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A new algorithm for detecting X-ray shots in Cyg X-1

Jin Qin,1 Hua Feng ,2 and Lian Tao2

1Department of Astronomy, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China
2Key Laboratory of Particle Astrophysics, Institute of High Energy Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China

ABSTRACT

The short-term X-ray variability of Cyg X-1 can be interpreted as random occurrence of mini-flares known as
the shots, whose physical nature is still unclear. We propose a new algorithm for shot identification in the X-ray
light curve, based on baseline detection and template fitting. Compared with previous techniques, our algorithm
allows us to detect shots with lower amplitudes and shorter time separations. With NICER observations, we find
that, after correction for detection sensitivity, both the shot amplitude and recurrence rate are positively scaled
with the mean count rate, while the recurrence rate has a much higher dependence on the count rate. These
suggest that a higher mass accretion rate will drive more and slightly larger shots. We also find that the abrupt
hardening near the shot peak found in previous studies is attributed to different shot profiles in different energy
bands; there is no need to involve a rapid physical process to suddenly harden the emitting spectrum.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Galactic X-ray binary Cygnus X-1 (Cyg X-1) consists
of a black hole with a mass of 21.2 ± 2.2 M⊙ and a high-
mass companion star. The binary system has an orbital pe-
riod of 5.6 d and an inclination of 27.◦5+0.◦8

−0.◦6
, and is located at

a distance of 2.2+0.2
−0.2 kpc (Miller-Jones et al. 2021). The X-

ray emission is persistent and transitions between two major
spectral states, the low/hard and high/soft state (Tananbaum
et al. 1972).

Cyg X-1 shows strong X-ray variability over a variety
of timescales from milliseconds to years, among which the
non-periodic variability known as “shots” resembles second-
duration mini-flares (Terrell 1972). The shots have been ob-
served in the full X-ray band, from ∼0.1 keV up to ∼200 keV
(Yamada et al. 2013; Bhargava et al. 2022), and also in dif-
ferent spectral states (Feng et al. 1999). Similar shots have
also been observed in other black hole X-ray binaries, e.g.,
GX 339–4, GS 2023+338, and GS 1124–68 (Negoro 1999).
Since the X-ray is emitted in the immediate proximity to the
black hole, from the inner accretion disk, corona, or jet base,
studying the shots can help us further understand the physical
processes of the hot plasma around the black hole.

Shots in Cyg X-1 have been intensively studied in the past.
Terrell (1972) found that the Cyg X-1 shots were consistent
with random pulses that resembled the observed power spec-
tra. While the rough shape of power spectrum can be re-
produced by the shot model with appropriate shot parame-
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ters (e.g., Miyamoto & Kitamoto 1989; Belloni & Hasinger
1990; Lochner et al. 1991), it is difficult to explain other de-
tails and the amplitude variations of the power spectrum, e.g.,
the rms-flux relation (Uttley & McHardy 2001). The aver-
age shot profile was revealed to be slightly asymmetric with
a slow rise and a fast decay (Miyamoto & Kitamoto 1989;
Feng et al. 1999; Negoro et al. 2001). The profile can be
modeled by the sum of two exponential components, a fast
one with a timescale of ∼0.1 s and a slow one with a timescale
of ∼1 s (Negoro et al. 1994; Feng et al. 1999; Negoro et al.
2001). The shot profile was found to be narrower and more
asymmetric in the higher energy band, and vary in different
spectral states (Feng et al. 1999). Both the shot amplitude
and waiting time (time between shots) follow an exponen-
tial distribution (Negoro et al. 1995); whether or not there is
a deficit of shot occurrence at short time separations is con-
troversial (Negoro et al. 1995; Focke et al. 2005). Negoro
& Mineshige (2002) further suggested that the two distribu-
tions could be log-normal, implying a physical link between
shots and gamma-ray bursts due to similar behaviors (Li &
Fenimore 1996).

The hardness or spectral parameters were found to vary
with time within a shot (Negoro et al. 1994; Feng et al. 1999;
Yamada et al. 2013; Bhargava et al. 2022). In particular in
the hard state, the hardness ratio gradually decreases before
the peak but abruptly returns to the average around the peak
(Negoro et al. 1994; Feng et al. 1999; Yamada et al. 2013).
Below the frequency of a few Hz, the Fourier power and cross
spectra, at least the shapes, can be interpreted as due to shot
variability (Negoro et al. 2001). A near-unity coherence be-
tween different RXTE energy bands was obtained in this fre-
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quency range (Nowak et al. 1999; Negoro et al. 2001). Also,
a hard time lag was found (Miyamoto et al. 1988; Feng et al.
1999).

Based on these observations, several possible physical
mechanisms for the shot have been proposed. The magnetic
flare model suggests that the energy release of magnetic re-
connections on the accretion disk is responsible for the shots
(Galeev et al. 1979; Pudritz & Fahlman 1982; Poutanen &
Fabian 1999), and is able to explain the prompt spectral hard-
ening (Yamada et al. 2013). The disturbance propagation is
another physical model to explain the shot behavior (Man-
moto et al. 1996). With numerical simulations, Manmoto
et al. (1996) demonstrated that the propagation and reflec-
tion of the disturbance wave can naturally reproduce the ob-
served shot profile. When the disturbance propagates toward
the innermost region where the radius is comparable to the
characteristic scale of the disturbance, the disturbance will
evolve from the initial thermal mode into a mixture of ther-
mal and acoustic modes because the plasma is inhomoge-
neous. While the inward modes are swallowed by the black
hole, the acoustic mode can propagate outward, producing
the decaying tail of the shot (Kato et al. 1996; Manmoto
et al. 1996). Although the disturbance propagation model
can successfully reproduce the shot profile, it has difficul-
ties in explaining the prompt hardening around the peak. On
the other hand, the magnetic flare model can reproduce the
prompt hardening but is difficult to explain the gradual hard-
ness decrease before the peak. Therefore, some authors pro-
posed that both mechanisms might have been involved (Ne-
goro et al. 2001; Yamada et al. 2013).

In the previous studies, shots were detected by techniques
based on their relatively high fluxes (e.g., Negoro et al. 1994;
Focke et al. 2005; Bhargava et al. 2022). These techniques
perform well for strong shots but are less efficient in detect-
ing weak ones. Moreover, they may have difficulties in dis-
tinguishing proximate shots and lead to biases in some statis-
tical results (see Focke et al. 2005). In this paper, we propose
a new technique that is unbiased for shots with small ampli-
tudes and temporal proximity, enabling us to obtain a more
complete and unbiased shot sample. We describe the obser-
vations and introduce our new shot detection algorithm in
Section 2, including comparisons with previous techniques,
and present the results in Section 3. The shot mechanisms
are discussed in Section 4.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DETECTION ALGORITHM

Neutron Star Interior Composition Explorer (NICER, Gen-
dreau et al. 2012) observations of Cyg X-1 with an effec-
tive exposure > 200 s as of 2023 January 1 are adopted.
The level 2 data are downloaded from HEASARC and re-
processed with the nicerl2 tool in HEASoft 6.33.2 with
the NICER CALDB version 20240206. We extracted the

0.25–12 keV light curves with a time resolution of 0.05 s us-
ing the tool nicerl3-lc, normalized to 52 FPMs. Cyg X-1
may show dips in its light curve, possibly due to absorption
of clumpy winds or clumps in the accretion flow (Feng &
Cui 2002). We identified such dips with a duration of ∼1 s in
13 observations1 and discarded them, as dips with a duration
similar to that of the shot may cause problems in shot detec-
tion. We also found that when the count rate is high, the shots
occur so frequently that the typical waiting time is similar to
the shot duration, which may affect the shot extraction. We
therefore excluded another 17 observations2 and only used
those with an average count rate below 12000 counts s−1. In
summary, 30 observations are discarded and 70 observations
with a total exposure of 402 ks are used in this work.

We fit the 3–12 keV NICER spectra with a single power-
law model to determine the spectral state, and found that
the photon index is always less than 2.2 in all observations,
corresponding to the hard or intermediate state, but not the
soft state (Grinberg et al. 2013). Following Grinberg et al.
(2013), we also checked the MAXI (Matsuoka et al. 2009)
and Swift/BAT (Krimm et al. 2013) data to cross-check the
spectral state of Cyg X-1 during the NICER observations, and
obtained consistent results.

The new shot detection technique is based on the baseline
detection and template fitting. Shots are identified from a
baseline-subtracted light curve by fitting with an average shot
profile iteratively. The light curve is in the unit of counts.

(a) Baseline subtraction. The baseline bi is subtracted from
the original light curve ci to get the new one ni = ci − bi, in
which the long-term variations are removed. We adopted the
Asymmetric Least Squares algorithm (asls; Eilers 2003) for
baseline detection. This technique calculates the baseline by
minimizing the object function

N∑
i=1

wi(ci − bi)2 + λ

N−d∑
i=1

(∆dbi)2 , wi =

 p, ci > bi

1 − p, ci ≤ bi
,

(1)
where N is the number of bins in the light curves, ∆d is
the dth order finite-difference operator, and λ is a penalty
scale factor. The first term in Equation 1 represents the
contribution from residuals, and a small p (< 0.5) tends
to generate positive residuals. The second term is associ-
ated with the roughness, which requires the baselines to vary
smoothly. The baseline is calculated using the Python library
pybaselines (Erb 2022), with λ = 100, p = 0.05 and d = 2.

1 ObsIDs 1100320101, 1100320102, 1100320103, 1100320104,
1100320106, 1100320107, 1100320119, 1100320120, 1100320121,
1100320122, 2636010102, 5100320129, and 5100320134.

2 ObsIDs 0100320102, 0100320110, 1100320108, 1100320109,
1100320118, 2636010201, 5100320120, 5100320124, 5100320125,
5100320126, 5100320127, 5100320128, 5100320130, 5100320131,
5100320132, 5100320139, and 5100320140.
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Figure 1. ∆χ2 (blue solid) and shot peak amplitude A (orange) as a
function of the iteration step. The 8th GTI in the NICER observation
5100320101 with an exposure of 1.148 ks is used as an example.
The blue dashed line marks ∆χ2

th = 70.

(b) Profile construction. An average shot profile is con-
structed using strong and isolated shots identified from the
baseline-subtracted light curve. A time bin is marked as the
potential peak position of a shot if it has the maximum count
over the neighboring 21 bins (1.05 s). Initially, shots with a
peak count greater than a certain threshold nth are selected
and summed to generate the shot profile by aligning the peak
position. The shot profile is normalized to have a unity peak
amplitude. To exclude superimposed shots, we fit each indi-
vidual shot with the average profile,

χ2 =

10∑
i=−10

(ni − piA)2

σ2(ci)
, (2)

where ni and pi are the counts of the data and normalized shot
profile at bin i, respectively, A is the baseline-subtracted peak
amplitude of the shot, and σ2(ci) is the variance of the data.
Shots with χ2/20 < C are used to construct a new profile,
where C is an empirical cut for the goodness of fit. This
procedure is repeated until the input and output shot samples
become identical.

(c) Shot detection. The shots are detected by slide fit-
ting with the shot profile in the light curve one after another.
By moving the average shot profile through the whole light
curve, one fits the shot amplitude at each time bin and finds
the strongest shot that leads to the largest ∆χ2. A shot com-
ponent is then added into the model light curve and the search
is repeated to find the next strongest one until ∆χ2 due to the
new shot component is lower than a given threshold ∆χ2

th.
When applying the technique on the NICER data, in each

observation, we chose an nth such that the stronger half of
shots are selected. We set C = 5 in step (b). Different nth

and C, which only determine the shot profile, have almost no
influence on the scientific results. The stopping criterion is
set as ∆χ2

th = 70. Figure 1 shows ∆χ2 and the shot amplitude
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Figure 2. Normalized shot profile generated using the NICER data.
The part between the vertical dotted lines is used for light curve
fitting in step (c). The horizontal dashed line marks the zero level in
the baseline-subtracted light curve. The errors are smaller than the
line width.

A vary as a function of the iteration step. As one can see,
∆χ2 is roughly scaled with the amplitude of detected shots.
We obtained consistent results if ∆χ2

th = 60 is used.
We examined the shot profiles generated in different ob-

servations and found that they have a small variation. They
have almost the same normalized shape, although the am-
plitudes may vary. Thus, a combined shot profile from all
observations is used, shown in Figure 2. We notice that there
is convex (deficit in count rate) on both wings. This is simply
because we have used isolated shots to construct the profile.
Shots outside the time window raise the outer wings. If we do
not require isolated shots for the profile, the composite shot
profile decreases monotonically away from the peak, just like
those shown in previous studies. In step (c), we only use the
central part of the shot profile (see Figure 2), and the convex
has no impact on the results. We note that our shot profile
shows only a single temporal component with an exponential
timescale of 0.07–0.08 s (fitted with an exponential function).
It is hard to determine whether or not there exists a second,
slow component (∼1 s) as reported in the literature (Negoro
et al. 1994; Feng et al. 1999; Negoro et al. 2001), due to shot
superpositions.

With this algorithm, we successfully detected shots in the
70 NICER observations. A segment of NICER light curve is
displayed in Figure 3 for illustration.

Previous shot detection techniques are mainly based on
flux comparison (e.g., Negoro et al. 1994; Feng et al. 1999;
Yamada et al. 2013; Bhargava et al. 2022). For example, they
required that the shot peak should have the maximum counts
among a certain time interval, and also be significantly higher
than the local average (Negoro et al. 1994; Yamada et al.
2013; Bhargava et al. 2022). In Figure 3, we also marked
shots detected using the technique described in Negoro et al.
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Figure 3. NICER light curve to illustrate the shot detection algorithm: (a) the original light curve with the best-fit baseline and shot components,
(b) baseline-subtracted light curve with shot components, and (c) residuals. The triangles mark the shots detected using algorithms in Negoro
et al. (1994), Bhargava et al. (2022), and this work.
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Figure 4. Shot amplitude and waiting time versus the count rate c̄
averaged over each 200 s segment (blue points). The orange points
represent the sensitivity-corrected data.

(1994) and Bhargava et al. (2022). As one can see, the pre-
vious techniques cannot effectively detect shots with small
amplitudes and those superimposed on each other, e.g., the
shots near 39 s and 52 s in Figure 3.

3. SHOT ANALYSIS

3.1. Statistical distributions

We divided the light curves into segments with a duration
of 200 s, and for each segment, calculated the average count
rate c̄, the average shot amplitude Ā, and the average wait-
ing time ∆t, defined as the time interval between successive
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Figure 5. Measured and restored relations of shot amplitude vs.
waiting time averaged over each 200 s segment. The green bars in-
dicate the median A0 with 1σ errors as a function of ∆t0 in the range
∆t0 ≥ 0.4 s, where the waiting time measurement is not affected by
the detection sensitivity.

shots. We plotted Ā and ∆t as a function of c̄ in Figure 4, and
Ā vs. ∆t in Figure 5.

The detected sample is incomplete, because the search can-
not find relatively weak shots. As a consequence, the average
amplitude and waiting time measured against the observed
sample will be overestimated. Corrections are needed to re-
move the bias. The intrinsic values can be restored as fol-
lows. When a new shot component is successfully detected
(one has ni ≈ piA), the decrease in χ2 can be expressed as

∆χ2 =
∑ n2

i − (ni − piA)2

σ2(ci)
≈
∑ p2

i A2

c̄
∝ A2/c̄ , (3)
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Figure 6. Distributions of the 0.25–12 keV shot amplitude in dif-
ferent ranges of mean count rate c̄ (in counts s−1, see legend).

suggesting that the sensitivity of shot detection Amin ∝

∆χ
√

c̄. Previous studies (e.g., Negoro et al. 1995) show that
the shot amplitude obeys an exponential distribution, which
is also consistent with our findings (Figure 6). We assume
that the shot amplitude follows an exponential distribution,

f (A) =
1

A0
e−A/A0 , (4)

where A0 is the true average amplitude of shots. The mea-
sured average amplitude is therefore

Ā =

∫ +∞
Amin

A f (A) dA∫ +∞
Amin

f (A) dA
= A0 + Amin . (5)

The true average waiting time ∆t0 is related to the measured
average waiting time ∆t as

∆t0
∆t
=

N
N0
=

∫ +∞
Amin

f (A) dA∫ +∞
0 f (A) dA

= e−Amin/A0 , (6)

where N is the number of detected shots, and N0 is the true
number of shots. According to Equations (5) and (6), the in-
trinsic A0 and ∆t0 are restored, and plotted as orange points
in Figure 4 and Figure 5. The shot amplitude is positively
scaled with the mean count rate. The shot waiting time is in-
versely scaled with the mean count rate until ∆t approaches
1 s, which is roughly the detection limit of the shot waiting
time. The limiting ∆t also causes a break in the relations
shown in Figure 5 at small ∆t or ∆t0; only the orange data
points with ∆t0 ≳ 0.4 s can be regarded as being success-
fully restored. We further plot the median A0 in different ∆t0
ranges, and there is a weak dependence between them. We
tested with other segment durations, e.g., 50 s and 400 s, and
the conclusions remain.

The distributions of the shot amplitude and waiting time
are shown in Figure 6 and Figure 7, respectively. As the shot
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Figure 7. Distributions of the waiting time for shots in different
ranges of mean count rate c̄ (in counts s−1, see legend).
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Figure 8. Average shot profiles in different energy bands (top) and
the corresponding hardness ratio (bottom). The soft band profile is
rescaled by multiplying a factor of 0.089 to have the same peak am-
plitude as the hard one. The errors of the shot profiles are smaller
than the line width. The hardness ratios are calculated with the un-
scaled shot profiles.

properties are tightly correlated with the average count rate,
the distributions are divided into sub-groups based on the
mean count rate. Both the amplitude and waiting time dis-
tributions follow an exponential law, with a cutoff below the
peak due to detection sensitivity. For the waiting time distri-
bution, the exponential slope increases with increasing mean
count rate, suggesting that the shot recurrence rate increases
with increasing count rate.

3.2. Hardness evolution

To reproduce the abrupt hardening around the shot peak
found in previous studies (e.g., Negoro et al. 1994; Feng et al.
1999; Yamada et al. 2013), we plot the hardness ratio varia-
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tion between two energy bands, 4–12 keV and 0.25–4 keV,
along with the composite shot profiles in the two bands (see
Figure 8).

As one can see, if the two curves are normalized to have
the same peak amplitude, the hard band shows a rise pattern
narrower than the soft band, leading to a gradual softening
before the peak. The decay timescales in the two bands are
almost identical, corresponding to a constant hardness ratio.
Thus, there must be an abrupt jump of the hardness near the
peak.

4. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we introduced a new algorithm for shot de-
tection. How the detection sensitivity affects the results and
how to restore the intrinsic shot amplitude and waiting time
is presented in Section 3.1. Our technique allows us to find
shots with a time separation down to ∼1 s, close to the shot
duration. This is consistent with the minimum ∆t shown in
Figure 7, contradicting the conjecture of a deficit of shots be-
low a time separation of ∼ 5–10 s (Negoro et al. 1995).

As shown in Figure 6 and Figure 7, the distributions of shot
amplitude and waiting time are both exponential. The lower
cutoff is consistent with the sensitivity of the technique. In
particular, the lower cutoff in the A distribution in Figure 6 is
scaled with c̄. For the waiting time, the exponential slope of
the distribution is a strong function of the mean count rate.
Therefore, if one plots the distribution in a wide range of
count rate, one may see a log-normal distribution as reported
in the literature (Negoro et al. 1995; Negoro & Mineshige
2002).

The mean count rate can be regarded as the mean mass
accretion rate. The correlations between the mean count rate
and the shot properties may imply that the generation of shots
is simply modulated by the accretion rate. At a higher accre-
tion rate, both the average shot amplitude and shot recurrence

rate are higher (Figure 4). However, the dependence of the
shot amplitude on the waiting time is weak (Figure 5). These
mean that the mass accretion rate has a higher impact on the
shot recurrence rate than on the shot amplitude. These results
can be useful in constraining the shot models.

Negoro et al. (2001) and Yamada et al. (2013) proposed
that both magnetic flares and disturbance propagation are
needed in the shot generation to account for both the long
timescale (∼1 s) flux evolution and short timescale (∼0.1 s
or less) hardening, with the disturbance propagation for the
longer one and the magnetic reconnection for the shorter.
As we demonstrate here that the slightly different flux ris-
ing timescales in the two energy bands can lead to a prompt
rise of the hardness ratio, there is no need to invoke any short
timescale physical processes. An energy dependence of the
flux rising timescale is also consistent with the disturbance
propagation from the cooler outer disk into the inner hotter
disk (Feng et al. 1999). Therefore, the disturbance propa-
gation alone can explain both the shot profile and hardness
evolution.
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National Natural Science Foundation of China under grants
Nos. 12025301, 12103027, & 11821303, and the Strate-
gic Priority Research Program of the Chinese Academy of
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