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ABSTRACT

The production mechanism of astrophysical high-energy neutrinos is not yet understood. A common

assumption is that beamed relativistic outflows (jets) driven by accreting black holes are needed to

accelerate particles to such high energies to produce high-energy neutrinos. Indeed, the first astro-

physical high-energy neutrino source candidate identified by IceCube at a significance level of > 3σ

was a blazar—an AGN with an accreting supermassive black hole that drives a relativistic jet directed

towards Earth. Recently, IceCube discovered strong evidence that Seyfert galaxies also emit neutri-

nos, which appears unrelated to jet activity. Here, we show that the neutrino–hard X-ray flux ratio

of the blazar TXS 0506+056 is consistent with neutrino production in a γ-obscured region near the

central supermassive black hole, with the X-ray flux corresponding to reprocessed γ-ray emission with

flux comparable to that of neutrinos. Similar neutrino–hard X-ray flux ratios were found for three of

IceCube’s Seyfert galaxies, raising the possibility of a common neutrino production mechanism that

may not involve a strong jet. We examine how future observations could test the jet origin of blazar

neutrinos.

Keywords: galaxies: active....

1. INTRODUCTION

The IceCube Neutrino Observatory has already made

a series of transformational discoveries. These include a

quasi-diffuse flux of cosmic neutrinos of so-far unknown

origin (Aartsen et al. 2013), as well as a growing number
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of individual astrophysical sites with associated neutrino

emission.

The first individual neutrino source identified at > 3σ

significance was the blazar TXS 0506+056 (IceCube

Collaboration et al. 2018). Blazars are a special class

of active galactic nuclei (AGN) that are extremely lumi-

nous and drive relativistic jets that point directly to-

wards Earth, outshining the intrinsic electromagnetic

spectrum of the host galaxy. Relativistic jets can be

sources of high-energy neutrinos if protons accelerated in

the jet undergo pp or pγ interactions (see e.g. Mannheim
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Figure 1. Illustration of the two neutrino source classes identified by IceCube. Both source classes are a type of
accreting supermassive black hole. (a): blazars – luminous active galactic nuclei (AGN) that drive a jet that points directly
towards Earth. (b): Seyfert AGNs. Neutrinos may be emitted by processes related to the accretion disk, or the relativistic jet.

et al. 1992; Becker et al. 2005; Becker 2008; Becker Tjus

et al. 2014). For pp neutrino production, external ma-

terial is needed (e.g. a cloud wandering through the jet;

Araudo et al. 2010) as the jet itself generally has too

low particle density. Structured jets on the other hand

might supply enough particles for the production of the

extragalactic high-energy neutrinos (E > 100 TeV, e.g.

Tavecchio & Ghisellini 2015).

The second neutrino source identified with high con-

fidence was the Seyfert galaxy NGC1068 (Abbasi et al.

2022a). Seyfert galaxies are radio-quiet AGN with much

weaker outflows compared to radio-loud AGNs. Hard X-

rays from Seyfert galaxies are most likely produced in

the corona, while in blazars their production site is not

clear.

Subsequently, additional astrophysical sources have

been associated with neutrino emission. These included

two blazars (PKS1502+106, Taboada & Stein 2019;

PKS 1424−41, Kadler et al. 2016) and other two Seyfert

AGN (NGC4151, NGC3079; Goswami 2023; Neronov

et al. 2023). Based on the likelihood analysis of eight

years of IceCube data, Abbasi et al. (2022b) searched

high-energy neutrinos in the cores of AGN assuming the

neutrino emission is proportional to the accretion disk

luminosity estimated from the soft X-ray flux. They

found the high-energy neutrino signal from such sources

on the top of the background at a post-trial significance

level of 2.6σ. The observed non-blazar AGN are at least

a factor of 3 fainter in γ-rays than their neutrino flux at

the same energy. This is rather unexpected, since inter-

acting relativistic particles produce comparable fluxes

of neutrinos and γ-rays. This apparent underproduc-

tion of γ-rays is true in a similar way for the observed

diffuse neutrino flux (Murase et al. 2016; Murase et al.

2020a) and even blazars show evidence for γ-ray absorp-

tion during neutrino emission (Kun et al. 2021).

This problem can only be solved if the environment in

which neutrinos are produced is opaque to high-energy

photons, e.g. via γ–γ interactions. However, this is typ-

ically not the case for blazars, which are observed to be

bright γ-ray sources (Kun et al. 2021). The only high-

significance multi-messenger observation was the optical

flash that happened two hours after the neutrino event

IC-170922A (Lipunov et al. 2020). Such an optical flash

can be attributed to changes associated with the accre-

tion disk/central black hole, possibly resulting in the

temporary γ-opaqueness of the jet that drives neutrino

emission while suppressing γ emission (Kun et al. 2021).

A third potential class of astrophysical sources—tidal
disruption events (TDEs)—has also been hinted to be

associated with high-energy neutrino production. Fol-

lowing up IceCube’s neutrinos as triggers, the Zwicky

Transient Facility identified two TDEs spatially and

temporally coincident with the neutrino signal (Stein

et al. 2021; Reusch et al. 2022). Radio follow-up moni-

toring of one of these TDEs, AT2019dsg, did not find a

clear evidence of relativistic jets launched by the TDE

(Cendes et al. 2021). This could suggest that neutrino

emission from (at least some) TDEs does not require the

presence of relativistic outflows (Murase et al. 2020b;

Winter & Lunardini 2023; Yuan & Winter 2023).

Remarkably, the two main potential classes of neu-

trino sources—blazars, Seyferts—are in essence similar

astrophysical sites: accreting supermassive black holes

(illustrated in Fig. 1). The detected Seyfert sources did

not appear to drive powerful relativistic jets, suggesting
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that their neutrino emission is unrelated to jets. This

raises the question of whether in the other source class—

blazars—neutrino emission is also unrelated to jets.

γ-attenuation observed in the case of neutrino-

emitting AGN provides a possibility to probe the neu-

trino production site through multi-messenger observa-

tions. High-energy proton interactions produce neutri-

nos and γ-rays with comparable flux and energy spectra.

Assuming neutrino production happens near the central

black hole, infrared-optical emission from the accretion

disk and X-ray emission from the hot corona interact

with high-energy photons and, through pair-production,

convert the high-energy γ-ray flux to ≲ 1MeV pho-

tons (Murase et al. 2020a; Inoue et al. 2020; Eichmann

et al. 2022; Neronov et al. 2023). Consequently, hard X-

ray – (so far not observed) MeV emission produced by

this reprocessing should have comparable flux to that

of high-energy neutrinos. The linear scaling between

the hard X-ray and neutrino fluxes for radio-quiet AGN

was already suggested by Murase & Waxman (2016),

who computed the typical source density based on this

scaling. Also, based on this linear scaling, Murase et al.

(2020a) listed the brightest neutrino source candidate

AGN based on the brightest X-ray objects in the 2–

10 keV band, including NGC 1068. AGNs NGC1068,

NGC3079 (z = 0.00399 Koss et al. 2022) and NGC4151

were indeed suggested to have comparable intrinsic hard

X-ray (15–195 keV range) and all-flavor neutrino fluxes

(Neronov et al. 2023).

2. HARD X-RAY AND NEUTRINO FLUXES

The linear scaling of the hard X-ray and neutrino

fluxes (Murase & Waxman 2016; Murase et al. 2020a),

expected for γ-obscured sources, was suggested for three

Seyfert galaxies by comparing their estimated 15 keV–

195 keV intrinsic hard X-ray flux and observed 0.3TeV–

100TeV all flavor neutrino flux (observed by IceCube;

see Neronov et al. 2023 and Fig. 2). However, the hard

X-ray fluxes estimated by Neronov et al. (2023) rely on

an a somewhat unrealistic assumption of a power-law

spectrum extending from soft X-rays up to hard X-rays

with a fixed spectral index. For this reason, we re-built

this correlation using reliable fluxes, and then extended

this comparison to blazar TXS 0506+056 (z = 0.3365,

Paiano et al. 2018), which is the only blazar with neu-

trino flux identified with > 3σ confidence.

Regarding the X-ray fluxes of AGN, these can be af-

fected by several processes. In general, X-rays will travel

through a diffuse medium in the host galaxy and then in

the Milky Way. The NH column density depends on the

properties of the host galaxy and the source direction.

For low column densities (NH < ×1022 cm−2) the only

relevant interaction is photoelectric absorption, which

has an energy-dependent cross-section that is higher at

lower energies. Values of NH < ×1022 cm−2 affect only

soft X-rays (E ≲ 2 keV), so that the emission above a

few keV is not affected by photoelectric absorption. The

other relevant channel of interaction is Compton scatter-

ing, that is the dominant absorption effect in the case of

heavily obscured AGN cores embedded in a dusty torus

(NH ≳ 5× 1023 cm−2, e.g. in Marchesi et al. 2018).

We corroborate that the X-ray absorption in the

Galactic interstellar medium is smaller than the intrin-

sic absorption of the for AGNs in the sample. For the

four AGN we corroborate that its effect is significantly

smaller than the intrinsic absorption, the Galactic hy-

drogen column density being NH ≈ 2.6 × 1020 cm−2

for NGC 1068, NH ≈ 0.9 × 1020 cm−2 for NGC 3079,

NH ≈ 2.1 × 1020 cm−2 for NGC 4151 and NH ≈
1.61×1021 cm−2 for TXS 0506+056 (Dickey & Lockman

1990; Kalberla et al. 2005; HI4PI Collaboration et al.

2016)1.

2.1. Hard X-ray flux of the Seyferts: NGC 1068,

NGC 3079 and NGC 4151

In Neronov et al. (2023), the hard X-ray flux of

NGC 1068 in the 15–195 keV energy range was cal-

culated by extrapolating its 2–10 keV flux assuming a

E−2 power-law photon spectrum. However, the spec-

trum of NGC 1068 hardens between soft and hard X-

rays (e.g Fig. 4 of Abbasi et al. 2022a). Instead, we

took the 15–55 keV Nuclear Spectroscopic Telescope Ar-

ray (NuSTAR, Harrison et al. (2013)) observed fluxes

from Marchesi et al. (2018), who published the X-ray

analysis of Compton-thick AGN using Swift, XMM-

Newton, and NuSTAR observations. They found the

observed hard X-ray fluxes as F15−55,obs ≈ 2.29+0.16
−0.30 ×

10−11 erg s−1 cm−2 for NGC 1068 and F15−55,obs ≈
1.70+0.08

−0.29 × 10−11 erg s−1 cm−2 for NGC 3079.

Near IR–radio studies based on SED modelings find

the inclination of the obscuring dust torus of NGC 1068

ranging between 70◦ and 90◦, where 90◦ means edge-on

configuration (e.g. Hönig et al. 2008; Lopez-Rodriguez

et al. 2018; GRAVITY Collaboration et al. 2020). This

translates in high line-of-sight column density and high

Compton thickness at hard X-rays; this is supported

by modeling results (Bauer et al. 2015; Marinucci et al.

2015; Marchesi et al. 2018). Marinucci et al. (2015)

found the transient NuSTAR flux excess observed in

2014 can be best explained by a temporary decrease

in the column density of the obscuring material along

1 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3nh/w3nh.pl

https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3nh/w3nh.pl
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Figure 2. Correlation plot between hard X-rays and neutrinos in radio-loud and radio-quiet AGN in our sample.
Left: Intrinsic hard X-ray NuSTAR fluxes shown as a function of the high-energy neutrino flux for three Seyferts (NGC 1068,
NGC 4151, NGC 3079), and the blazar TXS 0506+056. The maximum plotted intrinsic emission of NGC 1068 is actually a
lower limit given the uncertainty in its NH (see text). The dashed line shows FX = Fν+ν̄ , while the dot-dashed line shows
FX = 10Fν+ν̄ . Right: the same as on the left plot, but in luminosities.

the line-of-sight from NH ∼ 1025 cm−2 in 2012/2015 to

NH ∼ 6× 1024 cm−2 in 2014. Since the neutrino signal

is generally weak and we cannot measure it in observa-

tional windows as short as the hard X-ray observations,

we use the above result for NH as a range for the column

density of the hard X-ray absorber to accommodate pos-

sible variability throughout the neutrino observations of

10 years.

For NGC 3079, assuming an edge-on configuration,

Marchesi et al. (2018) favors a value of 2.47 ± 0.24 ×
1024 cm−2 for NH (along the line-of-sight), which is in

agreement with the value NH = 3.2+0.54
−0.43 × 1024cm−2

suggested by Georgantopoulos & Akylas (2019), also re-

lying on NuSTAR observations. We combine the two

results to get the range for the column density of the

observer as NH = (2.23 : 3.74)× 1024cm−2.

In the case of NGC 4151 (z = 0.003152, Koss et al.

2022), the favored in-source column density is NH ∼
1022–1023 cm−2 (e.g. Pedlar et al. 1992; Zoghbi et al.

2019), or even smaller. Gianolli et al. (2023) gives the

parameters for the Comptonized primary continuum of

NGC 4151; we retrieved the 15–55 keV flux by load-

ing in XSPEC the nthcomp model with their fitted pa-

rameters, obtaining an intrinsic flux of F15−55,intr ≈
3.1× 10−10 erg s−1 cm−2.

In the most simplistic scenario, the intrinsic X-ray

flux can be approximated as Fintr = Fobs exp τC , where

τC = σTNH ≃ 7(NH/1025 cm−2) is the optical depth

for Compton scattering. Although at lower energies

a simple exponential absorption approximation signif-

icantly deviates from the complicated absorption model

adopted by e.g. the MYTorus model, at higher ener-

gies this discrepancy is well within one order of mag-

nitude for various torus orientations, even for high col-

umn densities (see e.g. Fig. 16 of Mori et al. 2015).

Using the above numbers for the observed hard X-ray

fluxes and line-of-sight column densities, the intrinsic

hard X-ray flux emerges as F15−55,intr = (0.15:2.51) ×
10−8 erg s−1 cm−2 for NGC 1068, F15−55,intr =

(1.26+1.20
−0.56)× 10−10 erg s−1 cm−2 for NGC 3079.

2.2. Hard X-ray flux of the blazar TXS 0506+056

As a broadband (3–79 keV) focused (FWHM 14′′)

hard X-ray space telescope, NuSTAR has been provid-

ing unique opportunities to study extreme phenomena of

AGNs in the X-ray band including TXS 0506+056. We

analyzed all available NuSTAR data of TXS 0506+056,

consisting of 18 observations between 2017 and 2021

with a total exposure of 371 ks. We processed the

data using NuSTAR Data Analysis Software (NuS-

TARDAS v2.1.2) and CALDB 20230718. We gen-

erated cleaned data products using nupipeline task

with saamode=strict and tentacle=yes flags. Source

(background) spectra were extracted from a circular

region with radius 30′′ (annular region with radius
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Table 1. NuSTAR observations used to calculate the hard X-
ray vs. high-energy neutrino flux relation.

ObsID Date Exposure F15−50

(ks) (10−12 erg s−1 cm−2)

60502053002 2019-07-30 17.4 3.89± 0.33

60502053004 2019-09-29 25.9 2.89± 0.27

60502053006 2019-11-29 17.7 3.20± 0.38

60502053008 2020-01-26 15.1 2.91± 0.35

60502053010 2020-03-25 20.8 3.48± 0.34

Exposure-weighted flux 3.26± 0.15

Note—We analyzed all the available 18 NuSTAR observations
to choose the above 5 observations of our interest. See §2.2 for
details.

1′.5 − 2′.5) centered at TXS 0506+056. The source is

bright over the background in 3 to∼ 40 keV for all obser-

vations. We modeled the spectra from each observation

separately with an absorbed power law (tbabs*pow) in

XSPEC (Arnaud 1996) using the Galactic hydrogen col-

umn density2 (NH = 1.55 × 1021 cm−2) and the abun-

dance table from Wilms et al. (2000) (abund wilm).

While the model provides a good fit to the spectra, the

power law index varies between 1.5 – 1.9 among observa-

tions. We created a hard X-ray light curve using the 15

– 50 keV flux of each observation (Fig. 3 bottom panel).

The source is variable in the hard X-ray roughly within

a factor of ∼ 2 as reported in Acciari et al. (2022).

To probe the hard X-ray emission from the γ-obscured

region, i.e. during the low-γ state of the blazar

TXS 0506+056, we analyzed the gamma-ray light curve

in 0.1 – 100 GeV3 (Abdollahi et al. 2023) from the

Large Area Telescope onboard the Fermi Gamma-Ray

Space Telescope (Fermi -LAT, Atwood et al. (2009)).

The gamma-ray light curve (Fig. 3 top panel) is com-

pared with the hard X-ray light curve. In 2017 – 2021,

TXS 0506+056 exhibited frequent gamma-ray flux in-

crease above the average photon flux of 8.4 × 10−8

photons s−1 cm−2 (calculated from the entire Fermi -

LAT lifetime, i.e. August 2008 – March 2024). Most

of the NuSTAR observations took place during those

γ-high state except for the 5 observations within the

time window marked with the shaded green region in

Fig. 3. During this time window, the hard X-ray flux is

2 https://www.swift.ac.uk/analysis/nhtot/index.php
3 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/
LightCurveRepository/

much more stable than at other epochs. The gamma-

ray flux remained low consistent with the overall av-

erage flux. We calculated the exposure-weighted flux

and error using these five observations to compare with

the neutrino flux. The average hard X-ray flux in 15–

50 keV during the low-γ state of TXS 0506+056 yielded

F15−50,obs = (3.26 ± 0.15) × 10−12 erg s−1 cm−2. The

observations used for this calculation are listed in Ta-

ble 1. The result of our analysis of the 18 available

NuSTAR observations is consistent with the results re-

ported in IceCube Collaboration et al. (2018); Acciari

et al. (2022); Jin et al. (2021).

Since the column density of the central region of

TXS 0506+056 should be as high as NH ≳ 1024 cm−2,

(e.g. Liu et al. 2019), but with relatively low expected

value for the Galactic column density NH = 1.61 ×
1021 cm−2 (HI4PI Collaboration et al. 2016), we trans-

formed the observed flux back to its intrinsic value set-

ting τC ≃ 7(NH/1025 cm−2) ≈ 1. Then the intrinsic

hard X-ray flux becomes F15−50,intr = (8.86 ± 0.97) ×
10−12 erg s−1 cm−2 using the estimation of the observed

flux as described above in the NuSTAR epochs.

2.3. High-energy neutrino fluxes

For the three Seyfert galaxies, we assumed the high-

energy neutrino fluxes reported by Neronov et al. (2023).

For TXS 0506+056, we estimated the all-flavor neutrino

flux between 0.3TeV and 100TeV based on the 10-year

time-integrated all-flavor neutrino SED in Abbasi et al.

(2022a). We assumed a power-law spectral shape:

ϕ(E) = ϕ0

(
E

1 TeV

)−Γ

, (1)

where ϕ0 is a normalization factor and Γ is the spectral

index. We derived ϕ(E) from Fig. 5 of Abbasi et al.

(2022a), that led to ϕ0 ≈ 3.57× 10−13 TeV−1 cm−2 s−1

and Γ ≈ 2.04. Then we calculated the neutrino flux as

Fν+ν̄ =

∫ E2

E1

Eϕ(E)dE, (2)

where E1 = 0.3TeV and E2 = 100TeV. We estimated

the relative error of the resulted flux considering the

68% confidence interval at the 100TeV energy in Fig. 5

of Abbasi et al. (2022a). The all flavor neutrino flux of

TXS 0506+056 between 0.3TeV and 100TeV is Fν+ν̄ =

3.09×10−12 erg s−1 cm−2 between 0.3TeV and 100TeV,

with lower and upper limits of 2.72×10−13 erg s−1 cm−2

and 7.54× 10−12 erg s−1 cm−2, respectively.

2.4. γ-obscured neutrino sources

We show our results in the left side of Fig. 2, where one

can see a possible correlation between the hard X-ray

https://www.swift.ac.uk/analysis/nhtot/index.php
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/LightCurveRepository/
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/LightCurveRepository/
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the time window from which the hard X-ray flux of TXS 0506+056 was extracted.

and neutrino fluxes of the three Seyfert galaxies and the

one blazar in our AGN sample. We also show the plot

in the luminosity plane with H0 = 69.6 km s−1 Mpc−1,

Ωm,0 = 0.286, Ωλ,0 = 0.714, Tcmb,0 = 2.72548 K in a

ΛCDM cosmology. The Pearson correlation-index be-

tween the logarithm of fluxes emerges as 0.989 (p-value

0.01). Though the small number of elements in the sam-

ple prevents deeper investigations, this correlation index

can be considered as indicative of a positive correlation

between the neutrino and hard X-ray fluxes.

Comparable hard X-ray and neutrino fluxes for blazar

TXS 0506+056 and three Seyfert galaxies suggests that

neutrino production happens in γ-obscured regions for

each of these sources. This is expected if neutrino pro-

duction happens near AGNs. Consider the case of pro-

tons accelerated near the black hole or in the accretion

disk, interacting with a target photon field of charac-

teristic size Rtarget centered on the black hole. In this

“corona” region, which has large densities in both X-

rays and accreting matter, the opacity to accelerated

protons4 is

τpγ ≃ κpγRtarget

λpγ
≃ κpγRtarget σpγ nγ , (3)

4 The opacity is actually the energy-loss length and τ should be
replaced by 1− e−τ whenever it is large (Halzen 2022).

which is determined by how many times the proton in-

teracts in a target of size Rtarget given its interaction

length λpγ ; κpγ is inelasticity, or the fraction of the en-

ergy the proton loses with each interaction. The in-

teraction length is determined by the density of target

photons nγ and the interaction cross section σpγ
5.

The opacity of the target to the photons produced

along with the neutrinos is given by

τγγ ≃ Rtarget σγγ nγ , (4)

and therefore, approximately, the two opacities are re-

lated by their cross sections

τγγ ≃ σγγ

κpγσpγ
τpγ ≃ 103 τpγ (5)

for Rtarget ∼ R6. A target that produces neutrinos with

τpγ ≳ 0.1 will not be transparent to the pionic γ-rays,

which will lose energy in the target even before propa-

gating in the EBL.

The arguments about the high pγ optical depth of

AGN environments favoring neutrino production are

valid only for relativistic sources. It has been shown

5 For the simple dimensional analysis in this section we use the
following cross sections σγγ = 6.7 × 10−25 cm2, σpγ = 5 ×
10−28 cm2, and σpp = 3× 10−26cm2.

6 There is an additional factor associated with the different thresh-
olds of the two interactions; see Svensson (1987).
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by Murase (2022) that the linear scaling between LX

and Lν in Seyfert/low-luminosity (LL) AGN systems

holds while t⋆ ≈ R/V is longer than R/c, where R is

the emission radius, V is the characteristic velocity, and

c is the speed of light in the medium (see their Eq. 5

defining the photomeson production optical depth). For

non-relativistic sources such as AGN coronae, the opti-

cal depth for the photomeson production can be larger

by a factor of 10–100.

3. COMMON ORIGIN?

AGNs can produce neutrinos apparently without

Earth-pointing relativistic jets (NGC 1068, nonetheless,

does produce a jet; e.g., Fang et al. 2023). It is tempt-

ing to investigate whether the same mechanism, i.e.

one that does not require a jet pointing towards Earth,

could be behind neutrino emission in blazars such as

TXS 0506+056. How could we tell?

One possible clue can be the ∼ 1MeV photon cutoff

energy, and the corresponding electromagnetic energy

release in hard X-rays. This naturally arises for neu-

trino production in the vicinity of an AGN disk due

to the present photon flux there from the disk and the

corona. A possible jet origin of the TXS 0506+056 neu-

trinos further away from the AGN disk would also need

to account for this ∼ 1MeV energy cutoff. The ob-

served hard X-ray flux, at least in the active phase of

TXS 0506+056, can be well described by combined lep-

tonic+hadronic emission, but with a predicted flux that

increases monotonically for higher energies (Gao et al.

2019). While observations are currently not sufficiently

sensitive to probe the ≳ 1MeV band for TXS 0506+056

that could identify the cutoff energy, the comparable

hard X-ray flux to that of the neutrino flux suggests that

most of the energy should be released in the sub-MeV

band. More detailed analysis of the spectral features in

and above the hard X-ray band, could help clarify the

picture.

Second, blazars can produce detectable very high-

energy (VHE) γ-rays. For instance, two periods of en-

hanced VHE γ-ray emission from TXS 0506+056 were

detected by the MAGIC Telescopes between 80GeV and

400GeV, one on MJD 58029/58030 (2017 October 3–4),

and a second one on MJD 58057 (2017 October 31).

The escape of these VHE photons conflicts the appar-

ent γ-obscure neutrino production that is needed by the

comparable hard X-ray and neutrino fluxes.

A possible reconciliation of VHE emission by blazar

jets and the jet origin of blazar neutrinos can be the

temporal variability of γ attenuation. Indeed, the hard

X-ray NuSTAR observations used in this work were ob-

tained in a low VHE γ-ray emitting period, a more qui-

escent phase of TXS 0506+056 (Ansoldi et al. 2018).

When the jet is in a VHE-active phase, the Doppler-

boosted jet outshines the corona/accretion disk. The

correlation between the hard X-ray and high-energy

neutrino flux is only apparent in a quiescence phase

of blazars. This periodic γ suppression in jets is also

consistent with the observed dip in γ emission around

neutrino observations reported for several blazars (Kun

et al. 2021, 2022).

One additional clue may be the relative luminosities of

the observed neutrino sources. TXS 0506+056 appears

to be 1–2 orders of magnitude brighter than the three

Seyfert galaxies considered here (both in neutrinos and

hard X-rays; see Fig. 2). A common emission process

between blazars and Seyfert AGNs would need to be able

to account for this difference based on the properties of

the respective AGNs.

Another difference of note is the neutrino spectrum.

The 2014–2015 burst of TXS 0506+056 appears to pro-

duce neutrino spectrum of dN/dE ∝ E−2.2
ν (Aartsen

et al. 2018). This is in contrast of the steeper spectra of,

e.g., NGC 1068 which has a spectrum of dN/dE ∝ E−3.3
ν

(Abbasi et al. 2022a). The reason is possibly that in

the case of TXS 0506+056 we are observing high-energy

neutrinos produced by pγ interactions (e.g., Stecker &

Salamon 1996), while somewhat lower energy neutri-

nos in NGC 1068 are produced via pp interactions (e.g.,

Murase et al. 2020a).

Finally, the emission’s temporal variation of multi-

messenger events may help differentiate between a jet

and non-jet origin. For example, neutrinos were de-

tected from TXS 0506+056 in effectively two distinct

emission episodes, in 2015 and 2017 (Aartsen et al.

2018). While the 2017 detection coincided with a sev-

eral months-long γ flare, TXS 0506+056 had low Eγ >

100MeV flux during the 2015 emission episode (Aartsen

et al. 2018). Radio flux was roughly constant through-

out of the 2014/2015 episode, suggesting that changes

in the relativistic outflow by itself do not account for

the varying neutrino flux. Long-term monitoring in the

hard X-ray band would help better understand the un-

derlying change.

Gopal-Krishna & Biermann (2024) pointed out that

winds and jets all carry an electric current. If the jets

or winds vary with time, and they all do, then the tem-

poral variation of the electric currents produces tempo-

rary electric fields. These fields discharge, producing

energetic particles with spectra between p−2 and p−4

for hadrons and p−3 and p−5 for electrons/positrons, in

the Kardashev (Kardashev 1962) loss limit. This gives

a spectral range in synchrotron emission in the range

between ν−1 and ν−2, which is widely observed in radio
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filaments, both Galactic and extragalactic. This can be

explained as the action of electric discharges in variable

relativistic jets connected to super-massive black holes

and stellar mass black holes. This is consistent with the

range observed here, suggesting that the effect of vari-

able electric currents may explain the range of spectra

in both Seyfert galaxies and blazars.

4. CONCLUSION

We found that the observed hard X-ray and high-

energy neutrino fluxes of blazar TXS 0506+056 are com-

parable. This is similar to the relation for Seyfert galax-

ies NGC 1068, NGC 4151 and NGC 3079 (see left panel

in Fig. 2). This relation for Seyfert galaxies was initially

found by Neronov et al. (2023), but here we recalculate

it using hard X-ray flux measurements from NuSTAR

observations in the literature.

Our results suggest the following:

1. This comparable flux is consistent with neutrino

production in γ-obscure regions with photons at-

tenuated down to ∼ 1MeV energies.

2. The same astrophysical process might be responsi-

ble for neutrino production in blazars and Seyfert

AGNs. Photon attenuation to ∼ 1MeV is ex-

pected for neutrino production near AGN disks.

In this case, neutrino production may not be dom-

inated by jets, even in the case of blazars.

3. Hard X-rays are very promising targets for multi-

messenger modeling of AGN in respect of neutrino-

source searches.

We caution nonetheless that the comparable X-ray

and neutrino fluxes we found are both subject to un-

certainties due to, e.g., emission’s spectral uncertainty

and possible temporal variations. Challenges include the

generally weak and not well time-constrained neutrino

signal versus X-ray observation window, the more so-

phisticated determination of the intrinsic hard X-ray

flux, sample size. It will be particularly interesting

to determine whether a similar relation holds for other

identified sources of high-energy neutrinos, and whether

multi-messenger emission and spectral features can be

used to distinguish between the disk/corona and jet ori-

gins of neutrinos. We encourage deep hard X-ray / soft-

γ-ray observations of these sources.
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