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ABSTRACT

We present optical/UV observations and the spectroscopic classification of the transient AT2023vto

as a tidal disruption event (TDE) at z = 0.4846. The spectrum is dominated by a broad He II

λ4686 emission line, with a width of ≈ 3.76 × 104 km s−1 and a blueshift of ≈ 1.05 × 104 km s−1,

classifying it as a member of the TDE-He class. The light curve exhibits a long rise and decline

timescale, with a large peak absolute magnitude of Mg ≈ −23.6, making it the most luminous of the

classical optical TDEs (H, H+He, He) discovered to date by about 2 mag (and ≈ 4 mag compared

to the mean of the population). The light curve exhibits a persistent blue color of g − r ≈ −0.4 mag

throughout its evolution, similar to other TDEs, but distinct from supernovae. We identify the host

galaxy of AT2023vto in archival Pan-STARRS images and find that the transient is located at the

galaxy center, and that its inferred central black hole mass is ∼ 107 M⊙. Modeling the light curves of

AT2023vto, we find that it resulted from the disruption of a ≈ 9 M⊙ star by a ≈ 107M⊙ supermassive

black hole. The star mass is about 5 times larger than the highest star masses previously inferred in

TDEs, and the black hole mass is at the high end of the distribution. AT2023vto is comparable in

luminosity and timescale to some putative TDEs (with a blue featureless continuum), as well as to

the mean of the recently identified population of ambiguous nuclear transients (ANTs), although the

latter are spectroscopically distinct and tend to have longer timescales. ANTs have been speculated

to arise from tidal disruptions of massive stars, perhaps in active galactic nuclei, and AT2023vto may

represent a similar case but in a dormant black hole, thereby bridging the TDE and ANT populations.

We anticipate that Rubin Observatory / LSST will uncover similar luminous TDEs to z ∼ 3.

Keywords: Tidal Disruption Events() — Optical astronomy() — Transient() —Astronomical spec-

troscopy()

1. INTRODUCTION

Over the past decade, the observed population of tidal disruption events (TDEs; Rees 1988; Evans & Kochanek 1989)

has grown rapidly to tens of events. The observed TDE population appears to be dominated by the disruption of stars

spanning ∼ 0.1− 2 M⊙ by supermassive black holes (SMBHs) spanning ∼ 105.5 − 107.5 M⊙ (Mockler et al. 2019; van

Velzen et al. 2021b; Nicholl et al. 2022; Hammerstein et al. 2023; Gomez et al. 2023; Yao et al. 2023). Spectroscopic

observations have also demonstrated a diversity of TDEs, with spectra dominated by broad hydrogen lines (TDE-H),

a mix of hydrogen and helium (TDE-H+He) and only helium lines (TDE-He); e.g. Arcavi et al. (2014); Gezari (2021);

Nicholl et al. (2022); Charalampopoulos et al. (2022); Hammerstein et al. (2023); Yao et al. (2023). These emission

lines often exhibit velocity shifts, indicating outflowing gas driven by intense radiation pressure near the black hole,

with velocities ranging from hundreds to ∼ 104 km s−1 (Hung et al. 2019; Nicholl et al. 2019; Charalampopoulos et al.

2022; Wevers et al. 2022). Thus TDEs provide an excellent laboratory for the study of accretion and outflows around

otherwise dormant SMBHs, and a census of their demographics.
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Along with the growing population of spectroscopically-classified (“classical”) optical TDEs, other putative or po-

tentially related events have also been recognized in wide-field optical surveys. These include events with similar

luminosities, timescales, colors, and an origin in host galaxy nuclei, but lacking any spectral features (termed “fea-

tureless” TDEs; Hammerstein et al. 2023), as well as events with a contentious origin such as ASASSN-15lh, which

has been argued to be either a TDE (Leloudas et al. 2016) or a superluminous supernova (Dong et al. 2016; Brown

et al. 2016), or the very luminous transient AT2021lwx, whose origin is unclear but has been speculated to potentially

be a TDE (Subrayan et al. 2023). Relatedly, a new class of nuclear transients, dubbed ambiguous nuclear transients

(ANTs; Drake et al. 2011; Kankare et al. 2017; Neustadt et al. 2020; Holoien et al. 2022; Wiseman et al. 2024), has

also been recognized. ANTs are loosely defined as transients coinciding with their host galaxy nuclei, which do not

resemble spectroscopically supernovae, TDEs, or normal active galactic nuclei. Some ANTs are ∼ 1 − 2 orders of

magnitude more luminous than classical TDEs, and exhibit much longer durations (Hinkle et al. 2024; Wiseman et al.

2024), and it has been speculated that they may represent tidal disruptions of massive stars, much beyond the typical

solar mass stars in classical TDEs (Wiseman et al. 2024); in this scenario it remains unclear why disruptions of such

massive stars would lead to distinct optical spectra.

Against this backdrop, here we present the study of the most luminous classical TDE to date – AT2023vto – with

a peak luminosity exceeding the median of the TDE population by nearly two orders of magnitude, but comparable

to the median for the ANT population, and which exhibits a broad and blueshifted He II line characteristic of the

TDE-He class, and distinct from ANTs. The high luminosity of AT2023vto points to the disruption of a massive

star (∼ 10 M⊙), and it potentially represents a bridge between the classical TDE and luminous ANT populations.

The paper is arranged as follows. In §2, we summarize the discovery and multi-wavelength follow-up observations

of AT2023vto and its host galaxy. In §3 we demonstrate that AT2023vto is a a classical TDE. In §4, we model the

UV/optical light curve to determine the properties of AT2023vto, and show that it resides in a unique part of the

star mass – black hole mass phase-space of TDEs. We compare the observed and inferred properties of AT2023vto to

the TDE population and other potentially related phenomena (e.g, ANTs) in §5, and summarize the key results and

implications in §6.

2. DISCOVERY AND OBSERVATIONS

2.1. Discovery

AT2023vto was first detected on 2023 September 9 by ZTF (internal name: ZTF23abcvbqq) at R.A.=00h24m34.71s,

Decl.=+47◦13′21.55′′ (J2000) with a magnitude of mg = 20.98±0.33 (Fremling 2023). On 2023 November 21, Poidevin

et al. (2023) obtained an optical spectrum of the transient and classified it as a Type II superluminous supernova (SLSN-

II) at z = 0.48463, based on its luminosity and the tentative identification of a faint Hβ emission feature. Below,

we show that while the redshift is correct, the identification of Hβ is likely erroneous (or the spectrum has evolved

significantly), and AT2023vto is not a SLSN-II, but a TDE.

2.2. Host Galaxy

Inspection of the Pan-STARRS Data Release 1 (PS-DR1) archival images reveals two sources within a few arcseconds

of the location of AT2023vto; see Figure 1. The brighter, point-like source is well resolved from the location of

AT2023vto (offset by 2.3′′), while the fainter, extended source directly underlies the position of AT2023vto. As shown

in Figure 1, subtracting the nearby source using the PSF profile determined from the images results in clean residuals,

implying it is a likely foreground star. We identify the extended source as the host galaxy of AT2023vto, with the

following magnitudes determined from the PS-DR1 images after subtracting the nearby point source: mg = 22.60±0.18,

mr = 21.33± 0.16, mi = 20.54± 0.22, mz = 19.99± 0.23, and my = 20.03± 0.19. This indicates that contamination

from host galaxy light in UV and blue optical bands is negligible. At the redshift of the galaxy, the corresponding

absolute magnitudes are Mg = −20.07 ± 0.18, Mr = −21.34 ± 0.16, Mi = −22.13 ± 0.22, Mz = −22.68 ± 0.23, and

My = −22.64± 0.19.

We model the host spectral energy distribution with the Prospector code (Leja et al. 2017) to estimate its stellar

mass and hence to infer its associated SMBH mass. We use an exponential star formation history and include the

metallicity and dust contributions as free parameters. The resulting best-fit SED model is shown in Figure 2. We find

a stellar mass of log(Mgal/M⊙) = 10.74± 0.24 and a metallicity of log(Z) = −0.11+0.38
−0.28. Using the galaxy stellar mass

to black hole mass relation of log(MBH/M⊙) = 6.70 + 1.61 × log(Mgal/3 × 1010M⊙) (Greene et al. 2020; Zhou et al.

2021), we estimate a black hole mass of log(MBH/M⊙) = 7.12± 0.38.
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2023vto position Host Galaxy 
(Nearby point source subtracted)

5′￼′￼ 2′￼′￼

Figure 1. Archival Pan-STARRS-DR1 images centered on the location of AT2023vto. There are two distinct sources within a
few arcseconds of the location of the transient; the fainter extended source directly underlies the position of AT2023vto and is its
host galaxy (the brighter point source is a likely foreground star). Right: A zoomed-in image with the point source subtracted.
We find that AT2023vto coincides with the center of its host galaxy, supporting its TDE origin.
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Figure 2. Spectral energy distribution of the host galaxy of At2023vto (green points) along with the best-fit model from
Prospector (red points and grey curve). The host photometry has been measured from PanSTARRS-DR1 images with the
nearby point source subtracted (see Figure 1).

2.3. Imaging Observations

Motivated by the initial SLSN-II classification, we began follow-up observations of AT2023vto with the Sinistro

cameras on the network of Las Cumbres Observatory (LCO; Brown et al. 2013) 1-m telescopes in the U,B, V, g, r

bands, through the Global Supernova Project (Howell & Global Supernova Project 2017). LCO photometry was

performed with point-spread function (PSF) fitting using lcogtsnpipe1 (Valenti et al. 2016), a PyRAF-based photo-

metric reduction pipeline. The U,B, V -band data were calibrated to Vega (Stetson 2000) magnitudes using standard

fields observed on the same night by the same telescope as AT2023vto, while the g, r, i-band data were calibrated to

AB magnitudes using the 9th Data Release of the AAVSO Photometric All-Sky Survey (Henden et al. 2016). All

photometric measurements in the LCO g, r bands have been obtained after image subtraction with the in-house zogy

algorithm python pipeline (Zackay et al. 2016). We did not perform image subtraction in the U,B, V bands due to

negligible host contamination in these blue bands.

1 https://github.com/LCOGT/lcogtsnpipe

https://github.com/LCOGT/lcogtsnpipe
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Figure 3. Optical/UV light curves of AT2023vto. The magnitudes are corrected for Galactic Extinction. Photometry has been
obtained from ZTF (circles), ATLAS (squares), LCO (diamonds), and Swift (crosses). AT2023vto peaks in g-band about 50
days post-discovery with a peak absolute magnitude of mg ≈ −23.6. The g − r color is blue (≈ −0.4 mag) and does not evolve
significantly during the rise and decline phase of the light curve for about 155 days, typical of TDEs.

We additionally obtained publicly available data from ZTF (Bellm 2014; Bellm et al. 2019), ATLAS (Tonry et al.

2018), and the Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory (Gehrels et al. 2004). We obtained the ZTF g, r-band data through the

Automatic Learning for the Rapid Classification of Events broker (ALeRCE; Förster et al. 2021). The data span from

2023 September 9 to December 12 in g-band, and from 2023 September 15 to 2024 January 2 in the r-band.

ATLAS observed AT2023vto in the c, o-bands, and we obtained the photometry from the ATLAS forced Photometry

Server (Shingles et al. 2021), selecting all detections with a signal-to-noise ratio of ≥ 5. To reduce scatter from the

individual exposures, we determined a weighted median of all observations in 2-day bins. The data span 2023 September

15 to December 13 in c-band, and 2023 September 25 to December 15, in o-band.

Swift observations were obtained with the UV/Optical Telescope (UVOT; Roming et al. 2005) in all six filters

(UVW2, UVM2, UVW1, U , B, and V ). The observation commenced on 2023 December 3 (Target ID 16397), with

four visits up to December 16. We obtained three additional observations from 2024 May 25 to June 2, for reference

templates and performed aperture photometry with Swift host subtraction2, following the standard procedures

described in Brown et al. (2009, 2014).

All photometric measurements reported in this work are in AB magnitudes and corrected for Galactic extinction,

with E(B − V ) = 0.088 mag (Schlafly & Finkbeiner 2011), assuming the Fitzpatrick (1999) reddening law with

RV = 3.1. Given the very blue colors and lack of host galaxy Na I D absorption lines in the spectrum (see below), the

host galaxy extinction is expected to be negligible; this is verified independently with MOSFiT modeling in § 4.

The resulting multi-band light curve is shown in Figure 3. We find that the light curve exhibits a slow rise for ≈ 50

d post-discovery, rising by ≈ 2 mag in g-band and peaking at mg = 18.61 ± 0.13, or Mg ≈ −23.6, mag on MJD =

60245.3 (which we define as phase = 0). The light curve then declines slowly, taking ≈ 50 d to reach half of its peak

2 https://github.com/gterreran/Swift host subtraction/tree/main

https://github.com/gterreran/Swift_host_subtraction/tree/main
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Figure 4. MMT/Binospec optical spectrum of AT2023vto obtained at a phase of +54 days, shown in rest-frame wavelength
(the purple line is binned by a factor of 5). The narrow Mg II absorption doublet indicates a redshift of z = 0.48463 ± 0.00004
(left inset). We find a single broad emission feature centered at 4524 Å, with vFWHM ≈ 3.76 × 104 km s−1 and a blueshift of
≈ 1.05 × 104 km s−1 relative to the rest wavelength of He IIλ4686 (right inset). This feature is inconsistent with Hβ (dotted
vertical line), indicating a TDE-He classification.

brightness. Equally important, the light curve exhibits a persistent blue g − r color of −0.43 ± 0.10 mag throughout

its evolution (with a possible slight reddening beyond MJD of about 60,300).

2.4. Optical Spectroscopy

We obtained an optical spectrum of AT2023vto with the Binospec spectrograph (Fabricant et al. 2019) on the MMT

6.5-m telescope on 2023 December 21, corresponding to an observed phase of ≈ 54 d (rest-frame phase of ≈ 37 d). We

analyzed the spectrum using standard IRAF routines in the twodspec package. The spectrum was bias-subtracted

and flat-fielded, the sky background was modeled and subtracted from the 2D image, and the one-dimensional spectra

were optimally extracted, weighing by the inverse variance of the data. A wavelength calibration was applied using an

arc lamp spectrum taken directly after the science image. Relative flux calibration was applied to the spectrum using

a standard star taken close to the observation time.

The spectrum, shown in Figure 4, reveals a strong Mg II absorption doublet from the host galaxy, which gives a

redshift of z = 0.48463 ± 0.00004 (see inset of Figure 4). Additionally, we detect a broad emission feature centered

at a rest-frame wavelength of ≈ 4524 Å, which corresponds most closely to He II λ4686. Since the earlier spectrum

used for the initial classification (observed phase of 26 days; Poidevin et al. 2023) is not publicly available, we cannot

determine if the broad feature we observe was misidentified as Hβ, or whether the spectrum has evolved from being

dominated by Hβ to He II λ4686; such a transition was claimed for the TDE AT2017eqx (Nicholl et al. 2019), but over

a much longer timescale of ≈ 100 d compared to only ≈ 30 d in this case. Regardless, based on our MMT spectrum,

we re-classify AT2023vto as a TDE-He event.

Fitting the emission feature with a Gaussian profile, we find that it peaks at λ = 4524± 16 Å, with a full-width at

half maximum of vFWHM = (3.76 ± 0.01) × 104 km s−1 (see inset in Figure 4). The velocity shift of the line center

relative to the rest wavelength is vHe = (−1.05±0.11)×104 km s−1, which is large but not unprecedented for TDE-He

(Hung et al. 2019; see §5). If the observed feature was Hβ, the resulting velocity shift would be ≈ −2.1× 104 km s−1,



6

°10

°5

0

5

10

ASASSN-15lh + 101 d (TDE-H+He/SLSN-I)

AT2019cho + 47 d (TDE-Featureless)

AT2018zr + 119 d (TDE-H)

AT 2018dyb + 93 d (TDE-H+He)

2006gy + 98 d (SLSN-II)

AT2020adpi + 199 d (ANT)

AT 2023vto + 103 d

TDE He+H, TDE H, SLSNe,
TDE Featureless, ANT

He II

N III

HØ

HÆ

3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000

Rest Frame Wavelength (Å)
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Figure 5. Top: The optical spectrum of AT2023vto compared to all TDE types (H, H+He, He, “featureless”), SLSN-II,
ANT, and ASASSAN-15lh; the quoted phases are relative to the discovery date of each event. Bottom: A comparison to all
other TDE-He events found to date. AT2023vto exhibits a bluer continuum compared to the other TDE-He (matched only by
PS1-10jh, but at a much earlier phase of its evolution). The width and blueshift of the He II λ4686 line of AT2023vto compared
to the other TDE-He events is shown in the inset (colors match those of the spectra in the main panel). AT2023vto exhibits
the largest velocity width and blueshift, although neither quantity is completely unprecedented in previous TDE-HE events.
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which is an order of magnitude larger3 than observed in other TDEs (Charalampopoulos et al. 2022). A blackbody fit

to the continuum (with the emission feature subtracted) gives a temperature of TBB = 19, 926± 211 K. We note that

this is likely a lower limit as the spectral peak is blueward of the observed wavelength range of our spectrum.

2.5. Radio Observations

Following our identification of AT2023vto as a TDE, we obtained radio observations with the Karl G. Jansky Very

Large Array (VLA) on 2024 June 19 (284 days post optical discovery) using Director’s Discretionary Time (Program

ID 24A-479, PI: Cendes). We observed AT2023vto in C-band (4 − 8 GHz), using the primary calibrator 3C147, and

the secondary calibrator J2355+4950. We processed the VLA data using standard data reduction procedures in the

Common Astronomy Software Application package (CASA; McMullin et al. 2007), using tclean on the calibrated

measurement set available in the NRAO archive, with Briggs weighting. We do not detect a radio source at the

location of AT2023vto, with a 3σ upper limit of Fν ≈ 16.5 µJy, corresponding to a luminosity limit of νLν ≲ 9× 1038

erg s−1. This limit is not constraining in the context of TDEs with non-relativistic outflows (Alexander et al. 2020;

Cendes et al. 2023), but rules out the luminosities seen in TDEs with on-axis relativistic jets (Berger et al. 2012;

Zauderer et al. 2013; Brown et al. 2017). Future observations will determine if AT2023vto exhibits late-time radio

emission as seen in a substantial fraction of TDEs (Cendes et al. 2023).

2.6. X-ray Observations

We analyzed Swift X-Ray Telescope (XRT; 0.3− 10 keV) observations obtained along with the UVOT observations

(phase of 32− 49 d). No emission was detected at the location of AT2023vto, and we estimate a 3σ upper limit using

the Swift-XRT web tool4 (Evans et al. 2007, 2009). With a Milky Way H i column density of 7.63× 1020 cm−2 (HI4PI

Collaboration et al. 2016)5 and assuming a power-law spectrum with a photon index of 2, the stacked source count

rate limit is converted6 to an unabsorbed flux limit of FX ≲ 9.2× 10−13 erg s−1 cm−2, corresponding to a luminosity

limit of LX ≲ 8.7 × 1044 erg s−1. This limit is not particularly constraining relative to the majority of TDEs, which

have soft X-ray luminosities of ∼ 1041 − 1044 erg s−1 (Auchettl et al. 2017; Gezari 2021).

3. AT2023VTO IS A TIDAL DISRUPTION EVENT

AT2023vto was classified initially as a SLSN-II based on the claimed detection of Hβ emission (Poidevin et al. 2023).

We have shown that our optical spectrum is instead dominated by He II λ4686, and no Hβ emission is detected. The

velocity width of the emission feature, ≈ 3.8×104 km s−1, is much broader than typically observed in SNe, but is more

in line with velocities observed in TDE spectra (Charalampopoulos et al. 2022; Parkinson et al. 2022); see Figure 5.

The line center is blueshifted relative to the rest-frame of He II by ≈ 1.05 × 104 km s−1, which is higher than in

previous TDE-He events, but at least one other event has a comparable blueshift (Figure 4).

Another strong indication of a TDE origin is the persistent and blue g−r ≈ −0.4 mag color of AT2023vto during both

the rise and decline phases of the light curve. Such persistent blue colors are observed in other TDEs (Hammerstein

et al. 2023), with a typical range of about −0.5 to 0 mag (mean of ≈ −0.4 mag). On the other hand, this is in
contradiction to Type IIn SNe or SLSNe-II, which show a typical rapid transition from blue color on the rise, to a red

color (g − r ≳ 0 mag) post-peak (e.g., Inserra et al. 2018; Hiramatsu et al. 2024).

Finally, we consider the location of AT2023vto relative to its underlying host galaxy. The centroid position of the

galaxy lies at the same pixel (pixel size = 0.25′′) in PS1 as the centroid location of AT2023vto. We performed relative

astrometry between the LCO and PanSTARRS DR1 images to determine the offset between AT2023vto and its host

galaxy. We find a negligible offset of 0.13 ± 0.12′′; see Figure 1. The offset uncertainty of 0.12′′ corresponds to a

projected physical distance uncertainty of ≈ 0.7 kpc at the redshift of AT2023vto.

To summarize, the spectroscopic identification of a broad He II emission line, combined with the long duration, large

peak luminosity, persistent blue g − r color, and a location consistent with the nucleus of its host galaxy, all indicate

that AT2023vto is a TDE-He event.

4. LIGHT CURVE MODELING

3 Or in Type II SNe (Anderson et al. 2014).
4 https://www.swift.ac.uk/user objects/index.php
5 Via the NASA HEASARC NH Tool: https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3nh/w3nh.pl
6 Via the NASA HEASARC WebPIMMS: https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3pimms/w3pimms.pl

https://www.swift.ac.uk/user_objects/index.php
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3nh/w3nh.pl
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3pimms/w3pimms.pl
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Figure 6. Multi-band MOSFiT TDE model light curves for AT2023vto. We note that the LCO U -band data (open symbols)
were not used in the fit, but their inclusion does not change the resulting model parameters. The best-fit model parameters are
listed in Table 1.

Having identified AT2023vto as a TDE, we now turn to modeling its light curves with the MOSFiT Python package,

which uses a Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method to model the light curves of transients powered by various

energy sources (Guillochon et al. 2017). The MOSFiT TDE model calculates the luminosity of the system by converting

the fallback accretion rate of the disrupted stellar material to radiation (via an efficiency parameter). The model

includes several parameters: the mass of the black hole (MBH); the mass of the disrupted star (M∗); the scaled impact

parameter (b), accounting for the star’s polytropic index and the bound mass fraction such that a value of b = 1

implies a full disruption; the efficiency of fallback accretion to radiation conversion (ϵ); the photosphere power-law

constant (Rph,0) and exponent (l); and the viscous time (Tviscous), which governs the formation rate of the accretion

disk. Additionally, the model assumes a blackbody spectral energy distribution to determine the brightness in each

band. The model is based on Mockler et al. (2019) where further details are provided. To model the observed light

curves, we used the emcee ensemble sampler (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013) with 200 walkers and 20,000 steps to ensure

convergence of the model with a potential scale reduction factor (PSRF) of < 1.1.



9

Table 1. Posterior Distribution of the TDE Model Parameters from MOSFiT.

Parameter Range log-prior Posterior

M∗ (M⊙) [0.01, 100] False 9.07+2.98
−2.65

MBH (M⊙) [104, 1010] True 6.98+0.06
−0.05

texp (days) [−100, 0] False −19.7+4.1
−7.2

b [0,2] False 0.53+0.08
−0.06

ϵ [5 × 10−3, 0.4] True −2.23+0.12
−0.06

Tviscous (days) [0.01, 103] True −1.27+1.3
−1.19

Rph,0 [10−4, 104] True 0.97+0.06
−0.05

lph [0,4] False 1.22+0.20
−0.13

nH,host (cm−2) [1016, 1023] True 17.98+1.32
−1.13

AV (mag) False 0.00+0.01
−0.00

σ [10−3, 100] True −0.75+0.03
−0.03

In Figure 6, we plot the best-fit model light curve realizations in the optical and UV bands, and we list the resulting

best-fit parameters with 1σ confidence intervals in Table 1. The model indicates that AT2023vto resulted from the

disruption of an ≈ 9.1 M⊙ star by a ≈ 107 M⊙ black hole. The latter is in good agreement with the estimated value

from the host galaxy stellar mass (§2.2). The estimated disruption time is ≈ 20 d prior to the initial ZTF detection.

The normalized impact parameter is b ≈ 0.53, and the efficiency is ϵ ≈ 0.006. As expected, the best-fit host galaxy

extinction is consistent with zero.

The model provides an overall good fit to the optical and UV data. We note that it does not fully capture the light

curve behavior near the peak in g-band (the model is overall smoother than the data). This is potentially due to

the simplified nature of the TDE model; for example, the models are calibrated for lower mass stars than inferred for

AT2023vto, and it is possible that high mass stars have somewhat different internal structures, which will affect the

debris dynamics during disruption (Guillochon & Ramirez-Ruiz 2015; Kippenhahn et al. 2013). We similarly note that

the model overpredicts the observed brightness in the LCO U -band. This is likely due to the impact of the atmospheric

cutoff in the ground-based U -band data, which is not included in the MOSFiT model and is difficult to correct for given

the unusually blue color of AT2023vto; we did not include this filter in the model fitting7.

The best fit model from MOSFiT results in a peak bolometric luminosity of Lp,bol = (7.7 ± 0.4) × 1044 erg s−1,

a blackbody temperature of Tp,BB = 13, 560 ± 378 K and a blackbody radius of Rp,BB = (5.6 ± 0.3) × 1015 cm.

The radiated energy integrated from the estimated disruption time to the time of the last available observation is

Erad ≈ 1.8× 1052 erg.

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. Comparison to the Light Curves and Models of Optical TDEs

In this section, we compare AT2023vto to the optical TDE population, and to other possibly related transients,

using its observed light curve and spectroscopic properties, as well as the inferred physical parameters from MOSFiT

modeling compared to those of the optical TDE population (Gomez S., at el., in prep.)

In Figure 7 we compare the rest-frame g-band light curve of AT2023vto to a sample of 72 optical TDEs and potential

TDEs (see references in the caption of Figure 7); for the comparison objects, we use the nearest available filter to rest-

frame g-band. We divide the comparison sample into two categories: (i) classical TDEs, where the TDE classification

is based on spectroscopic features (e.g., H and/or He lines); and (ii) putative or potential TDEs, where the spectra

are either featureless, or exhibit spectral features that are distinct from classical TDEs (e.g., narrow emission lines as

in ANTs), but which are consistent with a nuclear origin. The latter category includes events with featureless spectra

that are classified as TDE due to their persistent blue colors, TDE-like light curve properties, and coincidence with

the nuclei of their host galaxies (van Velzen et al. 2021a; Nicholl et al. 2022; Hammerstein et al. 2023); the ambiguous

event ASASSAN-15lh, which was claimed to be both a SLSN and a TDE (Dong et al. 2016; Leloudas et al. 2016;

7 We found that inclusion of the U -band data has a negligible effect on the inferred parameters, for example ≲ 1% in the values of M∗ and
MBH.
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Figure 7. Left: A comparison of the rest-frame g-band light curve of AT2023vto (black stars) to the classical TDE sample,
consisting of TDE-H (red), TDE-H+He (green) and TDE-He (blue). AT2023vto is the brightest among this population of
spectroscopically-classified TDEs, outshining the second brightest event by ≈ 1.5 mag, and the median by ≈ 4 mag. Right: A
comparison of AT2023vto’s rest-frame g-band light curve to putative or possible TDEs, including featureless events, ambiguous
events, and ANTs. AT2023vto is at the bright end of the featureless TDEs (yellow), and at the mean of the ANT population.
Comparison data from Gezari et al. (2006); Chornock et al. (2014); van Velzen & Farrar (2014); Arcavi et al. (2014); Holoien
et al. (2014, 2016a,b); Dong et al. (2016); Hung et al. (2017); Blanchard et al. (2017); Blagorodnova et al. (2017); Wyrzykowski
et al. (2017); van Velzen (2018); Holoien et al. (2019); Nicholl et al. (2019); Gomez et al. (2020); Short et al. (2020); Nicholl
et al. (2020); Arcavi et al. (2020); Perez-Fournon et al. (2020); Nordin et al. (2020); van Velzen et al. (2021b); Hung et al.
(2021); Cannizzaro et al. (2021); Yao et al. (2021b,a); Fremling (2021); Wevers et al. (2022); Liu et al. (2022); Yao et al. (2022);
Ramsden et al. (2022); Nicholl et al. (2022); Hammerstein et al. (2023); Gomez et al. (2023); Yao et al. (2023); Goodwin et al.
(2023); Yao (2023); Somalwar et al. (2023); Wiseman et al. (2024); Hinkle et al. (2024); Hinkle (2024)

Brown et al. 2016); ANTs, which spatially coincides with their host galaxy nuclei but are spectrally distinct from

TDEs (Kankare et al. 2017; Wiseman et al. 2024; Hinkle et al. 2024); and ambiguous events, which include a variety

of transients with a nuclear origin that are referred to as ambiguous/unknown in the TDE literature (van Velzen et al.

2021a; Nicholl et al. 2022; Hammerstein et al. 2023; Yao et al. 2023).

We find that AT2023vto is the brightest among all of the classical spectroscopically-classified TDEs, outshining the

second brightest event by ≈ 1.5 mag, and the median of the population (−19.7± 0.9 mag) by ≈ 4 mag. On the other

hand, AT2023vto exhibits a similar rise time (≈ 50 d) to the optical TDE sample (with ≈ 30 − 60 d), as well as a

similar decline rate (Figure 7).

Next, we compare the light curve of AT2023vto to the putative TDEs and ANTs. AT2023vto is more luminous than

all of the “ambiguous” TDE events, and also exceeds the luminosities of the “featureless” events, although some of

those are comparable in brightness. On the other hand, AT2023vto is comparable to the mean of the ANT population,

but those generally have longer durations and extend about 2 mag brighter.

In Figure 8, we compare the key inferred physical parameters of AT2023vto — M∗ and MBH — to the classical

TDE sample and featureless possible TDEs. The comparison events are modeled in exactly the same way as our

MOSFiT model for AT2023vto. As expected from its high luminosity, we find that AT2023vto stands out in terms of

the disrupted star mass of M∗ ≈ 9.1 M⊙ from the rest of the TDE population, which spans M∗ ≈ 0.1 − 2 M⊙ with

a mean of ⟨M∗⟩ = 0.64 ± 0.46 M⊙. We also find that MBH ≈ 107 M⊙ in AT2023vto is at the massive end of the

distribution, which spans MBH ≈ 105.5 − 107.5 M⊙, with a mean of ⟨MBH⟩ ≈ 106.5 M⊙. For the black hole mass in

AT2023vto, its peak bolometric luminosity corresponds to ≈ 0.65 LEdd, which is in the upper range for optical TDEs

(Hung et al. 2017; Blanchard et al. 2017; Mockler et al. 2019; Wong et al. 2022). Finally, the scaled impact parameter

in AT2023vto, b ≈ 0.55, is somewhat lower than for other TDE-He events, with b ∼ 1 (Nicholl et al. 2022).

While AT2023vto resides in a distinct part of the M∗−MBH phase-space than classical TDEs, some of the featureless

events (AT2018jbv, AT2020acka, AT2020riz) occupy a similar parameter space, with M∗ ∼ 10 M⊙ and MBH ∼ 107.5

M⊙. Similarly, some of the similarly, or even more luminous, ANTs than AT2023vto, if interpreted as TDEs, have been
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Figure 8. Inferred disrupted star mass (M∗) versus black hole mass (MBH) from MOSFiT model fits of AT2023vto (black star)
and optical TDEs, including the H (red), H+He (green), and He (purple) categories, as well as featureless (open yellow) and
ambiguous events (open blue). AT2023vto stands out in this parameter space with an unusually high stellar mass and relatively
large black hole mass. A few of the featureless TDEs seem to reside in the same region of parameter space as AT2023vto, and
indeed exhibit similar light curves (right panel of Figure 7).

argued to result from massive stars, M∗ ∼ 4.5−90 M⊙, disrupted by similarly massive black holes, MBH ∼ 107.2−108.7

M⊙ (Wiseman et al. 2024).

5.2. Comparison to the Spectra of Optical TDEs

In Figure 5, we compare the optical spectrum of AT2023vto to those of other TDE-He events, as well as to those

of ambiguous or potential TDEs (e.g., ASASSN-15lh, ANTs); we compare these at the nearest epoch to ∼ 100 d

post-discovery available on WISeREP (Yaron et al. 2021) to match the epoch of the AT2023vto spectrum.

The spectrum of AT2023vto is broadly similar to those of the other TDE-He events, with the closest analogue

being PS1-10jh (albeit at an earlier epoch of about 10 d post-discovery). AT2023vto has a bluer continuum than

the other TDE-He. In the inset of Figure 5, we plot the He II λ4686 line width versus blueshift for AT2023vto and

the 6 comparison TDE-He events. We find that AT2023vto exhibits the largest line width and the largest blueshift,

although some TDE-He events have comparable line widths (≈ 3× 104 km s−1) or blueshift (≈ 8× 103 km s−1). We

note that none of the TDE-He events exhibit a redshift of the He II line, as opposed to the trend seen in the Balmer

lines of TDE-H and TDE-H+He events (Charalampopoulos et al. 2022).

While AT2023vto is comparable in peak luminosity to the mean of the ANT population, the latter have clearly

distinct spectra compared to AT2023vto and classical TDEs, marked by much narrower Balmer lines, as well as

narrow lines of O I, [O II] and [O III] (Hinkle et al. 2024; Wiseman et al. 2024). The Balmer line widths are ≲ 3000

km s−1 compared to ≳ 10, 000 km s−1 for classical TDEs. Wiseman et al. (2024) found that eight out of ten ANTs in

their sample show a narrow [O III] λ5007 line, which is commonly present in AGNs and star-forming galaxy spectra

and is indicative of low-density ionized gas. One possibility is that ANTs occur in pre-existing AGNs, explaining their
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narrower lines from the AGN environment. On the other hand, the spectral properties of AT2023vto match those

of the classical TDE-He population, despite a potential similarity in disrupted star mass and black hole mass (§5.1),
suggesting that it arose from a quiescent SMBH.

6. CONCLUSIONS

We presented photometric and spectroscopic observations of AT2023vto, a luminous transient at z = 0.4846 which

we have shown to be a TDE based on the identification of a broad He IIλ4686 emission line, persistent g − r ≈ −0.4

mag color during the long rise and decline of the light curve, and a location consistent with the nucleus of its underlying

host galaxy. A comparison to the spectra of other TDEs indicates that AT2023vto is a TDE-He event. We reach the

following conclusions based on the observed properties of AT2023vto, and the modeling of its light curves:

• The peak absolute magnitude of mg ≈ −23.6 makes AT2023vto the most luminous classical TDE observed

to date, by ≈ 1.9 mag compared to the second brightest TDE, and by ≈ 3.9 mag (≈ 4 standard deviations)

compared to the median of the TDE population.

• The peak brightness of AT2023vto is similar to some putative TDEs, namely some “featureless” events and

the mean of the ANT population. However, its TDE-He spectrum is distinct from those of ANTs (which are

dominated by narrow lines, including Balmer lines) and the featureless events (which lack any spectroscopic

features).

• The He II λ4686 line in AT2023vto exhibits the largest combination of velocity width (≈ 3.76× 104 km s−1) and

blueshift (−1.05× 104 km s−1) of any TDE-He event to date, but neither value on its own is unprecedented.

• Modeling of the light curves indicates that AT2023vto was caused by the disruption of a ≈ 9.1 M⊙ star by a

≈ 107 M⊙ black hole (the black hole mass is in good agreement with the value inferred based on the host galaxy

mass). This combination is unique amongst optical TDEs; the star mass is about 5 times larger than the most

massive stars in previous TDEs, and about 14 times larger than the mean of the population (⟨M∗⟩ ≈ 0.64).

Similar parameters are only found in models of the putative “featureless” TDEs, as well as by TDE model fits

for ANTs (Holoien et al. 2022; Hinkle et al. 2024; Wiseman et al. 2024; Hiramatsu et al. 2024).

AT2023vto is a classical TDE in terms of its observed photometric and spectroscopic properties while having been

caused by the disruption of a much more massive star than the general TDE population, similar to those inferred in

the TDE model fits to luminous ANTs. Thus, AT2023vto may be a link between the two populations. The majority

of ANTs exhibit different spectra than classical TDEs, dominated by narrow Balmer and oxygen lines. It is possible

that both AT2023vto and the luminous ANTs are caused by massive star disruptions, with the latter occurring in

active galactic nuclei and AT2023vto occurring in a dormant SMBH.

The large luminosity and inferred star mass in AT2023vto provide an opportunity to study the extreme end of

the TDE luminosity function and the impact of massive star disruptions. With the upcoming Rubin Observatory /

LSST, we anticipate that AT2023vto-like events will be detectable to z ∼ 3 and would, therefore, also probe quiescent

SMBHs to much larger redshifts than the bulk of the TDE population. Along with an increase in the detection rate

and characterization of ANTs, we expect that such observations will shed light on the connection between luminous

TDEs and ANTs.
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A. PHOTOMETRY

MJD Filter Magnitude ± e magnitude (AB) Telescope

60170.40884 r > 20.55 ZTF

60173.33883 r > 20.4 ZTF

60173.47114 g > 20.47 ZTF

60178.42973 g > 20.47 ZTF

60180.40827 g > 19.18 ZTF

60182.34443 r > 20.44 ZTF

60182.42775 g > 20.28 ZTF

60184.42790 g > 20.32 ZTF

60184.47108 r > 20.46 ZTF

60186.35961 r > 19.53 ZTF

60186.47100 g > 19.43 ZTF

60191.38920 g > 19.77 ZTF

60194.30874 g > 20.32 ZTF

60194.32521 r > 20.37 ZTF

60196.32297 g 20.68 ± 0.33 ZTF

60196.34751 r > 20.42 ZTF

60200.37221 g 20.30 ± 0.20 ZTF

60200.41501 r > 20.56 ZTF

60202.26614 r 20.40 ± 0.23 ZTF

60202.42600 c 19.79 ± 0.21 ATLAS

60202.43773 g 20.28 ± 0.24 ZTF

60204.35063 g 19.92 ± 0.18 ZTF

60204.40510 r 20.39 ± 0.19 ZTF

60206.41362 g 19.66 ± 0.15 ZTF

60206.42949 r 20.16 ± 0.18 ZTF

60208.50777 c 19.77 ± 0.14 ATLAS

60209.31043 r 19.74 ± 0.17 ZTF

60209.34994 g 19.61 ± 0.19 ZTF

60210.49498 c 19.56 ± 0.22 ATLAS

60212.38339 r 19.71 ± 0.13 ZTF

60212.41900 g 19.40 ± 0.13 ZTF

60212.47191 o 19.50 ± 0.16 ATLAS

60214.27741 r 19.69 ± 0.17 ZTF

60214.36952 g 19.24 ± 0.18 ZTF

60214.41461 o 19.23 ± 0.17 ATLAS

60216.31725 g > 19.21 ZTF

60216.48567 r 19.35 ± 0.24 ZTF

60221.17881 g 19.04 ± 0.12 ZTF

60221.28443 r 19.47 ± 0.19 ZTF

60222.43430 o 19.78 ± 0.18 ATLAS

60223.21542 r 19.20 ± 0.11 ZTF

60223.28827 g 18.88 ± 0.11 ZTF

60224.42465 c 19.06 ± 0.09 ATLAS

60226.28203 r 19.12 ± 0.11 ZTF

60228.25706 g 18.76 ± 0.09 ZTF

60228.40906 c 18.91 ± 0.07 ATLAS

60230.42111 c 19.10 ± 0.07 ATLAS
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60231.19518 g 18.69 ± 0.08 ZTF

60231.33180 r 19.17 ± 0.10 ZTF

60233.17899 r 19.10 ± 0.10 ZTF

60233.21849 g 18.72 ± 0.10 ZTF

60234.42945 c 18.94 ± 0.07 ATLAS

60235.20121 g 18.72 ± 0.10 ZTF

60235.24312 r 19.07 ± 0.10 ZTF

60236.24132 c 18.93 ± 0.08 ATLAS

60237.19858 r 19.14 ± 0.11 ZTF

60237.21539 g 18.70 ± 0.11 ZTF

60238.38958 c 18.85 ± 0.07 ATLAS

60239.28438 g 18.69 ± 0.09 ZTF

60239.34452 r 19.07 ± 0.09 ZTF

60240.39917 o 19.20 ± 0.11 ATLAS

60242.24405 r 19.14 ± 0.15 ZTF

60242.31850 g 18.63 ± 0.10 ZTF

60242.39736 o 19.06 ± 0.14 ATLAS

60245.22380 r 19.11 ± 0.18 ZTF

60245.28513 g 18.61 ± 0.13 ZTF

60250.18170 g 18.75 ± 0.11 ZTF

60250.26829 r 19.21 ± 0.12 ZTF

60250.40169 o 19.27 ± 0.10 ATLAS

60252.19480 g 18.82 ± 0.12 ZTF

60252.28918 r 19.06 ± 0.10 ZTF

60252.37470 c 19.10 ± 0.09 ATLAS

60254.14199 r 19.15 ± 0.10 ZTF

60254.19508 g 18.79 ± 0.09 ZTF

60254.36620 c 18.98 ± 0.10 ATLAS

60256.37487 c 19.09 ± 0.10 ATLAS

60257.17672 r 19.31 ± 0.14 ZTF

60257.22870 g 18.78 ± 0.14 ZTF

60258.36648 c 19.01 ± 0.06 ATLAS

60259.20232 g 18.84 ± 0.12 ZTF

60259.29476 r 19.32 ± 0.14 ZTF

60260.36655 c 19.26 ± 0.12 ATLAS

60261.15836 r 19.32 ± 0.10 ZTF

60261.19790 g 18.91 ± 0.11 ZTF

60263.17931 g > 18.28 ZTF

60264.35645 c 19.22 ± 0.11 ATLAS

60266.34732 c 19.24 ± 0.08 ATLAS

60268.34586 o 19.21 ± 0.17 ATLAS

60273.89381 U 19.45 ± 0.13 LCO

60273.90333 B 18.83 ± 0.04 LCO

60273.91468 g 19.02 ± 0.15 LCO

60273.91851 g 19.01 ± 0.15 LCO

60273.92247 r 19.33 ± 0.15 LCO

60273.92513 r 19.52 ± 0.15 LCO

60278.26281 U 19.57 ± 0.02 LCO

60278.27241 B 18.93 ± 0.10 LCO

60278.27964 V 19.07 ± 0.07 LCO
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60278.28382 g 19.12 ± 0.15 LCO

60278.28763 g 19.18 ± 0.15 LCO

60278.29163 r 19.51 ± 0.15 LCO

60278.29428 r 19.47 ± 0.15 LCO

60281.89540 UVW1 20.74 ± 0.28 Swift

60281.89610 U 19.34 ± 0.19 Swift

60281.89646 B > 20.11 Swift

60281.89735 UVW2 21.69 ± 0.35 Swift

60281.89839 V 18.93 ± 0.35 Swift

60281.89965 UVM2 20.98 ± 0.24 Swift

60282.32095 c 19.14 ± 0.11 ATLAS

60283.24517 U 19.59 ± 0.07 LCO

60283.25474 B 19.06 ± 0.02 LCO

60283.26203 V 19.20 ± 0.01 LCO

60283.26618 g 19.17 ± 0.15 LCO

60283.27000 g 19.16 ± 0.15 LCO

60283.27402 r 19.47 ± 0.15 LCO

60283.27667 r 19.50 ± 0.15 LCO

60283.33593 o 19.54 ± 0.13 ATLAS

60284.15859 r 19.60 ± 0.14 ZTF

60284.21976 g 19.22 ± 0.15 ZTF

60284.26798 o 19.51 ± 0.16 ATLAS

60284.29941 c 19.22 ± 0.16 ATLAS

60286.32714 c 19.49 ± 0.13 ATLAS

60287.50742 UVW1 20.07 ± 0.23 Swift

60287.50813 U 19.53 ± 0.26 Swift

60287.50851 B > 19.89 Swift

60287.50954 UVW2 > 20.3 Swift

60287.51058 V > 19.03 Swift

60287.51180 UVM2 20.52 ± 0.24 Swift

60288.13767 g 19.31 ± 0.20 ZTF

60288.19723 r 19.49 ± 0.21 ZTF

60288.90700 U 19.62 ± 0.17 LCO

60288.91654 B 19.17 ± 0.03 LCO

60288.92377 V 19.17 ± 0.14 LCO

60288.92789 g 19.23 ± 0.15 LCO

60288.93169 g 19.25 ± 0.15 LCO

60288.93568 r 19.77 ± 0.15 LCO

60288.93832 r 19.79 ± 0.15 LCO

60289.35094 V > 18.62 Swift

60289.35231 UVM2 20.13 ± 0.26 Swift

60289.41460 UVW1 20.02 ± 0.22 Swift

60289.41531 U 19.28 ± 0.23 Swift

60289.41575 B > 19.74 Swift

60289.41608 UVW2 20.81 ± 0.33 Swift

60290.18032 r 19.78 ± 0.17 ZTF

60290.21987 g 19.38 ± 0.14 ZTF

60291.34173 o 19.44 ± 0.15 ATLAS

60291.37684 c 19.37 ± 0.15 ATLAS

60293.30967 o 19.61 ± 0.18 ATLAS
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60293.79962 U 19.97 ± 0.04 LCO

60293.80916 B 19.22 ± 0.02 LCO

60293.81639 V 19.36 ± 0.02 LCO

60293.82054 g 19.34 ± 0.15 LCO

60293.82436 g 19.33 ± 0.15 LCO

60293.82836 r 19.73 ± 0.15 LCO

60293.83103 r 19.66 ± 0.15 LCO

60294.56479 UVW1 20.73 ± 0.33 Swift

60294.56645 U 19.42 ± 0.23 Swift

60294.56730 B 19.34 ± 0.32 Swift

60294.56976 UVW2 > 20.49 Swift

60294.57222 V > 19.07 Swift

60294.57557 UVM2 > 20.38 Swift

60298.20710 U 19.87 ± 0.14 LCO

60298.21665 B 19.44 ± 0.03 LCO

60298.22388 V 19.36 ± 0.11 LCO

60300.202080 U 19.64 ± 0.45 LCO

60300.21166 B 19.34 ± 0.14 LCO

60300.21891 V 19.44 ± 0.09 LCO

60300.22308 g 19.44 ± 0.15 LCO

60300.22691 g 19.34 ± 0.15 LCO

60300.23089 r 19.44 ± 0.15 LCO

60305.16276 U 19.53 ± 0.18 LCO

60305.17233 B 19.41 ± 0.09 LCO

60305.17959 V 19.68 ± 0.16 LCO

60305.18374 g 19.68 ± 0.15 LCO

60305.18755 g 19.48 ± 0.15 LCO

60305.19154 r 19.69 ± 0.15 LCO

60305.19421 r 19.86 ± 0.15 LCO

60310.16442 U 20.18 ± 0.10 LCO

60310.17395 B 19.58 ± 0.04 LCO

60310.18117 V 19.66 ± 0.04 LCO

60310.18531 g 19.73 ± 0.15 LCO

60310.18913 g 19.76 ± 0.15 LCO

60310.19314 r 19.97 ± 0.15 LCO

60310.19578 r 20.05 ± 0.15 LCO

60311.14469 r 20.04 ± 0.21 ZTF

60315.10470 U 20.26 ± 0.08 LCO

60315.11426 B 19.78 ± 0.02 LCO

60315.12151 V 19.66 ± 0.07 LCO

60315.12565 g 19.84 ± 0.15 LCO

60315.12948 g 19.84 ± 0.15 LCO

60315.13346 r 20.17 ± 0.15 LCO

60315.13611 r 19.85 ± 0.15 LCO

60317.10851 U 19.85 ± 0.05 LCO

60317.11806 B 19.71 ± 0.07 LCO

60317.12528 V 19.63 ± 0.03 LCO

60317.12943 g 20.01 ± 0.15 LCO

60317.13324 g 19.93 ± 0.15 LCO

60317.13721 r 20.18 ± 0.15 LCO
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60318.91158 U 20.41 ± 0.02 LCO

60318.92840 V 19.71 ± 0.02 LCO

60318.93254 g 19.84 ± 0.15 LCO

60318.93636 g 19.88 ± 0.15 LCO

60318.94033 r 20.04 ± 0.15 LCO

60318.94297 r 20.06 ± 0.15 LCO

60323.89180 U 20.51 ± 0.11 LCO

60323.90132 B 19.81 ± 0.06 LCO

60323.90857 V 19.79 ± 0.10 LCO

60323.91271 g 19.97 ± 0.15 LCO

60323.91653 g 20.03 ± 0.15 LCO

60323.92049 r 20.17 ± 0.15 LCO

60323.92314 r 20.29 ± 0.15 LCO

60328.87796 U 20.48 ± 0.15 LCO

60328.88750 B 19.94 ± 0.07 LCO

60328.89473 V 19.77 ± 0.08 LCO

60328.89892 g 20.13 ± 0.15 LCO

60328.90274 g 20.01 ± 0.15 LCO

60328.90669 r 20.30 ± 0.15 LCO

60328.90935 r 20.25 ± 0.15 LCO

60337.09611 U 20.78 ± 0.03 LCO

60337.10564 B 19.91 ± 0.05 LCO

60337.11286 V 19.52 ± 0.17 LCO

60337.12084 g 20.07 ± 0.15 LCO

60337.12485 r 20.11 ± 0.15 LCO

60337.12750 r 20.47 ± 0.15 LCO

60342.87347 g 20.33 ± 0.15 LCO

60342.87746 r 20.49 ± 0.15 LCO

60347.86278 g 20.40 ± 0.15 LCO

60347.86676 r 20.62 ± 0.15 LCO

60352.84919 g 20.46 ± 0.15 LCO

60352.85317 r 20.51 ± 0.15 LCO

60357.08500 g 20.39 ± 0.15 LCO

60357.08402 r 20.80 ± 0.15 LCO

Table 2. Photometry of AT2023vto. Magnitudes are corrected for
Galactic Extinction in the direction of AT2023vto.
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