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Abstract

To understand the evolution of global accretion disk structure in the “rebrightening” phase
of MAXI J1820+4-070, we perform a comprehensive analysis of its near infrared/optical/UV
to X-ray spectral energy distribution (SED) utilizing data obtained by OISTER, Las Cumbres
Observatory (LCO), Swift, NICER, and NuSTAR in 2019. Optical spectra observed with Seimei
telescope in 2019 and 2020 are also analyzed. On the basis of the optical and X-ray light
curves and their flux ratios, we divide the whole phase into 3 periods, Periods | (flux rise), Il
(decay), and Ill (dim). In the first 2 periods, the source stayed in the low/hard state (LHS),
where the X-ray (0.3—-30 keV) and optical/lUV SED can be both fitted with power-law models.
We interpret that the X-ray emission arises from hot corona via Comptonization, whereas the
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optical/UV flux is dominated by synchrotron radiation from the jets, with a partial contribution
from the irradiated disk. The optical/UV power-law component smoothly connects to a simulta-
neous radio flux, supporting its jet origin. Balmer line profiles in the optical spectra indicate that
the inner radius of an irradiated disk slightly decreased from ~ 2 x 10°r, (Period I) to ~ 1 x 10°r,
(Period Il), where r, is the gravitational radius, implying a change of the hot corona geometry.
In Period 1ll, the SED can be reproduced by an advection-dominated accretion flow and jet
emission. However, the double-peaked Ha emission line indicates that a cool disk remained at

large radii.

Key words: X-rays: individual (MAXI J18204+-070) — X-rays: binaries — accretion, accretion disks —

black hole physics

1 Introduction

Many Galactic black hole X-ray binaries (BHXB) have a
transient nature. They suddenly exhibit outbursts and
increase their X-ray luminosity by several orders of mag-
nitude (e.g., Tanaka & Shibazaki 1996; Tetarenko et al.
2016).

or more rebrightenings (or “mini-outburts”) whose peak

These large outbursts are often followed by one

fluxes are usually lower than the main outbursts (Mufioz-
Darias et al. 2017; Cidneo et al. 2020; Zhang et al. 2019;
Saikia et al. 2023). The X-rays from BHXBs are produced
by the release of the gravitational energy of the accreted
gas, and the luminosity is considered to reflect the mass
accretion rate. Therefore, monitoring BHXBs during their
outburst/rebrightening periods gives us insight on how the
black hole accretion disk evolves with the mass accretion

rate.

Intensive observations, mainly in the X-ray band, have
been revealing the accretion disk structure at high lumi-
nosities. After the outburst rise, BHXBs show the state
transition from the low/hard state (LHS) to the high/soft
state (HSS), where a hard, power-law shaped X-ray spec-
trum changes to a thermal spectrum dominating the soft
X-ray band. This transition is generally explained by the
change in the inner disk structure (see e.g., Done et al.
2007). In the LHS, the standard disk (Shakura & Sunyaev
1973), which is an optically thick and geometrically thin
accretion disk, is replaced by a hot, radiatively inefficient
inner flow (RIAF) in the vicinity of the black hole (e.g.,
Makishima et al. 2008), while in the HSS, the standard
disk extends down to the innermost stable circular orbit
(e.g., Ebisawa et al. 1993). However, studies at low lumi-
nosities, especially below an X-ray luminosity of Lx ~ 103
erg s~ !, is limited so far. Although in theory, the outburst
evolution of the disk is generally explained by the disk in-
stability model (Mineshige & Wheeler 1989; Lasota 2001),
observational studies are limited to answer questions such

as when the disk instability occurs at the outer disk region

and how the standard disk extends inwards, replacing the
RIAF, with increasing mass accretion rate.
Multi-wavelength observations are key to understand
the whole picture of the accretion disk structure and its
evolution, because the disks in BHXBs emit photons not
only in X-rays but also different wavelengths. They mainly
emit X-ray photons in the vicinity of the black hole, while
the outer regions of the disks predominantly produce ul-
traviolet (UV), optical, and near-infrared (IR) emission.
Previous studies based on multi-wavelength spectral en-
ergy distribution (SED) suggest that the outer disk regions
are heated by significant X-ray irradiation, resulting in en-
hancement of optical and near-IR fluxes (Gierliniski et al.
2008; Gierliniski et al. 2009). Strong X-ray irradiation can
develop a hot, ionized atmosphere above the disk (e.g.,
Jimenez-Garate et al. 2002) and produce emission lines in
the UV, optical, and near-IR bands.
show a double-peaked profile, due to the Keplerian mo-

The lines usually

tion of the gas in the line emitting region (Horne & Marsh
1986). It can also drive powerful disk winds (Begelman
et al. 1983). Indeed, previous X-ray, optical, and near-
IR spectroscopy of BHXBs detected blueshifted absorp-
tion lines (or P Cygni profiles), suggestive of the presence
of disk winds (e.g., Ueda et al. 1998; Mufloz-Darias et al.
2016; Sanchez-Sierras & Mufioz-Darias 2020). These re-
sults demonstrate that multi-wavelength studies are essen-
tial for full understanding of black hole accretion and out-
flows.

MAXI J1820 is a Galactic BHXB discovered with
Monitor of All-sky X-ray Image (MAXI; Matsuoka et al.
2009) in 2018 (Kawamuro et al. 2018; Shidatsu et al. 2018;
Tucker et al. 2018). After the main outburst in 2018 with
state transitions between the HSS and LHS (e.g., Shidatsu
et al. 2019), it showed several rebrightening events, dur-
ing which no state transitions to the HSS were reported.
These outburst and rebrightening events were intensively
observed at various wavelengths and using various meth-

ods, including multi-wavelength SED modeling (Rodi et al.
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2021, OZbey Arabaci et al. 2022; Echiburi-Trujillo et al.
2023) and spectroscopy of optical emission and absorp-
tion lines (Mufoz-Darias et al. 2019; Sdnchez-Sierras &
Munoz-Darias 2020; Sai et al. 2021; Koljonen et al. 2023;
Tetarenko et al. 2023). In Yoshitake et al. (2022), we used
a near-IR to X-ray SED and optical spectrum taken at an

~1in the first rebrightening

X-ray luminosity of ~10% erg s
in 2019, and found that the emission from the advection-
dominant accretion flow (ADAF) is dominant over the en-
tire bands at this epoch.

In this article, we compile the multi-wavelength SEDs of
MAXI J1820 obtained at different luminosities in the 2019
and 2020 rebrightenings, and investigate the evolution of
the disk structure at low mass accretion rates, with an
X-ray luminosity range of ~ 6 x 10°? erg s™' < Lx <6 x
10% erg s™' (which corresponds to an Eddington ratio of
~ 1076 < LX/LEdd 5 1073).
spectra obtained during these rebrightenings, to identify

In addition, we use optical

emission and absorption lines and study the line profiles
and their variation with X-ray luminosity. In this work,
we assume a distance of D =3 kpc (Gandhi et al. 2019), a
black hole mass of M = 7-8 My, and an inclination angle
of 1 =69°-77° (Torres et al. 2019a) for MAXI J1820.

2 Observations and Data Reduction
We collected multi-wavelength data of MAXI J1820 ob-

tained with various observatories in the first rebrighten-
ing period in 2019. We used X-ray data taken by the
Swift/XRT, NuSTAR and NICER, UV data from the
Swift/UVOT, and optical and near-IR photometric data
from telescopes of Las Cumbres Observatory (LCO) and
those in the Optical and Infrared Synergetic Telescopes for
Education and Research (OISTER) collaboration. We also
performed optical spectroscopic observations occasionally
with Seimei telescope in the 2019 and 2020 rebrightenings.
Table 1 and Table 2 give a log of the X-ray and UV obser-
vations and that of the optical and near-IR observations,
respectively. Note that there are more LCO, Swift, and
NICER observations than those listed in the tables, but
we omitted the ones without sufficient simultaneous multi-

wavelength coverage (see Section 3.2 for more detail).

2.1 Swift

The time-averaged Swift/XRT spectrum in the individual
OBSID were obtained via the XRT on-demand web inter-
face'. The XRT data that we used were obtained either of
the two CCD readout mode: the Photon Counting (PC)

mode, which provides 2 dimensional spatial information, or

L https://www.swift.ac.uk/user_objects/

the Windowed Timing (WT) mode, which retains only 1-
dimensional information (Burrows et al. 2005). To improve
the statistics, we combined the data taken in the 2019 May
10-13 observations (OBSIDs=00010627169, 00010627171,
00010627172, and 00010627173), which correspond to the
end of the rebrightening.

The Swift/UVOT data were reduced with HEAsoft
version 6.31.1 and the latest Swift/UVOT Calibration
Database (CALDB) as of 2021 November. We adopted
the cleaned sky-coordinate images of the individual filters:
UVWI1, UVW2, UVM2, U, and V bands, and performed
aperture photometry using the UVOT tool uvot2pha in-
cluded in HEAsoft. Here, we defined the source and back-
ground regions as circles with a 10” radius centered at the

source position and in a blank-sky area, respectively.

2.2 NuSTAR
The NuSTAR data were downloaded from the HEASARC

archive® and reduced with nupipeline version 0.4.9 in the
NuSTAR Data Analysis Software (nustardas), utilizing
the calibration database (CALDB) version 20191219. The
source and background extraction regions were defined as
circular regions with a radius of 100” centered on the tar-
get position and in a nearby source-free region on the same
chip as that of the source, respectively. The spectra of the
individual focal plane modules (FPMA and FPMB) were
produced through nuproducts with standard settings for a
point source described in the NuSTAR quickstart guide®.
We combined the spectra from the FPMA and FPMB with

addascaspec.

2.3 NICER
The NICER data were downloaded from the HEASARC

archive. We performed pipeline processing using nicerl2
included in HEAsoft, referring to the NICER CALDB ver-
sion 20190516. The background spectrum was build with
the background estimator tool nibackgen3C50 and the re-
sponse matrix file and the ancillary response file were cre-
ated with the nicerrmf and nicerarf, respectively, all of
which are included in HEAsoft.

2.4 OISTER

Optical and near-IR multi-band photometric data were
obtained by the OISTER collaboration, which is formed
with many small-to-medium size telescopes operated

2 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/archive.html
3https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/nustar/analysis/nustar_

quickstart_guide.pdf
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Table 1. X-Ray and UV (Swift/UVOT) observation log

Observatory/Instrument (Filters)) Date Exposure (ks) Observation ID

Swift/XRT 2019 Mar 16 1 10627140

Swift/UVOT (UVM2) 2019 Mar 16 1 10627140

Swift/XRT 2019 Mar 17 2 10627141

Swift/UVOT (U, V, UVM2, UVW1, UVW2) 2019 Mar 17 0.1 each 10627141

Swift/XRT 2019 Mar 24 2 10627148

Swift/UVOT (U, V, UVW1) 2019 Mar 24 0.1 each 10627148

Swift/UVOT (UVM2, UVW2) 2019 Mar 24 0.3 each 10627148

Swift/XRT 2019 Mar 29 0.6 10627150

Swift/XRT 2019 Apr 10 0.7 10627158

NICER/XTI 2019 Apr 30 2.6 2200120329

NuSTAR/FPMA, FPMB 2019 May 1 42 (FPMA), 41(FPMB) 90501320002

Swift/XRT 2019 May 10-13 4 10627169/171/172/173

Swift/UVOT (U, UVM2, UVW1, UVW2) 2019 May 11 0.1 each 10627171
Table 2. Optical and near-IR observation log

Observatory /Instrument (Filters)) Date Exposure (ks) Observation ID

OISTER (g) 2019 Mar 16

LCO, ogg! (iVR) 2019 Mar 16 0.2 each 65, 66, 67

OISTER (g) 2019 Mar 17

LCO, cptf (gr) 2019 Mar 29 0.2 each 171, 173

LCO, cpt (y) 2019 Mar 29 0.3 172

LCO, elpf (ri) 2019 Apr 9 0.06 each 183,186

LCO, elp (y) 2019 Apr 9 0.1 185

LCO, cpt (gri) 2019 May 1 0.06 each 214,215,217

OISTER (JHK) 2019 May 1

OISTER (grizJHK) 2019 May 10

Seimei/KOOLS-IFU 2019 May 11 0.6 (x15 frames)

Seimei/KOOLS-IFU 2020 Feb 23 0.3 (x16 frames)

Seimei/KOOLS-IFU 2020 Mar 18 0.3 (x 16 frames)

T The site codes ogg, cpt, and elp indicate Haleakala Observatory, South African Astronomical Observatory, and

McDonald Observatory.

by Japanese universities and observatories, including
Multicolor Imaging Telescopes for Survey and Monstrous
Explosions (MITSuME) at the Akeno Observatory (Kotani
et al. 2005; Yatsu et al. 2007; Shimokawabe et al. 2008) and
at the Okayama Observatory (Yanagisawa et al. 2010), 55
cm SaCRA telescope at Saitama University (Oasa et al.
2020), and the 2.0 m Nayuta telescope at the Nishi-Harima
Astronomical Observatory (Ishiguro et al. 2011; Takahashi

et al. 2013).

Using IRAF (Craine 1994; Barden 1995), we conducted
standard data reduction procedures including bias and
dark subtraction, flat fielding, bad pixel masking, and pho-
tometry. The magnitude calibration was performed with
nearby reference stars, whose magnitudes were taken from
Pan-STARRSI Surveys (Chambers et al. 2016) for the op-
tical data, and the Two MicronAll Sky Survey Point Source
Catalog (Cutri et al. 2003) for the near-IR data. Their typ-
ical errors were estimated to be ~10% of the resultant flux

density.

2.5 LCO
We used archival LCO data of MAXI J1820 in the first

rebrighening period. From the science data archive?,
we downloaded the data processed through the BANZAI
pipeline®, which performs the standard data reduction
of imaging data and aperture photometry using the
SExtractor algorithm (Bertin & Arnouts 1996). The data
files contain flux values measured using circular apertures
with several different fixed radii and those using an adap-
tively scaled elliptical aperture whose size is determined
with the “Kron” radius (Kron 1980). To account for pos-
sible ellipticity of the point spread function (PSF) and de-
pendency of PSF size and shape on the source flux and po-
sition on the image, we adopted the values from the adap-
tive elliptical aperture photometry and performed magni-
tude calibration using nearby stars, referring to the Pan-
STARRSI1 Surveys (Chambers et al. 2016) for the g, r, i,

4 https://archive.lco.global/
5 https://Ico.global/documentation/data/BANZAlpipeline/
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Fig. 1. (a) Optical (g’-band) light curve of MAXI J1820 from the OISTER col-
laboration (Higuchi et al. in preparation). MJD 58200 corresponds to 2018
March 23. (b) The g’-band light curves in the three rebrightening phases, in
which the values on the horizontal axis are adjusted with the flux peaks (MJD
58567, 58721, and 58909 for the first, second, and third rebrightenings, re-
spectively). The flux densities in the second and third rebrightenings are
multiplied by 102 and 10%, respectively, for plotting purposes. The Seimei
observations are indicated in each panel.

and y bands and the second-generation Guide Star Catalog
GSC 2.3 (Lasker et al. 2008) for the V and R bands.

2.6 Seimei

We performed optical spectroscopy using the 3.8-m Seimei
telescope of Kyoto University at the Okayama Observatory
(Craine 2010) once in the first rebrightening in 2019
(Yoshitake et al. 2022) and also at two nights in the
2020 rebrightening.
the Kyoto Okayama Optical Low-dispersion Spectrograph
with an integral field unit (KOOLS-IFU; (Yoshida 2005;
Matsubayashi et al. 2019)), with the VPH-blue grism,
whose wavelength coverage is 4000-8900 A and the wave-
length resolution is R = A\/AX ~ 500.

In all these observations, we used

The data reduction was conducted with IRAF and the

pipeline tools specifically developed for the KOOLS-IFU®
downloaded 2023 July, which performs standard reduc-
tion processes including overscan and bias subtraction, flat
fielding, wavelength calibration, spectral extraction, sky
subtraction, and flux calibration. The Hg, Ne and Xe lamp
data were used for the wavelength calibration. In the sky
subtraction, we estimated the brightness of the sky from
the same object frames using the data of fibers placed on
a blank-sky area. The spectra obtained at the same night
are averaged into one spectrum.
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Fig. 2. (a) The g’-band light curve (blue circles) from the OISTER collabora-
tion (Higuchi et al. in preparation) and X-ray light curve from the Swift/XRT
(red triangles) in the first rebrightening. The X-ray fluxes (in 0.4-10 keV)
were estimated from the count rates assuming a power-law shaped spec-
trum with a photon index of 1.6. The optical fluxes were obtained by multi-
plying the flux densities in Fig 1 by the g’-band frequency (6.2 x 10'* Hz).
(b) The optical versus flux ratio obtained from the data in the panel (a). The
horizontal arrows indicate the periods defined based on the behavior of the
evolution of the fluxes and the ratio (Periods I-lIl; see text). The alphabets a—
g with broken arrows show the epochs at which the multi-wavelength SEDs
in Figure 4 are obtained.

3 Analysis and Results
3.1 Long-term Light Curves

In Figure 1 we show long-term optical g’-band light curve
for about 2 years after the discovery. After the main out-
burst in 2018, the source showed three rebrightenings. The
X-ray data and the UV, optical, and near-IR photometric
data were taken in the first (2019) rebrightening, while the

S http://www.kusastro.kyoto-u.ac.jp/~iwamuro/KOOLS/index.html
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Seimei observations were carried out in the same period
and the third (2020) rebrightening. Note that the three
rebrightening events have similar light curve profiles, as
shown in Figure 1(b).

Figure 2 shows the enlarged view of the first rebrighten-
ing period, where X-ray light curve from the Swift/XRT is
added. As seen in the top panel, the amplitude of the opti-
cal flux rise is larger than that of the X-ray flux. The bot-
tom panel plots the evolution of the optical to X-ray flux
ratio, which decreased rapidly during the rising phase, and
then increased at a slower rate in the decaying phase. After
a discontinuous jump, the flux ratio finally became almost
constant in the last period of the rebrightening (where the
optical flux declined somewhat more rapidly than before)
and then back to the level before the rebrightening. We
define these three periods with different behaviors in the
optical versus X-ray ratio as Period I (before MJD 58565),
Period IT (MJD 58565-58611), and Period III (after MJD
58611), which correspond approximately to the flux rise,

decay, and dim periods, respectively.

3.2 Multi-wavelength SED

Using the X-ray spectra and the UV to near-IR photo-
metric data listed in Table 1 and 2, we created multi-
wavelength SEDs on 2019 March 16, 17, 24, 29, Apr 9-10,
Apr 30-May 1, and May 10-13 (hereafter we call Epoch
a—g, in time order). We adopted the epochs that have
X-ray data and at least 3 near-IR/optical/UV band data.
Epochs (a) and (b) are included in Period I and the remain-
ing epochs are in Period II, except for Epoch (g), which
is in Period III. Analysis of the SEDs was conducted with
XSPEC version 12.13.0c, and the UV to near-IR data were
converted to the XSPEC format using ftf1x2xsp.

We first focused on the Epoch (c) data, which were
obtained around the flux peak and have the best statistics
and broadband coverage. As a first step, we considered the
X-ray spectrum alone and fitted it with a simple absorbed
power-law model. We adopted TBabs for the absorption
model, assuming the abundance table given by Wilms et al.
(2000). As shown in Figure 3(a), this model was found to
give an acceptable fit with a recuded chi-squared of 316
for 255 degrees of freedom. The best-fit photon index was
I' =1.53+0.03, which is consistent with that in a typical
LHS. We obtained the best-fit absorption column density
Ni of (1.340.1) x 10** cm™2, which is consistent with
previously reported values using the Swift/XRT or NICER
spectra at brighter states in the main outburst (e.g., Uttley
et al. 2018; Shidatsu et al. 2018; Rodi et al. 2021) and re-
brightenings (Shaw et al. 2021a). This value is also con-

sistent with the Galactic column density estimated from

the H I map (Nug = 1.3 X 102! ¢cm ™2, HI4PI Collaboration
et al. 2016). In the following analysis, we fixed Ny of the
TBabs component at this value.

We then analyzed the multi-wavelength SED in Epoch
(c). Here, we adopted the irradiated disk model diskir
(Gierliriski et al. 2008, 2009), which is often used for multi-
wavelength SEDs in the LHS, and actually employed in
previous works of MAXI J1820 (e.g., Shidatsu et al. 2018;
Ozbey Arabaci et al. 2022). The diskir model consid-
ers the multi-color disk emission and its Comptonization,
which illuminate the inner and outer disk regions. The
irradiation strengths of the inner and outer regions are
parameterized with fi, and fout, which is the fraction of
bolometric flux which is thermalized in the inner and outer
disk, respectively. Here, we ignored the illumination of the
inner disk (i.e., fin =0). The fous was allowed to vary
within 1x 1072 and 1 x 1072, a typical range of value in the
LHS (e.g., Gierliniski et al. 2009). The electron tempera-
ture of the Comptonization component was fixed at 65 keV,
following Ozbey Arabaci et al. (2022). We left the follow-
ing parameters as free parameters: the inner disk tempera-
ture Tin, the photon index I' of the Comptonization compo-
nent, the ratio of luminosity L./Lq4 in the Comptonization
component to the unilluminated disk component, the ratio
of outer and inner disk radius log(Rout/Rin), and normal-
ization. We set the upper limit of Rout to be the tidal
truncation radius, 2.5 x 10° km?”, which we assumed to
be 0.8 times the Roche lobe size of the black hole (e.g.,
Boffin 2001). The Roche lobe size can be estimated to be
3.2 x 10° km from the Kepler’s third law and Equation (4)
in Paczyniski (1971) assuming an orbital period of 0.68 day,
a black hole mass of 7TMy and a companion mass of 0.5 Mg
(Torres et al. 2020).

In addition, the bbodyrad model is also incorporated
to the model to account for the blackbody emission from
the companion star. Here we assumed a blackbody tem-
perature of ~ 4700 K and a radius of 0.65 R consider-
ing the results from optical spectroscopy in a low lumi-
nosity state (Torres et al. 2019b). We also added the
TBabs and redden components to the full model to ac-
count for the interstellar absorption in the X-ray band
and extinction in the near-IR to UV band, respectively.
We assumed E(B — V) for redden to be 0.16 (Baglio
et al. 2018). Combining the above components, we ob-
tained TBabs*redden*(diskir+bbodyrad) model. Fitting
the data with this model yielded a chi-squared value of 394
with 257 degree of freedom.

"To realize this, we modified the diskir code so that the normal-
ization is parameterized by Ro,: instead of Ri, (i.e.; norm. =
(Rout (km))? /D1 cosi, where D1 represents the distance in units of
10 kpc.
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We also tested an alternative possibility: the UV-to-
near-IR flux is dominated by the jet emission, instead
of the irradiated outer disk emission as assumed in the
diskir model. We adopted the broken power-law model
(bknpower in XSPEC) as a phenomenological model of
the jet synchrotron spectrum, in which the power-law
components above and below the break correspond to the
optically thin and thick synchrotron emissions, respec-
tively. Here, the photon index above the break was fixed
at I' = 1.7, which is a typical value of the optically thin
synchrotron spectrum (e.g., Russell et al. 2010), while
that below the break was allowed to vary. To account
for the cooling break, we combined the multiplicative
We assumed both
the optically thin-to-thick spectral break and the cooling

cutoff power-law model highecut.

break of the synchrotron emission were located between
UV and X-ray bands where no data are available, and
fixed the break energy of bknpower and the cutoff energy
at 1x 1072 keV and 3 x 1072 keV, respectively. We
combined an additional power-law component to take
into account the X-ray emission from hot inner accretion
disk, and considered the interstellar absorption/extinction
and blackbody emission from the companion star in
This model,
TBabs*redden* (highecut*bknpower+powerlaw+bbodyrad),
produced a much better fit than that of the diskir model,
with a chi-squared value of 329 for 256 degrees of freedom.
Figure 3(c) shows the data and the best-fit model and
Table 3 lists the best-fit parameters.

the same manner as in the diskir model.

In the above analysis, we found that the observed
SED described by the jet model than
the irradiated disk model.

irradiated outer disk emission should be present as

was better

In reality, however, the

suggested by the optical emission lines detected in the
We therefore
tested also the combined jet plus irradiated disk model:
TBabs*reddenx (highecut*bknpower+diskir+bbodyrad).

We found that the quality of fit obtained from this
model (x? = 329 with degrees of freedom of 256) was not

rebrightening phases (see Section 3.3).

improved from the jet model. Table 3 gives the best-fit
parameters of this model. As shown in Figure 3(c), the
contribution of the diskir component to the optical and
UV fluxes is a factor of 2 5 smaller than that of the jet
synchrotron component.

Next,
the data in Period I and II, using the jet model

we performed SED fitting for the rest of

(TBabs*redden* (highecut*bknpower+powerlaw+bbodyrad)).

We note that the diskir plus jet model was also tested
but the fit was not improved significantly and resulted
in a negligible contribution of the diskir component to
the optical and UV bands. We fixed Nu of TBabs at

1.3 x 10%* cm™2 as we did for the SED in Epoch (c). As
shown in Figure 4, the model successfully reproduced all
the Period-I and Period-II data. The best-fit parameters
are listed in Table 4.

The Epoch (g) were analyzed in Yoshitake et al.
(2022), where we found that the SED profile is best in-
terpreted by the ADAF model. Following Yoshitake et al.
(2022) we used the cutoff power-law model (cutoffpl)
as an approximated model of the synchro-cyclotron emis-
sion from the ADAF, which mainly contributes to the
optical band, and a power-law model to represent the
thermal bremsstrahlung and/or Comptonization of the
synchro-cyclotron emission. Adding a jet component
and the blackbody emission from the companion star in
the same way as Period-I and II data, we adopted the
TBabs*redden (highecut*bknpower+cutoffpl+powerlaw+
bbodyrad) model. Figure 4(g) presents the SED data and
the best-fit model and Table 4 lists the best-fit parameters,
which are consistent with those in Yoshitake et al. (2022).

3.3 Optical Spectrum

In Figure 5 we show the Seimei spectra obtained in the
three epochs, in which the Ha (A = 6563 A) and Hp
(A = 4861 A) lines are clearly detected. A weak He I
(A = 5876 A) emission line is also seen on 2020 Feb 23
and March 18, and other He I and He II emission lines
are identified especially on 2020 Mar 18. These He lines
are weaker than the Balmer lines, and the He I line at
A = 5876 Ais partly overlapped with the atmospheric Na
D absorption features (A = 5890 A and \ = 5896 A), mak-
ing it difficult to separate the individual contributions and
determine the He I line profile accurately. We therefore fo-
cused only on the two Balmer lines and investigated their
spectral profiles.

Figure 6 shows the Ha and Hf spectra obtained with
the Seimei telescope. On 2019 May 11, which is 47 days
after the g’-band flux peak and corresponds to Period III,
only emission lines are visible, whereas broad absorption
structures are seen in Ha and Hf spectra on 2020 Feb
23. On 2020 March 18 the absorption structures still exist
but less significant than those in Feb 23. Considering the
similarity of the optical g’-band light curve in 2019 and
2020 rebrightening events, we investigated which of three
periods (Period I, I, and III) the two observations in 2020
correspond to. On the basis of the number of days from the
g’-band flux peak, we found that the observations on 2020
Feb 23 and March 18 are —7 days and +17 days from the
peak and can be included in Period I and II, respectively
(see Figure 1b).

To characterize the line profiles, we performed model
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Fig.3. (Left) X-ray spectrum in Epoch (c) and its best-fit absorbed power-law model. (Middle) multi-wavelength SEDs and best-fit

highecut*bknpower+diskir+bbodyrad model in Epoch (c). The bottom panel shows the data versus model ratio. (Right) same as the middle panel, but
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Table 3. Best-fit parameters of the SED fitting in Epoch (c), with the jet and diskir model

Date Ny Flux!o,” et L
102! cm—2 10712 erg cm =2 571 erg s1
Epoch MJD Tin fout Caiskir Lx"
keV erg s~1
X2/d-0-f Rout Rout/Rin Rin LC/Ld
et e
2019 Mar 24 1.3 (fixed) 21751 x 102 1.340.1 1.6 x 1035
(c) 58566 (3.140.1) x 102 1.0j§-(iegged) x 1073 1.5440.02 6.0 x 1033
+0(pegged) 5 +1.0 3 +0(pegged) 2 +0.1(pegged)
328/256 24700 x 10 10T ) peggeay X 10 2.477'F x102  9.9%0 ¢

TBabs*redden* (highecut*bknpower+diskir+bbodyrad), with Ny of TBabs and F(B — V) of redden fixed at
1.3 x 102! cm~2 and 0.16, respectively. For the bbodyrad component, Ty, = 4700 K and Ryp, = 0.65Rg),
and D = 3 kpc were assumed. For the diskir component, the electron temperature of the Comptonization
component was fixed at 65 keV, the fraction of bolometric flux thermalized in the inner disk fi, at 1.2 x 1073,
and the radius of the Compton illuminated disk in terms of the inner disk radius at 1.005. We assume D =3
kpc, i ="70°, and M =T7M¢ in order to estimate Ri,, Rout, and the luminosity of the diskir component.

* Unabsorbed luminosity and flux of each component in 0.5-5 keV and 0.5-5 eV.

 Gravitational radius r4 = GM/c? (where G is the gravitational constant and c is the light velocity). rg is

10.5 km assuming M =7Mg.

fitting of the Ha and Hf spectra on XSPEC. We adopted
a wavelength range of 6400-6700 A for the Ha data and
4750-4950 A for the HB data and converted them with
the ftool ftflx2xsp to the XSPEC format. The re-
sponse matrix files were generated with the ftool ftgenrsp,
which assumes a Gaussian response function for each wave-
length bin. To account for the spectral resolution of the
Seimei/KOOLS-IFU, we adopted a full width at half max-
imum (FWHM) of 9.41 A, 8.29 A, and 11.14 A in the Ho
spectra and 19.24 A, 12.61 A, and 7.35 A in the HS spectra
for the Gaussian response functions on 2019 May 11, 2020
Feb 23, and 2020 Mar 18, respectively. These values were
estimated from the profile of a Ne line around the Ha line

and a Hg line around Hf line in the arc lamp frame.

We fitted the continuum with a single power-law model
and adopted a Gaussian model with a negative normal-
ization for the broad absorption component. Some of the

emission lines, especially the Ha line on 2019 May 11 and

the Hf lines, show a clear flat-topped or double-peaked
profile, which is often seen in the emission lines from the ac-
cretion disk. The peak-to-peak separation of the HS line on
2020 March 18, which most clearly shows a double-peaked
profile, was estimated to be 17+ 3 A. For these emission
line components, we employed the diskline model (Fabian
et al. 1989). The diskline model calculates the emission
line profile originating from the Keplerian accretion disk
illuminated by the X-rays from the inner disk region. We
note that the diskline model calculate the line profile in
almost the same way as the Horne & Marsh (1986) model,
often used in the optical line modelling; it computes the
Doppler shifts of the individual part of the accretion disk
and integrates their contributions over the entire line emit-
ting region of the disk, assuming that the emissivity de-
pends on the radius r as r®. The diskline model consid-
ers the relativistic effects in the vicinity of the black hole,

but they are negligible at large radii. Following Yoshitake
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Table 4. Best-fit parameters of the SED fitting with the jet model

Date Nu Djet Flux” e
102! cm—2 10712 erg cm™2 571 erg s~ !
Epoch MJD Phrems NOTMprems LX* )
erg s
x?/d.o.f Epeak, ADAF NOTMADAF
keV
Period I (rise)
2019 Mar 16 1.3 (fixed) 1.1£0.1 (1.340.1) x 102 1.3 x 103°
(a) 58558 1.6+0.1 2.070-8 x 1015 2.8 x 103
42/49 - -
2019 Mar 17 1.3 (fixed) 1.240.1 (1.6 £0.1) x 102 1.5 x 103%
(b) 58559 1.6£0.1 2.670-5 x 1015 3.1x 10%°
68/62 - -
Period II (decay)
2019 Mar 24 1.3 (fixed) 1.2+0.1 (2.040.1) x 102 1.9 x 103°
(c) 58566 1.534£0.02 (3.940.2) x 1015 6.0 x 1035
327/259 - -
2019 Mar 29 1.3 (fixed) 1.1+04 (1.740.2) x 102 1.6 x 1035
(d) 58571 1.60+0.03 (3.940.4) x 101° 4.8 x 103°
152/128 - -
2019 Apr 10 1.3 (fixed) 0.870:2 11155 x 102 1.0 x 10%
(e) 58583 1.64+0.1 (1.540.3) x 1015 1.6 x 103°
79/102 - -
2019 Apr 30 1.3 (fixed) 0.8140.13 (2.740.3) x 10* 2.6 x 1034
(f) 58603 2.1+£0.03 (2.3£0.3) x 104 7.2 x 1033
94/87 - -
Period III (dim)
2019 May 10-13 1.3 (fixed) 1.2798 15713 5.2 x 1033
(g) 58613 1.940.3 35729 % 10t 6.5 x 1032

13/11

71155 x 1074

4.871% x 10

TBabs*redden* (highecut*bknpower+powerlaw+bbodyrad) (Period I and IT) and TBabs*redden* (highecut*bknpower
+cutoffpl+bbodyrad) (Period III). The save values as those in Table 3 were adopted for the fixed parameters (see

text).

* Unabsorbed luminosity and flux of each component in 0.5-5 keV and 0.5-5 V.

et al. (2022), we adopted 7 = 70° and o = —3. The outer
disk radius Rous of the emitting region is assumed to be
2.4 x 10°rg, which is estimated in Section 3.2. We allowed
the inner disk radius Ri, to vary. The Ha lines on 2020
Feb 23 and Mar 18 were fitted with a Gaussian model.
Figure 6 shows the results of the data and their best-
fit models. Table 5 gives the line widths (half width at
zero intensity; HWZI), the equivalent widths, and the in-
ner radius Rin of the line-emitting/absorbing regions es-
timated in the fit. For Gaussian components we adopted
their 50 values as the HWZIs and calculated R;, assuming

the Kepler motion as
sini \? (HWZI\ ~2

1
sin70°) ( )\rest ) "o ( )

where Ajest is the rest frame wavelength of the line. For

Rin = 0.87(

the diskline component, we adopted the best-fit R;, value

and estimated the HWZI value using Equation 1.

As shown in Figure 6, the line centers of the Ha ab-
sorption line in Epoch II and the HB absorption lines in
Epoch I and II are consistent with the rest frame wave-
lengths. The exception is the Ha line on 2020 Feb. 23
(Period I), which shows a blueshift. However, the shift
is only within ~ 10 A (corresponding to < 500 km s™1),
which is somewhat smaller than the typical value (2 1000
km s7!) of disk winds detected in the optical band (e.g.,
Munoz-Darias et al. 2016), and the absorption line is deep
and wide compared with usual P Cygni profiles. As seen
in Figure 5, the He I line show no significant blueshifted

absorption component, either.
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Table 5. The best-fit line widths and equivalent widths of Ha and Hp lines, and inner radii of the their emitting/absorbing regions

Date

Period Li HWZI (A Equivalent Width (A R;
e Time Relative To Peak (day) e () drivaient A (&) in (rg)
Emis. 53+1 6.1+£0.2 1.340.1) x 104
2020 Feb 23 Ho 0% s ( o ) s
: Abs. 99™3 6.5+£0.2 3.8792 %10
. +1 +0.8
. Hp Emis. 1t 3.2£0.7 1L7H53 x 105 T
Abs. 9617 9.240.7 (2.3+0.3) x 103
Emis. 6641 12.3+0.2 8.779-3 % 103
2020 Mar 18 Ha 09 ) 04T
. Abs.  (1.1£0.1) x 10 6.5-+0.4 2.971 x 10
Emis. 1472 3.5+0.3 11101« 105 ¥
+17 HB 1 0.%
Abs.  (1.540.1) x 102 6.24+0.8 8.811 x 102
Emis. 18+1 36+2 1.2702 x 105 1
2019 May 11 Ho »
s. B . N
111
Emis. 1347 26+5 1.27 ] Speseed) y q05
+47 HE L -
S. - - -

f The inner radii Ri, with the dagger marks are estimated with diskline, while the others are calculated from 5o

width of the Gaussian model assuming a Keplerian rotation (see text).
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Fig. 7. Optical-UV SED and the best-fit model in Epoch (f) (same as Figure 4(f) but the X-ray band is ignored), with radio data obtained with VLA on the same
day. The black solid line shows the best-fit broken power-law component (below the break) for the jet, which is extrapolated to the radio band. The blue dash
dotted lines are obtained by changing the photon index to its 90% upper and lower limits.
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4 Discussion
41 SED

4.1.1 Periods I and II
We find that all X-ray spectra in Periods I and II are well
represented with a power law model modified with inter-
stellar absorption, confirming previous works on a part
of the data analyzed here (Shaw et al. 2021b; Yoshitake
et al. 2022; ozbey Arabact et al. 2022). The power-law
dominant X-ray spectra indicate that MAXI J1820 was
always in the LHS and no transition to the HSS took
place, which is also evident from the hardness ratio es-
timated in Figure 1 of Stiele & Kong (2020). The LHS
is consistent with the low Eddington ratios throughout
the rebrightening phase, log Agaa < —3; usually transition
from the LHS to the HSS in the initial outburst phase
of a BHXB takes place typically at log Agaqa > —2 (e.g.,
Maccarone 2003; Vahdat Motlagh et al. 2019). The pho-
ton index was about 1.6 in Epochs (a)—(e) when the source
was relatively bright (log Lx/Lgaa ~ —3), whereas it be-
came larger (2.1) at a fainter state (log Lx/Lgaa ~ —6).
This trend agrees with past studies reporting negative cor-
relations between the photon index and Eddington ratio
at —6.5 <log Lx/Lgda < —3 in BHXBs (Yang et al. 2015).
We have shown that the near-IR/optical/UV SEDs in
Periods I and II are reproduced by the sum of the black-
body component from the companion star and a dominant
power-law component with a partial contribution from the
irradiated disk. The photon indices of the power-law com-
ponents in Epochs (a)—(d), I' =1.1-1.4 (corresponding to
the energy indices « :0.170.48), are consistent with that of

the averaged SED during the initial outburst reported by

8 F, o< v~ where F, is the energy flux at frequency v

Tetarenko et al. (2021). In Epochs (e) and (f), the photon
indices are somewhat smaller, ~0.7-0.8. The reason is un-
clear; synchro-cyclotron emission from the hot flow, similar
to that predicted by an ADAF model (see Section 4.1.2),
might partially contribute to the optical flux at high fre-
quencies in these epochs.

We interpret that the origin of the optical power-law
component is synchrotron radiation from jets. In fact, the
energy indices we have obtained, —0.4 < a < —0.3, are
consistent with that expected from an optically thick jet
(a ~ 0 for a Blandford-Kénigl-type conical jet; Blandford
& Konigl 1979). A viscous disk without irradiation (MCD
model) predicts smaller values, a =~ —0.3 at the flat part
between the blackbody peak frequencies emitted from
the outermost and innermost radii, and a = —2 below
it (Rayleigh-Jeans regime). An irradiated disk predicts
a~ —1.2 (e.g., Hynes 2005), although it depends on disk
geometry such as the outer disk radius (Rout in diskir)
and irradiation efficiency (fous) (see e.g., Shidatsu et al.
2011a). On the basis of the SED fitting results for Epoch
(c), we conclude that the contribution from the irradiated
disk is likely not a dominant source of the optical/UV flux.

To reinforce the interpretation that this component is
a jet origin, we compare the optical-UV SED in Epoch (f)
with the radio flux density at 6 GHz observed with the
Very Large Array (VLA) on the same day (Shaw et al.
2021b). Figure 7 plots the radio to UV SED, where we
extrapolate the power-law component determined by the
optical-UV SED to lower frequencies. As noticed, the ra-
dio flux is consistent with the extrapolation within the
uncertainty in the spectral slope. This supports our in-
terpretation that this component is synchrotron radiation
from the jets. Within the wavelength coverage of our SED
in the optical-UV region, we detect neither a power-law
spectral break (corresponding to the optically thin to thick
transition frequency) nor a high energy cutoff in the the
synchrotron emission (corresponding to the maximum en-
ergy of non-thermal electrons in the jets) and have only an
lower limit for it (> 8 x 1073 keV).

Figure 8 plots the X-ray luminosity (Lx) versus the
optical luminosity of the jet component (L{f’;t). We also
add the data point observed in a brighter LHS in the initial
outburst, taken from Figure 9 in Shidatsu et al. (2018). As
noticed, a clear positive correlation is found, which can be
represented by Li,e;t o Lx%*. The correlation is similar to
what is found between the X-ray and radio luminosities
in the LHS of BHXBs (e.g., Corbel et al. 2013), and is
consistent with the jet interpretation (Russell et al. 2006).
We note that similar correlations are expected also from
X-ray irradiated disks (e.g., van Paradijs & McClintock
1994), although this model is not supported by the SED
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fitting (Section 3.2).

In this paragraph, we focus on the results of Epoch (c)
obtained with the bknpowerxhighecut + diskir model,
where the parameters of diskir are well constrained
thanks to the good quality X-ray spectrum covering the
0.4-10 keV range. The best-fit parameters are consistent
with those reported by Ozbey Arabaci et al. (2022) ex-
cept for the innermost disk temperature and the disk ra-
dius parameter. In our best-fit SED, the multi-color disk
(MCD) component from the standard disk is dominant at
the Extreme UV band, with the innermost temperature
(Tin) of 3.1 x 1072 keV in Epoch (c). The X-ray spectrum,
which shows no evidence for a soft excess, gives a tight up-
per limit for Ti, (< 0.4 keV). We must make caveats, how-
ever, that the best-fit SED we obtain might be model de-
pendent since the peak wavelength of the MCD component
is not covered by the observed data. Bearing that in mind,
we discuss implications from the best-fit MCD parameters
below. The innermost radius is estimated to be 2.6 x 10°
km from the normalization of the MCD component, sug-
gesting that the standard disk is truncated at 2.5 x 102rg.
Such a truncated disk is considered to be a general feature
of accretion flow in the LHS of BHXBs (e.g., Tomsick et al.
(2009); Shidatsu et al. (2011b); Yamada et al. (2013)). It
is noteworthy that the truncation radius is about 10 times
larger than that reported by Shidatsu et al. (2018) (~ 24r)
in the LHS when the X-ray luminosity was about 30 times
brighter than our Epoch (c). This suggests that the inner-
most radius of a truncated disk increases with decreasing
mass accretion rate in the LHS.

4.1.2 Period III

As noticed from Figure 4, the SED in Epoch (g) (Period
IIT) shows different features from those in Periods I and
II. A sharp peak is observed in the optical band, and the
flux ratio between the optical and X-ray bands is much
larger than those in the previous periods. The analysis
of the SED in Epoch (g) (Period III) was performed in
Yoshitake et al. (2022), but for completeness we present
shortly the main points here. Synchro-cyclotron radiation
by hot electrons is dominant in the optical band, whereas
the X-ray emission is produced by thermal Bremsstrahlung
and Comptonization of the synchro-cyclotron photons by
the same electrons (e.g., Narayan & Yi 1995, Manmoto
et al. 1997).
and the X-ray luminosity in Epoch (g) is also plotted in

The relation of the optical jet luminosity

Figure 8. As noticed, it generally follows the relation ob-
tained in the LHS at brighter flux levels. A slight offset
from it is not surprising because the inner disk structure
and X-ray emitting mechanism are not the same between
the LHS and the ADAF state.

4.2 Balmer Line Profiles

The profiles of Balmer emission and absorption lines in
the optical spectra (Figure 6) give important clues to un-
derstand the disk structure. In general, absorption lines
are formed from the surface of an accretion disk with nor-
mal temperature gradient in vertical directions to the disk
plane (i.e., decreasing temperature with height), whereas
emission lines are produced from that with “inverted” tem-
perature structure (Jimenez-Garate et al. 2002; Hiroi et al.
2009). In X-ray binaries, such temperature inversion can
be produced by strong irradiation of X-ray/UV emission

from the innermost region.

As an alternative possibility, a disk wind, outflowing
gas launched from the disk surface, can produce a P-Cygni
profile, characterized by blueshifted absorption and broad
emission features. Typical velocities of the absorption by
disk winds in BHXBs are about a few thousands of km s™*
(e.g., Muiioz-Darias et al. 2016). In fact, such features were
detected in optical-near infrared spectra of MAXI J1820
in the LHS (Mufoz-Darias et al. 2019) and in the HSS
(Sénchez-Sierras & Munoz-Darias 2020) during the main
outburst, although they were very shallow. As mentioned
in Section 3.3, we are not able to detect clear P-Cygni pro-
files in our Seimes spectra taken during the rebrightening
phases. We do not rule out the presence of high-velocity
disk winds, however, as detection of such features would
require a very high signal-to-noise ratio spectra. In the
following, we assume that the main absorption and line

features are not produced by a disk wind.

4.2.1 Periods I and 1II

The line width constrains the inner radius at which the
line is emitted or absorbed, by assuming Keplerian mo-
tion in the accretion disk, as summarized in Table 5. Here
we focus on the results of HB, because the emission and
absorption profiles are well separated (Figure 6). As men-
tioned above, although the optical spectral observations
with Seimei were performed in the first and third rebright-
ening phases, it is possible to combine the results because
of the similarities of the light curves. We find that the
inner radius of the HS emitting region slightly decreased
from ~ 2 x 10°r, in Period I (7 days before the X-ray peak)
to ~ 1 x 10°rg in Period II (17 days after it). This result
can be interpreted that the irradiated part of the accretion
disk was extended toward inner radii in Period II. It is con-
sistent with the decrease in the equivalent width (EW) of
the absorption line in Period II because the area of the
unirradiated part (i.e., with normal temperature gradient)
had to shrink accordingly. A double-peaked Hf emission

profile is noticeable in Period II, whose peak-to-peak ve-
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Fig. 9. schematic picture of the accretion disk in the three periods.

locity provides a model-independent estimate of the outer
radius of the line-forming region. The half separation of
the peaks is estimated to be 8.5+ 1.5 A, which corresponds
to (3£1) x 10°r, for 4 = 70°. This is consistent with the
Roche lobe size (3 x 10%r¢), which is adopted as Rout in
our diskline fitting (Section 3.3).

Broad Balmer absorption plus narrow emission fea-
tures are often observed in BHXBs during outbursts (e.g.,
GRO J0422+432, Casares et al. 1995; GRO J1655—40, Soria
et al. 2000; XTE J11184-480, Dubus et al. 2001; XTE
J1859+4-226, Zurita et al. 2002; MAXI J18074132, Jiménez-
Ibarra et al. 2019). The absorption lines are thought to
arise in the accretion disk at smaller radii (as evidenced
by their higher velocities) than the emission lines. In our
case, estimated HWZI values of HB absorption indicate
the innermost radii of ~ (0.6 —4) x 107, (Table 5). Dubus
et al. (2001) suggested that the broad absorption lines were
formed by any combination of a low X-ray luminosity, a
hard X-ray spectrum, or a low inclination (see their Section
4.1). In our case (MAXI J1820 in the rebrightening phase),
the first two conditions are satisfied.

Using our best-fit models (Figure 6), we calculate the
equivalent widths (EWs) of Ha and H/ emission lines with
respect to the “pseudo” continua (i.e., those not includ-
ing absorption features) to be 6.1 +0.2 A and 3.2+0.7
A (Period I) and 12.3+0.2 A and 3.5+ 0.3 A (Period II),

respectively. These values are within the range of those in
the LHS during the main outburst reported by Sai et al.
(2021), which showed large variability (by a factor of ~3
within <10 days). Recalling that the jet component was
dominant in the optical band in Periods I and II, the EWs
with respect to the “disk” components are estimated to
be 2.5-5 times larger than the above values, on the ba-
sis of the SED fitting result of Epoch (¢) with fou free.
According to a Monte-Carlo radiative transfer simulation
of an irradiated accretion disk in the HSS of MAXI J1820
by Koljonen et al. (2023), an emission line of Ha with a few
tens of A can be produced in the reprocessed component
by disk atmosphere. Considering various uncertainties in
the observations (e.g., time variability, modelling of the
line profiles) and in theoretical calculations (e.g., differ-
ences in the SED and disk structure between the LHS and
HSS), we infer that our results do not contradict with the

theoretical predictions.

4.2.2 Period III

In Period III, only emission lines are detected in the Ha
and Hp regions (see also Yoshitake et al. (2022), who re-
ported a detailed analysis of the Ha profile). Its width
indicates that the line emitting region is similar to that
in Period IT (~ 10°r,). Yoshitake et al. (2022) interpret
that it is likely to be produced from an optically-thick disk
in the “cool” mode. The absence of absorption features
suggests that an optically-thick disk in the “hot” mode is
not present in this state. This is consistent with our SED

model, where no MCD component is included.

4.3 Evolution of Accretion Disk Structure

Interpreting the results on the SED and Balmer line pro-
files, we illustrate our view on the evolution of accretion
disk structure during the rebrightening phase in Figure 9.
Note that jets emitting synchrotron radiation in the radio-
to-UV band are always present in the system, which are
omitted in the figure. In Periods I (rising phase) and II
(slowly decaying phase), the overall disk structure is sim-
ilar to each other. The standard disk is truncated before
reaching the ISCO, probably at ~ 100r; around the peak
flux. Below the truncation radius, it turns into a “hot
flow”, which emits X-rays by Comptonizing seed photons
from the truncated disk. In Period I, hot corona is less
developed compared with Period II probably because the
accretion flow in the innermost region does not reach equi-
librium yet. This explains the small X-ray to optical lu-
minosity ratios in Period I. Also, X-ray irradiation to the
outer disk is limited at large radii in Period I probably be-

cause of geometrical effects (e.g., small scale height of the
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corona). In Period III (dim phase), the standard disk in the
hot mode no longer exists and the whole region at < 1057"g
is replaced by ADAF. The UV and X-ray emission from the
ADAF irradiates the outer “cool” disk at 2 10°r,, produc-
ing Balmer emission lines. We repeat our caveats, however,
that some of the interpretations rely on specific SED mod-
eling under the limited coverage of the multi-wavelength
data.
covering the whole outburst/rebrightening phase are al-

Future systematic multi-wavelength observations

ways important to reach robust conclusions on the evolu-
tion of the disk structure in BHXBs, and the history of
mass accretion rate through the disk. The mechanism of
rebrightening phenomena often observed in BHXBs and
cataclysmic variables still remains unsolved (e.g. Kato
et al. 1998; Hameury et al. 2000; Osaki et al. 2001; Meyer
& Meyer-Hofmeister 2015). Those observations will be a

key to clarify the rebrightening mechanism.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have analyzed the broadband (near
infrared-optical-UV and X-ray) SED and optical spectra
of MAXI J1820 observed in the three rebrightening phases
in 2019 and 2020 following the initial outburst in 2018. We
find that the rebrightening phase can be classified to 3 pe-
riods: (Period I) the “rising” phase before the X-ray flux
peak when F,p:/Fx continuously decreased, (Period II)
“decaying” phase when Fypi/Fx continuously increased,
and (Period III) “dim” phase when Fopi/Fx was roughly
constant. The main conclusions are summarized as below.

1. In Periods I and II, MAXI J1820 was always in the LHS,
where the X-ray spectrum in the 0.4-10 keV band was
approximated by a power law with a photon index of
~ 1.6. The near-IR/optical/UV SED was dominated
by a power-law with a photon index of 0.7 ~ 1.4, which
smoothly connects to the simultaneous radio flux avail-
able in the literature in one epoch. We interpret that
that it originates from synchrotron emission from the
jets.

2. The Ha and HpS profiles in Periods I and II show broad

The ab-

sorption features are centered close to the rest-frame

absorption and narrower emission features.

energy, suggesting that they are not produced by a disk
wind. The line widths indicates that the inner radius
of an irradiated disk slightly decreased from Period I
(~ 2 x 10°rg) to Period IT (~ 1 x 10°rg), implying evo-
lution of the hot corona geometry.

3. In Period III, we confirm Yoshitake et al. (2022) that
the SED can be reproduced by an advection-dominant
accretion flow (ADAF) model with jet emission. The

Balmer line profiles indicate that an irradiated cool disk

was present at r >~ 10°r.
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