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ABSTRACT
It has been suggested that relativistic jets might have been commonly formed in tidal disruption

events (TDEs), but those with relatively weak power could be choked by the surrounding envelope.
The discovery of high-energy neutrinos possibly associated with some normal TDEs may support this
picture in the hypothesis that the neutrinos are produced by choked jets. Recently, it was noted that
disrupted stars generally have misaligned orbits with respect to the supermassive black hole spin axis
and highly misaligned precessing jets are more likely to be choked. Here we revisit the jet break-
out condition for misaligned precessing jets by considering the jet could be collimated by the cocoon
pressure while propagating in the disk wind envelope. The jet head opening angle decreases as the jet
propagates in the envelope, but the minimum power of a successful jet remains unchanged in terms of
the physical jet power. We further calculate the neutrino flux from choked precessing jets, assuming
that the cocoon energy does not exceed the kinetic energy of the disk wind. We find that neutrino
flux from highly misaligned choked jets is sufficient to explain the neutrinos from AT2019aalc, while
it is marginal to explain the neutrinos from AT2019dsg and AT2019fdr. The latter could be produced
by weakly misaligned choked jets, since the duty cycle that the jet sweeps across increases as the
misaligned angle decreases. We also show that the population of choked TDE jets could contribute to
∼ 10% of the observed diffuse neutrino flux measured by IceCube.

1. INTRODUCTION

A couple of TDEs with relativistic jets (hereafter
“jetted TDEs”) have been observed, including Swift
J1644+57 (Bloom et al. 2011), Swift J2058+05 (Cenko
et al. 2012), Swift J1112+82 (Brown et al. 2015), and
AT2022cmc (Andreoni et al. 2022). The volumetric
rate of on-axis jetted TDEs has been inferred to be
∼ 0.03Gpc−3yr−1 (Burrows et al. 2011; Andreoni et al.
2022). If we correct for a beaming factor fb ∼ 0.01

(adopting a typical half-opening angle of θj ∼ 0.1 ), the
inferred intrinsic rate of jetted TDEs is ∼ 3Gpc−3yr−1.
This is a very small fraction (∼ 1%) of the rate of all
TDEs observed in various surveys, R ∼ 300Gpc−3yr−1

(van Velzen 2018; Sazonov et al. 2021; Yao et al. 2023).
The isotropic equivalent jet luminosity of these jetted
TDEs is in the range of ∼ 1047 − 1048 ergs−1. Since the
black hole accretion is expected to produce a continuous
distribution of jet luminosity, as has been seen in active
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galactic nuclei (AGN) jets, the fact that no less powerful
jets have been found in TDEs so far is a puzzle.

Wang & Liu (2016) suggested that, while powerful
jets, such as that in Swift J1644+57, can successfully
break out from the surrounding envelope, weak jets
could be choked during the propagation inside the enve-
lope. This could explain why no less powerful jets have
been found in TDEs. Like successful jets, the choked
jet can also accelerate cosmic rays through shocks and
further produce neutrinos via interaction with the sur-
rounding dense photons (Wang et al. 2011; Wang & Liu
2016). Recent claims that high-energy neutrino events
detected by IceCube are coincident with three TDE can-
didates (AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr and AT2019aalc) stim-
ulated the study on neutrino production in TDEs. Vari-
ous production sites of high-energy neutrinos have been
proposed, including successful jets(Liu et al. 2020; Win-
ter & Lunardini 2021), choked jets (Zheng et al. 2023;
Mukhopadhyay et al. 2023), disk outflow (Murase et al.
2020; Wu et al. 2022; Winter & Lunardini 2023), and
the AGN core (Hayasaki & Yamazaki 2019; Murase
et al. 2020). In particular, Zheng et al. (2023) explore
the parameter space of the jets that can produce de-
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tectable neutrino flux while being choked in the expand-
ing envelope, finding that the cumulative neutrino num-
bers of AT2019fdr and AT2019aalc are consistent with
the expected range imposed by observations, although
the allowed parameter space for AT2019dsg is small.
Mukhopadhyay et al. (2023) discussed high-energy neu-
trino production in delayed choked jets, and find that
the a delay of the jet launch can make the jets more
easily choked and can increasing the allowed neutrino
flux.

Very recently, Teboul & Metzger (2023) and Lu et al.
(2023) noted that disrupted stars generally have mis-
aligned orbits with respect to the supermassive black
hole (SMBH) spin axis and the accretion disk fed by the
fallback stellar debris undergoes Lense-Thirring preces-
sion around the BH spin axis. They found that that
precessing jets can only break out of the wind envelope
confinement if the misalignment angles θLS (between the
jet axis and the BH spin axis) is less than a few times
the jet opening angle θj, explaining the tiny fraction of
jetted TDEs. In most TDEs with θLS ≫ θj, the jets are
initially choked by the disk wind and may only break
out later when the disk finally aligns itself with the spin
axis due to the damping of the precession (Teboul &
Metzger 2023; Lu et al. 2023).

In this paper, we study the neutrino production in
choked TDE jets when the jet is precessing. Teboul
& Metzger (2023) and Lu et al. (2023) both analyti-
cally study the propagation of a misaligned precessing
jet inside the disk wind. Lu et al. (2023) also carry
out three-dimensional relativistic hydrodynamic simu-
lations of a precessing jet. In §2, we first revisit the jet
propagation and the break-out condition for misaligned
precessing jets by considering that the jet could be col-
limated by the cocoon pressure while it is propagating
in the envelope. In §3, we calculate the neutrino flux
produced by choked precessing jets and compare with
the observations of three TDEs. We also calcuate the
diffuse neutrino emission from the population of choked
TDEs. Finally we give discussions and conclusions in
§4.

2. JET PROPAGATION AND THE BREAK-OUT
CONDITION FOR PRECESSING JETS

After the stellar disruption, an accretion disk is
formed in the orbital plane of the star whose normal
is generally misaligned by an angle θLS with respect
to the SMBH spin axis. The accretion disk undergoes
Lense-Thirring precession around the black hole spin
axis and the jet is aligned with the instantaneous disk
angular momentum (Teboul & Metzger 2023; Lu et al.
2023). Matter falls back to the disk at a highly super-

Eddington accretion rate Ṁ , driving a disk wind of ve-
locity βw = vw/c and mass-loss rate Ṁw = fwṀ , where
fw < 1 is the fraction of the mass fallback rate lost in
the wind. Metzger & Stone (2016) argued that only a
small fraction the returning debris ends up reaching the
inner circular disk and accreting onto the SMBH, with
the vast majority becoming unbound in a wind outflow.
Due to the rapid precession, these disk winds will in-
evitably interact and collide with each other on large
scales, leading to a quasi-spherical outflow.

We consider a relativistic jet with a kinetic luminosity
Lj, an initial half-opening angle θ0 and a bulk Lorentz
factor Γ = 1/θ0. As the jet advances in the quasi-
spherical wind envelope, the jet drives a bow shock
ahead of it. The jet is capped by a termination shock,
and a reverse shock propagates back into the jet, where
the jet is decelerated and heated. The hot head mate-
rial spills sideways, forming a cocoon that engulfs the
jet and collimate it. The velocity of the jet head is de-
termined by the balance of pressure between ambient
gas and the jet head (Matzner 2003). In a moving wind
envelope, we can express the velocity in the frame of
the wind envelope by a coordinate transformation (e.g.,
Ioka & Nakamura 2018; Hamidani et al. 2020; Gottlieb
& Nakar 2022; Lu et al. 2023):

βh − βw ≃ βj − βw

1 + L̃−1/2
, (1)

where
L̃ =

Lj

Σjρw(rh)c3
=

Lj,isoβw

Ṁwc2
. (2)

Here βh is the jet head velocity in unit of the speed
of light (measured in the lab frame), rh is the radius
of the jet head, ρw is wind density and Σj = πr2hθ

2
j is

the jet cross-section at the location of the head with θj
being the jet head opening angle. Lj,iso = 2Lj/θ

2
j is the

isotropic equivalent luminosity and Ṁw = 4πr2hρwβwc is
disk wind mass-loss rate.

Due to precession, the jet becomes episodic in a given
direction. For such an episodic jet, if the timescale for
the jet head to break out from the wind envelope is
longer than the active timescale of the jet episode, the
jet is choked (Lu et al. 2023). Following Lu et al. (2023),
we consider that, along a fixed direction, the jet is “on”
for a duration of ton and “off” for a duration of Tprec−ton,
where Tprec is the precessional period. The jet head will
catch up with the outer edge of the wind after a time

tbo =
βw(Tprec − ton)

βh − βw
. (3)

The active timescale of the jet episode is the time for
the reverse shock crossing the jet episode, which is (Lu
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Figure 1. Evolution of θj/θ0 as a function of the jet effi-
ciency η for various initial jet opening angles θ0.

et al. 2023)

tact =
βjton

βj − βh
. (4)

A successful jet break-out requires tbo/tact < 1, which
can be converted to the following form

Lj,iso

βwṀwc2
> (

1− ξduty
ξduty

)2, (5)

where ξduty = ton/Tprec is the duty cycle representing
the fraction that the jet is "on" along a fixed direction
of the whole precessing period, which can be expressed
as ξduty ≈ θj/(πsinθLS) when θLS ≫ θj (Lu et al. 2023).
Thus the break-out condition is (Lu et al. 2023)

Lj,iso ≳ βwṀwc
2π

2sin2θLS
θ2j

. (6)

Jets may be collimated by the cocoon pressure while
it is propagating in the wind envelope. For the preces-
sion jet in our case, we assume that during the "on"
period, the jet propagation is almost straight and the
wind envelope is quasi-steady. The critical parameter L̃
determines evolution of the jet (Bromberg et al. 2011).
The jet is collimated if the collimation shock converges
below the jet head, which occurs when L̃ < θ

−4/3
0 . The

opening angle of the jet head is thus given by (Bromberg
et al. 2011)

θj =


L̃1/4θ20 = ( 2ηβw

fw
)1/6θ

4/3
0 , L̃ < 1

L̃3/4θ20 = ( 2ηβw

fw
)3/10θ

4/5
0 , 1 < L̃ < θ

−4/3
0

θ0 L̃ > θ
−4/3
0

(7)

where η = Lj/Ṁc2 is the jet efficiency. Fig.1 shows the
evolution of θj as a function of the jet efficiency η. It

indicates that for low jet efficiency, the jet head opening
angle is significantly lower than the initial opening angle
of the jet as the result of the collimation. The parameter
L̃ also indicates the velocity of jet head. For L̃ < 1, the
jet head is non-relativistic and vice versa.

We would like to stress that due to the collimation, the
jet head opening angle θj is smaller than the initial jet
opening angle θ0, and as a result, Lj,iso may change due
to collimation. So we express the break-out condition
using the beam-corrected jet luminosity

Lj ≥
1

2
Ṁfwc

2βwπ
2sin2θLS. (8)

This condition is independent of the jet opening angle
and holds regardless of whether the collimation effect is
taken into account. This is because a decreasing opening
angle θj leads to a higher Lj,iso and also a shorter jet
activity period tact due to jet precession, which cancel
with each other.

The wind speed vw is roughly the local Keplerian
speed of the accretion disk at the launching radius of
the disk wind. For typical TDEs of a solar-like star
by a 106 − 107M⊙ SMBH, vw ≃ 0.1c (Metzger &
Stone 2016; Lu et al. 2023). The discovery of highly
blueshifted (v = 0.05c) broad Balmer and metastable
helium absorption lines in the optical spectra of the TDE
AT2018zr is consistent with this wind speed (Hung et al.
2019). We show the break-out condition in Fig.2 for an
example jet with θ0 = 1/3, fw = 0.5 and βw = 0.1.
From top to the bottom (corresponding to a decreas-
ing Lj/Ṁc2), the various color regions in Fig.2 repre-
sent the uncollimated break-out jet (grey region), colli-
mated break-out jet with a a relativistic jet head (red
region), the collimated choked jet with a relativistic jet
head (pink region), the collimated break jet with a sub-
relativistic jet head (dark yellow region), the collimated
choked jet with a sub-relativistic jet head (yellow re-
gion). Eq.(8) implies that break-out condition is inde-
pendent of θ0 or θj. With fixed fw, βw and misaligned
angle θLS, the jet efficiency η = Lj/Ṁc2 entirely deter-
mines whether the precessing jet breaks out or not.

We show the position of a jetted TDE like Swift
J1644+57 in Fig.2. The luminosity of Swift J1644+57
is about 1048 erg s−1 and the opening angle of the jet
is assumed to be θj = 0.1. For a wind mass-loss rate
2M⊙yr

−1 (Lu et al. 2023), we derive η = 0.023. Swift
J1644 can only have a successful jet break-out pro-
vided that the misalignment angle is sufficiently small
(θLS ≲ 15◦), consistent with the result in Lu et al.
(2023).

For an easy comparison with the results in Lu et al.
(2023), we express the break-out condition using the
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Figure 2. Break-out condition in terms of the jet efficiency
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θ0 = 0.33, fw = 0.5, βw = 0.1. The gray solid line shows the
jet break-out criterion. The darker regions indicate break-
out jet, whereas the lighter regions indicate choked jet. The
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Figure 3. Break-out condition in terms of the dimensionless
term Lj,iso/βwṀwc

2 and misaligned angle θLS using the same
parameters as those in Fig. 2. The solid gray line represents
the break-out criterion when the the collimation caused by
the cocoon pressure is taken in into account, while the blue
dot-dashed line shows the break-out condition without tak-
ing into account the collimation effect (i..e, assuming that
jets are conical). The meanings of the regions with different
colors are the same as that in Fig.2.

isotropic luminosity Lj,iso by using Eq.(7) and Eq.(6):

Lj,iso

βwṀwc2
>


(β

1/2
w π2sin2θLSθ

−4
0 )2/3/βw, L̃ < 1

(β
−1/2
w π2sin2θLSθ

−4
0 )2/5/βw, 1 < L̃ < θ

−4/3
0

π2sin2θLSθ
−2
0 , L̃ > θ

−4/3
0

(9)

The corresponding break-out condition and various
regimes of the jet are shown in Fig.3. The gray solid
line represents the break-out criterion when the jet col-
limation effect is taken into account, while the blue dot-
dashed line represents the case assuming a conical jet
structure. A much larger Lj,iso is allowed for choked
precessing jets when the jet collimation effect is prop-
erly taken into account.

3. HIGH-ENERGY NEUTRINOS FROM CHOKED
PRECESSING JETS

The shocks in choked jets will accelerate cosmic rays
to ultra-high energies (Farrar & Gruzinov 2009; Wang
et al. 2011; Wang & Liu 2016) and further produce high-
energy neutrinos (Wang & Liu 2016; Mukhopadhyay
et al. 2023; Lu et al. 2023). Internal shocks may occur
due to the internal collisions within the jets, resulted
from the inhomogeneity in the jet velocity. Temporal
variability with δt ≈ 100s has been seen in the X-ray
emission of the jetted TDE Swift J1644+57, which is
thought to be generated by internal shocks (Burrows
et al. 2011). We take a fiducial physical value Γ ∼ 1/θ0
for the jet Lorentz factor, and hence the collision occurs
at Rint ≈ Γ2cδt = 3 × 1014cmΓ2

1. Internal shocks that
propagate into the low-density jets are collisionless, al-
though they locate inside the optically thick envelope
(Wang & Liu 2016).

One important process for neutrino production in
choked jets is the interaction between the cosmic rays
and the thermal photons generated in the wind envelope
(i.e., the pγ process). To calculate the neutrino flux, we
need to know the the density of thermal photons in the
jet. Since the jet size is much smaller than that of the
wind envelope, the density of thermal photons around
the jet should be roughly equal to the density of ther-
mal photons in the envelope at the same radius. We
use the same treatment of thermal photons as that in
Zheng et al. (2023). The photosphere temperature can
be obtained from observations of TDEs. Then from the
energy transferring equation, we can derive the temper-
ature inside the envelope, which follows T ∝ r−(n+1)/4

for r ≪ Rph (Roth et al. 2016), where Rph is the photo-
sphere radius. For the wind density, we have n = 2 and
T ∝ r−3/4. The typical energy of protons interacting
with thermal photons with temperature T = 105−106K

is ϵp = 0.1GeV2/3kT = 0.6 − 6PeV and the neutrino
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energy is correspondingly ϵν = 0.05ϵp = 30 − 300TeV,
consistent with the measured energy of three neutrinos
possibly associated with TDEs.

Considering that the duty cycle of the neutrino radia-
tion cone for a precessing jet is χduty = (1/Γ)/πsinθLS,
the fluence of neutrinos from this precessing jet is

ϵνFν ≈
∫ td/(1+z)

0

Lpfpγe
− ϵp

ϵp,max

32πD2
L ln(ϵp,max/ϵp,min)

χdutydt,

(10)
where td is the neutrino trigger time, Lp = εpLjΓ

2 is
the isotropic proton luminosity (assuming a neutrino
radiation cone of 1/Γ), εp is the fraction of the jet en-
ergy converted into relativistic protons and Γ is the bulk
Lorentz factor of the jet. fpγ is the fraction of energy
loss by the pγ process, which can be obtained following
Zheng et al. (2023). Assuming that the jet power scales
with the accretion rate, the jet luminosity evolves with
time as Lj ∝ (t/τ)−

5
3 after the peak (Krolik & Piran

2012; Piran et al. 2015), where τ is the characteristic
fallback timescale, which is roughly the orbital period
of the most bound debris (Gezari 2021), i.e.,

τ = 41M
1/2
BH,6

(
M⋆

M⊙

)−0.1

day, (11)

with MBH being the mass of SMBH and M⋆ being the
mass of the disrupted star. We take the minimum energy
of protons as ϵp,min = Γmpc

2 and assume equipartition
factors εB = 0.1 and εp = 0.2 in the calculation. Then
we can obtain the cumulative muon neutrino number
between 10 TeV and 1PeV by using

Nν =

∫ 1PeV

10TeV

Aeff(ϵν)Fνdϵν . (12)

where Aeff is the effective area of IceCube(Blaufuss et al.
2019).

We calculate the expected neutrino number from pre-
cesing jets as the function of the misaligned angle and
jet power, as shown in Fig.4. We take fiducial values of
Γ = 3, θ0 = 0.33 and τ = 41day (corresponding to a
SMBH with 106M⊙) for the jets. We take a reference
value (D = 220Mpc) for the TDE distance, equal to the
distance of AT2019dsg. As expected, the neutrino flux
increases as the jet power increases. The neutrino flux
also increases as the misaligned angle decreases, because
the duty cycle that the jet sweeps across increases as the
misaligned angle decreases. The black solid line repre-
sents the break-out condition given by Eq.(7). The max-
imum neutrino number that precessing choked TDEs
can produce is Nν ∼ 0.1. The black dot-dashed line
shows the case of TDEs like Swift J1644+57, which has
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Figure 4. Color map of neutrinos numbers as the function
of misaligned angle versus jet power in a general case. The
solid black line represents the breakout condition, and the
dot-dashed black line corresponds to a jet similar to Swif t
J1644 with a jet luminosity of 1046erg s−1. The left side of
the black solid line corresponds to the region that jets will
not break through the envelope and vice versa.

a high luminosity of 1046erg s−1. For this case, the max-
imum neutrino number produced by the choked jet is
about Nν ∼ 0.1.

3.1. Could the neutrinos from AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr
and AT2019aalc be produced by choked precessing

jets?

We explore the parameter space of the precessing jets
that can produce detectable neutrino flux in three TDE
candidates (AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr and AT2019aalc)
while being choked in the wind envelope. To calculate
the maximum neutrino flux in the three TDEs, we need
to know the maximum luminosity allowed for choked
jets, which can be obtained from Eq.(8). Meanwhile, the
maximum luminosity could also be limited by the maxi-
mally allowed deposited energy by choked jets, since this
deposited energy will eventually transfer to the wind
envelope via the cocoon. A detailed numerical study
is needed to understand how the deposited energy by
choked jets affects the wind envelope and the radiation.
For simplicity, we assume that the cocoon energy does
not exceed the kinetic energy of the disk wind, other-
wise the kinetic energy of the disk wind will increase
significantly. It will be shown below that the critical jet
luminosity limited by the maximally allowed deposited
energy by choked jets is much smaller than the jet lu-
minosity limited by the jet break-out condition for the
three TDEs, so the real constraints on the neutrino flux
come from the maximally allowed deposited energy.
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Figure 5. Color map of the expected neutrino numbers for three TDEs (AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr, AT2019aalc) as a function of
the jet luminosity Lj and initial opening angle θ0 with a fixed misaligned angle θLS = π/4. The white dashed line represent the
minimal required neutrino numbers inferred from observations. The black vertical line represents the maximum jet luminosity
limited by the break-out criterion represented as LBO, while the white solid line represents the maximum jet luminosity limited
by the wind power ( 1

2
Ṁwv

2
w).
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Figure 6. Color map of the expected neutrino numbers for three TDEs (AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr, AT2019aalc) as a function of
the jet luminosity Lj and misaligned angle θLS with a fixed initial jet half-opening angle of θ0 = 0.1. The meanings of each lines
are the same as that in Fig.5.

The mass of the disrupted stars in three TDEs is not
well-known. Similar to Zheng et al. (2023), we assume
the mass of the disrupted stars scales with the bolo-
metric energy, i.e., M⋆ ≈ Ebol ≈ Lacc,maxτ (Metzger &
Stone 2016). Then the masses of the disrupted stars are
estimated to be 0.8M⊙, 20M⊙ and 4M⊙ for AT2019dsg,
AT2019fdr and AT2019aalc, respectively. Another im-
portant parameter is the mass-loss rate Ṁw = fwṀ in
the disk wind, where Ṁ = M⋆/(3τ) is the mass fallback
rate. The characteristic fallback timescale τ for three
TDE AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr, AT2019aalc are 40 days,
180 days and 140 days respectively (van Velzen et al.
2021).

We assume that the deposited cocoon energy should
not exceed the kinetic energy of the disk wind too
much, otherwise the wind kinetic energy will be sig-
nificantly increased. The power of wind is represented
by Lw = 1

2Ṁwv
2
w. In the following calculation, we set

βw = 0.1 and fw = 0.5. For AT2019dsg, the maxi-

mum jet luminosity limited by a choked jet can reach
Lj = 1.7×1046 erg s−1. However, the wind kinetic power
of AT2019dsg is estimated to be only 3.5×1044 erg s−1,
which actually limits the allowed maximum jet lumi-
nosity. Similarly, for AT2019fdr, the maximum lumi-
nosity of a choked jet reaches Lj = 9.5 × 1046 erg s−1,
while the wind kinetic power is 1.9 × 1045 erg s−1. For
AT2019aalc, the maximum jet luminosity for a choked
jet is Lj = 2.5 × 1046 erg s−1, while the wind kinetic
luminosity is 4.9× 1045 erg s−1.

The deposited cocoon energy can be expressed as

Ec =

∫
Lj(1− βh)dt. (13)

If we consider the wind power for three TDEs as the jet
luminosity, the cocoon energy, using Eq.(1) and Eq.(13),
is estimated to be 1.4 × 1051 erg, 3.5 × 1052 erg and
7×1051 erg for AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr and AT2019aalc,
respectively.
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The expected neutrino numbers of three TDEs are
shown by the color intensity in Fig.5. The dashed white
lines show the parameter values corresponding to the
minimum neutrino number of each TDE required by ob-
servations at 90% confidence(Stein et al. 2021). The
solid black lines show the critical jet luminosity lim-
ited by the break-out condition and the solid white
lines show the jet luminosity limited by the power of
the disk wind. Fig.5 shows that precessing choked
jet model can explain the neutrinos from AT2019aalc,
while it can only marginally explain the neutrinos from
AT2019dsg and AT2019fdr for a fixed large misaligned
angle θLS = π/4. Fig.6 illustrates the impact of the mis-
aligned angle θLS on the expected neutrino number. A
weakly misaligned angle can result in a high duty cycle,
consequently increase the neutrino flux. For AT2019dsg
and AT2019fdr, misaligned angles less than 0.4 radians
can meet the requirement of the observed neutrino flux.
The most optimistic estimate of the neutrino number in
the weakly misaligned jet scenario can reach Nν = 0.02,
Nν = 0.015 and Nν = 0.12 for AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr
and AT2019aalc respectively.

3.2. Diffuse neutrino emission from Choked TDE jets

If choked precessing jets are common in normal TDEs,
neutrinos from these choked precessing jets may con-
tribute to the all-sky diffuse neutrino background. A
rough estimate of the diffuse muon neutrino emission
from these jets, using the above constraints and the up-
dated event rate of normal TDEs (Yao et al. 2023), can
be obtained by

ε2νΦν ≈ c

4πH0
fzEνρ0

≈ 3× 10−9fzfpγEp,51

(
ρ0

310Gpc−3 yr−1

)
GeV cm−2 s−1 sr−1,

(14)

where Eν = fpγEp/8 ln(ϵp,max/ϵp,min) is the muon neu-
trino energy released by a single TDE event, Ep is to-
tal CR proton energy injected by one TDE event, ρ0
is the local event rate of TDEs, H0 is the Hubble con-
stant, and fz is the correction factor for the contribu-
tion from high redshift TDEs, which is uncertain from
current observations. For the TDE event rates, a lat-
est demography study suggested that the local TDE
event rate is ρ0 ≃ 310Gpc−3 yr−1 (Yao et al. 2023).
A typical solar mass TDE can eject half of the mass
into the disk wind at a velocity vw ≃ 0.1c(Metzger
& Stone 2016), leading to a kinetic energy of Ek ≈
2.3× 1051(fw/0.5)(vw/0.1c)

2 erg in the disk wind. Not-
ing that this energy does not violate the constraints
from radio observations of some TDEs, as the ejecta

is still in the free-expansion phase(Matsumoto & Piran
2021). Radio observations show that the kinetic en-
ergy of the jets in Swift J1644+57 and AT2022cmc is
about Ek ∼ 1051 − 1052erg (Cendes et al. 2023). This
motivated us to assume that the kinetic energy of the
choked jet is comparable to the kinetic energy of the
disk wind, so the CR proton energy in one TDE event
is Ep ∼ 4.5× 1050(vw/0.1c)

2 erg if taking ϵp = 0.2. As-
suming fpγ ≃ 1 and fz ≃ 1, the single flavor neutrino
flux contributed by choked TDE jets is approximately
∼ 10−9GeV cm−2 s−1 sr−1, which is about ∼ 10% of the
diffuse neutrino flux at 30-300 TeV (Abbasi et al. 2022).

4. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

We revisited the jet break-out condition for misaligned
precessing jets in TDEs by considering that the jet could
be collimated by the cocoon pressure while the jet is
propagating in the quasi-isotropic disk wind. We find
that the collimation effect is important for choked pre-
cessing jets. As a result, the jet head opening angle
decreases as the jet propagates in the envelope, and the
isotropic jet luminosity Lj,iso increases correspondingly.
Nevertheless, the break-out condition does not change if
we consider the beam-corrected jet luminosity, which is
simply Lj ≥ 1

2Ṁfwc
2βwπ

2sin2θLS. Thus, for known val-
ues of fw, βw and θLS, the break-out condition depends
only on the jet efficiency η = Lj/Ṁc2. For typical pa-
rameter values of fw = 0.5, βw = 0.1 and θLS = π/4,
successful jets imply η > 10−1. Such high-efficiency jets
may not be common in TDEs, so the majority of TDE
jets are choked, explaining the small fraction of TDEs
that have powerful jets. At later times, the jets could
possibly break out if the disk finally aligns itself with the
spin axis due to the damping of the precession (Teboul
& Metzger 2023; Lu et al. 2023).

We further study the neutrino emission from choked
precessing jets. Protons accelerated by shocks inside
the choked precessing jet interact with the dense ther-
mal photons in the wind envelope and produce high-
energy neutrinos. In Fig.5 and Fig.6 we show the cu-
mulative neutrino numbers for three TDEs in the pa-
rameter space of θ0−Lj and θLS−Lj. Although preces-
sion allows a much larger jet luminosity before break-out
(compared with the aligned jet case discussed in Zheng
et al. (2023)), the real physical jet power can not be
so large, otherwise the deposited energy by choked jets
would exceed the wind power. For the same jet luminos-
ity, the observed neutrino flux from a choked precessing
jet is reduced by a factor represented by the duty cycle
due to precession, which is θ0/(π sin θLS). We propose
that the neutrinos from AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr are more
likely to be produced by weakly misaligned choked jets,
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and neutrinos from AT2019aalc are probably emitted by
misaligned choked precessing jets. We also calculate the
all-sky diffuse neutrino flux from all choked TDE jets
and find that it constitutes a fraction of ∼ 10% of the
total neutrino background flux.

In this work, we assumed that the energy of the choked
jet is limited by the kinetic energy of the disk wind.
However, it is unknown how the deposited energy by

choked jets affects the wind envelope and the radia-
tion. A detailed numerical study is needed to verify
this assumption. If the maximally allowed energy for
the choked jets is larger, the neutrinos flux will become
larger correspondingly.

We thank Wenbing Lu and Weihua Lei for valuable dis-
cussions. The work is supported by the NSFC under
grants Nos. 12333006, 12121003 and 12393852.
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