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ABSTRACT

We present a spectral and timing analysis of NICER observations of the black hole X-ray binary

4U 1630–47 from 2018 to 2024. We find relativistic reflection features in the hard and soft intermediate

states, and disk wind absorption features in the soft intermediate state and soft state. We fit the

reflection features with relxillCP and find a stable and untruncated disk in the intermediate states;

we fit the wind features with zxipcf and find a stable, highly ionized wind with high column density

across different outbursts. Specifically, the heartbeat state is seen in two observations in 2021 and

2023 respectively. Through the phase-resolved spectral fitting, we find the flux to be correlated with

the disk parameters while no strong correlation with the coronal parameters is observed, consistent

with the scenario given by the inner disk radiation instability. A significant hard lag on the time

scale of a second and high coherence is observed near the characteristic frequency of the heartbeat,

which can be explained by the viscous propagation of mass accretion fluctuations in the disk. The

positive relationship between the heartbeat fractional rms and energy can possibly be explained by a

disk-originated oscillation which is then magnified by the corona scattering.

1. INTRODUCTION

Black hole X-ray binaries (BHXRBs) are binary sys-

tems in which a central stellar-mass black hole accretes

mass from a companion star. During an outburst,

BHXRBs are usually divided into different states: the

hard state, hard intermediate state (HIMS), soft inter-

mediate state (SIMS) and soft state based on their spec-

tral and timing properties (Homan & Belloni 2005). The

hardness - intensity diagram (HID, Belloni et al. 2011),

power color diagram (Heil et al. 2015) and hardness -

rms1 diagram (HRD, Plant et al. 2014) are widely used

in tracing the distinctive states of BHXRBs. Physically,

different states are closely related to changes in the ac-

cretion process, as well as the outflows of the system in

the form of winds and jets. The dynamic nature of the

accretion process makes it possible to study the evolu-

tion of accretion geometry and the driving physics be-

hind it (Neilsen et al. 2012).

Corresponding author: Cosimo Bambi

bambi@fudan.edu.cn

1 Referring to the fractional “root mean squared” (rms) noise.

How the disk-corona system changes structurally in

different states is not clear yet. Spectral analysis is one

of the useful ways to explore this question. In the hard

state, the spectrum is dominated by non-thermal emis-

sion caused by the Comptonization of thermal photons

off hot electrons in the corona, and the reflection of those

Comptonized photons from the disk. In the soft state,

thermal emission from the accretion disk is dominant.

Through the modeling and fitting of different spectral

components, we can analyze the properties and evolu-

tion of the system from the spectral parameters (e.g.,

Wang-Ji et al. 2018; De Marco et al. 2021; Liu et al.

2023; Fan et al. 2024).

Besides spectral features, studying variability on dif-

ferent time scales enables us to investigate the innermost

region of the accretion flow (Ingram & Motta 2019).

Low-frequency (LF) quasi-periodic oscillations (QPOs)

with a centroid frequency in the range of 0.1-30 Hz

are common in BHXRBs. The power density spectrum

(PDS, derived from the Fourier transform of the light

curve) is a useful way to study this behavior. Based on

different features of the PDS, LFQPOs are divided into

types-A, B and C (Casella et al. 2005), which appear in
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different states of the outburst (Sriram et al. 2016; Ma

et al. 2021).

One characteristic QPO-like feature of particular

note appears in the “heartbeat” state, for which

an electrocardiogram-like light curve modulates quasi-

periodically at a much lower frequency around∼ 10 mHz

(Neilsen et al. 2011). The low-frequency high-amplitude

oscillation is distinctive from other QPOs and is also

sometimes referred to as a quasi regular modulation

(QRM, Trudolyubov et al. 2001; Yang et al. 2022).

The heartbeat state has only been seen in a handful

of BHXRBs, including GRS 1915+015 (Neilsen et al.

2011, 2012), IGR J17091–3624 (Wang et al. 2024; Ka-

toch et al. 2021), GRO J1655–40 (Remillard et al. 1999),

and 4U 1630–47 (Trudolyubov et al. 2001; Yang et al.

2022) (on which we focus).

The underlying mechanism behind the heartbeat is

not fully understood. Commonly, the heartbeat mecha-

nism is thought to be associated with a radiation insta-

bility of the inner disk (Lightman & Eardley 1974; Done

et al. 2007; Neilsen et al. 2012), a hypothesis which is

broadly supported by phase-resolved and time-resolved

spectral fitting (Neilsen et al. 2011; Rawat et al. 2022;

Belloni et al. 1997). Moreover, the time scale of the mod-

ulation is found to be commensurate with the viscous

timescale of the inner disk region (Belloni et al. 1997).

Wang et al. (2024) further discussed the possibility of

the heartbeat arising from the vertical disk instability

in systems with a long orbital period (Życki et al. 1999)

and disk tearing due to spin-orbit misalignment (Raj &

Nixon 2021) in the case of IGR J17091–3624.

4U 1630–47 is a recurrent transient which typically

outbursts every few hundred days (Choudhury et al.

2015; Jones et al. 1976). Previous spectral and tim-

ing studies on 4U 1630–47 have shown interesting fea-

tures of this source: It has a high hydrogen column den-

sity along the line of sight, estimated to be of the or-

der NH ≈ 1023 cm−2 with high resolution Chandra data

(Gatuzz et al. 2019). Its dimensionless spin parameter

has been estimated to be higher than 0.9 through both

continuum fitting and reflection modeling (Kushwaha

et al. 2023; King et al. 2014; Pahari et al. 2018). The

inclination angle is measured to be quite high, around

∼ 64◦ through reflection modeling (King et al. 2014).

Prominent absorption features from disk winds are com-

monly seen for 4U 1630–47, e.g., in Pahari et al. (2018);

Trueba et al. (2019); Kushwaha et al. (2023); Ratheesh

et al. (2024). The source is mainly observed in its soft

state. Through spectral and timing analysis of INTE-

GRAL and RXTE data, Capitanio et al. (2015) find that

the hard state is missing in the 2006 and 2008 outbursts.

The heartbeat state of this source was first observed in

1998 with RXTE (Trudolyubov et al. 2001). Yang et al.

(2022) observe a clear transition from a hard-state with

a low-frequency type-C QPO to the (lower-frequency)

heartbeat state in 2021 with Insight-HXMT. Notably,

for the two heartbeat states of 4U 1630–47 observed pre-

viously, the level of luminosity and hardness is similar

(Yang et al. 2022).

In this paper, we focus on the spectral and timing

analysis of NICER observations of 4U 1630–47 over the

past six years. Since 2018, NICER has observed this

source through several outbursts, and at a high moni-

toring cadence (see Fig. 1), which enables detailed as-

sessment of the common patterns in its behavior.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides

a detailed account of the observations and data reduc-

tion process, while Section 3 presents the applied spec-

tral models and the corresponding results. The phase-

resolved fitting of the heartbeat state is presented in Sec-

tion 4 and Section 5 shows the energy-resolved timing

analysis of the heartbeat state. The discussion is pre-

sented in Section 6, and the conclusion is in Section 7.

2. OBSERVATION AND DATA REDUCTION

We analyze 251 NICER observations of the source

from 2018 to 2024. We perform the standard calibra-

tion and screening on the archival NICER data with

nicerl22 in HEASOFT v6.31.1. We use the 3C50 back-

ground model (Remillard et al. 2022). We then use the

nicerl3-spect3 task to generate the source and back-

ground spectra, and the corresponding response files for

each observation. The public software stingray4 v2.1

is used to generate the light curve in the 0.2–12 keV

energy band (Fig. 1), the hardness-intensity diagram

(HID, Fig. 2), and the PDS of the light curves from

the original events files. The count rates of different de-

tectors are normalized to 52-FPM equivalent intensity,

and we adopt this normalization throughout this work.

When computing the PDS, the time resolution of the

light curves is 0.005 s, corresponding to a Nyquist fre-

quency of 100 Hz. To create an averaged PDS from dif-

ferent segments of a light curve, the size of each segment

is chosen to be 256 s, corresponding to a minimum fre-

quency of about 0.003 Hz, which is enough for the study

of heartbeat features at several mHz.

From the light curve, we can see that in the obser-

vations in most years, as a new outburst onsets, the

count rate first rises over a period of a few weeks and

2 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/nicer/analysis threads/nicerl2/
3 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/nicer/analysis threads/nicerl3-
spect/

4 https://docs.stingray.science/en/stable/index.html
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Figure 1. Light curve of the NICER observations of 4U 1630–47 from 2018 to 2024. Observations are colored by calendar
year. The two stars mark the observations where the heartbeat is seen. Triangles mark the observations used to constrain the
elemental abundances with tbfeo in Section 3.
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Figure 2. The HID of the NICER observations of 4U 1630–
47 from 2018 to 2024. The hardness is defined as the ratio
between the count rates in the 5–10 keV band and the 2–
5 keV band. Observations are color-coded as in Fig. 1. Stars
mark the observations where the heartbeat is seen. Purple
crosses mark the spectra with clear disk wind absorption fea-
tures, which are observed in numerous outbursts, including
2018, 2020, 2022, 2023 and 2024. Green diamonds mark
observations with pronounced reflection features, which all
come from in the beginning of the 2021 outburst.

later decreases over a timeframe which can be similar or

much longer. Since the HID of this source does not fol-

low the “Q”-shaped track typical of most BHXRB tran-

sients, and additionally complicated by the very large

column-density in the line of sight, it is challenging to

distinguish different states from the HID in isolation.

Therefore, we additionally explore the timing-variability

features as well as the spectral features, and we show

the hardness-rms (see definition in van der Klis 1995)

diagram (HRD) in Fig. 3. Based on classifications of

states discussed in Plant et al. (2014) for GX 339–4 with

RXTE, Alabarta et al. (2020) for MAXI J1727–203 ob-

served by NICER, Stiele & Kong (2020) for MAXI J1820

observed by NICER and Swift, and more general discus-
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Figure 3. The HRD of the NICER observations of 4U 1630–
47 from 2018 to 2024. The fractional rms is computed as the
unbiased standard deviation of the broadband light curve
divided by the mean. Color and symbol definitions are the
same as in Fig. 2. The blue dashed lines show the boundary
of different states, based on the classification in Plant et al.
(2014).

sions in Belloni (2010); Belloni & Motta (2016), we show

the distinction of different states based on the level of

rms on the HRD. We find most of the observations in

this 6 year-interval are in the SIMS or soft state. How-

ever, in 2021, we detect a clear transition from the HIMS

to SIMS.

Among all the data obtained by NICER, only two ob-

servations (on September 27, 2021 (MJD 59485, ObsID

4130010115) and March 27, 2023 (MJD 60031, ObsID

6130010109) respectively) show strong heartbeat fea-

tures. Their PDS (Fig. 4) show a clear, broad peak

(compared to a LFQPO) at around 5 mHz, correspond-

ing to a modulation period of around 20 s. This modula-

tion pattern can also be clearly identified in the raw light

curves of these two observation (Fig. 5). As is shown in

Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, the heartbeat states of 4U 1630–47

are localized to a precise phase of the outburst, i.e., at a
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Figure 4. The PDS of the two observations when the heart-
beat is observed. Observation ID 4130010115 corresponds to
the observation on September 27, 2021 (MJD 59485), while
Observation ID 6130010109 corresponds to the observation
on March 27, 2023 (MJD 60031). We can see a clear broad
peak at around 0.05 mHz in each, corresponding to a mod-
ulation period of about 20 s.

particular locus in luminosity, hardness and rms-timing

variability and that locus is at the point of HIMS-to-

SIMS transition.

3. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

Spectral fitting is conducted with XSPEC v12.13.0 (Ar-

naud 1996). We use the elemental abundances of Wilms

et al. (2000) and cross-sections of Verner et al. (1996).

The χ2 statistics is used to find the best-fit values and

uncertainties (throughout the paper given at a 90% con-

fidence level) of the parameters. In the fits, we analyze

the spectra in the 2–10 keV energy range. Owing to

the high interstellar absorption, energies below this are

dominated by the response-shelf.

3.1. Simple continuum model
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Figure 5. The 300 s light curve segments of the heartbeat
states corresponding to the PDS in Fig. 4. The upper panel
is the 2021 heartbeat state, and the lower panel shows the
2023 heartbeat state.

We first fit the spectra with a simple model: tbabs ×
diskbb. We employ the diskbb model (Mitsuda et al.

1984) to fit the multi-temperature blackbody component

from the accretion disk, the tbabs model to account for

interstellar absorption (Wilms et al. 2000) with the col-

umn density NH as a free parameter in the fits. We see

NH ≈ 1023 cm−2, consistent with earlier studies (Gatuzz

et al. 2019; Pahari et al. 2018). While a significant frac-

tion of the observations are successfully fitted with this

simple model (i.e., with a reduced χ2/ν ∼ 1),est of the

fits yield unacceptable fits with χ2/ν even reaching 3-4

in some cases. This indicates that most of the spectra

of this source cannot be described well by this simple

model, therefore we need to adapt more complex mod-

els and take other spectral components like the Comp-

tonization component from the corona into considera-

tion.

We then fit the spectra with the model tbfeo ×
thcomp ⊗ diskbb, where thcomp (Zdziarski et al. 2020)



4U 1630–47 5

3 × 1004 × 100 6 × 100

10 1

101

103

105

ke
V

2  
(p

hs
 c

m
2  

s
1  

ke
V

1 ) Obs_ID 1130010145
Obs_ID 3130010101
Obs_ID 3130010127
Obs_ID 4130010101
Obs_ID 4130010116

Obs_ID 4130010126
Obs_ID 5665010101
Obs_ID 6557010301
Obs_ID 6588010126

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Energy (keV)

2
0
2

Figure 6. Fits and their residuals for the selected spec-
tra shown with green triangles in Fig. 1 with fits using the
model tbfeo × thcomp ⊗ diskbb. In these fits, the tbfeo

parameters are linked across the spectra to obtain a robust
constraint leveraging spectra with different spectral shapes.

is a convolutional model used to fit the Comptonization

of thermal photons generated by the inverse Compton

scattering of thermal photons off free electrons in the

corona, and tbfeo is an interstellar absorption model

which allows modification of the oxygen and iron abun-

dances in addition to the hydrogen column density.

To determine the hydrogen column density and ele-

mental abundances in tbfeo, which should be stable

over time, we select nine observations spanning differ-

ent accretion rates and states (three with low count

rate, three intermediate, and three with high count rate.
These are indicated by the green triangles in Fig. 1). We

fit these simultaneously with the column density and el-

emental abundances in tbfeo tied together while the

disk and coronal parameters are left free for each obser-

vation. The joint fit (shown in Fig. 6) gives a reduced

χ2 of 743/937 = 0.8 (perhaps indicating that the sys-

tematic uncertainties adopted for the NICER processing

are overestimated). From this, we obtain a column den-

sity of NH = 16.96+0.58
−0.41 × 1022 cm−2, oxygen and iron

abundances of [O] = 0.21+0.05
−0.06 and [Fe] = 0.69+0.07

−0.05,

respectively. This fit is shown in Fig 6, from which it

can be seen that the model tracks our reference spec-

tra without any obvious outlier observations performing

poorly. In our subsequent analysis, we fix the parame-

ters of tbfeo at the values obtained here. However, we

note that only fitting data above 2 keV limits our ability

to robustly constrain individual elemental abundances.

One can reasonably expect that O abundance fitted acts

as a proxy for the aggregate of low-Z metals.

The reduced χ2 of the fits with the model tbfeo ×
thcomp ⊗ diskbb is shown in Fig. 7. While the reduced

χ2 of some of the fits decreases to around one, indicating

that the new model is much more successful, we identify

numerous outliers for which the fit remains unaccept-

able. The residuals of these fits reveal in several cases,

clear wind absorption features (observations marked by

purple crosses in Fig. 7), whereas others exhibit relativis-

tic disk-reflection features (marked by green diamonds

in Fig. 7). Further details on the quantitative definition

of wind features are given in Appendix A.

The typical spectra with disk wind features and rela-

tivistic reflection features are shown in the top panels of

Fig. 8 and Fig. 9, respectively. For disk wind features,

there are two absorption lines between 6–7 keV (Fe XXV

line at 6.69 keV and Fe XXVI line at 6.97 keV). For

reflection features, a broadened iron Kα emission line

around 6.69 keV is observed. In the following two sub-

sections, we will further discuss how we improve the fits

of these spectra with disk wind absorption and relativis-

tic disk reflection features.

3.2. Disk wind absorption features

We use the multiplicative absorption model zxipcf

(Reeves et al. 2008) to model absorption by an ionized

wind. There are around 70 spectra in total showing

wind absorption features, and they are mostly in the

SIMS and soft state (see Fig. 3). The model we adopted

to fit these spectra is: tbfeo × zxipcf × thcomp ⊗
diskbb, and the fitting results are shown in Fig. 10. The

covering fraction of the wind over the source is high and

touches the upper bound of 1 in most cases (annotated

with red arrows). The column density of the wind is

logNH,wind ≈ 24±1 cm−2, and the ionization parameter

log ξ ≈ 5±1. From year-to-year, no significant evolution

is apparent in the properties of the wind. Our results are

consistent with those obtained using a different model by

Ratheesh et al. (2024), in which they use the absorption

model cloudy (Ferland et al. 2017) and also find that

NH ≈ 1024 cm−2 and ξ ≈ 105.

3.3. Relativistic reflection features

We use the relativistic reflection model relxillCp

(Garćıa et al. 2014) to fit the the reflection features.

From 2018 to 2024, there are only 9 NICER observa-

tions showing a clear reflection component, which are

observed during the HIMS to SIMS state transition at

the beginning of the 2021 outburst. The model used

to fit these spectra is tbfeo × thcomp ⊗ (diskbb +
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Figure 7. The reduced χ2 of the fits with the model tbfeo × thcomp ⊗ diskbb. The purple crosses mark the spectra with
clear disk wind absorption features. The green diamonds mark the spectra with reflection features.
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Figure 8. A typical and representative spectrum with disk
wind features, taken from Observation ID 5130010101 ob-
tained on July 30, 2022 (MJD 59786). The top panel shows
the fits with (blue) and without (red) having included a wind
component. The two magenta dashed vertical lines mark the
6.69 keV Fe XXV line and 6.97 keV Fe XXVI line. The bot-
tom two panels show the residuals from both fits.

relxillCp). To avoid the degeneracy between the in-

ner disk radius and the spin (Buisson et al. 2019), we

fix the spin at the maximum value 0.998 in relxillCp

and study the change of Rin. The inclination angle is

fixed at 64◦ (King et al. 2014). The reflection frac-

tion is set to −1 so that only the reflection component

is produced (noting that the Comptonized emission is

already described by thcomp ⊗ diskbb). The coronal

temperature kTe and photon index Γ in the Comptoniza-

tion component and reflection component are linked to-
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Figure 9. A typical and representative spectrum with
relativistic reflection features, taken from Observation ID
4130010104 obtained on September 16, 2021 (MJD 59475).
The top panel shows the fits with (blue) and without (red)
having included a reflection component. The magenta
dashed vertical line marks Fe XXV at 6.69 keV. The bot-
tom panel shows the fitting after the reflection component
relxillCp is added.

gether. Due to the lack of data higher than 10 keV, the

corona temperature cannot be constrained well from the

fits, so we fix it at a reasonable benchmark of 50 keV.

The emissivity of the reflection component is modeled

with a power law (ϵ ∝ r−q).

The fitting results for these nine spectra are shown

in Fig. 11, from which we can see how the disk and

corona evolve during the state transition from the HIMS

to SIMS. The photon index Γ changes from around 1.7
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(which is the typical value of Γ in the harder states)

to higher than 2 (which is the typical value of Γ in the

softer states). For the thermal component, while the

inner disk temperature does not change much, the nor-

malization factor of diskbb increases. Concerning the

ongoing debate on whether the disk is truncated or not

in the hard state and intermediate states (Fabian et al.

2014), our results here indicate that the inner disk ra-

dius Rin given by the reflection component is stable and

near the innermost stable circular orbital (ISCO) in the

HIMS to SIMS transition.

Meanwhile, in the first 7 observations in the HIMS,

an increasing trend of the reflection emission index q

is observed while the covering fraction of the corona is

decreasing, indicating a possible scenario that the re-

duced spatial extent of the corona makes the reflection

emission more concentrated centrally.

3.4. Fitting results of the thermal component

We summarize the results of fitting the thermal com-

ponent with diskbb for all the observations in Fig. 12.

Generally, the inner disk temperature is anti-correlated

with the diskbb normalization factor. At the end of

the 2020 observations and the 2019 observations, the in-

ner disk temperature decreases to a quite low value at
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1/4
in (Davis et al. 2006).

around 0.2 keV and the normalization factor of diskbb

increases when the source returns from the soft state

to the hard state (see lower right points in the HID

in Fig. 2). The estimates for these lower-temperature

points (Tin ≲ 0.4 keV) have large systematic uncertain-

ties due to the exclusion of low-energy data and the low

total counts in these spectra. When the source becomes

brighter in the soft state, the inner disk temperature

and the diskbb normalization factor change in an in-

verse manner. For most of the time, the inner disk tem-

perature is higher than 1 keV, indicating the dominance

of the soft state of the source, which is also found in

Capitanio et al. (2015) through spectral-timing analysis

of the 2006, 2008 and 2010 outbursts of 4U 1630–47.

It is worth noting that despite the similarity in the

hardness, luminosity and timing properties between the

two heartbeat states, we find they have quite different

spectra and thermal features. We note that for both the

2021 and 2023 outburst, sudden and large-amplitude

changes in the inner disk temperature before, during

and after the heartbeat state are observed (further de-

tails about the spectral and temperature change can be

found in Appendix B). In Section. 6, we explore possible

explanations for this large temperature shift.

4. PHASE-RESOLVED FITTING OF THE

HEARTBEAT STATE

In order to explore the physical changes during the

quasi-periodic heartbeat oscillation, we follow the ap-

proach in Neilsen et al. (2011, 2012) to achieve a phase-

folding to then determine phase bins with corresponding

spectra we can analyze. In this approach, we first pick

out one typical cycle and calculate its cross correlation

against the entire light curve. The maxima of the cross

correlation function indicate starting points of new cy-

cles. Based on Neilsen et al. (2011), we choose the time

with the highest count rate as the start of each period,

corresponding to phase ϕ = 0. We then fold the en-

tire light curve according to the starting points we have

found, and iterate to achieve a new template profile each

time by averaging the heartbeat cycles. This process of

finding the starting points and calculating the averaged

light curve in one period is iterated several times until

we find an almost stable folded light curve.

For each heartbeat observation, we employ a light

curve of 300 s (Fig. 5) to calculate the folded light curve.

The oscillation period of the heartbeat in 2021 is about

18 s, and the period of the heartbeat in 2023 is about

20 s, which allows for more than 10 values for each phase

and yields adequate statistics for phase-resolved fitting.

The folded light curves are shown in Fig. 13. Each

phase bin corresponds to 2 s in an average period, so the

folded light curve for the observation in 2021 has 9 bins,

while the one for 2023 has 10 bins. Based on the folded

light curves, we extract the data in different phases from

different oscillation periods using the extractor5 com-

mand in heasoft and combine all the data from the

same phase together to derive the phase-resolved spec-

tra. Each spectrum has more than 20000 counts on av-

erage. We then perform fits on each phase bin to obtain

the spectral parameter evolution for different phases. In

the following, we will present the phase-resolved fitting

results with different models.

4.1. Non-relativistic thermal model

In this part, we fit the phase-resolved spectra with the

model: tbfeo × thcomp ⊗ diskbb. We calculate the

correlation coefficient between the count rate and spec-

tral parameter using the Pearson correlation coefficient.

The error of the correlation coefficient is calculated at

1σ level. For both the heartbeat in 2021 and 2023, the

count rate shows positive correlation with the inner disk

temperature and negative correlation with the diskbb

normalization factor, indicating that during the heart-

5 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/lheasoft/ftools/headas/extractor.html
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beat oscillations, the higher the flux is, the smaller the

inner disk radius is and the higher the inner disk temper-

ature is. However, the coronal parameters are not ob-

served to be correlated with the count rate at 1σ level in

both heartbeats. How disk spectral parameters change

with phase given by the fits is shown in Fig. 14.

4.2. Relativistic thermal component

In order to see whether the fitting results are affected

by the choice of the thermal component, we next replace

diskbb with kerrd. kerrd describes the optically thick

accretion disk around a Kerr black hole (Ebisawa et al.

2003). Compared with the commonly used relativistic

disk model for a Kerr black hole kerrbb (Li et al. 2005),

the inner disk radius is also a free parameter in kerrd,

thus enabling us to see the evolution of inner disk radius

directly instead of estimating it from a non-relativistic

thermal model or changes in spin. Meanwhile, the mass

accretion rate parameter in kerrd allows us to see dy-

namical changes in the accretion process.

With the model tbfeo × thcomp ⊗ kerrd, the

changes of the coronal parameters are consistent with

the previous ones despite the difference in the choice of

the thermal model. At ≳ 90% confidence, we can see

that the count rate is negatively correlated with the in-

ner disk radius and positively correlated with the mass

accretion rate, as shown in Fig. 15.

5. TIMING ANALYSIS OF THE HEARTBEAT

STATE

5.1. Energy-resolved PDS

We further explore the timing properties of the heart-

beat state, first computing the PDS for photons in differ-

ent energy bands. We fit each with a Lorentzian model,

which is commonly used to fit PDS including those with

QPOs (Bachetti & Huppenkothen 2022). For the PDS

in the heartbeat state, the variability can be modeled

with three Lorentzian functions. We set a zero-centered

Lorentzian for the broad band noise, one peaked at the

heartbeat characteristic frequency, and a third to fit the

noise at higher frequencies.

The energy-resolved PDS and the corresponding

energy-dependent fractional rms (here computed from

the square root of the Lorentzian normalization) of the

heartbeats are shown in Fig. 16. The fractional rms

corresponds to the amplitude of the heartbeat oscilla-

tion, and is found to be positively correlated with en-

ergy, while there is no clear correlation observed for the

other two Lorentzian parameters.

5.2. Energy-resolved time lag and coherence

Analysis of the lags between the photons of differ-

ent energies is a powerful tool to study the origin of

variability in data (Wang et al. 2021; Bollemeijer et al.

2024; Ma et al. 2021), including heartbeats (Yang et al.

2022). In addition, coherence measures the degree of

linear correlation between two time series (Bachetti &

Huppenkothen 2022), enabling us to assess the strength

of the correlation between the oscillations of light curves

of different energy bands. Here we choose the reference

energy band to be 2–3 keV. We use stingray to calcu-

late the frequency dependence of the lag and coherence

of the chosen energy bands (3–4 keV, 4–7 keV, 7–12 keV)

versus the reference energy band in the heartbeat states

in 2021 and 2023, and the results are shown in Fig. 17.

From the coherence, we can see that the light curves

of different energy bands are relatively highly linearly

correlated (coherence ≳ 0.8) near the characteristic fre-

quency of the heartbeats annotated by the yellow region.

A significant hard lag of ∼ 1 s between 4− 12 keV pho-

tons and 2–3 keV photons is clearly observed near the

heartbeat frequency.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1. The change of the inner disk radius in different

states

If we naively derive the inner disk radius from

the diskbb normalization factor using the formula

normdiskbb = (Rin/D10)
2 cos i, it should be concluded

from Fig. 12 that Rin becomes smaller when the system

becomes softer in the soft state.

While at lower temperatures the disk emission can

generally be well described by a multi-temperature disk

blackbody spectrum, non-thermal effects such as the

Compton scattering in the disk atmosphere may produce

deviations from the multi-temperature disk blackbody

spectrum, especially when the inner disk temperature is

high. This is normally taken into account by introducing

a color correction factor fcol (also called spectral hard-

ening factor) (Shimura & Takahara 1995; Kubota et al.

1998). Moreover, it has been found in previous stud-

ies that the color correction factor has strong depen-

dence on the disk temperature (Kubota & Makishima

2004; Davis et al. 2006), which can be approximately

described by fcol ∝ T
1/4
in . Based on this scaling rela-

tion and the equation normdiskbb = (Rin/f
2
colD10)

2 cos i

(Kubota et al. 1998), we overlay the constant Rin con-

tour in Fig. 12, showing that Rin is essentially constant

when the system is in the soft state. Similar results have

also been found in Swift J1727–1613 (König et al. 2025,

in preparation). We note a long-history of evidence from

the thermal disk emission for soft states exhibiting a sta-

ble accretion-disk inner radius (e.g., detailed analysis of

several decades of observations of LMC X–3; see Steiner

et al. (2010), and references therein).
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Figure 13. The phase-folded light curves for the 2021 heartbeat state (left) and 2023 heartbeat state (right). Gray points show
the phase-mapped individual oscillations. The blue line shows the averaged folded light curve.

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

T i
n 

(k
eV

)

2021 heartbeat

Correlation: 0.47 ± 0.25

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Phase

2 × 102

3 × 102

4 × 102

di
sk

bb
 n

or
m

Correlation: -0.47 ± 0.25

1.0

1.5

T i
n 

(k
eV

)

2023 heartbeat

Correlation: 0.48 ± 0.22

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Phase

103

di
sk

bb
 n

or
m

Correlation: -0.64 ± 0.15
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a reference. The inner disk temperature (Tin) is shown in the upper panels, and the disk normalization factor is shown in the
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6.2. Heartbeat mechanism

Inner disk radiation instability is a popular candi-

date mechanism for producing the heartbeat oscillation

(Lightman & Eardley 1974; Done et al. 2007; Neilsen

et al. 2012). In that scenario, the dominance of the ra-

diation pressure in the inner disk region and the lack

of balancing mechanism gives rise to a thermal-viscous

instability cycle resulting in the heartbeat oscillations in

the light curve (Done et al. 2007; Neilsen et al. 2011).

To gain a better understanding of different physics

processes behind this cycle behavior, it is useful to re-

fer to the “S-curve” showing the relationship between

the mass and temperature at a certain disk radius (e.g.,

see Fig. 7 in Done et al. 2007). The curve has three

branches: a lower viscous slow rise (where the heating

is balanced by radiative cooling and the temperature

increases slowly with mass), an upper slow viscous fall

(where the heating is balanced by advective cooling and

the temperature decreases slowly with mass) and the

middle thermal viscous cycle (where the accretion pro-

cess switches quickly between the two stable branches)

(Wang et al. 2024). This cycled oscillation causes a den-

sity wave to propogate along the disk and results in the

fast changes in the mass accretion rate, inner disk ra-

dius, and temperature. The fast variability of disk pa-

rameters in our phase-resolved fitting results (Sect. 4)

is consistent with the scenario given by the radiation

pressure instability theory. Previous phase-resolved and



4U 1630–47 11

3

4

5

6

R i
n 

(a
rb

itr
ar

y 
un

it)

2021 heartbeat

Correlation: -0.50 ± 0.24

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Phase

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

M
 (1

018
g/

s)

Correlation: 0.23 ± 0.32

4

6

8

10

R i
n 

(a
rb

itr
ar

y 
un

it)

2023 heartbeat

Correlation: -0.63 ± 0.16

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Phase

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

M
 (1

018
g/

s)

Correlation: 0.47 ± 0.22
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is shown in the upper panel and the mass accretion rate is shown in the lower panel. Rin is in arbitrary unit due to a lack of
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time-resolved spectral fitting of other sources reached

a similar conclusion (Belloni et al. 1997; Neilsen et al.

2011; Rawat et al. 2022).

Besides the phase-resolved fitting of the heartbeat

spectra, the energy dependence of the PDS properties

and the lags between the photons of different energy

bands can also be informative in revealing the origin

of the heartbeat. We observe a significant hard lag

near the heartbeat characteristic frequency of about one

second (similar hard lag at ∼ mHz has also been ob-

served in other sources, e.g., GX 339–4 (Uttley et al.

2011) and MAXI J1820+070 (Uttley & Malzac 2023)).

This timescale is several orders of magnitude longer than

those expected for reverberation. Instead, a possible ex-

planation for such a large lag is the viscous propagation

of mass accretion fluctuations in the disk (Uttley et al.

2011; Lyubarskii 1997).

Moreover, a positive correlation between fractional

rms of the heartbeat variability and energy is observed.

This trend is also observed by Yang et al. (2022) to reach

an energy of 100 keV. The authors conclude that these

Insight-HXMT data constrain the origin of the heart-

beat to the corona region. However, our phase-resolved

fitting results do not show strong correlation between

the count rate and the coronal parameters, which is also

the case in the time-resolved fitting of the heartbeat

state of GRS 1915+105 in Rawat et al. (2022). Instead,

we suggest that disk photons have a temperature modu-

lation, seeding variability which is magnified by the coro-

nal Compton scattering. This could plausibly account

for the positive correlation between the fractional rms

and energy. A similar scenario has also been proposed

in Uttley & Malzac (2024) and supported by analytical

calculations.

From the phase-resolved fitting results combined with

the radiation pressure instability scenario, we can phe-

nomenologically explain the changes of the inner disk

temperature before, during, and after the heartbeat. Be-

fore the thermal viscous cycle of the heartbeat begins,

the disk accretion process should be on one of the stable

branches and the temperature at each radius is locally

stable; at the heartbeat cycles onset, the temperature

is seen to oscillate over the heartbeat pattern. Because

of this, the aggregate spectrum of the heartbeat state
blends a range of different thermal components (i.e., a

range of disk temperatures). This results in a marked

change in the temperature obtained for fitting the time-

averaged observation compared to the adjacent data.

This is apparent from both the 2021 and 2023 heart-

beats states (see Appendix B).

6.3. The production of wind

A number of BHXRBs have been found to show

absorption lines in their spectra which are associated

with wind features. Examples include GRS 1915+015

(Zoghbi et al. 2016; Miller et al. 2016; Liu et al. 2022),

IGR J17091—3624 (Wang et al. 2024), MAXI J1803–

298 (Zhang et al. 2024), as well as the subject of this

paper, 4U 1630–47 (Pahari et al. 2018; Trueba et al.

2019).



12 Fan et al.

10 2 10 1 100 101

Frequency (Hz)

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

po
w

er
 *

 fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
(rm

s/
m

ea
n)

2

2021 heartbeat

2-3 keV
3-4 keV
4-7 keV
7-12 keV

10 2 10 1 100 101

Frequency (Hz)

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

po
w

er
 *

 fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
(rm

s/
m

ea
n)

2

2023 heartbeat

2-3 keV
3-4 keV
4-7 keV
7-12 keV

2 3 4 6 8 10 12
energy (keV)

3

4

5

6

7

8

fr
ac

tio
na

l r
m

s 
(%

)

2 3 4 6 8 10 12
energy (keV)

2.5

5.0

7.5

10.0

12.5

15.0

17.5

fr
ac

tio
na

l r
m

s 
(%

)

Figure 16. The energy dependence of the PDS properties of the heartbeat states in 2021 (left) and 2023 (right). Top panel:
the energy-resolved PDS for 2–3 keV, 3–4 keV,4–7 keV and 7–12 keV. Lower panel: the energy dependence of the fractional
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There are mainly three candidates to explain the driv-

ing mechanism for the wind: the radiation-, thermal-,

or magnetic-driving (see Sect. 10 in Done et al. 2007,

and references therein, for a general review). In the

radiation-driven model, as the luminosity approaches

the Eddington-limit, the radiation pressure reduces the

effective gravity (by a factor of about 1−L/LEdd, where

LEdd is the Eddington luminosity of the source), thus

launching the outflow. In the thermal-driven model

(Begelman et al. 1983), the central illumination heats

the disk to a high temperature, and the heating ex-

pands to larger radius due to the pressure gradient. At

large enough radii where the thermal energy exceeds the

binding energy, a wind will be produced from the outer

disk. For the magnetically-driven model (Balbus 2005a),

while magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) simulations shows

clear presence of the wind (Balbus 2005b), a quanti-

tative study of the relationship between the wind and

magnetic field is uncertain, e.g., owing to the unknown

magnetic-field topology.

Our spectral analysis shows that the wind absorption

features appear in certain spectral states: the SIMS

and soft state (see the HID and HRD in Fig. 2 and

Fig. 3). In addition, Fig. 12 shows that the temperature

of the observations with wind features is concentrated

near a quite high value of about 1.5 keV, indicating the

close connection between the production of wind and

the strength and temperature of the thermal compo-

nent. The luminosity of the source when wind features

appear is well-below the peak brightness and is therefore

unlikely to be super-Eddington (also found in Trueba

et al. 2019; Pahari et al. 2018). This indicates that the

radiation pressure may not be high enough to drive the

wind. In addition to the thermal-driving scenario, the

magnetic-driving mechanism may also play an impor-

tant role in the appearance of winds in 4U 1630–47, as

is discussed in detail in Miller et al. (2015); Trueba et al.

(2019).

In our study, no strong correlation between the ap-

pearance of the wind and the heartbeat is observed. For

example, in the 2018 and 2022 outbursts, the wind is
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Figure 17. The energy dependence of lag (upper panels) and coherence (lower panels) of the heartbeat states in 2021 (left)
and 2023 (right). The reference energy band is 2–3 keV, and the comparison bands are 3–4 keV, 4–7 keV, and 7–12 keV. The
yellow region highlights the frequency range of the heartbeat oscillations (from the PDS fits). Near the characteristic frequency
of the heartbeats annotated by the yellow region, a significant hard lag of ∼ 1 s between 4–12 keV photons and 2–3 keV photons
is clearly observed.

observed but not the heartbeat, and conversely for the

2021 outburst. In Hori et al. (2018); Dı́az Trigo et al.

(2014), the ionization degree of the wind of this source is

observed to be positively correlated with the luminosity,

and spectral wind absorption features disappear when

the luminosity is extremely high and the wind is over-

ionized. In our case, the heartbeat luminosity is lower

than the luminosity of wind observations, therefore over-

ionization may not be a plausible explanation for the

absence of wind features during the heartbeats. How-

ever, in other BHXRB systems, notably GRS 1915+015

(Zoghbi et al. 2016) and IGR J17091–3624 (Wang et al.

2024), the heartbeat state is observed simultaneously

with the wind, making possible a link between the insta-

bility giving rise to the heartbeat and wind production,

at least for those systems.

7. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we present spectral and timing analysis

of the NICER observations of the source 4U 1630–47

from 2018 to 2024. Our main results include:

1. We fit all the spectra with the disk-corona model

tbfeo × thcomp ⊗ diskbb and find some spec-

tra showing broadened iron line reflection features

in the HIMS and SIMS, and some showing disk

wind absorption features in the SIMS and soft

state. We fit the reflection spectra with relxillCp

and find a stable and untruncated disk in the in-

termediate states; For the disk wind absorption

features, we fit them with zxipcf and find a sta-

ble, highly ionized wind with high column density

across different outbursts.
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2. Through the analysis of the light curves and power

density spectra, we find two observations in 2021

and 2023 with heartbeat features. The light curves

of these observations oscillate quasi-periodically at

a frequency around 0.05Hz and have a heartbeat-

like profile. Through phase-resolved fitting of the

spectra, we find the flux to be correlated with disk

parameters: the inner disk temperature, inner disk

radius and mass accretion rate, while no strong

correlation with coronal parameters is found. This

fast disk oscillation supports the inner disk radia-

tion pressure instability as the driving mechanism

of the heartbeats. Moreover, a significant hard lag

on the time scale of a second is observed near the

characteristic frequency of the heartbeat, which

can be explained by the viscous propagation of

mass accretion fluctuations in the disk. Combining

the phase-resolved spectral analysis and lag analy-

sis, the scenario where the disk-originated oscilla-

tion is then magnified by the corona scattering is

a possible explanation for the positive relationship

between the fractional rms and energy.

3. The observations with disk wind features are found

to have a high disk temperature, while their lu-

minosities are well below the peak brightness (so

unlikely to be super-Eddington). Accordingly, the

wind is more likely to be thermally driven or mag-

netically driven instead of radiatively driven.
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APPENDIX

A. QUANTITATIVE DEFINITION OF WINDS

Besides judging from the shape of the fitting residuals, we identify spectra with wind absorption features quantita-

tively. We add two Gaussian functions to the continuum model tbfeo × thcomp ⊗ diskbb, with their centers fixed

at the energies of the Fe XXV and Fe XXVI lines respectively. We calculate the equivalent width of the two absorption

lines and show the upper bound of equivalent width (at a 90% confidence level) in Fig. 18. If the upper limit of the

equivalent width for either of the absorption lines in a spectrum falls below zero, we identify it as exhibiting wind

absorption. This quantitative criterion is consistent with our qualitative assessment.

B. HEARTBEAT SPECTRA

In Fig. 19, we present the spectra of the heartbeat state, along with spectra from observations taken before and after

this state. The heartbeat spectra differ significantly from those of the nearby observations, with notable changes in

the inner disk temperature (Tin). In 2021, Tin shifts from ∼ 0.75 keV before the heartbeat, to ∼ 1.35 keV during the

heartbeat, and then to ∼ 1.75 keV afterward. In 2023, Tin changes from ∼ 1.2 keV before the heartbeat, to ∼ 0.8 keV

during it, and then to ∼ 1.6 keV afterward.
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Figure 18. The upper bound of the equivalent width of the the Fe XXV (upper panel) and Fe XXVI (lower panel) absorption
line. The purple crosses show the spectra we identify with wind features from a below zero upper bound of either of the two
lines.
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Wang, J., Kara, E., Garćıa, J. A., et al. 2024, ApJ, 963, 14,

doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ad1595
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