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Accretion of material onto a black hole drags any magnetic fields present in-

wards, increasing their strength. Theory predicts that sufficiently strong mag-

netic fields can halt the accretion flow, producing a magnetically arrested disk

(MAD). We analyze archival multi-wavelength observations of an outburst

from the black hole X-ray binary MAXI J1820+070 in 2018. The radio and

optical fluxes are delayed by about 8 and 17 days respectively, compared to

the X-ray flux. We interpret this as evidence for the formation of a MAD. In

this scenario, the magnetic field is amplified by an expanding corona, forming

a MAD around the time of the radio peak. The optical delay is then due to

thermal viscous instability in the outer disk.

A black hole X-ray binary (BHXRB) is a binary system that consists of a black hole (BH)

and a normal star, which emits large amounts of radiation in the X-ray band. The gas of the star

drawn by the strong gravity flows towards the BH and forms an accretion disk (namely accretion

flow). In the disk, matter moves inwards under the effect of viscosity. Relativistic jets can be

launched near a BH due to magnetic fields carried by the accretion flow in the vicinity of the

BH (1, 2). Numerical simulations have shown that any large-scale magnetic field present in the

accreting material can be dragged inwards through the accretion flow, increasing its strength. If
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the radial magnetic force becomes sufficiently high that it equals the gravitational force of the

BH, the accretion flow halts and a magnetically arrested disk (MAD) is formed (3, 4).

Sufficiently strong magnetic field strengths to produce a MAD have been observation-

ally inferred in accretion systems with supermassive BHs (5–8). MADs are also predicted

in BHXRBs, though there is little observational evidence for these (9). The formation process

of a MAD has not been observed in either type of BH (supermassive or stellar-mass). Accretion

flows onto stellar-mass BHs can evolve much faster than those around supermassive BHs. For

example, outbursts in BHXRBs last for months to years, potentially allowing multi-wavelength

observations to probe the formation of a MAD.

The outbursts of BHXRB are well explained by the disk-instability model (10). In quies-

cence, mass accumulates in a cold, geometrically thin accretion disk (i.e. thin disk) until a

thermal-viscous instability is triggered when, somewhere in the disk, the temperature reaches

the hydrogen ionization temperature. An outburst then starts and the disk empties. A BHXRB

usually experiences two very different spectral states during an outburst, i.e. a hard state and

a soft state, with the X-ray emission dominated by either hard (>10 keV) or soft (< 10 keV)

X-rays. The timing, and radio emission properties also differ between the two states (11, 12).

The period between the two states is called state transition.

In the hard state, the hot gas near the BH forms the corona which is modeled as an advection-

dominated accretion flow (ADAF), since a significant fraction of the viscously released grav-

itational energy is advected with the flow and enters the event horizon (13). Hard states are

observed during the rise and decay of an outburst, and are referred to as the rising and decaying

hard state in the following. The soft-to-hard state transition and the decaying hard state are

accompanied by a hard X-ray flare. The flare is also detected in the optical, infrared, and radio

bands (14, 15), which indicates the formation of a jet. However, the detailed mechanisms and

processes are still unclear. Hard X-rays during the flare are usually thought to be emitted by
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inverse Compton scattering in the jet and/or in the ADAF (11).

An outburst of MAXI J1820+070 in 2018

MAXI J1820+070 (also known as ASASSN-18ey) is an X-ray binary consisting of a low-mass

star orbiting a stellar-mass BH (BH mass MBH ≃ 8.5M⊙), with an orbital period of 16.5

hours (16). It was discovered during an X-ray outburst that occurred on 2018 March 11 (17).

It is located at a distance of 2.96 ± 0.33 kiloparsecs (kpc) (18). The outburst was observed by

several X-ray missions (19–22). We analyze archival observations by the Insight-Hard X-ray

Modulation Telescope [Insight-HXMT, (23)]. The Insight-HXMT data cover a broad energy

band of 1–250 keV, from 2018 March 14 to 2018 October 21 corresponding to modified Julian

date (MJD) 58191-58412 (19,20). MAXI J1820+070 was also an optically bright transient (24),

so was monitored by the American Association of Variable Star Observers (AAVSO) which pro-

duced a light curve (brightness as a function of time) from 2018 March 12 to 2018 December

21 (MJD 58188-59184) (25). Radio emission from MAXI J1820+070 was also detected by

multiple telescopes, indicating the presence of a jet. We use the radio data from Arcminute Mi-

crokelvin Imager Large Array (AMI-LA) (26). These datasets provide high-cadence monitoring

of the 2018 outburst of MAXI J1820+070 over a broad range of wavelengths. The proximity

of the source and its low interstellar extinction of E(B-V)=0.20–0.26 (27) made it sufficiently

bright to investigate the accretion process of the magnetized flow near a BH.

Fig. 1 shows the Insight-HXMT light curves from the low energy (LE, 1–10 keV), medium

energy (ME, 10–30 keV), and high energy (HE, 27–150 keV) instruments, between MJD 58191

and 58412. We focus our analysis on the radio, optical, and X-ray observations of MAXI

J1820+070 during the hard X-ray flare including the soft-to-hard state transition and decaying

hard state periods (MJD 58380–58412).
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Lags between flares of different wavelengths

Fig. 2A shows the X-ray luminosity of MAXI J1820+070 during the flare, which we deter-

mined from the Insight-HXMT data (28). The luminosities of the disk and Comptonization

components derived from X-ray spectral fitting are also shown. Fig. 2B shows the radio bright-

ness at 15.5 GHz derived from AMI-LA observations, which exhibits a radio flare. The optical

(V -band) data from AAVSO are shown in Fig. 2C, which also exhibits a flare superimposed on

the exponential decay of the underlying outburst.

We performed an interpolated cross-correlation function (ICCF) analysis (28) to determine

the time lag between the radio and X-ray light curves, finding a radio lag of 8.06+0.88
−0.56 days (Fig.

S1A). ICCF analysis comparing the radio and the V -band shows an optical lag of 8.61+1.06
−0.83 days

with respect to the radio, indicating negligible contribution from the jet to the V -band flux (see

Supplementary Text). ICCF analysis comparing the X-ray and the V -band shows an optical lag

of 17.61+0.50
−0.44 days with respect to the X-ray (Fig. S1B). This lag is far longer than the time

taken for light to travel across the binary, which is several seconds for an orbital period of 16.5

hours, so cannot be due to reprocessed X-ray illumination of the outer disk or the companion

star. The uncertainties of the ICCF analysis above are quoted at the 1-σ level. Besides the cross-

correlation analysis of those light curves shown above, the correlations between the X-ray and

radio/V-band luminosities are also used to study the origins of the emission (28).

Interpretation of the radio time lag

The hard X-ray emission during this flare comes from soft X-ray photons inverse Compton

scattered by hot electrons (i.e., Comptonization) within the jet or the ADAF. Given that (i) the

radio emission originates from the jet (26), and (ii) the radio flare lags the X-ray by ∼ 8 days,

we rule out the possibility that X-rays are emitted by the jet, so suggest that the hard X-rays

5



were most likely emitted by the ADAF.

In the hard state of BHXRB, a geometrically thick ADAF is thought to locate close to BH,

extending outwards and connecting to a thin disk with a truncated inner radius Rtr (equals to

the ADAF radial extent) (29, 30). We assume the truncated radius was Rtr = RISCO at t0 =

MJD 58381 when the soft state ends, where RISCO is the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO).

Based on the derived disk luminosity which is estimated from the spectral fitting (28), we find

that the truncation radius increases to Rtr = 6.79RISCO when the hard X-ray emission peaks

at t1 = MJD 58389, and further increases to Rtr = 32.83RISCO when the radio emission peaks

on t2 = MJD 58397 (28). Rtr therefore increases with decreasing mass accretion rate. In this

case, the fraction of the total gravitational power dissipated in the whole ADAF increases with

Rtr, while the power in the very inner part of ADAF, where the hard X-ray mainly comes from,

decreases with decreasing accretion rate [ (28), Equation S5]. These two mechanisms compete

with each other, so a peak in the hard X-ray emission occurs when the latter mechanism becomes

dominant, around t1 = MJD 58389.

Previous studies have suggested that a weak and coherent external magnetic field can be

dragged inwards and amplified by an ADAF, due to its high radial velocity (31,32). The external

magnetic field is expected to be more strongly amplified by larger ADAFs (33). We therefore

calculated the advection and diffusion of magnetic fields in the ADAF of MAXI J1820+070

(28). We find the magnetic field at RISCO is B ≃ 2 × 106 G at t0 = MJD 58381 (the onset of

the flare), B ≃ 4.5× 107 G at t1 = MJD 58389 (the peak of the hard X-ray emission), saturates

at B ≃ 7× 107 G around t2 = MJD 58397, and then declines. The jet power increases with the

magnetic field strength near the BH, so its radio emission also increases until t2 = MJD 58397,

explaining the observed delay of ∼ 8 days with respect to the X-ray emission. The jet power at

the radio peak is estimated as 1037 erg s−1, consistent with the theoretical prediction from the

magnetic field of 7× 107 Gauss (28), which supports our interpretation that the magnetic field
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is transported and amplified by the expanding ADAF.

Formation of a magnetically arrested disk

In our interpretation, the increasingly strong magnetic field influences the subsequent accretion

flow, because the magnetic pressure acts against the gravity of the BH. According to our cal-

culations of the radius-dependent magnetic fields within the ADAF (28), the BH gravity still

dominates over magnetic pressure at the hard X-ray peak (t1 = MJD 58389). After the hard X-

ray peak, the magnetic field inside the expanding ADAF continues to be amplified, eventually

becoming dominant at the inner edge, so a MAD forms at the time of the radio peak (t2 = MJD

58397) when the magnetic pressure becomes equal to gravity force [ (28), Fig. S5].

We conclude that the increase of the truncated radius during the flare in MAXI J1820+70

leads to the observed 8-day radio lag relative to the hard X-ray emission. The MAD is then

gradually established in the ADAF as it continues to extend radially. Fig. 3 illustrates the

physical process associated with the X-ray/radio flare and the formation of the MAD in our

proposed scenario. An animated version is provided in Movie S1.

Interpretation of the optical time lag

We consider whether the long delay time of the optical flare can be produced by a viscously

heated thin disk. In this scenario, the X-ray flare heats up the outer thin disk, reviving the

thermal-viscous instability in the thin disk, which produces a delayed optical emission. We use

a disk instability code (34) to determine the time-dependent evolution of the thin disk. The

results are shown in Fig. 4. We find a small optical flare is produced, starting around MJD

58390 but fading away after a few days, which is much shorter than the observed lag of ∼17

days. Therefore, the standard disk instability model (DIM) cannot explain this optical lag.

A thin disk is expected to launch disk winds, which has previously been studied using obser-
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vations and simulations (35,36). Previous work has found that the disk wind is present through-

out the outburst of MAXI J1820+070 (37). We therefore postulate that the disk wind is launched

during the flare. Disk winds affect the profile of the outburst light curves of BHXRBs (38, 39),

because the disk wind removes angular momentum from the disk, which is equivalent to increas-

ing the viscosity. As a result, a brighter and more delayed optical peak is produced comparing

to the case of no disk wind. Using a simple parametrization of the disk wind, we performed

additional simulations of the DIM (28). We find that the resulting V -band flare is consistent

with the observed light curve, and lags the hard X-rays by more than 15 days (Fig. 4).
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31. R. Narayan, A. SÄ dowski, R. F. Penna, A. K. Kulkarni, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 426,

3241 (2012).

32. M. C. Begelman, N. Scepi, J. Dexter, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 511, 2040 (2022).

33. X. Cao, Astrophys. J. 737, 94 (2011).

10



34. J.-M. Hameury, K. Menou, G. Dubus, J.-P. Lasota, J.-M. Hure, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.

298, 1048 (1998).

35. J. M. Miller, et al., Nature 441, 953 (2006).

36. B. You, et al., Astrophys. J. 821, 104 (2016).
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Figure 1: Insight-HXMT light curves of MAXI J1820+070 during the 2018 outburst. The
orange, black and skyblue points, correspond to the light curves by HE (27–150 keV), ME (10–
30 keV), and LE (1–10 keV), respectively. The unshaded region, the light purple region, and
the light grey region indicate the periods in which the source was in the rising hard state, the
hard-to-soft transition state, and the soft state, respectively. The flare, covering the soft-to-hard
transition state and the decaying hard state, is marked by the light orange region. The error bars,
which are too small to be seen for most data, correspond to a 1-σ confidence interval.
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Figure 2: Multi-wavelength light curves of the flare. A distance of d = 2.96 kpc (18) is adopted
in estimating the observed luminosity. (A) The thermal luminosity from the thin disk, the
Comptonization luminosity from the ADAF, and the total luminosity, in the 0.1-100 keV band,
as determined by our decomposition of the Insight-HXMT data (28). (B) The radio emission at
15.5 GHz measured by AMI-LA. (C) The extinction-corrected V -band luminosities provided by
AAVSO are represented by the gray points. The dashed cyan line is an exponential model fitted
to the gray points between MJD 58380-58390. The orange points are the V -band luminosity
between MJD 58395-58440 after subtracting the exponential model. The uncertainties, which
are too small to be seen, are quoted at the 1-σ level.
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Figure 3: Schematic diagram of our proposed interpretation. The outer thin disk is truncated at
a radius Rtr, within which is the ADAF. (A) The configuration at the onset of the flare, when the
thin disk is assumed to extend to ISCO and the ADAF starts to expand its size with increasing
Rtr. (B) Configuration during the peak hard X-ray emission, when the outer thin disk brings
both mass and magnetic field into the inner ADAF. (C) Configuration at the time of peak radio
emission, when the sufficient magnetic field is archived through amplification by the ADAF. A
MAD forms within the magnetospheric radius Rm where the magnetic pressure becomes equal
to gravity force (4). Movie S1 shows an animated version of this figure.
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S1 Materials and Methods

S1.1 Observations and data reduction

The archival observation of MAXI J1820+070 by the Insight-HXMT was performed from 2018

March 14 (MJD 58191) to 2018 October 21 (MJD 58412). The energy spectra from LE, ME

and HE instruments are extracted following the same procedure as in the ref (19). The broad

(2-150 keV) Insight-HXMT energy spectra during the flare (MJD 58380–58412) are well fitted

with a model tbabs*(diskbb+nthcomp) in XSPEC (41), where tbabs is the absorption

component with a fixed column density NH = 0.15 × 1022 cm−2, diskbb is the multiple

blackbody component from the thin disk, and nthcomp is the Comptonization component

from the ADAF. As an example, the X-ray spectrum and the corresponding best-fitting model

during the hard X-ray peak at MJD 58389 are plotted in Fig. S2. We exclude the energy

range 21–24 keV, since the fluorescence lines around 21–24 keV due to the photoelectric effect

of electrons in Silver K-shell are detected by the Si-PIN detectors of ME. Then, we use the

cflux in XSPEC to estimate the unabsorbed disk and Comptonization luminosity, and the

total luminosity in 0.1-100 keV during the flare. The disk luminosity continuously decreases

with time, while the Comptonization luminosity peaks on MJD 58389 (Fig. 2A). The energy

spectrum, i.e., N(E) ∝ E−Γ, becomes harder as the photon index Γ decreases from about 2.4

to 1.6.

The reflection component is not included in the spectral fitting, since it is too weak to be

detected by the Insight-HXMT during the flare. There are three observations during this flare

by Nuclear Spectroscopic Telescope Array (NuSTAR) with much better sensitivity (21). The

reflection component in all the three NuSTAR spectra is roughly 5-20 times weaker than the

Comptonization component.

The radio flux (15.5 GHz) is directly obtained from the public work (26), which is reduced
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from the observations by AMI-LA. We just use the new distance measurement of 2.96 kpc to

recalculate the radio luminosity. The radio luminosity LR during the flare is plotted in Fig. 2B.

The archival optical light curve is from the AAVSO. We select the V -band data with un-

certainties < 0.02 mag. We first converted the Johnson magnitudes to AB magnitudes (42),

and calculated the monochromatic flux according to mAB = −2.5 ln fV − 48.6 (43). We use

E(B − V ) = 0.23 (27) to obtain the extinction correction flux. In order to study the flare on a

daily basis, we rebined the V -band light curve with a bin size of 1 day, and the uncertainties are

calculated by error propagation. The light curve in the V -band during the flare is plotted in Fig.

2C.

S1.2 Determination of time lags using the interpolated cross-correlation
function

The time lags between the radio/optical/X-ray light curves are measured using the ICCF which

has previously been used in the time-series analysis of reverberation mapping of AGNs (44,45).

The correlation coefficient r describes the strength of the correlation. The peak delays are ob-

tained from the location with the maximum correlation coefficient rmax, and the centroid delays

are measured from the centroid of ICCF above a threshold (r > 0.8rmax). The uncertainties of

lags are determined by the flux randomization/random subset sampling (FR/RSS) method (46),

which takes into account both the measurement uncertainties and the uncertainties resulting

from the sampling cadence. In general, the FR/RSS method generates a subsample of the light

curves by randomly selecting the points from the light curves and dithering the points according

to their error bars. The centroid and peak lag distributions can be obtained from the ICCF of

the subsamples. The confidence intervals of the lags can be determined using the centroid and

peak lag distributions.

The V -band light curve contains the contribution of the underlying exponential decay from
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the main outburst as well as that of the flare. To subtract the contribution of the flux level from

the underlying decay to this flare between MJD 58395 and 58440, we fit an exponential function

between MJD 58380 and MJD 58390, then subtract it from the observed luminosity after MJD

58395. We use the subtracted light curve to estimate the lag between the X-ray and V -band

flares.

We apply the ICCF to the multi-wavelength light curves in Fig. 2, and the results are plotted

in Fig. S1. We find that: i) the radio emission lags the X-ray emission by the peak time

delay τpRX = 8.06+0.88
−0.56 days and the centroid delay τ cRX = 8.32+1.31

−0.48 days; ii) the optical V -band

emission lags the X-ray emission by the peak time delay τpOX = 17.61+0.50
−0.44 days and the centroid

delay τ cOX = 17.30+0.41
−0.56 days; iii) the optical V -band emission lags the radio emission by the

peak time delay τpOR = 8.61+1.06
−0.83 days and the centroid delay τ cOR = 8.80+0.64

−0.94 days. The peak

and centroid time delays are consistent within uncertainties. We report the peak time delay of

τpRX = 8.06+0.88
−0.56 days, τpOX = 17.61+0.50

−0.44 days and τpOR = 8.61+1.06
−0.83 days in the main text.

S1.3 Formation of the MAD within the expanding ADAF

The LE X-ray light curve during the soft state between MJD ∼ 58330-58380 is used to estimate

the mass accretion rate of the gas fed to the thin disk over time, i.e., Ṁd(t). We fitted the LE

X-ray light curve during this soft state with an exponential function ∝ exp[−(t − t•)/τ ] (47),

finding t• = 58330.72 and τ = 57.61 days. During the soft state, the thin disk approaches the

ISCO of the BH, which indicates the mass accretion rate also decays exponentially with the

same t• and τ (47).

We assume that the disk luminosity Ld(t0) = ηṀd(t0)c
2 at t0 = MJD 58381, where the

radiation efficiency η =0.1, a typical value adopted for a thin disk (29), and c is the speed of

light. Then we estimate the Eddington-scaled accretion rate of the thin disk ṁd = Ṁd/ṀEdd

(Eddington accretion rate ṀEdd = LEdd/ηc
2, where Eddington luminosity LEdd = 1.3 ×
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1038MBH/M⊙ erg s−1), which gives ṁd(t0) = 0.0474. We assume ṁd(t) during the flare

follows the same exponential decay as in the soft state (10, 38), and then determine the mass

accretion rates of the thin disk, ṁd(t1) = 0.041 and ṁd(t2) = 0.036.

With the mass accretion rate derived above and the observed disk luminosity provided in

Section S1.1, the truncation radius Rtr of the outer thin disk can be estimated. The luminosity

of a truncated disk is

Ld(t) ∝
ṁd(t)

Rtr(t)
. (S1)

At t = t0, we assume the disk extends to the ISCO Rtr(t0) = RISCO. The truncated radius

Rtr(t) for t > t0 is estimated from the observed disk luminosity using

Rtr(t)

RISCO

≃ ṁd(t)Ld(t0)

ṁd(t0)Ld(t)
. (S2)

We find that Rtr(t1)/RISCO ≃ 6.79, and Rtr(t2)/RISCO ≃ 32.83. The values of the truncation

radius Rtr during the flare are plotted in Fig. S3.

The Comptonization component predominantly originates from the inner hot ADAF, which

we use to set constraints on the properties of the ADAF. Outflows are thought to be driven from

the hot ADAF (19,48), and the mass accretion rate varies with radius; we model the Eddington-

scaled accretion rate of the ADAF ṁADAF as

ṁADAF(R) = ṁd

(
R

Rtr

)pw

, (S3)

where a typical value of pw = 0.3 is adopted to describe the radial dependence of the accretion

rate of the ADAF due to the outflow (49). Since the mass accretion rate ṁd(t2) at the time when

the radio emission peaked (t = t2) is only slightly lower than ṁd(t0), the radiation efficiency

of the ADAF is roughly the same as that of a thin disk at t = t0 (29). We therefore adopt

a constant radiation efficiency. This implies that the Comptonization component emission is

partly regulated by the outflows that reduce the mass accretion rate in the inner region of the

ADAF, where most Compton scattered photons are emitted.
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A fraction of gravitational energy released in the ADAF is carried away by the outflows. In

the presence of a strong large-scale magnetic field threading the ADAF, we assume that such

outflows are predominantly driven by the magnetic field. In this case, the magnetically driven

outflows not only carry away the energy but also the angular momentum of the ADAF, which

leads to an increase of the radial velocity of the accretion flow vR by a factor fm,

vR = (1 + fm)vR,vis, (S4)

where vR,vis is the velocity of the pure viscously driven ADAF [ (50), their equation 16]. Only ∼

1/(1+ fm) of the kinetic energy dissipated in the accretion flow is radiated out, while a fraction

∼ fm/(1 + fm) of the kinetic energy of the ADAF is tapped to accelerate the outflows (50).

Thus, the Comptonization luminosity normalized to the Eddington value, λC is approximated

by

λC(t) ≡
LC(t)

LEdd

∼ ṁd(t)− λd(t)

1 + fm

[
2.25RISCO

Rtr(t)

]pw
, (S5)

where LC is the Comptonization luminosity, λd ≡ Ld/LEdd is the observed Eddington ratio of

the disk luminosity, and Equation S3 is used. ṁd = λd applies only in the condition of the

disk not being truncated, i.e. Rtr = RISCO. In our scenario, the truncation radius increases with

time, so ṁd > λd. The radiation from the region with R ∼ 2.25RISCO contributes to most of the

accretion flow luminosity (51). Using the derived ṁ(t2) = 0.036, Rtr(t2)/RISCO ≃ 32.83, and

the observed LC(t2), Equation S5 gives fm ≃ 0.92. From Equation S1 and S5, the Comptoniza-

tion luminosity LC is approximately proportional to ṁd(1 − RISCO/Rtr)R
−pw
tr , which depends

on ṁd and the relevant Rtr. As Rtr increases with time, the Comptonization luminosity LC

increases because of 1 − RISCO/Rtr, while it decreases due to R−pw
tr instead. Therefore, the

dependence of the Comptonization luminosity on ṁd and Rtr leads to the observed hard X-ray

flare.

The gas and magnetic field are fed into the inner ADAF from the outer thin disk (52–54).
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The delayed radio flare implies an increase in the jet power in this source after the X-ray flare.

For X-ray binaries, the magnetic field of the donor star could be the source of the external

magnetic field, as has been proposed in the high-mass X-ray binary Cyg X-3 (55). That system

contains a Wolf-Rayet star, which could have a strong magnetic field with several hundred

Gauss at its surface (55). However, the magnetic field strength of the K5 companion star in

MAXI J1820+070 is likely a few Gauss (56), which is too low for advection in the ADAF (57).

Therefore, the external magnetic field must be maintained by the outer thin disk.

We consider two mechanisms for generating a coherent magnetic field in the outer thin

disk. The first one is the inverse-cascade of the dynamo process in a thin disk (58). If the whole

magnetic field loop generated in the outer disk is dragged by the ADAF, then no MAD would be

formed near the BH, because no net flux is added to the ADAF. However, the size of magnetic

field loops formed by this mechanism is about the disk radius (58), so it is possible that the

field line threading the inner ADAF connects to the outer thin disk as a whole loop. The field

line threading the ADAF can then be advected to the BH, while the other end of the field line

connects to the outer thin disk (or even diffuses out). A similar phenomenon has been observed

in some numerical simulations (59). The second potential mechanism is based on numerical

simulations (60). Those simulations found that the turbulence in a radially extended thick disk

can generate large-scale poloidal magnetic flux in situ with a relatively strong initial toroidal

magnetic field, which then accumulates to form a MAD state near the BH by accretion. The

simulations were carried out for a thick disk; the magnetic field generation in thin disks is not

as efficient as their thick counterparts (60).

No quantitative relation between the disk properties and the large-scale magnetic field strength

has been determined in numerical simulations for a thin disk. We therefore assume that a weak

coherent magnetic field is generated through the inverse-cascade of the dynamo process in the

outer disk. Thus, the magnetic field advection/diffusion in the ADAF can be calculated. The
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magnetic field strength Btr in the region near R ∼ Rtr of the outer thin disk is estimated as

[ (61), their equation 27]

Btr ∼ 2.48× 108α−1/20m−11/20ṁ
3/5
d R

−49/40
tr Gauss, (S6)

where m = MBH/M⊙, and α is the viscosity parameter with a typical value ∼ 0.1–0.4 (62).

The ratio of gas to magnetic pressure is

β =
8πpgas
B2

tr

= 2.533× 103α−4/5m−2/5ṁ
1/5
d R

−1/10
tr , (S7)

where pgas is the gas pressure. Using the derived values of the mass accretion rate in the disk,

we estimate β ∼ 2.6× 103 at t1, and β ∼ 2.1× 103 at t2 for α = 0.1. This implies that the field

generated in the outer thin disk is weak.

In principle, we can calculate the magnetic field advection/diffusion based on a global solu-

tion of the ADAF with magnetically driven outflows (33, 54). The dynamics of the ADAF can

be described by a self-similar solution (13), from which the radial velocity of a pure viscously

driven ADAF vR,vis ≃ −3ν/2R, where ν is the turbulent viscosity. The relative disk thickness

H/R of the ADAF is ∼ 1 (13), which is adopted to calculate vR,vis and then the radial velocity

of the ADAF with magnetic outflows using Equation S4. With the derived radial velocity of

the ADAF, the field advection and diffusion in the ADAF can be calculated when the value of

the Prandtl number and the external coherent magnetic field strength are specified (33,54). The

magnetic Prandtl number Pm ≡ ν/ηm (ηm is the magnetic diffusivity) is found to be around

unity, or ∼ 2− 5 with shearing box simulations (63–66).

In the inner region of the ADAF, the magnetic field needs to be enhanced until it dominates

the dynamics, to produce the MAD (4, 67). We estimate the magnetic field strength BMAD

required for a MAD state (4),

BMAD ∼ 1.5× 109(1− fΩ)
1/2ϵ−1/2m−1/2ṁ

1/2
ADAF(R)R−5/4 Gauss, (S8)
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where ϵ ≡ vR/vK ∼ 10−2 to 0.1 (31, 32, 68) and vK is the Keplerian velocity; fΩ = Ω/ΩK (Ω

is the angular velocity and ΩK is the Keplerian one). In this case, we assume that the ADAF

with magnetic outflows is arrested in the inner region (interior to a magnetospheric radius Rm,

where the magnetic pressure becomes equal to gravity force (4)) of the ADAF, of which the

radial velocity is described by

vR =

{
(1 + fm)vR,vis = −3

2
(1 + fm)αcs

H
R
, if R > Rm;

−ϵvK, if R ≤ Rm,
(S9)

where cs is the sound speed. We calculate the field dragged inwards by the ADAF with the

estimated value of fm, when the values of H/R, ϵ and Rm are specified (33). The external

coherent field strength is given by Equation S6, and we tune the value of Rm until the inner

MAD satisfies the field strength required for a MAD (Equation S8), if the magnetic field near

the BH is sufficiently strong to form a MAD (see the blue solid line in Fig. S4). We note that, in

most cases, the field strength is always lower than the MAD condition (Equation S8) no matter

what value of Rm is adopted, due to the weak external field generated in the outer thin disk

or/and the low amplification of the field in the inner ADAF, which corresponds to an ADAF

without entering a MAD state (see the red solid line in Fig. S4).

Fig. S4 shows the magnetic field strength for t1 and t2 respectively. The Prandtl number

Pm = 2 is assumed in our calculations. The rotational velocity of the gas in the MAD is

found to be sub-Keplerian in the range of 0.5-1.0 (32), and we simply adopt fΩ = 0.5 in the

calculations. The parameters, H/R = 0.8, and ϵ = 10−2 are adopted in the calculations (32,69).

Our calculations show that no MAD state is attained at t1 (because the magnetic field strength

of the ADAF is substantially lower than the MAD criterion). The strength of the magnetic field

dragged inwards by the ADAF reaches ∼ 7× 107 Gauss near the BH at t2 (the radio peak), and

the inner ADAF (Rm = 1.17RISCO) is magnetically arrested at t2 (Fig. S4).

The formation of a MAD in this flare is mainly caused by the substantially expanding ADAF

9



(i.e., the receding outer thin disk) when the mass accretion rate declines by ∼24%, although the

detailed physical process triggering such an increase of Rtr by a factor of ∼ 30 is still unclear.

The delay between the radio and hard X-ray indicates a continuous expansion of the ADAF

after the hard X-ray peak. This allows for further amplification of the magnetic field in the

ADAF. If the truncated radius changes marginally after the hard X-ray peak, the amplification

of the field strength between Rtr and RISCO in the ADAF is almost unchanged, and therefore

the field strength near the BH is roughly ∝ ṁ
3/5
d (see Equation S6). The hard X-ray emission

from the inner ADAF also depends on the mass accretion rate. In such a case, this produces

nearly simultaneous variations in X-ray and radio bands for BHXRBs.

S1.4 Jet power

The jet power of MAXI J1820+070 during the rising hard state has been estimated as ∼ 1038

erg s−1 by previous work (70,71). The radio luminosity of the jet at a given frequency correlates

with the jet power as Lν ∝ P
17
12

− 2
3
ς

jet (72, 73), where the ς is the radio spectral index. We apply

this correlation to estimate the jet power as ∼ 4×1037 erg s−1 at the radio peak of flare by using

the observed radio luminosity at 15.5 GHz and assuming a flat radio spectrum (ς ∼0).

The powering of jets by the electromagnetic extraction of the rotating energy from the BH is

called the Blandford-Znajek (BZ) mechanism (1). The BZ power for a moderately spinning BH

with Bh = 7× 107 Gauss is estimated to be 1037 erg s−1 [ (74), their Equation 4] (see Fig. S6),

which is consistent with the jet power of MAXI J1820+070 at the radio peak (see above). This

is also consistent with our interpretation that the expanding ADAF during the flare amplifies

and transports the magnetic field from the outer disk, and eventually reaches the MAD level.

Our model focuses on the increase of magnetic field strength to form the MAD. The jet

power we used is estimated from observation and consistent with BZ power from the magnetic

field of the MAD. The model cannot determine how and when the jet is launched, so we cannot
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compare it to the onset of the radio emission.

S1.5 Disk instability model with the disk wind

The ICCF analysis between the X-ray/V -band flare indicates that, during the flare, the optical

luminosity is due to viscous heating in the outer disk and not to reprocessing of X-rays. The

hard X-ray flare illuminates the truncated disk, triggering the revival of the instability which

propagates outwards in the outer disk and thus leads to the V -band flare.

We use a disk instability code (34) to simulate the time-dependent evolution of the thin

disk. The input parameters are: orbital period P = 16.45 hours (16); primary and secondary

masses MBH = 8.5M⊙, and Mstar = 0.6M⊙, respectively; mass transfer rate from the donor

star Ṁtr = 5 × 1016g s−1. The models with constant values of Shakura-Sunyaev viscosity α

cannot reproduce the outburst light curves of dwarf novae (75). Instead, two different viscosi-

ties for the thin disk’s thermal equilibrium at a given radius, i.e., αh for the hot regime, αc for

the cold regime, were introduced in the DIM model (10, 34), which is verified by the magneto-

hydrodynamic simulation (76). We assume αh = 0.3 and αc = 0.02 (34, 77). We assume that

the thin disk is truncated at inner region due to evaporation at a rate of (77, 78)

Ṁeva(R) = 0.008ṀEdd

[(
R

RSch

)1/4

+ 40

(
R

800RSch

)2
]−1

, (S10)

where RSch is the Schwarzschild radius. The truncation radius is determined by requiring that

the evaporation rate is equal to the accretion rate, which varies with time. We set a lower limit

of 5× 108cm (∼ 70RSch) (78) to avoid excessive computing time while keeping the timescales

in the inner disk region much shorter than in the outer regions. In principle, the disk instability

is responsible for the full outburst and should account for the entire light curve starting from

MJD 58192 to MJD 58440, including the flare. However, for simplicity, we do not generate the

entire light curve, but instead use the DIM simulation to explore the disk evolution during the
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flare when a cooling front (appearing as a depression in the surface density profile) associated

with the main outburst (before MJD 58380) has swept inwards over the thin disk.

In the DIM, the disk evolution is governed by the vertically integrated radial equations

for mass, angular momentum, and energy conservation (34). For the energy conservation, the

surface heating and cooling rate are determined using a pre-calculated grid of vertical structures

in the (Ω, Σ, Tc and Tirr) space (34, 77). Ω, Σ, Tc and Tirr are the angular velocity, local

surface density at radius R, midplane temperature, and irradiation temperature respectively. Tirr

is determined from the irradiation luminosity Lirr as σT 4
irr = Lirr/4πR

2, where σ is the Stefan-

Boltzmann constant. In this approach, irradiation increases the surface disk temperature Ts,

according to σT 4
s = Q++σT 4

irr where Q+ is the viscous heating flux; this assumes that irradiated

X-rays do not penetrate deep into the disk. We do not take into account other effects such as

the evaporation of the disk or the formation of outflows (79,80). Instead, they are approximated

separately either via an explicit evaporation term in the inner disk (Equation S10), or via an

explicit disk wind term (see below). Although not fully consistent, this simplified approach can

model the outburst of BHXRB (39).

The irradiation luminosity is assumed to be related to the mass accretion rate at the inner disk

radius Ṁin, as Lirr = ζdṀinc
2, where ζd includes both the radiative efficiency and irradiation

efficiency. However, during the flare, the observed hard X-ray emission originating from the

ADAF is the major contributor to X-rays illuminating the outer thin disk, so that Lirr = ζcLX.

This additional illumination heats the disk region behind the cooling front to be hot enough so

that hydrogen begins to be reionized (referred to as a ’hot state’). Thus, the thin disk switches

back to the hot state with the revival of the instability. In this case, the resulting spike in the

density profile and the steep gradients of the temperature profile (heating front) propagates

outwards, which then leads to a lagged optical (V -band) light curve (77). Therefore, in our

simulation, the irradiation luminosity is Lirr = max(ζcLX, ζdṀinc
2). The time-dependent LX is
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estimated by fitting the observed Comptonization X-ray luminosity (Fig. 2B) with a Gaussian

function. The irradiation efficiency represents the fraction of the X-ray luminosity irradiating

the outer thin disk, which depends on the geometry of the inner ADAF and of the outer thin disk,

the X-ray albedo, and the X-ray spectrum. The irradiation efficiency has to be tuned to trigger

the instability at a certain radius of the thin disk. For simplicity, in our DIM simulation, we

assume a constant efficiency, ζd = 1× 10−4 and ζc = 7.5× 10−5 following previous work (77).

We introduce the disk wind into the disk instability model following a previously described

method (39). The continuity equation and specific angular momentum equation are:

∂Σ

∂t
− 1

2πR

∂Ṁ

∂R
= −Σ̇w, (S11)

Σ
∂R2Ω

∂t
− Ṁ

2πR

∂R2Ω

∂R
=

1

R

∂

∂R

(
R3νΣ

∂Ω

∂R

)
− jΣ̇w, (S12)

where Ṁ is the mass accretion rate at radius R, and Ω is assumed to be Keplerian in our sim-

ulations. ν is the kinematic viscosity coefficient, which is determined by the Shakura-Sunyaev

prescription ν = αcsH where cs is the sound speed, H is the disk scale height and α is a coeffi-

cient equal to αc on the cold branch when hydrogen is neutral and to αh on the hot branch when

hydrogen is ionized. Σ̇w is the loss rate of the local surface density due to the disk wind, which

is assumed to be related to the local surface density Σ via a factor f as Σ̇w = fΣ, where f is in

units of s−1. j is the excess specific angular momentum carried away by the disk wind, which is

assumed to be proportional to the Keplerian specific angular momentum, i.e. j = g
√
GMBHR,

where g is the factor of setting the excess specific angular momentum carried away by the disk

wind. We assume the factor also depends on the radius as g = g
′
R9 [R9 ≡ R/(109 cm)], where

g
′ is a scaling factor.

In the case of the thermal disk winds, no excess angular momentum is carried by the disk

winds so g = 0 (81), while in the case of magnetic disk winds, g > 1 is expected in the
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global ideal magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) simulations of thin disks (82). In our simulations,

the wind mass loss rate Σ̇w = ∂Σ/∂t is ∼ 10−4 g cm−2 s−1 and Σ ∼ 102 g cm−2. Setting

Σ̇w = fΣ, the factor f is ∼ 10−6 s−1.

During the flare, no spectroscopic data are available to put constraints on the disk wind loss

and its evolution. Therefore, we parameterize the disk wind in terms of the mass loss (i.e. the

factor f ) and the removal of the angular momentum (i.e. the factor g). We assume that the mass

loss due to the disk wind is time- and radius-dependent as

f(t, R) = f
′
(t)R9

−1α(R)− αc

αh − αc

s−1, (S13)

where the term [α(R) − αc]/[αh − αc] ensures that the disk wind is driven in the hot branch

only. The R9 dependence means that the disk wind characteristic timescale 1/f increases with

radius. We assume that the disk wind starts at tstart with f
′
= 0, and mass loss rapidly increases

until tend, following

f
′
(t) =


0, if t ≤ tstart.

f
′
max

tend − tstart
(t− tstart), if tstart ≤ t < tend.

f
′

max, if t ≥ tend.

(S14)

The linear dependence of both f and g on the radius is not a unique solution to the disk wind for

the optical flare. According to the definitions above, the loss rate of the angular momentum per

unit area via the disk wind is determined by the term fgΣR1/2 ∝ fgR−1/4 where Σ ∝ R−3/4 for

a Shakura & Sunyaev disk. If the term fg is independent of radius, the loss rate of the angular

momentum will be low at a large radius. We also try other options with different scaling forms,

e.g. f ∝ 1/R2
9, which can also reproduce the observed light curve. We adopt the linear radial

dependence of g in the following simulations.

Using the above parameterization of the disk wind, the DIM simulations show that the

revival of the instability is triggered at R = 5×1010 cm (∼ 3.9×104Rg, where Rg = GMBH/c
2
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is the gravitational radius), the heating front reached a maximum distance of R = 7× 1010 cm

(∼ 5.6× 104Rg), and the predicted V -band light curve roughly matches the observed one (Fig.

4), when tstart = MJD 58391, f ′
max = 2.7 × 10−7 s−1 (i.e., 1/42.9 day−1) at tend = MJD 58395

and g
′
= 3.167. The simulated V -band light curve lags the X-ray light curve by more than 15

days, in agreement with the observations.

The disk wind can explain the delay of the optical peak. The peak position of the optical

emission in the light curve depends on how far away the heating front can reach. For a normal

outburst, in which the heating front reaches the outer edge of the thin disk, the initial rise from

quiescence and outburst peak are unaffected by the existence of disk winds [ (38), their Fig. 3].

By contrast, in our DIM simulations, the propagation of the instability during the flare starts

from the soft state, when the cooling front is already propagating inwards over the disk. Due

to the illumination by the hard X-ray flare of the truncated thin disk, the disk region behind the

cooling front is heated until it is hot enough for the hydrogen to be reionized. Thus, the thin

disk switches back to the hot state with a revival of the instability propagating outwards in the

outer thin disk.

We postulate that the disk wind is launched in regions where the thin disk is in the hot state

during the flare. The disk wind carries angular momentum (g is non-zero) which is equivalent

to an increase in the viscosity. Because the disk wind is launched only in the hot regions of the

thin disk, the increase is in αh, not αc. An increased αh leads to a decrease in the minimum

density required for the hot state at a given radius, so the heating front propagates further out,

i.e. the optical luminosity increases for a longer period.

To illustrate the role of the disk wind in moving the heating front further out, we carry out a

simulation without disk wind, i.e., setting f = 0. A flare still appears, starting at around MJD

58390 (Fig. 4), but the heating front is not strong enough to propagate at very large distances

in the outer disk, and the resulting V -band flare fades away in a few days. This does not match
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the observations.

The wind launched from the thin disk has been studied numerically in previous work (83,

84). Observations have shown that there are disk winds in the soft state (36) and in the hard state

(85,86) for accreting systems. The thin disk wind was present throughout the outburst of MAXI

J1820+070 in 2018, as indicated by infrared spectroscopy (37), although only two spectra are

available during the flare (at MJD 58390 and 58391). We included the disk wind during the

flare only, ignoring the role of a pre-existing disk wind in the rising hard state and soft state. A

pre-existing disk wind can be approximated in the model using a viscosity parameter larger than

the pure magnetorotational instability (MRI) value (70) - which is not well determined yet. The

mass loss rate via the disk wind and its time evolution cannot be determined from the available

observational data (37). Therefore, we cannot fully include the disk wind in the DIM simulation

and do not explicitly include the disk wind prior to the flare. We do require, however, that the

wind mass loss rate increases during the flare.

In another BHXRB GRO J1655-40, an optical rise occurred a few days before the X-rays

(87), due to the truncation of the thin disk. Modeling indicated that the instability developed

in a truncated disk, and the inner disk builds up on viscous timescale to emit X-rays, leading

to the lagged X-ray emission in GRO J1655-40 (88). By contrast, in our interpretation of the

onset of the soft-to-hard transition of MAXI J1820+070, the thin disk has been built up and

extended to the ISCO. As the truncation radius of the outer thin disk recedes with decreasing

mass accretion rate, the ADAF gradually builds up, leading to the hard X-ray flare occurring

first. This X-ray flare illuminates the truncated thin disk, triggering the revival of the instability

which propagates outwards in the outer disk, producing the lagged optical flare.
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S1.6 Correlations between radio/V -band and X-ray
S1.6.1 Correlation between radio and X-ray

There is a universal radio-X-ray (R-X) correlation LR ∝ LΓ
X with Γ ∼ 0.6 in the BHXRBs (89),

which indicates strong accretion-jet coupling. Previous R-X correlation analysis usually used

the 1–10 keV (or 3–9 keV) X-ray luminosity. In this work, we investigate the R-X correlation

by using the Comptonization luminosity LC instead.

LR and LC show no time delay during the rising hard state (MJD 58191-58283), according

to the ICCF analysis. Note that, after the peak of the rising hard state (MJD 58200), the X-ray

corona is contracting over time while the truncation radius of the thin disk is close to ISCO

and remains unchanged (22). The same conclusion is also drawn from the follow-up detailed

spectral fits of NuSTAR (21), Neutron star Interior Composition Explorer (NICER) (90) and

Insight-HXMT (19) observations. As discussed in Section S1.3, the increase of the truncation

radius during the flare (after MJD 58380) leads to the observed 8-day radio lag relative to the

hard X-ray emission. Therefore, the constant truncation radius of the thin disk during the rising

hard state may be responsible for the observed zero delay between the X-ray emission and the

radio emission.

We then find that the simultaneous LR and LC (time difference less than 1 day) follow a

correlation LR ∝ L0.53±0.06
C during the rising hard state (blue dashed line in Fig. S7), which is

consistent with that in ref. (91). We use the linmix algorithm (92) implemented in Python to

determine the above correlation by fitting the data. During the flare, the data during the soft-to-

hard state transition apparently deviate from the above correlation, and then roughly follow it

after the transition to the decaying hard state (see Fig. S7).
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S1.6.2 Correlation between X-ray and V -band

There is also a correlation between X-ray and optical luminosities in the hard states of BHXRBs,

which has been used to infer the origin of the optical emission (93). We first investigate the LV

and LC during the rising hard state. There is no time delay detected between them, according to

the ICCF analysis. The Spearman coefficient of the simultaneous LV and LC (time difference

less than 1 day) is 0.92 ± 0.01 at a significance of 10.98 σ. We then fit the correlation with a

linear function on the logarithmic scale and find LV ∝ L1.00±0.09
C . This slope is steeper than the

universal LV-LX correlation in the hard state of BHXRBs (∼0.6) (93).

We then investigate the correlation between LV and LC during the flare. The Spearman

coefficient is −0.33±0.02 at a significance 1.7 σ, which indicates there is no correlation between

LV and LC. Apparently, LV and LC during the flare (both in the soft-to-hard state transition and

decaying hard state) do not follow the same positive correlation as that during the rising hard

state (see Fig. S8).

S2 Supplementary text

S2.1 Radio and optical delay due to jet traveling

We also notice that the optical fast variability lags behind the X-ray by roughly 165 ms in

MAXI J1820+070 [ (94), see also the time delay of radio variability in ref. (70)]. Moreover, the

delay increases with wavelength as 3.25 µs Å−1 (94). Since the shorter wavelength emission is

expected from the inner part of the jet (95), this time delay of fast variability and the wavelength

dependence can be well explained by the propagation of perturbations in the jet and gives the

jet bulk Lorentz factor as 6.8 (70). If we linearly extrapolated the wavelength to 15.5 GHz,

the time lag is ∼ 10 minutes, which is much smaller than the derived radio lag of ∼ 8 days in

our work. Therefore, our extremely long optical/radio delays cannot be associated with the jet
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traveling time.

S2.2 MAD of BHXRB in quiescent

According to Equation S8, the magnetic field strength for a MAD depends on the mass ac-

cretion rate ṁ and truncation radius Rtr, which were both estimated from the observed disk

component in our model (Equation S2 and Equation S3). The time variations of the magnetic

field strength at the inner edge of the ADAF are shown in Fig. S5. We find that the magnetic

field strength decreases after t = t2, which is caused by the decreasing MAD field strength due

to the decrease of the mass accretion rate over time (see Equation S8). Nevertheless, based on

the physical quantities ṁd and Rtr derived from the X-ray light curves (the disk and Comp-

tonization component emissions), our model calculations show that the magnetic field strength

in the ADAF peaks at a time corresponding to the maximal radio emission, and then declines.

The disk emission is too weak to be detected after MJD 58400 when radio emission was still

decreasing. This prevents us from determining ṁ, Rtr, and therefore the magnetic field strength

(Fig. S5), using the methods above (28). But, it was also shown in previous work that the MAD

would exist in the quiescent state (96).

S2.3 Standard and normal evolution (SANE) accretion flow

Previous work has argued that the broadband X-ray spectrum of a MAD is quite similar to

that of a SANE accretion flow (49), which proposes that these two different types of accre-

tion flows are indistinguishable using only X-ray spectroscopy. However, for the MAD with

very low accretion rate ṁ < 10−5, magnetic reconnections heat up the thermal/nonthermal

electron, and the Thomson optical depth of MADs is too low for X-rays to be emitted by

Comptonization. Thus, it was proposed that a MAD emits nonthermal synchrotron emission

which dominates over Comptonization, and produces a hard and power-law spectrum in X- and
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gamma-ray bands (96). In contrast, the SANE-mode accretion flow can emit hard X-ray emis-

sions via Comptonization. Therefore, the SANE-mode accretion flow leads to soft spectra in the

hard X-ray range, while MADs produce power-law hard X-ray spectra owing to the nonthermal

electrons. In addition, the radio luminosity of MADs may be different from that of SANE-mode

accretion flows because of the difference in magnetic fields (97).
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Figure S1: Cross-correlation analysis between the (A) radio and the X-ray luminosities and
(B) V -band and the X-ray luminosities, both after MJD = 58380. In both panels, the red line
shows the cross-correlation function (left axis) for each time lag tested. The dashed and dotted
blue histograms are the cross-correlation centroid lag distribution and the peak lag distribution
respectively (right axis). See text for details.
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Figure S2: Example unfolded energy spectrum of MAXI J1820+070 (black data points) fitted
with the model tbabs*(diskbb+nthcomp), during the hard X-ray peak at MJD = 58389.
tbabs is the absorption component with a fixed column density NH = 0.15 × 1022 cm−2,
diskbb is the multiple blackbody component from the thin disk, and nthcomp is the Comp-
tonization component from the ADAF. The total model is plotted in red, which is the total of the
diskbb in orange and the nthcomp in blue. We exclude the spectrum in the range of 21-24
keV due to contaminating atomic lines. The error bars of the spectrum correspond to a 68%
confidence interval.
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Figure S3: The truncation radii derived from the disk component of the X-ray emission with
Equation S2. The red and blue stars represent the truncation radii at t = t1 and t = t2 (28),
respectively. The same method is also applied to other epochs of Insight-HXMT observation to
estimate the truncation radii during the flare (black points).
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Figure S4: Strength of the magnetic field advected by the ADAF in the simulations as a function
of radius (solid lines). The dashed lines are the required strength to satisfy the MAD criterion
as a function of radius, calculated with ϵ = 0.01. The red and blue lines correspond to the
calculations at t = t1 and t = t2, respectively. The size of the MAD is Rm = 1.17RISCO, when
t = t2.
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Figure S5: The strength of the magnetic field of the ADAF at RISCO varies as a function of time.
The star points indicate the simulated magnetic strength advected by the ADAF, and the circle
points are the MAD criterion. The red and blue colors represent the epochs corresponding to the
hard X-ray peak and radio peak, at t = t1 and t = t2, respectively. The black points correspond
to other epochs.
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Figure S6: Calculated BZ power, PBZ, as a function of the BH spin parameter a for a BH with
8.5 solar mass and the field strength at the horizon Bh = 7× 107 Gauss is adopted.
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Figure S7: The correlation between radio and X-ray Comptonization luminosity. The blue
dots, blue triangles, and orange triangles represent the data from rising hard state, decaying
hard state, and soft-to-hard state transition periods, respectively. The blue dashed line is the
best-fitting result of the rising hard state data (blue dots) LR ∝ L0.53

X . The arrow indicates the
evolution of this source in the plane of LR-LC, during the soft-to-hard state transition. The
uncertainties in LC and LV are quoted at the 1-σ level.
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Figure S8: The correlation between the optical V -band and X-ray Comptonization luminosity.
The symbols here are the same as the ones in Fig. S7. The blue dashed line is the best-fitting
result of the rising hard state data (blue dots) LV ∝ L1.00

C . The uncertainties in LC and LV are
quoted at the 1-σ level.
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Caption for Movie S1.

Formation of a MAD in MAXI J1820+070. (A) Animated version of Fig. 3. (B) The hard X-

ray flare arising from the ADAF, the data points in which are estimated from the spectral fits of

Insight-HXMT observation (28), is attributed to the decrease of the mass accretion rate (panel

D) and the increase of the ADAF radial extent (panel A). (C) The radio flare originating from

the jet, which is observed by AMI-LA, arises from the magnetic field being transported and

amplified by the expanding ADAF (panel A). (D) The exponential decay of Eddington-scaled

mass accretion rate during the flare, which is predicted based on the disk luminosity and the LE

light curve (28).

29


	Materials and Methods
	Observations and data reduction
	Determination of time lags using the interpolated cross-correlation function
	Formation of the MAD within the expanding ADAF
	Jet power
	Disk instability model with the disk wind
	Correlations between radio/V-band and X-ray 
	Correlation between radio and X-ray
	Correlation between X-ray and V-band


	Supplementary text
	Radio and optical delay due to jet traveling
	MAD of BHXRB in quiescent
	Standard and normal evolution (SANE) accretion flow


