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ABSTRACT

We present the measurement of the line-of-sight extinction of the dusty torus for a large number of obscured active galactic
nuclei (AGNSs) based on the reddening of the colour of the variable flux component in near-infrared (NIR) wavelengths. We
collected long-term monitoring data by Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE) for 513 local AGNs catalogued by the
Swift/BAT AGN Spectroscopic Survey (BASS) and found that the multi-epoch NIR flux data in two different bands (WISE W1
and W2) are tightly correlated for more than 90% of the targets. The flux variation gradient (FVG) in the W1 and W2 bands was
derived by applying linear regression analysis, and we reported that those for unobscured AGNs fall in a relatively narrow range,
whereas those for obscured AGNs are distributed in a redder and broader range. The AGN’s line-of-sight dust extinction (Ay ) is
calculated using the amount of the reddening in the FVG and is compared with the neutral hydrogen column density (Ng) of the
BASS catalogue. We found that the Ny/Ay ratios of obscured AGNs are greater than those of the Galactic diffuse interstellar
medium (ISM) and are distributed with a large scatter by at most two orders of magnitude. Furthermore, we found that the lower
envelope of the Nyy/Ay of obscured AGNs is comparable to the Galactic diffuse ISM. These properties of the Ny/Ay can be

explained by increase in the Ny attributed to the dust-free gas clouds covering the line of sight in the broad-line region.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The unified model (e.g. Antonucci 1993) has been interpreted as the
structure of an active galactic nucleus (AGN) in which the dusty torus
surrounds the supermassive black hole and accretion disc. The dusty
torus is important for explaining the differences in optical spectra of
AGNs, i.e., the Seyfert type, caused by a difference at the viewing
angle to the AGN with the common structure.

The dusty torus can function as a mass reservoir for the central
engine, supplying dust and gas. However, the radiation from the cen-
tral engine will blow out most of the accreting materials into the
circumnuclear region or intergalactic space as the AGN feedback
(Fabian 2012, for review). This radiation is considered to blow out
not only the accreting material but also the interstellar medium in its
host galaxy and finally suppress its star formation activity (Combes
2017; Harrison 2017), in addition to the growth of the central black
hole. The feeding and feedback processes between the AGN and its
host galaxy may account for their co-evolution over cosmic time,
thus resulting in correlations between AGN and host—galaxy prop-
erties (e.g., Kormendy & Richstone 1995; Magorrian et al. 1998;
Kormendy & Ho 2013).

Fabian et al. (2009) suggested that radiation pressure on dusty
gas in an AGN depends on the dust abundance, hence it is one of
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the important parameters to yield some hints about the co-evolution.
The optical extinction Ay characterises the amount of dust in the
line of sight, which is commonly attributed to the dusty torus. Optical
spectroscopic analyses based on the flux ratios of two or more optical
emission lines (e.g., Balmer decrement, Baker & Menzel 1938; Ward
et al. 1987; Gaskell 2017) or the luminosity ratio of the broad Ha
line and the hard X-ray (Shimizu et al. 2018) have been performed to
measure the Ay of the dusty torus for more than ten thousands of less-
obscured AGNs (e.g., Jun et al. 2021, and citation therein). However,
because of strong obscuration in the optical band, these methods
based on optical observations are difficult to apply to obscured AGNs.

Emission lines in the near-infrared (NIR) band (e.g., the Paschen
series) have been used to estimate the Ay of several dozens of ob-
scured AGN targets (e.g. Ward et al. 1987; Maiolino et al. 2001a;
Schnorr-Miiller et al. 2016). Alternatively, Burtscher et al. (2016)
measured the colour temperature of NIR continuum emission for 29
AGNs—about a half of which are obscured AGNs—by the spectral
fitting for the K-band spectrum. They considered the average temper-
ature measured for type-1-1.9 AGNs as the "intrinsic" value, without
any intervening dust extinction, and estimated the Ay of AGN sam-
ples by measuring the temperature decrease from the intrinsic value.
They examined the ratio of the neutral hydrogen column density Ny
that was derived from X-ray spectral analysis (see Section 2.1) and
the Ay, and reported that Nyy/Ay is usually larger than the typical
value of the Galactic diffuse interstellar medium (ISM) with large
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scatters, by at most two orders of magnitude, as has been presented in
other studies (e.g. Maiolino et al. 2001a,b; Imanishi 2001). Xu et al.
(2020) derived the Ay of 175 AGNs using the strength of the 9.7
pm silicate feature and presented that the silicate strength is weakly
correlated with Ng with large scatters.

Winkler et al. (1992) presented the optical flux time variation of
an AGN as another clue for measuring the Ay, without spectroscopic
analyses. They calculated the flux variation gradient (FVG) using the
monitoring data from U BV bands, which is the ratio of the amplitude
of flux variations in two different bands. They used regression anal-
ysis on the flux—flux plot to measure the FVG, which takes the flux
data from two bands at the same epoch on the vertical and horizontal
axes. They found that the FVGs for unobscured AGNs are nearly the
same value in every target, which can be considered as the intrinsic
FVG. The Ay for each target was then calculated by measuring the
reddening of the FVG relative to the intrinsic FVG. This method has
the advantage of ignoring host-galaxy emission because it only uses
the variable components of the optical flux that are attributed to the
AGN.

The flux of the NIR continuum emission is also time variable,
responding to that of the UV-optical continuum emission from the
accretion disc (e.g., Suganuma et al. 2006; Koshida et al. 2014;
Minezaki et al. 2019; Lyu et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2020). Such NIR
emission is considered to be emitted particularly from the innermost
region of the dusty torus, in which hot dust is heated to 1000-2000 K
by the strong emission from the central engine (e.g., Barvainis 1987;
Lyu et al. 2017; Baskin & Laor 2018). Glass (2004) investigated
the colours of the variable NIR flux components of 41 AGNs—
six are obscured AGNs—using monitoring data in JHKL bands. He
demonstrated that the intrinsic NIR FVGs fall within moderately
narrow ranges as for the optical FVG reported by Winkler et al.
(1992). Accordingly, Glass (2004) mentioned that the FVG in NIR
bands may be useful to estimate the dust extinction due to the outer
torus for obscured AGNs, and applied his method to NGC1068.

In this study, we used NIR monitoring data from two bands to
obtain the NIR FVGs of nearby obscured and unobscured AGNs.
We estimated their line-of-sight optical extinction Ay, from the red-
dening of the NIR FVGs. Furthermore, by comparing these Ay to
Ny determined using X-ray spectral analyses (Koss et al. 2017), we
examined the correlation between them and compared it with the
typical Ny/Ay of the Galactic diffuse ISM. This paper is organ-
ised as follows: We describe the data, the AGN catalogue, and our
sample selection in Section 2. Section 3 presents the flux—flux plot
and the derivation of the NIR FVG in detail. We also present the
results of our samples’ NIR FVG properties here. Section 4 explains
how to convert the NIR FVG to the Ay and demonstrates the results
for our samples. We compare our results with the typical Ny/Ay
of the Galactic diffuse ISM in Sections 3 and 4. In Section 5, after
comparing our Ay estimate with other studies, the possible scenar-
ios for explaining the distribution of the Ny /Ay are discussed. We
then provided our summary in Section 6. Throughout this study, we
adopted the cosmology Hy = 70 km s Mpc_l, Qp = 0.30, and
Qp =0.70.

2 TARGETS AND DATA
2.1 BASS AGN catalogue

Our targets are obtained from the catalogue of the BAT AGN Spectro-
scopic Survey (BASS, Koss et al. 2017; Ricci et al. 2017), which was
originally provided in the Swift/BAT 70-month catalogue (Baum-
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gartner et al. 2013). This catalogue contains 836 nearby AGNs de-
tected using the Swift/BAT 14-195 keV band with a redshift peak of
z ~0.05.

Koss et al. (2017) analysed the optical spectra of about 77% of the
BASS AGNs and classified almost all of them as Seyfert galaxies.
They classified 539 of them into Seyfert types, whereas the BASS
website! affords the Seyfert types of 594 AGNSs. The latter’s Seyfert
types are used in this study.

In the BASS AGN catalogue, the values of N were primarily ob-
tained by X-ray spectral analysis using not only 14—-195 keV data but
also soft X-ray data at 0.3-10 keV, which was obtained from XMM-
Newton (Jansen et al. 2001), Chandra (Weisskopf et al. 2000), Suzaku
(Mitsuda et al. 2007), or Swift/XRT (Burrows et al. 2005). In the Ny
measurement, the Galactic absorption was considered in advance
using the value from the Hi maps of Kalberla et al. (2005). The Ny
of AGNs were then measured in which photoelectric absorption and
Compton scattering were considered using the ZPHABS and CABS
models, respectively (Ricci et al. 2017). The lower limit measured
by the analysis was a log Ny [cm™2] = 20 (Koss et al. 2017; Ricci
et al. 2017), which is lower than the typical value of the Galactic dif-
fuse ISM. Ricci et al. (2017) estimated the Ny of 75 Compton-thick
AGNs using torus modelling to precisely determine them. We note
that Burtscher et al. (2016) used the Ny in the BASS AGN catalogue
for their investigation as in this study.

2.2 Details about WISE data

We used the NIR photometric data obtained by the Wide-field In-
frared Survey Explorer (WISE, Wright et al. 2010). WISE was
launched in 2009 and performed its cryogenic all-sky survey for
about a year in four bands: W1 (3.4 um), W2 (4.6 ym), W3 (12 um),
and W4 (22 um). This all-sky survey is called the ALLWISE pro-
gramme. WISE was reactivated without cryogen after a two-year hi-
bernation period to conduct an all-sky monitoring survey in the W1
and W2 bands to examine near-Earth objects (NEOWISE, Mainzer
et al. 2011, 2014). Currently, WISE provides the all-sky monitoring
data in W1 and W2 bands spanning for more than ten years, which
comprises at most three epoch data from ALLWISE and typically 15
epoch data from NEOWISE. Each epoch data comprises typically a
few dozen of single-exposure data.

Typically, WISE observes each target once every six months. We
averaged the photometric data in each epoch after excluding outliers
that deviated from the average by more than 30 of the distribution
of the other flux data in the same epoch. We excluded monitoring
data points from the epoch that did not have W1- or W2-band photo-
metric data. The analysis of the NIR FVG described in the following
sections demonstrates that it falls in the range corresponding to the
power-law spectrum of F,, oc v¥ with -4 < a < 0. We, therefore,
adopt the zero magnitude flux densities of 306.682 and 170.663 Jy
for the W1 and W2 bands, respectively, which are those for F), oc v2
(Wright et al. 2010). In this study, the uncertainty of the derived flux
density because of the difference of zero magnitude flux density is
at most about 3% (Wright et al. 2010; Jarrett et al. 2011), which is
smaller than the typical uncertainty of the NIR FVG in this study.
We corrected for the Galactic extinction in the flux calculation. We
adopted the Galactic extinction for each target from NASA/IPAC Ex-
tragalactic Database (NED), which is based on Schlafly & Finkbeiner
(2011). We demonstrate examples of the light curve using the WISE

1 https://www.bass-survey.com
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data in Fig. 1 (1a) and (2a) for the typical type-1 and type-2 AGNs,
respectively.

2.3 Target selection

First, we selected 594 AGNs in the BASS catalogue with the Seyfert
type. We then excluded 25 AGNs that are classified as blazars in the
Roma Blazar Catalogue (BZCAT, Massaro et al. 2009). Targets with
the Galactic extinction Ay (Gal.) > 2 mag were excluded to decrease
the uncertainty of the estimated Ay caused by that of the Galactic
extinction. Typically, obscured AGNs have log Ny [cm™2] 2 22,
which corresponds to Ay 2 5 mag assuming the typical Ng/Ay
of the Galactic diffuse ISM (Predehl & Schmitt 1995; Nowak et al.
2012). We excluded 26 targets here.

Next, we set the target redshift to z < 0.5 so that the thermal
emission from the hot dust in the innermost region of the dusty torus
dominated the NIR observed fluxes. Because most of the BASS
AGNs are nearby sources, only two AGNs were excluded.

We then selected targets with good-quality WISE data, which
are defined by the data quality flags as good frame qual-
ity (qual_frame > 5), good signal-exposure image (qi_fact=
0.5, 1), no charged particle hits (saa_sep > 5), no moon effect
(moon_masked= 0), and no effect from artifacts (cc_flags=
"0000°). Here we excluded the targets with no good-quality data
from our samples. Moreover, we excluded targets that had at least
one saturated pixel in more than 10% of the observational data across
all epochs, whereas we used WISE profile-fitting photometry, which
used only unsaturated pixels. We excluded 28 targets here in total.
Therefore, we selected 513 AGNs for subsequent analysis. Although
some targets lacked usable data from the ALLWISE programme,
we did not exclude them because our NIR FVG analysis could be
adequately conducted only with the data from the NEOWISE pro-
gramme.

Figs. 1 (1b) and (2b) show the W1-band flux to W2-band flux plot
for the targets, LEDA 126226 and LEDA 2730634, as examples of
typical type-1 and type-2 AGNs, respectively. In the horizontal axis
of the flux—flux plot, we consider the difference from the mean W2
flux value to approximately minimise the uncertainty of the intercept
of the vertical axis. The data points spread in the flux—flux plot were
then fitted using the linear relation,

fwi=a+B(fwa2 - {fw2)) (1

where fy 1 and fyyo are W1- and W2-band fluxes, respectively, and
(fw2) is the average of the W2-band fluxes. We set the intercept &
and slope S as free parameters, and the NIR FVG for the target is
estimated as S8 of the best-fit linear regression.

Before performing linear regression analysis, we calculated the
correlation coefficient r between the W1 and W2 flux data to evaluate
the strength of the correlation between flux variations in W1 and W2
bands. We reported that the flux variations in the two NIR bands
were highly correlated for the majority of the targets (r > 0.9 for
83% of the 513 targets), which is consistent with the results of Glass
(2004). Moreover, our result is based on an order of magnitude larger
sample, including multiple obscured AGNs.

The targets having a high correlation coefficient were subjected
to linear regression analysis. However, there are some targets with
high correlation coefficients for which the NEOWISE programme
data points are clustered in a small area on the flux—flux plot, thus
suggesting small flux variation and weak correlation for the NE-
OWISE data. A few data points from the ALLWISE programme
located separately may produce a strong correlation in such cases.

In this study, we focus on the flux variation of the thermal radia-
tion on a timescale of a few to ten years; hence, our suitable targets
should demonstrate the clear flux variation even in the NEOWISE
data alone. Consequently, we excluded targets with weak correlation
for the NEOWISE data based on the correlation coefficient, calcu-
lated using only data from the NEOWISE programme (= rNgo). 466
AGNs were selected for which both 7 and rygo were larger than 0.7
because 0.64 is the value of the correlation coefficient indicating a
99% confidence level for a sample size of 15. Many targets elimi-
nated here show not only the small flux variation but also the large
Npg with the peak of log Ny [em~2] ~ 23.5. This indicates that these
targets may be heavily obscured sources.

3 NEAR-INFRARED FLUX VARIATION GRADIENT
3.1 Linear regression analysis of the flux—flux plot

We performed linear regression analysis on the flux—flux plots of the
466 targets. Because data points in the flux—flux plot have errors on
both axes, we used a Python port of a Bayesian linear regression
routine called Linmix_err in IDL developed by Kelly (2007), called
Linmix2, which normally incorporates distributed errors in depen-
dent and independent variables. Linmix assumes the distribution of
independent variables with multiple Gaussians, and we herein set the
number of Gaussian K as K = 2, which is the smallest number we
can set to make Linmix work properly. In this study, we included the
intrinsic scatter in our calculation.

Figs. 1 (1b) and (2b) show the best-fit regression line and samples
from the posterior distribution of the regression for each target. We
estimated the NIR FVGs with the good precision of the FVG error (=
o) being smaller than 0.2 for the 463 targets. This represents more
than 90% (463/513) of the local non-blazar BASS AGNs with known
Seyfert type, small Galactic extinction, and good WISE data. We
selected these 463 targets to estimate the line-of-sight dust extinction
using the NIR FVG described in the following sections. Table 1 lists
the estimated NIR FVGs and errors for the target AGNs.

3.2 Results on the near-infrared FVG

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of the NIR FVG g (the left panel)
for the 463 targets in a sequence by Seyfert type. These targets
comprise 40, 93, 83, 70, and 177 targets of Seyfert type 1, 1.2,
1.5, 1.9, and 2, respectively. We found that the NIR FVGs for less
obscured (type-1-1.5) AGNs were distributed around 8 ~ 0.9 in a
relatively narrow range as reported by Glass (2004). However, we
found a clear reddening trend of the NIR FVGs for type-2 AGNs.
They were broadly distributed in a range of 8 ~ 0.4-0.9 with many
targets at 8 < 0.4. Observed flux time variation in the W1 band is
more likely to be suppressed than that in the W2 band because of
dust extinction, which makes the regression line flatter or g smaller
in obscured AGNs. The NIR FVG of type-1.9 AGNs is distributed
around 8 ~ 0.8 with a small number of the targets at 8 < 0.5.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of the FVG error o (the right panel).
The distribution of the FVG error differs little between the targets
of different Seyfert types. The average FVG error for all targets is
(o) = 0.07 with only 18% (84/463) of targets having relatively
large FVG errors of og > 0.1.

In Fig. 3, the NIR FVG is compared with Ny measured by X-ray
absorption. The colours of the data points are coded in a sequence

2 Linmix: http://linmix.readthedocs.org/
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Figure 1. /a: The NIR light curve of LEDA 126226, as an example of the typical type-1 AGN. The blue and the red circles indicate the W 1- and W 2-band
fluxes, respectively. The error bar of each data point represents +1 o error of the flux data. /b: The W 1-band flux to W 2-band flux plot of LEDA 126226 as an
example. The blue circles indicate NEOWISE data and the orange triangles indicate ALLWISE data. The black solid line indicates the best-fit regression line
for the data points, and the red thin lines show the 400 samples from the posterior distribution of the regression. 2a: The same figure as 1a for LEDA 2730634
as an example of the typical type-2 AGN. 2b: The same figure as 1b for LEDA 2730634 as an example of the typical type-2 AGN.

by Seyfert types. We successfully obtained the NIR FVGs for both
unobscured and obscured AGNs whose hydrogen column densities
ranged from log Ny [cm_z] = 20 (lower limit of the measurement) to
log Ng [em™2] ~ 25. We found that the NIR FVGs for less obscured
AGNs of log Ny [em™2] < 22 fall in a relatively narrow range.
These AGNs are dominated by type-1-1.5 AGNs. However, we found
that the NIR FVGs show clear reddening for obscured AGNs of

MNRAS 000, 1-11 (2021)

log Ng [em™2] > 22, which are dominated by Seyfert type-1.9-2
AGN:Ss.

We note that there is a large difference in the NIR FVG at fixed Ny
for obscured AGNs of log Ny [em™2] 2 22; accordingly, there is a
large difference in Ny by at most two orders of magnitude at fixed
NIR FVG for obscured AGNs of Seyfert type 1.9-2. This indicates
that there is a significant scatter in the ratio of dust reddening to the
hydrogen column density for obscured AGNs as has been reported
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Figure 2. Left: The histograms of the NIR FVG g for the 463 AGN samples. From top to bottom panels, they represent the histograms for the Seyfert type-1
(blue), type-1.2 (cyan), type-1.5 (green), type-1.9 (orange), and type-2 (red) targets, respectively. Right: The histograms of the error of the NIR FVG og for the
same samples. The top to bottom panel order and colour code is the same as the left panels.

(e.g., Maiolino et al. 2001a; Burtscher et al. 2016). This will be
discussed in the following sections.

4 LINE-OF-SIGHT DUST EXTINCTION
4.1 Calculation of dust extinction from near-infrared FVG

The clear trends of reddening of the NIR FVG for obscured AGNs in
Figs. 2 and 3 show that the line-of-sight dust extinction of AGNs can
be estimated from the amount of reddening of the NIR FVG. Here
we explain the formula for estimating the dust extinction from the
NIR FVG.

The time-variable components of W1- and W2-band fluxes, fiy
and fyy o, respectively, are expressed as follows:

w1 = fwiox 1072/5%Aw, 2)

w2 = fwao x 10725 Aw2 3)

where le,O and fwz,o are the W1- and W2-band time-variable
fluxes without extinction, respectively, and Ay | and Ay, are the

magnitudes of extinction in the W1 and W2 bands, respectively. Tak-
ing the logarithm of the ratio of Equations (2) and (3), the relationship
between the W1-band to W2-band FVG 8 = fyy1/fw2, Aw 1. and
Aw can be expressed as follows:

2
log 8 = log B - 3 (Aw1 - Aw2), 4)

where By = le,O / fwz,o is the W1-band to W2-band FVG for the
AGNs without extinction. Equation (4) can be expressed using the
magnitude of the V-band dust extinction Ay and the dust extinction
curve as follows:

2
log (,Bﬁo) =3 (kw1 - kw2)Av, 5)

where kw1 = Aw /Ay and kywo = Awo/Ay. We assumed the
Ay as the rest-frame V-band extinction in the AGN, while Ay | and
Ay are the extinction at the rest-frame wavelengths of Ay 1 /(1+2)
and Ay /(1+z) at the target redshift of z, respectively, where Ay =
3.4 um and Ay, = 4.6 um. Finally, we can calculate the amount of

MNRAS 000, 1-11 (2021)
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dust extinction in the AGN based on the reddening of the NIR FVG
by using the following equation,

Ay = ©)

5 B
7 Joel =
2(kw1 - kw2) o8 (,30)

We assumed the standard extinction curve of the Galactic diffuse
ISM (Fitzpatrick 1999) for kw | and kw,, and Ry = 3.1 to obtain
kw1 = 0.064 and ky, = 0.045, respectively, when z = 0. We
assumed a foreground screen geometry for the obscurer because the
NIR emitting region is much smaller than the parsec-scale outer torus
(Burtscher et al. 2015, 2016; Lyu et al. 2019; Minezaki et al. 2019;
Noda et al. 2020; Gravity Collaboration et al. 2020; Gdmez Rosas
et al. 2022).

The uncertainty of the NIR FVG for each target og and that for
the AGN without extinction o, are transferred to that of Ay for the
target as follows:

@)

_ 5 B 2 9B 2
TAY = 21n(10) X (kw1 — kwa) (7) +(ﬂ_) '
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4.2 Near-infrared FVG for unobscured AGNs

As discussed in Section 3.2, the NIR FVGs for less obscured AGNs
fall in a relatively narrow range. Then, we estimated the NIR FVG
for unobscured AGNs Sy to investigate the dust extinction of ob-
scured AGNs. We selected the NIR FVGs of 95 optically- and X-ray-
unobscured AGN targets. They have Seyfert types of type 1-1.5 and
their hydrogen column densities are log Ny [em~2] < 20. They have
relatively small uncertainties of the NIR FVG (o < 0.1).

Fig. 4 shows the NIR FVGs against the redshifts for these un-
obscured targets. Their NIR FVGs fall in a relatively narrow range
regardless of Seyfert type but appear to be spread more than ex-
pected from the measurement errors, indicating some amount of the
target-to-target variation in the NIR FVGs for unobscured AGNs, or
the intrinsic scatter o,. To incorporate the possible redshift depen-
dence, we assumed the following relation:

Bo(z) = Bo(z =0) + b log(1 +2), (®)

and we fitted Equation (8) to the data by the weighted least squares
method, adding the intrinsic scatter of the NIR FVG op, to the

error of the NIR FVG by root-sum-square, lffé + 0'20, so that the

reduced X2 reaches unity. The best fit parameters are obtained as
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Bo(z =0) = 0.86+0.02 and b = —0.12 + 0.57 with og, = 0.10.
Accordingly, we used

Bo =0.86—0.121og(1 + z), ©))

o, = 0.10, (10)

for calculating the dust extinction and its error from the NIR FVG in
the following sections.

Assuming a blackbody spectrum, By(z = 0) = 0.86 and op, =
0.10 corresponds to the colour temperature of 7 = 1077 + 140 K,
which is consistent with that of hot dust considered to be located in
the innermost dusty torus (e.g., Mor et al. 2009; Netzer 2015; Honig
2019; Lyu & Rieke 2021). T = 1077 + 140 K is slightly lower than
those estimated for the NIR H — K and K — L FVG colours for the
local type-1 AGNs by Glass (2004), which is possibly attributed to
the difference in observed wavelengths. The W1 — W2 FVG colour
tends to be more sensitive to lower-temperature dust thermal emission
than the H — K and K — L FVG colours.

As shown in Fig. 4, the NIR FVGs of unobscured AGNs are
almost unchanged systematically with redshift. The FVG is constant
regardless of redshift when the spectral energy distribution (SED)
of the flux variation is a power-law spectrum, whereas it becomes
redder in higher redshift when the SED is a blackbody spectrum of
single-temperature dust. Therefore, such a weak redshift dependence
of the NIR FVG suggests that the SED of the flux variation in 3-5
pm shows a bump much broader than a blackbody spectrum, as is
found in the typical SED of quasars (e.g., Elvis et al. 1994; Hernan-
Caballero et al. 2016; Lyu et al. 2017; Hickox & Alexander 2018).
This weak redshift dependence of NIR FVG and possible broad bump
in the NIR SED of AGNs can be explained by a composite of thermal
radiation from multi-temperature dust. By assuming a distribution of
the amount of multi-temperature dust as a power-law of temperature
N(T) o« T* with a maximum temperature of 2000 K, the W1- to
W2-band flux ratio of the composite SED of the blackbody radiation
from the multi-temperature dust matches the best-fit By(z = 0) of
0.86 when k ~ —3.1. We show the redshift dependence of the flux
ratio in Fig. 4 with the blue line. The reddening of the flux ratio
of multi-temperature blackbody radiation is weaker than that of the
single-temperature blackbody radiation in higher redshift, and this
result suggests that the SED of the blackbody radiation from multi-
temperature dust shows a broader bump in 3-5 pm than that from
single-temperature dust.

Then, we compared the S with W1- to W2-band flux ratios derived
from composite SEDs of quasars. The flux ratio from the SED of
Hernédn-Caballero et al. (2016) is 0.73, which is redder than S, even
if the intrinsic scatter o, is considered. We also compared the Sy
with the flux ratio derived from the composite SED of warm-dust
deficient (WDD) quasars that are defined by Lyu et al. (2017). WDD
quasars have a broad NIR bump in their SEDs as normal quasars, but
they show weaker mid-infrared emission, which is attributed to the
reduction of the warm dust component in the dusty torus. We derived
the flux ratio from the composite SED of the WDD quasars as 0.81.
We found that it falls within the intrinsic scatter of o, = 0.10
from the best-fit NIR FVG of S¢(z = 0) = 0.86 + 0.02, while the
Bo(z = 0) is still bluer than the flux ratio for the WDD quasars. This
result indicates that the variable component of flux in 3-5 ym are
dominated by the thermal emission of hot dust in the innermost region
of the dusty torus, which is so compact that the thermal reradiation
response to the flux variation of the central engine is larger than that
in the outer torus. This strengthens the view of a foreground screen

1.4
—— best-fit regression

——- power-law

,,,,,, single-T blackbody

—— multi-7T BB with k= — 3.1
12 ¢ Syl.o

Sy 1.2

Sy 1.5

0'00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12
log(1+2)

Figure 4. The NIR FVG g of the unobscured targets and their redshift.
The colours of the data points indicate the different Seyfert types of the
targets, in the same way as in Fig. 2, and the error bars represent =10 errors
of the B. The black solid line represents the best-fit regression line to the
data. The black dashed line represents the power-law model (power-law index
« = —0.5), which has the same $ at z = 0. The black dotted line represents
the single-temperature blackbody model (7" = 1077 K), which has the same
B at z = 0. The blue line represents the multi-temperature blackbody model
with the maximum temperature of 2000 K and the distribution of the multi-
temperature dust of N (T') oc T 731,

geometry for the obscurer to measure the line-of-sight extinction
based on the reddening of the NIR FVG, as described in Section 4.1.

4.3 Results of dust extinction

Table 1 lists the dust extinction estimated from the NIR FVG and
the error based on Equations (6), (7), and (9). We estimated the
dust extinction of obscured AGNs up to Ay ~ 65 mag. The mean
uncertainty of Ay of our targets is 074,, = 8.3 mag.

Fig. 5 shows the dust extinction compared with the hydrogen col-
umn density from the X-ray absorption. As reported from Fig. 3,
almost all samples with log Ny [cm™2] < 22 distribute around
Ay ~ 0 mag, and these targets are dominated by Seyfert type-1—
1.5 AGNs. Fig. 6 shows the distribution of Ay of samples with
log N [em™2] < 20. The average and the standard deviation of
them are calculated as —0.74 + 0.65 mag and 8.0 mag, which would
be consistent with a distribution of the average Ay = 0 with the
typical measurement error for them of (o4, )(log Ny < 20) = 8.0
mag. Therefore, negative Ay values for the same targets in Figs. 5
and 6 are considered to be mostly caused by the measurement error.

In contrast, the typical Ay of the samples shows a broad correlation
with Ng within Ay < 65 mag in the range of log Ny [em™2] 2 22.
These samples with high Ny are dominated by type-1.9-2 AGNSs.
They show a target-to-target difference in Ny /Ay that spreads over
about two orders of magnitude. In Fig. 5, we draw the relation be-
tween Ny and Ay for the standard Nyy/Ay of the Galactic diffuse
ISM (N /Ay = (1.79-2.69)x 102! cm~2 mag™!, Predehl & Schmitt

MNRAS 000, 1-11 (2021)
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Figure 5. The comparison between the Ay, and Ny of our samples. We adopt the same colours as in Fig. 2 for the same Seyfert types. The filled circles and
open circles also represent the same samples as in Fig. 3. We show the typical Ny/Ay of the Galactic diffuse ISM with the grey band. The black segment in
the upper right indicates the average of the 1o~ error of the Ay estimate, (o"4,, ) = 8.3 mag. Dashed grey segments indicate the variable Ny for the common
samples to Burtscher et al. (2016). The data for the variable Ny is obtained from Burtscher et al. (2016) and the citation therein.

1995; Nowak et al. 2012) for comparison. The data points for ob-
scured AGNs are located above the Galactic curve, which indicates
that these obscured AGNs have typically larger Nyy/Ay than the
Galactic diffuse ISM. These trends for obscured AGNs agree with
the results reported in the literature (e.g., Maiolino et al. 2001a;
Burtscher et al. 2016). Although there are some data points below
the Galactic curve at low Ny (log Ny < 22), they are considered
to be mostly consistent with small Ay values on the Galactic curve
with their measurement errors (see Fig. 6). Furthermore, the lower
envelope of the data distribution of obscured AGNs is almost con-
sistent with the Galactic curve, which is reported by Burtscher et al.
(2016) for a smaller number of data.

In Fig. 3, we draw the Ny — S relation for the standard Galactic
diffuse ISM. We found that the obscured AGNs with 8 < 0.65 and
log N [em™2] > 22 have larger Nyy than the expected from the NIR
FVG assuming the Galactic diffuse ISM. This trend is similar to that
in Fig. 5.

5 DISCUSSION
5.1 Comparison of extinction estimates in different methods

Burtscher et al. (2016) and Shimizu et al. (2018) measured the dust
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extinction in different methods for some of our target AGNs. In this
section, we compare our estimates of dust extinction with those of
these two studies.

Burtscher et al. (2016) estimated the dust extinction of 29 AGNs
based on the colour temperature of the K-band continuum emission
from the unresolved AGN core. They obtained the amount of red-
dening of the NIR thermal emission from hot dust in the innermost
dusty torus, which is attributed to the dust extinction of the outer
dusty torus. In Fig. 7, we compared our estimates of the dust extinc-
tion with those of Burtscher et al. (2016), Ay g6 for the common
15 AGNs. In Fig. 7, Ay B16 gets larger as Ay increases, and Ay is
consistent with Ay gy for the 11 targets in Ay < 20 mag. However,
for the four targets in Ay > 20 mag, Ay is systematically larger than
Ay B16 by about 15 mag.

One possible reason for smaller Ay, g1g than Ay is the underesti-
mation of the intrinsic colour temperature in the K band assumed in
Burtscher et al. (2016). Burtscher et al. (2016) adopted the intrinsic
K-band colour temperature of 7 = 1311 + 129 K, which is the mean
colour temperature of their 13 type-1-1.9 AGNs. This is somewhat
lower than the intrinsic colour temperature suggested by K — L or
H —K colour in other works (e.g., Glass 2004; Kishimoto et al. 2007),
although the H — K colour may suggest a hotter colour temperature
than that in the K band.



Measurement of AGN dust extinction with WISE data

Table 1. Main properties of our final samples and the results of our analyses.

9

()] (@) 3 @ & (0) M ® O a0 (an®
Source Counterpart Redshift  Sytype logNy r NEO B og Ay TAy
(em™) (mag)  (mag)
SWIFTJ0001.0-0708  2MASX J00004876-0709117  0.0375 1.9 22.19 0.96 0879 071 0.07 9.6 8.2
SWIFTJ0001.6-7701 ~ 2MASX J00014596-7657144  0.0584 1.9 20.00 — 0866 1.04 0.09 -10.5 8.0
SWIFTJ0003.3+2737  2MASX J00032742+2739173  0.0397 2 22.86 — 099 0.87 0.03 -I.1 6.7
SWIFTJ0006.2+2012  Mrk 335 0.0258 1.2 20.48 0981 0943 1.03 0.06 -10.0 75
SWIFTJ0009.4-0037  SDSS J000911.57-003654.7 0.0733 2 23.56 — 0922 052 0.08 250 9.8
SWIFTJ0021.2-1909  LEDA 1348 0.0956 1.9 21.98 0.98 0977 0.89 005 -23 6.8
SWIFTJ0026.5-5308  LEDA 433346 0.0629 1.9 20.00 0983 0982 093 006 -4.6 7.1
SWIFTJ0029.2+1319 PG 0026+129 0.142 1.2 20.00 0962 0905 094 0.11 -4.6 8.0
SWIFTJ0034.6-0422 ~ 2MASX J00343284-0424117  0.213 2 23.45 0992 0.892 041 0.06 307 8.2
SWIFTJ0042.9-2332  NGC 235A 0.0222 1.9 23.5 0939 0942 036 0.04 470 8.6

4 Data are taken from BASS AGN catalogue (Koss et al. 2017; Ricci et al. 2017).

b The 10 error.
(This table is available in its entirety in machine-readable form.)
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Figure 6. The histogram of the dust extinction Ay, for the samples with
log Ny [em™2] < 20. The colours indicate the Seyfert types of the samples
in the same way as in Fig. 2.

In the case of heavily obscured AGNs, another possible reason
is the effect of the emission from cool extended dusty structure.
Burtscher et al. (2016) assumed that the observed K-band emis-
sion came from the hot dust region in the innermost region of the
dusty torus through the outer torus. However, recent IR interferomet-
ric observations of NGC 1068 (Gamez Rosas et al. 2022) indicates
that the LM-band emission come from cooler and extended struc-
ture shifted above the hot dust in the innermost dusty torus, and the
K-band emission is also the same. We consider that this interpre-
tation would explain the difference between Ay of Burtscher et al.
(2016) and those of this study: single-epoch NIR emission for heavily
obscured AGNs may be contaminated by the cooler extended com-
ponent, which causes relatively low dust extinction, while most of
the time-variable flux component would come from the compact hot
dust region in the innermost dusty torus, which causes relatively high
dust extinction. Furthermore, although we use the NIR emission in
the same way as Burtscher et al. (2016), the observed wavelengths
of W1 and W2 bands are longer than that of the K band, and so the
former is more sensitive to the emission from the heavily obscured
regions than the latter. Consequently, the extinction estimates in this

study are expected to be less affected by the emission from such
an extended structure than those in Burtscher et al. (2016), and the
difference of Ay occurs for heavily obscured AGNs.

Shimizu et al. (2018) estimated the dust extinction of the BASS
AGNs by measuring the attenuation of the broad He emission com-
pared to the 14-150 keV hard X-ray emission, assuming that the
luminosity ratio between them for unobscured AGNs is constant. Be-
cause optical Ha emission is more sensitive to dust extinction, their
method is expected to be advantageous for measuring a small amount
of dust extinction for less obscured AGNs, as they reported that the
typical uncertainty was estimated as 04,, = 1.2 mag. In Fig. 7, we
compared our estimates of dust extinction Ay with those of Shimizu
etal. (2018), Ay s1g. For comparison, we calculated the Ay g1g for
all of our targets whose broad He luminosity is available. We note
that the value of Ay g1g presented in Shimizu et al. (2018) is repro-
duced for common AGNs. We found that both estimates were roughly
consistent with one another for Ay, < 20 mag within the error. How-
ever, Ay g1g was smaller than our estimates for Ay > 20 mag. A
similar trend was observed by Xu et al. (2020) compared with their
dust extinction estimates based on the mid-IR silicate absorption fea-
ture. We suspect that Ay g1g for obscured AGNs is underestimated
because of the contribution of the broad He flux scattered in the
polar region, as suggested by Xu et al. (2020). Although typical de-
grees of Ha polarization for AGNs are very small (~ 1%, see e.g.
Ramos Almeida et al. 2016), the scattered He emission could be a
significant contributor when the nuclear emission is attenuated by a
factor of more than 100 (X 5 mag). This polarized He emission is
often observed for Seyfert type-2 AGNs by spectropolarimetry (e.g.,
Antonucci & Miller 1985).

Although the uncertainty of our Ay estimate is larger than that of
Burtscher et al. (2016) and Shimizu et al. (2018), our method can
estimate Ay for more-heavily obscured AGNs by using longer NIR
wavelength, and can be applied to large number of AGNs easily by
using the all-sky NIR monitoring data by WISE. These features of
our method enables us to proceed statistical study of dust extinction
for obscured AGNS.

5.2 Distribution of dust extinction to neutral hydrogen
absorption

We here discuss possible origins for the excess of Nyj/Ay ratios for
obscured AGNs over the standard value for the Galactic diffuse ISM.

MNRAS 000, 1-11 (2021)
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Figure 7. The comparison of our dust extinction estimates Ay, with those by
Burtscher et al. (2016) (Ay pie) and Shimizu et al. (2018) (Ay s18). The
black diamonds with error bars represent the data for Ay gje and Ay, the
coloured dots represent the data for Ay g8 and Ay, and the black dashed
line represents Ay equals Ay gig or Ay sig. The colours of dots indicate
the different Seyfert types of the targets in the same way as in Fig. 2, and the
error bars in the middle left represent the +1 o error for the coloured dots.

There are two possible explanations for the Nyj/Ay excess over the
Galactic value: (1) the decrease of the Ay caused by the depletion of
the small dust grains (e.g. Maiolino et al. 2001a,b), or (2) the increase
of the Ny caused by dust-free gas clouds covering the line of sight
in the broad-line region (BLR) of the AGN (e.g. Granato et al. 1997;
Burtscher et al. 2016).

In Scenario (1), the size distribution of dust grains in the dusty
torus is larger than that of Galactic diffuse ISM, which decreases the
observed dust reddening and extinction for fixed Ny. The lack of the
2175A carbon bump in the extinction curve of a typical type-1 AGN
suggests the absence of small dust grains in AGN circumstances (e.g.,
Maiolino et al. 2001a,b; Gaskell et al. 2004; Czerny et al. 2004). Two
mechanisms are proposed for depleting small dust grains in the dusty
torus: (i) the coagulation or aggregation of small dust grains and
their growth into larger dust grains (e.g., Maiolino et al. 2001a,b),
and (ii) the selective destruction of small dust grains because of dust
sublimation (e.g., Baskin & Laor 2018) or the Coulomb explosion
(Tazaki et al. 2020).

In Scenario (2), dust-free gas clouds are assumed to be located
in the dust-free zone within the dust sublimation radius, such as in
BLR, and their line-of-sight crossing causes a temporary increase in
Ny without an increase in dust extinction. This is supported by the
time variation of the Ny in time scales of months to years, which is
observed in some AGNs (e.g., Risaliti et al. 2002; Burtscher et al.
2016). Burtscher et al. (2016) demonstrated the Ny time variation of
15 AGNs, which vary between 22 < log Ny [em™2] < 25 in several
years. This fluctuating range roughly corresponds to the scattering
range of obscured AGNSs in Fig. 5, which strengthens this scenario.
Furthermore, the target-to-target difference of Ny/Ay for AGNs
with log Ny [em™2] 2 22 can be explained by the difference in the
extinction level because of the different gas density or number of
dust-free gas clouds in the line of sight.

We here support the Ny excess of the dust-free gas clouds as
a major origin to explain the behaviour of Ny/Ay of obscured
AGNs, because (a) the dust-free gas scenario is easier to explain the
large target-to-target difference in Ny/Ay, (b) the extinction by the
dusty torus with the Galactic dust properties can explain the lower
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envelope of the distribution of Nyg/Ay data that is consistent with
that of the Galactic diffuse ISM, and (c) the dust-free gas scenario
easily explains the Ny time variation. For the common ten target
AGNs with Burtscher et al. (2016), we overwrite the range of time
variation of N in Fig. 5 (Burtscher et al. 2016, and citation therein).
The amplitude of Ny variation is comparable to the Ny range of the
distribution of the obscured AGNS.

In addition, large dust grains may influence the Nyg/Ay distri-
bution in a minor manner. We note that the lower envelope of the
distribution of obscured AGNs in the Ay > 40 mag region may ap-
pear to move slightly upward from that in the Ay < 40 mag region
in Fig. 5. This might indicate the effect of large dust grains in the
mid-plane region of the dusty torus that might be observed from an
edge-on view. Wada et al. (2019, 2021) suggest that the emission
from the central engine does not effectively reach the mid-plane of
the dusty torus and that the snow line is located around several par-
secs from the centre. They concluded that, in such a case, small ice
grains might grow into larger dust grains through aggregation.

6 CONCLUSION

In this study, we estimated the dust extinction of X-ray-selected
AGNs using long-term NIR monitoring data obtained by WISE,
and examined the relationship between the dust extinction and
hydrogen column density. Our results and conclusions are as follows:

1. We measured the flux variation gradient (FVG) using the flux
data in W1 and W2 bands (= ) of 513 samples and obtained it with
an uncertainty of og < 0.2 for more than 90% (463/513) of these
samples.

2. We compared the NIR FVGs with Seyfert types and the
line-of-sight neutral hydrogen column density Ny. For AGNs with
log Ny [em™2] < 22, the majority of which are Seyfert type 1-1.5
AGNs, the NIR FVGs are distributed in a relatively narrow range
regardless of the Seyfert types and the Nyy. However, for AGNs with
log Ny [em™2] 2 22, the majority of which are Seyfert type 1.9-2
AGNs, the NIR FVGs show clear reddening when Ny increases.

3. We determined the intrinsic NIR FVG by fitting the NIR FVGs
for unobscured AGNs, and then we calculated the dust extinction
for the 463 AGNs based on the reddening of their NIR FVGs. This
novel method is advantageous for measuring the dust extinction for
a large sample of obscured AGNs because it uses the variable flux
component attributed to the AGN, allows us to ignore the correction
for host-galaxy emission, and because the thermal emission of hot
dust in the NIR is observable even for obscured AGNs.

4. The Ny /Ay of our obscured AGN samples is typically greater
than that of the Galactic diffuse ISM, and the lower envelope of the
distribution of these Nyy/Ay is consistent with that of the Galactic
diffuse ISM. They have target-to-target scatter that spans approxi-
mately two orders of magnitude as has been reported in the litera-
ture. These behaviours of obscured AGNs can be explained by the
scenario in which dust-free gas clouds in the BLR crossing the line
of sight cause both the increase of Ny and its time variation.
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