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ABSTRACT

The discovery of changing-look active galactic nuclei (CLAGNs) with the significant change of optical

broad emission lines (optical CLAGNs) and/or strong variation of line-of-sight column densities (X-ray

CLAGNs) challenges the orientation-based AGN unification model. We explore mid-infrared (mid-IR)

properties for a sample of 57 optical CLAGNs and 11 X-ray CLAGNs based on the Wide-field Infrared

Survey Explorer (WISE) archive data. We find that Eddington-scaled mid-IR luminosities of both

optical and X-ray CLAGNs stay just between low-luminosity AGNs (LLAGNs) and luminous QSOs.

The average Eddington-scaled mid-IR luminosities for optical and X-ray CLAGNs are ∼ 0.4% and

∼ 0.5%, respectively, which roughly correspond the bolometric luminosity of transition between a

radiatively inefficient accretion flow (RIAF) and Shakura-Sunyaev disk (SSD). We estimate the time

lags of the variation in the mid-IR behind that in the optical band for 13 CLAGNs with strong mid-IR

variability, where the tight correlation between the time lag and the bolometric luminosity (τ −L) for

CLAGNs roughly follows that found in the luminous QSOs.

Keywords: Active galactic nuclei (16)—Seyfert galaxies (1447)—Quasars (1319)— LINER galaxies

(925)—Reverberation mapping (2019)

1. INTRODUCTION

Active galactic nuclei (AGNs) are a special class of galaxies characterized by strong variability and high luminosity

of non-stellar origin. The accretion onto the central supermassive black hole (SMBH) is widely accepted as the energy

source for the AGN activity. The strong emission lines are another typical feature distinguished from the normal

galaxies, where the sources with broad lines (1000-20000 km s−1) are called type 1 AGNs. Based on the relative

intensity of the broad and narrow components of the Balmer lines, the type 1 AGNs are further classified into several
subclasses (e.g., type 1.5, 1.8, and 1.9, see Osterbrock & Koski 1976; Osterbrock 1981). The sources observed with

only narrow lines (e.g., <1000 km s−1) are called type 2 AGNs. The broad lines are observed in some type 2 AGNs

in polarized light, which suggest that these sources have hidden broad lines (e.g., Heisler et al. 1997). In some low-

luminosity LINERs, only low ionization emission lines are detected, where these lines are still ionized by the central

point-like weak sources (e.g., Ho 2008). About 10 percent of AGNs show strong relativistic jets, where the jets start

from the vicinity of BHs and can extend far beyond the host galaxy (e.g., Mpc scale, Kellermann et al. 1989).

In the last three decades, it was found that the large diversity properties of observed AGN can be explained by a

few parameters (e.g., inclination, jet, accretion rate), which is called AGN unification (e.g., Antonucci 1993; Netzer

2015, and references therein). The first parameter is inclination angle of putative dusty torus. The suppressed multi-

waveband continuum and absence of broad emission lines in type 2 AGNs are caused by obscuration of the dust in

the torus. The high column density as constrained from X-ray observations and the hidden broad lines in the optical

polarization measurements for some type 2 AGNs support this inclination-dependent unification scheme. The second

parameter is collimated relativistic radio jets, where these jets are sometimes observed in optical or even in γ-ray
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wavebands. Even though the relativistic jets have been observed for several tens of years, the physical reason behind

the radio-loud/quiet dichotomy is still an open issue. The third parameter is accretion rate, where different types

of accretion modes may exist in the different types of AGNs. For bright AGNs (e.g., QSOs/Seyferts), the big blue

bump in optical/UV bands can be well explained by an optically thick and geometrically thin accretion disk (SSD;

Shakura & Sunyaev 1973). The SSD may transit to a geometrically thick, advection-dominated accretion flow when

the accretion rate is lower than a critical value (ADAF; e.g., Yuan & Narayan 2014, for a recent review and references

therein), where most of the accretion energy is advected into SMBH rather than radiated away. The ADAF is much

hotter than the SSD, which leads to high-energy emission and can explain many typical features in low-luminosity

AGNs (LLAGNs, Ho 2008). Some LLAGNs (e.g., LINERs, FR I radio galaxies, and BL Lacs) lack the broad emission

lines and they do not show evident obscuration, which may be caused by absent clouds in the broad-line region (BLR)

or central accretion disk does not provide enough ionization photons.

In recent years, it is found that some AGNs, the so-called “changing-look” AGNs (CLAGNs), show type transitions

within a couple of years or even several months. The term “changing-look” is firstly used to describe the X-ray

CLAGNs, which transit from Compton thick (i.e., hydrogen column density, NH > 1024 cm−2) to Compton thin (i.e.,

NH < 1022−23 cm−2, e.g., Matt et al. 2003) and vice-visa. This definition has been extended to optical CLAGNs, where

broad lines appear/disappear within several years (i.e., transit from type 1 to type 2 and vice-visa, e.g., Denney et al.

2014; Shappee et al. 2014; Ai et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2020). There has been some systematic search for CLAGNs using

multi-epoch optical spectra (e.g., Yang et al. 2018; Senarath et al. 2021; Potts & Villforth 2021) and the number of

CLAGNs is growing. Based on the orientation-unification AGN model, the broad lines and the torus column density

will not change within such a short timescale of years or decades.

The physical mechanism of CLAGNs is not fully understood. One scenario is that disappearance/appearance of

the broad lines and/or variations of NH are caused by the obscuring material moving in or out from our line of

sight (e.g., Marin et al. 2013; Aǵıs-González et al. 2014; Rivers et al. 2015; Turner et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2019).

However, this scenario is challenged by the low NH during type transition (e.g., Husemann et al. 2016) and roughly

unchanged polarization measurements (e.g., Marin et al. 2019) in many CLAGNs. The “changing look” of second

scenario is caused by the change of accretion rate, which will lead to the change of ionization luminosity and/or

appearance/disappearance of the clouds in BLR. The study of CLAGNs has been conducted in radio, X-ray, optical,

and IR band (e.g., Sheng et al. 2017; Stern et al. 2018; Dexter et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2021a; Fernandez et al. 2022)

and the multi-wavelength variability in CLAGNs does support this scenario (e.g., Koay et al. 2016; Sheng et al. 2017;

Stern et al. 2018; Noda & Done 2018; Yang et al. 2021b). The strong intrinsic continuum variation is also found in

some X-ray CLAGNs with strong NH variation, which suggests that the variation of NH may be also driven by the

change of accretion disk (e.g., disk winds; Liu et al. 2021).

The mid-IR emission is less influenced by the dust extinction, and has the potential to bring us the clues about the

physical mechanism of CLAGNs (e.g., the variable obscurer or the variation of accretion state). In this work, we analyze

the mid-IR variability, color, and Eddington ratio for a sample of both X-ray CLAGNs and optical CLAGNs based on

the Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE) data. We estimate the mid-IR time lags (τ) for 13 bright CLAGNs

using multi-epoch optical and mid-IR observations. We use these observations to understand the basic properties of

the central engine and possible differences/similarities between the two types of CLAGNs. We describe the WISE

data and the CLAGN sample in section 2. The results of mid-IR variability, color, and luminosity for CLAGNs are

shown in section 3. We present the mid-IR dust reverberation mapping analysis and the τ -Lbol correlation of CLAGNs

in section 4. Conclusion and discussion are presented in section 5. Throughout this work, we adopt a flat Λ−CDM

cosmological model with H0=70 km s−1 Mpc −1, Ωm=0.27, and ΩΛ = 0.73.

2. WISE DATA AND CLAGN SAMPLE

The WISE imaged the full sky approximately every six months in four mid-IR bands, centered at 3.4, 4.6, 12, and

22 µm (referred to as W1, W2, W3, and W4, respectively, Wright et al. 2010), which provides an ideal opportunity to

explore the infrared properties of CLAGNs. The WISE surveyed the full sky 1.2 times in the above four bands from

2010 January to September and cryogen for cooling the W3 and W4 instruments were exhausted. Then it was placed

in hibernation on 2011 February 1. On 2013 October 3, it was reactivated (named as NEOWISE ) with only W1 and

W2 (Mainzer et al. 2014). We use the AllWISE multi-epoch photometry table and NEOWISE single exposure (L1b)
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source table data retrieved from the NASA/IPAC Infrared Science Archive 1. The AllWISE and NEOWISE data are

screened to exclude the possible bad photometric measurements according to the following criteria:

(1) Detection from good-quality frame sets2, with frame quality score qual frame>0, frame image quality score

qi fact>0, South Atlantic Anomaly separation saa sep> 0, and Moon masking flag moon masked=0.

(2) W1 <15 mag and W2 <13 mag, which approximately correspond to signal-noise-ratio SNR=10.

(3) The number of point-spread-function (PSF) components used in profile fitting (nb<3), frames are unaffected

(cc flags=‘0000’) and are not actively de-blended (na=0; see also Rakshit et al. 2019).

To explore the mid-IR variability properties of CLAGNs, we collect the reported CLAGNs from the literature.

To increase the statistical significance on the variability, the sources with at least 20 valid WISE data points are

considered. Our sample includes 68 sources, which include 57 optical CLAGNs with the disappearance/appearance of

broad lines and 11 X-ray CLAGNs with the variation of NH. It should be noted that 5 CLAGNs show variations of both

broad emission lines and X-ray absorption column density (e.g., ESO 362-G18, NGC 2992, NGC 4151, NGC 4395, and

NGC 7582). We adopt the BH mass measurements of these CLAGNs from the literature, which are estimated based

on kinematics method (e.g., Merloni et al. 2003), reverberation mapping (RM) (e.g., Sergeev et al. 2011; Fausnaugh

et al. 2017), bulge luminosity (Lbulge, e.g., Dong & De Robertis 2006) and velocity dispersion σ∗ of the host galaxy

(Tremaine et al. 2002). The information of the CLAGN sample is listed in Table 1, where the source name, redshift,

the type of CLAGNs, BH mass, infrared magnitude, variability, and color are presented.

Table 1. The sample of CLAGNs.

Name z Type Ref MBH Refs σmW1 < W1 > σmW2 < W2 > < W1-W2 > ∆W1 ∆W2

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

1H 0419-577 0.1040 X 1 8.6 31 0.02 10.88± 0.03 0.00 9.86± 0.03 1.02± 0.03 0.10 0.11

2MASS J16171142+0638333 0.2291 O 2 8.0 29 0.13 13.86± 0.14 0.05 12.85± 0.09 1.02± 0.11 0.86 0.78

2MASS J22053771-0711147 0.2950 O 2 8.0 29 0.15 13.64± 0.16 0.13 12.77± 0.15 0.87± 0.09 0.47 0.41

2MASX J09381221+0743398 0.0220 O 3 7.5 29 0.12 11.73± 0.12 0.22 11.58± 0.22 0.11± 0.23 0.31 0.58

2MASX J09483841+4030436 0.0468 O 3 7.5 29 0.04 11.89± 0.05 0.07 11.50± 0.08 0.40± 0.07 0.18 0.28

3C 390.3 0.0561 O 4 9.3 32 0.18 9.90± 0.18 0.16 8.85± 0.16 1.05± 0.04 0.56 0.49

ESO 362-G18 0.0124 O 5 7.7 33 0.09 9.88± 0.09 0.09 9.27± 0.10 0.60± 0.05 0.29 0.33

Fairall 9 0.0461 O 4 8.4 34 0.06 8.99± 0.07 0.03 7.99± 0.04 1.00± 0.04 0.25 0.16

HE 1136-2304 0.0270 O 6 7.6 6 0.36 10.84± 0.36 0.21 10.02± 0.21 0.84± 0.39 0.90 0.96

IC 751 0.0315 X 7 8.5 7 0.03 10.76± 0.04 0.00 9.95± 0.03 0.82± 0.04 0.06 0.10

IRAS 23226-3843 0.0359 O 8 8.2 8 0.21 11.13± 0.22 0.14 10.88± 0.14 0.25± 0.20 0.30 0.54

Mrk 1018 0.0430 O 9 7.8 35 0.14 10.87± 0.15 0.16 10.39± 0.16 0.46± 0.08 0.88 1.27

Mrk 530 0.0288 O 4 8.1 36 0.10 8.50± 0.11 0.10 7.58± 0.10 0.92± 0.03 0.48 0.45

Mrk 590 0.0264 O 10 7.5 37 0.14 10.22± 0.14 0.22 9.79± 0.22 0.41± 0.10 0.42 0.69

Mrk 6 0.0195 O 4 8.2 38 0.57 8.56± 0.57 0.49 7.70± 0.49 0.84± 0.10 1.74 1.52

Mrk 609 0.0344 O 11 7.8 39 0.09 10.43± 0.10 0.13 9.94± 0.13 0.47± 0.06 0.48 0.64

Mrk 926 0.0470 O 12 8.1 40 0.20 9.56± 0.20 0.16 8.66± 0.16 0.89± 0.06 0.57 0.46

NGC 1097 0.0042 O 13 8.1 41 0.09 8.22± 0.09 0.09 8.00± 0.09 0.21± 0.13 0.14 0.22

NGC 1365 0.0055 X 14 6.7 42 0.09 7.72± 0.09 0.07 7.03± 0.08 0.69± 0.07 0.25 0.26

NGC 1566 0.0050 O 15 6.9 43 0.28 8.82± 0.28 0.42 8.53± 0.42 0.28± 0.17 1.09 1.57

NGC 2617 0.0142 O 16 7.5 44 0.15 10.12± 0.15 0.18 9.55± 0.18 0.57± 0.06 0.79 1.03

NGC 2992 0.0077 O 14 7.5 45 0.19 8.57± 0.19 0.23 7.94± 0.24 0.63± 0.09 0.73 1.04

NGC 3065 0.0066 O 13 8.0 46 0.06 9.75± 0.06 0.04 9.73± 0.05 0.02± 0.07 0.07 0.12

NGC 3516 0.0088 O 17 7.5 37 0.16 8.83± 0.16 0.17 8.19± 0.17 0.63± 0.06 0.63 0.60

NGC 4051 0.0023 X 1 6.4 47 0.12 8.90± 0.12 0.12 8.10± 0.12 0.80± 0.04 0.41 0.43

NGC 4151 0.0033 O 4 7.6 37 0.29 7.32± 0.29 0.25 6.24± 0.25 1.06± 0.13 1.13 0.79

NGC 4388 0.0084 X 1 6.9 48 0.16 9.29± 0.16 0.23 8.39± 0.24 0.89± 0.10 0.47 0.68

NGC 4395 0.0011 O 18 5.6 49 0.20 12.44± 0.20 0.18 11.66± 0.18 0.78± 0.06 0.66 0.56

Table 1 continued on next page

1 https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/Missions/wise.html
2 http://wise2.ipac.caltech.edu/docs/release/neowise/expsup/sec2 3.html

https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/Missions/wise.html
http://wise2.ipac.caltech.edu/docs/release/neowise/expsup/sec2_3.html
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Table 1 (continued)

Name z Type Ref MBH Refs σmW1 < W1 > σmW2 < W2 > < W1-W2 > ∆W1 ∆W2

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

NGC 4507 0.0118 X 18 7.7 50 0.09 8.69± 0.09 0.08 7.61± 0.08 1.07± 0.03 0.35 0.31

NGC 454 0.0122 X 1 6.2 51 0.05 12.63± 0.06 0.05 12.45± 0.08 0.17± 0.09 0.06 0.07

NGC 4939 0.0104 X 19 7.5 52 0.20 9.85± 0.21 0.19 9.43± 0.19 0.42± 0.25 0.36 0.47

NGC 5548 0.0172 O 20 7.5 53 0.13 8.95± 0.13 0.09 8.11± 0.10 0.84± 0.05 0.47 0.34

NGC 6300 0.0037 X 21 7.0 21 0.06 9.14± 0.07 0.07 8.24± 0.07 0.89± 0.06 0.25 0.46

NGC 7582 0.0053 O 4 7.7 54 0.16 7.81± 0.16 0.19 6.83± 0.19 0.98± 0.07 0.55 0.58

NGC 7674 0.0290 X 22 7.6 55 0.03 9.28± 0.04 0.00 8.14± 0.02 1.14± 0.03 0.13 0.08

SDSS J030510.60-010431.6 0.0450 O 23 7.3 23 0.06 12.17± 0.07 0.08 11.95± 0.09 0.21± 0.07 0.24 0.38

SDSS J080020.98+263648.8 0.0267 O 23 7.1 23 0.21 10.09± 0.22 0.24 9.33± 0.24 0.75± 0.06 0.80 0.88

SDSS J081319.34+460849.5 0.0538 O 24 7.6 29 0.15 12.71± 0.15 0.24 12.38± 0.23 0.28± 0.11 0.45 0.67

SDSS J081726.41+101210.1 0.0458 O 25 7.5 25 0.36 12.51± 0.35 0.50 11.91± 0.45 0.47± 0.13 0.97 1.25

SDSS J082323.89+422048.3 0.1515 O 26 8.1 26 0.08 13.59± 0.09 0.09 12.90± 0.12 0.69± 0.14 0.57 0.82

SDSS J082942.67+415436.9 0.1263 O 26 8.5 26 0.22 11.91± 0.22 0.16 11.00± 0.16 0.92± 0.08 0.73 0.58

SDSS J090902.35+133019.4 0.0499 O 24 7.3 29 0.09 13.09± 0.10 0.37 12.60± 0.30 0.27± 0.37 0.83 1.16

SDSS J091531.04+481407.7 0.1005 O 25 7.8 56 0.13 13.25± 0.14 0.15 12.73± 0.17 0.50± 0.09 0.64 0.85

SDSS J111536.57+054449.7 0.0900 O 27 7.6 56 0.20 13.32± 0.20 0.25 12.50± 0.24 0.77± 0.13 1.06 1.64

SDSS J113355.93+670107.0 0.0397 O 25 8.2 56 0.16 11.76± 0.16 0.20 11.27± 0.20 0.47± 0.07 0.54 0.77

SDSS J120447.91+170256.8 0.2979 O 28 8.0 28 0.21 13.88± 0.21 0.14 12.70± 0.16 1.21± 0.11 1.03 0.70

SDSS J122550.30+510846.3 0.1679 O 25 8.6 56 0.08 13.01± 0.09 0.12 12.29± 0.13 0.72± 0.08 0.65 0.73

SDSS J125403.78+491452.8 0.0670 O 25 8.3 56 0.08 12.74± 0.09 0.12 12.43± 0.13 0.30± 0.08 0.34 0.45

SDSS J131615.95+301552.2 0.0492 O 23 7.1 23 0.07 11.64± 0.07 0.11 11.39± 0.12 0.25± 0.09 0.24 0.41

SDSS J132457.29+480241.2 0.2716 O 26 8.0 29 0.09 13.64± 0.11 0.01 12.87± 0.07 0.77± 0.11 0.30 0.23

SDSS J141324.27+530527.0 0.4559 O 29 8.2 29 0.30 13.45± 0.29 0.38 12.44± 0.35 0.94± 0.11 1.45 1.72

SDSS J153308.02+443208.4 0.0367 O 25 7.6 25 0.12 11.98± 0.13 0.24 11.85± 0.24 0.08± 0.16 0.42 0.82

SDSS J155440.25+362952.0 0.2368 O 24 8.0 24 0.07 13.73± 0.09 0.01 12.91± 0.08 0.82± 0.11 0.84 1.24

SDSS J162501.43+241547.3 0.0503 O 23 6.7 23 0.12 12.55± 0.13 0.17 12.19± 0.18 0.34± 0.08 0.39 0.55

SDSS J163629.66+410222.4 0.0474 O 23 7.0 23 0.02 12.95± 0.05 0.00 12.88± 0.07 0.07± 0.07 0.06 0.07

SDSS J172322.31+550413.8 0.2947 O 26 8.6 26 0.11 13.45± 0.12 0.16 12.58± 0.17 0.83± 0.21 0.30 0.28

UGC 3223 0.0156 O 30 8.0 30 0.08 10.82± 0.08 0.14 10.59± 0.14 0.21± 0.08 0.25 0.46

UGC 4203 0.0135 X 14 6.8 42 0.03 9.96± 0.04 0.02 8.60± 0.03 1.36± 0.03 0.14 0.09

WISEA J035301.02-062326.2 0.0762 O 3 7.6 29 0.07 13.09± 0.08 0.08 12.54± 0.10 0.54± 0.09 0.24 0.20

WISEA J084748.28+182440.0 0.0848 O 3 7.7 29 0.20 12.88± 0.20 0.24 12.25± 0.24 0.58± 0.10 0.70 0.79

WISEA J100323.46+352503.8 0.1189 O 27 8.0 56 0.30 13.27± 0.30 0.29 12.44± 0.28 0.81± 0.11 1.14 1.33

WISEA J110057.70-005304.4 0.3790 O 29 8.2 29 0.09 13.55± 0.10 0.06 12.59± 0.09 0.96± 0.11 0.40 0.40

WISEA J113229.14+035729.1 0.0909 O 27 7.9 56 0.12 13.28± 0.13 0.12 12.70± 0.14 0.58± 0.09 0.67 0.80

WISEA J131930.75+675355.4 0.1664 O 27 7.5 56 0.08 13.61± 0.09 0.07 12.85± 0.10 0.76± 0.08 0.25 0.33

WISEA J144754.23+283324.1 0.1634 O 27 8.0 56 0.13 12.89± 0.14 0.15 12.17± 0.16 0.72± 0.08 0.56 0.67

WISEA J154507.52+170950.8 0.0483 O 29 7.4 29 0.18 12.27± 0.18 0.21 11.65± 0.21 0.60± 0.06 0.71 0.80

WISEA J154529.63+251127.9 0.1170 O 27 8.1 56 0.14 13.18± 0.14 0.17 12.56± 0.17 0.60± 0.10 0.52 0.58

WISEA J155258.27+273728.5 0.0865 O 27 8.1 56 0.06 13.51± 0.08 0.00 12.92± 0.06 0.58± 0.09 0.32 0.49

Note. The table lists source name, redshift, CLAGN type (“O” for optical CLAGN and “X” for X-ray CLAGN),

BH mass (logMBH/M�), references for BH mass, the variability (σm) of W1 and W2, the mean magnitude of W1 and

W2, mean color of W1-W2, and maximum magnitude variation (∆W1 and ∆W2) of WISE data.

References. (1) Marchese et al. (2012) (2) MacLeod et al. (2019) (3) Runco et al. (2016) (4) Marin et al. (2019)

(5) Aǵıs-González et al. (2018) (6) Kollatschny et al. (2018) (7) Ricci et al. (2016) (8) Kollatschny et al. (2020)

(9) Hutsemékers et al. (2020) (10) Kokubo & Minezaki (2020) (11) Wolf et al. (2020) (12) Winkler (2021) (13) Senarath

et al. (2021) (14) Matt et al. (2003) (15) Oknyansky et al. (2020) (16) Oknyansky et al. (2017) (17) Feng et al. (2021)

(18) Jana et al. (2021) (19) Guainazzi et al. (2005) (20) Oknyansky et al. (2018) (21) Jana et al. (2020) (22) Bianchi

et al. (2005) (23) Yu et al. (2020) (24) Sheng et al. (2017) (25) Frederick et al. (2019) (26) Potts & Villforth (2021)
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(27) Yang et al. (2018) (28) Wang et al. (2019) (29) Graham et al. (2020) (30) Wang et al. (2020) (31) Di Gesu et al.

(2014) (32) Sergeev et al. (2011) (33) Aǵıs-González et al. (2014) (34) Pal et al. (2017) (35) Noda & Done (2018)

(36) Ehler et al. (2018) (37) Grier et al. (2013) (38) Smirnova et al. (2018) (39) LaMassa et al. (2010) (40) Kollatschny

& Zetzl (2010) (41) Schimoia et al. (2015) (42) Onori et al. (2017) (43) Woo & Urry (2002) (44) Ruan et al. (2019a)

(45) Marinucci et al. (2020) (46) Eracleous & Halpern (2001) (47) Chainakun et al. (2019) (48) Miller et al. (2019)

(49) Peterson et al. (2005) (50) Marinucci et al. (2011) (51) Winter et al. (2009) (52) Koss et al. (2017) (53) Pancoast

et al. (2014) (54) Ricci et al. (2018) (55) Kharb et al. (2017) (56) Dodd et al. (2021)

3. MID-IR EDDINGTON RATIO, VARIABILITY AND COLOR

We calculate the mid-IR luminosity for CLAGNs from the WISE magnitude, and the distribution of the mid-IR

Eddington ratio is presented in the top panel of Figure 1. For comparison, we also include the distributions for a sample

of 49 LLAGNs from Gu & Cao (2009) and 732 luminous QSOs from Greene & Ho (2007), where the sources with at

least 20 valid WISE data points are considered. The average logLW1/LEdd are −2.35, −3.46, and −1.48 for CLAGNs,

LLAGNs, and QSOs, respectively. It can be found that both optical CLAGNs and X-ray CLAGNs have a moderate

mean Eddington ratio of mid-IR luminosity between LLAGNs and QSOs. The X-ray CLAGNs show a little bit higher

Eddington ratio than optical CLAGNs, where average ratios of logLW1/LEdd are −2.31 and −2.36 respectively (see

Table 2). We carry out two parametric statistical test, namely Mann-Whitney U Test (hereafter referred as the U-test),

to explore whether two distributions differ significantly. In general, two distributions are considered as different when

p-value is below 0.05. We find that distributions of the Eddington ratio are clearly different for LLAGNs, QSOs and

CLAGNs, where the p-value are all < 10−4 (see Table 3). The X-ray CLAGNs have a little bit higher Eddington ratio

than the optical CLAGNs, but their distributions are quit similar (p > 0.5 in U-test, see Table 3).

To estimate the mid-IR variability amplitude of CLAGNs, we firstly calculate the maximum variation magnitude

∆W1 and ∆W2 for each selected CLAGN. We find that the majority of CLAGNs change more than 0.3 mag for

∆W1 (48/68) and ∆W2 (54/68), which include 4 X-ray CLAGNs (NGC 4051, NGC 4388, NGC 4507, and NGC

4939).

We further calculate the intrinsic variability based on the standard deviation about the mean offset for each CLAGN

(σm) following Rakshit et al. (2019) (see also Sesar et al. 2007; Jiang et al. 2012, etc). The magnitude standard

deviation Σ is given as

Σ =

√√√√ 1

n− 1

N∑
i=1

(mi− < m >)2, (1)

where mi is the magnitude at i-th point and < m > is the error-weighted average. The amplitude of variability σm is

σm =


√

Σ2 − ε2, if Σ > ε,

0, otherwise.

where the error ε is calculated from the individual errors as

ε2 =
1

N

N∑
i=i

ε2i + ε2s, (2)

where εi is the measurement uncertainty of i-th point and εs is the systematic uncertainty. The systematic uncertainties

for W1 and W2 are 0.024 mag and 0.028 mag (Jarrett et al. 2011), respectively. We find that the majority of CLAGNs

show strong mid-IR variability with σmW1 (40/68) and σmW2 (43/68) greater than 0.1 mag, and 3 of them are X-ray

CLAGNs (NGC 4051, NGC 4388, and NGC 4939). In Figure 1, we present the correlation between the variability and

the mid-IR Eddington ratio and their distributions. It can be found that the average mid-IR variability is almost two

times stronger in optical CLAGNs than that in both LLAGNs and QSOs, where average values of σmW1 are 0.15, 0.08,

and 0.09 for optical CLAGNs, LLAGNs, and QSOs, respectively. The U-test results support that the distribution of

σm of optical CLAGNs is much different from those of LLAGNs and QSOs, where all the p are less than 10−7 in the

U-test. It should be noted that the distribution of σm of X-ray CLAGNs of our sample is not much different from that

of LLAGNs and QSOs (p > 0.3 in U-test.)

We calculate the average color < W1−W2 > of CLAGNs and also the sample (LLAGNs and QSOs) for comparison.

We present the color distribution ofW1-W2 and the correlation between the color and the mid-IR luminosity Eddington
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ratio in Figure 2. The sources with higher Eddington ratios normally have higher values of W1-W2. The color W1-W2

varies from 0 to around 1.4 for CLAGNs with an average value of 0.65, while the average values are 0.08 and 0.83 for

LLAGNs and QSOs respectively. The color of brighter/fainter CLAGNs is similar to the QSOs/LLAGNs, respectively

(see Figure 2). The color distribution of optical CLAGNs is much different from both QSOs and LLAGNs (p < 10−7

in U-test), where X-ray CLAGNs is similar to that of QSOs (p = 0.78 in U-test).

Figure 1. The correlation between the variability of W1 band and the mean Eddington-scaled W1 band luminosity for LLAGNs
(Gu & Cao 2009), CLAGNs, and QSOs (Greene & Ho 2007) and their distributions.

Table 2. Mid-IR variability, color, and Eddington ratio for LLAGNs, CLAGNs, and QSOs.

Sample LLAGN CLAGN QSO

O X All-CLAGN

< σmW1 > 0.08 0.15 0.08 0.14 0.09

< σmW2 > 0.07 0.17 0.08 0.15 0.08

< W1 −W2 > 0.08 0.61 0.84 0.65 0.83

< logLW1/Lbol > -3.46 -2.36 -2.31 -2.35 -1.48

< logLW2/Lbol > -3.81 -2.50 -2.35 -2.47 -1.53

4. DUST REVERBERATION MAPPING IN CLAGNS

Dust reverberation mapping provides a method to explore the properties of AGN torus, where the changes of the

disk emission will lead to the variation of infrared emission from the torus but with a time lag due to the signal travel.
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Figure 2. Distribution of the color for W1 − W2 and its correlation with the Eddington-scaled W1 band luminosity for
LLAGNs(Gu & Cao 2009), CLAGNs, and QSOs (Greene & Ho 2007).

Table 3. The p-value of Mann-Whitney U Test for QSO, LLAGN, optical CLAGN(O), and X-ray CLAGN(X) samples.

Sample O&LLAGN O&QSO O&X X&LLAGN X&QSO

< σmW1 > 1.0e-7 4.2e-10 6.4e-3 0.66 0.33

< σmW2 > 3.4e-9 8.2e-12 4.9e-3 0.91 0.66

< W1 −W2 > 4.7e-12 2.6e-8 2.9e-2 1.2e-5 0.78

< logLW1/Lbol > 2.7e-13 4.7e-23 0.78 1.1e-5 1.6e-5

< logLW2/Lbol > 1.1e-13 2.9e-23 0.54 3.4e-6 5.8e-5

The continued observations of WISE, combined with several ground-based optical transient surveys (e.g., All-sky

Automated Survey for Supernovae, ASAS-SN) and space-telescope observations (e.g., Swift ), offer a good opportunity

to explore the possible dust structures in these CLAGNs. We adopt the data of V band from the ASAS-SN (Shappee

et al. 2014; Kochanek et al. 2017; Jayasinghe et al. 2019), Swift/UVOT and mid-IR data from the WISE to estimate the

mid-IR time lag (τ) for CLAGNs. We select 22 bright CLAGNs (e.g., < W1 > less than 11 mag) with strong mid-IR

variation (∆W1 > 0.3 mag), which have good V band and mid-IR band monitorings. For NGC 1566, we adopt the

photometric V band data of NGC 1566 from the ASAS-SN and Swift/UVOT , and the re-binned W1/W2 band data

from the WISE in each visit to estimate the time lag. We use the tool uvotmaghist to do the aperture photometry

for V-band data of Swift/UVOT . The source aperture radius is 3′′ and the background is a blank region with a much

larger radius. We find that the flux of NGC 1566 in ASAS-SN is systematically higher than that of Swift/UVOT ,

which is probably contaminated by the host galaxy due to the poor angular resolution (see Kochanek et al. 2017). We

then subtract the average offset of V-band data from ASAS-SN data, which is determined from the quasi-simultaneous

(within 1 day of the interval) observations of ASAS-SN and Swift/UVOT . For other sources, we only use the V band

data from ASAS-SN and the re-binned W1/W2 data in each visit with good observational overlaps to estimate the

time lags. The V band data are binned in 30 days for some sources with complex short-term variability.

We use the interpolation cross-correlation function (ICCF; Peterson et al. 1998; Sun et al. 2018) in a range of 0–400

days (corresponding to ∼ 70000Rg for MBH = 108M�) for the first attempt to estimate τ and then further limited the

range according to the posterior of τ . The interpolation time steps of 5 days are applied to the V and the W1/W2 band

light curves. The flux randomization and random subset selection methods are employed with 50000 realizations in

the Monte Carlo simulation to estimate the centroid time lags and the uncertainties3. We also use javelin algorithm

3 The code pyCCF is available in http://ascl.net/code/v/1868

http://ascl.net/code/v/1868
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to further test the results of the ICCF method, where javelin algorithm fits the light curves using a damped random

walk (DRW) model with amplitude and time scale of the variability. A top-hat transfer function (TF) is convolved

with the driving light curve and the best-fit model parameters such as time lag τ are found through the Markov Chain

Monte Carlo method. We restrict the lag and width in the range of 0–400 days for the first attempt. Finally, we get

time lag measurements of 13 sources with maximum cross-correlation coefficient r > 0.6, which are shown in Figure 3

and Appendix A. In most cases, two methods give the roughly consistent results. Later on, we adopt the time lags

from the javelin method as primary results in the following analysis, where the time lag τW1 between V and W1

band, τW2 between V and W2 band are listed in Table 4.

To explore the possible correlation between time lag (τ) and bolometric luminosity (Lbol), we estimate the bolometric

luminosities of CLAGNs from the X-ray luminosity through a bolometric correction of Lbol = 8 × L14−195keV (e.g.,

Vasudevan & Fabian 2009), where the X-ray data are obtained from the 105-Month Swift-BAT All-sky Hard X-Ray

Survey reported in Oh et al. (2018). The correlation between τW1/τW2 and Lbol for CLAGNs is shown in Figure 4.

It can be found that the brighter CLAGNs have longer time lags (Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient r = 0.88

with a probability of p = 7.5× 10−5 for τW1-Lbol and r = 0.86 with a probability of p = 1.5× 10−4 for τW2-Lbol). We

use UltraNest4 package, which implements nested sampling to constrain the model parameters (Buchner 2021), to fit

the linear logτ -log(Lbol) correlation for the 13 CLAGNs using the following equation:

log(τ/day) = a× log(Lbol/1011L�) + b. (3)

We get

log(τW1/day) = 0.28+0.08
−0.06 × log(Lbol/1011L�) + 2.12+0.05

−0.05 (4)

for the W1 band, and

log(τW2/day) = 0.29+0.08
−0.07 × log(Lbol/1011L�) + 2.21+0.05

−0.06 (5)

for the W2 band. The CLAGNs still follow a consistent τ -Lbol correlation with that found for the 87 luminous

Palomar–Green quasars (usually with Lbol ≥ 1011L�, see Lyu et al. 2019) within the scatter, and the best fitting

results are listed in Table 5.

5. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We perform an analysis on the WISE mid-IR data for a sample of both X-ray and optical CLAGNs to explore

the possible physical mechanism behind them. We find that the average Eddington scaled mid-IR luminosity of

both X-ray and optical CLAGNs is lower than that of QSOs but higher than that of LLAGNs. The corresponding
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Figure 3. Dust reverberation mapping analysis result for NGC 1566 as an example, and other sources are presented in
Appendix. Left panel shows the light curves and the posterior of time lag between V and W1 band (τW1). Right panel shows
the light curves and the posterior of time lag between V and W2 band (τW2).

4 https://johannesbuchner.github.io/UltraNest/

https://johannesbuchner.github.io/UltraNest/
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Table 4. Mid-IR time lag results of CLAGNs.

Name logLbol τW1 τW2 Type

ICCF javelin ICCF javelin

3C 390.3 45.79 180.5+18.9
−16.6 186.5+11.3

−9.5 184.8+25.0
−21.3 200.1+26.4

−10.6 O

HE 1136-2304 44.31 127.6+68.3
−43.9 178.7+54.9

−47.6 177.0+70.6
−62.6 196.8+50.8

−28.9 O

Mrk 530 44.90 212.2+15.2
−39.7 215.2+6.1

−6.5 215.0+12.9
−20.3 216.8+11.4

−6.5 O

Mrk 590 44.13 57.9+17.8
−20.0 97.0+30.6

−29.2 56.6+13.8
−21.3 115.0+30.1

−36.5 O

Mrk 6 44.59 141.6+31.7
−11.0 170.3+13.5

−15.4 180.4+16.6
−15.1 222.8+9.1

−34.8 O

Mrk 609 44.43 173.0+43.6
−37.9 239.9+33.0

−19.0 187.0+49.5
−60.7 262.3+19.5

−18.8 O

Mrk 926 45.66 213.8+25.3
−31.0 242.1+11.7

−9.8 252.5+27.5
−38.3 273.1+14.2

−13.3 O

NGC 1566 42.94 37.1+23.2
−11.9 22.3+8.5

−7.1 37.6+27.8
−12.2 23.1+11.8

−3.5 O

NGC 2617 43.77 93.8+17.0
−17.6 69.8+11.9

−12.6 93.5+19.1
−17.0 73.9+9.7

−16.0 O

NGC 3516 44.19 91.1+64.0
−31.4 88.5+48.5

−34.1 100.7+54.4
−28.5 119.8+43.3

−37.5 O

NGC 4051 42.61 22.3+10.4
−10.0 26.2+17.0

−11.4 24.8+10.2
−12.2 29.0+20.9

−12.3 X

NGC 4151 44.08 74.4+40.8
−19.5 77.6+26.1

−12.9 99.3+40.7
−32.6 89.4+17.0

−12.2 O

NGC 5548 44.66 162.7+37.2
−31.7 132.0+5.7

−4.8 207.3+25.7
−29.0 236.3+4.7

−5.7 O

Note. The table lists source name, bolometric luminosity (logLbol), time lag between V band and W1/W2 band (τW1/τW2)
from the ICCF and javelin method , CLAGN type (“O” for optical CLAGN and “X” for X-ray CLAGN).
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Figure 4. The correlation between the time lag τ and the bolometric Lbol for CLAGNs, where τ is the time lag between V
band and W1/W2 band. The solid line is the best fitting for CLAGNs. Grey circles represent PG quasars (Lyu et al. 2019) for
comparison. The dashed line represents the best fitting for PG quasars in Lyu et al. (2019) and the CLAGNs in this work.

bolometric luminosity Eddington ratio at a few percent is around the critical luminosity where AGNs may easily suffer

the accretion-mode transition between RIAF and SSD. CLAGNs show a wide distribution of mid-IR color W1−W2,

where brighter and fainter CLAGNs are similar to QSOs and LLAGNs, respectively. Above results support that the
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Table 5. The best fitting results of τ -Lbol correlation for CLAGNs and QSOs through UltraNest package.

Sample W1 W2

a b scatter a b scatter

CLAGNs 0.28+0.08
−0.06 2.12+0.05

−0.05 0.16+0.06
−0.04 0.29+0.08

−0.07 2.21+0.05
−0.06 0.17+0.06

−0.04

PG quasars 0.39+0.04
−0.04 2.19+0.05

−0.06 0.23+0.02
−0.02 0.36+0.04

−0.04 2.29+0.06
−0.05 0.22+0.02

−0.02

CLAGNs & PG quasars 0.39+0.03
−0.03 2.17+0.04

−0.04 0.22+0.02
−0.02 0.37+0.02

−0.03 2.27+0.04
−0.04 0.21+0.02

−0.02

Note. The slope (a), intercept (b) and scatter of the best fitting for τ -Lbol correlation. The data of PG quasars are adopted
from Lyu et al. (2019).

CLAGNs possibly stay in a transitional stage. Based on the mid-IR and optical variability, we estimate the dust echo

time lags of 13 CLAGNs, which roughly follow the correlation of τ − Lbol as found in the QSOs (Lyu et al. 2019).

5.1. Transitional stage of CLAGNs

The study of the intrinsic physics of CLAGNs will help us to understand the nature of accretion flow and the

evolution of galaxies. Since the mid-IR emission is mainly produced by the hot dust heated by the UV radiation of the

accretion disk, the mid-IR properties of CLAGNs can shed light on their central engines. We find that the most of the

CLAGNs show strong variation in the mid-IR band (e.g., more than 70% sources have maximum variation magnitude

∆W1 > 0.3). The variation suggests that most of the optical and X-ray CLAGNs cannot be simply explained by the

motion of absorbing clouds moving in/out of our line of sight, where the “changing-look” should be correlated with

the variation of the accretion disk (e.g., change of disk structure, disk wind, etc).

The Eddington ratio of mid-IR luminosity for CLAGNs just stays between QSOs and LLAGNs, where the SSD

and ADAF (or RIAF) are widely believed to be dominant in QSOs and LLAGNs, respectively. The average ratio

of LW1/LEdd for CLAGNs is ∼0.5%, which roughly corresponds to Lbol/LEdd ∼ several percent by assuming a

bolometric correction factor of ∼ 10 (e.g., Runnoe et al. 2012). The transition between IRAF and SSD is expected

at a critical accretion rate of ∼1% Eddington ratio. So the distribution of mid-IR luminosity Eddington ratio of

CLAGNs supports the possible accretion-mode transition in CLAGNs. The CLAGNs will show galaxy-like mid-IR

color (e.g., W1−W2 ≤ 0.5) when the sources enter into the faint state, while they will show AGN-like mid-IR color

(e.g., W1 −W2 ≥ 0.5) when the sources enter into the bright state and vice versa (e.g., Stern et al. 2012; Yan et al.

2013; Sheng et al. 2020). Therefore, the color distribution of CLAGNs also supports the possible accretion-mode

transition in CLAGNs.

We find that the optical CLAGNs show stronger mid-IR variation compared to LLAGNs and QSOs (see Figure 1),

which may be triggered by the strong variation of radiative efficiency of accretion flow (see Xie & Yuan 2012) due to

the transition of accretion mode. In the SSD case, the radiative efficiency is roughly unchanged for a given BH spin.

However, in the ADAF case, the radiative efficiency drops quickly with accretion rate when Ṁ/ṀEdd < 1%. Therefore,

the central ionization luminosity will vary a lot at the critical accretion rate even though the accretion rate itself only

changes a little bit (see Xie & Yuan 2012), which can lead to the stronger mid-IR variability in optical CLAGNs. As

the accretion rate decreases below the critical value, the inner cold disk might transit into ADAF and the intrinsic

luminosities will drop, which will reduce the ionizing photons for exciting the broad emission lines. The AGNs will

change their optical type from type 1 to type 1.5-1.8 or even type 2 as seen in the optical CLAGNs. The sources

will go back to type 1 state when the SSD is reformed as the accretion rate increases. The multi-epoch observations

of several optical CLAGNs also show that they cross a critical bolometric Eddington ratio of Lbol/LEdd ∼1% during

their dramatic variations (e.g., MacLeod et al. 2019; Ruan et al. 2019b; Guolo et al. 2021; Lyu et al. 2021; Jana et al.

2021), which is similar to the state transition in black hole X-ray binaries (e.g., Wu & Gu 2008).

In this work, we find several X-ray CLAGNs also show strong mid-IR variability (4/11 with ∆W1 > 0.3) and they

have average mid-IR Eddington ratio at ∼ 0.5%, which is not much different from the optical ones (∼ 0.4%). It

should be noted that the variability and color of X-ray CLAGNs are more consistent with QSOs, even though their

Eddington-scaled mid-IR luminosities are much lower than those of QSOs. The variation of NH in X-ray CLAGNs
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may be caused by the variation of disk wind which will be observed at a moderate inclination angle (e.g., 40o-60o).

The X-ray spectral evolution in a X-ray CLAGN of NGC 1365 does support this scenario (e.g., Connolly et al. 2014;

Liu et al. 2021). The formation of disk wind and its opening angle are closely correlated to the underlying SSD (e.g.,

Yong et al. 2017; Matthews et al. 2020). In the ADAF case, the plasma is fully ionized and the wind will not affect

the absorption. Therefore, if the disk for those X-ray CLAGNs has transited to SSD, the variability and color of X-ray

CLAGNs would be more similar to those of QSOs. We note that the X-ray CLAGNs are still limited in our sample,

and more sources are wished to further test this issue.

5.2. Dust echo in CLAGNs

Mid-IR emission at W1 and W2 band mainly comes from the hot dust heated by central engine of AGNs. The dust

reverberation mapping method can be applied when the source has strong optical and mid-IR variability. We explore

the dust echo time lag τ for 13 CLAGNs based on mid-IR and optical multi-epoch observations. Several CLAGNs

are famous nearby Seyferts, where the infrared reverberation mappings have been explored in the previous works.

The time lags between K band (2.19 µm) and V band of 5 CLAGNs (Mrk 590, NGC 3516, NGC 4051, NGC 4151,

and NGC 5548) in a sample of 17 Seyfert 1 AGNs have been reported (see Koshida et al. 2014; Lyu et al. 2019).

Adopting the time-lag ratio τK: τW1=0.6: 1 (see Lyu et al. 2019), the derived time lags for the 5 CLAGNs from

Koshida et al. (2014) are roughly consistent with our results. The time-lag ratio τW1: τW2=1: 1.2 for the 13 CLAGNs

is also consistent with that of the luminous QSOs (see Lyu et al. 2019). The positive correlation between mid-IR

time lag and bolometric luminosity (τ -L) for AGNs has been widely investigated (e.g., Koshida et al. 2014; Lyu et al.

2019; Minezaki et al. 2019; Noda et al. 2020; Sobrino Figaredo et al. 2020; Mandal et al. 2021). In CLAGNs, there

is also a tight τ -L correlation, which is roughly consistent with that of the luminous QSOs (Lyu et al. 2019) within

the errorbar (see Figure 4). The time lag of mid-IR band suggests the similar circumnuclear dust structure existing

both in CLAGNs and QSOs. The τ -L correlation for CLAGNs is slightly shallower than expected τ ∝ L0.5 assuming

the similar dust sublimation temperature (Netzer 2013) and a face-on viewing angle (Lyu et al. 2019). The physical

reason for this shallower slope is unclear, which might be influenced by the structure of the torus or the inclination

angle.
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Aǵıs-González, B., Miniutti, G., Kara, E., et al. 2014,

MNRAS, 443, 2862, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stu1358

Ai, Y., Dou, L., Yang, C., et al. 2020, ApJL, 890, L29,

doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ab7306

Antonucci, R. 1993, Annual Review of Astronomy and

Astrophysics, 31, 473,

doi: 10.1146/annurev.aa.31.090193.002353

Astropy Collaboration, Robitaille, T. P., Tollerud, E. J.,

et al. 2013, A&A, 558, A33,

doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201322068

Astropy Collaboration, Price-Whelan, A. M., Sipőcz, B. M.,
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APPENDIX

A. TIME LAG ANALYSIS
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Figure 5. Mid-IR dust reverberation mapping analysis results for CLAGNs.


	1 Introduction
	2 WISE Data and CLAGN Sample
	3 Mid-IR Eddington ratio, variability and color
	4 Dust reverberation mapping in CLAGNs
	5 Conclusion and Discussion
	5.1 Transitional stage of CLAGNs
	5.2 Dust echo in CLAGNs

	A time lag analysis

