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Abstract. Using the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT), the gravitationally lensed rings around the supermassive black
holes (SMBHs) in Messier 87 (M87), which has billions of solar masses and a strong jet, and Sagittarius A* (Sgr A*),
which has millions of solar masses and a weak or no jet, have now been successfully imaged at a resolution under 10
gravitational radii (Rg = GM/c2, where M is the SMBH mass). To expand studies beyond M87 and Sgr A*, we have
constructed the ‘Event Horizon and Environs (ETHER)’ sample, a comprehensive database currently encompassing
approximately 3.15 million SMBH mass estimates, ∼ 20,000 Very-Long Baseline Interferometry (VLBI) radio flux
densities, and ∼ 36,000 hard X-ray flux densities. This database is designed to identify and optimize target selection
for the EHT and its upgrades on the ground and in space. Within the ETHER database, we have identified a ‘Gold
Sample’ (GS) of nearby low-luminosity Active Galactic Nuclei (AGNs) that are optimal for studying jet bases, and
potentially imaging black hole shadows, with the EHT and its upgrades.
We observed 27 of these AGNs using the EHT from 2022 to 2024, providing a unique opportunity to resolve
and image accretion flows and jets at resolutions of ≤ 100 Rg. Only a few SMBHs have sufficiently high enough
flux density to be imaged at scales of ≤ 50 Rgwith the present EHT. Among these are M87, Sgr A*, NGC 4594
(Sombrero/M104), NGC 4261, and NGC 4374 (Messier 84/M84). Of these, NGC 4261, Sombrero, and M84 have
been observed and/or are scheduled for deep imaging with EHT+ALMA from 2023 to 2025. Sombrero, NGC 4261,
M84, NGC 4278, and NGC 5232 are clearly detected in our EHT+ALMA observations in 2022, indicating that the
230 GHz flux density from the accretion flows is significantly high. Ongoing imaging of the ETHER GS will enable
measurements of black hole mass and spin, help constrain General Relativity (GR), and enrich our understanding of
jet launching and accretion inflows across a broad multi-parameter space, including black hole mass, spin, accretion
rate, and orientation.

1. Introduction

Supermassive black holes (SMBHs, ∼ 105−1010 M⊙) are likely
present in most galaxies, with masses ∼0.5% of the host galaxy
bulge (e.g., Saglia et al., 2016). SMBHs and their host galaxies
evolve together, with Active Galactic Nuclei (AGNs) accretion
and feedback impacting the host galaxy. The Event Horizon
Telescope (EHT) now provides direct evidence for the exis-
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tence of SMBHs and the associated accretion flows (EHTC
et al., 2019a, 2022a).

A SMBH is characterized by three independent external ob-
servables: mass, spin, and charge. SMBHs at high Eddington
accretion rates typically host an optically-thick, geometrically-
thin accretion disk extending from 10s to 1000s of Rg. At
low Eddington accretion rates (characteristic of low-luminosity
AGNs, or LLAGNs), they exhibit a quasi-spherical optically-
thin accretion inflow extending down to the innermost tens
of Rg (e.g., Narayan, 1996). Bipolar relativistic plasma jets
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launched from within 100 Rg of the SMBH are more com-
mon in the latter. Several jet launching mechanisms have
been proposed (e.g., Blandford & Znajek, 1977; Blandford
& Payne, 1982), with the rotational energy extraction either
from the accretion flow or the SMBH spin. The physics of jet
launching and collimation remains an active area of research
(e.g., Broderick & Tchekhovskoy, 2015; Tchekhovskoy , 2015;
EHTC et al., 2019a) that is primarily limited by the paucity of
observational data on scales less than hundreds of Rg.

When an SMBH is enveloped in an optically-thin accretion
inflow and/or has an emitting jet base, we expect to see: (1)
the accretion inflow and jet (e.g., Johnson et al., 2023; Janssen
et al., 2021) down to 10s of Rg; (2) a bright ring produced
by gravitational lensing around the SMBH (diameter ∼10.4–
10.8 Rg, almost independent of black hole spin and orientation
Falcke et al. 2000; Johannsen et al. 2012; Gralla et al. 2019);
(3) a deficit of emission from inside the ring, or the ’shadow’,
due to photons lost to the event horizon or deflected away from
the line of sight (Falcke et al., 2000; Johnson et al., 2023).
The shadow and ring shapes tightly constrain the SMBH mass,
spin, space-time metric, and ‘no hair’ theorem (e.g., Broderick
et al., 2014; Vigeland et al., 2011). The accretion inflow’s mor-
phology and polarization can constrain accretion disk physics
and help discriminate between disk states (e.g., magnetiza-
tion and temperature; EHTC et al., 2019d, 2024). Meanwhile,
the jet’s morphology, distance from the SMBH, magnetic field
strength and orientation (from polarization measurements, e.g.,
Fish et al., 2013; Issaoun et al., 2022; Paraschos et al., 2024)
and lateral profile (e.g., Asada & Nakamura, 2012; Hada et al.,
2013b; Walker et al., 2018) provide critical constraints on cur-
rent jet theory and numerical simulations (Savolainen et al.,
2008; O’Sullivan & Gabuzda, 2009; Nakamura et al., 2018).

The Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) array is a global VLBI
network of radio telescopes operating at 230 GHz (EHTC et al.,
2019b), which has imaged SMBH shadows in M87 (EHTC
et al., 2019a) and Sgr A* (EHTC et al., 2022a), thus testing GR
and constraining black hole mass (EHTC et al., 2019e, 2022b).
It has also imaged the inner jets of several other SMBHs,
such as 3C 279 (Kim et al., 2020), Centaurus A (Janssen
et al., 2021), J1924-2914 (Issaoun et al., 2022), NRAO 530
(Jorstad et al., 2023), and 3C84 (Paraschos et al., 2024), but
all at resolutions coarser than 100 Rg. The Global Millimeter
VLBI Array (GMVA) is a global VLBI network of radio tele-
scopes operating at 86 GHz frequency (Krichbaum et al., 2006;
Boccardi et al., 2017). The GMVA+ALMA and EHT+ALMA
achieve native resolutions (FWHM) of ∼45 µarcsec at 86 GHz
(Boccardi et al., 2017; Nair et al., 2019) and ∼20 µarcsec at
230 GHz (EHTC et al., 2019a), respectively. Using ‘super-
resolution’ imaging techniques (Chael et al., 2016; Akiyama
et al., 2017), the resolutions can reach as low as ∼ 15 µarcsec
with the GMVA and ∼ 8 µarcsec with the EHT, if the SNR and
(u,v) coverage are sufficient. In the high-SNR regime, Bayesian
imaging and modeling techniques (Broderick et al., 2020a,b)
enable precise estimations of model parameters, such as ring
diameters for horizon-scale sources and distances between
moving features (e.g., Kim et al., 2020), enhancing intrinsic
resolutions by factors of approximately 3 to 5. Additionally,
recent advancements in imaging techniques (e.g., Müller et al.,

Fig. 1: The expected 230 GHz flux density in the EHT field of
view as a function of the diameter of the gravitationally lensed
ring around the SMBH (here 10.4 Rg) in the ETHER sam-
ple. Circles denote VLBI-detected SMBHs, with ‘GS’ sources
highlighed in purple. Black squares denote other SMBHs de-
tected in our SMA and ACA 230 GHz observation runs (see
Sect. 2.3, Nair et al., in prep.). The ngEHT is expected to
measure the SMBH masses, spins and shadows above the red,
green, and blue lines, respectively (Pesce et al., 2022; Johnson
et al., 2023).

2022; Kim et al., 2024) continue to improve these capabili-
ties. The EHT can now detect sources as faint as 30–50 mJy
(EHTC et al., 2019c), with next-generation upgrades to the
EHT (ngEHT) expected to lower this limit to a few to 10 mJy
(Doeleman et al., 2023). This opens the possibility to apply
the transformational results in M87 (EHTC et al., 2019a) and
Sgr A∗ (EHTC et al., 2022a) to a sample of SMBHs with a
broader range of masses, spins, accretion rates, and orientations
by imaging the inner hundreds of Rg.

2. Results & discussion

2.1. Event Horizon and Environs (ETHER) sample:

Simulations suggest that the EHT with ngEHT expansion, uti-
lizing super-resolution techniques, is expected to measure ∼ 50
SMBH masses, ∼ 30 SMBH spins, and ∼ 7 SMBH shadows
(Pesce et al., 2022; Johnson et al., 2023). As noted by Johnson
et al. (2023), these mass measurements will provide the most
precise SMBH masses for a sample to date. Spin measurements
(particularly for low-Eddington luminosity SMBHs) may help
trace SMBH merger and accretion history (e.g., Ricarte et al.,
2023, 2024), meanwhile, shadow measurements offer strong
tests of gravity. To identify this elusive ‘Gold Sample’ (GS)
and fully leverage the capabilities of the EHT and ngEHT, we
have compiled the Event Horizon and Environs (ETHER) sam-
ple. This extensive dataset includes black hole mass measure-
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(a) (b)
(c)

Name D log Ring VLBI:
[Mpc] MBH size [Peak-Frequency

[M⊙] [µas] -Resolution]
IC1459 25.90 9.45a 11.27 56g, 43, 0.5

NGC4594 9.87 8.82b 7.03 91h, 43, 0.5
9.00c 10.41

M84 18.50 8.96a 5.14 86i, 43, 0.5
9.18d 8.35

NGC4261 31.10 9.22e 5.60 59 j, 86, 0.4
NGC1218 113.79 9.52 f 3.05 113g, 43, 0.5

a - Ruffa et al. (2024); b - Gultekin et al. (2019); c - Kormendy
et al. (1996); d - Bower et al. (1998); e - Boizelle et al. (2021);
f - Bosch et al. (2015); g - Nair et al., in prep.; h - Hada et al.
(2013a); i - Wang et al. (2022); j - Middelberg et al. (2005).

Fig. 2: Left (a & b): Illustrative examples of simple analytic ADAF+jet fits (black curve) to the nuclear, highest resolution avail-
able (red points, or red squares if VLBI) radio and hard X-ray data for two ETHER galaxies: one ADAF-dominated (NGC 4594
(a)) and the other jet-dominated (NGC 315 (b)), as discussed in Sect 2.2. The 43 GHz VLBI flux densities and morphologies pre-
sented in Sect. 2.4 (see e.g., in Fig.3) are crucial for constraining the model jet parameters and enabling more detailed modeling.
Right (c): A table showing the properties of a few selected large-ring SMBHs in the ‘ETHER GS’, as described in Sect. 2.1,
which we observed with EHT+ALMA, GMVA+ALMA, and the 43 GHz VLBA. Columns: 1 – Name; 2 – Angular distance in
Megaparsec (Mpc); 3 – Logarithm (base 10) of black hole mass in solar masses (M⊙); 4 – Diameter of the gravitationally lensed
ring around SMBH in µarcsec; 5 – The peak flux density (mJy), observation frequency (GHz), and resolution (milliarcseconds)
from previous VLBI imaging in the literature or from our 43 GHz VLBA imaging (PID: BN065B, BN065C).

ments and estimates, radio to hard X-ray flux densities, and
spectral energy distribution (SED) information from catalogs,
literature, and our own observations.

Currently, the ETHER database consists of ∼ 3.15 mil-
lion SMBH mass estimates, ∼ 20,000 VLBI radio flux den-
sities, and ∼ 36,000 hard X-ray flux densities. An additional
∼ 210,000 SMBHs have some radio flux density measure-
ment at frequencies between 1.4 and 345 GHz. This database
and its algorithms, along with data source references, were
first presented in Ramakrishnan et al. (2023) and updated
in Hernández-Yévenes et al. (2024). ETHER is continuously
evolving, with the incorporation of a wider literature and new
observational programs (Silpa S. et al., in prep.).

Currently, there are only ∼ 244 black hole mass measure-
ments from methods such as stellar dynamics (e.g., Thater
et al., 2019; Liepold et al., 2020), gas kinematics (e.g., Onishi
et al., 2017; Kuo et al., 2011; Nguyen et al., 2021; Boizelle
et al., 2019, 2021), reverberation mapping (RM; Benz & Katz,
2015), ETHER thus primarily depends on black hole mass esti-
mations, with ∼ 240,000 via the M-sigma relation (Saglia et al.,
2016), ∼ 2.7 million via the M-Lbulge relation primarily from
Hernández-Yévenes et al. (2024), 524,000 from single-epoch
spectroscopy of broad line AGNs using RM-based relation-
ships (e.g., Dalla Bontà et al., 2020; Rakshit et al., 2021), and
several thousand from other fundamental plane type relation-
ships.

ETHER contains predictions for the 230 GHz and 345 GHz
flux densities in the EHT field of view for ∼ 40,000 SMBHs.
These are obtained via: (a) extrapolations of observed VLBI
(mas-scale) 5 to 86 GHz flux densities for ∼ 20,000 sources
(e.g., from Nair et al., 2019; Cheng et al., 2020; Lister et al.,
2018; Doi et al., 2016; Helmboldt et al., 2007, the Radio

Fundamental Catalog and our new Very-Long Baseline Array
(VLBA) observations from Nair et al., in prep.; note that we
extrapolated VLBI measurements from the highest observed
frequency available to 230 GHz, applying a typical spectral in-
dex of -0.4 and incorporating a median flux attenuation fac-
tor to adjust for higher resolution at increased frequencies
(varying from 0.4–0.8 for 5–86 GHz)); (b) extrapolations of
arcsec-scale 230 GHz flux densities from our ALMA Compact
Array (ACA) & Submillimeter Array (SMA) surveys (Nair et
al., in prep.), the ALMA calibrator database, and literature;
and (c) predictions from Advection Dominated Accretion Flow
(ADAF) plus jet model fitting to the radio and hard X-ray flux
densities for a given SMBH mass measurement or estimate
(Arratia et al., in prep.).

Combining all of this information, we have now identified
an initial ‘GS’ from the ETHER dataset, comprising the largest
SMBH rings with the brightest estimated EHT flux densities
from their jets and accretion flows. The most recent data for the
VLBI-detected sources in the ETHER sample are displayed in
Fig. 1, featuring several GS targets. The GS spans a wide range
of SMBH masses (log MBH = 7.74−9.72 M⊙), Eddington rates
(log LEdd = −6.59 to −1.92), jet powers, and morphologies,
with details of a few selected top targets given in panel (c)
of Fig. 2. We are observing these targets with ALMA, SMA,
VLBA, GMVA, and EHT to leverage their combined capabili-
ties at high angular resolution for further study, with details and
results discussed in the following subsections: Sect. 2.3, 2.4,
2.5, and 2.6.

2.2. SED modeling to predict EHT flux densities
Nuclear radio emission in LLAGNs originates primarily from
two sources: the outflowing jet, which typically dominates
at cm wavelengths, and the accretion inflow, which is typi-
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a b

c

d

Fig. 3: Example results from our VLBA 43 GHz imaging of ETHER targets (Sect. 2.4) include: (a) the NGC 1218 image (total
clean flux: 257± 3 mJy, peak flux: 113 mJy), (b) NGC 1218’s uv visibility amplitude vs. uv radius, (c) NGC 1218’s uv coverage,
and (d) the IC 1459 image (total clean flux: 65.2 ± 1.2 mJy, peak flux: 55.9 mJy) (from Nair et al., in prep.).

cally stronger at mm and sub-mm wavelengths. This leads to
the “sub-mm bump,” an increase in sub-mm emission beyond
what cm-wave extrapolation predicts (e.g., Doi et al., 2005;
Bandyopadhyay et al., 2019). To model this phenomenon, we
utilize detailed (e.g., Bandyopadhyay et al., 2019) or analytic
(Lucchini et al. 2022; Spada et al. 2001) plus ADAF mod-
els (Pesce et al., 2021). Our broadband SED models, first in-
troduced in Ramakrishnan et al. (2023) and further developed
by Arratia et al. (in prep.), can predict the expected EHT flux
density from both the jet and ADAF inflow. Examples of the
ADAF+jet models are shown in Fig. 2. The modeling and fit-
ting processes require key inputs including distance, redshift,
estimated SMBH mass, hard X-ray flux densities, and cm/mm-
wave radio flux densities ideally from VLBI observations.
Approximately 36,000 ETHER sources are obtained from the
Chandra Source Catalog, NED, and/or the eROSITA eRASS1
release (Merloni et al., 2024). Integrating these with radio-
flux densities from our VLBA observations (Sect. 2.4), supple-
mented by our 5 arcsec 230 GHz flux densities from ALMA-
ACA and SMA campaigns (Sect. 2.3), is vital for ADAF+jet
SED fitting and selecting the GS.

Accurate SED modeling for ETHER targets depends on hav-
ing high-resolution and simultaneous radio and X-ray data.
Our recent and upcoming high-resolution NuSTAR and high-
cadence NICER X-ray programs (PIDs: 8229 and 10244) tar-
geting multiple GS galaxies (e.g., Sombrero and NGC 4261),
will enable us to build broad, time-resolved SEDs, fit our ac-
cretion and jet models, and predict EHT band flux densities.

2.3. ETHER: 230 GHz survey with ALMA Compact
Array & Submillimeter Array

We conducted an extensive 230 GHz survey of a complete
sample of SMBHs with estimated ring sizes > 3.0 µarcsec to
constrain their morphologies and measure peak 230 GHz flux
densities. Together with the ADAF and ADAF+jet modeling
presented in Sec. 2.2, this will lead to better predictions of
the EHT flux. This survey was carried out using the Atacama
Compact Array (ACA), where 929 sources in southern declina-

tions < 20◦ were observed for a total of 86 hours during ALMA
Cycles 8 and 9 (PIDs: 2021.1.00966.S, 2022.1.00049.S), and
10 (PID: 2023.1.01099.S) from 2021 to 2024, and using the
Submillimeter Array (SMA), where 96 sources in northern de-
clinations > 20◦ were observed over 24 hours (PID: 2022B-
S022) from 2022 to 2023. This effort is crucial for identifying
‘ADAF-only’ sources (i.e., without cm-wave jets) for inclusion
in the GS.

We achieved a 10% detection rate with the ACA and a 15%
detection rate with the SMA as demonstrated in Fig. 1, identi-
fying potential sources for the EHT or ngEHT (Nair et al., in
prep.). For example, NGC 5872 and PGC 1086306 were de-
tected with peak flux densities of 12.7± 3.3 mJy and 11.7± 1.6
mJy, respectively, using ACA, while NGC 5353 and NGC 2146
were detected with peak flux densities of 20.8 ± 2.7 mJy and
15.6 ± 3.1 mJy, respectively, using SMA. The 5σ upper lim-
its were around 8–10 mJy at ALMA and SMA, indicating that
even among current non-detections, there could be interesting
science that could be done with the ngEHT.

The observed and EHT-predicted 230 GHz flux densities
constitute an important driver of the technical requirements of
the ngEHT. Our initial results suggest that SMBH demographic
studies with the ngEHT would highly benefit from the capa-
bility of imaging ∼ 10 mJy SMBHs and detecting ∼ 1 mJy
SMBHs in ∼ 1 hour of integration.

2.4. ETHER: 43 GHz VLBA Imaging

The VLBA at 43 GHz is the highest frequency sensitive phase-
referenced VLBI network, and coincidentally, this frequency
is near the transition between jet dominance and (potential)
ADAF dominance in radio emission, and thus VLBA 43 GHz
imaging can provide valuable constraints for our SED model-
ing discussed in Sect. 2.2. We thus observed 32 of our top ‘GS’
ETHER targets, including 23 galaxies with estimated ring sizes
≥ 3 µarcsec and nine with estimated ring sizes ≥ 1 µarcsecthat
lacked VLBI observations at ν ≥ 43 GHz but were detected in
previous VLBI experiments at lower frequency (typically 8.4
GHz).

https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/nustar/ao8/c8_acceptarg.html
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/nustar/ao10/c10_accepted_program_abstracts.html
https://almascience.eso.org/observing/highest-priority-projects
https://almascience.eso.org/observing/highest-priority-projects
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Fig. 4: (a): Ray-traced General Relativistic Magneto-hydrodynamic (GRMHD) simulations representing the center of the
Sombrero galaxy, scaled to the mean total 230 GHz flux density of Sombrero (198 mJy), its mass (M = 108.82 M⊙), distance
(D = 9.87 Mpc), expected inclination (50◦) and with the spin/jet position angle being vertical (from Zhang et al. 2024). (b): The
simulated uv coverage expected from our EHT observations of Sombrero in April 2024 (6 hours) is shown in blue. For reference,
the maximal uv coverage obtainable by the present EHT for Sombrero is that shown in blue and red together. (c): Visibility am-
plitudes obtained for the synthetic observation of Sombrero as a function of uv distance, with a random gain amplitude corruption
of 10%. Data from the 6-hour track is shown in blue, while the maximal obtainable dataset is shown in blue and red. (d): Best-fit
model to the maximal synthetic data (blue plus red in panels (b) and (c)), obtained by fitting the GRMHD model image with a
thick ring of total intensity = 160 mJy (ring diameter = 9.94 ± 0.04 µarcsec, ring thickness (FWHM of Gaussian convolution) =
4.22 ± 0.08 µarcsec, azimuthal brightness variations in the ring determined by a Fourier mode expansion with complex Fourier
coefficients (beta1 abs = 0.48 ± 0.003, beta1 arg = −124.02◦ ± 0.17◦). The χ2 values for closure phases and closure amplitudes
are 2.82 and 1.56, respectively. The jet emission is very weak, so the source appears as a very compact thick ring with a diameter
of ∼ 10 µarcsec (from Nair et al., in prep.).
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Fig. 5: (a): A geometric model representing the center of the Sombrero galaxy as a thick ring (total intensity = 160 mJy, ring
diameter = 10.41 µarcsec, ring thickness = 2.60 µarcsec, azimuthal brightness variations in the ring determined by a Fourier mode
expansion with complex Fourier coefficients [beta1 abs = 0.10, beta1 arg = 90◦]). (b): The simulated uv coverage expected from
our EHT observations of Sombrero in April 2024 (6 hours) is shown in blue. For reference, the maximal uv coverage obtainable
by the present EHT for Sombrero is that shown in blue and red together. (c): Visibility amplitudes obtained for the synthetic
observation of the geometric model of Sombrero as a function of uv distance, with a random gain amplitude corruption of 10%.
Data from the 6-hour track is shown in blue, while the maximal obtainable dataset is shown in blue and red. (d): Best-fit solution
obtained by fitting a geometric model of the source with a thick ring of total intensity = 160 mJy (ring diameter = 10.49 ± 0.09
µarcsec, ring thickness = 2.25±0.38 µarcsec, azimuthal brightness variations in the ring determined by a Fourier mode expansion
with complex Fourier coefficients [beta1 abs = 0.093 ± 0.006, beta1 arg = 88.04◦ ± 2.05◦], to the maximal synthetic data (blue
plus red in panels (b) and (c)). The χ2 values for closure phases and closure amplitudes are 0.98 and 0.99, respectively (from
Nair et al., in prep.).

Through several VLBA programs (PIDs: BR222, BN054,
BN065B, BN065C) between 2018-2023, we have observed and
detected all ETHER targets with the 43 GHz VLBA so far (Nair
et al., in prep.). The data are calibrated in AIPS (Greisen et al.,
1990) or using the CASA rPICARD pipeline (Janssen et al.,
2019; EHTC et al., 2019c) for various epochs and then im-
aged using the Caltech DIFMAP software package (Shepherd
et al., 1994). The measured peak flux densities of these sources
range from 27 to 155 mJy, and the targets show a variety of
43 GHz nuclear morphologies, including core-twin-jet, core-

jet, and compact core structures. Two examples, NGC 1218
and IC 1459, are shown in Fig. 3, along with typical uv cov-
erage, and a typical uv visibility amplitude plot. We found
several flat spectrum nuclei underlining the need for 43 GHz
VLBA imaging of all large (even if fainter) rings previously
detected by lower frequency VLBI. The success of our 43 GHz
VLBA detections of these large ring SMBHs directly motivated
EHT+ALMA snapshot/imaging observations of these sources
in April 2022, 2023, and 2024 (see Sect. 2.6 for details).
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Fig. 6: (a): The simulated uv coverage of the EHT expected for our approved 8-hour track to observe M84 in April 2025 is shown
in blue. For reference, the maximal uv coverage obtainable by the present EHT for M84 is that shown in blue and red together. (b):
Visibility amplitudes as a function of uv distance obtained for the synthetic observation of M84, with a random gain amplitude
corruption of 10%. Data from the 8-hour track is shown in blue, while the maximal obtainable dataset is shown in blue and red.
(c): Best-fit model for the maximal synthetic data (blue plus red in panels (a) and (b)) of M84, obtained by fitting a geometric
model with an 8.5 µarcsec ring of 50 mJy; a circular Gaussian representing accretion inflow (49.2 mJy, FWHM = 32.4 µarcsec);
an elliptical Gaussian representing the jet base (20.6 mJy, FWHMmajor = 39.7 µarcsec, FWHMminor = 19.9 µarcsec, PA = 0.7◦

x0 = -0.51 µarcsec, y0 = 99.4 µarcsec); and an elliptical Gaussian representing the counter-jet base (4.2 mJy, FWHMmajor =

40.4 µarcsec, FWHMminor = 19.3 µarcsec, PA = 177.0◦, x0 = -1.87 µarcsec, y0 = -103.5 µarcsec). The χ2 values for closure
phases and closure amplitudes are 1.12 and 0.98, respectively. The morphology of the assumed synthetic model is fully and
accurately recovered (from Nair et al., in prep.).

2.5. ETHER: 86 GHz GMVA+ALMA observations

The largest SMBH rings in the ‘ETHER GS’, with expected
sizes ranging from 0.6 to 8.9 µarcsec, and 43/15 GHz VLBI
core detections of flux densities ranging from 40 to 416 mJy
(as found in Sect. 2.4 and the literature), were observed at 86
GHz with GMVA+ALMA in May 2023 and October 2024.
The 2023 program included Sombrero, M84, IC 1459, and
NGC 3998 (GMVA-only) for deep-imaging, along with fringe
tests of NGC 4261, NGC 4278, and NGC 5077 (flux densities:
91 to 390 mJy at 43/15 GHz; PID: MN004 & 2022.1.00366.V,
19 hrs). The 2024 GMVA-only program, including the
APEX telescope, observed NGC 1218, 3C 218, NGC 3894,
UGC 2783, NGC 6061, NGC 6251, ICRF J152122.5+0420,
NGC 5232, and NGC 4552 (flux densities: 40 to 416 mJy at
43/15 GHz; PID: MN005, 6.75 hrs), thus completing the char-
acterization of all galaxies currently imageable at ≤ 100 Rg
with the current EHT. The forthcoming data will determine
the 86 GHz nuclear morphologies and flux densities of these
sources, enabling better constraints on the contributions of
the jet base, extended jet, and accretion flow, while also pro-
viding useful synergies and spectral shapes alongside exist-
ing EHT+ALMA observations (see Sect. 2.6) and other multi-
wavelength (MWL) data. These GMVA observations are ex-
pected to provide better performance with the inclusion of the
highly sensitive NOEMA (e.g., Kim et al., 2023) and ALMA
arrays (e.g., Lu et al., 2023).

2.6. ETHER: 230 GHz EHT+ALMA observations

The results from our 43 GHz and 86 GHz VLBI imaging (see
Sects. 2.4 and 2.5), combined with data from the literature,
our 230 GHz ACA and SMA surveys (Sect. 2.3), and our

jet+ADAF modeling (Sect.2.2), enabled us to select an opti-
mal sub-sample of 27 targets for 230 GHz EHT+ALMA ob-
servations in April 2022, 2023, and 2024 with an angular res-
olution of ∼ 20 µarcsec. The 15-minute EHT+ALMA fringe
tests in 2022 on five LLAGNs (PID:2021.1.01156.V, 6 hours)
– Sombrero, M84, NGC 4261, NGC 4278, and NGC 5232
achieved clear detections across all baselines, and imaging of
these sources was possible even with the ‘snapshot’ nature of
the observations (Ramakrishnan et al., in prep.). ‘Passive phas-
ing’ at ALMA was crucial for obtaining these detections.

In April 2023, EHT+ALMA performed fringe tests on
an additional seven ETHER LLAGNs (NGC 4552, NGC 315,
IERS 0923+392, 2FGL J1635.2+3810, 2FGL J1550.7+0526,
BWE 1354+195, TXS 0607−157; PID:2022.1.01055.V, 7.2
hours). Deep imaging six-hour observations of NGC 4261 were
also conducted (PID:2022.1.00520.V).

In April 2024, EHT+ALMA carried out fringe tests
on twelve more ETHER LLAGNs (NGC 6500, 4C01.24B
(J0909+0121), 2FGL J0956.9+2516, 2FGL J1159.5+2914,
OQ208, IERS 1741−038, PKS 1936−15, 2FGL J2025−0736,
OX−146 (J2129−1538), IERS 2128−123, PKS 2344+092)
and repeated observations on three LLAGNs (NGC 315,
IERS0738+313, and 2FGLJ1504.3+1029), which had also
been observed in 2023 (PID:2023.1.01139.V, 9 hours). Deep
imaging 12-hour observations of the Sombrero and M84 galax-
ies were also conducted (6 hours each; PID:2023.1.01175.V).

Additionally, eight more hours of EHT+ALMA imaging
have been approved for M84, scheduled for April 2025
(PID:2024.1.00802.V).

The completed (2023–2024) and approved (2025) deep
imaging observations of NGC 4261, Sombrero, and M84, each
for 6–8 hours, are expected to uniquely reveal the inner jet

https://almascience.eso.org/observing/highest-priority-projects
https://almascience.eso.org/observing/highest-priority-projects
https://almascience.eso.org/observing/highest-priority-projects
https://almascience.eso.org/observing/highest-priority-projects
https://almascience.eso.org/observing/highest-priority-projects
https://almascience.eso.org/observing/highest-priority-projects
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bases and potentially resolve the black hole shadows within
them. The expectations based on the data sets of Sombrero and
M84 are shown in detail in Figs.4, 5, and 6, which were gener-
ated using the eht-imaging package (Chael et al., 2018).

Note that tests with synthetic data, particularly with a simple
geometric source models fitted with the same family of models,
as considered in Figs. 5 and 6, are idealized. Successful source
morphology reconstruction in such cases should be considered
a necessary rather than a sufficient condition to determine the
positive outcome of the actual observations. Even in the case
of a GRMHD model of the source, as in Fig. 4, some simplifi-
cations were taken, e.g., ’passive’ phasing efficiency at ALMA
are not taken into account, and good weather conditions were
assumed for all the sites. Narrow fit uncertainties are a con-
sequence of underfitting a simple geometric model to compli-
cated synthetic data. Our ongoing observational projects will
give us a better understanding of the model fitting process for
low signal-to-noise sources. In any case, with the inclusion of
more baselines and the upgrades of the EHT sites, the EHT’s
imaging capabilities are expected to vastly improve in the fu-
ture (e.g., Johnson et al., 2023; Doeleman et al., 2023).

3. Conclusions & prospects

In this article, we present the capabilities of the ETHER
database and the identified ‘ETHER GS’, along with SED mod-
eling and VLBI programs, to accurately measure VLBI flux
densities from SMBHs with large apparent ring sizes at high
angular resolutions using VLBA, GMVA, SMA, ALMA, and
EHT across frequencies from 43 to 230 GHz. The conclusions
are as follows:

– The ETHER database provides candidate SMBHs that can
potentially be ‘extreme’ laboratories for a wide range of
science goals, allowing unique tests of physics, including
GR, accretion processes, jet launching, and the properties
of plasma and particles.

– VLBA imaging of 32 of the largest SMBH ring ETHER
targets helped constrain the 43 GHz nuclear flux densities
and revealed morphologies ranging from core-twin-jet to
core-jet and compact core. This insight enabled deep imag-
ing of this optimal sub-sample with GMVA+ALMA and
EHT+ALMA to investigate their jet launching and accre-
tion inflows at ≤ 100 Rg.

– In our EHT+ALMA observations in 2022, five of the
top ETHER GS galaxies - Sombrero, NGC 4261, M84,
NGC 4278, and NGC 5232 are clearly detected, indicating
that the 230 GHz flux density from the accretion flows is
significantly high.

– Integrating 43 GHz VLBA radio flux densities with 5-
arcsec 230 GHz flux densities from ACA and SMA
campaigns is essential for ADAF+jet SED fitting of
ETHER targets. By incorporating X-ray flux densities from
Chandra, eROSITA, and our NuSTAR and NICER obser-
vations, along with the ETHER database, we can predict
EHT flux densities through SED modeling with ADAF and
ADAF+jet models, helping in EHT and ngEHT target se-
lection.

– Our initial ACA and SMA survey results of 1,025 AGNs
and EHT-predicted 230 GHz flux densities suggest that

SMBH demographic studies with the ngEHT would benefit
from the capability to image ∼ 10 mJy SMBHs and detect
∼ 1 mJy SMBHs in ∼ 1 hour of integration.

– Our completed and scheduled deep EHT+ALMA imaging
of ETHER GS galaxies, combined with MWL observa-
tions, offers the potential to study SMBH masses, spins, and
potentially resolved rings, thereby constraining both GR
and the physics of accretion flows across a broad parame-
ter space (SMBH mass, accretion rate, spin, jet power/type,
and orientation). This will allow us to resolve or constrain
the accretion flow extent (Fig. 2) and search for orbiting hot
spots at ≳ 30–100 Rg (Doeleman et al., 2009; Fish et al.,
2013; Emami et al., 2023). Monitoring these features will
provide strong constraints on the GR metric and accretion
physics.

– With 11 telescopes, including passive-phased ALMA and
NOEMA, we expect to detect sources as faint as ∼ 30–50
mJy. This capability may enable us to leverage the transfor-
mational results in M87 and Sgr A* to a few other nearby
AGNs with the current EHT, and even larger samples of
AGNs with the ngEHT.
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[42] Hernández-Yévenes et al. 2024, MNRAS 531, 4503-4523.
[43] Issaoun et al. 2022, ApJ 934, 145.
[44] Janssen et al. 2019, A&A 626, A75.
[45] Janssen et al. 2021, Nature Astronomy 5, 1017J.
[46] Johannsen et al. 2012, ApJ 758, 30.
[47] Johnson et al. 2023, Galaxies, Vol. 11, Issue 3, 61.
[48] Jorstad et al. 2023, ApJ 943, 170.
[49] Kim et al. 2020, A&A 640, 69.
[50] Kim et al. 2023, A&A 680, L3.
[51] Kim et al. 2024, A&A 690, A129.
[52] Kormendy, J, et al. 1996, ApJ, 473, L91.
[53] Krichbaum et al. 2006, arXiv:astro-ph/0611288.
[54] Kuo, et al. 2011, ApJ, 727, 20.
[55] Liepold et al. 2020, ApJ 891, 4.
[56] Lister et al. 2018, ApJS 234, 12.
[57] Lu, R., et al. 2023, Nature, 616, 686.
[58] Lucchini et al. 2022, MNRAS 517, 5853.
[59] Merloni et al. 2024, A&A 682, A34.
[60] Middelburg et al. 2005, A&A 433, 897.
[61] Müller et al. 2022, A&A 666, A137.
[62] Nair et al. 2019, A&A 622, 92.
[63] Nakamura et al. 2018, ApJ 868, 146.
[64] Narayan 1996, ApJ 462, 136.
[65] Nguyen et al. 2021, MNRAS 504, 4123-4142.
[66] Onishi et al. 2017, MNRAS 468, 4663-4674.
[67] O’Sullivan & Gabuzda 2009, MNRAS 400, 26.
[68] Paraschos et al. 2024, A&A 682, L3.
[69] Pesce et al. 2021, ApJ 923, 260.
[70] Pesce et al. 2022, Galaxies, Vol. 10, Issue 6, 109.
[71] Rakshit et al. 2021, ApJS, 253, 28.
[72] Ramakrishnan et al. 2023, Galaxies, Vol. 11, Issue 1, 15.
[73] Ricarte et al. 2023, Galaxies, Vol. 11, Issue 1, 6.
[74] Ricarte et al. 2024, arXiv:2410.07477.
[75] Ruffa et al. 2024, MNRAS 528, 76.

[76] Saglia et al. 2016, ApJ 818, 47.
[77] Savolainen et al. 2008, ASPC, 386, 451.
[78] Shepherd et al. 1994, BAAS 26, 987.
[79] Spada et al. 2001, MNRAS 325, 4.
[80] Tchekhovskoy 2015, ASSL, 414, 45.
[81] Thater et al. 2019, A&A 625, A62.
[82] Vigeland et al. 2011, Phys. Rev. D 83, 104027.
[83] Walker et al. 2018, ApJ 855, 128.
[84] Wang et al. 2022, ApJ 941, 140.
[85] Zhang et al. 2024, arXiv:2406.17754.

Affiliations
1 Astronomy Department, Universidad de Concepción, Casilla 160-

C, Concepción, Chile
2 Max-Planck-Institut für Radioastronomie, Auf dem Hügel 69, D-
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