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ABSTRACT
Recent radio observations and coincident neutrino detections suggest that some tidal disruption events (TDEs) exhibit
late-time activities, relative to the optical emission peak, and these may be due to delayed outflows launched from
the central supermassive black hole. We investigate the possibility that jets launched with a time delay of days to
months, interact with a debris that may expand outwards. We discuss the effects of the time delay and expansion
velocity on the outcomes of jet breakout and collimation. We find that a jet with an isotropic-equivalent luminosity
of ≲ 5×1045 erg/s is likely to be choked for a delay time of ∼ 3 months. We also study the observational signatures of
such delayed choked jets. The jet-debris interaction preceding the breakout would lead to particle acceleration and the
resulting synchrotron emission can be detected by current and near-future radio, optical and X-ray telescopes, and
the expanding jet-driven debris could explain late-time radio emission. We discuss high-energy neutrino production in
delayed choked jets, and the time delay can significantly alleviate the difficulty of the hidden jet scenario in explaining
neutrino coincidences.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Tidal disruption events (TDEs) are well-known sites of high-
energy astrophysical phenomena. A TDE occurs when a star
approaches sufficiently close to a supermassive black hole
(SMBH) and is subsequently torn apart by the tidal forces of
the SMBH (see e.g., Rees 1988; Stone et al. 2013; Komossa
2015). TDEs are prime candidates for multi-messenger ob-
servations and have attracted dedicated studies in neutrinos
and electromagnetic emission, especially in the infrared (IR),
optical, ultraviolet (UV), X-ray and radio bands. In partic-
ular, the mass fallback and accretion rates associated with
TDEs can be tracked using optical/UV and X-ray observa-
tions (Stern et al. 2004; Gezari et al. 2008; Cenko et al. 2012;
Chornock et al. 2014), while radio observations help in char-
acterizing outflows that originate following TDEs (Alexander
et al. 2020).

The SMBH-accretion disk system can power relativistic
jets, and therefore, can act as a central engine in TDEs (Gi-
annios & Metzger 2011; De Colle et al. 2012). The existence
of multiple jetted TDEs such as Swift J1644+57 (Bloom
et al. 2011; Burrows et al. 2011), Swift J2058+05 (Cenko
et al. 2012), Swift J1112-8238 (Brown et al. 2015) and
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AT2022cmc (Andreoni et al. 2022), has been inferred by
very bright and variable gamma/X-ray emission. Their large
isotropic-equivalent energies strongly suggest the presence of
a relativistic beamed jet (Burrows et al. 2011; Zauderer et al.
2011). At later times, radio to millimetre emission typically
follows as a result of the jet interaction with the circumnu-
clear material. Jetted TDEs have been explored in detail in
the literature (see a review by De Colle & Lu 2020, and refer-
ences therein), yet there are unresolved questions pertaining
to the jet launching process, emission mechanism and outflow
composition.

Such jetted TDEs have been considered as possible sources
of ultrahigh-energy cosmic rays (UHECRs) (Farrar & Gruzi-
nov 2009; Farrar & Piran 2014) and high-energy neutri-
nos (Murase 2008; Wang et al. 2011). Recent detection
of high-energy neutrino events with IceCube, coincident
with three TDE candidates (AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr and
AT2019aalc) has unravelled yet another multi-messenger
channel to study them. AT2019dsg associated with IceCube-
191001A (Stein et al. 2021) is from a TDE that originated
from a quiescent SMBH. AT2019fdr associated with IceCube-
200530A (Reusch et al. 2022) is hosted by an unobscured ac-
tive galactic nucleus (AGN). The search for TDEs being ac-
companied by an infrared echo further led to the coincidence
between AT2019aalc and IceCube-191119A (Van Velzen et al.
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2021). Different production sites of high-energy neutrinos
have been discussed, including successful jets (Dai & Fang
2017; Senno et al. 2017; Lunardini & Winter 2017; Liu et al.
2020), choked or hidden jets (Senno et al. 2017; Zheng et al.
2023), hidden winds (Murase et al. 2020; Winter & Lunardini
2023), accretion disks (Hayasaki & Yamazaki 2019; Murase
et al. 2020) and coronae (Murase et al. 2020). TDEs are also
regarded as a population of hidden neutrino sources that are
dark in GeV-TeV gamma rays, which have been required by
the recent neutrino and gamma-ray data (Murase et al. 2016;
Capanema et al. 2020)

The physics of jet propagation has been extensively ex-
plored in the literature of gamma-ray bursts (e.g., Bromberg
et al. 2011; Mizuta & Ioka 2013; Bhattacharya et al. 2023).
Analogously, TDE jets may interact with a stellar debris
envelope, which can be static (Loeb & Ulmer 1997), ex-
panding (e.g., Strubbe & Quataert 2009) or even contract-
ing (Metzger 2022). The launching time of jets and their di-
rection against the orbital plane of the debris is debated (e.g.,
Tchekhovskoy et al. 2014), which leads to diversity in the jet-
debris interaction. If optically thick winds or unbound de-
bris serve as a spherical envelope around the SMBH, the jets
can be choked and resulting electromagnetic emission can be
obscured (Wang & Liu 2016), belonging to a class of hid-
den neutrino sources (Murase et al. 2016). Such jets can be
even delayed. Indeed, recent radio observations of TDEs have
shown significant time delays in radio emission relative to
the peak time of optical emission (Horesh et al. 2021; Cendes
et al. 2022). Coincident neutrino events were also observed in
IceCube at 150 days, 393 days and 148 days post the optical
peaks for AT2019dsg, AT2019fdr and AT2019aalc, respec-
tively (Stein et al. 2021; Reusch et al. 2022; Van Velzen et al.
2021). This implies the existence of late-time central engine
activities, and such a delay can make the jets choked more
easily and motivates studies on the impacts on jet propaga-
tion and observational consequences.

In this work, we primarily investigate the dynamics of de-
layed TDE jets while they propagate through the expand-
ing stellar debris. In particular, we focus on the feasibility of
choked jets for the physical parameters tlag and vdeb. We also
present resulting multi-messenger signatures, focusing on the
synchrotron emission from both forward and reverse shock
regions. In the latter case, we study the fast and slow cooling
regimes to discuss the detectability for radio, optical and X-
ray telescopes. We also discuss implications for high-energy
neutrino observations using the internal shock model (Senno
et al. 2017).

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we discuss
the physical model that we adopt to study the evolution of
the stellar debris, the jet and the cocoon. The criteria used
to determine jet collimation and breakout are discussed in
Section 3. We present our main results in Section 4, where
we also discuss the effect of varying important parameters
in our model. The multi-messenger emission from delayed
choked jets in TDEs, especially in the electromagnetic and
neutrino channels, are discussed in Section 5. We summarize
our results and conclude in Section 6.

SMBH

CocoonRout(t)

Rh(t)

Rin(t)

Jet

Rc(t)

Debris

Figure 1. Schematic diagram showing the evolution of the ex-
panding debris (in brown), the relativistic jet and the mildly-
relativistic cocoon, and low density wind-bubble region (in grayish-
green color) post the tidal disruption of a star by the SMBH (in
black) and the formation of an accretion disk (in gray). The in-
ner/outer radius of the debris Rin(t)/Rout(t), the jet-head radius
Rh(t), and the cocoon radius Rc(t) are also labelled. The figure
corresponds to the time snapshot at time T , where tcoc < T < tbr
or tcoc < T < tfin, when the jet interacts with the debris (in brown)
to form a cocoon (in blueish red). Note that tcoc is defined as the
time when the cocoon is formed, tbr represents the time when the
jet breaks out of the debris, and tfin is the time until which the
system is evolved.

2 PHYSICAL MODEL

SMBHs are mostly found in the hearts of massive galaxies,
including our own Milky Way. Tidal disruption drives the
activity of some SMBHs, which can otherwise remain inactive
for ≳ 104 years (Van Velzen et al. 2019). The onset of TDE
occurs once a star with mass M∗ and radius R∗ approaches
the BH tidal radius, RT = R∗(MBH/M∗)

1/3. Throughout this
work, we denote the total time since the TDE with T =
t+tlag, where the time delay associated with jet launch is tlag
and the time since the jet launch is t, i.e. the jet is launched
at t = 0.

In Figure 1, we show a schematic for the model considered
in this work. The infalling star is already disrupted by the
SMBH (in black) and the disrupted stellar debris is assumed
to form an accretion disk (in gray) and has an associated wind
(shown with light blue arrows). This wind drives the spher-
ical expanding debris shown in brown (the dark blue arrows
indicate expansion). The possible low-density wind-bubble
region is also shown in grayish-green color. The schematic
represents a time snapshot when the jet (shown in yellowish
orange) has interacted with the debris which leads to the for-
mation of the pressurised cocoon (shown in blueish red), that
has an approximately ellipsoidal geometry.

Approximately, half of the disrupted stellar material falls
back with timescales of ∼ 106 sec, to eventually form an ac-
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Multi-messenger signatures of delayed choked jets in TDEs 3

cretion disk around the SMBH, whereas the other half be-
comes unbound (Evans & Kochanek 1989; Phinney 1989).
For a SMBH with mass MBH = 107M⊙, the tidal dis-
ruption radius is given by RT ≈ f

1/6
T (MBH/M∗)

1/3R∗ ≃
(9.8 × 1012 cm) f

1/6
T,−1.1M

1/3
BH,7M

2/3−ξ
∗,0 . Here M∗ (R∗) is the

mass (radius) of the tidally disrupted star, fT ∼ 0.02 −
0.3 is a correction factor associated with the shape of
the stellar density profile (Phinney 1989; Piran et al.
2015) and ξ = 1 − ln(R∗/R⊙)/ln(M∗/M⊙) (for M∗ =
M⊙, ξ = 1). Once a star gets disrupted close to RT,
roughly half of its debris falls back with timescale, tfb =
2π

√
a3
min/(GMBH) ≃ (3.2 × 106 s) f

1/2
T,−1.1M

1/2
BH,7M

(1−3ξ)/2
∗,0 ,

where the semi-major axis of the orbit amin ≈ R2
T /(2R∗) ≃

(7.0 × 1014 cm) f
1/3
T,−1.1M

2/3
BH,7M

1/3−ξ
∗,0 . The debris eventually

circularizes at a circularization radius Rcirc ≈ 2RT. A part
of the debris eventually forms an accretion disk (Evans &
Kochanek 1989; Cannizzo et al. 1990; Loeb & Ulmer 1997;
Strubbe & Quataert 2009; Hayasaki et al. 2018).

Jetted TDEs constitute a well-motivated system in the
literature owing to their associated luminous and variable
gamma/X-ray emission. Since the focus of this work is to
study the effects of delayed jet launch on the dynamics, we
consider a simplified model for jet propagation. The stellar
debris from the tidally disrupted star forms a thick circumnu-
clear envelope around the SMBH. For simplicity, we assume
a spherical, isotropic distribution for this envelope (at least
along the direction of jet propagation), which we hereby re-
fer to as the debris. It is important to note that this is a
simplified assumption as we model the surrounding debris
in an effectively isotropic time-averaged manner. This is not
the case in general, since following stream-stream collisions
at T ∼ tfb, the debris becomes anisotropic and may have a
clumpy structure. The orientation of BH spin and the disk
need not be aligned, so the jet effectively interacts with the
debris even if the debris has a torus-like geometry.

Here we are interested in studying the effect of time delay
associated with jet launching, which typically exceeds tfb. For
simplicity, we assume that the debris expands with a con-
stant velocity and the bubble density is negligible compared
to the density of the expanding debris. Thus, for all purposes
considered here, the effect of the wind bubble on the jet prop-
agation can be ignored. The density of the expanding debris
is assumed to be,

ρ(r) = N Mdeb

4πR3
out



Å
r/Rout

ã−2

, r ⩾ RfbÅ
Rfb/Rout

ã−2Å
r/Rfb

ã−δ

, r < Rfb

,

(1)
where Mdeb = ηfbM∗, Rout = vdebT , and δ ∼ 0 − 1. The
normalization N is chosen such that,

∫ Rout(t)

Rin(t)
ρ(r) dr = Mdeb.

The fallback radius Rfb evolves as

Rfb =

 Rin(T = 0), T < tfb

Rin(T = 0) + vdeb(T − tfb), T ⩾ tfb
, (2)

where Rin(T = 0) = Rcirc. Note that the time since tidal
disruption is T = t+ tlag, where t is the time since jet launch.
The density profile is valid for T >> tfb which implies tlag ∼
106 − 108 s. We assume δ = 1 for this work.

The density profile of the debris extends from an inner

tlag = 107 s, vdeb = 0.03c

Figure 2. Time evolution of the ambient medium density ρa(t)

profile for different values of Lj,iso. The evolution is terminated
once the jet breaks out. The time delay is assumed to be tlag = 107s
and the velocity of the expanding debris is taken to be vdeb =

0.03c.

radius Rin(T) to an outer radius Rout(T). The initial inner
radius is set to the circularization radius, Rin(T = 0) = Rcirc,
and is fixed until the fallback time. For t > tfb, the inner
radius moves outwards as Rin(T ) = Rcirc(T/tfb). The outer
radius of the debris is also assumed to start at Rcirc and
its evolution at later times is given by Rout(T ) = vdebT .
In our simplified model, we adopt an expansion velocity of
the debris within the range vdeb ∼ 0.01 − 0.1 c, due to its
inherent uncertainty. We consider vdeb ≲ 0.1c because too
energetic expanding outflows violate the radio data (although
it is subject to uncertainty in the energy fraction carried by
electrons) (Matsumoto et al. 2022). We also expect that the
velocity is not far from the escape velocity, vesc(r = amin) =
(2GM/amin)

1/2 ∼ 0.06c.

2.1 Jet propagation in expanding ejecta

The jet gets launched by the SMBH at t = 0 and has an
associated time lag (tlag) relative to the time when the tidal
disruption occurs. We assume that the jet is launched from
the Schwarzschild radius Rs = 2GMBH/c

2. After the jet is
launched, the evolution of the jet-head is determined by, Ṙh =
cβh where, Rh is the vertical distance of the jet-head from the
central engine and βhc is the jet-head velocity. We use the
subscript ‘h’ to denote the jet-head quantities. The jet-head
velocity is determined by the ram pressure balance between
the shocked jet and the shocked envelope (Matzner & McKee
1999; Bromberg et al. 2011),

βh =
βj − βa

1 + L̃
−1/2
c

+ βa , (3)

where, βjc is the bulk velocity of the jet, βac is the velocity
of the ambient medium and is set to βac = vdeb. The ratio
of the energy density in the jet and the ambient medium can
be defined as

L̃ =
Lj

Σj(t)ρa(t)c3Γ2
a

. (4)
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4 Mukhopadhyay et al.

In the above equation, Lj is the luminosity of the bipolar
jet and the jet-head cross-section is Σj(t) = πR2

h(t)θ
2
j (t),

where θj(t) is the opening angle of the jet. The jet open-
ing angle plays an important role in collimation and break-
out of the jet. The Lorentz factor of the ambient medium is
given by Γa = 1/

√
1− β2

a . The isotropic-equivalent luminos-
ity of the jet is obtained from Lj,iso = Lj/(0.5 θ2j ). The cor-
responding radiation component is given by Lγ,iso = ϵγLj,iso,
where ϵγ ∼ 0.1 is the efficiency for conversion of the jet lu-
minosity to radiation. Finally, the jet pressure is given by
Pj(t) = Lj/(Σj(t)c).

Following Hamidani & Ioka (2020), we consider a cali-
brated value L̃c = N2

s L̃, where the calibration factor Ns =
Ns,0(1−βa)/

(
(1+Ns,0L̃

1/2)(1−β2
a)

1/2
)

is used to match the
jet breakout time obtained from numerical simulations with
that given by known analytical estimates. However, currently
we do not have sufficient number of TDE simulations that can
be used to calibrate L̃. Given that the physical mechanism
for jet launch and propagation in TDEs is similar to the jets
from collapsars or BNS mergers, here we assume Ns ≈ 0.35
for the fiducial case (Hamidani & Ioka 2020).

The density of the ambient medium is obtained from
ρa = ρdeb(r = Rh). Figure 2 shows the evolution of
the ambient medium density profiles for different values of
Lj,iso ∼ 1040−47 erg/s. We note that the ambient medium
density does not vary significantly with an increase in the
isotropic-equivalent luminosity from 1040 erg/s (purple curve)
to 1047 erg/s (green curve) and decreases monotonically. For
Lj,iso = 1047 erg/s, we clearly see the change in the power-
law behaviour (ρa ∝ R−2

h ) once the jet-head radius ex-
ceeds the fall-back radius, that is Rh(t) > Rfb(t), around
Rh ∼ 9× 1015 cm.

2.2 Origin of delay (tlag) in jet launching

Recent observations of TDEs have shown a delay in radio
emission relative to the time of optical discovery. For instance,
ASASSN-15oi exhibited a radio emission peak ∼ 180 days
post its optical discovery (Horesh et al. 2021). Similarly, radio
emission from AT2018hyz was observed ∼ 970 days after its
optical detection (Cendes et al. 2022). The origin of such
delayed radio emission can be due to several possible effects:

• A relativistic off-axis jet gets launched at the time of tidal
disruption (see e.g., Giannios & Metzger 2011; Mimica et al.
2015; Generozov et al. 2017). However, as shown in Cendes
et al. (2022), an off-axis relativistic jet cannot reasonably
explain the initial time delay for radio emission and the sub-
sequent rebrightnening for TDEs such as ASASSN-15oi.

• An outflow that initially propagates in a low density
medium, then interacts with a medium that has a significant
density enhancement (e.g., Nakar & Granot 2007).

• The outflow itself has a delay associated with its launch rel-
ative to the tidal disruption and optical/UV emission time.
Stream-stream collisions in TDEs have been studied to un-
derstand the process of disk formation (Lu & Bonnerot 2020;
Bonnerot & Lu 2020; Bonnerot et al. 2020). However, the rel-
evant timescales and geometry associated with disk formation
still remain uncertain. The formation of the accretion disk,
which may depend on details of the circularization and enve-
lope cooling can be delayed (e.g., Metzger 2022).

• Even after the disk is formed, a state transition in the ac-

cretion disk, e.g., from the standard disk to the radiatively
inefficient accretion flow, can happen at ∼ 106 − 108 s, de-
pending on several factors such as the SMBH mass (Murase
et al. 2020). The transition time is estimated to be

tRIAF ∼ 6× 106 s α
−51/19
−1 M

35/19
BH,7 H−2(Rd/10RS)

3/2, (5)

where α is the viscosity parameter, H is the normalized disk
scale height and Rd is the disk radius, which can be consis-
tent with the time delay of neutrino events and radio detec-
tion. In addition, it is believed that the launching of rela-
tivistic jets requires a very strong magnetic field at the BH
event horizon (Tchekhovskoy et al. 2014). Although a dy-
namo effect in the accretion disk can generate sufficiently
strong magnetic fields to power the jet (Liska et al. 2020),
the accumulation of the magnetic flux onto the SMBH may
be delayed (Tchekhovskoy et al. 2014; Kelley et al. 2014).

In this work, we mainly focus on the third scenario where
we define the delay associated with the jet launching at the
SMBH as tlag. For our purposes here, we assume the delay in
jet launching within the range tlag ∼ 106 − 108 sec. It must
be noted here that due to the simplified nature of our model,
the dynamics of the model and the results presented are more
accurate when tlag ≳ tfb.

2.3 Jet-cocoon system

As the jet-head encounters the debris, the ambient matter
gets heated and moves sideways, which leads to the formation
of a pressured cocoon around the jet. The cocoon pressure is
dominated by radiation pressure and is given by

Pc(t) =
Ec

3Vc
=

η

4πRc(t)2Rh(t)

∫ t

tc

dt̃ Lj(t̃)
(
1− βh(t̃)

)
, (6)

where, tc is the time at which the jet-head reaches Rin and
the cocoon formation starts. A steady energy inflow from
the jet-head sustains this cocoon pressure. The parameter η
in equation (6) is defined as the fraction of jet energy that is
deposited into the cocoon while the jet propagates within the
ejecta. Based on detailed numerical simulations, it is taken
as ∼ 1/4 for BNS mergers and ∼ 1/2 for collapsars (see e.g.,
Hamidani et al. 2020). As earlier, limited number of detailed
TDE simulations prevents us from making a robust estimate
and we hereby adopt η = 1. To compute the cocoon volume
Vc in equation (6), we assume an ellipsoidal geometry with
a semi-major axis (1/2)Rh(t) and a semi-minor axis Rc(t).
Note that this differs from a cylindrical geometry that was
assumed in some previous works (e.g., Bromberg et al. 2011;
Mizuta & Ioka 2013).

For a numerical estimate, the integral in equation (6) can
be approximated with an average value method discussed
in Hamidani & Ioka (2020), where the integral is replaced
by Lj(t)(1− ⟨βh⟩)(T − tlag). Here the time-averaged jet-head
velocity ⟨βh⟩ is defined as

⟨βh⟩ =
1

ct

[
Rh(t)−Rh(t = 0)

]
. (7)

The dynamics of the cocoon, in particular, the time evolution
of its semi-minor axis is governed by Ṙc = cβc, where βcc is
the lateral velocity of the cocoon and is given by (Hamidani
et al. 2020),

βc ≈
1

c

 
Pc

ρa(t)
+

Rc(t)

Rout(t)

vw
c

. (8)
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Multi-messenger signatures of delayed choked jets in TDEs 5

The above expression for the cocoon’s lateral velocity as-
sumes vertical height of the cocoon to be the same as the
jet-head position. This approximation becomes better as the
system is evolved for longer. The initial cocoon radius is set
as Rc(t = tcoc) = Rj(t = tcoc) = Rh(t = tcoc)θ0, where
θ0 = θj(t = 0) is the initial jet opening angle, Rj(t) is
the lateral radius of the jet-head and tcoc is the time at
which the jet-head reaches the inner radius of the debris,
Rh(t = tcoc) = Rin(tcoc+tlag). The second term in the expres-
sion for βc is included to account for homologous expansion
of the debris.

3 CRITERION FOR COLLIMATION AND
BREAKOUT OF THE JET

As the jet propagates through the debris, its interaction with
the surrounding cocoon plays an important role in deciding
the jet-head velocity as well as cross-section of the jet, and
therefore the outcomes for jet collimation and breakout. In
this section, we analyse whether the necessary conditions for
collimation and breakout of the jet are achieved for the range
of physical parameters that we consider in this study. Numer-
ous analytical (Blandford & Rees 1974; Begelman & Cioffi
1989; Meszaros & Waxman 2001; Matzner 2003; Lazzati &
Begelman 2005; Bromberg et al. 2011) and numerical inves-
tigations (Aloy et al. 2000; Zhang et al. 2004; Lazzati et al.
2009; Mizuta & Aloy 2009; Nagakura et al. 2011; Mizuta &
Ioka 2013), have been performed to study the propagation of
hydrodynamic jets through both static and expanding exter-
nal media.

3.1 Jet collimation

Bromberg et al. (2011) showed that oblique shocks that form
inside the relativistic outflow close to the jet base and con-
verge on the jet-axis can collimate the outflow. The oblique
shock formed at the jet base counterbalances the cocoon pres-
sure Pc. Whether the jet gets collimated or not is determined
by L̃θ

4/3
0 . Upon collimation, the jet geometry changes from

conical to cylindrical, and consequently, the jet-head cross-
section decreases significantly. The cocoon height, and there-
fore its volume, increases leading to a lower cocoon pressure.
Thus, for βh larger than some critical value, Pc decreases to
an extent such that it is no longer sufficient to collimate the
jet. At a given time during its evolution, the collimation cri-
teria for the jet is given by

Pc(t) = Pj(t), for Rin(t) ⩽ Rh(t) ⩽ Rout(t). (9)

The radius at which the jet gets collimated by the cocoon is
defined as, Rcoll = Rh(t = tcoll), where tcoll is the time of
collimation.

In Figure 3, we show the jet and cocoon pressure with
solid and dashed lines, respectively, for three different val-
ues of Lj,iso = 1040, 1044, 1047 erg/s. In all the cases, the jet
reaches the inner radius of the debris leading to the forma-
tion of the cocoon. This is marked by a dip in the jet pressure
at t = tcoc, corresponding to t ∼ 103 s, and is shown by the
dashed vertical line. The cocoon pressure begins to rise after
this. Upon collimation, based on the criteria defined above,
the jet and the cocoon pressure become equal and evolve in
the same manner. The low-luminosity jets collimate early as

Cocoon is 
formed

Pc(T)
Pj(T)

Pj(T)

Pj(T)

Pc(T)

Pc(T)

t = tcoc

tlag = 107 s, vdeb = 0.03c

Figure 3. Time evolution of Pc and Pj are shown for three differ-
ent values of Lj,iso to illustrate the collimation and no collimation
scenarios. The solid lines denote Pj(t), whereas Pc(t) is shown us-
ing the dashed lines. For Lj,iso = 1040 erg/s (purple curves) and
Lj,iso = 1044 erg/s (orange curves), Pc = Pj is eventually achieved
leading to collimation of the jet. However, for Lj,iso = 1047 erg/s

(green curves), the jet breaks out before the ambient medium can
collimate it. The instant of cocoon formation (t = tcoc) is shown
by the black dashed vertical line. In each case, the evolution is
terminated once the jet breaks out of the stellar debris or when
tfin is reached.

is evident from the purple curves. As luminosity increases, the
time required for the jet to be collimated also increases, as can
be seen by comparing the purple and orange curves. For high-
luminosity jets (green curves), collimation is not achieved for
the duration of our simulations. This is expected since it is
well-known that it is easier to collimate low-luminosity hy-
drodynamic jets. In Section 4.1, we discuss the effect of tlag
on the collimation radius. We also note that the dip in Pj is
less pronounced for Lj,iso = 1047 erg/s.

3.2 Jet breakout

Similar to jet collimation, the jet breakout condition also de-
pends on the interaction between the jet and the cocoon.
Hydrodynamic jets may get choked inside the star if the
jet isotropic-equivalent luminosity does not exceed a criti-
cal value (Meszaros & Waxman 2001). The jets which do not
break out of the stellar envelope are known as choked jets.
In case of a choked jet, the cocoon may still break out from
the ejecta and lead to detectable electromagnetic emission.
However, in this work we terminate our simulations at the
time when the jet breaks out of the ejecta.

Since the jet is powered by the SMBH, there exists a thresh-
old energy that the latter needs to generate to push the jet out
of the stellar envelope. The time for which the SMBH needs to
be active to generate this threshold energy is tth = tbo−R∗/c.
The minimal engine activity time teng needs to exceed tth.
As a result, the jet can get choked within the ejecta envelope
due to two reasons: (1) the isotropic jet power is less than
the threshold required for breakout, or (2) the time for which
the SMBH powers the jet is less than tth. We assume the jet
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Cocoon 
is formed

Breakout

Choked

Choked

t = tcoc

tlag = 107 s, vdeb = 0.03c

Figure 4. Time evolution of the jet-head position Rh(t) (solid
lines) and outer radius of the wind-driven debris Rout(t) (red
dashed line). The evolution of jet-head position is shown for differ-
ent values of Lj,iso, where Lj,iso = 1040 erg/s (purple curve) and
Lj,iso = 1044 erg/s (orange curve) jets are choked within the wind-
driven debris, but the Lj,iso = 1047 erg/s (green curve) jet breaks
out. The time at which the jet-head reaches the inner radius of the
wind-driven debris is shown by the black dashed line. The evolu-
tion is terminated once the jet breaks out or tfin is reached.

to have broken out when

Rh(t) ⩾ Rout(t), for t ≳ tlag. (10)

The time at which the above criterion is satisfied is known as
the jet breakout time (tbr).

In Figure 4, we show the evolution of the jet-head radius
Rh(t) for different values of Lj,iso ∼ 1040−47 erg/s. The evo-
lution of Rout(t) for vdeb = 0.03c is also shown as a dashed
red line in the figure. The jet is launched at t = 0 for all the
cases shown. As discussed in Section 2, initially the jet prop-
agates freely through the wind bubble which has negligible
density. The jet-head radius for different luminosities evolve
similarly until the jet-head reaches the inner radius of the
debris. Following this, the cocoon forms and the jet-cocoon
dynamics become important. The jet with higher luminosity
(1047 erg/s, green curve) breaks out much earlier than the
other two cases of intermediate (1044 erg/s, orange curve)
and low (1040 erg/s, purple curve) luminosities, which serve
as examples of choked jets. The effects of tlag on the time of
breakout for the jets is discussed in Section 4.1.

Here we provide an analytical estimate for the jet choking
criterion from equation (10), by solving Rh(t) ⩽ Rout(T ). As
the jet evolves until t = tdur, we determine this criterion at
the final evolution time i.e. T = tdur+tlag. The outer radius of
the debris, Rout(T ) = vdeb(tdur+ tlag). This can be expressed
as,

Rout ≃ 1.8× 1016 cm

Å
βdeb

0.03

ãÅ
tdur
107s

ãÅ
χlag

2

ã
, (11)

where, χlag = 1 + tlag/tdur and βdeb = vdeb/c. The jet-
head position can be estimated as (see Bromberg et al. 2011;
Mizuta & Ioka 2013; Harrison et al. 2018; Kimura et al. 2018

for details),

Rh ≃ 5.6× 1015 cm

Å
Ns

0.35

ã5/3Å
Lj,iso

1044 erg/s

ã1/3Å
Mdeb

0.5M⊙

ã−1/3Å
θ0
0.17

ã−2/3Å
βdeb

0.03

ã1/3Å
tdur
107 s

ã4/3Å
χlag

2

ã1/3
.

(12)

Here to obtain an analytical estimate on the critical luminos-
ity for the jets to be choked, we do not consider the constant
prefactor ∼ 32 for collimated jets as done by Mizuta & Ioka
(2013). This is because for higher values of Lj,iso choked jets
are predominantly uncollimated. We also fix the normaliza-
tion of the density profile using the fiducial case and do not
include the time-dependent normalization term for simplic-
ity. This is once again a valid estimate since N ∼ 1. Finally,
the critical luminosity for choked jets is estimated to be,

Lj,iso ≲ 3.2× 1045 erg/s

Å
Ns

0.35

ã−5Å
Mdeb

0.5M⊙

ãÅ
θ0
0.17

ã2Å
βdeb

0.03

ã2Å
tdur
107 s

ã−1Å
χlag

2

ã2
.

(13)

4 RESULTS

In this section, we discuss the main results of this work. We
are primarily interested in the collimation and choking condi-
tions for the jet, given its interaction with the cocoon in the
presence of the wind-driven debris. In this context, we study
the occurrence of collimation and the jet breakout time (tbr),
for a given set of parameters of the physical system. Although
the unavailability of detailed numerical simulations of jetted
TDEs makes it difficult to fix parameters, we construct a well-
motivated fiducial case and the main parameters varied are
the time delay associated with jet launching tlag and the ex-
pansion velocity of the debris vdeb. These two parameters are
not well constrained in TDE literature and the focus of this
work is to study their effect on the dynamics of the system.
Another interesting parameter to vary would be the initial
jet opening angle θ0. For the fiducial case we fix it to 10◦ to
illustrate our results. Reducing θ0 slightly decreases the criti-
cal luminosity for choked jets, whereas increasing θ0 increases
the same. For example, for θ0 = 5◦ we find Lj,iso ≲ 1045 erg/s
jets get choked, while for θ0 = 20◦, Lj,iso ≲ 5×1046 erg/s jets
get choked corresponding to vdeb = 0.03c and tlag = 107 s.
This can also approximated from equation (13). Thus, we do
not vary θ0 to obtain our results. We present our results for
different values of Lj,iso ranging from 1040 erg/s to 1047 erg/s.

To obtain our results, we solve the evolution equations for
the jet-head Rh(t), and the lateral radius of the cocoon Rc(t).
The ejecta starts expanding at T = 0, i.e., just after the TDE
occurs. The jet, however, is assumed to have a delay in its
launching from the central SMBH, as discussed in detail in
Section 2.2. The jet-head emerges from the SMBH at T = tlag
(that is, t = 0), where tlag is assumed to be within ∼few days
to a few years, i.e., tlag ∼ 106 − 108 s. It is easy to see that
tlag = 0 would be the case where the jet is launched instan-
taneously and has no associated delay. Our simplified model
does not apply in that scenario and provides reasonable esti-
mates only when tlag ≳ tfb.

For the results shown in this work, we assume a fixed
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Figure 5. The breakout time tbr is shown as a function of varying jet isotropic-equivalent luminosity Lj,iso: (a) for two different values
of tlag with vdeb = 0.03c (for tlag = 108 s, none of the jets in our model breakout, as can be seen from Table 1 and hence that case is not
shown in the figure), and (b) for three different values of vdeb with tlag = 107 s. The numerical data points corresponding to the values
of Lj,iso that are not shown here imply that successful jet breakout does not occur for the entire duration of our system evolution.

SMBH mass MBH = 107M⊙. We also fix the mass and ra-
dius of the infalling star to be M∗ = 1M⊙ and R∗ = 1R⊙,
respectively. We evolve the jet-cocoon system for a given pa-
rameter set until T = tfin. We assume that the jet is powered
until the fiducial tlag that is ∼ 3 months, which is observa-
tionally well-suited. Thus we set tdur ∼ 107 s, which implies
tfin = 107 s + tlag. It is important to note that for the ex-
panding debris and the associated delay in jet launching, it is
unclear whether tdur ∼ 107 s, but we use this approximation
for the current work. Besides, recent observations corroborate
that the electromagnetic signatures from TDEs, particularly
the radio and neutrino emissions, are over the timescales of
∼ a few 100 days. The choice of the total evolution time is
important since choosing a short timescale might result in
getting spurious results whereby the jet is either not colli-
mated or does not breakout of the ejecta, solely because the
dynamical timescales of the physical system are longer. As a
final remark, we note that it is also important to choose a
small enough time-step to model the system evolution so as
to not miss out on any of the important dynamics of the jet
or the cocoon as this can subsequently impact tbr. For this
work, we choose a time-step ∼ O(0.1)s.

4.1 Effects due to time delay in launching of the jet
(tlag)

The time delay associated with jet launching plays an impor-
tant role in collimation and breakout of the jet. The origin
of such a time delay is discussed in detail in Section 2.2.
As this time delay in launching of the jet can range from
∼few days to a few years, we assume three different val-
ues of tlag: O(10 days) ∼ 106 s, O(100 days) ∼ 107 s, and
O(1000 days) ∼ 107 s, which are denoted by red stars, purple
unfilled squares and blue filled downward triangles, respec-
tively, in Figure 5a. Note that for tlag = 108s, none of the
jets in the examined range of Lj,iso break out so we do not see
the corresponding contour in the figure. The results in terms
of the breakout time tbr are shown for different values of tlag

as Lj,iso ∼ 1040−47 erg/s is varied, and are also summarised
in Table 1, where we fix vdeb = 0.03c.

We find collimated choked jets for the entire range of tlag
when Lj,iso ≲ 1043 erg/s. As tlag increases, the required en-
ergy for the jets to successfully breakout of the debris in-
creases, and therefore, jets with higher luminosities breakout
whereas the ones with lower luminosities get choked. This
can be understood from the fact that as the delay time for
jet launching increases, the debris has more time to expand,
making it harder for the jet to breakout. Also as expected, the
jets with higher isotropic-equivalent luminosities break out
much quicker than the ones with lower Lj,iso. For tlag = 108 s,
none of the jets breakout for the range of Lj,iso considered.
This is reasonable since the time delay in jet-launching for
this case is very large ∼ 1000 days, hence the jets mostly get
choked. For a typical tlag = 107 s (∼ 100 days), we find jets
with Lj,iso ≲ 1044 erg/s are collimated and choked.

We use equation (13) to match the analytical and numer-
ical constraints for Lj,iso in the context of jet choking. From
equation (13), we find that for vdeb = 0.03c and the three val-
ues of tlag considered i.e., 106 s, 107 s, and 108 s, all jets with
Lj,iso not exceeding ∼ 9.8 × 1044 erg/s, ∼ 3.2 × 1045 erg/s,
and ∼ 9.8×1046 erg/s, respectively, should get choked. These
numbers approximately match with the ones found from our
numerical simulations (see Figure 5a and Table 1). For lower
values of tlag, the fact that the jet breaks out while being
collimated introduces some small differences between the an-
alytical and numerical results (as discussed in Section 3.2).

4.2 Effects due to velocity of the wind (vdeb)

The expansion velocity of the debris is another uncertain
quantity that plays an important role in the outcome of
the jet-cocoon dynamics. In general, vdeb is a function of
both time and distance from the SMBH. In this work, as
an approximation we take it to be constant, where we treat
vdeb = 0.03c as the fiducial case and vary it between low
(vdeb = 0.01c) and high (vdeb = 0.1c) velocity regimes. These
can be thought of as the time-averaged values of vdeb for the
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Table 1. Table corresponding to Figure 5a, shows whether for a given value of Lj,iso and tlag the jet collimates and/or breaks out of
the debris. We fix the value of expansion velocity of the debris vdeb = 0.03c for all cases, as we vary the delay time for jet launching
tlag ∼ 106−8 s. The notation used is: Collimation: the jet gets collimated prior to break out, No collimation: the jet does not get collimated
before breaking out, Breakout: the jet successfully breaks out of the stellar debris, and No breakout: the jet gets choked with the debris
material. The cases of collimated and choked jets in the table represent the scenario that would be ideal for neutrino production. Columns
without entries imply that the entire row has the same outcome as stated in the middle column.

Lj,iso (in erg/s) tlag = 106 s tlag = 107 s tlag = 108 s

1040 – 1043 Collimation; No breakout

5× 1043 Collimation; No breakout Collimation; No breakout No Collimation; No breakout

1044 Collimation; No breakout Collimation; No breakout No collimation; No breakout

5× 1044 Collimation; Breakout No collimation; No breakout No collimation; No breakout

1045 Collimation; Breakout No collimation; No breakout No collimation; No breakout

5× 1045 Collimation; Breakout No collimation; No breakout No collimation; No breakout

1046 Collimation; Breakout No collimation; Breakout No collimation; No breakout

5× 1046 No collimation; Breakout No collimation; Breakout No collimation; No breakout

1047 No collimation; Breakout No collimation; Breakout No collimation; No breakout

Table 2. Same as Table 1 but for Figure 5b, for different values of the debris expansion velocity vdeb ∼ 0.01c−0.1c with fixed tlag = 107 s.

Lj,iso (in erg/s) vdeb = 0.01c vdeb = 0.03c vdeb = 0.1c

1040 – 1044 Collimation; No breakout

5× 1044 – 1045 No collimation; No breakout

5× 1045 No collimation; Breakout No collimation; No breakout No collimation; No breakout

1046 No collimation; Breakout No collimation; Breakout No collimation; No breakout

5× 1046 – 1047 No collimation; Breakout

duration of evolution of the jet-cocoon system. In Figure 5b
and Table 2, we show the results for the breakout time for
the three values of vdeb with varying Lj,iso ∼ 1040−47 erg/s.
The effect of vdeb on collimating the jets with varying Lj,iso

is however insignificant, since for all cases the jets get col-
limated for Lj,iso ≲ 1044ergs/s and remain uncollimated for
higher values of Lj,iso.

In Figure 5b, for all values of vdeb considered, we note that
tbr decreases as Lj,iso increases, which is expected since jets
with higher luminosities are more energetic and hence break-
out easily. For the jets with same Lj,iso, the breakout time
increases with increasing vdeb. This is because for a higher
vdeb, Rout(t) expands more rapidly, and thus the jet requires
more time to break out. This is also the reason why the lim-
iting value of Lj,iso for choked jets increases as vdeb increases.
For vdeb = 0.1c we see that most of the jets remain choked for
the range of Lj,iso we consider and only the highest isotropic-
equivalent luminosity jets (Lj,iso ≳ 5× 1046 erg/s) break out.
This is because a higher debris velocity implies that the outer
radius of the debris is significantly larger than the jet-head
radius leading to a choked jet.

Once again, we can compare the analytical and numeri-
cal results using equation (13) to find the regime of choked
jets for different values of vdeb ∼ 0.01c − 0.1c. We find
analytically that for tlag = 107 s, Lj,iso should not exceed
∼ 3.6× 1044 erg/s, ∼ 3.2× 1045 erg/s, and ∼ 3.6× 1046 erg/s
for vdeb = 0.01c, 0.03c, and 0.1c, respectively, for the jet to be
choked by the wind-driven debris. As in the previous case, the
analytical results for the critical luminosities approximately

match with what we obtain numerically (see Figure 5b and
Table 2).

5 IMPLICATIONS FOR ELECTROMAGNETIC
AND NEUTRINO COUNTERPARTS

We studied the physical system pertaining to TDEs with ac-
companying jets and associated dynamics in the previous sec-
tions. Most importantly, we focused on jets that are launched
with an associated delay of tlag ∼ 106−8 s into a wind-driven
debris expanding with velocity vdeb ∼ 0.01c − 0.1c. We also
discussed the effects of tlag and vdeb on the jet collimation
and breakout. In this section, we discuss the observable multi-
messenger signatures from delayed choked jets in TDEs. Par-
ticle acceleration within jets can lead to the production of
gamma rays, high-energy neutrinos as well as UHECRs (see
e.g., Alves Batista & Silk 2017; Zhang et al. 2017; Biehl et al.
2018; Guépin et al. 2018; Bhattacharya et al. 2022; Bhat-
tacharya et al. 2023). We primarily focus on the electromag-
netic signatures and qualitatively discuss the neutrino signa-
tures.

5.1 Electromagnetic signatures

The jet-head is initially relativistic but eventually slows down
to sub-relativistic velocities due to its interaction with the
debris and the formation of the cocoon. The deceleration of
such a relativistic outflow produces shocked regions in the
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jet-head. A forward shock propagates outwards and a reverse
shock moves inwards towards the inner boundary of the de-
bris. Relativistic electrons are accelerated at the shocks and
they cool due to radiative losses through different processes
such as synchrotron and inverse Compton emission. We fo-
cus on the synchrotron cooling process and resulting electro-
magnetic emission. The typical frequencies associated with
synchrotron emission are: (a) the injection frequency νm cor-
responding to the injection Lorentz factor γm of the acceler-
ated electrons, (b) the cooling frequency νc of the electrons
at which the radiative cooling timescale matches the expan-
sion timescale, and (c) the absorption frequency νa associated
with the synchrotron-self absorption (SSA) of the electrons
which is relevant mainly at low frequencies. A generic expres-
sion of these fundamental break frequencies in the observer
frame can be defined as,

νES
α =

3

4π

eBES

mec

ΓES

(1 + z)

(
γES
α

)2 (14)

where the subscript α = {m, c} corresponds to the injection
and cooling frequencies, respectively. ES = {FS,RS} corre-
sponds to the forward and reverse shock regions, respectively.
The magnetic field strength is BES =

[
32πϵBΓ

ES(ΓES −
1)nESmpc

2
]1/2, where nES is the particle density and ΓES

is the bulk Lorentz factor in the shocked region ES.
The minimum Lorentz factor of the electrons is defined as,

γES
m = ϵeζe

(
ΓES−1

)
mp/me, where ζe ≈ 1/

[
fe(s−1)/(s−2)

]
for s > 2 is constrained using particle-in-cell simulations (e.g.,
Park et al. 2015). The power-law spectral index associated
with the acceleration of electrons in the shocked region is
given by s. The fraction of accelerated electrons is given
by fe and the maximum Lorentz factor associated with the
electrons is defined as, γES

M =
(
6πe

)1/2
/
[
σTB

ES(1 + Y )
]1/2,

where σT and Y are the Thomson cross-section and Comp-
ton parameter, respectively. The maximum synchrotron fre-
quency νES

M is given by equation (14). The cooling Lorentz
factor is defined as, γES

c = 6πmec/
[
(1 + Y )T ′σT (B

ES)2
]
,

where the comoving time T ′ is written in terms of the sys-
tem evolution time T and redshift z as, T ′ = ΓEST/(1 + z).
The SSA frequency νsa is obtained by setting τsa(ν =
νsa) = 1 and solving for νsa, where the SSA optical depth
as a function of the observed frequency ν is, τES

sa (ν) =
ξsen

ESRh(ν/ν
ES
n )−p/

(
BES(γES

n )5
)

(see e.g., Panaitescu &
Kumar 2000). Here p = 3 for the fast-cooling regime and is
set to be p = (4+ s)/2 for the slow-cooling regime. Using the
above expression of τsa and setting τsa(ν = νsa) = 1, we ob-
tain, νsa = νES

n

[(
ξsen

ESRh

)
/
(
BES(γES

n )5
)]1/p. The quantity

ξs ∼ 5 − 10 depends on the electron spectral index (s). We
have the parameters γES

n = min
[
γES
m , γES

c

]
and correspond-

ingly νES
n = (γES

n )2eBES/
(
(1+z)mec

)
. The peak synchrotron

flux is given by, FES
syn,max ≈ 0.6fen

ESR3
hΓ

ESe3BES(1 +
z)/

(√
3mec

2d2L
)
, where dL is the luminosity distance.

The electron cooling follows the fast or slow cooling regime
depending on the values of νES

m and νES
c . When the dynamical

timescale of the system is much longer than the timescales
over which the electrons cool down due to radiation losses,
we have νES

m > νES
c which is known as the fast cooling regime.

In this case, all the electrons rapidly cool down to γe ∼ γc.
When νES

c > νES
m , only electrons with Lorentz factors greater

than γES
c can cool and this regime is known as the slow cooling

regime. We will now discuss the electromagnetic signatures

from choked jets, from both forward and reverse shock re-
gions. For this analysis, we assume s = 2.2 and ζe = 0.35,
which implies ξs ∼ 7.5. The TDE event is assumed to be
located at a redshift z = 0.05, which is also similar to
AT2019dsg.

5.1.1 Forward shock

The forward shock moves outwards with the jet-head sim-
ilar to a blast wave. In this region we have ES = FS, the
associated bulk Lorentz factor ΓFS = Γh, and the particle
number density nFS = ρa/mp (see Section 2). As an ex-
ample, we choose the highest isotropic-equivalent luminosity
(Lj,iso = 5 × 1045 erg/s) for which we get a choked jet, with
an associated delay tlag = 107 s and vdeb = 0.03c. Substi-
tuting ϵB = 0.001 in equation (14) and the above equations,
we calculate the characteristic frequencies for this case. We
find that νFS

m < νFS
c < νFS

sa , which implies that we are in the
slow cooling regime. However, in this case the absorption fre-
quency is the highest and hence most of the emission would
appear around νsa (see e.g., Kobayashi et al. 2004).

5.1.2 Reverse shock

Reverse shock can be accompanied by the outward moving
forward shock and can also be important for electromagnetic
emissions. Here we focus on the emission associated with the
reverse shock, which is analogous to the emission from hot
spots of radio galaxies (Tingay et al. 2008; Mack et al. 2009).
In this case, we have ES = RS, the associated bulk Lorentz
factor ΓRS = 0.5

(
Γ0/Γ

FS +ΓFS/Γ0

)
, where ΓFS = Γh and we

assume Γ0 = 10. The particle number density associated with
the reverse shock region is nRS = Lj,iso/

(
4πR2

hΓ
2
0mpc

3
)
. To

explore the different scenarios of slow and fast cooling that
can be associated with the reverse shock region, we consider
two different cases: one with typical values of ϵB = 0.0001
and ϵe = 0.01, and another where ϵB = 0.1 and ϵe = 0.1, as
discussed below.

A typical case can be considered where we assume ϵB =
0.0001 and ϵe = 0.01. We find the characteristic frequencies
to be ordered as νRS

c > νRS
m > νRS

sa from equation (14), and
therefore, the slow cooling regime is relevant for this case.
The characteristic frequencies are shown as dashed vertical
lines in Fig. 6a and are given as νRS

c ≃ 3.0× 1012 Hz, νRS
sa ≃

4.5×1010 Hz, and νRS
m ≃ 4.4×1010 Hz in green, red, and blue

respectively. Note that since νRS
sa ∼ νRS

m , in the figure the
two lines overlap and the red dashed line corresponding νRS

sa

is not visible). We can estimate the peak synchrotron flux
as, FRS

syn,max ≃ 37 mJy (fe/0.48)n
RS
2.53R

3
h,16.21Γ

RS
0.70B

RS(1 +
z)d−2

L,26.82, where we assume s = 2.2, fe = 1/
[
ζe(s−1)/(s−2)

]
and BRS =

[
32πϵBΓ

RS(ΓRS − 1)nRSmpc
2
]1/2 ≃ 0.32G. To

illustrate the plausible electromagnetic emission spectrum,
we show the results for a choked delayed jet with the highest
Lj,iso = 5 × 1045 erg/s corresponding to tlag = 107 s, and
vdeb = 0.03c as considered for the forward shock. In this
case, given the ordering of the characteristic frequencies, the
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Figure 6. Electromagnetic signatures from the reverse shock (RS) emission region for the maximum isotropic-equivalent luminosity
possible from a delayed choked jet scenario are shown for a TDE source located at redshift z = 0.05 and assuming vdeb = 0.03c (solid
purple curve): Left: spectral energy density for synchrotron slow cooling regime with ϵe = 0.01 and ϵB = 0.0001. Right: spectral energy
density for synchrotron fast cooling regime with ϵe = 0.1 and ϵB = 0.1. The dashed vertical lines show the characteristic emission
frequencies (νRS

a , νRS
m , νRS

c ) for both cases (for the left panel νRS
a approximately coincides with νRS

m and hence is not visible, whereas
for the right panel νRS

c lies outside the range of frequencies shown and hence is not visible). The upper and lower boundaries of the
shaded region show the corresponding spectral energy density for vdeb = 0.1c and vdeb = 0.01c, respectively. The dot-dashed lines
show the sensitivity curves for various detectors in X-ray (Chandra - 100 ks), optical (Vera C. Rubin Observatory - LSST - 30 s) and
radio (ALMA - 1 hr, SKA - 10 hr, VLA - 1 hr) bands. The relevant information regarding these facilities can be found at: Chandra
(https://chandra.harvard.edu), Vera C. Rubin Observatory - LSST (https://www.lsst.org), ALMA (https://alma-telescope.jp/en/), SKA
(https://www.skao.int/en), and VLA (https://public.nrao.edu/telescopes/vla/).

observed spectrum FRS
ν is,

FRS
ν = FRS

syn,max



(
νRS
m /νES

sa

)(s+4)/2(
ν/νRS

m

)2
, ν ⩽ νRS

m(
νRS
sa /νRS

m

)− (s−1)
2

(
ν/νRS

sa

)− 5
2 , νRS

m < ν ⩽ νRS
sa(

ν/νRS
m

)−(s−1)/2
, νRS

sa < ν ⩽ νRS
c(

νRS
c /νRS

m

)− (s−1)
2

(
ν/νRS

c

)− s
2 , νRS

c < ν ⩽ νRS
M

(15)
The synchrotron slow cooling spectrum of electromagnetic
emissions from equation (15) is shown with a solid purple
curve in Figure 6a.

As expected, the spectrum peaks at the cooling frequency
νRS
c . The electromagnetic observability of the synchrotron

emission would mostly be in the optical and X-ray bands,
where a current X-ray telescope like Chandra and/or an op-
tical telescope like Vera C. Rubin Observatory (LSST) have
the possibility to definitely detect the electromagnetic sig-
nals from a nearby TDE like AT2019dsg. Some radio de-
tections also seem promising with telescopes such as ALMA
(Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimeter Array) and SKA
(Square Kilometre Array). But the spectrum rapidly declines
due to the sharp cut-off for the synchrotron spectrum in the
radio band. We also consider the cases for vdeb = 0.01c and
0.1c, as the lower and upper boundaries of the shaded regions
in both figure panels.

When ϵB = 0.1 and ϵe = 0.1, we can calculate the
characteristic frequencies from equation (14) to find νRS

m >
νRS
sa > νRS

c , which implies that the synchrotron emission

occurs in the fast cooling regime. In this case, the char-
acteristic frequencies νRS

m (dashed blue line), νRS
c (dashed

green line) and νRS
sa (dashed red line) are 1.4 × 1014 Hz,

9.6 × 107 Hz and 1.0 × 1011 Hz, respectively, as shown in
Fig. 6b. Note that the value of νRS

c is such that it does
not fall in the range of frequencies shown in the figure,
so we do not see the dashed green line. The peak syn-
chrotron flux for this case can be estimated as, FRS

syn,max ≃
37 mJy (fe/0.48)n

RS
2.53R

3
h,16.21Γ

RS
0.70B

RS(1 + z)d−2
L,26.82, where

BRS ≃ 10.25G. The observed spectrum for the fast cooling
case is given by,

FRS
ν = FRS

syn,max



(
ν/νRS

sa

)2
, ν ⩽ νRS

sa(
ν/νRS

sa

)−1/2
, νRS

sa < ν ⩽ νRS
m(

νRS
m /νRS

sa

)−1/2(
ν/νRS

m

)−s/2
, νRS

m < ν ⩽ νRS
M

(16)
For this regime, we compute the electromagnetic emission
spectrum for Lj,iso = 5 × 1045 erg/s and tlag = 107 s, and
vdeb = 0.03c using equation (16), and the corresponding re-
sults are shown in Figure 6b. In this case, the spectrum peaks
at νRS

m . We see that the spectrum is roughly two orders of
magnitude higher than that of the slow cooling case. How-
ever, the choices of ϵB and ϵe are optimistic and may not be
strictly true. Besides, when ϵB ∼ ϵe, the inverse Compton
process might be equally important as synchrotron.

Keeping these assumptions in mind, we note observation-
ally that this is a more optimistic case and the electromag-
netic signatures can definitely be detected with the current
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generation X-ray and optical telescopes upto z ∼ 1. How-
ever, radio observation prospects are very similar to the pre-
vious slow-cooling scenario, where ALMA and SKA can be
good candidates to observe the radio emission from nearby
(z ∼ 0.05) TDEs. In this case as well, we show the cases of
vdeb = 0.01c and 0.1c as the lower and upper boundaries of
the shaded region. It is important to discuss the timescales
over which the reverse shock emission happens such that de-
tection by telescopes can be well-timed and have maximum
efficiency. This timescale is given by (Rh − Rin)/Γ

2
hc, which

is the observation time as the jet propagates through the de-
bris. Since we are interested in choked jets and discuss the
emission at the final instant when the jet gets choked, for
us this is roughly ∼ 107 s after the TDE occurs. Thus elec-
tromagnetic observations would be prominent around ≳ 100
days after the TDE.

5.1.3 Interaction between jet-driven debris and
circumnuclear material

In the previous section, we looked at the electromagnetic sig-
natures from delayed choked jets, and showed that radio ob-
servations of the reverse shock emission may be promising for
a nearby TDE source that is associated with delayed choked
jet. However, we note that after the jet gets choked a small
fraction of the cocoon surrounding the jet-head and debris
are accelerated, which can then interact with the surround-
ing circumnuclear matter to produce radio emission. Given
the low density of the cirucumnuclear matter, this emission
could be visible with the radio telescopes.

A detailed analysis of such late-time radio followup obser-
vations associated with TDEs was performed in Generozov
et al. (2017); Matsumoto & Piran (2021), where disk winds,
unbound debris, conical outflows and relativistic jets were
considered. However, for this work we consider ηfb ∼ 0.5
which determines the maximum fraction of stellar debris that
can lead to the formation of a bound spherical envelope.
Hence, the number density of the electrons at the time of jet
choking is still high for the case we discussed above. There-
fore, observable radio emission can be expected in this case
from the subsequent interaction of the jet with the circum-
nuclear material.

5.2 High-energy neutrino signatures

Neutrino emission from TDEs has been extensively dis-
cussed especially after the detection of two candidate
neutrino-emitting TDEs, AT2019dsg (Stein 2020) and
AT2019fdr (Reusch et al. 2022). Successful jets are disfavored
due to the lack of sufficient observational evidence, including
the absence of relativistic afterglows (Murase et al. 2020; Cen-
des et al. 2021; Matsumoto et al. 2022). Choked TDE jets may
explain the lack of electromagnetic counterparts from these
relativistic outflows, but are also unlikely to be sufficiently
powerful to explain the observed neutrino emission (Murase
et al. 2020). If the jet is delayed, in principle, more powerful
jets can also be choked within the expanding debris and we
discuss the implications for their high-energy neutrino obser-
vations here.

In Figure 7, we show the boundary between the successful
and choked jets for different values of tlag ∼ 106−8 s, plotted

with the isotropic energy Ej,iso = Lj,isotdur associated with
the jet. tdur = 107 s is used and the debris velocity is fixed
at the fiducial value of vdeb = 0.03c. The hatched orange
region shows the values of Ej,iso for which choked jets are
realized. As expected, jets with larger Ej,iso are more likely
to get choked for a larger value of tlag as the debris expands
further. For each numerical data point shown in the figure
we also show a corresponding error bar based on the intervals
assumed in scanning through the range of Lj,iso. The last data
point does not have an error bar since we restrict Lj,iso ≲
1047 erg/s and do not scan for higher values. We also show
the analytical curve obtained using equation (13) as a dot-
dashed purple line. In the expanding debris, we define the
Thomson optical depth as τT(t) =

∫ Rout(t)

Rh(t)
κes ρdeb(t, r)dr,

where κes = 0.35 cm2/g is the Rosseland mean opacity. The
region of Ej,iso where we obtain τT > 1 is shaded in green.

The neutrino fluence necessary to produce a single event in
the point source (PS) channel is ∼ 0.05GeV cm−2 for a E−2

ν

spectrum, based on the public effective area (Aartsen et al.
2020; Murase et al. 2020). The PS effective area leads to more
conservative limits on the total energy than the Gamma-ray
Follow Up (GFU) effective area. We convert the PS fluence
limit to Ej,iso assuming a source redshift of z = 0.05. We
also assume that ∼ 1% of the isotropic jet energy is used for
neutrino production to get the dashed red line shown in Fig-
ure 7. This approximation is based on Eνµ ≈ (1/8)ECR/RCR,
where the pre-factor of 1/8 is due to the fact that same num-
ber of charged and neutral pions are obtained through the pγ
interactions from direct production, thereby leading to a fac-
tor of 1/2. Furthermore, each neutrino flavor carries a quar-
ter of the pion’s energy in the decay chain post mixing. Here,
ECR is the total cosmic ray (CR) energy and RCR ∼ 10−30 is
a bolometric correction factor associated with a CR spectral
index of sp = 2. We also assume ECR,iso = Ej,iso to obtain
the most conservative limit on the jet energy. We note that
the jets launched with an associated delay of tlag ≳ 8× 106 s
can lead to neutrino production above the current IceCube
PS limit at this particular source distance.

Figure 7 represents a scenario similar to the detection
of IceCube-191001A with AT2019dsg at z ∼ 0.05, and we
note that our model of delayed choked jets can satisfy the
lower limits with reasonable choice of parameters. We have
also checked the case of the other two TDEs. The TDE
AT2019aalc associated with IceCube-191119A was located at
z = 0.036 with a declination for which a similar PS effective
area can be used. For this case, the nearby distance results in
a similar value of tlag to explain the associated neutrino event.
The third event IceCube-200530A associated with AT2019fdr
was localised at z = 0.267. Using a similar PS effective area
owing to a similar source declination, one obtains the en-
ergy required by the jet to produce a single neutrino event
to be ∼ 2 × 1054 erg which shifts the horizontal line even
further up. However, this scenario requires a time delay of
tlag ≳ 108 s which is longer than the observed delay. Thus we
conclude that although the neutrinos from the two nearby
TDEs (AT2019dsg and AT2019aalc) can be consistent with
the delayed choked jet scenario, explaining the neutrino ob-
servation associated with AT2019fdr is still challenging with
reasonable assumptions and choice of parameters.

We focus on choked TDE jets that can arise if the out-
flow is not sufficiently powerful to break out of the stellar
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IceCube PS Limit

Choked

τT > 1

Analytical 
estimate

Figure 7. Figure showing the boundary (solid purple curve) for
the isotropic jet energy, Ej,iso, below which the jet is necessarily
choked (hatched purple lines) for different values of associated tlag.
Each numerical data point also has a corresponding error bar based
on the discrete scanning of the range of luminosities. The IceCube
limit for point sources (PS) (dashed red line) required to produce
one neutrino event in the PS channel assuming a E−2

ν spectrum
is also shown, where the limit has been adapted to be plotted
as energy (see the text for details). The analytical estimate of
associated critical luminosity for choked jets is also plotted as a
dot-dashed purple curve using equation (13). The green shaded
area shows the region where the Thomson optical depth τT > 1 in
the shocked region. The source is assumed to be at a redshift of
z = 0.05 and with vdeb = 0.03c.

envelope. We follow the prescription discussed in Senno et al.
(2017) to qualitatively discuss neutrino production in these
choked jets. Particles can get accelerated in the internal shock
(IS) site inside the collimation shock or termination shock
close to the jet-head. We consider the IS scenario which oc-
curs due to collisions between mass shells propagating with
different velocities within the outflow. The energy dissipa-
tion takes place at the radius RIS ≈ Γ2

jcδt/(1 + z) ∼ (3 ×
1014 cm)(δt/100 s)(Γj/10)

2, where Γj is the initial jet Lorentz
factor and δt is the temporal variability, as inferred by the X-
ray emission from the jetted TDE Swift J1644+57 (Burrows
et al. 2011). For TDE jets, both internal and termination
shocks are collisionless and radiation unmediated, which re-
sults in efficient particle acceleration up to ultrahigh energies
(see e.g., Farrar & Gruzinov 2009).

Accelerated protons can generate neutrinos through both
pp and pγ interactions. However, in the hidden (choked) jet
model we consider, a much larger number density of pho-
tons implies t−1

pγ ≫ t−1
pp , and therefore, the pγ process is the

primary neutrino production mechanism. In the IS region,
the seed photons of pγ interactions are expected to be non-
thermal within the jet. If τT ≫ 1, only a fraction fesc ∼ 1/τT
of photons can escape from the optically-thick envelope to
the optically-thin jet region. We first estimate the fraction
of protons, fpγ ≈ tdyn/tpγ , which get accelerated in these
choked TDE jets to undergo pγ interactions and produce
neutrinos. For a photon spectrum nε′ ∝ ε′

−β , the efficiency is
roughly fpγ ∝ ε′

β−1
p , where ε′p is the proton energy in the jet-

comoving frame. Using this fpγ estimate, one can compute
the neutrino flux from a single TDE event assuming a flat
energy spectrum (εpLεp ∝ const), although the spectrum of
high-energy neutrinos is modified when the pions and muons
cool prior to their decay.

We also find that low-luminosity jets (Lj,iso ∼ 1040 −
1043 erg/s) are collimated and choked, irrespective of tlag and
vdeb, and hence can be ideal neutrino production sites. How-
ever, the energy budget available for neutrino production is
also low owing to the smaller jet luminosities. For tlag ∼ 107 s,
we find a luminosity range Lj,iso ∼ 1043−5×1045 erg/s where
the jet gets choked.

6 SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Recent observations of TDEs have indicated delayed or long-
term activities that are seen much later than the peak time in
optical emission. The origin of delayed emission from TDEs is
not well understood, but it is likely to be powered by outflows
launched from the central SMBH. In this work, we primarily
focused on a scenario where the jet is launched with a delay of
a few days to a few years. We studied the effects of this time
lag on the jet dynamics and its interaction with the debris.
We also discussed multi-messenger emission signatures ex-
pected in this scenario, in particular when the jet is choked.
The physical model we consider involves an expanding de-
bris that is presumably powered by the wind. Once a cocoon
is formed due to the jet-debris interaction, the jet can get
collimated depending on its isotropic-equivalent luminosity
and the debris expansion velocity. Eventually, the jet either
breaks out leading to a successful jet or gets choked within
the debris.

We focused on the impacts of the time delay tlag associ-
ated with jet launching and the debris expansion velocity
vdeb. We examined the effects of varying these parameters on
the jet collimation and breakout conditions (see Figure 5).
The critical luminosity for choked jets as a function of these
parameters is obtained in equation (13). These results are
in agreement with the previous analytical estimate (Murase
et al. 2020) in the limit of tlag = 0. Similarly, the critical
choked jet luminosity found for delayed jets in binary neu-
tron star mergers (Kimura et al. 2018) are also in agreement
with the analytical results obtained here. We found that for
a longer tlag, it is easier for the jets to get choked within the
debris. The corresponding tbr also increases for successful jets
with a given luminosity. Similarly, a larger vdeb also makes
the jets choked more easily and increases tbr for successful
jets with a given luminosity.

The model presented in this work relies on several assump-
tions and approximations. One of the uncertainties is the
timescale of the envelope formation. The fraction of disrupted
stellar material that falls back onto the SMBH is assumed
to be 0.5, which can have related uncertainties. It is impor-
tant to note that although the initial conditions are subject
to different uncertainties, our main conclusions in this work
are largely insensitive to them. As discussed in Section 2.1,
the calibration factor used for L̃ is largely unconstrained for
TDE jets, primarily due to the lack of numerical simulations.
However, one can reasonably assume it to be similar to the
collapsar or binary merger systems. The cocoon pressure is
assumed to be a simplified version of equation (6), where the
integral is replaced by an average value (see equation 7). We
verified that this approximation does not affect our results in
any significant manner.

The debris setup used in this work is rather simplified, and
a smaller debris mass in the direction of jet propagation will
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result in the jet breaking out more readily, and therefore, the
allowed power of choked jets is optimistic. A similar conclu-
sion for the hidden/choked jet model is obtained by Murase
et al. (2020). However, we stress that in our setup the debris
has longer time to expand for tlag ∼ 106 − 108 s, allowing
the choked jets to have larger luminosities (see Table 1) and
thereby larger total energies. Thus, we effectively relaxed the
critical luminosity estimate found in Murase et al. (2020) us-
ing the current model.

We studied electromagnetic and neutrino signatures of
choked TDE jets. For the electromagnetic emission, we lim-
ited ourselves to considering the synchrotron spectrum in the
context of both forward and reverse shock scenarios. Specif-
ically, we considered the emission from a choked jet with its
maximum allowed luminosity Lj,iso = 5 × 1045 erg/s for an
associated time delay of tlag = 107 s and vdeb = 0.03c. We
found that the forward shock emission may be largely sup-
pressed due to strong synchrotron self-absorption, while the
reverse shock emission, which is analogous to emission from
hot spots of radio galaxies, is promising. Electromagnetic sig-
natures of choked jets from nearby TDEs such as AT2019dsg
at z = 0.05 may be observed with radio, X-ray and optical
telescopes. Once the jet gets choked, a small part of the de-
bris may be accelerated, leading to subsequent interactions
with the circumnuclear material. This may also result in ob-
servable radio signatures.

Successful observations of electromagnetic signatures will
provide significant implications for the dynamics of TDEs, in
particular the existence of a jet and a delayed launching sce-
nario. It would also show evidence of the jet interacting with
the debris. In general, the debris would not have a spherical
configuration, which leads to uncertainty in modeling the jet-
debris interaction, and we will obtain more insights into the
properties and mechanism of the disk formation with future
observations. The absence of such electromagnetic signatures
from nearby TDE sources might further constrain the ex-
istence of jetted TDEs. It may also hint towards the fact
that the jet-debris interaction is inefficient and hence it does
not produce a detectable electromagnetic signature. Hydro-
dynamic simulations will also help to better understand the
launch and formation of delayed jets and it would be use-
ful to perform simulations of the jet propagating through an
outward expanding spherical debris aided by wind outflows.

With three coincident neutrino detections by IceCube, it
is timely to look at multi-messenger signatures from TDEs
to ascertain and understand the various emission regions and
also the complicated dynamics of the debris possibly in the
presence of a jet. We presented the upper limit on the to-
tal energy of choked jets as a function of tlag in Figure 7,
along with the IceCube point-source limit. We found the
neutrino association of AT2019dsg could be explained using
our delayed choked jet model for tlag ≳ 8 × 106 s, assum-
ing vdeb = 0.03c. Explaining the neutrino observation asso-
ciated with AT2019fdr is challenging since the required time
delay is too long. These conclusions can be further tested
with new neutrino associations with TDEs in the upcoming
high-energy neutrino observatories like IceCube-Gen2 (Aart-
sen et al. 2014), KM3NeT (Adrian-Martinez et al. 2016) and
electromagnetic telescopes, which would be well-placed to
conduct extensive multi-messenger searches that will allow
us to better understand the physical mechanism of TDEs.
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