arXiv:2012.11818v1 [astro-ph.HE] 22 Dec 2020

X-ray flares from the stellar tidal disruption by a candidate supermassive black hole binary

Xinwen Shu^{1∗}, Wenjie Zhang^1, Shuo Li^2, Ning Jiang^3, Liming Dou^4, Zhen Yan^5, Fu-Guo Xie^5, Rongfeng Shen^6, Luming Sun^1, Fukun Liu^{7,8}, Tinggui Wang^3

Optical transient surveys have led to the discovery of dozens of stellar tidal disruption events (TDEs) by massive black hole in the centers of galaxies. Despite extensive searches, X-ray follow-up observations have produced no or only weak X-ray detections in most of them. Here we report the discovery of delayed X-ray brightening around 140 days after the optical outburst in the TDE OGLE16aaa, followed by several flux dips during the decay phase. These properties are unusual for standard TDEs and could be explained by the presence of supermassive black hole binary or patchy obscuration. In either scenario, the X-rays can be produced promptly after the disruption but are blocked in the early phase, possibly by a radiation-dominated ejecta which leads to the bulk of optical and ultraviolet emission. Our findings imply that the reprocessing is important in the TDE early evolution, and X-ray observations are promising in revealing supermassive black hole binaries.

1 Introduction

Almost all massive galaxies appear to contain a central supermassive black hole (SMBH) with a mass of^>∼ 10^6 M_⊙ (where M_⊙ refers to the solar mass)^1, yet most of them remain unobservable due to the lack of enough radiative output through accretion process. Stars that pass sufficiently close to a SMBH can be torn apart when the tidal force of the SMBH exceeds its self-gravity. While roughly half of the stellar material will be ejected, the other half will remain bound and eventually be accreted, producing a luminous flare of electromagnetic radiation^2. These tidal disruption events (TDE) not only provide novel means of probing SMBH in otherwise quiescent galaxies^3, but also serve as a unique laboratory for studying the formation and evolution of accretion disk (e.g.,^{4–6}), the launch of relativistic jets^{7, 8}, as well as gravitational wave (GW) emission through coalescence of SMBH binaries^{9, 10}.

1Department of Physics, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu, Anhui 241002, China.^∗email: xwshu@ahnu.edu.cn 2National Astronomical Observatories, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China 3CAS Key Laboratory for Researches in Galaxies and Cosmology, Department of Astronomy, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China 4Center for Astrophysics, Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006, China 5Shanghai Astronomical Observatory, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shanghai 200030, China 6School of Physics and Astronomy, Sun Yat-Sen University, Zhuhai 519082, China 7Department of Astronomy, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China 8Kavli Institute for Astronomy and Astrophysics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China

Early theoretical works predict that TDEs should produce a bright thermal emission peaking mainly in soft X-ray bands, which originates from a newly formed accretion disk^{2, 11}. The effective temperature of thermal radiation produced by disk accretion^{12} is T_{eff} ≈ 4 × 10^5 M^{−1/4}_6 K, where M_6 = M_{BH}/(10^6) M_⊙. The TDEs discovered in the ultraviolet (UV) and optical bands, however, are found to have surprisingly low blackbody temperature (of ∼ 1−4×10^4 K) and correspondingly large black body radii (∼ 10^{14−15} cm)^{13} , which are difficult to reconcile with the predicted radiation from a compact accretion disk^{3, 11}. The UV/optical emission can be instead powered by shocks from stream self-collisions during the formation of disk^{4, 14}, or conversely thermal reprocessing of accretion power by a layer of gas at large radii^{15, 16}. X-ray observations within the first few months of discovery are critical to disentangle the dominant emission mechanisms of optical light, yet only a handful of optical TDEs have been successfully detected with X-ray emission^{5, 6, 17, 18}. The origin of dominant UV/optical emission and its association with the X-ray one in TDEs still remains unclear.

Here we show delayed X-ray brightening by a factor of >60, approximately 140 days after the optical flare, in the TDE OGLE16aaa, followed by several dips of X-ray emission during the afterwards decay phase. These properties are unusual among standard TDEs and are instead consistent with either the tidal disruption by SMBH binary or changes in absorption along the line of sight. In this context, the X-ray non-detections at the very early times could be due to obscuration, in which the reprocessed accretion radiation may power the bulk of observed UV and optical emission.

2 Results

Optical and UV light curve analysis. The optical transient, OGLE16aaa (RA_{J2000} = 01h07m20.88s, DEC_{J2000} = -64deg16’20.7”), was discovered by the Optical Gravitational Lensing Experiment (OGLE-IV,^{19}), and its Transient Detection System^{20} on 2 Jan 2016 at a redshift of z = 0.1655, coincident with the nucleus of its host galaxy^{24}. The I-band light curve shows a rise over ∼30 rest-frame days of about 3 mag above the quiescent brightness of the host galaxy, reaching a peak I-band magnitude of 18.98 mag on 20 Jan 2016, and subsequently declining by ∼ 0.6 mag (to I = 19.57 mag) over two weeks. Then its flux starts to increase again at t ≈ 20 days with respect to the initial peak, reaching a secondary maximum of I = 19.33 mag within one week, with evidence for another decline until t = 50 days (Figure 1a). After a time interruption in the optical observations, the light curve appears to show a plateau since t = 146 days, with a flux comparable to that of pre-flare phase, suggestive of the dominance of the host emission. Following the initial optical peak, OGLE16aaa was monitored at three UV bands (UVW2, λ_{eff} = 1928Å; UVM2, λ_{eff} = 2246Å; UVW1, λ_{eff} = 2600Å) by the Ultraviolet and Optical Telescope (UVOT)^{21}, as well as the X-ray band by the X-ray Telescope (XRT)^{22} on board the Swift observatory^{23} (Supplementary Table 1). We have analysed all publicly available Swift observations (see Methods: X-ray and UV data reduction). By including more data after March 2016, results of our reanalysis are generally consistent with those reported in the literature^{24}, and confirm that the UV emission decayed as expected from a TDE. While the luminosity evolution can be described by the canonical t^{−5/3} power model, the exponential decline model (L = L_0e^{−(t−t0 )/τ} ) is able to fit the data equally well (Supplementary Figure 2). Since the UV emission appears to decay to a plateau level, we can not distinguish between the two models with current observations. Note that there is a tentative evidence for the UVW2 and UVM2 bands displaying a similar re-brightening as the optical. However, it is not statistically significant (Supplementary Note 2). In comparison with the GALEX^{25} data taken on 2003, the UV emission at ∼ 2300Å (NUV) increased by a factor of 7.7, reaching a recorded peak luminosity as high as 10^{44}erg s^{−1} .

X-ray flux evolution. Despite frequently monitored by the XRT, no X-ray emission was detected in either individual or stacking observations in early times from 19 Jan to 8 June 2016 (Figure 1b), with an 0.3-2 keV luminosity L_X < 8.9 × 10^{41}erg s^{−1} (3σ upper limit, assuming a blackbody spectrum of temperature of kT_{BB} = 60 eV, see the spectral analysis below). Hereafter, we defined the non-detection as less than one net count, or the probability of having source counts from the background greater than 0.05 in Poisson statistics, and accordingly reported three net counts as the 3σ upper limit on the flux of interest. The source was first detected by deeper XMM-Newton^{26} observation on 9 June 2016 (XMM1), ∼141 days later since the optical peak, with L_X = 2.9 × 10^{42}erg s^{−1} . About a week later, Swift caught the source at an even higher luminosity, reaching an X-ray peak at L_X ∼ 7 × 10^{43}erg s^{−1} between 17 June and 21 June 2016. The luminosity then decreased by more than an order of magnitude in the following XMM-Newton and Swift observations. Details of X-ray observations are shown in Table 1.

The overall long-term evolution of the X-ray luminosity is unique among known X-ray detected TDEs, in particular the fast-rise to the peak within only two weeks. Another striking feature in the X-ray lightcurve is that the source became completely invisible to Swift on 2016 Nov 17 after the peak, with a 3σ upper limit on the flux of 9.4 × 10^{−14}erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} in the 0.3–2 keV (or equally L_X < 7.2 × 10^{42}erg s^{−1} ). Then it recurred to a much higher flux level in the second XMM observation on 2016 Nov 30 (XMM2), followed by a new flux dip. The time scale of the flux increase (about two weeks) is somewhat consistent with that observed in the earlier brightening epoch at ∼140 days. We argue that the Swift non-detection before XMM2 is significant. Assuming mild source variability in standard TDE evolution and so the same flux as that obtained with the XMM2 observation, we would expect around 10 counts in the 0.3–2 keV to be detected by Swift for an exposure of 1.7 ks. For a Poisson distribution, the chance of detecting less than one photon in the Swift observation is 5 × 10^{−5}. Conversely, we detected ∼5-9 net counts in two subsequent Swift observations. The probability of having these counts from the background is <0.15% in Poisson statistics (or at a significance level of 99.85%). Note that previous study of this event^{24, 27} either failed to detect the X-ray emission at early times (around optical flare), or used only the partial observations from the XMM-Newton and Swift datasets to describe the X-ray evolution up to 17 Nov 2016 (∼300 days since optical flare). Our results are broadly consistent with the recent study^{28}, confirming the rapid X-ray brightening in OGLE16aaa. However,^{28} does not identify further flux flares and dips in the decay phase, which are crucial to lead to the advanced interpretation of overall observing properties of the source that will be presented in the next Section.

X-ray spectral analysis. Another notable property for the source is the quasi-soft X-ray spectra that lack emission above ∼2 keV, typical for TDEs detected in the X-ray bands. This is most evident in the two XMM-Newton observations that have the best spectral quality. The spectrum obtained from the first XMM-Newton observation can be well fitted with a single blackbody component (zbbody in XSPEC) with a temperature of kT_{BB} = 58 ± 5 eV, modified by the Galactic absorption (N_H = 2.7 × 10^{20} cm^{−2}), as shown in Figure 2a. No additional absorption intrinsic to the source was required. We used the same single blackbody model to describe the X-ray spectrum in the second XMM-Newton observation, and found a similar temperature for the blackbody emission (Figure 2c). The data to model ratios, however, show a clear excess of emission at energies above ∼0.7 keV (Figure 2b), suggesting that the single blackbody model is not enough to describe the X-ray spectrum of XMM2. The spectral fitting result is improved significantly by the addition of a powerlaw component to the above model (Figure 2f). The overall χ^2 decreased by 46 for two extra parameters, with a F -test probability of 3.6 × 10^{−9}. In this case, we obtain a best-fitted blackbody temperature of kT_{BB} = 60^{+9}_{−11} eV, which is still comparable to that obtained from XMM1. Albeit with large uncertainties, the additional power-law component is steep with a photon index Γ = 6.4 ± 0.5, that is rarely seen in TDEs^{27}. Alternatively, the excess emission can be described by another blackbody component with a higher temperature of kT_{BB} = 90^{+20}_{−13} eV (Figure 2d and 2e). In this case, the temperature for the primary blackbody component decreases slightly to kT_{BB} = 51^{+5}_{−8} eV. Results of X-ray spectral analysis are presented in Table 2. Similar spectral analysis was also performed for the Swift data. Unfortunately the spectral signal-to-noise (S/N) ratios are not sufficient for a precise determination of the temperature even after stacking the data from individual observations. In the Supplementary Figure 3, we present the combined X-ray spectrum obtained by Swift at the peak. The majority of the counts for the combined spectrum fall into the low-energy range of 0.3-0.7 keV, indicating the spectrum has remained soft. The spectrum can be described by a blackbody model with kT_{BB} = 73^{+22}_{−32} eV, consistent with the results observed with XMM-Newton within errors.

Optical to X-ray SED. Figure 3 shows the UV and optical SED of the transient for epochs where the quasi-simultaneous Swift UV and OGLE I-band observations are available, along with the bestfitting blackbody curves. The host UV flux is estimated from the host SED fitting (see Methods: UV to optical SED analysis) and subtracted from the observed emission. The blackbody fitting results indicate that the temperature appears roughly constant around T ≃ 16000 K for the first ∼ 40 d after the optical discovery, and then rises to T ≃ 25000 K over the next ∼30 d whilst optical emission re-brightens. Fitting to only the Swift UV data shows that the temperature does not to increase further for the rest of the epochs (Supplementary Figure 4). On the other hand, the radius remains at ∼ 2 × 10^{15} cm for the first ∼ 40 d, on the high end of the radius range observed for TDEs^{13}, after which it decreases by a factor of 3. Also shown in Figure 3 is the quasi-simultaneous X-ray spectrum observed with XMM-Newton at ∼ 140 d and the best-fitting blackbody model. It can be clearly seen that while the X-ray temperature is an order of magnitude higher, it is not enough to explain the observed UV/optical emission, suggesting physically distinct emission components at the two bands arising probably from different locations. The blackbody radius inferred from the XMM observations is r_{bb} ∼ 10^{12} cm, comparable to the Schwarzschild radius (R_s = 2GM/c^2) for a black hole mass of 1.6 × 10^6 M_⊙(^{24}, and Supplementary Note 1). This suggests that the soft X-ray emission originates from a compact accretion disk. The origin for the UV/optical emission is not clear yet, and will be discussed in the next Section.

The evolution of the X-ray luminosity with respect to UV/optical luminosity is displayed in Figure 4 (red symbols). In comparison with the X-ray brightening in other optical TDEs, the evolution for OGLE16aaa presents a sharp increase at ∼150 days by about two orders of magnitude within only ∼2 weeks. The same trend can be seen from the X-ray luminosity evolution. Note that due to the lack of enough data points to verify the actual rise time, it can not be determined whether the rise to peak time of the X-ray emission for other optical TDEs is as dramatic as OGLE16aaa (Supplementary Note 3 and Figure 5).

3 Discussion

OGLE16aaa is only the seventh optically discovered TDE with a detection of bright X-ray emission (L_X/L_{opt} ∼ 1 close to the X-ray peak) by Swift and XMM-Newton within a few months since its discovery, and the first source that has a resolved rise-to-peak in both X-ray and optical bands^{5, 6, 17, 18}. The X-ray emission exhibits a delayed brightening roughly ∼140 days with respect to the optical emission which is also unique among optically discovered TDEs. Many recent numerical studies have shown that the infalling stellar debris stream will undergo self-intersections as a consequence of relativistic apsidal precession^{14, 29, 30}, where optical/UV emission could be produced because of shock heating. Following the stream self-interactions, the debris spreads inward and gradually circularizes to form an accretion disk on the free-fall timescale. Within this picture, there will be a time delay between the debris self-crossing and onset of disk formation, possibly explaining the observed delay of the X-ray emission in OGLE16aaa. However, recent simulations of realistic disk formation^{31} suggest that the shock heating rate of the initial self-intersections near the apocenter radius might be much weaker than that required to power the optical emission (∼ 10^{44} erg s^{−1} ), hence it appears not enough to account for observations. Although the simulations show that self-intersections taking place close to pericenter can produce secondary shocks with high enough heating rate, in this case the debris has reached a significant level of circularization, leading to rapid formation of disk, which seems contrary with the early non-detection of X-ray emission. Therefore, the scenario that the late time X-ray brightening in OGLE16aaa is due to delayed onset of disk formation seems disfavored.

It has been proposed^{16} that if the majority of falling-back debris becomes unbound in a dense outflow, the X-ray radiation from the inner accretion disk will be initially blocked, and may escape at later times as the density and opacity of the expanding outflow decreases^6. In the model, efficient circularization of the returning debris is assumed, resulting in rapid onset of disk accretion. The time scale for the ionization break out of X-ray radiation is found about several months for a black hole of M_{BH} ∼ 10^6 M_⊙^{16}, in agreement with the observed time delay of X-ray brightening for OGLE16aaa. In this case, the reprocessing by irradiated ejecta can produce the bright optical emission, for which the radiative efficiency is high enough to naturally explain the bolometric output of most TDEs. The optical emission at early times for OGLE16aaa is likely due to the reprocessing of the X-ray radiation. This is further supported by the ratio of X-ray to optical luminosities (Figure 4) that is very close to one at the peak. However, if the rapid X-ray brightening is due to the ionization break out of disk emission, the reprocessing scenario alone cannot explain the late time X-ray evolution either, which is characterized by multiple flux dips and flares.

Alternatively, if the reprocessing layer is moderately patchy, the Keplerian motion could be invoked to explain the unusual X-ray variability observed in OGLE16aaa due to changes in absorption along the line of sight^{18}. We can estimate the crossing time for an intervening gaseous material orbiting outside the X-ray source as

t_{cross} = 0.7( r_{orb} light − day

)^{3/2}M^{−1/2}_6 arcsin( r_{abs} r_{orb}

) yr, (1)

where r_{orb} is the orbital radius of absorber, M_6 is the BH mass in units of 10^6 M_⊙, and r_{abs} is the projected size of the moving absorption gas that is assumed comparable to the orbital radius^{43}. Assuming that the distance of the intervening gas is the same as the radius of the photosphere for the UV/optical emission, which is ∼ 1 − 2 × 10^{15} cm (∼ 0.4 − 0.8 light day) from the blackbody fittings, and a black hole mass of 10^{6.2} M_⊙^{24}, we obtained a crossing time of ∼50-140 days. This is comparable to the duration of X-ray non-detections (t ∼ 140 days, the period between the optical peak and first appearance of X-ray emission), as well as the time interval of following X-ray flares (Figure 1b). However, since the rise to peak time is short (∼10 days), such a scenario requires extreme condition such as sharp column density transitions near the gap of the intervening gas and so partial covering of the X-ray source to accord with the almost no spectral changes between the low and high X-ray flux states. In addition, the obscuring gas is required to be dense enough to remain opaque for more than one year to block X-ray source where the reprocessing efficiency is expected high. In contrast, the optical emission displays an extended plateau between 150 and 300 days, with a flux comparable to the host emission observed in the pre-flare phase, suggesting that reprocessing may be less efficient. The lack of continuous UV observations prevents further investigation on how the UV emission evolved at this epoch, which is crucial to constrain the obscuration scenario. Given the limited dataset, we cannot fully exclude the possibility of that the X-ray behavior is due to the presence of the variable absorption, as proposed for the TDE AT2019ehz^{18}.

Although it is rarely seen in standard TDEs, the strong flux dip superposed on the overall decline appears to be consistent with the model prediction of tidal disruption by a SMBH binary (SMBHB) system, where the presence of a secondary perturber can cause gaps in the light curve^{35–37}. Such a characteristic flux interruption in the light curve has been observed in SDSS J120136.02+300305.5 (J1201+3003), the first candidate TDE by a SMBHB in a quiescent galaxy^{9, 38}. We test this possibility by using the same model proposed for J1201+3003^9 with M_{BH} = 10^6 M_⊙ and θ = 0.3π, where θ is the inclination angle between the orbital plane of SMBH binary and disrupted star. We find that the overall X-ray light curve for OGLE16aaa can be reproduced by the model of tidal disruption by a SMBH binary. The fitting results are summarized in Table 3 and shown in Figure 5a as grey dot-dashed lines. Despite the high number of free parameters, in comparison with the fitting results for J1201+3003 (Table 3), the best-fit of the SMBHB model for OGLE16aaa suggests relatively large eccentricities (e ∼ 0.4 − 0.6) and penetration factors (β ∼ 3 − 6), while the orbital period of SMBHB is similar with T_{orb} ∼ 150 days. The constraints on mass ratio are quite uncertain. Both major and minor merger in the models are consistent with the observation (q ∼ 0.05 − 0.9). Since no clear tidal features are observed in the optical imaging^{24}, the minor merger like that inferred in J1201+3003 may be more favored.

Note that while the X-ray spectra for both objects are extremely soft without emission at energies above 2 keV, a single thermal blackbody model is not sufficient to describe the data, requiring an additional blackbody component (Supplementary Note 4 and Figure 6). We argue that such an excess component is unlikely related to the disk emission of secondary BH in the SMBHB scenario. Given the BH mass of 10^5 − 10^6 M_⊙ for the secondary (Table 3), the best-fit blackbody temperature is much higher than that expected from standard disk model^{12}, especially for J1201+3003. In addition, as the separation of two SMBHs in our model configuration is relatively large compared with the semi-major axis of the most bound debris, most of materials will be accreted by the primary BH and the contribution from secondary to the X-ray emission is low. In fact, such an additional X-ray emission appears to be ubiquitous in the X-ray spectra of optical TDEs presented in Figure 4, and is found to vary in flux similar to the primary blackbody component^{34, 39}. It is likely that the extra component originates from a transient corona that is synchronized with the formation of accretion disk (Supplementary Note 5 and Figure 7). Accurate modeling the evolution of the extra X-ray emission, beyond the scope of this paper, is necessary to understand its origin.

If the interpretation of the SMBHB is correct, we note that the best-fit model predicts an episodic accretion for a period of ∼90 days after the first interruption, producing an X-ray luminosity of ∼ 10^{43} − 10^{44}erg s^{−1} , which is at odds with the Swift non-detections at that period from either individual or combined observations. The observed properties for OGLE16aaa may be broadly consistent with the reprocessing model^{16}. The stream collisions lead to the rapid formation of the accretion disk, where the circularization process is efficient likely due to the presence of a secondary BH^{36}. The early X-ray non-detections could be attributed to the obscuration by a dense column of gas from unbound outflow, where the radiation heating produces the UV/optical emission. The ionization break out could allow the escape of X-ray photons at later times, yielding a delayed X-ray emission for which the subsequent evolution is dominated by the discrete accretion in the SMBHB system. We note that the properties of ASASSN 14-li, the only TDE that is both X-ray and optically-luminous since discovery^{17}, can be unified by the reprocessing scenario if it is viewed along the direction with lower density of the ejecta and so does the negligible time for ionization break out.

It is interesting to note that the optical I-band lightcurve of OGLE16aaa displays a second peak (rebrightening) around 30 days after the initial peak. During the rebrightening phase, the source also exhibits a possible variability in the UV bands. While the nature of the rebrightening is under debate,^{24} has proposed the possibility of a binary BH on a tight orbit to explain the optical variability in OGLE16aaa. This is reminiscent of the TDE candidate ASASSN-15lh, for which a similar rebrightening in its optical/UV lightcurve has been observed and could be explained with a model of SMBHB with extreme mass ratio (q = 0.005)^{40}. Strictly speaking, the SMBHB interpretation for ASASSN-15lh is qualitative, as the simulations show only the evolution in the accretion rate for the secondary BH with a mass of 5×10^5 M_⊙. In this case, the expected luminosity from Eddington accretion is by an order of magnitude less that observed UV/optical luminosity (∼ 10^{45}erg s^{−1} ), making it unlikely that the UV/optical emission originates directly from the accretion disk. The rebrightening can alternatively be explained as reprocessing of X-ray radiation into

UV/optical emission by delayed disk accretion^{41} onto a single SMBH, or ionization break out due to a sudden change in the ejecta opacity^{42}. For the latter case, since the model is only sensitive to the UV emission, it seems difficult to explain the optical plateau phase at longer wavelengths^{41}. Hence the ionization break out is impossible to account for the optical rebrightening in OGLE16aaa, and the reprocessing of accretion luminosity remains the most likely scenario. Since the rebrightening phase appears relatively short-lived, the reprocessing scenario requires fluctuations in the mass accretion rate. This is not inconsistent with the SMBHB model because of the presence of many accretion islands in the early times, as shown in Figure 5a. Unfortunately, as we lack enough data points after the rebrightening phase in the I-band light-curve, it cannot be determined whether the optical emission will display further variability or decay smoothly, which is crucial to test the SMBHB scenario.

We conclude that the overall properties of OGLE16aaa could be accounted for by the stellar tidal disruption by a candidate SMBHB. The delayed brightening in the X-ray emission as well as the multiple flux dips during the decay phase are in agreement with a SMBHB model with a mass of 10^6 M_⊙ for the primary BH, mass ratio of 0.25 and orbital period of 150 days (Table 3). In comparison with the prediction by the SMBHB model, the X-ray non-detections in the early phase could be attributed to the obscuration by a dense column of gas, perhaps from unbound outflow. This implies that the reprocessing may be a viable mechanism to explain the UV/optical emission at the same epoch. Ionization break-out allows for the escape of X-ray photons, resulting in the detectable X-ray emission at later times (t^>∼ 140 days). A schematic illustration of this process is shown in Figure 5b. If our interpretation with the SMBHB model is correct, OGLE16aaa could be the second TDE candidate with a SMBHB at its core revealed in the X-rays. Upon final coalescence, SMBHB systems like the one in OGLE16aaa (and SDSS J1201+3003) are prime sources for future space-based GW missions like Laser Interferometer Space Antenna^{44}. Note that given the estimated GW inspiral time of t_{gw} ∼ 1.9 × 10^7 years^{45}, it would be challenging to detect the GWs from such SMBHB system in its current state of evolution. In synergy with Large Synoptic Survey Telescope^{46}, the future X-ray sky surveys such as extended Roentgen Survey with an Imaging Telescope Array^{47} and Einstein Probe^{48} are expected to detect similar TDEs more than one hundred^{49}, providing a powerful tool for studying the physics on how the stellar debris evolves after disruption, and searching for promising candidates of milliparsec SMBHBs that are still poorly explored.

4 Methods

X-ray data reduction. OGLE16aaa has two XMM-Newton observations, which were performed on Jun 2016 and Nov 2016 (XMM1 and XMM2), with an exposure of 15ks and 36 ks, respectively. The XMM-Newton data were reprocessed with the Science Analysis Software version 16.0.0, using the calibration files that are available up to 2018 December. The time intervals of high background events were excluded by inspecting the light curves in the energy band above 12 keV where the count rates for source are low. Detailed spectral analysis was performed only on the data taken with PN^{50}, as it has a much higher sensitivity, while the MOS^{51} data have been used to check for consistency when necessary. The source spectra were extracted within a circular region centered at the source optical coordinate, with a radius of 35^{′′}. Background spectra were extracted from clean regions on the same chip using four identical circular regions to that of source. We grouped the spectra to have at least 5 counts in each energy bin so as to adopt the χ^2 statistic during the process of spectral fitting. Since no hard X-rays are detected at energies above 2 keV, we performed spectral fittings in the 0.3-2 keV range using XSPEC (version 12). All statistical errors given correspond to the 90% confidence intervals for one interesting parameter (Δχ^2 = 2.076), unless stated otherwise.

All Swift observational data were retrieved from the HEASARC data archive. Details of the Swift observations can be found in Supplementary Table 1. The calibration files are taken from that released on 2017 November 13. The XRT was operated in Photon Counting mode. We reprocessed the XRT event files with the task xrtpipeline (version 0.13.2). For each Swift XRT observation, we used XSELECT which is part of HEASoft (FTOOLS 6.19) to extract the source spectrum with a circular region of 40^{′′} radius. Background spectrum was extracted from an annulus region centered on the source position, with an inner radius of 60^{′′} and outer radius of 110^{′′}, respectively. For the data taken in first 16 epochs (from 2016 Jan 19 to June 8), no X-ray signal was observed at the location of OGLE16aaa in either individual or stacked images. The corresponding 3σ upper limit was estimated from the background region with the spectral extraction task in the HEASoft package. The source is not detected either on 2016 Nov 17 and the epoch between 2017 Feb 19 and Feb 23. The X-ray upper limits as well as the detections from Swift observations are listed in Table 1. The count rates were converted into flux using the WebPIMMS tool, assuming a blackbody model with temperature of kT_{BB} = 60 eV modified by a Galactic HI column density of N_H = 2.71 × 10^{20} cm^{−2}.

Ultraviolet and optical data reduction. UV imaging data of OGLE16aaa were obtained with the Swift UVOT instrument in three filters: UVW1 (2600Å), UVM2 (2246Å) and UVW2 (1928Å). For the most recent observations performed on 2020 Jan 12, imaging data in three optical filters, U (3465Å), B (4392Å) and V (5468Å), are also available, which allow for better determining the host emission. We used the UVOT software task UVOTSOURCE to extract the source counts from a region with radius of 5^{′′}. The background is chosen from a source-free sky region with a radius of 40^{′′}. The UVOT count rates were then converted into AB magnitudes which are presented in Supplementary Table 1. The OGLE-IV I-band photometric data are publicly available and can be found in http://ogle.astrouw.edu.pl/ogle4/transients/. The host contribution to the I-band flux was subtracted using the pre-discovery images as templates. For the UVOT data, since no good prediscovery reference images are available and the photometric errors from the most recent observations are large, we used the model galaxy spectrum from the SED fit to generate synthetic magnitudes at these wavelengths. We obtained the pre-flare measurements of OGLE16aaa from the NED database (https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu), including NUV and FUV photometry from GALEX, optical b J photometry from the APM survey, near-IR JHK_s photometry from the 2MASS, and mid-IR photometry at 3.6μm and 4.5μm from WISE. In addition, we also used the UVOT photometry from the most recent observations taken nearly 1480 days since optical outburst, for which the emission is likely dominated by the host component. All the host photometric data are presented in Supplementary Table 2. We fitted the above photometry of the host using the code FAST and the best-fitting model is shown in Supplementary Figure 1 (and Note 1). In the AB system, we obtained the host magnitudes of UVW1 = 20.52±0.18 mag, UVM2 = 20.75±0.21 mag and UVW2 = 21.03±0.18 mag, which were then subtracted from the UVOT measurements to obtain the transient photometry (and the errors on host flux were propagated). In addition, all flux densities have been corrected for the Galactic extinction of E(B-V) = 0.018 mag. Note that we did not corrected for an internal extinction by host, as the uncertainties on the best-fit extinction given by FAST are large (A_V = 1.0^{+1.65}_{−0.3} , 68% confidence intervals).

Ultraviolet to optical SED analysis. We fitted a blackbody model (B_ν =^{2hν3}_{c2}^1_{ehν/kT −1} ) to the host subtracted, extinction-corrected photometric data from the Swift UVOT observations, to put constrains on the luminosity, temperature and radius evolution of UV and optical emission. Uncertainties on the above parameters were derived using Monte Carlo simulations, in which the observed fluxes were randomly perturbed with amplitude by assuming Gaussian noise according to the photometric errors. This procedure was repeated 1000 times. The error bars on each parameter were then derived from the 16th and 84th percentiles of the distribution of the corresponding values obtained in the simulations. Using the best-fit temperature and rest-frame monochromatic UV luminosity at each epoch, we estimated the blackbody radius from L_ν = πB_ν × 4πR^2_{BB} and took blackbody luminosity from L_{BB} = σT^4 × 4πR^2_{BB} as the integrated luminosity of UV and optical emission. The evolution of blackbody luminosity, temperature and radius are presented in the Supplementary Figure 4.

Data availability Source data for the observations taken with XMM-Newton and Swift are available through the HEASARC online archive services (https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/archive.html). Optical imaging data at I-band are publicly available through the website of the OGLE-IV Transient Detection System (http://ogle.astrouw.edu.pl/ogle4/transients/2017a/transients.html). The authors can provide other data that support the findings of this study upon request.

Code availability The Science Analysis Software used to reduce the XMM-Newton data is publicly available at https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/download-an. The X-ray analysis softwares, XSPEC and XSELECT, are part of HEASoft, which can be found at https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/ docs/software/heasoft. The Swift data analysis software (xrtpipeline and UVOTSOURCE) can be found at https://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/analysis/. WebPIMMS tool is available at https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa .gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3pimms/w3pimms.pl. The code used to model the UV-to-MIR SED is accessible through github (https://github.com/jamesaird/FAST).

The other codes that support the plots within this article are available from the authors upon reasonable request.

References

1. Graham, A. W. Galaxy Bulges and Their Massive Black Holes: A Review. Galactic Bulges, 418, 263 (2016).

2. Rees, M. J. Tidal disruption of stars by black holes of 10^6-10^8 solar masses in nearby galaxies.

Nature, 333, 523 (1988).

3. Komossa, S. Tidal disruption of stars by supermassive black holes: Status of observations. J.

High Energy Astrop., 7, 148 (2015).

4. Piran, T., Svirski, G., Krolik, J., et al. Disk Formation Versus Disk Accretion—What Powers Tidal Disruption Events? Astrophys. J., 806, 164 (2015).

5. Gezari, S., Cenko, S. B., Arcavi, I. X-Ray Brightening and UV Fading of Tidal Disruption Event ASASSN-15oi. Astrophys. J., 851, L47 (2017).

6. Wevers, T., Pasham, D. R., van Velzen, S., et al. Evidence for rapid disc formation and reprocessing in the X-ray bright tidal disruption event candidate AT 2018fyk. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 488, 4816 (2019).

7. Burrows, D. N., Kennea, J. A., Ghisellini, G., et al. Relativistic jet activity from the tidal disruption of a star by a massive black hole. Nature, 476, 421 (2011).

8. Mattila, S., Pérez-Torres, M., Efstathiou, A., et al. A dust-enshrouded tidal disruption event with a resolved radio jet in a galaxy merger. Science, 361, 482 (2018).

9. Liu, F. K., Li, S., & Komossa, S. A Milliparsec Supermassive Black Hole Binary Candidate in the Galaxy SDSS J120136.02+300305.5. Astrophys. J., 786, 103 (2014).

10. Hayasaki, K., & Loeb, A. Detection of Gravitational Wave Emission by Supermassive Black Hole Binaries Through Tidal Disruption Flares. Sci. Rep., 6, 35629 (2016).

11. Ulmer, A. Flares from the Tidal Disruption of Stars by Massive Black Holes. Astrophys. J., 514, 180 (1999).

12. Miller, J. M., Kaastra, J. S., Miller, M. C., et al. Flows of X-ray gas reveal the disruption of a star by a massive black hole. Nature, 526, 542 (2015).

13. Hung, T., Gezari, S., Blagorodnova, N., et al. Revisiting Optical Tidal Disruption Events with iPTF16axa. Astrophys. J., 842, 29 (2017).

14. Bonnerot, C., Rossi, E. M., & Lodato, G. Long-term stream evolution in tidal disruption events. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 464, 2816 (2017).

15. Strubbe, L. E., & Quataert, E. Optical flares from the tidal disruption of stars by massive black holes. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 400, 2070 (2009).

16. Metzger, B. D., & Stone, N. C. A bright year for tidal disruptions. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 461, 948 (2016).

17. van Velzen, S., Anderson, G. E., Stone, N. C., et al. A radio jet from the optical and x-ray bright stellar tidal disruption flare ASASSN-14li. Science, 351, 62 (2016).

18. van Velzen, S., Gezari, S., Hammerstein, E., et al. 2020, Seventeen Tidal Disruption Events from the First Half of ZTF Survey Observations: Entering a New Era of Population Studies. Preprint at https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.01409 (2020).

19. Udalski, A., Szymański, M. K., & Szymański, G. OGLE-IV: Fourth Phase of the Optical Gravitational Lensing Experiment. Acta Astron., 65, 1 (2015).

20. Wyrzykowski, Ł., Kostrzewa-Rutkowska, Z., Kozłowski, S., et al. OGLE-IV Real-Time Transient Search. Acta Astron., 64, 197 (2014).

21. Roming, P. W. A., Kennedy, T. E., Mason, K. O., et al. The Swift Ultra-Violet/Optical Telescope. Space Sci. Rev., 120, 95 (2005).

22. Burrows, D. N., Hill, J. E., Nousek, J. A., et al. The Swift X-Ray Telescope. Space Sci. Rev., 120, 165 (2005).

23. Gehrels, N., Chincarini, G., Giommi, P., et al. The Swift Gamma-Ray Burst Mission. Astrophys. J., 611, 1005 (2004).

24. Wyrzykowski, Ł., Zieliński, M., Kostrzewa-Rutkowska, Z., et al. OGLE16aaa - a signature of a hungry supermassive black hole. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 465, L114 (2017).

25. Martin, D. C., Fanson, J., Schiminovich, D., et al. The Galaxy Evolution Explorer: A Space Ultraviolet Survey Mission. Astrophys. J. Let., 619, L1 (2005).

26. Jansen, F., Lumb, D., Altieri, B., et al. XMM-Newton observatory. I. The spacecraft and operations. Astron. Astrophys., 365, L1 (2001).

27. Auchettl, K., Guillochon, J., & Ramirez-Ruiz, E. New Physical Insights about Tidal Disruption Events from a Comprehensive Observational Inventory at X-Ray Wavelengths. Astrophys. J., 838, 149 (2017).

28. Kajava, J. J. E., Giustini, M., Saxton, R. D., et al. Rapid late-time X-ray brightening of the tidal disruption event OGLE16aaa. Astron. Astrophys., 639, A100 (2020).

29. Shiokawa, H., Krolik, J. H., Cheng, R. M., et al. General Relativistic Hydrodynamic Simulation of Accretion Flow from a Stellar Tidal Disruption. Astrophys. J., 804, 85 (2015).

30. Lu, W., & Bonnerot, C. Self-intersection of the fallback stream in tidal disruption events. Mon.

Not. R. Astron. Soc., 492, 686 (2020)

31. Bonnerot, C., & Lu, W. Simulating realistic disc formation in tidal disruption events. Mon.

Not. R. Astron. Soc., 495, 1374 (2020)

32. Lodato, G., King, A. R., & Pringle, J. E. Stellar disruption by a supermassive black hole: is the light curve really proportional to t^{−5/3}?. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 392, 332 (2009).

33. Guillochon, J., & Ramirez-Ruiz, E. Hydrodynamical Simulations to Determine the Feeding Rate of Black Holes by the Tidal Disruption of Stars: The Importance of the Impact Parameter and Stellar Structure. Astrophys. J., 767, 25 (2013).

34. Liu, X.-L., Dou, L.-M., Shen, R.-F., et al. The UV/optical peak and X-ray brightening in TDE candidate AT2019azh: A case of stream-stream collision and delayed accretion. Preprint at https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.06081 (2019).

35. Liu, F. K., Li, S., & Chen, X. Interruption of Tidal-Disruption Flares by Supermassive Black Hole Binaries. Astrophys. J. Let., 706, 133 (2009).

36. Ricarte, A., Natarajan, P., Dai, L., et al. Tidal disruption events by a massive black hole binary.

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 458, 1712 (2016).

37. Coughlin, E. R., Armitage, P. J., Nixon, C., et al. Tidal disruption events from supermassive black hole binaries. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 465, 3840 (2017).

38. Saxton, R. D., Read, A. M., Esquej, P., et al. A tidal disruption-like X-ray flare from the quiescent galaxy SDSS J120136.02+300305.5. Astron. Astrophys., 541, A106 (2012).

39. Kara, E., Dai, L., Reynolds, C. S., et al. Ultrafast outflow in tidal disruption event ASASSN- 14li. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 474, 3593 (2018).

40. Coughlin, E. R., & Armitage, P. J. Tidal disruption by extreme mass ratio binaries and application to ASASSN-15lh. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 474, 3857 (2018).

41. Leloudas, G., Fraser, M., Stone, N. C., et al. The superluminous transient ASASSN-15lh as a tidal disruption event from a Kerr black hole. New Astron. Rev., 1, 0002, (2016).

42. Margutti, R., Metzger, B. D., Chornock, R., et al. X-Rays from the Location of the Doublehumped Transient ASASSN-15lh. Astrophys. J., 836, 25, (2017).

43. LaMassa, S. M., Cales, S., Moran, E. C., et al. The Discovery of the First “Changing Look” Quasar: New Insights Into the Physics and Phenomenology of Active Galactic Nucleus. Astrophys. J., 800, 144 (2015).

44. McGee, S., Sesana, A., & Vecchio, A. Linking gravitational waves and X-ray phenomena with joint LISA and Athena observations. Nat. Astro., 4, 26 (2020).

45. Peters, P. C., & Mathews, J. Gravitational Radiation from Point Masses in a Keplerian Orbit.

Phys. Rev., 131, 435 (1963).

46. LSST Science Collaboration, Abell, P. A., Allison, J., et al. LSST Science Book, Version 2.0.

Preprint at https://arxiv.org/abs/0912.0201 (2009).

47. Predehl, P., Andritschke, R., Arefiev, V., et al. The eROSITA X-ray telescope on SRG. Preprint at https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.03477 (2020).

48. Yuan, W., Zhang, C., Ling, Z., et al. 2018, Einstein Probe: a lobster-eye telescope for monitoring the x-ray sky. Proc. SPIE, 10699, 1069925 (2018).

49. Thorp, S., Chadwick, E., & Sesana, A. Tidal disruption events from massive black hole binaries: predictions for ongoing and future surveys. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 488, 4042 (2019).

50. Strüder, L., Briel, U., Dennerl, K., et al. The European Photon Imaging Camera on XMM- Newton: The pn-CCD camera. Astron. Astrophys., 365, L18 (2001).

51. Turner, M. J. L., Abbey, A., Arnaud, M., et al. The European Photon Imaging Camera on XMM-Newton: The MOS cameras. Astron. Astrophys., 365, L27 (2001).

Acknowledgements This research made use of the HEASARC online data archive services, supported by NASA/GSFC. We thank the Swift and XMM-Newton observatories, and the OGLE-IV Transient Detection System (OTDS) for making the data available. X.S. thanks Zuozifei Song for producing the schematic diagram in Figure 5. This work is supported by Chinese NSF through grant Nos. 11822301, 11833007, U1731104 and 11421303. S.L. is grateful to the Key International Partnership Program of the Chinese Academy of Sciences (CAS) (No. 114A11KYSB20170015), and the Strategic Priority Research Program (Pilot B) ‘Multi-wavelength gravitational wave universe’ of CAS (No. XDB23040100).

Author Contributions X.S. performed the data analysis and prepared the paper. W.Z., L.D. reduced the XMM-Newton and Swift spectral and photometry data. S.L. performed the X-ray light curve fitting with the SMBHB TDE model. N.J. and L.S. commented the optical and X-ray data analysis, and contributed to the UV-optical spectral energy distribution fitting. T.W., F.L., Z.Y., F.X. and R.S. contributed to the overall interpretation of the results. All the authors joined the discussion at all stages.

Competing Interests The authors declare no competing interests.

Figure 1: UV-optical and X-ray light curve of OGLE16aaa. a The host-subtracted, Galactic dust

extinction-corrected UV and optical light curve. The Swift UVW1, UVM2 and UVW2 photometric data are shown in cyan, dark purple and red, respectively. We also plot the pre-flare GALEX UV data for comparison (orange). The optical I-band data are shown in black triangles. The light curves are shifted by constants for clarity as noted in the legend. All magnitudes are in the AB system. Error bars represent 1σ uncertainties due to photometric errors. The red line represents the fit to the UVW2 data with a canonical n = −5/3 power-law decay, assuming the same peak time as optical one^{24} that is marked with gray dotted line. The dot-dashed line represents the approximate time of optical re-brightening, t ≈ 20 days with respect to the initial peak. The dashed line marks the time for the X-ray peak. Note that the true peak time might be slightly later, as no further observations are performed between the current peak and the non-detection at t = 302 days. b The follow-up X-ray observations from Swift (square) and XMM-Newton (circle). The 3σ upper limits on the flux for non-detections (see Table 1 and text) are shown with downward pointing arrows. The X-ray emission shows a clear time delay with respect to optical by ∼140 days, and brightened to peak within only ∼2 weeks. All the X-ray luminosities are corrected for the absorption. Error bars represent 1σ uncertainties calculated using Monte Carlo simulations provided in XSPEC. The red dashed line corresponds to the best-fit to UVW2 data in the upper panel, but scaled to the UV/optical blackbody luminosity at t = 153 days (Supplementary Figure 4). 16

Figure 2: Fittings to the X-ray spectra of OGLE16aaa from XMM-Newton observations at two

epochs. a XMM-Newton PN spectra for OGLE16aaa along with the best-fitted single blackbody model. Error bars represent 1σ uncertainties calculated using Poisson statistics. The data observed on June 9 2016 (XMM1) are shown in red, while that obtained on Nov 30 2016 (XMM2) shown in black. The corresponding data to model radios are shown in b. c shows the joint 68%, 90% and 99% confidence contours of the blackbody temperature versus luminosity for the two observations. The vertical dotted lines represent the best-fitted temperatures. d shows the best-fitting result by including an additional blackbody component to account for the excess emission at above ∼0.7 keV for the XMM2 data which is shown in dashed line, and e is the corresponding data/model ratio. f the same as e, but for the data/model ratio from spectral fitting by using an additional powerlaw component to describe the excess emission.

17

Figure 3: Evolution of the UV to optical SED of OGLE16aaa at different epochs. The corre-

sponding best-fitting blackbody models are shown in different colors (noted in the legend), with temperatures in the range [1.6 − 2.5] × 10^4 K. The epochs refer to the time relative to the initial optical peak, in units of days (d). The quasi-simultaneous X-ray spectrum observed with XMM- Newton (XMM1) about 140 days after the initial optical peak is shown in black, which can be fitted with a single blackbody model of kT_{BB} = 58 eV (T_{X−ray} = 6.7 × 10^5 K) modified by Galactic absorption (see text). Error bars represent 1σ uncertainties that are same as that in Figure 1 and 2. The unabsorbed blackbody model corrected for Galactic absorption is shown with black curve. Although with a much higher temperature, the best-fit blackbody to the X-ray data severely underpredicts the UV and optical flux, suggestive of different physical origins.

Figure 4: Comparison of OGLE16aaa with other TDEs in the evolution of optical to X-ray luminos-

ity ratio. The optical luminosity refers to the integrated blackbody luminosity from the SED fittings to the Swift UVOT photometry. For epochs where only UV observation at one band is available (t = [300, 490] days), we extrapolated the UV luminosity to the blackbody luminosity by assuming a constant temperature evolution since t = 150 days. For the X-ray non-detections, the corresponding 3σ upper limits are given. Red symbols represent the luminosity ratios of OGLE16aaa at different epochs. For comparison, we also plotted the ratios for other X-ray bright TDEs from^{5, 6, 34}, as noted in the legend. ASASSN-14li^{17} is the only TDE that shows nearly constant optical to Xray luminosity ratios since discovery. While OGLE16aaa appears to follow the evolution trend as other TDEs, the time of rise to peak is distinct.

Figure 5: X-ray luminosity evolution of OGLE16aaa modeled with the tidal disruption by binary

black hole. a The observed 0.3–2 keV luminosity of OGLE16aaa at different epochs, shown with blue symbols. Error bars correspond to 1σ uncertainties, as that shown in Figure 1. The 3σ upper limits are adopted for X-ray non-detections and shown with downward pointing arrows. Simulated light curve is shown in grey dot-dashed line, for the tidal disruption by binary black hole in the observer frame for OGLE16aaa (Table 3). Since there is a time difference between the fallback particles and radiation in simulations, which is 40 days from the best-fit, the observed light curve is shifted rightward to match the simulated one. The magenta-red dotted line represents the canonical t^{−5/3} decay law. Observational data are from Table 1. The horizontal thick lines represent different stages of X-ray evolution, as illustrated in b. b A schematic illustration of the evolution of Xray emission. E1: The X-ray emission from the inner accretion disk of primary BH is initially obscured by a thick reprocessing layer, by which the X-ray radiation is absorbed and re-emitted at UV/optical wavelengths; E2: Ionization radiation results in a change in the opacity at later times, and direct escape of X-ray radiation (flare I). The reprocessing layer recedes inwards as τ^<∼ 1; E3: Due to the perturbation of secondary BH, the infalling stream debris misses the accretion radius, causing interruptions in the light curve (dip I); E4: The accretion continues and X-ray flare occurs (flare II); E5: The infalling debris begins to miss again (dip II); E6: Beginning of another stage with accretion (flare III). 20

Table 1. X-ray Observations of OGLE16aaa

Telescope obsID obs. date days exposure counts rate flux sec 10^{−2} cts/s 10^{−13} erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} Swift-XRT 00034281001— 2016 Jan 19 — 0-141 30160 <0.023 <0.12 16 2016 June 8 XMM-PN 0790181801 2016 June 9 141 10550 1.01 ± 0.11 0.40 ± 0.05 Swift-XRT 00034281018 2016 June 16 148 619 0.60 ± 0.32 3.15 ± 1.72 Swift-XRT 00034281019 2016 June 17 149 797 1.44 ± 0.44 7.59 ± 2.31 Swift-XRT 00034281020 2016 June 21 153 1974 1.42 ± 0.27 7.46 ± 1.42 Swift-XRT 00034281021 2016 Nov 17 302 1684 <0.18 <0.94 XMM-PN 0793183201 2016 Nov 30 316 21830 9.37 ± 0.21 3.18 ± 0.15 Swift-XRT 00034281024— 2016 Dec 18— 333-350 4842 0.19 ± 0.07 1.01 ± 0.36 26 2017 Jan 4 Swift-XRT 00034281027— 2017 Feb 19— 397-401 2665 <0.11 <0.59 29 2017 Feb 23 Swift-XRT 00034281030— 2017 May 31— 497-501 3014 0.18 ± 0.08 0.94 ± 0.42 31 2017 June 4 Swift-XRT 00034281032 2020 Feb 9 1481 1903 <0.16 <0.84

Note– For non-detections in either individual epochs or combined data, the corresponding 3σ upper limits on the counts rate and flux are given. The X-ray counts rate and flux is in the 0.3–2 keV, respectively. The X-ray flux is corrected for the internal and Galactic gas absorption.

Table 2. Spectral fitting results for the X-ray data

Model component Parameter XMM1 XMM2 2016 June 2016 Nov Model 1 Blackbody kT_{BB} (eV) 58±5 60^{+9}_{−11} Power-law Γ . . . 6.4±0.5 Neutral absorber N_H (×10^{22}cm^{−2}) <0.06 <0.23 Model 2 Blackbody1 kT_{BB1} (eV) . . . 51^{+5}_{−8} Blackbody2 kT_{BB2} (eV) . . . 90^{+20}_{−13} Neutral absorber N_H (×10^{22}cm^{−2}) . . . <0.03 Statistics χ^2/dof 25.6/35 80.6/86 (82.2/87)

Note– The χ^2 statistics in the parentheses is for Model 2.

Table 3: SMBHB model parameters for OGLE16aaa and J1201+3003.

Parameter OGLE16aaa J1201+3003 BH mass ( M_⊙) 10^6 10^7 Eccentricity e 0.4 [0.4, 0.6] 0.3 [0.1, 0.5] Penetration factor β 4.5 [3.0, 6.0] 1.3 [1.3, 1.6] Mass ratio q 0.25 [0.05, 0.9] 0.08 [0.04, 0.09] Orbital period T_{orb} (days) 150 [140, 160] 150 [140, 160] Initial phase ϕ 1.7π 1.5π