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We present the results of 8 epochs of simultaneous UV and X-ray observations of the
highly variable ultraluminous X-ray source (ULX) Holmberg II X-1 with AstroSat— Indian
multiwavelength space satellite. During the entire observation period from late 2016 to early
2020, Holmberg II X-1 showed a moderate X-ray luminosity of ≈ 8×1039 erg s−1 and a hard
power-law spectrum with Γ . 1.9. Due to low variability of the object in X-rays (by a factor
1.5) and insignificant variability in the UV range (upper limit ≈ 25%) we could not find
reliable correlation between flux changes in these ranges. Inside each particular observation,
the X-ray variability amplitude is higher, it reaches a factor of 2-3 respect to the mean level
at the time scales of ∼ 10 ks or even shorter. We discussed our results in terms of three
models of a heated donor star, a heated disk and a heated wind, and estimated the lower
limit to the variability which would allow to reject at least part of them.
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1. INTRODUCTION

By definition, ultraluminous X-ray sources
(ULXs) are non-nuclear point-like extragalac-
tic sources with apparent luminosities exceed-
ing the Eddington limit for typical black holes
in our Galaxy. According to modern view, the
most of them are binary systems with stellar-
mass black holes and neutron stars accreting
at super-Eddington rates (Fabrika et al. 2021,
Kaaret et al. 2017). Presence of neutron stars
among ULXs became evident after the discov-
ery of a coherent pulsation of X-ray emission in
the well-known ULX M82 X-2 (Bachetti et al.
2014). Now, about a dozen ultraluminous pul-
sars (ULXP) are known.

A key feature of super-Eddington accretion is
strong outflows originating from the innermost
parts of the supercritical accretion disk (Pouta-
nen et al. 2007). Spectroscopic evidence of such
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outflows has been revealed in both X-ray and
optical ranges, however, properties of these out-
flows seem to be different between the ranges.
The X-ray spectral lines produced by the out-
flowing matter are highly blueshifted indicating
that the gas moves with velocities of about 0.1c
(so-called ultra-fast outflows, Pinto et al. 2016).
In the optical range, the outflow looks similar
to stellar winds and has velocities of 500− 1500
km/s (Fabrika et al. 2015). This wind is believed
to be optically thick and has to form extended
photosphere around the supercritical accretion
disk. Using the methods developed for the mod-
eling of optical spectra of Wolf-Rayet and LBV
stars, it has been shown that the mass loss rate
in the ULX wind is about 10−6 − 10−5.5 M�/y
(Kostenkov et al. 2020b).

To provide required accretion rates the donor
star must be in a close orbit and, highly likely,
fills its Roche-lobe (though the first discovered
donor of ULX was turned out to be a Wolf-
Rayet star, M101 ULX-1 Liu et al. 2013). The
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donors are known only for a handful of ULXs
and in most cases they are blue or red super-
giants (Heida et al. 2016, 2019, 2015, López
et al. 2020, Motch et al. 2014). Nevertheless,
the significant part of optical emission is believed
to originate not from the donor but from the
wind photosphere of the supercritical disk (Fab-
rika et al. 2021 and reference therein). It was
shown that the brightest in the optical range
ULXs have blue, power-law spectral energy dis-
tributions (SEDs) with a maximum in far-UV
band beyond the observable range of wavelength
(Grisé et al. 2012, Tao et al. 2012, Vinokurov
et al. 2013). The less bright sources show SEDs
consistent with spectra of A-G class stars (Av-
dan et al. 2019, 2016). This may suggest that
the spectra of the brightest counterparts are fully
dominated by optical emission of the hot super-
critical accretion disc, but as the disc contribu-
tion decreases, the donor emission become more
prominent (Vinokurov et al. 2018).

It is assumed that the optical radiation of
the supercritical disk is a product of the re-
processing of X-ray quanta in outer parts of
the accretion disk or wind (Fabrika et al. 2015,
Gierliński et al. 2009). Moreover, depending on
the physical characteristics of the region of re-
emission of hard quanta and the inclination an-
gle of the accretion disk to the line of sight, the
ratio between the fluxes in these two ranges can
differ greatly. In this regard, the joint analy-
sis of the optical and X-ray emission of ULXs is
an urgent task. Such studies may shed light on
details of wind formation and outflow geometry.
Some advances in this field have already been
made. Grisé et al. (2012) obtained simultaneous
observations of NGC5408 X-1 with the Chandra
X-ray Observatory and the Hubble Space Tele-
scope, and constructed the source SED covering
wavelengths from X-rays to near-IR. However,
the source showed weak variability during those
observations, which did not allow the authors
to test for the presence of a correlation between
these bands.

A reliable correlation between the UV-optical
and X-ray fluxes has been reported for a few
transient ULXs. For example, in the case of
UGC6456 ULX, the X-rays were found to be pos-
itively correlated not only with broadband opti-

cal emission but also, indirectly, with the flux
in the HeIIλ4686 emission line (Vinokurov et al.
2020), however, the physical mechanisms of the
observed variability at different wavelengths were
not considered due to the small number of obser-
vations.

Here we present the results of multiple simul-
taneous UV–X-ray observations of Holmberg II
X-1 (herafter Ho II X-1) with AstroSat1, an In-
dian first dedicated astronomy satellite aimed at
studying celestial sources in X-ray, optical and
UV spectral bands simultaneously (Singh et al.
2014). We measured the object fluxes in the X-
ray and UV ranges and tried to search for a cor-
relation between them. Also we discussed several
models that could produce such a correlation.

2. ASTROSAT CAPABILITIES FOR ULX
OBSERVATIONS

AstroSat was launched on 2015 September
8 into a 650 km orbit from Satish Dhawan
Space Centre, Sriharikota, India. The satellite is
equipped with three X-ray instruments: Soft X-
ray Telescope (SXT), Large Area X-ray Propor-
tional Counters (LAXPCs) and Cadmium Zinc
Telluride Imager (CZTI), as well as Ultra Violet
Imaging Telescope (UVIT), providing coverage
of 0.3− 100 keV in X-rays and of 1300− 5500 Å
in the UV/optical range.

2.1. Ultra Violet Imaging Telescope

UVIT constitutes two co-aligned Ritchey-
Chretien 37.5-cm telescopes, one of which feeds
a far-ultraviolet detector (FUV: 1300− 1800 Å),
with the other feeding two detectors through
a beam splitter in the near-ultraviolet (NUV:
1800−3000 Å) and visible (VIS: 3200−5500 Å),
providing imaging with a 28′ field of view (FOV)
and pixel scale of ≈ 0.41′′. Spatial resolution
achievable in the UV bands can be 1.2′′ –1.6′′,
and is mainly determined by the quality of the

1 Detail information about the AstroSat mission and all
instruments aboard is available on the AstroSat Science
Support Cell webpage (http://astrosat-ssc.iucaa.in)
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correction for the spacecraft motion at the data
prepossessing stage (see Sec. 3.1), which in turn
depends on the presence of bright sources in the
field. Each of two UV channels has a filter wheel
with 8 slots. In the broad-band filters, the pho-
tometric sensitivity of the instrument is about
35% that of GALEX (Rahna et al. 2017).

The photons can be detected either in photon-
counting (PC) or integration mode by 512× 512
CMOS detectors (identical for each channel)
with image intensifiers consisting of photocath-
ode and microchannel plates. In the PC mode,
the detector reads a frame 29 times a second with
an exposure time of 35 ms per frame. The VIS
channel is used only to correct for the spacecraft
motion, it always works in integration mode.

The NUV channel went out of order on 2018
March 20 and has never been used after this date.

2.2. Soft X-ray Telescope

The SXT is capable of providing X-ray images
and spectra in the energy range 0.3 − 8 keV. It
employs focusing optics of the Wolter-I type and
a 600 × 600 pixel CCD camera similar to those
used in the XMM and Swift missions. The SXT
has an effective area of 200 cm2 at 1.5 keV and
a focal length of 2 meters. The size of the point
spread function (PSF) is 3′–4′, the half-power
diameter (HPD) is 10′, the telescope field of view
is ≈ 40′. In the case of observations of faint
sources, the detector works in photon counting
mode with time resolution of 2.4 s.

2.3. Hard X-ray detectors

Two other detectors: a set of xenon-filled pro-
portional counters — the LAXPC and a pixel-
lated cadmium-zinc-telluride array with a coded
aperture mask — the CZTI, cover energies from
about 10 to 150 keV. Despite the large effective
area (LAXPC has ∼ 6000 cm2), these detectors
have poor spatial resolution and, therefore, high
background. This makes them inefficient for ob-
serving extragalactic sourсes like ULXs. More-
over, observations of ULXs with NuStar have
shown a sharp drop of their X-ray flux above 15–
20 keV (a set of ULXs — Walton et al. 2018, and

Ho II X-1 in particular — Walton et al. 2015).
Inspection of the LAXPC data has shown that
the signal remaining after background subtrac-
tion is statistically insignificant in all the obser-
vations of Ho II X-1. Therefore, we do not use
the LAXPC and CZTI data in our analysis be-
low.

Being in a low near-equatorial orbit, AstroSat
periodically (in about 2/3 of orbits) passes the
South Atlantic Anomaly (SAA). This region is
characterized by high density of charged par-
ticles which is permanently measured by the
Charged Particle Monitor. The monitor may
command the scientific instruments to go into
sleeping mode until the particle level become safe
for them.

3. TARGET, OBSERVATIONS AND DATA
REDUCTION

Ho II X-1 belongs to the most luminous
known ULXs (LX > 1040 erg cm−2 s−1, Grisé
et al. 2010). It is located in the Holmberg II ir-
regular gas-rich dwarf galaxy, which is a part of
the M81–NGC2403 group of galaxies. The dis-
tance to the galaxy is 3.39Mpc (Karachentsev
et al. 2002). The galaxy has a low oxygen abun-
dance, corresponding to a metallicity of ≈ 0.1Z�
(Pilyugin et al. 2014). We have chosen Ho II X-1
as a target for AstroSat due to its high variabil-
ity in X-rays, exceeding an order of magnitude
at timescales from a few days to months (Grisé
et al. 2010), and also due to its high brightness
in the UV range (Vinokurov et al. 2013). Fitting
various stellar spectral models to the combined
non-simultaneous data set from UV to near IR
bands, Tao et al. (2012) has shown that both
low-metallicity late O-star spectra and the irra-
diated disk model are equally acceptable. The
model of a supercritical accretion disk with out-
flow of matter in the form of a wind also gives a
comparable result (Vinokurov et al. 2017, 2013).
Studies of the object in the IR range allow to
suspect that the donor in this binary may be a
supergiant B[e] star (Lau et al. 2017). Ho II X-
1 had to be ejected from a young star cluster;
a possible kinematic evidence of this event has
been found by Egorov et al. (2017). The ULX
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is surrounded by bright compact nebula (Pakull
and Mirioni 2002). Since the nebula contribution
in the UV range is much lower than in the opti-
cal and near-IR ones, the short wavelengths are
more preferable for studying optical counterparts
of ULXs.

We observed Ho II X-1 with AstroSat on ten
epochs, with the dates and other details provided
in Table 1. All the instruments were co-aligned
and generated data simultaneously with UVIT
as a primary instrument. The filters used in UV
observations and their properties are shown in
Table 2.

3.1. UV observations

To prevent possible damage to the detectors
from bright stars as well as to smooth image arti-
facts caused by bad pixels, the spacecraft is com-
manded to oscillate around its aiming point with
amplitude of a few arcminutes and velocity of
a few arcseconds per second. As a result, star
positions on the detector drift with time, and
one need to compensate this motion to convert
a photon event list (produced in the PC mode)
into an image appropriate for scientific analysis.
This job can be done by various pipelines devel-
oped specially for UVIT. In this work we used
JUDE2.

The pipeline reads the FUV/NUV Level-1
data, extracts the photon events from each frame
and adds them into an image tracing the space-
craft motion by bright stars (see description of
the algorithm in Sec. 3.8 of Murthy et al. 2017).
Each sub-observation (continuous segment be-
tween two passages through SAA) is treated in-
dependently. The images of individual segments
are then astrometrically calibrated to place them
all on a common reference frame and co-added.
The resulting PSFs of the FUV co-added images
have FWHMs of 1.4′′ − 1.8′′ (varying from one
observation to another, Table 4); in the NUV

2 Released under the Apache License 2.0, and archived at
the Astrophysics Source Code Library (Murthy et al.
2016). The latest version can be downloaded from
https://github.com/jaymurthy/JUDE. The manual is
published in Rahna et al. (2021).

filters, the resulting spatial resolution is slightly
better, 1.2′′ − 1.4′′.

Due to comparatively low spatial resolution
of UVIT, the photometry of Ho II X-1 with As-
troSat faces with a number of difficulties. Be-
sides the bright compact nebula mentioned above
having a size of ≈ 2.5′′, there are two stars 0.9′′

away from the source. This distance is much
smaller than the obtained PSF size (the Ho II X-
1 environment as it is seen by AstroSat and HST
is shown in Fig. 1). For this reason, the PSF
photometry method frequently used in the case
of moderately crowded fields where stars still re-
solvable, is useless here. We have carried out the
aperture photometry with careful accounting for
flux contribution coming from all the neighbor-
ing sources (the nebula, the two stars within the
aperture as well as the more distant starts in
Fig. 1 whose PSF wings still can contaminate
the observed ULX flux).

This work can be split into three steps.
First of all, we determined the exact position
of Ho II X-1 performing the astrometric correc-
tion of the AstroSat images with the HST data,
and measured the total flux in the certain aper-
ture. All the flux measurements were done via
the APPHOT package of IRAF. At the second step,
we measured and subtracted fluxes of all the
extraneous sources. At the final step, we per-
formed the aperture corrections and converted
fluxes into a single filter to be able to compare
observation of different dates. For the NUV data,
we decided to skip the last two steps because
we have only three observations with this instru-
ment.

3.1.1. Raw aperture photometry

We decide to perform the photometry in the
same 3-pixel (1.23′′) aperture (marked in Fig. 1)
for all the observation regardless the PSF size.
This aperture still collects most of the source
photons even in the worst images with the PSF
FWHM of 1.8′′, and, on the other hand, mini-
mizes the contribution of neighboring stars. To
be sure that our aperture is centered exactly
at the ULX position, we carried out astromet-
ric alignment of the AstroSat data to HST im-
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Figure 1. Left: true color image of the Ho II X-1 surroundings with blue, green and red channels corre-
sponding to the total images in the F154W, N245M and N279N UVIT filters, respectively. Right top: local
area of Ho II X-1 in the filter F148W (from observation #1, Table 1). The circle denotes the 1.23′′ aperture
used in photometry of all the observations. Right bottom: HST ACS/SBC/F165LP image demonstrating
that the aperture actually captures the ULX nebula and two neighboring start of comparable brightness
unresolvable by AstroSat.

ages where the ULX optical counterpart is clearly
seen as a single point-like source. For this pur-
pose, we have chosen the HST image3 obtained
on 2013 August 24, with the Wide Field Camera
3 (WFC3) in the F275W filter whose bandpass is
close to those of the AstroSat NUV filters, and
camera has a relatively large FOV of about 3′.
Three single stars were used as reference sources.
The resulting astrometry accuracy is better than
0.13′′ for each AstroSat observation.

The global background that is largely asso-
ciated with instrumental features of the UVIT
detectors was estimated from an annular aper-
ture with an inner and outer radii of 8′′ and 16′′,
respectively. The measured count rates were cor-
rected for this background and then multiplied
by the conversion factors (Table 2) to obtain

3 All the HST data used in this work were taken from
the MAST archive https://archive.stsci.edu/

fluxes in physical units (erg s−1 cm−2 Å−1). The
resulting values together with their 1σ errors are
given in Table 1.

3.1.2. Flux contribution from neighboring sources

The fluxes measured at the previous step are
still contaminated by contributions from other
sources: the nebula surrounding Ho II X-1 and
the stars st1 and st2 (Fig. 1) directly falling
into the 1.23′′ aperture as well as from more
distant stars located a few seconds away from
the ULX and are likely to be members a sin-
gle stellar cluster. The flux contribution from
each particular sources varies between the ob-
servations depending on the PSF size, and must
be carefully accounted for. To estimate these
contributions in each AstroSat observation, we
utilized the HST ACS/SBC/F165LP image (Ta-
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Table 1. Observation dates, exposures and measured source fluxes. The X-ray fluxes (0.7-7.0 keV) are
for two extraction methods (I/II, Sec. 3.2) in units of 10−12 erg s−1 cm−2. The UV flux densities are
background subtracted but accounted for flux contribution from neighboring sources (Sec. 3.1.1), in units of
10−16 erg s−1 cm−2 Å−1.

N. ObsID Start time Channel Flux Texp,

Stop time (filter) ks

2016-09-29 11:05:10

2016-09-30 18:00:59

SXT 3.90± 0.22/5.6± 0.4 32.8

1 G05_204T01_9000000688 F148W 3.59± 0.11 11.2

N279N 0.85± 0.07 10.6

2016-11-21 10:05:38

2016-11-21 19:02:48

SXT 4.2± 0.4/6.2± 0.6 11.8

2 A02_046T01_9000000814 F154W 3.60± 0.12 9.0

N245M 1.20± 0.03 8.2

2016-12-08 16:09:32

2016-12-09 09:25:44

SXT 5.6± 0.4/6.3± 0.7 13.0

3 A02_046T01_9000000864 F154W 3.40± 0.12 9.1

N245M 1.11± 0.04 8.7

4 A07_054T01_9000003286
2019-11-06 13:40:15

2019-11-07 16:08:24
SXT 4.6± 0.3/7.0± 0.6 18.6

5 A07_054T01_9000003348
2019-11-30 20:04:51

2019-12-01 18:19:17
SXT 5.1± 0.3/6.4± 0.5 22.8

6 A07_054T01_9000003370
2019-12-16 12:10:41 SXT 6.4± 0.3/7.7± 0.5 24.0

2019-12-17 13:01:34 F148W 3.48± 0.08 17.4

7 A07_054T01_9000003378
2019-12-19 23:11:21 SXT 5.5± 0.3/6.9± 0.5 26.8

2019-12-21 07:44:29 F148W 3.55± 0.09 17.2

8 A07_054T01_9000003406
2020-01-02 00:36:10 SXT 5.8± 0.3/6.9± 0.5 23.0

2020-01-02 22:55:01 F148W 3.59± 0.09 16.8

9 A07_054T01_9000003486
2020-02-07 17:18:19 SXT 5.2± 0.3/7.0± 0.5 23.1

2020-02-08 18:48:29 F148W 3.45± 0.08 16.6

10 A07_054T01_9000003504
2020-02-15 08:58:50 SXT 5.4± 0.3/6.5± 0.5 23.2

2020-02-16 08:34:22 F148W 3.40± 0.08 17.1

ble 3), the resolution of which was got worsen to
the AstroSat level. The F165LP filter was chosen
because its bandpass is close to those of the FUV
filters, although it does not completely coincide

with them. Therefore, in order to convert the
contributions measured from the HST data into
the AstroSat filters with the highest accuracy,
we have taken into account the spectral energy
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Table 2. Properties of the UVIT filters used in the observations. The effective bandwidth is the integral of
the normalized effective area. The ‘mean λ’ is the central source-independent wavelength. The conversion
factors are taken from the AstroSat web page https://uvit.iiap.res.in/Instrument/Filters.

Channel Slot Filter Bandpass Effective bandwidth Mean λ Conversion factor

(nm) ∆λ (nm) (nm) (erg/cm2/Å/cnt)

FUV
1 F148W 125− 179 44.1 148.1 3.127e-15

2 F154W 133− 183 37.8 154.1 3.593e-15

NUV
3 N245M 220− 265 28.17 244.7 0.725e-15

6 N279N 273− 288 8.95 279.2 3.500e-15

distributions of these sources modeled involving
HST photometry in other filters.

Since the extraneous sources have different
nature (nebula vs stars), their contributions to
the 1.23′′ aperture must be accounted for indi-
vidually, otherwise one can not be able to model
their SEDs with physical models. To estimate
the individual flux contribution of each extrane-
ous source, we removed (i. e. replaced with the
local background counts) the Ho II X-1 optical
counterpart and all other extraneous sources ex-
cept the current from the F165LP image. Then
we decreased the spatial resolution of the image
and measured flux in the 1.23′′ aperture centered
at the Ho II X-1 position. To decrease the res-
olution, we passed the image by a Gaussian fil-
ter4, the parameters of which were determined
for each AstroSat observation individually by an-
alyzing the PSF of four bright single stars in the
UVIT field of view. This procedure was repeated
4 times: for the nebula, for the stars st1 and st2,
and for the other stars which we considered as
members of a single stellar cluster (we will refer
to them as the cluster).

Using this technique, we obtained that the
contribution of both stars about the same; the
1.23′′ aperture gather wst ranging from 0.468 to
0.566 for PSF sizes 1.8′′ and 1.4′′, respectively,
of their total (aperture corrected) fluxes in the
F165LP filter. For the extended sources, namely
the nebula and the cluster we measured wneb and

4 Actually, sum of two 2D Gaussians were used in order
to fit the PSF core and wings, four parameters in total.

wcl as ratios between the fluxes captured by the
1.23′′ aperture and the fluxes used for the SED
modeling (see the next paragraph), the obtained
values are wneb = 0.664÷0.749 and wcl = 0.022÷
0.015 (for 1.8′′ and 1.4′′).

To construct the SEDs we carried out the
aperture photometry on the HST drc images
(cameras, filters and other details are in Ta-
ble 3). For the two stars, we used a 4-pix aper-
ture (0.10′′) for the ACS/SBC images and 3-pix
for ACS/WFC and WFC3/UVIS (0.15′′ и 0.12′′,
respectively). Such small apertures were chosen
to minimize the contribution from the nebula,
which is especially bright in the visible band.
The background was determined in annuli with
an inner radius of ≈ 0.25′′ and an ≈ 0.15′′ width
with small variations of about 0.02′′ depending
on a particular camera. The aperture corrections
were determined by measurements of 6–17 bright
isolated stars in the large (0.5′′ for ACS and
0.4′′ for WFC3) and the small apertures. The
zero points were taken from the PySynphot v2.01
package using the effstim commands. The fi-
nal magnitudes and their errors for both stars
are listed in Table 3. The provided errors corre-
spond to the 1σ confidence intervals and include
the statistical errors of the flux measurement, the
aperture correction errors, the stability of zero
points and the stability of the filter PSF in each
particular observation.

The photometry of the nearest to Ho II X-
1 region of the cluster was carried out in
a 2.2′′ aperture centered at R.A.=08:19:28.29,
Dec.=+70:42:19.9 (J2000.0). The background
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was measured in several areas around the clus-
ter. The obtained magnitudes are presented in
Table 3. The relatively large photometric errors
are resulted mainly from strong variations of the
background level. The magnitude of the nebula
mneb = 18.94± 0.05 was determined only in the
F165LP filter, in the 1.23′′ aperture centered at
the ULX.

The measured fluxes of st1 and st2 were
fitted with the Kurucz models from ATLAS9
(Castelli and Kurucz 2003) accounted for the in-
terstellar extinction with AV = 0.23 (using the
curve by Cardelli et al. 1989), measured from the
ratio of the Balmer lines in the nebula around
Ho II X-1 (Vinokurov et al. 2013). The metal-
licity was 0.1 Z� (Pilyugin et al. 2014). The
best agreement was obtained for the models with
log g = 4.0 and the effective temperatures and
photosphere radii Teff = 32.2 ± 1.4 kK, Rph =
10.4±0.6R� (χ2/dof ≈ 1.2) and Teff = 29.4±2.1
kK, Rph = 7.2 ± 0.7R� (χ2/dof ≈ 2.7) for the
brighter (st1) and the fainter (st2) stars, respec-
tively. These parameters as well as the absolute
magnitudes of MV = −4.7 ± 0.04 and MV =
−3.8 ± 0.05 correspond to the star types B0–
O9 and B0–B1 IV-V (e.g., Straizys and Kuriliene
1981).

The cluster SED was fitted with the model
spectra calculated in Starburst99 assuming the
metallicity of 0.1 Z� and ages 2.5− 5 Myr. The
interstellar extinction was varied from the Galac-
tic value AV = 0.09 to the value measured by
the nebula lines (AV = 0.23). The minimal
χ2/dof = 2.8 has been reached for the cluster of
2.9 Myr and AV = 0.22± 0.02 which is in a rela-
tively good agreement with the result by Stewart
et al. (2000). Besides the spectrum of stars them-
selves, the starburst99 code outputs the contin-
ual spectrum of a nebula in which these stars are
immersed. We adopted the desired model SED
to be stars+0.5*nebula.

As a model for the nebula around Ho II X-
1 was used the tabulated spectrum5 of a plan-
etary nebula with the extinction of AV = 0.23
applied. This choice is based on the fact that

5 File pn_nebula_only_smooth.fits, taken from https:
//archive.stsci.edu/hlsps/reference-atlases/
cdbs/etc/source/ (MAST library).

photoionization-dominated shells around many
ULXs (and Ho II X-1 in particular) demonstrate
spectra similar to those of planetary nebulae,
with a large number of high-excitation lines at
high intensities, and are believed to have sim-
ilar gas ionization state (see e. g. Abolmasov
et al. 2007). The use of the tabulated spectrum
leaves only one free parameter — a normaliza-
tion, which was determined from the nebula flux
measured above.

The SED of each of the four considered ob-
jects was multiplied by the corresponding factor
w determined above to derive flux in the As-
troSat 1.23′′ aperture and then was convolved
with the bandpass of the target UVIT filter. The
total flux of the four sources in the 1.23′′ aperture
as well as the Ho II X-1 flux corrected for this
value for each observation are presented in Ta-
ble 4. Eventually, the contaminating flux turned
out to be weakly dependent on the PSF size be-
cause the contribution from the two stars and
the nebula decreasing as the resolution get worse
is partly compensated by growing contribution
from the cluster.

3.1.3. Aperture corrections and flux conversion
between the filters

The final step of the FUV data reduction in-
volved the aperture correction of the obtained
net Ho II X-1 fluxes and conversion to the same
F148W filter in order to able to study the source
variability. The conversion was needed for the
two observations of 2016 that were carried out
in the F154W filter. To do it, as in the previous
section, we modeled the object SED using the
HST photometry.

The aperture corrections for the AstroSat im-
ages were calculated by measuring the fluxes of
four bright isolated stars in apertures of 3 (1.23′′)
and 50 (≈ 20′′) pixels. The background level
was estimated in annuli with an inner radius and
width of 75 and 25 pixels, respectively. The ob-
tained values in a form of encircled energy and
their 1σ errors are listed in Table 4.

The HST photometry of Ho II X-1 was carried
out using the same images and the same methods
as described above for the two neighboring stars.
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Table 3. Results of the HST photometry of Ho II X-1 and the neighboring sources

Camera/Filter Obs. Date Exp., Magnitudes in the Vegamag system

s st1 st2 cluster Ho II X-1

ACS/SBC/F165LP 2006Nov 27 600 20.12± 0.08 21.12± 0.13 16.16± 0.03 18.90± 0.05

WFC3/UVIS/F275W 2013Aug 24 2424 20.88± 0.03 21.84± 0.04 16.81± 0.02 19.49± 0.03

WFC3/UVIS/F336W 2013Aug 24 1146 21.44± 0.04 22.42± 0.05 17.23± 0.03 19.91± 0.03

WFC3/UVIS/F438W 2013Aug 24 992 23.02± 0.04 24.06± 0.06 18.68± 0.05 21.58± 0.03

ACS/WFC/F550M 2006 Jan 28 1505 23.13± 0.04 24.07± 0.05 18.84± 0.03 21.84± 0.04

ACS/WFC/F814W 2006 Jan 28 600 23.46± 0.07 24.08± 0.10 18.65± 0.03 21.40± 0.03

Table 4. Details of the AstroSat photometry. Bneib — total flux from the neighboring sources, captured
by the 1.23′′ aperture, Fnet — Ho II X-1 flux in the 1.23′′ aperture with background and Bneib subtracted.
FF148W — net Ho II X-1 flux corrected to infinite aperture and converted to the same F148W filter.

N. Filter FWHM of Encircled Flux, 10−16 erg s−1 cm−2 Å−1

PSF, arcsec energy Bneib Fnet FF148W

1 F148W 1.40± 0.07 0.61± 0.05 2.36± 0.07 1.24± 0.13 2.03± 0.23

2 F154W 1.53± 0.07 0.57± 0.05 2.35± 0.07 1.25± 0.14 2.30± 0.28

3 F154W 1.56± 0.07 0.57± 0.05 2.35± 0.07 1.05± 0.14 1.91± 0.27

6 F148W 1.83± 0.06 0.51± 0.04 2.33± 0.07 1.15± 0.11 2.27± 0.23

7 F148W 1.77± 0.05 0.51± 0.04 2.33± 0.07 1.22± 0.11 2.39± 0.23

8 F148W 1.58± 0.05 0.58± 0.03 2.35± 0.07 1.24± 0.11 2.12± 0.20

9 F148W 1.70± 0.09 0.53± 0.06 2.34± 0.07 1.11± 0.11 2.11± 0.24

10 F148W 1.68± 0.09 0.52± 0.05 2.34± 0.07 1.06± 0.11 2.04± 0.23

The resulting magnitudes are listed in Table 3.

Ho II X-1 is a confirmed optically variable
source which can potentially cause problems of
two kinds. The first one is because the avail-
able HST flux measurements in different filters
are not synchronous, and, therefore, they may
not fit the single model. The second is that the
SED, obtained from the HST data, may not be
applicable at the time of our observations if the
source state had changed. Fortunately, we have
fount that this is not the case. Optical variability
of Ho II X-1 is not high (∆mV ≈ 0.07 in the HST
observations of 2006–2007, Tao et al. 2011); some

authors have already successfully fitted its SED
(Tao et al. 2012, Vinokurov et al. 2017). Fitting
the fluxes from Table 3 with a black body6, we
obtained Teff = 35.5± 2.9 kK with χ2/dof = 3.6
which is close to the result by Tao et al. (2012).
After convolving the SED model with the band-
pass curves, we derived fluxesMF148W = (2.49±
0.08)×10−16 andMF154W = (2.39±0.08)×10−16

erg s−1 cm−2 Å−1. These model values based on
the HST photometry are close to those by As-

6 The most red filter F814W was excluded because the
variability of Ho II X-1 is known to be the highest in
the IR range.
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troSat (Table 4), so we can conclude that the
source state did not change significantly, and
the problem number two does not take place
here. Moreover, since the F148W and F154W
filters are very close (their bandpasses intersect
by ≈ 80%, Table 2), small variations in the SED
shape can produce only negligible conversion er-
ror. The conversion was done by multiplying the
net F154W fluxes by the MF148W/MF154W coef-
ficient of 1.040 ± 0.010. The final aperture cor-
rected fluxes in the F148W filter are presented
the last column of Table 4. The uncertainties
correspond to σ confidence intervals and are a
square root of a sum of squares of the follow-
ing components: the statistical errors of the flux
measurements in the aperture 1.23", the uncer-
tainties related the subtraction of the neighbor-
ing sources and the uncertainties of determining
of the aperture corrections.

To control the obtained results, in particu-
lar, the issue that concerns the flux contribu-
tion from the neighboring sources varying with
the PSF size, we repeated the reduction by an-
other way. Before performing the photometry,
we decreased the resolution of each AstroSat im-
age to the worst one (≈ 1.8′′, observation #6)
which have to equalize the aperture corrections
and the contributions between the observations.
The images were smoothed with a 2D Gaussian
filter whose width in each direction was chosen
in that way to make the aperture corrections and
FWHMs of single stars the same (within error)
as observed in the image #6. Then we mea-
sured the net Ho II X-1’ fluxes assuming the to-
tal contribution from the neighboring sources to
be equal to that determined in Sec. 3.1.2 for the
observation #6. The fluxes obtained by both
methods turned out to be in a very good agree-
ment.

3.2. X-ray observations

The SXT data were processed using the offi-
cial pipeline7. The Level 2 files of individual seg-
ments (orbits) were merged to get the combined

7 The software, calibration files and comments from the
SXT team are available at https://www.tifr.res.in/
~astrosat_sxt/dataanalysis.html

events files using the sxtevtmergertool. In or-
der to extract light curves and spectra we used
the xselect task distributed as a part of Hea-
soft v6.28 package. Spectral analysis was carried
out with xspec v12.11.1.

For the standard analysis, the SXT team rec-
ommends7 extracting the source counts from a
circular aperture of 16′ radius (covering about
95% PSF) in the 0.3 − 7.0 keV range and using
the background spectrum obtained by a special
calibration set of observations8. This is argued
by the fact that the PSF profile of SXT has a
wide component extending up to 19′ (while the
FOV is 40′), and therefore the ‘custom’ back-
ground measured in areas around the source may
be contaminated by the source counts. It has to
lead to overestimation of the background. How-
ever, our inspection of the Ho II X-1 observation
has shown that the custom background appeared
to be lower than the standard one (rescaled to
the same area) in all the cases. Moreover, we
found that the background varies between the
observations by up to 30%, so the subtraction
of the same level for all the data sets may yield
incorrect estimates of the net fluxes, especially
for such a faint source as Ho II X-1. In this re-
gard we decided to present our analysis in two
variants. The first one (hereafter method I) is
the ‘conservative’ where the source counts are
extracted from a 5′-aperture and the standard
background is used. This aperture has to still
cover 50% of the PSF but collect much less back-
ground counts. We found that, in this variant,
the background contribution to the total flux col-
lected by the aperture is about 20% which make
the problem of choosing a particular background
less important. In the second variant (method
II), we used a 16′-aperture and custom back-
ground extracted from a number of regions in
the same frame. The regions, rectangular and
circular, were placed individually for each data
set in a way as to cover maximal area and be out-
side both the 16′ source region and aside from
calibration sources at the chip corners. In this
variant, the source and background contribution
are about equal. Additionally, we excluded ener-

8 SkyBkg_comb_EL3p_Cl_Rd16p0_v01.pha, we will refer
to it as ‘standard background’
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Figure 2. X-ray light curves in the 0.7-7.0 keV range. Due to the faintness of Ho II X-1 with respect to
the AstroSat background, we extracted the source counts in two variants (see text): from the 5′-aperture
with subtraction of the ‘standard’ background (the same for all the observations, method I) and from the
16′-aperture with the background measured directly from the observed data (method II). The corresponding
net count rates are shown by blue and black points. The background count rate re-scaled to the 16′ source
aperture is shown by red points. The red dash-dotted line denotes the level of the standard background
(0.0074 cnt/s) re-scaled to the 5′-aperture. The vertical stripes show the time intervals when UVIT was
turned-on. The numbers in right top corners are p-values of the variability significance for both methods.
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Figure 3. Net X-ray flux (left) and power-law index Γ (right). Colors, the same as in Fig. 2, denote two
extraction methods (see text): blue — method I (5′), black — method II (16′).

gies below 0.7 keV that are dominated by back-
ground.

In Fig. 2 we present the net (background sub-
tracted) light curves for both methods. Before
the extraction, the event files were filtered by en-
ergy channel with expression PI=70:700 which
roughly corresponds to the energy range 0.7-
7.0 keV. The count rate of the standard back-
ground in this range was obtained via xspec
(7.4×10−3 cnt/s). The light curves are binned to
have one point per each continuous segment with
duration of 200 s or more. The shorted segments
were dropped.

Despite high measurement errors, the source
exhibit moderate variability. To assess its signif-
icance, we calculated a probability that a null-
hypothesis of a constant count rate is consistent
with the data using the χ2

n−1 distribution, where
n is the number of data points. The obtained
p-values are shown in top right corners of each
panel of Fig. 2.

To obtain fluxes in physical units we car-
ried out a spectral analysis. Due to rela-
tive low number of accumulated counts, we
decided to consider only the simplest mod-
els: a singe multi-color disk or a single power
law modified for interstellar absorption, and
use the Cash statistic (Cash 1979). The
spectra were grouped with the grppha task
to have a minimum of 1 count per bin.
The response matrix (RMF) was the standard
one, sxt_pc_mat_g0to12.rmf; the ancillary re-
sponses (ARFs) were produced individually for
each spectrum using the sxt_ARFModule_v02.py

script with correction for vignetting enabled.
This is strongly recommended when the SXT is
not a primary instrument, so a source is shifted
aside from the optical axis. In our observations,
the shift was about 4′ in all the observations ex-
cept #2 and #3 where the shift was 9′ and 11′,
respectively. For these two the vignetting correc-
tion changed the fluxes by about 15% and 25%
respect to uncorrected ones; in other cases the
corrections were 6–9%. The interstellar absorp-
tion was introduced by the tbabs model with the
NH restricted to be not lower than the Galactic
value of 5.8× 1020 cm−2 received via the nh tool
of the Heasoft package.

Both the disk and power law models have pro-
vided acceptable fits with the reduced χ2

r from
0.8 to 1.2 (Tin ∼ 1.2 keV, Γ ∼ 1.6 andNH near its
lower limit). Nevertheless, the power-law model
gave smaller values of χ2

r (by 5%–15%) in almost
all observations, and we decided to derive fluxes
from it. The unabsorbed source fluxes with 1-σ
errors were measured via the cflux convolution
model, the results for both method I and II are
listed in Table 1 and shown in Fig. 3. The ob-
tained spectral indexes are also shown in that
figure.

The fluxes obtained from two apertures ap-
peared to be different. Note that ARFs designed
to account energy-depended effective area of a
specific X-ray telescope when converting count
rate to physical flux, being always produced for
a certain aperture perform essentially an ‘aper-
ture corrections’ making the obtained flux in-
dependent on the aperture size. However, the
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fluxes from the 5′-aperture are systematically
lower (but not twice, which should be without
the correction for the aperture size). This may
indicate that the correction is not full. On the
other hand, the fluxes from the larger aperture
might by overestimated because in the method
II we used the background taken from periph-
eral areas of the FOV which may suffer from vi-
gnetting. Also, the fluxes from the smaller aper-
ture have displayed wider scatter despite it has
to collects less background counts. This might
be attributed to the fact that a small aperture
is more sensitive to random fluctuation of the
PSF; nevertheless, the spectral indexes from the
5′ aperture, in contrast, appeared to be more sta-
ble. So we cannot prefer any one of these two
results.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

AstroSat observed Ho II X-1 10 times from
September 2016 to February 2020. Over all these
observations, the object have demonstrated a
rather weak variability in both the X-ray and
UV ranges. The maximum scatter in X-rays is
about 1.5 times (between #1 and #6). Inside
the separate observations, the variability ampli-
tude is higher. In the light curves (Fig. 2), one
can see flux changes with a factor of 2–3 from
the mean level at time scale of ∼ 10 ks or even
shorter in five data sets (#1, 6, 7, 9, 10). Such a
behavior is known for Ho II X-1 (Gúrpide et al.
2021, Kajava et al. 2012). Kajava et al. (2012)
note that fast variations of the X-ray flux do not
lead to spectral changes. It has been proposed
that apparent flux variations may be produced
by relatively cold gas clouds which diminish the
X-ray radiation for the observer intersecting line
of sight (Middleton et al. 2015, Pinto et al. 2017).

The averaged over all the observations and
over two analysis methods source luminosity is
L0.7−7 keV ≈ 8×1039 erg s−1 (assuming isotropic
emission and distance of 3.39 Mpc). In our obser-
vations, we found Ho II X-1 in a hard state with
Γ ≈ 1.6–1.8 (Fig. 3). It is interesting that based
on early XMM-Newton observation (2002-2010),
Ho II X-1 was considered as a typical soft ULX,
with Γ ∼ 2.4 (Pintore et al. 2014, Sutton et al.
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Figure 4. X-ray fluxes obtained via method II
(16′ aperture) against UV flux densities at 148.1 nm
(F148W filter). Colors are in the rainbow order from
red (observation #1) to violet (#10). Formal Pear-
son correlation coefficient is R = 0.45± 0.36.

2013). Later it became much harder (2013, Γ ∼
1.9, Gúrpide et al. 2021, Kobayashi et al. 2019)
and remained so by the time of our AstroSat ob-
servations. Moreover, the blue points in Fig. 3
indicate hardening of the ULX to Γ ∼ 1.6 since
December 2019. Our inspection of the XMM-
Newton observation ObsID 0843840201 taken on
23 March 2020 has shown that the source indeed
exhibited a hard spectrum with Γ = 1.66± 0.6.

In the UV range, the mean flux density in
the F148W filter (≈ 1500 Å) is FF148W = 2.15×
10−16 erg s−1 cm−2 Å−1, that correspond to lu-
minosity of LF148W = 1.30× 1038 erg s−1 calcu-
lated using effective bandwidth of F148W filter
(Table 2). The variability amplitude is about
25% of the minimum value which only slightly
exceeds the 2-σ errors of the individual measure-
ments. The χ2 test against the null-hypothesis of
constant flux yields a p-value of ≈ 0.89, it means
that the detected variability is not significant,
and we can only speak about its upper limit. The
weakness of the Ho II X-1 UV variability is also
evidenced by the HST measurements: the flux
obtained from the SED modeling (Sec. 3.1.3) and
converted to the AstroSat F148W filter gives the
luminosity of (1.51± 0.05)× 1038 erg s−1 which
is close to the AstroSat values despite these ob-
servations are years apart.

In Fig. 4 we plot the X-ray fluxes (only for
method II because they have lesser scatter)
against the UV flux densities at ≈ 1500Å. Due
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to high uncertainties in both the X-ray and UV
bands, the relationship between the data points
is not visible, nevertheless, the correlation be-
tween these two bands caused by heating of dif-
ferent gas structures by X-ray quanta is pre-
dicted by many ULX models. The X-ray radi-
ation has to come from areas in close vicinity to
the accretor. It may be inner parts of the su-
percritical accretion disk or/and a hot optically
thick gas envelope if the accretor is a highly mag-
netized neutron star (Walton et al. 2018). The
heating may affect an optically thick wind com-
ing from the supercritical disk (Poutanen et al.
2007), distant parts from the disk itself or the
donor star. The presence of the wind emitting in
the UV/optical range is proven by both the 2D
MHD simulations (e. g. Kawashima et al. 2012)
and the observed optical spectra of ULXs (Fab-
rika et al. 2015) which require the wind in order
to describe a plenty of emission lines typical for
them (Kostenkov et al. 2020a,b). Below all three
options will be considered.

Even if the initial accretion rate in a disk is
Ṁ0 � ṀEdd, its far regions that emit in the
UV/optical band still release not much energy
and, therefore, are supposed to be very similar
to those of the standard, subcritical ones (Pouta-
nen et al. 2007). It has been shown that for the
subcritical geometrically thin disks around low-
mass X-ray binaries, the UV-optical variability
induced by heating should be FUV ∝ LαX with
α ∼ 0.5 (Gierliński et al. 2009, van Paradijs
and McClintock 1994). According to this, the
X-ray flux changes by 1.5 times found by As-
troSat should correspond to the UV variability of
20–30%. This is close to that we have observed.

As it was shown by Fabrika et al. (2015), the
optical and IR emission of the supercritical disk
wind should have a steeper dependence on the X-
ray luminosity. It is due to luminosity in these
ranges, being related to the Rayleigh-Jeans re-
gions of the wind spectra, is determined mainly
by the size of the emitting structure which is
not constant as in the case of the standard disk
but depends roughly linearly on the initial ac-
cretion rate Ṁ0. The higher the accretion rate,
the wind stronger and its photosphere larger and
colder; the maximum of the emitted spectrum
is then shifted towards longer wavelengths (Fab-

rika et al. 2021). The X-ray luminosity, in turn,
depends logarithmically on Ṁ0 (Poutanen et al.
2007, Shakura and Sunyaev 1973). Nevertheless,
the size of the wind region that emits in the UV
range remains almost unchanged because the in-
crease of Ṁ0 just creates new colder wind parts
beyond this region. Thus we can conclude that
the supercritical disk wind should demonstrate
the similar dependence FUV ∝ L0.5

X .
To assess UV flux variations due to heat-

ing of the donor, we carried out a modeling
with following assumptions. Since the result
have to strongly depend on the initial temper-
ature T0 of the star surface, we have consid-
ered two stars: B2 Ib and O8 Ib, that were pro-
posed by Tao et al. (2012) as possible donors
of Ho II X-1. The accretor was either a black
hole (BH) of 10M� or a neutron star (NS) of
1.5M�. The source of X-ray quanta was as-
sumed to be point-like, the donor fills its Roche
lobe the size of which was computed via the re-
lations by Eggleton (1983). The masses, effec-
tive temperatures and radii (20.0M�, 20.3 kK,
23.2R� and 52.5M�, 34.3 kK, 20.4R� for the
B2 Ib and O8 Ib star, respectively) were taken
from Straizys and Kuriliene (1981). The orbit of
the system was assumed to be circular with a sep-
aration determined from the condition of Roche
lobe filling. The observed flux density from i-th
element of the star surface was computed using
the Planck function with a temperature found
from equation:

σT 4
new,i = σT 4

0 + (1− ε) cosβiFi

where Fi — irradiating flux, βi — the angle be-
tween the directions to the X-ray source and the
surface element normal, the albedo ε was as-
sumed to be 0.5 (Zhang et al. 1986). In Fig. 5
we show the new temperatures averaged over the
visible disk of the star and the total flux densities
at 1500Å (very close to λc of the F148W filter,
Table 2) normalized to the values not modified
by heating as functions of the X-ray luminosity.
Besides two types of the donor and two types of
the accretor we also considered two orientations:
with the orbit inclination i = 0 and i = imax that
was calculated individually for each case (for a
particular star size and binary separation, see the
figure legend) to satisfy the condition of the sys-
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Figure 5. The ratio of the flux densities at 1500Å from the heated and not heated donors (left panels),
and the temperatures averaged over the visible star disk (right panels) as functions of the X-ray luminosity
of the accretor. Two type of the accretors: a neutron star (top) and a black hole (bottom) are considered.
The donor is either a O8 or B2 supergiant. The orbit inclination either i = 0 (view along the axis) or the
maximum possible angle at which the particular system remains non-eclipsing in X-rays. Grey areas show
the range of Ho II X-1 X-ray luminosities in the AstroSat observations.

tem being non-eclipsing in X-rays. In the later
case the donor was behind the X-ray source to
make the observed effect as large as possible; the
option i = 0 was considered because majority of
ULX models predicts that such systems must be
viewed nearly along its axis to prevent covering
of inner parts of the accretion disk by gas flows.

As it is seen from Fig. 5, the systems with
a neutron star should yield more prominent in-
crease of the UV flux due to their compactness.
The maximal UV flux variations of ≈ 27–28%
(for the X-ray luminosities from 6.5 × 1039 to
9.7×1039 erg s−1 found by AstroSat) occurs with
the B2 Ib start regardless the accretor type. In
the other cases, the variations is less 20%, with
a minimum ≈ 4% shown by the BH+O8 Ib sys-

tem viewed from its pole. At the same time,
the heated B2 Ib start gives correct temperatures
(i. e. close to Teff = 35.5± 2.9 kK obtained from
the SED modeling, Sec. 3.1.3) only with a NS
viewed at imax (maximal heating). The O8 Ib
star, in contrast, gives the correct temperature
in all the cases except ‘NS with imax’. Thus,
the observed SED temperature and low variabil-
ity amplitude in the UV range make the hotter
donor more preferable. Nevertheless, we should
to note that we did not consider the orbital varia-
tions in this modeling. This effects, however, can
be important only for systems seen nearly along
the orbital plane which is thought to be unlikely
for ULXs. Also, the observed variations of the
X-ray flux may be caused by effects of shielding
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of the X-ray source by cold opaque clouds/gas
flows without changing the true luminosity and,
hence, the irradiating flux as well. This effects
should reduce the UV variability predicted by
the models.

In light of the above, one can see that the UV
variability amplitudes predicted by all three con-
sidered models do not contradict the observed
value due to its large uncertainties. Therefore,
we have estimated the minimal required variabil-
ity level in both ranges that would allow to dis-
tinguish the models. We assumed that variabil-
ity could by considered as significant when at
least one of data points bounces 3σ up and one
3σ down from the averaged flux. Since the UVIT
uncertainties is about 10%, the UV variability
must be at least 60% to be considered as firmly
detected. For the disk/wind heating models this
correspond to the X-ray variations with a factor
of & 2.5. So, if one detects a variability of this
level in X-rays but none in the UV band, it could
be concluded the UV radiation is dominated by
a heated O-type donor because this star have to
provide the UV variability of . 30% regardless
the accretor type and orbit inclination.

5. CONCLUSION

The Indian space satellite AstroSat observed
Ho II X-1 in ten epochs, eight of them simultane-
ously in the X-ray and UV bands. The AstroSat
payload is similar to that of Swift which also have
an UV/optical telescope but the spatial resolu-
tion of the AstroSat/UVIT is twice better. This
allows to study optical counterparts of the X-ray
sources residing in crowded stellar fields.

Though Ho II X-1 is known as one of the most
variable sources among the bona fide ULXs (with
a factor up to 13, Kajava et al. 2012), we were
unlucky to catch it in a state of low variability.
We found only 1.5 times in X-rays and about 25%
(upper limit) in the UV band, which did not al-
low us to detect tight correlation between this
bands predicted by different models. We have
considered three models of heating: the heated
thin disk, the wind or the O-B supergiant donor
star, but cannot reject any of them with the ob-
served variability level. To distinguish the mod-

els, we estimate the required X-ray variability as
∼ 2.5 or higher. Our short glance on recent Swift
observations have shown that Ho II X-1 returned
to the state of high variability since February
2021. This gives hope that further AstroSat ob-
servations will finally detect the correlation and
will help to clarify the nature of the Ho II X-1
UV-optical emission.
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