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ABSTRACT

The phenomenon of changing-look (CL) behavior in active galactic nuclei (AGN) is characterized by

dramatic changes in luminosity and/or emission line profiles over relatively short periods, ranging from

months to years. The origin of CL-AGNs remains a mystery, but one proposed explanation involves the

response of the inner AGN disk to tidal disruption events (TDEs) around the supermassive black hole

(SMBH). In this Letter, we calculate the predicted frequency of AGN TDEs as a function of SMBH

mass and compare the results to the observed CL-AGN distribution. We find that if the fraction

of CL-AGNs caused by AGN-TDEs is high, then: (1) most SMBHs in CL-AGN are near maximal

spin, with the dimensionless spin parameter a > 0.9; (2) AGN inner disks have a high surface density

(≥ 107 g cm−2); (3) typical AGN lifetimes are ∼ 10-100 Myr; and (4) a nuclear star cluster initial mass

function (IMF) that scales as ∼ m−1.6
∗ is preferred. Future observations of CL-AGN will help constrain

the fraction of CL-AGNs caused by AGN-TDEs, SMBH spins, AGN lifetimes, and the nuclear star

cluster IMF.

Keywords: AGN host galaxies (2017); Active galactic nuclei (16); Black hole physics (159); Galaxy

nuclei (609); Tidal disruption (1696); X-ray transient sources (1852)

1. INTRODUCTION

Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) are powered by ac-

cretion onto supermassive black holes (SMBHs) and

are characterized by broad-band multi-wavelength emis-

sion as well as variability across a range of timescales

(e.g., Heckman & Best 2014). Recently, a new cat-

egory of AGN variability has been identified: a phe-

nomenon known as changing-look (CL) AGNs involving

dramatic changes in continuum emission (e.g., LaMassa

et al. 2015; Ruan et al. 2016) and/or emission line pro-

file (e.g., Runco et al. 2016; Graham et al. 2020). This

phenomenon is inconsistent with inner disk viscous ac-

cretion timescales (e.g., Stern et al. 2018) and is seen

across a range of redshifts (Ross et al. 2020). Proposed

explanations for CL-AGN include obscuration along the

AGN sightline (Nenkova et al. 2008; Shapovalova et al.

2010; Elitzur 2012), sudden changes in accretion rate

(Eracleous et al. 1995; Elitzur et al. 2014; Yang et al.

2018; Wang et al. 2018, 2024a), abrupt changes in the

temperature structure of the inner accretion disk (Ross

et al. 2018; Stern et al. 2018), or tidal disruption events

(TDEs; Merloni et al. 2015; Blanchard et al. 2017).

Although obscuration is clearly responsible for some

CL-AGN phenomena, particularly events identified at

X-ray energies (e.g., Risaliti et al. 2002; Rivers et al.

2015), evidence supports intrinsic changes for most

events selected at other wavelengths. Mathur et al.

(2018) report complex multi-band recovery inconsistent

with obscuration in the CL-AGN Mrk 590, while strong

month-long timescale infrared variability cannot be due

to obscuration of the parsec-scale dusty torus (Sheng

et al. 2017; Stern et al. 2018). The low polarization

levels seen in CL-AGN also argues against scattering

and obscuration (Hutsemékers et al. 2019). Finally, the

lagged response between optical emission from the ac-

cretion disk and infrared emission from the extended

dusty torus implies that CL-AGN activity is due to in-
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trinsic changes to the accretion disk luminosity rather

than obscuration (Kynoch et al. 2019).

Intrinsic changes in bolometric luminosity signifi-

cantly affect the X-ray spectra and the broad-line re-

gions (BLR) in CL-AGN. These changes could be related

to TDEs or the spontaneous behavior of the accretion

flow near a black hole. While TDEs may explain the

intrinsic changes of the central engine, they are statisti-

cally unlikely due to the low TDE rate (10−6−10−4 yr−1

per galaxy), which is inconsistent with CL-AGN activ-

ities (10−4 − 10−3 per AGN yr−1) if the TDE rate in

quiescent galaxies is similar to the TDE rate in AGNs.

Recently, however, several theoretical studies have in-

ferred that TDEs should occur much more frequently in

AGNs (Wang et al. 2024c,b; Kaur & Stone 2024), where

they occur due to disk-star interactions, compared to

quiescent galaxies, where relaxation processes dominate.

These AGN-TDEs can result from orbital coincidence

(McKernan et al. 2020), orbital capture from the nuclear

star cluster (NSC; MacLeod & Lin 2020; Fabj et al. 2020;

Generozov & Perets 2023; Wang et al. 2023b), and star

formation (Levin 2007). Embedded stars on retrograde

orbits are excellent candidates for AGN-TDEs, partic-

ularly in the early AGN lifetime (e.g., McKernan et al.

2022; Wang et al. 2024c).

Another challenge for the TDE-induced CL-AGN sce-

nario is that CL-AGNs are commonly found in AGNs

with more massive SMBHs (i.e., ∼> 108M⊙), where the

tidal disruption radius of ∼ 1M⊙ main sequence stars

is within the event horizon of the SMBH. TDEs should

not occur in such AGNs, and no intrinsic central en-

gine changes are expected. However, the physical tidal

disruption radius depends on the star’s density profile

and mass (Ryu et al. 2020a,b) and the event horizon

is smaller in the equatorial plane of spinning SMBHs.

Thus, TDEs can still occur in high-mass spinning AGNs

if the disrupted star is massive and/or has a high density

(e.g., white dwarfs). Although more massive stars are

less common due to the shape of the initial mass func-

tion (IMF) (e.g., Salpeter IMF; Salpeter 1955; Kroupa

2002), massive stars may be relaxed or transported to

the vicinity of the SMBH due to mass segregation and

disk transportation (Zhou et al. 2022; Wu et al. 2024;

Zhou et al. 2024). Indeed, Hinkle et al. (2024) recently

identified three extreme nuclear transients that they sug-

gest are associated with the tidal disruption of interme-

diate mass (∼ 3− 10M⊙) stars.

Based on the intriguing nature of this phenomenon,

in this Letter we investigate the parameters of NSC and

accretion disk models required in order for the rate of

TDE-induced CL-AGN to align with published CL-AGN

observations. Section 2 describes the models of AGN-
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Figure 1. The ratio between the averaged AGN TDE rate
(⟨ṄAGN−TDE⟩) caused by disk-star interactions during the
AGN lifespan (τAGN) and the dormant galactic nuclei TDE
rate (ṄDGN−TDE) due to two-body relaxations. Massive
AGNs with short-lived disks exhibit a significantly higher
TDE rate compared to dormant galaxies.

TDEs, AGN disks, and NSCs. Section 3 compares the

inferred AGN-TDE rates with the CL-AGN rate. We

further discuss TDE-induced CL-AGNs and summarize

our results in Section 4.

2. METHODS

2.1. Disk-captured TDEs

Inclined stars from the NSC interact with the AGN

disk mainly due to aerodynamic drag. This interaction

alters the stars’ orbital properties, eventually resulting

in their capture by the disk (Artymowicz et al. 1993;

Fabj et al. 2020; Generozov & Perets 2023; Wang et al.

2023b). This process preserves the quantity L cos2(I/2)

(Wang et al. 2023b), where L is the specific angular mo-

mentum and I is the orbital inclination. The resulting

captured semi-major axis is given by

acap = a0(1− e20) cos
4(I0/2) , (1)

when the final orbit is circularized and co-planar, where

a0, e0, and I0 are the initial semi-major axis, eccentric-

ity, and inclination angle, respectively. Stars with initial

inclinations exceeding a critical value,

ITDE = 2arccos

((
rt

a0(1− e20)

)1/4
)

(2)

will be tidally disrupted by the SMBH during the disk

capture process, where rt ∼ ( 3M•
m∗

)1/3R∗ is the tidal dis-

ruption radius of a main sequence star with mass m∗
and radius R∗, and M• is the SMBH mass. For most of
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the cases where rt ≪ a0,

ITDE ∼ π − 2

(
rt

a0(1− e20)

)1/4

. (3)

The bottom panel of Figure 2 shows π−ITDE as a func-

tion of a0(1 − e20) ∼ r. Stars with orbital inclination

i > ITDE and i < π − h can be tidally disrupted by the

SMBH due to the disk-star interactions. The associated

timescale for this disk-induced TDE is

τcap ∼ Σ∗

Σ
T , (4)

where Σ is the surface density of the accretion disk,
Σ∗ = m∗

πR2
∗
is the surface density of the star, and T is

the orbital period around the SMBH. The total mass of
stars within the capture region is

Mcap ∼
∫ rcap

rt

dr

∫ arccos(ITDE(r))

cos(π−h)

2πr2ρNSC(r)d cos I , (5)

where rcap ∼ 16rt/h
4(rcap) is the truncation radius be-

yond which ITDE is below the disk aspect ratio h and

ρNSC is the stellar density in the NSC.

The disk-induced TDE rate decays in a time-

dependent manner, as described by Wang et al. (2023b).

However, the ratio of CL-AGN to all AGNs depends on

the average disk-induced TDE rate over the lifetime of

the AGN phase. The average disk-induced TDE rate

during the AGN phase can therefore be written as

⟨ṄAGN−TDE⟩ ∼
N(τcap<τAGN)|(I>ITDE)

τAGN
, (6)

where N(τcap<τAGN)|(I>ITDE) is the total number of stars

that can be captured within the tidal radius during the

lifetime of the AGN disk, denoted by τAGN. Given that

the disk-induced TDE rate decays in a time-dependent

manner, this implies that short-lived AGN disks lead to

a higher averaged disk-induced TDE rate in the AGN

phase. Figure 1 shows the enhanced TDE rate ratio

between AGN-TDEs and two-body relaxation TDEs in

dormant galaxies. It is evident that massive AGNs with

short-lived disks have an average TDE rate an order of

magnitude higher than those in dormant galaxies.

2.2. AGN disk models

We used three different AGN disk models to explore

the predicted rate of disk-induced AGN-TDEs: (1) the

classic Shakura & Sunyaev (1973) α-disk model; (2) the

self-gravitating α-disk model of MacLeod & Lin (2020);

and (3) the Sirko & Goodman (2003) (SG) model.

The accretion rate of the first two disk models can be

approximated as:

Ṁ = ηṀEdd = 2.2η

(
M•

108M⊙

)
M⊙ yr−1, (7)

where Ṁ is the accretion rate, η is the accretion rate

efficiency, ṀEdd = LEdd/ϵc
2 is the Eddington accretion

rate, LEdd is the Eddington luminosity, and ϵ ∼ 0.1 is a

constant representing the efficiency of conversion of rest

mass energy to luminosity. For the Shakura-Sunyeav α-

disk model, the accretion disk surface density (Σ) and

aspect ratio (h = H/r, where H is the disk scale height

at radius r from the SMBH) profiles are given by

Σ∼3× 107 α−4/5

(
Ṁ

1M⊙yr−1

)7/10(
M•

108M⊙

)1/4

( r

1AU

)−3/4

g cm−2, (8)

h∼1.2× 10−3 α−1/10

(
Ṁ

1M⊙yr−1

)3/20(
M•

108M⊙

)−3/8

( r

1AU

)1/8
, (9)

where α is the viscosity parameter. For the self-

gravitating α disk, the disk surface density and aspect

ratio are

Σ=
Ṁ

2πrvr
, (10)

h=

(
QṀ

2αM•Ω

)1/3

, (11)

where

vr =αh2

(
GM•

r

)1/2

, (12)

vr is the radial velocity of the disk material, Q is the

Toomre Q parameter, and Ω =
√
GM•/r3 is the orbital

frequency. We adopt Q = η = 1 in this work.

The SG model is designed to fit the ‘big blue bump’ in

AGN spectral energy distributions (SEDs) caused by in-

ner disk luminosity. This model is gravitationally stable

in the inner disk but unstable in outer regions.

Fig. 2 compares the surface density and aspect ratio

of the three disk models around a 108M⊙ SMBH. We

adopt an α parameter for the Shakura-Sunyeav and self-

gravitating disk of 0.1. In the inner region, the surface

density of the α disk models is significantly higher than

in the SG model.

2.3. Nuclear star cluster models

Disk-induced TDEs primarily occur in the inner re-

gions of the disk, where r < rcap and I > ITDE. The

rate of disk-induced TDEs strongly depends on both the

disk’s surface density and the stellar populations in these

inner regions.
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Figure 2. The three different AGN accretion disk models
considered here, evaluated around a 108 M⊙ SMBH (see § 2.2
for details). The upper panel shows the disk surface density
(Σ) while the bottom panel shows the disk aspect ratio (h)
and stellar orbit inclination (i). The shaded regions in the
bottom panel indicate the disk-capture TDE region, while in-
disk TDEs occur in the regions below the disk aspect ratio.

In inactive galaxies, TDEs due to O(1)M⊙ mass stars

occur around non-spinning SMBHs (a = 0) only if

M• ≤ 108M⊙. However, TDEs can still occur for

M• > 108M⊙ for more massive stars and/or if a > 0.

Therefore, we adopt a multi-mass NSC model, where the

NSC follows an IMF characterized by a power-law index

γIMF, where the number of stars of mass m∗ scales as

m−γIMF
∗ . For a multi-mass, cuspy NSC, Bahcall & Wolf

(1977) determined the equilibrium distribution:

ρi(r) ∝ rβi (13)

βi + 3/2

mi
= const , (14)

where βi is the radial density power-law index corre-

sponding to stars of mass mi. For the most massive

objects in the NSC, βi = −7/4, whereas for the lightest

objects, βi ∼ −3/2. The segregation timescale for stars

with mass mi to reach equipartition is given by Spitzer

(1969):

τms,i∼
mmin

mi
τrlx (15)

∼ mmin

mi

√
2π

64

σ3

ln ΛnG2⟨m⟩2
(16)

∼3.67× 108 yr
mmin

mi

(
ln Λ

10

)−1 ( σ

100 km s−1

)3
(

n

106 pc−3

)−1( ⟨m⟩
1M⊙

)−2

, (17)

wheremmin is the minimum stellar mass in the NSC, τrlx
is the two-body relaxation timescale, σ is the velocity

dispersion of the NSC, lnΛ is the Coulomb logarithm, n

is the number density of stars in the NSC, and ⟨mi⟩ is

the average stellar mass within the NSC. This timescale

implies that massive stars in the dense core region of

the NSC can be sufficiently segregated while the lighter

stars in the outskirts of the NSC are weakly segregated.

We assume the total NSC stellar mass within the grav-

itational influence radius rh around the SMBH is ap-

proximately 2M• (Merritt 2013), where rh ∼ GM•
σ2 . The

mass of the zero-age-main-sequence (ZAMS) star ranges

from 0.2M⊙ to 120M⊙. During the disk-induced TDE

process, ZAMS stars follow simple stellar evolution with

their stellar lifetime given by Harwit (2012):

τZAMS ∼ 10

(
M⊙

mi

)5/2

Gyr . (18)

Massive stars with τZAMS < τcap evolve into compact

objects before being captured within the SMBH tidal ra-

dius and will not contribute to N(τcap<τAGN)|(I>ITDE) in

the averaged TDE rate calculations. For main-sequence

stars, we adopt the mass-radius relationship of Kippen-

hahn et al. (2013) for rt calculations:

Ri =

(
mi

M⊙

)4/5

R⊙ (19)

where Ri represents the stellar radius of stars of mass

mi.

2.4. CL-AGN selection criteria

There are approximately 700 optical CL-AGN re-

ported in the literature to date, ranging from single ob-

ject discoveries to the results of systematic searches. A

variety of selection criteria have been employed, with

some selections based solely on photometric variabil-

ity above some threshold over some timescale (e.g.,
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Figure 3. The single-epoch virial mass distribution of turn-
on (red) and turn-off (blue) CL-AGN. The masses are drawn
from Wu & Shen (2022). Uncertainties on the individual
masses have been accounted for (see text for details).

MacLeod et al. 2016), while others require spectroscopic

changes (e.g., Stern et al. 2017). However, a broadly

consistent sample can be constructed from a subset

which employ a similar set of spectroscopic constraints

in the following papers: Yang et al. (2018); MacLeod

et al. (2019); Graham et al. (2020); Guo et al. (2020);

Hon et al. (2022). These are based on measurements

of the Hβ emission line and so we restrict our sample

to z < 0.85 to ensure that Hβ is covered by most op-

tical spectra. Single-epoch virial black hole mass esti-

mates were obtained from the SDSS DR18 AGN sample

of Wu & Shen (2022) and we consider all 93,394 AGN

at z < 0.85 as the parent population. Our final sample

comprises 66 turn-on and 100 turn-off CL-AGNs.

SMBH mass estimates have typical uncertainties of a

few tenths dex (i.e., ∆ logM• ∼ 0.3− 0.4). We account

for this in constructing the binned mass distributions of

the samples by treating each individual mass as a Gaus-

sian random variable with mean equal to the estimated

virial mass and standard deviation equal to the uncer-

tainty on the mass. The contribution of a source with a

mass m and uncertainty σ to a histogram bin with lower

and upper limits (a, b) is given by:

c =
1

2

[
erf

(
b− x√
2σ

)
− erf

(
a− x√

2σ

)]
, (20)

where erf is the error function. The variance on the total

bin value is:

var(B) =

N∑
i=1

ci(B)(1− ci(B)). (21)

Figure 3 shows the ratio of turn-on and turn-off AGN

to the total number of AGN fCL−AGN as a function of

SMBH mass. The data indicates that the ratio for both

turn-on and turn-off AGN peaks at ∼ 109M⊙ SMBHs,

followed by a sharp exponential decay. This trend is

consistent with the AGN-TDE rate reported in Wang

et al. (2024c), if SMBHs more massive than 108M⊙ are

generally rapidly spinning and as more massive stars are

more efficiently captured and transported by the AGN

disk due to disk-star interactions.

3. RESULTS

3.1. AGN-TDE rate as a function of SMBH mass

Balmer emission line and Swift/XRT X-ray moni-

toring of a few repeating CL-AGN suggest a turn-on

timescale of approximately one year (Parker et al. 2016;

Mathur et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2023a), which aligns with

the typical TDE timescale (Rees 1988). This similarity

in timescales implies that if TDEs trigger turn-on CL-

AGNs, the proportion of turn-on CL-AGNs among all

AGNs should correspond to the TDE rate within AGNs.

It is demonstrated that the disk-induced AGN-TDE

rate declines as the disk-induced loss cone depletes on a

timescale of tdep(Wang et al. 2024c). If τAGN > tdep, the

overall AGN-TDE rate reverts to the background TDE

rate. Conversely, if τAGN < tdep, disk-induced AGN-

TDEs will cease over time. The smaller τAGN becomes,

the smaller the amount of time over which the AGN-

TDE rate is elevated. If disk-induced AGN-TDEs rep-

resent a significant fraction of CL-AGN, the frequency

of CL-AGN constrains: (1) the NSC profile within the

disk-capture AGN-TDE loss cone; (2) the AGN accre-

tion disk density profile within the disk-capture TDE

loss cone; and (3) the AGN lifetime, τAGN.

We calculated the average disk-induced AGN-TDE

rate (Equation 6) alongside the steady background re-

laxation TDE rate around non-spinning (a = 0) and

maximally spinning (a = 0.99) SMBHs with a range of

M•, assuming an AGN lifetime τAGN = [1, 1000] Myr

and using the NSC and accretion disk models from § 2.

Figure 4 shows the AGN-TDE rates for different disk

models for a range of γIMF values as a function of M•,

compared to the observed rate of turn-on and turn-off

CL-AGN relative to the total number of AGN.

From Fig. 4, the total AGN-TDE rate increases with

M• until an inflexion point between 108 − 109M⊙, at

which point lower mass stars start to become swallowed

whole by the SMBH before being tidally disrupted. For

rapidly spinning SMBHs, the inflexion point shifts to

higher mass, as expected. At low SMBH masses, the

α disks yield the highest average TDE rate, while SG

disks, which have lower surface density in the inner re-

gion, produce the lowest total TDE rate. From Fig. 4,

the α-disk model for maximally spinning (a ∼ 0.99)
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(a = 0.99). The assumed AGN accretion disk lifetime is τAGN = 3× 107 yr. SS corresponds to the Shakura & Sunyaev (1973)
disk model, ML corresponds to the MacLeod & Lin (2020) disk model, and SG corresponds to the Sirko & Goodman (2003)
disk model.

SMBHs produces the best agreement with CL-AGN ob-

servations.

3.2. Constraints on AGN lifetime and NSC profile

We simulated the AGN-TDE rate across a multi-

dimensional grid spanning AGN disk lifetimes (τAGN =

[1, 1000] Myr), NSC IMF index (γIMF = [0.5, 2.0]),

SMBH mass (log(M•/M⊙) = [6.5, 10.2]), three AGN

disk models, and assuming both non-spinning (a = 0)

and maximally spinning (a = 0.99) SMBHs. We then

carried out χ2 tests comparing the resulting AGN-TDE

rate as a function of SMBH mass with observations.

Figure 5 shows p-values from our χ2 tests for the three

disk models. If we assume all CL-AGN are produced

by TDEs, the data prefer cuspy NSCs characterized by
an IMF power-law index of γIMF ∼ 1.6 and modestly

long AGN disk lifetimes (τAGN ∼ 30 Myr). Evidently,

a strong association between CL-AGN and AGN-TDEs

requires high surface-density disk models. Disk mod-

els with lower inner disk surface density can only sup-

port a much lower fraction of CL-AGN as AGN-TDEs

(⟨ṄAGN−TDE⟩/fCL−AGN ∼ 0.05), with correspondingly

weaker constraints on γIMF and τAGN. One possibility

is that the inner disk surface density is built-up by mul-

tiple, repeated AGN-TDEs, particularly early on in the

AGN lifetime, where most debris is captured and bound

(Ryu et al. 2023). If there is a strong association be-

tween CL-AGNs and AGN-TDEs, non-spinning SMBH

cases are completely ruled out by our χ2 tests. No-

tably, both observations and cosmological simulations

find a predominance of high-spin SMBHs over a range

of SMBH mass (e.g., Piotrowska et al. 2024).

3.3. Caveats

Our results constraining AGN parameters rests on a

plausible association between AGN-TDEs and CL-AGN,

but are subject to several important possible selection

effects. In particular, for all three disk models, we find

best-fit AGN lifetimes on the long side of some current

estimates (e.g., Schawinski et al. 2015; Oppenheimer

et al. 2018). For the parameter constraints in Figure 5,

we have assumed that all CL-AGN are due to TDEs (i.e.,

⟨ṄAGN−TDE⟩/fCL−AGN = 1). However, it is possible for

the changing-look phenomena to have other triggers, in

which case AGN disks should be much less dense than

assumed in the SS, ML, or SG models, and could be

more consistent with the TQM model—such a circum-

stance ( ⟨ṄAGN−TDE⟩/fCL−AGN < 1) would also imply a

much shorter AGN lifetime than the models in Figure 5.

On the other hand, it is also possible that there are

TDEs occurring in AGN which do not trigger a sub-

stantial change in the AGN flux and do not therefore

produce a CL-AGN. A fully embedded (co-planar) ret-

rograde orbiter should produce infall of the innermost

∼few hundred rg of an AGN disk (Ryu et al. 2024).

By contrast, a TDE on an intersecting orbit may only

produce infall of a very small region of the inner disk,

∼ 20 rg (e.g. Chan et al. 2019, 2020, 2021). Notably, a

few quasars have been identified where the UV emission

has collapsed for a period of time (Guo et al. 2016; Ross

et al. 2018). This requires the suppression or destruction

of disk flux out to a few hundred rg. We could set better

limits on the fraction of AGN-TDEs causing CL-AGN

with a parameter space study, including detailed mod-

eling of expected light curves for AGN-TDEs at various
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Figure 5. p-value contours from χ2 tests comparing observed CL-AGN rates to the disk-capture AGN-TDE scenario as a
function of AGN disk lifetime τAGN and IMF power-law index γIMF. Three accretion disk models are considered (see Fig. 4).
The red contours indicate turn-off CL-AGNs and the blue contours indicate turn-on CL-AGNs.

inclinations, semi-major axes, M•, etc. These models

could serve as templates that could be compared to ob-

served AGN light curves, setting more stringent limits

on the parameters we measure.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Assuming all CL-AGN are caused by AGN-TDEs

yields good agreement with the rate of CL-AGN as a

function of SMBH mass (see Fig. 4) if all SMBHs are

rapidly spinning and surrounded by high surface den-

sity AGN disks embedded in NSCs with considerable

mass segregation.

A high surface density accretion disk, particularly in

the innermost regions, may itself be a marker of a run-

away process of stellar disk capture and AGN-TDEs.

The disruption of O(102) Sun-like stars around a 108M⊙
SMBH could add a surface density of ∼ 105 g cm−2 to

the inner 100 rg assuming rapid mixing of debris, as

found by Ryu et al. (2023).

X-ray reflection studies of AGN in the nearby uni-

verse reveal that most AGN with spin measurements

have very high spin values (Reynolds 2021). This is also

supported by cosmological simulations of galaxy evo-

lution that include SMBH feedback (Piotrowska et al.

2024). Equating CL-AGN with AGN-TDEs is consis-

tent with this result, since Fig. 4 implies that for TDEs

in AGN to be responsibile for most CL-AGN, the host

SMBHs must be near maximal spin (a > 0.9). This

supports a model of SMBH growth primarily by gas ac-

cretion in a consistent plane, not from chaotic accretion

(e.g., scenario (ii) in Berti & Volonteri 2008). This in

turn suggests that AGN are fueled by occasional pulses

of low-angular momentum gas accretion from long-lived,

massive reservoirs.

Recent work finds that stars embedded in AGN accre-

tion disks should rapidly accrete to masses of O(102)M⊙

and that they may not collapse while they remain em-

bedded in the disk (e.g., Cantiello et al. 2021; Jermyn

et al. 2022). A range of rich dynamical encounters be-

tween these stars and other objects, including intermedi-

ate mass black holes (Leigh et al. 2018; McKernan et al.

2020), could potentially fill the AGN loss cone and gen-

erate high mass TDEs which might account for some

turn-on jetted AGN (Readhead et al. 2024).

We show that the observed SMBH mass distribution

for turn-on CL-AGNs peaks at log(M•/M⊙) ∼ 8.7. If

the fraction of turn-on CL-AGNs caused by AGN-TDEs

is high (⟨ṄAGN−TDE⟩/fCL−AGN ∼ 1), this implies: (1)

most SMBHs in CL-AGN are near maximal spin (a >

0.9); (2) the inner AGN accretion disk surface density

is high (≥ 107 g cm−2); (3) most AGN lifetimes are in

the range ∼ 10 − 100 Myr; (4) an NSC mass function

that scales as ∼ m−1.6
∗ is preferred, i.e. implying some

mass segregation. Our results are less constraining on

τAGN, a, and γIMF if only a small fraction of CL-AGN

are caused by AGN-TDEs. Future observations of turn-

on CL-AGN will help constrain the fraction CL-AGN

due to AGN-TDEs, SMBH spins, AGN lifetimes, and

the NSC IMF.
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