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ABSTRACT

Radio flares from tidal disruption events (TDEs) are generally interpreted as synchrotron emission arising from the

interaction of an outflow with the surrounding circumnuclear medium (CNM). We generalize the common equipartition

analysis to be applicable in cases lacking a clear spectral peak or even with just an upper limit. We show that, for

detected events, there is a lower limit on the combination of the outflow’s velocity v and solid angle Ω, ' vΩa (with

a ' 0.5). Considering several possible outflow components accompanying TDEs, we find that: Isotropic outflows such

as disk winds with v ∼ 104 km s−1 and Ω = 4π can easily produces the observed flares; The bow shock of the unbound

debris has a wedge-like geometry and it must be geometrically thick with Ω & 1. A fraction of its mass (& 0.01M�)

has to move at v & 2 × 104 km s−1; Conical Newtonian outflows such as jets can also be a radio source but both

their velocity and the CNM density should be larger than those of isotropic winds by a factor of ∼ (Ω/4π)−0.5. Our

limits on the CNM densities are typically 30-100 times larger than those found by previous analysis that ignored

non-relativistic electrons. We also find that late (a few years after the TDE) radio upper-limits rule out energetic,

∼ 1051−52 erg, relativistic jets like the one observed in TDE Sw J1644+57, implying that such jets are rare.

Key words: transients: tidal disruption events

1 INTRODUCTION

A star that approaches a supermassive black hole (BH) close
enough will be torn apart leading to a tidal disruption event
(TDE) (Hills 1975; Rees 1988). After the disruption, about
half of the stellar debris is bound and falls back to the BH.
If the debris forms an accretion disk rapidly, we observe the
event as a bright X-ray flare at the galactic center. Actually,
the first events considered to be TDEs were discovered in
the X-ray band (see Komossa 2015; Saxton et al. 2020, for
reviews). Recently, more TDEs have been detected in opti-
cal/UV bands (van Velzen et al. 2020).

Some TDEs also produce radio flares (see Alexander et al.
2020, for a review). The first-discovered radio emission was
from a peculiar TDE, Sw J1644+57 (hereafter Sw1644),
which launched a relativistic jet (Bloom et al. 2011; Burrows
et al. 2011; Levan et al. 2011; Zauderer et al. 2011). While jet-
ted TDEs make very bright radio flares L ∼ 1040−42 erg s−1,
their fraction of the whole TDE population is small. On the
other hand, radio emissions have been observed also from op-
tical/UV TDEs. The prototype of those is the radio flare of
the optical TDE, ASASSN14-li (Alexander et al. 2016; van
Velzen et al. 2016). This flare was detected ∼ 100 days after
the discovery in the optical band and its luminosity is ∼ 103
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times smaller than those of jetted TDEs. Some optical TDEs
show similar radio flares to that of ASASSN-14li as shown in
Fig. 1.

A natural interpretation of the radio emission is that it
arises from the interaction of an outflow launched by the TDE
with the circumnuclear medium (CNM) surrounding the BH.
This produces a blast wave and at the shock front, the mag-
netic field is amplified and electrons are accelerated to a rela-
tivistic energy, which produces synchrotron emission. There-
fore, the radio detection and even upper limits are useful to
constrain the outflow properties and CNM density around
galactic centers.

The origin of outflows causing the radio flares is still de-
bated while the number of radio TDEs increases and we
have more data to address this question. Several channels can
launch outflows from TDEs and each one of them can poten-
tially produce the observed radio. An unavoidable outflow is
the unbound stellar debris which is launched at the moment of
disruption (Krolik et al. 2016; Yalinewich et al. 2019). While
it is confined to the stellar orbital plane, a significant mass
' 0.5 M� is ejected at a high velocity ∼ 104 km s−1. The
second potential source arises if a compact accretion disk
forms by the infalling bound stellar material. Such a disk
accretes at super-Eddington rate and can launch a strong
outflow (Strubbe & Quataert 2009; Metzger & Stone 2016).
The third possibility involves relativistic jets that have been
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Figure 1. Radio light curves and upper limits of TDEs. The colored

data points are detected events at frequency of ν ' 5 GHz and

gray down triangles are upper limits. The squares (circles) mean
the observations at which the spectral peak is (not) detected. On-

axis jetted TDEs, Sw J1644+57, Sw J2058+05, and Sw J1112-82,
whose radio luminosity is much larger ∼ 1040−42 erg s−1, are not

shown (see figure 1 in Alexander et al. 2020 for these events).

detected in some TDEs and can also produce radio emissions
(Giannios & Metzger 2011).

In this work, we analyze the currently observed radio
TDEs1 as well as all currently available radio upper-limits
and infer the outflow properties and CNM density for differ-
ent outflow models. So far radio TDEs have been analyzed
by the equipartition method (Chevalier 1998; Barniol Duran
et al. 2013) that can be used when the spectral peak is ob-
served (Barniol Duran & Piran 2013; Zauderer et al. 2013;
Alexander et al. 2016; Krolik et al. 2016; Eftekhari et al.
2018; Anderson et al. 2020; Stein et al. 2021; Cendes et al.
2021b,a) or by both analytical and numerical modeling for
bright events such as Sw1644 (Berger et al. 2012; Metzger
et al. 2012; Mimica et al. 2015). We develop a general frame-
work that enables us to constrain properties of the outflow
and the surrounding matter from more limited radio data
(e.g. without observation of the spectral peak) and even in
cases where only upper limits are available.

The paper is organized as follows. In §2, we formulate
our method describing synchrotron formulae and dynamics
of outflows. In §3 we apply the method to different sources
of outflows and derive constraints on the outflow’s properties
and density profile from the observed radio data. We con-
sider spherical outflow resulting from super-Eddington winds
(§3.1), wedge-shape unbound debris (§3.2), and conical out-
flow (§3.3) corresponding to Newtonian jets. We discuss the
late Newtonian phase of relativistic jets in §4 and obtain lim-
its on the allowed jet energy. We summarize and discuss the
implications of our results in §5.

1 Recently Horesh et al. (2021) reported detection of multiple ra-
dio flares for ASASSN-15oi. We defer analyzing this event to a

future work.

2 METHOD

2.1 Synchrotron emission

We describe the method to calculate the synchrotron flux
based on Piran et al. (2013); Ricci et al. (2021). The CNM
surrounding the BH in the TDEs is much denser than
the interstellar medium around short gamma-ray bursts (.
1 cm−3) and the synchrotron self-absorption (SSA) effect be-
comes important which shapes the observed spectrum. As
most detected TDEs are at relatively small redshifts, we ne-
glect the redshift effect in the following equations which can
be easily restored. We consider an outflow traveling at a ve-
locity v in the CNM with the number density of n at the shock
front. The amplified magnetic field is given by an argument
in which a fraction εB of the post-shock thermal energy is
transferred to the magnetic field energy:

B = (8πεBmpnv
2)1/2 (1)

' 6.5× 10−4 G ε
1/2
B,−2n

1/2
0 v9,

where mp is the proton mass. We use the notation Qx =
Q/10x in cgs units unless otherwise specified. A fraction εe

of energy is also used to accelerate relativistic electrons in a
power-law distribution. The minimum Lorentz factor of elec-
trons and the corresponding synchrotron frequency are given
by

γm = max

[
2,

mp

4mec2
ε̄ev

2

]
' max

[
2, 0.051 ε̄e,−1v

2
9

]
, (2)

νm = γ2
m

eB

2πmec
(3)

'

{
7.2× 103 Hz ε

1/2
B,−2n

1/2
0 v9 : v < vDN,

4.7 Hz ε̄2
e,−1ε

1/2
B,−2n

1/2
0 v5

9 : vDN < v,

respectively, where me is the electron mass, c is the speed of
light, e is the elementary charge, and we define ε̄e ≡ 4εe(p−
2)/(p−1) with the electron distribution’s power-law index p.
When the outflow’s velocity is lower than the critical value

v < vDN =

(
8me

mpε̄e

)1/2

c ' 6.3× 104 km s−1 ε̄
−1/2
e,−1 , (4)

the Lorentz factor is fixed to γm = 2. We call this regime
as the deep-Newtonian phase (Huang & Cheng 2003; Sironi
& Giannios 2013). Hereafter we normalize the velocity by
109 cm s−1 regardless of each phase while an outflow with
this velocity is in the deep-Newtonian phase.

The spectral power from an electron with the Lorentz fac-
tor γm is given by

Pνm '
4
3
σTcγ

2
m
B2

8π

νm
(5)

' 2.5× 10−25erg s−1 Hz−1 ε
1/2
B,−2n

1/2
0 v9,

where σT is the Thomson cross section.
We estimate the number of electrons by

Ne ' ΩnR3, (6)

where Ω is the solid angle subtended by the outflow. Exami-
nation of the Milky Way galactic center (Baganoff et al. 2003;
Gillessen et al. 2019) as well as the analyses of radio TDEs
(e.g. Alexander et al. 2016; Krolik et al. 2016) suggest that
the CNM density in galactic nuclear regions has a power-law
like profile, n ∝ R−k (k < 3), where R is the distance from
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the BH. As we are not considering here the light curves but
only the emission at some given moments of time we do not
specify the density profile in this work but use instead only
the density at the shock radius. As long as the density profile
is shallow enough k < 3, this estimate is accurate up to a
numerical factor, 1/(3− k).

Noting that the number of radiating electrons is reduced
by a factor of (v/vDN)2 in the deep-Newtonian phase, we
calculate the flux density at νm

Fνm =
Ne min

[(
v

vDN

)2
, 1
]
Pνm

4πd2
L

(7)

'

{
0.63µJy ε̄e,−1ε

1/2
B,−2n

3/2
0 v3

9R
3
17

(
Ω
4π

)
d−2

L,27 : v < vDN,

25µJy ε
1/2
B,−2n

3/2
0 v9R

3
17

(
Ω
4π

)
d−2

L,27 : vDN < v,

where Ne and dL are the total number of electrons and the
luminosity distance, respectively.

The SSA frequency, which is typically larger than νm for
our parameters, is given by

νa '
(

(p− 1)π
3
2 3

p+1
2

4

enRmin
[(

v
vDN

)2
, 1
]

γ5
mB

) 2
p+4

νm (8)

'



(
4.0× 106 Hz

)
p=2.5

ε̄
2

p+4

e,−1

ε
p+2

2(p+4)

B,−2 n
p+6

2(p+4)

0 v
p+6
p+4

9 R
2

p+4

17 : v < vDN,(
2.3× 106 Hz

)
p=2.5

ε̄
2(p−1)
p+4

e,−1

ε
p+2

2(p+4)

B,−2 n
p+6

2(p+4)

0 v
5p−2
p+4

9 R
2

p+4

17 : vDN < v.

Here in the second line we use p = 2.5. We emphasize that
hereafter when we estimate the numerical values we adopt
p = 2.5 and write the results with parentheses like ()p=2.5.
Equations for general p are given in Appendix A. For νa > νm,
the synchrotron spectrum is given by

Fν =


Fνm(νa/νm)

1−p
2 (νm/νa)5/2(ν/νm)2 : ν < νm,

Fνm(νa/νm)
1−p
2 (ν/νa)5/2 : νm < ν < νa,

Fνm(ν/νm)
1−p
2 : νa < ν.

(9)

In particular the spectral peak is given by at νa

Fνa = Fνm(νa/νm)
1−p
2 (10)

'



(
5.4× 10−3 µJy

)
p=2.5

ε̄
5

p+4

e,−1ε
2p+3

2(p+4)

B,−2

n
2p+13
2(p+4)

0 v
2p+13
p+4

9 R
2p+13
p+4

17

(
Ω
4π

)
d−2

L,27 : v < vDN,(
1.3× 10−3 µJy

)
p=2.5

ε̄
5(p−1)
p+4

e,−1 ε
2p+3

2(p+4)

B,−2

n
2p+13
2(p+4)

0 v
12p−7
p+4

9 R
2p+13
p+4

17

(
Ω
4π

)
d−2

L,27 : vDN < v,

and the flux density in νa < ν and νm < ν < νa, which are

the relevant regimes in our study, are given by

Fν>νa = Fνa(ν/νa)
1−p
2 (11)

'



(
3.8× 10−5 µJy

)
p=2.5

ε̄e,−1ε
p+1
4

B,−2

n
p+5
4

0 v
p+5
2

9 R3
17

(
Ω
4π

)
ν

1−p
2

3GHzd
−2
L,27 : v < vDN,(

6.1× 10−6 µJy
)
p=2.5

ε̄p−1
e,−1ε

p+1
4

B,−2

n
p+5
4

0 v
5p−3

2
9 R3

17

(
Ω
4π

)
ν

1−p
2

3GHzd
−2
L,27 : vDN < v,

Fν<νa = Fνa(ν/νa)
5
2 (12)

' 8.2× 104 µJy ε
−1/4
B,−2n

−1/4
0 v

−1/2
9 R2

17

(
Ω

4π

)
ν

5/2
3GHzd

−2
L,27,

respectively, where ν3GHz = ν/3 GHz. Note that the flux den-
sity for νm < ν < νa (Eq. 12) has a common dependence on
the parameters for the both regimes.

2.2 Radio constraints

We constrain the outflow’s properties such as velocity v and
solid angle Ω and the CNM density n by using the radio
observations. The radius of the outflow is approximately es-
timated by R ' vt. Strictly speaking, the radius is given not
by the outflow velocity v but by the shock velocity, which is
slightly larger than v. This approximation holds even after
the outflow starts to decelerate. For instance, with a density
profile of n ∝ R−k (k < 3), the radius and velocity evolve
as R ∝ t2/(5−k) and v ' dR/dt, respectively, which gives
R ' [(5−k)/2]vt. These numerical factors do not change our
results significantly as long as we take v as a fundamental
quantity (instead of R). Here t is the time measured since
the outflow launch. Therefore, the synchrotron flux is deter-
mined by three key parameters of v, Ω, and n. By substi-
tuting R = vt to Eqs. (11) and (12) and setting the flux
smaller than the upper limit Fν at frequency ν, we constrain
the combinations of the parameters for optically thin and the
deep-Newtonian phase (v < vDN),

n
p+5
4

0 v
p+11

2
9 Ω .

(
3.2× 108)

p=2.5
ε̄−1

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−2 t

−3
yr ν

p−1
2

3GHzd
2
L,27F30µJy,

(13)

for optically thin and v > vDN case,

n
p+5
4

0 v
5p+3

2
9 Ω .

(
2.0× 109)

p=2.5
ε̄1−p

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−2 t

−3
yr ν

p−1
2

3GHzd
2
L,27F30µJy,

(14)

and for the optically thick case,

n
−1/4
0 v

3/2
9 Ω . 4.6× 10−3 ε

1/4
B,−2t

−2
yr ν

−5/2
3GHzd

2
L,27F30µJy, (15)

where tyr = t/yr and F30µJy = Fν/30µJy. In particular, the
velocity is constrained by

v .



(
1.8× 105 km s−1

)
p=2.5

[
ε̄−1

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−1

t−3
yr ν

p−1
2

3GHzd
2
L,27F30µJyn

− p+5
4

0 Ω−1
] 2

p+11
: thin (v < vDN),(

1.6× 105 km s−1
)
p=2.5

[
ε̄1−p

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−2

t−3
yr ν

p−1
2

3GHzd
2
L,27F30µJyn

− p+5
4

0 Ω−1
] 2

5p+3
: thin (v > vDN),

1.3× 103 km s−1 ε
1/6
B,−2t

−4/3
yr ν

−5/3
3GHz

d
4/3
L,27F

2/3
30µJyn

1/6
0 Ω2/3 : thick,

(16)

MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2020)
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corresponding to Eqs. (13), (14), and (15), respectively. Fig.
2 depicts an example demonstrating how a radio upper-limit
constrains the density and velocity space for a given Ω.

The spectrum peaks at νa and this implies that regard-
less of the external density, a minimal velocity is required
to realize a given flux for a given Ω. The minimal velocity
is obtained by equating the observed flux (upper limit) and
frequency with Fνa and νa (Eqs. 8 and 10), or equivalently
given by the intersection of the velocity limits at the optically
thin and thick regimes (Eqs. 16). The minimal velocity and
the corresponding density are given by

veq '



(
8.3× 103 km s−1

)
p=2.5

ε̄
− 1

2p+13

e,−1 ε
1

2p+13

B,−2

t−1
yr ν

−1
3GHzd

2(p+6)
2p+13

L,27 F
p+6

2p+13

30µJy Ω
− p+6

2p+13 : v < vDN,(
9.2× 103 km s−1

)
p=2.5

ε̄
1−p
4p+9

e,−1 ε
1

4p+9

B,−2

t
− 2p+13

4p+9
yr ν

− 2p+13
4p+9

3GHz d
2(p+6)
4p+9

L,27 F
p+6
4p+9

30µJyΩ
− p+6

4p+9 : v > vDN.

(17)

neq '



(
6.8× 104 cm−3

)
p=2.5

ε̄
− 6

2p+13

e,−1 ε
− 2p+7

2p+13

B,−2

t2yrν
4
3GHzd

− 4(p+8)
2p+13

L,27 F
− 2(p+8)

2p+13

30µJy Ω
2(p+8)
2p+13 : v < vDN,(

1.3× 105 cm−3
)
p=2.5

ε̄
6(1−p)
4p+9

e,−1 ε
− 4p+3

4p+9

B,−2

t
2(10p−3)

4p+9
yr ν

4(7p+3)
4p+9

3GHz d
− 20p

4p+9

L,27 F
− 10p

4p+9

30µJy Ω
10p

4p+9 : v > vDN,

(18)

respectively. At Req ≡ veqt and neq the upper limit corre-
sponds to the spectral peak at νa. Hence in particular for the
case of veq < vDN the radiusReq is comparable to the equipar-
tition radius (e.g. Chevalier 1998; Barniol Duran et al. 2013).
Strictly speaking, our “equipartition” radius minimizes the
total energy in the emitting site (including all electrons’ en-
ergy). Note we allow for a general relations εB � εe (see also
Chevalier 1998) while the literal equipartition is realized with
εB = (6/11)εe at the equiaprtition radius of Barniol Duran
et al. (2013). This of course results in that our total energy is
slightly larger, but the radius remains practically unchanged.

There is more important difference between our method
and the usual application of the equipartition method
(Chevalier 1998; Barniol Duran et al. 2013). The equipar-
tition method is applicable only when the spectral peak is
observed. On the other hand, our formulation can be applied
to any observations.

Additionally the density neq that we find is typically 30-
100 times larger than the one obtained by the equipartition
method. This is because we take into account the fact that
only a fraction (v/vDN)2 ' 1 − 3 % of the electrons partic-
ipates in the power-law distribution in the deep-Newtonian
phase, that is usually not considered in the simple version of
the equipartition calculations.

2.3 Outflow model

Consider an outflow launched into a solid angle Ω. Generally,
the outflow is ejected with a range of velocities and we denote
the mass moving at larger velocity than v as Mej(> v) and
its corresponding kinetic energy as Ekin(> v). At a given
moment, the shock velocity of the outflow v is determined by
the energy conservation (Piran et al. 2013):

Ekin(> v) =
[
Mej(> v) +M(R)

]
v2/2, (19)

1016

1017

R
ad

iu
s :

 R
(=

vt
) [

cm
]

102 103 104 105 106 107 108 109

Density : n [cm 3]

103

104

V
el

oc
ity

 : 
v 

[k
m

/s
]

Req

RULED OUT

n+

n

Sgr A
* profile

Ejecta velocity
Ekin =5×10 50erg

×30

×1/30

Optically thin
Thick

Figure 2. Example of the constraint on the density and velocity

space by a typical radio upper-limit of Fν = 30µJy at ν = 3 GHz
for z = 0.072 (dL = 1027 cm) and t = 3 yr. Red and blue lines

represent the boundaries of the excluded (gray) region imposed by

the optically thin (ν > νa) and thick (ν < νa) regimes, respectively.
The adopted parameters are ε̄e = 0.1, εB = 0.01, p = 2.5, and

Ω = 4π. The intersection of two lines (star) gives the minimal

velocity veq corresponding to the equipartition radius Req(= veqt).
The thick-black-solid curve denotes the trajectory of shock velocity

given by solving Eq. (19) for Mej = 0.5 M� and vin = 104 km s−1.

The thin-black-solid curves show trajectories with the same vin

but 30 times larger and smaller Ekin (or equivalently Mej). The

black dash-dotted curves represent trajectories with the same Ekin

but 3 times higher and lower vin. For large density, these curves
with the same Ekin approach to the black-dotted line v ∝ n−1/5,

which corresponds to decelerating jets. Within the outflow model,
any density profile intersecting the trajectory within the ruled-out

region for n− ≤ n ≤ n+ is excluded. The density profile of Sgr A*

(orange line, n ' 10 cm−3(R/1018 cm)−1, Baganoff et al. 2003;
Gillessen et al. 2019) is allowed by the model.

where the swept-up CNM mass is approximated as in Eq. (6):

M(R) ' ΩmpnR
3. (20)

The shock radius is reasonably given by R ' vt.
As a simple example, we consider an outflow characterized

by a single initial velocity vin with mass Mej, kinetic energy
Ekin = Mejv

2
in/2, and angle Ω = 4π. Fig. 2 depicts trajec-

tories of velocity obtained by solving Eq. (19) for different
densities at the shock front. For small CNM density, the out-
flow is still traveling with its initial velocity (free expansion).
When the swept-up CNM mass is larger than the outflow’s
mass, its velocity decreases. The trajectory asymptotes to a
line, v ∝ n−1/5 which is obtained by neglecting the outflow
mass (Mej → 0). As we will see in §4, this line represents
the trajectory of decelerating jets and its normalization is
determined only by the outflow’s kinetic energy.

When the outflow velocity is larger than the minimal ve-
locity veq corresponding to a given upper limit on Fν , the
trajectory intersects the excluded region for n− < n < n+.
Here we define n+ and n− as the densities at the intersections
with the optically thick and thin boundaries, respectively (see
Fig. 2). We find that for most cases, the density n+ is much
larger than the relevant CNM-density range. Hence we only
consider the branch of n < n−, where n− gives an upper
limit on the density. As long as we consider the density limit

MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2020)
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in the optically thin regime n−, the outflow velocity does not
change significantly from the initial value vin. Therefore the
limiting density depends on εB, vin and Ω as

n− ∝ ε
− p+1

p+5

B v
− 2(p+11)

p+5

in Ω
− 4

p+5 ' ε−0.47
B v−3.6

in Ω−0.53, (21)

where the last equality holds for p = 2.5.
In the following calculations we adopt ε̄e = 0.1, εB = 0.01,

p = 2.5 as the fiducial values (several radio detected events
have different p, see Table C2). The value of εB is not well
constrained by the observations and can vary for different
events shifting the boundary of the ruled-out region in Fig.
2.

To summarize this section we note that when a radio signal
is detected this immediately gives a lower limit on the velocity
veq or equivalently the combination of vΩa where a = (p +
6)/(2p + 13) ' 0.47 for p = 2.5 (v < vDN) or a = (p +
6)/(4p + 9) ' 0.45 for p = 2.5 (v > vDN). This limit is
independent of the density. For an upper limit on the radio
flux, we obtain a forbidden region in n and v space as a
function of Ω. Given an outflow model, we can constrain the
density. Alternatively, once a density profile is specified, we
can constrain the outflow’s properties such as v and Ω.

A give outflow is characterized by its geometry, mass, and
velocity (actually by Mej(> v)). Among these three parame-
ters, with a detection we have a direct bound on the product
of two vΩa (as described above). The total mass is less im-
portant as typically only a small fraction of it is sufficient
to power the observed signal. However, as we show later its
velocity distribution might be critical.

Going back to Fig. 2, we note that the density and velocity
in the shaded region are ruled out for an upper limit. For
a detection without an SSA spectral peak, its parameters
should be on the boundary of the ruled-out region. Only when
the spectral peak is detected the parameters are determined
on the bottom of the boundary (a star), which is the usual
equipartition method.

3 APPLICATION TO ASTROPHYSICAL MODELS

We turn now to apply the method developed in §2 to four
different possible sources of the flare. These are distinguished
by their geometry, typical masses, and expected velocities.

Disk winds, that arise if circularization takes place rapidly
and a super-Eddington emitting disk forms, have a quasi
spherical geometry. The unbound disrupted stellar mass has a
wedge-like geometry while a possible Newtonian jet will have
a conical shape. Among the three only for the disrupted stel-
lar mass we have estimates of the mass-velocity distribution,
Mej(> v). For the disk wind we can expect the velocity to
be of order of (or larger than) the escape velocity from the
photosphere of several thousand km s−1 (e.g. Matsumoto &
Piran 2021). For Newtonian jets considered within this con-
text of TDE radio emission (see e.g. Alexander et al. 2016),
its mass, velocity, and even the opening angle are typically
not constrained by other considerations.

3.1 Spherical outflow - Disk Wind

First we consider a spherical outflow. Such an outflow can
arise from a disk wind. If circularization is efficient, a compact

accretion disk forms rapidly after the bound debris returns
to the pericenter. Since the mass fallback rate is well above
the Eddington rate, a strong disk wind could emerge and
carry out a significant mass (Blandford & Begelman 1999).
The wind plays a role of an envelope surrounding the disk and
absorbing the disk’s X-rays to reprocess to optical light (Loeb
& Ulmer 1997; Metzger & Stone 2016; Roth et al. 2016).
Recently we have shown that the observations imply that
such winds are too massive and would carry out more than
the available mass (Matsumoto & Piran 2021, see also Uno &
Maeda 2020). Naturally a radio signal is expected from the
interaction of such a wind with the CNM and null detection of
radio emission from TDEs provides an independent constrain
on this scenario.

Consider an isotropic (Ω = 4π) outflow characterized by
a single (initial) velocity vin = 104 km s−1 and mass Mej =
0.5 M� (as we discuss later as the energy emitted by the
shock is very small, the outcome does not depend on the
total mass as long as it is sufficiently larger than the swept-up
mass,Mej > M(R)). These values follow from the reprocessed
model (e.g. Metzger & Stone 2016) and considered in §2.3 as
an example. The shock radius is approximately given by R '
vt, and the time is measured since the wind launch. For t, we
use, here and in the rest of the paper, the time measured since
the discovery of TDEs, which is a reasonable approximation
because the radio observation times are typically late. For a
given time and CNM density at the shock front, the shock
velocity is given by Eq. (19). Fig. 2 depicts trajectories of the
outflow velocity with the corresponding excluded parameter
space obtained by a typical radio upper-limit of Fν = 30µJy
at ν = 3 GHz for z = 0.072 (dL = 1027 cm) and t = 3 yr.

For each radio upper-limit in Fig. 1, we calculate the quan-
tities veq, neq, v−, and n− (corresponding to the optically
thin regime) assuming p = 2.5 and tabulate them in Table
C1. Fig. 3 depicts the upper limits on the density n− at the
distance R = v−t when the limiting velocity is larger than
the critical velocity v− > veq. Due to the large solid angle,
which minimizes the minimal-required velocity veq, we obtain
meaningful and strongest constraints (see below for the cases
of Ω < 4π). It is the late upper-limits (> 10 yr) that give
the strongest limits (furthest away from the BH and hence
the expected density is lowest). As seen in Eq. (21), increas-
ing the velocity by a factor of 2, which is the case of the
high tail of the velocity distribution, will decrease the den-
sity limit about ten times. Limits are meaningful compared
to the density profile seen in the radio-detected TDEs. These
results do not rule out the strong disk wind scenario such as
the reprocessed optical-emission model.

For radio-detected TDEs, the wind interaction with the
CNM can be an efficient radio source provided that its veloc-
ity is not too small (vin & 104 km s−1). For three radio TDEs
with a spectral peak (CNSS J0019+00, ASASSN-14li, and
AT2019dsg), we estimate the densities neq corresponding to
the minimal velocities veq. For these events, observations at
different times show that the outflow does not decelerate (see
Table C2). This, in turn, suggests the outflow mass is larger
than the swept-up CNM mass: Mej &M(R) ' 0.01− 0.1 M�
(as shown in Fig. 3). Hence the outflow’s kinetic energy
should be larger than Ekin & v2

eqM(R)/2 ' 1049−50 erg.

The densities that we find here are 30-100 times larger than
those obtained by previous works based on the equipartition
method (Alexander et al. 2016; Krolik et al. 2016; Anderson
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tions for the case of a spherical outflow (Ω = 4π, Mej = 0.5 M�,

and vin = 104 km s−1). Down-triangles, circles, and squares rep-
resent the upper limits on the density by radio limits, required

density by radio TDEs without spectral peak, and density ob-

tained by the equipartition method, respectively. Upper limits
at large radius correspond to the radio limits at late time. The

dashed lines show the locations where the enclosed masses are

M(R) = 10−3 − 10−1 M�. If the outflow mass is larger than
M(R), it does not decelerate significantly. The black line repre-

sents the density profile of Sgr A* (Baganoff et al. 2003; Gillessen
et al. 2019). In the upper right shaded region, the free-free absorp-

tion reduces the observed flux (assumed the virial temperature for

MBH = 106.5 M�) at ν = 1 GHz.

et al. 2020; Stein et al. 2021; Cendes et al. 2021a), because
these works considered only the number of relativistic elec-
trons, which is typically smaller by a factor of (v/vDN)2 than
the total electron density in the deep-Newtonian phase.2 Ac-
cordingly their estimates of outflow’s mass and kinetic energy
are smaller than ours by the similar factor. The number den-
sity obtained by Yalinewich et al. (2019) for ASASSN-14li
(after correcting the difference of solid angle) is also slightly
(∼ 3 times) smaller than ours because they assumed the frac-
tion of accelerated electrons 10 %.

We carry out similar calculations for radio-detected TDEs
without a spectral peak. Assuming an initial velocity vin =
104 km s−1 we find that the wind velocity does not vary dur-
ing the observations. The outflow mass is hence bounded
by the swept-up mass and can be small such as Mej &
M(R) ' 0.03 M� and the minimal energy becomes Ekin &
3×1049 ergMej,−1.5v

2
in,9. Some of the radio-detected TDEs re-

quire densities larger than those of radio upper-limits TDEs.
This suggests that either not every TDE is accompanied by
a disk wind or the CNM profiles vary significantly among
galaxies.

2 For ASASSN-14li, our density is further 10 times larger than

that given by Alexander et al. (2016).

3.2 Wedge geometry - Unbound debris

3.2.1 Dynamics of unbound debris

About half of the stellar mass torn apart in a TDE is ejected
as unbound debris. The interaction of the debris with the
CNM should produce radio emission. We turn, now, to con-
strain the debris properties and the CNM density using the
radio observations.

We consider a disruption event of a star with mass M∗ and
radius R∗ by a BH with mass MBH. After the disruption, the
stellar debris has a flat distribution over specific energy within
a characteristic energy of ∆ε ≡ (GMBHR∗/R

2
T)Ξ, where G

is the gravitational constant and RT ≡ R∗(MBH/M∗)1/3 is
the tidal radius. Ξ is a numerical factor derived by Ryu et al.
(2020) in order to include corrections arising due to the inter-
nal stellar structure and relativistic effects. This correction
is less than a factor of 2 for typical values and it becomes
Ξ ' 1.3 for a star with M� and BH with MBH = 106.5 M�.
The corresponding typical velocity is

V =
√

2∆ε ' 8600 km s−1 R
−1/2
∗,0 M

1/3
∗,0 M

1/6
BH,6.5(Ξ/1.3)1/2 ,

(22)

where we normalize the radius and mass by solar values. As
a zeroth order approximation we could consider outflow with
mass Mej ' 0.5 M� and an opening angle of Ω ∼ 0.1 (as dis-
cussed later) with this velocity. However, Ryu et al. (2020)
also found the detailed specific-energy distribution. This dis-
tribution has a tail beyond ∆ε whose shape can be approx-
imated by an exponential. Since the small fraction of fast
unbound debris can contribute to or even dominate a radio
flare (Krolik et al. 2016; Yalinewich et al. 2019), we take this
structure into account and adopt the following distribution

dM

dε
=

αM∗

2(α+ 1)∆ε

{
1 : ε < ∆ε ,

exp
[
− α

(
ε−∆ε

∆ε

)]
: ε > ∆ε ,

(23)

where the slope of the exponential tail α & 3 depends on
the type of the disrupted star (Ryu et al. 2020) and we use
α = 3 as a fiducial value. The normalization is determined
so that the total unbound mass for ε > 0 becomes M∗/2.
With a relation ε = v2/2, the debris mass and kinetic energy
distributions over velocity are given by dMej/dv = v(dM/dε)
and dEkin/dv = (v2/2)(dMej/dv), respectively. Fig. 4 depicts
the cumulative mass and kinetic energy profiles of the debris,
Mej(> v) and Ekin(> v). The total kinetic energy is given

by Ekin ' 2.6× 1050 ergR∗,0M
5/3
∗,0 M

1/3
BH,6.5 for α = 3. Only a

small fraction of debris has a larger velocity v & 104 km s−1.
The dynamics of the unbound debris is determined by using

Eq. (19) and the mass and energy distributions. The debris
expands in a wedge geometry like a fan (constant ratio of the
width to radius H/R, Strubbe & Quataert 2009; Yalinewich
et al. 2019) producing a bow shock with a typical solid angle
of Ω ∼ 0.1 (Yalinewich et al. 2019). At first, the faster and less
massive debris travels ahead of the whole debris and its bow
shock dominates the radio emission. As it decelerates, more
massive debris dominates. At a given moment, the emission
mainly comes from the bow shock formed by the debris which
just begins to decelerate. The shock velocity is comparable
to the debris velocity.

Fig. 5 depicts the debris velocity as a function of the density
at the shock front. The energy and mass profiles are calcu-
lated by the distribution given by Eq. (23) (see also Fig. 4).
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given by Eq. (19) with the profile of Eq. (23), for given debris mass
Mej = 0.5 M�, kinetic energy Ekin ' 3 × 1050 erg, and BH mass
MBH = 106.5 M�.

We approximate the radius R ' vt. As the debris sweeps up
CNM and decelerates, it expands sideways and increases the
solid angle of the bow shock Ω. The expanding part sweeps
up more CNM and decelerates faster. We do not include this
sideways expansion in our estimate and we assume the con-
stant angle because the rapidly decelerating part does not
contribute to the emission significantly (note that in the opti-
cally thin regime the flux sensitively depends on the velocity,
Eq. 11 and see an argument in Margalit & Piran 2015).

3.2.2 Observational constraints

We derive the constraint in the context of unbound debris.
Fig. 5 shows the ruled-out parameter space for the null
detection in RXJ1624+7554 at t = 21.6 yr (shown in the
first line of Table C1). In this example, any velocity below
veq ' 103 km s−1 is allowed (for this assumed Ω). The velocity
trajectory overlaps the ruled-out region and the flux upper-
limit requires the density smaller than n < n− ' 103 cm−3.

Fig. 6 depicts the resulting upper limits on the density n−.
In order to calculate the debris velocity, we adopt the same
parameters of M∗ = M�, R∗ = R�, and MBH = 106.5 M�.
Using the same BH mass for all events is reasonably justi-
fied because the characteristic velocity weakly depends on
this parameter (see Eq. 22). With this fiducial debris model,
only half of the TDEs with upper limits gives meaningful
constraints on the density. These density limits are all larger
than the CNM density in Sgr A*. The other half does not
produce a radio flare as bright as the upper limit because its
velocity is smaller than the minimal one veq.

For TDEs with a spectral peak (CNSS J0019+00,
ASASSN-14li and AT2019dsg), if the peak is caused by SSA,
the velocity and density should be equal to veq and neq as ob-
tained by the equipartition method. However, with the solid
angle of Ω = 0.1, the minimal velocities are typically larger
than that of the unbound debris veq & 104 km s−1. With these
parameters of our fiducial debris model the unbound debris
cannot be the radio source in these events. Similarly, for radio
TDEs without a spectral peak only XMMSL J0740-85 can be
powered by unbound debris in our model (see Fig. 6). These
limits are slightly relaxed if we take into account that the
shock velocity is larger than the fluid velocity. But this is not
sufficient to fully resolve the discrepancy.

Generally speaking, the radio emission from unbound de-
bris is much dimmer than the other outflow components be-
cause of its small solid angle, Ω ∼ 0.1. The angle can be ten
times larger than the fiducial value, Ω ∼ 1 for TDEs in which
the stellar pericenter is smaller than the tidal radius as stud-
ied by Yalinewich et al. (2019) for modeling of ASASSN-14li.
In such TDEs, the luminosity becomes ∼ 10 times larger
and the equipartition velocity is also reduced by a factor

three, veq ∝ Ω
− p+6

2p+13 ' Ω−0.47 for p = 2.5, which results in
more events give meaningful constraints on the density. With
this scaling, we find that debris should have a distribution in
which at least ∼ 10−2 M� of mass moves at & 2×104 km s−1.

3.3 Conical outflow - a Newtonian Jet

We turn now to conical outflows that are launched with sub-
relativistic velocities (e.g. Alexander et al. 2016). Such a jet-
like structure can arise, for example, from a disk wind that
has a strong angular structure. Lacking a specific model for
generation of such a jet, here, unlike the previous two cases
we do not have specific model parameters to compare with
and all that can be done is to infer jet parameters that fit
the data. Naturally, this is almost always possible. Relativis-
tic jets behave differently and we consider those in the next
section.

As the jet propagates in the surrounding CNM its energy
is dissipated at the head and a hot cocoon forms (see e.g.
Begelman & Cioffi 1989; Bromberg et al. 2012). The effective
width of the emitting region of the jet is therefore larger, but
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comparable, to its original width. Namely, Ω & 2πθ2, where
θ is the original jet half-opening angle.

As long as jet’s mass is larger than the swept-up CNM
mass, it does not decelerate. In this case we can simply fol-
low the analysis in §3.1 using the assumed opening angle
Ω instead of 4π and obtain constraints on the velocity or
density. However, we cannot simply scale the relations from
the spherical analysis because in that case we are usually in
the deep-Newtonian regime. Due to the smaller Ω, the re-
quired velocities in jets are much higher than those required
for a spherical outflow and typically they are not in this deep-
Newtonian regime. We denote the minimal velocity, density
constraint, and corresponding velocity for the spherical out-
flow (Ω = 4π and in the deep-Newtonian phase, see Table
C1) with a superscript 4π (v4π

eq , n4π
− , and v4π

− respectively).
As seen in Eq. (17), veq scales as

veq = vDN

(
vDN

v4π
eq

)− 2p+13
4p+9

(
Ω

4π

)− p+6
4p+9

. (24)

The density limit scales with Ω and vin(> vDN) as

n− = n4π
−

(
vDN

v4π
−

)− 2(p+11)
p+5

(
vin

vDN

)− 2(5p+3)
p+5

(
Ω

4π

)− 4
p+5

. (25)

As the limits for jets arise from these scaling laws of the
spherical limits we do not list them in a different column in
Table C1.

Alexander et al. (2016) considered a Newtonian jetted out-
flow as a radio source of ASASSN-14li. Adopting Ω ' 0.3
(θ ' 0.33 rad ' 13◦) they find that the jet velocity should
be veq ∼ 0.1 c (six times larger than the limit on a spher-
ical freely-expanding outflow), which is consistent with our
estimate (see the scaling in Eq. 17 with the velocity v4π

eq '
6000−7000 km s−1). In addition, because of the smaller solid
angle the limits on the CNM density become ' 7 times larger
than those obtained for a spherical outflow (see also Eq. 21).

If the assumed effective solid angle is too narrow the im-

plied jet velocity becomes relativistic v ∼ c. In this case
the analysis does not apply as the emission is beamed. For
ASASSN-14li, this minimal solid angle is roughly Ω & 0.003
or θ & 0.033 rad ' 1.3◦.

Finally, we note that depending on the jet’s mass and the
external density it may decelerate significantly while prop-
agating in the CNM. If the distribution Mej(> v) and the
external density profile are given one can calculate the hy-
drodynamic evolution and the corresponding emission in a
similar manner to those calculated in §3.2.

4 RELATIVISTIC JET

A small fraction of TDEs detected as a bright hard X-ray
source (Bloom et al. 2011; Burrows et al. 2011; Cenko et al.
2012; Brown et al. 2015) are interpreted as launching rel-
ativistic jets, so-called “jetted TDEs” (see De Colle & Lu
2020, for a review). Sw1644 is a well-observed prototype
of this group. Its huge isotropic-equivalent X-ray luminosity
∼ 1047 erg s−1 lasting for ∼ 106 s and the radio data strongly
suggest that a relativistic jet is launched in this event (Bloom
et al. 2011; Burrows et al. 2011; Zauderer et al. 2011; Berger
et al. 2012; Zauderer et al. 2013).

Such jets behave differently from Newtonian ones and we
discuss them separately in this section. Initially a relativis-
tic jet has a narrow opening angle and as its radiation is
beamed, only observers within the small opening angle can
detect its emission. As it sweeps up the CNM and deceler-
ates, the emission becomes less beamed and can be observed
from wider angles. We focus on this late phase during which
we can observe the jet regardless of its direction. Since at
early time we observe jetted TDEs only when the jets point
toward us, the fraction of jetted TDEs among total number
of TDEs is poorly constrained (& 3 × 10−3, De Colle & Lu
2020). Radio upper-limits at late time are useful to constrain
the event rate as well as the energy of jets pointing away from
us that possibly accompany TDEs.

At late time an initially relativistic jet slows down and
becomes Newtonian. Even if it is not completely spherical
its emission would not be beamed. Energy conservation (Eq.
19), enables us to estimate the decelerated jet’s velocity at
this phase

v '
(

2Ej

Ωmpnt3

)1/5

' 2.0× 105 km s−1 E
1/5
j,51n

−1/5
0 t−3/5

yr

(
Ω

4π

)−1/5

,

(26)

where we neglected the jet mass and approximated R ' vt.
Depending on the initial properties of the jet and the external
density profile the decelerating jet may remain non-spherical
for a long time (Irwin et al. 2019, see also Fig. B1 in Appendix
B). To take this into account we assume that the blast wave
subtends a solid angle Ω into which all the jet’s energy is
dissipated. The exact value of Ω depends on the details of
the hydrodynamic evolution and the sideways propagation of
the jet. However, as we show below, the resulting flux and
limit on the energy depend weakly on Ω. Hence, the exact
determination of Ω is unimportant. The fact that the outflow
remains jetted for a long time may imply that it also remains
relativistic for a longer period, making it easier to hide a
powerful jet that is pointing in a different directions even
years after it was launched.
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An estimate of the energy at which the jet becomes non-
relativistic is given by setting v ∼ c in Eq. (26):

Ej,rel ' Ωmpnc
5t3/2 ' 8.0× 1054 ergn0t

3
10yr

(
Ω

4π

)
. (27)

Hereafter, we change the normalization of time to t10yr =
t/10 yr corresponding to the observed values for the late-
time upper-limits. For the Sgr A* profile, that we use
below, the transition to Newtonian takes place at t '
0.34 yrE

1/2
j,52(Ω/4π)−1/2.

With Eqs. (16) and (26), the upper limits on the jet energy

are given by

Ej,51 .



(
0.60

)
p=2.5

[
ε̄−1

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−2 t

3(p+1)
10

10yr ν
p−1
2

3GHz

d2
L,27F30µJyn

− 3(p+1)
20

0

(
Ω
4π

) p+1
10

] 10
p+11

: v < vDN,(
0.74

)
p=2.5

[
ε̄1−p

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−2 t

3(5p−7)
10

10yr ν
p−1
2

3GHz

d2
L,27F30µJyn

5p−19
20

0

(
Ω
4π

) 5p−7
10

] 10
5p+3

: v > vDN.

(28)

Fig. 7 depicts trajectories of the decelerated jet’s velocity and
the constraint from the radio upper-limit of RXJ1624+7554.
We consider only the optically thin regime as at late time the
observed frequency is typically above the SSA frequency. As
the limit depends on the velocity, once we obtain a limit on
the jet energy assuming either v > (or <)vDN, we have to
check using and Eq. (26) that the velocity satisfies the rele-
vant condition. Clearly, the limits which we obtain assuming
the system in a Newtonian phase, do not hold for extremely
energetic jets that are observed early on and still relativistic
at the observation epoch. The critical energy above which our
assumption breaks down is given by Eq. (27). We miss such
relativistic jets if they point away from our line of sight.

Fig. 8 depicts the excluded region in the density and jet en-
ergy space for the null detection in RXJ1624+7554. For each
density, the maximal jet energy is given by Eq. (28). Assum-
ing Sgr A* like density profile, n ' 10 cm−3 (R/1018 cm)−1

we can obtain a limit on the energy of the jets. Note that once
a density profile is given we can calculate the radius and ve-
locity more accurately than Eq. (26). However this does not
change the results significantly (see Appendix B). The limits
for Sgr A* profile are:

Ej,51 .



(
0.21

)
p=2.5

[
ε̄−1

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−2 ν

p−1
2

3GHz

t
3(p+1)

8
10yr d2

L,27F30µJy

(
Ω
4π

) p+1
16

] 16
p+17

: v < vDN ,(
0.44

)
p=2.5

[
ε̄1−p

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−2 ν

p−1
2

3GHz

t
11p−13

8
10yr d2

L,27F30µJy

(
Ω
4π

) 3(3p−5)
16

] 16
9p+1

: v > vDN .

(29)

Note that the dependence on Ω is relatively weak,∝ Ω0.18 and
Ω0.32 for p = 2.5. As shown in Fig. 8, for RXJ1624+7554 with
Fν . 50µJy at t ' 20 yr and Sgr A* like density profile, the
energy is constrained to be Ej . 6 × 1050 erg. Importantly,
with higher densities, as suggested in some radio-detected
TDEs, the energy limit will be more severe.

For radio loud TDEs, we can calculate limits on the combi-
nations of the jet energy, Ej, and CNM density, n, as shown
in Eq. (28). In particular, when the SSA frequency is identi-
fied as a spectral peak νp, we can directly estimate the energy
corresponding to the minimal velocities veq in Eq. (17). This
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energy is given by plunging veq and neq into Eq. (26):3

Ej,eq '



(
4.2× 1047 erg

)
p=2.5

[
ε̄−11

e,−1ε
−2(p+1)
B,−2

F 3p+14
30µJy d

2(3p+14)
L,27

(
Ω
4π

)−(p+1)
] 1

2p+13
ν−1

p,3GHz : v < vDN,(
1.0× 1049 erg

)
p=2.5

[
ε̄

11(1−p)
e,−1 ε

2(1−2p)
B,−2 ν18p−53

p,3GHz

t
22(p−2)
10yr F

5(6−p)
30µJy d

10(6−p)
L,27

(
Ω
4π

)9p−21
] 1

4p+9
: v > vDN.

(30)

Based on the radio observations, the jet energy of Sw1644 has
been estimated by many authors (Berger et al. 2012; Metzger
et al. 2012; Zauderer et al. 2013; Barniol Duran & Piran 2013;
Mimica et al. 2015; Eftekhari et al. 2018; De Colle & Lu 2020;
Cendes et al. 2021b). At late time & 300 days, the outflow
decelerates to the Newtonian phase and our method can be
applied. By using Eq. (30) we estimate the jet energy Ej,eq ∼
1052 erg, which is consistent with the other estimates at this
stage (Barniol Duran & Piran 2013; De Colle & Lu 2020;
Cendes et al. 2021b).

For TDEs with radio upper-limits, we calculate the upper
limits on the jet energy assuming an Sgr A* like profile (Eq.
29). Fig. 9 depicts the allowed jet energy for each upper limit
(see also Table C1). At t & a few years we can assume that a
jet with reasonable energy became Newtonian. We find that
typical upper limits are in the range 1050−52 erg for events
with late observations. Among those, an energetic jet similar
to Sw1644 is excluded in events observed more than a few
years after the TDE, regardless of the opening angle. For
events with early observations we obtain limits in the range
1047−49 erg. However, in these cases we cannot rule out much
more energetic jets that point away from us and are still in
the relativistic regime (Eq. 27). Note that these values are for
Sgr A* like density distribution. The limits will be stronger
if the surrounding density is larger, for example like the one
inferred for ASASSN-14li (Alexander et al. 2016; Krolik et al.
2016).

van Velzen et al. (2013) constrained the jet energy for sev-
eral TDEs with radio upper-limits to be Ej < 1052 erg by
converting the on-axis light curve for Sw1644 (Metzger et al.
2012; Berger et al. 2012) to off-axis ones. But this estimate
ignored the sideways expansion and is invalid for the late
phase when the observations were carried out. Generozov
et al. (2017) derived upper limits on the jet energy based on
numerical simulation (Mimica et al. 2015). Remarkably, their
constraints Ej . 1053 erg are ' 20 − 60 times weaker than
ours for the same parameter values. We find that the scaling
of their light curves are consistent with ours but the peak
time and peak luminosity (when the jet becomes optically
thin, ν ' νa) are about 4 and 10 times shorter and dimmer
than our estimates, respectively. In Appendix B we provide a
specific detailed calculation for the limit on RXJ1624+7554
as an example so that our method can be directly compared
to theirs. In this case our upper limit of Ej . 7× 1050 erg is
about 30 times smaller than the one obtained by Generozov
et al. (2017). Comparison of our hydrodynamics simulations

3 Since our fiducial parameter values correspond to the deep-

Newtonian phase (veq < vDN), there is a gap in the values of Ej,eq

for two cases. Additionally these values are much smaller than Ej

in Eq. (29) because we are using the minimal velocity to derive

Eq. (30).

1044 1046 1048 1050 1052 1054

1044 1046 1048 1050 1052 1054

Jet energy : Ej [erg]

RXJ1624+7554
RXJ1242-1119
SDSSJ1323+48
SDSSJ1311-01
NGC5905
GALEX-D1-9
GALEX-D3-13
D23H-1
PTF10iya
PS1-10jh
SDSS-TDE1
SDSS-TDE2
SDSSJ1201+30
PTF09axc
PS1-11af
PS16dtm
iPTF16fnl
iPTF15af
AT2018zr
AT2018fyk
AT2017eqx
XMMSL2J1446+68
ASASSN-18pg

Sw
1644

ALLOWED

= 4 = 1

Figure 9. Jet energy allowed by radio null detection assuming a

CNM density similar to the Sgr A* profile. At the time of obser-

vations the outflow is assumed to have a solid angle Ω = 4π (blue)
or 1 (turquoise - conservatively corresponding to the half-opening

angle of ' 0.57 rad ' 33◦, see Fig. B1). Limits obtained more than

a few years after the TDE rule out jets with energy Ej ∼ 1052 erg
similar to Sw1644. For limits at early time (. 0.1 yr), we cannot

reject jets with Ej & 1051−52 erg (Eq. 27) because such jets are

still relativistic and may beam their radiation away from our line
of sight.

(see Fig. B1) to theirs shows consistency, suggesting that the
difference originates in the calculations of the synchrotron
emission. In spite of some joint efforts we could not identify
the origin of this discrepancy. Note that Mimica et al. (2015)
find a jet energy of ' 5× 1053 erg for Sw1644, which is larger
by a similar factor than our and other estimates (Barniol Du-
ran & Piran 2013; De Colle & Lu 2020; Cendes et al. 2021b)
of Ej ∼ 1052 erg.

5 SUMMARY

We analyzed the radio observations and upper limits of TDEs
within a model in which the radio emission arises due to
the interaction of an outflow with the CNM leading to syn-
chrotron emission from the shocked material. Within this
model we constrained the outflow properties and the CNM
density in the galactic nuclear regions. Our analysis system-
atically constrains the combination vΩa, where a ' 0.5. De-
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pending on the details of the parameters of the outflow ve-
locity v and the solid angle Ω, it also constrains the CNM
density n at the observation epoch. When the spectral peak
is available, our method is similar to the equipartition method
(Chevalier 1998; Barniol Duran et al. 2013). However, we ob-
tained significant limits also in cases in which only a single
frequency is observed or in which there are just upper lim-
its. In particular, we found that a given detection implies a
minimal outflow velocity (Eq. 17), that depends only on the
solid angle Ω and on the assumed (or measured) value of the
electrons distribution index p. We considered four outflow
models: disk wind, unbound debris, and Newtonian jets, cor-
responding to spherical, wedge and conical geometries, and
relativistic jets.

Our calculations considered the deep-Newtonian regime
(v < vDN ' 6 × 104 km s−1) in which only a small fraction
∼ (v/vDN)2 ' 0.01 − 0.03 of the total number of electrons
is relativistic and contributes to synchrotron emission. This
implies that our estimates of the CNM density and swept-up
CNM mass are ∼ 30−100 times larger than those found in the
previous works based on the equipartition method (Alexan-
der et al. 2016; Krolik et al. 2016; Anderson et al. 2020; Stein
et al. 2021; Cendes et al. 2021a) that did not take this effect
into account.

Isotropic disk winds with an initial velocity vin '
104 km s−1 can easily produce the observed radio flares as dis-
cussed in previous analysis (Alexander et al. 2016; Anderson
et al. 2020; Stein et al. 2021; Cendes et al. 2021a). For radio-
detected TDEs, in particular for events with a measured spec-
tral peak, we found that the wind does not decelerate signif-
icantly. This suggests that the wind’s mass should be larger
than the swept-up CNM mass Mej &M(R) ' 0.01− 0.1 M�.
Therefore, current observations do not necessarily require a
massive disk wind as suggested by the reprocessed model
Mej ' 0.5M� (Metzger & Stone 2016). Assuming the same
typical velocity vin = 104 km s−1, we found that some of ra-
dio null detection require CNM densities significantly smaller
than those required in radio-detected TDEs. This means that
not all TDEs drive sufficiently fast isotropic outflows or the
density profiles of galactic nuclear regions vary among galax-
ies. For the TDEs with upper limit determined at ten or more
years after the event the implied density upper-limits become
comparable to the CNM density around Sgr A*.

We found that unbound debris with mass ' 0.5 M�, ve-
locity ∼ 104 km s−1, and (bow shock’s) solid angle Ω ' 0.1,
cannot produce the detectable radio flare due to its too small
solid angle. While this limit is slightly relaxed if we take into
account that the shock velocity is larger than the fluid ve-
locity, this is not sufficient to fully resolve the discrepancy.
However, as suggested by Yalinewich et al. (2019), higher ve-
locities and larger solid angles (Ω ∼ 1) can arise when the
stellar pericenter is well below the tidal radius (deep pene-
tration). In such cases the debris can produce a detectable ra-
dio flare (Krolik et al. 2016). Rarity of such deep-penetration
events may explain why radio detection is not common.

We also considered conical outflows (Newtonian jets) and
found that those could be the observed radio sources. Such
jets can be realized, for instance, by a disk wind with an an-
gular structure. Lacking a specific model for the formation of
such jets and no definite predictions on their properties, one
can always find model parameters that fit the observations.
We can only derive scaling relations between the minimal ve-

locity and the required density for the solid angle Ω < 4π
(assuming the jet mass is larger than the swept-up CNM
mass). Both velocity and density increase roughly ∝ Ω−0.5.

Radio upper-limits also constrain the energy of relativistic
jets accompanying TDEs. We can safely reject jets as ener-
getic as Sw1644, Ej ∼ 1052 erg for TDEs with upper limits
at t & a few years. Note however, that it is impossible to ex-
clude extremely energetic jets with energies > 1053 erg that
have not decelerated yet to the Newtonian phase. Future late
observations will however, rule out or identify such jets. For
upper limits at t . 0.01 − 0.1 yr, we have very tight con-
straints on the existence of jets with energy Ej . 1047−49 erg
while we cannot exclude jets with Ej & 1051 erg. These jets
are still relativistic and hence beamed away from us at the
time of observations. They will be ruled out if no radio signals
are detected a few years after the discovery. Therefore we en-
courage continuous radio monitoring to search for energetic
off-axis TDE jets.

Radio-detected TDEs have been suggested as a tool to ex-
plore the CNM density profiles of distant galactic centers.
So far we could explore this profile only for the Milky Way.
However, our results show that without knowing the outflow’s
geometry Ω and the velocity v (or more precisely the velocity
distribution Mej(> v)), it is in fact impossible to determine
the exact value of the CNM profile from the radio observa-
tions alone. With reasonable assumptions we can estimate
the profile’s radial behavior but not the exact normalization.
Within the models that we considered, the CNM density of
radio-detected events is & 102 times larger than that of Sgr
A* profile, and its slope is typically n(R) ∝ R−3.

The total luminosity from synchrotron emission is deter-
mined by the peak of νFν . For slow cooling, which is relevant
in all cases considered, this peak corresponds to the cooling
frequency (e.g. Sari et al. 1998):

νc =
18πmece

σ2
TB

3t2
' 6.2× 1018 Hz ε

−3/2
B,−2n

−3/2
0 v−3

9 t−2
yr . (31)

As we have seen, for radio-detected events the required den-
sity is n ∼ 105 cm−3 implying νc ' 2.0×1011 Hz. By using the
observed luminosity νLν ∼ 1038 erg s−1 at 5 GHz and noting
that luminosity scales νLν ∝ ν(3−p)/2, we estimate the total
luminosity

L ∼ νcLνc '
(
2× 1038 erg s−1)

p=2.5
ν

3−p
2

c,11 . (32)

For reasonable parameters, the peak luminosity is less
than 1040 erg s−1. The total emitted energy ∼ tL '
1047 erg is much smaller than the kinetic energy Mejv

2/2 ∼
1050 ergMej,−1v

2
9 , for the sources considered here. This im-

plies that, unlike claims in the literature (e.g. Cendes et al.
2021a; Stein et al. 2021), to produce the observed emission
there is no need to consider additional energy-injection into
the outflow (Matsumoto et al. in prep).

To conclude we have shown here the importance of late
radio followup of TDEs. Somewhat surprisingly these obser-
vations whose schedule can be flexible are very significant.
Upper limits taken 20 years or more after the event provide
interesting limits on properties of the outflow, the nature of
the TDE, and on the density structure surrounding the su-
permassive BH.
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(12) are given by
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respectively. Constraints on the combinations of the density,
velocity, and solid angle, are given by
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for optically thin and the deep-Newtonian phase (Eq. 13),
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for optically thin and v > vDN case (Eq. 14), and
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for optically thick case (Eq. 15). The limit on velocity corre-
sponding to Eq. (16) is

v9 .



[
1.9× 104

(
4.1× 105

) p−1
2 ε̄−1

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−1

t−3
yr ν

p−1
2

3GHzd
2
L,27F30µJyn

− p+5
4

0 Ω−1
] 2

p+11
: thin (v < vDN),[

500
(
6.4× 108

) p−1
2 ε̄1−p

e,−1ε
− p+1

4
B,−2

t−3
yr ν

p−1
2

3GHzd
2
L,27F30µJyn

− p+5
4

0 Ω−1
] 2

5p+3
: thin (v > vDN),

2.7× 10−2(p− 1)2/33
p+1
3 ε

1/6
B,−2

t
−4/3
yr ν

−5/3
3GHzd

4/3
L,27F

2/3
30µJyn

1/6
0 Ω2/3 : thick.

(A8)

The minimal velocities and corresponding densities are

given by
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corresponding to Eqs. (17) and (18), respectively.
Constraints on the jet energy for each case (Eq. 28) and

minimal jet energies (Eq. 30) are given by
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For Sgr A* like density profile, the jet energy is constrained
by

Ej,51 .
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APPENDIX B: MORE PRECISE ESTIMATION OF THE
JET ENERGY

We present a detailed calculation of the upper limit on the
jet energy for RXJ1624+7554. The radio upper-limit is Fν =

MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2020)
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51µJy at ν = 3 GHz with dL = 270 Mpc and t = 21.7 yr
(see Table C1). We consider a Milky-Way like density profile,
n(R) = ñ(R/R̃)−k with ñ = 10 cm−3, R̃ = 1018 cm, and
k = 1. In the Newtonian phase, the jet energy is given by

Ej = Ωmp
v2

2

∫ R

0

r2n(r)dr =
Ωmp

2(3− k)
ñR̃kv2R3−k. (B1)

Note that in this section we take into account the numerical
factors that are ignored in §4. Using R ∝ tl with l = 2/(5 −
k) = 0.5, we obtain the relation between the velocity and
radius as v = dR

dt
= lR/t. Substituting this into Eq. (B1)

and setting v = c, we obtain the timescale at which the jet
becomes Newtonian

tNR =

(
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Ωmpc5−kñR̃k

) 1
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' 7.7× 10−2 yrE
1/2
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)−1/2

.

(B2)

The jet is Newtonian at the observation time as long as Ej .
Ej,rel ' 8 × 1055 erg (Ω/4π). The time evolution of the jet
velocity and radius for t > tNR are given by

v = c

(
t

tNR

)l−1

' 18000 km s−1 E
1/4
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(
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)1/2(
Ω

4π

)−1/4

.

(B4)

These estimates are reasonably consistent with the 2D jet
simulation shown in Fig. B1 but also with the 1D simulation
of Mimica et al. (2015). By using these equations with Eq.
(A3), we derive the flux at the optically thin regime:

Fν '


79µJy εe,−1

(
εB

0.002

)0.83
E1.21

j,51

(
t

21.7 yr

)−1.24

ν−0.65
3GHz

(
dL

270 Mpc

)−2( Ω
4π

)−0.21
: v < vDN,

36µJy ε1.3
e,−1

(
εB

0.002

)0.83
E1.36

j,51

(
t

21.7 yr

)−1.54

ν−0.65
3GHz

(
dL

270 Mpc

)−2( Ω
4π

)−0.36
: v > vDN,

(B5)

where we adopt the same micro-physics parameters as Gen-
erozov et al. (2017) (εe = 0.1, εB = 0.002, and p = 2.3). We
find that for RXJ1624+7554, the deep-Newtonian phase (v <
vDN) is relevant and we obtain a limit of Ej . 7.0× 1050 erg,
which is ' 30 times smaller than the one of Generozov et al.
(2017). It should be noted that Generozov et al. (2017) did
not consider the deep-Newtonian phase and calculated the
limit for the normal phase (v > vDN). However, this does not
change the limit on jet significantly (Ej . 1.3× 1051 erg).

APPENDIX C: CONSTRAINT FOR EACH EVENT

We present our complete results on radio upper-limits (Table
C1) and radio-detected events (Table C2).

Figure B1. 2D hydrodynamics simulation of a relativistic jet carried

out by Matteo Pais using PLUTO (Mignone et al. 2007). The jet is

injected with energy Ej = 1053 erg and half-opening angle θ = 20◦

into a Sgr A* like CNM, n(R) = 10 cm−3 (R/1018 cm)−1. The

velocity (β ≡ v/c) distribution at t = 21.7 yr after the launch (the

same as the observation of RXJ1624+7554) shows that while the
system is almost Newtonian (the highest β values are around 0.5)

the jet is not spherical yet. The resulting cocoon has a bipolar

shape with an opening angle of θ ' 30◦.
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