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Tübingen, Germany

4 Department of Physics, Jinggangshan University, Jiangxi Province, Ji’an 343009, People’s Republic of China

Submitted to ApJL

ABSTRACT

We present an energy-dependent analysis for the type-C quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs) observed

in the black hole X-ray binary Swift J1727.8–1613 using Insight-HXMT observations. We find that

the QPO fractional rms at energies above 40 keV is significantly higher than that below 20 keV.

This is the first report of a high energy (HE)-rms excess in the rms spectrum of a black hole X-ray

binary. In the high energy band, an extra hard component is observed in additional to the standard

thermal Comptonization component at similar energy band. The value of the QPO HE-rms excess is

not only correlated with the disk parameters and the photon index of the standard Comptonization

component, but also exhibits a moderate positive correlation with the flux of the additional hard

spectral component. No features in the QPO phase-lag spectra are seen corresponding to the additional

hard component. We propose that the additional hard component in the spectrum may originate from

jet emission and the associated QPO HE-rms excess can be explained by the precession of the jet base.

Keywords: Accretion; Astrophysical black holes; Stellar mass black holes; Low-mass X-ray binary stars

1. INTRODUCTION

Black hole low-mass X-ray binaries (BH-LMXBs) are

transient sources that exhibit distinct spectral-timing

states during an outburst. Four main states can be iden-

tified based on their spectral-timing characteristics (see

Belloni et al. 2011; Belloni & Motta 2016, for recent re-

views): the Hard state (HS), Hard-Intermediate state

(HIMS), Soft-Intermediate state (SIMS) and Soft state

(SS). The spectra of the HS are dominated by a ther-
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mal Comptonization component from a hot corona/jet

base, while the SS spectra are typically dominated by

a soft component from an accretion disc. Type-C low-

frequency QPOs with frequencies ranging from 0.1 Hz

to 10 Hz are commonly detected in the HS and HIMS

(Ingram & Motta 2019). Although several models have

been proposed to explain type-C QPOs (Ingram et al.

2009; Ma et al. 2021; Méndez et al. 2022), their physical

origin remains a subject of ongoing debate. By exam-

ining the energy-dependent properties of QPOs, we can

gain a deeper understanding of their physical origin and

the accretion flow geometry responsible for their produc-

tion (e.g., Bellavita et al. 2022; Zhang et al. 2022; Ma

et al. 2023). The QPO fractional rms typically increases

with energy initially and then turns to flat at around 10

keV (Rodriguez et al. 2004; Li et al. 2013; Yadav et al.
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2016). Insight-HXMT observations have confirmed that

the QPO fractional rms remains more or less constant up

to 200 keV (Huang et al. 2018; Ma et al. 2023). The be-

havior of the QPO lags is complex and not consistently

patterned, particularly for the type-C QPOs (e.g., Ma

et al. 2021; Méndez et al. 2024).

Swift J1727.8–1613 is a new bright X-ray transient dis-

covered on 2023 August 24 by MAXI/GSC (Negoro et al.

2023; Nakajima et al. 2023), with a peak flux of exceed-

ing 7 Crab in the MAXI 2–20 keV energy band. Subse-

quent multiwavelength observations have identified the

source as a BH-LMXB (Castro-Tirado et al. 2023; Wang

& Bellm 2023; Liu et al. 2023; Miller-Jones et al. 2023;

Sunyaev et al. 2023). Peng et al. (2024) performed

a spectral analysis using simultaneous Insight-HXMT,

NICER, and NuSTAR observations when the source was

in the HIMS. They revealed the presence of an addi-

tional hard X-ray component that dominates the energy

spectrum above 50 keV, a characteristic rarely observed

in BH-LMXBs. Prominent type-C low-frequency QPOs

with frequencies ranging from ∼0.1 to ∼8 Hz were de-

tected in Swift J1727.8–1613 based on a timing analy-

sis of Insight-HXMT observations (Yu et al. 2024; Zhu

& Wang 2024). Nandi et al. (2024) reported the first

detection of type-C QPOs up to 80–100 keV using As-

troSat/LAXPC data. In this Letter, we investigate the

connection between the additional high-energy spectral

component and the timing characteristics, and discuss

the potential physical origin of this component.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

Insight-HXMT is China’s first X-ray astronomy satel-

lite launched on 2017 June 15 (Zhang et al. 2020). It

carries three slat-collimated instruments: the High En-

ergy X-ray telescope (HE, 20–250 keV, Liu et al. 2020),

the Medium Energy X-ray telescope (ME, 5–30 keV, Cao

et al. 2020), and the Low Energy X-ray telescope (LE,

1–15 keV, Chen et al. 2020).

Insight-HXMT has extensively monitored the out-

burst of Swift J1727.8–1613 between 2023 August 25 and

2023 October 4, corresponding to ObsIDs P0614338001–

P0614338035. Note that each Insight-HXMT observa-

tion (ObsID) is split into multiple segments (named Ex-

pID). In Figure 1, we show the LE(2–10 keV), ME(8–30

keV), HE(30–150 keV) light curve and the hardness in-

tensity diagram (HID) of the outburst. As we can see,

the 2–10 keV count rate increases rapidly from below

1500 to above 3000 cts s−1, reaching its peak at around

MJD 60186. Subsequently, the source flux steadily de-

creases until MJD 60197, followed by 5 main flares, each

lasting several days. As for the ME and HE light curves,

no frequent flares along the outburst were found. The

evolution of the source along the HID indicates that the

source was in the HS and HIMS during this period (see

also Yu et al. 2024).

The data are extracted from all three instruments us-

ing the Insight-HXMT Data Analysis software (HXMT-

DAS) v2.061, and filtered with the following standard

criteria: (1) pointing offset angle less than 0.04◦; (2)

Earth elevation angle larger than 10◦; (3) the value

of the geomagnetic cutoff rigidity larger than 8 GV;

(4) at least 300 s before and after the South Atlantic

Anomaly passage. To avoid possible contamination from

the bright Earth and nearby sources, we only use data

from the small field of view (FoV) detectors (Chen et al.

2018; Yang et al. 2022). The energy bands adopted for

spectral analysis are 2–10 keV for LE, 8–28 keV for ME,

and 28–120 keV for HE.

3. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

We first checked the power density spectrum (PDS) in

different energy bands for each ExpID. We used a 128-s

long interval and a 1/256-s time resolution. The PDS

is applied to Miyamoto normalization and the Possion

noise is subtracted (Miyamoto et al. 1991). We fitted

the PDS with a multi-Lorentzian model (Belloni et al.

2002) and obtained the QPO parameters. To study the

energy-dependent properties of the QPO, we selected

eight observations with relatively long exposure times

covering both the normal decay phase and flares. For

each observation, we combined ExpIDs with similar PDS

shapes to enhance the statistics. The observations used

for the energy-dependent analysis are listed in Table 1

and marked in Figure 1 with different colors. We then

extracted PDS in multiple energy bands for each obser-

vation and fitted them with the multi-Lorentzian model.

A representative PDS in the 2–10 keV energy band is

shown in Figure 2. A strong type-C QPO with its sec-

ond harmonic is seen in the PDS.

In the panel (a) and (b) of Figure 3, we show the cen-

troid frequency and fractional rms of the QPO as a func-

tion of photon energy for all observations, respectively.

The energy bands we used are LE (1–1.3, 1.3–1.6, 1.6–

2.0, 2.0–2.3, 2.3–2.6, 3.6–3.0, 3.0–3.3, 3.3–3.6, 3.6–4.0,

4.0–4.3, 4.3–4.6, 4.6–5.0, 5.0–5.3, 5.3–5.6, 5.6–6.0, 6.0–

6.3 keV), ME (6.3–8.0, 8–9, 9–10, 10–11, 11–12, 12–15,

15–20, 20–30 keV), HE (30–35, 35–50, 50–70, 70–100,

100–130 keV). We find that the QPO frequency does not

change with energy for all observations. The QPO frac-

1 The data analysis software is available from http://hxmten.ihep.
ac.cn/software.jhtml.

http://hxmten.ihep.ac.cn/software.jhtml
http://hxmten.ihep.ac.cn/software.jhtml
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Figure 1. The LE (2–10 keV), ME (8–30 keV), HE (30–150 keV) light curves (left three panels) and the hardness intensity
diagram (right panel) of the outburst of Swift J1727.8–1613 observed by Insight-HXMT. The hardness is defined as the ratio
between the 2–4 keV and 4–10 keV count rates. Each data point corresponds to an exposure ID. The different color points mark
the observations we analyse in this paper.

tional rms reflects the ratio of the variability amplitude

of X-ray flux to its mean intensity. The QPO rms spec-

tra of many BH-LMXBs observed with Insight-HXMT

in a broad energy band (2–200 keV) show a common fea-

ture: the QPO fractional rms first increases with photon

energy from 2 keV to about 7–10 keV and then start to

flatten up to 100 keV and even higher energies (Huang

et al. 2018; Kong et al. 2020; Bu et al. 2021; Zhang et al.

2022; Ma et al. 2023). At energies below 20 keV Swift

J1727.8–1613 shows a similar behavior. However, at en-

ergies above 20-40 keV, Swift J1727.8–1613 exhibits a

distinct behavior: its QPO fractional rms above 20-40

keV is significantly higher than that below 20 keV and

remains almost constant at high energies up to above

100 keV, which we call high energy (HE)-rms excess.

This is the first time such a HE-rms excess is found in

a BH-LMXB. The significance of the HE-rms excess di-

minishes over time as the source softens.

Following Ma et al. (2021), we also investigated the

energy-dependent QPO phase lag and calculated the

QPO original and intrinsic phase lags in different energy

bands, with reference to the 2–3 keV band. The orig-

inal phase lags were calculated by averaging the phase

lag over the QPO frequency range ν0±FWHM/2 in the

lag-frequency spectra. The average value of data points

below the QPO frequency in the lagfrequency spectra

is considered as the phase-lag continuum. The intrinsic

QPO lags were determined by subtracting the phase-lag

continuum from the original phase lag at the QPO fre-

quency. In the panel (c) and (d) of Figure 3, we show

the QPO original and intrinsic phase lags as a function

of photon energy, respectively. Notably, the shape of

the QPO phase-lag spectrum follows a nearly log-linear

dependence on energy. No significant differences are ob-

served between energies below and above 30 keV.

Based on a spectral analysis using simultaneous

Insight-HXMT, NICER and NuSTAR observations,

Peng et al. (2024) found an extra hard component

in addition to the standard thermal Comptoniza-

tion component in the spectrum of Swift J1727.8–



4

Table 1. The log of the Insight-HXMT observations used in this work for the energy-dependent analysis. The hardness
is defined as the ratio of the count rate between the 2.0–4.0 keV and the 4.0–10.0 keV bands. The QPO frequency is
extracted from the LE 2–10 keV PDS. We used the last three digits of each ObsID in the text and figures for clarity.

ObsID ExpID Start time (MJD) 2–10 keV rate (cts s−1) Hardness QPO Frequency (Hz)

P0614338002 P0614338002010 60184.26 3088 ± 1 0.80 ± 0.02 0.71 ± 0.01

P0614338002011

P0614338002012

P0614338003 P0614338003006 60185.99 3234 ± 1 0.72 ± 0.02 1.12 ± 0.01

P0614338003007

P0614338003008

P0614338003009

P0614338003010

P0614338003011

P0614338004 P0614338004012 60188.63 3168 ± 1 0.71 ± 0.02 1.24 ± 0.01

P0614338004013

P0614338004014

P0614338005 P0614338005010 60190.28 3054 ± 1 0.69 ± 0.02 1.30 ± 0.01

P0614338005011

P0614338005012

P0614338006 P0614338006007 60191.87 2797 ± 1 0.71 ± 0.02 1.12 ± 0.01

P0614338006008

P0614338006009

P0614338009 P0614338009002 60195.23 2619 ± 1 0.67 ± 0.02 1.40 ± 0.01

P0614338009003

P0614338014 P0614338014007 60200.85 2417 ± 1 0.58 ± 0.02 2.05 ± 0.01

P0614338014008

P0614338023 P0614338023003 60209.38 2552 ± 1 0.48 ± 0.01 3.85 ± 0.01

P0614338023004

P0614338023005

1613. For each observation we used, we first tried

to fit the spectra with one single hard compo-

nent plus a disk component modified by absorption,

e.g., constant*TBabs*(diskbb+cutoffpl+gaussian),

constant*TBabs*(thcomp*diskbb+gaussian). The

constant reflects the relative calibration between LE,

ME, HE instruments, and was fixed to 1 for LE. The

TBabs model is used to account for the interstellar ab-

sorption with abundances fromWilms et al. (2000). The

diskbb model is a multi-temperature blackbody spec-

trum to explain the emission from the accretion disk

(Mitsuda et al. 1984). The thcomp model is a novel

thermal Comptonization convolution model to describe

the hard power-law component, which is presented as

a replacement for the nthcomp model (Zdziarski et al.

2020). We find that both models give unacceptable

fitting results, exhibiting large residuals at high en-

ergy bands and the iron line at 6–7 keV. Thus, in or-

der to compensate the high-energy residuals and ex-

plain the reflection features, we adopted the model

constant*TBabs*(diskbb+relxill+cutoffpl), where

the novel relxill accounts for the standard ther-

mal Comptonization component with reflection (Garćıa

et al. 2014) and the cutoffpl corresponds to the ad-

ditional hard component seen in the spectra. During

fittings, we fixed the neutral absorption parameter, NH,

at 0.3 × 1022 cm−2 following Liu et al. (2024). The

spin and inclination angle were fixed at the values ob-

tained by Peng et al. (2024). Additionally, the iron

abundance, AFe, was linked between all the spectra. We

added a systematic error of 0.5 percent for the spectra.

In the top and middle panels of Figure 4, we show the

unfolded spectra and residuals for ObsID P0614338002

with the best-fitting model. In the bottom panel, we

show the spectral residuals by setting the normalization

of cutoffpl to zero to illustrate the additional hard
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Figure 2. A representative power density spectrum calcu-
lated in the 2–10 keV energy band for ObsID P0614338002.
The power density spectrum was fitted with a multi-
Lorentzian model.

component. We can see that the additional hard com-

ponent mainly dominates the energy bands above 30–40

keV. This model gives acceptable spectral fits for all

observations. The best-fitting results are listed in Ta-

ble 2. We found that the photon index Γ of the standard

Comptonization component increases from 1.47+0.01
−0.04 to

2.17 ± 0.01 with time. As the source softens, the in-

ner disk temperature gradually increases from around

0.46 ± 0.01 keV to 0.89 ± 0.01 keV. The inner radius

of the accretion disk is very close to the innermost sta-

ble circular orbit with a slight decreasing trend from

Rin = 4.0±0.4 Rg to Rin = 2.8±0.2 Rg. Regarding the

additional cutoffpl component, the cut-off energy Ecut

is significantly higher than that of relxill, increasing

from ∼50 keV to above 100 keV with time. Additionally,

the flux of cutoffpl decreases gradually, particularly

evident in the last two observation.

Given the simultaneous presence of the HE-rms excess

and the additional hard spectral component, it is imper-

ative to investigate the connection between the HE-rms

excess and the main spectral parameters. To accurately

quantify the HE-rms excess, we used a phenomenologi-

cal function σ(E) = σ0/(1 + e−k(E−E0)) to fit the 2–20

keV rms-energy relation (Kong et al. 2020), which ex-

hibits a rising trend followed by a plateau, similar to

that seen in many other BH-LMXBs. The maximum

value σ0 corresponds to the plateau value around 8–20

keV. Subsequently, we calculated the average QPO rms

values above 40 keV. The HE-rms excess was then cal-

culated by subtracting in quadrature the plateau value

from the average QPO rms above 40 keV (red shaded

region in Figure 4). In Figure 5, we show the relation be-

tween the value of the HE-rms excess and the main spec-

tral parameters obtained by fitting the spectra with the

model constant*TBabs*(diskbb+relxill+cutoffpl).

We find that the HE-rms excess follows a tight linear

correlation with the inner disk temperature Tin, as well

as the normalization of diskbb and the flux of the disk

component, with a significance exceeding 3σ. Further-

more, we find that the HE-rms excess is negatively cor-

related with the photon index of the standard Comp-

tonization component and moderately correlated with

its flux, indicating that the HE-rms excess diminishes

as the spectrum softens. We also find that the HE-rms

excess exhibits moderate positive correlation with the

flux of the additional cutoffpl component, with a null

hypothesis probability of ∼ 0.007.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this Letter, we investigated the energy-dependent

properties of the type-C QPOs observed in the newly

discovered BH-LMXB Swift J1727.8–1613 using Insight-

HXMT data. A significant HE-rms excess at energies

above 20–40 keV is detected for the first time in BH-

LMXBs, thanks to the large effective area of Insight-

HXMT in the high-energy band. This deviation from

the typical flat QPO rms spectrum above 10 keV, com-

monly observed in many other BH-LMXBs (Casella

et al. 2004; Rodriguez et al. 2004; Yan et al. 2012, 2013;

Yadav et al. 2016; Huang et al. 2018; Ma et al. 2021),

suggests a unique behavior of Swift J1727.8–1613. We

note that Yu et al. (2024) and Zhu & Wang (2024) also

studied the energy-dependent QPO fractional rms us-

ing a few Insight-HXMT observations of Swift J1727.8–

1613. However, in their work, they used a low energy

resolution in producing the QPO rms spectra so that

the characteristics of the HE-rms excess is not clearly

seen. Nandi et al. (2024) studied the evolution of the

QPO fractional rms with photon energy using AstroSat

observations. However, they found that the QPO rms

decreases from ∼13 percent at 20–40 keV to ∼2.5 per-

cent at 80–100 keV, which is inconsistent with the trend

we find. We propose that the difference may be due to

that the background is not considered in their calcula-

tion.

In the HS and HIMS, the spectra of BH-LMXBs

are usually dominated by a hard power-law compo-

nent, which is believed to originate from thermal Comp-

tonization of soft disk photons by hot electrons in the

corona/jet base. In addition to the standard hard

power-law component, a high-energy hard tail is some-
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Figure 3. QPO centroid frequency (panel a), fractional rms (panel b), original (panel c) and intrinsic phase lags (panel d) as
a function of photon energy for different observations of Swift J1727.8–1613.

times observed in the spectra of BH-LMXBs (e.g.,

Cadolle Bel et al. 2006; Zdziarski et al. 2021; Cangemi

et al. 2023). The physical origin of the hard tail is still

under debate. Peng et al. (2024) reported the detec-

tion of a high-energy hard tail in the spectra of Swift

J1727.8–1613. Our spectral analysis confirms the pres-

ence of this component and reveals that it gradually

weakens as the spectrum softens. The observed QPO

HE-rms excess and the additional high-energy spectral

component are found in similar energy bands, indicating

a potential physical connection between them. We did

find a moderate positive correlation between the value of

the HE-rms excess and the flux of the additional hard

component. This suggests that the QPO HE-rms ex-

cess is probably produced in the additional high-energy

component. Additionally, as shown in Figure 5, the HE-

rms excess also strongly depends on the variation of the

disk parameters. As the disk emission increases, both

the additional hard component and the HE-rms excess

become weaker. This suggests that the variation of ac-

cretion disk might be the primary and intrinsic driving

factor influencing the strength of the HE-rms excess.

Phase lag between QPO signals in different energy

bands serves a powerful tool for constraining the ge-

ometry of the accretion flow that generates the QPO.

We have studied the energy-dependent phase lags of the

QPO in Swift J1727.8–1613. However, we did not ob-

serve any clear features corresponding to the additional

hard component seen at high energies. The QPO phase

lags exhibit a smooth evolution across all energy bands,

implying a similarity in the geometry between the emit-

ting region responsible for the additional hard compo-

nent and the standard hard power-law component. In

addition, it is worth noting that the QPO frequency

does not change with photon energy (see Figure 3 and

Yu et al. 2024). This means that the additional hard
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Table 2. Best-fitting results using the model constant ∗ TBabs ∗ (diskbb + relxill + cutoffpl). The fluxes are calculated in the 2–120 keV
band, and presented in the unit of 10−8 erg s−1 cm−2.

Component Parameter 002 003 004 005 006 009 014 023

constant LE 1 (fixed)

ME 0.95 ± 0.01 0.95 ± 0.01 0.94 ± 0.01 0.95 ± 0.01 0.95 ± 0.01 0.95 ± 0.01 0.96 ± 0.01 0.98 ± 0.01

HE 0.91 ± 0.01 0.92 ± 0.01 0.90 ± 0.01 0.91 ± 0.01 0.91 ± 0.01 0.92 ± 0.01 0.93 ± 0.01 0.97 ± 0.01

TBabs NH(×1022cm−2) 0.3 (fixed)

Diskbb Tin(keV) 0.46 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.01 0.53 ± 0.01 0.58 ± 0.01 0.59 ± 0.01 0.57 ± 0.01 0.54 ± 0.01 0.89 ± 0.01

norm (104) 4.95+0.54
−0.47 3.72+0.18

−0.17 3.44+0.28
−0.25 2.28 ± 0.12 1.93 ± 0.08 2.05 ± 0.12 2.01+0.15

−0.12 0.30 ± 0.01

Relxill Index1 3.0 (fixed)

Index2 3.0 (fixed)

Rbr 15 (fixed)

a 0.98 (fixed)

Incl 40 (fixed)

Rin 4.0 ± 0.4 4.0+0.5
−0.3 3.9+0.8

−0.5 3.4+0.3
−0.2 3.9+0.3

−0.2 3.7+0.3
−0.2 2.6 ± 0.2 2.8 ± 0.2

Rout 400 (fixed)

z 0 (fixed)

gamma 1.47+0.01
−0.04 1.57+0.03

−0.22 1.62 ± 0.03 1.46 ± 0.07 1.44+0.03
−0.06 1.52+0.06

−0.08 1.80 ± 0.01 2.17 ± 0.01

logxi 1.91 ± 0.10 1.78 ± 0.01 1.91+0.13
−0.17 2.96+0.16

−0.08 3.00+0.07
−0.03 2.98 ± 0.09 3.94+0.08

−0.04 3.84 ± 0.09

Afe 1.17 (linked)

Ecut (keV) 16 ± 1 16 ± 1 17 ± 1 17 ± 1 18 ± 1 20 ± 1 35 ± 1 47+3
−2

refl frac 0.35+0.11
−0.04 0.43+0.05

−0.09 0.34+0.12
−0.04 0.19 ± 0.02 0.15 ± 0.01 0.16 ± 0.02 0.43+0.04

−0.06 0.22 ± 0.02

norm 0.38 ± 0.02 0.36+0.07
−0.02 0.38+0.07

−0.05 0.27 ± 0.05 0.27 ± 0.04 0.23 ± 0.04 0.28 ± 0.01 0.43 ± 0.01

cutoffpl Γ 1.4+0.3
−0.1 1.6+0.3

−1.0 1.6 ± 0.2 1.91 ± 0.04 1.79+0.03
−0.07 2.00 ± 0.04 1.1+0.3

−0.4 1.4 ± 0.3

Ecut(keV) 50+3
−6 57+5

−3 57+8
−28 87 ± 7 79+3

−6 117+19
−15 300(fixed) 300(fixed)

norm 4 ± 2 7 ± 4 6+10
−4 16+6

−3 10 ± 4 16+6
−3 0.06+0.11

−0.05 0.20+0.67
−0.09

Flux Diskbb 0.48 ± 0.01 0.81 ± 0.02 0.87 ± 0.03 1.05+0.03
−0.02 1.00 ± 0.01 0.88 ± 0.02 1.24+0.01

−0.04 1.65 ± 0.02

Flux Relxill 23+1
−3 20+1

−6 20 ± 1 17 ± 1 17 ± 1 14 ± 1 12 ± 1 12 ± 1

Flux Cutoffpl 8 ± 2 9 ± 2 7.9 ± 0.1 10 ± 1 8.7+0.8
−1.2 8.6+0.8

−0.5 6.3+0.4
−0.3 12.0 ± 0.3

χ2
red/d.o.f 1237.26/1337 1282.54/1337 1231.47/1336 1300.38/1337 1490.21/1337 1300.90/1337 1370.07/1316 1234.97/1338

component is modulated at the same frequency as the

standard hard power-law component. Therefore, it is

likely that the two different hard components originate

from different radiation mechanisms within the same re-

gion. Two scenarios have been proposed to explain the

additional high-energy tail seen in BHXBs. The first

scenario considers the Synchrotron spectrum from the

jet base (Markoff et al. 2005; Laurent et al. 2011; Jour-

dain et al. 2014; Rodriguez et al. 2015; Kantzas et al.

2021). The high polarization degree of the high-energy

tail detected in Cyg X-1 and MAXI J1348–630 is con-

sistent with the emission from the compact jet of these

sources (Jourdain et al. 2012; Cangemi et al. 2023). The

alternative scenario suggests that the high-energy tail

arises from a hybrid thermal/non-thermal Comptoniza-

tion in a plasma with a non-thermal electron distribu-

tion. The hybrid Comptonization model, e.g. eqpair,

has been successfully used to fit the high-energy tail in

a few sources (Cadolle Bel et al. 2006; Zdziarski et al.

2022; Cangemi et al. 2023). We find correlations be-

tween the disk parameters and the HE-rms excess (or the

additional hard component). This result supports the

hybrid Comptonization model as the soft photons from

accretion disk serve as natural seed photons for Comp-

tonization. In both cases, the jet base is a potential

region that produces the additional high-energy com-

ponent. Especially, recent polarization observation by

INTEGRAL for Swift J1727.8–1613 reveals that the po-

larization fraction reaches up to 50% in the 200–400 keV,

which supports the optically thin synchrotron emission

from jet (Bouchet et al. 2024). To date, there is some

evidence supporting that type-C QPOs may originate

from the Lense-Thirring precession of a small-scale jet

(e.g., Ma et al. 2021). In this model, the QPO HE-rms

excess can be easily explained as the additional high-

energy component produced in the jet is modulated by

the precession and contributes to the QPO rms in addi-

tion to the standard thermal Compotonization compo-

nent. On the other hand, the IXPE polarization obser-

vations of a few BH-LMXBs during their HS support a

horizontal elongated corona configuration (Krawczynski

et al. 2022). Veledina et al. (2023) report the first detec-

tion of the X-ray polarization of Swift J1727.8–1613 for

the observation carried out in HIMS, which happened

close to the observation P0614338009 we used in this

paper. They found a time- and energy-averaged polar-
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Figure 4. Top and middle panels: Folded
spectra and residuals fitted with the model
constant*TBabs*(diskbb+relxill+cutoffpl) for Ob-
sID P0614338002. The blue, red, green lines mark the
diskbb, relxill and cutoffpl component separately.
Bottom panel: the spectral residuals using the same model
but setting the normalization of cutoffpl to zero. The red
region marks the 40–120 keV energy band with the HE-rms
excess.

ization degree of 4.1%±0.2% and a polarization angle of

2◦.2± 1◦.3. Combined with the submillimeter band ob-

servation, these results indicate that the corona is elon-

gated orthogonal to the jet. Similar accretion geometry

was also proposed in hard state by Ingram et al. (2023);

Podgorný et al. (2024). As the outburst evolves, Svo-

boda et al. (2024) found that the polarization degree

decreases dramatically to ≤ 1% in the soft state, which

suggested that the polarization is mainly contributed

by the up-scattered radiation in the hot corona. Mean-

while, based on a phase-resolved polarimetric analysis,

Zhao et al. (2024) found no modulations of polariza-

tion degree and polarization angle with QPO phase in

the 2–8 keV band for the same observation. This result

poses a challenge to the hot flow precession model for

Swift J1727.8–1613. This may be because the regions re-

sponsible for producing polarization and generating the

QPO modulation are different. The QPO signal mainly

arises from the precession of the jet, and the radiation

from the jet contributes to a relatively low proportion of

emission in the 28 keV range, leading to the polarization

modulation being less significant with QPO phase.

We are grateful to the referee for the constructive com-

ments to improve the manuscript. This work has made

use of the data from the Insight-HXMT mission, a

project funded by China National Space Administra-

tion (CNSA) and the Chinese Academy of Sciences

(CAS), and data and/or software provided by the High

Energy Astrophysics Science Archive Research Center

(HEASARC), a service of the Astrophysics Science Di-

vision at NASA/GSFC. This work is supported by the

National Key RD Program of China (2021YFA0718500),

International Partnership Program of Chinese Academy

of Sciences under (Grant No. 113111KYSB20190020)

and the National Natural Science Foundation of China

(NSFC) under grants 12203052,12122306, 12333007.

REFERENCES
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Figure 5. The relation between the value of the HE-rms excess and the spectral parameters. The spectra were fitted with
the model constant*TBabs*(diskbb+relxill+cutoffpl). The spectral parameters plotted are the inner disk temperature Tin,
diskbb normalization Normdiskbb, the photon index of relxill Γrelxill, inner disk radius Rin, reflection fraction refl frac, the
photon index of cutoffpl Γcutoffpl, and the fluxes of the diskbb, relxill, cutoffpl components. The unabsorbed fluxes of the
different components are obtained in the 2–120 keV band using cflux. The solid line is the best-tting straight line to the data.
The Pearson Correlation Coefficient (PCC) and the null hypothesis probability are labelled in the legend.
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