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ABSTRACT

We present observations of ASASSN-22ci (AT2022dbl), a nearby tidal disruption event (TDE) discov-
ered by the All-Sky Automated Survey for Supernovae (ASAS-SN) at a distance of dj, ~ 125 Mpc.
Roughly two years after the initial ASAS-SN discovery, a second flare was detected coincident with
ASASSN-22ci. UV/optical photometry and optical spectroscopy indicate that both flares are likely
powered by TDEs. The striking similarity in flare properties suggests that these flares result from
subsequent disruptions of the same star. Each flare rises on a timescale of ~30 days, has a tempera-
ture of ~30,000 K, a peak bolometric luminosity of Liyy,opr = 104367439 erg s71, and exhibits a blue
optical spectrum with broad H, He, and N lines. No X-ray emission is detected during either flare,
but X-ray emission with an unabsorbed luminosity of Ly = 3 x 10%! erg s~ and kT = 0.042 eV is
observed between the flares. Pre-discovery survey observations rule out the existence of earlier flares
within the past ~6000 days, indicating that the discovery of ASASSN-22ci likely coincides with the
first flare. If the observed flare separation of 720 4+ 4.7 days is the orbital period, the next flare of
ASASSN-22c¢i should occur near MJD 61075 (2026 February 04). Finally, we find that the existing
sample of repeating TDE candidates is consistent with Hills capture of a star initially in a binary with
a total mass between ~1 — 4 Mg, and a separation of ~0.01 — 0.1 AU.

Keywords: Accretion(14) — Active galactic nuclei(16) — Black hole physics (159) — Supermassive
black holes (1663) — Tidal disruption (1696)
1. INTRODUCTION
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rupted with no bound stellar remnant. Nevertheless,
as there is a larger cross-section for partial disruptions
than full disruptions, partial TDEs are thought to be
more common than full TDEs (e.g., Stone et al. 2020;
Zhong et al. 2022). Partial TDEs are predicted to have
faster declines than full TDEs (Coughlin & Nixon 2019;
Miles et al. 2020), a lower peak fallback rate that scales
with the impact parameter of the tidal encounter (e.g.,
Miles et al. 2020; Law-Smith et al. 2020), and a delayed
peak relative to the disruption (e.g., Miles et al. 2020;
Law-Smith et al. 2020).

In recent years a number of TDEs have had prop-
erties consistent with partial events, either from light
curve modeling (Mockler et al. 2019; Gomez et al.
2020; Nicholl et al. 2020) or the observation of multi-
ple flares (Payne et al. 2021; Wevers et al. 2023; So-
malwar et al. 2023; Lin et al. 2024). As TDEs, the
events with multiple or repeating flares are of particular
interest as, (1) they are guaranteed to be partial dis-
ruptions since a bound remnant exists and (2) if the
flare recurrence time is reasonably well known, they
can be used to study the early phases of TDE emis-
sion in unprecedented detail (e.g., Payne et al. 2022,
2023). The multiple/repeating TDEs claimed to date
are the optically-selected ASASSN-14ko (Payne et al.
2021, 2022, 2023), ASASSN-18ul (AT2018fyk; Wevers
et al. 2019, 2023), ZTF20acaazkt (AT2020vdq; Soma-
lwar et al. 2023), and ASASSN-22ci (AT2022dbl; Lin
et al. 2024, the object studied in this work) and the
X-ray-selected events eRASSt J045650.3-203750 (Liu
et al. 2023, 2024b) and RX J133157.6-324319.7 (Malyali
et al. 2023). Finally, the TDE ASASSN-19dj exhibited
a nuclear flare in Catalina Real-Time Transient Survey
(CRTS; Drake et al. 2009) data roughly 14.5 years be-
fore the flare presented in Hinkle et al. (2021b). Given
the growing sample of multiple/repeating TDEs since
the discovery of ASASSN-19dj, it now seems likely that
this earlier flare was also a TDE. These events have a
wide range of flare recurrence times, between 115 days
(Payne et al. 2023) and ~26 years (Malyali et al. 2023),
and a diversity of behaviors across the electromagnetic
spectrum (Payne et al. 2023; Lin et al. 2024).

The repeating partial TDEs are likely the result of
tidal capture through the Hills mechanism (Hills 1988;
Cufari et al. 2022; Lu & Quataert 2023). In this sce-
nario, a tight binary passes close to an SMBH and is
disrupted, resulting in one star becoming tightly bound
to the SMBH and the other leaving as a hyper-velocity
star. If the star that remains bound to the SMBH has
a pericenter near its tidal radius it may continue to be
partially disrupted at each pericenter passage, possibly
powering multiple luminous flares. This scenario also

provides insight into the expected distribution of the
orbital periods of such repeating systems, as the ini-
tial binary must have an orbit that is hard relative to
the velocity dispersion in the center of the galaxy (e.g.,
Hills 1988; Cufari et al. 2022; Bandopadhyay et al. 2024).
This sets the largest expected orbital period for the cap-
tured star. For SMBH masses consistent with observed
TDEs and a binary consisting of two Solar-mass stars,
we would expect orbital periods of < 15 years following
Hills capture (e.g., Hills 1988; Cufari et al. 2022; Ban-
dopadhyay et al. 2024).

With the notable exception of ASASSN-14ko (Payne
et al. 2021, 2022, 2023), most multiple/repeating TDE
candidates have only exhibited two flares to date.
Therefore, it remains to be seen if these are truly re-
peating events. If these events repeat, future flares will
provide stronger constraints on the orbital period of the
now-bound star. Recent simulations suggest that sub-
sequent partial disruptions should become increasingly
luminous until the star is finally fully disrupted (Liu
et al. 2024a). In such a scenario, transient surveys will
be biased towards detecting the later and more luminous
flares.

Despite many well-studied TDEs from optical surveys
(for a review, see Gezari 2021), the mechanism powering
the observed UV /optical emission remains a matter of
debate. Broadly, there are two proposed models: repro-
cessed emission from an accretion disc (e.g. Dai et al.
2018; Thomsen et al. 2022) or shocks from collisions
of the tidal debris streams (e.g. Lu & Bonnerot 2020;
Ryu et al. 2020; Steinberg & Stone 2024; Krolik et al.
2024). This question remains the largest obstacle to-
wards using TDEs as probes of the masses and spins of
otherwise-quiescent SMBHs (e.g., Mockler et al. 2019;
Gafton & Rosswog 2019; Mummery et al. 2024; Mum-
mery 2024). Repeating partial UV /optical TDEs are
an ideal test bed for such models as we can observe all
phases of a TDE in detail. In particular, being able
to predict future outbursts allows us to conduct dedi-
cated follow-up of the earliest phases of emission and
the rise to peak (e.g., Payne et al. 2022, 2023), phases
which have only been caught, in detail, for two non-
repeating TDEs, ASASSN-19bt (Holoien et al. 2019)
and AT2023lli (Huang et al. 2024).

In this manuscript, we present the discovery and
follow-up observations of the TDE ASASSN-22ci
(AT2022dbl). Our analysis complements the earlier
study of Lin et al. (2024), with the notable additions
of a high-cadence and high-precision light curve from
the Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS; Ricker
et al. 2015), a detailed comparison of ASASSN-22ci
to models of repeating partial TDEs, and an explo-
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ration of the binary parameters for the sample of multi-
ple/repeating TDEs under the assumption of Hills cap-
ture. Throughout the paper we assume a cosmology of
Hy = 69.6 km s~ Mpc™!, Qur = 0.29, and Q, = 0.71
(Wright 2006; Bennett et al. 2014). The paper is orga-
nized in the following manner. In Section 2 we present
the discovery of the transient and analyze its host galaxy
properties. We detail our follow-up observations of the
TDE in Section 3 and analyze these data in Section 4.
Section 5 provides a comparison between the two flares
seen for ASASSN-22c¢i and their context within the pop-
ulation of optically-selected multiple/repeating TDEs.
Finally, we discuss our conclusions in Section 6.

2. DISCOVERY AND HOST-GALAXY
PROPERTIES

2.1. Transient Discovery

ASASSN-22¢i (o, d) = (12:20:45.010, +49:33:04.68)
was discovered by the All-Sky Automated Survey for
Supernovae (ASAS-SN; Shappee et al. 2014; Kochanek
et al. 2017; Hart et al. 2023) in g-band data from
the ASAS-SN “Brutus” unit on Haleakala, Hawai‘i on
2022 February 22.6 UTC (Stanek 2022). The discovery
was promptly announced on the Transient Name Server
(TNS) and given the TNS identification AT2022dbl’.
For the remainder of this manuscript, we will use the
discovery survey name, ASASSN-22ci.

ASASSN-22ci occurred in the nucleus of the galaxy
WISEA J122045.05+493304.7, at a redshift of z =
0.0284 (Abazajian et al. 2004). This redshift corre-
sponds to a luminosity distance of 125.0 Mpc. The SDSS
spectrum of the host galaxy shows strong Balmer ab-
sorption and no strong emission lines, consistent with
the post-starburst host galaxies often seen for TDEs
(e.g., Arcavi et al. 2014; French et al. 2016).

Shortly before the ASAS-SN discovery, the Zwicky
Transient Facility (ZTF; Bellm et al. 2019; Masci et al.
2019) also detected a brightening of this source (Ar-
cavi et al. 2022a). This detection of the brightening of
ASASSN-22ci in ZTF photometry was linked with the
previously reported AT2018mac?. Upon further inspec-
tion, it was clear that the detection reported in 2018
was erroneous and there was no transient at that time.
Nevertheless, based on the early rise of ASASSN-22ci in
ZTF photometry, the StarDestroyers team obtained an
early-time spectrum with the FLOYDS spectrograph on
the Faulkes Telescope North (Arcavi et al. 2022b). This
spectrum showed a strong blue continuum and broad

! https://wis-tns.weizmann.ac.il/object/2022dbl
2 https://wis-tns.weizmann.ac.il/object /2018 mac

emission lines consistent with He II A\686 and Ha at
the host redshift. These spectroscopic features and a
nuclear location within a likely post-starburst galaxy in-
dicated that ASASSN-22ci was a TDE. Because of this,
we triggered additional spectroscopic and photometric
follow-up of ASASSN-22ci.

Much like a normal TDE, ASASSN-22ci faded to the
flux of the host by approximately one year post-peak.
Nevertheless, roughly two years after the initial discov-
ery of ASASSN-22ci, a second brightening was detected
by ZTF (Yao et al. 2024) and later seen in Asteroid
Terrestrial Impact Last Alert System (ATLAS; Tonry
et al. 2018; Smith et al. 2020) and ASAS-SN light curves.
This second flare was broadly similar to the first flare
in terms of its light curve and exhibited a spectrum ex-
tremely similar to that of the first flare. This suggested
that ASASSN-22ci is a multiple/repeating partial TDE,
joining the small, but growing, class of such events (e.g.,
Payne et al. 2021; Wevers et al. 2023; Somalwar et al.
2023; Liu et al. 2023).

2.2. Host-Galaxy Properties

The host galaxy WISEA J122045.05+493304.7 was
well observed in the UV, optical, and IR prior to the dis-
covery of ASASSN-22ci. We computed NUV photome-
try of the host galaxy from Galaxy Evolution Explorer
(GALEX; Martin et al. 2005) data using a 10”0 radius
aperture and gPhoton (Million et al. 2016). We also ob-
tained images in the ugriz bands from the SDSS Data
Release 15 (Aguado et al. 2019), JH Kg images from the
Two Micron All-Sky Survey (2MASS; Skrutskie et al.
2006), and W1, W2 magnitudes from the Wide-field In-
frared Survey Explorer (WISE; Wright et al. 2010) All-
WISE survey. We measured 10”0 radius aperture mag-
nitudes for the SDSS and 2MASS images, using several
field stars to calibrate the magnitudes. For the AITWISE
images, we also measured magnitudes in a 10”0 radius
aperture, using the zero points listed in the image head-
ers. The host-galaxy magnitudes are given in Table 1.

We characterized the host galaxy using the Fitting and
Assessment of Synthetic Templates (FAsT; Kriek et al.
2009) to fit stellar population synthesis models to the
archival host-galaxy photometry. We assume a Cardelli
et al. (1989) extinction law with Ry = 3.1 and fore-
ground Galactic extinction of Ay = 0.052 mag (Schlafly
& Finkbeiner 2011), a Salpeter IMF (Salpeter 1955),
an exponentially declining star-formation rate, and the
Bruzual & Charlot (2003) stellar population models.
We find a stellar mass of M, = 9.372-] x 10° Mg, an
age of 2.8f8:; Gyr, and a 30 upper-limit on the SFR
of < 2.7 x1072 My yr~!'. From the Mpg - M, rela-
tion of Reines & Volonteri (2015), we estimate a central
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Figure 1. Left Panel: The Ha emission equivalent width (EW), tracing current star formation, as compared to the Lick Hda
absorption index, tracing star formation within the past Gyr. The host galaxy of ASASSN-22ci is shown as a red symbol, a
comparison sample of TDE hosts from Graur et al. (2018) is shown as blue circles, and the host galaxies of multiple/repeating
TDEs are shown in gold. Right Panel: The Ha emission equivalent width (Wga) as compared to logio([N I1I] / Her), known as
the WHAN diagram (Cid Fernandes et al. 2011). Here, the downward-facing triangle for the host of ASASSN-22c¢i indicates a
3o upper limit. The lines separate star-forming galaxies (SF), strong AGN (sAGN), weak AGN (wAGN), passive, and “retired
galaxies” (RG) (Cid Fernandes et al. 2011). In both panels, we show galaxies from SDSS Data Release 8 (Eisenstein et al. 2011)

as gray background points.

Table 1. Archival Host Galaxy Photometry

Filter ~AB Magnitude Magnitude Uncertainty

NUV 21.03 0.08
u 18.30 0.17
g 16.59 0.08
r 15.80 0.05
7 15.47 0.04
z 15.23 0.04
J 15.04 0.06
H 14.97 0.05

Kg 14.99 0.06
w1 15.94 0.02
w2 16.62 0.02

NoTE—Archival magnitudes of the host galaxy
WISEA J122045.05+493304.7 used for our SED
modeling. The NUV magnitude is a 10”0 aperture
magnitude measured using gPhoton (Million et al.
2016). The ugriz, JHKg, and W1, W2 magnitudes
are measured from 10”0 aperture photometry per-
formed on SDSS, 2MASS, and AIIWISE images, re-
spectively. All magnitudes are in the AB system
using standard conversions.

SMBH mass of 1054 Mg, consistent with the estimate
of Lin et al. (2024). These host-galaxy physical param-
eters are typical of optically-selected TDEs (e.g., Hinkle
et al. 2021a; van Velzen et al. 2021; Hammerstein et al.
2023).

We also used the archival SDSS (York et al. 2000)
spectrum of WISEA J122045.05+493304.7 to place it in
context with other TDE hosts. The spectrum shows
no discernible emission lines and deep absorption in
the Balmer series of hydrogen as well as other indica-
tors of late-type stellar population such as Ca H and
K and Mg I absorption. The spectrum is visually sim-
ilar to those of other TDE hosts. We additionally ob-
tain the measured line fluxes from the MPA-JHU cat-
alog (Brinchmann et al. 2004). The results are shown
in Figure 1 compared to the broader sample of SDSS
galaxies in black, a comparison sample of TDE hosts
(e.g., Graur et al. 2018) in blue, and the host galaxies
of the multiple/repeating TDEs ASASSN-14ko (Payne
et al. 2021; Tucker et al. 2021), ASASSN-18ul (Wevers
et al. 2019, 2023), ASASSN-19dj (Hinkle et al. 2021b),
and AT2020vdqu (Somalwar et al. 2023) in gold.

For the multiple/repeating TDE hosts, we adopted
host-galaxy measurements from the literature when pos-
sible.  We do not include ASASSN-14ko in the left



Two FLARES OF THE TDE ASASSN-22c1 (AT2022DBL) 5

panel of Fig. 1 as the MUSE spectrum of the host
galaxy does not cover Hé. For ASASSN-18ul and
AT2020vdq we measured the Lick Hd4 absorption in-
dex using PyPHOT?. As AT2020vdq has no published
host spectrum, we also estimated a 30 limit on the
Ha emission line equivalent width following Leonard
& Filippenko (2001) and assuming a conservative nar-
row line width of 300 km s~!. We cannot estimate a
log10([N II]/He) ratio for AT2020vdq and therefore it is
not shown in the right panel of Fig. 1.

The left panel of Fig. 1 compares the Ha emission
line equivalent width (tracing current star formation)
to the Lick Hi4 absorption index (tracing star forma-
tion within the past Gyr). The host of ASASSN-22ci
has an Ha emission EW of 0.02 £ 0.13 A and a Lick
Hé,4 index of 2.2 + 0.6 A. As can be seen in Fig. 1,
this identifies the host of ASASSN-22¢i as a “quiescent
Balmer strong” galaxy, living in a region where TDEs
are over-represented relative to the underlying galaxy
distribution (French et al. 2016; Law-Smith et al. 2017).

The right panel of Fig. 1, often called the WHAN di-
agram (Cid Fernandes et al. 2011), compares the Ha
emission EW to the logio([N IIJ/Hea). This parame-
ter space separates galaxies by their dominant ioniza-
tion mechanism. To be classified as an AGN, a galaxy
must exhibit Ha emission with an EW above 3 A. The
log1o ([N 1] /Ha) ratio further differentiates between star
formation and AGN ionization. Below the Ha emission
line EW limit, AGN ionization is unlikely to be domi-
nant and the WHAN diagram uses the log;o([N II] /Ha)
ratio to distinguish truly passive galaxies from the so-
called “retired galaxies.” In this space, using a 30 upper-
limit on the Ha emission EW, the host of ASASSN-22ci
is clearly passive, with no evidence for the presence of
significant ionizing flux from either stars or an AGN.

We also use the WISE W1 — W2 color of the host
to place limits on the existence of strong AGN activity
(e.g., Assef et al. 2010, 2013; Stern et al. 2012). The
W1 — W2 color for the host of ASASSN-22ci is —0.04 +
0.03 Vega mag, fully consistent with a typical galaxy.
Any AGN activity is significantly fainter than the stellar
light in the MIR bands.

Pre-flare X-ray observations in the ROSAT All-Sky
Survey (RASS) in 1990 and a ROSAT pointed Position
Sensitive Proportional Counter (PSPC) observation of
the nearby white dwarf PG 12184497 in 1992, we find
no significant emission associated with the host galaxy,
with a 30 upper-limit of < 6 x 1073 counts s~ and
< 1.5 x 1073 counts s—!, respectively. Assuming a pho-

3 https://mfouesneau.github.io/docs/pyphot /#

ton index of I' = 1.75 (e.g., Ricci et al. 2017) and a
Galactic column density of Ny = 1.94x10%° cm~2 along
the line of sight (HI4PI Collaboration et al. 2016), this
corresponds to an unabsorbed flux of < 2.0 x 10'3 erg
em™2 57! and < 5.1 x 10'® erg cm™2 s7! in the 0.3 -
10 keV band, respectively. These correspond to a X-ray
luminosity limits of < 3.9 x 10*! erg s~! and < 9.6 x 10*!
erg s~!. With an upper limit on the Eddington ratio of
< 0.1%, we again find that the host does not harbor a
strong AGN (e.g., Ricci et al. 2017), although it remains
consistent with a weak or low luminosity AGN.

We also searched for previous nuclear variability using
archival optical data. These included data from CRTS
(V), ASAS-SN (gV), Gaia (G; Hodgkin et al. 2013),
ATLAS (co), ZTF (gri), and TESS. The available data
are shown in Figure 2. We binned the CRTS data in
monthly bins to increase the S/N per epoch and the Gaia
data in 5-d bins. No significant variability is detected
prior to the first flare of ASASSN-22ci. Furthermore,
assuming that the ~699 day rest-frame interval between
the two observed flares is the flare recurrence time, we
find no evidence for any prior activity at those epochs.
There are two bright ASAS-SN V-band points roughly
2000 days before the first flare of ASASSN-22ci, close
to one of the projected times of a possible earlier flare.
These images are of moderate quality and have visible
flat-fielding imperfections, making any detections less
reliable. Additionally, the lack of any contemporaneous
variability in the Gaia or ATLAS light curves indicates
that no flare occurred at this time. Additionally, we
examined the light curve around the time of the false
positive detection of AT2018mac reported by ZTF. The
discovery reported to TNS is MJD 58254.2 (a rest-frame
phase of ~—1350 day relative to the first flare peak). No
flux excess is observed at this time, including in ZTF
forced photometry.

3. OBSERVATIONS OF THE TDE FLARES
3.1. ASAS-SN Light Curve

ASAS-SN is an automated transient survey, currently
comprising 20 telescopes on 5 robotic mounts. Each tele-
scope is a 14-cm aperture Nikon telephoto lens with 870
pixels, with each unit hosting 4 telescopes. There are
five ASAS-SN units, one each at the Haleakala Observa-
tory, the McDonald Observatory, and the South African
Astrophysical Observatory (SAAO), and two at Cerro
Tololo Inter-American Observatory (CTIO).

The images were reduced with the automated ASAS-
SN pipeline, which utilizes the ISIS image subtraction
package (Alard & Lupton 1998; Alard 2000). For the
ASAS-SN g-band data, we rebuilt the reference using
images taken outside of the two flares. The ASAS-SN
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Figure 2. Long-term host-subtracted and foreground extinction-corrected light curve for the host galaxy of ASASSN-22ci.
Shown are data from CRTS (V, yellow circles), ASAS-SN (gV, green and yellow squares), Gaia (G, khaki diamonds), ATLAS
(co, yellow-green and red pentagons), ZTF (gri, green, orange, and dark red pluses), and TESS (brown octagons). The horizontal
black dashed line represents zero flux. The vertical gray bands are the observed flare recurrence time projected into the past,
with the width of the band representing the uncertainty on the time of the expected flare peak. We find no evidence of flares

occurring at these epochs.

V-band images show no source, so the reference im-
age was created with typical procedures (e.g., Shappee
et al. 2014; Kochanek et al. 2017). We then used the
IRAF apphot package with a 2-pixel radius (=16”0) to
perform aperture photometry, calibrating the photom-
etry to the AAVSO Photometric All-Sky Survey (Hen-
den et al. 2015). The pre-flare ASAS-SN V-band data,
stacked in 30-d bins for higher S/N per epoch, is shown
in Figure 2 as yellow squares. We stacked the ASAS-SN
g-band data during the flares in 1-d bins and data out-
side of the flares in 30-day bins for deeper limits. The
ASAS-SN g-band photometry and 3o upper-limits are
presented in Table 3 and shown in Figures 2 and 3 as
green squares.

3.2. ATLAS Light Curve

The ATLAS survey consists of four 0.5-m Wright
Schmidt telescopes, one each on Haleakala and Mauna
Loa in Hawaii, one in El Sauce, Chile, and one in Suther-
land, South Africa. ATLAS uses two broad-band filters,
the ‘cyan’ (c) filter from 4200-6500 A and the ‘orange’
(0) filter from 5600-8200 A (Tonry et al. 2018). During
typical operation, ATLAS takes a set of ~4 images of a
field over a short time period to track moving objects.

We obtained ATLAS ¢ and o light curves from their
forced point-spread function (PSF) photometry service
(Shingles et al. 2021). For ATLAS data during the TDE
flares, we stacked the intra-night epochs in 1-d bins to
increase the S/N. Outside of the flares, we stacked the
ATLAS data in 10-d bins to provide deeper limits on
any source variability. We show the ATLAS ¢- and o-
band photometry in Figures 2 and 3 as yellow-green and
red pentagons, respectively. We also present the ATLAS
photometry and 3o upper-limits in Table 3. In the first
two observing seasons, the ATLAS data appears to show
large trends that are not present in other photometry,
likely indicating they are systematic in nature. Never-
theless, these systematics are only present in data earlier
than ~—900 days relative to the first flare.

3.3. ZTF Light Curve

ZTF uses the Samuel Oschin 48" Schmidt telescope
at Palomar Observatory. We obtained ZTF differential
photometry in the g-, r-, and i-bands from their forced
PSF photometry service (Masci et al. 2019). Similar to
the ATLAS data, we stacked the intra-night photometric
observations. The ZTF g-, r-, and ¢-band photometry is
shown in Figures 2 and 3 with green, orange, and dark-
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red pluses, respectively. The ZTF photometry and 3o
upper limits are also given in Table 3.

3.4. TESS Observations

ASASSN-22c¢i was observed by TESS during both
flares (Sectors 48/49 and 75%/76), in addition to one
pre-flare sector (Sector 22) from which we can place a
strong constraint on AGN-like variability. To extract
the TESS light curves we used the ISIS image subtrac-
tion package (Alard & Lupton 1998; Alard 2000) on the
TESS full frame images (FFIs) following the procedures
in Vallely et al. (2019, 2021) and Fausnaugh et al. (2021).
For Sector 22, during the prime mission, we constructed
reference images from the first 100 FFIs of good qual-
ity. For the extended mission sectors, we constructed
reference images from the first 300 good-quality FFIs.
We excluded images with sky background levels or PSF
widths above the sector average or with data quality
flags. We additionally excluded FFIs obtained when the
spacecraft’s pointing was compromised, when TESS was
affected by an instrument anomaly, or when significant
scattered light was present.

We converted the TESS counts into fluxes using the
instrumental zero point of 20.44 electrons per second in
the FFIs (Vanderspek et al. 2018). For the TESS data
during the flares, we calibrated them to concurrent AT-
LAS o-band data, as the TESS effective wavelength of
~T7500 A is similar to the ~6750 A effective wavelength
of the ATLAS o-band. This was done by shifting the
TESS light curve by a linear offset to match the ATLAS
photometry and then scaling by a multiplicative factor
to correct the light curve shape. To ensure a high S/N
per epoch, we stacked the TESS data in 2-hour bins.
The TESS photometry in all sectors is shown with brown
octagons in Figure 2. The TESS data during the flares is
shown in Figure 3 and presented in Table 3. We caution
that the TESS sectors during the flares of ASASSN-22ci
were affected by high amounts of scattered light and are
likely affected by systematics, particularly near the ends
of the sectors and the data downlink gaps.

From the pre-flare Sector 22 data, we obtained a
strong limit on any pre-flare variability. The root-mean-
squared (RMS) scatter is 8 uJy and decreases to 6 puJy
when subtracting the mean flux uncertainty in quadra-
ture. Treating this RMS scatter as a rough estimate of
the pre-existing AGN variability, this flux corresponds
to ALy = 5 x 10%° erg s~! at the distance of ASASSN-
22ci. For a conservative AGN fractional variability of

4 Although the source position was observed by TESS in Sector
75, it is too close to the edge of the chip to yield a useful light

curve.

Table 2. Synthetic Swift UVOT Host-Galaxy
Magnitudes

Filter = AB Magnitude Magnitude Uncertainty

UvVw2 21.21 0.15
UV M2 21.12 0.12
uvwi 19.97 0.08
U 18.23 0.09
B 16.91 0.07
%4 16.15 0.05

NoTE—Synthetic magnitudes of the host galaxy in the
Swift UVOT filters, used to subtract the host compo-
nent from the UVOT photometry. The uncertainties
are estimated from the standard deviation of 10,000
Monte Carlo iterations of the host SED fit. All mag-
nitudes are in the AB system.

1% and the SMBH mass from Section 2.2, this constrains
the Eddington ratio to be < 0.02, suggesting ASASSN-
22ci does not host a strong AGN, consistent with the
pre-flare X-ray constraints.

3.5. Swift Observations

We analyzed seventy-one Neil Gehrels Swift Gamma-
ray Burst Mission (Swift; Gehrels et al. 2004) target-
of-opportunity (ToO) observations taken between 2022
February 27 and 2024 May 20 (Swift target ID 15026,
PIs: Hinkle, Holoien, Margutti, Lin). Each of these ob-
servations obtained data with the UltraViolet and Opti-
cal Telescope (UVOT; Roming et al. 2005) and the X-ray
Telescope (XRT; Burrows et al. 2005) aboard Swift.

3.5.1. UVOT Observations

For most Swift epochs, ASASSN-22ci was observed
with all six of the UVOT filters typically used for TDE
follow-up: V (5425.3 A), B (4349.6 A), U (3467.1 A),
UVW1 (2580.8 A), UV M2 (2246.4 A), and UVIW2
(2054.6 A), where the wavelengths are the pivot wave-
lengths from the SVO Filter Profile Service (Rodrigo
et al. 2012). We first summed images within the same
observation using the HEASoft uvotimsum package. To
compute the photometry, we used uvotsource with a
10”0 radius region centered on the TDE position and
a source-free background region with a radius of 5070.
We use a 10”0 radius aperture to minimize the effects
of the spacecraft pointing jitter that was present during
the second flare.

There is no UVOT data available for the host galaxy
prior to ASASSN-22ci. We therefore estimated the
flux of the host in the Swift UVOT bands by comput-
ing synthetic photometry from the best-fit FAST host
SED. These fluxes, shown in Table 2, were then sub-
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Table 3. Host-Subtracted Photometry of ASASSN-22ci

MJD AB Mag Uncertainty  Filter  Source

59637.2870 15.91 0.04 UVW2  Swift
59640.4800 16.01 0.04 UVW2  Swift
59642.4010 16.22 0.04 UVW2  Swift
60394.0848 19.28 0.08 TESS TESS
60394.1692 19.30 0.08 TESS  TESS
60394.2456 19.04 0.06 TESS TESS

NoTE—Host-subtracted and extinction-corrected magnitudes
and 3o upper limits for our follow-up photometry. All mag-
nitudes are presented AB system and a value of 99.99 in the
uncertainty column indicates an upper limit. Only a small
section of the table is displayed here to show the format. The
full table can be found online as an ancillary file.

tracted from the measured Swift photometry to yield
the transient-only photometry. The UV photometry of
ASASSN-22ci from Swift is shown in Figure 3 and given
in Table 3. While ASASSN-22ci is largely undetected
between the flares, there are two weak (~3 — 40) de-
tections in the UVW2 band and one ~ 30 detection in
the B band. The other UV bands have only upper lim-
its between the flares, although they too generally show
weak excess emission at the ~20 level.

3.5.2. XRT Observations

Concurrent with the Swift UVOT observations, we
also obtained Swift X-Ray Telescope (XRT) photon-
counting observations of ASASSN-22ci. We reprocessed
all observations from level one XRT data using the pack-
age XRTPIPELINE version 0.13.7 and applied standard
filter and screening criteria® with the most recent cali-
bration files. Using a source region with a radius of 4770
centered on the position of ASASSN-22ci and a source-
free background region with a radius of 150”0 centered
at (a,0) = (12:20:42.1406,449:40:22.740), we found no
significant X-ray emission associated with individual ob-
servations of both flares. However, we found significant
X-ray emission associated with ObsIDs: 00015026043
and 00015026044, which were taken 374 and 377 days
after peak brightness (MJD 60009.71 and 60012.68, re-
spectively), well after the first flare had faded and be-
fore the second flare began. Significant, although weak,
emission in the Swift UV W2 filter was also detected at
these epochs (see Figure 3).

To increase the S/N of our observations, we grouped
the individual Swift observations into three time bins

5 http://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/analysis/xrt_swguide_v1_2.pdf
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using XSELECT version 2.5b. These bins were named
Flare 1 (F1: MJDs 59636 to 59864), Between Flares
(BF: MJDs 60009 to 60013), and Flare 2 (F2: MJDs
60235 to 60450). Figure 4 shows the broadband (0.3-
10.0 keV) X-ray images created from the three groups.
During the first flare (group F1) and second flare (group
F2), there is no detected X-ray emission, with 0.3-10.0
keV 30 upper-limits of < 0.002 counts/sec and < 0.001
counts/sec, respectively. However, in group BF, be-
tween the two UV /optical flares, ASASSN-22ci becomes
X-ray bright, with significant (> 40) X-ray emission,
which is visible in the middle panel of Figure 4. This
emission has a 0.3-10.0 keV count rate of 0.004+0.001
counts/sec. Assuming an absorbed blackbody with a
column density of Ny = 1.94 x 10?° cm~2 and a tem-
perature of 0.042 keV (see Section 4.5 for more details),
we derive an X-ray flux for group BF of (3.5+1.0) x 10%!
erg s~1. For group F1 and F2, we derive 30 upper-limits
to the luminosity of < 1.5x10%! ergs™! and < 9.5 x 100
erg s~ !, respectively.

We extracted a low-count spectrum from the BF data
using the task XRTPRODUCTS and the source and back-
ground regions from above. We made ancillary response
files (ARF) with the task XRTMKARF and the individual
exposure maps generated by XRTPIPELINE. We made
use of the ready-made response matrix files (RMFSs).
Due to the low count rate, we grouped this spectrum
to have a minimum of 1 count per energy bin using
the FTOOLS command GRPPHA, and use the Bayesian
X-ray Analysis (BXA; Buchner et al. 2014) which con-
nects the nested sampling algorithm UltraNest (Buch-
ner 2021) with the fitting environment XSPEC (Arnaud
1996).

3.6. Spectroscopic Observations

We obtained follow-up spectra of ASASSN-22ci from
several sources. These include the SuperNova Inte-
gral Field Spectrograph (SNIFS; Lantz et al. 2004) on
the 2.2-m University of Hawaii telescope (UH2.2) as
part of the Spectroscopic Classification of Astronomi-
cal Transients (SCAT; Tucker et al. 2022) survey, the
Low-Resolution Imaging Spectrometer (LRIS; Oke et al.
1995) on the 10-m Keck I telescope, the Multi-Object
Double Spectrographs (MODS; Pogge et al. 2010) on
the Large Binocular Telescope (LBT; Hill et al. 2006),
and the Keck Cosmic Web Imager (KCWI; Morrissey
et al. 2018) on the 10-m Keck II telescope. Finally, we
obtained the public classification spectrum taken with
FLOYDS from TNS (Arcavi et al. 2022b).

We reduced the SNIFS spectra with the custom SCAT
pipeline (Tucker et al. 2022), the LRIS and KCWT spec-
tra with PYPEIT (Prochaska et al. 2020), and the MODS

spectrum with standard IRAF procedures. We refined
the initial flux calibration of our spectra, typically from
standard star spectra obtained on the same night, by
mangling the spectra to match our follow-up photome-
try. To avoid negative fluxes, especially on the reddest
end, we added 10% of the host-galaxy flux in quadrature
to the transient photometry used to scale the spectra.

These optical spectra are shown in Figure 5. The ear-
liest spectra, shown at the top of the figure, exhibit a
hot, blue continuum with broad emission lines consis-
tent with He IT and N III. A weak Ha line is present and
grows in time with the other emission features. After
peak, the spectra fade and become less blue, although
retaining a UV excess through the last spectrum of the
first flare. The spectra in the second flare show nearly
identical features, although they are generally weaker as
the second flare was fainter. We mark the locations of
several common TDE emission lines with vertical dashed
lines in Fig. 3.

In addition to the optical spectra of ASASSN-22ci, we
obtained three near-infrared (NIR) spectra with SpeX
(Raymer et al. 2003) on the NASA Infrared Telescope
Facility (IRTF), two during the first flare and one during
the second. These data were obtained in Prism mode,
giving us coverage over roughly the zY JHK bands at
low resolution (R ~ 80). These spectra were reduced
and calibrated using SpeXtool (Cushing et al. 2004).
A telluric standard taken on same night and at similar
airmass was used to remove atmospheric features and for
the flux calibration. These spectra are shown in Figure
6.

4. ANALYSIS

In this section, we present our analysis of the
UV /optical light curves, optical/NIR spectroscopy,
UV /optical spectral energy distribution, and X-rays
from ASASSN-22ci.

4.1. Light Curve

ASASSN-22ci has TESS coverage in Sectors 48 and
49, very close to the beginning of the flare. We can
use this TESS data to constrain the parameters of the
early-time rise. We fit the TESS flux with

_ a1(1+a2><(t—t1)/(1+z))
10 = () o (1)

- (I4+2)2\1+z2

for t > ¢, and f(t) = fo for t < t; (Vallely et al. 2021).
Here z is the source redshift, h is a flux scaling, ¢; is
the time of first light, a; is the initial power-law slope,
as is the second power-law slope, and fy is an overall
flux constant. The inclusion of a second power-law in-
dex ay allows for the curvature of the light curve and
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minimizes biases in the early-time power-law index «;.
We fit only the Sector 48 TESS data, MJDs 59609.9
through 59635.5, as this is before the peak of the TESS
flux and allows us to avoid inter-sector flux calibration
issues.

A Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) fit us-
ing this model yields best-fit parameters of fy =
28750 wly, b = 4677% x 107% Jy, #(MJD) =
59607.7157, a; = 3.510%, and ag = —5.475) x 1074
The best-fit values are the maximum likelihood model
and the uncertainties represent the 90% confidence in-
terval. This fit, along with the full TESS light curve for
the first flare are shown in Figure 7. We also fit a single-
power law model (s = 0) through data up to 40% of
the peak flux (Vallely et al. 2021) and find consistent
results for aq.

ASASSN-22ci has a steeper initial rise slope than
any previous TDE with early-time rise constraints (e.g.,
Holoien et al. 2019; Hinkle et al. 2021b; Nicholl et al.
2020; Payne et al. 2021; Hoogendam et al. 2024). The
rise time of ~27 days is shorter than the rise time mea-
sured for ASASSN-19bt (Holoien et al. 2019), similar to
the rise times for the TDE ASASSN-19dj (Hinkle et al.
2021b) and AT2019qiz (Nicholl et al. 2020), and longer
than the rise times for ASASSN-23bd (Hoogendam et al.
2024), ASASSN-14ko (Payne et al. 2021, 2023), and
AT2020neh (Angus et al. 2022).

Figure 8 compares the high cadence and high S/N
TESS light curves available for ASASSN-22ci, ASASSN-
14ko, and ASASSN-19bt. The flares exhibit a range of
rise and decay timescales, with ASASSN-22ci interme-
diate to the shorter timescale ASASSN-14ko flares and
the longer timescale flare of ASASSN-19bt. However,
the flares show some similarities when we expand the
timescale of ASASSN-14ko by a factor of 3 and com-
press the timescale for ASASSN-19bt by a factor of 0.8
to align the declines. ASASSN-14ko rises the fastest
but at a shallower slope (Payne et al. 2021) than ei-
ther ASASSN-22ci or ASASSN-19bt. While the rise of
ASASSN-22ci begins earlier than that of ASASSN-14ko,
by the time each flare reaches ~30% of its peak flux, the
shapes of the flares are nearly identical. Like almost all
TDESs, none of the flares exhibits any significant vari-
ability near peak.

4.2. Spectra

The spectra of ASASSN-22¢i taken before and near
peak light exhibit the canonical blue continuum and
broad emission lines of TDEs. A blue/near-UV excess
relative to the host-galaxy spectrum continues through
peak and for at least two months thereafter. We see
strong lines of N III, O III, and H, possibly with He II

making this event a member of the TDE H+He class,
and the N4+O subclass, in particular, (Leloudas et al.
2019; van Velzen et al. 2020). The spectra of ASASSN-
22ci are similar to other TDEs of the same spectro-
scopic class such as iPTF-15af (Blagorodnova et al.
2018), iPTF16axa (Hung et al. 2017), and ASASSN-
18pg (Leloudas et al. 2019; Holoien et al. 2020). Com-
pared to many of these events, the Balmer emission of
ASASSN-22ci is quite weak, with no significant HS or
higher-order Balmer lines seen at any point in the source
evolution.

To quantify the spectroscopic evolution we measured
the line widths and luminosities of the N III A4100 line,
N III A\4640/He II A\4686 line blend, and Ha emission
line. To do this, we first estimate and remove the
continuum emission to isolate the emission lines. We
estimated the continuum using the AstroPy method
FIT_GENERIC_CONTINUUM. For the N III 24100 and
N IIT A4640/He II A4686 features, we estimated the con-
tinuum using the wavelength ranges of 3000A < \ <
3900A and 5000A < X\ < 5500A. As the KCWI spec-
tra do not have continuous coverage over the dichroic
crossover region, it was necessary to add an additional
red continuum region. For the Ha line, we used the
wavelength ranges of 3400A < X < 3600A, 5000A <
A < 6200A, and 7100A < X < 8500A. For the spectra
taken after MJD 59699, we excluded the bluest wave-
length region from our continuum fits as these resulted
in better fits to the continuum.

After subtracting the fitted continuum from the spec-
tra, we modeled the emission lines as Gaussians. We
fit the blue portion of the spectrum with two Gaussian
components, nominally one each for the N IIT A4100 line
and N I11A\4640/He II A4686 line blend, finding good
fits. We were unable to fit the three SNIFS spectra dur-
ing the second flare as we could not adequately fit the
continuum due to issues with the dichroic crossover re-
gion. We fit Ha as a single Gaussian. Spectra after the
+120.8 day LRIS spectrum had very faint Ha features,
and we could not find reliable fits. The FWHM and line
luminosity for the isolated N IIT A4100 and He lines are
shown in Figure 9. The N IIT luminosities are roughly an
order of magnitude higher than for Ha, although they
have a similar median FWHM.

The FWHM and luminosity of the emission lines seen
for ASASSN-22ci are positively correlated, similar to
other TDEs (e.g., Holoien et al. 2014; Hinkle et al.
2021b). The FHWM and luminosity of the N IIIA4100
line fits are moderately correlated, with Kendall 7 =
0.38 and a p-value of 0.04 when considering both flares.
We find a stronger correlation for Ha, with Kendall
7 = 0.58 and a p-value of 0.002. These correlations
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are driven primarily by data for the first flare, for which
the correlations are similarly strong.

The NIR spectra of ASASSN-22ci have weaker fea-
tures than the optical, likely due to stronger dilution
by the host-galaxy flux in the NIR. Nevertheless, sev-
eral features are present and appear to evolve, including
likely He T 1.083um, and possible N T \0.7468um and
He 1T A1.012pm. The He I A1.083um line in particular
shows strong evolution. It is relatively strong in the +46
day spectra in the two flares, but absent in the +88.7
day spectrum from the first flare.

NIR spectral flattening is predicted by some repro-
cessing models (Roth et al. 2016; Lu & Bonnerot 2020).
While the NIR spectra of ASASSN-22ci are flatter than
the Rayleigh-Jeans tail of a blackbody, the strong host
contribution makes it difficult to determine if this is con-
sistent with a reprocessing scenario. There are no strong
lines in the optical or NIR consistent with coronal lines
(e.g., Wang et al. 2011; Yang et al. 2013; Hinkle et al.
2024). This suggests either a lack of the soft X-ray and
extreme UV photons needed to produce the necessary
ions or a lack of dense (n, ~ 107 em~2; Komossa et al.
2009; Wang & Han 2012; Wang et al. 2024) gas near the
central SMBH.

Using the KCWI data cube obtained on M.JD 60328.6,
we searched for spatially extended emission, as was re-

cently found for several post-starburst galaxies (French
et al. 2023) and TDE hosts (Tucker et al. 2021; Wevers
& French 2024). We created an [O III] A5007 image by
summing the slices within 300 km s~! of the line cen-
ter and subtracted a continuum image constructed from
slices between 500 and 1000 km s~! from the line on
either side. We find no evidence for extended [O III]
emission at any position within the KCWI cube. At the
distance of ASASSN-22ci, the field of view of the KCWI
images corresponds to approximately 10 kpc, larger than
the projected distance to the extended emission-line re-
gions seen for Mrk 950, the host galaxy of the TDE
iPTF-16fnl (Wevers & French 2024). The 0”7 spatial
resolution of our KCWI cube corresponds to a physical
distance of 400 pc at the host galaxy of ASASSN-22ci,
the smallest scale over which we can constrain the pres-
ence of extended emission.

From emission line diagnostics, WISE MIR mea-
surements of the host-galaxy SED, TESS photometric
constraints, and X-ray upper limits we have already
ruled out the existence of a luminous AGN in the host
galaxy of ASASSN-22ci. The lack of extended emission
[O TII] between ~0.4 — 10 kpc similarly suggests that
this galaxy did not host a strong AGN between a1300
and 230,000 years ago. Since the typical AGN lifetime
is longer than either of these constraints (e.g. Marconi
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Figure 7. Top panel: The 2-h binned (red) and 1-d binned
(silver) TESS data and best-fitting two-component power-
law model in black. The power-law fit yields a time of first
light of t1(MJD) = 59607.7%3 7 and an initial power-law in-
dex of a; = 3.5792. The vertical blue line indicates the time
of first light ¢; with the shading representing the uncertainty
on t1. The vertical black line is the time of ASAS-SN discov-
ery and the vertical dotted line is the last epoch included in
the power-law fit. Bottom panel: Residuals between the data
and the best-fit power-law model. The TESS light curves of-
ten exhibit systematic trends near the beginning and end of
a sector, so the downturn shortly after the ASAS-SN discov-
ery epoch may be due to systematics.

et al. 2004), it is likely that this galaxy has not hosted
a strong AGN within the past ~30,000 years.

4.3. UV /Optical Spectral Energy Distribution

We fit the time-evolving UV /optical SED of ASASSN-
22ci with a blackbody model, using MCMC and for-
ward modeling methods. We only fit epochs with
Swift UVOT photometry to avoid issues in the cross-
calibration between data sources and the need to inter-
polate data. These fits yielded estimates of the bolomet-
ric UV /optical luminosity, temperature, and effective ra-
dius for each epoch. A blackbody model describes the
UV /optical emission of ASASSN-22c¢i well, with a mean
(median) reduced x? of 4.6 (3.2), similar to other TDEs
(e.g. Holoien et al. 2014).

As we have done for other TDEs (Holoien et al. 2020;
Hinkle et al. 2020, 2021a), we created a bolometric
UV /optical light curve by scaling the ATLAS o data
to match the bolometric luminosity estimated from the
fits to the Swift UVOT data. For epochs within the
Swift coverage the bolometric correction is interpolated
and for epochs outside of the Swift coverage we as-

sume a constant bolometric correction, effectively as-
suming a fixed temperature. From this bolometric light
curve, we computed the time of peak and the peak lu-
minosity for each flare by fitting a smooth spline to
the near-peak data of each flare and estimating the un-
certainty from the standard deviation of 10,000 Monte
Carlo iterations. For the first flare, we find a peak lu-
minosity of log,o(L [erg s71]) = 43.92 & 0.03 on MJD
59635.1 £ 0.9. The second flare had a fainter peak of
log, (L [erg s71]) = 43.57 4 0.05 on MJD 60354.9 & 4.6.

The results from the blackbody fits are shown in Fig-
ure 10. We have excluded any fits to the data between
the flares for ASASSN-22ci as these detections are typ-
ically < 30 and the resulting blackbody parameters ap-
pear spurious. We show ASASSN-22¢i along with a
sample comparison objects composed of the other mul-
tiple/repeating TDE candidates ASASSN-14ko (Payne
et al. 2021, 2022, 2023), ASASSN-18ul (AT2018fyk;
Wevers et al. 2019, 2023), ASASSN-19dj (AT2019azh;
Hinkle et al. 2021b, see Section 5.2), and AT2020vdq
(ZTF20acaazkt; Somalwar et al. 2023). Compared to
the background sample of TDEs (Hinkle et al. 2021a;
Hoogendam et al. 2024, shown in light blue), the peak lu-
minosity for the first flare of ASASSN-22ci is consistent
with the average TDE peak luminosity when including
faint and fast events. The peak luminosity of the second
flare is lower than average, but well within the range of
faint and fast TDEs. ASASSN-22ci has the lowest peak
luminosity of any UV /optical TDE with multiple or re-
peated flares to date.

The blackbody radius of ASASSN-22ci is smaller than
the average TDE effective radius, but only slightly
smaller than the other multiple/repeated TDE candi-
dates. The radius evolution is similar to other TDEs in
that it decreases after peak as the emission fades. The
blackbody temperature of ASASSN-22ci is hot at peak,
with a temperature of ~30,000 K for each of the flares
which is hotter than the average TDE temperature dur-
ing its evolution. ASASSN-22ci exhibits cooling during
both of its flares with a temperature change that is much
larger than typically observed for TDEs and opposite
to the trend that some TDEs show increasing temper-
atures with time (Hinkle et al. 2020; van Velzen et al.
2021). Strikingly similar behavior is seen for the flares
of ASASSN-14ko, although on much shorter timescales.
Such a trend does not appear to be common among the
other multiple/repeating TDEs.

Additionally, we used the bolometric UV /optical light
curves to compare the temporal evolution of ASASSN-
22ci to other TDEs, including those with multiple or
repeating flares. We follow the method of Hinkle
et al. (2020) using the decline in brightness at 40 rest-
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Figure 8. TESS light curves of ASASSN-22ci (red circles), ASASSN-14ko (orange pentagons), and ASASSN-19bt (navy
diamonds) each binned at 2 hours. The left panel shows the rest-frame TESS light curves of each TDE. The right panel shows
the ASASSN-22ci light curve, the ASASSN-14ko light curve expanded 3x in time, and the ASASSN-19bt light curve compressed

by a factor of 0.8 to better align the post-peak declines.
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line. Spectra taken during the first (second) flare are plotted
with circles (squares). Each line shows a positive correlation
between luminosity and FWHM.

frame days post-peak. We also apply this method to
AT2020vdq (Somalwar et al. 2023) and the flares of
ASASSN-14ko presented in Payne et al. (2021). All of
the TDEs with multiple/repeating flares are shown in
Figure 11 as plus symbols using the same colors as in
Fig. 10.

The two flares for ASASSN-22ci lie reasonably close
to the TDE peak-luminosity/decline rate relationship

calculated in Hinkle et al. (2020, 2021a). The less lu-
minous second flare of ASASSN-22ci atypically decays
more slowly after peak than the more luminous first
flare. A similar trend is seen for AT2020vdq, where
the first flare is significantly less luminous and decays
more slowly than the second flare. However, the first
flare of AT2020vdq has no UV observations so the lu-
minosity estimates assume a bolometric correction from
the first Swift epoch during the second flare. We ac-
count for this unknown systematic by adding a 50% un-
certainty in quadrature with the estimated uncertainty
on the peak luminosity of the first flare. The flares for
ASASSN-14ko appear to follow a qualitatively similar
trend to the ensemble of TDEs, with less luminous flares
decaying more quickly, although the relationship is much
shallower (Payne et al. 2021). As a population, many of
the multiple/repeated TDE lie above the typical peak-
luminosity /decline rate relationship, which may be ex-
pected given that these events are inferred to be partial
TDESs, which are expected to decay more quickly (e.g.,
Coughlin & Nixon 2019).

4.4. Mid-Infrared Constraints

Finally, we obtained the NEOWISE (Mainzer et al.
2011; NEOWISE 2020) W1- and W2- band light curves
and searched for a mid-IR dust echo. We find no de-
tected IR emission above that of the host galaxy at
any point after the first flare begins. We estimate a
conservative limit on the MIR emission as 3 times the
sum of the most-permissive W1 and W2 flux limits. At
the distance of ASASSN-22ci this yields a luminosity of
Larrr < 2 x 104! erg s71. Using the simplistic approxi-
mation of the dust covering fraction as the ratio of the
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to its decline rate. The decline rate ALy is defined as the
difference between the log of the peak luminosity and the
log of the luminosity 40 days after peak. The two flares
of ASASSN-22ci are shown as stars. The blue squares and
pentagons correspond to “normal” TDEs and faint and fast
TDEs, respectively (Hinkle et al. 2020, 2021a; Hoogendam
et al. 2024). The pluses are multiple/repeating TDEs using
the same colors as in Fig. 10. The flare number for each
object is given at the bottom right of the point. The black
solid line is the best-fit to the non-repeating TDEs with the
allowed range of uncertainty given as the dashed black lines.

peak IR luminosity to the peak UV /optical luminosity,
this corresponds to a limit on the covering fraction of
< 0.3%, consistent with many optically-selected TDEs
(van Velzen et al. 2016; Jiang et al. 2021) and in line
with the lack of coronal lines in the optical and NIR
spectra, assuming a typical gas-to-dust ratio in the cir-
cumnuclear medium. This limit is well below the typ-
ical covering fraction for ambiguous nuclear transients
(ANTs; Hinkle 2024), consistent with a lack of existing
AGN activity in the host galaxy of ASASSN-22ci.

4.5. X-ray Emission

As discussed in Section 3.5.2 and shown in Figure 4,
we find no X-ray emission associated with ASASSN-
22ci during either optical/UV flare. The lack of X-ray
emission is common for optically-selected TDEs (e.g.,
Auchettl et al. 2017; van Velzen et al. 2020; Hammer-
stein et al. 2023; Hoogendam et al. 2024) and may sug-
gest that the X-rays have been completely reprocessed
by the surrounding stellar debris. Compared to the
UV /optical bolometric luminosity detected at peak for
both flares, the X-ray emission is 2-3 orders of magni-

tude lower, similar to other events where no X-ray emis-
sion is detected. Assuming the SMBH mass derived in
Section 2.2, this suggests that during the flares, the X-
ray emission is < 0.03 — 0.05% of Eddington, which is
consistent with what has been seen in other X-ray emit-
ting TDEs (e.g., Auchettl et al. 2017; Wevers et al. 2019;
Saxton et al. 2020; Wevers et al. 2023; Guolo et al. 2024).

However, what is unique about this source is that
we detect significant X-ray emission between the flares.
Late-time X-ray emission associated with optical/UV
TDEs that showed no strong (or very weak) X-ray
emission during the original flare is now commonly
observed. For example, the optical TDE candidates
PTF09axc, PTF09ge, ASASSN-14ae (Jonker et al.
2020), AT2019fdr (Reusch et al. 2022), OGLEl6aaa
(Shu et al. 2020; Kajava et al. 2020), AT2019qiz (Nicholl
et al. 2024), AT2019vcb (Quintin et al. 2023) and
AT2023lli (Huang et al. 2024) did not exhibit strong
X-rays during the original flare but were detected as
X-ray sources months to years after the original TDE
flare had faded. This differs from events that exhibit
significant X-rays during the optical/UV flare and then
show a rebrightening at later times, like that seen in
ASASSN-150i (Gezari et al. 2017; Holoien et al. 2018;
Hajela et al. 2024), ASASSN-19dj (Hinkle et al. 2020;
Liu et al. 2022), or AT2018fyk (Wevers et al. 2021, 2019;
Wevers & Ryu 2023; Pasham et al. 2024).

Hayasaki & Jonker (2021) suggested that for the
events that exhibited X-ray emission >2 years after the
optical /UV flare, this was a natural consequence of cir-
cularization, the impact factor, and whether the accre-
tion is sub-Eddington or not, with the time delay be-
tween the optical/UV and X-ray emission connected to
the circularization and accretion timescales. For events
like AT2023lli, which exhibited significant X-ray emis-
sion immediately after the optical/UV declined, Huang
et al. (2024) and Wevers & Ryu (2023) suggested this
could have resulted from the obscuring material or ac-
cretion disk becoming radiatively inefficient and/or opti-
cally thin, and any evidence of weak X-ray emission dur-
ing the initial flare could be due to inhomogeneously dis-
tributed obscuring material. More recently, AT2019qiz
and AT2019vcb also exhibited late-time X-ray emission
in the form of Quasi-periodic Eruptions (QPEs; Quintin
et al. 2023; Nicholl et al. 2024), which are bright bursts
of X-ray emission that repeat on timescales of hours to
weeks. It is thought that these can either arise from in-
stabilities associated with the accretion disk or due to
the interaction of a tightly bound stellar object with the
accretion disk.

To place constraints on the nature of the X-ray emis-
sion seen between the flares of ASASSN-22ci, we first
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calculated a hardness ratio, HR = (H - S)/(H + S), to
determine the ratio of hard (H; 2.0-10.0 keV) to soft (S;
0.3-2.0 keV) X-ray emission. We find a hardness ratio of
—0.49 + 0.35, suggesting that the emission is relatively
soft, similar to the predominately thermal X-ray emis-
sion of other TDEs (e.g., Brown et al. 2017; Auchettl
et al. 2017; Holoien et al. 2018; Auchettl et al. 2018;
Wevers et al. 2021, 2019, 2023; Guolo et al. 2024). Fit-
ting the low count spectrum with an absorbed black-
body redshifted to the host galaxy, we find that the
emission is well fit by a temperature of 0.042 4+ 0.01 keV
and a blackbody radius of (4.715%) x 10'* cm. We find
that fitting the column density as well does not improve
the fit and so we fix it to the Galactic column density
(Ng = 1.92 x 10%° cm~2; HI4PI Collaboration et al.
2016).

The derived temperature and radius are similar to
that found for other TDEs such as ASASSN-14li (e.g.,
Brown et al. 2017), ASASSN-150i (e.g., Gezari et al.
2017; Holoien et al. 2018; Hajela et al. 2024), ASASSN-
19dj (Hinkle et al. 2021b) and some of those found in
Guolo et al. (2024, see Figure 5 or Table 7). Assuming a
disk that exhibits no absorption or/and reprocessing, we
find that the radius of the blackbody component is con-
sistent with the radius of the innermost stable circular
orbit, similar to the findings of Mummery et al. (2023)
and Guolo et al. (2024). The total unabsorbed 0.3-10.0
keV X-ray luminosity is (3.541.3) x 10%! erg s~!, which
corresponds to an Eddington ratio of ~0.001. This is
lower than seen in X-ray bright TDEs (Auchettl et al.
2017; Mockler et al. 2019; Guolo et al. 2024) and lower
than that derived for AT2019qiz whose X-ray emission
was originally veiled, but exhibited quasi-periodic X-ray
emission at late times, well after the original optical flare
decayed (Nicholl et al. 2024).

Assuming that the properties of X-ray emission seen
between the two flares are consistent with the X-ray
emission associated with the two flares, we can estimate
the column density needed to veil this X-ray emission.
The necessary column densities are Ny ~ 0.9 x 10%!
cm™2 and Ny ~ 1.3 x 102! em™2 for Flare 1 and 2.
This is ~4 — 6 times greater than the Galactic column
density along the line of sight, consistent with Auchettl
et al. (2017), who found that nearly all TDEs are highly
absorbed.

5. INSIGHTS FROM EVENTS WITH MULTIPLE
FLARES

5.1. Comparison of the Two Flares from ASASSN-22ci

ASASSN-22ci is one of only five TDEs that have been
claimed to have multiple flares. It is even rarer in
that both of its flares have good coverage with multi-

wavelength photometry and high S/N optical spec-
troscopy. This allows us to compare the properties of
the two flares in more detail than is possible for nearly
any event other than ASASSN-14ko (e.g., Payne et al.
2023). Given the quiescent Balmer strong nature of the
host galaxy of ASASSN-22ci, this galaxy may have a
TDE rate that is 20-30x the TDE rate in an average
galaxy (French et al. 2016; Graur et al. 2018, see Fig. 7
of French et al. 2020). While unlikely, we cannot rule
out that we are simply viewing two distinct TDEs, al-
though such a high rate of TDEs would be interesting
in its own right.

However, a comparison of the flare properties gives us
additional insight into this possibility. The left panel of
Figure 12 compares the blackbody parameters for the
two flares of ASASSN-22ci. It is immediately clear that
the two flares are remarkably similar in nearly all re-
gards. For both flares, the early-time emission is de-
tectable beginning ~25 to 20 days prior to peak. The
overall flare shapes are quite similar, although the sec-
ond flare rises slightly more slowly and peaks at roughly
half the luminosity of the first flare. The peak is also
slightly flatter for the second flare, consistent with its
position in Fig. 11. Nevertheless, these are minor differ-
ences — the two flares of ASASSN-22ci are much more
alike than any random pairing of two TDE flares. The
radius and temperature evolution of the two flares are
nearly identical, with similar values at peak and tem-
poral trends. Both flares have hot and compact pho-
tospheres throughout their observed evolution, suggest-
ing a similar structure in their accretion flows. A simi-
lar SED behavior across multiple flares is also seen for
ASASSN-14ko (Payne et al. 2023, also see Fig. 10).

Given that both flares arose from the same SMBH, a
similar flare evolution might be expected regardless of
whether the flares of ASASSN-22ci result from a repeat-
ing disruption or two separate flares. However, TDE
population studies have found no strong trends between
the stellar mass of the host galaxy (a proxy for SMBH
mass) and the blackbody temperature or radius at peak
(van Velzen et al. 2021; Hammerstein et al. 2023). Ad-
ditionally, for TDEs with a similar host-galaxy mass to
ASASSN-22ci, there is nearly 0.5 dex spread in both the
blackbody radii and temperatures. Furthermore, even
though the SMBH mass and spin are unchanged be-
tween the two flares, the mass, evolutionary stage, and
impact parameter of the star and its orbit relative to the
SMBH spin will differ, leading to different flare proper-
ties (e.g. Gafton & Rosswog 2019; Mockler et al. 2019).
Given the similarities between the flares, it is likely that
ASASSN-22c¢i results from a single star being partially
disrupted twice.
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Fig. 5.

The optical spectra of the two flares are also strikingly
similar after correcting for the flux difference between
the two flares. The right panel of Figure 12 shows two
spectra taken at a rest-frame phase of ~+50 — 60 days
from peak. After subtracting the local continuum, the
two spectra show the same line features. Each flare ex-
hibits weak O III emission with much stronger emission
from N II and the N III/He 1I blend. After the contin-
uum flux scaling, the line shapes and strengths are also
extremely similar.

The spectra of optically-selected TDEs have a wide di-
versity (e.g., Leloudas et al. 2019; van Velzen et al. 2021;
Hammerstein et al. 2023), and while some are similar, no
two are identical. Therefore, the nearly identical spectra
seen for the two flares of ASASSN-22ci indicate an ex-
tremely similar gas environment immediately surround-
ing the SMBH. This suggests that the gas stripped to
power each flare is similar, suggesting the repeated dis-
ruption of a single star. This is only the second TDE,
after ASASSN-14ko, for which sufficient spectroscopic
data exists over multiple flares to support such a claim.
In addition to the optical spectra, the blackbody prop-
erties of the two flares of ASASSN-22ci are remarkably
similar.

It is known that AGNs can exhibit coherent TDE-like
flares (e.g., Graham et al. 2017; Auchettl et al. 2018).
Although there are strong constraints on the presence
of AGN activity for the host galaxy of ASASSN-22ci,
we examined the possibility that the two flares seen
for ASASSN-22c¢i might result from DRW-like variabil-
ity (Giveon et al. 1999; Collier & Peterson 2001; Kelly
et al. 2009; Zu et al. 2011, 2013). We used Javelin
(Zu et al. 2011, 2013) to generate 10,000 mock AGN
light curves from a DRW model, with ¢ and 7 span-
ning the range of observed DRW parameters for AGNs
(e.g., Kelly et al. 2009; MacLeod et al. 2012) and esti-
mated the probability that flares similar to ASASSN-
22ci could be produced. We first compared the RMS
variability amplitude and skew of the mock light curves
to the ATLAS o-band light curve of ASASSN-22¢i and
found that only 0.8% have an RMS variability as high
as ASASSN-22ci and < 0.1% are as highly skewed. We
additionally searched for light curves with a flare mor-
phology similar to ASASSN-22ci, specifically selecting
based on the peak flare amplitude relative to the base-
line variability and flare width relative to the observed
baseline. We counted mock DRW light curves which
showed two or more flares with a fractional peak ampli-
tude at least 75% that of the fainter flare of ASASSN-
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22ci and two or more flares with fractional widths within
25% of that observed for ASASSN-22c¢i. None of the
10,000 mock DRW light curves produced a light curve
with two high-amplitude flares similar to ASASSN-22ci.
Combined with the other evidence against an AGN in
the host galaxy, it is extremely unlikely that these flares
are due to AGN variability.

5.2. Other TDEs with Multiple Flares

ASASSN-22ci is not the first TDE to have shown
multiple luminous flares. To date, the other optically-

selected candidate® examples are ASASSN-14ko (Payne
et al. 2021, 2022, 2023), ASASSN-18ul (Wevers et al.
2019, 2023), AT2020vdq (Somalwar et al. 2023), and
ASASSN-19dj (Hinkle et al. 2021b). The TDE
ASASSN-19dj had a nuclear flare in CRTS data roughly
14.5 years prior to the TDE detected by ASAS-SN (Hin-
kle et al. 2021b). Given the lack of a spectrum or
multi-wavelength constraints, there is no definitive clas-
sification. Nevertheless, the discovery of several mul-
tiple/repeating TDEs with a range of recurrence peri-

6 Somalwar et al. (2023) also find a second flare for the TDE
AT2021mhg, but follow-up photometry and spectra indicate that

the second flare is better explained by a Type Ia supernova.
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ods increases the likelihood that this was a previous
TDE, possibly of the same star. There are also sev-
eral repeating TDE candidates discovered in the X-
ray, eRASSt J045650.3-203750 (Liu et al. 2023, 2024b)
and RX J133157.6-324319.7 (Malyali et al. 2023). RX
J133157.6-324319.7 shows no UV /optical emission and
eRASSt J045650.3-203750 is only weakly variable in the
UV with no optical variability. Of course, other TDEs
that are currently considered single events may exhibit a
second flare in the future. Such events will be important
to constrain the period distribution of repeating TDEs.

Fig. 10 shows the blackbody fits for these optically-
selected multiple/repeating TDE candidates. There is
a wide range in the peak luminosities of these TDEs,
with ASASSN-22ci being among the faintest. Never-
theless, each of the multiple/repeating TDEs is more
luminous at peak than the average TDE in our compar-
ison sample. A Kolmogorov—Smirnov (KS) test yields a
probability of 0.1% of the null hypothesis that the mul-
tiple/repeating TDE peak luminosities are drawn from
the same distribution as our comparison sample. This
is intriguing given that partial TDEs are generally ex-
pected to be less luminous than full TDEs for similar
stellar and SMBH parameters (e.g., Law-Smith et al.
2020; Liu et al. 2024a).

As shown in Fig. 11, different flares of the multi-
ple/repeating TDEs do not appear to follow the gen-
eral peak-luminosity/decline-rate relationship of TDEs.
In fact, some events like ASASSN-22ci and AT2020vdq
show the opposite behavior, with their less luminous
flares decaying more slowly after peak. Despite being
offset from the locus of normal TDEs in this parameter
space, the flares of ASASSN-14ko do show a weak trend
where the more luminous flares decay more slowly. Con-
sistent with their presumably partial TDE nature (e.g.,
Coughlin & Nixon 2019; Bandopadhyay et al. 2024),
the decline rates of most of the multiple/repeating TDE
flares are faster than is typical for their peak luminosity.

Interestingly, the effective temperatures of the multi-
ple/repeating TDEs generally seem to be hotter than
an average TDE and their effective radii are slightly
smaller (see Figure 10). While suggestive, both param-
eters are nevertheless consistent with the 1o range for
typical optically-selected TDEs and a KS test cannot
distinguish between the two populations. ASASSN-18ul
is unique among these multiple/repeating TDE candi-
dates in that it shows significant short-term variability
in its light curve, atypical of TDEs (e.g., Hinkle et al.
2020; van Velzen et al. 2021).

A comparison of the optical spectra of the multi-
ple/repeated TDEs is shown in Figure 13. The obvi-
ous outlier here is ASASSN-14ko, whose spectra are sig-

nificantly contaminated by common AGN emission fea-
tures from the host-galaxy AGNs (Tucker et al. 2021).
All objects show Ha emission, with the weakest line
seen for ASASSN-22ci. Notably, all spectra also show
the broad He II A4686 and/or N III A4640 feature.
ASASSN-22ci, ASASSN-19dj, and ASASSN-18ul show
clear N IIT A4100 emission. AT2020vdq shows no strong
N III A4100 line but does exhibit N emission in the
UV (Somalwar et al. 2023). This means that all of the
optically-selected multiple/repeating TDEs are of the
TDE-H+He class and likely TDE-H+He (N). Given the
17 TDE-H+He out of a total of 30 TDEs in Hammer-
stein et al. (2023), the binomial probability of 4 out of
4 multiple/repeating TDEs being TDE-H+He is 10%.
At 1.30 this is currently explainable by random chance,
but trends in the spectra of newly-discovered multiple
TDESs should be monitored closely.

Like normal optically-selected TDEs, the multi-
ple/repeating TDEs are frequently hosted by galaxies
with strong Balmer absorption, but weak emission lines.
This is often a signature of a post-starburst system
where there remains significant light from A stars but
without the ionizing flux of OB stars (e.g., French et al.
2016, 2018). These are also the galaxies for which the
TDE rates are the highest, with some systems likely to
have TDE rate enhancements of ~100 times the average
galaxy (e.g. French et al. 2016; Law-Smith et al. 2017;
Graur et al. 2018). With these galaxies potentially host-
ing TDE rates of 27 x 1073 yr~! (e.g., Yao et al. 2024),
it is significantly more likely that some subset of the
multiple/repeating TDEs are unrelated events and not
multiple disruptions of the same star. Continued follow-
up of these events is required to search for future flares
and place constraints on the true fraction of TDEs with
repeating flares. Unlike the other multiple/repeating
TDEs, ASASSN-14ko resides within a galaxy that is a
merger remnant and hosts a strong AGN (Tucker et al.
2021).

6. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The sample of TDEs with multiple flares is grow-
ing rapidly. We have now observed 5 optically-selected
TDEs that exhibit multiple flares, some of which are
likely to be repeating partial tidal disruptions. Al-
though small, this sample is nevertheless sufficient to
begin exploring the theoretical implications of the ob-
served trends among these events.

First, we examine the observed properties of each
of the proposed UV /optical multiple/repeating TDEs.
ASASSN-14ko has shown clear repeating flares for the
entirety of ASAS-SN survey operations (Payne et al.
2021, 2022, 2023) and has characteristics consistent with
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a repeating partial TDE (e.g. Payne et al. 2021; Linial
& Quataert 2024; Bandopadhyay et al. 2024). ASASSN-
18ul shows signs of periodic activity (Wevers et al. 2023;
Pasham et al. 2024), although the significant optical
variability during the flare, relatively hard X-ray emis-
sion, and high SMBH mass are atypical of TDEs. While
AT2020vdq does exhibit two flares, the first flare was
not observed in the UV or X-ray and there is no spec-
trum available. Thus, while it is plausibly consistent
with a TDE, we cannot make a definitive statement.
Furthermore, the light curve shapes of the two flares
from AT2020vdq are distinct, particularly with respect
to their decay timescale. Similarly, the earlier flare
observed for ASASSN-19dj has no spectrum or multi-
wavelength information and cannot be conclusively clas-
sified as a TDE. Finally, ASASSN-22ci has two well-
observed flares, with each event having strong evidence
for being powered by a TDE. We will consider each of
these candidate repeating TDEs for the sake of this dis-
cussion, but it would not be surprising if some are not
true examples.

6.1. Constraints on Previous Flares

We systematically searched for evidence of flares prior
to the initial discovery. ASASSN-14ko, the source with
the strongest likelihood of being a repeated TDE, has
consistently shown flares throughout the ASAS-SN cov-
erage (Payne et al. 2021) and its first flare was likely not
observed. For ASASSN-18ul, we find no evidence of a
previous flare in ASAS-SN data and so it is likely that
we detected the first flare. AT2020vdq has no flares in
earlier ASAS-SN or CRTS (Somalwar et al. 2023) data
and is also likely the first flare. The long required pe-
riod for the flares of ASASSN-19dj makes it impossible
to determine whether the flare seen in CRTS data was
the first. Finally, Fig. 2 shows that we detected the first
flare of ASASSN-22c¢i. In total, of the 4 proposed re-
peating TDEs for which a constraint can be made, 3
have likely been observed on their first flare.

This is somewhat surprising, as most models of repeat-
ing TDEs predict multiple flares before the star is ulti-
mately fully disrupted (e.g., Liu et al. 2024a; Bandopad-
hyay et al. 2024). However, the evolution of repeating
TDE flares should vary strongly with the evolutionary
state of the disrupted star because a star becomes more
centrally concentrated and difficult to fully disrupt as
it evolves (e.g., Bandopadhyay et al. 2024). In the case
of a main sequence star, the star is expected to experi-
ence progressively deeper and deeper disruptions power-
ing more and more luminous flares over time. A critical
parameter in this scenario is the initial impact param-
eter (B) of the first TDE. For a weak initial encounter,

little mass is stripped from the star and the star can sur-
vive ~10 orbits before the tidal heating and mass loss
are significant (Liu et al. 2024a). However, for an initial
impact parameter close to 1, the star may only survive
a small handful of disruptions before being fully dis-
rupted. This model qualitatively describes the more lu-
minous second flares for AT2020vdq and ASASSN-19dj,
but not the less luminous second flares for ASASSN-18ul
and ASASSN-22ci. Conversely, an evolved star is able to
lose only a small amount of mass over many tens of or-
bits and should produce flares of similar amplitude with
regular spacing, as seen for ASASSN-14ko (e.g., see Liu
et al. 2024a).

For the simpler case of the evolved star repeating
TDEs, we calculate the likelihood that we would have
detected the first flares for 3 of the 4 repeating TDEs
with the necessary data to place such constraints. As-
suming that each star experiences 10 (20) successive par-
tial TDEs, each with a similar peak brightness, the bino-
mial probability of finding 3 of 4 on their first flare is ex-
tremely low at 0.4% (0.05%). For ~100 repeated flares,
the probability of catching this many first flares is van-
ishingly small. In such a scenario, as long as the flares
peak at a similar luminosity, any earlier flares should
easily be detectable provided the period is short enough
relative to the survey baseline.

The main sequence case is more complicated, as
the peak brightness of the flares is expected to evolve
strongly with each flare. Furthermore, the simulations
of Liu et al. (2024a, c.f. their Fig. 2) found that the
mass-loss rate increases with the number of pericenter
passages more slowly (M o eN/4) for low initial impact
parameters (8 = 0.5) and more rapidly (M o eV) for
initial impact parameters close to unity, with a transi-
tion near § = 0.6. Using these scalings, we conducted a
simple simulation to test these predictions with respect
to the detection of repeating TDEs. We generated a
mock TDE flare profile by smoothing the ATLAS o-band
data and generated a light curve of a mock repeating
TDE with a given number of flares, time of separation,
and luminosity evolution per passage.

We generated a synthetic long-term evolution of
ASASSN-22ci, scaling the final flare to be the observed
peak flux of the first flare in the appropriate band. For
the low initial 3 case, with a /4 peak evolution, ASAS-
SN would have been sensitive to 5 previous flares. For
the steeper eV peak evolution, more appropriate for an
initial 8 near 1, ASAS-SN would have detected only 1
flare prior to the initial detection. Although discovered
by ASAS-SN, ASASSN-22ci also has ATLAS and ZTF
data that constrain the presence of flares before 2022.
For the low (high) initial 8 case we find that ATLAS
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Figure 14. Long-term host-subtracted and foreground extinction-corrected light curve for ASASSN-22ci, with data from CRTS
(V, yellow circles), ASAS-SN (gV/, green and yellow squares), Gaia (G, khaki diamonds), ATLAS (¢, yellow-green pentagons),
and ZTF (g, green pluses). The horizontal black solid line represents zero flux and the vertical gray bands represent the observed
flare recurrence time projected into the past, with the width of the band representing the uncertainty on the time of the expected
flare peak. Two repeating TDE flare models, with the expected flare times and exponentially rising peak fluxes are shown as
stars. The red case represents a low initial 8, with a slower increase in peak flux per flare and the blue case represents a
high initial S with a steeper rise. The pre-flare data strongly rules out any prior flares at a level consistent with either model

prediction.

would have been sensitive to 7 (1) prior flares and that
ZTF would have been sensitive to 12 (3) previous flares.
Figure 14 shows the predictions of these models, with
the low initial 8 in red and high initial 5 in blue. For
either model, the brightest previous flare should have oc-
curred one orbit before the initial detection of ASASSN-
22ci. The survey light curves strongly rule out any flare
at this time (or any previous expected flare time), re-
gardless of which model we assume.

These models suggest a potential problem in the cal-
culated rates of TDEs. Repeating TDEs have multi-
ple chances of being detected. Therefore, without the
knowledge that a TDE is repeating, which is especially
problematic for long flare recurrence times, the TDE
rate can be overestimated by a factor up to the average
number of repeated flares per TDE. Continued follow-
up of known TDEs will allow us to examine the full
range of flare recurrence timescales and repeating TDE
behaviors.

6.2. The Parameter Space of Observed Repeating TDE
Candidates

We can also use the properties of the multi-
ple/repeating TDE candidates to understand the pop-

ulation of binaries from which they arise. To do this,
we first assume that the rest-frame flare recurrence time
is the orbital period of the bound star. Using the or-
bital period and SMBH mass estimates, we calculated
the corresponding semi-major axis of the star on its orbit
around the SMBH. Figure 15 compares the implied semi-
major axes and SMBH masses of the multiple/repeating
TDE candidates to several initial binary configurations.
For each combination of initial binary separation and
mass, we calculate the semi-major axis of the bound
star following Hills capture (e.g., Antonini et al. 2011;
Cufari et al. 2022). In some cases, the initial binary
would not be hard enough to survive within the galactic
bulge, assuming a typical M-o relation (e.g., Giiltekin
et al. 2009).

As previously noted, the eccentricities of the bound
stars powering these repeating flares must be extremely
high (Cufari et al. 2022; Bandopadhyay et al. 2024).
Here, we calculate the eccentricities of the stars pow-
ering the multiple/repeating TDE candidates by taking
the orbital pericenter to be the partial disruption radius,
assumed here to be twice the tidal radius (a § = 0.5 dis-
ruption) and comparing it to the semi-major axis. For a
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Solar mass main sequence star, the eccentricities range
from 0.980 for ASASSN-14ko to 0.998 for ASASSN-19d].
All sources but ASASSN-14ko have implied eccentrici-
ties above 0.99, fully consistent with theoretical expec-
tations (Cufari et al. 2022). All main sequence stars
require highly eccentric orbits, but significantly evolved
red giant branch or asymptotic giant branch stars can
power repeating TDE flares on moderately eccentric or-
bits. However, for the binary separations consistent with
the multiple/repeating TDE candidates, highly evolved

stars will have undergone common envelope evolution
(Ivanova et al. 2013), likely making the binary harder
to disrupt. Nevertheless, events like ASASSN-14ko ap-
pear to require evolved stars to explain their observed
properties.

From Figure 15, we find that all of the multi-
ple/repeating TDE candidates are consistent with com-
ing from binaries with a total mass between ~1 —4
Mg and separations of ~0.01 — 0.1 AU (~2 - 20 Rgp).
ASASSN-14ko lies slightly below the lines for our initial
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binaries, consistent with the estimated binary separa-
tion of 0.005 AU from Cufari et al. (2022). We note that
there is a degeneracy between the initial binary mass and
separation in terms of the semi-major axis of the bound
star. Nevertheless, the position of these sources is con-
sistent with the disrupted stars being intermediate mass,
potentially consistent with the presence of nitrogen in
each of the multiple/repeating TDE spectra (Kochanek
2016; Mockler et al. 2022). While a partial TDE should
only strip envelope material, processes like dredge-up in
evolved stars (e.g., van den Hoek & Groenewegen 1997)
or rotational mixing (e.g., de Mink et al. 2009, 2013) can
provide enhancements of CNO-processed material near
the stellar surface.

6.3. Future Flare(s) of ASASSN-22ci

To date, ASASSN-22c¢i has exhibited two flares, with
an observed separation between peaks of 720+4.7 days.
While it is unknown if this event is truly repeating, we
will have the opportunity to test such a model in the
coming years. If we assume that the rest-frame peak
separation of 700 days is the orbital period of a star that
survived the initial tidal encounter, then we would ex-
pect another flare to occur near MJD 61075 (2026 Febru-
ary 04). Follow-up observations starting before this date
will confirm if this event is repeating on a timescale con-
sistent with the observed flare separation and will pro-
vide a detailed look at the rising stages of a TDE with
otherwise typical SED and spectral properties.

Repeating TDEs like ASASSN-22c¢i provide a unique
opportunity to observe the earliest phases of TDE emis-
sion in detail. With additional flares from the same
source, we can improve timing models and refine our
ability to observe their rising light curves. With upcom-
ing surveys like the Legacy Survey of Space and Time
(Ivezic et al. 2008), we can directly test the predictions
of models like those shown in Fig. 14 and understand
the early-time evolution of repeating TDEs resulting
from weak tidal encounters. As the sample of mul-
tiple/repeating TDE candidates continues to grow, so
do our opportunities to leverage these objects to probe
the populations of hard binaries in galactic centers, test
TDE models, and constrain the UV /optical emission
mechanism at these early phases.
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Table 4. Spectroscopic Observations of ASASSN-22ci

MJD UTC Date

Telescope

Instrument Wavelength Range (A)

First Flare

59631.6 2024-02-21 Faulkes Telescope North FLOYDS 3500 — 10000
59634.6 2024-02-24 Keck IT KCWI 3500 — 5700
59638.5 2022-02-28 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 — 9100
59651.5 2022-03-13 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 — 9100
59653.5 2022-03-15 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 — 9100
59655.4 2022-03-17 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 — 9100
59657.4 2022-03-19 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 — 9100
59661.0 2022-03-23 Large Binocular Telescope MODS 3750 — 9000
59664.5 2022-03-26 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 — 9100
59667.5 2022-03-29 Keck I LRIS 3200 — 10400
59680.4 2022-04-11 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 - 9100
59696.5 2022-04-27 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3600 — 9100
59699.3  2022-04-30 Keck I LRIS 3200 — 10400
59759.3  2022-06-29 Keck I LRIS 3200 — 10400
Second Flare
60328.6 2024-01-19 Keck IT KCWI 3500 — 8900
60402.5 2024-04-02 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 — 9100
60403.4 2024-04-03  University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 — 9100
60405.3 2024-04-05 University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m SNIFS 3400 — 9100
60407.3  2024-04-07 Keck IT KCWI 3500 — 8900

NoTE—Modified Julian Day, calendar date, telescope, instrument, and observed wavelength
range for each of the spectroscopic observations obtained of ASASSN-22ci for the initial

classification and during our follow-up campaign.

Some of the data presented herein were obtained at
the W. M. Keck Observatory, which is operated as a
scientific partnership among the California Institute of
Technology, the University of California and the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration. The Ob-
servatory was made possible by the generous financial
support of the W. M. Keck Foundation.

The NASA Infrared Telescope Facility is oper-
ated by the University of Hawaii under contract
80HQTRI19D0030 with the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.
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Hawaiian community. We are most fortunate to have the
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