arXiv:1010.3250v1 [astro-ph.HE] 15 Oct 2010

Electromagnetic Counterparts to Black Hole Mergers

Jeremy D. Schnittman^{1,2}

1 Department of Physics and Astronomy, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, MD 21218 2 NASA Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbelt, MD 20771

Abstract. During the final moments of a binary black hole (BH) merger, the gravitational wave (GW) luminosity of the system is greater than the combined electromagnetic output of the entire observable universe. However, the extremely weak coupling between GWs and ordinary matter makes these waves very difficult to detect directly. Fortunately, the inspiraling BH system will interact strongly–on a purely Newtonian level–with any surrounding material in the host galaxy, and this matter can in turn produce unique electromagnetic (EM) signals detectable at Earth. By identifying EM counterparts to GW sources, we will be able to study the host environments of the merging BHs, in turn greatly expanding the scientific yield of a mission like LISA.

PACS numbers: 95.30.Sf, 98.54.Cm, 98.62.Js, 04.30.Tv, 04.80.Nn

Submitted to: Class. Quantum Grav.

1. INTRODUCTION

Prompted by recent advances in numerical relativity (NR), there has been an increased interest in the astrophysical implications of black hole (BH) mergers (see [1] for a sample of related White Papers submitted to the recent Astro2010 Decadal Report). Of particular interest is the possibility of a distinct, luminous electromagnetic (EM) counterpart to a gravitational-wave (GW) signal. If such an EM counterpart could be identified with a LISA‡ detection of a supermassive BH binary in the merging process, then the host galaxy could likely be determined [2, 3, 4, 5]. Like the cosmological beacons of gamma-ray bursts and quasars, merging BHs can teach us about relativity, high-energy astrophysics, radiation hydrodynamics, dark energy, galaxy formation and evolution, and even dark matter. A large variety of potential EM signatures have recently been proposed, almost all of which require some significant amount of gas in the near vicinity of the merging BHs. In this paper, we review the recent literature on EM signatures, and propose a rough outline of the future work, both observational and theoretical, that will be needed to fully realize the potential of GW astronomy.

2. DIVERSITY OF SOURCES

From a theoretical point of view, EM signatures can be categorized by the physical mechanism responsible for the emission, namely stars, hot diffuse gas, or circumbinary/accretion disks. In Figure 1, we show the diversity of these sources, arranged according the spatial and time scales on which they occur.

It is important to note that, while the black holes themselves are of course extremely relativistic objects, most of the observable effects occur on distance and time scales that are solidly in the Newtonian regime. While one of the most interesting NR results in recent years has been the prediction of large recoil velocities originating from the final merger and ringdown of binary BHs [6], the astrophysical implications of these large kicks are for the most part entirely Newtonian.

2.1. Stellar Signatures

On the largest scales, we have strong circumstantial evidence of supermassive BH mergers at the centers of merging galaxies. From large optical surveys of interacting galaxies out to redshifts of z ∼ 1, we can infer that 5 − 10% of massive galaxies are merging at any given time, and the majority of galaxies with M_{gal} ∼> 10^{10}M_⊙ have experienced a major merger in the past 3 Gyr [7, 8, 9, 10], with even higher merger rates at redshifts z ∼ 1 − 3 [11]. At the same time, high-resolution observations of nearby galactic nuclei find that every large galaxy hosts a SMBH in its center [12]. Yet we see a remarkably small number of dual AGN [13, 14], and only one known source with an actual binary system where the BHs are gravitationally bound to each other [16]. Taken together, these observations strongly suggest that when galaxies merge, the merger of their central SMBHs inevitably follows, and likely occurs on a relatively short time scale, which would explain the apparent scarcity of binary BHs.

There is also indirect evidence for SMBH mergers in the stellar distributions of galactic nuclei, with many elliptical galaxies showing light deficits (cores), which correlate strongly with the central BH mass [17]. The cores are evidence of a history of binary BHs that scour out the nuclear stars via three-body scattering [18, 19, 20], or even post-merger relaxation of recoiling BHs [21, 22, 23, 24].

Figure 1. Selection of potential EM signatures, sorted by timescale, typical size of emission region, and physical mechanism (blue = stellar; yellow = accretion disk; green = diffuse gas/miscellaneous).

While essentially all massive nearby galaxies appear to host central SMBHs, it is quite possible that this is not the case at larger redshifts and smaller masses, where major mergers could lead to the complete ejection of the final black hole via large gravitational-wave recoils. By measuring the occupation fraction of BHs in distant galaxies, one could infer merger rates and the distribution of kick velocities [25, 26, 27, 28, 29]. The occupation fraction will of course also affect the LISA event rates, especially at high redshift [30]. An indirect signature for kicked BHs could potentially show up in the statistical properties of active galaxies, in particular in the relative distribution of different classes of AGN in the “unified model” paradigm [31, 32]. On a smaller scale, the presence of intermediate-mass BHs in globular clusters also gives indirect evidence of their merger history [33].

Another EM signature of BH mergers comes from the population of stars that remain bound to a recoiling black hole that gets ejected from a galactic nucleus [34, 35, 36]. These stellar systems will appear similar to globular clusters, yet with smaller spatial extent and much larger velocity dispersions, as the potential is completely dominated by the central SMBH.

2.2. Gas Signatures: Accretion Disks

Gas in the form of accretion disks around single massive BHs is known to produce some of the most luminous objects in the universe. However, very little is known about the behavior of accretion disks around two BHs, particularly at late times in their inspiral evolution. In Newtonian systems, it is believed that a circumbinary accretion disk will have a central gap of much lower density, either preventing accretion altogether, or at least decreasing it significantly [37, 38, 39]. When including the evolution of the binary due to GW losses, the BHs may also decouple from the disk at the point when the GW inspiral time becomes shorter than the gaseous inflow time at the inner edge of the disk [40]. This decoupling should effectively stop accretion onto the central object until the gap can be filled on an inflow timescale. However, other semi-analytic calculations predict an enhancement of accretion power as the evolving binary squeezes the gas around the primary BH, leading to a rapid increase in luminosity shortly before merger [41, 42].

Regardless of how the gas can or cannot reach the central BH region, a number of recent papers have shown that if there is sufficient gas present, then an observable EM signal is likely. Krolik [43] used analytic arguments to estimate a peak luminosity comparable to that of the Eddington limit, independent of the detailed mechanisms for shocking and heating the gas. Using relativistic magneto-hydrodynamic simulations in 2D, O’Neill et al [44] showed that the prompt mass loss due to GWs may actually lead to a sudden decrease in luminosity following the merger, as the gas in the inner disk temporarily has too much energy and angular momentum to accrete efficiently. Full NR simulations of the final few orbits of a merging BH binary have now been carried out including the presence of EM fields in a vacuum [45, 46, 47] and also gas, treated as test particles in [48] and as an ideal fluid in [49] and [50]. The simulations including matter all suggest that the gas can get shocked and heated to high temperatures, thus leading to bright counterparts in the event that sufficient gas is in fact present in the immediate vicinity of the merging BHs.

If the primary energy source for heating the gas is gravitational, then typical efficiencies will be on the order of ∼ 1 − 10%, comparable to that expected for standard accretion in AGN. However, if the merging BH binary is able to generate strong magnetic fields [45, 46, 47], then highly relativistic jets may be launched along the resulting BH spin axis, converting matter to energy with a Lorentz boost factor of Γ ≫ 1. Even with purely hydrodynamic heating, particularly bright and long-lasting afterglows may be produced in the case of very large recoil velocities, which effectively can disrupt the entire disk, leading to strong shocks and dissipation [51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59]. For systems that open up a gap in the circumbinary disk, an EM signature may take the form of a quasar suddenly turning on as the gas refills the gap, months to years after the BH merger [40, 60, 61].

For those systems that also received a large kick at the time of merger, we may observe quasar activity for millions of years after, with the source displaced from the galactic center, either spatially [62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67] or spectroscopically [68, 69, 70, 71]. However, large offsets between the redshifts of quasar emission lines and their host galaxies have also been interpreted as evidence of pre-merger binary BHs [72, 73, 74, 75] or due to the large relative velocities in merging galaxies [76, 77, 78, 79], or “simply” extreme examples of the class of double-peaked emitters, where the line offsets are generally attributed to the disk [80, 81, 82, 83, 84].

In addition to the many potential prompt and afterglow signals from merging BHs, there has also been a significant amount of theoretical and observational work focusing on the early precursors of mergers. Following the evolutionary trail from the upper-left of Figure 1, we see that shortly after a galaxy merges, dual AGN may form with typical separations of a few kpc [13, 14], sinking to the center of the merged galaxy on a relatively short timescale (∼< 1 Gyr) due to dynamical friction [85]. This merger process is also expected to funnel a great deal of gas to the galactic center, in turn triggering quasar activity [86, 87, 88, 89]. At separations of ∼ 1 pc, the BH binary (now “hardened” into a gravitationally bound system) could stall, having depleted its loss cone of stellar scattering and not yet reached the point of gravitational radiation losses [90]. Gas dynamical drag from massive disks (M_{disk} ≫ M_{BH}) leads to a prompt inspiral (∼ 1 − 10 Myr), in most cases able to reach sub-parsec separations, depending on the resolution of the simulation [91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97].

At this point, a proper binary quasar is formed, with an orbital period of months to decades, which could be identified by periodic accretion [98, 99, 100, 101] or redshifted broad emission lines as mentioned above [102, 103, 104]. Direct GW stresses on the circumbinary disk might also lead to periodic variations in the light curve, although with very small amplitude [105].

2.3. Gas Signatures: Diffuse Gas; “Other”

In addition to the many disk-related signatures, there are also a number of potential EM counterparts that are caused by the accretion of diffuse gas in the galaxy. For BHs that get significant kicks at the time of merger, we expect to see quasi-periodic episodes of Bondi accretion as the BH oscillates through the gravitational potential of the galaxy over millions of years, as well as off-center AGN activity [106, 107, 108, 109]. On larger spatial scales, the recoiling BH could also produce trails of overdensity in the hot interstellar gas of elliptical galaxies [110]. In a similar way, rogue SMBHs in gas-rich galaxies could leave trails of star formation in their wake [111]. It is even possible that the same density enhancements could be detected via off-nucleus gammaray emission from annihilating dark matter particles [112]. Also on kpc–Mpc scales, X-shaped radio jets have been seen in a number of galaxies, which could possibly be due to the merger and subsequent spin-flip of the central BHs [113].

Another potential source of EM counterparts comes not from diffuse gas, or accretion disks, but the occasional capture and tidal disruption of normal stars by the merging BHs. This tidal disruption, which also occurs in “normal” galaxies [114, 115, 116], may be particularly easy to identify in off-center BHs following a large recoil [34]. Tidal disruption rates may be strongly increased by the merger process itself [117, 118, 119, 120], while the actual disruption signal may be truncated by the pre-merger binary [121]. These events are likely to be seen by the dozen in coming years with PanSTARRS and LSST [122]. In addition to the tidal disruption scenario, in [120] we showed how gas or stars trapped at the stable Lagrange points in a BH binary could evolve during inspiral and eventually lead to enhanced star formation, ejected hyper-velocity stars, highly-shifted narrow emission lines, and short bursts of Eddington-level accretion coincident with the BH merger.

A completely different type of EM counterpart can be seen in the radio. Namely, nanosecond time delays in the arrival of pulses from millisecond radio pulsars is direct evidence of extremely low-frequency (nano-Hertz) gravitational waves from massive (∼> 10^8M_⊙) BH binaries [123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130]. By cross-correlating the signals from multiple pulsars around the sky, we can effectively make use of a GW detector the size of the entire galaxy.

3. GAME PLAN

In the coming years, a number of theoretical and observational advances will be required in order to fully realize the potential of GW/EM multi-messenger astronomy. Some of the central questions that need to be answered include:

• What is the galaxy merger rate as a function of galaxy mass, mass ratio, gas fraction, cluster environment, and redshift?

• What is the mass function and spin distribution of the central BHs in these merging (and non-merging) galaxies?

• What is the central environment around the BHs, prior to merger?

– What is the quantity and quality (temperature, density, composition) of gas? – What is the stellar distribution (age, mass function, metallicity)? – What are the properties of the circumbinary disk?

• What is the time delay between galaxy merger and BH merger?

We have rough predictions for some of these questions from cosmological N-body simulations, but the uncertainties and model dependencies are quite large. Similarly, observational constraints are currently quite weak and often open to widely varying interpretations.

3.1. Theory

With respect to the questions outlined above, improved cosmological simulations will certainly help improve our estimates for galactic and BH merger rates, as well as the gas environments expected in the central regions. Particularly promising are multiscale simulations that can zoom in on regions of interest, going to higher resolution and more realistic physics closer to the BHs [131]. To model more accurately the interaction between the circumbinary disk and the BHs, grid-based methods (as opposed to smoothed particle hydrodynamics; SPH) will be necessary, especially at the inner edge where steep density and pressure gradients are likely to be found. The accurate treatment of this region is critical to understand the gas environment immediately around the BHs at time of merger, and thus whether any bright EM signal is likely to be produced.

The natural product of these (Newtonian) circumbinary MHD simulations would be a set of reasonable initial conditions to be fed into the much more computationally intensive NR codes that compute the final orbits and merger of the BHs, now including matter and magnetic fields. The results of [45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50] are extremely impressive from a computational point of view, but their astrophysical relevance is limited by our complete ignorance of the likely initial conditions. Even with perfect knowledge of the initial conditions, the value of the MHD simulations is also limited by the lack of radiation transport and accurate thermodynamics, which are only now being incorporated into local Newtonian simulations of steady-state accretion disks [132]. Significant future work will be required to incorporate the radiation transport into a fully relativistic global framework, required not just for accurate modeling of the dynamics, but also for the prediction of EM signatures that might be compared directly with observations.

3.2. Observations

Even with the launch of LISA a decade or more away, many of the EM counterparts discussed above should be observable today, in some cases even giving unambiguous evidence for merging BHs. On the largest distance and time scales, dual AGN candidates can be identified with large spectroscopic surveys like SDSS§, then followed up with high-resolution imaging and spectroscopy. Combined with surveys of galaxy morphology and pairs, the distribution of dual AGN will help us test theories of galactic merger rates as a function of mass and redshift, as well as the connection between gas-rich mergers and AGN activity. Spectroscopic surveys should also be able to identify many candidate binary AGN, which may be confirmed or ruled out with subsequent observations over relatively short timescales (∼ 1−10 yrs), as the lineof-site velocities to the BHs changes by an observable degree. Long-lived afterglows could be discovered in existing multi-wavelength surveys, but successfully identifying them as merger remnants as opposed to obscured AGN or other bright unresolved sources would require improved pipeline analysis of literally millions of point sources, as well as extensive follow-up observations.

Particularly promising as unambiguous examples of recoiling BHs would be the measurement of large velocity dispersions in nearby (d ∼< 20 Mpc) globular clusters [35]. With multi-object spectrometers on large ground-based telescopes, this is also technically realistic in the immediate future. Perhaps the most exciting direction for the coming decade of astronomy is in the time domain. Optical telescopes like PTF and PanSTARRS are already taking data from huge areas of the sky with daily and even hourly frequency. These time-domain surveys are ideally suited for looking for variability from binary BH systems as precursors to merger. Especially promising would be the detection of long-period variable AGN, ideally suited to extensive multiwavelength follow-up observations.

References

[1] Bloom J et al 2009 [arXiv:0902.1527]; Demorest P et al 2009 [arXiv:0902.2968]; Jenet F et al 2009 [arXiv:0909.1058]; Madau P et al 2009 [arXiv:0903.0097]; Miller M C et al 2009 [arXiv:0903.0285]; Nandra K 2009 [arXiv:0903.0547]; Phinney E S 2009 [arXiv:0903.0098]; Prince T 2009 [arXiv:0903.0103]; Schutz B F et al 2009 [arXiv:0903.100] [2] Kocsis B, Frei Z, Haiman Z and Menou K 2006 Astroph. J. 637 27–37 [3] Lang R N and Hughes S A 2006 Phys. Rev. D 74 122001 [4] Lang R N and Hughes S A 2008 Astroph. J. 677 1184–1200 [5] Kocsis B, Haiman Z and Menou K 2008 Astroph. J. 684 870–887 [6] Campanelli M, Lousto C, Zlochower Y and Merritt D 2007 Astroph. J. Lett. 659 5–8; González J A, Hannam M, Sperhake U, Brügmann B and Husa S 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 231101; Herrmann F, Hinder I, Shoemaker D, Laguna P and Matzner R A 2007 Astroph. J. 661 430–436; Pollney D et al 2007 Phys. Rev. D 76 124002; Tichy W and Marronetti P 2007 Phys. Rev. D 76 061502; Brugmann B, Gonzalez J A, Hannam M, Husa S and Sperhake U 2008 Phys. Rev. D 77 124047; Baker J G, Boggs W D, Centrella J, Kelly B J, McWilliams S T, Miller M C, van Meter J R 2008 Astroph. J. Lett. 682 29–32 [7] Bell E F et al 2006 Astroph. J. 652 270–276 [8] McIntosh D H, Guo Y, Hertzberg J, Katz N, Mo H J, van den Bosch F C, and Yang X 2008 Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 388 1537–1556 [9] de Ravel L et al 2009 Astron. & Astroph. 498 379–397 [10] Bridge C R, Carlberg R G and Sullivan M 2010 Astroph. J. 709 1067–1082 [11] Conselice C J, Bershady M A, Dickinson M and Papovich C 2003 Astron. J. 126 1183–1207 [12] Kormendy J and Richstone D 1995 Ann. Rev. Astron. & Astroph. 33 581 [13] Komossa S, Burwitz V, Hasinger G, Predehl P, Kaastra J S and Ikebe Y 2003 Astroph. J. Lett.

582 15–19

EM Counterparts to BH Mergers 8

[14] Comerford J M et al 2009 Astroph. J. 698 956–965 [15] Smith K L, Shields G A, Bonning E W, McMullen C C, Rosario D J and Salviander S 2010 Astroph. J. 716 866–877 [16] Rodriguez C, Taylor G B, Zavala R T, Peck A B, Pollack L K and Romani R W, Astroph. J.

646 49–60 [17] Kormendy J, Fisher D B, Cornell M E and Bender R 2009 Astroph. J. Suppl. 182 216–309;

Kormendy J and Bender R 2009 Astroph. J. Lett. 691 142–146 [18] Milosavljevic M and Merritt D 2001 Astroph. J. 563 34–62 [19] Milosavljevic M, Merritt D, Rest A and van den Bosch F C 2002 Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc.

331 51–55 [20] Merritt D, Mikkola S and Szell A 2007 Astroph. J. 671 53–72 [21] Merritt D, Milosavljevic M, Favata M, Hughes S A and Holz D E 2004 Astroph. J. Lett. 607 9–12 [22] Boylan-Kolchin M, Ma C-P and Quataert E 2004 Astroph. J. Lett. 613 37–40 [23] Gualandris A and Merritt D 2008 Astroph. J. 678 780–797 [24] Guedes J, Madau P, Kuhlen M, Diemand J and Zemp M 2009 Astroph. J. 702 890–900 [25] Schnittman J D and Buonanno A 2007 Astroph. J. Lett. 662 63–66 [26] Volonteri M 2007 Astroph. J. Lett. 663 5–8 [27] Schnittman J D 2007 Astroph. J. Lett. 667 133–136 [28] Volonteri M, Lodato G and Natarajan P 2008 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 383 1079–1088 [29] Volonteri M, Gultekin K and Dotti M 2010 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 404 2143–2150 [30] Sesana A 2007 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. Lett. 382 6–10 [31] Komossa S and Merritt D 2008b Astroph. J. Lett. 689 89–92 [32] Blecha L, Cox T J, Loeb A and Hernquist L 2010 [arXiv:1009.4940] [33] Holley-Bockelmann K, Gultekin K, Shoemaker D and Yunes N 2008 Astroph. J. 829–837 [34] Komossa S and Merritt D 2008a Astroph. J. Lett. 683 21–24 [35] Merritt D, Schnittman J D and Komossa S 2009 Astroph. J. 699 1690–1710 [36] O’Leary R M and Loeb A 2009 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 395 781–786 [37] Pringle J E 1991 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 248 754–259 [38] Artymowicz P and Lubow S H 1994 Astroph. J. 421 651–667 [39] Artymowicz P and Lubow S H 1996 Astroph. J. Lett. 467 77 [40] Milosavljevic M and Phinney E S 2005 Astroph. J. Lett. 622 93–96 [41] Armitage P J and Natarajan P 2002 Astroph. J. Lett. 567 9–12 [42] Chang P, Strubbe L E, Menou K and Quataert E 2010 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 407 2007–2016 [43] Krolik J H 2010 Astroph. J. 709 774–779 [44] O’Neill S M, Miller M C, Bogdanovic T, Reynolds C S and Schnittman J D 2009 Astroph. J.

700 859–871 [45] Palenzuela C, Anderson M, Lehner L, Liebling S L and Neilsen D 2009 Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 081101 [46] Mosta P, Palenzuela C, Rezzolla L, Lehner L, Yoshida S and Pollney D 2010 Phys. Rev. D 81 064017 [47] Palenzuela C, Lehner L and Yoshida S 2010 Phys. Rev. D 81 084007 [48] van Meter J R, Wise, J H, Miller M C, Reynolds C S, Centrella J, Baker J G, Boggs W D, Kelly B J and McWilliams S T 2010 Astroph. J. Lett. 711 89–92 [49] Bode T, Haas R, Bogdanovic T, Laguna P and Shoemaker D 2010 Astroph. J. 715 1117 [50] Farris B D, Liu Y-K and Shapiro S L 2010 Phys. Rev. D 81 084008 [51] Lippai Z, Frei Z and Haiman Z 2008 Astroph. J. Lett. 676 5–8 [52] Shields G A and Bonning E W 2008 Astroph. J. 682 758–766 [53] Schnittman J D and Krolik J H Astroph. J. 684 835–844 [54] Megevand M, Anderson M, Frank J, Hirschmann E W, Lehner L, Liebling S L, Motl P M and Neilsen D 2009 Phys. Rev. D 80 024012 [55] Rossi E M, Lodato G, Armitage P J, Pringle J E and King A R 2010 Mon. Not. Royal Astron.

Soc. 401 2021–2035 [56] Anderson M, Lehner L, Megevand M and Neilsen D 2010 Phys. Rev. D 81 044004 [57] Corrales L R, Haiman Z and MacFadyen A 2010 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 404 947–962 [58] Tanaka T and Menou K 2010 Astroph. J. 714 404–422 [59] Zanotti O, Rezzolla L, Del Zanna L and Palenzuela C 2010 [arXiv:1002.4185] [60] Shapiro S L 2010 Phys. Rev. D 81 024019 [61] Tanaka T, Haiman Z and Menou K 2010 Astron. J. 140 642–651 [62] Kapoor R C 1976 Pramãna 7 334–343

EM Counterparts to BH Mergers 9

[63] Loeb A 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 041103 [64] Volonteri M and Madau P 2008 Astroph. J. Lett. 687 57–60 [65] Civano F et al. 2010 Astroph. J. 717 209–222 [66] Dottori H, Diaz R J, Albacete-Colombo J F and Mast D 2010 Astroph. J. Lett. 717 42–46 [67] Jonker P G, Torres M A P, Fabian A C, Heida M, Miniutti G and Pooley D 2010 Mon. Not.

Royal Astron. Soc. 407 645–650 [68] Bonning E W, Shields G A and Salviander S 2007 Astroph. J. Lett. 666 13–16 [69] Komossa S, Zhou H and Lu H 2008 Astroph. J. Lett. 678 81–84 [70] Boroson T A and Lauer T R 2009 Nature 458 53–55 [71] Robinson A, Young S, Axon D J, Kharb P and Smith J E 2010 Astroph. J. Lett. 717 123–126 [72] Bogdanovic T, Eracleous M and Sigurdsson S 2009 Astroph. J. 697 288–292 [73] Dotti M, Montuori C, Decarli R, Volonteri M, Colpi M and Haardt F 2009 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 398 L73–L77 [74] Tang S and Grindlay J 2009 Astroph. J. 704 1189–1194 [75] Dotti M and Ruszkowski M 2010 Astroph. J. Lett. 713 37–40 [76] Heckman T M, Krolik J H, Moran S M, Schnittman J D and Gezari S 2009 Astroph. J. 695 363–367 [77] Shields G A, Bonning E W and Salviander S 2009 Astroph. J. 696 1367–1373 [78] Vivek M, Srianand R, Noterdaeme P, Mohan V and Kuriakosde V C 2009 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 400 L6–L9 [79] Decarli R, Falomo R, Treves A and Barattini M 2010 Astron. & Astroph. 511 27 [80] Gaskell M C 1988 LNP 307 61 [81] Eracleous M, Halpern J P, Gilbert A M, Newman J A and Filippenko A V 1997 Astroph. J.

490 216 [82] Shields G A, Rosario D J, Smith K L, Bonning E W, Salviander S, Kalirai J S, Strickler R, Ramirez-Ruiz E, Dutton A A, Treu T and Marshall P J 2009 Astroph. J. 707 936–941 [83] Chornock R, Bloom J S, Cenko S B, Filippenko A V, Silverman J M, Hicks M D, Lawrence K J, Mendez A J, Rafelski M and Wolfe A M 2010 Astroph. J. Lett. 709 39–43 [84] Gaskell M C 2010 Nature 463 E1 [85] Begelman M C, Blandford R D and Rees M J 1980 Nature 287 307–309 [86] Hernquist L 1989 Nature 340 687 [87] Kauffmann G and Haehnelt M 2000 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 311 576 [88] Hopkins P F, Hernquist L, Cox T J and Keres D 2008 Astroph. J. Supp. 175 356 [89] Green P J, Myers A D, Barkhouse W A, Mulchaey J S, Bennert V N, Cox T J and Aldcroft T L 2010 Astroph. J. 710 1578–1588 [90] Milosavljevic M and Merritt D 2003 Astroph. J. 596 860–878 [91] Escala A, Larson R B, Coppi P S and Mardones D 2004 Astroph. J. 607 765–777 [92] Kazantzidis S, Mayer L, Colpi M, Madau P, Debattista V P, Wadsley J, Stadel J, Quinn T and Moore B 2005 Astroph. J. Lett. 623 L67–L70 [93] Escala A, Larson R B, Coppi P S and Mardones D 2005 Astroph. J. 630 152–166 [94] Dotti M, Colpi M, Haardt F and Mayer L 2007 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 379 956–962 [95] Cuadra J, Armitage P J, Alexander R D and Begelman M C 2009 Mon. Not. Royal Astron.

Soc. 393 1423–1432 [96] Dotti M, Ruszkowski M, Paredi L, Colpi M, Volonteri M and Haardt F 2009 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 396 1640–1646 [97] Dotti M, Volonteri M, Perego A, Colpi M, Ruszkowski M and Haardt F 2010 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 402 682–690 [98] MacFadyen A I and Milosavljevic M 2008 Astroph. J. 672 83–93 [99] Hayasaki K, Mineshige S and Ho L C 2008 Astroph. J. 682 1134–1140 [100] Haiman Z, Kocsis B, Menou K, Lippai Z and Frei Z 2009 Class. Quant. Grav. 26 094032 [101] Haiman Z, Kocsis B and Menou K 2009 Astroph. J. 700 1952–1969 [102] Bogdanovic T, Smith B D, Sigurdsson S and Eracleous M 2008 Astroph. J. Supp. 174 455–480 [103] Shen Y and Loeb A 2009 [arXiv:0912.0541] [104] Loeb A 2010 Phys. Rev. D 81 047503 [105] Kocsis B and Loeb A Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 041101 [106] Blecha L and Loeb A 2008 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 390 1311–1325 [107] Fujita Y 2009 Astroph. J. 691 1050–1057 [108] Guedes J, Madau P, Mayer L and Callegari S 2010 [arXiv:1008.2032] [109] Sijacki D, Springel V and Haehnelt M 2010 [arXiv:1008.3313] [110] Devecchi B, Rasia E, Dotti M, Volonteri M and Colpi M 2009 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc.

394 633–640

EM Counterparts to BH Mergers 10

[111] de la Fuente M R and de la Fuente M C 2008 Astroph. J. Lett. 677 47–50 [112] Mohayaee R, Colin J and Silk J 2008 Astroph. J. Lett. 674 21–24 [113] Merrit D and Ekers R D 2002 Science 297 1310–1313 [114] Rees M J 1988 Nature 333 523–528 [115] Komossa S and Bode N 1999 Astron. & Astroph. 343 775–787 [116] Halpern J P, Gezari S and Komossa S 2004 Astroph. J. 604 572 [117] Chen X, Madau P, Sesana A and Liu F K 2009 Astroph. J. Lett. 697 149–152 [118] Stone N and Loeb A 2010 [arXiv:1004.4833] [119] Seto N and Muto T 2010 Phys. Rev. D 81 103004 [120] Schnittman J D 2010 [arXiv:1006.0182] [121] Liu F K, Li S and Chen X 2009 Astroph. J. Lett. 706 133–137 [122] Gezari S et al 2009 Astroph. J. 698 1367–1379 698, 1367. [123] Jenet F A et al 2006 Astroph. J. 653 1571–1576 [124] Sesana A, Vecchio A and Colacino C N 2008 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 390 192–209 [125] Sesana A, Vecchio A and Volonteri M 2009 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 394 2255-2265 [126] Jenet F A et al 2009 [arXiv:0909.1058] [127] Seto N 2009 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 400 L38–L42 [128] Pshirkov M S, Baskaran D and Postnov K A 2010 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 402 417–423 [129] van Haasteren R and Levin Y 2010 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 401 2372–2378 [130] Sesana A and Vecchio A 2010 Phys. Rev. D 81 104008 [131] Springel V 2005 Mon. Not. Royal Astron. Soc. 364 1105–1134 [132] Hirose S, Blaes O and Krolik J H 2009 Astroph. J. 704 781–788