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ABSTRACT

In this work, we use the Jansky VLA Sky Survey (VLASS) to compile the first sample of six radio-

selected tidal disruption events (TDEs) with transient optical counterparts. While we still lack the

statistics to do detailed population studies of radio-selected TDEs, we use these events to suggest

trends in host galaxy and optical light curve properties that may correlate with the presence of radio

emission, and hence can inform optically-selected TDE radio follow-up campaigns. We find that radio-

selected TDEs tend to have faint and cool optical flares, as well as host galaxies with low SMBH

masses. Our radio-selected TDEs also tend to have more energetic, larger radio emitting regions than

radio-detected, optically-selected TDEs. We consider possible explanations for these trends, including

by invoking super-Eddington accretion and enhanced circumnuclear media. Finally, we constrain the

radio-emitting TDE rate to be ≳ 10 Gpc−3 yr−1.

1. INTRODUCTION

Extragalactic radio-synchrotron transients open a

novel window onto some of the most extreme activity in

the universe. These transients are typically associated

with dramatic accretion events and stellar explosions,

among a multitude of other possibilities. Until recently,

it was impossible to obtain a uniform census of the tran-

sient radio sky due to the difficulty of performing a

multi-epoch, full sky radio survey. The advent of surveys

like the Caltech-NRAO Stripe 82 Survey (CNSS; Mooley

et al. 2016), the Jansky Very Large Array Sky Survey

(VLASS; Lacy et al. 2020), the Australian Square Kilo-

metre Array Pathfinder Variables and Slow Transients

(ASKAP VAST; Murphy et al. 2013) survey have trans-

formed our understanding by enabling the compilation

of samples of radio transients that are assembled with a

known selection function.

Despite this progress, many open questions remain.

In particular, the relationship between radio transients

and higher wavelength flares remains poorly understood,

jsomalwa@caltech.edu

despite providing significant insight on the underlying

physical processes. Tidal disruption events (TDEs) pro-

vide a quintessential example of this. TDEs occur when

a star strays within the tidal radius1 of a supermas-

sive black hole (SMBH) (e.g. Evans & Kochanek 1989;

Rees 1988; Phinney 1989). TDEs were originally theo-

rized to produce X-ray emission, so many of the early

searches for these events focused on this waveband using

the ROSAT All Sky Survey (RASS; e.g., Saxton et al.

2012). Soon, UV and optical searches using GALEX

and SDSS began producing TDE candidates (e.g. Gezari

et al. 2008).

Throughout this effort, the question of radio emission

from TDEs remained unconstrained. Giannios & Met-

zger (2011) first suggested that a radio transient could

be produced if TDEs can launch relativistic, highly col-

limated jets, and the first detection of a candidate jetted

TDE followed shortly (Bloom et al. 2011a). Efforts to

follow-up TDEs in the radio followed, but these tended

1 The tidal radius RT where the tidal forces from a SMBH
overpower the internal gravity of a star is given by RT ≈
R∗(MBH/M∗)−1/3 for a non-spinning black hole of mass MBH

and a star of mass M∗ and radius R∗.
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to involve one or a few observations shortly after the

higher wavelength flare and few detections resulted (see

Alexander et al. 2020, for a review). Recently, the de-

tection rate has increased through long-timescale follow-

up of optically-selected TDEs (e.g. Horesh et al. 2021;

Cendes et al. 2022, 2023). Still, without a better un-

derstanding of the mechanisms that produce TDE radio

emission and how they may be related to the multiwave-

length properties of the events, it is difficult the identify

the optimal candidates for follow-up, the optimal follow-

up cadence, and the optimal follow-up sensitivity.

Moreover, even if radio instruments could be used to

comprehensively follow up all TDEs, the resulting radio-

detected samples will be biased. Any radio-emitting

TDEs discovered through follow-up of, e.g., optically-

selected events, will be biased towards those TDEs that

produce optical emission, and it has already been es-

tablished that not all TDEs do so (e.g. Somalwar et al.

2021; Sazonov et al. 2021). This renders it near impossi-

ble to compile a view of the complete landscape of radio

emission through follow-up of known TDEs: if there is

a correlation between optical emission and radio emis-

sion, selecting on optically-emitting TDEs will bias the

expected types of radio emission.

A radio-selected TDE sample is key to constraining

these many unknowns, and the 3 GHz Jansky Very

Large Array Sky Survey (VLASS; Lacy et al. 2020) is

ideal for such an effort: predictions have estimated that

∼100 TDEs could be detectable using that survey (An-

derson et al. 2020). The first candidates detected in this

survey have already been published (Ravi et al. 2021;

Somalwar et al. 2021, 2023b), and compilation of the

first VLASS-selected TDE sample, regardless of multi-

wavelength counterpart, is underway (Somalwar et al.,

in prep.).

With this VLASS TDE sample, we can begin answer-

ing some of the questions posed earlier about the range

of radio emission and the emission mechanisms, as well

as the relationship between the radio emission and mul-

tiwavelength emission. In this paper, we focus on the

latter questions: we present the first sample of radio-

selected, optically-detected TDEs.

For clarity, we have divided our analysis into three

papers. In this paper (Paper I), we present our full

radio-selected, optically-detected TDE sample and per-

form observational comparisons between radio-selected,

optically-detected TDEs and optically-selected TDEs,

with the aim of identifying those factors that distinguish

between radio-emitting TDEs and radio-quiet TDEs.

We also discuss the rate of radio-bright, optically-bright

TDEs. We will briefly speculate on the physical mecha-

nisms at play. We defer detailed discussion of both the

multiwavelength properties and physical interpretations

of each event to the companion papers. Somalwar &

Ravi (2023) discusses late-time, transient, optical spec-

tral features detected from two of the events. Somalwar

et al. (in prep.) discusses evidence for and implications

of jet launching from three of the events.

2. SAMPLE SELECTION

We compile our radio-selected TDE sample using data

from the Very Large Array Sky Survey (VLASS; Lacy

et al. 2020). VLASS is an ongoing effort to observe the

entire sky with δ > −40◦ at 3 GHz for three epochs

with a cadence of ∼2 years. VLASS has a 1σ sensitivity

of ∼0.13 mJy/beam and a spatial resolution of ∼2.5′′.

Each epoch is divided into two halves. The first half of

epoch one, which we denote E1.1, was observed in 2017.

The second half of epoch one (E1.2) was observed 2018.

E2.1 was observed in 2020, and E2.2 was observed from

2021. E3.1 is ongoing (Jan 2023-present).

We identified TDE candidates using the transient cat-

alog of Dong et al., in prep., who identified all sources

that were detected at > 7σ in E2 but not significantly

detected (< 3σ) in E1; i.e., this catalog contains all tran-

sients that are rising between E1 and E2. Details about

the transient detection algorithm are described in So-

malwar et al. (2021) and Dong et al., in prep. We select

TDE candidates from this catalog using the following

criteria:

1. the transient is within 1′′ of the position of a source

in the PanSTARRS catalog (Chambers et al. 2016;

Flewelling et al. 2020);

2. the associated source is a galaxy; i.e., it is incon-

sistent with being a star using all public catalogs,

including GAIA (to remove all objects with sig-

nificant parallax; Gaia Collaboration et al. 2022,

2016) and the PanSTARRS star-galaxy classifier

(Beck et al. 2021);

3. the host galaxy must show no evidence for strong

AGN activity. Among the criteria used to iden-

tify AGN, we consider: the position of the source

on the WISE W1-W2 and W2-W3 color diagram

(Stern et al. 2012); any evidence for past op-

tical, X-ray, or radio variability/detections that

could indicate AGN activity; and any public op-

tical spectra with broad or narrow line emission

that indicate strong AGN activity. We have found

that this criteria rules out strong AGN, but some

weak AGN remain. In this paper, we include

these objects and will discuss the implications of
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Table 1. Properties of our TDE sample

Name AT Name R.A. Dec. ∆d [′′] z fν,E2 [mJy]

VT J08131,2,3 AT 2019azh 08h13m17.0s +22◦38′54.0′′ 0.0 0.022 1.0

VT J10084,5,6 AT 2020vdq 10h08m53.4s +42◦43′00.2′′ 0.18 0.045 1.5

VT J1356 13h56m12.1s −26◦58′50.7′′ 0.54 0.018 2.5

VT J17524,6 AT 2019baf 17h52m00.1s +65◦37′36.0′′ 0.13 0.089 1.4

VT J2012 20h12m29.9s −17◦05′56.3′′ 0.2 0.053 1.1

VT J2030 20h30m47.3s +04◦13′31.0′′ 0.19 0.061 1.4

Note—Redshifts are measured from our follow-up optical spectroscopy as described
in Appendix B. References: 1van Velzen et al. 2021b,2Goodwin et al. 2022, 3Sfaradi
et al. 2022,4Yao et al. 2023,5Somalwar et al. 2023a,6Somalwar & Ravi 2023

their AGN activity primarily in Somalwar et al.

(in prep.);

4. the host galaxy must have a PanSTARRS photo-

metric redshift zphot < 0.25 (Beck et al. 2021).

When PanSTARRS photometric redshifts are un-

available, we inspect catalog data for the galaxy to

identify the redshift. If no redshift information is

available, we measure a redshift using an SED fit

to the galaxy photometry, following the procedure

discussed in Appendix B. We include this redshift

cut to ensure that we can obtain multiwavelength

follow-up to detect counterparts and classify the

host galaxies with reasonable exposure times. This

redshift cut will bias us against rare TDEs; e.g.,

we are not sensitive to most on-axis jetted TDEs,

which are generally found at z ≳ 0.3. Future work

will consider the higher-redshift transients.

In summary, this selection criteria will identify nuclear

radio flares in nearby non- or weakly-active galaxies.
We obtained optical spectroscopy for all events to mea-

sure spectroscopic redshifts, and do not consider any

source with zspec > 0.25. The resulting sample has

∼100 objects. We will perform a detailed analysis of

the completeness of this selection in future work, when

we present the full VLASS TDE sample.

In this paper, we only consider transients with asso-

ciated optical flares. We obtained forced-photometry at

the position of each transient from the Zwicky Tran-

sient Facility (ZTF; gri bands; Bellm et al. 2019) and

the Asteroid Terrestrial-impact Last Alert System (AT-

LAS; co bands; Tonry et al. 2018) using recommended

procedures. Our sample includes every transient with

an optical lightcurve with at least three 5σ detections

and at least one 10σ in any bands. We chose this cri-

teria to ensure that the flare is significantly detected,

and thus amenable to quantitative analysis of the flare

evolution. Note that we have already ruled out events

with long-term, AGN-like variability in our TDE can-

didate selection. While we do not do a detailed search

of optical lightcurves from the All-Sky Automated Sur-

vey for Supernovae (ASASSN; Kochanek et al. 2017)

because of limited optical color information and sensi-

tivity, our final sample includes one source that has an

ASASSN flare with simultaneous MIR observations, and

thus more constraints on the physical properties of the

optical flare (Appendix A).

The resulting sample has six objects, the properties

of which are summarized in Table 1. These sources

are named using our VLASS transient naming conven-

tion: VT J081316.97+223853.99 (henceforth VT J0813),

VT J100853.44+424300.22 (VT J1008), VT J135612.14-

265850.71 (VT J1356), VT J175200.13+653736.04

(J1752), VT J201229.90-170556.32 (VT J2012), and VT

J203057.34+041330.97 (VT J2030). We refer to the host

galaxies of these objects using the coordinates prefixed

with HG (host galaxy; e.g., HG J1356, HG J1008, etc.).

In plots, we often label the individual transients or host

galaxies without the prefixes (e.g., J1356, J1008), except

when the prefixes are necessary for clarity.

2.1. The optically-selected TDE sample

A key aspect of this paper is our comparison of radio-

selected and optically-selected TDEs; hence, here we

present our chosen optically-selected comparison sam-

ples. We consider two different samples: the Yao et al.

(2023) and Hammerstein et al. (2023) samples. The

Hammerstein et al. (2023) sample includes all classified

TDEs discovered in the first ∼3 years of ZTF. Yao et al.

(2023) presents a complete sample of TDEs with peak

g-band mag ≲ 19 during the first three years of ZTF.

We largely compare to the Yao et al. (2023) sample.

However, when considering host galaxy stellar masses,

colors, or star-formation rates, or Baldwin, Phillips &
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Terlevich (BPT;Baldwin et al. 1981) classifications, we

adopt the Hammerstein et al. (2023) sample, because

our methods better align with theirs.

In both cases, we restrict our comparison to events

at redshifts z < 0.1. We apply this cut to ensure that

redshift evolution doesn’t bias our results: the highest

redshift object in our sample is at z = 0.089, whereas the

optically-selected TDEs range to much larger redshifts.

3. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

We have performed an extensive multi-wavelength

follow-up campaign for all of our TDE candidates. We

present a relevant subset of that data here; the full

dataset for each TDE candidate is presented in the corre-

sponding companion paper. In this section, we describe

our observations and data reduction procedures.

3.1. Radio observations

Each TDE candidate has one or more multi-frequency

radio observations from the Jansky Very Large Array.

We summarize the observations for all sources except

J0813 in Table 2. The reduced VLA SEDs for J0813

were published in Goodwin et al. (2022), so we adopt

the spectra tabulated in that work. We reduced all

other observations using the VLA Calibration Pipeline

2022.2.0.64 and CASA version 6.4.1 (CASA Team et al.

2022). We imaged the data using standard CASA

recipes, and measured the flux density of each source

as the flux density of the peak pixel in a 50 × 50 pixel

box centered on the source location.

3.2. Optical transient photometry

We retrieve forced, difference photometry from the
Asteroid Terrestrial-impact Last Alert System (ATLAS;

Tonry et al. 2018) and Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF;

Bellm et al. 2019; Graham et al. 2019; Dekany et al.

2020; Masci et al. 2019) using the recommended pro-

cedures and automated pipelines for each survey. We

use public data from the ATLAS survey, and both pub-

lic and partnership data from ZTF. We load the data

from both surveys using the Hybrid Analytic Flux Fit-

tEr (HAFFET; Yang et al. 2021) code, and then bin

each lightcurve with a binsize of one day. The ATLAS

photometry of J0813 use different baselines for MJD

> 58895, leading to zeropoint offsets for this MJD range.

We correct for the zeropoint offset by estimating the

median non-transient flux in each filter from those data

points at MJD > 59200 in each and subtract that me-

dian flux from the lightcurve for MJD > 58895. Simi-

larly, the ZTF host reference image of J2030 was taken

while the transient was active, so it overestimates the

baseline flux, and we correct for this by calculating the

median flux in each band for MJD> 58500 and subtract-

ing this flux from the entire lightcurve.

We treat J1356 separately because it is the oldest

transient and is not detected by ATLAS or ZTF. It

is, however, detected by the All-Sky Automated Survey

for Supernovae (ASASSN; Kochanek et al. 2017). We

retrieved and processed the lightcurve using the recom-

mended ASASSN tools (Jayasinghe et al. 2019; Shappee

et al. 2014). Like for the other events, we binned the

lightcurve in one day bins.

3.3. Host photometry

We retrieve host photometry for each TDE using the

same methods as Hammerstein et al. (2023), to enable a

like-to-like comparison with the results from that work.

We refer the reader to Hammerstein et al. (2023) for a

detailed description of the adopted methods. In brief,

we retrieve SDSS or PanSTARRS, where SDSS is un-

available, Kron magnitudes. We also retrieve GALEX

NUV and FUV photometry using recommended meth-

ods.

3.4. Optical spectroscopy

HG J0813 was previously observed as part of the Sloan

Digital Sky Survey (SDSS; Abdurro’uf et al. 2022) Spec-

troscopic survey (Strauss et al. 2002) on MJD 52943.

We retrieved the spectrum of this source from the SDSS

DR17 website.

We obtained optical spectra for the all our TDE candi-

dates except VT J0813 using the Low Resolution Imag-

ing Spectrometer (LRIS) on the Keck I telescope. In all

cases, we centered the observation on the galactic nu-

cleus using a parallactic angle. We used the 400/3400

grism, the 400/8500 grating with central wavelength

7830, and the 560 dichroic. The resulting wavelength

range was ∼1300−10000 Å and the resolution R∼700.

We observed VT J1008 on MJD 59676 for 20 min using

the 1′′ slit with the standard star Feige 34. We observed

VT J1356 on MJD 59616 for 10 min using the 1′′ slit

with the standard star Feige 34. We observed VT J1752

on MJD 59260 for 10 min using the 1.′′5 slit with the

standard star Feige 34. We observed VT J2012 on MJD

59464 for 10 min using the 1.′′5 slit with the standard

star BD+28. We observed VT J2030 on MJD 59464 for

10 min using the 1.′′5 slit with the standard star Feige

34. We reduced the observations using the lpipe code

with standard settings (Perley 2019).

We obtained high-resolution optical spectra for a sub-

set of the TDE candidates using the Echellette Spectro-

graph and Imager (ESI) on the Keck II telescope. We
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Table 2. Summary of VLA follow-up

Name MJD Configuration Freq. range [GHz] Program (PI)

VT J1008 59612 B→BnA 1−12 21B-322 (G. Hallinan)

VT J1356 59626 BnA 1−12 21B-322 (G. Hallinan)

VT J1752 59273 A 1−12 20B-393 (D. Dong)

59632 BnA 1−12 21B-322 (G. Hallinan)

VT J2012 59257 A 1−12 20B-393 (D. Dong)

59271 A 1−12 20B-393 (D. Dong)

VT J2030 58881 C 1−18 19A-013 (PI: K. Alexander)

59130 C 1−18 20A-372 (PI: K. Alexander)

59257 C 1−12 20B-393 (PI: D. Dong)

used the Echelle mode for all observations. We observed

VT J0813 on MJD 59874 for 20 minutes using the 0.′′5

arcsec slit. We observed VT J1008 on MJD 59908 for

22.5 min using the 0.′′3 slit. We observed VT J2012 on

MJD 59876 for 20 min using the 0.′′5 arcsec slit. We ob-

served VT J2030 on MJD 59874 for 20 min using the 0.′′5

arcsec slit. The 0.′′5 (0.′′3) slit leads to an instrumental

broadening of σinst = 15.8(9.5) km s−1. We reduced the

spectra using the makee software following the default,

recommended procedures for ESI data reduction.

4. SUMMARY OF DETAILED TRANSIENT

PROPERTIES

In this paper, we focus on the properties of the radio-

selected, optically-bright TDE population, rather than

the individual characteristics of each source. Hence, we

will primarily discuss observations that are available

for our full sample and for comparison optical TDE

samples; namely, the optical lightcurves and spectra,

host galaxy observations from public survey data, and

the radio observations. Context about the individual

transients is, however, useful for interpreting the results

of this paper. Thus, we begin our paper with a brief

review of the properties of each transient detailed in

papers II/III and other sources.

VT J0813 (Somalwar et al. in prep.; van Velzen

et al. 2021b; Goodwin et al. 2022; Sfaradi et al.

2022): VT J0813 (otherwise known as ASASSN-19dj or

AT2019azh) was first discovered as an optical transient

by the ASASSN survey on Feb. 22 2019 (Hinkle et al.

2021). It was also detected by the ZTF and ATLAS sur-

veys. The optical lightcurve is typical of TDEs. Tran-

sient Balmer and Helium lines were detected in follow-up

optical spectra, leading to the classification of this source

as a TDE-H+He (van Velzen et al. 2021b; Hammerstein

et al. 2023). In addition to the optical flare, this source

was detected as an X-ray transient with peak luminosity

LX = 1043 erg s−1 that brightened ∼7 months after the

optical peak (van Velzen et al. 2021b). The host galaxy

shows a disturbed morphology, characteristic of a recent

merger or interaction (Somalwar et al. in prep.).

This source was first detected as a GHz radio tran-

sient by Perez-Torres et al. (2019) with the e-MERLIN

telescope and was then observed by numerous radio

telescopes, notably by Goodwin et al. (2022), who ob-

tained multi-epoch radio SEDs and argued that the

radio-emitting outflow was non-relativistic and had a

very optically-thin spectral index. Sfaradi et al. (2022)

further observed this source with a high cadence and ar-

gued that the radio variability was correlated with the

X-ray spectral variability and luminosity in a manner

similar to that observed from X-ray binaries. They used

this to argue for the presence of a jet subject to the

accretion state changes in the accretion disk.

VT J1008 (Somalwar & Ravi 2023; Yao et al. 2023;

Somalwar et al. 2023a): VT J1008 (AT 2020vdq) was
first detected as an optical transient by ZTF on Oct. 4

2020. There is no prompt follow-up for this source, so

the early time radio and X-ray behavior is unknown. It

was not reported as an X-ray transient in any public X-

ray surveys. Late-time (∼2 years post-optical peak) Neil

Gehrels Swift Observatory X-ray Telescope (Swift/XRT;

Burrows et al. 2005) follow-up ∼2 years post-TDE did

not detect any significant X-ray emission (3σ upper limit

< 1041.8 erg s−1). In an optical spectrum ∼2 years

post-optical-peak, transient Balmer lines and He II lines

are detected with widths ∼1000 km s−1 and luminosi-

ties ∼1040 erg s−1. These lines are commonly detected

from TDEs, but they are typically much broader (∼104

km s−1) and fade within a year. The origin of these

lines is considered in detail by Somalwar & Ravi (2023).

Roughly three years after the initial optical flare, this

source re-brightened in the optical. Somalwar et al.
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(2023a) constrain the origin of the rebrightening and

suggest that this event is a repeating, partial tidal dis-

ruption event. No new radio emission was detected post-

rebrightening.

VT J1356 (Appendix A): VT J1356 is detected as a

transient in ASASSN forced photometry. It is simulta-

neously detected as a NIR transient in NEOWISE pho-

tometry. It is the oldest of our TDE sample, with the

ASASSN detections occuring ∼8 years ago. The NIR

flare is double peaked, with an initial, hot (T ∼ 104 K)

flare followed by a ≳ 5 year cool flare (T ∼ 103 K), con-

sistent with blackbody emission from dust at ∼0.5 pc

that has been heated by the high energy emission pro-

duced during the transient. This source is not discussed

in either of the companion papers, so we describe its

properties in detail in Appendix A.

VT J1752 (Somalwar et al. in prep., simultaneously

reported by Yao et al. (2023)): VT J1752 (AT2019baf)

was first reported as a transient by ZTF on Jan. 9 2019.

The optical lightcurve showed an unusual double peaked

structure. There was no prompt multiwavelength follow-

up for this source, so the early time radio and X-ray

behavior is unknown. It was not reported as an X-ray

transient in any public X-ray surveys. Late-time (∼2

years post-optical peak) Swift/XRT follow-up detected

an X-ray source with LX = 1042.4 erg s−1. No tran-

sient optical spectral features were detected in follow-

up optical spectra. The host galaxy shows a disturbed

morphology, characteristic of a recent merger or inter-

action. The radio SED is best-fit by a multi-component

synchrotron model, suggesting the presence of multiple

outflows or a structured outflow. The outflows have high

luminosities and energies, suggestive of the presence of

a jet.

VT J2012 (Somalwar & Ravi 2023): VT J2012 was

first detected as a transient by the ATLAS survey on

58772. It has multiwavelength properties identical to

those of VT J1008. The only major differences between

these two events is that no transient Helium lines are

detected from VT J2012, and the transient Balmer lines

are redshifted by ∼700 km s−1. There is no blueshifted

component.

VT J2030 (Somalwar et al. in prep.): VT J2030 was

first detected as transient by the XMM-Newton Slew

Survey team, who undertook an X-ray and radio follow-

up campaign. The X-ray emission from this source has

an peak luminosity∼1043.8 erg s−1, but with strong vari-

ability of a factor of a few on ∼week timescales. The ra-

dio emission also shows non-monotonic evolution. Both

of these properties are consistent with the presence of a

young jet.

VT J2030 was detected as an optical transient by the

ZTF survey. However, the transient occurred during the

start of ZTF, so it was present in the reference images

and the transient appeared as a negative flux in the ZTF

photometry. VT J2030 was also detected as a transient

by the ATLAS survey. In this survey, it appeared like a

typical TDE, with a positive rise and then decay.

5. HOST GALAXIES

In the rest of this paper, our primary goal is to con-

strain the physical properties that distinguish between

radio-selected, optically-bright and optically-selected

TDEs. This will rely on observations that are uniformly

available for both the radio and optically selected sam-

ples; namely, host galaxy photometry and spectroscopy

and optical light curves.

We begin by considering the properties of the host

galaxies. The properties of host galaxy directly affect

the environment in which the transient occurs and the

properties of the astrophysical objects that produced the

transient; for example, the presence of long-lived ion-

ized emission lines in the optical spectra can suggest

the presence of an AGN, or the morphology and color

of the host can suggest that the galaxy recently under-

went a merger or interaction. The differences in the host

galaxies of these radio-selected, optically-detected tran-

sients will inform our understanding of the parameters

that control radio emission from TDEs.

Each of the following sections considers one or a subset

of the host galaxy properties. We begin by describing

the relevance of each property, then discuss our method-

ology for constraining it, and finally compare the radio-

selected host properties to those of the optically-selected

sample. The host galaxy properties of our sample, con-

strained as described in the following sections, are sum-

marized in Table 3.

5.1. Black hole and stellar mass

SMBHs are central to TDEs and the TDE evolu-

tion is certainly affected by the black hole mass. For

SMBH masses MBH ≳ 108M⊙ the tidal radius RT ∼
R∗(MBH/M∗)

2/3 is smaller than the Schwarzchild ra-

dius Rs ∼ 2GMBH/c
2, so any star on an orbit that

reaches R < RT is swallowed whole rather than dis-

rupted. This analysis assumes a non-spinning SMBH: if

the SMBH has a high spin, the event horizon is smaller

and thus TDEs can occur. SMBH mass may also af-

fect the efficiency with which the TDE accretion disk

forms. In some models of TDE evolution, an accretion

disk forms when the stellar tidal stream precesses due to
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Table 3. Host Galaxy

Name z log M∗
M⊙

log σ∗
kms−1 log MBH(M∗)

M⊙
log MBH(σ∗)

M⊙
BPT log SFRSED

(M⊙yr)
AV (u− r)0

J0813 0.022 9.790.000.00 68± 2 6.99+0.19
−0.21 6.44± 0.29 Sey. 0.270.040.04 0.12+0.08

−0.10 1.770.010.00

J1008 0.045 9.160.300.10 44± 3 4.81+0.40
−0.32 5.59± 0.29 Q? 0.070.030.06 0.18+0.14

−0.13 1.860.150.11

J1356 0.018 8.940.390.09 − 5.08+0.28
−0.30 − SF 0.080.070.08 0.08+0.05

−0.23 1.630.250.24

J1752 0.089 10.070.320.07 − 6.91+0.28
−0.31 − Sey. 2.413.700.78 1.10+0.35

−0.30 1.930.150.15

J2012 0.053 9.900.320.09 59± 2 6.55+0.24
−0.32 6.17± 0.31 Q? 0.000.060.00 0.32+0.23

−0.28 2.340.080.10

J2030 0.061 9.790.260.01 62± 5 6.37+0.22
−0.23 6.25± 0.31 SF 0.500.100.07 0.14+0.09

−0.13 1.840.090.07

Note—The host galaxy properties of our radio-selected TDE sample. The methods of measuring
these properties are described in Section 5.
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Figure 1. The optical spectra for the radio-selected TDEs in our sample. The observed spectra are shown in black and the
best-fit stellar continuum in red (Appendix B). The Balmer, He II, and [FeX] features observed from J1008 and J2012 are
associated with the transient and are discussed in (Somalwar & Ravi 2023).

Lense–Thirring precession and collides with itself, dissi-

pating energy (Guillochon & Ramirez-Ruiz 2015). The

rate of Lense-Thirring precession is Ω̇ ∼ M2
BH, so these

collisions will occur less frequently, if at all, for TDEs

by low mass SMBHs (Lu & Bonnerot 2020). This might

reduce the high energy (X-ray, UV) emission, if that

emission is partly produced during these shocks. Lower

precession could also reduce optical emission, if optical

emission is produced when outflowing material that be-

comes unbound during the shocks reprocesses the higher

energy emission (Lu & Bonnerot 2020). Radio emission

may also be affected; for example, if radio emission is

produced from accretion disk winds, as delayed accre-

tion disk formation could produce delayed winds.

We constrain the SMBH mass using two methods.

First, the SMBH mass is tightly connected to the stel-

lar mass (Kormendy & Ho 2013). Thus, we begin by

simply considering the stellar mass distributions of our

galaxies as compared to that of the optically-selected

sample. We measure the stellar masses using fits to the

UV/optical/IR spectral energy distributions with the

prospector SED fitting code (Johnson et al. 2021), fol-

lowing the exact methods of Hammerstein et al. (2023).

The SMBH mass is also tightly connected to the stel-

lar velocity dispersion, which we measure from our high

resolution ESI spectra following the same methodology

used by Somalwar et al. (2021).

We can then measure SMBH mass distribution in two

ways: (1) using SMBH masses from the host galaxy stel-
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lar mass-black hole mass relation from Yao et al. (2023):

logMBH,9 = −(1.83± 0.15) + (1.64± 0.27)×

log

(
M∗

3× 1010 M⊙

)
; intrinsic scatter = 0.18, (1)

where MBH,9 is the SMBH mass in units of 109 M⊙;

(2) for those sources with high-resolution optical spec-

tra, we use SMBH masses measured using the stellar

velocity dispersion-black hole mass relation. We adopt

the MBH − σ∗ relation from Kormendy & Ho (2013), to

match that used by Yao et al. (2023):

log
MBH

109 M⊙
= −(0.509± 0.049)

+(4.384± 0.287)× log
( σ∗

200 km s−1

)
. (2)

The intrinsic scatter in this relation is 0.29 dex.

We consider the relative black hole masses of the

optically-selected and radio-selected samples using three

different methods. First, we compare the stellar mass

distributions of the two samples, with the caveat that

differences in stellar mass can suggest different SMBH

masses, or the same SMBH mass but different galactic

formation pathways. Then, we compare the stellar ve-

locity dispersion for those objects with stellar velocity

measurements, which is a more direct probe of SMBH

mass, but is limited by statistics. Finally, we compare

the SMBH mass distributions directly, where the masses

are inferred from the stellar velocity dispersions and stel-

lar masses.

In Figure 2, we show histograms of each of these quan-

tities for the radio-selected sample and the optically-

selected sample. In the leftmost panel, we show the stel-

lar mass distribution. In the middle panel, we show the

stellar velocity dispersion distribution. In the rightmost
panel, we show the black hole mass distribution. In all

cases, we have chosen the bin size to be larger than the

typical measurement uncertainty. While we do not have

the statistics to make any definitive claims from these

distributions, we can hypothesize possible trends. In

both the stellar mass and velocity dispersion panels, the

radio-selected TDEs appear to prefer lower values than

those of the optically-selected TDEs. This suggests that

radio-emitting TDEs tend to occur when the SMBH has

a lower mass. Alternatively, there may be differences in

the star-formation histories and galactic evolution that

lead to radio-emitting TDEs from SMBHs with lower

mass and velocity dispersion; such differences will also

be considered in Section 5.3 and Section 8.

This trend towards lower SMBH masses is not present

in the rightmost panel of Figure 2; however, we urge

caution in interpreting this result. While our velocity

dispersion measurements agree with Yao et al. (2023),

to which work we are comparing in this figure, our stellar

mass measurements follow the methods of Hammerstein

et al. (2023) and are consistently larger than those of Yao

et al. (2023) (see Figure 24 of Yao et al. 2023), which

biases our SMBH mass distribution towards higher val-

ues. Hence, despite the apparent agreement, we believe

there is a tentative trend towards lower SMBH masses

for radio-selected TDEs.

5.2. SMBH activity

TDEs by SMBHs that were actively accreting in the

years prior to the event may have substantially altered

local environments compared to disruptions by non-

accreting SMBHs. AGN tend to have more dust and

gas in the nuclei, which will obscure optical emission

but can enhance radio and infrared emission. Moreover,

a pre-existing accretion disk will alter the properties of

the TDE accretion disk; for example, a fossil disk can

provide a seed magnetic field that may enable jet launch-

ing. While our selection criteria excludes strong AGN,

weak Seyferts or retired AGN are included in our sam-

ple.

We constrain the SMBH activity in each host using

Baldwin, Phillips & Terlevich (BPT) and WHα ver-

sus [N II]/Hα (WHAM) diagrams (Baldwin et al. 1981;

Kewley et al. 2006; Cid Fernandes et al. 2011). We place

the host galaxies on BPT and WHAM diagrams using

fits to the narrow emission lines in stellar-continuum-

subtracted optical spectra. We use the lower resolution

LRIS and SDSS spectra for this fit; these are shown in

Figure 1. We model the spectral continua and emission

lines as described in Appendix B. The stellar continuum

model is shown in red in Figure 1.

The resulting emission line ratios are shown on the

BPT and WHAM diagrams in Figure 3. In the top

left panel, we have overlaid the BPT classifications of

the subset of optically-selected TDEs with host galaxy

spectral information (Hammerstein et al. 2021). Seven

of the nineteen ((37 ± 13)%, adopting hereafter Pois-

son frequentist-confidence uncertainties, Maxwell 2011)

optically-selected TDEs considered in that work show

strong nebular emission lines, and can thus be placed on

a BPT diagram. In contrast, four out of our six events

((67±25)%) have nebular emission lines. These fractions

are consistent within statistical uncertainties, although

they may suggest that active/star-forming galaxies tend

to host radio-loud AGN.

A larger fraction of our sample lies in the AGN re-

gion than found for the optically-selected events: 2/19

((11 ± 9)%) of the optically-selected events are classi-

fied as AGN, whereas 3/6 ((50 ± 26)%) of the radio-
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Figure 2. Left panel: Stellar mass distributions for the radio-selected TDE hosts in this work (red line) as compared to the
optically-selected TDE hosts from Hammerstein et al. (2023) (dashed black line). The radio-selected TDEs tentatively prefer
lower mass galaxies. Middle panel: Stellar velocity dispersion distributions for the radio-selected TDE hosts in this work (red
line) as compared to the optically-selected TDE hosts from Yao et al. (2023) (dotted black line). The radio-selected TDEs
tentatively prefer lower velocity dispersion galaxies. Right panel: SMBH mass distributions for the radio-selected TDE hosts in
this work (red line) as compared to the optically-selected TDE hosts from Yao et al. (2023) (dotted black line).
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[Å
]

SeyfertSF

weak AGN

retired
AGN

passive

J0813

J1356

J1752

J2030

ZTF TDEs (Hammerstein+2021)

−2.0 −1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0

log([O I]/Hα)

−1.5

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

lo
g(

[O
II

I]
/[

O
II

]

Seyfert

H II

Comp.

LINER

Figure 3. Baldwin, Phillips & Terlevich (BPT) and WHα versus [N II]/Hα (WHAM) diagrams (Baldwin et al. 1981; Kewley
et al. 2006; Cid Fernandes et al. 2011) for those radio- and optically-selected TDEs with detected nebular emission lines. The
radio-selected TDEs are shown as colored markers with different shapes, while the optically-selected TDEs are shown as black,
thin markers. Note that VT J0813 and VT J1752 are also in the optically-selected sample. The optically-selected TDE hosts
with nebular emission appear to favor composite galaxies, whereas the radio-selected TDE hosts favor Seyfert hosts.

selected events are classified as AGN, where we have

identified AGN as those host galaxies that are classi-

fied as an AGN or Seyfert in the BPT diagrams. We

note that VT J0813 is classified as a retired galaxy in

the WHAM diagram, suggesting that some of the emis-

sion line flux is contributed by an old stellar population.

However, the classification of this object as a Seyfert

in the BPT diagrams, rather than a LINER, suggests

that there may be some emission component resulting

from AGN activity: AGN-free, retired galaxies are typ-

ically BPT liners (Cid Fernandes et al. 2011). 4/19

((21±12)%) of the optically-selected events are classified

as composite, whereas none of the radio-selected events

are classified as such. Finally, 1/19 ((5 ± 8)%) of the
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optically-selected events are classified as star-forming,

whereas 1/6 ((17 ± 21)%) of the radio-selected events

are classified as such. These results suggest that radio-

selected TDEs may prefer galaxies with more recent or

stronger AGN activity, and they may prefer star-forming

hosts more than optically-selected TDEs. These trends

are not statistically significant, however.

Note that if this AGN activity trend is real (as we

do not have the statistics to determine), it may be in-

duced by different selection criteria between the samples

– while both samples exclude strong AGN, the treat-

ment of weak AGN, like those discussed here, is am-

biguous. We include those sources that may have had

a recent AGN, but are not necessarily still active. The

optical selection may be different, leading to some of

these trends. The trend with star-forming hosts should

be more robust to selection effects.

The presence of recent AGN activity in the hosts of

VT J1752, J2030, and likely J0813 may call into ques-

tion their TDE classification. Low luminosity AGN can

produce flares through mechanisms other than stellar

disruption, such as accretion disk instabilities, and dis-

tinguishing between TDEs and AGN flares is notoriously

difficult (e.g. Somalwar et al. 2021). We cannot rule out

that these three events are caused by AGN variability.

However, in this paper, we have empirically classified

these events as TDEs for consistency with the optical

selection: all of these events would pass the typical op-

tical TDE selection cuts (such as those used in Yao et al.

2023), and both VT J0813 and VT J1752 are, in fact,

included in optical TDE samples. We consider these

events to be TDEs for the rest of this work given the

consistency with typical optically-selected events and

the fact that the AGN are very low luminosity, if on at

all. We urge further research on distinguishing between

AGN flares and TDEs.

5.3. Stellar population and star-formation

Galactic star-formation histories, and thus stellar pop-

ulations, are tightly connected to the galaxy evolution.

They may reflect processes that can drive stars to the

galactic nucleus; for example, mergers can trigger star-

bursts and may enhance the TDE rate, so recent bursts

of star-formation and young (≲ 1 Gyr) stellar popula-

tions may correlate TDE rate. Optically-selected TDE

hosts also tend to reside in the green valley, which in-

cludes the population of galaxies transitioning from the

starforming state (blue cloud) to a non-starforming (red-

and-dead) state or vice versa (e.g. Martin et al. 2007).

They are well established to predominantly reside in

E+A galaxies (French et al. 2020; Hammerstein et al.

2021), which are galaxies that have undergone a recent

(≲ 1 Gyr) starburst.

Because indicators of the presence of an E+A and/or

green valley galaxy have been studied in detail for

optically-selected TDEs, we focus on those same indi-

cators for our galaxies (Hammerstein et al. 2021). We

discuss the star formation histories of the individual

VLASS transients in more detail in the companion pa-

pers and Appendix A.

We determine whether a galaxy is in the green valley

by comparing its MW extinction and redshift-corrected

u − r color, which we denote 0.0u − r, and stellar mass

to those for green valley galaxies, as shown in the left

panel of Figure 4. We adopt the same definition of green

valley as Hammerstein et al. (2023) and overplot the
0.0u − r colors and stellar masses for their optically-

selected sample as blue squares. Qualitatively, all the

radio-selected TDE hosts are towards the edges of or

outside the green valley, with a preference towards bluer

hosts, whereas the optically-selected TDE hosts span it.

Quantitatively, two of the six ((33±25)%) radio-selected

TDEs fall within the green valley, which is consistent

with the eight of the seventeen ((47 ± 14)%) optically-

selected TDEs in the same region.

We also constrain the stellar populations using the

optical spectra. In particular, we identify E+A galaxies

using the Lick HδA absorption index and Hα equivalent

width, as shown in the right panel of Figure 4. The E+A

region is shown in black solid lines. We have adopted

the same E+A galaxy definition as Hammerstein et al.

(2023). We also show the quiescent balmer strong (QBS)

region is dashed black lines. Up to 2/6 ((33±25%) of the

VLASS TDE hosts are consistent with E+A galaxies,

although a quiescent Hα luminosity for J1008 is required

to confirm that result. This fraction is consistent with

the 2/12 ((16±14%) of the optically-selected TDEs that

satisfy the E+A definition.

5.4. Summary

Our host galaxy analysis can be summarized as fol-

lows:

1. Radio-selected, optically-bright TDEs tend to lie

at lower stellar masses and SMBH masses than

optically-selected TDEs

2. Radio-selected TDEs occur at a slightly higher

rate in galaxies with detectable nebular emis-

sion relative to optically-selected TDEs. A larger

fraction of these radio-selected events with nebu-

lar emission lie in AGN hosts, whereas optically-

selected events tend to prefer composite hosts, al-

though this trend may be in part due to different
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Figure 4. Left panel: The rest-frame u − r color (0.0u − r) of the TDE host galaxies vs the host galaxy stellar mass. The
radio-selected sample is shown as colored markers, and the optically-selected sample is shown as light blue squares. The region
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The Hα equivalent width versus the Lick HδA absorption for the TDE host galaxies. The different TDEs are formatted the
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treatments of transients in AGN between the sam-

ples.

3. Radio-selected, optically-bright TDEs occupy

green valley galaxies and E+A galaxies at ap-

proximately the same rate as the optically-selected

TDEs.

Future studies with larger radio-selected TDE samples

will test whether these correlations are real, or statistical

flukes.

6. OPTICAL TRANSIENT BROADBAND

EMISSION ANALYSIS

Informed by the discussion of the host emission from

the last section, we begin our analysis of the multiwave-

length transient emission. We first consider the opti-

cal broadband emission for two reasons: (1) the optical

emission from TDEs probes the evolution of the TDE

debris and the accretion flow at early times (∼months).

Later, we will consider the radio emission, which can be

delayed and long-lived. (2) A key datum is the MJD on

which the TDE began; VLASS alone is not sufficiently

high-cadence to constrain this date. The optical light

curves set the strongest constraints because they have

long baselines and high cadences. In this section, we

present the optical light-curves of our events (Figure 5)

and perform a basic analysis of their evolution.

6.1. Methodology

TDE optical lightcurves are typically modelled as

evolving blackbodies. We aim to constrain four basic

parameters of our lightcurves: the peak luminosity Lbb,

the blackbody temperature at the time of the peak lu-

minosity Tbb, the rise time from half-max-luminosity

to max-luminosity t1/2,rise, and the decay time from

max-luminosity to half-max luminosity t1/2,decay. These

parameters have already been constrained for J0813,

J1008, and J1752 by Yao et al. (2023) and we refer the

reader to that work for details.

In the case of J1356 (described in detail in Ap-

pendix A), we only have one band in the optical, so we

do not have enough information to simultaneously fit the

blackbody temperature and luminosity from that data

alone. Fortuitously, J1356 was observed near the optical

peak in the IR, and the resulting IR and optical SED

is shown in Figure 6. We fit this SED to a blackbody

and found a best-fit temperature of log T/K = 3.73+0.01
−0.01.

Errors are statistical. We then fit the optical lightcurve

to a Gaussian rise and exponential decay model, which

is commonly adopted for TDEs. We used the dynesty

dynamic nested sampling software.

In the case of J2012, the sparse optical observations

preclude any detailed constraints on the optical evolu-

tion. We fit the optical lightcurve at t < 1 year to a

Gaussian rise and exponential decay model with a fixed

temperature, but urge caution in interpreting the re-

sults.

For J2030, there are no optical observations during the

rise or peak of the source, so we can only set a limit on
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Table 4. Optical light curve parameters

Name Lbb Tbb Rbb t1/2,decay t1/2,rise Ref.

VT J0813 44.30 4.46 14.80 45.4+1.0
−0.9 24.1+1.1

−0.9 Yao et al. 2023

VT J1008 42.98 4.15 14.76 23.1+1.8
−1.2 11.8+1.5

−1.3 Yao et al. 2023

VT J1356 42.64 3.73 15.44 21.2+2.7
−2.2 2.6+1.4

−0.7 This work

VT J1752 43.81 4.10 15.28 27.4+0.7
−0.7 23.1+0.9

−0.9 Yao et al. 2023

VT J2012 43.07 3.93 15.26 26.2+5.4
−5.1 10.2+1.5

−1.1 This work

VT J2030 43.09 3.88 15.36 66.6+2.0
−4.4 15+14

−10 This work
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Figure 5. The optical lightcurves for our TDE candidates. Each band is shown in a different color.

the blackbody temperature and luminosity, and we have

no constraints on the rise time. We fit the decay to a

exponential model with a fixed blackbody temperature

and set a lower limit on the peak luminosity based on

the luminosity during the first detection of the source.

The adopted optical lightcurve parameters for each

source are summarized in Table 4.

6.2. Results

In the rest of this section, we compare the optical

lightcurve parameters for our radio-selected, optically-

detected TDEs to those for the optically-selected TDE

sample from Yao et al. (2023).

In Figure 7, we show the distribution of blackbody

temperature and luminosity in the left panel and t1/2,rise
vs t1/2,decay in the right panel. We see no obvious corre-

lations in the rise/decay times of the lightcurves. Radio-

selected TDE hosts seem to lie towards lower temper-

ature and luminosities than the optically-selected sam-

ple, although the bulk of those events at extreme tem-

peratures/luminosities are those without well-sampled

data, suggesting this correlation may be an artifact of

our analysis methods or data quality. Ignoring those

sources (J1356, J2012, J2030), two out of three of the

remaining events do lie at low temperatures and lumi-

nosities.

7. RADIO EMISSION PROPERTIES AND

MECHANISM

Next, we consider the radio emission mechanisms for

our sample and compare to published radio follow-up

of optically-selected TDEs. A small but growing sam-

ple of TDEs have radio detections; the brightest four

of which comprise the on-axis, jetted TDE population
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(Andreoni et al. 2022; Bloom et al. 2011b; Brown et al.

2015; Burrows et al. 2011; Cenko et al. 2012; Mattila

et al. 2018; Pasham et al. 2023; Zauderer et al. 2011;

Ravi et al. 2022; Somalwar et al. 2023b). Most TDEs

with radio detections have non-relativistic, wide-angle

outflows. The non-relativistic TDEs were largely se-

lected in the optical and followed up in the radio, with

a few exceptions. In the following sections, we first con-

sider the radio lightcurves of our events in the context

of published TDE radio lightcurves. Then, we constrain

the physical parameters of the emitting region and com-

pare these to those of optically-selected, radio-detected

TDEs.

7.1. The radio lightcurves of TDEs

First, we show the radio lightcurves for our TDEs and

representative sub-sample of all radio-detected TDEs in

Figure 9. The jetted and non-jetted TDEs are denoted

with different line styles and colors. The radio-selected

TDEs all have thicker lines than those selected in other

bands. The TDEs presented in this paper are demar-

cated with unique colors and markers.

There are a number of key takeaways from this plot.

From the non-radio-selected TDEs alone, there was an

apparent bifurcation of the events into those with lu-

minosities ≳ 1031 erg s−1 Hz−1 and those with lumi-

nosities ≲ 1029 erg s−1 Hz−1. This split approximately

mapped onto the type of outflow: relativistic, collimated

jet, or non-relativistic, wide-angle outflow. With the

radio-selected TDEs, we have begun spanning the gap

between these two outflow classes. For example, we see

evidence for jetted sources at luminosities ≲ 1030 erg

s−1 Hz−1, like J1533 from Ravi et al. (2021) and J2030

from this work. The radio-selected TDEs alone span a

luminosity range 1028−31 erg s−1 Hz−1, with no clear

division into separate classes.

The fact that the radio-selected sample has more lu-

minous emission may be a selection effect - radio surveys

are biased towards brighter radio sources. The fact that

optical surveys do not see these bright sources results

from the trends discussed in previous sections; in par-

ticular, it arises naturally from the optical faintness of

radio-selected TDEs.

We also see a wide range of lightcurve shapes. Until

recently, TDE radio lightcurves were expected to fol-

low gamma-ray burst models, with a power law rise

and decay. This paradigm shifted with the discovery

of ≳ 5-year-old radio-selected TDEs (e.g. Ravi et al.

2021; Somalwar et al. 2023b) and the discovery of radio

rebrightening and other late-time radio emission from

optically-selected TDEs (e.g. Horesh et al. 2021). The

radio TDEs presented in this work extend the range of

radio lightcurves. We see a wide range of light curve

shapes, including multiple examples that show late-time

rise or rebrightenings. Some of the rises and rebright-

enings occur remarkably long after the initial TDE. VT

J2030 declines and then brightens ∼3 years post-optical

flare, while VT J1752 is still rising at that time. VT

J1356 is still rising after ∼8 years, making this one of the

oldest known radio-emitting TDEs, and the first known

in a non-active galaxy. We also see examples like VT

J1008 and VT J2012, which show similar multiwave-

length properties and are at similar epochs post-TDE,

but the 3 GHz luminosities are rising at significantly

different rates.

Of course, these single frequency lightcurves cannot

provide a complete view of the physical properties of

the radio-emitting outflows. Instead, we require multi-

frequency radio SEDs (i.e., near-simultaneous observa-
tions at multiple frequencies, spanning a few GHz range)

spanning multiple epochs, which we can fit to radio out-

flow models. Hence, for the rest of this section, we an-

alyze the radio SEDs of our events and briefly compare

them to published results for optically-selected, radio-

detected TDEs.

7.2. Analysis of the TDE radio spectral energy

distributions

We modelled the SED of each of the TDEs presented

in this work uniformly. A detailed model description

is provided in Appendix C, which we briefly summarize

here. We assume all TDE radio emission is produced

by the synchrotron mechanism. We model each radio

SED as a spherical outflow of radius R expanding into a

medium with uniform density and magnetic field B. We
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assume a single power-law electron population with den-

sity N0, minimum Lorentz factor γ = γmin and spectral

index p:

N(γ) ∝ γ−p, γmin < γ. (3)

With these definitions, the synchrotron flux density can

be calculated as a function of frequency, with free pa-

rameters R, B, n, N0, and γmin. We assume equiparti-

tion with ϵe = 0.1 and ϵB = 0.1, as is standard in TDE

modelling. This assumption allows us to eliminate one

parameter from our fit. We fit the synchrotron flux den-

sity to each radio SED independently (i.e., assuming no

model for time evolution) using the dynesty dynamic

nested sampler.

In the case of J1752, the radio emission model required

with two components. Our methodology was otherwise

identical to that used when modelling the rest of the

sample.

The best-fit synchrotron parameters for each source at

each epoch are summarized in Table 5. We additionally

include the total energy in the outflow E, the equivalent

ejecta mass Mej = 2E/c2, and the average β factor of

the ejecta (β = v/c, for velocity v) assuming the first

optical detection is the launch date of the outflow. For

illustration, we show a representative sample of the ra-

dio SEDs for the six TDEs published in this paper in

Figure 8, with the fits overlaid.

7.3. Comparison to optically-selected, radio-detected

TDEs

In the rest of this section, we discuss the radio emis-

sion observed from both our sample and place it in the

context of the general radio-detected TDE population.

As a comparison, we primarily rely on Cendes et al.

(2023), who presented radio follow-up of 23 optically-

selected TDEs, although without a well-defined selec-

tion function. Radio emission was detected from 15 of

the sources, although the transient nature of the emis-

sion could only be confirmed for 9 sources. Thus at least

40% of the optically-selected TDEs that were considered

were radio emitting.

Cendes et al. (2023) obtained multi-frequency SEDs

for their sample and constrained the radii, magnetic

field, and energies using methods similar to ours al-

though using a broken power-law fit to measure the peak

flux/frequency of the radio SEDs; we refer the reader to

that work for details. In the rest of this section we will

compare these physical parameters between our sample

and that in Cendes et al. (2023), while keeping in mind

that the differences is SED fitting methods may result

in small offsets in the measured outflow physical param-

eters,

In Figure 10, we show the radius, energy, and magnetic

field evolution as a function of time. We do not adopt

the energies reported in Cendes et al. (2023), but instead

adopt E = B2

8πϵB
4πR3fV , where fV is the volume filling

factor. The clearest discrepancy between our sources

and the sources from Cendes et al. (2023) is that the

latter turn on in the radio later than our sources. Our

sources also tend to reside at the upper end of the energy

and radius range observed by Cendes et al. (2023), and

the lower end of the magnetic field range.

These differences between our sample and the Cen-

des et al. (2023) sample show that radio and optical

searches for TDEs are currently finding fundamentally

different events, even when only considering those TDEs

that emit in both bands. Our selection criteria, com-

bined with the flux-limited nature of VLASS and the

timeline between the start of ZTF and VLASS E1/2

will tend to produce events that brighten within ∼3

years post-optical flare and that are intrinsically lumi-

nous. As we have argued, these sources tend to have

faint optical flares, so they will not be as dominant in

the Cendes et al. (2023), which is based on optically-

discovered TDEs and so will be biased towards objects

with brighter optical flares. The Cendes et al. (2023) is

also based on deep radio follow-up, and thus is sensitive

to events with fainter radio emission than is detectable

by VLASS.

8. DISCUSSION

In the following sections, we briefly comment on phys-

ical explanations for the tentative trends observed in

this work and we constrain the rate of radio-emitting,

optically-bright TDEs. First, we recapitulate the results

of the following sections.

• The radio-selected TDEs show a tentative prefer-

ence for lower stellar mass and velocity dispersion

galaxies, suggesting that radio-selected TDEs may

prefer low SMBH masses.

• Radio-selected TDEs are more likely to occur in

galaxies with nebular emission lines than optically-

selected TDEs. The radio-selected TDE hosts

with nebular emission lines are predominantly

Seyferts, whereas the optically-selected TDE hosts

with nebular emission lines are predominantly

composite galaxies.

• Radio-selected TDE hosts occupy E+A galaxies

and green valley galaxies at a consistent rate to

that of optically-selected TDE hosts.

• The optical light-curves for the radio-selected

TDEs tend to peak at lower blackbody tempera-
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tures and luminosities than those of the optically-

selected TDEs, although this difference could

be caused by the difference in available optical

datasets for these sources.

• TDEs show a wide-range of radio emission. In our

sample, alone, we have TDEs that, at ∼3-years

post-first-detection, are both rising and fading at 3

GHz. We have TDEs with strongly non-monotonic

evolution, and some with brightening 3 GHz emis-

sion almost a decade post-event. The radio lu-

minosities of the radio-selected TDEs alone span

the range 1028−31 erg s−1 Hz−1, with no obvious

division into subclasses.

• Our radio-selected TDEs tend to have emitting re-

gions with larger energies and radii and smaller

magnetic fields than optically-selected/radio-

detected TDEs, despite the fact that the radio-

selected TDE radio emission turns on at earlier

times.

8.1. Physical explanations for the observed differences

between radio- and optically-selected TDEs

With these observations in mind, we briefly hypoth-

esize physical explanations for the observed trends. A

comprehensive review of possible models is beyond the

scope of this paper.

If we adopt the model for TDE evolution where ra-

dio emission from TDEs may be produced when a wind

or jet launched from near an accretion disk, it is pos-

sible to unify the observed trends. First, we consider

the low SMBH masses. TDEs with lower black hole

masses spend more time in a near- to super-Eddington

state (Wu et al. 2018). Super-Eddington accretion disks

have a puffy structure, with significant unbound mate-

rial, that may be conducive to launching winds and/or

aiding in collimating jets (Curd et al. 2023). Hence, one

might expect that radio emitting TDEs tend to occur

when the SMBH mass is lower because of the puffier

accretion disk structure.

Of course, the wind and/or jet cannot necessarily be

detected unless it shocks against the circumnuclear ma-

terial (CNM). Then, events with more material in the

vicinity of the SMBH will be more likely to produce de-

tectable radio emission. It is well established that AGN

tend to have a significant CNM relative to completely

quiescent galaxies (Jiang et al. 2021), so a TDE in a

galaxy with a weak or retired AGNmay be more likely to

produce synchrotron-emitting shocks. This would then

explain the prevalence of galaxies with strong nebular

emission in our sample.

The faint and cool optical flares may also be explained

by the enhanced circumnuclear material, combined with

the low black hole masses. Lower black hole masses pro-

duce fainter optical flares (Mummery et al. 2023). More-

over, the presence of enhanced circumnuclear material

will tend to obscure emission from the nucleus. Then,

before correcting for this obscuration, any detected op-

tical flare will appear fainter and cooler. If we had

higher quality optical observations, it is plausible that
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we could constrain the amount of extinction caused by

the CNM, although this is not possible with the current

data. Another possible method of constraining increased

CNM in radio-selected TDE hosts is through MIR stud-

ies: we would have direct evidence for the presence

of enhanced circumnuclear dust if radio-selected TDEs

are more likely than optically-selected events to have a

MIR flare, which in TDEs is associated with thermally-

emitting dust in the vicinity of the SMBH.

Thus, by invoking super-Eddington accretion around

low mass SMBHs and enhanced circumnuclear material,

we can reconcile most of our observations. Future sam-

ples of radio-selected TDEs with larger statistics and im-

proved multiwavelength coverage will be able to probe

these possibilities.

8.2. The rate of radio-emitting, optically-bright TDEs

One of the key benefits of performing a untargeted

search for optically- and radio-detected TDEs is that

we can set limits on the rate of such events. Hence, we

conclude our discussion by considering the rate of GHz-

emitting, optically-bright TDEs on ∼3 year timescales.

Because the GHz lightcurve evolution of TDEs is

poorly understood, we cannot robustly estimate the

incompleteness of VLASS to radio-emitting, optically-

detected TDEs. Instead, we simply set an lower limit,

which acknowledges that fact that there may be some

optically-detected, radio-bright TDEs that did not make

it into our sample because of, e.g., the cadence of sen-

sitivity of VLASS. Of the thirty-three ZTF TDEs pre-

sented in Yao et al. (2023), three are in our sample.

Hence, with 90% confidence, > 3% of optically-selected

TDEs are radio-emitting. The integrated volumetric

TDE rate from Yao et al. (2023) is 2.9+0.6
−1.3×10−7 Mpc−3

yr−1, leading to a volumetric radio-emitting, optically-

bright TDE rate of ≳ 10 Gpc−3 yr−1.

We defer discussion of the luminosity function of

radio-selected TDEs, as well as predictions for future

surveys, to future work on the full VLASS-selected TDE

sample.

9. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented the first sample of radio-selected

TDEs. We selected six radio transients in the VLASS

with multiwavelength emission consistent with TDEs;

in particular, we require the detection of an optical

counterpart. We have compared the properties of these

events to optically-selected TDE samples. We tenta-

tively suggest that radio-selected, optically-bright TDEs

occur at a higher rate in galaxies with low stellar/black

hole masses. They also tend to have cooler and fainter

optical emission that optically-selected TDEs. We com-

pare to the results of radio follow-up campaigns of op-

tical TDE samples and find slightly larger energies and

radii in our sample, as well as earlier outflow launch

times relative to the initial TDE. We constrain the rate

of radio-emitting, optically-bright TDEs to be > 3% of

the optical TDE rate, or ≳ 10 Gpc−3 yr−1.

In future work, we will use VLASS to extend this

sample to include those events without multiwavelength

counterparts. VLASS, of course, is limited by the ob-

servation cadence: it will only be able to identify TDEs

with radio emission that lasts for ∼3 years. By combin-

ing VLASS with past radio surveys like FIRST or NVSS,

we can probe long timescales. Current and planned ra-

dio surveys and instruments, including ASKAP (Hotan

et al. 2021), the ngVLA (Murphy et al. 2018) and the

DSA 2000 (Hallinan et al. 2019), will probe different

timescales. The combined radio TDE samples from

these surveys will revolutionize our understanding of the

landscape of TDE radio emission.
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Figure 11. Summary of the properties of VT J1356. The bottom left panel shows a PANSTARRS image of the host galaxy
before the flare. The top left panel shows a Legacy survey (Dey et al. 2019) image of the host galaxy and transient during the
flare. The transient is visible as a blue nucleus in the galaxy. The right panels summarize the transient emission associated
with the event. The top right panel shows the 3 GHz and 887.5 MHz radio lightcurves. Example power law fits to the 3 GHz
lightcurve are overlaid in black. The middle right panel shows the ASASSN lightcurve of this source. The bottom right panel
shows the WISE infrared lightcurve of this source (Wright et al. 2010).

APPENDIX

A. THE MULTI-WAVELENGTH PROPERTIES OF VT J1356

In this appendix, we discuss the multiwavelength properties of VT J1356 in detail because this source is not discussed

in either of the companion papers.

A.1. Discovery and host galaxy

We first identified VT J1356 as a radio flare with an unusual MIR counterpart in data from the WISE survey, shown

in the right panel of Figure 11. The IR flare showed a double peaked structure, with an initial, blue peak, and then a

secondary, long-lived, red flare. We obtained optical lightcurves from public, high cadence optical surveys, including

ZTF, ASASSN, and ATLAS, and found an optical transient detected in ASASSN data ∼8 years before the VLASS

detection. This transient coincided with the first IR transient peak.

The host galaxy of this transient is shown in the left panel of Figure 11. Note that this image was taken during the

transient, so the bright nucleus is the optical emission associated with the TDE. We obtained an optical spectrum of

the host galaxy, which is described in Section 3.4. The spectrum is that of a star-forming galaxy. There are no obvious

transient spectral features. There is no optical spectrum available at times closer to the optical peak.
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A.2. Optical and IR analysis

We analyzed the optical flare as described in Section 6. We fit the combined optical-IR SED at the peak of the IR

flare to a blackbody and found a temperature ∼104 K (Figure 6), consistent with an optically-flaring TDE. The shape

of the optical flare is also consistent with TDE observations (see Section 6).

The secondary IR peak is reminiscent of the “dust echoes” occasionally seen from TDEs (van Velzen et al. 2021a).

Dust echoes are produced by thermally emitting dust in the vicinity of the SMBH, which is heated by UV emission from

the TDE. The temperature of the emission is generally ∼1000 K, i.e., close to but below the sublimation temperature

of the dust. To test this hypothesis and constrain the physical properties of the transient, we perform a detailed

analysis of this secondary IR flare. We began by fitting blackbody models to each epoch of the secondary flare with

> 3σ detections in both the W1 and W2 bands.

If this flare is a dust echo, the luminosity and timescale of the IR flare is set by the UV lightcurve and the geometry

of the dust. Applying simple assumptions, we can set constraints on the dust structure. The secondary IR flare from

VT J1356 rose to a peak ∼1200 days post-optical peak. Assuming the UV flare traces the optical flare and that the

dust is in a spherical or torus-like geometry with radius Rdust, this then constrains Rdust: the rise time tIR,rise is given

by tIR,rise ∼ 2Rdust/c. Then, we have Rdust ∼ 0.5 pc, which is comparable to values found for similar sources (e.g.

Somalwar et al. 2021).

A.3. Radio and X-ray observations and analysis

We searched for archival X-ray flares using the ESA high energy lightcurve tool. We obtained X-ray follow-up of this

source ∼3000 days post-peak using the Swift/XRT telescope. We reduced the observations using the online Swift/XRT

data analysis tool. No emission was detected (LX ≲ 6× 1041 erg s−1).

In addition to the VLASS observations of this source, we crossmatched against the Rapid ASKAP Continuum Survey

(RACS) catalog (Hale et al. 2021). The source was detected on MJD 58600 with a 887.5 MHz flux density of 3.5± 0.9

mJy. We also obtained a follow-up radio SED, as described in Section 3.1. We fit it to a synchrotron emission model

as described in Appendix C.

We begin by discussing the radio lightcurve. We combined the VLASS, RACS, and follow-up data to construct 887.5

MHz and 3 GHz radio lightcurves, as shown in the top left panel of Figure 11.

A.4. The origin of VT J1356

In this section, we constrain the origin of VT J1356: is it in fact a TDE? We consider three plausible origins to

explain these observations: (1) an AGN flare, (2) a supernova (SN), or (3) a TDE. While exotic models may be able

to replicate the data, constraining them is beyond the scope of this work.

We immediately exclude the possibility that we are observing an AGN flare. HG J1356 shows no evidence for AGN

activity, either in the form of AGN-like infrared colors nor strong forbidden line emission. If we are observing an AGN

flare, it is from an extraordinarily weak AGN, so we consider this scenario unlikely.

Next, we consider a supernova origin. HG J1356 is an actively star forming galaxy, so this possibility is more

feasible. Our main evidence against a SN origin comes from the MIR emission. Yang et al. (2019) analyzed NEOWISE

lightcurves (Mainzer et al. 2014) for 2812 SNe from the Open Catalogue of Supernovae (Guillochon & Ramirez-Ruiz

2015) and found that (1) the MIR variability typically occured on a ∼6 month timescale and (2) SNe MIR lightcurves

tend to show a bluer-when-brighter behavior. Our source is variable on many year timescales, and the MIR color

becomes redder when the flare is more luminous. As in the AGN flare case, if this event is an SN, it is a very unusual

example of such, so we do not prefer this possibility.

We are left with a TDE origin for VT J1356. The optical flare, IR flare, and energetics are consistent with a TDE.

B. OPTICAL SPECTRUM FITTING METHODS

We fit the stellar continua of the spectra using the ppxf code (Cappellari & Emsellem 2004; Cappellari 2017) with

the MILES templates (Vazdekis et al. 2010) following the method detailed in Appendix B of Somalwar et al. (2021).

The best fit stellar continua are overlaid on Figure 1. We then subtracted the stellar continuum from each spectrum

and fit the individual emission lines to measure the fluxes. We jointly model lines that are closer together than a

few times the instrument resolution to ensure reliable fits, such as the [N II]+Hα complex. We assumed each line

could be modelled by a Gaussian. We allowed the amplitude, width, and centroid of each line to float, although when

simultaneously modelling multiple lines, we assumed the widths were the same for every line. We included a linear
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component to account for any residual continuum. For each line or line complex, we ran emcee for 2000 steps with

200 walkers and discarded the first 1000 steps as burn-in.

C. SYNCHROTRON ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY

We consider an electron in a homogeneous region at redshift z and luminosity distance dL. The rest-frame frequency

ν is related to the observed frequency as ν = (1+z)νobs. We will perform most calculations using rest-frame frequency,

and transform to observer frequency before comparing to observations. The magnetic field is given by B. Consider

a single electron with Lorentz factor (LF) γ. The pitch angle, or the angle between the electron’s velocity and the

magnetic field, is θ. The rest-frame synchrotron frequency is

νs =
eBγ2

2πmc
. (C1)

The synchrotron power for a single electron at rest-frame frequency ν is given by

Ps(ν | B, γ, θ) =

√
3e2B sin θ

mec2
F (ν/νc), νc =

3

2
νs sin θ. (C2)

The function F (ν/νc) encapsulates the frequency dependence of the spectrum. It is defined as

F (x) = x

∫ ∞

x

K5/3(y)dy. (C3)

K5/3(y) is the modified Bessel function of order 5/3.

At low and high frequencies, F (x) is well approximated by

F (x) −→ F1(x) =
4π√

3Γ(1/3)

(
x

2

)1/3

, x → 0; (C4)

F (x) → F2(x) =

√
π

2
x1/2e−x, x → ∞. (C5)

Here, Γ is the Gamma function, rather than bulk Lorentz factor. For all equations hereafter, an expression of the form

Γ(x) refers to the Gamma function, an expression of the form Γ(s, x) refers to the upper incomplete Gamma function,

and the character Γ with no argument refers to the bulk Lorentz factor. For x ≤ 10−5 and x ≥ 103, these formulae

give relative errors < 0.1%. For the regime 10−5 < x < 103, F (x) is well approximated (relative error < 0.8%) as

F (x) ≈ F (1)(x) = F1(x)

∑14
i=0 n1ie

−α1ix∑14
i=0 n1i

+ F2(x)

(
1−

∑14
i=0 n2ie

−α2ix∑14
i=0 n1i

)
(C6)

Note that the factor
∑14

i=0 n1i is the denominator of the final term is not a typo. Because we use the sum over n1i in

the denominator, F (1)(x) does not approach F (x) exactly as x goes to infinity. However, as we will show, the difference

does not affect our results: for all upcoming calculations, this error will prove insignificant.

The single electron synchrotron spectrum, Equation C2, is only valid when the emitting energy during a single orbit

is smaller than the energy of the particle, in which regime quantum effects are negligible. The condition corresponds

to

B <
e/σT

γ2 sin2 θ
∼ 7.22× 1014

γ2 sin2 θ
G, (C7)

where σT is the Thomson cross section.

To compute the synchrotron spectrum for a population of electrons, we must assume an electron energy distribution.

We adopt the standard assumption that the electron lorentz factors are drawn from a cut-off power-law with index −p

N(γ)dγ = N0γ
−pdγ (γmin < γ < γmax) (C8)

= Ntot
1− p

γ1−p
max − γ1−p

min

γ−pdγ (γmin < γ < γmax) (C9)

= Ee
2− p

γ2−p
max − γ2−p

min

γ−pdγ (γmin < γ < γmax). (C10)
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γmin(max) is the minimum (maximum) electron Lorentz factor. A common assumption is γmax = ∞. Throughout

the rest of this work, we assume γmax = 109, which is roughly equivalent to γmax = ∞, although all derivations are

generalized to arbitrary γmax. N0 is the normalization of the electron distribution, and is related to both the total

number of electrons Ntot =
∫ γmax

γmin
N(γ)dγ and the total energy stored in the electrons Ee =

∫ γmax

γmin
γmec

2N(γ)dγ.

Using this energy distribution, the synchrotron emissivity (cgs units erg s−1 cm−3 sterad−1) is given by

ϵs(ν) =
1

4π

∫ γmax

γmin

dγN(γ)P (ν | B, γ, θ) (C11)

=

√
3

8π

e3N0B sin θ

mec2

(
ν

ν0

) 1−p
2

∫ xmin

xmax

x(3−p)/2F (x)dx. (C12)

Here, we have defined the variable ν0 = 3eB sin θΓ
4πmec(1+z) , so that νc = γ2ν0. We have also defined xmin = ν/(ν0γ

2
min) and

xmax = ν/(ν0γ
2
max); note that, despite the subscripts, xmin > xmax. In the limit xmin → ∞ and xmax → 0, we find the

expected frequency dependence ϵs(ν) ∝ (ν/ν0)
(1−p)/2.

The approximation for F (x) described above allows this integral to be analytically evaluated. We find

ϵ(2)s (ν) =

√
3

8π

e3N0B sin θ

mec2

(
ν

ν0

) 1−p
2

{
F1

∑14
i=0 n1iα

−z1
1i

(
Γ(z1, α1ixmin)− Γ(z1, α1ixmax)

)∑14
i=0 n1i

+

F2

[(
Γ(z2, xmin)− Γ(z2, xmax)

)
−

∑14
i=0 n2i(α2i + 1)−z2

(
Γ(z2, (α2i + 1)xmin)− Γ(z2, (α2i + 1)xmax)

)∑14
i=0 n1i

]}
; (C13)

z1 =
3− p

2
+

1

3
+ 1, z2 =

3− p

2
+

1

2
+ 1.

The relative error of this expression is < 0.1% across the full parameter range.

With these expressions for the emissivity, we can readily calculate the synchrotron spectrum for any optically thin

emission region. In many cases, however, we must consider absorption processes. First, we consider synchrotron

self-absorption. The synchrotron self-absorption coefficient is given by

αν =
1

8πmeν2

∫ γmax

γmin

dγPs(ν)γ
2 ∂

∂γ

[
N(γ)

γ2

]
=

1

8πmeν2

∫ γmax

γmin

dγ
N(γ)

γ2

∂

∂γ

[
γ2Ps(ν, θ)

]
, (C14)

where the second expression uses the fact that N(γmin) = N(γmax) = 0, and is particularly relevant in cases where the

derivative of N(γ) is not well-defined. Using our power-law expression for N(γ), we find

αν =
(p+ 2)

√
3e3N0B sin θ

16πν2m2
ec

2

(
ν

ν0

)− p
2
∫ xmax

xmin

dxxp/2−1F (x) (C15)

In the limit xmin → ∞ and xmax → 0, we find αν ∝ ν−(p+4)/2, as expected.

As before, we can analytically evaluate this expression using our approximations. Evaluating for F (1)(x), we find

α(1)
ν =

(p+ 2)
√
3e3N0B sin θ

16πν2m2
ec

2

(
ν

ν0

)− p
2

{
F1

∑14
i=0 n1iα

−z1
1i

(
Γ(z1, α1ixmin)− Γ(z1, α1ixmax)

)∑14
i=0 n1i

+

F2

[(
Γ(z2, xmin)− Γ(z2, xmax)

)
−

∑14
i=0 n2i(α2i + 1)−z2

(
Γ(z2, (α2i + 1)xmin)− Γ(z2, (α2i + 1)xmax)

)∑14
i=0 n1i

]}
; (C16)

z3 =
2− p

2
+

1

3
+ 1, z4 =

2− p

2
+

1

2
+ 1.

The relative error in this expression is < 0.1% across the full parameter space.

We are now in a position to solve the radiative transfer equation to calculate the observed spectrum for an arbitrary

source. For reference, we restate the radiative transfer equation here:

dIν
ds

= ανIν + ϵs. (C17)
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Here, Iν is the specific intensity [erg cm−2 s−1 Hz−1 sterad−1] and s is the path length. αν and ϵs are still, respectively,

the absorption coefficient [cm−1] and emissivity [erg cm−3 s−1 sterad−1]. For a sphere with radius R (A = πR2,

s = 2R), the flux density is given by

Fν,sphere =
fAA

d2L

ϵs(ν)

αν(ν)

[
1− 2

τ2ν

(
1− (1 + τν)e

−τν

)]
; τsa(ν) = sαν(ν). (C18)

We adopt this approximation for the synchrotron SED for all the analysis in this work.

Table 5. TDEs with published radio SEDs

Name tobs − topt.peak logR/cm logB/G logN0/cm
−3 p β logE logMej/M⊙ SED Source

VT J0813 17 18.2+0.8
−0.9 −2.0+0.8

−0.7 −2+1
−1 1.69+0.06

−0.05 −0.03+0.03
−0.16 50.4+1.0

−1.0 −3.5+1.0
−1.0

45 17.2+1.2
−0.7 −1.4+0.6

−1.0 1+2
−2 2.08+0.13

−0.08 −0.4+0.3
−0.5 48.4+1.6

−1.0 −5.5+1.6
−1.0

53 17.7+0.9
−0.8 −1.8+0.6

−0.8 0+1
−2 2.06+0.11

−0.10 −0.2+0.1
−0.4 49+1

−1 −5+1
−1

83 18.1+0.7
−0.6 −2.2+0.5

−0.6 −0+1
−1 2.20+0.03

−0.03 −0.09+0.07
−0.22 49.6+0.9

−0.8 −4.3+0.9
−0.8

134 17.05+0.01
−0.01 −1.17+0.02

−0.02 2.35+0.06
−0.06 2.55+0.03

−0.03 −0.68+0.01
−0.01 48.49+0.03

−0.02 −5.46+0.03
−0.02

205 17.169+0.007
−0.006 −1.15+0.01

−0.01 2.56+0.03
−0.04 2.81+0.02

−0.03 −0.712+0.006
−0.005 48.88+0.02

−0.02 −5.07+0.02
−0.02

247 17.2+1.4
−0.2 −1.3+0.3

−1.1 2.2+0.6
−2.3 2.57+0.16

−0.09 −0.7+0.7
−0.2 48.8+1.9

−0.2 −5.1+1.9
−0.2

302 17.00+0.11
−0.05 −1.10+0.06

−0.11 2.3+0.2
−0.3 2.38+0.08

−0.10 −0.98+0.10
−0.04 48.48+0.10

−0.04 −5.47+0.10
−0.04

410 17.25+0.02
−0.01 −0.86+0.02

−0.02 3.42+0.05
−0.05 3.51+0.03

−0.03 −0.86+0.01
−0.01 49.73+0.02

−0.02 −4.23+0.02
−0.02

618 17.341+0.005
−0.005 −1.237+0.008

−0.008 2.29+0.02
−0.02 2.65+0.01

−0.01 −0.933+0.005
−0.005 49.221+0.008

−0.008 −4.730+0.008
−0.008

701 17.43+0.01
−0.01 −1.11+0.01

−0.02 2.80+0.03
−0.04 3.19+0.02

−0.02 −0.90+0.01
−0.01 49.74+0.01

−0.01 −4.21+0.01
−0.01

800 17.23+0.02
−0.02 −1.15+0.04

−0.04 2.6+0.1
−0.1 2.85+0.07

−0.06 −1.13+0.02
−0.02 49.08+0.05

−0.04 −4.87+0.05
−0.04

VT J1008 507 17.06+0.01
−0.01 −0.73+0.05

−0.04 3.5+0.2
−0.1 3.0+0.1

−0.1 −1.37+0.01
−0.01 49.4+0.1

−0.1 −4.5+0.1
−0.1

VT J1356 2581 17.40+0.04
−0.04 −1.12+0.03

−0.03 0.2+0.2
−0.2 1.80+0.04

−0.04 −1.73+0.04
−0.04 49.7+0.1

−0.1 −4.3+0.1
−0.1

VT J1752 756 17.814+0.003
−0.004 0.629+0.007

−0.013 −2.75+0.03
−0.02 1.004+0.007

−0.003 −0.819+0.003
−0.003 54.38+0.02

−0.04 0.43+0.02
−0.04

1115 17.99+0.02
−0.02 −0.87+0.05

−0.05 −0.5+0.2
−0.2 1.64+0.04

−0.04 −0.75+0.02
−0.02 51.9+0.1

−0.1 −2.0+0.1
−0.1

VT J2012 469 17.225+0.006
−0.006 −0.83+0.02

−0.02 3.27+0.08
−0.08 2.95+0.07

−0.06 −1.178+0.006
−0.006 49.69+0.05

−0.05 −4.26+0.05
−0.05

VT J2030 675 17.44+0.01
−0.01 −0.94+0.02

−0.02 3.09+0.06
−0.06 3.03+0.04

−0.04 −1.122+0.011
−0.010 50.11+0.03

−0.03 −3.84+0.03
−0.03

934 17.622+0.009
−0.009 −1.02+0.02

−0.02 3.04+0.04
−0.04 3.31+0.03

−0.03 −1.021+0.008
−0.008 50.51+0.03

−0.03 −3.44+0.03
−0.03

1051 17.51+0.01
−0.01 −1.05+0.03

−0.03 2.89+0.08
−0.07 3.07+0.06

−0.06 −1.15+0.01
−0.01 50.11+0.04

−0.04 −3.84+0.04
−0.04

Note—The physical parameters of the radio emission regions for our TDE candidates.
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