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ABSTRACT

We revisit various sets of published results from X-ray and optical studies of the Galactic black hole (BH) candidate MAXI
J0637−430, which went into outburst in 2019. Combining the previously reported values of peak outburst luminosity, best-ﬁtting
radii of inner and outer accretion disk, viewing angle, exponential decay timescale and peak-to-peak separation of the He II 𝜆4686
disk emission line, we improve the constraints on the system parameters. We estimate a heliocentric distance 𝑑 ≈ (8.7 ± 2.3)
kpc, a projected Galactocentric distance 𝑅 ≈ (13.2 ± 1.8) kpc and a height |𝑧| ≈ (3.1 ± 0.8) kpc from the Galactic plane. It is the
currently known Milky Way BH candidate located farthest from the Galactic Centre. We infer a BH mass 𝑀1 ≈ (5.1 ± 1.6) 𝑀 ⊙ , a
spin parameter 𝑎 ∗ . 0.25, a donor star mass 𝑀2 ≈ (0.25 ± 0.07) 𝑀 ⊙ , a peak Eddington ratio 𝜆 ≈ 0.17 ± 0.11 and a binary period
𝑃orb ≈ 2.2+0.8
hr. This is the shortest period measured or estimated so far for any Galactic BH X-ray binary. If the donor star is
−0.6
a main-sequence dwarf, such a period corresponds to the evolutionary stage where orbital shrinking is driven by gravitational
radiation and the star has regained contact with its Roche lobe (low end of the period gap). The three Galactic BHs with the
shortest period (.3 hr) are also those with the highest vertical distance from the Galactic plane (&2 kpc). This is probably
because binaries with higher binding energies can survive faster natal kicks.
Key words: accretion, accretion disks – stars: black holes – X-rays: binaries

1 INTRODUCTION
MAXI J0637−430 is a transient low-mass X-ray binary, discovered
by the Monitor of All-sky X-ray Image (MAXI) when it went into
outburst on 2019 November 2 (Negoro et al. 2019). Its outburst evolution over the following weeks was monitored by several teams with
a variety of X-ray and multiband facilities: the Neil Gehrels Swift
Observatory (Swift) X-ray Telescope (XRT) and UltraViolet and
Optical Telescope (UVOT) (Kennea et al. 2019), the Insight-HXMT
X-ray observatory (Ma et al. 2022), the Nuclear Spectroscopic Telescope Array (NuSTAR) (Tomsick et al. 2019), the Neutron star Interior Composition Explorer (NICER) (Remillard et al. 2020), Astrosat
(Thomas et al. 2019), the Southern Astrophysical Research (SOAR)
telescope (Strader et al. 2019), the Australia Telescope Compact Array (ATCA) (Russell et al. 2019). Based on this rich set of multiband data, several studies (Tetarenko et al. 2021; Lazar et al. 2021;
Jana et al. 2021; Ma et al. 2022) have presented detailed analyses of
the properties of this Galactic black hole (BH) candidate.
MAXI J0637−430 stands out from other BH transients for several unusual properties: i) it is located at high Galactic latitude,
well outside the disk plane, and large Galactocentric distance. If
its proposed heliocentric distance estimate (𝑑 ∼ 7 kpc: Ma et al.
2022) is correct, it may belong to the thick disk population and
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may have a diﬀerent formation history than most other Galactic BH transients; ii) also if the estimated distance is correct, the
peak bolometric luminosity 𝐿 bol of the 2019 outburst was only
𝐿 bol ∼ 0.1𝐿 Edd , and the system remained in the thermal dominant
state during outburst decline at or just below 𝐿 bol ∼ 0.01𝐿 Edd ; iii) the
outer radius of the accretion disk is relatively small, which implies
a small binary separation and very short orbital period (𝑃 ∼ 2–4
hr: Tetarenko et al. 2021). In fact, it was suggested (Ma et al. 2022)
that MAXI J0637−430 has the shortest period known to-date among
transient BH candidates (Knevitt et al. 2014; Corral-Santana et al.
2016; Tetarenko et al. 2016; Arur & Maccarone 2018).
There is no reported detection of the donor star in quiescence:
therefore, there is no dynamic mass estimate for this system. The
distance estimates so far are also rather speculative. Both uncertainties hamper our eﬀorts to model the physics of MAXI J0637−430
and place it in context of binary stellar evolution. For example, if the
distance was somewhat larger, MAXI J0637−430 would be the ﬁrst
BH X-ray binary detected in the Galactic halo. The unusually low
color temperature of the inner accretion disk (𝑘𝑇in ≈ 0.70 keV) at
peak outburst may be due to a low Eddington ratio, but it could also
signal a more massive BH located at a higher distance.
To reduce this uncertainty on BH mass, distance, binary period
and type of donor star, we have collected and re-examined the main
observational evidence and modelling results presented so far in the
literature (Table 1). We will show that, even in the absence of phase-
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resolved optical spectroscopy, by combining those constraints, we
can obtain more precise values for those quantities. The main ingredients for this exercise will be: i) the inner disk radius derived
from disk-blackbody model ﬁts to the soft (thermal) X-ray emission.
In particularly, the X-ray spectra from Swift/XRT provide the tightest constraint; ii) the outer disk radius from the broad-band spectral
energy distribution provided by the combined dataset of Swift/XRT
and Swift/UVOT; iii) an independent constraint on outer disk radius
and BH mass provided by the double-peaked He II 𝜆4686 emission
lines in the Gemini spectra of Tetarenko et al. (2021); iv) the bolometric unabsorbed ﬂux at the peak of the outburst. We will combine
those empirical parameters with the help of well-tested models of
BH accretion: the standard solution for an optically thick, geometrically thin accretion disk (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973; Frank et al.
2002); the basic framework of the thermal-viscous instability model
(King & Ritter 1998; Dubus et al. 1999; Lasota 2001; Lasota et al.
2015; Hameury & Lasota 2020), and in particular, its prediction for
the peak bolometric luminosity of an outburst; the theoretical proﬁle of disk emission lines (Smak 1981); the Roche lobe geometry
properties as a function of mass ratio (Eggleton 1983).

2 BLACK HOLE MASS ESTIMATE
2.1 Mass constraints from the inner-disk emission
During most of its only recorded outburst, MAXI J0637−430 was
in the thermal dominant state. Thus, we plausibly assume that, near
outburst peak, most of the thermal emission comes from a standard
Shakura-Sunyaev disk extended down to the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO). It was previously noted (Lazar et al. 2021; Ma et al.
2022) that systematic spectral residuals may require a second thermal
component; however, the characteristic length scale of the hottest
thermal emitter is consistent for various models. We assume that
such radius is a good proxy for ISCO. As customary, we distinguish here between an apparent inner-disk radius 𝑟 in , directly derived
from the normalization of disk-blackbody models in xspec (Arnaud
2 𝑟
1996), and a physical inner disk radius 𝑅in ≈ 𝑅ISCO ≈ 𝜉 𝑓col
in
(Kubota et al. 1998), where 𝜉 ≈ 0.412 is a geometric correction
factor, and 𝑓col is the hardening factor (colour correction), as deﬁned by Shimura & Takahara (1995) (see also: Zhang et al. 1997;
McClintock et al. 2014).
A traditional choice of hardening factor is 𝑓col = 1.7, from
Shimura & Takahara (1995): this corresponds to the “standard” conversion factor 𝑅in ≈ 1.19𝑟 in . More detailed theoretical models of disk
atmospheres (Davis et al. 2005; Davis & Hubeny 2006; Shafee et al.
2006; Done & Davis 2008) suggest a slightly lower value of 𝑓col
(1.6 . 𝑓col . 1.7) for a range of parameters suitable to MAXI
J0637−430: intermediate viewing angles, peak colour temperature
∼0.7 keV, disk luminosity 𝐿 disk ≈ 0.1𝐿 Edd and low BH spin (as
we will show later). Thus, for our BH mass estimate we assume
𝑅in ≈ (1.1 ± 0.1)𝑟 in . The lower boundary of this correction factor
(corresponding to 𝑓col & 1.55) is a solid limit, both from theoretical
arguments and observational evidence. For the upper boundary, we
include the standard value 𝑓col = 1.7. This limit is not as robust:
some studies (Gierliński & Done 2004; Done & Davis 2008) have
suggested 𝑓col ∼ 1.8–2.0. Luckily, the uncertainty on the upper limit
of 𝑓col (corresponding to higher BH masses) does not substantially
aﬀect our mass estimates, because it corresponds to a range of BH
masses that is ruled out by another empirical constraint (as discussed
later, Section 2.2).
The average of the best-ﬁtting values of 𝑟 in over the ﬁrst 10
MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2022)

Swift/XRT
observations after outburst peak (2019 November 9–19)1
√
is 𝑟 in cos 𝜃 ≈ (33.0 ± 1.3) 𝑑10 km when the spectrum is ﬁtted with
an absorbed diskbb + powerlaw model (Ma et al. 2022); here, 𝜃
is the viewing angle, 𝑑10 is the distance in units of 10 kpc, and the
quoted uncertainty is the 1-𝜎 scatter of the 10 best-ﬁtting values.
When the same 10 spectra
are ﬁtted with a diskir model, the aver√
age inner radius is 𝑟 in cos 𝜃 ≈ (35.0 ± 2.0) 𝑑10 km (Tetarenko et al.
2021). In fact, the best-ﬁtting value of 𝑟 in has an increasing trend
through the outburst (e.g., Fig. 3 in Tetarenko et al. 2021), which
can be interpreted either as the inner truncation radius of the disk
gradually moving away from ISCO, or the hardening factor becoming slightly lower as the luminosity decreases (both are, in principle,
plausible explanations). Regardless of the reason for the change in the
apparent radius, the smallest value of 𝑟 in measured just after outburst
peak is likely to be the best proxy for the true value of 𝑅isco . This
is the value measured
√ on 2019 November 9 (MJD 58796.74, ObsID
00012172003): 𝑟 in cos 𝜃 ≈ (32 ± 1) 𝑑10 km, from both a diskbb
(Ma et al. 2022) and a diskir (Tetarenko et al. 2021) model ﬁt to
the XRT data. Finally, the viewing angle is independently known,
𝜃 = (64◦ ± 6◦ ), from the reﬂection component ﬁtted to NuSTAR data
(Lazar et al. 2021).
In summary, combining the previous parameters and propagating their uncertainties2 , we obtain a value of 𝑅in ≈ 𝑅ISCO ≈
(51 ± 6) 𝑑10 km. For a Schwarzschild BH, this value of ISCO corresponds to a mass of the compact object 𝑀1 ≈ 𝑐 2 𝑅ISCO /6𝐺 ≈
(5.7 ± 0.7) 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ ; for a moderate spin parameter 𝑎 ∗ ≈ 0.3,
𝑀1 ≈ 𝑐 2 𝑅ISCO /5𝐺 ≈ (6.9 ± 0.8) 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ ; for a maximally spinning Kerr BH, 𝑀1 ≈ 𝑐 2 𝑅ISCO /𝐺 ≈ (34 ± 4) 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ . The inner-disk
constraint to the BH mass is 𝑀1 > 5.0 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ (approximately equivalent to a 90% conﬁdence limit).

2.2 Mass constraints from the outer-disk emission
By ﬁtting the combined Swift/XRT and UVOT data with the irradiated disk model diskir, Tetarenko et al. (2021) provided an estimate
of the outer disk radius 𝑅out throughout the outburst. Moreover, their
optical spectra taken with the Gemini Multi-Object Spectrograph
show double-peaked H and He emission lines of clear disk origin
(Tetarenko et al. 2021). The observed peak separation 2𝑉 (averaged
over the orbital phase) of a disk emission line is approximately twice
the projected rotational velocity of the outermost ring (at radius
′ ) that emits that particular line (Smak 1981; Paczynski 1977;
𝑅out
Horne & Marsh 1986; Warner 1995). This provides a powerful constraint on the BH mass.
We use the He II 𝜆4686 line proﬁle (as published in Tetarenko et al.
2021) for our estimates. Tetarenko et al. (2021) modelled the emission lines with double Gaussians. For a disk line, the velocity separation between the two ﬁtting Gaussians is always slightly smaller than
the peak separation in the deﬁnition of Smak (1981). However, we
can estimate the He II 𝜆4686 peak separation directly from Fig. 6 of
Tetarenko et al. (2021) as 2𝑉 sin 𝜃 ≈ (2000 ± 100) km s−1 on MJD
58842 (the Gemini observation with the highest signal-to-noise ratio,
in which the sharp peaks clearly stand out). Then, we can apply the
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We have excluded here the XRT observations on November 6 and November
8 (ObsIDs 12172001 and 12172002, respectively) because of instrumental
problems (Ma et al. 2022).
2 Throughout this work, uncertainty ranges are computed with Gaussian
error propagation for uncorrelated variables, except where explictly noted
otherwise.

System parameters of MAXI J0637−430
Table 1. Main properties of MAXI J0637−430
Quantity

Origin
Values taken from published literature

√
𝑟in cos 𝜃 = (32 ± 1) 𝑑10 km

[1,2]

𝑅out = (6.1 ± 0.7) × 105 𝑑10 km

[1]

𝜃 = 64◦ ± 6◦

[3]

2𝑉 sin 𝜃 ≈ (2000 ± 100) km s−1

[1]

𝜏 = (53 ± 1) d

[1]

+0.06
𝛼 = 0.34−0.05

[1]

𝐿peak,obs ≈ (1.5 ± 0.3) × 1038 (𝑑10 ) 2 erg s−1

[1,2]

Main values or constraints derived in this paper
𝑅ISCO ≈ (51 ± 6) 𝑑10 km

[4]

𝑀1 > 5.0 𝑑10 𝑀⊙

[4]

𝑀1 < 6.8 𝑑10 𝑀⊙

[5]

|𝑧 | ≈ (3.1 ± 0.8) kpc

[7]

𝑅 ≈ (13.2 ± 1.8) kpc

[7]

𝑑 ≈ (8.7 ± 2.3) ( 𝜂/0.1) −9/17 kpc

[6]

𝑟 ≈ (13.6 ± 1.9) kpc

[7]

𝑀1 ≈ (5.1 ± 1.6) ( 𝜂/0.1) −9/17 𝑀⊙
𝛼∗ . 0.25

𝐿peak ≈ (1.1 ± 0.6)

( 𝜂/0.1) −18/17

× 1038

𝜆peak ≈ (0.17 ± 0.11) ( 𝜂/0.1) −9/17

[8]
[9]
erg

s−1

[10]
[10]

𝑞 ≈ 0.04–0.06

[11]

+0.8 hr
𝑃orb ≈ 2.2−0.6

[11]

𝑀2 ≈ (0.25 ± 0.07) 𝑀⊙

[11]

1: from Tetarenko et al. (2021);
2: from Ma et al. (2022);
3: from Lazar et al. (2021);
4: from the inner disk radius;
5: from the He II 𝜆4686 peak-to-peak separation;
6: equating 𝐿peak,obs to the predicted value for a standard disk model;
7: from the source distance (𝜂 = 0.1 for simplicity) and coordinates,
assuming a heliocentric distance of 8.2 kpc from the Galactic centre;
8: combining inner disk (X-ray) constraint, outer disk (optical) constraint,
and distance estimate;
9: combining the best estimate of 𝑀1 with the inner disk radius constraint;
10: from 𝐿peak,obs combined with 𝑑 and 𝑀1 ;
11: from Roche lobe geometry and period-density relation (Eggleton 1983).

′  1/2 , and determine 𝑀 if we can determine
relation 𝑉 ≈ 𝐺 𝑀1 /𝑅out
1
′ .
𝑅out
The simplest assumption at this point is that for He II 𝜆4686
′ = 𝑅
emission, 𝑅out
out (the latter determined with diskir). If the
′ <
outer annuli of the disk are too cold to emit He II 𝜆4686, 𝑅out
𝑅out , and we would be over-estimating the BH mass. However, in
MAXI J0637−430, the disk is relatively compact (as we will mention
later). Based on continuum modelling, the eﬀective temperature at the
outer edge of the disk is ≈25,000 K on MJD 58842 (Tetarenko et al.
2021). More importantly, what determines the line emission from an
accretion disk in the hot state is not the eﬀective temperature but the
presence of an optically thin temperature inversion layer (hotter than
the eﬀective temperature at the same radius), or chromosphere, at the
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disk surface (Smak 1991; Sakhibullin et al. 1998; Wu et al. 2001;
Wickramasinghe & Hubeny 2005). This chromosphere is generated
by the X-ray irradiation, particularly of soft X-ray photons from the
inner disk (abundant in the high/soft state). Thus, we argue that the
irradiated surface of the outer disk can produce He II 𝜆4686 and our
′ =𝑅
assumption of 𝑅out
out is acceptable.
Next, we need to determine 𝑅out . The maximum extension of the
outer disk was also reached just after outburst peak (MJD 58796.74,
Swift/XRT ObsID 00012172003), with 𝑅out ≈ 104.10±0.03 𝑟 in ≈
(6.1 ± 0.7) × 1010 𝑑10 cm (Tetarenko et al. 2021). It remained essentially unchanged within the errors for the following 10 days (MJD
58798–58807), with 𝑅out ≈ (5.8 ± 0.7) × 1010 𝑑10 cm on MJD
58807.76 (ObsID 12172013). By the time of the third Gemini observation on MJD 58842 (2019 December 25), it had declined to
𝑅out ≈ (3.5 ± 0.5) × 1010 𝑑10 cm (Tetarenko et al. 2021). The decline seen from a diskir ﬁt to the continuum optical emission is the
result of the outer annuli either becoming cold and optically thin, or
disappearing altogether from the inﬂow. However, X-ray irradiated,
optically thin gas in the outer disk would still be able to emit optical
lines with a double-peaked proﬁle (by comparison, A0620−00 is a
classic example of Galactic BH with double-peaked optical emission
lines even in a very low X-ray state: Johnston et al. 1989; Orosz et al.
1994). From the peak separation relation 𝑀1 ≈ 𝑉 2 𝑅out /𝐺, we obtain 𝑀1 ≈ (5.7 ± 1.1) 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ if we assume the maximum observed
outer disk, or 𝑀1 ≈ (3.3 ± 0.7) 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ if the line emission came
only from the optically thick portion of the disk on MJD 58842.
There are at least two other possible sources on uncertainty on
𝑉 we need to be aware of. The projected velocity of the disk edges
(hence, the observed peak separation) oscillates sinusoidally with a
period equal to half the binary period (Paczynski 1977; Liu et al.
2020), because the outer disk is not perfectly circular; the variability Δ𝑉/𝑉 can be as large as ∼10 per cent. We do not know what
phases of the orbital cycle the system was observed in, when the
Gemini observations were taken. However, the log of the Gemini
observations for MJD 58842 (Tetarenko et al. 2021) shows a series
of evenly spaced 600-s exposures, covering about 3.5 hr. We will
show later (Section 4) that this is enough to fully cover at least one
binary period. Thus, the error on the mass estimate due to the Δ𝑉/𝑉
oscillation is substantially less than 10 per cent and is negligible
compared with other sources of error. The second eﬀect that may
alter the apparent peak separation is the presence of an outﬂow. If
a line is emitted from a disk wind rather than from the thin disk
chromosphere, its peak separation and full-width half maximum decrease, and the peaks become more smoothed (Matthews et al. 2015;
Murray & Chiang 1996, 1997). This would cause an under-estimate
of the BH mass derived from peak separation. However, the sharpness of the Smak-type line proﬁle (Smak 1981) observed on MJD
58842 suggests that this eﬀect is not signiﬁcant here.
In summary, the outer disk constraints provide a robust upper limit
𝑀1 < 6.8 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ , approximately equivalent to a 90% conﬁdence
limit. Its robustness is based on the plausible assumption (supported
also by the diskir modelling) that the outer disk during the Gemini
observations is not larger than it was at outburst peak, and on the
fact that the He II emitting region must be ≤ 𝑅out . The lower limit to
the BH mass from the outer disk constraints is less robust and more
model dependent, because it requires an estimate of the outermost
disk annulus still emitting He II 𝜆4686 at the epoch of the optical
spectra. However, luckily, an accurate knowledge of the lower mass
limit from the optical lines is not required for our BH mass estimate,
because a more reliable lower limit is already provided by the X-ray
continuum ﬁtting (Section 2.1).
MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2022)
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2.3 Combining inner and outer disk constraints
The most likely range for the BH mass is where the estimate from the
inner disk (Section 2.1) and from the outer disk (Section 2.2) overlap.
This happens for 5.0 𝑑10 < 𝑀1 /𝑀 ⊙ < 6.8 𝑑10 (approximately a
90% conﬁdence limit). Henceforth, for simplicity, we will take the
half point of this range and use 𝑀1 ≈ (5.9 ± 0.9) 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ as our
best mass estimate. The best-ﬁtting value for a Schwarzschild BH
(𝑀1 ≈ 5.7 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ ) is very close to the central value of our estimate;
higher spins correspond to higher BH masses. The 90% upper mass
limit 𝑀1 ≈ 6.8 𝑑10 𝑀 ⊙ corresponds to 𝑎 ∗ ≈ 0.25.

3 DISTANCE AND EDDINGTON RATIO
The next step is to determine the distance, which we have kept as a free
parameter so far. For this, we use two empirical results not exploited
so far in our analysis: the peak luminosity and the exponential decay
timescale.
The peak outburst luminosity (𝐿 peak ) in a transient low-mass Xray binary is proportional to the peak accretion rate ( 𝑀¤ peak ): 𝐿 peak ≈
𝜂 𝑀¤ peak 𝑐 2 ≈ 0.1 𝑀¤ peak 𝑐 2 , where 𝜂 is the radiative eﬃciency. From
King & Ritter (1998),
𝑀¤ peak ≈ 𝑅out 𝜈 𝜌,

(1)

where 𝜈 is the kinematic viscosity and 𝜌 is the mass density. Viscosity
and density obviously vary as a function of radius in the disk, but
this approximation is a good match to observed light-curves of BH
transients (see also Powell et al. 2007) when we use the values of 𝜈
and 𝜌 in the outer disk, which contains most of the mass. After the
peak, the emitted luminosity declines on an exponential timescale
𝜏 ≈ (𝑅out ) 2 /3𝜈 (King & Ritter 1998).
For the 2019 outburst of MAXI J0637−430, Tetarenko et al.
(2021) determined an exponential decay timescale 𝜏 ≈ (53 ± 1)
d. We have already estimated (Section 2.2) that just after outburst
peak, 𝑅out ≈ (6.1 ± 0.7) × 1010 𝑑10 cm. From this, we obtain a value
of 𝑅out 𝜈 = (𝑅out ) 3 /(3𝜏) ≈ (16.5 ± 5.7) × 1024 (𝑑10 ) 3 cm3 s−1 . The
density 𝜌 can be expressed for a standard disk as:
11/20

𝜌 ≈ 3.1 × 10−8 𝛼−7/10 𝑀¤ 16

−15/8

(𝑚 1 ) 5/8 𝑅10

g cm−3

(2)

(Shakura & Sunyaev 1973; Frank
et al. 2002),

 where 𝛼 is the vis16 g s−1 , 𝑚
¤
cosity parameter, 𝑀¤ 16 ≡ 𝑀/10
1 ≡ 𝑀1 /𝑀 ⊙ ≈


(5.9 ± 0.9) 𝑑10 , 𝑅10 ≡ 𝑅out /1010 cm ≈ (6.1 ± 0.7) 𝑑10 . From
their X-ray light-curve modelling, Tetarenko et al. (2021) estimated
𝛼 ≈ 0.34+0.06
, a value roughly in the middle of the distribution of
−0.05
viscosity parameters in BH transients (Tetarenko et al. 2018).
Inserting 𝑅out 𝜈 and 𝜌 into Equation (1), and solving for 𝑀¤ peak ,
we obtain after straightforward algebra:
𝑀¤ peak ≈ (2.1 ± 0.9) × 1018 (𝑑10 ) 35/9 g s−1

(3)

For the conversion from model-predicted accretion rate to modelpredicted luminosity, we need to make an assumption on the efﬁciency 𝜂, for which we have no direct empirical constraints. For
convenience of comparison with other studies of BH transients, we
will normalize our results as a function of the parameter 𝜂 = 0.1
but we will explicitly include the dependence on (𝜂/0.1). The low
spin of the BH in MAXI J0637−430 and the possible energy release
through disk outﬂows are two arguments in support of an eﬃciency
slightly lower than 0.1 (probably 0.06 . 𝜂 . 0.1). Hence, we obtain:
𝐿 peak,mod ≈ (1.9 ± 0.8) × 1038 (𝜂/0.1) (𝑑10 ) 35/9 erg s−1 .
MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2022)

(4)

The unabsorbed bolometric ﬂux at peak outburst, derived
from multi-instrument broadband observations (Ma et al. 2022;
Tetarenko et al. 2021), is 𝐹bol ≈ (1.1 ± 0.2) × 10−8 erg cm−2 s−1 ,
where the uncertainty takes also into account the diﬀerent set of bestﬁtting values across diﬀerent ﬁtting models (e.g., disk-blackbody plus
power-law, or Comptonization models). For X-ray binaries, the conversion between ﬂuxes and luminosities is generally taken to follow
the scaling 𝐿 ≈ 2𝜋/(cos 𝜃) 𝐹 𝑑 2 for the disk emission component,
and 𝐿 ≈ 4𝜋 𝐹 𝑑 2 for the Comptonized component. This introduces
an additional model dependency on how to separate the disk-like and
isotropic ﬂux contributions. However, luckily, for a viewing angle
𝜃 = 64◦ ± 6◦ , the two scaling relations are almost identical. Including this uncertainty, we estimate the peak unabsorbed bolometric
luminosity as:
𝐿 peak,obs ≈ (1.5 ± 0.3) × 1038 (𝑑10 ) 2 erg s−1 .

(5)

Equating the model and empirical luminosities in Equations (4,5),
we can now solve for the distance:
𝑑 ≈ (8.7 ± 2.3) (𝜂/0.1) −9/17 kpc

(6)

and a vertical distance |𝑧| above the Galactic plane of
|𝑧| ≈ (3.1 ± 0.8) (𝜂/0.1) −9/17 kpc.

(7)

Now, we can ﬁnally express the BH mass as:
𝑀1 ≈ (5.1 ± 1.6) (𝜂/0.1) −9/17 𝑀 ⊙ ,

(8)

the peak bolometric luminosity as
𝐿 peak ≈ (1.1 ± 0.6) (𝜂/0.1) −18/17 × 1038 erg s−1 ,

(9)

and the Eddington ratio 𝜆 peak = 𝐿 peak /𝐿 Edd as:
𝜆 peak ≈ (0.17 ± 0.11) (𝜂/0.1) −9/17 .

(10)

4 MASS OF THE DONOR STAR AND BINARY PERIOD
Our next objective is an estimate of the mass ratio (deﬁned here as
𝑞 ≡ 𝑀2 /𝑀1 ) and binary period. For this, we use the well-known
Roche lobe approximations of Eggleton (1983):
"
#
0.49 𝑞 2/3
𝑅RL2 ≈ 𝑎
(11)
 ,
0.60 𝑞 2/3 + ln 1 + 𝑞 1/3

where 𝑅RL2 is the radius of the donor star’s Roche lobe. We plausibly
assume that the donor star is ﬁlling its Roche lobe, so that its radius
𝑅2 = 𝑅RL2 . The expression for 𝑅RL1 (Roche lobe of the BH) is
identical to Equation (10), with 𝑞 → 𝑞 −1 :
#
"
0.49 𝑞 −2/3
(12)
𝑅RL1 ≈ 𝑎
 .
0.60 𝑞 −2/3 + ln 1 + 𝑞 −1/3

Equations (10,11) can be solved for 𝑎 and 𝑞 if we have two
empirical constraints on 𝑅RL1 and 𝑅RL2 . The ﬁrst constraint is
that the maximum size of the outer disk (tidal truncation radius)
is 𝑅out ≈ 0.8𝑅RL1 , corresponding to the 3:2 resonance radius
(Whitehurst & King 1991; Eggleton 1983; Paczynski 1977). Hence,
𝑅RL1

≈

(6.1 ± 0.7)/0.8 × 1010 𝑑10 cm

≈

(0.95 ± 0.27) (𝜂/0.1) −9/17 𝑅 ⊙ .

≈

(6.6 ± 1.9) (𝜂/0.1) −9/17 1010 cm

(13)

The second constraint is that the donor star is a Roche-lobe-ﬁlling
low-mass star. Such stars have a main-sequence life span much longer
than the Hubble time: therefore, we can take as a plausible assumption
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that the donor is still on main-sequence. For main-sequence dwarfs
with masses between ≈0.1–1𝑀 ⊙ , both the theoretical mass-radius
relation and empirical observations suggest that 𝑀2 /𝑀 ⊙ ≈ 𝑅2 /𝑅 ⊙
(Baraﬀe et al. 2015; Parsons et al. 2018), and 𝑅2 /𝑅 ⊙ ≈ 𝑅RL2 /𝑅 ⊙
for mass transfer to occur. Hence,
𝑅RL2 /𝑅 ⊙ ≈ 𝑞 𝑀1 /𝑀 ⊙ ≈ (5.1 ± 1.6) 𝑞 (𝜂/0.1) −9/17 .

(14)

After inserting the empirical values of 𝑅RL1 and 𝑅RL2 into Equations (11,12), and taking the ratio of the two expressions, we can
solve numerically for 𝑞. For 𝑑 ≈ 8.7 kpc, 𝑀1 ≈ 5.1𝑀 ⊙ and
𝜂 ≈ 0.1, we obtain 𝑞 ≈ 0.049, corresponding to 𝑀2 ≈ 0.25𝑀 ⊙ .
We also calculated a grid of numerical solutions over the acceptable
ranges of 𝑑, 𝑀1 and 𝜂, and found that in all cases, 𝑞 ≈ 0.04–
0.06 and 𝑀2 ≈ (0.25 ± 0.07)𝑀 ⊙ . (Error ranges for the various
quantities are not independent, so a simple Gaussian propagation is
not appropriate here). As a general trend, larger distances (for all
other parameters ﬁxed) correspond to higher values of both 𝑀1
and 𝑀2 , with no signiﬁcant change to 𝑞. The same thing happens if we reduce the radiative eﬃciency. The binary separation
is 𝑎 ≈ (1.5 ± 0.4)(𝜂/0.1) −9/17 𝑅 ⊙ ≈ (1.1 ± 0.3)(𝜂/0.1) −9/17 1011
cm.
Finally, our estimate of 𝑞 enables us to constrain the binary period
𝑃orb , via the period-density relation (Eggleton 1983; Frank et al.
2002). We assume again that the donor star is a main-sequence dwarf
ﬁlling its Roche lobe, with average density 𝜌2 ≈ 1.4 (𝑀2 /𝑀 ⊙ ) −2 g
cm−3 . Then,


 

 1/2

𝜌2
𝑞 1/2 𝑅2 −3/2
𝑃orb
≈ 0.434,
≈ 0.1375
d
1+𝑞
𝑎
g cm−3
(15)
and therefore, 𝑃orb ≈ 2.2 hr. To determine the uncertainty range, we
determined the numerical solutions for 𝑞 and 𝑀2 over the plausible
range of 𝑑, 𝑀1 and 𝜂. We estimate that
𝑃orb ≈ 2.2+0.8
−0.6 hr

(16)

An alternative, simpler way to estimate the period is to use the
approximate relation 𝑅RL2 /𝑅RL1 ≈ 𝑞 0.45 (Frank et al. 2002), instead
of the ratio between Equations (11) and (12). Then, inserting the
values of 𝑅RL2 and 𝑅RL1 determined earlier, we can write


0.95 ± 0.27 1/0.55
𝑞≈
≈ 0.047 ± 0.016.
(17)
5.1 ± 1.6

For the estimate of the uncertainty range in Equation (17), we cannot simply propagate the errors at the numerator and denominator,
because they are correlated via the same distance factor. Instead, we
separated the error contribution of the distance factor (a term that
cancels out at numerator and denominator) and of the other factors
(related to the estimate of inner and outer disk radii). Only the latter
terms contribute to the error in 𝑞.
From 𝑀1 and 𝑞, we then obtain 𝑀2 ≈ (0.24 ± 0.11)𝑀 ⊙ . Finally,
from the period-mass relation (Frank et al. 2002),
𝑃orb ≈ (1/0.11) (𝑀2 /𝑀 ⊙ ) hr ≈ (2.2 ± 1.0) hr,

(18)

perfectly consistent with the ﬁrst derivation (Equation 15) based on
the Eggleton approximation.
Finally, let us consider the possibility that the secondary star deviates from the approximate relation 𝑀2 /𝑀 ⊙ ≈ 𝑅2 /𝑅 ⊙ , and what
eﬀect this may have on our estimate of the binary period. One situation where this happens is in close binary systems with a compact
object and an M star, because of the fast rotation of the star, even
when it is detached from its Roche lobe (no mass transfer). In particular, Parsons et al. (2018) showed that the radii of M dwarfs in
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short-period binaries with a white dwarf are up to ∼10 per cent
larger than the theoretical radii of isolated stars. To estimate whether
this discrepancy can signiﬁcantly aﬀect our estimate of the binary
period in MAXI J0637−430, we repeated the previous derivation
(from the ratio of Equations 11,12) but with the revised conditions
that 𝑅RL2 /𝑅 ⊙ ≈ 1.1𝑞 𝑀1 /𝑀 ⊙ and 𝜌2 ≈ 1.4 × (1.1) −3 (𝑀2 /𝑀 ⊙ ) −2
g cm−3 . We recover the same period 𝑃orb ≈ 2.2+0.8
hr derived ear−0.6
lier, but with a slightly smaller donor mass 𝑀2 ≈ (0.21 ± 0.07)𝑀 ⊙
(𝑞 ≈ 0.03–0.05). Another situation where the M-type secondary
may be over-inﬂated compared with an isolated main-sequence star
is when there is mass transfer in the system. If the mass-transfer timescale is shorter than the donor’s thermal time-scale, the secondary
will not be able to maintain thermal equilibrium and will expand,
compared with an isolated main-sequence star. This eﬀect has been
studied (Patterson et al. 2005; Knigge 2006) in cataclysmic variables
(i.e., compact binaries with an accreting white dwarf). As a simple
test, we repeated our derivation of the period in MAXI J0637−430
assuming that the mass-radius relation is the same as the empirical
relation of Knigge (2006) (see their Equation 9 and Fig. 3). We obtain
a best-ﬁtting period of ≈2.1 hr, and a donor mass 𝑀2 ≈ 0.20𝑀 ⊙ .

5 OPTICAL COUNTERPART
Having estimated both 𝑀1 and 𝑀2 , we can also predict the projected
radial semi-amplitude 𝐾1 of the primary in its orbital motion:
# 1/3
"
2𝜋𝐺 𝑀23 (sin 𝜃) 3
≈ (34.7 ± 7.6) km s−1 .
(19)
𝐾1 =
𝑃orb (𝑀1 + 𝑀2 ) 2
Although 𝑀1 and 𝑀2 contain a distance factor (and its relative uncertainty), 𝐾1 does not depend on the distance, at least as a ﬁrst
approximation. That is because 𝑃orb ∝ 𝑀2 (Equation 17), hence
𝐾1 ∝ [𝑞/(1 + 𝑞)] 2/3 sin 𝜃. The projected radial semi-amplitude 𝐾2
of the companion star is simply 𝑞𝐾1 ≈ 710 km s−1 .
The accretion disk follows the orbital motion of the BH. For this
reason, the semi-amplitude 𝐾1 is often used to describe also the
sinusoidal motion of the central position of the disk emission lines.
However, for a disk extended close to the Roche lobe, because of its
tidal deformation, the observed velocity semi-amplitude of the central
line position is a factor of ≈1.2 higher than the semi-amplitude of the
BH motion (Huang 1967; Paczynski 1977; Liu et al. 2020). Hence,
we expect 𝐾disk ≈ 40 km s−1 for the sinusoidal motion of the He II
𝜆4686 emission. This is well within the capability for phase-resolved
spectroscopy of an 8-m class telescope when the system is in outburst.
The major technical diﬃculty is of course that the binary period is
only ∼2 hr.
Detecting the donor star in quiescence would be much more
challenging. A main sequence star with a mass ≈0.25 𝑀 ⊙ has an
M3.4–M4 type spectrum, with absolute brightness 𝑀𝑉 ≈ 12.5 mag
(Pecaut & Mamajek 2013), to which we need to add a distance modulus of ≈14.7 mag (at a distance of 8.7 kpc), and an additional extinction term. The absorbing column density 𝑁H ≈ 2 × 1021 cm−2 found
from X-ray spectral modelling (Ma et al. 2022; Tetarenko et al. 2021;
Lazar et al. 2021) corresponds to 𝐴𝑉 ≈ 0.7–1.0 mag (Foight et al.
2016; Willingale et al. 2013; Watson 2011; Güver & Özel 2009).
However, X-ray estimates of the column density in X-ray binaries
typically over-estimate the optical reddening. More plausibly, the
reddening relevant to the optical counterpart is 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) ≈ 0.065–
0.070 mag, corresponding to 𝐴𝑉 ≈ 0.20–0.25 mag (Tetarenko et al.
2021). Thus, we expect that the quiescent counterpart is undetectable
in the 𝑉 band (𝑉 ∼ 27.5 mag), but should be detectable in the nearMNRAS 000, 1–?? (2022)
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infrared, at 𝐼 ∼ 25 mag, 𝐾s ≈ 22 mag (Pecaut & Mamajek 2013;
Knigge 2006).
An alternative (hypothetical) possibility is to measure the radial
velocity of the BH from the Doppler shift of its X-ray absorption lines
from an accretion disk wind, the next time that the system is observed
in outburst. This is a technique proposed by Zhang et al. (2012) and
already successfully applied to a few BH and neutron star X-ray
binaries (Zhang et al. 2012; Ponti et al. 2018). The next generation
of X-ray observatories (e.g., XRISM, Athena) with high-resolution
spectrographs will be able to measure such orbital motions easily, if
the X-ray spectrum does show such lines. The recurrence timescale
for full outbursts in MAXI J0637−430 may be several decades (see
also Section 6), but this technique may be useful for other shortperiod BH candidates similar to MAXI J0637−430, undetected in
outburst so far.
Finally, the observed optical brightness in outburst, peaking at 𝑉 ≈
16.3 mag (Tetarenko et al. 2021) provides an additional, simple test
that our distance and BH mass estimates are at least self-consistent
and within the ballpark. For this, we use the well-known empirical
relation of van Paradĳs & McClintock (1994) (based on the size of
the irradiated disk):
h
i
𝑀𝑉 = 1.57(±0.24) − 2.27(±0.32) log (𝑃orb /1hr) 2/3 𝜆 1/2
(20)

Assuming our best-estimate values of 𝑃orb ≈ 2.2 hr and peak Eddington ratio 𝜆 ≈ 0.17, the expected absolute visual magnitude is
𝑀𝑉 ≈ (1.9 ± 0.5) mag. At a distance of 8.7 kpc and with an additional 0.2 mag of extinction, this corresponds to 𝑉 ≈ (16.8 ± 0.5)
mag, in reasonable agreement with the data.

6 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
Using the X-ray and optical results available in the literature, we
showed (Table 1) that MAXI J0637−430 is consistent with a lowmass BH (𝑀1 ∼ 4–7 𝑀 ⊙ ) fed by an M-dwarf donor star with 𝑀2 ∼
0.2–0.3 𝑀 ⊙ . We also estimated a heliocentric distance 𝑑 ≈ (8.7 ±
2.3) kpc. The relatively low mass of the BH and its large distance
imply that MAXI J0637−430 probably just exceeded the threshold
luminosity of ∼0.1 𝐿 Edd (≈1038 erg s−1 ) in its 2019 outburst, enough
to reach the thermal dominant state. The reason its outburst peaked
at a low Eddington ratio compared with the majority of stellar-mass
BH transients is the small size of the accretion disk (consequence of
the small binary separation and short orbital period).
Previous work (Ma et al. 2022) had assumed a heliocentric distance 𝑑 . 7 kpc (vertical distance .2.5 kpc above the Galactic
plane) to guarantee that the system belongs to either the thin or thick
disk. For the distance estimate in this work, we relaxed this condition,
allowing for a halo object. We assumed instead that its observed peak
luminosity agrees with the predicted outburst peak luminosity in the
thermal-viscous instability model. This gives our slightly larger bestestimate of 𝑑 ≈ (8.7 ± 2.3) kpc, corresponding to a vertical distance
|𝑧| ≈ (3.1 ± 0.8) kpc, consistent with either the halo or the outer edge
of the thick disk. Furthermore, MAXI J0637−430 is located away
from the Galactic Centre (𝑙 = 251◦ .5320370, 𝑏 = −20◦ .67473903).
We estimate a spherical radial distance 𝑟 ≈ (13.6 ± 1.9) kpc from the
Galactic Center3 , and a cylindrical radial distance 𝑅 ≈ (13.2 ± 1.8)
kpc. This is a very unusual and therefore interesting location for
q
𝑟 = (𝑑 cos 𝑏 cos 𝑙 − 𝑅0 ) 2 + (𝑑 cos 𝑏 sin 𝑙) 2 + (𝑑 sin 𝑏) 2 , and we adopt
a heliocentric distance from the Galactic Centre 𝑅0 = 8.2 kpc
(Gravity Collaboration et al. 2019).
3
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Galactic BH candidates. Only 3 out of 68 BH candidates listed (as of
2022 June) in the BlackCAT catalogue (Corral-Santana et al. 2016)
have a Galactic latitude |𝑏| > 20◦ and only 5 out of 68 have a Galactic longitude of 90◦ < 𝑙 < 270◦ . MAXI J0637−430 is the farthest
source from the Galactic Centre among all currently known Galactic
BH candidates.
The Milky Way gravitational potential is weaker (in absolute value)
at larger distances: therefore, we expect that X-ray binaries born in the
thin disk will have a higher root-mean-square value of 𝑧 for the same
natal kick velocity (Repetto et al. 2017). For example, the predicted
|𝑧rms | at 𝑅 ≈ 13 kpc is twice as high as the predicted scale-height at
𝑅 ≈ 6 kpc (Repetto et al. 2017, their Fig. 9). This may partly explain
the high Galactic latitude of MAXI J0637−430. However, even at
𝑅 ≈ 13 kpc, a height of |𝑧| ≈ 3 kpc is an outlier. Another factor may
be at play, as we discuss next.
The other unusual property of MAXI J0637−430 is its very short
binary period. Tetarenko et al. (2021) suggested 𝑃orb ∼ 2–4 hr, based
on its small outer disk size and low peak luminosity. When we include
the additional observational and modelling constraints discussed in
this work, we obtain a best-ﬁtting value of 𝑃orb ∼ 2.2 hr (90%
conﬁdence range of 𝑃orb ∼ 1.5–3 hr). A period of 2.2 hr would be the
shortest ever found in a Galactic BH transient (Corral-Santana et al.
2016). More importantly, it would be the ﬁrst BH X-ray binary either
inside of below the so-called “period gap”, at 2.1 . 𝑃orb (hr) . 3.1
(Spruit & Ritter 1983; Rappaport et al. 1983; Patterson 1984; King
1988; Podsiadlowski et al. 2002; Webbink & Wickramasinghe 2002;
Knigge 2006).
The most common explanation for the relative lack of cataclysmic
variables and X-ray binaries in this period range is that for masses
𝑀2 . 0.25𝑀 ⊙ , the donor star becomes fully convective, and magnetic breaking stops or becomes much less eﬃcient. The star contracts
and (in most cases) loses contact with its Roche lobe, decreasing the
mass transfer rate by orders of magnitude. From that point, the binary
separation and the period continue to decrease slowly, only via gravitational wave emission. At some point around 𝑃orb ∼ 2 hr, the donor
star regains contact with its Roche lobe and mass transfer through
the L1 Lagrangian point starts again, at a rate of ∼10−10 𝑀 ⊙ yr−1
(King 1988; Podsiadlowski et al. 2002; Knigge 2006). A period-gap
location for MAXI J0637−430 would be problematic to explain, because the donor star is not expected to ﬁll its Roche lobe in that
evolutionary phase, and the mass transfer rate would be too low to
trigger a disk-instability outburst. Instead, very faint X-ray transients
are more likely to be in the period gap (Maccarone & Patruno 2013).
Thus, we argue that MAXI J0637−430 is already below the period
gap, when the donor star regains contact with its Roche lobe. If so, it
would be the ﬁrst example of BH X-ray binary with orbital shrinking
driven by gravitational decay. Another consequence of such interpretation is that it should take ∼30 yr (a rough estimate within a
factor of 2) to replenish the disk until the next outburst, considering
that the total mass accreted during the 2019 outburst is ∼6 ×1024 g
(Tetarenko et al. 2021) and that the typical mass transfer rate driven
by gravitational radiation corresponds to ∼2 ×1023 g per year.
However, much is still unknown about the new class of short-period
BH X-ray binaries. There are now three Galactic BH candidates
with a period inside or below the period gap: in addition to MAXI
J0637−430, also MAXI J1659−152, with 𝑃orb = (2.414 ± 0.005) hr
(Kuulkers et al. 2013; Corral-Santana et al. 2018; Torres et al. 2021)
and Swift J1357.2−0933, with 𝑃orb = (2.8 ± 0.3) hr (Charles et al.
2019; Mata Sanchez et al. 2015; Armas Padilla et al. 2013). Both
MAXI J1659−152 and Swift J1357.2−0933 reached peak X-ray luminosities much higher than expected if their donor star was not
ﬁlling its Roche lobe. In particular, MAXI J1659−152 also reached
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the high/soft state (unlike Swift J1357.2−0933), with a peak luminosity 𝐿 X ∼ 1038 erg s−1 (Muñoz-Darias et al. 2011; Yamaoka et al.
2012), although its distance is also quite uncertain, with alternative
estimates diﬀering by at least a factor of 2 (see a discussion of this
issue both in Kuulkers et al. 2013 and Corral-Santana et al. 2018).
To solve this contradiction, Kuulkers et al. (2013) proposed that the
donor star in MAXI J1659−152 is not a main-sequence M-type star,
but is instead an evolved (He-rich), stripped star with an initial mass
∼1–1.5 𝑀 ⊙ (see also Pylyser et al. 1988; Pfahl et al. 2003), still ﬁlling its Roche lobe across what would have been the period gap.
Whether the same explanation may apply to MAXI J0637−430 will
be an interesting topic of future investigation. It is intriguing to notice the relative strength of the He II 𝜆4686 emission line, compared
with the much weaker H I Balmer lines, in the Gemini spectra of
Tetarenko et al. (2021); however, further analysis of the optical line
ratios is beyond the scope of this work.
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DATA AVAILABILITY
The most remarkable property shared by the three shortest-period
BH candidates mentioned above is that they are all located at considerable height above the Galactic plane: |𝑧| ∼ 2 kpc for MAXI
J1659−152 (considering again the large systematic uncertainties
on its distance: Corral-Santana et al. 2018) and |𝑧| > 4.6 kpc for
Swift J1357.2−0933 (Charles et al. 2019)). A correlation between
higher Galactic latitude and shorter binary periods for BH candidates has been noted and quantiﬁed before (Yamaoka et al. 2012;
Kuulkers et al. 2013; Atri et al. 2019; Gandhi et al. 2020) but is not
entirely understood yet. An early explanation (Kuulkers et al. 2013)
was that BH binaries with lower total masses may receive a higher
kick velocity (for the same linear momentum) when the BH is formed,
and travel farther away from the Galactic plane; low-mass systems
are also more likely to have a smaller donor star, lower binary separation and shorter orbital period. However, observations show no
correlation between kick velocity and BH mass in X-ray binaries
(Atri et al. 2019, their Fig. 10), contrary to this proposed scenario. A
more plausible explanation (Repetto et al. 2017; Gandhi et al. 2020)
is based on the theoretical ﬁnding (Kalogera & Webbink 1996, 1998;
Giacobbo & Mapelli 2020) that small kick velocities (.100 km s−1 )
allow the post-supernova survival of wide binaries (long-period systems) as well as tight binaries (short-period systems); instead, kick
velocities >100 km s−1 strongly favour the survival of only shortperiod ones. This is because more compact systems have a higher
binding energy and are less likely to be disrupted by a strong natal
kick. Since the population of BH X-ray binaries found in the thick
disk or halo is biased in favour of higher kick velocities (i.e., they
are mostly systems ejected from the thin disk rather than formed in
situ), it will also be biased in favour of shorter periods.

In summary, the unassuming transient BH candidate MAXI
J0637−430 may not be very impressive in terms of X-ray luminosity
or other forms of activity, barely reaching ∼10% of the Eddington
luminosity at its peak, but it deserves further attention and in-depth
studies (in particular, a deep near-infrared search of its quiescent
counterpart) because it probes unexplored regions in the distribution
of Galactic BH transients, and key aspects of binary evolution. It is
probably the currently known Milky Way BH candidate most distant
from the Galactic Centre; perhaps a halo object. It is probably also
the BH X-ray binary with the shortest period, short enough to be
driven by gravitational wave decay rather than magnetic breaking or
nuclear evolution of the donor.

The raw Swift/XRT and Gemini datasets used for this work are all
available for download from their respective public archives. The
Swift/XRT reduced data can be provided upon request. For the Gemini optical spectra, we used results already published in the literature.
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