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ABSTRACT

We present general relativistic radiation magnetohydrodynamics (GRRMHD) simulations of super-Eddington accre-

tion flows around supermassive black holes (SMBHs) which may apply to tidal disruption events (TDEs). We perform

long duration (t ≥ 81, 200GM/c3) simulations which achieve mass accretion rates & 11 times the Eddington rate and

produce thermal synchrotron spectra and images of their jets. The jet reaches a maximum velocity of v/c ≈ 0.5−0.9,

but the density weighted outflow velocity is ∼ 0.2− 0.35c. Gas flowing beyond the funnel wall expands conically and

drives a strong shock at the jet head while variable mass ejection along the jet axis results in internal shocks and

dissipation. For a Ti/Te = 1 model, the radio/submillimeter spectra peak at > 100 GHz and the luminosity increases

with BH spin, exceeding ∼ 1041 erg s−1 in the brightest models. The emission is extremely sensitive to Ti/Te as some

models show an order of magnitude decrease in the peak frequency and up to four orders of magnitude decline in their

radio/submillimeter luminosity as Ti/Te approaches 20. Assuming a maximum VLBI baseline distance of 10 Gλ, 230

GHz images of Ti/Te = 1 models shows that the jet head may be bright enough for its motion to be captured with the

EHT (ngEHT) at D . 110 (180) Mpc at the 5σ significance level. Resolving emission from internal shocks requires

D . 45 Mpc for both the EHT or ngEHT. The 5 GHz emission in each model is dimmer (. 1036 erg s−1) than upper

limits placed on TDEs with no radio emission which suggests jets similar to our models may have gone undetected

in previous observations. Our models suggest that the ngEHT may be utilized for > 230 GHz radio/submillimeter

followup of future TDEs.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The central black holes (BHs) of galaxies throughout the uni-
verse gain some fraction of their mass from the tidal disrup-
tion of stars in the near vicinity (see Pfister et al. 2021 for a
recent study). Random scatterings of stars orbiting the BH
occasionally places them on a chance orbit that will cross
the tidal radius (Rt), beyond which the star’s self gravity is
weaker than the tidal forces acting on it and it is subsequently
disrupted into an elongated stream of gas (Hills 1975; Rees
1988; Phinney 1989; Evans & Kochanek 1989). The bright
transient which occurs as a result of the disruption is known
as a tidal disruption event (TDE). The most well studied
TDE is that of a near solar mass star being disrupted by
a supermassive BH (SMBH). In these events, the transient
light curve roughly follows a L ∝ (t/tfb)−5/3 decay. Here, the
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fallback time

tfb = 3.5× 106 s

(
MBH

106M�

)1/2(
M∗
M�

)−1(
R∗
R�

)3/2

, (1)

where M∗ is the mass of the disrupted star and R∗ is its ra-
dius, is the characteristic decay time for the TDE (Stone et al.
2013). This behaviour originates from the gas dynamics dur-
ing the disruption, which causes the star to be disrupted into
an elongated stream of gas with a binding energy distribu-
tion which dictates that mass flows back towards pericenter
at the ‘fallback rate’ Ṁfb ∝ (t/tfb)−5/3 (Stone et al. 2013).
The earliest theoretical works on the subject proposed that
the radiation emitted by TDEs would originate from a small
scale, geometrically thick accretion disk located near ∼ Rt
due to circularization of the stream with gas temperatures
leading to X-ray/UV emission (e.g. see Rees 1988).

Thanks to various surveys in the optical/UV and X-ray,
the number of known TDEs has grown substantially since
their initial discovery via ROSAT (see Komossa 2015; Gezari
2021 for a review). We now understand that TDE emis-

© 2022 The Authors

ar
X

iv
:2

20
6.

06
35

8v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.H

E
] 

 1
3 

Ju
n 

20
22



2 Brandon Curd et al.

sion is quite complicated as not all TDEs have bright X-
ray emission. Also, the optical/UV emission follows the same
power-law behaviour as expected for the X-ray. This suggests
that the optical/UV component originates from reprocessed
X-rays emitted from the hot accretion disk. This scenario
is supported observationally as several Bowen-TDEs, which
show Bowen fluorescence (requiring reprocessing of higher en-
ergy photons), have been detected (Leloudas et al. 2019; van
Velzen et al. 2021).

Radio studies in the 5 − 8.4 GHz range have only de-
tected emission from a handful of TDEs (Alexander et al.
2020). Three of these are likely so-called“jetted”TDEs, which
launched powerful relativistic jets with bulk lorentz factor
Γ > 10 and had a peak radio luminosity of Lpeak,radio ∼
1040 − 1042 erg s−1. The other events, which emitted signif-
icantly less energy in the radio with Lpeak,radio ∼ 1037 −
1039 erg s−1, have been modeled using sub-relativistic out-
flows, internal jet shocks, and off-axis jets. An important
difference in each of these mechanisms is the site of accel-
eration for electrons which eventually produce the observed
synchrotron emission. For example, in the external shock pic-
ture the electrons are accelerated in the shock between the
outflow and the circumnuclear medium (CNM) while in the
internal acceleration picture the electrons are accelerated in-
side of the jet itself.

It is worth noting that radio emission in“non-jetted”TDEs
(TDEs with no highly relativistic jet) typically appears > 30
days after the peak emission. This may simply be due to the
initially turbulent evolution of the disk, which may suppress
the formation of a funnel region, through which the gas may
be accelerated into a jet (Curd 2021). However, Bonnerot &
Lu (2020) present models which appear to have formed a
funnel. It is also possible that our understanding of the disk
formation process itself is incomplete. For instance, the onset
of disk formation may not correlate to the time at which
optical/UV/X-ray emission emerges.

TDEs are of great interest for studies of accretion physics
and stellar populations close to the BH. For TDEs of Sun-like
stars around BHs with mass MBH . 107.5M�, the peak fall-
back rate will exceed the Eddington rate ṀEdd (Stone et al.
2013), which opens up the possibility that the accretion rate
is actually super-Eddington. For example, a solar mass star
disrupted around a 106M� BH will have a peak fallback rate
that is ∼ 100 times the Eddington rate, and the fallback
rate should remain above Eddington for a few fallback times.
Hydrodynamic simulations of the early stages of disk forma-
tion in a TDE suggest that as much as 20% of the returning
stream may actually cross the horizon through an accretion
flow; however, the current library of published simulations has
yet to cover a substantial range of the TDE parameter space
and the effects of magnetism have largely been ignored in
long term simulations (Ramirez-Ruiz & Rosswog 2009; Guil-
lochon et al. 2014; Shiokawa et al. 2015; Hayasaki et al. 2016;
Bonnerot et al. 2016; Liptai et al. 2019; Bonnerot & Lu 2020;
Bonnerot et al. 2021; Curd 2021; Andalman et al. 2022).

The exact nature of the accretion disk structure is still un-
certain, but previous works have applied global GRRMHD
accretion disk simulations to model the accretion flow (Dai
et al. 2018; Curd & Narayan 2019). The emission properties
of TDEs are possibly described by thick accretion disks (Dai
et al. 2018; Curd & Narayan 2019). In particular, magneti-
cally arrested disks (or MADs, Narayan et al. 2003) around

spinning BHs produce powerful jets and have emission prop-
erties remarkably similar to that of Swift J1644+57 (Curd
& Narayan 2019). For non-jetted TDEs, the ‘standard and
normal evolution’ (or SANE) disks may be appropriate to
describe X-ray TDEs, but the optical/UV component was
uncertain in Curd & Narayan (2019) since it originated from
the outer radius of the torus, which was initialized using an
equilibrium torus model rather than from following the en-
tire disk formation process in a TDE. SANE models may also
apply to jetted TDEs, as a funnel region in super-Eddington
outflows can result in highly energetic outflows capable of
explaining even jetted events (S ↪adowski & Narayan 2015a;
Coughlin & Begelman 2020). A numerical study of the ra-
dio/submillimeter emission from outflows driven by SANE
super-Eddington accretion flows and its comparison with the
radio emission in TDEs is thus well motivated.

In this work, we model the radio/submillimeter emis-
sion (via thermal synchrotron) from the outflows of super-
Eddington accretion flows using GRRMHD simulations sim-
ilar to those presented in Curd & Narayan (2019). How-
ever, in this work we use a grid with more resolution in
the jet and run the simulation substantially longer such that
the outflow reaches radii similar to the emission scales for
known radio TDEs (Alexander et al. 2020). We perform
simulations of SANE accretion disks around BHs of mass
MBH = (5, 10) × 106M� and a dimensionless BH spin of
a∗ = (0, 0.5, 0.9) and measure the jet power and morphology
across the parameter space. We perform general relativistic
ray tracing (GRRT) of each model to produce spectra and
images of the jet emission. We examine the viability of de-
tecting and resolving the jet at 230 GHz. Based on our results,
we suggest that the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) or the
next generation Event Horizon Telescope (ngEHT) could be
suited for radio/submillimeter follow-up of TDEs. A direct
probe of jet launching from super-Eddington accretion disks
and radio/submillimeter emission in TDEs are both of signif-
icant interest and are expected to increase our understanding
of BH accretion and the environment of BHs.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we mo-
tivate radio/submillimeter observations of nearby TDEs by
computing the expected number of TDEs within D < 60
Mpc. In Section 3, we outline the numerical methods used
in this work. In Section 4, we describe the accretion flow
and outflow properties. In Section 5, we analyse GRRT ra-
dio/submillimeter spectra and images of each model and de-
termine the viability of resolving the jets in each simulation
with the EHT/ngEHT. We compare our results with current
TDE radio observations in Section 6 and conclude in Section
7.

2 TDE RATES

In this section, we motivate follow-up observations of TDEs
in the radio/submillimeter band by quantifying the number
of TDEs in a given volume of the nearby universe assum-
ing conservative TDE rates. We utilize methods described
in Stone & Metzger (2016) and the interested reader should
see their work for a detailed discussion of TDE rates. The
number of possible TDEs per year grows rapidly at higher
redshift since the number of BHs in an integrated volume of
space varies as NBH(D) ∝ D3. Similarly, assuming estimates
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Jets from SANE Super-Eddington Accretion Disks 3

Figure 1. Here we show the BHMF as calculated in the text (left panel). We then show the volumetric TDE rate (right panel). The text

above the curve shows the TDE rate when the curve is integrated over BH mass.

Figure 2. Here we estimate the number of total TDEs expected

given a limiting observable distance. The shaded regions denote

the range of parameter space where the expected number of TDEs
in 1 year (green) and 10 years (blue) exceeds 1.

of the TDE rates are applicable broadly within the local uni-
verse (see Stone & Metzger 2016; Pfister et al. 2020), we can
estimate the number of TDEs per year within a finite dis-
tance so long as we know the mass dependent TDE rate of a
given BH (Γ(MBH)) as well as the black hole mass function

(BHMF, φ̃(MBH)). The BHMF varies at larger cosmic dis-
tance, but here we consider only the local universe (z < 0.1),
where the BHMF is essentially redshift independent.

We make use of the BHMF adopted by Stone & Metzger
(2016) to estimate the volumetric TDE rate. See their work
for an in depth definition. To estimate the BHMF, we first
define the number density based on the Schechter function

(Schechter 1976) using the R band luminosity:

φ̃(LR)dLR = φ̃∗

(
LR
L∗

)−1.1

exp(−LR/L∗)dLR, (2)

where φ̃∗ = 4.9× 10−3h3
7 Mpc−3 and L∗ = 2.9× 1010h−2

7 L�.
Here h7 = 1 is the normalized Hubble constant. Combining
the above Schechter function with the Faber-Jackson law,
σ ≈ 150 km s−1(LR/1010L�)1/4, with the McConnell & Ma
(2013) calibration of the MBH − σ relation, we arrive at the
BHMF (left panel in Figure 1):

φ̃(MBH)d lnMBH = 2.56φ̃∗focc

(
MBH

108M�

)−1.07

× exp

(
−0.647

(
MBH

108M�

))
d lnMBH. (3)

Here focc is the occupation fraction, which accounts for the
expectation that lower mass galaxies may not host a SMBH
at their center. Following Stone & Metzger (2016), we define
the occupation fraction as:

focc =


0.5 tanh

[
ln

(
Mbulge

Mc

)
×

2.58.9−log10(Mc/M�)

]
+ 0.5, Mbulge < 1010M�

1. Mbulge > 1010M�

We relate Mbulge to the BH mass with the MBH − Mbulge

relation from McConnell & Ma (2013). As was noted by Stone
& Metzger (2016), the value of Mc = 108.5M� is the most
likely case, so we fix Mc = 108.5M� in our analysis.

We also account for the impact of different mass stars on
the TDE rate by incorporating the Kroupa initial mass func-
tions (IMF):

χKro =
dN∗
dM∗

∝

{
(M∗/M�)−1.3, 0.08 < (M∗/M�) < 0.5

(M∗/M�)−2.3, 0.5 < (M∗/M�) < 1.

(4)

MNRAS 000, 1–23 (2022)
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Note that we have followed Stone & Metzger (2016) and only
assume stars in the range of 0.08 − 1M� are accounted for.
This is reasonable particularly if we are considering older
galaxies where high mass stars would have already evolved
and died. We normalize the IMF such that

∫
χKrodM∗ = 1.

For the TDE rate, ΓTDE(MBH), we use the upper limit
estimate from Stone & Metzger (2016):

ΓS16 = 2.9× 10−5 yr−1

(
MBH

108M�

)−0.404

. (5)

This estimate comes from core/cusp galaxies using a sample
of roughly 200 objects. We note that the TDE rate can be in-
creased in galaxies with denser stellar cores (see Pfister et al.
2020, for more details). However, in this work, we restrict
ourselves to conservative estimates.

We infer the volumetric TDE rate as a function of BH mass
accounting for both the distribution of stars and the fact that
some stars will get swallowed and do not contribute to the
TDE rate. Therefore the volumetric TDE rate as a function
of BH mass would be:

ṅ(MBH) =

∫ M∗,max

M∗,min

Γ(MBH,M∗)φ̃(MBH)χKrodM∗. (6)

where Γ(MBH,M∗) is the TDE rate which is given by Equa-
tion (5). We account for cases where the star is swallowed
by the BH by setting Γ(MBH,M∗) = 0 if Rt/rg < rH for
the star at the given BH mass. We show the volumetric
TDE rate in the right panel in Figure 1 for Mc = 108.5M�
and ΓS16. The text above the curve shows the integral ṅ =∫
ṅ(MBH)d lnMBH which is the total volumetric TDE rate.

Lower cutoff masses for the occupation fraction can signifi-
cantly increase the TDE rate, but the greatest enhancement
comes from assuming that denser stellar cores are present.

To estimate the number of TDEs occurring within a closed
volume in a finite amount of time, we use the total volumetric
TDE rate, which is constant in time, to obtain:

NTDE =
4

3
πD3ṅ∆t, (7)

where D is the distance in Mpc and ∆t is the total time in
years. Figure 2 shows the TDE rates given a number of years
(1 year and 10 years of observation).

The vertical lines in Figure 2 show the effect on the number
of observable TDEs for a maximal observing distance. Even
a modest maximum observing distance of D < 20 Mpc would
provide 2-3 TDEs per decade while extending this range to
D < 40 Mpc would lead to nearly 2 TDEs per year. As-
suming these flares are captured by other survey telescopes
such as the Large Synoptic Survey Telescope (LSST, Ivezić
et al. 2019), which is expected to lead to many more TDE
detections in the coming years (Bricman & Gomboc 2020), ra-
dio/submillimeter follow-up of several TDEs may be possible.
We note that we have assumed full sky coverage in our analy-
sis, which is unrealistic, but our calculations demonstrate how
the TDE rate varies with distance in order to quantify how
beneficial the detector sensitivity may be. In the following
sections, we for the first time attempt to quantify the ob-
servability of the radio/submillimeter emission from outflows
launched by a super-Eddington accretion disks with mass ac-
cretion rates similar to the peak accretion rate in TDEs.

3 NUMERICAL METHODS

The simulations presented in this work were performed us-
ing the general relativistic radiation magnetohydrodynami-
cal (GRRMHD) code KORAL (S ↪adowski et al. 2013, 2014;
McKinney et al. 2014; S ↪adowski et al. 2017) which solves the
conservation equations in a fixed, arbitrary spacetime using
finite-difference method. We solve the following conservation
equations:

(ρuµ);µ = 0, (8)

(Tµν );µ = Gν , (9)

(Rµν );µ = −Gν , (10)

where ρ is the gas density in the comoving fluid frame, uµ are
the components of the gas four-velocity as measured in the
“lab frame”, Tµν is the MHD stress-energy tensor in the “lab
frame”:

Tµν = (ρ+ ug + pg + b2)uµuν + (pg +
1

2
b2)δµν − bµbν , (11)

Rµν is the stress-energy tensor of radiation, and Gν is the
radiative four-force which describes the interaction between
gas and radiation (S ↪adowski et al. 2014). Here ug and pg =
(γg − 1)ug are the internal energy and pressure of the gas
in the comoving frame (linked by adiabatic index γg) and
bµ is the magnetic field four-vector which is evolved follow-
ing the ideal MHD induction equation (Gammie et al. 2003).
In the KORAL simulations, we assume a single temperature
plasma where the ion temperature (Ti) and the electron tem-
perature (Te) are identical. This description is adequate in
the optically thick regions where collisions are common, but
may not be accurate in the extended jet where the gas den-
sity is substantially lower (Liska et al. 2022). We also assume
that the electrons follow a thermal distribution, which is an-
other caveat in the initial KORAL simulations since internal
shocks in the jet are expected to accelerate electrons into
a non-thermal distribution. Magnetic reconnection events in
the disk/wind may also produce regions where a non-thermal
electron population exists, but we do not account for the pos-
sibility of these effects.

The radiative stress-energy tensor is obtained from the
evolved radiative primitives, i.e. the radiative rest-frame en-
ergy density and its four velocity following the M1 closure
scheme modified by the addition of radiative viscosity (S ↪a-
dowski et al. 2013, 2015).

The opposite signs of Gν in the conservation equations for
gas and radiation stress-energy (Eqs. 9 and 10) reflect the fact
that the gas-radiation interaction is conservative, i.e. energy
and momentum are transferred between gas and radiation,
(see S ↪adowski et al. 2017, for more details). We include the
effects of absorption and emission via the electron scattering
opacity (κes), free-free absorption opacity (κa), and bound-
free absorption opacity through the Sutherland Dopita model
(Sutherland & Dopita 1993) and assume a solar metal abun-
dance for the gas. We also include the effects of thermal syn-
chrotron and Comptonization (S ↪adowski & Narayan 2015b;
S ↪adowski et al. 2017).

The simulations presented in this work are conducted in
2D r − θ coordinates and we implement the mean-field dy-
namo model described in S ↪adowski et al. (2015) to sustain
the magnetic field throughout the simulation.

MNRAS 000, 1–23 (2022)
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3.1 Basic Dynamics

A star which has been captured by a SMBH will be disrupted
when it can no longer be held together by its self-gravity. This
occurs at radii less than the tidal radius:

Rt/rg = 47

(
MBH

106M�

)−2/3(
M∗
M�

)−1/3(
R∗
R�

)
. (12)

It is common to describe the disruption in terms of the impact
parameter, β, which is defined as the ratio between the tidal
radius and pericenter separation such that β ≡ Rt/Rp.

The pericenter separation at which a full disruption of the
star is sensitive to the stellar composition since the compact-
ness of the star effects how easily it is disrupted. For Zero Age
Main Sequence (ZAMS) stars, those described by a γ = 5/3
polytrope are fully disrupted if β & 0.9 while stars described
by a γ = 4/3 polytrope must come within β & 2 (Guillo-
chon & Ramirez-Ruiz 2013; Mainetti et al. 2017). Golightly
et al. (2019) demonstrated that the pericenter separation re-
quired for evolved stars is even smaller (sometimes greater
than β = 3 based on their findings) as the core is no longer
hydrogen dominated due to its compactness. For our pur-
poses, we assume a ZAMS star with a γ = 5/3 polytrope was
disrupted for simplicity.

If hydrodynamical forces are neglected, then the change in
the specific binding energy of the fluid in the star as a result of
the tidal interaction can greatly exceed the internal binding
energy of the star (Rees 1988). As a result, a spread in binding
energy is imparted on the stellar material. Stone et al. (2013)
find that the spread in orbital energy ∆ε is insensitive to β
since the energy is essentially frozen in at the tidal radius.
This spread is then given by:

∆ε ≈ 4.3× 10−4

(
MBH

106M�

)1/3(
M∗
M�

)2/3(
R∗
R�

)−1

c2. (13)

The orbital binding energy of the most/least bound material
is given by εmb = ε∗ − ∆ε/2 and εlb = ε∗ + ∆ε/2. Here ε∗
is the initial orbital binding energy of the star. For parabolic
orbits, which have ε∗ = 0, the spread in binding energy leads
to half of the mass remaining bound and the other half being
ejected. In this work, we assume the star was disrupted on
a parabolic orbit since the majority of TDEs will be of such
stars.

The spread in binding energy is one of the most crucial
parameters that defines the TDE evolution. In particular, the
fallback time (Equation 1) and the peak mass fallback rate:

Ṁfb,peak

ṀEdd

≈ 133

(
MBH

106M�

)−3/2(
M∗
M�

)2(
R∗
R�

)−3/2

, (14)

are direct consequences of the spread in binding energy.

3.2 Definitions

In this section, we discuss the units adopted throughout the
text and provide brief descriptions of quantities used to study
the KORAL simulation data.

Throughout this work, we use gravitational units to de-
scribe physical parameters. For distance we use the gravita-
tional radius rg ≡ GMBH/c

2 and for time we use the gravi-
tational time tg ≡ GMBH/c

3, where MBH is the mass of the
BH. Often, we set G = c = 1, so the above relations would

be equivalent to rg = tg = MBH. 1 Occasionally, we restore
G and c when we feel it helps to keep track of physical units.

We adopt the following definition for the Eddington mass
accretion rate:

ṀEdd =
LEdd

ηNTc2
, (15)

where LEdd = 1.25 × 1038 (MBH/M�) erg s−1 is the Edding-
ton luminosity, ηNT is the radiative efficiency of a thin disk
around a BH with spin parameter a∗ (which is often referred
to as the Novikov-Thorne efficiency):

ηNT = 1−
√

1− 2

3rISCO
, (16)

and rISCO = 3 + Z2 −
√

(3− Z1)(3 + Z1 + 2Z2) is the ra-
dius of the Innermost Stable Circular Orbit (ISCO, Novikov
& Thorne 1973) in the Kerr metric, where Z1 = 1 + (1 −
a2∗)

1/3
(

(1 + a∗)
1/3 + (1− a∗)1/3

)
and Z2 =

√
3a2∗ + Z2

1 . For

a∗ = 0, 0.5, and 0.9, the efficiency is ηNT = 5.72%, 8.21%,
and 15.58%.

We compute the net mass inflow rate as:

Ṁ(r) = −
∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

√
−gρ urdφdθ. (17)

We treat the accretion of mass onto the BH as this integral
taken at the horizon rH .

We estimate the electron scattering photosphere location
for an observer at infinity along the direction (θ, φ) by in-
tegrating the optical depth radially inward from the outer
boundary of the grid. Far from the BH, the curvature of
spacetime is negligible, so we simply integrate at constant
(θ, φ) in the “lab frame”:

τes(r) =

∫ Rmax

r

ρκes

c

(
ut − ur

)√
grrdr

′, (18)

where κes = 0.2(1 + X)κKN cm2 is the electron scattering
opacity, X is the Hydrogen mass-fraction which is assumed
to be the Solar abundance X� = 0.7381, κKN is the Klein-
Nishina correction factor for thermal electrons (S ↪adowski
et al. 2017), and Rmax is the radius corresponding to the
outer boundary of the grid. For the gas and radiation temper-
atures in the simulations presented here, the Klein-Nishina
correction is negligible and the electron scattering opacity is
essentially the Thomson opacity. In this work, we choose the
location of the photosphere as the τes = 1 surface.

We define the accretion flow as three distinct regions (disk,
wind, and jet) based on the total energy via the Bernoulli pa-
rameter. We also make use of the electron scattering opacity,
τes, to determine whether the region of the fluid under con-
sideration is optically thin or thick. In optically thick regions,
i.e. (τes ≥ 1), the radiation is advected with the flow and can
contribute to acceleration of the gas so we treat it as con-
tributing to the Bernoulli parameter. Meanwhile, in optically
thin regions, i.e. (τes < 1), we assume that only the MHD
components are relevant to the total gas energy. We modify
the Bernoulli definition used in Curd & Narayan (2019) to

1 For a BH mass of 106M�, the gravitational radius and time in

CGS units are rg = 1.48× 1011 cm and tg = 4.94 s, respectively.

MNRAS 000, 1–23 (2022)
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include optically thin regions where the interaction between
gas and radiation can be neglected via:

Be =


− (T tt +Rt t + ρut)

ρut
, (optically thick)

− (T tt + ρut)

ρut
, (optically thin)

(19)

The ‘disk’ is made up of bound gas with Be < 0. This consti-
tutes both the inner accretion disk and the large mass reser-
voir of the initial torus. Both the ‘wind’ and ‘jet’ are unbound
and are generally radially out flowing. The wind is defined
as any fluid with 0 < Be ≤ 0.05. The jet is any fluid with
Be > 0.05. This choice of cutoff for wind vs. jet is based on
the velocity at infinity (v∞), with the wind having v∞ . 0.3c
and the jet having v∞ & 0.3c. It is worth noting that this
choice assumes that gas at small radii will not lose/gain en-
ergy as it travels outward, which is not guaranteed to be the
case outside of steady state regions. A fraction of the positive
Bernoulli gas in the simulation domain could remain bound
to the BH such as in Coughlin et al. (2018); however, the
Bernoulli is still a useful approximate definition to character-
ize the outflow based on energy. We make use of the Bernoulli
parameter to find the opening angle of the jet. I.e. we define
θjet(r) such that:

Be(r, θjet(r)) = 0.05. (20)

The total luminosity (the net energy flux) is computed as:

Lnet(r) = −
∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

√
−g(T rt +Rrt + ρur)dφdθ, (21)

where we integrate the radial flux of energy carried by gas
plus magnetic field (T rt) and radiation (Rrt), and subtract
out the rest-mass energy (ρur, since it does not lead to ob-
servational consequences for an observer at infinity). When
computed at the BH horizon, Equation 21 gives the to-
tal energy extracted from the accretion flow so we define
Ltot = Lnet(rH). We also compute the total energy outflow-
ing in the wind and jet as:

LMHD(r) = −
∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

√
−g(T rt + ρur)dφdθ. (22)

We compute energy outflow in the wind at r = 1000 rg by
using Equation 22, but we only sum energy outflows where
the gas is unbound, outflowing, and non-relativistic (or 0 <
Be < 0.05 and ur > 0). A similar choice is made to compute
the total energy outflowing in the jet at r = 1000 rg but we
use the criterion that energy is only summed where Be ≥ 0.05
and ur > 0. Note that at 1000 rg, the wind and jet are in an
optically thin region so the Bernoulli is computed without
the radiation energy density included.

The radiative bolometric luminosity is given by:

Lbol(r) = −
∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

√
−gRrtdφdθ, (23)

which gives the flux of radiation energy through a surface at
a given radius. In this work, we measure the flux through a
sphere at r = 5000 rg, which lies beyond the outer radius of
the initial torus, and define L5000 = Lbol(5000 rg). We assume
rays crossing the surface reach a distant observer.

We define the total, wind, jet, and radiation efficiencies as:

ηtot =
1

Ṁ
Lnet(r = rH), (24)

ηwind =
1

Ṁ
LMHD(r = 1000 rg, 0.05 > Be > 0, ur > 0), (25)

ηjet =
1

Ṁ
LMHD(r = 1000 rg,Be ≥ 0.05, ur > 0), (26)

and

ηrad =
1

Ṁ
Lbol(r = 5000 rg), (27)

In each case, positive values correspond to energy being ex-
tracted from the system.

The magnetic flux is computed as:

Φ(r) =
1

2

∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

|Br(r)|dAθφ, (28)

where Br is the radial component of the magnetic field.
We quantify the magnetic field strength at the BH
horizon through the normalized magnetic flux parameter
(Tchekhovskoy et al. 2011):

φBH =
Φ(rH)√
Ṁ(rH)

. (29)

For geometrically thick disks the MAD state is achieved once
φBH ∼ 40− 50 (see e.g. Tchekhovskoy et al. 2011, 2012).

To characterize the magnetic field, we define the magnetic
pressure ratio:

βt ≡
(pgas + prad)

pmag
, (30)

(distinguished from the impact parameter β) which is used to
define the pressure ratio in optically thick regions where the
radiation is dynamically important. Note that we also make
use of the ratio between the gas and magnetic pressure:

βg ≡
pgas
pmag

, (31)

which is used to characterize the optically thin jet.
We quantify the resolution of the fastest growing mode

of the magnetorotational instability (MRI, Balbus & Hawley
1991) by computing the quantity:

Qθ =
2π

Ωdxθ
|bθ|√
4πρ

, (32)

where dxθ (the grid cell in polar coordinate θ) and bθ (the θ
component of the magnetic field) are both evaluated in the
orthonormal frame, Ω is the angular velocity, and ρ is the
gas density. Numerical studies of the MRI have shown that
values of Qθ in excess of at least 10 are needed to resolve
the fastest growing mode (Hawley et al. 2011). As we are
considering 2D simulations in r− θ, we do not consider the φ
MRI quality factor. Throughout each simulation, we find the
quality factor Qθ > 10 at the mid plane for r < 50 rg.

3.3 Numerical Models/Initial Conditions

The domain outside of the gas torus is initialized with a low
density, hot gas with a density maximum at the BH horizon
of:

ρatm,max = 4.5× 10−8

(
MBH

M�

)−1

[g cm−3]. (33)
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m5a0.0-HR m5a0.5-HR m5a0.9-HR m10a0.0-HR m10a0.5-HR m10a0.9-HR

MBH (M�) 5× 106 5× 106 5× 106 107 107 107

〈Ṁ〉(ṀEdd) ∼ 11 ∼ 11 ∼ 11 ∼ 12 ∼ 16 ∼ 25
a∗ 0 0.5 0.9 0 0.5 0.9

ηtot 4.00% 7.19% 14.17% 4.29% 6.42% 13.23%

ηwind 0.23% 0.52% 0.88% 0.10% 0.22% 0.72%
ηjet 0.38% 0.96% 2.75% 0.24% 0.63% 1.15%

ηrad 3.33% 4.64% 12.34% 3.76% 4.39% 5.48%

R0(rg) 20 20 20 20 20 20
Duration (tg) 83, 000 83, 000 83, 000 83, 000 83, 000 81, 200

Nr ×Nθ 640× 256 640× 256 640× 256 640× 256 640× 256 640× 256

Rin (rg)/Rout (rg) 10/3000 10/3000 10/3000 10/3000 10/3000 10/3000
Rmin (rg)/Rmax (rg) 1.1/105 1.1/105 1.1/105 1.1/105 1.1/105 1.1/105

Table 1. Simulation parameters and properties of the three simulations presented in this work. We specify the BH mass (MBH), average

accretion rate (〈Ṁ〉), spin of the BH (a∗), total efficiency computed at rH (ηtot), wind and jet efficiency computed at 1000 rg (ηwind and

ηjet), radiative efficiency computed at 5000 rg (ηrad), simulation duration in tg , grid resolution, inner and outer edges of the initial torus,
and the inner and outer radial boundaries of the simulation box. Note that the accretion rate (〈Ṁ〉) and efficiencies (ηtot, ηwind, ηjet and

ηrad) are computed using time averages over the final 50, 000 tg of each simulation.

Figure 3. Here we show the initial torus configuration for model
m5a0.0-HR in terms of the gas density (colors) and vector potential

Aφ (contours). The green/purple lines denote positive/negative

vector potential.

The gas temperature at the BH horizon is set to Tatm,max =
1011 K. We assume that the atmosphere follows a profile sim-
ilar to a spherical accretion flow (Bondi 1952) and set the gas
density in the atmosphere using a radial profile ρatm ∝ r−3/2

while the internal energy varies as ug,,atm ∝ r−5/2. The radia-
tion in the atmosphere is initialized with a radiation temper-
ature of 5 × 104(MBH/M�) K everywhere, which ultimately

defines an atmosphere with negligible radiation energy ini-
tially.

To initialize the torus, we assume that the stream rapidly
circularized and formed an accretion flow. It is important to
note that this model assumes that the circularization pro-
cess happens on a timescale that is much shorter than the
fallback time. We also assume that angular momentum and
binding energy are conserved, which allows for simple initial
conditions of the initial gas torus to be defined.

Using these inputs, we follow the method described in Kato
et al. (2004) to initialize the simulation domain with an equi-
librium torus which has its angular momentum vector aligned
with the BH spin vector. We set the radius of the density max-
imum of the torus (R0, see Table 1) to occur at Rcirc = 2Rp
and the binding energy is initialized using a constant angular
momentum torus with l =

√
Rcirc and ε = εmb. This results

in a tenuously bound, geometrically thick torus where the in-
ner edge of the torus (Rin) is smaller than R0 and the outer
edge (Rout) is at 1000s of rg (see values in Table 1). In each
model, our choice of density maximum results in a late time
accretion rate of & 11 ṀEdd.

The magnetic field is initialized in terms of the vector po-
tential (Aφ) using multiple field loops with varying polar-
ity across the mid-plane and in radius (see Figure 3). This
guarantees that the accretion disk remains at a low mag-
netic flux throughout. Without this initialization, the chance
advection of a large poloidal field loop towards the BH hori-
zon can drive the disk towards a MAD state, which we can-
not accurately simulate in 2D. The magnetic field is nor-
malized such that the maximum pressure ratio βt,max ≡
(pgas,max + prad,max)/pmag,max = 33. This choice of magnetic
pressure is somewhat arbitrary, but is sufficient to resolve
MRI in the initial torus. As the simulations in this work
are performed in spherical r − θ coordinates, we employ a
mean field dynamo which mimics the dynamo processes that
naturally take place in full 3D simulations and prevent the
magnetic flux from weakening throughout the simulation.

We use a grid which has more cells both near the poles to
resolve the outflow and in the midplane to resolve the disk.
The radial grid cells are logarithmically spaced. We set the
resolution Nr × Nθ such that the cells are roughly 1:1 in
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Figure 4. Here we show the mass accretion rate (top), normalized magnetic flux at the BH horizon (middle), and bolometric luminosity

(bottom) for each model. Also indicated is φBH = 40 (horizontal dashed line), which is approximately the magnetic flux at which a
geometrically thick disk will enter the MAD state.

most of the simulation domain. We use modified Kerr-Schild
coordinates with the inner edge of the domain inside the BH
horizon. At the inner radial boundary (Rmin), we use an out-
flow condition while at the outer boundary (Rmax), we use a
similar boundary condition and in addition prevent the inflow
of gas and radiation. Note that our choice of Rmin is such that
at least 6 cells in the computational domain lie inside of the
horizon. At the polar boundaries, we use a reflective bound-
ary. We employ a periodic boundary condition in azimuth.
To maintain numerical stability, we introduce mass in highly
magnetized regions of the simulation domain using a floor
condition on the magnetization σ ≡ b2/ρ ≤ 100 throughout
each simulation.

We identify the simulations by the BH mass in units of
m6 = MBH/106M� and the dimensionless BH spin a∗. For
instance, m5a0.5-HR corresponds to a BH mass of 5×106M�
with a∗ = 0.5. See Table 1 for descriptions of each model.

4 RESULTS

4.1 Accretion Flow Properties

We show the accretion rate, magnetic flux at the BH hori-
zon, and the luminosity of outgoing radiation computed di-

rectly from the KORAL data in Figure 4. For each model
in Figure 4, the accretion rate does not remain at the initial
accretion rate (e.g. ∼ 100 for m10a0.0-HR) and instead goes
through phases of high and low accretion, eventually settling
into a nearly steady state accretion phase for t & 25, 000 tg.
The magnetic flux in each simulation is generally φBH . 5,
which is well below the limit for the MAD state (φBH & 40).
There are, occasional periods where a loop of poloidal mag-
netic field is advected towards the BH horizon and momen-
tarily drives φBH near the MAD limit. As indicated by the
accretion rate, this does not disrupt the accretion flow (which
typically occurs for strongly magnetized accretion flows at
the MAD limit in 2D), but the BZ process will extract some
spin energy from the BH and momentarily increase the jet
power in the case of a spinning BH. These events are ex-
tremely short lived and rare, so these deviations are not the
driving factor in the energetics and jet evolution. The escap-
ing radiation is slightly super-Eddington at L5000 ≈ 3LEdd,
though m10a0.9-HR briefly brightened to ≈ 40LEdd between
t ≈ 25, 000− 30, 000 tg.

Since each of the simulations has similar disk features, we
focus on m5a0.0-HR to describe the inner accretion flow prop-
erties. Visualizations of the simulation data for m5a0.0-HR are
shown in Figures 5. The accretion disk is evidently thick and
turbulent, with the turbulence being driven by MRI. The gas
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Figure 5. A zoomed in view of the accretion flow and funnel of

m5a0.0-HR at t = 83, 000 tg . The colors show the gas density (top)

and radiation energy density (bottom). The streamlines indicate
the fluid velocity (top) and radiative flux (bottom). We also indi-

cate the photosphere (τes = 1, yellow line).

accretes onto the black hole primarily along the equatorial
plane. The flow is significantly turbulent even at relatively
large radii. The turbulent structure of the velocity stream-
lines is in part the result of material near the black hole gain-
ing energy and being launched back into the disk. For such a
low binding energy disk, small perturbations can lead to the
material becoming unbound quite easily. Outflows driven by
radiation and Poynting flux are evident within ∼ 45◦ from
the pole. For an in depth description of the accretion flow of
similar SANE models, see Curd & Narayan (2019).

To characterize the acceleration of gas in the jet, we com-
pute the contributions to the energy flux in the Be > 0.05
region for the top jet. Namely, we compute the kinetic
plus gravitational binding energy (Ėkin+bind), internal (Ėint),
magnetic (Ėmag), and radiative (Ėrad) energy fluxes. The en-
ergy fluxes are computed as:

Ėkin+bind(r) = −
∫ θjet(r)

0

∫ 2π

0

√
−g (ρurut + ρur) dφdθ, (34)

Ėmag(r) = −
∫ θjet(r)

0

∫ 2π

0

√
−g (b2urut − brbt) dφdθ, (35)

Figure 6. Here we present the fraction of energy flux in the top jet

for model m5a0.0-HR (top) and m5a0.9-HR (bottom) in the form

of radiation energy flux (Rrt), kinetic plus gravitational binding
energy flux (ρurut+ρur), and magnetic energy flux (b2urut−brbt).
The data has been time averaged over t = 33, 000− 83, 000 tg . For
radii r . 5000rg , we observe a continual conversion of radiation

energy to kinetic and binding energy. Beyond 5000 rg , the fraction
of energy flux in radiation steadily increases. This is likely due to
a combination of dissipation of kinetic energy as well as the fact

that the radiation is no longer forced to flow through the funnel

for r & 3000 rg and can escape laterally. The magnetic energy flux
in the jet also appears to increase with spin, which contributes to

accelerating lower density gas along the jet axis.

and

Ėrad(r) = −
∫ θjet(r)

0

∫ 2π

0

√
−g Rrt dφdθ, (36)

respectively. We ignore the flux of gas internal energy since
the gas is radiation pressure dominated. We illustrate the ac-
celeration of gas by radiation in model m5a0.0-HR in Figure
6. For radii 50 . r/rg . 5000, we see a steady conversion of
radiative flux to kinetic plus binding energy flux. However,
the fraction of energy flux in the form of radiation in the jet
begins to increase for r & 5000 rg. We attribute this to two
factors. First, there is some conversion of kinetic energy into
thermal and radiation energy due to internal shocks within
the jet (which we illustrate in Section 4.2). In addition, there
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Figure 7. Here we show a zoomed out view of m5a0.0-HR at t = 83, 000 tg . The colors show the gas density (top left), radiation energy

density (2nd panel, left), gas temperature (3rd panel, left), magnetic field strength (bottom left), gas lorentz factor γ (top right), gas
magnetization σ (2nd panel right), gas pressure to magnetic pressure ratio pgas/pmag (3rd panel, right), and gas to radiation pressure

ratio pgas/prad (bottom right).
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Figure 8. The same as Figure 7, but for model m5a0.9-HR at t = 83, 000 tg . Note that we have increased the range of λ to highlight the

maximum jet velocity. The simple addition of a spinning BH has a noticeable effect in many characteristics of the jet. Namely, the jet
propagates farther owing to a high velocity component near the poles with γ > 2. In addition, the jet is hotter along the jet axis and

jet head. Lastly, the magnetic field strength in the jet is larger at larger radii (r > 30, 000 rg), which leads to more of the gas becoming
strongly magnetized with σ > 1.
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Figure 9. Here we present radial profiles of the density weighted
outflow velocity in the jet for each model at the final snapshot. The

behaviour is similar in each model. The density weighted outflow

velocity shows acceleration between 103 . r/rg . 104. Beyond
104 rg , the velocity seems to have reached a plateau of∼ 0.2−0.35c.

is also the fact that the radiation is no longer laterally con-
fined by the funnel walls for r & 3000 rg. Once the radiation
can escape laterally, the radiation force supplied to gas along
the jet axis declines. The fact that the fraction of radiation
energy flux in the jet begins to climb for r & 5000 rg suggests
that the optically thick gas is weakly accelerated by radiation
at larger radii.

We present a snapshot of the jet resulting from the accre-
tion flow in Figure 7. Much of the radiation energy density
is contained within the disk near the equatorial plane. Ra-
diation is advected in with the accretion flow and escapes
out through the funnel, driving a mildly relativistic outflow
(γ . 1.2). As described in S ↪adowski & Narayan (2015a), this
process occurs because optically thick gas flows from the disk
into the funnel region and is subsequently accelerated by the
radiation streaming through the funnel. The non-spinning
BH model m5a0.0-HR reaches similar gas velocities in the
jet as the models presented in S ↪adowski & Narayan (2015a),
which were also of a∗ = 0 BHs. The disk is radiation pres-
sure dominated, but contributions from radiation energy to
the total pressure in the jet will be negligible due to the low
optical depth. However, the magnetic pressure can become
quite large in the jet and sometimes exceeds the gas pressure
within the jet. Some regions reach above the magnetization
σ of unity. The map of the magnetization σ shows that it
is primarily near the pole where the gas becomes strongly
magnetized.

Despite maintaining φBH . 5 in each model, the spin
a∗ > 0 models each show increased jet power and relativistic
(γ > 2) but low density outflows near the poles. We illustrate
this for m5a0.9-HR in Figure 8. We also note that the mag-
netic field strength is greater along the extended jet and, as
a consequence, the jet is more magnetized in general as indi-
cated by the extent of the σ > 1 region. The fractional energy
flux profiles in model m5a0.9-HR (Figure 6, bottom panel) il-
lustrate that the simulations show an increase in Poynting
flux in the jet as the spin increases. The high velocity com-

ponent with γ > 2 is likely due to Poynting acceleration,
which is more efficient in more magnetized jets (Chatterjee
et al. 2019). Also of note is the fact that the funnel is optically
thin down to r ≈ rH near the poles (Figure 5), which suggests
radiative acceleration will be weak near the poles and cannot
accelerate the γ > 2 component. In addition, the trend of
increasing jet velocity as spin increases was demonstrated in
GRMHD SANE models by Penna et al. (2013).

The accretion flow results in a total efficiency ηtot which is
slightly less than the NT value in each model (see Table 1).
Since the accretion rate is only marginally super-Eddington,
radiation can more efficiently escape and the radiative effi-
ciency ηrad is only a few percent smaller than NT as a result.
The accretion flow generates a jet and wind with a total en-
ergy flux that is a fraction of the accretion power. We find
(ηwind + ηjet) ≈ 0.6− 3.6%. We also observe a clear trend of
increasing energy outflowing in the jet and wind as the spin
increases for a given BH mass.

Although the jet power increases and the jet near the po-
lar axis becomes significantly more relativistic as the spin in-
creases, the density weighted outflow velocity is surprisingly
similar across BH mass and spin. As we show in Figure 9,
each model only achieves an outflow velocity of ∼ 0.2− 0.35c
in a density weighted sense. The acceleration of the gas be-
tween 103 . r/rg . 104 is also clearly illustrated. This is
in agreement with the terminal density weighted jet velocity
of ≈ 0.3c reported by S ↪adowski & Narayan (2015a), but we
have demonstrated that the spin and jet magnetization does
not appear to play a role in the velocity of the higher density
component of the jet in SANE, super-Eddington accretion
disks with Ṁ & 11ṀEdd.

4.2 Dissipation

To search for dissipation in the jet, we examine the gas en-
tropy per unit mass:

sgas =
1

γg − 1
ln

(
pgas
ργg

)
, (37)

and the log scaled radiation entropy per unit mass:

srad = log10

(
4aT 3

3ρ

)
. (38)

The variable velocity of gas flowing along the jet is expected
to lead to shocks, wherein dissipated kinetic energy leads to
heating of the gas and thus an increase in internal energy.
We consider the radial velocity, gas entropy, and radiation
entropy in m5a0.5-HR in Figure 10. The trace of the entropy
in both gas and radiation at θ ≈ 3◦ shows quite clearly that
(i) a strong shock exists at the jet head, (ii) internal shocks
are present within the jet, (iii) the entropy shows similar os-
cillations to the velocity and kinetic energy flux, and (iv) the
entropy generally increases between z ∼ 5000 − 40, 000 rg.
Taken together, this suggests that the jet head is where dis-
sipation is largest and we are indeed observing dissipation
of kinetic energy via internal shocks within the jet at radii
smaller than the jet head.

4.3 Jet Structure

We define the jet boundary using the Bernoulli parameter via
Equation 19 and measure the half opening angle θjet for both
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Figure 10. Here we show the gas (right) and radiation (left) en-
tropy in the top panel. The bottom panel shows a trace of the

radial velocity and both gas and radiation entropy taken at θ = 3◦

(indicated as the pink line in the top panel). Dissipation leads to an
increasing entropy in both gas and radiation overall. The sharpest

jump occurs at the jet head (z ≈ 40, 000 rg). There are also several

jumps in entropy down the jet axis (beginning at r . 30, 000 rg in
this snapshot) which are internal shocks driven by fast moving gas

shocking with slow moving gas within the jet.

Figure 11. Here we show the half opening angle of the jet (solid
lines) for each model. Note that we have symmetrized the data

by taking the mean of the half opening angle measurement for the

bottom and top jet. We find that the jet expands roughly conically
from z ≈ 1000 rg until nearly z ≈ 40, 000 rg in each model.

the top and bottom jet as a function of distance along the jet
(z, see Figure 11). We find nearly identical opening angles for
both the top and bottom jet in each model. We find that at
distances rH/rg < z/rg . 1000 the jet undergoes very nearly
parabolic expansion with a power-law of roughly ω ∝ z0.7,
where ω is jet width. The jet appears to maintain a roughly
conical structure at jet lengths 1000 . z/rg . 30, 000 with
θjet maintaining a nearly flat profile. For z/rg & 40, 000, the
jet angle shrinks rapidly at the jet head.

An important caveat that we must point out is that the
break between the parabolic and conical region is a byprod-
uct of the choice of initial torus. In each model, the break oc-
curs very close to the radial extent of the initial torus model
(∼ 3000 rg, see Table 1). This point marks the transition
from higher density gas, which can provide lateral pressure
support, to the substantially lower density atmosphere, which
provides negligible pressure support in comparison.

Conically expanding jets were successfully applied to
ASASSN-14li in the models of Pasham & van Velzen (2018),
who modeled the radio synchrotron emission as a superpo-
sition of synchrotron emitting regions in a conically expand-
ing jet. Figure 11 demonstrates that SANE super-Eddington
disks produce conically expanding jets, at least with our cho-
sen initial torus configuration. The half-opening angles that
we find are all larger than the best fit models of Pasham &
van Velzen (2018). We note that their model assumed a pre-
viously cleared funnel was present while we have assumed a
low density atmosphere which does not provide substantial
lateral confinement. Future work on TDE jets should explore
the effects of the atmosphere and initial torus in greater de-
tail.

5 SYNCHROTRON EMISSION IMAGING ANALYSIS

In Figure 12, we compare the emissivity of synchrotron and
bremsstrahlung processes in m5a0.0-HR. We compute the
emissivities using functions defined in S ↪adowski et al. (2017)
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Figure 12. Here we show the synchrotron emissivity (top panel)
and the bremsstrahlung emissivity (bottom panel) at 1 GHz for

m5a0.0-HR. We note that the spectra as presented in Sections 5.1

and 5.2 peak at > 10 GHz; however, the choice to show the 1
GHz emissivities is to better visualize the spatial difference be-

tween bremsstrahlung and synchrotron emission in the jet. The

synchrotron emissivity is dominant outside of the optically thick
disk. The bremsstrahlung emissivity shown here is representative

of the low frequency emissivity as the bremsstrahlung cutoff oc-
curs at ν > 1016 Hz, far beyond the frequencies we consider in this

work.

since these are the frequency dependent functions currently
used by KORAL. Namely, we use the fitting function for
the ultrarelativistic synchrotron emissivity in Gaussian-CGS
units:

jSynch = 4.43× 10−30νMne
xMI

′(xM )

2θ2e

[ erg

cm3 s Hz

]
, (39)

where ne ≡ ρ/(µmp) is the electron number density in a
fully ionized gas given a mean molecular weight µ and pro-
ton mass mp, θe ≡ kT/mec

2 is the dimensionless electron
temperature, xM = ν/νM , νM = (3/2)eBθ2e/2πmec is the
characteristic synchrotron frequency, and I ′(xM ) is a fitting
function provided by Mahadevan et al. (1996):

I ′(xM ) =
4.0505

x
1/6
M

(
1 +

0.40

x
1/4
M

+
0.5316

x
1/2
M

)
exp(−1.8899x

1/3
M ).

(40)

The bremsstrahlung emissivity is computed as:

jBr =
6.8× 10−38

4π
T−1/2n2

egR(T ) exp(−hν/kT )
[ erg

cm3 s Hz

]
,

(41)

where we assume a Gaunt factor g = 1.2 and R(T ) ≡ 1 +
4.4 × 10−10(T/1 K) is a relativistic correction adopted from
Rybicki & Lightman (1979). The frequency νM sets the peak
of the synchrotron emission in this formulation.

We find that the synchrotron emission dominates the jet
while bremsstrahlung dominates in the optically thick disk,
thus we expect the jet emission will largely be from syn-
chrotron processes. The periodic outflows appear as discrete
‘bubbles’ of high synchrotron emission along the jet. Here

the gas is hotter and high frequency synchrotron emission
(ν & 1011) is expected as a result. We note however that these
computations were done directly from the KORAL data and
do not represent the spatial intensity information as we have
not accounted for opacity effects, viewing angle, and resolu-
tion, all of which may change which features can be observed.
Nevertheless, this analysis demonstrates that the jet emission
is not continuous. The previous description is true of each
model considered in this work.

We also estimate the Compton-y parameter (y =
τeskT/mec

2, Rybicki & Lightman 1979) in the extended jet
to test whether Compton effects are important. We find that
y � 1 throughout the bulk of the jet, so Compton effects
will also be minimal due to the low opacity. As such, the syn-
chrotron emission alone can provide a reasonable model of
the jet emission.

We make use of the GRRT code ipole (Mościbrodzka &
Gammie 2018) to produce images of the jet that include ray-
tracing and radiative transfer effects. Before post-processing
the data, we set the gas density to zero, ρ = 0, in regions
where σ > 1. GRMHD codes inject mass and energy in these
regions to keep the simulation stable. As such, the accuracy
of the radiation field from these regions is less certain than
where σ < 1. This method, which is the most conserva-
tive choice, has been employed in other studies of ray-traced
GRMHD simulations (Chael et al. 2019). Because ipole does
not presently include bremsstrahlung or Compton effects, we
also cut out data for r < 5000 rg prior to ray-tracing.

5.1 Time Evolution and Viewing Angle Dependence of
Emission for Te = Ti

We present viewing angle dependent spectra for the MBH =
5 × 106M� models computed over ν = 109 − 1012 Hz for
snapshots ranging from t = 28, 000− 78, 000 tg in Figure 13.
Here we assume a single-temperature gas with Te = Ti.

Focusing on the spectrum over time for each BH spin, we
find that the jet is generally brightening across all frequen-
cies. The emission becomes significantly brighter as the spin
increases, reflecting the substantial increase in jet power as
the spin increases (see Table 1). We observe weak beaming
comparing the 10◦ and 90◦ spectra, as indicated by the shift
to the left of each spectrum as the viewing angle increases.

An interesting feature of m5a0.0-HR that is not appar-
ent in the other models is delayed jet brightening. In fact,
the jet is initially becoming less luminous and the peak fre-
quency is decreasing until t = 58, 000 tg, where the peak fre-
quency is only ∼ 40 GHz. At this stage, the jet emission
is dominated by material near the head of the jet and not
very much emission is present within the jet itself. As ma-
terial at the jet head expands and cools, the brightness de-
clines and the spectrum shifts to lower frequencies overall.
After this point, faster moving gas which was accelerated
earlier in the evolution catches up to material downstream
which has slowed and drives internal shocks within the jet
between z ∼ 5000 − 20, 000 rg. These shocks cause a signif-
icant amount of heating, driving the gas temperature where
shocks occur to increase from ∼ 109 K to ∼ 1010 K. The
internal shocks lead to high frequency emission which is sub-
stantially brighter than that from the jet head alone. For
instance, by t = 78, 000 tg the jet has brightened to a lumi-
nosity of nearly 5×1039 erg s−1 at the peak frequency versus
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Figure 13. Here we show spectra for m5a0.0-HR (top), m5a0.5-HR

(middle), and m5a0.9-HR (bottom) computed for viewing angles of
10◦ (left) and 90◦ (right) at snapshots ranging from t = 28, 000−
78, 000 tg . In each case, the jet is generally brightening across all

frequencies; however, the jet becomes more energetic and the peak
frequency becomes larger as the spin increases.

the initial ∼ 1038 erg s−1 at t = 28, 000 tg. This demonstrates
clearly how significant the contribution of emission due to
internal shocks is in the context of these models.

For the MBH = 107M� models (Figure 14), we again ob-
serve only weak beaming and the jet becomes brighter as the
BH spin increases, but there are several notable differences.
Firstly, the jet in m10a0.0-HR and m10a0.5-HR is actually
dimming over time. For instance, at t = 28, 000 tg, the jet
in m10a0.0-HR has a peak luminosity of ∼ 5 × 1039 erg s−1

and a peak frequency near 700 GHz, but by t = 78, 000 tg
the jet has become less bright with a peak luminosity of
∼ 5× 1038 erg s−1 and a peak frequency near 100 GHz. The
jet in m10a0.9-HR on the other hand is still brightening by
the time we stop the simulation.

The difference between the MBH = 5×106M� and MBH =

Figure 14. The same as Figure 13 but for models m10a0.0-HR (top),

m10a0.5-HR (middle), and m10a0.9-HR (bottom). In all cases, the
spectrum is generally shifting to the left and the peak frequency

also decreases as the jet expands and some of the gas cools. How-

ever, m10a0.0-HR begins to dim substantially and the 230 GHz
luminosity drops from ∼ 5 × 1039 erg s−1 at t ≤ 58, 000 tg to

∼ 1038 erg s−1 after t = 68, 000 tg . Model m10a0.9-HR on the other

hand is still brightening at 230 GHz by the final snapshot.

107M� models is in part because the jets have propagated a
shorter physical distance due to the shorter time in physical
units. Although each model was run 81, 200 − 83, 000 tg this
only corresponds to ∼ 24 days for MBH = 5 × 106M� and
∼ 48 days for MBH = 107M�. Consequently, the jets for
5× 106M� have propagated roughly half the distance of the
jets for MBH = 107M�. The jets for the MBH = 5× 106M�
models may also show dimming given a longer run time.

It is interesting to note the evolution of m10a0.0-HR, which
is only bright at 230 GHz until t = 58, 000 tg. This suggests
that high frequency radio/submillimeter emission (i.e. ν >
100 GHz) from TDE jets may only last for several weeks
depending on the BH spin. However, we have not taken into
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Figure 15. Model spectra of each model produced by varying Ti/Te = R. Here we use a camera angle of θ = 90◦ (viewing the disk/jet
edge on). Increasing R has the effect of decreasing both the peak frequency and luminosity in each model. Even a modest temperature

ratio of R = 5 can diminish the jet luminosity by 1-2 orders of magnitude. A temperature ratio of R ≥ 5 may also substantially diminish

the 230 GHz flux for colder jets which has important consequences for detecting and resolving potential sources.

account the effects of varying the external medium nor the
possible misalignment between the BH spin and accretion
disk in this work. These two factors will have a non-negligible
effect on the jet power and the jet evolution. Future studies
should explore these factors to better understand TDE jets.

5.2 Effects of Two-Temperature Plasma

Internal shocks in the jet are expected to produce non-
thermal electrons, which we do not model in this analysis.
In addition, these shocks are expected to lead to differential
heating of electrons and ions. The plasma will retain memory
of this because electrons and ions and cannot efficiently ther-
malize in low density plasmas. This effect has been treated in
studies of hot accretion flows using a simple two-temperature
prescription. For instance, it is common to define an elec-
tron temperature which depends on βg to differentiate the
electron temperature in the jet and disk separately (Mości-
brodzka et al. 2016). Since we only model the jet emission, we
adopt a simple approach and define the electron temperature
via:

Ti
Te

= R. (42)

This simplified prescription smooths over the microphysics,
which depend on magnetic reconnection and shock properties;
however, it does provide some handle on how the electron
and ion populations must differ within a particular model
to produce a specific emission property, albeit in a parame-
terized fashion. A recent study of electron heating in AGN
jets (Ohmura et al. 2019, 2020) has demonstrated that Ti/Te
can become as large as 10 − 100 depending on the heating
physics. In these simulations, shocks led to ion heating while
weak Coulomb coupling prevented the ion and electron pop-
ulations from equilibrating. Our simulation results indicate
that internal shocks due to variable ejections take place. Fur-
thermore, the time between Coulomb collisions is > 105 years
for typical densities and temperatures in the jet, thus it is
reasonable to model the electrons in the jet with Ti/Te > 1.

We present full spectra at selected times for each model in
Figure 15. In all models, we find that increasing R decreases
the peak frequency and overall luminosity. In model m10a0.5-
HR at t = 83, 000 tg for instance, as R is varied from 1 to 20,
the peak frequency shifts from ∼ 200 GHz to ∼ 20 GHz and
the luminosity declines by nearly four orders of magnitude
from ∼ 1041 erg s−1 to ∼ 1037 erg s−1. As models m5a0.0-HR,
m10a0.0-HR and m10a0.5-HR illustrate, the electron temper-
ature is extremely important for the high frequency emission
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as each of these models show greatly diminished emission at
230 GHz for R > 2 − 5. For models m5a0.5-HR, m5a0.0-HR
and m10a0.5-HR, the jet luminosity at ν & 230 GHz is not as
strongly diminished as R increases and R > 20 is required to
drop the peak frequency below 230 GHz. We explore the ef-
fects ofR on the detectability of these models in the following
section.

Studies of electron and ion heating suggest that the electron
temperature might depend on βg (e.g. Howes 2010; Rowan
et al. 2017) which would introduce spatial variation in R.
This would significantly change the behaviour in the spectra
if regions that emit the most also have large values of R.
Without a heating prescription implemented during the sim-
ulation, however, we do not think it is justified to use a model
which varies with βg. That being said, a more accurate pre-
scription may also need to account for the radiation pressure
and use a two-temperature model which scales based on βt.
We leave a precise analysis of the spatial electron temperature
ratio to a future analysis.

5.3 230 GHz Images

In this section, we analyze viewing angle dependent thermal
synchrotron images at 230 GHz which were calculated assum-
ing Te = Ti and employ the same methods as in Section 5.1.
In addition, we apply a Gaussian smoothing function with a
FWHM of ∆R to each model to simulate the effects of the
resolved angular scale (∆θ) and distance to the source (D).
The resolved scale in rg can be related to both quantities by:

∆R

rg
≈ 2022

(
MBH

106M�

)−1(
D

1 Mpc

)(
∆θ

20µas

)
. (43)

For a given resolution scale, the image could represent a
jet that is both distant and well resolved or nearby and
poorly resolved. We blur each image with a Gaussian using
∆R/rg = (10000, 25000, 50000). We first focus on m10a0.9-

HR to describe key emission features as it is the brightest
model with the largest physical scale.

In Figure 16, we show the time evolution of the jet emission
for a viewing angle of 90◦ in the leftmost column. The jet in
this model is extremely bright with Tb > 1010 K. The jet emis-
sion is primarily from the jet head but there is also significant
emission along the jet axis, where relativistic magnetized gas
resides. Discrete features within the jet due to internal shocks
which are spatially separated are also apparent in the emis-
sion features. In the next three columns, we apply a Gaussian
smoothing function of size ∆R/rg = 10000, 25000, and 50000,
respectively. Even for the resolution scale ∆r/rg = 25000, the
jet is incredibly bright with Tb > 109 K and the motion of
the expanding jet head could be tracked if the source were
resolved with ∆R . 25, 000 rg. Tracking the jet position may
allow for the jet velocity to be constrained with a method
independent of emission model assumptions.

In Figure 17, we show the viewing angle dependence of the
jet emission in m10a0.9-HR for a viewing angle of 10◦ (top
row), 45◦ (middle row) and 90◦ (bottom row). The distin-
guishing features of the jet (the jet head and discrete inter-
nal shock emission) cannot be distinguished at 45◦ even with
∆R/rg = 10000. At 10◦, the jet appears as a double lobed
structure due to the top and bottom jet, but this would be
seen as a compact source unless the jet is well resolved.

Figure 16. Here we present GRRT images of the thermal syn-

chrotron emission (mapped via the brightness temperature Tb) at
ν = 230 GHz with a viewing angle of θ = 90◦ for model m10a0.9-

HR. Here we have simply assumed Te = Ti. We plot a white line of
length 25, 000 rg in the left column for scale. We show snapshots at

28, 000 tg (top row), 58, 000 tg (middle row), and 81, 200 tg (bottom

row). We show the infinite resolution images in the 1st column from
the left. In addition, we apply Gaussian smoothing with a FWHM

of ∆R/rg = 10000 (2nd column from the left), 25000 (3rd column

from the left), and 50000 (right column) to illustrate the effects of
blurring due to distance and resolution. The jet head is the bright-

est feature and in the infinitely resolved case appears to show bow

shock features. For well resolved images, bright ‘bubbles’ along the
jet axis can be seen, similar to what we presented in the emissivity

maps in Figure 12. The jet head features are best resolved when

∆R . 25, 000 rg . Observations with similar resolutions scales may
allow for direct measurements of the ejecta velocity.

Additional 230 GHz images of the jets of each model near
the brightest point in their evolution for a viewing angle of
90◦ are shown in Figure A3. In general, the jets become
brighter as the spin increases owing to the greater overall
jet power. In addition, the jet head and internal shocks are
also apparent for fairly well resolved jets viewed edge on for
models with MBH = 5× 106M�.

In Figure 18, we illustrate the dimming in m10a0.0-HR.
The emission in this model was dominated by the jet head
with only weak internal shocks. As a result, the jet ap-
pears as simply two lobes separated spatially. As the jet
head expands and cools, the high frequency emission de-
clines rapidly as described in Section 5.1. If detected as a
radio/submillimeter source, m10a0.0-HR would appear as a
bright radio/submillimeter source for several weeks before
likely dropping below detection limits.

MNRAS 000, 1–23 (2022)



18 Brandon Curd et al.

Figure 17. Similar to Figure 16, but here each row shows m10a0.9-

HR at t = 81, 200 tg but with a viewing angle of θ = 10◦ (top
row), θ = 45◦ (middle row), and θ = 90◦ (bottom row). The

images at θ = 45◦ illustrate that internal shock features cannot be
distinguished even for fairly well resolved sources as the viewing

angle decreases from edge-on. For jets viewed nearly down the

axis (top row) only the jet heads are seen and the jet appears as
two blurred lobes. For poorly resolved sources, a nearly face-on jet

begins to look like a compact source.

On the other hand, the model m5a0.0-HR (Figure 19) ini-
tially did not show internal shocks and was incredibly dim.
Instead, the jet would have likely appeared to be dormant for
several weeks before brightening if this model were observed
immediately following the launch of the outflow. Although
the timescale before the jet brightens (∼ 20 days) is shorter
than the delays seen in many radio quiet TDEs (> 30 days,
Alexander et al. 2020) and we are imaging in a higher fre-
quency than the 5-8.4 GHz most detections have been made
at, this behaviour shows that delayed brightening can occur
in super-Eddington accretion disk jets.

To estimate the viability of detection and resolution of each
model, we estimate the visibility amplitude as a function of
baseline distance assuming a detector limit of σ230GHz = 10
mJy for the EHT (Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration
et al. 2019) and σ230GHz = 5 mJy for the ngEHT (Doeleman
et al. 2019) and assuming that Earth baselines at 230 GHz
will not exceed 10 Gλ. Visibility amplitudes were calculated
using the eht-imaging library (Chael et al. 2018). We con-
sider a jet model detectable and resolvable if (i) the total
image (zero fringe spacing baseline) flux is above 5σ230GHz,
(ii) the difference between the total image flux and any other,
longer baseline (up to 10 Gλ) flux is above 5σ230GHz, and (iii)

Figure 18. Similar to Figure 17, but here we show m10a0.0-HR at
t = 58, 000 tg (top row) and t = 83, 000 tg (bottom row) to illus-

trate the dimming of the jet. The jet in m10a0.0-HR did not show

significant internal shock heating and as a result the jet head is
responsible for most of the emission. As the jet head expands and

cools, it eventually becomes dim, and possibly undetectable.

Figure 19. Similar to Figure 18, but here we show m5a0.0-HR at t =
58, 000 tg (top row) and t = 83, 000 tg (bottom row) to illustrate

the dimming of the jet. Similar to m10a0.0-HR, m5a0.0-HR also
did not initially show significant internal shock heating but the
initial jet was also quite weak and not significantly bright. By
t = 68, 000 tg , the jet had brightened substantially due to internal

shocks and shocks near the jet head where fast moving gas caught
the slower moving jet head and energized it.

the nominal resolution of the baseline (1/u for baseline length
u) is less than ∆R. This definition assumes that the baseline
length is the maximum baseline separation available for the
observations. Given this assumption, it additionally requires
that the baseline can resolve the jet at the desired length
scale. We compute the maximum distance for viewing angles
of 10◦, 45◦, and 90◦ and then average over viewing angle to
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Figure 20. Here we show the maximum distance at which the jet

in each model is detectable and resolved given a limiting baseline

distance and a 5σ230GHz (with σ230GHz = 10 mJy for the EHT
and σ230GHz = 5 mJy for the ngEHT) detection threshold. It is

assumed that Te = Ti (R = 1). Focusing first on the results assum-

ing observations with the EHT (left), the estimated maximum dis-
tance at which each model can be detected increases with BH spin

due to the increase in jet power and brightness. The non-spinning
models require D . 6 − 9 Mpc regardless of resolution scale and

are thus unlikely targets. The spin a∗ = 0.5 models are substan-

tially brighter and may be suitable targets at up to D . 35 Mpc.
In the brightest model (m10a0.9-HR), resolving the internal shocks

(∆R = 10, 000 rg) requires that the TDE occur within D . 45 Mpc

while resolving only the jet head (∆R = 50, 000 rg) only requires
D . 110 Mpc. The increased detector sensitivity expected in the

ngEHT (right) compared to the EHT (left) increases the maxi-

mum distance at which the jets can be detected and resolved by a
factor of ∼ 1.4 − 1.8. The greatest improvement is for large base-

line distances and a∗ = 0.9. For instance, the maximum distance

increases from ∼ 110 Mpc to ∼ 180 Mpc at a baseline distance of
10 Gλ.

obtain a representative maximum distance. We also smooth
the maximum distance profiles using a moving average with
a window of ∼ 2.7 Gλ in order to reduce scatter introduced
by the variable behaviour in the visibility amplitude.

We present the estimated maximum distance for imaging
a resolved jet near the brightest period in each simulation
assuming R = 1 with 5σ230GHz significance at length scales
∆R = 10, 000 rg and ∆R = 50, 000 rg in Figure 20. As ex-
pected, we find that the maximum distance at which the jet
can be detected and resolved increases with BH spin due to
the increased jet power. Assuming only the jet head is re-
solved, the brightest jets may be detected with the EHT
(ngEHT) at up to D ∼ 110 (180) Mpc depending on the
baseline coverage available. The non-spinning models on the
other hand are only detectable within D . 6 − 9 (8 − 13)
Mpc. Assuming a middling BH spin of a∗ = 0.5, detec-
tion may be possible at D . 35 (60) Mpc. Resolving finer
structure requires that the TDE occurs nearby. For instance,
m10a0.9-HR is only detectable and resolved within D . 45
Mpc if ∆R = 10, 000 rg. The same maximum distance is
found for the ngEHT assuming a resolution length scale of
∆R = 10, 000 rg. A similar effect on the maximum distance

Figure 21. Here we show the maximum distance at which the jet

in each model is detectable and resolved as R increases for ∆R =

50, 000 rg at a limiting baseline distance of 10 Gλ. We compare
EHT (σ230GHz = 10 mJy, dashed lines with open circles) and

ngEHT (σ230GHz = 5 mJy, solid lines with filled circles) limits for

the correlated flux density and a 5σ230GHz detection threshold.
The curve is cut off at R where the jet becomes unresolved.

is seen in the other models as the resolved length scale de-
creases.

We quantify the effects of a two-temperature plasma by
determining the maximum detectable and resolved distance
for each model as R is varied assuming a baseline separa-
tion of 10 Gλ and a length scale ∆R = 50, 000 rg in Figure
21. Due to the decline in overall luminosity and the shift in
peak frequency, the maximum distance can decrease by up to
an order of magnitude. For instance, the maximum distance
for m10a0.9-HR, assuming EHT detector limits, declines from
∼ 110 Mpc for R = 1 to ∼ 8 Mpc for R = 20. In models
m5a0.0-HR, m10a0.0-HR, and m10a0.5-HR, even a small in-
crease in R shifts the peak frequency to less than 230 GHz
which leads to unresolved 230 GHz jet emission for values of
R > 1 − 2 (assuming a lower threshold on the distance to
the TDE of 1 Mpc). A similar result is found assuming the
expected detector sensitivity of ngEHT, but the maximum
distance increases by a factor of ∼ 1.4 − 1.8. In some cases,
the maximum temperature ratio R that the jet can have and
still be detectable increases (i.e. model m5a0.9-HR).

Our results suggest that the number of sources that can
be detected and resolved will depend on the spin distribution
of SMBHs across cosmic distance due to the increase in jet
power with BH spin. Current simulations and observations
which have estimated the spins of BHs at redshift z ≈ 0 in-
dicate that SMBHs in the mass range of ∼ 106.5 − 107.5M�
will tend towards a∗ ∼ 1 (Reynolds 2013; Dotti et al. 2013;
Dubois et al. 2014; Bustamante & Springel 2019). This is en-
couraging since, with the EHT (ngEHT), at least ∼ 45 (200)
TDEs are expected per year within D . 110 (180) Mpc as-
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suming R = 1. This suggests that the increased detector sen-
sitivity expected in the ngEHT could increase the number of
possible TDE targets by a factor of nearly 4 compared to the
EHT. On the other hand, if R significantly exceeds unity, less
than one resolvable source may occur per year, even with the
improved sensitivity of the ngEHT. In addition, if accretion
occurs in the MAD accretion state for a significant fraction
of a BH’s lifetime, this could skew the BH spin distribution
towards lower spin values due to spin down (Narayan et al.
2022) which would certainly reduce the number of detectable
TDE jet sources at larger distances based on our models.

Before we conclude, we must point out several caveats in
this work. Our simulation results demonstrate that in super-
Eddington accretion disks, the jet magnetization is an im-
portant factor since it can produce a relativistic component
driven by Poynting acceleration. Simulations of TDE accre-
tion disk formation have not yet demonstrated the presence
of significant magnetic flux in the inner accretion flow nor
the onset of jet launching so the highly magnetized, bright
jets produced in the a∗ ≥ 0.5 simulations are somewhat
of an idealization given the assumed initial torus configu-
ration. The mass accretion rates that our models achieve is
not precisely at the peak accretion rate. This will change the
jet power and potentially the radio/submillimeter brightness
since Lnet ∝ Ṁ (S ↪adowski & Narayan 2015a). In other words,
the spectra we provide here may under/over estimate the jet
brightness by a factor of a few. This may increase/decrease
the maximum resolvable distance in some models, but the
overall finding that some nearby TDEs may produce jets
which are detectable and resolvable is robust.

The choice to cut out the σ > 1 region of the jet before
ray tracing is conservative and well motivated, but the ef-
fects on the ray traced images has not yet been well studied.
Given that much of the emission in the brightest jets origi-
nates from near the poles, our spectra provide a lower limit on
the luminosity of the jet. In addition, as we have emphasized
throughout this section, jets with internal shocks are likely
to produce a non-thermal electron population and may also
consist of a two-temperature plasma. Neither of these were
employed during the simulations, and they could modify the
jet properties since radiation fuels the jet.

6 DISCUSSION

6.1 Initial Atmosphere vs. Inferred Profiles in TDEs

As noted in Section 3.3, we initialized each simulation
with a low density atmosphere where ρ ≈ (0.5 − 1 ×
10−14 g cm−3)(r/r0)−3/2, where r0 = rH . The r−3/2 profile
that we have chosen is shallower than the inferred profile of
roughly r−5/2 for ASASSN-14li (Alexander et al. 2016). We
note however that estimates of the density profile of ASASSN-
14li were only obtained up to & 105rg (or & 104 rg if the
outflow geometry is conical). Assuming that such a profile
does indeed continue to the BH, this implies that the atmo-
sphere in ASASSN-14li may reach a density near the horizon
of ∼ 10−11 g cm−3, nearly three orders of magnitude denser
than we have implemented. On the other hand, the profile of
the TDE AT2019dsg (Stein et al. 2021) appears to be turning
over to a shallower profile of nearly r−1 at r . 103 rg, which
is similar to the inferred properties of the CNM in Sagittarius

Figure 22. Here we compare our model atmospheres (gray hatched
region) with CNM profiles of ASASSN-14li (Alexander et al. 2016),

CNSS J0019+00 (Anderson et al. 2020), Swift J1644+57 (Sw

J1644+57, Eftekhari et al. 2018), AT2019dsg (Stein et al. 2021),
and Sagittarius A* (Sgr A*, Baganoff et al. 2003; Gillessen et al.

2019). The scaling in our models is such that the density of the

CNM at large radii is similar to that inferred in other TDEs and
Sgr A*.

A∗ (Baganoff et al. 2003; Gillessen et al. 2019). Extrapolat-
ing the profile of AT2019dsg down to the horizon implies a
maximum density of ∼ 10−17 g cm−3, which is orders of mag-
nitude less than what we have implemented.

Despite these differences in the behaviour at small radii,
our model atmospheres are similar to that of previous radio
TDEs over r ∼ 104 − 105 rg (see Figure 22), the region over
which we present our spectra and images. The density profiles
of TDEs have only been estimated for a small handful of radio
TDEs. As of yet, the behaviour of the density profile down
to r ∼ 1000rg has only been measured in AT2019dsg while
the other known TDEs have profile measurements down to
r & 104rg. Additionally, the overall scale of the gas density
(i.e. the value of ρatm,max as defined in Section 3.3) appears
to vary between systems. For instance, the CNM in the radio
TDE CNSS J0019+00 at r ≈ 106 rg has the same estimated
density as ASASSN-14li at r ≈ 105 rg. Simulations with more
dense atmospheres should be explored, as well as more or less
steep gas density profiles, as the jet may experience strong
deceleration and/or collimation as it encounters the CNM
(e.g. see Barniol Duran et al. 2017).

6.2 Comparison with Radio TDEs

The density weighted outflow velocity of each model is ∼
0.2 − 0.35c, which is mildly relativistic but substantially
faster than the . 0.1c found in most radio quiet TDEs so
the outflow properties cannot explain the inferred velocities
in these transients. Of note however is the production of
γ > 2 gas in the jet for the a∗ ≥ 0.5 models. S ↪adowski &
Narayan (2015a) found that the isotropic equivalent lumi-
nosity for highly super-Eddington (Ṁ > 103ṀEdd) accretion
flows can exceed 1047 erg s−1, which is sufficient to explain
the ∼ 1048 erg s−1 X-ray equivalent luminosity seen in Swift
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J1644+57 (Bloom et al. 2011; Burrows et al. 2011). How-
ever, they performed simulations with a∗ = 0 models and
suggested that a γ & 2 component may be untenable with
radiative acceleration. Our simulation results suggest that
for mass accretion rates ∼ 11 − 25ṀEdd (compared to the
∼ 45− 4800ṀEdd in S ↪adowski & Narayan 2015a), the Poynt-
ing flux may result in a relativistic component. Not only does
the jet power increase substantially as the BH spin increases
in our simulations, but a relativistic jet component with γ > 2
is produced. This is due to increased magnetic energy flux in
the jet, which leads to Poynting acceleration of gas where
σ > 1.

Assuming Te = Ti, the thermal synchrotron spectra pre-
sented in this work suggest that super-Eddington accretion
disks can produce highly energetic jets which primarily emit
at ν > 100 GHz and are bright with L ∼ 1041 erg s−1 for > 48
days. This is in staunch contrast with the radio properties of
non-jetted TDEs. Non-jetted TDEs all appear to have a peak
frequency of the order νpeak ∼ 10 GHz and have a luminosity
of Lradio ≈ 1037 − 1039 erg s−1 at the time of detection.

The jet emission models which are brightest at 230 GHz,
and thus the most favorable for detection in terms of ngEHT
observations, are R = 1. However, these models are in con-
flict with TDE observations in terms of the peak frequency.
The thermal synchrotron models which peak at smaller fre-
quencies, and are thus more similar to known radio TDEs in
terms of the peak frequency at least, have R > 10. Never-
theless, none of our models are able to remain bright enough
(Lradio & 1037 erg s−1) and simultaneously peak at . 10 GHz.

Another possibility is that jets in these models will con-
tinue evolving towards lower frequencies and luminosity and
we are simply observing a higher energy stage of the jet. For
example, the low frequency luminosity in each of our mod-
els at ν ≈ 5 − 8.4 GHz (where most radio TDEs have been
observed) is dimmer than non-jetted TDEs. However, our
models showed evolution towards lower frequencies, and in
the case of m10a0.0-HR the luminosity at the peak frequency
is also decreasing over time. This suggests that our models
may evolve towards spectra more similar to radio quiet TDEs
given enough time.

This is an observationally interesting possibility since the
majority of follow-up observations of TDEs in the radio
have been at 5 − 8.4 GHz. Our models have a luminosity
of . 1036 erg s−1 at 5-8.4 GHz, placing them below upper
limits in the majority of TDEs where no radio emission was
detected (mostly > 1037 erg s−1, see Figure 1 in Alexander
et al. 2020). If there is indeed a radio/submillimeter compo-
nent at ν > 100 GHz that is bright for the first few weeks
of non-jetted TDEs, low frequency searches are likely to miss
this emission. Our results suggest earlier follow-up observa-
tions at high frequencies may be necessary to capture the full
radio/submillimeter activity of some TDEs.

7 CONCLUSIONS

We have analyzed outflows from SANE super-Eddington ac-
cretion disks across mass and spin parameter space with mass
accretion rates Ṁ & 11ṀEdd. We confirm that dissipation
takes place at the jet head as well as along the jet due to
variable ejections of high velocity gas, which propagate along
the jet axis and shock with slower moving gas within the jet.

The jet power and maximum velocity of gas near the pole in-
creases with BH spin and models with a∗ ≥ 0.5 launch γ > 2
gas that is low density. However, we find that the density
weighted outflow velocity is roughly ∼ 0.2 − 0.35c for each
model.

Through GRRT post-processing with ipole, we produce
time dependent thermal synchrotron spectra assuming a sin-
gle temperature plasma. The spectra peak at > 100 GHz in
each model and the overall radio/submillimeter luminosity
increases with BH spin. In general, the jet head brightens as
it expands into the CNM. However, models m10a0.0-HR and
m10a0.5-HR appear to be dimming as they evolve. In addi-
tion, model m5a0.0-HR shows a delayed jet brightening with
its jet remaining initially dim with L ∼ 1038 erg s−1 and in-
creasing to L ∼ 5× 1039 erg s−1 at t > 58, 000 tg.

We also test a simple electron temperature model. We find
that increasing Ti/Te = R has the effect of reducing the
peak frequency and the overall luminosity. For instance, we
found that R = 20 reduced the peak frequency from ∼ 200
GHz to ∼ 20 GHz and the luminosity from ∼ 1041 erg s−1 to
∼ 1037 erg s−1 in model m10a0.5-HR. We assumed the tem-
perature ratio was independent of βg = pgas/pmag, but there
may be spatial variation in R. In addition, a more accurate
prescription may require some accounting for the radiation
pressure as well since our simulations are in GRRMHD.

The 230 GHz images show that the brightest feature in
each jet is the jet head, which shocks on the CNM. Internal
shocks driven by variable ejection events also produce bright
‘bubbles’ of emission at smaller radii in the jet. For sources re-
solved on scales ∆R . 10000 rg, we predict that the jet head
and the internal shocks can be distinguished so long as the
jet is not viewed at steep viewing angles. At poorer resolu-
tion (∆R . 50000rg), the jet head is the most distinguishable
feature.

We tested the viability of detecting and resolving the jets
in each model at 230 GHz assuming flux limits appropriate
to the EHT (ngEHT). The spin a∗ = 0.9 models are bright
enough to resolve the jet head within . 110 (180) Mpc if
R = 1. At this distance, ∼ 45 (200) TDEs are expected per
year which suggests that several TDEs could be potential tar-
gets for radio/submillimeter follow up during future observ-
ing missions. Our calculations suggest that at most a factor
of 4 increase in the number of TDE targets is possible if the
detector sensitivity is improved to 5 mJy in the ngEHT. If the
electrons are significantly cooler than the ions, the maximum
distance where resolved jets may be detected is significantly
reduced. For example, we find a maximum resolved distance
of ∼ 8 (18) Mpc for R = 20 which would reduce the number
of potential targets per year to less than one even for the
ngEHT. Our simulations may apply to the super-Eddington
phase of a TDE, roughly ∼ 2tfb (≈ 1−several months). We
suggest that high frequency radio/submillimeter follow-up of
nearby TDEs during this early period be conducted to search
for radio/submillimeter jets.

We must stress that much is unknown about jet launch-
ing in TDEs, thus while the number of TDEs increases with
distance, only a fraction of these may ever appear in the ra-
dio/submillimeter. In this work, we have merely provided an
analysis of a single mechanism by which radio/submillimeter
emission can be produced, that is jets from SANE, super-
Eddington accretion disks which undergo conical expansion,
and determine the viability of detection of such jets with the
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EHT/ngEHT. As of this writing, the majority of known radio
TDEs appear to have produced their radio emission through
sub-relativistic gas shocking with the CNM. However, if the
accretion flow is indeed super-Eddington, some fraction of fu-
ture radio TDEs may launch jets similar to those described
in this work. Our model spectra were below detection lim-
its at 5-8.4 GHz, where most radio follow-ups to date have
been conducted, which suggests that such jets may have es-
caped detection previously. Radio/submillimeter follow-up of
TDEs at > 100 GHz may reveal a higher energy component
associated with a bipolar jet produced by a super-Eddington
accretion disk.
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APPENDIX A: ADDITIONAL FIGURES

Here we show additional figures for comparison with fiducial
models described in the text. We show the jet properties of
m5a0.5-HR in Figure A1. Compared to m5a0.0-HR, the jet has
travelled nearly the same distance (∼ 40, 000 rg), but the jet
core is much faster and the gas temperature in the core is
hotter. In addition, the magnetic field strength along the jet
axis is larger.

We show the jet properties of m10a0.9-HR in Figure A2.
Compared to m5a0.9-HR, the jet features are generally simi-
lar. This is in well agreement with the general result that we
find throughout this work that the BH mass does not have
a noticeable effect on the jet. The most important factor is
instead the BH spin.

In Figure A3, we show the 230 GHz jet emission viewed at
90◦ near its brightest point in each simulation.
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Figure A1. The same as Figure 7 but for m5a0.5-HR.
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Figure A2. The same as Figure 7 but for m10a0.9-HR.
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Figure A3. Here we compare the jets for each model near their brightest point viewed at 90◦.
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