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ABSTRACT

We study the spectro-polarimetric properties of a newly discovered black hole X-ray binary Swift J151857.0-

572147 jointly using IXPE and NuSTAR observations during March 2024. The analysis of IXPE data reports

mode-independent polarization degree (PD) 1.34 ± 0.27 and polarization angle (PA) −13.69◦ ± 5.85◦, while

the model-dependent analysis gives PD 1.18 ± 0.23 and PA −14.01◦ ± 5.80◦. The joint spectral analysis of

the broadband data and NuSTAR analysis in isolation constrain the mass of the central black hole between

∼ 9.2 ± 1.6 − 10.5 ± 1.8M⊙ and a moderate spin parameter of ∼ 0.6 ± 0.2 − 0.7 ± 0.2 with disk inclination

∼ 38◦ ± 9◦ − 47◦ ± 15◦. The power-law photon index and cutoff energy are 2.27 ± 0.03 − 2.42 ± 0.05 and

∼ 40 ± 7 − 62 ± 8 keV, suggesting a transition to the soft spectral state of the source during the observation

period. Additionally, the best-fitted halo mass accretion is less compared to the disk mass accretion rate, and a

relatively lower corona size of 6-9 rg indicates the same spectral state. The mass outflow rate was also low (< 3%

ṀEdd) during these epochs. The hydrogen column density obtained from the fit is relatively high ∼ 4 − 5 × 1022

cm−2.

Keywords: X-rays: binary stars; accretion; accretion disk; Polarization; Shocks; X-rays: individual:

Swift J151857.0-572147

1. INTRODUCTION

Matter accreting onto a black hole (BH) forms an accre-

tion disk consisting mainly of two components, the inner

puffed-up region which is known as the so-called corona,

and the cold Keplerian disk. The first component upscat-

ters soft photons from the Keplerian disk through inverse

Comptonization making them hard (Sunyaev & Titarchuk

1980; Haardt & Maraschi 1993; Chakrabarti & Titarchuk

1995; Done et al. 2007; Mondal & Chakrabarti 2013, and

references therein). The same region also launches

jet/outflows (Chakrabarti 1999; Chattopadhyay & Das 2007;

Mondal & Chakrabarti 2021) and polarizes the radiation de-

pending on its temperature, optical depth, geometry, and in-

clination (Connors et al. 1980; Sunyaev & Titarchuk 1985).

Therefore, the polarization properties such as polarization

angle (PA) and degree (PD) of any source depend on both

corona properties and the seed photon energies. The vari-

ation of PD and PA on the optical depth, disk inclina-

tion, and outflows was studied in detail both in theory

and using simulation (Dovčiak et al. 2008; Li et al. 2009;
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Schnittman & Krolik 2010; Begelman & McKee 1983, and

references therein). Therefore, by constraining the

corona properties of a system, the PD can be con-

strained or vice-versa along with the intrinsic parameters

of the BH (Krawczynski et al. 2022; Veledina et al. 2023;

Kushwaha et al. 2023; Rawat et al. 2023; Poutanen et al.

2023; Jana & Chang 2024; Mondal et al. 2024), making

spectro-polarimetric studies important in recent days.

Black Hole X-ray binaries (BHXRBs) show variabil-

ities in their spectral states during the outburst time

(Remillard & McClintock 2006). In general, they follow

a cycle starting from hard state (HS) when spectra are

dominated by hard photons from the corona region to

soft state (SS) when spectra are dominated by soft pho-

tons from the disk through intermediate states (Homan et al.

2001; Belloni et al. 2005; Remillard & McClintock 2006;

Nandi et al. 2012; Debnath et al. 2015; Shui et al. 2021;

Jana et al. 2016, and references therein). Sometimes, some of

the sources may not follow the cycle for several reasons e.g.

lack of supply of matter or lack of viscosity etc. (King 1998;

Chakrabarti et al. 2019; Mondal 2020; Mondal et al. 2017).

Outbursts that do not go to the SS (Tetarenko et al. 2016, and

references therein) or pass through all states are called failed-

outburst.
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The new Galactic transient Swift J151857.0-572147 was

first detected by Swift/XRT as a GRB (GRB 20240303A;

Kennea et al. 2024a) in Swift Trigger 1218452 1(GCN

35849). However, its constant bright nature without signs of

fading along with its localization in the Galactic plane was

later confirmed to be a Galactic transient. From the best lo-

calization of the source using XRT immediate on-board lo-

calization, the RA, and Dec of the source were found to be

RA(J2000) = 15h 18m 57.00s and Dec(J2000) = -57d 21‘

47.9“ (Kennea et al. 2024b). Follow-up radio observations

with the MeerKAT telescope were done (Cowie et al. 2024)

at 1.28 GHz (L-band) with a bandwidth of 856 MHz at a

flux density of 10 mJy (Carotenuto & Russell 2024) on 04

March 2024 for 15 minutes. The inverted radio spectrum

( f (ν) ∝ να, where ν ∼ +0.5) with the photon index helped

designate the nature of the source as consistent with that of an

X-ray binary in the hard state, suggesting it may be a neutron

star or a black hole. The Australia Telescope Compact Ar-

ray (ATCA) followed-up the radio observations on 09 March

2024 for ∼ 30 minutes at frequencies 5.5 and 9 GHz simul-

taneously (Saikia et al. 2024). Their analysis also affirmed

that the source was a Galactic black hole. After the ATCA,

Swift/XRT performed target of opportunity (ToO) on this

source with an exposure of 1000s. It was found that the spec-

trum is well described by the combination of phenomenolog-

ical disk black body (DISKBB) and power-law model (POW-

ERLAW) models (Del Santo et al. 2024). These findings also

solidified the nature of the source as a black hole. There was

INTEGRAL serendipitous detection of the source from 8 to

11 March 2024 (Sguera 2024). As part of the monitoring

program of GRBs in optical and NIR wavelengths, the 60 cm

Robotic Eye Mount (REM) telescope monitored the source

in both these wavelengths (Baglio et al. 2024).

The Swift/XRT spectral modeling of the source reported

a column density (NH) of 5.6 ± 0.06 × 1022 cm−2 with a

power-law photon index (Γ) of 1.78± 0.02 (see Kennea et al.

2024a). The negative velocity of an HI absorption line im-

poses the lower limit on the distance to the source to be

4.48+0.67
−0.47

kpc. While the absence of positive velocity absorp-

tion lines towards other sources in the field of the HI absorp-

tion for Swift J151857 puts an upper limit on the distance

as 15.64+0.77
−0.60

kpc (Burridge et al. 2024). Due to a large un-

certainty in distance estimation, we used an average distance

of 10 kpc throughout our analysis for this source. Other in-

formation like the mass, inclination, and spin have not been

reported about the source yet. From our analysis, we report

these intrinsic properties of the source for the first time.

The Imaging X-ray Polarimetry Explorer (IXPE;

Weisskopf et al. 2016) has recently observed several black

hole X-ray binaries (BHXRBs) and one of them is

SwiftJ151857. The NuSTAR (Harrison et al. 2013) has also

observed the source simultaneously. In this paper, therefore,

we used both observations to carry out broadband spectral

and polarimetric studies of the source to understand the spec-

1 https://gcn.nasa.gov/circulars/35849

tral states, accretion properties, and intrinsic parameters of

the BH. Along with the corona properties, we have also es-

timated the mass outflow from this system, that connects the

disk-corona-outflow with polarization in a single framework.

The paper is organized as follows: in §2 we discuss the

observation and data reduction procedure. In §3, we describe

the spectro-polarimetric data analysis results, and finally, we

draw our conclusions in §4.

2. OBSERVATION AND DATA REDUCTION

The source Swift J151857 was observed on 18 March 2024

by IXPE with exposure time 96 ks and NuSTAR observed on

17 and 18 March (hereafter, epochs N1 and N2) with expo-

sures 14 and 9 ks respectively. We present the analysis of

the data from both the days in this paper. The corresponding

observation IDs are 03250201 (as epoch I), 91001311002 (as

epoch N1), and 91001311004 (as epoch N2).

IXPE is an imaging X-ray telescope consisting of 3

polarization-sensitive detector units (DUs) that observe in the

2-8 keV energy range. We obtained the Level-2 event files

from the HEASARC archive 2 which are cleaned and cali-

brated using standard FTOOLS tasks with the latest calibration

files (CALDB 20230526) available in IXPE database. For ex-

tracting the source region, we select a circular region of 50′′

for all detectors.

For NuSTAR analysis, we considered the observations from

17 and 18 March 2024 and have used the standard NUSTAR-

DAS v1.3.1 3 software to extract the data. We generated

cleaned event files using the nupipeline task and generated

the spectra using nuproducts along with CALDB version

20220331. We considered a region of 60′′ for the source and

120′′ for the background using ds9 (Joye & Mandel 2003).

Furthermore, we used the grppha command to group the data

with a minimum of 20 counts in each bin. We used the data

of IXPE in 2-8 keV and NuSTAR data in 3 − 79 keV energy

ranges for each respective epoch of observation. For spectral

analysis, we used XSPEC4 (Arnaud 1996) version 12.12.0.

3. DATA ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

3.1. Model-independent IXPE Analysis

The IXPEOBSSIM software v30.6.35 (Baldini et al. 2022) is

used for the polarimetric analysis of the Level-2 IXPE data

obtained from the HEASARC archive. The XPSELECT task

is used to extract the source event lists. We did not carry

out background subtraction for this source since it is very

bright with average flux ∼ 1.40 ± 0.02 × 10−8 erg cm−2 s−1.

The model-independent PCUBE algorithm of the XPBIN task

(Kislat et al. 2015) is used to obtain the polarization cube

parameters in the 2–8 keV energy range. We also used the

2 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/ixpe/archive/
3 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/nustar/analysis/
4 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/xanadu/xspec/
5 However, we note that a different version of the software gives different re-

sults, specifically, a non-detection of polarization using v30.6.4. Therefore,
these results are solely based on the above-mentioned version.
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PHA1, PHA1Q and PHA1U algorithms of the XPBIN task to ob-

tain the Stokes I, Q and U spectra of the source. To study any

possible energy dependence of these parameters, we grouped

the 2 − 8 keV data into four energy bands of 2-3, 3-4, 4-

6, and 6-8 keV energy ranges and extracted the polariza-

tion parameters. We used a similar approach as discussed

in Chatterjee et al. (2023); Mondal et al. (2024). The results

of the model-independent polarimetric analysis are summa-

rized in Table 1. The measured PD and PA in 2 − 8 keV are

1.34 ± 0.27 and −13.69◦ ± 5.85◦ respectively. We have also

performed energy-dependent PD and PA analyses, which are

shown in the left and right panels of Fig. 1 respectively. As

it can be observed, the polarization measurements decrease

with increasing energy and drop below the MDP99 % above

4 keV. This also gives the PD upper limit (99% confidence

level, shown in olive dashed line) of < 1.54% and < 4.71%

in the 4-6 and 6-8 keV bands. The 1 σ confidence contours

between PA and PD for different energy bands are shown in

Fig. 2, obtained using the PCUBE algorithm.

3.2. Model-dependent IXPE Analysis

For the model-dependent polarization study, we have

fitted all Stokes spectra for the epoch I using ab-

sorbed POWERLAW+DISKBB model convolved with a con-

stant polarization POLCONST which reads in XSPEC as

CONST*TBABS*POLCONST*(POWERLAW+DISKBB). All

Stokes spectra for all three DUs in the energy band 2−8 keV

are fitted simultaneously. The above model gives an accept-

able fit with χ2/do f = 1706/1332. We determine the PA =

−14.01◦±5.80◦ and the PD (%) = 1.18±0.23. Both these val-

ues are in excellent agreement with the values obtained from

PCUBE algorithm. The neutral hydrogen column density NH

is 5.58± 0.13× 1022cm−2, obtained from TBABS model. The

POWERLAW model photon index (Γ) and disk temperature in

DISKBB model are 3.68± 0.08 and 0.97± 0.02 keV respec-

tively. High values of these two parameters may indicate that

the source possibly moved to the soft spectral state during

this observation epoch. The confidence contours from the

model-dependent analysis are shown in Fig. 3. The solid and

dashed contours drawn using XSPEC and PCUBE respectively

correspond to 1σ confidence.

3.3. Joint IXPE and NuSTAR Analysis

For the broadband spectral analysis of the source, we

performed a joint fitting using the simultaneous observa-

tions from IXPE in the 2-8 keV range and NuSTAR in the

3 − 79 keV energy range. We used a CONST component for

a cross-calibration factor between NuSTAR and IXPE. The

broadband energy range (2 − 79 keV) covered by the spec-

tra of Swift J151857 showed a relatively broad Fe Kα line

for which a Gaussian component (GAUSS model) is used at

∼ 6.4 keV. We included a TBABS (Wilms et al. 2000) com-

ponent to account for interstellar absorption. The data analy-

sis is also performed using NuSTAR data in isolation as well.

We carried out spectral analysis using both relativistic and

non-relativistic accretion disk models independently to esti-

mate the accretion parameters as well as the intrinsic param-

eters of the central BH.

3.4. KERRBB Model

A KERRBB (Li et al. 2005) component is used to charac-

terize the emission from an accretion disk, including rela-

tivistic effects. This component models the radiation from

a geometrically thin and optically thick accretion disk, as

proposed by Novikov & Thorne (1973). The CUTOFFPL

component was included to account for the Comptonized

emission which originates from the inner hot region of the

disk or the corona. The total model reads in XSPEC as

CONST*TBABS*(GAUSS+CUTOFFPL+KERRBB). To take

into account the calibration issues, as noted for other black

hole systems (see e.g. Marra et al. 2023; Podgorný et al.

2023; Cavero et al. 2023), we used the gain fit command

in XSPEC to adjust the response file gains of both telescopes.

The same procedures were applied for both the epochs.

In Fig. 4, we show the model-fitted spectra of

Swift J151857 for the joint IXPE and NuSTAR observations.

The left and right panels show the spectral fits for the epochs

I+N1 and I+N2. The lower panels show the residuals. As

we did not have the mass, spin parameters of the BH, and the

disk inclination beforehand, we left them free during model

fitting, keeping the distance to the source fixed at 10 kpc.

However, parameter values may change if the source distance

changes significantly. Both data fits returned consistent val-

ues of all three parameters in both epochs. The mass (MBH)

and spin (a) parameters estimated from the fit vary between

∼ 9.2 ± 1.6 − 10.5 ± 1.8M⊙ and 0.60 ± 0.12 − 0.69 ± 0.17

respectively. It possibly indicates that the BH is moderately

rotating. The disk inclination (i) and the mass accretion rate

obtained from the fit vary between ∼ 38◦ ± 9◦ − 47◦ ± 15◦

and (3.2 ± 0.5 − 4.0 ± 0.5) × 1018 gm s−1. The low cutoff

energy (Ec) of 40±7−62±8 keV with a photon index (Γ) of

∼ 2.27 ± 0.04 − 2.42 ± 0.05 indicates a transition to the soft

spectral state of the source during the observation epoch after

ejecting a high radio flare in the first week of March. The NH

value of the source was high ∼ 3.5 ± 0.5 − 5.3 ± 0.4 × 1022

cm−2, which can be due to strong outflows from the outer disk

or due to the presence of some blobs along the line of sight

that can block the central radiation (see Neilsen & Homan

2012; Mondal & Jithesh 2023), requires further study of the

outflows from the outer disk. We observed a broad Fe Kα

width which varies between 0.27 − 0.67 keV. It is expected

as the source moved to the soft state, the disk also moved

closer to the BH, therefore, relativistic effects can broaden

the line (see e.g. Fabian et al. 1989; Iwasawa et al. 1996;

Brenneman & Reynolds 2006; Mondal et al. 2016, and refer-

ences therein). How close has the disk moved inward closer

to the BH? What is the corona geometry (radius and height)?

This has been studied in the next section.

3.5. JeTCAF Model

To understand the accretion and outflow properties,

we have further fitted the data using an accretion-

ejection based two-component advective flow (TCAF,
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Table 1. Results of model-independent polarimetric analysis performed using PCUBE algorithm.

Parameter 2-3 keV 3-4 keV 4-6 keV 6-8 keV 2 − 8 keV

Q/I (%) 1.90 ± 0.41 1.04 ± 0.37 0.31 ± 0.50 1.25 ± 1.55 1.19 ± 0.27

U/I (%) −0.30 ± 0.41 −4.92 ± 0.37 −0.75 ± 0.50 −2.43 ± 1.55 −0.61 ± 0.27

PD (%) 1.93 ± 0.41 1.15 ± 0.37 0.81 ± 0.50 2.74 ± 1.55 1.34 ± 0.27

PA (◦) −4.60 ± 6.08 −12.60 ± 9.28 −33.54 ± 17.88 −31.36 ± 16.23 −13.69 ± 5.85

MDP99 (%) 1.24 1.13 1.54 4.71 0.83

2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Energy (keV)

−50

−40

−30

−20

−10

0

Po
la
riz
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e 
(∘
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Figure 1. Energy dependent PD and PA plots in 2 − 8 keV energy range shown with 1 σ error bars. The olive dashed line in the left panel

represents the estimate of the MDP99%.

Table 2. Joint IXPE and NuSTAR, and independent NuSTAR spectra of Swift J151857 fitted CUTOFFPL+KERRBBmodel parameters are

provided in this table. We have fixed the following parameters: distance D = 10 kpc, spectral hardening factor (hd) = 1.7, Gaussian Fe K line

energy = 6.4 keV. NH obtained from both fits is ∼ 4 − 5 × 1022 cm−2.

Model→ KERRBB CUTOFFPL GAUSS

Epoch a i MBH ṁd Γ EC σg χ2/do f

↓ (◦) (M⊙) (1018 gm s−1) (keV) (keV)

I+N1 0.62 ± 0.18 37.6 ± 8.7 9.2 ± 1.6 3.82 ± 0.49 2.42 ± 0.05 61.6 ± 8.4 0.27 ± 0.12 1468/1326

I+N2 0.62 ± 0.08 37.8 ± 6.3 9.7 ± 1.3 4.03 ± 0.47 2.39 ± 0.08 50.1 ± 8.9 0.67 ± 0.13 1177/1145

N1 0.69 ± 0.17 46.9 ± 15.0 10.5 ± 1.8 3.16 ± 0.39 2.27 ± 0.07 48.8 ± 6.7 0.28 ± 0.07 999/890

N2 0.60 ± 0.12 40.1 ± 9.3 9.5 ± 1.4 4.03 ± 0.19 2.27 ± 0.03 40.2 ± 6.5 0.43 ± 0.11 729/709

Chakrabarti & Titarchuk 1995) model including a

jet/outflows component (JeTCAF, Mondal & Chakrabarti

2021). The JeTCAF model takes into account the radiation

mechanisms at the base of the jet/outflows and the bulk mo-

tion effect by the outflowing jet on the emitted spectra, in

addition to the Compton scattering of soft disk photons by

the hot electron cloud inside the corona. The JeTCAF model

has six parameters, namely (i) the mass of the BH (MBH)

if it is unknown, (ii) the Keplerian disk accretion rate (ṁd),

(iii) the sub-Keplerian halo accretion rate (ṁh), (iv) the size

of the dynamic corona or the location of the shock (Xs in

rg = 2GMBH/c
2 unit), (v) the shock compression ratio (R),

and (vi) the outflow collimation factor ( fcol), the ratio of the

solid angle subtended by the outflow to the inflow (Θo/Θin).

The full model reads in XSPEC for IXPE and NuSTAR as

CONST*TBABS*(DISKBB+GAUSS+JeTCAF).

Fig. 5 shows the JeTCAF model fitted spectra for both

epochs. The ṁd and ṁh values obtained from the fit range

between ∼ 0.72±0.03−87±0.03 and ∼ 0.23±0.02−0.27±

0.02. The disk moved much closer to the BH with corona

radius ∼ 6−9 rg and fcol ∼ 0.06±0.01−0.08±0.01. However,

the higher value of ṁd compared to ṁh and lower Xs, clearly

indicates that the source moved to a soft spectral state. The

shock compression ratio (R) varies between 5.4± 0.3− 6.7±
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Table 3. Joint IXPE and NuSTAR, and independent NuSTAR spectra fitted DISKBB+JeTCAF model parameters are provided in this table. All

data sets required GAUSS model for the Fe Kα line ∼ 6.4 keV of width σg given in the table. NH obtained from both fits is ∼ 4− 5× 1022 cm−2.

Model→ DISKBB JeTCAF GAUSS

Epoch Tin MBH ṁd ṁh Xs R fcol σg χ2/do f

↓ (keV) (M⊙) (ṀEdd) (ṀEdd) (rg) (keV)

I+N1 0.96 ± 0.01 9.8 ± 1.5 0.74 ± 0.04 0.25 ± 0.01 8.7 ± 1.5 6.67 ± 0.55 0.07 ± 0.02 0.39 ± 0.12 1447/1325

I+N2 0.96 ± 0.01 9.8 ± 1.2 0.72 ± 0.03 0.23 ± 0.02 8.0 ± 1.1 5.41 ± 0.27 0.08 ± 0.01 0.61 ± 0.15 1213/1144

N1 0.97 ± 0.02 9.3 ± 1.3 0.87 ± 0.03 0.27 ± 0.02 6.6 ± 1.1 5.76 ± 0.43 0.06 ± 0.01 0.26 ± 0.08 991/889

N2 0.94 ± 0.02 9.4 ± 1.0 0.83 ± 0.04 0.23 ± 0.02 6.1 ± 1.0 5.46 ± 0.37 0.08 ± 0.02 0.50 ± 0.13 721/708

10° 0° -10°
-20°

-30°

-40°

-50°

-60°

PA ( ∘)

0

1

2

3

4PD
 (%

)

2 - 3 keV
3 - 4 keV
4 - 6 keV
6 - 8 keV

;

Figure 2. Contour plots between PD and PA obtained using the

PCUBE algorithm in 2-3, 3-4, 4-6, and 6-8 keV energy ranges. All

contours are drawn with 1 σ confidence.

0.6, and falls in the range where the theoretical mass outflow

rate is much less (see Chakrabarti 1999). The mass of the BH

(MBH) obtained from the fit is 9.3 ± 1.3 and 9.8 ± 1.5 M⊙ for

both epochs, which are constant within the error bar and also

agrees with KERRBB model fitted BH mass. All model fitted

parameters are given in Table 3.

Given the model fitted parameters, we have estimated the

mass outflow rate for this source to be 0.011 ± 0.001 (mini-

mum for I+N1 parameters) and 0.022± 0.003 (maximum for

N2 parameters) ṀEdd using Eq. 16 derived in Chakrabarti

(1999). In our model, as discussed earlier, both the corona

and the base of the jet behave as a Comptonizing medium.

Such a low mass outflow rate also agrees with the soft spec-

tral state.

4. CONCLUSIONS

10° 0° -10°
-20°

-30°

PA ( ∘ )

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

PD
 (%

)
XSPEC
PCUBE

;

Figure 3. Contour plot between PD and PA with 1 σ confidence,

obtained using PCUBE algorithm (model-independent) and XSPEC

(model-dependent) fitting method.

In this paper, we have performed spectro-polarimetric

studies of a recently discovered black hole X-ray binary

Swift J151857.0-572147 using simultaneous IXPE and NuS-

TAR observations during 17 and 18 March 2024. The key

findings from this study are summarized below:

• The polarization degree and angle of the source are ∼

1.34 ± 0.27% and ∼ −14.0◦ ± 5.8◦.

• The low cutoff powerlaw energy (∼ 40 − 62 keV) and

high powerlaw photon index (2.42 ± 0.05) indicate a

transition to a soft spectral state of the source. This is

expected as the source ejected a high radio flare in the

first week of March and later moved to the soft spectral

state.

• Additionally, the high disk mass accretion rate com-

pared to the hot flow rate with lower corona size (∼
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Figure 4. Joint spectral modelling of IXPE and NuSTAR data fitted using CUTOFFPL+KERRBBmodel in the energy band 2 − 79 keV. The left

and right panels are for the epochs (I+N1) and (I+N2). The Fe Kα line ∼ 6.4 is fitted using GAUSS model. The blue, red, and green points

correspond to IXPE data for all three DUs and the black points correspond to NuSTAR data. See the text for details.
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Figure 5. Joint spectral modelling of IXPE and NuSTAR data fitted using DISKBB+JeTCAF model in the energy band 2 − 79 keV. The left

and right panels are for the epochs (I+N1) and (I+N2). The Fe Kα line ∼ 6.4 is fitted using GAUSS model. The blue, red, and green points

correspond to IXPE data for all three DUs and the black points correspond to NuSTAR data. See the text for details.

6 − 8 rg) also supports the transition of the source to

the soft spectral state.

• The mass of the black hole estimated from different

model fits in a narrow range between 9.2±1.6−10.5±

1.8 M⊙. The spin parameter of the source is ∼ 0.6 ±

0.2 − 0.7 ± 0.2 with accretion disk inclination ∼ 38◦ ±

9◦ − 47◦ ± 15◦ for a source distance of 10 kpc.

• We did not find a significant mass outflow rate (< 0.03

ṀEdd), which can be due to the transition of the source

to the soft spectral state.

Our detailed study of the BHXRB source SwiftJ151857

sheds light on the accretion disk properties and the geometry

of the corona, as well as the estimation of intrinsic properties

of the black hole. Moreover, the joint IXPE and NuSTAR, and

independent NuSTAR analysis show consistent results. A de-

tailed timing study is required to further confirm the spectral

state of the source.
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