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ABSTRACT

Recent observations of radio-quiet active galactic nuclei (RQAGN) have shown the presence of mil-

limeter emission, whose origin remains unknown, from within parsec scales of the central black hole.

We argue that the mm emission comes from a spatially extended region that is magnetically connected

to the compact X-ray corona, in analogy to the solar wind and corona. We present an analytic model

scaled to corona values in which non-equipartition electrons from multiple heights along an extended

conical outflow shape the mm emission. In this model, the 100 GHz emission originates from within

≲ 104 gravitational radii (rg) of the central black hole, though the projected distance from the black

hole can be as low as 50rg depending on the line-of-sight. Our model predicts a flat emission spectrum

Fν ∼ const and a mm-to-X-ray luminosity ratio Lmm/LX ∼ 10−4, consistent with observations. These

quantities depend weakly on the underlying electron power-law distribution function and black hole

mass. We demonstrate this model’s plausibility using a general relativistic magneto-hydrodynamic

(GRMHD) simulation of a thin accretion disc as a case study. Our model highlights the need to study

continual dissipation along the outflow to connect the X-ray- and mm-emitting regions.

Keywords: Accretion (14) — Astrophysical black holes (98) — High Energy astrophysics (739) —

Magnetic fields (994) — Non-thermal radiation sources (1119) — Radio quiet quasars

(1354) — Supermassive black holes (1663) — Radiative processes (2055)

1. INTRODUCTION

Active galactic nuclei (AGN) emit radiation across a

broad range of the electromagnetic spectrum, from radio

to X-rays and even gamma-rays. In particular, the mere

presence of X-rays in galaxies is the most reliable way to

identify an AGN in the first place (E. Kara & J. Garćıa

2025). The presence of X-rays in the spectrum suggests

a component beyond the standard thin, UV-emitting ac-
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cretion disc proposed by N. I. Shakura & R. A. Sunyaev

(1973). The X-rays typically have a power-law photon

index Γ ∼ 1.5−2.5 and a cut-off around 15−200 keV (S.

Laha et al. 2025a). The canonical model for producing

these X-rays assumes that a spatially compact “corona”

hosts hot, ∼ 100 keV electrons that Compton upscat-

ter disc photons to produce the observed hard X-ray

photon spectrum and thermal cut-off (R. A. Sunyaev &

L. G. Titarchuk 1985; F. Haardt & L. Maraschi 1991).

Subsequent models suggested that the corona likely con-

tains both thermal as well as nonthermal particles (A. C.

Fabian et al. 2017), the origin of which is presently not

fully understood.
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The compact X-ray corona holds the key to under-

standing the region closest to the central black hole,

where most of the accretion power is released. For exam-

ple, radiation from the corona that illuminates the disc

creates the reflection spectrum, an important part of the

AGN X-ray spectrum that could also help measure black

hole spin (C. S. Reynolds 2021; C. Bambi et al. 2021).

By mediating the advection of magnetic flux, the corona

could also be important for jet launching (S. Laha et al.

2025b) and angular momentum transport in the accre-

tion disc (R. Shafee et al. 2008; S. C. Noble et al. 2009;

R. F. Penna et al. 2010). Because the corona is likely

heated through a combination of magnetic turbulence

and reconnection (A. A. Galeev et al. 1979; J. Nättilä

2024; D. Grošelj et al. 2024), coronal radiation provides

an opportunity to probe the dissipation processes in a

strongly magnetized, collisionless plasma.

Although most studies of the corona have focused on

understanding its X-ray emission, the inferred coronal

magnetic field strength suggests that the nonthermal

electrons in the corona should emit synchrotron emis-

sion in the radio to mm wavelength ranges. This low

frequency emission could plausibly carry observational

markers of coronal properties such as magnetization.

Radio-quiet AGN (RQAGN) provide a testbed for de-

tecting synchrotron emission from the vicinity of the

black hole, since they lack strong jets that would domi-

nate the radio/mm wavelengths. RQAGN comprise ap-

proximately 90% of all AGN (P. Padovani 2016; K. I.

Kellermann et al. 2016), making them promising candi-

dates for understanding the processes that power X-rays

and other wavelengths (S. Laha et al. 2025a; E. Kara &

J. Garćıa 2025). More than 95% of the hard X-ray se-

lected AGN in the BAT AGN Spectroscopic Survey have

a mm component, which is strongly correlated with the

X-ray component (C. Ricci et al. 2023; T. Kawamuro

et al. 2022), suggesting that the two regions are phys-

ically related. Understanding the relationship between

the mm- and X-ray-emitting regions will give new in-

sights into the physics near the black hole.

Observations at radio to mm wavelengths in radio-

quiet AGN have been interpreted as synchrotron emis-

sion from electrons in the corona (A. Laor & E. Behar

2008; E. Behar et al. 2015; Y. Inoue & A. Doi 2014; I.

Raginski & A. Laor 2016; E. Behar et al. 2018), sug-

gesting that the synchrotron-emitting electrons are lo-

cated in the same region as the thermal electrons that

scatter photons to X-rays. However, as we show in

Sec. 2.2, if coronal X-rays are produced by magnetic

dissipation, the resulting optical depth to synchrotron

self-absorption (SSA) is quite large. This large optical

depth requires that mm emission comes from regions fur-

ther from the black hole than the 10rg size of the corona

as constrained by X-ray reverberation and micro-lensing

studies (G. Chartas et al. 2009; P. Uttley et al. 2014),

where rg ≡ GM/c2.

Overcoming synchrotron self-absorption in the mm re-

quires either expanding the X-ray emitting-region to

hundreds or thousands of gravitational radii (E. Sh-

ablovinskaya et al. 2024; S. del Palacio et al. 2025) or

rethinking the geometry and definition of the corona.

Though the exact geometry of the X-ray corona re-

mains unknown, popular models include treating the

corona as the base of a jet (S. Markoff et al. 2005) or

as hot gas “sandwiching” the thin disc, potentially out-

flowing (A. M. Beloborodov 1999), or as an inner hot

accretion flow (A. A. Esin et al. 1997). In the X-ray

binary (XRB) context, general relativistic magnetohy-

drodynamic (GRMHD) simulations with Monte Carlo

radiation have shown that a hot, strongly magnetized

accretion flow can provide the thermal hot electron pop-

ulation that produces the hard state spectrum (J. Dex-

ter et al. 2021). This hot flow could transition to a

thin accretion disc at some radius (S. L. Shapiro et al.

1976), with the truncation being due to Coulomb de-

coupling (A. M. Hankla et al. 2022a; A. Hankla et al.

2025) or the inner disc becoming magnetically arrested

(MAD) (M. T. P. Liska et al. 2022a; N. Scepi et al.

2024a), which can cause the disc to appear observation-

ally truncated (N. Scepi et al. 2024b). Notably, these

GRMHD simulations also produce subrelativistic out-

flows both for hot advection-dominated flows and thin

Shakura-Sunyaev discs (M. J. Avara et al. 2016; N.

Scepi et al. 2024a; P. Dhang et al. 2025; M. T. P. Liska

et al. 2022a), as predicted from theoretical considera-

tions (R. D. Blandford & M. C. Begelman 1999; R. D.

Blandford & D. G. Payne 1982).

The presence of accretion disc outflows presents a nat-

ural resolution to the synchrotron self-absorption prob-

lem. Rather than requiring that the X-ray radiation

and synchrotron emission come from the same com-

pact (≲ 10rg) region, we propose that the synchrotron-

emitting electrons lie in an expanding outflow just out-

side the compact corona. In contrast to the standard no-

tion of an accretion disc wind originating from all radii

in the disc, this outflow is directly connected to the in-

ner 10rg X-ray-emitting region via magnetic fields. The

expansion of the initially strongly magnetized plasma

leads to a decrease of the magnetic field and electron

density with distance from the corona. We find that a

reasonable choice of the decreasing magnetic and den-

sity profiles, as motivated by GRMHD simulations, can

explain the mm emission.
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In the rest of the paper, we first demonstrate the

need for a new model, showing that mm emission cannot

come from the X-ray corona and proposing that the mm

emission originate from an extended region that is con-

nected to the X-ray corona via magnetic fields (Sec. 2).

Next, we outline an analytic model for an outflow from

the compact X-ray corona with continual dissipation

(Sec. 3). We show that such an outflowing region ex-

ists in GRMHD simulations and provide a case study

for the magnetic field and density profiles within the

outflow (Sec. 4). We then discuss observational implica-

tions and compare to previous work (Sec. 5).

2. MOTIVATION FOR A MULTIZONE OUTFLOW

FROM THE X-RAY CORONA

We will first argue that the X-ray corona must be

magnetically-powered (Sec. 2.1), and then discuss the

implications for mm emission. We then demonstrate

that in a magnetically powered scenario, the mm emis-

sion is produced outside the compact (∼ 10rg) X-ray

corona, since otherwise the mm emission would be syn-

chrotron self-absorbed (Sec. 2.2) or the mm-emitting

nonthermal electrons (Sec. 2.3) would cool too quickly

to reach the required energies for mm-wavelength syn-

chrotron emission (Sec. 2.4).

AGN coronae have electron and proton populations

with different temperatures. Rapid radiative cooling

maintains the electrons at temperatures of ≈ 109 K

(≈ 100 keV). Meanwhile, the protons are likely close

to virial temperatures at radius r:

Tp ≈ Tvirial =
2

5

mpc
2

kB

(
r

rg

)−1

= 4× 1011 K

(
r

10rg

)−1

,

(1)

θp ≡ kBTp

mpc2
= 0.04

Tp

4× 1011 K
, (2)

where we defined the dimensionless proton temperature

θp.

When the corona is sufficiently magnetized, the pro-

tons will not equilibrate with the electrons through

Coulomb collisions because the thermalization time is

too long relative to the turbulence dissipation time,

given by the Alfvén crossing time tA = Rc/vA =

σ
−1/2
i Rc/c of the compact corona. Here vA =

B/(4πρ)1/2 = σ
1/2
i c is the non-relativistic Alfvén speed

and σi = B2/(4πmpnc
2) is the plasma ion magnetiza-

tion. Taking ttherm ≡ 1/νtherm as the electron-ion ther-

malization time (A. S. Richardson 2019), we have:

ttherm = 6× 103 s
(τ0
1

)−1
(

Rc

10rg

)(
M

107M⊙

)(
θe
0.2

+
θp
0.04

)3/2

,

(3)

ttherm
tA

= 5
(τ0
1

)−1
(

θe
0.2

+
θp
0.04

)3/2 ( σi

0.1

)1/2

, (4)

where θe ≡ kBTe/(mec
2) in analogy with equation (2)

and we have set the number density via the optical depth

to Thomson scattering:

n =
τ0

σTRc
= 1011 cm−3

(τ0
1

)(
Rc

10rg

)−1 (
M

107M⊙

)−1

.

(5)

Our model will always scale densities relative to the den-

sity in the corona according to equation (5). Notably,

the ratio ttherm/tA is independent of black hole mass,

meaning that the compact corona will have two distinct

temperatures for electrons and ions provided the corona

is sufficiently magnetized (σi ≳ 0.1).

2.1. The X-ray Corona is Strongly Magnetized

The idea that the corona must be strongly magnetized

is not new. Theoretical estimates have long demon-

strated the need for strong coronal magnetic fields from

an energetics perspective (A. Merloni & A. C. Fabian

2001; A. M. Beloborodov 2017). Launching relativis-

tic jets and winds also likely requires strong magnetic

fields (R. D. Blandford & R. L. Znajek 1977; R. D.

Blandford & D. G. Payne 1982; A. Tchekhovskoy et al.

2011), as does producing neutrinos while absorbing

gamma rays from the compact corona (K. Murase 2022;

R. Mbarek et al. 2024). Observational evidence for these

values of magnetic fields exists in the literature mea-

suring jet magnetic fields at large scales. The mag-

netic field at parsec and 0.1-parsec scales in an AGN

jet was found to be on the order of 10G (I. Marti-Vidal

& S. Muller 2019) and 0.1G (S. P. O’Sullivan & D. C.

Gabuzda 2009), respectively. Assuming the magnetic

field strength falls inversely with distance from the black

hole and extrapolating back to horizon scales yields mag-

netic fields ≳ 105 G.

Magnetic energy provides the most plausible internal

energy source for the X-ray corona. By drawing an anal-

ogy to the solar corona and solar wind, we envision sev-

eral mechanisms operating in the corona-outflow system

that convert stored magnetic energy into plasma energy.

Reconnection models typically treat the corona as loops

of magnetic field above the accretion disc (A. A. Galeev

et al. 1979; D. A. Uzdensky & J. Goodman 2008). These

loops can then reconnect when their footpoints switch,

as in interchange reconnection in the solar corona (S. D.
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Bale et al. 2023; J. F. Drake et al. 2025). Turbulence

models, inspired by the wave-heating models of the so-

lar corona (D. G. Wentzel 1974; S. Bourouaine et al.

2024), suppose that Alfvén waves propagate along open

field lines and dissipate via an imbalanced Alfvénic cas-

cade (B. D. G. Chandran et al. 2018; J. Squire et al.

2022).

Arguing that the magnetic energy density must be in

equipartition with the electron pressure and using equa-

tion (5) yields estimates for the magnetic field of:

B0 ≥ Be
eq (6)

= 700 G

(
Rc

10rg

)−1/2 (
M

107M⊙

)−1/2 (
Te

100 keV

)1/2

.

(7)

However, equipartition with electrons does not hold in

the strongly magnetized corona. The energy dissipated

from magnetic turbulence/reconnection into electron

heat passes almost instantaneously into photons (G. R.

Werner et al. 2019; D. Grošelj et al. 2024) because of

electrons’ short cooling times (see Sec. 2.4). Instead

assuming equipartition with protons at the virial tem-

peratures such that 3/5GM/Rc = 3/2kBTp/mp yields

higher magnetic field estimates:

B0 ≈ Bp
eq = 2×104 G

(
Rc

10rg

)−1 (
M

107M⊙

)−1/2 (τ0
1

)1/2

.

(8)

This estimate of equipartition with protons more

closely matches the X-ray power from the conversion of

magnetic energy into X-rays with an efficiency ηX < 1:

LX = ηX
B2

0

8π
4πR2

cc (9)

= 3× 1043 erg/s
(ηX
0.1

)(
B0

104 G

)2 (
M

107M⊙

)(τ0
1

)
,

(10)

where typical X-ray (14 - 150keV) luminosities of radio-

quiet AGN range from 1041erg/s to 1044erg/s (C. Ricci

et al. 2023). Taking ηX < 1 accounts for the fact

that some magnetic energy converts into proton heat-

ing rather than X-rays. This lower bound also assumes

that electrons cool on timescales faster than Rc/c, which

we will justify in Sec. 2.4. The collisionless reconnection

rate provides an upper bound on this efficiency factor of

0.1 (G. R. Werner et al. 2018).

Requiring ηX < 1 leads to a lower bound on the mag-

netic field of:

B0 ≥ 103 G

(
LX

1043 erg/s

)1/2 (
Rc

10rg

)−1 (
M

107M⊙

)−1

,

(11)

2.2. Synchrotron Self-Absorption Prevents the X-ray

Corona From Producing Observable Millimeter

Emission

The strong magnetic field given by equation (11)

means that any synchrotron emission emitted from

within the 10rg X-ray-emitting region will be strongly

self-absorbed. Below the synchrotron turnover fre-

quency νt, the flux from a population of nonthermal

electrons in a sphere with uniform magnetic field and

density drops as ν5/2 (G. B. Rybicki & A. P. Light-

man 1979). The synchrotron turnover frequency within

the strongly magnetized corona is large enough that this

ν5/2 drop wipes out any observable emission at 100 GHz.

Explicitly, the synchrotron turnover frequency is deter-

mined by setting the optical depth to SSA equal to 1:

τSSA = 1 = ανRc (see Appendix A.1). To compare with

previous models of coronal synchrotron emission (A.

Laor & E. Behar 2008; Y. Inoue & A. Doi 2018), we as-

sume a nonthermal particle distribution with a power-

law index p = 2 that comprises 1% of the total elec-

tron number density. Setting the total number density

through τ0 = 1 (equation (5)) yields:

νt = 104 GHz

(
B

103 G

)2/3 (
Rc

10rg

)1/3

(12)

where B0 and n0 are the value of the uniform mag-

netic field and number density, respectively. From equa-

tion (12), we see that the synchrotron turnover fre-

quency within the compact corona reaches values of

104 GHz, meaning that the flux at 100 GHz will have

dropped by a factor of (104 GHz/102 GHz)5/2 ∼ 105

from its peak value.

A number of proposed models invert a variation of

equation (12) to estimate the coronal magnetic field

strength. These models assume that the peak mm emis-

sion, which occurs around 100 GHz, represents the syn-

chrotron turnover frequency of the uniform, spherical,

synchrotron-emitting plasma. equation (12) then yields

magnetic fields on the order of 1G - 10G and emitting

region sizes of 102-103rg (E. Behar et al. 2015; Y. Inoue

& A. Doi 2018; P. O. Petrucci et al. 2023; E. Shablovin-

skaya et al. 2024; S. del Palacio et al. 2025). These

large coronal sizes disagree with those inferred from X-

ray observations, with tentative simultaneous variability

suggesting that the mm- and X-ray-emitting regions are

connected but separate (P. O. Petrucci et al. 2023). The

low values of magnetic field violate the bounds set by

conversion of magnetic energy into X-rays (equation (9))

and by equipartition (equation (7)), as demonstrated by

Figure 1.

The low values of magnetic field suggest two possi-

bilities: first, that equation (12) needs to be revised,
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Figure 1. Lower bounds on the magnetic field at 10rg for
a strongly magnetized corona with size Rc. The constraint
BX comes from converting magnetic energy into X-ray lumi-
nosity (equation (9)), while Be

eq comes from the requirement
that electrons are colder than equipartition magnetic fields
because they radiate (equation (7)). For comparison, recent
observational fits to magnetic field are shown in black mark-
ers. Here, we abbreviate Y. Inoue & A. Doi (2018) as ID18
and E. Shablovinskaya et al. (2024) as S24. Arrows indi-
cate that these lines yield lower bounds. This figure assumes
LX = 1043 erg/s (E. Shablovinskaya et al. 2024), τ0 = 1, and
Te = 109 K.

or second, that the corona is not magnetically-powered.

Having already motivated why the X-ray corona must be

magnetically-powered (see also Sec. 2.4), the majority of

this work focuses on revising equation (12) to maintain

the physically-motivated assumption of a magnetically-

powered corona. To do so, we drop equation (12)’s as-

sumption that the mm-emitting electrons are co-located

with the X-ray-scattering electrons. Instead, we con-

sider an extended region outside the compact X-ray

corona that has a decreasing magnetic field and density

profile. Further from the black hole, the turnover fre-

quency drops, allowing the emission to remain optically

thin at lower frequencies.

2.3. Millimeter Emission Requires Nonthermal

Electrons

The characteristic frequency of synchrotron emission

νs of an electron with Lorentz factor γ in a magnetic

field B (G. B. Rybicki & A. P. Lightman 1979) shows

that producing 100 GHz synchrotron emission requires

electrons that have Lorentz factors γ ≈ 100, i.e. non-

thermal electrons:

νs = γ2 eB

2πmec
= 100 GHz

( γ

100

)2
(

B

4 G

)
. (13)

In our model, the outflow’s strong field strengths ini-

tially have the compact X-ray corona values (equa-

tion (11)), and decay to ≈ 4 G at a certain distance,

thereby producing 100 GHz emission at distances r >

10rg from the black hole.

However, recent kinetic plasma physics simulations

of particle acceleration processes reveal that magnetic

fields alone do not determine the presence of nonther-

mal electrons or their highest achievable Lorentz fac-

tor. Instead, the ratio of magnetic energy density to

particle rest-mass energy σ determines properties of the

nonthermal electron population. Relating the electron

magnetization σe to the magnetic field shows that:

σe ≡
B2

4πnemec2
= 100

(
B

104 G

)2 (
Rc

10rg

)(
M

107M⊙

)(τ0
1

)−1

,

(14)

where the number density ne was set using the Thomson

scattering optical depth via equation (5). Equation (14)

shows that the average magnetic energy per particle is

approximately σe. Particle injection to this mean en-

ergy, i.e. up to γ ≈ σe, occurs extremely rapidly in 3D

numerical particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations (L. Sironi

2022; O. French et al. 2023). Beyond this mean en-

ergy, the formation of a power-law tail at Lorentz fac-

tors γ ≫ σe depends sensitively on the guide field and

cooling. Simulations of a single current sheet undergoing

relativistic reconnection with no guide field show a max-

imum Lorentz factor extending far beyond σe (H. Zhang

et al. 2021), even in the presence of strong cooling (A.

Chernoglazov et al. 2023). Whether nonthermal parti-

cles beyond γ ≫ σe exist in simulations of radiative tur-

bulence, which are more applicable to the wind scenario,

remains an active field of research, with contradictory

answers in the literature (V. Zhdankin et al. 2020; M.

Lemoine et al. 2025). In principle, slow diffusive acceler-

ation from scattering off magnetic mirrors in turbulence

could produce larger high-energy tails (E. Fermi 1949;

V. Zhdankin et al. 2018; C. Vega et al. 2024). However,

in practice, fast cooling times may limit these accelera-

tion mechanisms (see Sec. 2.4). Because the presence of

nonthermal particles depends more on the mean energy

than the maximum achievable Lorentz factor, we will

conservatively require σe ≫ 1 to produce nonthermal

electrons with γ ∼ 100. Notably, models of the corona

with weak magnetic fields have values of σe ≲ 1 (S. del

Palacio et al. 2025; Y. Inoue & A. Doi 2018). Given our

current understanding of particle acceleration in mag-

netized plasmas, such low magnetizations present chal-

lenges for reaching the required γ ∼ 100 energy range.

Multiwavelength and multimessenger observations

suggest the presence of nonthermal electrons in X-ray

binary (XRB) and AGN coronae. X-ray binary sys-

tems such as Cygnus X-1 demonstrate a high-energy

tail above 10 keV in the soft spectral state (M. L. Mc-
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Connell et al. 2002), and an MeV tail in the hard spec-

tral state (M. L. McConnell et al. 2000). The high-

energy emission tail is difficult to produce with an ex-

clusively thermal electron population, motivating the

need for a non-thermal population, perhaps from the

collisionless plasma within the innermost stable circu-

lar orbit of the black hole (A. M. Hankla et al. 2022a).

It stands to reason that this high-energy emission tail

also exists in AGN, but is too faint for observations to

detect (see M. Ajello et al. (2009); W. A. Baity et al.

(1984) for observational constraints). In AGN, the pres-

ence of nonthermal electrons has been invoked to ex-

plain lower-than-expected coronal temperatures due to

a pair thermostat (A. C. Fabian et al. 2017). In addi-

tion, recent observations have suggested that neutrinos

could originate from AGN coronae, whose radiation-rich

environment absorbs the gamma-rays that would other-

wise be expected from neutrino production (K. Murase

et al. 2020). For neutrinos to come from the corona, the

corona would have to not only accelerate electrons to

nonthermal energies, but also protons (e.g., R. Mbarek

et al. 2024; D. F. G. Fiorillo et al. 2024).

2.4. Fast Cooling Reduces Nonthermal Particle

Acceleration in the Compact Corona

Existing particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations show only

moderate amounts of nonthermal electrons in the com-

pact corona itself due to fast radiative cooling (D.

Grošelj et al. 2024; J. Nättilä 2024). The radiative and

magnetic compactness parameters quantify the impact

of cooling on nonthermal particle acceleration by com-

paring the ratio between the light-crossing time and the

inverse Compton and synchrotron cooling time, respec-

tively. Defining the cooling time of an electron with

Lorentz factor γ and velocity β → c due to inverse

Compton scattering as tIC = E/(dE/dt) where the cool-

ing rate is given by dE/dt = (4/3)σT cγ
2Uph (P. S. Coppi

1999), we have

tIC ≡ E

dE/dt
=

3

4

mec

σT γUph
(15)

where Uph is the photon energy density. For a spherical

source of radius R with luminosity Lph = 4πR2cUph/3,

the dimensionless luminosity gives the radiative com-

pactness: ℓ = LphσT /(Rmec
3). Combining with equa-

tion (15) and setting the light-crossing time tLC = R/c

shows that the radiative compactness measures the ra-

tio of light-crossing time to Compton cooling time for

an electron with a given Lorentz factor γ:

tLC
tIC

= γℓ, (16)

ℓ = 6

(
Lph

1043 erg/s

)(
M

107M⊙

)−1 (
z

10rg

)−1

(17)

where the second line assumes the radius increases lin-

early with z and starts with a width of 10rg at z = 10rg,

i.e. R = 10rg(z/10rg).

Because the synchrotron and inverse Compton cool-

ing times are related through the ratio of magnetic and

photon energy densities tsync/tIC = UB/Uph, the mag-

netic compactness gives the ratio between light-crossing

time and synchrotron cooling time: γℓB = tLC/tsync.

The magnetic compactness directly relates to the op-

tical depth to Thomson scattering (equation (5)) and

the electron magnetization σe = B2/(4πmenc
2) as ℓB ∼

2σeτ0 → 2σe in the compact corona. For stronger mag-

netic fields, the magnetic compactness increases and

therefore higher Lorentz factor electrons will cool before

escaping the corona. Assuming a magnetic field that de-

cays inversely with distance z from the black hole, the

magnetic compactness as a function of z reads:

ℓB = 3

(
M

107M⊙

)(
B0

104 G

)2 (
z

100rg

)−1

(18)

where B0 is the magnetic field at 10rg bounded by equa-

tion (11) and we assume that the radius of the outflow

increases linearly with z. This equation shows that all

electrons will be strongly cooled until they reach dis-

tances of≈ 100rg from the black hole, and electrons with

γ = 100 will be strongly cooled until a radius of ≈ 104rg.

Close to the black hole, synchrotron photons will be ab-

sorbed by the same population of electrons that emit-
ted them, thereby thermalizing the electron population

below a certain Lorentz factor, typically ≲ 10 (G. Ghis-

ellini et al. 1998; J. Malzac & R. Belmont 2009; A. M.

Beloborodov 2017), so most of the overall cooling is done

by inverse Compton scattering9.

Observationally, the radiative compactness spans val-

ues of 1 to 100 (A. C. Fabian et al. 2015; J. T. Hinkle &

R. Mushotzky 2021). Relating the radiative and mag-

netic compactness by assuming, similar to equation (11),

that the magnetic energy converts into X-rays yields

ℓ ∼ ηXℓB ∼ 0.1ℓB . We thus focus on initial values

of magnetic compactness and therefore σe between 10

and 103. For values of σe ≳ 100, the γ = 100 Lorentz

9 The population of seed photons that scatter off the hot elec-
trons depends on the coronal model, and we do not specify it
here.
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Figure 2. Diagram of the outflow set-up. The coordinate z
runs along the length of the outflow, while r runs perpendic-
ular to the outflow axis. The X-ray corona, shown in orange,
is located somewhere within 10rg of the black hole. The ex-
tended mm-emitting region, shown in green, connects to the
corona via magnetic field lines (red).

factor electrons needed to produce 100 GHz emission

(equation (13)) are in the strong cooling regime, los-

ing most of their energy to radiation before escaping

the corona. We therefore require continued dissipation

along the length of the outflow in order to continue ac-

celerating particles to high energies that then cool via

synchrotron emission.

3. ANALYTIC MODEL FOR A

MILLIMETER-EMITTING REGION

CONNECTED TO THE X-RAY CORONA

This section presents an analytic model for the ex-

tended outflow from the X-ray corona motivated by the

arguments given above (Sec. 2). The strongly magne-

tized and expanding outflow, driven by dissipation in

the compact corona, extends beyond the synchrotron
self-absorbed compact corona and remains magnetized

enough to ultimately produce mm emission. While

the properties of the outflow itself are motivated by

GRMHD simulations (see Sec. 4), the radiative prop-

erties follow the principles for flat radio-spectrum rel-

ativistic jets outlined in R. D. Blandford & A. Königl

(1979).

3.1. Example Outflow Properties

As a concrete example of the expanding outflow, we

parameterize the outflow properties as a function of

height z above the central black hole (or accretion disc

midplane), as illustrated in Figure 2. We treat most

outflow quantities as a power law, with values at the

outflow base z0 denoted with the subscript 0. In par-

ticular, the magnetic field perpendicular to the jet axis

B⊥ and electron number density ne vary as

B⊥(z) = B0

(
z

z0

)−b

(19)

ne(z) = n0

(
z

z0

)−a

. (20)

We will take the values b = 1 and a = 2 extracted from

our fiducial GRMHD simulation (Sec. 4) as an example

unless otherwise noted. The case of a constant magnetic

field in a uniform density sphere can be recovered by

setting a = b = 0. The magnetic field at the outflow base

B0 is set using equation (11). We estimate the electron

number density at the outflow base n0 by setting the

optical depth to Thomson scattering τ0 over the size of

the corona Rc equal to 1 (equation (5)):

n0 ≈ 1011 cm−3

(
Rc

10rg

)−1 (
M

107M⊙

)−1

. (21)

The profile of the plasma electron magnetization σe

along the outflow is given by:

σe(z) =
B2

4πnemec2
= σe0

(
z

z0

)−2b+a

→ σe0, (22)

where the right arrow indicates the default values b = 1

and a = 2. Note that for these default choices, the elec-

tron magnetization is constant along the outflow. This

choice is again motivated by the GRMHD simulations

outlined in Sec. 4.

The outflow must satisfy the equations of mass conser-

vation and conservation of magnetic flux. These equa-

tions read:

ρ(z)R2
w(z)vz(z) = Ṁw = constant (23)

R2
w(z)B∥(z) = constant (24)

From equation (24), the width of the outflow Rw(z) is

determined by the parallel magnetic field profile B∥.

Rw(z) = Rw0

(
z

z0

)w

→ Rw0

(
z

z0

)
, (25)

where we set Rw0 = 10rg unless otherwise noted. We

typically set B∥ ∝ (z/z0)
−2, yielding w = 1 and thus

giving the outflow a conical shape. Similarly, the veloc-

ity profile of the outflow is constrained by equation (23):

vz(z) = vz0

(
z

z0

)a−b

→ vz0

(
z

z0

)
. (26)

Because the outflow speed is sub-relativistic, we do not

include beaming effects that would come into play for
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a relativistic outflow speed. As such, the exact outflow

speed is unimportant to the model.

For simplicity, we fix several geometric properties of

the outflow. In particular, we treat the outflow at each

height as a square, with the distance from the outflow

axis denoted by the coordinate r. This radial coordinate

runs from −Rw to Rw, where Rw in general can depend

on the height z, or become the radius of a cylindrical

or azimuthally-symmetric outflow. We scale z0 and Rw0

to the radius of the corona Rc, which is set to 10rg
unless otherwise noted. At some point along the outflow,

nonthermal particle acceleration will become inefficient

if the electron magnetization σe drops below 1. In this

case, the final outflow height Hw = Hw(σe = 1). For

our canonical choice of parameters, σe is constant along

the outflow and we therefore set Hw/z0 = 107. We set a

distance to the observer of D = 10 Mpc unless otherwise

noted.

We consider a hybrid thermal-nonthermal distribution

of electrons, where the thermal electrons contain most

of the density. How many nonthermal electrons accel-

erate out of the thermal bulk depends on the energy

dissipation mechanism, be it turbulence or magnetic re-

connection. We define the nonthermal number fraction

as:

η =
nPL

ne
=

nPL

nPL + nMJ
(27)

and fix η(z) = η0 = 0.1 unless otherwise noted. Here,

nPL is the number density of the electrons in the power-

law, while nMJ is the number density of the thermal,

Maxwell-Jüttner electrons that dominate the overall

number density.

The nonthermal distribution function extends from

Lorentz factors γ1 to γ2 as:

NPL(γ, z)dγ = Cγ−pdγ, γ1 ≤ γ ≤ γ2, (28)

where γ1, γ2, and p can depend on e.g. the plasma

magnetization. The normalization C is set by the values

of n0 and η0, and z-dependent quantities such as γ1, γ2,

and p. Requiring that

nPL(z) =

∫ ∞

1

NPL(γ, z)dγ (29)

and combining with Eqns. 20 and 27 yields

C(z) =
p(z)− 1

γ1(z)1−p(z) − γ2(z)1−p(z)
η(z)ne(z) (30)

= f4(p)η0n0

(
z

z0

)−a

→ f4(p)η0n0

(
z

z0

)−2

,

(31)

where f4(p) = (p− 1)/(γ1−p
1 − γ1−p

2 ) ≈ (p− 1).

In this work, we consider a fixed nonthermal electron

distribution function unless otherwise noted. In princi-

ple both the high-energy cut-off γ2 and the power-law

index p should depend on parameters such as the magne-

tization and acceleration mechanism, though as we will

show in later sections, p does not strongly affect the ra-

diative properties of the outflow and we therefore treat

p as a constant. Here, we set γ1 = 2 and γ2 = 100 in

accordance with equation (13).

Within this framework (a = 2, b = 1), the Lorentz

factor γc of the electrons emitting νc =100 GHz syn-

chrotron emission is given by (equation (13), assuming

τ0 = 1 at the corona):

γc = 60
( νc
100 GHz

)1/2 (σe0

100

)1/2
(

M

107M⊙

)1/4 (
z

103z0

)1/2

.

(32)

Near the base of the outflow, electrons experience strong

radiative cooling, which then gradually weakens with in-

creasing distance from the corona (equation (18)). The

distance zf where an electron with a given Lorentz fac-

tor stops being strongly cooled is where ℓB(γ, zf ) = 1,

i.e.:

zf
z0

= 6.5× 103
( γ

100

)(σe0

100

)(τ0
1

)
. (33)

Note that the combination of σe0 and τc means that

equation (33) is density-independent. Therefore, 100

GHz-emitting electrons are strongly cooled until a dis-

tance zf (γc), where

zf (γc)

z0
= 1.5× 103

(σe0

100

)(
M

107M⊙

)−1/2 ( νc
100 GHz

)
.

(34)

Because they cool before they reach distances of ∼
104rg, the 100 GHz-emitting electrons cannot be accel-

erated in the compact corona and then advected away
from the black hole to regions of lower magnetic field.

We therefore implicitly assume that the power law of

electrons is injected at each height, i.e. the outflow must

continually accelerate particles to Lorentz factors of γc.

3.2. Radiative Transfer Through the Outflow

We calculate the radiative properties of the outflow

in two limiting cases: i) the observer views the outflow

perpendicular to its axis (edge-on), and ii) the observer

views the outflow parallel to its axis (face-down). In this

section, we present the edge-on scenario, with details

given in Appendix A.2. The face-on case is outlined

in Appendix A.3. All outflow properties are the same

except for the viewing angle.

The differential flux contributed from each height of

the outflow is a classic synchrotron self-absorption spec-

trum, comprising a peak at the synchrotron turnover
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Figure 3. As a result of the inhomogeneity in the outflow, a
flat spectrum develops between the turnover frequency at the
outflow base and the turnover frequency at the outflow top.
The specific intensity at select heights is shown by the colored
lines. The outflow base has a turnover frequency of around
1014 Hz (purple peak). Above this peak, the total spectrum
(dashed line) drops off as ν−(p−1)/2 = ν−1/2. Below this
peak lies the flatter, intermediate regime wherein the peaks
from each outflow height sum together. Below the turnover
frequency of the outflow top (yellow peak, ≈ 10 GHz), the
spectrum demonstrates the familiar ν5/2 dependence. The
flux has been normalized to its maximum value. The dotted
red vertical line shows ν = 100 GHz. Above ≈ 300 GHz, the
flat power-law is likely obscured by dust.

frequency νt(z), a power-law that goes as ν5/2 for

ν < νt(z), and a power-law that goes as ν−(p−1)/2 for

ν > νt(z). The turnover frequency is given by

νt(z) =
[
2Rw(z)αν0(z/z0)

−kα
]2/(p+4)

(35)

= νt0

(
z

z0

)−kν

→ νt0

(
z

z0

)−1

. (36)

where p, B⊥, η, Rw, and n depend on z as discussed in

Sec. 3.1. The last line defines kν ≡ 2(kα−w)/(p+4) →
(p + 6 − 2w)/(p + 4) when assuming a = 2, b = 1,

and d = 0. Notably, for the conical outflow choice of

w = 1, kν → 1 is independent of p; thus the dropoff

in turnover frequency with height is independent of the

underlying electron distribution function. This choice

of density and magnetic field drop-off shifts the peaks of

larger outflow heights to lower frequencies. The turnover

frequency at the outflow base νt0 = νt(z0) is given by:

νt0 ∼
(σe0

M

) (p+2)
2(p+4)

(37)

p=2
= 9.6× 1013 Hz

(
σe0/100

M/107M⊙

)1/3

(38)

p=3
= 5.1× 1013 Hz

(
σe0/100

M/107M⊙

)5/14

. (39)

As demonstrated in Figure 3, the peaks from each

height’s turnover frequency add together to form an in-

termediate regime of the total flux that has a power-law

index significantly flatter than 5/2. In this example,

M = 108M⊙, B0 = 103, b = 1, p = 2, Rc = Rw = 10,

and Hw/z0 = 105.

The turnover frequency as a function of outflow height

is shown in Figure 4. The turnover frequency can drop

by five orders of magnitude from the outflow height

to the outflow base, depending on the power-law in-

dex, black hole mass, and initial electron magnetiza-

tion. The 100 GHz emission tends to come from heights

of 102 − 103z0, i.e. 103 − 104rg from the black hole.

The black hole mass sets an absolute scale for the prob-

lem, thereby changing the magnitude of the turnover

frequency but not its dependence with outflow height

(Figure 4 left). Changing the electron power-law index

p does not change the slope of the turnover frequency

with height (Figure 4 right); see equation (36).

The requirement that 100 GHz emission comes from

the expanding outflow sets a lower bound on the outflow

extent Hw/z0. We define the outflow height z100 such

that νt(z100) ≡ ν100 = 100 GHz, i.e. the height at which

the turnover frequency is 100 GHz. For this constant

power-law model, the required extent of the outflow is

not constraining. Inverting equation (36) and setting

νt(z100) = 100 GHz yields

z100
z0

=

(
100 GHz

νt0

)−1/kν p=2
= 103

(
σe0/100

M/107M⊙

)1/3

(40)

p=3
= 500

(
σe0/100

M/107M⊙

)5/14

(41)

From these equations, we see that the outflow at most

needs to extend in height out to∼ 2×103z0 for the upper

bound of p = 2, σe0 = 103, and M = 106M⊙. Requiring

that σe(z100) be greater than 1 to maintain efficient par-

ticle acceleration shows that the magnetization cannot

drop off faster than 1/z.
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Figure 4. Dependence of the outflow turnover frequency as a function of height in the outflow. The left and right panels
show dependence of νt(z) in Hz on the black hole mass and electron power-law index, respectively. In both panels, colors show
different values of the electron magnetization at the outflow base σe0. See equation (39) and 36. Horizontal dotted red lines
show where the outflow emits 100 GHz radiation.

3.3. Analytic Flux Scalings

To obtain analytic scalings of the flux spectral slope

and amplitude with parameters such as magnetic field,

we assume that only the optically thick part of each out-

flow height will contribute to the total spectrum. In this

sense, we write Iν(z) = Sν(z)Θ(ν−νt(z)) where Θ is the

Heaviside step function and Sν = jν/αν is the source

function, the optically thick limit of intensity (expres-

sion given in Appendix A.1). Under this assumption,

the contribution to the flux at a given frequency νc com-

prises emission from the outflow base up to a height zc,

where νt(zc) = νc. Dropping all constants and substi-

tuting equation (36)’s dependency zc
z0

=
(

νc

ν0

)−1/kν

, we

have the flux Fνc
at νc:

Fνc ≡ Fνc0ν
−αF
c σβF

e0 MγF (42)

∼
∫ zc(νc)

z0

Sν(z
′)Rw(z

′) dz′ ∼ ν5/2c B
−1/2
0 Rw0z0

(
zc
z0

)b/2+w+1

(43)

Because the source function Sν is independent of par-

ticle density, the exponent a appears only through the

turnover frequency scalings rather than the integration

over the outflow height. We substitute magnetization

for magnetic field (equation (22)), density for black hole

mass (equation (5)), and assume that z0 = Rc = Rw0 =

10rg ∼ M . We write this expression in terms of σe0

because unlike the magnetic field B0, the magnetiza-

tion at the outflow base σe0 can plausibly be considered

constant across different galaxies, as can η0 if it, as we

assume, depends on σe0. The constant Fνc0 contains in-

formation on the absolute magnitude of Fν and depends

on parameters at the outflow base and the slopes of the

density and magnetization profiles. The coefficients αF ,

βF , and γF , defined by equation (42), are given by:

αF = −5

2
+

(b/2 + w + 1)

kν
→ 0 (44)

βF = −1

4
+

(b+ 2w + 2)(p+ 2)

4kν(p+ 4)
→ 2p+ 3

2(p+ 4)
(45)

γF = 2− βF → 2p+ 13

2(p+ 4)
(46)

where the arrow takes b = 1 and a = 2, and w = 1.

Notably, for this set of parameters, the spectral slope is

flat. Taking p = 2 gives βF = 7/12 = 0.6, and γF =

17/12 = 1.4. Setting D = 10 Mpc and η0 = 0.01, these

parameters yield:

Fνc = 800 mJy
(σe0

100

)7/12
(

M

107M⊙

)17/12

. (47)

With Lmm = νcFνc
× 4πD2 with νc = 100 GHz, the

ratio between X-ray (equation (9)) and mm luminosity

is given by:

Lmm

LX
≥ 4πD2νcFνc

ηXB2
0R

2
cc/2

∼ ν−αF+1
(σe0

M

)βF−1

(48)

→ 3× 10−4

(
σe0/100

M/107M⊙

)−5/12 (ηX
0.1

)−1

(49)
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where the last line sets b = 1, a = 2, p = 2. These

analytic scalings will be compared to observational con-

straints in Sec. 5. If parameters such as B (and hence

σe0) andM are independently constrained, then the flux

could be used as a way to measure p and thus constrain

dissipation profiles in the outflow.

A simple estimate of Lmm/LX can also be obtained

in a more intuitive way. Because of the fast cooling of

the 100 GHz-emitting electrons (Sec. 2.4), Lmm should

be approximately equal to the energy contained in the

100 GHz-emitting electrons, or slightly less as the cool-

ing slows down with distance from the corona. Setting

Lmm = Uc(z)4πR
2
w(z)c where Uc is the energy density

in the νc = 100 GHz-emitting electrons, we can write

Lmm in terms of quantities at the wind base because

n(z)R2
w(z) is constant, i.e. Lmm = Uc(z0)4πR

2
w0c. Com-

bining with the X-ray luminosity, which is determined

by the compact corona properties, we have:

Lmm

LX
≲

Uc4πR
2
w0c

ηX(B2
0/8π)4πR

2
cc

=
2η0
ηX

ηEc
⟨γPL⟩
σe

(50)

≈ 2× 10−4
( σe

100

)−1
(

ηEc

3× 10−3

)
, (51)

where we have defined ⟨γPL⟩ ≡ UPL/(nPLmec
2), with

UPL =
∫ γ2

γ1
γmec

2NPLdγ using (equation (28)) is the

energy density in the entire power-law. For typical val-

ues of p = 3, ⟨γPL⟩ ≈ 5. For our chosen parameters,

most of the electron energy is contained in the power-

law component: UPL/(UPL +UMJ) = (⟨γPL⟩/θe)η0/(1−
η0) ≈ 0.74, where UMJ = nMJkBTe is the energy

density of the thermal electrons. Therefore, we de-

fine the fraction of energy contained in the 100 GHz-

emitting electrons compared to the total particle en-

ergy as ηEc = Uc/Utot ≈ Uc/UPL. Explicitly, ηEc =

(
∫ γc+∆γ

γc
γNPLdγ)/(

∫ γ1

γ2
γNPLdγ), where γc ≈ 100 ac-

cording to equation (13). For the nonthermal number

fraction η0 it is reasonable to assume that η0 ≈ ηX ,

and so equation (51) can be understood as a relation

between Lmm/LX and the kinetic energy fraction of the

100 GHz-emitting nonthermal electrons.

4. EXAMPLE OUTFLOW PROPERTIES: GRMHD

SIMULATIONS

To provide one example of how an outflow connected

to the X-ray corona might appear, we consider a gen-

eral relativistic magneto-hydrodynamic simulation of an

accretion disc. This example is largely for illustrative

purposes, to demonstrate the presence of such an out-

flow and how it relates to other components of the ac-

cretion disc-black hole system. Future work will pin-

point the exact location of the outflow relative to the

corona and disc. To focus on luminous AGN, we exam-

ine a simulation of a thin accretion disc, similar to the

canonical N. I. Shakura & R. A. Sunyaev (1973) model.

Because the goal is to find a set-up analogous to radio-

quiet AGN without strong jets, we select a simulation

with a magnetic field configuration that does not lead

to a relativistic jet in the polar regions, in contrast to

magnetically-arrested discs. In particular, we analyze

the RADTOR model from M. T. P. Liska et al. (2022a),

a high resolution simulation that was initialized with a

purely toroidal magnetic field with nearly uniform ra-

tio of plasma gas pressure to magnetic pressure β ∼ 7.

This simulation, first presented in M. T. P. Liska et al.

(2022a), was performed using the H-AMR code (M. T. P.

Liska et al. 2022b). Through a combination of static

mesh refinement and adaptive mesh refinement, the ef-

fective resolution at the midplane was 4080 × 1728 ×
1152 in the r, θ, and ϕ dimensions, respectively. The

simulation domain included π radians in θ, 2π radians

in ϕ, and extended from the event horizon to 104rg.

The simulation utilizes two-temperature thermodynam-

ics and M1 radiation transport to evolve the gas around

a rapidly-spinning black hole (a = 0.9375). The result-

ing disc has a scale height to radius ratio H/R = 0.03;

see M. T. P. Liska et al. (2022a) for full simulation de-

tails. Quantities are in code units unless otherwise spec-

ified.

The inner disc region features the outflow, as shown

by Figure 5. This outflow has a relatively fast poloidal

velocity of 0.2c close to the black hole that drops to

about 0.06c at 50rg. Here we have defined the poloidal

velocity vpol as:

vpol ≡
√
(vr)2 + (vθ)2 (52)

where vr = ur/ut and vθ = uθ/ut. The right panel of

Figure 5 shows a zoom-in with magnetic field lines in

black, showing how the outflow connects to the inner

region of the black hole. We note that this figure shows

only a subset of the full simulation domain.

The outflow region is selected by cuts in the plasma

magnetization σh ≈ σi, as shown by the black contours

in Figure 5. For this simulation, the outflow is between

0.01 < σh < 2; note that the electron magnetization

values σe will be a factor of ≈ mp/me higher than σh.

We select only regions between 20◦ < θ < 80◦ to avoid

the disc body and atmosphere. The properties of the

outflow do not change significantly if the upper/lower

limits of the cuts are varied slightly, for example between

0.1 < σh < 1 or including slightly lower/higher θ values.

We also show where the gas becomes unbound through

a contour of the Bernoulli constant −uth/ρ − 1, where

h = ρ+ γP/(γ − 1) + bµbµ is the gas enthalpy, P is the

gas pressure, and bµbµ is the magnetic energy density.
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The one-dimensional properties of the outflow are ex-

tracted by averaging over azimuth and latitude once the

3D outflow region has been selected. The resulting ra-

dial profiles in density and magnetic field are shown in

Figure 6. After non-outflow-related behavior close to

the black hole, the outflow reaches steady state prop-

erties for r ≳ 50rg. Power-law fits to these quantities

yield approximately ρ ∼ r−2 and B ∼ r−1, motivating

the use of a = 2 and b = 1 in the outflow model.

Although this simulation does not have a strong jet

due to the lack of strong poloidal flux, the outflow is still

present in simulations of magnetically-arrested tori and

discs, e.g. RADPOL in M. T. P. Liska et al. (2022a) (not

shown). We note that failed winds are present just below

the outflow itself and above the disk body (yellow), as

visible in the curved magnetic field lines. These failed

winds are approximately the same density as what we

envision the corona to be, whereas the outflow from the

corona has a density approximately ten times lower.

5. OBSERVATIONAL IMPLICATIONS AND

CONSTRAINTS

In this section, we explore the model parameter space

that is consistent with observational constraints for the

compact millimeter emission in RQAGN. These con-

straints are:

• Fν ∼ ν−αmm with αmm = 0.5± 1.2 (T. Kawamuro

et al. 2022).

• Lmm/LX is roughly constant across three orders

of magnitude in black hole mass (C. Ricci et al.

2023).

• Lmm/LX ∼ 10−4, 10−5 (E. Behar et al. 2015; T.

Kawamuro et al. 2022; C. Ricci et al. 2023).

• Lmm/LX is roughly inclination-angle indepen-

dent (T. Kawamuro et al. 2022).

The spectral slope αmm constrains the power-law indices

of the magnetic field and density, whereas the magnitude

of Lmm/LX constrains the conditions at the outflow base

through Fν0 (equation (47)) and LX (equation (9)). The

spectral slope’s lack of dependence on inclination angle
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suggests that the emission is unlikely to come from a

highly-beamed source such as a jet.

Figure 7 shows the model constraints as a function

of black hole mass. The first observational constraint

directly applies to αF , as shown in the left panel. Be-

cause the spectral slope is entirely determined by the

power-law indices of the magnetic field and density, αF

is independent of the black hole mass. The model’s pre-

dicted slope is between 0 and around -1, depending on

the viewing angle of the outflow and the outflow’s ge-

ometry. In this plot, the side-on outflow has a conical

profile (w = 1) whereas the face-down outflow has a

parabolic profile (w = 0.5). The conical outflow’s spec-

tral slope does not change with viewing angle and is al-

ways 0. The parabolic outflow’s spectral slope is weakly

dependent on viewing angle, with a spectral slope of

α = −1 for the face-down limit (Appendix A.3) and

α = −(p + 9)/2(p + 3) for the side-on viewing limit

(equation (44)). Although the face-down parabolic out-

flow’s spectral slope is slightly below the observed range

α ≈ 0.5 ± 1.2 (T. Kawamuro et al. 2022), it still main-

tains a value notably flatter than the optically-thick

limit (shown as a red dash-dot line). The conical out-

flow always lies within the observed range and its lack

of dependence on viewing angle is consistent with T.

Kawamuro et al. (2022).

As per equation (47), the flux at 100 GHz scales with

the black hole mass approximately with M1.4 (middle

panel). The flux depends weakly on the magnetization

at the outflow base σe0, increasing by approximately

an order of magnitude with two orders of magnitude

increase in σe0. Increasing the electron power-law index

p from 2 to 3 leads to about a factor of 2 increase in the

100 GHz flux. The observed 100 GHz flux is typically

around 1 mJy (T. Kawamuro et al. 2022), indicating

that something likely decreases the observed flux from

its predicted intrinsic value.

The mass-independence of Lmm/LX in principle con-

strains γF (equation (46)). However, as equation (49)

shows, if σe0 depends on black hole mass, then the ra-

tio changes. For example, a fixed ratio σe0/M would

yield Lmm/LX independent of mass; interestingly, this

ratio suggests a constant magnetic field B as a func-

tion of black hole mass. To demonstrate the range of

possible values, Figure 7’s right panel shows both the

spread in Lmm/LX and the magnitude for a range of

σe0 and electron power-law index p. The ratio between

millimeter and X-ray flux clusters around the observed

value of 10−4, 10−5, with spread according to p and

σe0, although changing p from reasonable values of 2 to

3 changes the ratio by about a factor of 2. The pre-

dicted ratio approximately matches the observed value.

The magnitude and spread replicate e.g. C. Ricci et al.

(2023)’s Figure 2 relatively well, further demonstrating

the applicability of the extended outflow model.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1. Dissipation Mechanisms Along the Outflow

One hope for detecting mm emission from the coro-

nal outflow is that it can be used to elucidate whether

magnetic reconnection, turbulence, or shocks dominates

the conversion of magnetic energy into heat and non-

thermal particle energy. The power-law index p could

in principle probe these mechanisms since it depends on
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acceleration mechanism and plasma properties (G. R.

Werner et al. 2018; V. Zhdankin et al. 2020). However,

the conical outflow model appears too robust with p to

discriminate between p = 2 and p = 3, the commonly

accepted range of power-law indices. The spectral slope

is completely independent of p (equation (44)), and the

mm flux (and therefore luminosity) changes by about

an order of magnitude with p going from 2 to 3 (Fig-

ure 7), which is not within current observations’ abil-

ity to resolve. Accordingly, alternative probes of dis-

sipation mechanisms in the corona are needed, poten-

tially through studying the characteristic variability of

a plasma dominated by reconnection vs. turbulent dis-

sipation.

Although strong magnetizations could in principle

lead to proton acceleration as well (R. Mbarek et al.

2024; D. F. G. Fiorillo et al. 2024), we neglect these pro-

tons because they will not contribute to the synchrotron

emission. Any protons accelerated in the outflow will be

unlikely to contribute to neutrino flux since the X-ray

energy density drops as 1/r2 away from the corona.

6.1.1. Sub- and Super-Alfvénic Dissipation

One certainty resulting from the extended outflow

model is that, due to the short cooling times discussed

in Sec. 2.4, the electrons must be continually acceler-

ated within the body of the outflow rather than ad-

vected from the 10rg region. Although continual dissipa-

tion has been assumed in jet models for decades (R. D.

Blandford & A. Königl 1979, e.g.), the exact mechanisms

of this dissipation remain unclear. Toy models suggest

that dissipation can occur at large distances from the

black hole (J. Mehlhaff et al. 2025). In principle, dis-

sipation due to the cascade of Alfvén waves should be

sufficient to produce the proposed electron distribution

below the Alfvén point. However, the exact mecha-

nism for producing counter-propagating Alfvén waves,

the impact of density gradients on the development of

the turbulent cascade, and the energy balance between

the Alfvénic and fast mode cascade remains unclear. Fu-

ture work will probe the nature of dissipation in the

outflow.

The outflow is expected to be roughly sub-Alfvénic

at the height zc that dominates 100 GHz emission to ef-

fectively dissipate energy into nonthermal particles. The

relevant equation for relativistic Alfvén speed of the out-

flow is given by

vA(z) = c

√
σp(z)

σp(z) + 1
→ vA0 (53)

where

vA0 ≈ 0.2

(
σe0/100

σe0/100 +mp/me

)1/2

c. (54)

The outflow will become sub-Alfvénic at a height zA,

where vz(zA) = vA. For an initial outflow speed of

vz0 = 0.002c and assuming a radial dependence given

by equation (26), the Alfvén point occurs around 100z0,

which is an order of magnitude or more below the height

z100 where the 100 GHz emission occurs (equation 40).

However, we note that if mass flux is not conserved,

vz could drop with height as well. We also note that

other components of the magnetic field could increase

the Alfvén speed. These two effects could push the

Alfvén point to larger radii.

Although the bulk kinetic energy dominates the mag-

netic energy above the Alfvén point, it is currently un-

clear whether magnetic dissipation processes will turn
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off or become subdominant to other mechanisms. In the

solar wind, dissipation continues efficiently beyond the

Alfvén point (R. Bandyopadhyay et al. 2023), perhaps

due to ion-cyclotron processes (T. A. Bowen et al. 2022)

or large-scale shear (D. Ruffolo et al. 2020). A similar

effect could occur in this outflow, potentially decreasing

the efficiency of converting magnetic energy into particle

energy. We leave detailed modelling of the dissipation

mechanisms along the outflow to future work.

6.2. Connecting the Accretion Disc and Corona

We have neglected any direct coupling of the accre-

tion disc and the corona, and in particular have not as-

sumed any geometry or magnetic field configuration in

the corona beyond its size and magnetic field strength.

As such, we do not directly address the heating prob-

lem of the corona, instead assuming that outflows such

as the ones seen in GRMHD simulations exist and have

properties similar to those outlined in Sec. 4. We leave

constraining the exact outflow-launching mechanism to

future work.

These outflows are present in GRMHD simula-

tions across accretion disc types – thin vs. thick,

magnetically-arrested (MAD) vs. weakly magnetized –

though disentangling them from jets can be quite diffi-

cult (N. Scepi et al. 2024a; V. Manikantan et al. 2024;

P. Dhang et al. 2025). In addition to the simulation dis-

cussed in Sec. 4 from M. T. P. Liska et al. (2022a), thin

MAD discs also show Blandford-Payne type winds (M. J.

Avara et al. 2016; N. Scepi et al. 2024a). Indeed, thin

MADs could have more powerful winds per unit jet

power than thick MADs (M. J. Avara et al. 2016). Fully

characterizing the differences between winds from trun-

cated MADs and pure Shakura-Sunyaev-type thin ac-

cretion discs is beyond the scope of this work. Although

GRMHD simulations could in theory be used to con-

strain the outflow geometry and thus the w parameter

(equation (25)), in practice reaching equilibrium out to

103rg scales or larger is computationally challenging.

The extended outflow is fundamentally separate from

a relativistic jet driven by extracting a black hole’s ro-

tational energy (R. D. Blandford & R. L. Znajek 1977).

The extended outflow in principle still exists even in the

presence of a jet, for example in the RADPOL simula-

tion of M. T. P. Liska et al. (2022a) (not shown). Al-

though optically-thin synchrotron emission likely domi-

nates the flat spectrum of the outflow, interactions of the

jet and outflow could be a source of heating and nonther-

mal particle acceleration through e.g. Kelvin-Helmholtz

instability (L. Sironi et al. 2021; T. H. N. Tsung et al.

2025) or dissipation of the imbalanced Alfvénic turbu-

lence along the jet-outflow boundary (A. M. Hankla

et al. 2022b). Previous models of MHD winds have

found that the ionization structure agrees well with X-

ray observations (K. Fukumura et al. 2010).

6.3. Comparison to Observations

The analytic model presented in this work calculates

only intrinsic values for e.g. X-ray and mm luminosities.

We do not include any obscuration by line-of-sight ef-

fects or from sources on scales larger than ≈ 104rg, such

as a weak jet, star formation, or dust. Due to the dif-

ficulty of observing on sub-millipc scales, observations

of the mm emission likely contain light from sources

other than the compact corona. Including these effects

could change the spectral slope, mm flux, and luminosity

ratio Lmm/LX . State-of-the-art observations disagree

on the dominant source of emission at 100 GHz, with

some suggesting free-free emission (I. M. Mutie et al.

2025). Even models that find an excess in the mm

above other, larger-scale sources can have a significant

fraction of flux from optically-thin jet synchrotron emis-

sion extrapolated from lower frequencies (E. Shablovin-

skaya et al. 2024). The most direct measurement of the

mm emitting region’s size estimated a spectral slope of

α = 0.26 ± 0.4 and has Lmm/LX = 10−4.3 (M. Ry-

bak et al. 2025), in agreement with our model predic-

tions. Although our extended outflow model predicts a

flat spectrum up to ∼ 1014 Hz, dust and other effects

likely dominate at those higher frequencies.

6.3.1. Observational Evidence for an Extended
mm-emitting Region

Testing the claim of synchrotron emission from the

corona or the outflow is difficult observationally be-

cause of the large angular resolution required. Without

micro-arcsecond angular resolution, larger-scale sources

of light will almost certainly contaminate coronal emis-

sion. Resolving the mm region would require a spatial

resolution of 50−104rg, depending on the inclination an-

gle: for a quasar such as 3C 273 located 760 Mpc away

with a black hole mass of 3× 108M⊙ ( Gravity Collab-

oration et al. 2018), this spatial resolution corresponds

to an angular resolution of 0.4 - 80 milli-arcseconds.

Because spatially resolving the corona remains chal-

lenging for most black holes, most observational at-

tempts to measure the size of the mm-emitting region

rely on estimating light-crossing times from the variabil-

ity of the mm emission on day-long timescales. These

methods yield size estimates of ≲ 300rg for the mm-

emitting region (T. Michiyama et al. 2024; E. Shablovin-

skaya et al. 2024). We note that these methods measure

the size of the emitting structures rather than their lo-

cation relative to the central black hole; in particular,

their constraints of ≈ 100rg sizes could come from a
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100rg size blob far away from the central black hole. We

also note that some works have suggested an extended

X-ray corona with sizes upwards of 250rg (S. del Palacio

et al. 2025). In particular, simultaneous X-ray and mm

emission studies have suggested that mm comes from

≲ 1500rg, proposing that the two regions are connected

but not spatially co-located (P. O. Petrucci et al. 2023).

A more robust constraint on the size of the mm-

emitting region comes from the recent observation of a

microlensed quasar (M. Rybak et al. 2025). Their con-

straint of ≲ 100rg comes from measuring flux ratios of

the four gravitationally-lensed images. The compactness

could originate from projection effects resulting from the

non-spherical geometry of our extended outflow geom-

etry, as demonstrated in Appendix A.3’s Figure 9. In

particular, if the outflow is viewed face-down, the 100

GHz emission appears to come from ≈ 10Rw0 → 100rg
away from the central black hole (Figure 10), in agree-

ment with the microlensing result.

We also note that the extended outflow model gives a

flat spectrum over a wide range of frequencies, whereas

the uniform spherical model will only have a flat spec-

trum at a narrow range of frequencies perfectly around

the turnover frequency. In this sense, there is a fine-

tuning argument against the uniform spherical model;

why does the observed frequency just happen to be

very nearly the turnover frequency? An extended mm-

emitting region is robust against this fine-tuning argu-

ment.

6.3.2. Comparison to Previous Models

As discussed in Sec. 2.1, models relying on the as-

sumption of a spherical, homogeneous mm-emitting re-

gion often calculate magnetic field strengths on the order

of 1 - 10 G by inverting a variant of equation (12) that

assumes the peak mm flux is the optically-thick syn-

chrotron turnover frequency (Y. Inoue & A. Doi 2018; E.

Shablovinskaya et al. 2024). As Figure 8 demonstrates,

the difference in fitted magnetic field is due to assump-

tions on the magnetic field profile. This figure takes a

conical outflow model with all parameters the same (e.g.

n(z) ∼ z−2, p = 2) except for the magnetic field power-

law index and the initial value of magnetic field. The

results yield equivalent flux at 100 GHz, but the models

fit magnetic fields of 2 G and 103 G, the former value

being too low for the corona to be magnetically-powered

whereas the latter is consistent with equation (9). The

extended outflow model therefore reproduces the qual-

itative observational characteristics while also invoking

a physically-motivated electron distribution.

The closest idea to this work is probably the non-

uniform model of I. Raginski & A. Laor (2016), which

considered a sandwich-type corona sitting in a slab ge-

ometry above the accretion disk as well as a spherical ge-

ometry. In both cases, the assumption of equipartition

between nonthermal electrons, thermal electrons, and

the magnetic field leads to lower magnetic field values

in the X-ray emitting region than those argued for in this

work; the magnetic field values in the mm-emitting re-

gion are comparable. This equipartition assumption also

means that the mm-emitting and X-ray-scattering elec-

trons are spatially co-located, in contrast to this work.

Notably, this work and I. Raginski & A. Laor (2016) ob-

tain a flat spectral slope in the mm emission via zones of

gas with different densities and magnetic fields stacking

together as in Fig. 3. Both models include a prediction

for emission at higher frequencies (≳ 1012 Hz).

6.3.3. Predictions for Simultaneous X-ray and mm
Variability

Recent observational studies have attempted to corre-

late mm and X-ray variability, since presumably such a

correlation would indicate the co-location of the mm-

emitting electrons and X-ray-upscattering electrons.

Such correlations have so far been relatively inconclu-

sive, though suggestive of an extended corona (P. O.

Petrucci et al. 2023; E. Shablovinskaya et al. 2024). In

our extended outflow model, correlations between X-ray

and mm are difficult to predict because the mm emission

comes from a wide range of length scales. In principle,

variability could come from local changes in e.g. magne-
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tization, or from a perturbation that is advected along

the outflow, leading to correlated variability.

We first estimate the impact of changes in magne-

tization on the mm variability. According to equa-

tion (42), the flux will change from F1 to F2 = F1/3

if the respective magnetizations σe1 and σe2 change

by F2/F1 = 1/3 = (σ2/σ1)
βF , yielding σe1/σe2 = 6

for the canonical value of βF = 0.6. If we assume

this decrease in magnetization is purely due to a de-

crease in magnetic field, then the synchrotron cool-

ing time increases by the same amount, a factor of

6. That means the cooling time would change from

tsync, 1 = 105 s(B/4 G)−2(γ/100)−1 ≈ 1 days to

tsync, 2 = 6× 105 s ≈ 7 days, with B = 4 G and γ = 100

taken from equation (13). These estimates are quite

close to findings that the mm flux varies by a factor of

3 in ≈ 4 days (E. Shablovinskaya et al. 2024).

As a crude estimate of the lag between mm and X-ray

fluctuations, consider a perturbation in magnetic field

strength that originates from close to the black hole,

thereby influencing the X-ray emission. If this pertur-

bation then propagates outward along the outflow at the

outflow speed of ≈ 0.1c, it would emit 100 GHz emission

from around 104rg (Figure 4). The lag time between

X-ray and mm emission would then correspond to the

propagation time 104rg/0.1c, or

tlag ≈ 105rg/c = 400 days

(
M

107M⊙

)
(55)

This estimate depends on the outflow speed and param-

eters such as the initial magnetization in addition to

black hole mass. It could also be greatly reduced by a

variety of factors depending on the nature of the fluctua-

tion. This large time delay between X-ray and mm could

make observationally testing correlations quite difficult.

We also note that a structure that begins as a fluc-

tuation of a given size in the X-ray corona could ex-

pand as it propagates along the outflow. For exam-

ple, variability from a fluctuation that comes from a

light-crossing time of the corona would have a timescale

of 10rg/c. By the time this fluctuation propagates to

104rg, where it would emit mm wavelengths, the radius

of the outflow has expanded to ≈ 104rg (equation (25)),

thereby increasing the light-crossing time by three or-

ders of magnitude. This expansion would mean that a

day-long variation in the X-rays would correspond to a

multi-year variation in the mm, potentially explaining

the lack of observed correlation thus far (E. Shablovin-

skaya et al. 2024). Based on our present understanding,

the mm variability is likely related to fluctuations in the

cooling time (via the magnetization) rather than prop-

agation effects across an extended outflow connected to

the corona.

6.3.4. Connection to X-ray Binaries

A model similar to the one presented in this work has

been shown to reproduce the scaling between radio and

X-ray emission in XRB systems (N. D. Kylafis et al.

2023; N. D. Kylafis & P. Reig 2024). Like ours, this

model emphasizes the need for an outflowing corona due

to the positive Bernouilli constant predicted by R. D.

Blandford & M. C. Begelman (1999). In contrast to

our model, however, the same electrons are Compton

upscattering soft photons and radio emission by syn-

chrotron. This co-location is enabled by assuming that

the wind extends over a larger area of the accretion disc,

i.e. setting Rw0 = 100rg or so.

7. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have argued that both the X-

ray emitting corona and the mm-emitting region are

magnetically powered. Following from this physically-

motivated assumption, we investigated the consequences

of the strong magnetic fields on the geometry of the

multiwavelength-emitting region and the electron distri-

bution within that region. Because a magnetically dom-

inated corona’s strong magnetic fields obliterate mm

emission from within 10rg of the central black hole due

to synchrotron self-absorption, we propose that the mm

emission comes from further away, on the order of 104rg.

Drawing inspiration from GRMHD simulations, we con-

struct a model for an inhomogeneous, extended mm-

emitting region that connects to the compact X-ray

corona via magnetic fields. Our proposed multizone,

outflowing mm-emitting region has a flat spectrum and

millimeter to X-ray luminosity ratio that are relatively

independent of viewing angle, in agreement with obser-

vations. Although the quantities investigated here likely

do not enable probing the underlying electron distribu-

tion function and thereby the dissipation processes in

the corona, our model highlights the role of strong mag-

netic fields in regions close to black holes.

Predicting the mm polarization for the extended out-

flow model is beyond the scope of this work, as it likely

requires polarized raytracing of a GRMHD simulation.

Several factors could influence the overall polarization

of the mm emission. Although in principle, optically-

thin synchrotron emission in an ordered magnetic field

is strongly polarized with linear polarization degrees up-

wards of 70% (G. B. Rybicki & A. P. Lightman 1979), in

practice, any tangling in the magnetic field will greatly

reduce the polarization degree. In addition, the polar-

ization degree of self-absorbed synchrotron emission is

unclear, though presumably is quite weak. So far, the
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lack of mm polarization detected from RQAGN is con-

sistent with these expectations (E. Shablovinskaia et al.

2025). In this model, the total polarization at a given

frequency will be a combination of the optically-thin and

optically-thick emission from different outflow heights.

Although the optically-thin emission constitutes a small

percentage of the total flux, if it is strongly polarized,

then it could inflate an otherwise zero overall polar-

ization degree to modest values consistent with estab-

lished upper limits of ≲ 1% E. Shablovinskaia et al.

(2025). Beyond mm polarization, the outflow could po-

tentially affect polarization in the X-rays, as observed by

the Imaging X-ray Polarimetry Explorer (IXPE; (M. C.

Weisskopf et al. 2016)) in several radio-quiet AGN (A.

Ingram et al. 2023; F. Marin et al. 2024; V. E. Gianolli

et al. 2024, e.g.). Although bulk Comptonization off an

outflow could boost an otherwise low polarization de-

gree in the X-rays (J. Poutanen et al. 2023; J. Dexter &

M. C. Begelman 2024), the required velocities (≳ 0.4c)

are marginally higher than those envisioned in the pre-

sented outflow from the corona.
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APPENDIX

A. RADIATIVE TRANSFER DETAILS

A.1. Characteristics of Synchrotron Self-Absorption and Emission

Here we define the coefficients that we will use to write the absorption and emission coefficients αν and jν (G. B.

Rybicki & A. P. Lightman 1979). Assuming a power-law dependence of magnetic field and number density (equa-

tion (19), 20), we have

αν = αν0ν
−(p+4)/2

(
z

z0

)−kα

(A1)

jν = jν0ν
−(p−1)/2

(
z

z0

)−kj

(A2)
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where

kα =
b

2
(p+ 2) + a+ d → 1

2
(p+ 6) (A3)

kj =
b

2
(p+ 1) + a+ d → 1

2
(p+ 5) (A4)

Here, the arrow indicates the value for the canonical model parameters of b = 1 and a = 2. The coefficients αν0 and

jν0 depend on the power-law slope p of the electrons and the values at the outflow base:

αν0(p) = A1f1(p)f4(p)B
(p+2)/2
0 η0ne0 (A5)

= A1f1(p)f4(p)
(
4πmec

2
)(p+2)/4

η0σ
(p+2)/4)
e0 n

(p+6)/4
0 (A6)

jν0(p) = A2f2(p)f4(p)B
(p+1)/2
0 η0ne0 (A7)

= A2f2(p)f4(p)
(
4πmec

2
)(p+1)/4

σ
(p+1)/4
e0 n

(p+5)/4
e0 . (A8)

The constant A1, A2, and p-dependent quantities f1(p), f2(p), f4(p) are given by:

A1 =

√
3e3

8πm2
ec

2
(A9)

A2 =

√
3e3

4πmec2
(A10)

f1(p) =

(
3e

2πmec

)p/2

Γ

(
3p+ 2

12

)
Γ

(
3p+ 22

12

)
(A11)

f2(p) =
1

p+ 1

(
3e

2πmec

)(p−1)/2

Γ

(
p

4
+

19

12

)
Γ

(
p

4
− 1

12

)
(A12)

where e is the charge of an electron and Γ(x) is the Gamma function.

In the optically-thick limit, the source function can be written as Sν = jν/αν . Combining Eqs. A1 and A2 gives:

Sν = Sν0ν
5/2

(
z

z0

)−kS

, (A13)

where

Sν0 = A3f3(p)RΓB
−1/2
0 = A3f3RΓ

(
4πmec

2
)−1/4

σ
−1/4
e0 n

−1/4
e0 (A14)

kS = −b/2 → −1/2. (A15)

The coefficients are given by:

A3 =

(
8πm3

ec

3e

)1/2

(A16)

f3(p) =
1

p+ 1
RΓ (A17)

RΓ =
Γ(p/4 + 19/12)Γ(p/4− 1/12)

Γ(p/4 + 1/6)Γ(p/4 + 11/6)
. (A18)

Notably, the p-dependence in equation (A13) exists entirely in the ν-independent function f3(p). The normalization

C drops out of Sν entirely.

A.2. Side-on outflow

In this appendix, we provide details for the calculations in Sec. 3.2. We assume that the outflow and its central

black hole are located a distance D away from the observer and that the emission and absorption coefficients are zero

within this region. We assume that D ≫ Hw ≫ Rw and approximate all light rays as parallel to the observation
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plane. See Figure 2. For this edge-on case, the radiative transfer equation for the specific intensity Iν coming from

each outflow height is easily solvable because the emissivity and absorption coefficients are constant along the path

length, e.g. depend only on z. Under these assumptions,

Iν(z) = Sν

(
1− e−τν

)
, (A19)

where the source function Sν = jν/αν . Synchrotron self-absorption dominates the absorption coefficient αν and we

assume that the emissivity jν comes from the nonthermal electrons’ synchrotron emission (G. B. Rybicki & A. P.

Lightman 1979, equation 6.36, 6.53), yielding (equation (A14)):

Sν(z) ∼ ν5/2B
−1/2
⊥ . (A20)

The optical depth τν at a given height and frequency ν is:

τν(z) ≡
∫ Rw(z)

−Rw(z)

αν(s) ds = 2Rw(z)αν(z). (A21)

The total flux from the outflow is given by the sum over outflow heights:

Fν =

∫
Iν sin i dΩ =

∫
Iν dΩ, (A22)

=
1

D2

∫ Hw+z0

z0

2Rw(z
′)Iν(z

′) dz′ (A23)

=
2

D2

∫ Hw+z0

z0

Rw(z
′)Sν(z

′)
(
1− e−2Rw(z′)αν(z

′)
)

dz′ (A24)

where

dΩ =
1

D2

∫ Rw

−Rw

dy

∫ Hw+z0

z0

dz =
1

D2

∫ Hw+z0

z0

2Rw(z)dz (A25)

because the emission properties are independent of the third dimension y.

A.3. Face-down outflow

In this appendix, we characterize the limiting case where the observers views the outflow face-down. With this

viewing angle, the source function is no longer constant with height. If the outflow width were independent of height,

the spectrum would no longer feature the intermediate regime between the purely optically-thin and purely optically-

thick regimes where the heights stack together to produce a flatter spectrum. However, because the outflow’s radius

increases with z, there is a “core” whose rays travel all the way back to the outflow base z0 as well as “fringes” where only

the upper parts of the outflow contribute; see Figure 9. Each fringe will have the two-component optically-thick and

optically-thin spectrum, and will sum with fringes at different x and y coordinates. The face-down scenario therefore

also features the intermediate spectrum where the spectral slope lies between the optically-thin and optically-thick

limits.

To calculate the contribution of the outflow fringes to the total flux, we treat the outflow as spherical rather than

square; the difference in flux will be order unity. We first define the outflow’s cylindrical radius r ≡
√

x2 + y2, which

runs from Rw0 to rmax(z) = Rw0(z/z0)
w. Then, for a given position r at the outflow top, a given ray will run through

the outflow down to a height zf , where

zf (r) = z0

(
r

Rw0

)1/w

. (A26)

To find Iν and therefore the turnover frequency of the outflow fringes, we calculate the optical depth:

τν(r) =

∫ Hw+z0

zf (r)

αν(z
′)dz′ = αν0ν

−(p+4)/2
t

∫ Hw+z0

zf (r)

(
z′

z0

)−kα

dz′. (A27)
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Figure 9. Diagram of the face-down outflow set-up showing the presence of the outflow “core” and “fringes” that form the
outflow’s flat spectrum. The coordinate r runs perpendicular to the jet axis and to the face-down observer rays. The outflow
core runs from r = 0 to r = Rw0 and has the same turnover frequency for this range of r. The outflow fringe turnover frequency
decreases with r > Rw0 due to the smaller path length through the outflow, with rays extending from the outflow top down to
zf (r) (equation (A26)). The diagram shows the outflow radius r100, the projected size of the 100 GHz emission for a face-down
observer. For clarity, the black hole and accretion disc have been removed, though see Figure 2. Not to scale.

Setting τν(νt) = 1, we find

νt(r)

νt(r < Rw0)
=

(
r

Rw0

) 2(1−kα)
w(p+4)

→
(

r

Rw0

)−1/w

(A28)

(A29)

where νt(r < Rw0) = αν0z0/(kα − 1), with kα given by equation (A3). Note that for a = 2 and b = 1, the drop-off of

the turnover frequency with height is independent of the electron distribution function’s power-law index p.

The value of the core’s turnover frequency is:

νt(r < Rw0)
p=2
= 5.2× 1013 Hz

(
σe0/100

M/107M⊙

)1/3

(A30)

p=3
= 3.4× 1013 Hz

(
σe0/100

M/107M⊙

)5/14

(A31)

These values are quite similar to the equivalent values for a side-on outflow (equation (39)) because although each ray

traverses the entire outflow, the absorption is dominated by the base where the magnetic field is strongest. Figure 10

shows how the distance from the outflow’s core changes the turnover frequency.

In analogy to the side-on outflow’s height where νt = 100 GHz, (z100; equation (40)), we define the radius r100 such

that νt(r100) = 100 GHz. This radius will be the projected size of the mm emission for a face-down observer.

The total flux from the outflow is given by the sum over the outflow’s face:

Fν(r) =
1

4πD2

∫
Iνr

′ dr′ dϕ =
2π

4πD2

∫ r

0

Iν(r
′) dr′, (A32)

=
2π

D2

[∫ Rw0

0

Icoreν r′ dr′ +

∫ r

Rw0

I fringeν (r′)r′ dr′

]
(A33)

=
1

2D2

[
R2

w0

2
Icoreν +

∫ r

Rw0

I fringeν (r′)r′ dr′
]

(A34)
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Figure 10. For a face-down outflow, the turnover frequency of a fringe with distance ∆r ≡ r − Rw0 from the core (equa-
tion (A28)) varies with height. The left and right panels show dependence of νt(z) on the black hole mass and electron
power-law index, respectively. In both panels, colors show different values of the electron magnetization at the outflow base σe0.
See e.g. equation (A31). Horizontal dotted red lines show where the outflow emits 100 GHz radiation.

where the specific intensity Iν is given by solving the radiative transfer equation:

Iν(r, z) = e
−

∫ z
zf (r)

αν(z
′) dz′

∫ z

zf (r)

jν(z
′)e

∫ z′
zf (r)

αν(z
′′) dz′′

dz′ (A35)

= e−τν(r,z)

∫ z

zf (r)

jν(z
′)eτν(r,z) dz′. (A36)

We can estimate the total flux’s dependency on ν by using νc ∼ r
−1/w
c (equation (A28)) and zc ∼ r

1/w
c ∼ ν−1

c

(equation (A26)). Thus we have approximately:

Fν ∝ area× Sν ∝ r2cν
5/2
c z1/2c ∝ (ν−w

c )2ν5/2c ν−1/2
c (A37)

∝ ν2(1−w)
c . (A38)

Notably, the spectral index is always independent of p since νt(z) is (equation (A28)). For w = 1, the flux is flat with

frequency, same as for the side-on outflow (equation (44)). For a parabolic outflow with w = 1/2, Fν ∝ ν, i.e. α = −1.
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