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ABSTRACT

Radio galaxies are a subclass of active galactic nuclei that drive relativistic jets from their center and

are observed in radio to very-high-energy gamma rays. The emission mechanisms and regions are still

unknown. High-energy gamma rays can be explained by the emission from the magnetically arrested

disks (MADs) around the central supermassive black hole, for which the magnetic flux threading the

black hole is in a saturation level, although the emission from the MADs does not explain the optical and

X-ray data. We construct a multi-wavelength emission model in which the optical and X-ray emission

is emitted by jets and the gamma rays by MADs. Our model takes into account the particle injection

by the magnetic reconnection at the jet base close to the black hole and particle entrainment from the

ambient gas at the jet emission zone. We apply our model to M87 and find that our model can explain

the simultaneous multi-wavelength data. In our model, the emission from the jets is the synchrotron

radiation of the nonthermal electrons accelerated by magnetic reconnection, and the emission from the

MADs is the synchrotron radiation mainly of the nonthermal protons accelerated by turbulence. We

also find that the strong plasma entrainment is necessary to explain the multi-wavelength data. Our

model will be tested by variability analysis among the multi-wavelength data.

Keywords: Low-luminosity active galactic nuclei (2033), Radio active galactic nuclei (2134), Non-

thermal radiation sources (1119), Cosmic rays (329), Gamma-rays (637), Accretion (14)

1. INTRODUCTION

Radio galaxies, a subclass of radio-loud active galactic

nuclei whose jets misalign to the observers, are detected

in radio to GeV-TeV gamma-rays. Radio, optical, and

X-ray telescopes resolve extended jet structure (Bland-

ford et al. 2019; Hada 2019). One may consider that

multi-wavelength photons come from jets, but the emis-

sion mechanisms and regions are still under debate.

Leptonic jet models, in which energetic electrons ra-

diate the multi-wavelength photons via synchrotron and

inverse Compton scattering, are considered as the stan-

dard scenario (e.g., Abdo et al. 2009; MAGIC Collabo-

ration et al. 2020). However, at least for M87, if we try

to reproduce the observational data by the leptonic jet

model, the magnetic field strength required to explain
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the multi-wavelength data is lower than that estimated

by the observed core-shift in radio band (Kino et al.

2015; Jiang et al. 2021). If we use the core-shift-based

magnetic field, the calculated gamma-ray flux is far be-

low the observed gamma-ray flux (e.g., Lucchini et al.

2019; EHT MWL Science Working Group et al. 2021).

Kimura & Toma (2020) proposed a multi-wavelength

emission model from the magnetically arrested disks

(MADs; Bisnovatyi-Kogan & Ruzmaikin 1974; Narayan

et al. 2012) around the central supermassive black hole

(BH), for which the magnetic flux threading the BH is in

a saturation level. The MAD model can reproduce the

gamma-ray data, but cannot explain the optical and X-

ray data (Kimura & Toma 2020; Kuze et al. 2022). This

motivates us to construct a two-zone emission model in

which the gamma-rays come from MADs and the optical

and X-rays come from jets.

In our two-zone model, we carefully consider the phys-

ical connection between the jet and the MAD, especially

the plasma loading process onto the jet. General rel-
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ativistic magnetohydrodynamic (GRMHD) simulations

show that the plasma particles in the accretion flows

cannot enter the jet polar region by the centrifugal force

and the magnetic field barrier, forming the BH mag-

netosphere (e.g., Tchekhovskoy et al. 2011; Nakamura

et al. 2018; Porth et al. 2019). Electrons can be accel-

erated by spark gaps in the BH magnetosphere, emit-

ting high-energy photons via inverse Compton scatter-

ing. These photons can produce the electron-positron

pairs via the Breit-Wheeler process (γ + γ → e+ + e−).

However, general relativistic particle-in-cell (PIC) sim-

ulations (Levinson & Cerutti 2018; Chen et al. 2018;

Kisaka et al. 2020; Crinquand et al. 2021; Kin et al.

2024) show that this process will not produce the num-

ber of pairs required for the observed radio emission.

Recently a plausible plasma loading model is proposed

by Kimura et al. (2022) and Chen et al. (2023). In

their model, magnetic reconnection in the BH magne-

tosphere accelerates the electrons that emit high-energy

photons via synchrotron radiation, which interact with

each other, producing electron-positron pairs via the

Breit-Wheeler process. These pairs are injected into

the jet and are sufficient to explain the radio emission

(Kimura et al. 2022) (see Figure 1).

In this paper, we construct a multi-wavelength emis-

sion model that takes into account both jets and MADs,

which we call ‘Jet-MAD model’. We consider the plasma

loading process into the jets in the MAD phase that

makes the magnetization parameter of the jets depend

on the BH mass and accretion rate (see Equations (6)

and (7) below). In the jet, the magnetization parameter

is much higher than unity, and we consider the dissi-

pation mechanism at the dissipation region as magnetic

reconnection. We also take into account the plasma en-

trainment from the ambient gas in that region.

This paper is organized as follows. We describe the

Jet-MAD model in Section 2. In Section 3, we apply

our model to M87 and find that our model can repro-

duce the multi-wavelength data. We also investigate the

cases of weak and no plasma entrainment from the am-

bient gas in Section 4. In Section 5, we examine other

model assumptions and discuss the implications of our

Jet-MAD model. We present our conclusion in Section

6.

2. JET-MAD MODEL

We construct a multi-wavelength emission model for

radio galaxies. In radio galaxies, accretion flows are

presumed to be in the MAD regime because of its ef-

ficient jet production (Tchekhovskoy et al. 2011), which

is also supported by the observations (Event Horizon

Telescope Collaboration et al. 2021a; Zamaninasab et al.

2014). We show the schematic image of our Jet-MAD

model in Figure 1. In the accretion flows, MHD turbu-

lence is induced by the plasma instability, such as mag-

netic Rayleigh-Taylor instability (e.g., McKinney et al.

2012; Marshall et al. 2018; Xie & Zdziarski 2019). The

MHD turbulence heats up thermal plasma and acceler-

ates nonthermal particles, leading to multi-wavelength

emission as shown in the left part of Figure 1. In the BH

magnetosphere, magnetic reconnection is induced near

the BH (Ripperda et al. 2022), which accelerates non-

thermal electrons efficiently, leading to copious gamma-

ray production (e.g., Hakobyan et al. 2023). This results

in the electron-positron pair production, loading a large

amount of plasma into the jets (Kimura et al. 2022; Chen

et al. 2023). The loaded plasma expands outward and

dissipates its energy via magnetic reconnection, produc-

ing multi-wavelength photons via leptonic emissions as

shown in the right part of Figure 1. In our Jet-MAD

model, the jet and MAD are physically connected via

the plasma loading and energy injection processes. In

the following subsections, we will explain the individual

processes.

2.1. MAD model

In this subsection, we briefly explain the particle accel-

eration and emission mechanisms of the MADs. We use

the MAD model constructed by Kimura & Toma (2020)

and Kuze et al. (2022) with modifications of heating and

acceleration mechanisms.1 MHD turbulence in the ac-

cretion flows accelerates the particles (Lynn et al. 2014;

Kimura et al. 2016, 2019; Sun & Bai 2021), which emit

multi-wavelength photons via synchrotron radiation.

We consider that the high-temperature plasma ac-

cretes onto the BH of mass MBH. The mass accre-

tion rate, Ṁ , and the size of the emission region, Rd,

are normalized by the Eddington rate and the grav-

itational radius, respectively, i.e., Ṁc2 = ṁLEdd/c
2,

Rd = rRg = rGMBH/c
2, where LEdd is the Eddington

luminosity, c is the speed of light, and G is the gravi-

tational constant. We use the notation QX = Q/10X

unless otherwise noted. For the BH mass, we use the

notation M9 = MBH/(10
9M⊙).

In the MAD model, we consider five particle species:

thermal electrons, primary electrons, primary protons,

secondary electron-positron pairs produced by the Breit-

Wheeler process, and those by the Bethe-Heitler process

(p+ γ → p+ e+ + e−).

1 Kimura & Toma (2020) and Kuze et al. (2022) consider the
magnetic reconnection as the heating and acceleration processes,
while we consider the MHD turbulence dissipation.
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Figure 1. Schematic image of the Jet-MAD model. Left part: Zoom up view around the BH. Protons and electrons inside the
MADs emit 100 GHz radio, X-rays, and gamma rays via synchrotron radiation. Magnetic reconnection in the BH magnetosphere
accelerates the electrons, and the electrons emit the photons via synchrotron radiation. These photons interact with each other,
which form a blob consisting of the electron-positron pairs. This blob expands and becomes the jet material observed in radio
galaxies. Right part: Zoom-out view around the jet dissipation region. Magnetic reconnection in the jet accelerates the electrons,
which emit optical and X-rays via synchrotron radiation. Plasma is entrained into the jet from the ambient gas.

Thermal electrons emit multi-wavelength photons via

synchrotron and Comptonization processes. We deter-

mine the temperature of the thermal electrons by equat-

ing the heating rate with the cooling rate. We con-

sider that the MHD turbulence heats up the thermal

electrons. Kawazura et al. (2020) shows that when the

compressive wave is dominant, the ratio of the electron-

proton heating rate is approximated to be compressive-

to-Alfvénic wave power ratio:

Qi

Qe
≈ Pcompr

PAW
, (1)

where Qi is the proton heating rate, Qe is the electron

heating rate, Pcompr is the compressive wave power, and

PAW is the Alfvénic wave power. The wave power ra-

tio in the MAD has not been established yet. We give

Qi/Qe as a parameter, which is set to be 10. Since

the accretion flow is in the MAD state, the plasma

beta is likely lower than 1. Then, Qi/Qe ≃ 10 corre-

sponds to Rlow ≃ 10 in the Rlow − Rhigh prescription

(see Mościbrodzka et al. 2016), and Rlow ≃ 10 is favored

by the polarization observation of M87 (Event Horizon

Telescope Collaboration et al. 2021b). The cooling rates

of the thermal electrons are calculated in the same man-

ner as Kimura et al. (2015). For M87, the accretion rate

is low, and then, the bremsstrahlung is inefficient as a

cooling process because of the low electron number den-

sity.

Primary electrons and protons are accelerated by the

MHD turbulence and emit nonthermal synchrotron ra-

diation. The energy distribution of nonthermal parti-

cles is required to calculate the photon spectra. To ob-

tain the nonthermal energy distribution, we solve the

energy transport equation by assuming the one-zone

and steady-state approximations (see Equation (3) of

Kimura & Toma 2020). We use the injection term as

a power-law form whose index is sinj with an exponen-

tial cutoff as in Equation (5) of Kimura & Toma (2020).

The maximum energy of the particles is determined by

equating the acceleration timescale with the energy loss

timescale.



4 Kuze et al.

As the acceleration process, we consider stochastic ac-

celeration by the MHD turbulence with a hard-sphere-

like diffusion coefficient:

Dpp ≈ p2

3ηturb

( c

H

)(VA

c

)2

, (2)

where VA ≈ Bd/
√
4πρ is the Alfvén velocity, Bd ≈√

8πρC2
s/β is the magnetic field in the MADs, ρ ≈

Ṁ/(4πRdHVR) is the mass density, H ∼ (Cs/VK)Rd

is the scale height of the MADs, Cs ≈ VK/2 is the

sound speed, VR ≈ αVK is the radial velocity, VK =√
GMBH/Rd is the Kepler velocity, α = 0.3 is the vis-

cous parameter, β = 0.1 is the plasma beta, ηturbH is

the effective mean free path, and ηturb = 0.833 is the nu-

merical factor (see also Kimura & Toma 2020; Kuze et al.

2022). Then, we can write the acceleration timescale as

tacc =
p2

Dpp
≈ 3ηturb

H

c

(
c

VA

)2

. (3)

We take into account relevant cooling processes (syn-

chrotron, Bethe-Heitler, photomeson production), dif-

fusive escape, and infall to the BH as the loss pro-

cesses. For diffusive escape, we estimate the timescale

as tdiff = R2
d/Dzz, where Dzz = (1/3)ηturbcH is the

diffusion coefficient in space.

Nonthermal protons interact with photons in ra-

dio bands via the Bethe-Heitler process and produce

secondary electron-positron pairs. These pairs pro-

duce very-high-energy gamma rays, which interact with

lower-energy photons in MADs, leading to electromag-

netic cascades. We iteratively calculate the photons and

the electron-positron pairs spectra until they converge.

2.2. Physical quantities at the base of the jet

Recent high-resolution GRMHD simulation shows
that magnetic reconnection occurs in the BH magne-

tosphere (Ripperda et al. 2022). Magnetic reconnection

accelerates the electrons, and the accelerated electrons

emit high-energy photons. These photons interact with

each other via the Breit-Wheeler process and produce

electron-positron pairs. These electron-positron pairs

are loaded to the jets and lead to the blob formation

(Kimura et al. 2022; Chen et al. 2023).

The magnetic reconnection in the BH magnetosphere

is expected to produce the power-law electron energy

distribution with the index pinj ∼ 1 (e.g., Sironi &

Spitkovsky 2014; Guo et al. 2014; Guo et al. 2015, 2016;

Werner et al. 2016). These injected electrons rapidly

cool as the cooling timescale is much shorter than the

dynamical timescale (Kimura et al. 2022), resulting

in the index of nonthermal electrons, p ∼ 2. Then,

the synchrotron spectrum is power-law with the index

(p−1)/2 ≈ 0.5 up to Eγ,cut,ms = γ2
cut,msheBrec/(2πmec),

where γcut,ms is the cutoff Lorentz factor achieved by the

magnetic reconnection in the BH magnetosphere, Brec

is the magnetic field in the reconnection region, h is the

Planck constant, e is the electron charge, and me is the

electron mass. We assume the cutoff Lorentz factor as

γcut,ms = 4σ±, (4)

where σ± is the magnetization parameter. The syn-

chrotron photon spectrum has an exponential cutoff for

photons higher than Eγ,cut,ms.

We consider that the produced pairs escape from the

system along the magnetic field lines at the speed of light

since the pair velocity (ve± ≃ c) is higher than the re-

connection velocity (βrecc ≃ 0.1c) (e.g., Guo et al. 2020).

Hence, the number density of the electron-positron pairs

is estimated to be

n± = ṅ±
lrec
c

, (5)

where ṅ± is the pair production rate, which depends

on σ± through Equation (4), and lrec is the size of the

reconnection region. According to Chen et al. (2023),

we estimate the steady-state magnetization parameter

by solving

σ± =
B2

rec

4πn±mec2
. (6)

The steady-state magnetization parameter depends

only on Brec and lrec. We consider that the accre-

tion flow is in the MAD state, and magnetic field

strength around the BH is estimated to be BH =√
ṀcΦ2

H/(4π2R2
g) ≃ 1.1 × 103M

−1/2
9 ṁ

1/2
−4 ΦH,1.7 G,

where ΦH ≃ 50ΦH,1.7 is the saturated magnetic flux of

the MAD. High-resolution GRMHD simulation with a

BH spin parameter a = 0.935 suggests that the magnetic
reconnection occurs in a radius rrec ≈ 2Rg (Ripperda

et al. 2022), and we fix rrec = 2Rg. We estimate Brec in

the same way as Kimura et al. (2022) and to be Brec =√
2BH (rrec/Rg)

−2 ≃ 3.9 × 102M
−1/2
9 ṁ

1/2
−4 Φrec,1.2 G,

where Φrec =
√
2ΦH(rrec/Rg)

−2 is the magnetic flux

in the magnetic reconnection region. We fix lrec = Rg

for simplicity.

We show σ± for the BHmass of 109M⊙ as a function of

ṁ in Figure 2. As shown in Figure 2, σ± approximately

depends on ṁ−1/4. This comes from the self-regulation

of the specific luminosity to peak at Eγ,cut,ms ≈ 0.5mec
2.

Then, we analytically estimate σ± as

σ± ≃ 5.9× 104M
1/4
9 ṁ

−1/4
−4 Φ

−1/2
rec,1.2. (7)

Kimura et al. (2022) also estimate the magnetization

parameter after pair loading (see their Equation (11)),
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Figure 2. Magnetization parameters for BH mass of 109M⊙
as a function of ṁ, calculated in the methods of Chen et al.
(2023) (red solid line) and Kimura et al. (2022) (blue dashed
line) and estimated by Equation (7) (green dash-dotted line).

but our estimate of σ± differs from that given in Kimura

et al. (2022). They assume photon spectrum with an

abrupt cutoff (i.e., no photons above Eγ,cut,ms), which

leads to different values of σ± and conclusions for such

a range of mass accretion rates that we consider in this

paper.2

Finally, we estimate the jet luminosity where the pairs

are injected at the jet base as

Lj = ηṀc2, (8)

where η is the fraction of accretion luminosity to the

jet kinetic luminosity. We consider that the energy

is injected into the jet by the Blandford-Znajek pro-

cess (Blandford & Znajek 1977), and thus, the injected

energy flux is proportional to sin2 θ, where θ is the

angle between the jet axis to the formed blob. We

assume that the blob is spherical and the radius of

the blob at the jet base is equivalent to the length

of the reconnection region lrec = Rg. Then, the an-

gle of the blob to the reconnection region is estimated

to be tan θ = lrec/rrec ≈ 0.5 ≈ θ, which leads to

η = Lj/LBZ ≈
∫ π/2

π/2−θ
sin2 θdθ/(

∫ π/2

0
sin2 θdθ) ≈ 0.58,

where LBZ ≈ Ṁc2 is the Blandford-Znajek power.

2 There is another point that differs between ours and that given
in Kimura et al. (2022). Ours takes into account the feedback
by the pair loading when mec2 < Eγ,cut,ms < Eγ,rad, where
Eγ,rad is the synchrotron photon energy for the burn-off limit
(see Equation (5) in Kimura et al. (2022)), which help achiev-
ing self-regulation given in Equation (7). In contrast, for the
cases with a mass accretion rate as low as that in Sgr A*, the
estimate given in Kimura et al. (2022) should be valid, as nei-
ther the feedback nor the tail distribution affects the pair loading
process. Our model of pair loading assumes that Eγ,cut,ms de-
termines the cutoff energy because of the sufficient pair loading,
which contradicts the situation of low accretion rate cases where
Eγ,rad < Eγ,cut,ms is satisfied.

2.3. Energy contents of the jet

In the magnetically dominated jet region, the mag-

netic field is dominated by the toroidal component and

B ∝ R−1 at R ≳ 10Rg, where R is the distance from

the jet axis (Kimura et al. 2022). If all the electron-

positron pairs inside the blob are accelerated up to ∼ c

by efficient electromagnetic bulk acceleration, number

flux conservation results in ne ∝ R−2. Then, the mag-

netization parameter is conserved inside the jet, i.e.,

σ ∝ B2/ne ∝ R0. However, the bulk acceleration is not

efficient as observed in the radio jet of M87 (see Figure

12 of Park et al. 2019). We consider that the blob ex-

pands due to the velocity dispersion of electron-positron

pairs, along the magnetic field lines, which decreases the

number density more rapidly than ne ∝ R−2. By em-

ploying a numerical factor ξ, we write the magnetization

parameter at the dissipation region before dissipation as

ξσ±.

The interval time of the magnetic reconnection flares

in the BH magnetosphere is around ∆t ≃ 103Rg/c (Rip-

perda et al. 2022), which is comparable to the viscous

timescale of the MADs. Thus, we consider that the blobs

will expand ∼ 103 times along the magnetic field lines.

In this paper, we set ξ = 103.

We consider that the electron-positron pairs inside the

jet are cold due to the jet expansion, and we write the

conservation of energy before dissipation as

Lj = Γ2

(
nemec

2 +
B2

8π

)
πR2

jβc

= Γ2(1 + 0.5ξσ±)nemec
2πR2

jβc, (9)

where Rj is the size of the dissipation region, which we

treat as a free parameter, Γ is the jet Lorentz factor,

and β is the jet speed normalized by c. We estimate Rj

and Γ later in this subsection.

At the dissipation region, the magnetization parame-

ter is ξσ± ≫ 1, so that converting the magnetic energy

to the thermal energy is more efficient than converting

the plasma kinetic energy. We consider that the velocity

difference between the jet and the ambient gas triggers

the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability (KHI) at the edge of

the jet (Sironi et al. 2021; Davelaar et al. 2023), in-

ducing the turbulence. As a result, the electron-proton

plasma can be entrained into the jet from the ambient

gas, which consists of the wind from the radiatively inef-

ficient accretion flow (RIAF; Narayan & Yi 1994; Yuan

& Narayan 2014) in the outer region of the MAD (see

right part of Figure 1). The KHI-induced turbulence

also causes magnetic reconnection inside the jet. Thus,

the magnetization parameter at the dissipation region

decreases due to the plasma entrainment and the dissi-

pation of the magnetic energy through the magnetic re-
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connection (e.g., Hoshino & Lyubarsky 2012; Guo et al.

2020; Sironi et al. 2021; Mehlhaff et al. 2024). Such

turbulent reconnection accelerates nonthermal particles

efficiently (e.g., Hoshino 2012; Xu & Lazarian 2023). We

define the magnetization parameter after the plasma en-

trainment σent as a free parameter. We also define the

magnetization parameter after dissipation as σdis.

We assume that the entrained electron-proton plasma

is cold, and then, we write the conservation of energy

after plasma entrainment as

Lj = Γ2

(
nemec

2 + npmpc
2 +

B2

8π

)
πR2

jβc

= Γ2(1 + 0.5σent)(nemec
2 + npmpc

2)πR2
jβc, (10)

where np is the proton number density. If the plasma

entrainment is strong (ne ≈ np), the sum of the elec-

tron and proton energy density is written as nemec
2 +

npmpc
2 ∼ npmpc

2.

Magnetic reconnection dissipates its energy of δB,

where δB is the amplitude of the turbulent mag-

netic field, and the ordered magnetic field is con-

served. This implies that the magnetic energy does

not change much as long as δB/B < 1. Also, the

magnetic reconnection accelerates the entrained pro-

tons, and we estimate the proton thermal energy as

(δB/B)2σentmpc
2. If (δB/B)2σent < 1, the proton en-

ergy density does not change significantly, and we have

σdis ∼ σent. In contrast, if (δB/B)2σent > 1, one has

Up ≈ (δB/B)2σentnpmpc
2, and σdis is estimated to be

σdis ≈ B2/(4πUp) ≈ (B/δB)2. As a result, we estimate

σdis as

σdis ≈

σent

((
δB
B

)2
σent ≤ 1

)
(

B
δB

)2 ((
δB
B

)2
σent > 1

) . (11)

We write the conservation of energy after dissipation as

Lj = Le + Lp + Γ2B
2
dis

8π
πR2

jβc

= (1 + 0.5σdis)(Le + Lp), (12)

where Le is the electron luminosity, Lp is the proton lu-

minosity, and Bdis is the magnetic field after dissipation.

We estimate the jet Lorentz factor and Doppler factor

as follows. The very long baseline interferometry (VLBI)

observations for M87 estimate the jet width as R ≈ z2/3,

where z is the distance from the BH (Hada et al. 2013;

Nakamura et al. 2018). Thus, we assume the size of the

dissipation region as Rj = 102Rg to have the distance of

the dissipation region zj ≃ 103Rg. Hereafter, we use the

notation Rj,2 = Rj/(10
2Rg). We set the jet Lorentz fac-

tor Γ at the dissipation region as Γβ ≃ 0.8 based on the

observation of the superluminal motion of the M87 jet

with KaVA and VLBA (Park et al. 2019). The M87 jet

inclination angle is observed as θj ≈ 17 deg by the ob-

servation of jet and counter jet proper motions (Walker

et al. 2018). Hence, we estimate the Doppler factor to be

δD ≈ 1.9. The variability timescale is then estimated to

be tv = Rj/(cδD) ≃ 1.6× 106 Rj,2 s, which is consistent

with the observed X-ray daily variability (Imazawa et al.

2021; EHT MWL Science Working Group et al. 2021).

We calculate the photon spectra observed on Earth by

νobsLν,obs = δ4DνsrcLν,src, where νsrcLν,src is the intrinsic

photon spectrum obtained by the jet model.

2.4. Particle distribution inside the jet

In this subsection, we show our model to estimate the

electron energy distribution in the jet. We only con-

sider the emission from the nonthermal electrons since

the emission from the protons is inefficient. To obtain

the energy distribution of nonthermal electrons, we solve

the transport equation by assuming the one-zone and

steady-state approximations:

− d

dγ

(
γNe(γ)

tcool

)
= Ṅe,inj −

Ne(γ)

tesc
, (13)

where Ne(γ) is the differential number spectrum, tcool
is the cooling time, tesc is the escape time, and Ṅe,inj

is the injection term. The analytic solution is given by

Equation (C.11) in Dermer & Menon (2009).

We consider that the electron energy distribution ac-

celerated at a certain σ is power-law with a hard in-

dex and a cutoff Lorentz factor γcut ∼ σ(δB/B)2, and

the injection of accelerated electron energy distributions

continues from σ = ξσ± to σ = σent. Hence, we give the

superposition of the injected electron energy distribu-

tions as a power-law distribution with the index p which

is assumed as a free parameter,

Ṅe,inj = Ṅ0


(

γ
γmin

)2
(γ < γmin)(

γ
γmin

)−p

exp
(
− γ

γmax

)
(γ > γmin)

,

(14)

where γmin and γmax are the minimum and maximum

Lorentz factor, respectively. We estimate ne from Equa-

tion (10) and calculate the normalization, Ṅ0, by Ṅe =

neπR
2
jc =

∫∞
1

Ṅe,injdγ. We have assumed that the elec-

tron energy distribution for γ < γmin is close to the ther-

mal distribution. We set the maximum Lorentz factor

as γmax = min(γcut, γrad), where

γcut =

(
δB

B

)2

ξσ±

≃ 1.0× 106
(
δB/B

0.33

)2

ξ3σ±,4, (15)
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and γrad is the Lorentz factor estimated by balanc-

ing the acceleration and cooling timescales. We esti-

mate the reconnection acceleration timescale as tacc =

ηaccγmec/(eBdis),
3 where ηacc ∼ 10 is the numerical fac-

tor (e.g., Guo et al. 2020). We estimate Bdis by Equation

(12) as

Bdis =

√
Lj

1 + 0.5σdis

4σdis

R2
jc

≃ 1.7 ṁ
1/2
−4 M

−1/2
9 R−1

j,2

(
σdis/(1 + 0.5σdis)

0.66

)1/2

G.

(16)

The minimum Lorentz factor is written by

γmin = max

(
1,

(
δB

B

)2
npmp

neme
σent

)

≃ 2.0

(
δB/B

0.33

)2

σent,−2. (17)

We note that after plasma entrainment, the entrained

plasma is the main component of the internal energy

inside the jet. Thus, we need the factor (npmp)/(neme)

for estimating the magnetic energy density per electron

(cf. Petropoulou et al. 2019).

We consider the cooling processes of the electrons as

synchrotron radiation, synchrotron self-Compton scat-

tering, and adiabatic cooling. We estimate the cool-

ing timescale as t−1
cool = t−1

syn + t−1
SSC + t−1

ad . We esti-

mate the synchrotron cooling timescale to be tsyn =

6πmec/(γσTB
2
dis), where σT is the Thomson cross sec-

tion.

We calculate the synchrotron self-Compton scattering

cooling timescale in the way of subsection 2.6 of Blu-

menthal & Gould (1970). We ignore the effect of the
external photon field in this paper. The accretion rate

is low for M87, and thus, the energy density of the exter-

nal photon, such as thermal emission from a dust torus,

is lower than that of the internal photon emitted by the

energetic electrons.

Since we consider a non-spherical geometry as shown

in the right part of Figure 1, the adiabatic cooling

timescale differs from that usually used in previous lit-

erature. The internal energy of the emitting jet material

depends on its volume, i.e., U ∝ V −1/3 ∝ R
−2/3
j h

−1/3
j ,

3 If electrons are only accelerated by the reconnection electric field
of the turbulent magnetic field, the acceleration timescale is
estimated to be tacc = ηaccγmec/(eδB). We estimate δB as
δB ≈ (δB/B)Bdis, and thus, the acceleration timescale is longer
than that given in the text by a factor of B/δB. This affects
the estimate of γrad but does not affect our results within the
parameters of our interest.

where U is the internal energy, V is the volume of the

emitting jet material, and hj ≃ Rj is that of the vertical

size. The pressure balance between the electromagnetic

field of the jet and the ambient gas determines the jet

shape to be z ≈ (R/Rg)
3/2Rg. Then, we estimate the

radial expansion velocity as Ṙ ≈ 3c/2(R/Rg)
−1/2 by as-

suming the jet velocity as ż ≃ c. Ṙj is estimated to be

Ṙj ≃ 0.1c for Rj = 100Rg. In contrast, the emitting

jet material freely expands along the poloidal magnetic

field lines, i.e., ḣj ≃ c. Thus, we estimate the adiabatic

cooling timescale as tad = −U/U̇ ≈ 3hj/ḣj = 3Rj/c.

As for the escape process, we consider that the elec-

trons escape from the jet diffusely via resonant scat-

tering with the turbulence. KHI injects the turbu-

lence with the scale of the dissipation region, Rj , and

cascades into the small scale. We assume that the

spectrum of the turbulence is the classical Kolmogorov

turbulence (e.g., San & Maulik 2018). A turbulent

eddy whose scale is the Larmor radius of the electrons,

rL = γmec
2/(eBdis), scatters the electrons. We esti-

mate the diffusion timescale as tesc = R2
j/DR, where

DR ≈ (4/π)rLc(Rj/rL)
2/3(B/δB)2 is the diffusion coef-

ficient (see also Kulsrud 2005).

3. RESULTS FOR STRONG PLASMA

ENTRAINMENT

In this section, we apply the Jet-MAD model to M87

and compare the multi-wavelength photon spectra ob-

tained by the Jet-MAD model to the observational data.

We tabulate the parameters and the physical quantities

for M87 in Table 1. The other parameters in the MAD

model are the same as those in Kimura & Toma (2020).

We show the various timescales of the MAD model as

a function of the proton energy Ep for M87 in Figure

3. Due to the hard-sphere-like diffusion coefficient, the

diffusion and acceleration timescales of the MAD model

are independent of Ep. The cooling timescales are neg-

ligibly small for Ep ≲ 109 GeV.

The value of sinj is given by the stochastic acceleration

process with steady-state and hard-sphere approxima-

tions. As long as the cooling timescale is negligible, this

process results in sinj = −(1/2) +
√

(9/4) + ϵ, where

ϵ = tacc/tdiff is the escape-acceleration timescale ratio

(see Section 2 of Stawarz & Petrosian 2008). We obtain

sinj ≃ 1.1 in our fiducial parameters.

First, we consider a case with (δB/B)2σent < 1. We

show the results in Figure 4. Thermal synchrotron

radiation reproduces the submillimeter data. Syn-

chrotron radiation by the nonthermal protons and sec-

ondary electron-positron pairs produced via the Bethe-

Heitler process in the MAD reproduce the GeV and TeV

gamma-ray data, respectively. Synchrotron radiation by
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Table 1. The list of the parameters and the physical quantities of the Jet-MAD model for M87.

Parameters of the Jet-MAD model for strong plasma entrainment

ṁ MBH[M⊙] r sinj Qi/Qe ηturb α β σent p ξ δB/B Rj [Rg]

6 × 10−5 6.3 × 109 10 1.1 10 0.833 0.3 0.1 0.01 2.16 103 0.35 102

Derived physical quantities of M87 in the jet

σ± Bdis[G] ne [cm−3] Lj [erg s−1] Le [erg s−1] δD

1.0 × 105 6.5 × 10−2 22 2.8 × 1043 1.7 × 1041 1.9

Figure 3. Cooling (blue), escape (green), loss (black), and
acceleration (red) timescales in the MAD as a function of the
proton energy. tsyn, tBH, tpp, and tpγ are the synchrotron,
Bethe-Heitler, pp inelastic collision, and photomeson produc-
tion cooling timescales, respectively. Due to the hard-sphere-
like diffusion coefficient, the acceleration and the diffusion
timescales (green dashed line) do not depend on the proton
energy.

the jet contributes to the optical, UV, and X-ray data.

Our model can reproduce multi-wavelength data except

for tens of GHz radio data.

We estimate the photon energy emitted by electrons

with γmax to be

Eγ,max = γ2
max

heBdis

2πmec

≃ 2.4× 104ṁ
1/2
−4 M

−1/2
9 R−1

j,2

(
δB/B

0.33

)4

× ξ23σ
2
±,4

(
σdis/(1 + 0.5σdis)

0.66

)1/2

eV. (18)

Thus, the electrons accelerated by the magnetic recon-

nection have a Lorentz factor high enough to emit the

optical to the X-ray photons via synchrotron radiation.

On the other hand, the photon flux of the synchrotron-

self Compton scattering is much lower than the syn-

chrotron flux as shown in the top panel of Figure 4.

In our model, synchrotron flux is calibrated by the

optical data to be Fopt ≃ 8 × 10−13 erg s−1 cm−2,

and we estimate the photon energy density as Urad =

FoptD
2/(R2

jc) ≃ 8.4 × 10−6 erg cm−3, where D =

Figure 4. Top panel: Photon spectrum for M87. The thick
and thin lines are the photon spectra after and before internal
attenuation by the Breit-Wheeler process, respectively. Gray
points are the multi-wavelength simultaneous data taken
from EHT MWL Science Working Group et al. (2021) and
MAGIC Collaboration et al. (2020). Blue and orange shaded
regions are power-law and log-parabola fitting spectrum
taken from the Fermi-4FGL-DR3 catalog (https://fermi.
gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/12yr catalog/). Bottom
panel: Same as Figure 3, but timescales in the jet as a
function of the electron energy. tSSC (dotted) and tad (dot-
dashed) are the synchrotron self-Compton and adiabatic
cooling timescales, respectively. The vertical dashed gray
line represents Ee,cut = γcutmec

2.

17 Mpc is the distance to M87. We also estimate

the magnetic energy density to be UB = B2
dis/(8π) ≃

1.7 × 10−4 erg cm−3. The energy density ratio is es-

timated to be Urad/UB ≃ 0.05, and thus the photon

https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/12yr_catalog/
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/12yr_catalog/
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flux of the synchrotron-self Compton scattering is much

lower than the synchrotron component.

The bottom panel of Figure 4 shows the various

timescales in the jet as a function of the electron energy.

For our fiducial parameters, electrons are efficiently scat-

tered by the turbulence, and the diffusive escape is inef-

ficient. The nonthermal electrons are mainly cooled by

the adiabatic expansion and the synchrotron radiation

for γ < 1.9 × 104 and γ > 1.9 × 104, respectively. The

photon energy emitted by the electrons with tad = tsyn
is estimated to be Eγ,cool ≃ 0.29 eV, at which the syn-

chrotron spectrum is the peak, and that enables our

model to explain the optical data.

Next, we consider the case with (δB/B)2σent > 1. In

this case, γmin is always higher than that of tad = tsyn,

and then, the system is in the fast cooling regime.

Also, we estimate the electron energy density as Ue ≈
γminnemec

2 = (δB/B)
2
σentnpmpc

2 = Up. Then, the

electron luminosity is the same as the proton luminos-

ity, and we estimate the electron luminosity to be Le =

(Lj/2)/(1 + 0.5σdis) by Equation (12). The electron lu-

minosity is restricted to be Le ≃ Lj×10−3 by the optical

data, and we give σdis ≃ 103. Since (δB/B)2σent > 1

and σdis ≃ 103, we obtain (δB/B) ≃ 10−1.5 by Equation

(11). Then, we estimate the maximum photon energy

to be Eγ,max ≃ 1.1 × 102 eV, which is low to emit the

X-rays. Thus, we conclude that (δB/B)
2
σent > 1 is

unlikely to explain the multi-wavelength data.

4. RESUTLTS FOR WEAK OR NO PLASMA

ENTRAINMENT

So far, we assumed that the KHI occurs at the edge of

the jet, which induces the plasma entrainment from the

ambient gas. In this section, we investigate the cases of

weak or no plasma entrainment from the ambient gas.

First, we discuss the case with weak plasma entrain-

ment. We define ‘weak plasma entrainment’ such that

the entrained plasma is the main component of the inter-

nal energy density inside the jet ((npmp)/(neme) > 1),

whereas the entrained plasma is not the main compo-

nent of the electron number density (ne > np).

As (npmp)/(neme) > 1, we estimate the proton

number density by Equation (10), and then, σent >

(me/mp)ξσ± ≃ 105 is required to satisfy ne > np. We

estimate the photon energy emitted by electrons with

Figure 5. Same as Figure 4, but for the weak plasma en-
trainment. Total and jet synchrotron photon spectra with
δB/B = 0.033 (thick lines) and δB/B = 0.02 (thin lines).
We set δB/B = 0.02 to emit the optical photons and
δB/B = 0.033 to emit the X-ray photons. Both photon
spectra cannot reproduce the multi-wavelength data simul-
taneously.

γmin to be

Eγ,min = γ2
min

heBdis

2πmec

≃ 8.0× 106 ṁ
1/2
−4 M

−1/2
9 R−1

j,2

(
δB/B

0.33

)4

× σ2
ent,5

(
σdis/(1 + 0.5σdis)

0.66

)1/2

eV. (19)

The obtained minimum Lorentz factor is too high to

emit the optical and X-ray photons. Based on Equa-

tion (19), δB/B ∼ 0.01 is required to explain the X-ray

data. Even if we tune δB/B to emit the X-ray pho-

tons by electrons with γmin, the photon spectrum is too

peaky to fit the optical and the X-ray data simultane-

ously. We show the result in Figure 5 for the case of

weak plasma entrainment. We conclude that the weak

plasma entrainment is disfavored to explain the multi-

wavelength data.

Next, we discuss the case with no plasma entrainment.

In this case, the magnetic reconnection accelerates all

the electrons up to γ ∼ (δB/B)2ξσ± ≃ 107. This value

is also too high to emit the optical and X-rays. Thus,

we conclude that no plasma entrainment is disfavored to

explain the multi-wavelength data for the same reason

as the weak plasma entrainment.

5. DISUCUSSION

5.1. Particle energy distribution: power-law tail

Some recent PIC simulations of high σ magnetic re-

connection exhibit a power-law tail at γ > σ in the non-

thermal particle spectrum (Hakobyan et al. 2021, 2023).
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In this subsection, we take the power-law tail into ac-

count on our model and rewrite the injection term as

Ṅe,inj ∝



(
γ

γmin

)2
(γ < γmin)(

γ
γmin

)−p

(γmin < γ < γcut)(
γ

γcut

)−ptail

exp
(
− γ

γrad

)
(γ > γcut)

,

(20)

where ptail is the spectral index for the electrons higher

than γcut. We use ptail = 2.5 and 3.0. We evaluate the

effects on the multi-wavelength photon spectrum from

the jets in Section 5.1.1 and on the plasma loading in

Section 5.1.2.

5.1.1. Power-law tail in the jet dissipation

We apply the Jet-MAD model with the power-law tail

distribution to M87 and find that the Jet-MAD model

can explain the multi-wavelength data even if the dif-

ferential electron number spectrum has the power-law

tail. The index of synchrotron flux is s ≈ (2 − p)/2

for the fast cooling regime. We obtain s = −0.25 and

−0.5 for p = 2.5 and 3.0, respectively, with which the

synchrotron flux emitted by the electrons in the tail

(γ > γcut) has little effect on the overall photon spec-

trum. Even if the tail index is a bit hard, the photon

energy higher than Eγ,max does not affect the photon

spectrum (see top panel of Figure 4). We conclude that

our model can explain the multi-wavelength data inde-

pendent of the uncertainty for the reconnection acceler-

ation.

5.1.2. Power-law tail for the electron-positron pair
injection into the jet

Next, we evaluate the effect of the power-law tail on

the electron-positron pair injection at the jet base. With

the power-law tail, the photon spectrum extends up to a

higher energy than that without the tail. One might ex-

pect a high pair production efficiency, compared to that

estimated with the exponential cutoff as in Chen et al.

(2023). We estimate the pair production rate and mag-

netization parameter at the jet base with the power-law

tail distribution (see Appendix A for details). We find

that the estimated magnetization parameters with the

tail are comparable to that in our fiducial treatment:

σ± = 8.8 × 104 and 1.0 × 105 for ptail = 2.5 and 3.0,

respectively. We show the estimated magnetization pa-

rameter as a function of the tail index in Figure 6. As

shown in Figure 6, the estimated magnetization param-

eter hardly changes its value with the tail index. This

comes from the self-regulation of the specific luminosity

to peak at Eγ,cut,ms ∼ mec
2. Therefore, the power-law

tail does not affect our conclusions.

Figure 6. Estimated magnetization parameter for the
power-law tail distribution as a function of the tail index
(red solid line) and the magnetization parameter estimated
in the way of Chen et al. (2023) (gray dashed line).

5.2. Acceleration by the Alfvén wave dissipation

In this subsection, we discuss the Alfvén waves dissi-

pation as an alternative particle acceleration mechanism

in the jet (Nättilä & Beloborodov 2022). Alfvén waves

are produced by the magnetic reconnection in the BH

magnetosphere or by the interaction of the jet with disk

wind. These Alfvén waves propagate along the magnetic

field lines and split into forward sound waves and back-

ward Alfvén waves by the parametric decay instabil-

ity (PDI) (Galeev & Oraevskii 1963; Sagdeev & Galeev

1969; Derby 1978). We consider that the Alfvén wave

turbulence is generated by the interaction of the forward

Alfvén waves with backward Alfvén waves at the dissi-

pation region, and the dissipation of Alfvén wave tur-

bulence accelerates the electrons. It is shown that in a

highly magnetized medium, the PDI can split the Alfvén

waves into backward Alfvén waves and forward sound

waves only when (δB/B)2σ ≤ 1 is satisfied (Ishizaki &

Ioka 2024). We set δB/B = 1/
√
σ± ≃ 3×10−3 which is

close to the maximum value of δB/B that satisfies the

PDI growth condition. Then, the maximum Lorentz

factor is written as γmax ≈ ξ by Equation (15), and the

value is lower than that of the magnetic reconnection

scenario.

We show the results in Figure 7. We estimate the

synchrotron photon energy emitted by electrons with

γmax to be

Eγ,max = γ2
max

heBdis

2πmec

≈ 2× 10−2ṁ
1/2
−4 M

−1/2
9 ξ23R

−1
j,2

×
(
σdis/(1 + 0.5σdis)

0.66

)1/2

eV, (21)
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Figure 7. Same as Figure 4, but for the acceleration by the
Alfvén wave dissipation. We set the power-law index as 1.3
to achieve the high synchrotron photon flux.

which is too low to emit X-rays. MBH and ṁ are fixed

by the observational data, and σdis/(1 + 0.5σdis) ≤ 2

is generally satisfied. To emit the X-rays, ξ > 105 or

Rj < Rg are required, but both are highly unlikely to

be satisfied.

Diffusive escape also affects the photon spectrum. For

the Alfvén wave dissipation scenario, the amplitude of

the turbulent magnetic field is lower than that of the

magnetic reconnection scenario. Due to the low am-

plitude, the pitch angle scattering rate is low, leading

to a high spatial diffusion coefficient. The diffusive es-

cape timescale is always shorter than the adiabatic and

synchrotron cooling timescales, causing a low radiation

efficiency, compared to the magnetic reconnection sce-

nario (see bottom panel of Figure 7). As a result, the

calculated photon flux is low for the Alfvén wave dissi-

pation scenario. We conclude that the dissipation of the

Alfvén wave turbulence is disfavored as the acceleration

mechanism inside the jet.

5.3. Neutrino luminosity of the Jet-MAD model

Here, we roughly estimate neutrino emission fromM87

based on our Jet-MAD model. Protons are entrained

into the jet from the ambient gas via the KHI. The

magnetic reconnection accelerates the entrained protons

inside the jet, while the MHD turbulence also accel-

erates the protons inside the MAD. The accelerated

protons can produce neutrinos via pp inelastic colli-

sions (p + p → p + p + π) or photomeson production

(p + γ → p + π). We discuss neutrinos from the jet in

Section 5.3.1 and the MAD in Section 5.3.2.

5.3.1. Neutrino luminosity from Jet

In this subsection, we estimate the neutrino emission

from jets. The number density of the protons inside the

jet is about 22 cm−3 (see Table 1). We estimate the

pp inelastic collision timescale as tpp = 1/(npσppκppc) ≃
5.0 × 1013 s, where σpp ≈ 60 mb is the cross section

and κpp ≈ 0.5 is the inelasticity of the pp inelastic col-

lisions, respectively. The pp inelastic collision timescale

is much longer than the adiabatic cooling timescale

tad = 3Rj/c ≃ 9.4 × 106 s, and thus, neutrino produc-

tion via pp inelastic collisions is inefficient due to the

low proton number density. tpp is also much longer than

photomeson production timescale, tpγ , as shown below.

Thus, we ignore the effect of pp inelastic collisions here.

We estimate neutrino flux produced by the pho-

tomeson production. First, we estimate the maximum

Lorentz factor of the protons. At the initial stage of the

plasma entrainment, protons are a subdominant compo-

nent of the internal energy (i.e., neme ≳ npmp). Then,

the proton magnetization parameter is σp ≃ σ±, and the

magnetic reconnection can achieve γp ∼ (δB/B)2ξσ± ≃
107, where γp is the proton Lorentz factor. Neutrino

energy is estimated to be Eν ≈ 0.05Ep. Then, Eν ≃
5.0× 1014 eV for Ep ≃ 1.0× 1016 eV. For the photome-

son production, the protons interact with the photons of

Eγ ≃ 0.3 GeV in the proton rest frame for the delta res-

onance approximation. Then, the protons of γp ≃ 107

interact with Eγ ≃ 30 eV, which is in the UV band. We

estimate the number density of the UV photons inside

the jet as nUV ≈ FUVD
2/(R2

jcϵUV) ≃ 2.8 × 105 cm−3,

where FUV = 1.3 × 10−12 erg s−1 cm−2 is the flux

of the UV photons, and ϵUV ≃ 30 eV is the UV pho-

ton energy. We estimate the photomeson production

timescale as tpγ = 1/(nUVσpγκpγc) ≃ 1.2×1012 s, where

σpγ ≈ 0.5 mb is the cross section and κpγ ≈ 0.2 is

the inelasticity of the photomeson production, respec-

tively. By equation (12), we estimate the proton lu-

minosity as Lp = Lj/(1 + 0.5σdis) − Le ≃ Lj . Then,

we optimistically estimate the luminosity of the neu-

trino as Lν ≈ fpγLp ≃ 5.8 × 1037 erg s−1, where

fpγ = tloss/tpγ ≃ 1.2 × 10−7 is the pion production ef-

ficiency. Regarding the loss timescale, diffusive escape

is dominant, compared to the adiabatic cooling, in the
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relevant energy (see bottom panel of Figure 4), and the

proton synchrotron cooling timescale is negligibly long.

The neutrino flux is estimated to be Fν = Lν/(4πD
2) ≃

1.7×10−15 erg s−1 cm−2, which is challenging to detect

with near-future neutrino detectors.

5.3.2. Neutrino luminosity from MAD

Next, we estimate the neutrino emission from MADs.

As shown in Figure 3, the proton maximum Lorentz

factor is estimated to be γp,max ≃ 4.8 × 109. We esti-

mate the proton number density to be np ≈ ρ/mp ≃
4.1 × 104 cm−3, and then, the pp inelastic collision

timescale is estimated to be tpp ≃ 2.7 × 1010 s. The

pp inelastic collision timescale is longer than the diffu-

sion timescale tdiff ≃ 2.2×106 s. tpp is also much longer

than photomeson production timescale, tpγ , as shown

below. Thus, protons emit neutrinos via photomeson

production.

We estimate the neutrino flux of the photomeson pro-

duction in the same way as the emission from the jet.

The protons of γp,max ≃ 4.8×109 interact with 6.3×10−2

eV photons, and we estimate the number density of the

infrared photons as nIR ≈ FIRD
2/(R2

dcϵIR) ≃ 4.9 ×
108 cm−3, where FIR = 4.7× 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2 is the

flux of the infrared photons emitted by the Comptoniza-

tion process and ϵIR ≃ 6.3×10−2 eV is the infrared pho-

ton energy. Then, the photomeson production timescale

is estimated to be tpγ ≃ 6.9 × 108 s. The nonther-

mal proton luminosity of the MAD is estimated to be

Lp(γp,max) ≈ ϵNTϵdisṀc2 exp(−1) ≃ 8.7× 1041 erg s−1,

where ϵNT = 0.33 is the fraction of the nonthermal

particle energy production rate to the dissipation rate

and ϵdis = 0.15 is the fraction of the dissipation to

the accretion rate. We estimate the luminosity of the

neutrino and the pion production efficiency as Lν ≈
fpγLp(γp,max) ≃ 1.3×1039 erg s−1 and fpγ ≃ 1.5×10−3,

respectively. We estimate the neutrino flux from the

MAD to be Fν ≃ 3.7 × 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2. We also

numerically compute the neutrino flux using the method

given in Section 3 of Kimura & Toma (2020), which is

consistent with our analytic estimate within a factor of

1.5. Protons of γp,max ≃ 4.8 × 109 effectively produce

the neutrinos of 2.4× 1017 eV. To observe the sub-EeV

neutrinos, experiments that detect radio signals from

the neutrino-induced particle shower, such as GRAND

(Álvarez-Muñiz et al. 2019), RNO (Aguilar et al. 2021),

and Gen2-Radio (Hallmann et al. 2021), are important.

Nevertheless, we conclude that it is still challenging

to observe the high-energy neutrinos by the near-future

detectors because the estimated neutrino flux is about

5 times lower than the sensitivity of the IceCube-Gen2

(Aartsen et al. 2021).

5.4. Effect of the pitch angle anisotropy

Comisso & Sironi (2019) and Comisso et al. (2020)

showed that the electrons accelerated in the strongly

magnetized turbulent plasma have an energy-dependent

anisotropic particle distribution. For low-energy elec-

trons, the reconnection electric field parallel to the guide

field accelerates the electrons, and thus, their pitch an-

gle is small. High-energy electrons have isotropic pitch

angle distribution since the electrons are isotropized and

stochastically accelerated by the pitch angle scatter-

ing. Thus, the pitch angle depends on the electron

energy based on their simulations. Such an energy-

dependent pitch angle distribution affects the multi-

wavelength synchrotron spectrum (Sobacchi et al. 2021;

Goto & Asano 2022). In this paper, we ignore this effect.

For the Jet-MAD model, we assume that the magnetic

reconnection in a turbulent medium accelerates the elec-

trons at a certain magnetization parameter. Thus, the

electrons might have a small pitch angle distribution at

the initial stage of the dissipation process. However,

electrons can be scattered by the turbulence generated

by the KHI, and then, the electrons could be isotropized

when they emit optical and X-ray photons. Modeling

with the pitch angle distribution is left as a future work.

6. CONCLUSION

We construct the two-zone multi-wavelength emission

model, the ‘Jet-MAD model’, that takes into account

the plasma loading to the jet based on the model pro-

posed by Kimura et al. (2022) and Chen et al. (2023).

In the MAD, the MHD turbulence heats up the ther-

mal electrons that emit thermal synchrotron radiation.

The MHD turbulence also accelerates the nonthermal

protons, which emit multi-wavelength photons via syn-

chrotron radiation. For the jet, we consider that the

velocity difference between the jet and the ambient gas

generates turbulence via the KHI. This turbulence in-

duces the entrainment of the ambient gas into the jet.

The turbulence also triggers the magnetic reconnection

inside the jet, accelerating the electrons that efficiently

emit multi-wavelength photons. In this scenario, the

Jet-MAD model can explain the simultaneous multi-

wavelength data for M87 with a parameter set given

in Table 1. Synchrotron radiation from the jet explains

the optical, UV, and X-ray data, and synchrotron radi-

ation of the protons from the MAD explains the GeV

gamma-ray data.

We examine the case of (δB/B)2σent > 1. In this case,

we obtain δB/B ≃ 10−1.5 due to the electron luminosity

restriction by the optical data. Then, the photon energy

emitted by the electrons with γmax is too low to emit the

X-ray photons, and our model cannot explain the multi-
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wavelength data. Thus, we conclude that strong plasma

entrainment satisfying the (δB/B)2σent < 1 is necessary

to explain the multi-wavelength data.

We investigate the cases of weak or no plasma entrain-

ment from the ambient gas. With weak or no plasma

entrainment, magnetic reconnection accelerates the elec-

trons up to ∼ 107 with our fiducial parameter set. These

electrons efficiently emit gamma rays but cannot explain

the optical and X-ray data. Even if we tune the pa-

rameters such that the accelerated electrons emit the

optical and X-ray photons, the photon spectrum is too

peaky to reproduce the optical and X-ray data simul-

taneously. Thus, we conclude that the cases with weak

or no plasma entrainment are disfavored to explain the

multi-wavelength data.

We examine the dissipation of the Alfvén wave tur-

bulence as an alternative nonthermal electron acceler-

ation mechanism. In this acceleration mechanism, we

cannot explain the multi-wavelength data because the

maximum energy of the electrons is too low to repro-

duce the observed X-ray data due to the low amplitude

of the turbulent magnetic field. We conclude that the

Alfvén wave dissipation scenario is disfavored as the ac-

celeration mechanism.

These results suggest that the jet consists of the

electron-positron pairs produced by the Breit-Wheeler

process at the jet base and the electron-proton plasma

entrained from the ambient gas via the KHI. These re-

sults also suggest that the plasma entrainment is strong

enough to satisfy (δB/B)2σent < 1 and the magnetic re-

connection scenario likely works as the nonthermal par-

ticle acceleration mechanism inside the jet. Our conclu-

sion remains the same even if we have a power-law tail

component for γ > γcut.

The optical and X-ray data require a soft power-law

index of the electron energy distribution. Based on our

assumption that the injection spectrum is the superposi-

tion of the accelerated electron distributions by the mag-

netic reconnection with various magnetization parame-

ters, the soft power-law index implies that the magnetic

energy dissipates more efficiently in a lower magnetiza-

tion parameter environment. This is in line with our

KHI-induced energy dissipation scenario. We consider

that the KHI induces the entrainment of the ambient

gas first. Then, the magnetization parameter decreases,

and the plasma would be able to perturb the magnetic

fields more, which induces the magnetic reconnection.

Then, σ becomes lower, and the plasma can perturb the

magnetic field more, causing more energy dissipation in

the low σ environment.

Time variability helps us to test our model. Our model

predicts that optical and X-rays are emitted from the jet,

while submillimeter and gamma rays are emitted from

the MAD. Based on the size of each emission region, we

roughly estimate the variability timescales to be 106 s

for the jet and 105 s for the MAD. Thus, pointing multi-

wavelength instruments to M87 for more than one day

is needed to test our model. Then, high-time resolution

observations at least higher than 105 s such as submil-

limeter observation with ALMA, infrared and optical

observations with JWST and HST, X-ray observations

with CHANDRA or Swift XRT, and TeV gamma-ray ob-

servations with MAGIC, HESS, and CTA (Actis et al.

2011), are desired. However, the sensitivity of the Fermi-

LAT which observes GeV gamma rays is insufficient to

detect the time variability (Atwood et al. 2009). Our

model predicts that submillimeter and TeV gamma-ray

light curves strongly correlate with day-scale time vari-

ability. Also, optical and X-ray light curves should cor-

relate strongly with week-scale variability. Future multi-

wavelength observation campaigns will provide a test of

our model.
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APPENDIX

A. MAGNETIZATION PARAMETER FOR POWER-LAW TAIL DISTRIBUTION

Some recent PIC simulations of high σ magnetic reconnection exhibit a power-law tail at γ > σ in the nonthermal

particle spectrum (Hakobyan et al. 2021, 2023). We estimate the magnetization parameter at the jet base for the

power-law tail distribution in a similar manner to Appendix D in Kimura et al. (2022). For simplicity, we assume the
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nonthermal particle spectrum as

Ṅe,inj = Ṅ0


(

γ
4σ

)−p
(γ < 4σ)(

γ
4σ

)−ptail (4σ < γ < γrad)
. (A1)

Here, we set p < 2 and 2 < ptail ≤ 3. We estimate the normalization, Ṅ0, by equating the electron luminosity with the

energy release rate by the magnetic reconnection Lrec, i.e., Lrec ≈ Le =
∫
Ṅinjγmec

2dγ. We estimate the reconnection

luminosity as

Lrec ≈ 2l2rec
B2

rec

8π
βrecc (A2)

≃ 7.9× 1041M9ṁ−4βrec,−1Φ
2
rec,1.2 erg s−1. (A3)

We write the electron luminosity at γ = 4σ as Lmax and estimate Lmax as

Lmax =
Lrec

1
2−p

[
1−

(
Eσ

mec2

)−p+2
]
+ 1

2−ptail

[(
4σ
γrad

)ptail−2

− 1

] , (A4)

where Eσ = 4σmec
2. Since the system is in a fast cooling regime, all the electron energy is converted to the photons

via synchrotron radiation. Then, we write the synchrotron spectrum as

EγLEγ
≈ Lmax


(

Eγ

Eγ,σ

)(2−p)/2

(Eγ < Eγ,σ)(
Eγ

Eγ,σ

)(2−ptail)/2

(Eγ,σ < Eγ < Eγ,γrad
)

, (A5)

where Eγ,σ = (4σ)2heBrec/(2πmec) and Eγ,rad = γ2
radheBrec/(2πmec) are the synchrotron photons emitted by the

electrons with 4σ and γrad, respectively.

Due to the tail distribution, the synchrotron spectrum has two components, which forces us to consider three cases

depending on the relation among Eγ,σ, Eγ,rad, and Ethr = 2mec
2. Hereafter, we consider interactions of Eγ,1 with

Eγ,2 = (2mec
2)2/Eγ,1 and the energy range of Eγ,1 > Ethr.

First, we consider Eγ,σ < (2mec
2)/Eγ,rad. In this case, both Eγ,1 and Eγ,2 exist in the synchrotron spectrum with

(2− ptail/2). We integrate for Eγ,1 to estimate the total pair number density, which is estimated to be

n±,tot =

∫ Eγ,rad

Ethr

3L2
maxσγγ

4πl3recc
2E2

γ,σ

(
Eγ,σ

2mec2

)ptail

d logEγ,1 (A6)

=
3L2

maxσγγ

4πl3recc
2E2

γ,σ

(
Eγ,σ

2mec2

)ptail

log

(
Eγ,rad

Ethr

)
, (A7)

where σγγ ≈ fγγσT is the approximated cross section for the Breit-Wheeler process and fγγ ∼ 0.2.

Second, we consider (2mec
2)/(Eγ,rad) < Eγ,σ < Ethr. In this case, Eγ,2 exists in both components whose index is

(2 − p)/2 for Eγ,1 > Eγ,c = (2mec
2)/(Eγ,σ) and is (2 − ptail)/2 for Eγ,1 < Eγ,c. Then, we estimate the total pair

number density to be

n±,tot =
3L2

maxσγγ

4πl3recc
2

[∫ Eγ,c

Ethr

1

E2
γ,σ

(
Eγ,σ

2mec2

)ptail

d logEγ,1 +

∫ Eγ,rad

Eγ,c

E(p+ptail)/2−2
γ,σ (2mec

2)−pE
(p−ptail)/2
γ,1 d logEγ,1

]
(A8)

=
3L2

maxσγγ

4πl3recc
2

[
1

E2
γ,σ

(
Eγ,σ

2mec2

)ptail

log

(
Eγ,rad

Ethr

)
+ E(p+ptail)/2−2

γ,σ (2mec
2)−p 2

p− ptail

(
E

(p−ptail)/2
γ,rad − E(p−ptail)/2

γ,c

)]
.

(A9)
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Figure 8. Magnetization parameters for M87 with p = 1.0, ptail = 2.5. The red line is σ± and the blue dashed line is
B2

rec/(4πn±,totmec
2), respectively. The vertical gray dot-dashed line and dashed line are magnetization parameters of Eγ,σ =

(2mec
2)/Eγ,rad and Eγ,σ = Ethr, respectively.

Third, we consider Eγ,σ > Ethr. In this case, Eγ,1 exists in both components whose index is (2−p)/2 and (2−ptail)/2,

and Eγ,2 is in the synchrotron spectrum whose index is (2− p)/2. We estimate the total pair number density to be

n±,tot =
3L2

maxσγγ

4πl3recc
2

[∫ Eγ,σ

Ethr

1

(2mec2)3

(
Eγ,σ

2mec2

)p−2

d logEγ,1 +

∫ Eγ,rad

Eγ,σ

E(p+ptail)/2−2
γ,σ (2mec

2)−pE
(p−ptail)/2
γ,1 d logEγ,1

]
(A10)

=
3L2

maxσγγ

4πl3recc
2

[
1

(2mec2)3

(
Eγ,σ

2mec2

)p−2

log

(
Eγ,σ

Ethr

)
+ E(p+ptail)/2−2

γ,σ (2mec
2)−p 2

p− ptail

(
E

(p−ptail)/2
γ,rad − E(p−ptail)/2

γ,σ

)]
.

(A11)

Since the pair number density depends on the magnetization parameter, we calculate the magnetization parameter by

solving the σ± = B2
rec/(4πn±,totmec

2) with Equations (A7),(A9), and (A11). We show σ± and B2
rec/(4πn±,totmec

2) in

Figure 8 as the red line and blue dashed line, respectively. We estimate the magnetization parameter as σ± ≃ 8.8×104

and 1.0 × 105 for p = 1.0, ptail = 2.5 and p = 1.0, ptail = 3.0. As shown in Figure 6, the estimated magnetization

parameter is almost the same as estimated in the way of Chen et al. (2023) and hardly changes its value with the tail

index due to self-regulation of the synchrotron spectrum to peak at Eγ ∼ mec
2.
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