an out
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lier because of the combination of a strong Comptonization We thank the referee for useful comments that helped to im-
component and a jet with peak and broadband luminositiesprove the manuscript. This work was supported under NASA
significantly lower than is seen for other black hole systems Contract No. NNGO8FD60C, and made use of data from the
The low jet luminosity and the low extinction for NuSTAR mission, a project led by the California Institute of
Swift J1753.5-0127 appear to provide an opportunity to Technology, managed by the Jet Propulsion Laboratory, and
clearly see emission components that may be too weak or todunded by the National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
absorbed to see in other systems. The double-peaked emigion. We thank theNuSTAR Operations, Software and Cali-
sion lines (Froning et al. 2014; Neustroev et al. 2014; Rahou bration teams for support with the execution and analysis of
et al., submitted to ApJ) clearly show that the near-IR to UV these observations. This research has made use dfuBe
spectrum has at least a strong (likely dominant) therm#& dis TAR Data Analysis Software (NUSTARDAS) jointly devel-
component. Further evidence that the near-IR is dominatedoped by the ASI Science Data Center (ASDC, lItaly) and the
by thermal disk emission is that the component can be mod-California Institute of Technology (USA). The PS1 Surveys
eled by a disk with an outer radius Bfy/Rg = 90,000d3 M;* have been made possible through contributions of the uristit
(Rout = 6.6 x 101°d3 cm), consistent with the expected size of for Astronomy, the University of Hawaii, the Pan-STARRS
the disk given previous measurements of the size of the com-Project Office, the Max-Planck Society and its participgtin
panion’s Roche lobe. The fact that this component does notinstitutes, the Max Planck Institute for Astronomy, Heidel
contribute in the X-ray band constrains the inner radiuseto b gerg ﬁ_”d th‘I?hMaj( I:]Ianc|_l|< |ni_t'tUt%f9r Ext_;ateérest;crlal HS‘E{S
Rin/Ry > 212d3s Mzt While this implies that the near-IR to ~ =arenhing, 1he Jonhns Hopkins University, burham Jniver-
UV/Egmission comes from a strongly truncated disk, there is Sity: the University of Edinburgh, Queen’s University Bat,

also some evidence for a weak 150 eV thermal component inthe Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics, and the
the soft X-rays, and its inner radius could be as small as 5_Las Cumbres Observatory Global Telescope Network, Incor-

14R,. The presence of two thermal components could pro- porated, the National Central University of Taiwan, and the

vide support for predictions that low luminosity systemsyma National Aeronautics and Space Administration under Grant
have inner and outer optically thick disks with a gap in the NO- NNX08AR22G issued through the Planetary Science Di-
middle. vision of the NASA Science Mission Directorate. JAT ac-

Finally, we have considered the possibility that there is a Knowledges partial support from NASA und8nift Guest
reflection component in the spectrum. In the presence ofobserver grants NNX13AJ81G and NNX14ACS56G. SC ac-

strong hard X-rays, one expects to see a reflection Compo_knowledges the financial support from the UnivEarthS Labex

nent from the optically thick material. The hard X-ray spec- Programme of Sorbonne Paris Cité (ANR-10-LABX-0023
trum is consistent with the presence of a reflection compo-21d ANR-11-IDEX-0005-02), and from the CHAOS project
nent, but no iron line is detected. The low ionizatigns ~ ANR-12-BS05-0009 supported by the French Research Na-
5.044ergcm?s™) and low covering fraction(¢/2r = 0.2) tional Agency. JMJ is supported by an Australian Research
would favor the possibility that this component comes from €ouncil (ARC) Future Fellowship (FT140101082) and also
the outer optically thick disk. If reflection is the causelogt ~ acknowledges support from an ARC Discovery Grant. EK
second hard X-ray component, then invoking the jet to ex- 2cknowledges support from TUBITAK BIDEB 2219 pro-

plain the extra hard X-ray emission (see Fidure 8) may not be9ram. This work was supported by the Spanish Ministe-

required.

rio de Economa y Competitividad (MINECO) under grant
AYA2013-47447-C3-1-P (SM).
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Multiwavelength Observations of Swift J1753.5-0127

TABLE 1
OBSERVINGLOG AND EXPOSURETIMES
Start Time (UT) End Time (UT) Exposure
Mission  Instrument Energy/Filter ObsID (in 2014) (in 2014) (s)
Radio

VLA — 4-8 GHz — Apr5,11.00h  Apr5,13.00 h 1518

VLA — 18-26 GHz — " " 1746

AMI — 12-17.9 GHz — Apr4,3.07h Apr4,7.56 h 16,164

AMI — 12-17.9 GHz — Apr5,2.67h Apr5,7.64h 17,892

Near-IR to UV

Kanata HONIR BN1JIKs — Apr2,17.3h Apr7,19.2h  seetext and Tdble 2

SLT u42 gnli'iZ — Apr3,9.1h Apr5,11.0h 180

Swift uvoT \ 00080730001 Apr5,0.4h Apr5,5.4h 182

Swift uvoT b 00080730001 " " 182

Swift uvoT u 00080730001 182

Swift uvoT uvwl 00080730001 364

Swift uvoT uvm2 00080730001 " " 501

Swift uvoT uww2 00080730001 i i 731

X-ray

Swift XRT 0.5-10keV 00080730001 Apr5,0.4h Apr5,5.4h 2,372
Suzaku X1S0/1/3 1.2-12keV 409051010 Apr3,17.65h  Apr5,10.69 h 759,
NuSTAR  FPMA/B 3-79keV 80002021003 Apr4,21.35h  Apr5,12.69h 68,03
Suzaku  HXD/PIN 13-65 keV 409051010 Apr3,17.65h  Apr5,10.69 h 5@,43
Suzaku HXD/GSO  50-240keV 409051010 Apr3,17.65h  Apr5,10.69 h 30,4

aEach exposure listed in Talfleé 3 was 180 s.

TABLE 2

LoG oF KANATA/HONIR OBSERVATIONS

Epoch Filter MJD

Exposure (s)

1 \Y 56749.7221 136
1 J 56749.7232 120
1 Ks 56749.7302 60
1 B 56749.7405 75
3 J 56751.7170 120
3 \ 56751.7173 136
5 J 56754.8052 120
5 \ 56754.8059 136

15
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TABLE 3
LoG OFSLT/U42 OBSERVATIONS
Times ofg’ Times ofr’ Times ofi’ Times ofZ
Exposures Exposures Exposures Exposures
Epoch (MJD-56750) (MJD-56750) (MJD-56750) (MJD-56750)

2 0.3789 0.3806 0.3822 0.3839
2 0.3856 0.3872 0.3889 0.3905
2 0.3922 0.3938 0.3955 0.3971
2 0.3987 0.4004 0.4020 0.4037
2 0.4054 0.4070 0.4087 0.4103
2 0.4120 0.4136 0.4153 0.4169
2 0.4186 0.4202 0.4219 0.4235
2 0.4252 0.4268 0.4285 0.4301
2 0.4318 0.4334 0.4351 0.4367
2 0.4384 0.4400 0.4417 0.4433
2 0.4450 0.4466 0.4483 0.4499
2 0.4516 0.4532 0.4549 0.4566
3 1.7601 1.7578 1.7624 1.7647
3 1.7695 1.7672 1.7718 1.7741
3 1.7789 1.7766 1.7812 1.7835
3 1.7883 1.7860 1.7906 1.7929
3 1.7977 1.7954 1.8000 1.8023
3 1.8071 1.8048 1.8094 1.8117
3 1.8165 1.8142 1.8188 1.8211
3 1.8259 1.8236 1.8282 1.8305
3 1.8354 1.8330 1.8377 1.8400
3 1.8450 1.8428 1.8474 1.8498
3 1.8545 1.8523 1.8569 1.8592
3 1.8641 1.8617 1.8664 —

4 2.3799 2.3816 2.3833 2.3849
4 2.3866 2.3882 2.3899 2.3915
4 2.3932 2.3948 2.3965 2.3981
4 2.3998 2.4014 2.4031 2.4047
4 2.4064 2.4081 2.4097 2.4114
4 2.4130 2.4147 2.4163 2.4180
4 2.4196 2.4213 2.4229 2.4245
4 2.4262 2.4279 2.4295 24311
4 2.4328 2.4345 2.4361 2.4378
4 2.4394 2.4411 2.4427 2.4444
4 2.4460 2.4477 2.4493 2.4510
4 2.4526 2.4543 2.4560 2.4576




Multiwavelength Observations of Swift J1753.5-0127

TABLE 4
PARAMETERS FORX-RAY SPECTRALFITS
Parameter Units pegpwrlw highecut* highecut* highecutx highecut»*
pegpwrlw pegpwrlw+ pegpwrlw+ pegpwrlw+
diskbb reflionx diskbb+
reflionx
Ny 107t cm 2.014+0.05 201+0.06 2354+0.11 260+ 0.09 2514+0.13
r Photon index 722+0.003 1721+0.003 16994+0.005 1774+0.006 1738+0.015
Flux@ 102ergecm?2s? 253+3 253+ 3 253+ 4 254+ 3 253+4
Ecut keV — 66116 60'12 683 6729
Efold keV — 2178 209328 >411 261318
KTin keV — — 0.67:302 — 0.67+0.06
Naiskbb — — — 3812 — 2117
13 ergcms?t — — — <5.3 <11
Fe/solar — — — — 28+ 0.08 047321
Nref 104 — — — 41193 2220
Q)21 — — — — 0.20 0.12
CxRT — 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Cxis03 — 1.06+0.01 106+0.01 104+0.01 104+0.01 104+0.01
Cxis1 — 0.974+0.01 0974+0.01 095+ 0.01 095+ 0.01 095+ 0.01
CrpMA — 1.084+0.01 108+0.01 107+0.01 106+0.01 106+0.01
CrpmB — 1.104+0.01 110+0.01 108+0.01 108+0.01 108+0.01
Cein — 1.31+0.02 1314+0.02 126+0.02 125+0.01 1254+0.02
Csso — 1.05+0.06 119+0.08 11440.09 116+ 0.07 117+0.08
x2/dof — 2990/2143 2970/2141 2751/2139 2715/2138 2699/2136
aunabsorbed 2-10 keV, power-law only
TABLES
PARAMETERS FORNEAR-IR, OPTICAL, UV, AND X-RAY SPECTRALFITS
Parameter Units diskir diskir+ diskir+
highecut«* reflionx
pegpwrlw
E(B-V) — 0.458 0.48 0.458
N 107t cm? 208+005 2834010  260+0.08
diskir
KTin ev 123 297 29+5
Naiskbb 10/ 875y 8.21% 5578
r Photon index 1734+ 0.003 190+ 0.07 1777+ 0.006
KTe keV >60 >35 >429
Le/Lg — 42124 0.77+£0.17 24406
fin — 0.12 0.1° 0.1°
Firr — 1.2 1.2 1.2
fout — 0.0 0.07 0.07
109 out 10g (Rout/Rin) 1.830% 2.3304 25993
highecut+*pegpwrlw
r 2nd Photon index — B30%8 —
Flu*  10%2ergcm?s™ — 6835 —
Ecut keV — 2_‘]:% —_
Efold keV — 15153 —
reflionx
€ ergem§t — — 5.05%
Felsolar — — — B34+ 0.09
Efold keV — — >507
Nref 10 — — 0.787522
Q/2r — — — 0.20
CxrT — 1.0 1.0 1.0
Cxisos — 1.06+0.02 10440.01 1044+0.01
Cxis1 — 0.97+0.01 094+ 0.01 095+ 0.01
Crpma — 1.08+0.01 106+ 0.01 107+0.01
Crpme — 1.09+0.01 107+0.01 108+0.01
Cpin — 1.30+0.02 1254 0.02 1264 0.02
Coso — 1177958 1164007  123+0.07
ledof — 2963/2152 2765/2148 2769/2148

aFixed.
bunabsorbed 2—10 keV, power-law only
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TABLE 6
PARAMETERS FORSED HTS
Parameter Units Value
E(B-V) — 0.48
Ny 107t cm2 2.84+0.11
diskir
KTin eV 2821
Naiskbb 10’ 9.0%5
r Photon index B0+0.02
kTe keV >33
Lo/La - 0823%
fin — 0.12
Tirr — 1.8
fout — 0.2
logrout log (Rout/Rin) 2-3]:8'82
highecut+bknpower
I Below Epreak 0.7
I, Above Epreak 1.33%019
Epreak 106 keV 0.1-15
Vbreak Hz 24 x 1010-36 x 102
Normalization phcréskeVv?! at 1keV 64+2
Ecut keV 20+3
Efold keV 142110
CxrT — 1.0
Cx|303 —_— 1.04+0.01
Cxist — 0.9440.01
CrpmA — 1.06+0.01
CrpmB — 1.07+0.01
Cpin — 1.254+0.02
Csso — 1.164+0.07
x2/dof — 2768/2156
aFixed.
TABLE 7
PARAMETERS FORPOWER SPECTRUMFITS
Parameter Units Value
Suzaku (Lorentzian plus power-law)
Vmax Hz 0.110+0.003
rmsgor — 27.3%+0.2%
Power-law index — 22+0.05
rmsp| 0.0001-1Hz 4.4%1.4%
x?/dof — 284/191
Swift (Lorentzian)
Vmax Hz 0.164+0.04
rMS_or — 22%+2%

x?/dof — 51/42




