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ABSTRACT

The unluckiest star orbits a supermassive black hole elliptically. Every time it reaches the pericenter, it
shallowly enters the tidal radius and gets partially tidal disrupted, producing a series of flares. Confirmation of
a repeated partial tidal disruption event (pTDE) requires not only evidence to rule out other types of transients,
but also proof that only one star is involved, as TDEs from multiple stars can also produce similar flares. In
this letter, we report the discovery of a repeated pTDE, AT 2022dbl. In a quiescent galaxy at z = 0.0284, two
separate optical/UV flares have been observed in 2022 and 2024, with no bright X-ray, radio or mid-infrared
counterparts. Compared to the first flare, the second flare has a similar blackbody temperature of ∼26,000 K,
slightly lower peak luminosity, and slower rise and fall phases. Compared to the ZTF TDEs, their blackbody
parameters, bolometric energies and light curve shapes are all similar. The spectra taken during the second flare
show a steeper continuum than the late-time spectra of the previous flare, consistent with a newly risen flare.
More importantly, the possibility of two independent TDEs can be largely ruled out because the optical spectra
taken around the peak of the two flares exhibit highly similar broad Balmer, N III and possible He II emission
lines, especially the extreme ∼4100 Å emission lines. This represents the first robust spectroscopic evidence
for a repeated pTDE, which can soon be verified by observing the third flare, given its short orbital period.

1. INTRODUCTION

An unlucky star passes too close to a supermassive black
hole (SMBH). It gets tidally torn apart and produces a lumi-
nous flare. In this case, a tidal disruption event (TDE) occurs
(Hills 1975; Rees 1988). Thanks to wide-field optical sur-
veys in the past decade, such as the All-Sky Automated Sur-
vey for Supernovae (ASAS-SN; Shappee et al. 2014), the As-
teroid Terrestrial-impact Last Alert System (ATLAS; Tonry
et al. 2018; Smith et al. 2020) survey and the Zwicky Tran-
sient Facility (ZTF; Bellm et al. 2019), ∼100 TDEs have
been discovered (e.g., van Velzen et al. 2021; Gezari 2021;
Hammerstein et al. 2023; Yao et al. 2023), despite its rela-
tively low occurrence rate of about 10−4 − 10−5 galaxy−1 yr−1

(e.g., Wang & Merritt 2004; Stone & Metzger 2016; van
Velzen et al. 2020; Yao et al. 2023). However, most of these
TDEs are bright in optical/UV wavelengths but faint in X-

ray, contrary to the early prediction that most energy should
be released in the UV/X-ray bands. The origin of optical/UV
emission is still under debate (e.g., Piran et al. 2015; Metzger
& Stone 2016; Dai et al. 2018; Lu & Bonnerot 2020; Liu et al.
2021; Thomsen et al. 2022; Guo et al. 2023), awaiting defini-
tive observational evidence. As a result, the identification of
optical/UV TDEs is empirical, relying on the features of the
former samples.

A luckier star has a shallower encounter with an SMBH.
Only part of it gets tidally disrupted and produces a similar
flare. This is called a partial tidal disruption event (pTDE)
happens. The shallowness of the encounter is usually defined
by the ratio of the tidal radius and the pericenter, or the pene-
tration factor, β ≡ Rt/Rp. Numerical simulations have found
that the critical β values for the onset of the pTDE and the
full TDE depend on the density profile of the star (e.g., Guil-
lochon & Ramirez-Ruiz 2013; Law-Smith et al. 2017). The
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event rate for pTDEs is predicted to be even higher than that
of full TDEs (e.g., Stone & Metzger 2016; Stone et al. 2020;
Chen & Shen 2021; Zhong et al. 2022), providing a boost to
the total TDE rate. However, distinguishing pTDEs from full
TDEs is difficult, as the luminosity is not only determined by
β or the disrupted mass, but also depends on other parame-
ters such as the radiation efficiency, the BH mass and stellar
properties.

Sometimes, this stroke of luck instead leads to tragedy.
The unluckiest star initially has an elliptical orbit. Each
time it approaches the pericenter, it experiences partial dis-
ruption, producing a series of flares. In this special case, a
repeated pTDE occurs. The mechanism that creates the un-
luckiest star is possibly the Hills breakup, in which a stellar
binary passes by an SMBH and gets broken into a hyperve-
locity star and a tightly bound star (Hills 1988; Cufari et al.
2022; Lu & Quataert 2023). Repeated pTDEs can provide
precious evidence for the existence of pTDEs. However, the
confirmation of repeated pTDEs can be complicated by other
possible scenarios, such as a double TDE caused by an ex-
tremely close encounter between a stellar binary and either an
SMBH (Mandel & Levin 2015) or an mpc-scale SMBH bi-
nary (Wu & Yuan 2018). Alternatively, multiple independent
TDEs could be supported by an enhanced TDE rate, due to
the concentrated nuclear stellar profile, e.g., in post-starburst
galaxies (e.g., Arcavi et al. 2014; Hammerstein et al. 2021;
Bortolas 2022; Wang et al. 2024) or galaxies with nuclear
star clusters (Pfister et al. 2020). Despite the challenges, sev-
eral candidates for repeated pTDE have been reported, e.g.,
ASASSN-14ko (Payne et al. 2021, 2022, 2023; Huang et al.
2023), eRASSt J045650.3–203750 (Liu et al. 2023, 2024),
AT2018fyk (Wevers et al. 2023), RX J133157.6–324319.7
(Hampel et al. 2022; Malyali et al. 2023) and AT 2020vdq
(Somalwar et al. 2023b). The great diversity of the flaring
intervals, bands and shapes (listed in Table 2) among these
sources calls for additional theoretical efforts.

In this letter, we report the discovery of a new recur-
ring flare at the position of AT 2022dbl (also known as
AT 2018mac, ZTF18aabdajx, ASASSN-22ci). It follows the
dissipation of the tidal disruption flare that rose two years
ago. Photometric and spectroscopic follow-up observations
have been conducted since this discovery, confirming that
this flare is also the result of a TDE. Its extreme ∼4100 Å
emission line resembles the last flare, providing vital evi-
dence for a repeated pTDE.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present
the observations and data reduction procedures. In Section 3,
we analyze the host galaxy, the historical and recent pho-
tometric evolution in UV, optical and X-ray bands, as well
as the optical spectra. In Section 4, we discuss the possi-
ble origins of AT 2022dbl and compare it with other repeated
pTDEs. A final summary is given in Section 5. All errors

marked with “±” represent the 1-σ confidence intervals. We
assume a flat cosmology with H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1 and
ΩΛ = 0.7. For the extinction correction, we use the extinc-
tion law of Fitzpatrick (1999), the standard extinction curve
with RV = AV/E(B −V ) = 3.1 (Osterbrock & Ferland 2006)
and adopt a Galactic extinction of E(B − V ) = 0.0159 mag
(Planck Collaboration et al. 2016). All magnitudes are in the
AB system (Oke 1974) .

2. OBSERVATION & DATA REDUCTION

Since the discovery of the recurring flare on January 22,
2024, we have performed extensive photometric and spectro-
scopic observations. Meanwhile, we have also collected his-
torical photometric and spectroscopic data to provide a com-
prehensive view of this event.

2.1. ZTF Optical Photometry

The ZTF differential point-spread-function (PSF) photom-
etry of AT 2022dbl is obtained through the ZTF Forced-
Photometry Service (Masci et al. 2019). We clean the pho-
tometry results by filtering out epochs that are impacted by
bad pixels, and requiring thresholds for the signal-to-noise
ratio of the observations, seeing, zeropoint, the sigma-per-
pixel in the input science image, and the 1-σ uncertainty on
the difference image photometry measurement. We perform
the baseline correction by the following two steps. First, we
classify the measurements by the field, charge-coupled de-
vice (CCD) and quadrant identifiers. Then, for each class,
we set the median of pre- or sufficiently post-flare counts as
the offset. After that, we build the ZTF g- and r- band light
curves for AT 2022dbl. AT 2022dbl was first alerted by ZTF
in March 2018 and got the internal name ZTF18aabdajx, and
reported to TNS as AT 2018mac. However, we carefully ex-
amine the light curves and confirm a false alert, which may
be a temporary problem during the early test of ZTF.

2.2. ATLAS & ASAS-SN Optical Photometry

We obtain the ATLAS differential photometry from the AT-
LAS forced photometry server (Shingles et al. 2021). To im-
prove the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), we combine the data
into 1-day bins and build the ATLAS c- and o-band light
curves. Meanwhile, we obtain ASAS-SN differential pho-
tometry from the ASAS-SN sky patrol (Shappee et al. 2014;
Kochanek et al. 2017). The Galactic extinction corrected
light curves are shown in Figures 2(a) and (b).

2.3. LCO Optical Photometry

From January 22, 2024 to January 31, 2024, we con-
ducted optical monitoring using the Las Cumbres Observa-
tory Global Telescope network (LCOGT; Brown et al. 2013)
in the u-, g-, r- and i-band with daily cadence. With the same
method of Zhu et al. (2023), we use PanSTARRS (Flewelling
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et al. 2020) gri band stack images as reference images and
employ HOTPANTS (Becker 2015) for image subtraction.
After image subtraction, we perform PSF photometry on the
difference image, and the photometric results are calibrated
using PS1 standards in the field of view. The Galactic ex-
tinction corrected photometric measurements are plotted in
Figure 2(b).

2.4. Gaia, CRTS & PTF Optical Photometry

To check historical variability, we query the Gaia Photo-
metric Science Alerts and the Catalina Real-Time Transient
Survey (CRTS) (Drake et al. 2009) and Palomar Transient
Facility (PTF) catalogs. To improve SNR, we combine the
CRTS and PTF data into 10-day bins. The results are dis-
played and discussed in Section 3.2.1.

2.5. Swift UVOT & XRT Observations

The previous flare was fortunately well covered by Swift
observations. During the previous flare, observations
were performed by the X-Ray Telescope (XRT; Burrows
et al. 2005) and the Ultra-Violet/Optical Telescope (UVOT;
Roming et al. 2005) on Swift under a great number of
ToO requests (Obs. ID: 00015026001-00015026045; PIs:
Arcavi/Hinkle/Jiang/Makrygianni/Holoien/Margutti). The
recent flare had been well followed under several ToO
requests (Obs. ID: 00015026046-00015026064; PIs:
Lin/Hammerstein), before Swift unfortunately entered the
safe mode on March 15, 2024. We retrieve the Swift
data from HEASARC1 and process all data with heasoft
v6.30.1. Details are described below.

For each UVOT epoch, we first examine each image
file and exclude the extensions with bad photometric flags.
For image files with multiple valid extensions, we sum all
extensions using the task uvotimsum. Then, the task
uvotsource performs photometry on each image, with the
source and source-free background region defined by a circle
of the radius of 20′′ and 40′′, respectively. The reference
epochs are selected as those between MJD 60000 and 60300,
which are late enough for the first flare to dissipate, and still
well before the rise of the second flare.

For each XRT epoch, we reduce the data by
xrtpipeline and obtain the level 2 products. Then we
use xrtproducts to extract the level 3 products. After
that, we use xselect to stack all images. On this stacked
image, no discernible source is shown at the position of the
transient. To obtain an upper limit, the source region is se-
lected as a circle of radius 20′′, while the background region
is defined as a source-free annulus with an inner radius of
50′′ and an outer radius of 150′′. We obtain the source and
background photon counts in 0.3-10 keV by ximage. For

1 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/W3Browse/swift.pl

images with photon counts in the source region N ⩽ 80, a
Bayesian approach is applied to calculate the 3-σ lower and
upper limits (Kraft et al. 1991); While for N > 80, a Gaus-
sian approach is adopted (Evans et al. 2007, 2009; König
et al. 2022). Based on single-epoch photometric results, we
divide all epochs into four segments: (1) Epochs before MJD
59900. All of the results are upper limits, so we stack all
images to get a tighter upper limit. The total exposure time
is 78.7 ks. (2) Epochs between MJD 60000 and 60030. The
two epochs are isolated from the others; one of them yields
a weak detection with SNR ∼ 2. The total exposure time is
only 2.3 ks. (3) One epoch on MJD 60235. It is just before
the rise of the second flare (MJD ∼ 60310), with an exposure
time of 4.15 ks. (4) Since MJD 60310. Only one epoch
reveals weak detection with SNR ∼ 2, and the total exposure
time is 34.7 ks. The X-ray light curve is displayed in Figure
2(c).

2.6. Optical Spectroscopy

Since the discovery of the recurrent flare, we have obtained
two spectra using the Double Spectrograph (DBSP; Oke &
Gunn 1982) on the 200 inch Hale telescope at the Palo-
mar Observatory (P200), and two spectra using the Himalaya
Faint Object Spectrograph (HFOSC) instrument mounted on
the 2-m Himalayan Chandra Telescope (HCT) of the In-
dian Astronomical Observatory (IAO, Prabhu 2014). The
spectroscopic data are reduced in a standard manner using
the packages in IRAF with the aid of the Python scripts
hosted at REDPIPE (Singh 2021). We use pypeit pack-
age (Prochaska et al. 2020) to reduce the P200/DBSP spec-
tra, and extract the HCT spectra by IRAF. As we retrieve
the LCO photometric data, we find 12 automatically reduced
public spectra taken by the 2.0m telescope at Haleakala Ob-
servatory, during the previous flare (Proposals: CON2022A-
007/HAW2022A-002). We use 3 high-quality representative
spectra of them, which are introduced and analyzed in Sec-
tion 3.3.

2.7. WISE MIR Photometry

AT 2022dbl has been continuously observed by the Wide-
field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE; Wright et al. 2010),
and the successive Near Earth Object Wide-field Infrared
Survey Explorer (NEOWISE; Mainzer et al. 2011, 2014), at
W1 (3.4 µm) and W2 (4.6 µm) bands every half year.

To check the potential MIR dust echo (Jiang et al. 2016;
van Velzen et al. 2016), we query and download the W1-
and W2-band photometric data from the AllWISE Multi-
epoch Photometry Table and the NEOWISE-R Single Expo-
sure (L1b) Source Table. We filter out the bad data points that
have NaN magnitudes and errors; or get affected by a nearby
image artifact (cc_flags ̸= 0), the scattered moon light
(moon_masked ̸= 0), or a nearby detection (nb > 1). The

https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/W3Browse/swift.pl
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remaining data points are grouped into approximately half-
year bins to enhance the signal-to-noise ratio. No variability
has been detected in the four epochs since the rise of the pre-
vious flare (MJD ∼ 59706−60279). The averaged W1−W2
Vega magnitude for the host galaxy is 0.007 ± 0.006. This
results is consistent with Jiang et al. (2021), which found that
most optical TDEs show very weak IR echoes likely due to a
very low dust covering factor.

2.8. Radio Observations

According to Sfaradi et al. (2022)2, on February 26, 2022
(around the peak of the previous flare), a 2-hour VLA obser-
vation revealed a single faint point source with flux density
of 32 ± 7 µJy in the Ku-band (ν ∼ 15 GHz). The distance is
∼0.4 arcsec from the reported position of AT 2022dbl, which
is consistent with the position of the center of the host galaxy.
However, the data are not publicly available.

Furthermore, the position of AT 2022dbl has also been ob-
served by the Very Large Array Sky Survey (VLASS, Lacy
et al. 2020) for three times. Two of the observations were
performed before the flare: Epoch 1.1 on November 20, 2017
and Epoch 2.1 on August 1, 2020. The other is Epoch 3.1 on
February 4, 2023, which was taken ∼1 year after the peak
of the previous flare. We retrieve tables and cutouts from the
VLASS quick look catalog from CIRADA3, and confirm that
no source has been detected within a radius of 1’ in all three
epochs. Hence, we shall not discuss the radio properties in
the following texts.

3. DATA ANALYSIS

3.1. Host Galaxy

There exists an SDSS spectrum for the host galaxy SDSS
J122045.04+493304.6. According to the SpecObj table,
the redshift is z = 0.02840± 0.00001, and the velocity dis-
persion σ = 60.00 ± 5.11 km s−1. Using the relation of Ko-
rmendy & Ho (2013), we derive a black hole mass of log
(MBH/M⊙) = 6.19±0.37.

According to the stellarMassStarformingPort
table, the stellar mass is log (M∗/M⊙) = 9.88+0.35

−0.25. Using
the M∗ − MBH relation of Reines & Volonteri (2015), we de-
rive a black hole mass of log (MBH/M⊙) = 6.31+0.44

−0.41, which
is consistent with that derived from velocity dispersion.

The spectrum displays Balmer absorption line series of
Hα, Hβ, Hγ and Hδ. According to the galSpecLine ta-
ble, the equivalent width (EW) of Hα emission line is 0.016
± 0.130 Å. According to the galSpecIndx table, the Lick
HδA index is 2.20 ± 0.58 Å. This agrees with the criteria
of the quiescent Balmer-strong galaxy: Hα EW > −3 Å and
HδA > 1.31 Å (French et al. 2016).

2 https://www.wis-tns.org/astronotes/astronote/2022-57
3 https://cirada.ca/vlasscatalogueql0

3.2. UV/Optical Photometric Analysis

3.2.1. Historical Variability

To check if there was any variability before the 2022 out-
burst, we first query the differential photometric data of ZTF
(g and r bands), ATLAS (c and o bands) and ASAS-SN (g
and V bands), as mentioned in Section 2.1 and 2.2. In addi-
tion, we query the Gaia Photometric Science Alerts (G band)
and archival CRTS (V band) and PTF (R band) catalogs, as
introduced in Section 2.4. In addition, we query the AllWISE
and NEOWISE catalogs (MIR bands W1 and W2), and re-
duce the data using the method described in Section 2.7. The
reduced light curves are displayed in Figure 1. Before this
outburst, there is no significant variability except for a poten-
tial flare, which is only shown in the ASAS-SN light curve
at MJD ∼ 56600 (in 2013), ∼970 rest-frame days before the
first peak. Although the peak magnitude is comparable to the
2022 outburst, it is just above the detection limit of ASAS-
SN, and it is not included in the ASAS-SN transient list4.
More importantly, no contemporary photometric or spectro-
scopic data can determine whether it is related to the recent
nuclear outbursts or caused by a nearby supernova outburst,
considering the large FWHM of ∼16” for ASAS-SN (Jayas-
inghe et al. 2018, see also 5). Therefore, we will not discuss
this potential flare in the following text. For convenience, we
refer to the flare that rose in 2022 as the “first flare,” and the
flare that rose in 2024 as the “second flare.”

3.2.2. Light Curve Fitting

The optical/UV light curves during the first flare are dis-
played in Figure 2(a). The rise stage of the first flare is well
covered by the ATLAS o band. Since the peak, the light
curves are well covered by the Swift UVOT observations,
and the first epoch happens to be around the peak. Therefore,
we set the peak time to the first Swift epoch tpeak1 = (MJD)
59637.6. For the UV/optical light curves since the peak, we
use the Superbol package (Nicholl 2018) to interpolate
the light curves and fit all photometry at each Swift epoch
into a blackbody SED. The best-fit results are displayed in
Figure 3. The blackbody temperature Tbb slowly declines
from ∼ 3×104 K to ∼ 2×104 K. The blackbody radius Tbb

smoothly declines from ∼ 4×1014 cm to ∼ 1×1014 cm.
The optical/UV light curves during the second flare are dis-

played in Figure 2(b). Its rise stage is well covered by the
ZTF and LCO g band. We choose the peak time as the bright-
est Swift epoch, tpeak2 = (MJD) 60346.6, and perform the
blackbody fitting on all photometry at Swift epochs except
for the last one, which is apparently problematic. As shown
in Figure 3, from −15 d to +30 d, the blackbody temperature

4 https://www.astronomy.ohio-state.edu/asassn/transients.html
5 https://www.astronomy.ohio-state.edu/asassn/public

https://www.wis-tns.org/astronotes/astronote/2022-57
https://cirada.ca/vlasscatalogueql0
https://www.astronomy.ohio-state.edu/asassn/transients.html
https://www.astronomy.ohio-state.edu/asassn/public
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Figure 1. The historical light curves of the position of AT 2022dbl. We collect the optical photometric data after subtracting the host contribu-
tions from ZTF in the g and r bands, from ATLAS in the c and o bands, and from ASAS-SN in the g and V bands. Additionally, we compile
optical photometry from CRTS in the V band, PTF in the R band, and Gaia in the G band, along with the WISE mid-infrared (MIR) photometry
in the W1 and W2 bands. To improve the signal-to-noise ratio, we binned the data into 10-day bins for all optical bands except for Gaia-G, and
into approximately half-year bins for the MIR bands W1 and W2.

remains fairly constant at ∼26000 K, while the blackbody
luminosity evolves slowly, peaking ∼0.4 dex lower than the
previous flare. Although the flat peak has been well covered
by Swift, it has unfortunately entered safe mode since March
15, 2024, which was exactly when the source left the peak.
After that, the decline stage is sparsely covered by the ZTF g
and ATLAS o bands.

We characterize the light curves of both flares by the rest-
frame rise time from half-peak luminosity to peak luminosity
(t1/2,rise) and the decline time from peak luminosity to half-
peak luminosity (t1/2,decline). To extract these two timescales,
we fit the light curves with a Gaussian rise and a power-law
decline:

L(t) = L(tpeak)×





e−(t−tpeak)2/(2σ2), t < tpeak;
( t−tpeak+τ

τ

)α
, t ⩾ tpeak.

(1)

For the first flare, the rise and decline fittings are performed
on the o-band and blackbody luminosity, respectively. For
the second flare, the fitting is performed on the g-band lumi-
nosity. The best-fitted light curves are drawn in the top panel
of Figure 3, and the fitted parameters are listed in Table 1.

3.3. Optical Spectral Analysis

As introduced in Section 2.6, 3 LCO spectra taken dur-
ing the first flare were selected, while 4 optical spectra have
been taken during the second flare. In addition, an SDSS
host spectrum is available. All of these spectra are shown in
Figure 4. The spectral fitting procedures for each transient
spectrum are listed as follows:

(1) Host-galaxy subtraction. Since the host spectrum dis-
plays clear Ca II absorption doublets at 3910 − 4000 Å, and

the blue side has higher SNR than the red side, we used
these doublets for calibration. We fit and subtract the nearby
pseudo-continuum for both the transient and host spectra.
Then a least-squares fitting on the residuals gives the mul-
tiplication factor for the host galaxy component. Limited by
the wavelength range of the host spectrum, we perform the
fitting only within this range. The three representative LCO
spectra were taken at MJD 59638 (+0 d), MJD 59664 (+26 d)
and MJD 59690 (+51 d). The two HCT spectra taken at the
early stage of the second flare are discarded, as their SNRs
are too low for the host-galaxy subtraction and also for fur-
ther analysis.

(2) Continuum fitting. After subtracting the host compo-
nent, a power-law function is used to fit the continuum. In
the case of LCO spectra, the continuum windows are set to
the following line-free regions (in rest-frame wavelengths):
3700 − 3900 Å, 5200 − 5400 Å, 6100 − 6300 Å, 7100 − 7400
Å and 7600 − 8490 Å, with the exclusion of the telluric ab-
sorption regions. For the P200 spectra, the continuum and
telluric absorption regions are a bit different (see Figure A1).

(3) Line fitting. After subtracting the continuum, all resid-
uals exhibit multiple broad characteristics around 3900 −
4200 Å, 4400 − 5200 Å, and 6300 − 6900 Å, some showing
a faint broad bump around 5500 − 6100 Å. The broad feature
in the 3900 − 4200 Å range is symmetrical and peaks at ap-
proximately 4100 Å, possibly corresponding to N III (4100)
or Hδ (4101). In the range 4400 − 5200 Å, the characteristic
is asymmetric and could be a combination of N III (4640),
He II (4686) and Hβ (4861). Lastly, the broad feature in the
range 6300 − 6900 Å is symmetric and centers around 6560
Å. It is consistent with a broad Hα (6563) emission line; The
5500 − 6100 Å feature can be tentatively interpreted as He I

(5876). The selection of the fitting components is based on
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Figure 2. (a) and (b): The UV/optical light curves of AT 2022dbl during the first and the second flare, respectively. 3-σ upper limits are plotted
in down triangles. (c): The X-ray count rate of AT 2022dbl. The vertical dotted and dashed lines mark the approximate rise time of the first and
second flares, respectively. 3-σ upper limits are plotted in down arrows.

these facts: First, the extended red wing of the 4400 − 5200
Å feature indicates the existence of Hβ, which is further sup-
ported by the existence of Hα. Second, it is unlikely that the
3900 − 4200 Å bump is dominated by Hδ, since Hα is too
weak compared to this feature. Therefore, it should be domi-
nated by N III (4100), although the Hδ will slightly affect the
intensity. The N III λ4100 lines are usually produced by the
Bowen mechanism, which requires He II Lyα lines at 304 Å.
Taking into account the extreme strength of N III λ4100, the
He II emission should be strong. Moreover, the N III λ4640
lines should also be produced via this mechanism. Therefore,
both the He II λ4686 line and the N III λ4640 line should be
considered. In addition, a He I λ5876 component is involved
to cover the weak emission features in several spectra. To en-
sure reliability, the FWHM and the offset of the two features
of N III, as do those of Hα and Hβ. The fitting results are
shown in Figure A1.

Despite careful selection of fitting components, the 4400 −
5200 Å feature is still hard to deblend due to its smoothness,
and hence it cannot prove or disprove the existence of He II

λ4686 and the associated Bowen mechanism as well as the
intensity of N III λ4640. Therefore, we only focus on the
evolution of the most prominent and unblended features: N
III λ4100 and Hα. Furthermore, we also examine the power-
law indexes of the continua. Figure 5 illustrates the evolution
of the FWHM, velocity shift and luminosity of N III λ4100
and Hα emission lines, along with the power-law indexes of
the continua, during both flares.

For the LCO spectra taken during the first flare, the
FWHMs for the Hα lines in all spectra are well above 10000
km s−1, showing a slowly narrowing trend from FWHM
∼18000 km s−1 to ∼12000 km s−1 during +0 d to +51 d to the
first peak. N III λ4100 shows a narrowing trend from FWHM
∼ 12000 km s−1 to ∼9000 km s−1. Except for the first epoch,
neither of the N III λ4100 lines nor Hα exhibit clear shifts
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Table 1. The best-fitted light curve parameters for the two flares

Flare tpeak LBB,peak TBB,peak RBB,peak t1/2,rise t1/2,decline Ebol

[No.] [MJD] [log (erg s−1)] [104 K] [1014 cm] [day] [day] [log (erg)]

1 59637.6 43.89 ± 0.10 2.91 ± 0.19 3.87 ± 0.31 10.6 ± 0.5 15.7 ± 0.8 50.4
2 60346.6 43.48 ± 0.12 2.64 ± 0.23 2.92 ± 0.34 16.8 ± 0.5 36.9 ± 2.4 50.2

NOTE—t1/2,rise: the rest-frame rise time from half-peak luminosity to peak luminosity.
t1/2,decline: the rest-frame decline time from peak luminosity to half-peak luminosity.
Ebol: Bolometric energy from rest-frame −50 d to +100 d.

42.5

43.0

43.5

44.0

lo
g

L b
b

(e
rg

s−
1 )

Flare 1 BB
Flare 1 o (Norm.)
Flare 1 Fit (o & BB)

Flare 2 BB
Flare 2 g (Norm.)
Flare 2 Fit (g)

2.0

2.5

3.0

T b
b

(1
04

K
)

−40 −20 0 20 40 60 80 100
Rest-frame days relative to peak

1

2

3

4

R
bb

(1
014

cm
)

Figure 3. The light curve fitting results of AT 2022dbl. The luminosities of the o- and g-bands are normalized to the blackbody luminosities of
the first and second flares, respectively. For comparison, the fitted decline curve for the second flare is extended to ∼+120 d in the dotted style.

towards blue or red. The luminosity of Hα and N III λ4100
gets lower at later phases. The high N III λ4100 luminosity
of ∼ 1041 erg s−1 and the evolution of N III λ4100 / Hα ra-
tio highly resemble AT2018dyb, which has the highest N III

λ4100 luminosity among spectroscopically confirmed TDEs
(Leloudas et al. 2019; Charalampopoulos et al. 2022). We
note that the precision of the luminosity depends on the flux
calibration. The continuum gets flatter as it gets fainter.

For the first P200 spectrum (−6 d to the second peak), it
displays an Hα emission line with FWHM ∼ 10000 km s−1

and N III λ4100 with FWHM ∼ 13000 km s−1, while the ve-
locity shift and luminosity for both lines are similar to the
late-time spectra of the previous flare. The power-law in-
dex for the continuum rises again, which is consistent with
a newly risen flare. The second P200 spectrum displays a
much narrower and weaker Hα feature with FWHM ∼ 4000
km s−1 and a luminosity of < 1040 erg s−1, which fades much
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quicker than the N III λ4100 feature. As a result, the ratio N
III λ4100 / Hα increases to ≳1. The power-law index for the
continuum is higher than that of the previous spectrum.

3.4. X-ray Analysis

As described in Section 2.5, X-ray observations were made
with Swift XRT during both flares. All X-ray epochs are di-
vided into four segments, as shown in Figure 2(c). Only one
segment yields a marginal detection with an SNR∼2, which
does not allow for spectral analysis. The stacked image of
the first phase (+0 d−+220 d to the first peak) yields a total
exposure time of 78.7 ks and a tight 3-σ upper limit for the
0.3-10.0 keV count rate of 4.37×10−4 counts s−1. Assuming
a power-law index of Γ = 3 and a hydrogen column density
of NH = 1.94× 1020 cm−2 (HI4PI Collaboration et al. 2016),
we obtain an upper limit for the unabsorbed luminosity using
the WebPIMMS tool6 of LX,1 < 2.7×1040 erg s−1. Following
the same method, we derive the luminosity for the later three
segments: LX,2 = 1.9+1.1

−0.8 ×1041 erg s−1, LX,3 < 2.2×1041 erg
s−1, LX,4 < 5.0×1040 erg s−1.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. AT 2022dbl as a robust repeated pTDE

We shall discuss the origin of these two flares as follows.
The pre-outburst SDSS spectrum exhibits a series of strong

6 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3pimms/w3pimms.pl

Balmer absorption lines that are in accordance with a qui-
escent Balmer-strong galaxy with no sign of AGN activity.
This strongly disfavors the presence of a persistent AGN. In
addition, the first flare lasted less than a year, which is un-
usual for a turn-on AGN, and the second flare showed a num-
ber of similar photometric and spectroscopic features. We
thereby reject the possibility of an AGN origin for both flares.
On the other hand, both flares show broad Hα emission with
FWHM >10000 km s−1 and declining blackbody radii after
the peak, which also strongly contradicts the SN origin.

All of the features that disfavour AGNs and supernovae are
nevertheless characteristic of TDEs, including the timescales
of both flares, the fairly steady blackbody temperatures
of (2 − 3) × 104 K, the value and evolution of the black-
body radii, and the very broad Hα emission. Therefore,
AT 2022dbl is undoubtedly a repeated TDE. Moreover, both
flares display highly similar broad Hα, ∼4400−5200 Å (Hβ

& possible N III and He II) and ∼4100 Å (N III & possi-
ble Hδ) features, as shown in Figure 6. In particular, for both
flares, the luminosity of ∼4100 Å is comparable to that of Hα

(See the lower left panel of Figure 5), which is rare among all
TDEs. Hence, these two flares are probably originated from
the debris of a single disrupted star, and AT 2022dbl should
be a robust repeated pTDE.

We now try to rebuild the orbit of this "unluckiest star",
before it got stripped by the BH. Assuming a BH mass of
106.19 M⊙, and an elliptical orbit with a period of ∼710 days,
the semi-major axis of the orbit should be log a (cm) = 15.4,

https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/Tools/w3pimms/w3pimms.pl
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or a≈ 180 AU. For a solar-like star, the tidal radius should be log Rt (cm) = 12.9, or Rt ≈ 0.5 AU. Hence, the eccentricity
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is e = 1 − Rp/a ∼ 1 − Rt/a ≈ 0.997. Both the eccentricity and
the BH mass are well consistent with the pTDE scenario of
Lu & Quataert (2023): Flares are produced by the unstable
mass transfer due to Roche lobe overflow of a low-mass main
sequence star in a highly eccentric (e ≳ 0.95) orbit around a
BH with mass ≳106 M⊙, after the Hills breakup of a stellar
binary into a hypervelocity star and a bound star.

4.2. Comparison with other repeated pTDEs and common
optical TDEs

As mentioned in Section 1, several repeated pTDEs have
been reported in the literature: ASASSN-14ko, eRASSt
J045650.3–203750, AT2018fyk, RX J133157.6–324319.7
and AT 2020vdq. We briefly list the information of these re-
peated pTDEs in Table 2.

As shown in the table, only ASASSN-14ko, AT 2020vdq
and AT 2022dbl show recurring flares in optical bands.
We only focus on the comparison of AT 2020vdq and
AT 2022dbl, as they share similar intervals and host galaxy
types, while the behavior of ASASSN-14ko differs greatly.
We compare the peak blackbody luminosity and radius, the
bolometric energy and the rise and decline timescales of
AT 2022dbl with those of AT 2020vdq and other ZTF TDEs
listed in Yao et al. (2023), as plotted in Figure 7.

AT 2022dbl shows several differences compared to
AT 2020vdq. First, its peak luminosity for the second flare
is ∼0.4 dex lower than that of the first flare; While for
AT 2020vdq, the peak luminosity of the second flare is ∼1.2
dex higher than that of the first flare. Second, for AT 2022dbl,
the bolometric energy of the second flare is only ∼ 0.2 dex
lower than that of the first flare, as the second flare rises
and declines slower than the first flare. In contrast, for
AT 2020vdq, the second flare rises and declines much more
quickly than the first flare, reducing the difference between
the bolometric energy of the second flare and the first flare to
∼0.7 dex.

We compare AT 2020vdq and AT 2022dbl with the ZTF
TDEs (Yao et al. 2023) that show no recurrence flare by
now. For AT 2020vdq, the peak luminosity and the bolo-
metric energy of its first flare are the lowest and the second
lowest among all optical TDEs, while the rise and decline
timescales of its second flare are the lowest and the sec-
ond lowest among all optical TDEs. In short, both flares
of AT 2020vdq show some peculiarities compared to nor-
mal TDEs. For AT 2022dbl, its peak blackbody radius is
the smallest among all TDEs with 6 ⩽ log (MBH/M⊙) ⩽ 7.
Apart from this, its peak luminosity, bolometric energy, rise
and decline timescales of both flares are all typical among
optical TDEs. Therefore, the two flares of AT 2022dbl are

not significantly different from the ZTF TDEs, implying that
some pTDEs may be hidden in the ZTF sample.

4.3. Robustness of a "repeated pTDE" classification

As introduced in Section 1, the identification of a re-
peated pTDE can be complicated by some alternative origins.
Hence, a robust identification of a repeated pTDE (especially
an optical one) is difficult. It requires not only confirmation
of the TDE origin but also a trustworthy connection between
the flares.

As an example, we examine the case of AT 2020vdq. In
Somalwar et al. (2023a), the authors establish the TDE ori-
gin for the first flare by the broadband light curve, the newly
risen radio flare, the E+A host galaxy, as well as the inter-
mediate width (∼700−1000 km s−1) Balmer, He II, He I, and
[Fe X] emission in the late-time spectra (∼+600 d). In So-
malwar et al. (2023b), the second flare is spectroscopically
identified as a TDE, since the spectra around the peak ex-
hibit broad (∼20000 km s−1) Balmer, He II and He I emission
lines. Although the TDE-H+He identification for both flares
is reliable, the two flares show highly different peak luminos-
ity and light curve shapes and have no contemporary spectra
to support their physical connection. Moreover, the E+A host
galaxy may have a much higher TDE rate than normal galax-
ies (Arcavi et al. 2014; French et al. 2016; Hammerstein et al.
2021). In an extreme case, the probability of detecting two
independent TDEs within ∼3 years can be as high as 30%
(See Section 5.1 of Somalwar et al. 2023b). Therefore, we
conclude that the classification of AT 2020vdq as a repeated
pTDE remains to be determined in the future.

In the case of AT 2022dbl, its two flares not only exhibit
photometric and spectroscopic features that firmly establish
their TDE origins, but also display similar broad Balmer, N
III, and possible He II emission lines in the early spectra of
both flares, strongly indicating a connection between them
(see Figure 6). This represents the first robust spectroscopic
evidence for a repeated pTDE.

This spectroscopic evidence is important for the repeated
pTDE classification, as current photometric data for both
events cannot provide enough support. On the one hand,
there are only two flares in both events, allowing for alter-
native origins, especially independent TDEs, as their host
galaxies can have higher TDE rates than normal galaxies. On
the other hand, although the light curves can provide addi-
tional information on the judgment of repeated pTDEs, there
is currently lack of light curve model of repeated pTDEs
or reliable optical/UV repeated pTDEs for comparison. A
third flare can provide the conclusive evidence for a repeated
pTDE classification, which might occur in the next couple of
years.

As illustrated in Figure 7(b), for both events, their two
flares share similar peak blackbody radius. The radius for
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Table 2. List of published repeated pTDEs

Name Host Type Band Period/Interval (Days) Flares Peak Evolution

ASASSN-14ko1,2,3,4 Seyfert 2 Opt./UV/X-ray† 115.2 ∼30 Similar
eRASSt J045650.3–2037505,6 Quiescent X-ray/UV† 299→193 5 Lower

AT2018fyk7,8 LINER/Retired UV/X-ray ∼1200 2 Lower
RX J133157.6-324319.79,10 Quiescent X-ray ∼10000 2 Similar

AT 2020vdq11,12,13 E+A Opt./UV*/X-ray* ∼870 2 Higher
AT 2022dbl14 QBS Opt./UV ∼710 2 Lower

NOTE—
– Band: † Not periodic. * Not observed during the first flare.
– Period/Interval: Only ASASSN-14ko shows a nearly constant period of 115.2 days. eRASSt J045650.3–203750 is
ongoing; it has shown 5 flares with the interval declining from 299 days to ∼193 days. Other pTDEs show only two flares.
– Peak Evolution: The peak luminosity of the earlier flare versus that of the later flare.
– References: 1. Payne et al. (2021), 2. Payne et al. (2022), 3. Payne et al. (2023), 4. Huang et al. (2023), 5. Liu et al.
(2023), 6. Liu et al. (2024), 7. Wevers et al. (2019), 8. Wevers et al. (2023), 9. Hampel et al. (2022), 10. Malyali et al.
(2023), 11. Yao et al. (2023), 12. Somalwar et al. (2023a), 13. Somalwar et al. (2023b), 14. This work.

AT 2022dbl is log Rbb (cm) ∼ 14.5, which lies between the
tidal radius, log Rt (cm) = 12.9 and the semi-major axis, log
a (cm) = 15.4. This relation is also found in AT 2020vdq: log
Rbb (cm) ∼ 14.9, log Rt (cm) = 12.7, log a (cm) = 15.3. This
similarity provides additional support for a pTDE claim, as
it suggests the connection between these two flares. Based
on the relation, we tentatively propose this scenario: The star
shallowly encounters the SMBH and loses a small fraction
of mass, then leaves the tidal radius with the orbit largely un-
affected. As a result, the bound debris can self-intersect at
a similar radius, which is far away from both the pericenter
and apocenter. Additional theoretical works and numerical
simulations are encouraged to test this scenario.

5. CONCLUSION

We have reported the discovery of a repeated partial TDE
AT 2022dbl in a nearby quiescent galaxy. In this event, two
separate flares occurred in 2022 and 2024, with an interval
of ∼710 days. Both flares have been fortunately followed
by high cadence optical/UV photometry and X-ray obser-
vations, as well as a series of optical spectroscopy observa-
tions, which help to confirm the TDE origin for both flares.
More importantly, similar broad Balmer, N III and possible
He II emission lines, especially the extreme ∼4100 Å emis-
sion lines, help to rule out the possibility of two independent
TDEs and provide the first robust spectroscopic evidence for
two tidal disruptions of the same star.

AT 2022dbl is a clear example of an optical/UV repeated
pTDE, as it emits the majority of its energy in the optical/UV
wavelengths, at least in our line of sight. Repeated pTDEs,
particularly optical/UV bright TDEs like AT 2022dbl, pro-
vide valuable opportunities to test optical/UV emission mod-
els, as another flare is expected in the coming years. Its re-

peatability enables us to carefully plan for multi-wavelength
observations of subsequent flares from the earliest stages.
With the assistance of high-cadence optical/UV/X-ray pho-
tometric and spectroscopic data, we may have the chance
to uncover the final answer to the mechanism of optical/UV
emission of TDEs, as well as the associated "missing energy"
problem (Lu & Kumar 2018). As the next-generation "TDE
hunters" come into play, such as the Vera Rubin Observa-
tory (VRO; Ivezić et al. 2019) and the Wide Field Survey
Telescope (WFST; Lin et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2023), the
high-cadence multiband surveys are expected to reveal a
number of such pTDEs and accelerate the process of solving
these puzzles in the near future.
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Figure 7. Comparison of optical repeated pTDEs AT 2020vdq (Yao et al. 2023; Somalwar et al. 2023b) and AT 2022dbl (This work), as well as
optical TDEs listed in Yao et al. (2023). Black hole mass versus (a): Peak blackbody luminosity; (b): Peak blackbody radius; (c): Bolometric
energy from −50 d to +100 d. (d): Rest-frame rise time from half-peak luminosity to peak luminosity versus decline time from peak luminosity
to half-peak luminosity.
Note: (1) In Plot (b), both AT 2020vdq and AT 2022dbl show similar blackbody radius in their two flares. (2) Plot (c) is adapted from Figure
4 of the preprint of Somalwar et al. (2023b). However, we find some values in that figure are highly overestimated and recalculate them. (3)
The parameters of AT 2020vdq are mostly adopted or derived from Somalwar et al. (2023b). However, in Plot (d), the derived rise and decline
timescales of the first flare of AT 2020vdq in Yao et al. (2023) and Somalwar et al. (2023b) are greatly different, hence plotted in light-green
and green, respectively.
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APPENDIX

A. FITTING PLOTS FOR OPTICAL SPECTRA
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Figure A1. The fitting plots for optical spectra of AT 2022dbl.
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