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ABSTRACT

X-ray reflection spectroscopy is a powerful tool to study the strong gravity region of black holes. The

next generation of astrophysical X-ray missions promises to provide unprecedented high-quality data,

which could permit us to get very precise measurements of the properties of the accretion flow and of

the spacetime geometry in the strong gravity region around these objects. In this work, we test the

accuracy of the relativistic calculations of the reflection model relxill and of its extension to non-Kerr

spacetimes relxill nk in view of the next generation of X-ray missions. We simulate simultaneous

observations with Athena/X-IFU and LAD of bright Galactic black holes with a precise and accurate

ray-tracing code and we fit the simulated data with the latest versions of relline and relline nk.

While we always recover the correct input parameters, we find residuals in the fits when the emission

from the inner part of the accretion disk is higher. Such residuals disappear if we increase the number of

interpolation points on the disk in the integral of the transfer function. We also simulate full reflection

spectra and find that the emission angle from the accretion disk should be treated properly in this

case.

Keywords: accretion, accretion discs – black hole physics – software: development

1. INTRODUCTION

Accreting black holes show fascinating phenomena

that provide valuable insights into the extreme environ-

ments around these objects. Among the most intriguing

aspects, there are relativistic reflection features that are

commonly observed in the X-ray spectra of such systems

(Fabian et al. 1989; Tanaka et al. 1995; Nandra et al.

2007; Miller et al. 2009). These features occur when

a hot corona illuminates a cold accretion disk (Fabian

et al. 1995), leading to a reflection spectrum that is in-

fluenced by the interplay between Compton scattering,

absorption, and fluorescent emission, producing promi-

nent fluorescent emission lines, such as the iron Kα
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complex around 6-7 keV, and a Compton hump with a

peak typically around 20-30 keV (Ross & Fabian 2005;

Garćıa & Kallman 2010). These reflection spectra ap-

pear blurred to a distant observer because of relativis-

tic effects (Fabian et al. 1989; Laor 1991; Dauser et al.

2010; Bambi 2017). The analysis of these blurred reflec-

tion features has become a powerful tool for probing the

physics and astrophysics in the strong gravity regime of

accreting black holes.

In recent years, the development of sophisticated re-

flection models and new observational facilities have sig-

nificantly advanced our understanding of these relativis-

tic reflection features (Bambi et al. 2021). Currently,

X-ray reflection spectroscopy has measured the spin of

approximately 40 stellar-mass black holes in X-ray bi-

nary systems and around 40 supermassive black holes in

active galactic nuclei (Bambi et al. 2021; Draghis et al.

2023). Moreover, it is currently the only mature tech-
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nique for determining the spins of supermassive black

holes, while, for stellar-mass black holes, spin measure-

ments can also be obtained from the thermal spectrum of

the disk (Zhang et al. 1997; McClintock et al. 2014) and

from the gravitational wave signal of black hole binaries

(Vitale et al. 2014; Abbott et al. 2016). Additionally,

X-ray reflection spectroscopy can be used as an essen-

tial tool to test Einstein’s theory of General Relativity

in the strong field regime, and it currently offers rigor-

ous tests of the Kerr metric around black holes (Cao

et al. 2018; Tripathi et al. 2019, 2021; Zhang et al. 2022;

Bambi 2022).

In anticipation of high-quality data from future instru-

ments – such as the X-ray Integral Field Unit (X-IFU)

onboard Athena (Nandra et al. 2013) and the Large Area

Detector (LAD), which is a high throughput instrument

that may fly in future and was proposed to be part of the

eXTP payload (Zhang et al. 2016) – it is imperative to

evaluate the accuracy of existing reflection models. Here

we limit our study to test the accuracy of the relativis-

tic calculations, namely of the photon trajectories from

the emission points on the accretion disk to the detection

point in the flat faraway region and the photon redshifts

resulting from the combination of the 4-velocity of the

material in the disk and the 4-momentum of the photons

at the emission and detection points. We aim to assess

the accuracy of the reflection models relxill (Dauser

et al. 2013; Garćıa et al. 2013, 2014)1 and relxill nk

(Bambi et al. 2017; Abdikamalov et al. 2019)2 in light

of the high-quality data expected from future instru-

ments. We simulate a set of observations with X-IFU

and LAD. Our simulation setup includes a range of black

hole spin values, inclination angles, and emissivity pro-

file indices to examine the models’ performance under

various conditions. By fitting the simulated spectra with

the relline and relline nk modules from the relxill

and relxill nk packages, respectively, we aim to de-

termine the suitability of these models for analyzing the

anticipated high-quality data from upcoming X-ray ob-

servatories.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows.

Section 2 provides a comprehensive account of the ray-

tracing code used to calculate the iron lines which are

the bases for the simulated observations. In Section 3,

we describe the methodology used to simulate the X-

ray observations with the X-IFU and LAD instruments,

including the input models, exposure times, and param-

1 The model can be downloaded from http://www.sternwarte.
uni-erlangen.de/∼dauser/research/relxill/index.html.

2 The model can be downloaded from https://github.com/
ABHModels/relxill nk.

eter configurations. We also present the results of our

spectral fitting analysis, evaluating the performance of

the relxill and relxill nk reflection models in re-

covering the input parameters from the simulated data.

Finally, in Section 4, we summarize our conclusions and

highlights in validating and refining reflection models to

ensure their robustness in the era of the next-generation

X-ray observatories.

2. THE RAY-TRACING CODE BLACKRAY

The shape of a relativistically broadened Kα iron line

is determined by several factors, including the back-

ground metric, the geometry of the emitting region, the

disk emissivity, and the disk’s inclination angle with re-

spect to the line of sight of the distant observer. In the

standard Kerr background framework, the spin parame-

ter a∗ is the only relevant parameter of the background

geometry, while the emitting region may range from the

radius of the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO) to

some outer radius. For a specific geometry of the corona,

the disk emissivity can be calculated with a ray-tracing

code (see, e.g., Riaz et al. 2022). For coronae with un-

known geometry, it is common to employ a phenomeno-

logical emissivity profile like a power law, broken power

law, or twice broken power law. In this study, for the

sake of simplicity, we will employ a simple power law,

where the emissivity of the disk is given by ϵ(r) ∝ r−q,

r is the radial coordinate, and q is the emissivity index.

Previous literature has discussed the computation of

single iron lines in thin accretion disks (see, e.g., Bambi

2013; Bambi et al. 2017). In this study, we exam-

ine a distant observer with a viewing angle i and we

perform backward-in-time calculations of photon tra-

jectories from the observer’s image plane to the emis-

sion points on the accretion disk. The redshift factor

g = Eobs/Ee, where Eobs is the photon energy at the

detection point measured by the distant observer and

Ee is the photon energy at the emission point measured

in the rest-frame of the material in the disk, is calculated

when a photon hits the disk using the formula

g =

√
−gtt − 2gtϕΩ− gϕϕΩ2

1 + bΩ
, (1)

where Ω denotes the angular velocity of the fluid element

on the disk at the emission point, b = kϕ/kt, and kt
and kϕ denote the t and ϕ components of the photon’s

4-momentum. b is a constant of motion, which can be

determined from the photon’s initial conditions. Finally,

by integrating over the disk image, we obtain the iron

line shape of the accretion disk using

N(Eobs) =
1

Eobs

1

D2

∫
g3Ie(Ee) dX dY, (2)

http://www.sternwarte.uni-erlangen.de/~dauser/research/relxill/index.html
http://www.sternwarte.uni-erlangen.de/~dauser/research/relxill/index.html
https://github.com/ABHModels/relxill_nk
https://github.com/ABHModels/relxill_nk
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where N(Eobs) is the photon count at the energy Eobs

measured by the distant observer, Ie and Ee represent

the specific intensity of radiation and the photon en-

ergy at the emission point on the disk (measured in the

rest-frame of the gas in the disk), X and Y denote the

Cartesian coordinates of the observer’s image plane, and

D is the distance between the source and the distant

observer. In the case of monochromatic emission with

a power-law emissivity profile, the specific intensity of

radiation Ie can be expressed as

Ie(Ee) ∝
δ(Ee − Eline)

rq
, (3)

where Eline is the energy of the emission line in the rest-

frame of the material in the disk (Eline = 6.4 keV in the

case of the Kα line of neutral iron, which will be used

in the next section).

We utilize the ray-tracing code described in Abdika-

malov et al. (2019)3 to compute photon trajectories, but

without calculating and tabulating the transfer function

of the spacetime, as done in Abdikamalov et al. (2019).

The code is available on Zenodo (Abdikamalov et al.

2024). With this approach, it is easier to have the con-

trol of the accuracy of the relativistic calculations, as

we avoid the numerical uncertainties related to the cal-

culation of the transfer function, its tabulation, and its

integration. More specifically, the observer’s screen is

divided into a number of small elements (pixels), and

the ray-tracing procedure gives each element’s observed

spectrum [which may be a redshifted/blueshift line if

Ie is give by Eq. (3) or a redshifted/blueshift full re-

flection spectrum if Ie is extracted from the xillver

table as done in Subsection 3.4]. By summing up all of

the elements, we obtain the total observed flux density

of the disk. The accuracy of the calculations is regu-

lated by the accuracy of the calculation of the photon

trajectories, the size of the pixels, and the energy reso-

lution of the spectrum. To sample the elements on the

observer’s screen, we use polar coordinates (rscr, ϕscr)

that are related to the Cartesian coordinates (X,Y ) as

X = rscr cosϕscr and Y = rscr sinϕscr. The elements

are incremented radially as rnewscr = 1.0001 · rcurrentscr , and

polarly as ϕnew
scr = ϕcurrent

scr +0.1◦. This sampling method

enables us to obtain a detailed image of the entire accre-

tion disk and capture all necessary and important infor-

mation effectively. During the numerical integration of

the photon trajectory, we require a precision tolerance

in the range of 10−8 to 10−6 at each calculation step. To

calculate the photon count per energy, N(Eobs), a lin-

3 The ray-tracing code can be downloaded from https://github.
com/ABHModels/blackray.

early spaced energy array with a binning size of 2.5 eV

is used.

3. SIMULATIONS

3.1. Current reflection models

To see if the current reflection models are accurate

enough for the high quality data promised by future in-

struments, we simulate a set of observations with the X-

ray Integral Field Unit (X-IFU) onboard Athena (Nan-

dra et al. 2013)4 and the Large Area Detector (LAD),

which may also fly in future. The simulations are under-

taken with the fakeit command in XSPEC v12.11.1 (Ar-

naud 1996). We assume an exposure time of 100 ks for

each instrument. The input models for the simulations

are the iron lines calculated with the ray-tracing code

described in Section 2 plus a simple power law with the

photon index Γ = 1.6 to describe the emission from the

corona. We set the source flux to 1×10−7 erg s−1 cm−2

in the 2–10 keV band5 and an equivalent width (EW) of

250 eV for the iron line. A total number of 18 spectra

are simulated on the grids of black hole spins a∗ = 0.5,

0.9, and 0.998, inclination angles i = 15, 45, and 75 deg,

and indices for the emissivity profile q = 3 and 5 (see

Fig. 1). The inner disk radius is fixed at the ISCO and

the outer radius is fixed at 500 Rg (Rg = GM/c2 is the

gravitational radius). The spectra are then grouped us-

ing the “optimal binning” strategy (Kaastra & Bleeker

2016) with the tool ftgrouppha6.

We fit the spectra with the model powerlaw+relline

where relline (Dauser et al. 2010) is a module from

the package relxill v2.0 (Garćıa et al. 2014). It is to

fit the relativistic broadening of a single line (6.4 keV in

this case) from the accretion disk. The constraints on

the spin and inclination parameters are shown in Fig. 1.

We can see that the parameters are recovered well, with

the best-fit values close to the input and the error bars

too small to be seen. Fig. 2 shows the residuals of the

best-fit models for these selected simulations.

In the case of q = 3, the two models fit the data well

and there are no significant unresolved features. How-

ever, large discrepancy are present for q = 5, which ap-

pears to be more significant when the inclination angle

gets lower. The line feature in the residuals of the sim-

4 We use the latest response files of Athena as of April 2024: https:
//x-ifu.irap.omp.eu/resources/for-the-community.

5 This can be the flux of an exceptionally bright Galactic black
hole, like MAXI J1820+070 in its 2018 outburst (e.g. Shidatsu
et al. 2019) or 4U 1543–47 in its 2021 outburst (e.g. Connors
et al. 2021).

6 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/lheasoft/ftools/headas/
ftgrouppha.html

https://github.com/ABHModels/blackray
https://github.com/ABHModels/blackray
https://x-ifu.irap.omp.eu/resources/for-the-community
https://x-ifu.irap.omp.eu/resources/for-the-community
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/lheasoft/ftools/headas/ftgrouppha.html
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/lheasoft/ftools/headas/ftgrouppha.html
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ulations with q = 5 and i = 15 and 45 deg is produced

by a discrepancy in the low energy tail of the iron line

between the ray-tracing code and relline (see Fig. 3

for the case i = 15 deg). Fittings with relline nk fol-

low the same pattern. It indicates that current reflection

models may not be accurate enough for high quality data

expected from Athena/X-IFU and LAD. This raises con-

cerns about reflection analysis on data from future X-ray

missions since a steep emissivity (q > 3) has been com-

monly found in X-ray binaries (e.g. Liu et al. 2022b,a)

and active galactic nuclei (e.g. Jiang et al. 2018). More

accurate models would be required for these cases.

3.2. More accurate reflection models

Ray-tracing calculations are too time consuming to be

done during the data analysis process. For this reason,

relxill and relxill nk employ the formalism of the

transfer function proposed by Cunningham (Cunning-

ham 1975). The integral in Eq. (2) is rewritten as

N(Eobs) =
1

Eobs

1

D2

∫ rout

rin

∫ 1

0

πre
g2 f Ie√
g∗(1− g∗)

dg∗ dre ,

(4)

where the integration is now on the accretion disk (rin
and rout are, respectively, the inner and the outer edge of

the accretion disk, while re is the emission radius) rather

than on the image plane of the distant observer and we

have introduced the transfer function f = f(g∗, re, i):

f(g∗, re, i) =
1

πre
g
√
g∗(1− g∗)

∣∣∣∣ ∂ (X,Y )

∂ (g∗, re)

∣∣∣∣ . (5)

g∗ is the relative redshift factor

g∗ =
g − gmin

gmax − gmin
, (6)

which ranges from 0 to 1. gmax = gmax(re, i) and

gmin = gmin(re, i) are, respectively, the maximum and

the minimum values of the redshift factor g for the pho-

tons emitted from the radial coordinate re and detected

by a distant observer with polar coordinate i. The quan-

tity |∂ (X,Y ) /∂ (g∗, re)| appearing in the expression of

the transfer function is the Jacobian. In relxill and

relxill nk, transfer functions for a grid of spacetimes

and disk’s inclination angles are pre-calculated and tab-

ulated in FITS files. During the data analysis process,

the models call the FITS file and can quickly calculate

the integral in Eq. (4).

Eq. (4) directly follows from Eq. (2) after changing

the integration variables. Systematic uncertainties in

the models for data analysis are related to the fact we

use a grid of transfer functions (so the models have to

calculate a transfer function for a generic spacetime and

disk’s inclination angle through interpolation) and ev-

ery transfer function is tabulated for a finite number of

radii. relxill and relxill nk also assume that Ie is

the same throughout the disk (but this will not affect our

comparison with the predictions of the ray-tracing code

because we impose the same assumption when we calcu-

late the spectra with the ray-tracing code). In their lat-

est versions, relxill has a FITS file with a grid 25 spin

parameters × 30 inclination angles, while relxill nk

employs a FITS file with a grid 30 spin parameters ×
30 deformation parameters× 22 inclination angles7. Ev-

ery point of the grid of the FITS file represents a specific

spacetime observed from a certain viewing angle and has

its own transfer function, so we have in total 750 transfer

functions in the FITS file of relxill and 19800 transfer

functions in the FITS file of relxill nk. Every trans-

fer function is tabulated for 100 radii (from the ISCO

to ∼ 1000 Rg) and 40 values of the relative redshift g∗.

We checked if the residuals in the fits could be removed

increasing the number of grid points in the FITS files or

the number of radii or relative redshifts in every transfer

functions, but no significant difference was found.

We found that enhancing the number of emitting

points on the accretion disk utilized in the calculations

of the resulting flux through interpolations within the

models effectively solves the problem. Consequently, we

modified the variable N FRAD of the models from 1000

to 3000, without changing the number of points for g∗.

With such an improvement in the calculation of the in-

tegral, we attain a more precise line broadening model

without modifying the FITS file for the transfer func-

tion. In Fig. 4 (Fig. 5), we show the difference between

the ray-traced iron lines and relline (relline nk). In-

creasing the N FRAD parameter apparently improves

the precision of relline (relline nk). Applying this

model to the simulated spectra with a∗ = 0.998 and

q = 5 provides good fits without significant residuals

(see Fig. 6).

3.3. Non-Kerr spacetime

Until now, we have been testing the reflection models

under the framework of the Kerr spacetime as predicted

by General Relativity. In this section, we evaluate the

capability of the more accurate reflection model in test-

ing General Relativity. We fit the spectra in the right

7 We note that reltrans (Ingram et al. 2019) does not use a FITS
file grid of transfer functions and instead it calculates the re-
flection kernel on the fly. It uses by default a 300 by 300 oval
grid in X and Y and presumably the accuracy of the relativistic
calculations is very similar to that of relxill and relxill nk.
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Figure 1. Constraints on the spin parameter and inclination angle after fitting the simulated spectra with the current version
of relline. The crosses of dashed grey lines represent the input values for the simulations and the black dots indicate the
best-fit values of the two parameters. The error bars (90% CL) are smaller than the size of the dots. The left panel is for the
case with emissivity index q = 3 and the right panel is for q = 5.
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Figure 2. Residuals of fitting the simulated spectra with the model relline. Only those with a∗ = 0.998 are shown. The
left panel represents the case when the emissivity index is q = 3 and the right is for q = 5. The black color represents data of
Athena/X-IFU and red is for LAD.
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code and best-fit model of relline (top panel) and their
ratio plot (bottom panel) for the case a∗ = 0.998, i = 15 deg,
and q = 5.

panels of Fig. 6 with the model powerlaw + relline nk

where relline nk includes a deformation parameter α13

to quantify possible deviations from Kerr spacetime (see

Bambi et al. 2017, for details). Here the spacetime ge-

ometry is described by the Johannsen metric (Johannsen

2013), which exactly reduces to the Kerr solution when

α13 = 0 while it deviates from the Kerr solution for any

non-vanishing value of the deformation parameter α13.

The residuals, statistics and constraints on the deforma-

tion parameter for this set of fits are shown in Fig. 7.

At the 90% confidence level, we always recover the Kerr

solution.

3.4. Simulation with full reflection models

In this section, we test the accuracy of current reflec-

tion models using full reflection spectra, instead of a

simple broad iron line. We first generate a set of full re-

flection spectra using the ray-tracing code. We consider

two cases: (1) the emission angle (θe) from the disk sur-

face is equal to the inclination angle (i) of the observer.

(2) the correct emission angles are chosen for each site

on the disk when calling the xillver table.

Case I – The ray-traced full reflection spectra should

be identical to relconv*xillver in XSPEC. We gener-

ate 18 full reflection spectra with spins a∗ = 0.5, 0.9,

and 0.998, inclination angles i = 15, 45, and 75 deg,

and power-law emissivity profile with the indices q = 3

and 5. The other parameters required for the calcu-

lation are the photon index (Γ = 1.7), ionization pa-

rameter (log ξ = 1.0), cutoff energy (Ecut = 300 keV),

and iron abundance (AFe = 1, namely Solar iron abun-

dance). To mimic real observations, we also include a

Galactic absorption component (tbabs) with the col-

umn density set to NH = 0.6 × 1022 cm−2. As in

Sec. 3.1, we set a flux of 1 × 10−7 erg s−1 cm−2 in

the 2–10 keV band. Additionally, we set equal flux

for the reflection component and the cutoffpl compo-

nent in the 20–40 keV band. These settings represent

observations of bright black hole X-ray binaries in the

hard state. The simulated spectra are fitted with the

model const*tbabs*(cutoffpl+relconv*xillver) in

XSPEC. In some cases, the data can be fitted well but

significant residuals are seen in other cases (see the left

panels of Fig. 8). The residuals cannot be removed

by increasing the N FRAD parameter as in the simu-

lations for iron lines, indicating that it is not related to

the accuracy of the transfer function. We find that the

residuals are removed if we increase another parameter,

N ENER CONV, which regulates the number of energy

bins and thus the energy resolution in the reflection ker-

nel, from 4096 to 524288 (see the right panels of Fig. 8).

Case II – The second case represents the most accu-

rate calculations of full reflection spectra from the ac-

cretion disk. We simulate 18 spectra using the same

procedure as above and fit the spectra with the model

const*tbabs*(cutoffpl+relxill). Based on previ-

ous simulations with the iron line and Case I, we

set N ENER CONV=524288 and N FRAD=3000 for

relxill. However, no acceptable fittings can be found,

as χ2/ν > 50 for all fittings. Fig. 9 shows the spec-

trum predicted with the ray-tracing code and the best-

fit model of relxill for the case a∗ = 0.998, i = 15 deg,

Γ = 1.7, Ecut = 300 keV, q = 5, log ξ = 1.0, and

AFe = 1. The reason for these residuals is that relxill

uses some simplifications, averaging the emission angle

in every radial zone instead of using the actual xillver

spectra for the emission angle in the convolutional pro-

cess. This approach is taken to reduce the computa-

tional time of the convolution in the kernel. In an at-

tempt to further improve the full reflection model, we

implement in relxill nk 50 radial zones, compared to

the one-zone approximation in relxill. This makes

relxill nk more accurate than relxill. However, we

find that the new model does not necessarily improve

the fitting statistics.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

For our simulations, we have considered an excep-

tionally bright Galactic black hole with a flux of 1 ×
10−7 erg s−1 cm−2 in the 2–10 keV band. We consid-

ered the case in which the input model is simply a rela-

tivistically broadened iron line and a power law. These

choices can maximize any minor discrepancy in the rel-

ativistic calculations of relxill and relxill nk. For a

more conventional Galactic black hole with a lower flux,
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Figure 4. Difference between the broad iron line from the ray-traing code and relline model for N FRAD = 1000, 2000, and
3000. Panel (a) for a∗ = 0.998, i = 15 and q = 3, (b) for a∗ = 0.998, i = 15 and q = 5, (c) for a∗ = 0.998, i = 75 and q = 3 and
(d) for a∗ = 0.998, i = 75 and q = 5.

the statistical uncertainty in the photon count increases

and minor residuals may disappear. Even the choice of

considering only an iron line is to identify better possible

discrepancies between the ray-tracing code calculations

and the the reflection models relxill and relxill nk.

Assuming the Kerr metric (Section 3.1), we find that

we always recover the correct input parameters, but the

fit shows some residuals in the case of higher emissivity

index (q = 5). We note that we obtain qualitatively

similar results from relline and relline nk, suggest-

ing that the problem is not in the accuracy of the calcu-

lations of the transfer functions but in how the transfer

function is tabulated or how it is integrated to infer the

observed spectrum. The fact that we do not see resid-

uals for the case q = 3 and we have instead residuals

when q = 5 suggests that the problem is in the accuracy

of the calculations at small radii, near the black hole.

As discussed in the previous section, such a discrep-

ancy is found to be generated by the accuracy of the in-

tegration of the transfer function in the reflection models

relxill and relxill nk. In the current versions, the

number of interpolation points on the disk is N FRAD

= 1000. If we set N FRAD = 3000, we significantly im-

prove the fit and the residuals disappear (Section 3.2).

In conclusion, with simulations based on iron lines, we

have shown that the accuracy of the relativistic calcula-

tions in the current versions of relxill and relxill nk

(which are encoded in the transfer functions and tabu-

lated in the corresponding FITS files) is good enough

for the next generation of X-ray detectors like X-IFU

and LAD, even in the case of an exceptionally bright

Galactic black hole. The two reflection models require

a minor modification in the subroutine integrating the

transfer function to obtain the final spectrum. Such a

modification may significantly increase the time of the

data analysis process, so it should be implemented only

if necessary for the data set to analyze.
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Figure 5. The same as Fig. 4 but for model relline nk.

The tests with simple iron lines demonstrate the accu-

racy of the calculation of the transfer function and the

line broadening kernel. We have further tested the ac-

curacy of the full reflection model, which includes more

processes such as calling the local reflection table and

convolution. Due to light bending effect, the emission

angle (θe) of the reflection component from the disk

does not equal to the inclination angle (i) of the ob-

server, and it differs from site to site on the accretion

disk. With simulations assuming θe = i, we neglect

this effect and test only the accuracy of the convolution

process. We find that the parameter N ENER CONV,

which controls the number of energy bins for the con-

volution, should be increased to 524288 for data quality

of X-IFU and LAD. With simulations assuming the cor-

rect θe, neither relxill or relxill nk could provide

acceptable fittings. For the data quality of current in-

struments, this discrepancy is not significant, as the im-

pact of angle-averaged reflection models on parameter

estimation is minor (Tripathi et al. 2020). Although it

requires more intense computational power, full reflec-

tion models should be improved to implement the cor-

rect emission angle to prepare for data quality promised

by X-IFU and LAD.

Last, we want to point out that in this work we have

only tested the accuracy of the relativistic calculations

of relxill and relxill nk. We have not investigated

the accuracy of the atomic calculations of the xillver

model. The public xillver tables are calculated assum-

ing a number of simplifications; e.g., constant vertical

density of the disk, angle of the incident radiation fixed

to 45 deg, etc. The impact of these simplifications on

the analysis of high-quality data should also be investi-

gated. How spectra are tabulated is also important. For

example, current xillver spectra are tabulated with an

energy resolution around 20 eV at the iron line, which

has certainly to be improved for future analyses of X-

IFU data (with an expected energy resolution around

3 eV).
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