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ABSTRACT

Stars may be tidally disrupted if, in a single orbit, they scattered too close to a supermassive black hole
(SMBH). Tidal disruption events are thought to power lumiabut short-lived accretion episodes that can light
up otherwise quiescent SMBHs in transient flares. Here wéexja more gradual process of tidal stripping
where stars approach the tidal disruption radius by stellalution while in an eccentric orbit. After the onset
of mass transfer, these stars episodically transfer maget8MBH every pericenter passage giving rise to
low-level flares that repeat on the orbital timescale. G&ats, in particular, will exhibit a runaway response
to mass loss and “spoon-feed” material to the black holegfos to hundreds of orbital periods. In contrast to
full tidal disruption events, the duty cycle of this feedimgde is of order unity for black holéd,, > 10'M,.
This mode of quasi-steady SMBH feeding is competitive wittliiect SMBH feeding through stellar winds,
and spoon-fed giant stars may play a role in determining tiesgent luminosity of local SMBHSs.

Subject headingsccretion, accretion disks — black hole physics — galaxiaslei — hydrodynamics — meth-
ods: numerical — stars: evolution — stars: kinematics améuoycs

1. INTRODUCTION 2004 Guillochon et al. 201p which is relatively invulnera-
The prevalence of quasar activity at early epochs providesP!® tofthedfeedlbacf:kdprocess_es whlchhpla_\gue our understand-
evidence that supermassive black holes (SMBHSs) must lurk!Nd Of indirectly fed accretion mechanisms. Stars pass-
in the centers of many galactic hald3oftan 1982 Yet, in "9 W'th'nl g\pproxmately a tidal radius of the SMBI#, =

the local universe the vast majority of galactic center SMBH (Mbh/M.)*/°R,, whereM. andR, are the stellar mass and ra-
exhibit little activity. Recent study has revealed that gnan dius, will experience strong tidal distortions and may be pa
of these SMBHs are likely shining due to mass accretion, tially or completely destroyed by the black hole’s tidal diel
but only at a tiny fraction of their Eddington luminosities, (€.9.Hills 1975 Rees 198B Half of the tidally stripped de-
L/Leqa < 1 (Ho 2009. To best understand the origin of the bris of tidal disruption eventually falls back to the SMBH,
low observed Eddington ratios of local SMBHs, it is impor- forms a disk, and viscously accretes. Full tidal disrup-
tant to develop a census of the processes that combine to eélogs of P?m;ﬂeqlien%@?mlogg%gj& Rdamlrlez-sz 2ﬂ0])3
tablish a minimum, “floor”, feeding leveM. This flooraccre- ~ @ndglantstarsyac.eod et al. roguce luminousfiares
tion rate determines the most typical level of SMBH activity (2%'9'_ Evans & Kochanek 198952‘6[3%‘_3 8&Quatae|rt 220%09
and therefore gives rise to the quiescent luminosity ofgila 11 Ramirez-Ruiz & Rosswog 2009.odato etal. 2009
nuclei, wherd. = nMc?. In galactic nuclei devoid of gas, any Guillochon et al. 2018 but .the dura}tmn.of flares is gener-
potential fuel comes solely from the dense stellar clugtes ~ 21lY Short compared to their repetition time, 10* yr (Rees

surround SMBHSs, thus stars alone serve to establish a Iower1988 Magorrian & Tremaine 1999Wang & Merritt 2004

P - : In quiescence, the accretion rate to the SMBH is determined
limit of SMBH activity. By constructing an accurate census . . ; >
of fuel sources arising from the stellar distribution, wenca 2Y the late time fallback of tidal dgbrlw;/()ssavljeV|_c etal.
eventually constrain the accretion efficiengyn an effortto 2009, which decays roughly asf oc t™/=.  While the
better understand the accretion flows onto these SMBHs. ~ average accretion rate is relatively large, Mo /trepeat ~
Stars feed the black hole in two primary ways, directly 10*Mgyr™, the rapid decline in the fallback after peak
and indirectly. Indirect feeding arises from processes tha results in a median accretion rate that is much lower,
inject material into the nuclear cluster medium, as occurs Mpeai(trepeat'toeat) /% ~ 107°Mgyr™, assuming typical pa-
with stellar winds and stellar collisiondH6lzer & Axford rameters for a main-sequence star.
197Q Coker & Melia 1997 Loeb 2004 Quataert 2004 In this paper, we study a mechanism that does not result in
Cuadraetal. 20052006 2008 Freitag& Benz 2002 luminous flares but can fill in between the tails of tidal disru
\olonteri et al. 2011 Rubin & Loeb 201} To reach the tion events and result in much higher median accretion rates
SMBH, material fed indirectly into the cluster medium This process is the mass transfer that ensues when a giant sta
must overcome a further barrier to accretion in the grows, over the course of many orbital periods, such that its
form of feedback from the stars themselves and the tidal disruption radius becomes comparable to its orbiai-p
SMBH (e.g. Blandford & Begelman 1999Quataert 2004 center distance. Because of the large disparity betwefen
Shcherbakov et al. 20).3 a main-sequence star andor a giant star, there exist many
Direct feeding of the SMBH results from tidal interac- main-sequence star orbits that pass safely within the gtant
tions between stars and the SMBH. Tidal interactions re- tidal radius at pericenter. While on the main sequence,ra sta

sult in a dynamically assembled disk (eRpgdanowvt et al. in such an orbit experiences little disturbance from thelbla
hole’s tidal field. However, as the star evolves off of themai

mmacleod@ucolick.org sequence it expands, and, as a result, its mean density. drops
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With each passing orbit, the star therefore feels the tolahf Previous analytic work and numerical simulations of mass
ing from the SMBH with increasing strength. Eventually, the transfer episodes in eccentric binaries have focused prima
star is distorted to the point that a fraction of its enveloaess ily on the context of stellar mass binarid?ggos et al. 2005
is removed at pericenter. Sepinsky et al. 20072009 Lee et al. 2010 Sepinsky et al.

As the star evolves up the giant branch, its recently devel-201Q Lajoie & Sills 201Q East et al. 201;2East & Pretorius
oped dense core helps protect it against complete disruptio 2012 Davis et al. 2018 Recently,Faber et al.(2005 and
(Hjellming & Webbink 1987 MacLeod et al. 20L1,2Liu et al. Guillochon et al. (20110 have numerically explored higher
2012, and the surviving remnant therefore returns to peri- mass ratio eccentric encounters in the context of the drbita
center after each orbital period. The adjustment of theésstar dynamics and disruption of giant planets in eccentric erbit
structure to the mass loss it undergoes determines theggtren about their parent starsAntonini et al. (2011 have specu-
of these subsequent encounters and the number of orbits ovdated about the fate of stars that are dynamically deposited
which the giant's envelope is depleted. Stars that undergoon tightly bound orbits through binary star disruptionsjleh
many passages by the SMBH are altered by these encounHayasaki et al(2012 andDai et al.(2013 have numerically
ters Alexander & Hopman 20Q3Alexander & Morris 2003 studied the fallback properties of tidal debris in eccerdis-
Alexander 2005Li & Loeb 2013, and the star’s history of  ruptions.
encounters with the SMBH will determine the nature of the In Figure 1, we present a simulation of a grazing en-
subsequent passages. It is worth noting that an orbital his-counter between a giant star and the SMBH preformed in
tory where the star returns to pericenter many times isristi  the FLASH hydrodynamics codeF{yxell et al. 200] using
from the single-passage encounters that have receivedghe m the method described in detail iMacLeod et al.(2019.
jority of focus in previous studies of tidal disruption inlge- Our formalism is based on tleLASH4 code in Newtonian
tic nuclei. Recent studies of the tidal disruption of obgea gravity and follows the encounter in the frame of the star
eccentric orbits have looked at giant plan@&sii{lochon et al. (Guillochon et al. 2002011 MacLeod et al. 2014 iu et al.
2011, repeating flares from stars deposited into tightly bound 2012 Guillochon & Ramirez-Ruiz 2013 Our initial stellar
orbits through binary disruptiorApitonini et al. 201}, and model is a nested polytrope representative oL, 50R;
the fallback properties of tidal debris in eccentric digroips red giant with a BM, dense core. A core mean molecular
(Hayasaki et al. 202 weight of twice that of the envelope fluid produces a rela-

Giant stars that repeatedly transfer small amounts of theirtively inert core. The structure of both the core and envelop
envelope mass to the SMBH (which we call “spoon-feeding”) aren = 1.5 polytropes. The adiabatic fluid gammdis 5/3
do so over many orbital periods. As a result, this channel of for the envelope gas, and it i5= 5 to model the tidally un-
SMBH feeding results in a quasi-steady feeding rate to theperturbed core. The star is initially resolved by 90 gridsel
black hole, in contrast to the highly peaked feeding due to in radius. After the encounter, grid refinement adaptively f
the tidal disruption of stars. We find that as a result of ef- lows the density of the stripped gas.
fectively spreading the bulk of their mass over longer fagdi Even in a relatively grazing encounter, the star is subject
timescales than typical tidal disruption events, spoahefie to a rapidly time-varying potential at pericent&egos et al.
ant stars may play a significant role in determining the qui- 2005. It is non-linearly distorted and some portion of its
escent luminosity of local SMBHs. The feeding that results envelope mass may be unbound from the stellar core. This
from these mass-transferring stars is competitive with the material is ejected from the star in two tidal tails, one of
amount of mass fed indirectly to the SMBH by stellar winds. which is bound to the black hole, while the other is ejected

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect@&nwe dis- on hyperbolic trajectories. The amount of mass lost depends
cuss the onset of mass transfer resulting from the the evolu-on the impact parameter of the encounter, which is defined
tion of a giant star trapped in an elliptical orbitand the SNIB by the ratio of the star’s tidal radius to the pericenter of it
In Section3, we show that the star episodically spoon-feeds orbit, 5 = re/rp = (R*/rp)(Mbh/M*)l/P’. The giant star in
mass to the SMBH over the course of many pericenter pas-Figure 1 encounters the black hole with = 0.6 and loses
sages. In Sectiod, we estimate the expected population of AM ~ 102M,. A linearized approach to determining the
these trapped stars and estimate the rate at which theyeevolvgegree of mass loss at pericenter by calculating the degree t
']Egcftiegf [{?]aessse t%g;z tsrg/lnz:grIgviﬁfstlgﬂvt\lrfe(illf)%lﬁsjcm?t;rev which the stellar envelope overflows its effective Hill sphe

B ; at pericenterr,(M.,. /Mpp)Y/3, would suggest that no mass is
and duty cycle of local, tidally-fed SMBHS. In Sectiénwe  |ogt gt these g;)razir/1g, where the star is still a factor of 2
conclude and offer prospects for future study. smaller than its Hill sphere. Thus it is extremely important

2 MASS TRANSEER FROM EVOLVING STARS accountfor the non-linear distortion of the star, even wthen

degree of mass loss is very small. We discuss a simple model
for the degree of mass loss as a functiopah Section3.
Some of the material originally ejected into the tidal tails
uring the encounter will eventually fall back to the stella
surface. The insets of Figureshow the state of the rem-
nant post-encounter. As a fraction of the stripped material

A main-sequence star in an orbit that passes within the max
imum red giant tidal radius at pericenter may survive for a
long time relatively unperturbed by the black hole. Eventu- 4
ally, the star leaves the main sequence and evolves up thie gia
branch, at which point its radius expands and its mean densit

drops. At each pericenter passage the evolving star feels th Mot ; .
tidal force of the black hole with increasing strength. Hina falls back to the oscillating and rotating stellar envelcgrs

h inalv bedi | - In thi ral shocks are generated. These shocks heat a tenuous layer
the star grazingly begins to lose mass at pericenter. In thisy¢ onyelope material with mass similar to the fallback mass
section we present a hydrodynamical simulation of this first (< A) that adiabatically expands to extend significantly be-
disruptive passage. We will use this simulation to study the /=~

> ond the initial stellar radius (upper inset panel). By con-
effects of the encounter on the surviving stellar core and toy (upp b ). By

; . ; trast, the interior portion of the star< R,, is not heated by
mc>St|va'ge agsem|-analyt|cal model for the subsequent passag ghocks in encounters whefeM < M.,.. Our adiabatic simu-
in Section3.
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Figure1l. Mass stripping from a star in an eccentric orbit around a SMBH
The main panel shows the formation of black hole bound an@wmd tidal
tails. Bound material streams back pericenter where it eiitularize and
drain into the SMBH. The upper inset shows a layer of stehaetpe heated
by spiral shocks that originate from the remnant’s intéoactvith material
falling back from the tidal tails. The lower inset shows ttaspite this heat-
ing, the photon diffusion time through these tenuous lajeshort enough
that the envelope cools in much less than a typical orbitabgeror,. Our
initial stellar model is a nested polytrope representatifa 14M, 50R.

red giant with a M, dense core. The simulation shown was computed
at a smaller mass ratidvip, = 10*°M) and with lower eccentricitye = 0.8
than the encounters described in the text in order to ibstihe fallback and
circularization processes. The scalebar is in unit®.0f 50R in this case.

lation does not capture the radiative cooling of this materi
which extends to beyond the initial stellar radius. The lowe
inset panel of Figurd shows that the local photon diffusion
time (approximated asjir ~ predR2/C) through these outer-
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Of particular importance in determining the strength oféhe
counter is the orbital angular momentum, which determines
the pericenter distance. There are several effects which ca
potentially modify the orbital energy and angular momentum
of the remnant. First, due to the cumulative effect of eneoun
ters with other stars in the stellar cusp around the SMBH, the
remnant’s orbit undergoes a random walk in orbital energy
and angular momentum. In Sectidnwe define the phase
space of stellar orbits for which this random walk is small.

Second, any asymmetry in the mass ejection between the
tidal tails results in a change in the orbital energy of the
surviving remnantRaber et al. 20Q5Guillochon et al. 2011
Liu etal. 2012 Cheng & Evans 20%,3Vlanukian et al. 2013
This change in energy maximizes around the star's own
specific binding energyE. ~ GM./R,, for coreless stars
and deep encounter€lieng & Evans 20LZ3Manukian et al.
2013, but it is strongly limited by the presence of a stellar
core, as is the case in giant plandtai(et al. 2012.

Finally, non-radial oscillations are excited in the reminan
following the encounter leading to a transfer of orbital en-
ergy and angular momentum into stellar oscillation energy
and angular momentum. The magnitude of these perturba-
tions are typically a fraction of the star’s binding energy o
breakup angular momentum. This result was analytically
predicted byPress & Teukolsky(1977, and has more re-
cently been numerically explored in the case of objects-with
out (Guillochon et al. 2011Cheng & Evans 201)3and with
(Liu et al. 2012 cores. In the case of giant stars interacting
with SMBHs on bound orbits, the star’s orbital energy and an-
gular momentum are both large compared to the giant star’s
binding energy and maximum rotational angular momentum.
Typical values for these ratios of orbital binding energy to
stellar binding energy are

E R. M R. T/Mm
mob VbR 11 a2 bh . Q)
E. a M, 50R, / \ 1pc 10'M,

most heated layers is very short, much less than an orbitawhereais the orbital semi-major axis, ar, = GMpn/(2a).

period, which we will denote,,. We therefore expect these
outermost layers to cool effectively despite the heating tdu

By a similar analysis, the ratio of the orbital angular momen
tum, Jorb = /2G Ml p, to breakup rotational angular momen-

interaction with the fallback from the debris streams. As a tym of the star), ~ /GM,R,, is of order

result, this fallback heating should be a small perturlvetio
the remnant’s structure.

Additional heat may be deposited into the stellar interior

through the dissipation of oscillation energy or interawti

Jorb Mpn ) Mpn ) %>
J*~<M*) ~5x10 o) - @

with gas in the circum-black hole medium. However, the tidal if the substitution that the pericenter distance equalditia

heating effect has been studied in detaillb® Loeb (2013

radius,rp = r is made (which leads to the lack of dependence

and was shown to be a small perturbation to stellar structureon the stellar radiusR,, in the above expression). Since the
for timescales comparable to the star’s red giant braneh lif orbital quantities are much larger than the maximum reser-
time. This is partially because heat deposited into a giantvoir of binding energy or rotational angular momentum avail
star’s envelope (rather than its core) is easily radiatezltdu  able in the giant star, tidal excitation cannot induce sarl

the short diffusion time through the envelopdoMillan et al. changes in the orbit.

1987. Interactions between the star and the remnant disk at Interestingly, all of these processes result in only smeat p
pericenter may also heat the stellar envelope through shockturbations to the giant star’'s orbit. The orbital parameter
(e.g.Armitage et al. 1996Dai et al. 201). In the case con-  of the bound giant star remnant are therefore essentially un
sidered here, this effect is likely to be of small importance changed following the passage by the SMBH. As a result, in
because the disk mass will typically only be of order?M, subsequent orbits the star will return to the same pericente
(See Figure), spread to extremely low density over the tidal distance with a similar orbital period.

sphere. These factors suggest that the state of the star in it

subsequent encounters with the SMBH will be dominated by ~ 3- EPISODIC FLARES OVER MANY PERICENTER PASSAGES

the stellar structure’s response to the mass loss expedenc
rather than the effects of extra heating or orbital evohutio

In this section, we model the encounter history of a giant
star on a bound orbit with the SMBH after the onset of mass

Following a passage by the SMBH, changes in the rem-transfer. Previously, we argued that the remnant’s orlasis

nant’s orbit will alter the properties of subsequent en¢erm

sentially unchanged by the encounter with the SMBH. There-
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fore, we can determine the mass lost each pericenter passag# the star’s hydrogen envelope has been stripped, the core
by calculating the changes in the stellar structure and esmp becomes the dominant gravitational force in the star'scstru
ing the pericenter of the star to its new tidal radius through ture, and the mean density of the object increases again with
the impact parametef,. We adopt a model that combines an subsequent mass loss episodes. This quenches the runaway
analytic description of the degree of mass loss and itsmetur mass loss, anchM decreases in subsequent passages. Stars
to the black hole with a stellar evolution calculation of the in longer orbital periods lose mass with decreasing adiebat
adjustment of the mass-losing star’s structure. This aggdro  ity. These stars evolve farther up the giant branch each, orbi
is necessary to explore these multiple passage encoumeters bresulting in a slow increase in the hydrogen shell-burning |
cause the range of timescales between the star's dynamicahinosity at the core-envelope interface. This evolutiaaedy
time and a typical orbital period make a full hydrodynamic these stars to undergo stronger encounters with the SMBH
calculation prohibitively computationally expensive. deat and leads to their envelopes being stripped in fewer orbital
work by Zalamea et al(2010 has similarly adopted an ana- periods.
lytic model to study runaway flares from the progressive dis- Also in Figure2, we make a direct comparison with the
ruption of a white dwarf by an intermediate mass black hole. mass loss history that would be realized for the adiabate ev
— lution of a nested polytrope 0f4M, and 50, with a 0.3M

3.1. Mass Stripping condensed core. pHe?/e W% compl?te the s(g?’s mass-rad?us rela
To predict the degree of mass loss at each passage as a fungion asR, /Ry = (M. /Mo)%, whereg,qis given by an approx-

tion of pericenter distance, we adopt a simple approximgatin jmate formula fronHjellming & Webbink (1987,
formula motivated by simulation results frokhacLeod et al.

(2012 andGuillochon & Ramirez-Ruiz2013, e 3% <1—n+ . rr_b > . 5)
M, — M. 2 n « —Me
AM(B) = 1(5) ( M., ) M., (3) The contours fon=1.5-2.5 in intervals of 025 reveal that

. this expression does not provide a reasonable descripiion f
whereMc is the core mass and the mass loss history from the star= 1.5 corresponds to a
0 if 5 <0.5, c?nvg_ctiye envelope,_hi%herindicate anI incre_lfalhsinggggree
- ; of radiative transport in the giant's envelope. The stedlar-
()= qp/2-1/4 !f0'5 sf=<25 ) lution models aréJ thereforegessential to (r:)apture the tealis
1 if 5> 25. adjustment of the mass-losing star. Equatibnfrovides a
This parameterization captures two critical features @ th Poor fit for two primary reasons. First, the assumption is tha
simulation results. First, convective stars with condense the readjustment of the stellar structure is adiabatic. élex
cores begin to lose mass arousie- 0.5 —a much more graz-  through the differences between thesa mass loss histories
ing encounter than linear models of the mass loss would pre-With different orbital periods, we see that this is not theeca

dict. Yet, the tidal stripping does not reach its maximum un- Second, this expression assumes that the giant's envedspe h
til much deeper encounters, aroufid- 2.5. Second, while ~ constanh as a function of time, whereas in the stellar evolu-

only the envelope material is susceptible to disruptioajih tion models the radial extent of convective and radiativeszo
creased influence of the core makes it more difficult to remove€Vvolves as the star loses mass.

envelope material when the core is a larger mass-fraction of

the star (thus the squared dependencklgy/M., see Figure 3.2. Return to the Black Hole

5 of MacLeod et al. 201p _ _ For each portion of mass removed from the star, about half,
Each mass loss episode results in a readjustment of thexm /2, returns to the black hole. The other half is ejected on

star's structure and therefore a new effective impact param hyperbolic orbits. This is formally true if the initial oris

eter with each pericenter passage. The importance of the adparabolic, but we will demonstrate that this approximation

justment of the mass-losing star’s structure in the contéxt reasonable for a wide range of orbital parameters. The accre

extreme mass ratio circular binaries has been demonstrategy, rate onto the black hol#, is then determined by the rate

by Dai et al.(201]) andDai & Blandford (201). We calcu- 5t \which stellar material falls back to the vicinity of theabk
late the changes to the stellar properties usingt®a stellar hole Rees 1988
-5/3
) ©)

evolution codePaxton et al. 201,2013.* Our stellar models
are non-rotating, and the only source of mass loss is the inte . .
action with the black hole. In theEsa models, we allow the M ~ Mpeak(
star to adjust to the mass loss continuously by applying-an ef
fective stellar wind that carries away the outermost erpelo - i —
; . ) where, by requiring that th¢ Mdt = AM /2,
material at a ratél = AM /7o, recalculated each pericenter. yreq g ‘é /

Tpeak

Timesteps are chosen such that each orbital periggdis re- . 1AM
solved by ten steps, but our results are not sensitive to this Mpeak~ 3 Tooak (7)
choice.

Figure2 shows our results for a star that i€, and 5@R, and the time of peakeal is similar to the fallback time of

at the onset of mass loss. Due to the giant star’s isentropic e the most bound material,
velope, it first becomes less dense upon losing mass, regulti N
. X . . . /2 3/2
in a runaway process in which successive encounters are in- o~ 120 Mopn M. R, [ (8)
creasingly disruptive. The lower panel shows the corredpon ~ "peak™ 7t = 10'M, M_@ 50R., yr.
ing AM at each pericenter passage. Eventually, when much ) ) )
L This formulation, which treats encounters as nearly pdi@bo
version 4849 is a good approximation as long as the spread in energy across
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—4.0k . i ) 3 Figure3. Profile of a repeating flaring episode due to the episodic mass
~100 -50 0 50 100 transfer of a giant star to the SMBH. The figure shows a flane fadl4Mc,
) 50R, star in a 185 year orbit about a ¢, black hole. The gray shaded
Number of Orbit: region shows the overall envelope of the flaring episodejenthie dashed
. - . line shows the median accretion rate. The inset, with axésersame units
Figure 2. Episodic mass transfer from a giant star to the SMBH, pldteer as the main figure, shows that the entire envelope is madelisfdnal flaring

for a 1AM, giant star that is 5 at the onset of mass loss. The mean
density of the star decreases initially upon mass loss tegms to increase
again when the bulk of the star’s hydrogen envelope is degléthe response
of the star’s structure to mass loss determines the impaatrEer of the next L
encounter with the black hole and the quantity of mass rethavgericenter Shen & Matzne(2013. The common finding of these stud-

(lower panel). As a result of the changing stellar structaesingle one of ies is that turbulent disk viscosity spreads the accretion o
the analytic adiabatic response curves can provide an ategigscription material out over Ionger timescales that pure fallback. The
of the mass loss history. The contours shown are from Equéb)o shown . . . :
for n=1.5-2.5 in intervals of 025 (with n = 1.5 producing the shallowest ~ '€sulting median accretion rates are thus closer to thegeer
profile). Stars in long orbital periods continue to evolvevieen passages, — accretion rate than in the pure fallback case. For simplicit
which drives the mass transfer episode to completion in fewikits. The we adopﬂ\/l - <M> — AM/Torb such that a pile-up of material
lines terminate when the star's envelope mass decreases 105Mo . in the accretion disk does not occur between subsequent stel
lar orbits. However, in Sectiofi we argue that mass transfer
from giant stars in such tight orbits is probably rare duédnto t
destructive effects of direct stellar collisions.

Figure3 applies the flaring model described by Equations

episodes with /3 decay tails.

the star at pericenter is large compared to the star's drbita
binding energy, satisfied for

a o/ Mo 0123 rM. N2/ R, (6), ), and. @) to a 14M, star orbiting a 10M, black holg

— >5x10 (107M ) (M ) (W) . (9) with an orbital period ofro, = 10°° years. The star begins

Th © © Ro to lose mass to the black hole when it reacheR.50 The
wherea is the star’s orbital semi-major axis anglis the ra- shaded region in the main panel shows the overall e;nvelope of
dius of the black hole sphere of influence, Equatibh) (The the flaring event and the dashed line shows the madianhe
resultant scalings thus derive partially from the defimitaf inset panel reveals each flare to be made up of a short peak and

rn, Which is based on the SMBM - ¢ relation and discussed power-law decay phase. Because the star interacts with the
in Section4. Another condition for these expressions to be black hole only once per orbit at each pericenter passage, th
applicable is that the viscous accretion time should betshor orbital period sets the repetition timescale for the indiil
relative tor,. For mass to be stored in a reservoir at its circu- flaring episodes. The total duration of the repeating flare is
larization radius,~ 2r, for longer thanry, (Equation8), the  several hundred orbital periods, or approximatel§ yi0
viscosity would have to be extremely low. Taking typical-val The remnants of spoon-feeding episodes are giant stars
ues, the ratio of the viscous accretion timescale to thiedak stripped of their hydrogen envelopes. The cores of these ob-
timescale is jects are white dwarfs of helium or carbon/oxygen composi-
. w1/ M V2 0 M \Y2 g 2 tion, de_pending on the_mass o_fthe c_>rigina| giant star. Begau
v %3X10—3( v ) ( bh ) ( * ) (_) the white dwarf core is relatively immune to the SMBH’s
Tib 102 10'Mg Mg R/’ tidal field, this population of remnants are not readily de-
(10) stroyed by the black hole. This population of objects may

where we have assumed ana-viscosity disk eventually circularize through dissipation of orbital egyein
(Shakura & Sunyaev 1973 tides or gravitational wave$-fank & Rees 1978Rees 1988

In some cases, the condition expressed in Equadiis( Khokhlov et al. 1998 This possibility emphasizes the still
not satisfied. For these more bound orbits, both tidal taélg m  poorly constrained role that the SMBHs may play in shaping
be bound to the black hole and the most bound material fallsthe stellar populations that surround them.
back to the SMBH extremely rapidlHayasaki et al. 2012
In these cases, the nearly impulsively assembled disk is ac- 4. ESTIMATING THE POPULATION OF MASS-TRANSFERRING
creted as mediated by viscosity. The timescales and tempo- STARS
ral evolution of this accretion are complex and remain a sub- In this section, we estimate the orbital phase space and
ject of debate. For example, see the self-similar solution o number of actively mass-transferring giant stars in a atell
Cannizzo et al(1990 as compared to recent numerical stud- cusp surrounding the SMBKByer & Ulmer(1999 have con-
ies by Montesinos Armijo & de Freitas Pache¢g01] and sidered the rate at which stars evolve to reach their tidal di
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ruption radius as a component of the tidal disruptionralkés T  mentum Jc < Jc.
approach is problematic because, as we have shown, stars tha Stars are also susceptible to collisions after a tigg =
evolve to transfer mass to the black hole do so over many or-rom,/Neoil (7o), Where the number of collisions per orbit is an

bital periods, rather than a single, fully disruptive encieu. integral along the orbital path,

With the context of repeating flares in mind, we first outline 22(6)

a simple stellar cusp model and the relevant timescalesof th -

stellar dynamical system. We then outline the phase space Neoi(7oro) =2 ; (SJr.(s)ds (13)

in which giant stars might be expected to evolve to transfer b

mass to the SMBH upon reaching their "loss cone" in angu|arwhere2] is the collision cross section of a star, approximately
momentum spacd_{ghtman & Shapiro 197 the geometric cross-section ~ 7R? in the high velocity

In what follows, we will use a simplified model of a nuclear dispersion central regions of the cluster. For nearly ttadia
star cluster consisting of a power-law stellar density peofi loss-cone orbits and power-law density profiles, collisiare
v,(r) o< 1™, normalized such that there are a black hole massdominated by the orbital pericenter approach it 1. If there
of stars within the black hole’s sphere of gravitationalinfl ~ were to be a break in the power-law profile at small radii, the

ence, number of collisions would therefore be reduced. Here we
GMyp, My ) %34 will also assume that collisions are always destructivenev
=—- =516 (107M ) pc, (11) though this may not be the case for high velocity collisions i
%h © volving giant starsBailey & Davies 1999Dale et al. 200

where oy, is the external velocity dispersion of the greater !N this way, we calculate an upper limit to the collisionat de
galactic bulge. In the numerical expression above we Struction of giant stars that might otherwise go on to spoon-

use the My, — o relation (e.g. Ferrarese & Merritt ~ feed the black hole. )
2000 Gebhardtetal. 2000 Tremaineetal. 20Q2 Finally, the tidal radius of a star changes as a function of
Gilltekinetal. 2009 Kormendy&Ho 2013,  with time due to stellar evolution according to a timescale

fitting values from Kormendy & Ho (2013, on = R

2.3 x 10°(Mpn/M)Y438 cm s, Interior to ry,, the black Tevol = 5~ 3 (14)

hole is the dominant gravitational influence on stellar @bi

while outsidery, stellar orbits are primarily determined by 7evol is long on the main sequence and shortens as the star

the collective gravitational influence of all of the othearst evolves off the giant branch. Because this change happens
Observations of the centers of early-type galaxies with theover the course of the red giant branch, this timescale is

Hubble Space Telescope (HS1gve shown that the stellar roughly the length of the red giant brancheyol) ~ 7igo. We

surface brightness profiles in these galactic centers are biadoptre,, = 10’ yr in the following analysis.

modal Faber etal. 1997 Some galaxies exhibit a ‘cuspy’  The population of stars that can evolve to reach the loss

core that is defined by a power-law rise in surface bright- cone is bounded to have angular momenta that are low enough

ness to the resolution limit of theSTimaging. Others ex-  that the black hole’s tides will impinge on the star at some

hibit a shallower ‘core’ profile with a break radius that is point during the star’s giant-branch evolution, thus

typically similar to the inferred black hole sphere of influ-

ence Faber et al. 1997 Given these observed stellar distri- J < Je(Ms, Rinax), (15)

butions, one could, in principle, analyze the populations 0 \yhereR,,is the maximum stellar radius reached during the
mass-transferring giant stars expected in those galaxiés a (gq giant phase. This condition implies < r(M.,Rna0).
compare to their SMBH activity on a case by case basis. AsThjis population of stars is also is bounded in orbital energy
a simple first step, we instead illustrate the expeg:ryed epul gpace by several considerations based on the timescales of
tions for two representative stellar profiles(r) ocr™ with  yarious drivers of evolution in the star's orbital paramste
a = 2 to represent cuspy galactic center profiles and 1 The first condition is that stellar evolution, rather thae th
to represent the shallower core profiles (for an illustratb  giar's orbital random walk, must drive the star to reach the
the stellar density profiles, see Figure 12MécLeod et al. l0SS CONerevo < 73. Second, the orbital random walk must be
2012. These profiles were chosen to capture two extremesmga|| during the flare duratiomare < 5. Because the peak of
cases for the stellar distribution in observed galactid@®n ¢ fiaring event takes 10? orbits, we make the approxima-
in order to |]1Iu§trate the range of possibilities for theesabf tiOn Tare ~ 10P7rp. These conditions define the least bound
mass-transfer interactions. . , ' ;
. . S : : objects, which have shortej. The most bound objects ex-

Stars mdgalaculc nuclei live in OLb'tS of periady WTOSS hit{it very nearly Keplerian%ﬁrbits but since they pajssuigfo

energy and angular momentum change on timescales the densest central regions of the stellar cusg/ 7orn times

Zginrr?(? pzc.tll\r/ggéigee ISOE;;AFBIQZLGJ ; Iggg)la re_:%xeaté%n ut:zr;re during their giant branch lifetime, they may be extremelis vu
y 9 nerable to collisions. Figuré shows these constraints on the

momentum of loss cone orbitd,~ Je ~ v2GMpnrt, IS yp-  hhage space of trapped stars in the upper two panels.

ically much less than the circular angular momentum for a ™ o shading in Figuret shows the distribution of or-

given orbital semi-major axi®, J. ~ vGMpna. In other s in orbital energye, and in orbital periodron. These

words,rp ~ i < &, and typical loss cone orbits are very ec- jstriputions are computed by considering the number of

centric. Thus, the angular momentum change time for orbits g5, per unit energy that satisfy the low angular momen-

that approach the loss cone, tum condition of Equation1(5). This number isdN/de =
S (J /3 )27 (12) 472 (€) Tom(€)Ie(My, Rmay), Where f(e) is the distribution
N A function of stars in orbital energyMagorrian & Tremaine

is much less than that for energy, because the loss-cone 1999. FollowingMagorrian & Tremaing1999 we have as-

angular momentum is much less than the circular angular mo-sumed that the distribution function is isotropic J& and
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55 ' log fj_'; yrY ent orbital energies contribute equally to the integratehn
=t ber of stars trapped within the giant star loss cone, because
sof Io_5 dN/de o< 7! or dN/dloge = constant. These flares have
' equal likelihood of occurring with any pericenter distaihee
S 4 o cause of the isotropic angular momentum distribution of the
e stellar cluster, thusiN/dJ* and dN/dr, are both constant.
& aok trapped star 05 These flat distributions imply that a mass transfer episnde i
=" volving a star of a given mass between 10 an&k3,is equally
. 10 likely as when that star is between 100 and K31 The av-
' I erage stellar radius on encountering the SMBH is therefore
30F Teoll = Tevol ~ Rmax/z, whereRmax is the maximum radius of stars on the
- - - red giant branch.
e e log &N (&1 The rate at which th&lappeatrapped stars evolve to reach
col o the loss cone is given by the mean lifetime of the stars. We
I"‘O find,
-1
- 1.0t trapped star 35 ~ Ntrapped: 6 Tiife Ntrapped -1
% pPp N Tevar —ﬂife 10 <1 Gyr> < 108 >yr s (17)
2 05 wherenjir is the age of the stellar population. By compar-
I -2:5 ing the duration of a typical flare, approximated a$73@,
If 20 with the rate above, we can estimate the number of stars ex-
pected to be actively mass transferring with the black hble a
0.0 any given time. To do so, we must incorporate knowledge
: : of the orbital period distribution of mass-transferringrst
Lot cusg ] Figure 4 shows the distributions of trapped stars in orbital
' binding energy and period. In the lower panel of Figdre
0.5} ] we show the resultant number of actively mass-transferring
. stars, computed asyt = 10%(7om)Cevo, based on the aver-
Z'g S S age orbital period{rom). Black holes with masses greater
< —ost core ] than approximately 70, might then be expected to host an
< actively mass-transferring population of trapped giaatsst
-1.0¢ ] The nuclei of lower-mass black holes are characterized by
_1sb higher stellar number densities, and thus have shortex-rela
ation and collision times. In these nuclail, < 10") mass
-2.0¢ , , , , , ] transfer events do occur but with a low duty-cycle.
66 68 70 72 74 76 78 80

10g Mon[Mo] 5. SIGNIFICANCE TO THE DUTY CYCLE OF TIDALLY-FED SMBHS

In this section, we discuss the role of direct tidal feeding
Figure4. Phase space of stars that can evolve to transfer mass to el SM episodes in the duty cycle of low-level SMBH activity. We
The top two plots assume a cuspy stellar density profile) «cr2, asdoes jjjystrate these processes with Monte Carlo realizatiohs o
the blue line in the third panel, while the red, core, linehe tower panel black hol tion histori Wi K fthe stells:cl
takesv. (r) o ™t (e.g.Faber et al. 1997 The phase space for tightly bound ackhole .accre IOI‘! IS (.)”es' . N ma e use_(z) € SlekerC
stars is limited by collisions. Two considerations limietimore weakly ~ ter properties described in Sectidwith v, ocr™= and assume
bound population: first, that the star reach the loss cormugir evolution a stellar mass of .4Mg,, corresponding to a main-sequence
fathei thagnlé”ggfcéﬂg itfm%“ncci ?Tzaisr?rgflos?ér"éae'girig ?ﬁg%ﬁ m turnoff age of approximately 4 Gyr. While this choice is
Tevol < TJ, ) » ) - H H imi
s?JVi(r)es more rapidly than the random walk timescgjge < 73. The lower meant to be illustrative rath_er than exact, similar Stm@es
panel shows the number of mass-transferring stars thattrbiglexpected are seen in the nuclear region of M32 8gth(2010. Such
at any given time, estimated @iyt ) = 107 (7o) Tevol, Where (ron) is the stars have a giant-branch lifetime-of4 x 10 years, and thus
orbital period averaged over the distribution of stars imdiig energy. spendv 10% of their lifetime on the giant branch. The effect
of stellar population age on the rate at which stars evolve to
therefore only depends on energy. The distribution fumctio reach.the loss cone and begin to transfer mass can be seen in
has scalingf () o e*%/2, while from Keplers law,rom(s) o equation 17), thus the expected event rate would be lower by
=92 As a resutdN/d:  -* (Wagorrian & Tremane 3 2e0rf tree fthe maln-sequence turmof age were 12.Gr
1999. Thus, for am = 2 stellar density profile, orbits within gherby afa yr.
o . -1 Accretion histories (a subset) and duty cycles are shown for
the loss cone are distributed in energydd/des oc ™. The Mun = 10'Mo, 1075M,, and 16M,, in Figure5. We draw
total number of stars trapped in this phase space that will,; °h oK ©: © :

: . : the stellar parameters of tidal disruption flares according
ljeﬁt/jdtg mass transfer with the SMBH is then an integral V€' the methods described MacLeod et al(2012 and scale the

CZIN profiles derived from hydrodynamic simulations in timescal
Ntrapped:/ (E) de,

(16) and M. The relative likelihood of disruption of different
stellar types scales with their occurrence in the stellg-po

where emin and emax are limits on the energy based on the ulation andrtl/4 (Wang & Merritt 2004 Milosavljevic et al.
comparisons of timescales described above.dFoR, differ- 2006 MacLeod etal. 2012 We draw the giant star mass



8

transfer events from the same stellar cluster distributids:
ing the distributions in Figuréd, we populate the stars’ orbital

Mass transfer episodes repeat every orbital period, reduc-
ing trepeas @nd therefore achieve a duty cycle of order unity

periods and assume that the mass transfer profile follows oneyt higherM than full tidal disruption flares. These events

of the profiles from Figur@, choosing the nearest in logarith-

can be expected to establish a minimum accretion rate above

mic space to the orbital period. We then compare the resultanthat established by the tails of tidal disruption eventsyis s

feeding directly to observed Eddington ratio distribusan

tems where the number of actively mass transferring stars

local quiescent galaxies and to the indirect SMBH feeding by (the lower panel of Figurd) is of order unity or greater,

stellar winds.

Nut) = 1. In systems wher@Nyt) < 1 stars do occasionally

In this section, we normalize accretion rates with respectérow to the loss cone and feed the black hole, but they are

to black hole mass to a fiducial Eddington accretion rate
Megdq = 0.02Mpn/10PM: )M yr=t, which corresponds to a ra-
diative efficiency ofy = 0.1 whereL = yMc? and thusMgqq =

not able to establish a quasi-steady floor accretion rate wit
fon ~ 1.
Episodic flares from evolving stars are represented with the

Leag) c™2. The normalized mass accretion rates thus showpurple line in Figures. In the upper panel, we show a rep-

what the bolometric accretion luminosity/Lgqq, of @ SMBH
would be given a certain radiative efficiency, and may be
scaled to different values of the radiative efficiency adeor

ing to (7/0.1).

5.1. Tidal disruption flares

At the highest Eddington ratios, main-sequence flares dom
inate the SMBH feeding (Figur®). At lower accretion rates
main-sequence and giant-star flares contribute similartkye
duty cycle despite the lower rate of giant-star tidal disiamp
events because the decay timescaleis longer for giant-
star disruptions (Equatio), andMacLeod et al. 2012 The
late-time power law decay tails of tidal disruption events
(~ t™/3) give rise to the power law seen in the duty cycle
at lower Eddington ratios. In particular if the late time dgc
follows Equation 6), then the duty cycle can be written

-3/5

()
Mpeak ’

wheretepeatis generally the inverse dfrpg, the rate of tidal
disruption events. While the simulation results used in Fig
ure5 differ slightly in late-time power law slope, these basic
scalings give intuition for the low Eddington ratio duty &gc
that results from tidal disruption events. One consequénce
that since typicallyr, < trepeas the accretion rate at which

fon ~ 1 is far less tharw'lpeak. In Figure5, the steady state
accretion rate between flares (for which the duty cycle is of
order unity) is only achieved &l ~ 10°Mega A very simi-

lar analysis has been performedMilosavljevic et al.(2009
who further show that the resulting luminosity function may
explain~ 10% of local AGN activity. While our analysis is
in agreement with previous work that has shown that tidal
disruption flares cannot explain the entire local AGN lumi-
nosity function, we do find that quasi-steady feeding from
mass-transferring giant stars may provide a significantrcon

Ttb

fon(> M) = (18)

trepeat

bution to the median accretion rate between luminous flaring

episodes.

5.2. Episodic mass transfer from evolving stars:
Spoon-feeding

Giant stars that grow through stellar evolution to episodi-

resentative timeseries of accretion rate to the SMBH, sev-
eral interesting features appear. First, it is obvious Wiate

they never reach luminosities similar to the peaks of tids d
ruption flares, the mass transfer from spoon-fed giant stars
does fill in the "gaps" between tidal disruption flaring ewent
The quasi-steady accretion rate that results ranges betwee
M ~ 1074 -10°Mgqq. The structure in the curve results from

the modulation of repeating flares of different orbital pes.
Stars in relatively long period orbits have longer time besw
episodes and relatively deeper troughs between peaks. This
overall curve is mediated by shorter timescale variatiomfr
flares with shorter repetition times. At some times, likernea
0.4 Myr, it is possible to see the characteristic structurerof a
entire flaring episode with relatively short orbital peridtere

the flare and decay cycles are so rapid that they appear thlurre
in the Figure, and instead we see the shape of the overall flar-
ing envelope, as in Figui@

The dominance of mass transfer episodes over the tails of
tidal disruption events can be seen in the lower panels of Fig
ure5. The relatively steep profile of these duty-cycle curves
arises from the small range & achieved in spoon-feeding
events, as seen both in the upper panel of Fi§aed the sin-
gle event shown in Figurd. We find that mass-transferring
stars are the dominant contribution to tidally fed SMBH ac-
tivity at M < 10“Mgqq, particularly for relatively massive
black holesMy, > 10’'M,. A similar behavior is realized at
slightly higher black hole masses in the case of galactic nu-
clei with shallow cores. In these galactic centers, spazh-f
stars might be expected to make a meaningful contribution to
the duty cycle in systems witkl,n, > 10"°M,. This behavior
can be inferred directly from the lower panel of Figdran
which we show the averaged duty cycle for the two extreme
cases of the galactic nucleus structure. As discussed in Sec
tion 4, shallower core-like profiles are probably most relevant
for massive black holeMy, > 108M,,, thus we expect that
spoon-fed giant stars will feed these very massive blac&sol
but according to the core galaxy duty cycle shown in Figure
4. SMBHs with masdMy, > 10°M, will swallow main se-
quence stars whole rather than tidally disrupting them. (e.g
MacLeod et al. 201R but giant stars might still be expected
to feed the SMBH through the spoon-feeding and tidal dis-
ruption channels.

5.3. Diffusion to the loss cone

cally transfer mass at pericenter over the course of many or-
bital periods to the SMBH. As a result, the SMBH feeding  The gradual diffusion of main-sequence stars in angular
from this spoon-fed material is smeared over long timescale momentum space to the loss cone will have little effect on
by the episodic nature of the individual flaring episodes. the SMBH activity duty cycle. In general, these events con-
Mass-transferring stars therefore generally feed the SMBHtribute a fraction of the flux of stars into the loss cone. They
at low Eddington ratios but at quasi-steady rates. This canwill not result in a single, strongly disruptive passage g t

be seen mathematically through inspection of Equati@.( SMBH. Only objects that are fully convective such as the
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Figure5. Monte Carlo realizations of the duty cycle of tidally fed d#ehole activity for SMBH masses of 1B, 10"°Mg, and 18M,. The blue line shows
the tidal disruption of main-sequence stars, labeled TDMES){ the red line shows giant branch stars, labeled TDEs{&)jaThese tidal disruption components
only include the fraction of events fed from the large anglttering regime wher&J > J. A fractionrs/ry of events are promptly swallowed by the SMBH,
here we plot only those that pass outsidend produce a flare. The purple line shows the contributiom fepisodically mass-transferring giant stars, labeled
MT. For black hole masseg 10’Mg the number of actively mass-transferring starg is. These mass transfer episodes dominate above the ddsayf tial

disruption events at low Eddington ratios. We expect thesesatransferring stars to be the dominant contributioit&dly fed SMBH activity atM /Mggq < 1074,
The dashed lines show two estimates of the degree to whittarsténds may feed the SMBH. The total stellar wind injectiwith the sphere of influence is

an upper limit and is marked &8, (< ry). The winds found to actually accrete in models of Sgr A* asall fraction of thatMy(MHD) from simulations

of the accretion flow byhcherbakov & Baganof2010); Shcherbakov et a{2013. M /Mgqq is computed assumingggg = 0.02(Mpn/ 1M )M yrt, which
corresponds to a radiative efficiencymf 0.1.

lowest massN! < 0.4My) and very high masd = 20M) even more severe for giants on very eccentric orbits that pas
main-sequence stars exhibit a mass-radius relationshipth  through the densest regions of the stellar cluster everiy orb
lows for a runaway response to mass loss over multiple or-(MacLeod et al. 201R In high mass systemly, > 10’'M,,
bits. Sun-like objects (which may be modeledrby 3 poly- evolution to the loss cone dominates, as shown in Figure
tropes) exhibit a strongly protective initial response tass In systems with lower mass black holé&y, ~ 10°-10'M,,
loss Hjellming & Webbink 1987. Further, the critical ra-  diffusion to the loss cone may be possible. Only a few per-
dius that defines the transition between scattered orbits an cent of diffusing stars that reach the loss cone will be giant
diffusing orbits moves to tighter binding energies for star because in the diffusion limit there is only a logarithmic en
with small J.. like main-sequence starbrank & Rees 1976 ~ hancementin the loss cone rate with tidal radilgs o In(r;)
Lightman & Shapiro 197) The orbital periods of these ob- (Lightman & Shapiro 1977 A careful consideration of the
jects become short (thus they contribute less to the dutigcyc importance of these stars would need to include the orbital
of SMBH activity). Additionally, in cuspy nuclei that are dy  random walk in the stars’ mass transfer histories and is an
namically relaxed, mass segregation likely leads to aivelgt ~ interesting future application of the episodic mass transf
small number of low mass stars that are very tightly bound model presented in this paper.
(e.g.Alexander 200k Secular effects like the Schwarzschild
barrier also become important for such tightly bound orbits . : .
(Merritt et al. 201). Main-sequence stars that are partially 5.4. Comparison to stellar wind feeding
disrupted by the SMBH are likely kicked out by the resultant ~ Stellar winds feed material indirectly to SMBHs by eject-
mass loss asymmetry, which increases their specific orbitaling material into the cluster medium (e lgolzer & Axford
energy by a factor- GM, /R, which is greater than the or- 1970. Simulations of stellar wind feeding onto mas-
bital binding energy for typical orbits when evaluated foet ~ Sive black holes typically find two key features of the
main-sequence mass and radiMagukian et al. 2013 accretion flow. First, only a small amount of the ma-

Giant branch stars, if they are able to diffuse to reach theterial ejected into the cluster medium ever reaches the
loss cone, likely undergo a spoon-feeding encounter lyistor SMBH. The low inflow rate arises because winds inject
similar to that described in this paper. The population of both mass and kinetic energy into the cluster. Young star
objects able to do so may be limited. Collisions are partic- winds, in particular, may have super-virial velocitiesade
ularly damaging for giants in galactic nucldddvies etal.  ing to the ejection of the bulk of the mass (e@uataert
1998 Bailey & Davies 1999 Dale et al. 200pand may be 2004 Rockefeller et al. 2004Cuadra et al. 2002006 2008

De Colle etal. 2012 Second, the accretion flows tend to
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have low net angular momentum because they result fromflows). Thus, both the radiative efficiency, and the efficienc

the combined contribution of many stars. In a spherical nu-
cleus almost perfect cancelation of angular momentum re-

sults, and the accretion flow circularizes only at very small
radii (Cuadra et al. 2008 The low angular momentum of the
accretion flow may contribute to the inferred low radiative
efficiency of accretion fed by stellar wind84ganoff et al.
2003 Ho 2009, particularly if the circularization radius

is inside the transition to an advection dominated accre-

tion flow (ADAF) (Fabian & Rees 199%Narayan et al. 1998
Quataert & Narayan 199®8landford & Begelman 1999

In Figure 5, we include several direct comparisons to
models of stellar wind feeding.Shcherbakov & Baganoff
(2010 and Shcherbakov et al2013 use magnetohydrody-
namic models of the accretion flow onto Sgr A* to con-
clude that an inflow rate ok 108M yr is consistent
with the feeding. This corresponds to an Eddington ratio

Mw(MHD) /Mggq = 1.25x 1077 and is shown in the panels of

with which material reaches the SMBH are parameterized in
this conversion fronM to L.

At low black hole massesVipn < 10’M,, stellar winds
likely set the minimum accretion floor in gas-deprived galax
ies. For higher black hole masses in the raMyg ~ 10" —
10°M., plotted in Figure5, we suggest that the inferred
L/Leqqd Eddington ratios in some local galactic nuclei may
also be consistent with the digestion of mass from spoon-fed
stars given efficiencieg ~ 10°-10". Because stellar wind
feeding and direct tidal feeding of SMBHSs potentially resul
in different morphologies of the resulting accretion stune,
one might not necessarily expect thas fixed for a given fuel
supply,M. A more complete picture of the properties of the
lowest luminosity AGN may provide some information about
their fueling mechanism, especially when coupled with more
detailed modeling of the accretion flows themselves. In par-
ticular, parallel constraints on the activity level of SMBEInd

Figure5 as scaling with mass to maintain a constant Edding- the stellar distributions that surround them may offerghsi
ton ratio. Considerably more mass is available to the SMBH jntg the feeding mechanism and, in turn, the morphology and

within the nuclear cluster environment. As a strict upper
limit, we take a cluster of #IM, stars that lose mass at rate
(M,)) ~ 0.8Mg, /4Gyr = 2x 107°M, yr! based on the initial-
final mass relation and lifetime of these stakalfrai et al.
2008. Multiplying by the number of stars within the SMBH’s

radiative efficiency of the resulting accretion flow.

6. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

To understand of the nature of the accretion flows in qui-
escent galactic nuclei, we must make certain our census of

sphere of influence gives a crude upper limit to the mass conyotential fuel sources is complete. To this end, we study the

tributed by stellar winds that is potentially available teet

black hole ofMy(< ry) < 102Mggq.  Considerable uncer-
tainty exists between these two limiting cases, in pargicul

SMBH feeding that arises when stars trapped in eccentric or-
bits evolve to transfer mass episodically to the SMBH. We cal
this process spoon-feeding giant stars to SMBHs. About half

with respect to the degree to which material reaches théblac the mass stripped from the star falls back towards the SMBH,

hole, and the radiative efficiency with which it will shiney B
contrast, material spoon-fed to the SMBH is injected at smal
radii (comparable to the tidal radius), making it less spsce

lighting it up in an accretion flare. The remnant returns ® th
SMBH to transfer mass once per orbital period. We show that
the thermal evolution of the remnants determines the mag-

tible to feedback or outflows as it accretes than are stellarnitude of the subsequent mass-loss episodes. We compute

winds, which are dominantly injected at the sphere of influ-
ence. We see from Figui®that spoon-feeding from mass-
transferring giant stars can lead to accretion rates witién
range of those those implied by stellar wind feeding in galac
tic nuclei ofMpp ~ 10" - 10°M.

5.5. Implications for low-luminosity active galactic nuclei

We compare our predictions about the duty cycle of spoon-

fed SMBHs to distributions of /Lgqq from Ho (2009. Using

orbital histories in which we self-consistently compute th
adjustments to the the stellar structure in tesa stellar
evolution code. A typical low-mass giant branch star may
transfer mass fox 107 orbits before leaving behind a helium
white dwarf remnant. We estimate that a steady-state pepula
tion of these mass-transferring stars is likely to existatag-

tic nuclei hosting SMBHs more massive than approximately
10’Mg,. In nuclei with lower density cores, this transition

happens at somewhat higher black hole mags> 10"5M,.

data from the Palomar sample of local active galactic nuclei Using Monte Carlo realizations of SMBH accretion histories

(AGN), Ho (2009 finds that most galactic nuclei shine at a
very small fraction of their Eddington limit. The range of me
dian luminosities for AGN classes computed Hg (2009
span several orders of magnitude. From low to Highgqq
these are Absorption (2x 1077), Transition (15 x 10°7°),
Liner (6 x 10°%), and Seyfert (1L x 10™%) nuclei. Some un-
certainty lies in the determining whether accretion lursito

is the true source of nuclear activity at such low Poten-
tial sources of contamination include low-mass x-ray bigsar
(Miller et al. 2019 or perhaps even diffuse emmission (e.g.
Soria et al. 2006 Thus, the constantddand x-ray to bolo-
metric corrections assumed o (2009 are suggested to
carry an error for individual source§ 0.7 dex. Ho (2009

we show that this population of mass-transferring stars con
tributes significantly to the duty cycle of low-level SMBH-ac
tivity. The feeding from these stars may exceed that from the
decay tails of tidal disruption eventshdt < 10*Mggg.

In this work, we have presented a preliminary formal-
ism for modeling the mass transfer that occurs when gi-
ant stars in eccentric orbits grow to reach their loss cone
and spoon-feed material to the SMBH. This approach may
be extended to explore several interesting questions. In
particular, we have considered the idealized case in which
the star's orbit does not evolve in the course of the en-
counter.  Stars that diffuse in angular momentum un-
dergo a random walk in angular momentum due to two-

uses these data to conclude that we must be primarily observbody relaxation I(ightman & Shapiro 197)/ while stars in

ing the signatures of radiatively inefficient & 1) accretion
of a relatively large amount of material supplied by stellar

winds. However, there remain large uncertainties in the de-

non-isotropic structures like rings, disks, or triaxialsl
ters are subject torques that can drive coherent orbital
evolution (Magorrian & Tremaine 1999Merritt & Vasiliev

gree to which gas within the black hole sphere of influence 2010 Madigan et al. 20092011, Vasiliev & Merritt 2013
is able to accrete (due to either feedback processes or outAntonini & Merritt 2013). These differing cases of orbit evo-
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