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ABSTRACT

We present a study of the local environmen2Q0h~*kpc) of 31 hidden broad line region (HBLR) and 43 non-HBLR f8ey? (Sy2)
galaxies in the nearby universe £0.04). To compare our findings, we constructed two contnzipdas that match the redshift and
the morphological type distribution of the HBLR and non-HBkamples. We used the NED (NASA extragalactic databasea)do fi
all neighboring galaxies within a projected radius of 208kpc around each galaxy, and a radial velocitfetiencesu < 500kmy/s.
Using the digitized Schmidt survey plates (DSS)/andhe Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS), when available, wefiomed that
our sample of Seyfert companions is complete. We find thahimva projected radius of at least 1&G'kpc around each Seyfert,
the fraction of non-HBLR Sy2 galaxies with a close comparnsignificantly higher than that of their control sampletrat 96%
confidence level. Interestingly, thefidirence is due to the high frequency of mergers in the non-H&drRple, seven versus only one
in the control sample, while they also present a high numbkosts with signs of peculiar morphology. In sharp contréet HBLR
sample is consistent with its control sample. Furthermibre number of the HBLR host galaxies that present peculiaphwogy,
which probably implies some level of interactions or meggin the past, is the lowest in all four galaxy samples. Giveat the
HBLR Sy2 galaxies are essentially Seyfert 1 (Sy1) with thedad line region (BLR) hidden because of the obscuringstontnile
the non-HBLR Sy2 galaxies probably also include true Syaslttk the BLR as well as heavily obscured objects that ptexeen
the indirect detection of the BLR, our results are discusgithin the context of an evolutionary sequence of activitygered by
close galaxy interactions and merging. We argue that theHRIOR Sy2 galaxies may representidrent stages of this sequence,
possibly the beginning and the end of the nuclear activity.
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1. Introduction gued that, in contrast to the HBLR Sy2s, the true Sy2 AGN are
intrinsically less powerful and they cannot be fitted witltfire
Polarized emission from the central engine of active g@lact- realm of the UM. The same conclusion was reached in recent sta
clei (AGN) can be produced by the reflection of radiation fromstical studies (e.g., Tommasin et al. 2010 and Wu et al1201
a scattering media. Evaporated gas that originated in therinMany authors argue that the lack of a broad line region (BLR)
surface of the obscuring matter near the central black hare dn the center of these Sy2 galaxies is luminosity/andccretion
escape the area and form such a mirror in a favorable locatieite dependent (Nicastro 2000; Lumsden and Alexander 2001;
where the light can be reflected toward the observer witheut ligu and Huang 2002; Martocchia 2002; Panessa & Bassani 2002;
ing absorbed. Thus, polarized light is a powerful tracer M\ Tran 2003; Nicastro et al. 2003; Laor 2003; Czerny et al. 2004
activity, otherwise hidden due to obscuration along oue i Elitzur & Shlosman 2006; Elitzur 2008; Elitzur and Ho 2009;
sight (e.g., Krolik 1999). Marinucci 2012, Elitzur, Ho & Trump 2014). Low luminosity
Nearly thirty years ago, the first discovery by Miller &can be the result of very low accretion rate and the BLR may
Antonucci (1983) of broad permitted emission lines and artye possibly be absent in such systems.

non-stellar continuum in the polarized spectrum of the efgh In addition, although widely accepted today, the UM cannot
pal Seyfert 2 (Sy2), NGC 1068, was just the beginning of numesyp|ain various observed fiérences between Type | and Type
ous similar observations in a wide variety of galaxies. Tearg || AGN. Many studies over the years challenged its validitga
later, the unification model (UM) of AGN was formulated upomyoposed instead an evolutionary sequence that linfisrent
these observations (Antonucci 1993). According to the UM, dypes of activity (e.g., Hunt & Malkan 1999; Dultzin-Hacyan
Seyfert nuclei are intrinsically identical, while the orlguse of 1ggg: Krongold et al. 2002; Levenson et al. 2001; Koulowridi
their different observational features is the orientation of an ofy 5. 2006a, b, 2013). In particular, although the role ¢érin
scuring torus with respect to our line of sight. A hidden ltoagctions on induced activity is still an open issue (Kouldisi
line region (HBLR) was considered to be present in all Type H; 5], 2006a,b, 2013 and references therein), most of theeabo
active galaxies, visible to us only by the reflection of afi@t sy dies seem to conclude that the possible evolution ofigcti
of the total emitted radiation. follows the path of interactions> enhanced star formatios

Nevertheless, polarization has also been a basis on whachTiype 1| AGN — Type | AGN. However, their Sy2 samples were
unified scheme was questioned, since Tran (2001, 2003) caever examined for the possible existence of hidden broad li
cluded that there is a non-HBLR Sy2 population significantlsince spectropolarimetric observations are time-consgrand
different from the corresponding HBLR Sy2 population. He aare feasible only with large telescopes.
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Koulouridis et al. (2006a) compared the environment of two
samples of Seyfert 1 (Syl) and Sy2 galaxies to that of two-well
defined control samples, concluding that the Sy2 sampleshow

the non-HBLR Sy2s into three main categories based on their
obscuration:

—
o

an excess of close companions, while the Syl sample didmot.1 ~ < """ IT I TEi i niniiiistd
addition, Koulouridis et al. (2013) showed that the neigishuf a.
Sy?2 galaxies are systematically more ionized than the heigh ; .
of Syl galaxies, a fact that indicatedtdrences in metallicity, ]
stellar mass, and star-formation history between the sssnpi - Bl ]
the current study we focus solely on Sy2 galaxies by invastig o -]
ing the environment of the biggest compiled HBLR and non- « ]
HBLR samples to date, in order to discover possibfiedénces o h
between the two that can provide us with additional cluesiabo e ]
the nature of these objects. ¥ T ]
We describe our samples and methodology in Sect. 2, our = —
results in Sect. 3, and our conclusions and discussion ih &ec l ]
Throughout this paper we usty = 73 knmysMpc, Qn = 0.27, / ]
andQ, = 0.73. e SUNVEER
0 001 002 0.03 0.04 0.05
y/
2. Sample selection & methodology S
2.1. On the non-HBLR population pa -
Although the existence of non-HBLR Sy2s can be succesfully b. ]
explained by the true Sy2 interpretation, this is not theyonl or ]
solution to the lack of observed broad emission lines (sse al C . ]
Antonucci 2012). As indicated by previous studies (e.g.,&\Vu QO ]
al. 2011), in spite of the overal fierences, the properties ofa  +=° [ / ]
fraction of the non-HBLR Sy2s are very similar to the proper- o« F T y i
ties of the HBLR Sy2s. Therefore, we argue that we can divide o[ E

1. true Sy2s, that do not present broad emission lines im thei | ///I //%
spectra, but at the same time are not obscured (e.g., Panessa © - imamamaia
& Bassani 2002; Akylas & Georgantopoulos 2009); E S0 S0/a Sb  Sc
2. heavily obscured, so that the presence of a possible BoR ca
not be detected in any way;

3. mildly obsured, so that the BLR was possibly not obse_rv?_qg_ 1. Redshift (panel a.) and Morphological type (panel b.) dis-
because of other limitations, e.g., observational flux timigip tion of the Sy2 samples. The solid line defines the HBLR
host galaxy obscuration, bad orientation, or total Iaclheftsyz population, while the hatched histogram the non-HBLR.

scattering matterial that produces the polarized brog@slinjcertainties aredt Poissonian errors and they are plotted only
(if this is not the same as the obscuring matterial). for the HBLR Sy2s for clarity.

Only in the first case can we be almost certain that the object

does indeed lack the BLR and it is intrisicallyfidgirent from a

broad line Seyfert. In the other two cases the BLR can eith@hich is more dificult for smaller objects where more starlight
be present or not. Therefore, we should clearly state once miz included in the observed spectrum (Krolik 1999). From the
that the current study investigates two samples of HBLR amgliginal catalogue we also excluded the 18 Sy2s that have no
non-HBLR Sy2s, without making any other assumption on tiepectropolarimetric observations but were classifiedgsther
nature of these objects. The discovery of anfjedences in the criteria by Wang & Zhang (2007). Finally, a small number of
environment of these two samples may indicate intrinsitedi faint galaxies were excluded independently of their reftlshi
ences between the two populations that do not necessaply ap  The redshift and the morphological type distribution of the
to all objects individualy. two Seyfert samples are presented in Fig. 1. The distribstim
differ, especially the morphological, although theiffeliences
are not statistically significant. An interesting trend hatt the
HBLR Sy2s are hosted by earlier-type galaxies than the non-
The original HBLR and non-HBLR Sy2 galaxy samples can B4BLR. This trend is already known for the Syl and Sy2 hosts,
found in Wu et al. (2011). From this sample we excluded allhere the former show the same behavior as the HBLR Sy2
galaxies withe > 0.04 since above this limit their morphologicalhosts. This supports the interpretation that the HBLR Sy2s a
type is usually undefined and the number of probable neighbardeed Syls with their broad line region obscured by a dusty
with no redshift becomes very large for our statistics. ldidn, torus, but reflected by a scattering surface located oveoths.

we find that even their classification as Sy2 is uncertaimltaie On the other hand, this trend already implies intrinsitedlences

the detection of polarized broad emission lines. The dietect between the two Sy2 types. Because of thefieminces in the
dubious because in order to calculate the polarized fraafo distributions, we do not proceed with a direct comparison of
the reflected light, the stellar contribution must be sulied, the environment of our two samples. The slightlffelient red-

2.2. Sample selection
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Fig. 2. Images of the merging galaxies in our samples.

shift distribution may introduce a bias against the detectf galaxies that meet the qualifying criteria described betres
HBLR Sy2 neighbors because the higher the redshift, theghigltonsidered as neighbors of the investigated galaxy:

the probability of fainter neighbors with unknown redshin ) o ) )

the other hand, the fierent morphological type distributions — galaxies within a projected radius of 2@0'kpc from the
may lead to the opposite direction, since it is well knowrttha AGN or the control galaxy,

early-type galaxies are more clustered than late-typess,ie — galaxies with a radial velocity fierence obu < 500km/s.
choose to build two control samples that have the same rfaadsEi . .
and morphological type distribution with the two Sy2 sarsple=Ven though there is no general consensus on the maximum ra-
respectively. Any comparison will be made between each Sg_fl separation of a galaxy pair, most of the recent studses u

and its control sample and the conclusions will be drawn fro SefﬂCh radius betweenh?@kpc (e.g., Patton et al. 200.5) and_
there. 200h~“kpc (e.g., Focardi et al. 2006; see also relevant discussion
n Deng et al. 2008). We chose the limit of 208kpc consid-

The control samples were randomly built from the NGderf:g that it is a reasonable distance for a satellite gaiaxy

MRK, and IC databases. All objects that had any referencerg : . ;
. X ssive halo (e.g., Bahcall et al. 1995; Zaritsky et al. 1997
being active (AGN or LINER) were excluded and replaced, a tances were estimated taking into account the localcvelo

finally the samples were refined so as to match the redshift . S .
morphological type distribution of the HBLR and non-HBL% field, which includes the féects of Virgo, Great Attractor

samples. To have a homogeneous morphological classiﬁlcat@nd Shapley, for the standardCDM cosmology £n=0.27,
we chose to use the types listed in the Third Reference Qatalo 1=0.73) Since, however, NED is not complete in any way, we

: X o also visually inspected all DSS or SDSS images (when avail-
of bright galaxies (RC3). We should note that peculiaritgwat 0%, giscover any other neighbor candidates with nedist
taken into consideration when constructing the controldam

as this could bias our results. i.e.. a peculiar Sa qalaxeidd redshift. Only four possible neighbours with no availalpes

lik Saf I’ .dlc.:l't' P laxi gl e | troscopic redshift were found, two of the HBLR and two of thei
ke an Sa for our purposes. In addition, galaxies classstgely ., o'sample. However, based on SDSS photometric reishif
as peculiars were not included in the morphological typeieis that were available for all four objects, we chose to excthéen

b_utlon matching at all. In more detail, in the control sampue from the analysis since they were incompatible with the damp
did not attempt to include the same number of peculiar gataxi alaxy redshift, even within the errors. We note that thevinc

that we found in the Seyfert samples. The reason is that pe n of these four objects would not alter the results. Fjnale

liar galax_ies may have_ undergone a recent merger or maylbe Hhssified the companion galaxies based on their magnitiéide d
strongly interacting with a close companion. Forcing theasa f

number of peculiar galaxies in the control sample couldiarti erence fm) with the sample galaxy by using a common blue
cially enhance the number of interacting galaxies ma_lgnltude, r_nostly from the RC3 or the_ SDSS database, iee., th
: neighbors with 2< Am < 3 were classified as small and were
treated separately, while those witm > 3 were notincluded in
2.3. Methodology this analysis. In addition, above 198kpc small neighbors were
not included. Mergers were regarded as galaxies in strdeg in
In order to identify possible neighbors around each Sy2 and c action regardless of the magnitudé&edrence of the pre-merging
trol sample galaxy, we made use of the automated search of ¢fa¢axies, which is unknown in many cases. A wide range of
NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database. In the current study we dmses were considered as mergers, from the case of twoyclearl
not discriminate between galaxy pair and satellite gataxdd!  separated but nevertheless very close galaxies with cigas s
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Fig. 3. Examples of Seyferts and control sample galaxies with comopa. Small companions are marked with the letter s. In the
case of NGC 7582, another non-HBLR Sy2, NGC 7590 is one ofltsemeighbors.

of strong interactions (e.g., NGC 1143 and NGC 1144) to tlef comparable mass, within a certain radius, may introdhee t
case of post-mergers with peculiar morphology, only if i@ necessary conditions that would lead to the detectédrdnces.
as such in the literature (e.g., MRK 334). The images of &l th

merger galaxies can be found in Fig. 2. Finally, we note that

MRK 1039 and MRK 1066 are reported as galaxies with doublk Results

nucleus. We chose to include them as mergers (probably in

a . . .
advanced stage). InnTabIes 1 and 2 we listed all our galaxies, active and con-

trol, and their close companions divided into four bins depe
Our final Seyfert samples consist of 43 non-HBLR, 3ing on their radial separation. With the symbol “x” we mark al
HBLR Sy2s, and their control samples (a total of 148 galaxieighbors that are no more than two magnitudes fainter tian t
ies). The galaxy redshift, the morphological type and the prgalaxy in question, while with “s” the ones that are between t
jected distance to their neighbors are given in Tables 1 andakd three magnitudes fainter. The selection of these spéuifi
Our search radius of 200 *kpc was divided into four bins of 50 its is not random, but was decided after visual inspectiothef
h~kpc and each neighbor was placed accordingly. In the currexgtighbors. Some characteristic examples can be found ir8Fig
study we are mostly interested in addressing the followimg t where we can see that in contrast to neighbors drith< 2, the
guestions: ones above this limit are becoming rather small in compariso
a. Is there any significant fierence between the fraction ofand their capability of producing any ficient interactions can
Seyferts and the fraction of their respective control sampbe questioned. In addition, in the case of higher redshitbga
galaxies that have at least one neighbor within a given sadiu ies and those in regions with significant star contaminafaint
b. Is there any significant fierence between the density of the@alaxies may be missed, although theSeats will probably af-
environmentwhere the Seyferts and their respective clsdm- fect equally the Seyfert samples and their control. Foreiea-
ple are found? sons, although listed in the tables, small galaxies wereoot
A positive answer to either question will imply that there arsidered when we extracted our main results, and their pessib
intrinsic differences between the investigated samples, and thae is only discussed briefly. Given their ambiguous rolere
the environment probably plays a leading role in the creatio in small radial distances, above 160tkpc small neighbors are
these diferences. The answer to the first question will show umt listed at all. Except for these neighbors, visual ingesion
if interaction with a close neighbor can play the role of thig-t also revealed a small number of companions, of comparatge si
gering mechanism that leads to the detecteéfbdinces, while to the central ones, but with no redshift information. Thebke
to the second will provide us with information about the gahe jects are listed within parentheses and are included in air a
local environment. We should stress that in the presenysted ysis, although they would not play any significant role ifythe
are not interested in the large-scale environment of oupgamwere excluded. Finally, for a small number of cases, the-deci
galaxies. This will probably not dier between each Seyfert samsion whether the companion is large or small had to be made
ple and its respective control sample, since they weretseléo after visual investigation because of lack of data. Thesesa
have the same redshift and, especially, morphological tipe are marked with a star.
tribution. However, the local environment may vary, as show To draw our conclusions we will refer to the results of a num-
in Koulouridis et al. (2006), independently of the densitytee  ber of statistical tests. First, we ran the Fisher’s exattfier a
large-scale environment. Even the presence of a singléibefg 2x2 contingency table to compare the fraction of Seyferts and
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the fraction of their respective control sample galaxied ttave sample. In this way we took into consideration the inforomti
at least one neighbor within a given radius (question a. @ tlof the control sample, while at the same time we only had two
methodology). Each row of the contingency table is one of tlsets of numbers to compare, the overdensities of the HBLR and
two samples (Seyfert and respective control sample), vthde the non-HBLR Sy2s. We ran a Kolmogorov-Smirnovtest and we
input in the two columns is the number of galaxies that havecancluded that the overdensitiestdr at a very high statistical
companion (Col. 1) and do not have one (Col. 2) within a celevel (>~99.9%).
tain radius. Therefore, the sum of the two columns of each row We note that small neighbors were not considered in the
gives us the total number of galaxies in each sample. Th#tsesabove statistical analyses for the reasons we describdakein t
of the tests are listed in the last row of Tables 1 and 2. We listethodology. However, we mention that this couli@at mostly
the results of four tests in each table, depending on thalradhe Fisher’s exact test for the non-HBLR and its control semp
distance we chose to search for neighbors. We always considecause there is a number of small galaxies to be found within
previous radial bins in the total, i.e., the second valueahl@ the first 50n~tkpc around the control galaxies. None of the re-
1 (Phnui=0.7723) refers to the comparison of the total numbenaining results would change significantly. We also notéttiea
of HBLR Sy2 and control sample galaxies that have comparsntrol galaxy NGC 4488 is located within a galaxy clustet,an
ions within 100h~tkpc (not between 50 and 100kpc); Py as noted in Table 2, a large number of companions can be found
is the probability that the two samples are drawn from theesarm its third and fourth bin. However, for the statistical &s@s
parent population. For the HBLR Sy2 and its control sample, iwe chose to consider only two companions in each bin, because
dependent of the search radius, the results suggest thaulihe otherwise we believe that the results would be biased.
hypothesis cannot be rejected at any significant statiséeal, Interestingly, we note the relatively large nhumber of merg-
and thus the two samples are probably drawn from the same pgas and peculiar host morphologies in the non-HBLR sample
ent population. In sharp contrast, the non-HBLR and itsmbnt in comparison to their control sample. In particular, thegee
sample do indeed fier at a high statistical level in the first thredraction is significantly higher when compared to any of our
bins (-96%), and at a moderate level in the fourth. We note theamples. These facts corroborate with our findings thatome n
for the non-HBLR analysis, the one-sided test was usedesirtdBLR host galaxies reside in denser environments when com-
we already suspected from our previous works (Koulouritlis pared with their control sample and a significantly largacfion
al. 2006a, b, 2013) that a real Seyfert 2 population will prés of them presents at least one companion within BG&pc. In
more companions than their control sample galaxies. We, nateany cases, by visual investigation of the DSS/anthe SDSS
however, that the two-sided test results are two times tlee ofmages, we can clearly identify the companion galaxy or merg
sided results, and therefore by using it we would reach taialiing as the reason for the peculiar morphology. However,ithis
tively the same conclusions, although after the inclusibthe only visible in the case of close pai® &« 30h~tkpc), while for
last bin there would be no statistically significantfeience at galaxies with no companion, the peculiar morphology prdbab
any level between the two samples. suggests past interactigmserging or even false classification.
Independently of the results of the previous paragraph, @n the other hand, the HBLR Sy2 sample has only three hosts
compare the density of the environment that the Seyferts amih signs of peculiar morphology, less than half of its ¢oht
their respective control sample are embedded in (question bsample, which again agrees with their preference for lessale
the methodology), we calculated the mean number of galax&s/ironments and fewer interactions.
that are found within a 200-*kpc radius around all the galaxies
of each sample. Then, we tested how statistically signifittaan

difference of the means is, by calculating the etroof these 4. Discussion and conclusions

differences with the formula Investigating the environments of two samples of HBLR and
a2 a2 non-HBLR Sy2s, we reached the conclusion that there isiastat

o= \/(nl DS; + (N2~ 1)S; [i + i} tically significant diference between the two types of Sy2 galax-

ng+ny—2 n m ies and their respective control samples. The non-HBLR popu

wheren; andn, are the number of sample galaxies ghdand ation have neighbors more frequently than their controisia

S, the standard deviation. In the case of the HBLR Sy2s af@laxies, within the specified spatial and velocity limAgso,

their control sampler = 0.228, and the dierence of the meansthey are found more often in denser close environments than

is 6X = 0.548, wherex is the mean number of companions irfalaxies of the same morphological type, and the frequehcy o

each sample. These results show that the environments of Hf9ing and peculiar morphologies is also relatively high.

two populations are derent at the 97.8% level, with the Sy2¢he contrary, HBLR Sy2s are found in less dense environments

showing a preference for less dense environments. Sigyifarl  than their control sample, and the frequency of merging gr an

the non-HBLR and its control sample the respective values &9n of interactions is also low. In addition, their fractioith

6% = 0.512 witho = 0.218 and again the flerence of the meansat least one neighbor agrees with the control galaxies, lin al

is statistically highly significant, at the 98.9% level. Hever, in  S€arch radii. These results are also in agreement with @ur pr

this case, the preference of the Sy2 population is for theefenVious studies on Seyfert galaxies and they indicate .thdamml_

environments. ties between HBLR Sy2 and Syl galaxies, supporting the view
Finally, we attempted to compare more directly the twiat in all probability they are intrinsically the same atife

Sy2 populations by calculating the overdensity of compasioHowever, non-HBLR Sy2 galaxies seem tdfeii significantly,

around each host. This overdensity measure is given by the falthough their nature is still a matter of debate. Therefiorthe
mula light of the current results, we will discuss probable metisms

X=X responsible for the observed and possibly intrinsfiedénces.
= There is strong evidence that the dusty obscuring torus in
X low luminosity AGN is absent or is thinner than expected in
where x is the number of neighbors around each Sy2 host, drigher luminosities (e.g., Whysong & Antonucci 2004, Hit&
Xc is the mean number of companions derived from the contf®hlosman 2006; Perlman et al. 2007; van der Wolk et al. 2010).

§=
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Accordingly, all low luminosity AGN should have been Type luminosity (logLjon; < 41; criterion by Wu et al. 2011). For
sources, which of course is not the case. The only reasoagbleanother 19% we do not have the information, while only 10% of
planation to this problem is the additional absence of th&®BLthem are reported as luminous and at the same time unabsorbed
in such systems. As we have noted earlier, some authors (esgurces. Although these fractions may vary depending on the
Nicastro 2000; Nicastro et al. 2003; Bian et al. 2007; Mactiu BLR-disappearance luminosity limit, we should mentionntha
et al. 2012; Elitzur, Ho & Trump 2014) presented argumerds thmore than half of our objects have column densities thatachar
below a specific accretion rate of material into the blacleholterize Compton-thick AGNs. In addition, our hon-HBLR sam-
and therefore at lower luminosities, the BLR might be ahsemiie contains only ten galaxies (23%) with Ibgu; < 41, which
Elitzur & Ho (2009), using data from nearby bright AGN, con€an be considered as low luminosity, while all HBLR Sy2s are
cluded that the BLR disappears at bolometric luminositieger  above that limit. However, this classification should notbe-
than 5x 10°9(M/10’Mg)?3erg s, whereM is the mass of the sidered explicit. We argue that the lack of the BLR is not due
black hole. They also argued that the quenching of the BLR, ato low luminosity per se, but rather to their being at thetstér
the disappearance of the torus can occur either simultaheou the activity duty cycle, which renders them less powerfaiith
in sequence, with decreasing black hole accretion ratetand | the ones that already have formed a BLR. Therefore, the lactua
nosity. Thus, a possible scenario would be that non-HBLR Syalue of the luminosity is not so relevant for the comparjson
AGN are objects lacking the BLR and possibly the torus. Bian but instead the fact that as a whole the non-HBLR population
al. (2007) and Wu et al. (2011) separates their non-HBLR sameuld be less luminous than the respective HBLR. Indeed, a
ple into luminous and less luminous using the lgg;; < 41 Kolmogorov-Smirnov test indicates that the luminositytidis
limit, while Marinucci et al. (2012), argued that true Sy2sc butions of our two Seyfert samples are significantlffetient
be found below the bolometric luminosity limit ldgy = 43.9. at the 98.7% level, with the HBLR Sy2s being shifted toward
We should note that in Marinucci et al. (2012) they derivesl thhigher luminosities. In addition, Ho et al. (2012) and Mittiiu
bolometric luminosity from the X-ray and the [OIV] luminos-et al. (2013) report AGNs with very high Eddington ratiost bu
ity and concluded thdltjoiii is not as reliable (see also relevantery low black hole masses and no broad lines (see also Wang
discussion in Elitzur 2012). et al. 2012). Because of their high Eddington ratios, bojeab

An alternative scenario is that heavy obscuration in nogteatly exceed the luminosity limits above which, previstusi-
HBLR Sy2 does not allow the detection of the BLR even in thies argue, the BLR should be present, and provide obsematio
polarized spectrum. Marinucci et al. (2012) concluded 6446 evidence that true Sy2s can have higher luminosities.
of their compton-thick non-HBLR Sy2s exhibit higher acaat The accretion rate and luminosity increase can generate the
rates than the threshold clearly separating the two Sy3etas BLR and also anticipate the heavy obscuration, leading ¢o th
They attributed this discrepancy to heavy absorption almng HBLR-Sy2 and finally Sy1 phase. However, the time needed for
line of sight, preventing the detection of the actual BLRHheit Type | activity to appear should be larger than the timesfale
nuclei. Evidently, merging systems constitute a class ¢faex an unbound companion to escape from the close environment,
galactic objects where heavy obscuration occurs (e.g.kidep or comparable to the timescale needed for an evolved merger
et al. 2008). The merging process may also lead to rapid blaek1Gyr, see Krongold et al. 2002). This delay is a possible ex-
hole growth, giving birth to a heavily absorbed and possiblglanation for the lack of close neighbors around the HBLR Sy2
compton-thick AGN. Thus, we could presume that a fraction @ihd Syl galaxies (see Koulouridis et al 2006a, 2013) and for
our non-HBLR mergers, if not all of them, might actually beahe earlier-type morphologies of their hosts. If the evioludry
BLR AGN galaxies, where the large concentration of gas amsdenario is valid, unobscured Type | AGN can only exist after
dust prohibits even the indirect detection of the broadéimes- the dissipation of the obscuring media and the strangulatfo
sion (e.g., Shu et al. 2007). However, other studies coecludhe star forming activity by the AGN feedback (Krongold et al
that there is no evidence that non-HBLR Sy2s are more a®307, 2009, Hopkins & Elvis 2010; see also the disk wind sce-
scured than their HBLR peers (Tran 2003; Yu 2005; Wu 201Tario in Elitzur & Shlosman 2006).
while totally unobscured low-luminosity non-HBLR Sy2s wer  On the other hand, about half of the non-HBLR Sy2s seem
detected via investigation of their X-ray properties (eRgnessa isolated and undisturbed. These objects do not seem tohes eit
& Bassani 2002; Akylas & Georgantopoulos 2009). The tot@ist triggered or heavily obscured by recent close intévast
population of non-HBLR Sy2s is probably a mixture of objectslowever, if the low accretion rate scenario is valid, one ldou
with low accretion rate aridr high obscuration. expect that AGN should also lose their BLR at the end of the

Both scenarios agree with the interpretation of our curreAGN duty cycle, as the accretion rate drops below a critiehle
results by the evolutionary scheme proposed by Krongoldl et ge.g., Bian et al. 2007; Elitzur & Ho 2009; Elitzur, Ho & Trump
(2002) and supported later by Koulouridis et al. (2006apii,3), 2014). Denney et al. (2014) argue that NGC 590 is an example
according to which, interaction with a comparable sizecdggal of a Seyfert 1 that changed to Type 1.9 in less than 40 yeadls, an
can drive molecular clouds toward the nucleus and trigger #rat this is due to a significant luminosity, and thereforerac
evolutionary sequence, going from enhanced star formationtion rate, decrease. However, the morphological typeibigion
obscured Type Il and finally to Type | activity. If the first sceof the non-HBLR Sy2 host galaxies (as we saw earlier in Fig. 1)
nario is valid, it is to be expected that during the initidge of peaks at even later-type spirals than the corresponditgidis
the interaction the accretion rate of the central black kadald tion of the HBLR sample, although theffirence is not statis-
be low and there would be neither a BLR nor a torus. In addieally significant. This implies that the majority of thegalax-
tion, as already discussed, heavy absorption caused bytheiés are still unevolved. Even though the morphology of such a
teraction may also prevent the detection of the possiblgtexigalaxy could oscillate from late to early types up to fourdsn
ing BLR during the first stage of the AGN cycle. Consequentlgepending strongly on the environment and cold gas avéiiabi
the first stage of nuclear activity should be a non-HBLR nafBournaud & Combes 2002), the older stellar population ef th
row line AGN. Evidently, 71% of the non-HBLR Sy2 galax-HBLR Sy2 and Sy1 hosts, compared to the non-HBLR, reported
ies, with at least one neighbor within 198kpc andor pecu- by Wu etal. (2011), provides some evidence that non-HBLR Sy2
liar morphology, have high obscuratioN{ > 10?%) andor low galaxies probably precede the broad line phase (see however
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cycle. Nevertheless, we cannot rule out the possibility sbane
HBLR Sy2s could also be created by minor disturbances or even

Unification Model secular processes and that they tuffiwdthout any further evo-
Syl & HBLR Sy2

§°b§ lution to other Seyfert types.

o .
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Table 1.HBLR Sy2 and control sample

Name 50 100 150 200 T z Name 50 100 150 200 T z

@ @ (©) (4) ©) (6) M 1@ @ 6 @ 6 © @)
F00317-2142 s 4 0.0268MRK 133 X X 4-pec 0.0068
F02581-1136 1-pec 0.0299 MRK 179 X 5 0.0111
IC 3639 XS 4 0.0109 MRK 449 X X 1 0.0038
IC 5063 X -1 0.0113| MRK 575 1 0.0183
MCG-03-34-64 0 0.0165| MRK582 M pec 0.0186
MCG-03-58-07 0 0.0315| MRK 1363 1-pec 0.0091
MCG-05-23-16 -1 0.0085| NGC 527 X XX 0 0.0193
MRK 3 X -1 0.0135| NGC 634 1 0.0164
MRK 78 1 0.0370| NGC 691 X X 4 0.0089
MRK 348 1 0.0150] NGC 1168 X 3 0.0254
MRK 477 X -1 0.0377) NGC 2221  x 1-pec 0.0084
MRK 1210 1 0.0135| NGC 3092 x xx X -1 0.0197
NGC 424 1 0.0118| NGC 3182 1 0.0071
NGC 513 S 4 0.0195| NGC 3285 S X  1-pec 0.0113
NGC 591 1 0.0151| NGC 4488 X* x* 0O-pec 0.0032
NGC 788 1 0.0136] NGC 4608 X -1 0.0062
NGC 1068 X 3 0.003§ NGC 5352 -1 0.0266
NGC 2110 S -1 0.0078| NGC 5607 pec 0.0253
NGC 2273 1 0.0061| NGC 3179 -1 0.0242
NGC 2992 X 1-pec 0.0077 NGC 6660 X 0 0.0141
NGC 3081 0 0.0080| NGC 7312 3 0.0277
NGC 4388 3 0.0084| NGC 7415 2 0.0399
NGC 4507 3 0.0118]| NGC 2375 3 0.0262
NGC 5252 -1 0.0230| NGC 1486 4-pec 0.0248
NGC 5506 X 1-pec 0.0062NGC 7272 1 0.0341
NGC 5995 5 0.0252| NGC 3347 X X 3 0.0104
NGC 6552 1 0.0265| NGC 1459 4 0.0139
NGC 7212 M 2 0.0266 NGC 2211 X -1 0.0067
NGC 7314 4 0.0048| MRK 41 X 1 0.0194
NGC 7674 S X 4 0.0289 NGC 6990 1 0.0320
NGC 7682 X X 2 0.0171 NGC 897 1 0.0159
P 0.5077 0.7723 0.2831 0.1978

Notes.(1) Name as in Wu et al. (2011]2-5) projected radial distance bin hrkpc, with x we mark all neighbors that are no more than
two magnitudes fainter than the Seyfert or control samplaxyawhile with s the ones that are between two and three matgs fainter.
We use M for mergers, * for multiple neighbors 8), andx for objects with no directly comparable magnitude to the glangalaxy.(6)
Hubble type T from -1 for SO to 5 for Sc. 9 is for peculiéf) spectroscopic redshift.
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Table 2.Non-HBLR Sy2 and control sample

Name 50 100 150 200 T z Name 50 100 150 200 T z

@ @) (©) 4 (©) (6) @0 @ @ B @G 6 0 ()
F01428-0404 4—pec 0.0182 NGC 776 X ] 3 0.0164
ESO 428-G014 XS -1-pec  0.005NGC 1160 5 0.0084
NGC 1143 Mx X pec 0.0282 NGC 1244 2-pec 0.0184
NGC 1144 M X X pec 0.0282 NGC 1341 2 0.0063
NGC 1241 X 3 0.0133 NGC 1792 X 4 0.0040
NGC 1320 X 1 0.0089 NGC 2785 X pec 0.0087
NGC 1358 X 0 0.0134 NGC 3248 -1 0.0051
NGC 1386 X X X XX -1 0.0029 NGC 3381 l-pec 0.0054
NGC 1667 X 5 0.0152| NGC 3462 -1 0.0215
NGC 1685 X XX 0 0.0152 NGC 3500 2 0.0116
NGC 3079 s 5 0.0037 NGC 3760 0 0.0044
NGC 3281 X 2 0.01071 NGC 4082 s 4 0.0233
NGC 3362 5 0.0277| NGC 4217 3 0.0034
NGC 3393 s 1 0.012% NGC 4573 0 0.0099
NGC 3660 4 0.0123| NGC 4601 X X 0 0.0107
NGC 3982 X XX 3 0.00371 NGC 4665 X 0 0.0026
NGC 4117 XX X -1 0.0031 NGC 4679 X 5-pec 0.0155
NGC 4501 3 0.0076| NGC 4800 3 0.0030
NGC 4941 X 2 0.00371 NGC 5134 3 0.0059
NGC 5128 -1-pec  0.0020 NGC 7773 4 0.0283
NGC 5135 2 0.0137| NGC5743 x 3 0.0137
NGC 5194 X 4-pec 0.0015NGC 5829 5 0.0188
NGC 5256 M pec 0.0280 NGC 6030 s -1 0.0147
NGC 5283 -1 0.0104| NGC 6403 s X -1 0.0163
NGC 5347 2 0.0080| NGC 7600 -1 0.0116
NGC 5643 5 0.0040| NGC 7683 -1 0.0124
NGC 5695 3 0.0141| NGC 7779 X X 0 0.0170
NGC 5728 1 0.0094| NGC 429 X X -1 0.0188
NGC 5929 M s 2-pec 0.008BNGC5383 s 3-pec 0.0076
NGC 6300 3 0.0037| NGC 1422 XX X 2-pec 0.0055
NGC 6890 3 0.0081| NGC 1463 1 0.0209
NGC 7130 1-pec 0.0162 NGC 1511 S 1-pec 0.0045
NGC 7172 XXXS 1-pec 0.0087NGC 1964 3 0.0055
NGC 7496 3 0.0055| NGC 3038 X 3 0.0093
NGC 7582 XX X 2 0.0053 NGC 3188 x 2 0.0260
NGC 7590 X X X 4 0.0053 NGC 3600 1 0.0024
NGC 7672 X 3 0.0134 NGC 5233 2 0.0265
MRK 334 M pec 0.0219 MRK 439 1 0.0035
MRK 938 M pec 0.0196 MRK 677 3 0.0248
MRK 1066 M -1 0.0120 MRK1039 M s 5 0.0051
MRK 1361 1 0.0226| MRK 1171 X 5 0.0173
IC 5298 1 0.0274| IC 5198 1 0.0138
UGC 6100 1 0.0295| UGC 6200 5 0.0129
Prui 0.0141 0.0168 0.0358 0.0640

Notes.(1)-(7) as in Table 1.
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