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ABSTRACT

We present observations of ASASSN-20hx, a nearby ambiguous nuclear transient (ANT) discovered
in NGC 6297 by the All-Sky Automated Survey for Supernovae (ASAS-SN). We observed ASASSN-
20hx from —30 to 275 days relative to peak UV /optical emission using high-cadence, multi-wavelength
spectroscopy and photometry. From Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS) data, we determine
that the ANT began to brighten on 2020 June 22.8 with a linear rise in flux for at least the first
week. ASASSN-20hx peaked in the UV /optical 30 days later on 2020 July 22.8 (MJD = 59052.8) at
a bolometric luminosity of L = (3.15 & 0.04) x 103 erg s~!. The subsequent decline is slower than
any TDE observed to date and consistent with many other ANTs. Compared to an archival X-ray
detection, the X-ray luminosity of ASASSN-20hx increased by an order of magnitude to L, ~ 1.5x10%2
erg s~ ! and then slowly declined over time. The X-ray emission is well-fit by a power law with a photon
index of I ~ 2.3 —2.6. Both the optical and near infrared spectra of ASASSN-20hx lack emission lines,
unusual for any known class of nuclear transient. While ASASSN-20hx has some characteristics seen
in both tidal disruption events (TDEs) and active galactic nuclei (AGNs), it cannot be definitively
classified with current data.
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1. INTRODUCTION

All massive galaxies are known to host supermassive
black holes (SMBHs) in their centers (e.g., Magorrian
et al. 1998; Kormendy & Ho 2013). These SMBHs play
a critical role in moderating galaxy evolution through
radiative and mechanical feedback (e.g., Kormendy &
Ho 2013). Direct detections of inactive SMBHs are lim-
ited to our own SMBH (e.g., Ghez et al. 2005) or massive
SMBHs in nearby galaxies due to the need to resolve the
SMBH’s small sphere of influence (e.g., Ford et al. 1994;
Atkinson et al. 2005; Gebhardt et al. 2011). Nonetheless,
~ 1 — 5% of galaxies in the local universe host actively
accreting SMBHs (Haggard et al. 2010; Lacerda et al.
2020), easily identified as active galactic nuclei (AGNs)
(Kauffmann et al. 2003).

While the steady-state properties of AGNs provide
the opportunity for detailed study across the electro-
magnetic spectrum (e.g., Sanders et al. 1988; Boroson
& Green 1992; Reynolds 1997), AGNs are also known
to vary in a stochastic manner. This includes both pho-
tometric (e.g., MacLeod et al. 2012) and spectroscopic
(e.g., Bianchi et al. 2005) variability. Perhaps the most
striking examples of AGN variability are the so-called
changing-look AGNs (e.g., Shappee et al. 2014; Denney
et al. 2014; MacLeod et al. 2016; Yang et al. 2018) char-
acterised by the appearance or disappearance of broad
emission lines over time. In addition to long-timescale
changes in activity over several years, AGNs also un-
dergo dramatic flaring behavior (e.g., Drake et al. 2009;
Graham et al. 2017; Trakhtenbrot et al. 2019a; Fred-
erick et al. 2020) on much shorter timescales. In ad-
dition to flares occurring in unambiguous AGNs, there
is a growing class of rapid turn-on events (e.g., Gezari
et al. 2017; Gromadzki et al. 2019; Trakhtenbrot et al.
2019b; Neustadt et al. 2020; Frederick et al. 2019), char-
acterised by the rapid appearance of a blue continuum
and strong emission lines in galaxies that do not host
obvious AGNs.

Beyond AGN activity, the tidal disruption of a star
and the subsequent return of debris to the SMBH re-
sults in a luminous accretion flare (Rees 1988; Phin-
ney 1989; Evans & Kochanek 1989; Ulmer 1999). These
tidal disruption events (TDEs) can occur in any galaxy
and are thus good probes of otherwise inactive SMBHs.
While early theoretical work predicted that the TDE
spectral energy distribution (SED) should peak in the
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soft X-ray band (e.g. Lacy et al. 1982; Rees 1988; Evans
& Kochanek 1989; Phinney 1989), observational studies
have discovered that TDE properties are quite varied
(e.g., van Velzen et al. 2011; Holoien et al. 2014, 2016a;
Hinkle et al. 2020a; Alexander et al. 2020; van Velzen
et al. 2021). This includes a broad diversity in spectro-
scopic properties (Holoien et al. 2019a; Leloudas et al.
2019; Hung et al. 2020a; van Velzen et al. 2021), the ex-
istence or lack of radio emission (Alexander et al. 2020),
and the presence or lack of X-ray emission (Holoien et al.
2016a; Auchettl et al. 2017; Wevers 2020).

Optically-selected TDEs show luminous UV /optical
emission which is well-fit by a blackbody with a tem-
perature on the order of 20,000 — 50,000 K (e.g., Gezari
et al. 2012; Holoien et al. 2014, 2016a). TDE black-
body temperatures are often roughly constant through-
out their evolution, although some objects experience
temperature evolution (Holoien et al. 2019b; van Velzen
et al. 2021; Hinkle et al. 2020a). This is in contrast to
the UV /optical continuum emission from AGNs, which
is well-fit by a power law (e.g., Vanden Berk et al. 2001).
Some TDEs also have soft X-ray emission (e.g., Holoien
et al. 2016a,b; Wevers et al. 2019a; Hinkle et al. 2021b),
which can generally be described by a blackbody with
kT ~ 30 — 60 eV (Auchettl et al. 2017). Conversely, X-
ray emission from AGNs is ubiquitous (e.g., Mushotzky
et al. 1993) and harder than typical TDE X-ray emis-
sion (e.g., Ricci et al. 2017; Auchett] et al. 2018). AGN
X-ray spectra are consistent with Comptonization (e.g.,
Poutanen & Svensson 1996) and often exhibit hard X-
rays above ~ 10 keV, far more energetic than X-rays
usually seen for TDEs.

The photometric evolution of TDEs and AGN-related
flares also show drastic differences. The light curves
of TDEs often exhibit a smooth and monotonic decline
(e.g., Holoien et al. 2014, 2019b, 2020; Nicholl et al.
2020; Hinkle et al. 2021b; van Velzen et al. 2021). In
particular, the high-cadence Transiting Exoplanet Sur-
vey Satellite (TESS; Ricker et al. 2015) light curve of the
TDE ASASSN-19bt (Holoien et al. 2019a) illustrates the
smoothness of TDE light curves. This is in stark con-
trast to the stochastic variability superimposed on some
AGN flares (e.g., Neustadt et al. 2020; Frederick et al.
2019, 2020) and the existence of AGN flares with re-
brightening episodes (e.g., Frederick et al. 2020; Malyali
et al. 2021). In addition, the masses of SMBHs hosting
TDEs occur are relatively low (M < 1075 M® Wevers
et al. 2017; van Velzen 2018) because the tidal radius for
a main sequence star around a higher mass SMBH lies
within the event horizon (e.g., Rees 1988).
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The spectra of TDEs and AGN flares are also quite
distinct. Optical TDE spectra are blue, often with very
broad (> 10000 km s~!) H or He lines (e.g., Arcavi
et al. 2014; Holoien et al. 2016a,b; van Velzen et al.
2021). Some TDEs also exhibit emission from metal
lines (e.g., Blagorodnova et al. 2017; Leloudas et al.
2019) or Bowen fluorescence features (e.g., Blagorodnova
et al. 2017; Leloudas et al. 2019; van Velzen et al. 2021).
These are in contrast to the typical spectra of AGN,
which have emission from Balmer lines and forbidden
lines such as [O III] and [N II]. The line widths seen
in AGN spectra during outburst are relatively narrow,
on the order of ~ 2000 km s~! (Frederick et al. 2020).
Additionally, the UV spectra of TDEs and AGNs are
distinct due to differences in the environments in which
they occur. AGNs exhibit strong [Mg I1] emission in the
UV (Vanden Berk et al. 2001; Batra & Baldwin 2014),
which is conspicuously absent in all TDE UV spectra
(Brown et al. 2018; Hung et al. 2020b). Interestingly,
the line evolution of TDEs and AGNs is also quite dif-
ferent. In most TDEs, there is a positive correlation be-
tween line luminosity and line width (e.g., Holoien et al.
2016a, 2019b; Hinkle et al. 2021b). AGNs show the op-
posite behavior, with emission line widths increasing as
the luminosity decreases (e.g., Peterson et al. 2004; Den-
ney et al. 2009).

Despite their many differences, AGNs and TDEs both
provide a detailed look at accretion physics (e.g., Mer-
loni et al. 2003; Lodato & Rossi 2011; Guillochon &
Ramirez-Ruiz 2015), and insight into the environment
and growth of SMBHs (e.g. Antonucci 1993; Auchettl
et al. 2018). Additionally, the observed emission from
both TDEs and AGNs is sensitive to SMBH parameters
like spin and mass (e.g. Reynolds 2014; Mockler et al.
2019; Gafton & Rosswog 2019; Reynolds 2019). Because
of the low fraction of AGNs in local galaxies, compre-
hensive studies of both AGNs and TDEs are needed to
provide complete picture of such properties of SMBHs
and galactic nuclei.

Fortunately, with the advent of transient surveys like
the All-Sky Automated Survey for Supernovae (ASAS-
SN; Shappee et al. 2014; Kochanek et al. 2017), the As-
teroid Terrestrial Impact Last Alert System (ATLAS;
Tonry et al. 2018), the Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF;
Bellm et al. 2019), and the Panoramic Survey Telescope
and Rapid Response System (Pan-STARRS; Chambers
et al. 2016) many more TDEs and AGN flares are be-
ing discovered. In addition, ground-based surveys have
begun to discover an increasing number of ambiguous
nuclear transients (ANTSs), which cannot be neatly clas-
sified into either source class. Examples of such objects
include ASASSN-18jd (Neustadt et al. 2020), ASASSN-

18el (Trakhtenbrot et al. 2019a; Ricci et al. 2020), and
the ANT studied here, ASASSN-20hx. These sources
represent a unique opportunity to probe the variety
of SMBH triggering mechanisms and search for broad
trends among SMBH accretion behaviors.

In this paper we present the discovery and observa-
tions of ASASSN-20hx. This paper is organized as fol-
lows. In Section 2 we detail the discovery and observa-
tions of the ANT. In Section 3 we present our analysis.
Section 4 provides a discussion of our results and finally,
we summarize our findings in Section 5. Throughout
the paper we assume a cosmology of Hy = 69.6 km s—!
Mpc™!, Qa; = 0.29, and Q, = 0.71.

2. DISCOVERY AND OBSERVATIONS

ASASSN-20hx (o, 0 = 17:03:36.49, +62:01:32.34) was
discovered in the g-band data from the ASAS-SN “Bru-
tus” unit on Haleakala, Hawai‘i on 2020 July 10.3 UTC
(Brimacombe et al. 2020). Its discovery was announced
on the Transient Name Server (TNS), and assigned the
name AT 20200hl'. Rather than anonymize the discov-
ering survey, we will continue to refer to the ANT by
its public survey name ASASSN-20hx. ASASSN-20hx
is located in the nucleus of the elliptical galaxy NGC
6297, a nearby SO galaxy (de Vaucouleurs et al. 1991)
at a redshift of z = 0.01671 (Adelman-McCarthy et al.
2006), corresponding to a luminosity distance of 72.9
Mpec. Saulder et al. (2016) find a distance to NGC 6297
of 55.6 Mpc using fundamental plane relationships, but
due to the large scatter in the fundamental plane, we
will continue to use a distance of 72.9 Mpc throughout
the remainder of this work.

Shortly after discovery, we obtained several spectro-
scopic observations. Spectra from both the SPectro-
graph for the Rapid Acquisition of Transients (SPRAT;
Piascik et al. 2014) on the 2-m Liverpool Telescope
(Steele et al. 2004) and the Low-Resolution Imaging
Spectrometer (LRIS; Oke et al. 1995) on the 10-m Keck
I telescope, showed a blue continuum with few strong
spectral features compared to the Sloan Digital Sky Sur-
vey (SDSS; York et al. 2000) host spectrum (see §2.1).
The strong blue continuum and a position consistent
with the nucleus of the host galaxy made ASASSN-20hx
a potential TDE candidate. Based on this, we triggered
spectroscopic and ground-based photometric follow-up
of ASASSN-20hx.

From these spectra and several Neil Gehrels Swift
Gamma-ray Burst Mission (Swift; Gehrels et al. 2004)
observations, Hinkle et al. (2020b) classified the source

I https://wis-tns.weizmann.ac.il/object,/20200hl
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Table 1. Archival Host Galaxy Photometry

Filter ~AB Magnitude Magnitude Uncertainty

NUV 19.01 0.05
u 16.03 0.06
g 14.28 0.02
7 13.55 0.02
i 13.20 0.02
z 12.90 0.02
J 12.61 0.02
H 12.40 0.03

Ks 12.59 0.03
w1 13.65 0.02
w2 14.35 0.02

NoTE—Archival magnitudes of the host galaxy NGC
6297 used for our SED. modeling. NUV, ugriz, and
JHKg magnitudes are 15”0 aperture magnitudes
measured from GALEX, SDSS and 2MASS images,
respectively. The W1 and W2 magnitudes are taken
from the WISE AIIWISE catalog. All magnitudes
are presented in the AB system.

as a TDE based on the observations of multiple blue
spectra, a hot blackbody temperature, position in the
center of the host galaxy, and the lack of spectral
features usually associated with AGNs or supernovae.
However, the X-ray emission from ASASSN-20hx is
harder than a typical TDE (Lin 2020) and the subse-
quent evolution of ASASSN-20hx was unlike any known
TDE, suggesting it is a more exotic transient.

2.1. Archival Data of NGC 6297

NGC 6297 has been observed by several surveys
across the electromagnetic spectrum. We obtained
ugriz and JHKg images from SDSS Data Release 15
(Aguado et al. 2019) and the Two Micron All-Sky Sur-
vey (2MASS; Skrutskie et al. 2006; 2MASS 2020), re-
spectively. We measured aperture magnitudes using
a 15”0 aperture radius in order to capture all of the
galaxy light, and used several stars in the field to cali-
brate the magnitudes. We also measured a 1570 aper-
ture NUV magnitude from the Galaxy Evolution Ex-
plorer (GALEX; Martin et al. 2005) images using gPho-
ton (Million et al. 2016). Finally, we obtained archival
W1, W2, W3, and W4 magnitudes from the Wide-field
Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE; Wright et al. 2010)
AIIWISE catalog (Wright et al. 2019; Cutri et al. 2021),
giving us coverage from ultraviolet through mid-infrared
wavelengths.

In order to constrain the possibility of the host galaxy
being an AGN, we analyzed a range of archival data
for NGC 6297. From an archival Swift X-ray Telescope

2-0 1 T T T T
® ANT Hosts
® TDE Hosts
% ASASSN-20hx
1.5} 1
w
o))
@©
S ]
S 1.0t i
q) 4
2
o~
= 0.5F 1
o —t—h5 <
= <
< t
0.0f —— +< $ P + < |

10 15 20 25 30 35 40
W3 - W4 (Vega mags)

Figure 1. WISE color-color diagram used to discriminate
strong AGNs from star-forming galaxies. The two colors used
are W1 —W2 and W3 — W4 incorporating each of the WISE
filters. The gray box is the AGN region determined by Assef
et al. (2013). In addition to the host galaxy of ASASSN-20hx
(purple point) we compare to other ANT hosts (red points)
and TDE hosts (blue points) from the sample of Hinkle et al.
(2021a). Like ASASSN-20hx, few of these hosts are selected
as a strong AGN.

(XRT; Burrows et al. 2005) epoch taken ~ 385 days
prior to discovery, we find weak X-ray emission from
the host galaxy at a level of 0.012 £ 0.007 counts s™!.
Assuming an AGN with a photon index of I' = 1.75
(e.g., Ricci et al. 2017) and a Galactic column density
of N = 2.0 x 102° cm~2 along the line of sight (HI4PT
Collaboration et al. 2016), this corresponds to an unab-
sorbed flux of (5.043.0) x 10713 erg cm ™2 s~ ! in the 0.3
- 10 keV band. At the distance of NGC 6297, this yields
an X-ray luminosity of (3.442.1) x 10*! erg s=!. A de-
tection at this level rules out strong AGN activity, and is
consistent with a weak or low luminosity AGN (LLAGN;
Tozzi et al. 2006; Marchesi et al. 2016; Liu et al. 2017;
Ricei et al. 2017). We also measured UVW1 and U
magnitudes from archival Swift images taken as part of
the Swift Gravitational Wave Galaxy Survey (SGWGS;
Evans et al. 2012). We find that over the span of roughly
a year NGC 6297 brightened from U = 16.86+0.04 mag
and UVIWV1 = 18.46 &+ 0.08 mag on MJD = 58326.4 to
U =16.71£0.04 mag and UVW1 = 18.06+0.08 mag on
MJD = 58655.1. As the increased near-UV magnitudes
are coincident with the weak X-ray detection, this adds
additional support to the statement that NGC 6297 may
be a LLAGN.



THE AMBIGUOUS NUCLEAR TRANSIENT ASASSN-20HX 5

The MIR colors of the host, (W1—-W2) = —0.07+0.03
mag and (W3 — W4) = 1.57 £ 0.19 mag, also suggest
that NGC 6297 does not harbour an AGN as luminous
as the host galaxy (e.g., Assef et al. 2013). As shown in
Figure 1, the host galaxy of ASASSN-20hx lies far from
the AGN region and is bluer than most TDE and ANT
hosts, consistent with light predominantly from stars.
The NeoWISE mission (Mainzer et al. 2011; NEOWISE
2020) W1 and W2 band light curves show weak evidence
for variability as the reduced x2 values for fitting them
as a constant are 2.6 and 2.3 respectively.

We fit stellar population synthesis models to the
archival photometry of NGC 6297 (shown in Table 1) us-
ing the Fitting and Assessment of Synthetic Templates
(FasT; Kriek et al. 2009) to obtain an SED of the host.
Our fit assumes a Cardelli et al. (1988) extinction law
with Ry = 3.1, Galactic extinction of Ay = 0.064 mag
(Schlafly & Finkbeiner 2011), a Salpeter IMF (Salpeter
1955), an exponentially declining star-formation rate,
and the Bruzual & Charlot (2003) stellar population
models. Based on the FAsT fit, NGC 6297 has a stellar
mass of M, = (4.2709) x 10'° M, an age of (4.7707)
Cyr, and star formation rate of SFR, (2.3703) x 1072
Mg yr=t. Using the sample of Mendel et al. (2014)
to compute a scaling relation between stellar mass and
bulge mass, we estimate a bulge mass of ~ 10'%5 M.
We then use the Mg - Mg relation of McConnell & Ma,
(2013) to estimate a black hole mass of ~ 107 Mg. This
SMBH mass is higher than for most TDEs (Kochanek
2016; van Velzen 2018; Ryu et al. 2020).

Our photometric follow-up campaign includes several
filters for which archival imaging data are not available,
including the majority of the Swift UVOT and BV RI
filters. In comparing our Swift and ground-based BV
photometry, we found a better agreement when using
the default Swift 5”0 aperture radius rather than the
larger 15”0 radius. We therefore re-measured 5”0 aper-
ture magnitudes of the host galaxy in the NUV, ugriz
and JH K filters. We again fit stellar population synthe-
sis models to this data using FAST. While this does not
incorporate light from the entire host galaxy, we nev-
ertheless find good agreement between the SFRs and
ages estimated from the 1570 and 570 fits. In order to
estimate the host flux in these filters for host subtrac-
tion, we convolved the host SED from FAST with the
filter response curve for each filter to obtain 5”0 fluxes.
To estimate uncertainties on the estimated host galaxy
fluxes, we perturbed the archival host fluxes assuming
Gaussian errors and ran 1000 different FAST iterations.
We present these 570 synthetic magnitudes in Table 2.
These synthetic fluxes were then used to subtract the
host flux in our non-survey follow-up data.

Table 2. Synthetic Host-Galaxy Magnitudes

Filter =~ AB Mag Mag Unc. Observed Mag Mag Unc.

Uuvw2 19.94 0.19 — —
UV M2 19.69 0.13 — —
Uuvwi 18.69 0.10 18.31 0.06
U 16.57 0.06 16.71 0.08
U 16.68 0.06 16.79 0.03
B 15.32 0.04 — —
g 15.01 0.03 14.95 0.03
%4 14.49 0.02 — —
r 14.19 0.02 14.25 0.02
% 13.87 0.02 13.94 0.02
z 13.55 0.02 13.54 0.02
J 13.22 0.02 13.25 0.02
H 12.98 0.02 13.02 0.02

NoOTE—Synthetic host magnitudes of NGC 6297 from our FAST
SED fits to the 5”0 magnitudes. These are used to sub-
tract the fluxes of our follow-up photometry for which archival
magnitudes are unavailable. The right columns indicated the
observed archival magnitudes and their uncertainties. The
archival Swift UVW1 and U magnitudes come from stacking
the two SGWGS epochs. All magnitudes are presented in the
AB system.

We also examined the archival SDSS (York et al. 2000)
spectrum of NGC 6297. This spectrum shows [N II]
A6584 and weak [O III] AA4959, 5007 and [S II] AN6717,
6731 emission with Balmer lines in absorption. Figure
2 shows the properties of NGC 6297 in several strong
emission line diagnostic diagrams using the line fluxes
from the MPA-JHU catalog (Brinchmann et al. 2004).
The left panel of Figure 2 compares the Ha emission
line equivalent width to the Lick Hé4 absorption in-
dex, which compares current and past star formation to
identify post-starburst galaxies (e.g., French et al. 2016).
The right panel of Figure 2 shows Ha emission equiva-
lent width as compared to logyo([N 1I]/Ha) to separate
ionization mechanisms, particularly those associated
with LINER-like (Low-Ionization Nuclear Emission-line
Region) emission line ratios. The background points
show the general distribution of galaxies in the MPA-
JHU catalog (Brinchmann et al. 2004) for SDSS DRS
(Eisenstein et al. 2011).

From Figure 2, we see that NGC 6297 lies in the large
cloud of points corresponding to galaxies without active
star formation, consistent with the SED modeling. In
fact, the Lick Hd4 absorption index is lower than most
of the TDE host galaxies. The WHAN (Ha equivalent
width vs. [N 1I]/Ha) diagram of Figure 2 places NGC
6297 near the “retired galaxies” (RG) region, where
galaxies have ceased actively forming stars and are pre-
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Figure 2. Left Panel: Ha emission line equivalent width (EW), which traces current star formation, as compared to the Lick
Hé 4 absorption index, which traces star formation in the past Gyr. The host galaxy NGC 6297 is shown as a red star, with TDE
hosts shown as blue circles. NGC 6297 lies in the large cloud of points with little current or recent star formation. The error
bars on NGC 6297 are roughly the size of the symbol. Right Panel: Ha emission line equivalent width (Wg. ), as compared to
log10([N 1I] / Hex), otherwise known as the WHAN diagram (Cid Fernandes et al. 2011). Lines separating star-forming galaxies
(SF), strong AGN (sAGN), weak AGN (wAGN), and passive and “retired galaxies” (RG) are shown (Cid Fernandes et al. 2011).
In all panels, galaxies from SDSS Data Release 8 (Eisenstein et al. 2011) are shown in black.

dominantly ionized by hot low-mass evolved stars such
as post-AGB stars (Cid Fernandes et al. 2011). How-
ever, the host lies slightly outside the cloud of RG points
and towards the passive galaxies region, supported by
the lack of current star formation in the galaxy.

While the SDSS spectrum shows only weak emis-
sion lines, affecting typical BPT analysis, we include
the commonly-studied emission line ratio measurements
here for completeness. The line ratios logo([O III]/HB)
= 0.33 £ 0.13, logio([N II]J/Ha) = —0.07 £ 0.08, and
log10([S IT]/Ha) = —0.44 £ 0.21 place this galaxy in the
AGN region of the ([N IIJ/Ha diagram and the H 1II
region of the [S II]/Ha diagram (Baldwin et al. 1981
Veilleux & Osterbrock 1987). Given this disagreement
and the large uncertainties, the dominant ionization
mechanism is uncertain in this galaxy. Combinations of
star formation, AGN activity, and shocks, are known to
produce intermediate line ratios such as those seen for
NGC 6297 (e.g., Davies et al. 2014; D’Agostino et al.
2019). We note that the fraction of detected Seyferts
and LINERs in SO galaxies is ~ 12% and ~ 26% respec-
tively (Ho 2008). This strengthens the case that NGC
6297 may host a LLAGN.

In addition to our spectroscopic analysis of the host
galaxy of ASASSN-20hx, we also looked for nuclear vari-
ability using archival Catalina Real-Time Transient Sur-

vey (CRTS; Drake et al. 2009), ASAS-SN, and TESS.
CRTS uses SExtractor (Bertin & Arnouts 1996) pho-
tometry, which both includes flux from the host galaxy
and makes the light curve noisy. We simply subtracted
the mean flux as an estimate of the host contamination.
These light curves are shown in Figure 3. No significant
variability is seen over this timescale.

2.2. ASAS-SN Light Curve

ASAS-SN is a fully automated transient survey con-
sisting of 20 individual telescopes on 5 robotic mounts.
Each telescope is a 14-cm aperture Nikon telephoto lens
with 870 pixels, and each unit consists of 4 telescopes
sharing a common mount. The five ASAS-SN units
are located at Haleakala Observatory, McDonald Ob-
servatory, the South African Astrophysical Observatory
(SAAO), and two at Cerro Tololo Inter-American Ob-
servatory (CTIO). With this current telescope network,
ASAS-SN monitors the visible sky with a cadence of
~ 20 hours to a depth of g ~ 18.5 mag.

The images were reduced using the automated ASAS-
SN pipeline, which incorporates the ISIS image subtrac-
tion package (Alard & Lupton 1998a; Alard 2000a). As
we have several years of ASAS-SN g-band photometry
prior to the ASASSN-20hx outburst, we built a refer-
ence image using good images from multiple cameras
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Figure 3. Long-term host-subtracted light curve of NGC 6297 from CRTS, ASAS-SN, and TESS. Dark green circles show
CRTS V-band data stacked in 50-day bins. Squares represent ASAS-SN photometry, with dark green showing V-band and light
green showing g-band data. The ASAS-SN data is stacked in 10-day bins prior to the flare and 5 day bins after the flare. Red
diamonds show TESS data in 2-hour bins. The horizontal black line represents zero flux. The vertical blue line is the time of
first light obtained from our fit to the TESS data and the vertical black line marks the time of the ASAS-SN discovery.

observed at least a month before the fit time of first
light. This common reference image was then scaled
subtracted from all the g-band data. The ASAS-SN
V-band data was reduced using the default ASAS-SN
pipeline and references as there is no transient flux seen
in any V-band epoch.

We then used the IRAF apphot package with a 2-pixel
radius (approximately 16”0) aperture to perform aper-
ture photometry on each subtracted image, generating a
differential light curve. Our photometry was calibrated
using the AAVSO Photometric All-Sky Survey (Henden
et al. 2015). We discarded images with a FWHM of
1.67 pixels or greater. We stacked the pre-flare ASAS-
SN data in 10-day bins to get deep early-time limits.

2.3. TESS Observations

The host galaxy of ASASSN-20hx, NGC 6297, lies
in the TESS northern continuous viewing zone (CVZ)
near the North Ecliptic Pole, so it was observed contin-
uously between 2019-Jul-18 and 2020-Jul-04. While the
ASASSN-20hx flare was only observed in Sector 26 at
the very end of Cycle 2, we nevertheless have almost a
full year of high-precision photometry to search for prior
variability and study the onset of the flare.

Similar to our ASAS-SN data reduction, we used the
ISIS package (Alard & Lupton 1998b; Alard 2000b) to
perform image subtraction on the TESS full frame im-
ages (FFIs) to produce light curves (see Vallely et al.
2019, 2021; Fausnaugh et al. 2021). Because of TESS’s
large pixel scale, we constructed independent reference
images for each sector. To do this, we selected the first

100 FFTs of good quality obtained in each sector, exclud-
ing images with sky background levels or PSF widths
above average for the sector. We excluded all FFIs with
data quality flags. We also used several conservative
quality cuts such as excluding FFIs obtained when the
spacecraft’s pointing was compromised, when TESS was
affected by an instrument anomaly, or when significant
background effects due to scattered light were present
in the images.

We converted the measured fluxes into TESS-band
magnitudes using an instrumental zero point of 20.44
electrons per second in the FFIs, based on the TESS
Instrument Handbook (Vanderspek et al. 2018). The
single TESS filter spans roughly 6000 — 10000 A with
an effective wavelength of ~ 7500 A. We show the host-
subtracted light curve for all TESS sectors in Figure 4.
We also show TESS photometry stacked in 1-day bins
using a weighted average to compare to our ground-
based photometry. Other than the ASASSN-20hx flare,
there are no significant outbursts above a flux of ~ 0.1
mJy in the FFIs. This corresponds to an AB mag of
18.9, placing strong constraints on optical host variabil-
ity in the year prior to ASASSN-20hx. Indeed if we con-
duct the same exercise with the stacked photometry, the
limit is even more constraining at ~ 0.06 mJy or an AB
magnitude of 19.5. The root-mean-squared (RMS) val-
ues are 44 and 36 pJy respectively for the FFIs and the
stacked data. We can also use the stacked photometry
to compute an approximate Eddington ratio. If we use
the scatter of the stacked TESS photometry as a rough
estimate of pre-existing AGN variability, we find a lu-
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Figure 4. TESS light curve of NGC 6297. The red dia-
monds are raw 30-m FFI data and the silver diamonds are
TESS data stacked in 1-day bins. The alternating shading
represents the various sectors for which TESS observed the
source. The vertical blue line is the time of first light ob-
tained from our fit to the TESS data.

minosity limit in the TESS band of < 6 x 100 erg s~1.
This corresponds to an Eddington ratio of < 6 x 1076
using the SMBH mass computed from galaxy scaling re-
lations. Although this is a rough estimate, using only a
single photometric band, it is clear that the host galaxy
of ASASSN-20hx was not previously a highly variably
AGN.

2.4. Additional Ground-Based Photometry

In addition to the ASAS-SN and TESS survey pho-
tometry, we obtained photometric follow-up observa-
tions from several ground-based observatories. We
used the Las Cumbres Observatory Global Telescope
(LCOGT) network (Brown et al. 2013) 1-m and 2-m
telescopes located at Haleakala and McDonald Obser-
vatory for BV gri observations, the Liverpool 2-m tele-
scope at Observatorio del Roque de los Muchachos for
ugriz observations, the Wendelstein Observatory 2-m
Fraunhofer telescope for ugizJH observations, and im-
ages from amateur astronomer Richard Post (RP) for
BV gri observations taken with a 24-in and 32-in tele-
scope. After applying appropriate flat-field corrections,
we obtained the astrometry for each image using astrom-
etry.net (Barron et al. 2008; Lang et al. 2010).

For our ground-based data we used apphot to mea-
sure 5”0 aperture magnitudes of the host plus transient
emission, and subtracted the 5”0 host flux synthesised
from our FAST fit in the appropriate filter to isolate the
transient flux. Although there were archival SDSS im-
ages in the ugriz filters, we found that host subtraction
yielded significant artifacts and scatter in the subtracted

Table 3. Host-Subtracted Photometry of ASASSN-20hx

MJD dMJDy; dMJDy, Filter = Magnitude Uncertainty

59049.85 0.75 0.71 Uvw?2 15.72 0.03
59052.41 0.65 1.06 UVW2 15.72 0.02
59054.52 0.00 0.00 UVW?2 15.77 0.04
59126.00 0.00 0.00 z 15.98 —
59137.89 0.00 0.00 z 16.63 0.35
59149.00 0.00 0.00 z 16.26 —

NoTeE—Host-subtracted magnitudes and 30 upper limits for all follow-up
photometry. The MJD errors correspond to the range over which data
were stacked. All magnitudes are corrected for Galactic extinction
and presented in the AB system. Only a small section of the table
is displayed here to show the format. We do not show the J- and H-
band data as they are mostly upper limits and any detections are likely
spurious. The full table can be found online as an ancillary file.

images and magnitudes. For each filter, we used SDSS
stars in the field to calibrate our photometry, using the
corrections from Lupton (2005) to calibrate the B and
V' band magnitudes with the ugriz data. We found
an offset between the ground-based and ASAS-SN g-
band data, which we corrected by shifting the median
of ground-based g-band to match the median ASAS-SN
g-band mag.

We measured the centroid position of the transient
in a host-subtracted LCOGT g-band image taken near
peak using the IRAF imcentroid package. This yielded
a position of (o, d) = (17:03:36.560, +62:01:32.18). We
used the archival SDSS g-band image to measure the
position of the nucleus of NGC 6297, finding («,d) =
(17:03:36.555, +62:01:32.22). This gives an angular off-
set of (0/094+0//222, where the uncertainty is due to un-
certainty in the centroid positions of ASASSN-20hx and
the host nucleus. As the transient position is consistent
with the nucleus, we do not include the uncertainty due
to the astrometric solution, which would only inflate the
total error. At the host distance, this offset corresponds
to a physical distance of 33.2 + 78.4 pc.

2.5. Swift Observations

Sixty-two total Neil Gehrels Swift Gamma-ray
Burst Mission (Swift; Gehrels et al. 2004) target-of-
opportunity (ToO) observations were carried out be-
tween 2020 July 19 and 2021 April 15 (Swift target ID
13617, PIs: Holoien, Hinkle). Some of these epochs were
obtained from Swift guest investigator program 1619122
(PI: Holoien). These observations used the UltraViolet
and Optical Telescope (UVOT; Roming et al. 2005) and
the X-ray Telescope (XRT; Burrows et al. 2005) to study
the multi-wavelength properties of the ANT.
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2.5.1. UVOT Observations

For a majority of the observation epochs, Swift ob-
served ASASSN-20hx with all six UVOT filters (Poole
et al. 2008): V (5425.3 A), B (4349.6 A), U (3467.1
A), UV (2580.8 A), UV M2 (2246.4 A), and UVW?2
(2054.6 A). The wavelengths quoted here are the pivot
wavelengths calculated by the SVO Filter Profile Ser-
vice (Rodrigo et al. 2012). Each epoch of UVOT data
includes 2 observations in each filter, which we com-
bined into one image for each filter using the HEA-
Soft uvotimsum package. We then used the uvotsource
package to extract source counts using a 5”0 radius re-
gion centered on the position of the ANT and back-
ground counts using a source-free region with radius
of ~11070. We converted the UVOT count rates into
fluxes and magnitudes using the most recent calibra-
tions (Poole et al. 2008; Breeveld et al. 2010).

Because the UVOT uses unique B and V filters, we
used publicly available color corrections? to convert the
UVOT BV data to the Johnson-Cousins system. We
then corrected the UVOT photometry for Galactic ex-
tinction and removed host contamination by subtracting
the corresponding 5”0 host flux in each filter, as we did
with the ground-based BV data.

Figure 5 shows the extinction-corrected, host-
subtracted light curves of ASASSN-20hx. The photom-
etry spans from the shortest UVWW2 (2054.6 A) band of
Swift to z band (~ 8947 A) from LT and Wendelstein
and includes data ranging from 30 days prior to peak to
275 days after peak. All the UV and optical photome-
try shown in Figure 5, and the limits not shown in this
figure are presented in Table 3.

2.5.2. XRT Observations

ASASSN-20hx was also observed using the Swift X-
ray Telescope in photon-counting mode. All observa-
tions were reduced using the standard filter and screen-
ing criteria specified in the Swift XRT reduction guide?
and the most up to date calibration files. Here, we repro-
cessed level one XRT data using the task XRTPIPELINE
version 0.13.2, producing cleaned event files and expo-
sure maps for all observations.

To extract background-subtracted count rates from
each individual observation, we used a 20//0 source re-
gion centered on the position of ASASSN-20hx and a
source-free background region with a radius of 15070
centered at (a,8)=(17"0236.19°, +62°02'22.64"). All

2 https:/ /heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs /heasarc/caldb/swift /docs/
uvot/uvot_caldb_coltrans_02b.pdf

3 http://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov /analysis /xrt_swguide_v1_2.pdf

extracted count rates were corrected for the encircled
energy fraction?.

To increase the S/N of our observations, we also com-
bined our individual Swift XRT observations using XS-
ELECT version 2.4k. Here we combined the observa-
tions into 12 time bins spanning the ~300 day Swift
observing campaign. This allowed us to extract spec-
tra with ~ 500 background subtracted counts using the
task XRTPRODUCTS version 0.4.2 and the source and
background regions defined above. Ancillary response
files (ARF) were generated using the task XRTMKARF
and the individual exposure maps that were generated
by XRTPIPELINE and then merged using XIMAGE version
4.5.1. The response matrix files (RMF's) are ready-made
files which we obtained from the most recent calibration
database. Each spectrum was grouped to have a min-
imum of 15 counts per energy bin using the FTOOLS
command GRPPHA.

2.6. NICER Observations

ASASSN-20hx was also observed using the X-ray tim-
ing instrument (XTI) onboard the Neutron star Interior
Composition ExploreR (NICER: Gendreau et al. 2012),
which is a external payload on the International Space
Station. NICER offers high spectral (~ 85 ¢V at 1 keV)
and time resolution (~ 100 ns) observations in the 0.2-12
keV energy range and has been used to observe a number
of nuclear transients (Trakhtenbrot et al. 2019a; Pasham
& Gendreau 2020; Pasham et al. 2020a,b; Hinkle et al.
2021b; Payne et al. 2021a; Ricci et al. 2021; Cannizzaro
et al. 2021; Wevers et al. 2021). ASASSN-20hx was ob-
served a total of 41 times between 2020 July 25 and
2020 November 01 (ObsIDs: 3573010101—3573014102,
PI: Auchettl), for a total cumulative exposure of 67.6
ks.

The data were reprocessed using the NICERDAS ver-
sion 7a and the task NICERL2. Here standard filtering
criteria were used®, as well as the latest gain and calibra-
tions files. Time averaged spectra and count rates were
extracted using XSELECT, while we took advantage of
ready made ARF (nixtiaveonaxis20170601v004.arf) and
RMF (nixtiref20170601v002.rmf) files that are available
with the NICER CALDB. All spectra was grouped us-
ing a minimum of 20 counts per energy bin. As NICER
is a non-imaging instrument, background spectra were

4 A 2070 source radius contains ~ 80% of the source counts at

1.5keV, assuming an on-axis pointing (Moretti et al. 2004)

5 See Bogdanov et al. (2019) or Section 2.7 of Hinkle et al. (2021a)


https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/caldb/swift/docs/uvot/uvot_caldb_coltrans_02b.pdf
https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/caldb/swift/docs/uvot/uvot_caldb_coltrans_02b.pdf
http://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/analysis/xrt_swguide_v1_2.pdf
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Figure 5. Host-subtracted UV and optical light curves of ASASSN-20hx, showing ASAS-SN (g), Swift (UV4+UBYV), Las
Cumbres Observatory 1-m telescopes (BV gri), Liverpool Telescope (ugriz), RP (BVgri), and Wendelstein (ugiz) photometry
stacked in 2-day bins. The TESS photometry is shown in 6-hour bins. The photometry spans from roughly 50 days prior to peak
(MJD = 59052.8) to roughly 275 days after in observer-frame days. Horizontal error bars on the data indicate the date range
of observations stacked to obtain deeper limits and higher S/N detections, although they are often smaller than the symbols.
Open symbols indicate 3o upper limits and are only shown for the early-time data. The green bar on the x-axis marks the epoch
of ASAS-SN discovery. The black bars along the x-axis show epochs of spectroscopic follow-up. The blue line is the estimated
time of first light (see §3.1) with uncertainty comparable to the line width. The time over which the first ASAS-SN detection
is stacked is consistent with the time of first light. All data are corrected for Galactic extinction and shown in the AB system.
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Table 4. X-ray Luminosities and Hardness Ratios of ASASSN- All the classification and follow-up optical spectra for
20hx ASASSN-20hx are presented in Figure 6. From top to
bottom, the optical spectrum remains blue and largely
featureless throughout the evolution. Nonetheless, the

MJID  log[L (ergs~!)] L Error HR HR Error Satellite

gggggég 122(2) 881 8;2 géi iﬁi spectra do show some absorption lines of Ha, ‘H,B , Call
50051.35 49.06 0.05 062 011 Suwift H and K, and Na I D, although these are likely con-

tamination from the bright host galaxy. The locations
593;1.%.09 4.1...74 6:1.0 _6:69 6:3.1 Sunft of several emission lines commonly seen in TDEs and
59319.93 41.60 0.15  -0.79 0.00 Swift AGNs are marked with vertical dashed lines. None of
59346.30 41.96 0.05  -0.43 0.05 Swift these lines appear in emission throughout the time pe-

riod probed by these spectra.

In addition to our optical spectra, we obtain three
near-infrared (NIR) spectra of ASASSN-20hx with SpeX
(Rayner et al. 2003) on the NASA Infrared Telescope
Facility (IRTF). These data were obtained in the short

NOTE—X-ray luminositites and hardness ratios with associated uncer-
tainties. The hardness ratio is defined as (H—S)/(H+S), where we
define hard counts H as the number of counts in the 2-10 keV range
and soft counts S are the number of counts in the 0.3-2 keV. The last
column reports the source of the data for each epoch. Only a small
section of the table is displayed here. The full table can be found

online as an ancillary file.

generated using the background modeling tool NIBACK-
GEN3C50°.

To analyse the spectral data from both Swift and
NICER, we used the X-ray spectral fitting package
(XSPEC) version 12.11.1 (Arnaud 1996) and x? statis-
tics. Both the Swift and NICER data and their analysis
are further discussed in §3.5.

2.7. Spectroscopic Observations

In addition to our classification spectra obtained from
SPRAT and LRIS, we obtained follow-up spectra of
ASASSN-20hx with the SuperNova Integral Field Spec-
trograph (SNIFS; Lantz et al. 2004) on the 88-inch
University of Hawaii telescope (UHS88), LRIS on the
10-m Keck I telescope, SPRAT on the 2-m Liverpool
Telescope, and the Multi-Object Double Spectrographs
(MODS; Pogge et al. 2010) on the Large Binocular Tele-
scope (LBT; Hill et al. 2006). Three of our spectra
were obtained prior to peak light and nineteen were ob-
tained after peak. Most of the spectra were reduced
and calibrated with standard IRAF procedures, such
as bias subtraction, flat-fielding, 1-D spectroscopic ex-
traction, and wavelength calibration. The LRIS spectra
were reduced in part using LPipe (Perley 2019). The
SNIFS spectra were calibrated using a custom reduc-
tion pipeline. The flux calibration for our observations
was initially done using standard star spectra obtained
on the same nights as the science spectra and then re-
fined using our follow-up photometry and blackbody fit
results.

6 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/nicer/tools /nicer_bkg_est -
tools.html

cross-dispersed mode giving us coverage over roughly the
zY JHK bands at moderate resolution. These spectra
were reduced and calibrated with standard IRAF proce-
dures, such as bias subtraction, flat-fielding, 1-D spec-
troscopic extraction, and wavelength calibration. When
possible, a telluric standard from the same night was
used to remove atmospheric contamination.

2.8. Sub-mm Observations

We obtained sub-mm observations in the 850 um-
band (353 GHz) using the Submillimetre Common-User
Bolometer Array 2 (SCUBA-2; Holland et al. 2013) on
the James Clerk Maxwell Telescope (JCMT). As the ex-
pected emission from ASASSN-20hx would be a point
source, we used a simple constant velocity Daisy map-
ping pattern. These data were calibrated and reduced
using the default SCUBA-2 pipeline at the Canadian As-
tronomical Data Centre” (CADC) with phase and flux
calibrators taken on the same night as the source ob-
servations. We discuss the derived sub-mm limits of
ASASSN-20hx relative to known TDEs in Section 3.2.

3. ANALYSIS

Here we present analysis of the UV /optical light curve,
sub-mm limits, optical and NIR spectroscopy, the spec-
tral energy distribution, and X-rays to place ASASSN-
20hx in context with other transients. While the long
plateau phase of the light curve is reminiscent of Type
IIP supernovae, the length of this phase is longer than
even the most extreme of these SNe (e.g., Sanders et al.
2015; Reguitti et al. 2021). Additionally, the spectra
are inconsistent with a SN II as they lack hydrogen
features. The spectra are formally consistent with a
Type Ic supernova, but the strong, persistent X-ray
emission and the long-lived light curve are not (e.g.,

7 https://www.cadc-ccda.hia-iha.nre-cnre.ge.ca/en/
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Figure 6. Optical spectroscopic evolution of ASASSN-20hx spanning from 10 days prior to peak UV /optical emission (top)
until 259 days after peak (bottom). These spectra are calibrated using the photometry presented in Figure 5 as well as the
corresponding blackbody fits. The archival host spectrum from SDSS is shown in red at the very bottom. The vertical gray
bands mark atmospheric telluric features. The strong telluric feature between ~ 7400 - 7550 A and several artifacts in individual
spectra been masked. The vertical lines mark spectral features common in TDEs and AGNs, with hydrogen lines in red, helium
lines in blue, nitrogen lines in green, sulfur lines in purple, and oxygen lines in orange.
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Taddia et al. 2018). Additionally, ASASSN-20hx bears
some similarities to the constant temperature and lack
of strong emission lines in some luminous red novae (e.g.,
Blagorodnova et al. 2020). However, this scenario is not
likely due to ASASSN-20hx being much hotter and sev-
eral orders of magnitude more luminous. Because the
observed properties of ASASSN-20hx are incompatible
with known supernovae and stellar transients, we focus
the remainder of this manuscript on distinguishing be-
tween TDE and AGN activity.

3.1. Light Curve

Using Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods,
we fit each of the epochs with Swift UV photometry as a
blackbody to obtain the bolometric luminosity, tempera-
ture, and effective radius of ASASSN-20hx. To keep our
fits relatively unconstrained, we ran each of our black-
body fits with flat temperature priors of 10000 K < T <
55000. We find that a blackbody model adequately de-
scribes the UV /optical emission, with a median reduced
x? of ~ 1.3, similar to or better than previous TDE
candidates (e.g., Holoien et al. 2014). To obtain the
time of peak UV /optical luminosity, we fit a parabola
to the light curve created by bolometrically correcting
the ASAS-SN g-band light curve using these blackbody
fits, excluding upper limits. Because the curve is quite
flat near peak, we fit the parabola in a narrow range be-
tween MJD = 59029.9 and MJD = 59061.0. Despite the
flatness of the light curve, we find a median reduced x?
of 1.4, indicating that the parabola is an acceptable fit.
We generated 10,000 realizations of the bolometric light
curve in this date range with each luminosity perturbed
by its uncertainty assuming Gaussian errors. We then
fit a parabola to each perturbed light curve and took the
median value as the peak and 16th and 84th percentiles
as the uncertainties in peak time. Using this procedure,
we find the time of peak bolometric luminosity to be
MJD = 59052.81'8:2. If we instead fit just the g-band
data, we find a peak time of MJD = 59065.970%, sug-
gesting that like some TDEs (Holoien et al. 2018, 2019b;
Hinkle et al. 2021b) ASASSN-20hx may have peaked
earlier in bluer bands, although we do not have early
enough Swift coverage to test this directly.

ASASSN-20hx is the first ANT for which the early-
time rise was caught in an active TESS sector. We fit
the early-time rise as a power law with
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Figure 7. Top panel: Stacked (silver) and raw (red) TESS
light curve and best-fit power-law model in black. This
power-law fit yields a time of first light of ¢t1 = 59022.8 +0.1
and a power-law index of a = 1.05 + 0.06. The blue line
shows the fit time of first light with the uncertainty compa-
rable to the line width. Bottom panel: Residuals between
the data and best-fit power-law model.

This model fits for the zero point z, the time of first-light
t1, a flux scale h, and the power-law index o. An MCMC
fit yields best-fit parameters of z = 12.1 £ 1.0 pJy, h =
32,5755 uJy, ¢, (MJID) = 59022.8+0.1, and o = 1.05+
0.06 and are shown in Figure 7. While the best-fit time
of first light appears to be very close to the downlink gap,
we re-ran the analysis with the first 6 hours of post-gap
TESS data removed and found parameters consistent
with the original fit. From Figure 7, we see that the
light curve rises from the time of first light to the peak
UV /optical bolometric luminosity in ~ 30 days, shorter
than the rise to peak time measured for ASASSN-19bt
(Holoien et al. 2019¢), and the limits on the rise times
for PS18kh (Holoien et al. 2019a) and ASASSN-18pg
(Holoien et al. 2020), but similar to the rise time for
the TDE ASASSN-19dj (Hinkle et al. 2021b). From
the best-fit time of first light, we find that ASAS-SN
discovered this transient just over two weeks after the
beginning of the flare.

The best-fit power-law index of o = 1.05 & 0.06 for
the rise of ASASSN-20hx is consistent with the rise
slope for the recurring partial TDE ASASSN-14ko al-
though the rise time for ASASSN-14ko is much shorter
at ~ 5 days (Payne et al. 2021b). Conversely, the rise
slopes of the TDEs ASASSN-19bt (Holoien et al. 2019a),
ASASSN-19dj (Hinkle et al. 2021b), and ZTF19abzrhgq
(AT2019qiz, Nicholl et al. 2020) are each consistent with
a quadratic rise (a = 2).
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Under the assumption that ASASSN-20hx might be a Table 5. MOSFiT TDE Model Parameter Fits
TDE, we used the Modular Open-Source Fitter for Tran-

sients (MOSFiT; Guillochon et al. 2017; Mockler et al.

Quantity Value Units

. - N o,t040
2019) to fit the host-subtracted light curves of ASASSN- log Rpno (phofos_phere power law constant) 0'74;(1).38
20hx to estimate physical parameters of the star, SMBH, log Tyiscous (viscious delay timescale) —1497y75 days
b (scaled impact parameter 3) 0.81t8'§‘? —

and the interaction. MOSFiT uses models with multiple
physical parameters to generate bolometric light curves
of a TDE, and computes single-filter light curves from
the bolometric light curves that are then fit to the ob-
served data. MOSFiT then finds the highest likelihood
match of the various parameters for a given model using

log M}, (SMBH mass)
log € (efficiency)

+0.20
7'03*8'28 Mo
+0.
70.48783? —
+0.
0307031  —
21.077007  em™2
+3.89
0.36755% Mg

! (photosphere power-law exponent)
log ni host (local hydrogen column density)

M, (stellar mass)

¢ . . hods. W, N ) texp (time of disruption) 71.677_?2'_83 days
one of various sampling methods. e ran the MOSFiT log o (model variance) *0~67t8183 -

TDE model in the nested sampling mode to account for
the large number of observations in several photometric
filters.

During initial testing of the MOSFiT fits to our dataset,
we found that MOSFiT preferred a black hole mass of

NoTE—Best-fit values and 1 — 99% ranges for the MOSFiT TDE model
parameters. Units are listed where appropriate. The listed uncer-
tainties include both statistical uncertainties from the fit and the
systematic uncertainties listed in Table 3 of Mockler et al. (2019).
The systematic error on b of 0.88, is larger than our estimated value.

M;j, ~ 105 Mg. As this is nearly 2 orders of magnitude
below the mass we estimated from the stellar mass of the
host galaxy, we performed our final MOSFiT fits using a
prior of 7 < log(M},) < 8.5 on the mass of the SMBH.
Figure 8 shows the MOSFiT multi-band fits to the light
curves of ASASSN-20hx.

MOSFiT is one of the only available tools for fitting
TDE emission in detail, and appears to reproduce events
like ASASSN-20hx, with relatively smooth light curves
well. MOSFiT does a reasonable job of fitting the data
throughout the event, both near peak and at late times.
Given the rapid rise of ASASSN-20hx relative to its
long decay, the rise is not particularly well constrained
by the MOSFiT model. The strong agreement between
the late-time data and the model may suggest that
if ASASSN-20hx is a TDE it may be predominantly
accretion-powered.

Table 5 shows the median and 1 — 99% range for the
MOSFiT TDE model parameters. The model parameters
are generally very well constrained, with statistical un-
certainties from the fit being significantly smaller than
the systematic uncertainties of the model (see Table 3
of Mockler et al. 2019). The black hole mass and stellar
mass given by MOSFiT are log(Mp/Mg) = 7.03 £ 0.20
and M, = 0.361353 Mg, respectively. This black hole
mass is smaller than the value estimated from scaling
relations using our host stellar mass and is close to the
lower bound of our prior constraints on the mass, which
is perhaps unsurprising. The mass of the star is sim-
ilar to the masses obtained for the TDEs modelled by
Mockler et al. (2019). As expected from the long over-
all timescale for ASASSN-20hx and the relatively slow
rise to peak, MOSFiT prefers a fit in which the star was
only partially disrupted in the encounter, with b = 0.81.
However, for an interaction with a low-mass star and a

b value less than 1, the systematic uncertainties on b are
quite significant, and the model is consistent with both
full disruption (b < 1) and minimal partial disruption
(b << 1) scenarios.

We also performed fits without using our prior on the
SMBH mass, and we find that the resulting light curve
fits are comparable to those from our constrained fit
that are shown in Figure 8. Given that the fit is not
clearly better when the SMBH mass is unconstrained,
we determined that the results of our constrained fit
are valid, and present those in full above. However, for
the sake of clarity, we note that in the unconstrained
fits the best-fit masses and b values are log(Mj/Mg) =
6.237023 M, = 0.5015 55 My, and b = 1.037)-22.

MOSFiT assumes that the observed TDE is predomi-
nantly tied to rapid circularization and accretion onto
the SMBH. If we instead want to understand the emis-
sion of ASASSN-20hx near peak in the context of a TDE
powered by stream-stream collisions, we used TDEmass
(Ryu et al. 2020). Unlike MOSFiT, TDEmass assumes that
the UV /optical emission is shock-powered and extracts
the SMBH and stellar mass based on the observed peak
luminosity and temperature at peak. Using our peak
luminosity of (3.15 4 0.04) x 10*3 erg s~! and tempera-
ture at peak of 22, 800fg%g K, we obtain a SMBH mass of
9.1;;@ x10° Mgand a disrupted stellar mass of 0.6270 07
Mg. Given the stellar mass of the host galaxy, this
SMBH mass is several orders of magnitude lower than
expected. The disrupted stellar mass is consistent with
other TDEs (Ryu et al. 2020) and consistent with the
MOSFiT result.
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triangles. The colors match those of Figure 5.

The estimated SMBH masses from both MOSFiT and
TDEmass are lower than the mass estimated from the
host galaxy mass and scaling relations. This may sug-
gest that a TDE origin for ASASSN-20hx is disfavored.
However, for the case of the MOSFiT model with a prior
on mass, we find that when incorporating uncertainties
both on the scaling relations and the MOSFiT result that
the SMBH masses are consistent to within ~ 20.

3.2. Radio Constraints

In addition to the optical light curve of ASASSN-
20hx, we can compare the sub-mm limit we obtained
with JCMT to radio observations of TDEs. At phases
of ~ 245 and ~ 274 days from first light, ASASSN-20hx
was not detected in the sub-mm, with 30 upper-limits
of 8.9 mJy and 8.5 mJy respectively. As most observa-
tions of TDEs occur in the radio rather than the sub-
mm, we converted our 353 GHz flux to a 5 GHz flux for
more direct comparison (e.g., Alexander et al. 2020). To
do this, we used the radio light curve of ZTF19aapreis
from Cendes et al. (2021) as an approximate radio light
curve model for a normal TDE. We adopted the basic
assumptions of v,, = 0.1 GHz and p = 2.7 from Cen-
des et al. (2021). For each epoch in their radio light

curve, we used their measured v, and peak flux val-
ues to scale the expected radio/sub-mm SED. We then
measured the flux ratio between the 5 GHz and 353
GHz at each epoch. Finally, we interpolated this scaling
to find the factor needed to estimate at 5 GHz flux at
the phase of our JCMT epoch. This yielded a conver-
sion factor of fsssgm./fscu. = 0.0343 for the JCMT
epoch which occurred ~ 245 days after first light and
fasserz/fsar> = 0.0317 for ~ 274 days after first light.
Therefore, given our 353 GHz upper-limit, we estimate
limits of 259 mJy and 269 mlJy at 5 GHz at the two
epochs. At the distance of ASASSN-20hx, these cor-
respond to a 5 GHz luminosity of 8.2 x 103° erg s—!
and 8.5 x 10° erg s~!. These estimates are shown in
Figure 9. While this estimate requires several assump-
tions about the type of transient and radio evolution,
it is sufficient to show that ASASSN-20hx is consid-
erably fainter than the jetted/relativistic TDEs Swift
J2058+05 and Swift J1644+57. This likely suggests that
ASASSN-20hx either did not launch a strong jet or that
the jet was off-axis (Irwin et al. 2015; Yuan et al. 2016).

3.3. Spectra



[t
(=2}

421" TDE detections
V TDE Limits
V¥ ASASSN-20hx
41
T
n 40
0
(@]
)
= 39
L
]
1Y
.
= 38}
(@]
o
37
/ Y—
36

1072 1071 10° 10t
Time since Disruption/Discovery (years)

Figure 9. ~ 5 GHz radio light curves of TDEs from Alexan-
der et al. (2020). The red lines show detected radio emission
from TDEs and the gray lines show upper limits. The two
black downward facing trangles are the 3o upper limits for
the radio emission of ASASSN-20hx.

The spectra of ASASSN-20hx exhibit a blue contin-
uum and are devoid of any emission line features. In-
deed, even after subtracting the SDSS host spectrum
from the various follow-up spectra, emission lines re-
main conspicuously absent. This type of evolution is
unusual for both TDEs and AGN. TDEs commonly ex-
hibit broad H emission (e.g., Holoien et al. 2014, 2020;
Hinkle et al. 2021b; Hung et al. 2020a) and many TDEs
also show broad He lines (e.g., Blagorodnova et al. 2017;
Wevers et al. 2019a; Hinkle et al. 2021b) and/or metal
lines of O and N (Leloudas et al. 2019; van Velzen et al.
2021). None of these lines are present in the spectra of
ASASSN-20hx at any point in the evolution. Conversely
AGNs tend to have H lines that are somewhat narrower
than those seen in TDEs at a given SMBH mass and lu-
minosity along with narrow forbidden lines of O, N, and
S (Baldwin et al. 1981; Veilleux & Osterbrock 1987).

Figure 10 shows a spectrum of ASASSN-20hx near
peak as compared to a well-studied TDE and a strong
AGN. ASASSN-20hx shows none of the emission or ab-
sorption lines seen in these other classes of objects. Fig-
ure 10 also shows a spectrum of an SLSNe-I, which
are largely featureless near peak except for O II ab-
sorption (e.g, Gal-Yam 2012; Bose et al. 2018; Lunnan
et al. 2020). This SLSN-I spectrum does not match
the largely featureless nature of ASASSN-20hx, where
no broad line features are present. Additionally, we
compare ASASSN-20hx to the ANT ASASSN-151h (e.g.,
Dong et al. 2016; Leloudas et al. 2016). While signifi-
cantly more luminous, ASASSN-15lh has a similarly fea-
tureless spectrum. In Figure 10 we see that ASASSN-
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20hx has even fewer features than ASASSN-151h, lacking
the broad features near ~ 4300 A. Even if ASASSN-20hx
is an example of a new AGN rapidly turning on, the lack
of hydrogen emission would be unusual (e.g., Trakhten-
brot et al. 2019b). The only obvious case in which an
AGN would not show emission lines is a blazar (e.g.
Paggi et al. 2014), although this is likely ruled out by
the lack of detected sub-mm emission.

Figure 11 shows three high S/N host-subtracted spec-
tra from various phases in the evolution of ASASSN-
20hx. None of the expected emission lines are visible in
these deep spectra. The broad feature at ~ 6300 A in
the LRIS spectrum is not present in a SPRAT spectrum
taken the same day, suggesting it is a reduction artifact
caused by known issues with the red channel of LRIS
at the time the spectrum was obtained. This artifact
was accentuated by the blackbody scaling and host sub-
traction procedures. In none of these spectra do we see
evidence for lines consistent with a TDE, AGN, or SN
origin.

We computed limits on the existence of Ha, He II
24686, and He I A10830 from our optical and NIR spec-
tra to quantify the weakness of any line features. To do
this, we followed the procedure of Leonard & Filippenko
(2001) and Tucker et al. (2020a), assuming a AGN-like
line width of 2000 km s~! and obtained 50 flux limits
as

F(50) = 5CAAT/Wiine AX (3)

where C is the continuum flux at wavelength A, Al is
the RMS scatter around a normalised continuum, Wy,
is the width of the line profile, and AX is the pixel
scale of the spectrum. The results are shown in Figure
12. The majority of the limits for both Ha and He II
4686 are below ~ 2 x 10%? erg s™!, one to two orders
of magnitude less than the line emission typically seen
in AGNs or TDEs (e.g., Bentz et al. 2010; Gezari et al.
2012; Holoien et al. 2019b; Neustadt et al. 2020). Addi-
tionally, the limits on Ha lie at a few percent of the Ha
emission predicted from the correlation between X-ray
luminosity and Ha luminosity in AGNs from Shi et al.
(2010). The limits on Ha luminosity are also much less
than TDEs with H emission (e.g. Holoien et al. 2014,
2019a; Hinkle et al. 2021b). We also find that the NIR
He T A10830 emission is less than a percent of what is
seen in known broad-line AGN. While the comparison
samples used here are heterogeneous, they all illustrate
that the limits on the line emission from ASASSN-20hx
are very strong, with none of these lines approaching
typical levels. The few epochs with larger limits on line
luminosity have noticeable noise in their spectra or oc-
cur at crossover regions in the spectrograph on which
they were taken.



THE AMBIGUOUS NUCLEAR TRANSIENT ASASSN-20HX

25

17

N
o
T

= =
o Ul
1 1

f, + constant (10~ ergs t cm=2 A1)
ul

Mrk1392 (AGN)

Gaial7biu (SLSN-I)

ASASSN-14li (TDE)
¢ sl

10x ASASSN-15Ih (ANT) |

ASASSN-20hx (ANT) |

4000 _ 5000

6000

9000

8000

7000

Rest Wavelength (4)

Figure 10. Spectrum of ASASSN-20hx as compared to the ANT ASASSN-15lh (brown line; Dong et al. 2016; Leloudas et al.
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Given the lack of features in the optical spectra, we
obtained a near infrared spectrum, shown in Figure 13,
to search for lines. Many of the H and He lines are more
isolated in the NIR than in the optical. As with the
optical spectra there is no clear evidence for any H or
He emission that might suggest an AGN origin for this
transient. We also search for high ionization coronal
lines (e.g., Lamperti et al. 2017), but found no evidence
for any of the lines commonly seen in AGN.

3.4. Spectral Energy Distribution

The spectral energy distribution of ASASSN-20hx is
shown in Figure 14. These data are taken at a phase
of roughly 250 days after peak, where we have X-ray,
UV /optical, and sub-mm constraints on the transient
emission. The SED shows that the UV /optical emission
from ASASSN-20hx is dominant over the X-ray emis-
sion and that the total emission is far below the Ed-
dington luminosity for the expected black hole mass of
the host galaxy. While the dominance of the UV /optical
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a few percent or lower and at roughly the ten percent level
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emission and the good fit of a blackbody SED is similar
to known TDEs (e.g., Holoien et al. 2014, 2016a; van
Velzen et al. 2021), it is also qualitatively similar to un-
obscured AGNs over this wavelength range (e.g., Assef
et al. 2010).

Given the dominance of the UV /optical emission from
ASASSN-20hx, we fit it as a blackbody, similar to many
previous TDEs and nuclear flares (Hinkle et al. 2021a).
Figure 15 shows the blackbody model fits in terms
of luminosity, radius, and temperature for ASASSN-
20hx compared to the well-studied TDEs ASASSN-19d]
(light blue line; Hinkle et al. 2021b), ZTF19abzrhgq
(AT2019qiz; brown line; Nicholl et al. 2020), ASASSN-
18ul (AT2018fyk, orange line; Wevers et al. 2019a,
Payne et al., in preparation), ASASSN-18pg (purple
line; Holoien et al. 2020), ASASSN-150i (pink line;
Holoien et al. 2018), ASASSN-14li (gray line; Brown
et al. 2017), and iPTF16fnl (dark blue line; Blagorod-
nova et al. 2017; Brown et al. 2018) and to the nu-
clear transients ASASSN-18el (red line; Trakhtenbrot
et al. 2019a), ASASSN-17cv (AT2017bgt, green line;

Trakhtenbrot et al. 2019b), and ASASSN-18jd (gold
line; Neustadt et al. 2020). ASASSN-20hx is among
the least luminous of the well-studied nuclear transients,
with a peak luminosity of (3.15 £ 0.04) x 10%3 erg s~ 1.
Using the SMBH mass computed from scaling relations,
the peak luminosity corresponds an Eddington ratio of
~ 3 x 1073, roughly 100 times less than typical TDEs
(Wevers et al. 2017) and consistent with the lower end of
the distribution of optically selected AGNs (Kauffmann
& Heckman 2009). This peak luminosity is compara-
ble to the TDEs ZTF19abzrhgq (AT2019qiz; Nicholl
et al. 2020) and iPTF16fnl (Blagorodnova et al. 2017;
Brown et al. 2018). Unlike these faint TDEs, the de-
cline in bolometric luminosity of ASASSN-20hx is quite
slow. The decline slope of the bolometric luminosity of
ASASSN-20hx appears similar to the other ANT'Ss in our
sample, which are all flatter than the TDE comparison
sample.

The blackbody radius of ASASSN-20hx is large com-
pared to the well-studied TDEs, but it is similar to the
ANTs in the comparison sample. Unlike many TDEs
with a well-sampled late-time evolution (e.g., van Velzen
et al. 2021; Hinkle et al. 2020a, 2021b) the blackbody ra-
dius of ASASSN-20hx does not decrease significantly at
late times. This relatively flat late-time radius evolu-
tion is similar to other AGN-related nuclear flares (e.g.,
Hinkle et al. 2021a).

The effective temperature of ASASSN-20hx is mod-
erately cool compared to other TDEs and ANTs, on
the order of ~ 21,000 K. Nonetheless, the tempera-
ture of ASASSN-20hx is similar to some nuclear flares
like ASASSN-18el. Interestingly, the blackbody tem-
perature of ASASSN-20hx is most similar to TDEs ex-
hibiting strong H emission (Hung et al. 2020a; Holoien
et al. 2019b,a) although ASASSN-20hx does not display
H emission. Like the TDEs and nuclear flares in our
comparison sample, ASASSN-20hx displays a flat tem-
perature throughout its evolution, with only a small de-
crease soon after peak.

Finally, with bolometric light curves, we can com-
pare the light curve evolution of ASASSN-20hx to other
well-studied TDEs and nuclear flares using the method
of Hinkle et al. (2020a). By measuring the peak
UV /optical luminosity and comparing it to the decline
rate, we can see where ASASSN-20hx lies relative to
TDEs of similar luminosities as shown in Figure 16. The
first striking point is that ASASSN-20hx is less luminous
than any of the TDEs in this sample. For the fundamen-
tal plane distance of 55.6 Mpc (Saulder et al. 2016), this
luminosity difference would be even stronger. Unlike the
two faintest TDEs to date, ASASSN-20hx does not fade
quickly, declining by only ~ 0.1 dex in luminosity over
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Figure 14. Spectral energy distribution of ASASSN-20hx
at MJD ~ 53900, at roughly 250 days after peak. The
black line is the corresponding best-fitting blackbody model
at this phase. The downward facing triangle shows the 3o
upper-limit on the sub-mm emission at the measured fre-
quency. The horizontal gray dashed and dotted lines show
1% and 0.1% of the Eddington luminosity for a SMBH of
10™° Mgrespectively. The blue and red lines show typical
SEDs of Type 1 and Type 2 AGNs respectively from Assef
et al. (2010) normalized to the ASASSN-20hx blackbody fit
at the U-band.

the first forty days after peak. While much less lumi-
nous, this decline rate is similar to the other ANT's. The
fact that ASASSN-20hx lies far from the known TDE
relationship and occupies a region of decline rate space

Table 6. X-ray Photon Indices

MJD MJD Range r I" Error  Satellite

59051.38 2.23 2.29 0.17 Swift
59055.14 — 2.51 0.13 NICER
59057.08 — 2.69 0.12 NICER
59177.90 12.11 2.28 0.23 Swift
59230.25 35.17 2.18 0.30 Swift
59303.98 28.92 2.05 0.30 Swift

NoTeE—X-ray photon indices from the fits to the in-
dividual NICER spectra or the stacked Swift spec-
tra. The MJD range indicates the length in time over
which the Swift spectra were stacked.

similar to AGN-related transients strongly suggests that
it is not a normal TDE. As suggested by its similarities
to ASASSN-18el in Figure 15, ASASSN-20hx lies close
to this ANT in Figure 16.

3.5. X-rays

While the host galaxy of ASASSN-20hx showed weak
X-ray emission prior to the current outburst, the X-ray
emission associated with the transient is roughly an or-
der of magnitude higher. In Figure 17 (top panel), we
show the X-ray light curve as derived from the Swift
and NICER observations. To estimate the X-ray lumi-
nosity, we converted the extracted count rate into flux
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ing to a time-series with the same length as the original
coverage, but with half the number of points. Time is in
rest-frame days relative to the peak luminosity for the ob-
jects discovered prior to peak (ASASSN-19dj, ASASSN-18ul,
ZTF19abzrhgq, ASASSN-18pg, and iPTF16fnl), and rela-
tive to discovery for those which were not (ASASSN-18el,
ASASSN-17cv, ASASSN-18jd, ASASSN-150i, and ASASSN-
141i). The gray squares for ASASSN-20hx indicate where
data has been bolometrically corrected using the ASAS-SN
g-band light curve assuming the temperature from the first
Swift epoch was constant.

using WebPIMMS® and assumed an absorbed power-law
model with the average photon indices derived from our
fits.

We analyzed the Swift and NICER spectra using the
X-ray spectral fitting program XSPEC version 12.10.1f
(Arnaud 1996), and chi-squared statistics. While we
fit the NICER spectra individually, it was necessary to
stack the Swift observations to get adequate S/N for

8 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3pimms/
w3pimms.pl
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Figure 16. The peak luminosity versus the decline rate
of various TDEs and other nuclear outbursts. The decline
rate ALyo is defined as the difference between the log of
the peak luminosity and the log of the luminosity at 40 days
after peak. The squares and circles correspond to the various
classes of objects in Hinkle et al. (2020a, 2021a) and the
diamonds are events interpreted as AGN flares. The black
solid line is the best-fit line for the TDEs and the dashed
black lines are the allowed range of uncertainty from the best-
fit line. ASASSN-20hx lies well below the TDE relationship
and is more consistent with the decline rates of the non-TDE
nuclear transients.

spectral fits. Each of the spectra was well-fit by an ab-
sorbed power law. The fits did not require additional
absorption beyond the Galactic contribution, so all of
the column densities were frozen at the Galactic value
of 2.0x10%° cm~2. We show the resulting photon indices
from these spectral fits in the bottom panel of Figure 17.

Throughout the evolution of ASASSN-20hx, the
merged Swift spectra and individual NICER spectra
are best fit by an absorbed power-law model. In a few
NICER spectra, there was marginal evidence for a black-
body component with kT ~ 0.035 keV and a radius of
~ 5x 10" cm. However, as this additional component is
only needed for a small number of spectra and at mod-
erate significance, we do not explore it further. In Table
6 we give the best-fit photon indices from our spectral
fits.

For Swift the average photon index was I' = 2.24
and for NICER it was I' = 2.61, although they are
largely consistent within the uncertainties for the over-
lapping data. The presence of power-law X-ray emission
is unlike many X-ray luminous TDEs (e.g., ASASSN-
141i, ASASSN-150i, ASASSN-19dj; Brown et al. 2017;
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Holoien et al. 2018; Kara et al. 2018; Hinkle et al. 2021b),
and is more consistent with an AGN scenario. The av-
erage photon index derived for ASASSN-20hx is typical
of unobscured AGNs (Ricci et al. 2017).

The first X-ray observation of ASASSN-20hx was
taken using the Swift XRT roughly 3 days before the
peak UV /optical emission (MJD = 59052.4). During
this observation, ASASSN-20hx showed strong X-ray
emission at a luminosity of ~ 2 x 10*? erg s~!. This is
higher than many TDEs in the early phases of their evo-
lution (Auchettl et al. 2017), but is similar to or less than
the X-ray luminosities of other nuclear flares that have
been suggested to be associated with AGN activity, such
as ASASSN-18jd (Neustadt et al. 2020), ASASSN-17cv
(AT2017bgt; Trakhtenbrot et al. 2019b), and several
transients in Narrow-Line Seyfert 1 galaxies (Frederick
et al. 2020).

Unlike many other nuclear transients, such as
ASASSN-18jd (Neustadt et al. 2020), ASASSN-18ul
(AT2018fyk; Wevers et al. 2019a), and ASASSN-150i
(Gezari et al. 2017), the X-ray emission of ASASSN-
20hx showed little variability over the first ~100 days
after peak, varying between ~ 10420 — 10422 erg s71.
Unlike typical X-ray luminous TDEs like ASASSN-141i
(Holoien et al. 2016a) and ZTF19aapreis (AT2019dsg;
van Velzen et al. 2021), the X-ray luminosity of
ASASSN-20hx did not decrease significantly over the
first ~200 days after peak. Using only the X-ray emis-
sion of ASASSN-20hx, we find an Eddington ratio of
~ 3 x 1074, roughly 5 orders of magnitude higher than
the Eddington ratio of Sgr A* computed from X-ray
emission during flaring activity (Zhang et al. 2017).

The second panel of Figure 17 shows the evolution of
the X-ray hardness ratio HR = (H—S)/(H+S), defining
the hard (H) and soft (S) bands as 2-10 keV and 0.3-2
keV respectively. ASASSN-20hx shows little variabil-
ity in its hardness, with a HR range of roughly —0.8
to —0.3, excluding some individual NICER epochs with
hardness ratios around zero. As the X-ray emission be-
gins to fade towards ~ 200 days after peak, the hardness
ratios increase slightly, but still remain below zero. The
hardness ratios of ASASSN-20hx are generally consis-
tent with AGNs (Auchettl et al. 2018) and are slightly
harder than most TDEs (Auchettl et al. 2017, 2018; Hin-
kle et al. 2021b).

In the X-ray evolution of ASASSN-20hx, the HR and
the X-ray luminosity evolve slowly with time. They
seem to follow a weak inverse relationship, where the
X-ray emission becomes harder as the luminosity of the
source fades. This relationship is shown in Figure 18.
Albeit much weaker for ASASSN-20hx, this evolution is
consistent with what is seen in highly variable, X-ray

bright AGNs (Auchettl et al. 2018) and some TDEs like
ASASSN-19dj (Hinkle et al. 2021b).

Figure 19 shows the X-ray luminosity of ASASSN-
20hx compared to the well-studied TDEs ASASSN-14li
(Brown et al. 2017), ASASSN-150i (Holoien et al. 2018),
ASASSN-18ul (AT2018fyk; Wevers et al. 2019a, Payne
et al., in preparation), ASASSN-19dj (Hinkle et al.
2021b), and ZTF19aapreis (AT2019dsg; van Velzen
et al. 2021, Auchettl et al., in preparation) and to the
nuclear transients ASASSN-17jz (Holoien et al. 2021),
ASASSN-18el (Trakhtenbrot et al. 2019a, Hinkle et al.,
in preparation), ASASSN-18jd (Neustadt et al. 2020),
and ZTF19abvgxrq (AT2019pev; Frederick et al. 2020,
Auchettl et al., in preparation). The X-ray luminosity
of ASASSN-20hx near UV /optical peak is below the me-
dian luminosity seen for X-ray bright TDEs and ANTs,
but still higher than some like ASASSN-19dj. Many
TDEs and ANTs show a late-time re-brightening pe-
riod in their X-ray light curves, particularly notable
for ASASSN-150i, ASASSN-18el, and ASASSN-19dj.
Over the roughly 275 days studied here for ASASSN-
20hx, we see no evidence for such a feature. Indeed,
the X-ray evolution is largely dissimilar to all other
objects in our comparison sample. ASASSN-14li and
ZTF19aapreis/AT2019dsg both show monotonically de-
clining X-ray light curves somewhat like ASASSN-20hx,
but at much higher peak luminosities and different de-
cline rates. Much like the other multi-wavelength prop-
erties of ASASSN-20hx, the X-rays do not neatly agree
with observations of known TDEs or AGN flares.

4. DISCUSSION

ASASSN-20hx is a unique transient and perhaps the
most clearly ambiguous of the growing class of ANTs.
Much like other objects in this class, such as ASASSN-
18jd (Neustadt et al. 2020), ASASSN-18el (Trakhten-
brot et al. 2019a), ASASSN-17cv (AT2017bgt; Trakht-
enbrot et al. 2019b), and ZTF19aaiqmgl (AT2019avd;
Frederick et al. 2020; Malyali et al. 2021), ASASSN-
20hx shares some characteristics with both known TDEs
and AGN. In Figures 15 and 16 we have compared the
blackbody evolution and the decline rate to various well-
studied TDEs and ANTs. Throughout the rest of this
section, we will examine the properties of ASASSN-20hx
as compared to other types of nuclear transients.

4.1. TDE-like features of ASASSN-20hx

One of the key features of ASASSN-20hx that made
it a strong candidate for a TDE based on its early evo-
lution (Hinkle et al. 2020b) was the strong UV emis-
sion and blue colors. While less luminous than most
TDEs, the UV emission from ASASSN-20hx was still
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Figure 18. Hardness ratio as a function of X-ray lumi-
nosity as measured by Swift (circles) and NICER (squares)
for the detections only. While the overall trend is small,
as ASASSN-20hx becomes brighter, the X-ray emission be-
comes softer. This behavior is similar to that seen in X-ray
bright AGNs (Auchettl et al. 2018). The color bar on the
right indicates the phase relative to the UV /optical peak,
with darker colors indicating earlier times.

substantial, with Myy ~ —18.6 mag near peak. The
SED of ASASSN-20hx is well-fit by a blackbody, simi-
lar to many TDEs (e.g., Hinkle et al. 2020a; van Velzen
et al. 2021). The blackbody temperature of ASASSN-
20hx is roughly 21,000 K throughout its evolution, which
is cooler than many TDEs, but still consistent with the
larger population. Like most TDEs, the temperature of
ASASSN-20hx stays relatively constant over time.

The peak luminosity of ASASSN-20hx of (3.15 +
0.04) x 10*3 erg s7! is very low for a TDE.
Only iPTF16fnl (Blagorodnova et al. 2017) and
ZTF19abzrhgq (AT2019qiz; Nicholl et al. 2020) have
similar luminosities, but both of these TDEs fade
quickly after their peaks (see Fig. 16). While at a similar
peak luminosity, ASASSN-20hx fades very slowly after
peak. In contrast, the decline rate of ASASSN-20hx is
slower than any TDE included in the sample of Hinkle
et al. (2020a).

The UV/optical light curve evolution of ASASSN-
20hx is similar to some TDEs in that the overall shape
is quite smooth, although there are hints of weak short-
term variability in the light curves. Additionally it is
worth noting that some TDEs, like PS18kh (Holoien
et al. 2019a; van Velzen et al. 2019), do show variability

and moderate rebrightening episodes. The long-lived,
flat UV /optical light curve without a significant initial
decay is similar to the predictions for TDEs on more
massive SMBHs (Mummery 2021).

ASASSN-20hx is one of the few nuclear transients
where the slope of the initial flux increase can be
measured. All of the TDEs for which such a fit
has been possible (ASASSN-19bt, ASASSN-19dj, and
ZTF19abzrhgq) have a flux oc 2 initial rise (Holoien
et al. 2019¢; Hinkle et al. 2021b; Nicholl et al. 2020),
while the flux of ASASSN-20hx rises linearly with
time. However, the transient ASASSN-14ko, which is
presently intepreted as a repeating partial TDE (Payne
et al. 2021b,a; Tucker et al. 2020b) also shows a lin-
ear rise in its TESS light curve. The overall time for
ASASSN-20hx to reach its peak UV /optical emission is
similar to typical TDEs.

Next, we can compare the host galaxy of ASASSN-
20hx to other TDE hosts. As shown in Figure 2, the
host galaxy has less evidence of recently formed stars
than many TDE hosts. As with most TDE hosts, the
archival optical emission is non-variable and shows no
evidence of previous outbursts (see Figs. 3 and 4). The
SMBH mass derived from scaling relations for the host
galaxy is 107 M, which is higher than most TDEs and
very close to the point where the observable TDE rate
begins to decrease rapidly (Kochanek 2016; van Velzen
2018; Wevers et al. 2019b).

The lack of broad spectral lines is odd for the TDE sce-
nario. While various lines are seen at differing strengths
in TDEs (e.g., Leloudas et al. 2019; van Velzen et al.
2021), H or He lines are almost always seen. In only
one case, PS1-11af (Chornock et al. 2014), has a TDE
not exhibited significant line emission. However, spec-
tra were only obtained for PS1-11af near peak emission
so we do not know if lines appeared later. It is possible
to delay the production of strong lines (Roth & Kasen
2018), which has been observed for the TDE ASASSN-
19dj (e.g., Hinkle et al. 2021b). This could explain the
lack of emission lines, but lines typically appear rela-
tively quickly after peak (~ 30 days), whereas ASASSN-
20hx is still devoid of emission lines after a year.

The X-ray emission of ASASSN-20hx is also unlike any
other TDE, starting with the fact that it is best fit by a
power law rather than a blackbody. This is uncommon
for TDE X-ray spectra (Auchettl et al. 2017). How-
ever, Mummery & Balbus (2021) suggest that TDEs on
more massive SMBHs should show non-thermal X-ray
spectra and evolve more slowly, much like the observed
behavior of ASASSN-20hx. While the hardness ratios of
ASASSN-20hx are somewhat soft, they are still harder
than many other X-ray luminous TDEs like ASASSN-
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14li (Holoien et al. 2016a) and ASASSN-19dj (Hinkle
et al. 2021Db).

4.2. AGN-like features of ASASSN-20hx

The first characteristic of ASASSN-20hx that suggests
a potential AGN origin is the archival Swift XRT X-ray
detection. At a luminosity of (2.241.4) x 104! erg s~ 1,
with little star formation in the host, the X-rays are
likely to originate from an LLAGN (Tozzi et al. 2006;
Marchesi et al. 2016; Liu et al. 2017; Ricci et al. 2017).
Given the host stellar mass, this X-ray luminosity is
roughly two orders of magnitude higher than expected
from low-mass X-ray binaries (Gilfanov 2004).

Indeed, the X-ray properties of ASASSN-20hx are gen-
erally consistent with an AGN. The power-law spectrum
with a photon index of I' ~ 2.3 is typical of an unob-
scured AGN. The hardness ratios are soft, but within
the range seen for other AGNs (Auchettl et al. 2018).
Additionally, the Eddington ratios measured from the

X-ray emission and the peak UV /optical luminosity are
much more consistent with low-luminosity AGNs (e.g.,
Ricci et al. 2017) than a typical TDE (e.g., Mockler et al.
2019).

While the SED of ASASSN-20hx is TDE-like in terms
of its blackbody nature and persistent hot tempera-
ture, the temporal evolution of ASASSN-20hx in terms
of blackbody properties is similar to other ANTSs that
have been argued to be of AGN origin in the literature.
In Figure 15, the luminosity decline of ASASSN-20hx
is similar to ASASSN-18el (Trakhtenbrot et al. 2019a)
and ASASSN-17cv (AT2017bgt; Trakhtenbrot et al.
2019b). This is further supported by the narrow range
in the ALy decline rates seen in the ANTs in Figure 16.
Similar to the other AGN-related transients, ASASSN-
20hx has a relatively large effective blackbody radius. In
fact, whereas most TDEs have shrinking blackbody radii
over time (Hinkle et al. 2020a; van Velzen et al. 2021),
ASASSN-20hx and the other ANTs have roughly con-
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stant effective radii for over a year. All of the nuclear
transients shown in Figure 15 are hot, but ASASSN-
20hx and the other non-TDE transients have among the
coolest blackbody temperatures. This is perhaps due
to the more massive black holes where these transients
tend to occur (e.g., Shakura & Sunyaev 1973).

Save for the archival X-ray detection, the host galaxy
of ASASSN-20hx does not have many clear signs of AGN
activity. Figure 1 shows the WISE color-color selec-
tion of Assef et al. (2013) along with well-studied ANTs
and TDEs. Most ANTs and TDEs lie far from the
shaded gray region that indicates AGN selection but the
host galaxy of ASASSN-20hx has the bluest W1 — W2
color. The host galaxy of ASASSN-20hx is classified as
an AGN in the [N II]/Ha diagram, its classification is
ambiguous in the [S II]/Ha diagram and it would not
be classified as an AGN in the WHAN diagram. This
lack of consistent classification makes it unlikely that
the host galaxy of ASASSN-20hx was a strong AGN.

The lack of H, He, N, O, and S optical and NIR emis-
sion lines is also difficult to reconcile with an AGN ori-
gin. In the spectra of ASASSN-20hx, these lines are
all very weak or absent entirely. Normal AGN all have
emission lines (e.g., Ho 2008) which typically increase in
strength during a flare (e.g, Trakhtenbrot et al. 2019b;
Frederick et al. 2019, 2020). Even if we were to imag-
ine a scenario where low-ionization lines were not pro-
duced during the ASASSN-20hx flare, we might expect
the high level of UV and X-ray photons to produce the
coronal lines often seen in AGNs (Lamperti et al. 2017).
However, as shown in Figure 13, none of these commonly
seen lines are present in the NIR spectra of ASASSN-
20hx, further challenging a typical AGN picture.

One class of objects with AGN-like X-ray emis-
sion without corresponding optical AGN lines are the
XBONGs (X-ray Bright Optically Normal Galaxies;
Moran et al. 2002; Smith et al. 2014), although these
typically do not lack emission lines entirely. If the lack
of emission lines seen for ASASSN-20hx is simply the
result of missing gas in the nucleus, continued follow-up
over several years may reveal narrow lines at later times.
Additionally, blazars show featureless continua with no
emission lines, but here we would likely expect radio
emission if the jet is not significantly self-absorbed.

4.3. Comparing TDE and AGN Scenarios

Using the framework of Frederick et al. (2020), we can
compare the various characteristics of ASASSN-20hx
and assign them to a more AGN-like or more TDE-like
classification. This classification method was developed
for transients occurring in Narrow-line Seyfert 1 galax-
ies, but the basic principles can be applied more broadly.

Table 7. AGN vs. TDE Properties of ASASSN-20hx

Property ASASSN-20hx obs. AGN/TDE like
log(MpH)< 8 Mg Yes TDE
opp < 2000 km s~1 N/A N/A
Fe 11 Emission No TDE
Ol /HB < 3 Yes AGN
A(g—1)~0 Yes TDE
UV-bright Yes TDE
X-ray Power Law Yes AGN
W1l—-W2>0.7 mag No TDE
Rebrightening No TDE

NoTE—Properties to differentiate between TDEs and AGN flares,
inspired by the classification scheme of Frederick et al. (2020).
Based on whether or not ASASSN-20hx shows a given property,
the final column indicates if this behavior is more AGN-like or
TDE-like.

First, the SMBH mass for ASASSN-20hx is below 10%
Mg, and thus is consistent with a TDE. As there is no
measured hydrogen emission during outburst, we can-
not compute a line width to discriminate between typi-
cal TDE and AGN line widths. We do not observe Fe 11
emission from ASASSN-20hx, consistent with a TDE as
opposed to an AGN. The UV /optical colors are roughly
constant over time, which is consistent with a TDE, as
is the UV luminosity of the event. The existence of a
power-law-like X-ray emission at a relatively hard pho-
ton index is more consistent with an AGN than a TDE.
As previously mentioned, the WISE colors of the host
are inconsistent with a strong AGN, although these data
are of the quiescent host emission. Finally, while the
slow decrease in the luminosity of ASASSN-20hx over
time with no significant rebrightenings is consistent with
a TDE, the very long overall timescale for fading is more
consistent with known transients in AGNs rather than
typical TDEs.

In addition to the events studied in Frederick et al.
(2020), there have been several claims in the literature
of TDEs occurring in galaxies hosting an AGN. These
include PS16dtm (bla ?7777) and ASASSN-18el (Ricci
et al. 2020). In these cases, the host galaxies were known
AGNs and the transient emission and evolution were ar-
gued to be consistent with a TDE superimposed on top
of the existing AGN variability. Such a scenario is pos-
sible for ASASSN-20hx and could help explain the ex-
istence of TDE-like UV /optical emission with AGN-like
X-ray emission. Nonetheless, such a scenario is spec-
ulative and difficult to prove definitively. In addition,
the optical and NIR spectra are still inconsistent with
this picture, so such an explanation does not allow us to
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neatly explain the full range of observed properties for
ASASSN-20hx.

5. SUMMARY

We have presented the discovery of the ANT
ASASSN-20hx and detailed the multi-wavelength pho-
tometric and spectroscopic follow-up data we have ob-
tained on this event. The key properties of ASASSN-
20hx are as follows:

e The host galaxy of ASASSN-20hx did not host a
strong AGN prior to the transient.

e The rise in flux of ASASSN-20hx is well-
constrained by TESS photometry with a power-
law slope of a = 1.05 £ 0.06, which is shallower
than the a ~ 2 previously seen in TDEs.

e The UV /optical SED of ASASSN-20hx is well-fit
by a blackbody with a roughly constant temper-
ature of ~ 21,000 K and a peak luminosity of
3.2x 10*3 erg s~!. The evolution of the blackbody
properties is qualitatively consistent with previous
TDEs and ANTSs, but not typical AGNs.

e The optical and NIR spectra of ASASSN-20hx are
devoid of emission lines, which is problematic for
either an AGN or TDE explanation for this tran-
sient.

e The host galaxy of ASASSN-20hx was detected as
an X-ray source prior to the ASASSN-20hx flare.
The X-ray emission associated with ASASSN-20hx
is roughly an order of magnitude higher and well-
fit by a power law with I' ~ 2.3 — 2.6, consistent
with AGN-like emission.

Many of the observed properties of ASASSN-20hx can
be reconciled through the TDE or AGN explanation, or
in some cases both. However, the lack of emission lines
proves difficult to explain in either case. Nonetheless
as ASASSN-20hx continues to evolve and we continue
to add more ANTSs to our growing sample, we will be
able to better understand the full range of behaviors
occurring in galactic nuclei.
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Table 8. Spectroscopic Observations of ASASSN-20hx
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MJD UTC Date Telescope Instrument  Rest Wavelength Range (A) Exposure Time (s)
59043.0 2020 July 13.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x900
59047.5 2020 July 17.5 Keck I 10-m Telescope LRIS 3024 — 8557 1x600 + 1x1200
59052.0 2020 July 22 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3981 — 7863 1x800
59052.5 2020 July 22.5 Keck I 10-m Telescope LRIS 3006 — 8557 2x950
59053.0 2020 July 23.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x800
59054.0 2020 July 24.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x800
59055.0 2020 July 25.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x800
59056.0 2020 July 26.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x800
59057.0 2020 July 27.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x800
59060.0 2020 July 30.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x800
59060.9 2020 July 30.9 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x800
59065.0 2020 August 4.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x800
59066.9 2020 August 5.9 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x1200
59069.0 2020 August 8.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x1200
59071.0 2020 August 10.0 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x1200
59076.9 2020 August 15.9 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 1x1200
59079.3 2020 August 18.3 Keck I 10-m Telescope LRIS 3340 — 9901 3 % 1050 (blue), 3 x 970 (red)
59103.2 2020 September 11 Large Binocular Telescope 8.4-m MODS 3443 — 9048 3x1200
59109.8 2020 September 17.8 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 2x1200
59118.8 2020 September 26.8 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 2x1200
59132.1 2020 October 10 Large Binocular Telescope 8.4-m MODS 3443 — 9048 3x1200
59132.8 2020 October 10.8 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 2x1200
59147.8 2020 October 25.8 Liverpool 2-m Telescope SPRAT 3954 — 7863 2x1200
59253.6 2021 February 8.6 University of Hawaii 88-in Telescope SNIFS 3347 — 8950 1x2700
59278.6 2021 March 5.6 NASA Infrared Telescope Facility SpeX 7871 — 23993 24x50
59279.6 2021 March 6.6 University of Hawaii 88-in Telescope SNIF'S 3347 — 8950 1x2700
59290.5 2021 March 17 Large Binocular Telescope 8.4-m MODS 3443 — 9048 4x900s
59312.6 2021 April 8.6 University of Hawaii 88-in Telescope SNIFS 4040 — 8950 1x2700
59315.4 2021 April 11.4 NASA Infrared Telescope Facility SpeX 7871 — 23993 8200

NoTE—Modified Julian Day, calendar date, telescope, instrument, wavelength range, and exposure time for each of the spectroscopic observations
obtained of ASASSN-20hx for the initial classification and during our follow-up campaign. For some of the Keck LRIS spectra the red and blue sides
have slightly different exposure times due to the very different readout times of the two chips. The two LT/SPRAT spectra taken on the same day

as the Keck/LRIS and LBT/MODS spectra are not shown in Fig. 6.
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