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Abstract

The IceCube collaboration has reported possible detections of high-energy neutrinos from

nearby Seyfert galaxies. While central hot coronae are proposed as the primary neutrino pro-

duction site, the exact coronal cosmic-ray energy budget has been loosely constrained. In this

study, we propose a new stringent upper bound on the coronal cosmic-ray energy budget of

Seyfert galaxies, considering both accretion dynamics and observed properties of radio-quiet

Seyfert galaxies. Notably, even under the calorimetric condition where cosmic rays lose all

their energies, our limit indicates that the coronal neutrino flux of NGC 1068 is about an order

of magnitude fainter than the observed levels. This discrepancy suggests the need for further

theoretical and observational investigations on the IceCube signals from Seyfert galaxies.

Key words: accretion, accretion disks — black hole physics — galaxies: active — galaxies: jets —

cosmic rays — neutrinos

1 Introduction

The IceCube Collaboration has reported a 4.2-σ detection
of high-energy neutrinos from a nearby Seyfert galaxy,
NGC 1068, based on 10 years of survey data (Aartsen et al.
2020; Goswami et al. 2022), where Seyfert galaxies are a
subset of active galactic nuclei (AGNs) characterized by a
lack of pronounced jet activity. Subsequently, they have
also identified 2.9-σ signals from two other proximate
Seyfert galaxies, NGC 4151 and CGCG 420-015 (Goswami
2023; Glauch et al. 2023). Intriguingly, the neutrino flux

of NGC 1068, as reported, exceeds its GeV gamma-ray
flux (Aartsen et al. 2020; IceCube Collaboration et al.
2022; Ajello et al. 2023), which implies a significant at-
tenuation of GeV gamma rays. Although the exact neu-
trino fluxes of NGC 4151 and CGCG 420-015 have not
been determined yet, this discrepancy would also apply
to these two Seyferts considering the Fermi observations
(Abdollahi et al. 2022; Peretti et al. 2023).

This discrepancy between gamma rays and neutrinos
has led to the proposal of various models to account
for the neutrino signals from Seyferts, such as accretion-
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powered winds from supercritically accreting compact bi-
naries (Sridhar et al. 2022), muon pair production in AGN
core (Hooper & Plant 2023), interaction between clouds
and the accretion disk (Müller & Romero 2020), interac-
tion between failed winds and the accretion disk (Inoue
et al. 2022), jet interaction with interstellar medium (Fang
et al. 2023), or stellar-mass black holes (BHs) embedded in
the AGN accretion disk (Tagawa et al. 2023). Here, given
various known observational properties, the hot plasma
surrounding the central supermassive black hole (SMBH)
and its accretion disk, namely the corona, emerges as
one of the most plausible sites for neutrino production
(Inoue et al. 2020; Murase et al. 2020; Gutiérrez et al. 2021;
Kheirandish et al. 2021; Eichmann et al. 2022; Murase
2022; Neronov et al. 2023; Blanco et al. 2023; Ajello et al.
2023; Mbarek et al. 2023; Fiorillo et al. 2023).

The influence of high-energy cosmic rays (CRs) in
SMBH coronae have been extensively investigated in the
literature (see, e.g., Zdziarski 1986; Kazanas & Ellison
1986; Sikora et al. 1987; Begelman et al. 1990; Stecker et al.
1992; Kalashev et al. 2015; Inoue et al. 2019). However,
a definitive constraint on the cosmic-ray energy budget
within these coronal regions remains elusive, primarily
due to the ambiguous non-thermal activity of Seyferts
in electromagnetic spectra. To account for the observed
neutrino signals, a specific CR energy budget is often
postulated without strict constraints. In this paper, we
aim to constrain this CR energy budget by considering
accretion dynamics and the observed properties of the
coronae. Furthermore, we explore potential limits on
the high-energy neutrino luminosities characteristic of
Seyfert galaxies.

2 Physical Properties of AGN Coronae

Accretion disk coronae serve as the primary sources
of AGN X-ray emission through Comptonization of ac-
cretion disk photons (Katz 1976; Bisnovatyi-Kogan &
Blinnikov 1977; Pozdniakov et al. 1977; Sunyaev &
Titarchuk 1980). Through X-ray spectral analyses, we
can deduce thermal coronal parameters, specifically the
coronal electron temperature Te and the Thomson scat-
tering optical depth τX (Brenneman et al. 2014; Fabian
et al. 2015; Ricci et al. 2018). X-ray AGNs typically have
kBTe ∼ 50 keV, where kB is the Boltzmann constant, and
τX ∼ 1 (Fabian et al. 2015; Ricci et al. 2018; Pal et al. 2023).

The coronal size Rc is measured as Rc ≡ rcRs ∼ 5 –
40 Rs, where Rs is the Schwarzschild radius, by optical–X-
ray spectral fitting studies (Jin et al. 2012; Kubota & Done
2018), micorolensing observations (Morgan et al. 2012),
and coronal synchrotron emission studies (Inoue & Doi

2018; Michiyama et al. 2023). In this paper, we adopt
rc = 10 as a fiducial value. This size is sufficient to at-
tenuate GeV gamma-ray photons, which is required to
match with the IceCube results of NGC 1068 (Inoue et al.
2020; Murase 2022).

Theoretically, it is expected that BH coronae are parts
of hot accretion flows, heated through advection (Liu
et al. 2002a; Kawanaka et al. 2008; Kawabata & Mineshige
2010), resulting in two-temperature plasma (Narayan &
Yi 1994; Manmoto et al. 1997). Such two-temperature
plasma has been also confirmed by recent numerical sim-
ulations (e.g., Liska et al. 2022). Hereinafter, for the sake
of simplicity, we treat coronae as uniform and steady two-
temperature plasma surrounding BHs.

The two-temperature plasma model naturally ac-
counts for the observed coronal electron temperature in
BH accretion systems (e.g., Kawabata & Mineshige 2010;
Inoue et al. 2019). In the hot accretion flow, the ion tem-
perature Ti is close to the virial temperature (Kato et al.
2008; Yuan & Narayan 2014)

Ti ≈
GMBHmp

6kBRc
=

mpc2

12kBrc
≃ 9.1 × 1010 K

( rc

10

)−1
, (1)

where G is the gravitational constant, MBH is the BH mass,
mp is the proton rest mass, and c is the speed of light. This
temperature translates to kBTi ∼ 2.6 MeV.

Through elastic Coulomb (EC) collisions, protons re-
distribute their heat to electrons, which are in turn cooled
via Comptonization. The electron heating rate through
EC collisions is given by

dTe

dt
≈ Ti

tEC,pe
≈ neσTc lnΛ√

π/2

(

me

mp

)

Tiθ
−3/2
e , (2)

where tEC,pe is the proton-electron Coulomb collision
timescale (Spitzer 1962; Stepney 1983), ne is the coro-
nal electron density, σT is the Thomson scattering cross
section, ln Λ ≈ 20 is the Coulomb logarithm, and θe ≡
kBTe/mec

2 is the dimensionless electron temperature. We
ignore the term of the dimensionless ion temperature θi ≡
kBTi/mpc2 in tEC,pe, as θi ≪ θe.

The electron cooling rate due to Comptonization is de-
scribed as

dTe

dt
≈ −4

3
σTuphTe

mec
, (3)

where uph is the accretion disk photon energy den-
sity. We define the bolometric disk luminosity as Lbol =

ǫLEdd, where ǫ is the radiative efficiency and LEdd is the
Eddington luminosity. Thus, uph = Lbol/4πR2

c c.
By balancing these electron heating and cooling rates,

the coronal electron temperature is estimated to be

kBTe ≈
(

3ln Λ

4
√

π/2

me

mp

ne

uph
kBTi

)2/5

mec
2 (4)
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≃ 84
( τX

1

)2/5( ǫ

0.1

)−2/5
[keV],

where, given the coronal opacity and the size, the electron
number density is expressed as ne ≈ τX/σTRc. The depen-
dencies on τX and ǫ are retained. This temperature aligns
closely with the measured coronal temperature ∼ 50 keV
(Fabian et al. 2015; Pal et al. 2023). Therefore, the two-
temperature plasma model provides a coherent explana-
tion for the observed coronal temperatures.

3 Bounds on Coronal CR Properties

3.1 Coronal CR Pressure

The total pressure in the coronal flow p is expressed as

p = pgas + pmag + pcr, (5)

where pgas is the gas pressure, pmag is the magnetic pres-
sure, and pcr is the cosmic-ray pressure. Here, we assume
isotropic momentum distribution for CR particles. We ne-
glect the radiation pressure because we consider the ac-
cretion rate regime ṁ ≪ 1, where ṁ is the dimensionless
mass accretion rate, scaled by the Eddington rate.

Given that the ion temperature Ti exceeds the electron
temperature Te, the coronal thermal gas pressure is domi-
nated by ions, which is

pgas = nikBTi + nekBTe ≈ nikBTi, (6)

where, assuming the charge neutrality, the ion number
density ni is set equal to ne. Then, we have the coronal
gas pressure as

pgas ≈
mpc4

24GσT

τX

MBHr2
c

. (7)

If we consider positron contribution, ni becomes smaller
than ne, so pgas would decrease.

Magnetic fields accrete onto the central BH together
with gas particles. The ratio of the gas pressure against
the magnetic pressure is commonly defined by the plasma
beta as

β ≡ pgas

pmag
, (8)

where we consider global coronal magnetic field.
In this paper, we introduce the ratio of the CR pressure

against the magnetic pressure as

δ ≡ pcr

pmag
. (9)

Observationally, as described above, coronal gamma-ray
fluxes need to be attenuated by coronal X-ray photons.
This implies that coronal CR particles should be gener-
ated and confined in the coronal region. Therefore, δ,
which limits the CR energy budget in the coronae, is

bounded as

δ ≤ 1. (10)

This condition is also applicable if CR particles are accel-
erated by magnetic activity associated with coronal flows
as we consider the time-averaged structure. When this
CR trapping condition reaches δ = 1, it signifies energy
equipartition between magnetic fields and CR particles.
It should be noted that in scenarios where δ > 1 and
β < 1, the CR pressure primarily sustains the accretion
disk. This leads to distinct accretion dynamics compared
to those dominated by gas, radiation, or magnetic pres-
sure, which have been explored in literature.

Incorporating these considerations, the CR pressure is
bounded in terms of the gas pressure as (Eqs. 7–9)

pcr =
δ

β
pgas ≈

mpc4

24GσT

δ

β

τX

MBHr2
c

(11)

3.2 Bounds on Coronal Cosmic Ray and Neutrino

Emissions

The energy density of cosmic rays, denoted as ucr, is asso-
ciated with the CR pressure as ucr = 3pcr . Those CRs gen-
erated in the coronal regions are transported to the further
inner region while being trapped in turbulent magnetic
fields in the accretion flow. As we consider geometrically
thick coronae, we apply spherical approximation here.

Since the energy source is the accretion process, the
power of processes in the corona is limited by the rate at
which the energy is supplied to the corona by the accre-
tion flow. Using the standard expression for the energy
flux (see, e.g., Landau & Lifshitz (1987)) one obtains

Lcr ≈ 4πR2
c vaccucr, (12)

where vacc represents the accretion speed. Utilizing the
self-similar solutions (Narayan & Yi 1994; Yuan et al.
2012; Yuan & Narayan 2014), vacc is approximated vacc ≃
1.1 × 1010αr−1/2

c cm s−1, where α is the dimensionless pa-
rameter representing the kinematic viscosity of the accre-
tion flow, the so-called α parameter, which is typically set
to be 0.1.

By combining Eqs. 10, 11 and 12, we can constrain the
CR power as

Lcr
<∼ 7.3 × 1041 erg s−1

( α

0.1

)

(

β

10

)−1

×
(

δ

1

)(

MBH

107 M⊙

)

( rc

10

)−1/2( τX

1

)

(13)

Here, if energy is injected into CRs from other than accre-
tion processes (see e.g., Blandford & Globus 2022 for the
ejection disk model), higher CR power might be realized.

The neutrino production channels are primarily pp
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and pγ interactions. One needs to consider the efficiency
of pp and pγ processes. However, for the purpose of
this study, we assume the calorimetric limit, where cosmic
rays lose all their energies, for both processes to establish
bounds on the neutrino luminosity to derive conservative
upper limits. The bolometric neutrino luminosity per fla-
vor is approximated as

Lν ≈ fνLcrC−1, (14)

where fν is the neutrino production fraction. fν ≃ 1/6 for
pp, while fν ≃ 1/8 for pγ. C reflects the spectral shape
effect, which should be larger than unity. To derive the
upper bound on the coronal neutrino luminosity, we take
fν = 1/6. Consequently, the coronal neutrino luminosity
is bounded as

Lν ≤ 1.2 × 1041 erg s−1
( α

0.1

)

(

β

10

)−1

×
(

δ

1

)(C
1

)−1 (
MBH

107 M⊙

)

( rc

10

)−1/2( τX

1

)

. (15)

3.3 Coronal Neutrino Emissions of NGC 1068,

NGC 4151, and CGCG 420-015

NGC 1068 is a Compton-thick Seyfert (Bauer et al. 2015;
Marinucci et al. 2016; Mizumoto et al. 2019) located at the
distance of DL = 13.97 ± 2.10 Mpc (Anand et al. 2021).
The mass of the central SMBH of NGC 1068 has been es-
timated using various methods. Water maser disk stud-
ies have reported a mass of ∼ 107M⊙ (Greenhill et al.
1996; Huré 2002; Lodato & Bertin 2003; Morishima et al.
2023) 1. We take 1 × 107 M⊙ for the SMBH mass of
NGC 1068.

Employing Eq. 15, we derive the upper bound for the
total neutrino flux of

Fν,NGC 1068 ≤ 3.3×10−12 TeV cm−2 s−1

×
(

DL

13.97 Mpc

)−2(
MBH

107 M⊙

)

( rc

10

)−1/2(τX

1

)

×
( α

0.1

)

(

β

10

)−1(
δ

1

)(C
1

)−1

. (16)

If we assume all the neutrino flux is generated at 1 TeV, the
resulting flux bound would be 3.3× 10−12 TeV−1 cm−2 s−1

at 1 TeV. Here, the observed neutrino flux of NGC 1068 is
Φ

1TeV
νµ+ν̄µ

= (5.0 ± 1.5stat ± 0.6sys) × 10−11 TeV−1 cm−2 s−1 at
1 TeV with a spectral index of 3.2 ± 0.2 ± 0.07 (IceCube
Collaboration et al. 2022) which is about an order of mag-
nitude higher than our bound.

Similar disagreement is seen for the other two reported

1 Studies focusing on the polarized broad Balmer emission line and the neu-

tral FeKα line have indicated masses of ∼ 7 × 107 M⊙ and ∼ 1 × 108 M⊙,

respectively (Minezaki & Matsushita 2015).

Seyferts. NGC 4151 is the X-ray brightest type-1 Seyfert
(Oh et al. 2018) located at the distance of D = 15.8 Mpc
based on the Cepheid distance measurement (Yuan et al.
2020). Recently, GeV gamma-ray emission has been de-
tected from this object (Ajello et al. 2021; Peretti et al.
2023). NGC 4151 has a central SMBH mass of 2.1 ×
107 M⊙ based on reverberation mapping measurements
(De Rosa et al. 2018). CGCG 420-015 is a Compton-thick
Seyfert (Tanimoto et al. 2018; Tanimoto et al. 2022) at a
distance of 127 Mpc (Shimizu et al. 2016). The central
SMBH mass is estimated as 2.0 × 108 M⊙ (Koss et al.
2017). The corresponding neutrino flux upper limit is ≤
5.3 × 10−12 TeV cm−2 s−1 and ≤ 7.9 × 10−13 TeV cm−2 s−1

for NGC 4151 and CGCG 420-015, respectively. These up-
per limits are about an orders of magnitude lower than
the 5σ sensitivity of IceCube (Aartsen et al. 2020).

These discrepancies in NGC 1068, NGC 4151, and
CGCG 420-015 suggest potential contributions of other
mechanisms, other compact sources, or potential back-
ground contamination. Lower β would be able to rec-
oncile the discrepancies. However, as described below,
achieving low-beta plasma for the entire coronal region
would not be straightforward, considering the nature of
radio-quiet Seyferts and the dichotomy of AGNs.

4 Discussion

4.1 Challenge of Strongly Magnetized Coronal

Models

When strong large-scale poloidal magnetic fields are
present near the SMBHs, numerical simulations predict
strong magnetic fields in the coronal region with values
of β ∼ 10−2–10−3 (Liska et al. 2022). Such a low-β ac-
creting plasma would be necessary to successfully repro-
duce powerful jets seen in radio-loud AGNs. In these
scenarios, AGN coronae could be magnetically heated
by reconnections (Haardt & Maraschi 1991; Liu et al.
2002b; Beloborodov 2017). However, our focus is on
radio-quiet Seyfert galaxies, which, by definition, do not
exhibit powerful jet activity.

Lack of powerful jets in Seyferts implies that large-
scale poloidal fields should not be dynamically impor-
tant. In such cases, only weakly magnetized coronae
will develop (Liska et al. 2022). Given the absence of
strong, large-scale poloidal magnetic fields, the Parker in-
stability (Parker 1955; Parker 1966; Matsumoto et al. 1988)
could inhibit the magnetic field amplification, keeping
β >∼ 10 (see e.g., Takasao et al. 2018; Hogg & Reynolds
2018; Dhang & Sharma 2019). Consequently, this leads to
β in the ranges of β ∼ 10–100.
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We can relate the observed coronal magnetic field
strength, Bc, to β, as the magnetic pressure is given by
pmag ≈ B2/8π. From observations, the coronal magnetic
field Bc of nearby Seyferts with SMBH masses of 107–
108 M⊙ is estimated to be in the range of Bc ∼ 10–30 G
with rc ∼ 40 (Inoue & Doi 2018; Michiyama et al. 2023),
leading to β ≈ 100. This estimate aligns with the argu-
ments presented earlier. If this estimate holds, the coro-
nal CR power could be reduced by an order of magnitude
than our estimate, signifying the discrepancy between our
bound and the observed neutrino flux.

The magnetic field estimates are based on the observa-
tions of millimeter (mm) emissions from Seyferts, utiliz-
ing the unprescended angular resolution and sensitivity
of ALMA. These emissions are interpreted as coronal syn-
chrotron emissions (Inoue & Doi 2018; Michiyama et al.
2023). However, we note that the origin of these mm emis-
sions remains a subject of debate (see, e.g., Raginski &
Laor 2016; Baskin & Laor 2021). Nonetheless, the mm–
X-ray luminosity correlation (Kawamuro et al. 2022; Ricci
et al. 2023; Kawamuro et al. 2023) and the mm–X-ray
time variability correlation (Behar et al. 2020; Chen et al.
2022; Panessa et al. 2022; Petrucci et al. 2023) strongly sug-
gest that both X-ray and mm emissions originate from the
same compact coronal region.

Low-β plasma might be prevalent in Seyfert coronae
if the launch of jets is predominantly influenced by the
angular momentum of the BHs. One widely accepted
mechanism for the launch of powerful relativistic jets is
the Blandford-Znajek process, in which the jet power is
extracted by the rotation of SMBHs threaded by magnetic
fields (Blandford & Znajek 1977). X-ray reflection spec-
tra studies (e.g., Tanaka et al. 1995) indicate that most
AGNs including Seyferts harbor rapidly rotating SMBHs
(Vasudevan et al. 2016; Reynolds 2021). This predomi-
nance of spinning SMBHs in AGNs is also theoretically
anticipated, based on studies of accretion and merger
histories of SMBHs (Volonteri et al. 2013). Considering
the insights from both theoretical and observational stud-
ies on SMBH spins, it is argued that a notable differ-
ence in magnetic flux strength, β, is inevitably neces-
sary to explain the dichotomy of radio loudness of radio-
loud and radio-quiet AGNs (Sikora et al. 2007; Sikora &
Begelman 2013). Consequently, the presence of low-β

coronal plasma in radio-quiet Seyferts would be unlikely,
given their generally lower levels of jet activity compared
to radio-loud populations.

4.2 Particle Acceleration Processes

Recent ALMA and IceCube observations indicate the
presence of accelerated particles in AGN coronae (Inoue
& Doi 2018; Inoue et al. 2020; IceCube Collaboration
et al. 2022; Michiyama et al. 2023). Two-temperature
accreting coronae are also characterized as collisionless
plasma (e.g., Mahadevan & Quataert 1997), where non-
thermal particles would be efficiently accelerated. Yet, the
specific particle acceleration mechanisms at play within
coronae remain elusive (Inoue et al. 2019; Murase et al.
2020; Kheirandish et al. 2021; Murase 2022; Mbarek et al.
2023; Fiorillo et al. 2023). Inoue et al. (2019) have previ-
ously discussed potential acceleration processes in AGN
coronae. We expand upon their arguments by combining
our coronal CR-bound studies.

Firstly, diffusive shock acceleration (DSA) would be
responsible for particle acceleration in coronae (Stecker
et al. 1992; Inoue et al. 2019). From the analysis of ALMA
mm emission spectra, the injection spectral index of pri-
mary electrons at γe ∼ 10–102 is likely around 2 (Inoue
et al. 2019; Gutiérrez et al. 2021). This injection index
aligns with what is typically expected in a simple DSA
scenario for a strong shock (e.g., Drury 1983; Blandford
& Eichler 1987). With β ∼ 10–100, DSA could poten-
tially accelerate particles to energies of > 10 TeV (Inoue
et al. 2019). Potential triggers for these shock accelera-
tions include falling-back BLR clouds (Müller & Romero
2020; Müller et al. 2022; Sotomayor & Romero 2022) or
failed-wind accretion (Inoue et al. 2022).

Secondly, stochastic acceleration might accelerate par-
ticles through the scattering by magnetic turbulence
(Kimura et al. 2019; Murase et al. 2020; Eichmann et al.
2022). The stochastic acceleration is characterized by
Alfvén speed vA = B/

√

4πmpni, turbulence index q, and
the ratio of the strength of turbulence against the back-
ground (e.g., Dermer et al. 1996). The stochastic acceler-
ation timescale depends on the magnetic field with tsta ∝

B−7/3 with the Kolomogorov index q = 5/3 (Inoue et al.
2019; Eichmann et al. 2022). In low-β plasma environ-
ments (i.e., in radio-loud AGNs), stochastic acceleration
is likely to emerge as the predominant process for particle
acceleration (Zhdankin et al. 2018; Zhdankin et al. 2019).
On the other hand, in radio-quiet AGNs having β ∼ 10–
100, stochastic acceleration may not be as effective (but
see also Kimura et al. 2015; Lynn et al. 2014; Sun & Bai
2021; Bacchini et al. 2024).

Magnetic reconnection flares are also potential particle
accelerators (de Gouveia dal Pino & Lazarian 2005; Singh
et al. 2015; Kheirandish et al. 2021; Fiorillo et al. 2023). The
specific particle acceleration mechanisms during these
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flares remain uncertain, with both DSA and stochastic ac-
celeration being potential candidates (see e.g., Hoshino
2012; Nishizuka & Shibata 2013). It would be beyond the
scope of this paper to understand the specific acceleration
process occurring in reconnection. However, we can esti-
mate the achievable reconnection flare power. Differential
rotation in accretion disks generates shear in magnetic
fields, which would trigger magnetic reconnections. The
achievable generation rate of magnetic energy in the coro-
nal region can be estimated as

Pmag ≈
ΩK faniB

2
ϕR3

c

12π
, (17)

where ΩK is the Keplerian angular velocity, Bϕ is the az-
imuthal magnetic field strength, and fani gives the ra-
tio between radial and azimuthal components of mag-
netic field strengths. The rotation period rotation is ≈
2π/ΩK ≃ 1.7 days(MBH/107M⊙) (rc/30)3/2. Considering
that a fraction of this magnetic energy fflare will be re-
leased by reconnection (Shibata et al. 2013), we estimate
the total reconnection power as

Prec ≈ fflarePmag (18)

≈ fflare
ΩK fani B

2
ϕR3

c

12π
(19)

≃ 2.5 × 1040 erg s−1
(

fflare

0.1

)(

fani

1

)(

β

10

)−1

×
(

MBH

107 M⊙

)

( rc

10

)−1/2( τX

1

)

, (20)

where we set Bϕ equal to the average B. This power is
lower than our CR bound (Eq. 13).

As magnetic reconnections are transient phenomena
and considering the radial dependence in Eq. 20, we
would expect sporadic giant reconnection flares. Recent
numerical simulations found that such giant flare would
indeed occur in the inner regions of accretion disks, even
in globally high-β plasma cases (Takasao et al. 2019; Porth
et al. 2021; Ripperda et al. 2022; Ball et al. 2018). These
reconnections could serve as a source of cosmic-ray par-
ticles or provide pre-accelerated particles. Detecting flar-
ing variabilities with ALMA or IceCube would be crucial
in confirming these phenomena.

4.3 Influence of Coronal Structure and Strong

Gravity

In our analysis, we have not explored the inner structure
of the corona or the influence of gravity. By adopting a
density structure from hot accretion flow without any out-
flows, ni ∝ r−3/2 (Yuan & Narayan 2014), we estimate that
the CR power could increase by a factor of 10 in the case
of a maximally rotating BH. However, the actual inner

structure of the corona diverges from this simple hot ac-
cretion flow model. For example, a more uniform density
within 5–10Rs is presented by a recent numerical study
(e.g., Liska et al. 2022).

Considering the coronae’s proximity to the central BH,
the impact of general relativity, especially gravitational
redshift, is significant. This effect can dramatically reduce
the observable flux from the core region. For rapidly spin-
ning black holes, Hagen & Done (2023) demonstrate that
emissions from the central region could be reduced by
over 80% based on general relativistic ray-tracing stud-
ies. Thus, if neutrinos are produced deep within the coro-
nae, the actual CR energy density would be considerably
higher than currently estimated.

5 Summary

In this study, we explore the CR energy budget within the
coronae of Seyfert galaxies. Taking into account the ac-
cretion dynamics and observed characteristics of Seyfert
coronae, we establish a stringent upper limit on the coro-
nal CR power, as denoted by Eq. 13. This constraint is
more restrictive than those derived from bolometric lu-
minosities. When considering the calorimetric limit, our
established bound yields the neutrino flux that is approx-
imately an order of magnitude lower than observations
from the direction of NGC 1068. Such a discrepancy im-
plies potential contributions from other compact regions
or the possibility of background event contamination. A
more in-depth combination of theoretical and observa-
tional analyses of the IceCube signals emanating from
Seyfert galaxies is warranted.

Recent numerical simulations indicate a preference for
high β plasma (β≫ 1) in AGNs lacking powerful jet activ-
ity (Liska et al. 2022). In such a scenario, the DSA process
emerges as the favored particle acceleration mechanism.
With a high β value, both stochastic acceleration and mag-
netic reconnection flares face challenges in efficiently ac-
celerating particles. Nonetheless, sporadic giant magnetic
reconnection flares (e.g., Takasao et al. 2019; Porth et al.
2021; Ripperda et al. 2022), whose magnetic fields are lo-
cally amplified, would potentially supply the necessary
cosmic-ray population.
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