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ABSTRACT
From the Mapping Nearby Galaxies at Apache Point Observatory (MaNGA) survey, we identify

14 off-nuclear broad (FWHM > 1000 km s−1) Hα and/or Hβ emission line sources that indicate spa-
tially offset active galactic nuclei (AGN) candidates. In addition to massive black holes (MBHs) in
on-going galaxy mergers, this selection can also find MBHs that have been ejected from the host galaxy
nucleus due to MBH binary coalescence and asymmetric gravitational wave emission or the dynamical
‘slingshot’ mechanism. Recoiling/slingshot MBHs are predicted to affect co-evolution between MBHs
and their host galaxies, and they are observational tracers of past binary MBH mergers and gravita-
tional wave emission. This is the first systematic search through an integral field spectroscopy survey
for ejected MBHs to enable uniform constraints on their surface densities. We find that 42% (6/14)
have optical image counterparts consistent with galaxy stellar cores from infalling MBHs before the
close binary MBH stage. The remaining 58% (8/14) have large broad line luminosities relative to their
stellar core mass upper limits (∼ 2 times larger than for central AGN), suggesting merger-driven MBH
accretion enhancements or potentially ejected MBHs. The signatures of AGN-ionized narrow emission
lines for recoil/slingshot candidates are weaker by 68%, which is consistent with the ejected MBH
scenario. The broad line projected velocity offsets range from ∼ 10− 600 km s−1 and suggest motion
within the host galaxy potentials. Finally, the implied recoiling MBH surface density upper limit is
consistent with predictions that assume random spin orientations in MBH binaries.

Keywords: Active galactic nuclei (16) — Emission line galaxies (459) — Galaxy mergers (608) —
Gravitational waves (678) — Spectroscopy (1558) — Supermassive black holes (1663)

1. INTRODUCTION
Galaxy mergers are a potential route for co-evolution

between galaxies and massive black holes (MBHs;
M• > 105 M⊙) through induced star formation, random-
ization of stellar orbits, and MBH growth (e.g., Di Mat-
teo et al. 2005; Springel et al. 2005; Capelo et al. 2015).
Furthermore, observations suggest that merger-driven
accretion onto MBHs (visible as active galactic nuclei;
AGN) may have an important role in the overall AGN
population (e.g., Satyapal et al. 2014; Weston et al. 2017;
Goulding et al. 2018; Gao et al. 2020).

Since galaxy mergers result in two or more MBHs
that are bound to a common gravitational potential, if

Corresponding author: R. Scott Barrows
Robert.Barrows@Colorado.edu

the stellar cores hosting the MBHs lose sufficient angu-
lar momentum, they will eventually migrate toward the
center of mass of the merger remnant. Moreover, if two
MBHs form a bound binary system, they may eventu-
ally merge through the emission of gravitational waves.
The final moment of coalescence will result in net grav-
itational wave emission that imparts a force (or recoil)
on the merged MBH (e.g., Peres 1962; Bekenstein 1973)
and, if strong enough, may displace it from the remnant
galaxy nucleus (e.g., Campanelli et al. 2007b; Gualan-
dris & Merritt 2008; Lousto & Zlochower 2011; for a
review see Centrella et al. 2010). Alternatively, if the
timescale for MBH binary coalescence is longer than the
galaxy merger timescale, then a third MBH may enter
the system and cause the lightest MBH to be (‘sling-
shot’) ejected by dynamical instabilities (e.g., Hoffman
& Loeb 2007; Bonetti et al. 2016, 2018).
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The recoil and slingshot phenomena will have their
own unique effects on the co-evolution of galaxies and
MBHs. In particular, the MBH masses that are observed
to correlate with host galaxy bulge properties (e.g., Geb-
hardt et al. 2000; Ferrarese & Merritt 2000; Gültekin
et al. 2009) will be lower due to ejection of MBHs or in-
terrupted accretion (e.g., Volonteri 2007; Blecha et al.
2011). The distribution of recoil or slingshot veloci-
ties will also introduce scatter into those relations (e.g.,
Blecha & Loeb 2008; Sijacki et al. 2011). Moreover,
recoiling or slingshot MBH detections will impose con-
straints on MBH binary formation, spin alignment, co-
alescence rates, and gravitational wave emission.

Practically, detection of recoiling or slingshot MBHs
requires them to be actively accreting as observable
AGN (see Komossa 2012 for a review of electromagnetic
signatures). This scenario suggests a combination of
four observables: 1) the AGN will have an unobscured
broad line region (BLR; the region within which gas is
gravitationally bound to the MBH and accelerated to
velocities > 1000 km s−1 that produce Doppler broad-
ened emission lines; e.g., Sulentic et al. 2000; Gaskell
2009); 2) if the acceleration from the recoil or slingshot
is strong enough, the BLR may appear offset in velocity-
space from the host galaxy systemic (e.g., Bonning et al.
2007; Komossa & Merritt 2008a; Volonteri & Madau
2008; Bogdanović et al. 2009a); 3) the BLR may have
a detectable spatial offset from the host galaxy nucleus
(e.g., Blecha et al. 2019); and 4) the BLR may not be
spatially coincident with a detectable AGN-ionized nar-
row line region (NLR) if the interstellar medium (ISM)
gas through which the ejected MBH travels is too diffuse
or if the NLR is too small (Blecha et al. 2013). Addition-
ally, a galaxy hosting a slingshot (rather than recoiling)
MBH is more likely to also have a nuclear AGN since at
least one MBH will remain in the nucleus.

Multiple systematic searches for candidate recoiling
or slingshot MBHs have identified BLRs of spectroscop-
ically classified quasi-stellar objects (QSOs) that are
kinematically displaced relative to the narrow emission
line systems of their host galaxies (e.g., Komossa et al.
2008b; Boroson & Lauer 2009; Bogdanović et al. 2009b;
Dotti et al. 2009; Shields et al. 2009; Decarli et al. 2010;
Robinson et al. 2010; Barrows et al. 2011; Steinhardt
et al. 2012; Tsai et al. 2013; Markakis et al. 2015; with
new sources continually discovered). However, the phys-
ical interpretation of these velocity offsets is not clear,
and long-term monitoring (notably, e.g., the systematic
campaign described in Eracleous et al. 2012; Runnoe
et al. 2015, 2017) has revealed that most (if not all) of
these kinematic BLR displacements can be explained by

accretion disk hotspots or warped accretion disks (e.g.,
Eracleous et al. 1995; Eracleous & Halpern 2003).

Therefore, confirmation of an off-nuclear (i.e., spa-
tially offset) BLR is a necessary step toward finding
strong recoiling or slingshot MBH candidates. Indeed,
several such candidates have been identified serendip-
itously or from targeted follow-up spectroscopy (e.g.,
Koss et al. 2014; Kalfountzou et al. 2017; Chiaberge
et al. 2018; Jadhav et al. 2021). However, these ex-
amples represent a small and heterogeneous collection
that can not be used to understand ejected MBHs as a
population.

Systematically identifying strong candidates in large
numbers requires surveys with spatially-resolved spec-
troscopy. This requirement is currently best satisfied
by the Mapping Nearby Galaxies at Apache Point Ob-
servatory (MaNGA) survey (Bundy et al. 2015), which
was part of the fourth phase of the Sloan Digital Sky
Survey (SDSS-IV) and is the largest integral field spec-
troscopy (IFS) survey to-date. Broad emission lines
have previously been systematically detected in the cen-
ters of MaNGA galaxies and their companions (Steffen
et al. 2022). Negus et al. (2024) recently expanded on
this by using the full extent of the MaNGA IFS bun-
dles to create a catalog of galaxies with broad emis-
sion lines detected in any spatial element (spaxel) of the
MaNGA data cubes. This present work uses that cata-
log for the first systematic search through an IFS survey
for offset BLRs to find infalling AGN in mergers and re-
coiling/slingshot MBH candidates.

This paper is structured as follows: in Section 2 we
outline our procedure for selecting spatially offset BLR
candidates, in Section 3 we describe the identification
of optical image counterparts to the BLRs, in Section 4
we quantify the presence of AGN-ionized narrow emis-
sion line gas in the host galaxies, in Section 5 we dis-
cuss the possible physical nature of the offset BLRs, in
Section 6 we explore the implications for merger-driven
AGN triggering and detection of ejected MBHs, and
in Section 7 we synthesize the results of our analysis
and interpretation. Throughout we assume a flat cos-
mology defined by the nine-year Wilkinson Microwave
Anisotropy Probe observations (Hinshaw et al. 2013):
H0 = 69.3 km Mpc−1 s−1 and ΩM = 0.287.

2. PROCEDURE
We begin with the catalog of Negus et al. (2024)

that consists of 1042 MaNGA galaxies with detected
broad spectral components in at least one spaxel. The
broad component identifications were based on full-
width at half-maximums of FWHM> 1000 km s−1 as-
sociated with either of the Hα or Hβ emission lines
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Figure 1. Linear-scale density map showing, for each galaxy,
the standard deviations of the broad emission line spaxel FWHMs
(normalized by the mean FWHM; σFWHM/FWHM) against the
standard deviations of the spaxel spatial positions (quadrature
sum of the standard deviation of the spaxels in the X- and Y-di-
mensions) in units of the MaNGA spatial resolution (σspax/2.′′5)
for Hα (left) and Hβ (right) emission line detections. Only sources
with more than one broad emission line spaxel are shown. The
distributions of σFWHM/FWHM and σspax/2.′′5 (normalized to a
sum of unity) are shown along the right and top axes, respectively,
for Hα (solid) and Hβ (dashed). The concentration of abscissa val-
ues at σspax/2.′′5= 0.1 is due to sources with two adjacent broad
emission line spaxels. Of the σFWHM/FWHM values, 100% are
< 1 for both Hα and Hβ detections. Of the σspax values, 99%,
96% (Hα, Hβ detections) are < 2× 2.′′5. These distributions show
that the line widths and positions of the broad emission line de-
tections in each galaxy are consistent and likely originate from a
single source.

(these are the broad emission lines spectrally accessible
by MaNGA) and a detection significance of > 5σ. The
broad emission line components in Negus et al. (2024)
were fit with a single Gaussian component (e.g., Oh et al.
2015). While AGN BLR emission may be modeled with
more complex profiles (e.g., Liu et al. 2019) due to asym-
metries from accretion disk hotspots or warped geome-
tries, this choice does not alter the selection of candidate
offset BLRs in this work. Therefore, we adopt these sin-
gle component fits due to their uniformity for subsequent
analysis and comparison.

In this work, we apply an additional threshold to the
Negus et al. (2024) catalog where the broad emission line
to continuum flux density ratio is > 5 times the stan-
dard deviation of the spectrum (over the fitting region),
thereby accounting for the spectral quality. We have
also removed cases where (assuming the host galaxy
systemic redshift) multiple unidentified emission lines
are observed, since this suggests the possibility that the
broad emission line detections may originate from un-
related background or foreground sources. This yields
286 and 87 galaxies with Hα and Hβ broad emission line
detections in at least one spaxel, respectively, among
322 unique MaNGA galaxies. We send this sample
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Figure 2. Angular offsets of Hα (left) and Hβ (right) BLRs
from the host galaxy centroids (∆Θ) against the source extents
(σspax; defined in Figure 1). The dotted gray line denotes the ap-
proximate MaNGA absolute astrometric uncertainty of 0.′′1. The
dashed black lines denote the threshold of ∆Θ> 3×σspax, and the
solid black line denotes the additional uniform offset minimum of
∆Θ> 2.′′5 (Section 2.2). The parent sample is indicated by the
linear-scale density map, while sources that pass the offset crite-
ria are shown as red stars. The concentrations at σspax = 0.′′25
and 0.′′5 are due to sources with two adjacent spaxels and those
with only one spaxel (for which σspax := 0.′′5, i.e., the extent of
one spaxel), respectively.

through the following steps to identify spatially offset
BLR candidates.

2.1. Spatial Centroids of Broad Emission Line Sources
For each galaxy, the standard deviations of the broad

emission line spaxel positions (σspax) are shown in
Figure 1. The values of σspax are within two times
the MaNGA spatial resolution (2.′′5) for 99%, 96%
(Hα, Hβ detections) of the sample. Therefore, at
the MaNGA resolution scale, no strong evidence that
the broad emission line detections are from multiple
sources within each galaxy is seen. Figure 1 also
shows the standard deviations of the spaxel broad emis-
sion line FWHMs (normalized by the mean FWHM:
σFWHM/FWHM). All values of σFWHM are less than
FWHM for Hα and Hβ detections, thereby showing that
the broad emission line widths are consistent within each
galaxy.

The broad emission line detections are then assumed
to originate from a single source and are referred to
as BLRs. The BLR spatial centroids are taken to be
the mean position of the broad emission line spaxels,
weighted by the broad emission line flux. These values
are computed separately for Hα and Hβ detections.

2.2. Selection of Spatially Offset BLRs
We select BLRs from Section 2.1 with angular off-

sets from the centroid of the MaNGA target galaxy
(∆Θ; where the target galaxy centroid comes from
the SDSS pipeline and is based on the r-band image)
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Figure 3. Best fits to the (continuum-subtracted) spectral re-
gions (in the host galaxy rest-frame) where broad emission lines
are detected. For clarity, each spectrum has been normalized by
the peak flux. The narrow and broad line components are shown
in orange and purple, respectively, and the model sum is shown
in red. The uncertainty in the continuum subtracted spectrum is
denoted by the gray-shaded region, and the residuals are shown
at the bottom. Sorted by right ascension, these are the first two
offset BLR sources in the sample. The remainder are shown and
discussed in Section A of the Appendix (Figure 10).

by > 3×σspax. If a BLR has only one spaxel, then
σspax := 1 spaxel. We also apply a uniform offset min-
imum threshold equal to the MaNGA FWHM spatial
resolution (∆Θ> 2.′′5) so that the sources are not
contaminated by beam smearing of nuclear emis-
sion. The spatially offset selection is shown graphically
in Figure 2. The MaNGA absolute astrometry is tied
to that of the SDSS (∼ 0.′′1; Law et al. 2016) and is sig-
nificantly smaller than the angular offsets required by
this selection, so further image registration is not neces-
sary. This yields a sample of 14 unique spatially offset
BLR candidates. One is detected in both lines, while the
remaining 13 are detected only in Hα, which is consis-
tent with Hβ being the weaker of the two recombination
lines. Examples of the broad emission lines are shown
in Figure 3, and the remainder are shown in Section A
of the Appendix. The full sample is listed in Table 1
and represents the largest compilation of spatially off-
set AGN that is spectroscopically selected from broad
emission lines.

The BLR FWHMs (maximum value among all broad
emission line spaxels in each source) and projected
physical offsets of the BLR positional centroids from
the host galaxy nuclei (∆S) are listed in Table 1,
and their bivariate distribution is shown in Figure
4. The FWHMs span a range that is typical of
BLRs in AGN (FWHM≈ 1000− 5000 km s−1), and the
values of ∆S are characteristic of merging galaxy
pairs (∆S≈ 2− 20 kpc). For comparison in our sub-

sequent analyses, central BLRs are selected to have
∆Θ<σspax and ∆Θ< 2.′′5.

3. OPTICAL IMAGE COUNTERPARTS
We use Galfit (Peng et al. 2010) to search for opti-

cal sources in the SDSS imaging that are spatially co-
incident with the BLR candidates from Section 2. Fol-
lowing Barrows et al. (2016, 2018), we first run Source
Extractor (Bertin & Arnouts 1996) to obtain a list of
significantly detected (> 3σ) sources. We then use these
source parameters to define input Sersic components for
the Galfit models (Sersic profiles are appropriate for
fitting to the stellar bulges expected to host AGN). We
also run a model that additionally has a point spread
function (PSF) component to test if its inclusion im-
proves the model based on an F -test (in no cases do we
find a PSF component warrants inclusion).

We consider an SDSS image source to be associated
with an offset BLR candidate if their respective spa-
tial centroids are in agreement within 2.′′5+σspax (to be
consistent with the selection of spatially offset AGN in
Section 2.2). The stellar mass for each optical counter-
part is estimated by applying the mass ratio between it
and the host galaxy (from the Galfit modeling) to the
host galaxy stellar mass (from Pipe3D; Lacerda et al.
2022; Sánchez et al. 2022). For non-detections, upper
limits correspond to 5 times the local background flux.
Figures 5 and 6 show galaxy images and MaNGA maps
for the full samples of spatially offset Hα and Hβ BLR
candidates with (6) and without (8) optical image coun-
terpart detections, respectively. The counterpart stellar
masses (or upper limits) are listed in Table 1.

The distribution of ∆S values for the subset with
optical image counterparts is biased toward larger val-
ues compared to the subset without. This difference is
likely due to the larger angular sizes of the MaNGA IFS
hexagon bundles for the subset with image detections
(mean diameter of 30′′ compared to 22′′; see Figures 5
and 6).

4. NARROW EMISSION LINE DIAGNOSTICS
To quantify the presence of extended host galaxy NLR

gas that has been photo-ionized by the AGN, we exam-
ine the locations of the MaNGA spaxels on the ‘Baldwin-
Phillips-Terlevich’ (or ‘BPT’) diagram. We use the cali-
bration from Kewley et al. (2006) based on the line ratios
of [O III]λ5007/Hβ versus [N II]λ6585/Hα ([N II] BPT
diagram) and versus [S II]λλ6718,6732/Hα ([S II] BPT
diagram), where the narrow line fluxes are taken from
the MaNGA Data Analysis Pipeline and are required to
have signal-to-noise ratio > 3.

Figures 5 and 6 show the locations of the spaxels
within a box region of size 2×σspax around the BLR
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Figure 4. BLR full-width at half-maximum (FWHM; maximum
value among all spaxels in each source) against projected physical
offset from the host galaxy centroid (∆S) for the final sample of
spatially offset BLR candidates with (orange squares) and without
(magenta circles) optical counterpart detections (Section 3). The
distributions of FWHM and ∆S (each normalized to a sum of
unity) are shown along the right and top axes, respectively, for
the subsets with (orange, dashed) and without (magenta, solid)
optical counterparts, and their median values are indicated by
straight lines. The distributions of FWHM and ∆S are typical of
AGN BLRs and late-stage galaxy mergers, respectively.

centroid on the [N II] and [S II] BPT diagrams. Since
the MaNGA pipeline spectral fitting does not include
broad components, we omit from these regions the spax-
els with broad emission line detections (from Negus et al.
2024) which might affect the narrow emission line mea-
surements. However, in our subsequent analyses, we test
the effects of including these spaxels and find that the
results are qualitatively unchanged (Section 5.5.1).

Following Wylezalek et al. (2018), we determine the
fraction of these spaxels (within the box region de-
scribed above) that contain ‘AGN’ emission based on the
[N II] BPT diagram (fA,N,BL) and ‘Seyfert’ or ‘LINER’
(low-ionization nuclear emission line region) emission
based on the [S II] BPT diagram (fA,S,BL). We also
compute the AGN spaxel fraction centered on the nu-
cleus of each host galaxy (fA,N,Nuc and fA,S,Nuc), using
the same box region as described above for uniform com-
parison. Values of fA,BL and fA,Nuc are listed in Table
1.

5. NATURE OF THE SPATIALLY OFFSET BLRS
In the following sections we discuss the possible nature

of the spatially offset BLRs selected in this work. The
discussions are presented within the context of unrelated

blackground or foreground sources (Section 5.1), out-
flows (Section 5.2), supernovae (Section 5.3), infalling
MBHs in pre-coalescence mergers (Section 5.4), and re-
coiling or slingshot MBHs (Section 5.5).

5.1. Background or Foreground Contaminants
Broad emission line detections in the spaxels associ-

ated with MaNGA galaxies may be emitted from back-
ground or foreground AGN and imprinted on the spec-
tra of the galaxies. Such unrelated broad emission lines
can mimic lines in the target galaxy if their observed
wavelengths are near those of Hα or Hβ in the target
rest frame. Galaxies with multiple unidentified emis-
sion lines are already removed from the sample (Section
2). However, in cases where only one broad emission line
is detected near the wavelengths of Hα or Hβ in the tar-
get rest frame, the possibility of it being emitted by an
unrelated source can be neither confirmed nor rejected.

To statistically quantify this possibility, we com-
pute the number of broad emission line AGN (based
on the 16th SDSS Data Release QSO catalog; Lyke
et al. 2020) that would randomly be projected onto
the MaNGA map for each offset AGN in our sample.
The QSO redshift ranges we use are from z= 0 to the
redshift at which observed C IVλ1549 emission from a
background QSO equals that of Hα in the offset BLR
candidate host galaxy. Assuming any unrelated broad
emission lines would be from QSOs, the highest proba-
bility of one randomly appearing within a MaNGA map
from our sample is 2.7× 10−4.

5.2. Outflows
While the broad line selection adopted for this work

echoes numerous studies finding that the threshold
of 1000 km s−1 cleanly identifies broad line regions in
Hα and Hβ emission around AGN (e.g., Hao et al.
2005; Schneider et al. 2010; Shen et al. 2011; Stern &
Laor 2012; Oh et al. 2015; Liu et al. 2019), blending
of multiple emission lines (i.e., in the Hα/[N II] com-
plex) that are broadened by outflows (driven by cen-
tral AGN or star formation; e.g., Wylezalek et al. 2020;
Meena et al. 2021) can potentially mimic the presence
of a single broad component in the line fitting proce-
dure. To quantify the possibility of outflows in this
work, independently of the Hα complex, we test models
of the continuum-subtracted [O III]λ5007 emission line
in which an additional Gaussian component is added,
with an unconstrained line width intended to account
for potential AGN outflows that are often seen in lines
of high-ionization potential in AGN (e.g., Komossa et al.
2008a). We fit these models on the spectra of all spaxels
in which broad Hα components are detected.
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Figure 5. Full sample of MaNGA galaxies with spatially offset BLRs coincident with optical detections from the SDSS imaging. For
each galaxy, the panels contain (from left to right) the SDSS g+ r+ i color composite images (with the MaNGA IFS fiber bundle hexagon
shown in magenta), the MaNGA IFS maps and BPT classifications using the [N II]-based criteria (pink= ‘AGN’, orange= ‘composite’,
and green= ‘star forming’) and [S II]-based criteria (pink= ‘Seyfert’, purple= ‘LINER’, and green= ‘star forming’), and the [N II] and
[S II] BPT diagrams. In the BPT plots, the solid red lines denote the pure AGN demarcation, while the dashed red lines denote the pure
star formation ([N II]) and LINER ([S II]) demarcations. The log-scale density map denotes spaxels from the full MaNGA map (only for
spaxels with BPT classifications). The cyan dots denote the subset of the spaxels associated with the BLRs, selected to be within a box
(centered on the BLR centroid) of size 2×σspax (to include extended narrow line region emission around the BLR) but not including the
spaxels that have detected broad emission lines (since the MaNGA pipeline does not account for them). The BLR positions are indicated
by the cyan circles with radii of 2.′′5+σspax (radius used for matching with optical counterparts; Section 3). The white scale bar indicates
4′′.

For each BLR candidate, the maximum FWHM value
and maximum detection significance of the potential
outflow components are listed in Table 1. In only
one source is an additional Gaussian present at a
significant (> 3σ) level (J1037), and the FWHM is
318 km s−1 (compared to 1984 km s−1 for that of the
broad Hα component). Hence, no evidence is seen for
outflows that are broad enough to mimic the detected
broad emission line components. This result is con-
sistent with 13/14 of the broad emission line FWHMs
in our sample exceeding the maximum outflow val-

ues observed in MaNGA galaxies (∼1200 km s−1; based
on [O III]λλ4959,5008 emission line widths; Wylezalek
et al. 2020), as shown in Figure 4.

5.3. Supernovae
Hydrogren-rich supernovae (SNe) are occasionally

observed to have broad Balmer emission lines with
FWHMs up to several 1000 km s−1(e.g., Yan et al. 2015;
Kokubo et al. 2019; Kuncarayakti et al. 2023). The
highly transient nature of SNe suggests that our pro-
cedure is unlikely to preferentially select them, though
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Figure 5. Continued

this possibility can not be ruled out for any individ-
ual sources. For the offset AGN candidates with opti-
cal image counterpart detections, the counterpart stellar
masses strongly suggest the BLRs are associated with
MBHs in galaxy nuclei, hence disfavoring the SNe ex-
planation in these cases. However, for those without
image counterpart detections (58%), the SNe possibility
can not be definitively rejected with the current data.
Multi-epoch spectra is the most effective means of con-
straining this possibility by determining whether or not
the broad line emission is persistent.

5.4. Offset AGN
The masses of the hypercompact stellar systems (HC-

SSs; i.e., tightly gravitationally bound stellar cores) that
are predicted to accompany recoiling MBHs (e.g., Gua-
landris & Merritt 2008; Komossa & Merritt 2008b; Mer-
ritt et al. 2009; Li et al. 2012; Lena et al. 2020) are
proportional to the MBH masses and velocity disper-
sions of the galaxy stellar cores where the recoils occur,
and they are inversely proportional to the recoil kick ve-
locities. Even assuming a relatively low kick velocity of
100 km s−1 (e.g., Schnittman & Buonanno 2007; Blecha
& Loeb 2008) and a typical Milky Way bulge stellar ve-
locity dispersion of 100 km s−1 (e.g., Valenti et al. 2018),
the stellar masses of the 6 optical image counterpart de-
tections in this work (6.3× 1010 − 1.6× 1011 M⊙) are all
significantly larger than their predicted HCSS masses
(∼ 105 − 107 M⊙; using the derivation from Merritt et al.
2009, assuming collisional loss cone repopulation, and
using the MBH mass estimates from Negus et al. 2024).
The stellar cores around slingshot MBHs will be even
smaller since MBHs will remain in the host galaxy nu-
cleus. Therefore, the offset BLR candidates with optical
image counterpart detections (Figure 5) are unlikely to

be from ejected MBHs, and they are instead likely in-
falling (i.e., pre-coalescence) AGN in galaxy mergers or
merger remnants (e.g., Müller-Sánchez et al. 2015; Bar-
rows et al. 2017; Skipper & Browne 2018; Stemo et al.
2021; Barrows et al. 2024).

However, the 8 offset BLRs without optical image
counterpart detections (Figure 6) remain recoil or sling-
shot candidates since, due to the absence of lower lim-
its, their hypothetical stellar core masses are potentially
consistent with values predicted for HCSSs. Indeed,
using the SDSS galaxy morphological classifications of
Nevin et al. (2023) and a merger probability threshold
of 0.5 (i.e., Comerford et al. 2024), 37% of them are clas-
sified as post-coalescence mergers (as expected for the
ejected MBH scenario).

5.5. Recoiling and Slingshot MBHs
The recoil or slingshot scenarios can be neither con-

firmed nor rejected with the current data for the 8 off-
set BLR candidates without optical image counterparts.
Therefore, to further constrain the likely nature of these
sources, in this section we compare the optical extended
AGN-ionized emission (Section 5.5.1) and the velocity
offsets (Section 5.5.2) to expectations for recoiling and
slingshot MBHs.

5.5.1. Spatially Extended AGN Narrow Line Emission

If the ISM gas in the local environment of an ejected
AGN is too diffuse, or if the AGN is too faint, an AGN-
ionized NLR at the offset BLR position will not be de-
tected (Blecha et al. 2013). In this scenario, sources with
fA,BL values close to unity may be particularly weak re-
coil or slingshot candidates, while those with fA,BL = 0
are the stronger candidates. Indeed, the fA,BL values
for the offset BLRs without optical image counterparts
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Figure 6. Same as Figure 5 but for the full sample without optical image counterpart detections.

are 70% and 68% lower (for the [N II] and [S II] diagnos-
tics, respectively) than those with counterparts (Figure
7). Moreover, the Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) statistic
and null hypothesis probability are 0.38 and 0.64, re-
spectively (for both the [N II] and [S II] diagnostics),
that they have similar fA,BL distributions. This result
is qualitatively unchanged when including the spaxels
with broad emission lines (see Section 4), and may pro-
vide some evidence in support of the recoil or slingshot
scenarios. However, relatively low values of fA,BL among
offset BLRs without counterparts are potentially ex-
plained by their lower AGN luminosities (the median

luminosity is 7 times smaller than for those with optical
counterparts; Table 1).

AGN emission in the host galaxy nucleus may occur
after a MBH slingshot if one or both of the remain-
ing nuclear MBHs (or a coalesced MBH remnant) is
actively accreting. Extended photo-ionized AGN emis-
sion may also be present in the nucleus where a re-
coil occurred if an AGN was previously there and its
ionization signatures remain (e.g., Keel et al. 2015;
LaMassa et al. 2015; Runnoe et al. 2016; Comerford
et al. 2017). However, such emission is likely to have
faded because the time that recoiling AGN are predicted
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Figure 6. Continued.

to spend at the observed values of ∆S for our sam-
ple range from ∼1− 10 Myrs (Blecha et al. 2016), while
light echo timescales for AGN-ionized optical emission
are estimated to be only ∼ 104 − 105 yrs for extended
NLRs (e.g., Schawinski et al. 2015). Therefore, the
ejected AGN candidates with fA,BL = 0 and fA,Nuc >0
may be stronger slingshot candidates, while those with
fA,BL = fA,Nuc = 0 may be stronger recoil candidates.

Obscuration would also attenuate NLR AGN emis-
sion in the host galaxy nuclei. However, when con-
verting the Balmer decrements of the host galaxy nuclei
into color excesses (EB−V; using the relation from Yuan
et al. 2018), the host galaxy nuclei with fA,Nuc = 0 have
a mean EB−V value of only 0.41, compared to the mean
of 0.53 for the full sample. So there is no systematic
evidence for a lack of nuclear AGN NLR emission being
caused by obscuration.

5.5.2. Velocity Offsets

Theoretical work predicts that recoil (‘kick’) veloci-
ties strongly depend on the relative spin alignment of
the progenitor MBHs, with relatively small kick veloci-
ties generated for more aligned MBH spins (e.g., Cam-
panelli et al. 2007a,b; Schnittman & Buonanno 2007).
The distribution of kick velocities will determine the ob-
served distribution of recoiling MBH velocities, modulo
the effects of damping due to dynamical friction (e.g.,
Blecha et al. 2011; Sijacki et al. 2011), oscillation within

the host galaxy (assuming the kick velocity is below the
galactic escape velocity; e.g., Choksi et al. 2017), and
projection onto the sky plane.

The left panel of Figure 8 shows the total BLR lu-
minosities (LBL; integrated over all spaxels; Table 1)
against the magnitudes of the BLR projected velocity
offsets from the host galaxy systemic (∆V ; flux-weighted
average of the velocity offsets in the individual spaxels;
Table 1). The offset AGN samples with and without
optical counterparts have similar |∆V | values (means
within 10 km s−1 of each other) and their distributions
overlap significantly with that of the central AGN. How-
ever, the offset AGN samples do show evidence for sys-
tematically larger mean |∆V | values (by 78%). Though
these values are all within the range typically expected
for galaxy rotation (e.g., Sofue & Rubin 2001), this re-
sult may be indicative of motion of the spatially off-
set BLRs relative to the host galaxies, and the mean
|∆V | value is consistent (within 41%) with the predicted
observed values for recoils in Blecha & Loeb (2008).

Furthermore, the relatively lower LBL values for the
offset AGN without optical image counterparts (Section
5.5.1) may be consistent with the recoil scenario in that
the kick velocities are expected to reduce the AGN duty
cycles since they are displaced from large reservoirs of
nuclear gas and dust for accretion (Blecha et al. 2016).
However, contrary to predictions that observable recoils
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Figure 7. AGN BPT spaxel fractions of the BLRs (fA,BL) against those of the host galaxy nuclei (fA,Nuc) for AGN selections based on
the [N II] (left) and [S II] (right) BPT diagrams for the offset AGN without optical image counterpart detections (i.e., the ejected AGN
candidates; magenta circles). See Section 4 for details on the AGN spaxel fraction calculations. Since sources cluster at fA,BL = fA,Nuc = 0,
marker sizes indicate the number of sources: small and large circles indicate 1 and 5 sources, respectively (left panel), and 1 and 4 sources,
respectively (right panel). The distributions of fA,BL and fA,Nuc are shown along the right and top axes, respectively, normalized to a sum
of unity. For comparison, the distributions for the offset AGN with optical image counterparts (i.e., likely infalling AGN; orange dashed)
are also shown. The mean values are indicated with straight lines of corresponding color and style. The mean values of fA,BL are smallest
for the ejected AGN candidates (consistent with the recoil/slingshot scenario). The mean values of fA,Nuc are also smaller for the ejected
AGN candidates, which is more consistent with the recoil (as opposed to slingshot) scenario.

will be preferentially hosted by galaxies with low escape
velocities, a bias toward lower host galaxy stellar masses
is not observed.

6. RESULTS
In the following sections, we explore the implications

of this offset BLR sample for the role of galaxy mergers
in AGN triggering (Section 6.1), dual AGN and photo-
ionization of the ISM on extended spatial scales (Sec-
tion 6.2), and the frequency of recoiling AGN detections
(Section 6.3).

6.1. Merger-Driven AGN Accretion
While galaxy mergers are effective at triggering accre-

tion onto MBHs, whether or not this process plays a sig-
nificant role in the overall AGN population is unclear.
In particular, several numerical analyses suggest that
the fraction of galaxies with AGN is enhanced for those
in on-going mergers or merger remnants (e.g., McAlpine
et al. 2020; Byrne-Mamahit et al. 2022). However, al-
ternative results instead predict no enhancements and
that the AGN luminosities are primarily regulated by
the masses of their host galaxy stellar cores (e.g., Stein-
born et al. 2016; Weigel et al. 2018).

The spatially constrained positions of offset AGN al-
low for masses or upper limits of their stellar cores to
be measured, thereby facilitating tests of these predic-
tions. Furthermore, while selection of AGN in galaxy
mergers is often based on morphological signatures with
clear disturbances that preferentially find major mergers
(e.g., Cisternas et al. 2011; Kocevski et al. 2012; Villforth
et al. 2014), the selection in this work is based on AGN
signatures and is therefore also sensitive to the popu-
lation of minor mergers with extreme mass ratios that
dominate merger rates (e.g., Lotz et al. 2011; Duncan
et al. 2019).

Figure 9 shows the relationship between LBL and the
stellar core mass (or upper limit) for the central AGN
and the offset AGN (M⋆). The overall sample does not
show a bias toward relatively high LBL/M⋆ values com-
pared to central AGN (consistent within 1σ). If all of
the offset AGN in this work (including those without op-
tical image counterparts) are infalling AGN, this result
would indicate that MBH accretion in these systems is
relatively independent of the merger process. However,
previous work suggests that merger-driven MBH growth
may be strongest for AGN in relatively low mass galax-
ies (e.g., Yu et al. 2011; Capelo et al. 2015; Comerford
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Figure 8. Broad emission line luminosity (LBL; total value from
all spaxels) against the magnitude of the projected velocity offset
relative to the host galaxy systemic velocity (∆V ; flux-weighted
average from all spaxels) for the central BLRs (linear-scale den-
sity map) and the subset of spatially offset BLRs with (orange
squares) and without (magenta circles) optical image counterpart
detections. The distributions of LBL and ∆V are shown along the
right and top axes, respectively, for the offset BLRs with (orange
dashed) and without (magenta solid) image counterpart detections
and for the central BLRs (gray dotted). The mean |∆V | values
of the spatially offset samples show a bias toward larger values
relative to the central sample (by 78%). For comparison, the
simulated distribution of recoiling MBH projected velocities from
Blecha & Loeb (2008) (BL08) is also shown (solid gray line), and
the offset BLR mean values are consistent with it to within 41%.

et al. 2015; Barrows et al. 2023). Indeed, when limiting
our sample to the subset without stellar core detections,
the median value of LBL/M⋆ is ≥ 1.5 times larger than
that of the central AGN sample.

6.2. Dual AGN and Extended Photo-ionization
A fraction of galaxy mergers are observed to host AGN

in the nuclei of both galaxies (dual AGN; e.g., Komossa
et al. 2003; Bianchi et al. 2008; Comerford et al. 2009;
Piconcelli et al. 2010; Koss et al. 2012; Mazzarella et al.
2012; Comerford et al. 2015; Müller-Sánchez et al. 2015;
Hou et al. 2022). The majority of AGN in such sys-
tems are buried under obscuring material that may also
fuel the strongest stages of merger-driven MBH growth
(e.g., Blecha et al. 2018). Optically-selected dual AGN
in the nearby Universe, on the other hand, may repre-
sent sources in a relatively late stage of merger-driven
AGN evolution after radiation pressure has removed ob-
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Figure 9. Broad emission line luminosities (LBL) against the
optical image counterpart stellar masses (M⋆; orange squares) or
upper limits (for those without counterpart detections; magenta
circles and left-pointing arrows). The density map shows the cen-
tral AGN sample from this work. The subset without counterpart
detections has relatively large LBL/M⋆ ratios compared to cen-
tral AGN, potentially due to merger-driven AGN enhancements
and/or tidal stripping. Those without counterpart detections are
also consistent with being ejected MBHs within faint hypercom-
pact stellar systems.

scuring material (e.g., Hopkins et al. 2008; Hickox et al.
2009), thereby allowing tests of this connection.

Figure 7 shows that the fA,Nuc values are 74% higher
for the offset broad line AGN with optical image coun-
terparts relative to those without. Furthermore, the KS
statistic and null hypothesis probability are 0.50 and
0.30, respectively (for both the [N II] and [S II] diagnos-
tics) that they have similar fA,Nuc distributions. This
observation may suggest that the offset broad line AGN
in more massive galaxies have a higher probability of
hosting dual AGN (i.e., a second optically-selected AGN
in the host galaxy nucleus). This preference may be ex-
plained by their larger optical image counterpart stel-
lar masses, since more massive galaxies are more likely
to be in major mergers (e.g., Weigel et al. 2018), and
major mergers may be more likely to host AGN (e.g.,
Somerville et al. 2001; Cox et al. 2008; Ellison et al.
2008). Hence, despite the lack of significant obscuring
material, correlated triggering of optically-selected AGN
in mergers may be efficient (e.g., Fu et al. 2018).

Alternatively, if no central AGN exists, these observa-
tions may be explained by the relatively higher LBL val-
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ues of the offset AGN with optical image counterparts
(i.e., Figure 8) that may photo-ionize the ISM on spa-
tially extended scales, including around the host galaxy
nucleus. Indeed, 3 of the 6 likely infalling AGN have
fA,BL > 0 (between the [N II] and [S II] diagnostics com-
bined) that suggest the AGN emission is strong enough
to dominate the ionization potential over that of star for-
mation. This possibility has implications for the nature
of host galaxies with BPT indications of AGN, suggest-
ing that not only can such narrow emission line ratios be
produced by off-nuclear AGN, but they can also mimic
the appearance of a nuclear BPT-selected AGN.

6.3. Surface Density of Recoiling AGN
Based on the survey footprint of MaNGA, the off-

set BLR sample without optical image counterparts
from this work implies 5× 10−3 recoiling AGN candi-
dates per deg2 with visible BLRs (an upper limit to the
true surface density considering they are candidates).
For comparison, assuming the random spin alignment
model from Blecha et al. (2016), this is higher (by up
to ∼ 1 dex) than the predictions for photometric detec-
tions of recoiling AGN for all surveys considered in that
work at z < 0.15 (approximate maximum redshift for the
final MaNGA sample). Hence, since our measured sur-
face density is an upper limit, it is consistent with these
predictions and does not suggest highly efficient spin
alignment in MBH binaries.

7. CONCLUSIONS
From the spatially-resolved spectroscopy of galaxies

in the MaNGA survey, we have developed a sample of
14 candidate broad line AGN that are spatially offset
from their host galaxy centroid by > 3 times the stan-
dard deviation of the source extent and by more than
the MaNGA FWHM spatial resolution of 2.′′5 (14 and
1 from Hα and Hβ detections, respectively, with an
overlap of 1). The sample is based on the catalog
of galaxies with broad emission lines (line widths of
FWHM> 1000 km s−1) from Negus et al. (2024), which
itself was derived from the 10,010 unique galaxies in the
final MaNGA survey. This is the largest uniform sam-
ple of spectroscopically detected spatially offset broad
line AGN candidates and the first such systematically
generated sample from an IFS survey. The primary mo-
tivation for this project is to identify candidate recoil-
ing or slingshot MBHs since such sources, if accreting as
AGN, are expected to have unobscured BLRs that may
have measurable nuclear offsets. Below we synthesize
our interpretation of the nature of this sample and im-
plications for merger-driven MBH growth and detection
of recoiling AGN:

1. Regarding explanations that do not invoke offset
AGN, we conclude the following: A) the probabil-
ity of background or foreground chance projections
is < 2.7 × 10−4; B) based on [O III] emission line
models, no evidence is seen for narrow line out-
flows strong enough to mimic the presence of broad
AGN components; C) while a supernova origin for
the broad emission lines is expected to be rare, it
can not be ruled out for any individual sources.

2. Based on the available SDSS imaging, optical
counterparts are identified for 42% (6/14) of the
sample. The stellar masses associated with the
optical counterpart detections significantly exceed
predictions for bound hypercompact stellar sys-
tems around recoiling MBHs. Therefore, they are
likely to be infalling AGN in on-going galaxy merg-
ers. The remaining 58% (8/14) only have upper
limit masses on stellar counterparts and are there-
fore potentially consistent with being recoiling or
slingshot MBHs.

3. Based on BPT diagnostics, the AGN-ionized nar-
row emission line signatures for the subset of the
BLRs without optical image counterparts are 68%
weaker than those for the subset with counterpart
detections. An absence of narrow line AGN emis-
sion at the BLR position is consistent with predic-
tions for the recoil or slingshot scenarios.

4. The projected velocity offsets (relative to the host
galaxy systemic) of the BLR candidates that are
spatially offset are 78% larger than for those in
galaxy nuclei. This result suggests they may rep-
resent motion of the BLRs relative to the host
galaxy, and they are also consistent (to within
41%) with predictions for observed recoiling AGN
velocities. Furthermore, those without optical im-
age counterparts have relatively lower luminosities
(by a factor of 7), qualitatively consistent with
predictions for recoiling AGN to accrete less ef-
ficiently.

5. In the scenario that the recoil/slingshot AGN can-
didates are actually infalling MBHs, those without
optical counterpart detections have relatively large
broad emission line luminosity to stellar counter-
part mass ratios (> 1.5 times larger than for the
central AGN). This result would be consistent
with merger-driven triggering of broad line AGN
being stronger in relatively low mass galaxies.

6. The AGN-ionized narrow emission line signatures
in the host galaxy nuclei of the offset AGN candi-
dates are 74% stronger for those with optical image
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counterpart detections compared to those without
counterparts. This may indicate they are more
likely to host dual AGN, possibly since they are
in more equal mass mergers with stronger tidal
forces on each galaxy. Alternatively, since the off-
set AGN candidates with optical image counter-
parts are more luminous, this result may indicate
that they are photo-ionizing the ISM on spatially
extended scales.

7. The surface density of ejected AGN candidates
from this work is up to ∼ 1 dex higher than pre-
dictions for recoiling AGN following random MBH
spin alignments that can be found in photometric
surveys. Since this sample can only provide an up-
per limit, this result is consistent with these pre-
dictions and hence does not suggest highly efficient
MBH spin alignment in binaries.

In summary, the sample developed through this work
contains 8 sources that are plausible candidates for
ejected (recoil or slingshot) MBHs. Circumstantial ev-
idence in favor of the ejected MBH scenario is in the
form of BLRs with systematic velocity offsets from the
host galaxy that are consistent with predictions for re-
coils, relatively low AGN luminosities, and relatively
weak NLR AGN emission at the location of the BLRs.
Those without evidence for NLR AGN emission in the
host galaxy nucleus (J0946, J1124, J1508, J1604, and
J1611) may be the strongest recoil candidates given the
longer timescales for predicted recoil observability com-
pared to those of AGN light echos. The remainder may
be stronger candidates for slingshot MBHs. However,
deeper imaging to search for faint stellar cores associ-
ated with the candidates is necessary for further consid-
eration of the recoil or slingshot scenarios.
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APPENDIX

A. BEST-FITTING SPECTRAL MODELS
Figure 10 shows the spectral regions and best-fit models for which broad emission line components are detected (see

Figure 3 for the others). The spectral models and broad emission line detections are from Negus et al. (2024). The
blue excess peak in J133938.88+272416.5 resembles those of double-peaked broad line emitters and has been fit with
an additional Gaussian component.
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Figure 10. Same as Figure 3 but for the remainder of the sample (sorted by right ascension).
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