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ABSTRACT

We assemble a broad-band spectral energy distribution (SED) ranging from optical to mid-infrared
of nearby active galactic nuclei at z < 0.4. SED fitting analysis is performed using semi-empirical
templates derived from Palomar-Green quasars to classify the sample into normal, warm-dust-deficient
(WDD), and hot-dust-deficient (HDD) AGNs. Kolmogorov—Smirnov tests reveal that HDD AGNs
exhibit, on average higher AGN luminosity than normal and WDD AGNs. HDD fraction, on the other
hand, is only weakly correlated with black hole mass and inversely correlated with Eddington ratio.
By fixing the other parameters, we conclude that the HDD fraction is primarily connected with the
AGN luminosity. It implies that there is a causal connection between the covering factor of the hot
dust component and AGN luminosity, possibly due to the sublimation of the innermost dust or the
thickening of the intervening gas in the broad-line region. Analysis of the outflow properties traced by
the wing of [O IITJA5007 suggests that outflows may be related to the formation and maintenance of
the hot dust component. Finally, we demonstrate through comparison with previous studies that the
classification of HDD AGNs requires careful subtraction of the host galaxy light.

Keywords: galaxies: active — galaxies: bulges — galaxies: fundamental parameters — galaxies: pho-

tometry — quasars: general

1. INTRODUCTION

Active galactic nuclei (AGNs) are crucial to under-
standing the evolution and formation of supermassive
black holes (SMBHs), which grow substantially in the
AGN phase (e.g., Soltan 1982; Merloni & Heinz 2008).
As the material swirls onto an SMBH, not only an ac-
cretion disk but also additional substructures, such as
corona and relativistic jet, can emerge in its vicinity,
emitting strong radiation over a wide wavelength range
from radio to X-rays. According to the orientation-
based unification paradigm, AGNs are classified into
type 1 and type 2 depending on whether the dusty
torus obstructs the line-of-sight to the central part of
the AGN (e.g., accretion disk and broad-line region,
Antonucci 1993; Urry & Padovani 1995). For example,
type 2 AGNs are thought to be covered by the obscur-
ing medium along the line-of-sight. It indicates that
torus plays such an important role in the AGN unifica-
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tion model, but its origin and detailed structure are still
controversial.

As infrared (IR) thermal emission originates from the
dust heated by the X-ray/UV light from the accretion
disk, the structure of the torus has traditionally been
studied with spectral energy distribution (SED) in the
IR wavelength, (Rees et al. 1969). While several stud-
ies have suggested that the SED of the torus is well fit
with the clumpy clouds rather than the single smooth
cloud, an additional hot dust component presumably po-
sitioned at the innermost of the torus is still necessary
to account for the IR excess (e.g., Nenkova et al. 2002;
Ogawa et al. 2021).

Two scenarios have been proposed to explain the phys-
ical origin of the torus. (1) The dusty torus is naturally
supplied from the host galaxy (e.g., Krolik & Begelman
1988). (2) The torus is composed of the dusty material
condensed from the AGN outflow (e.g., Elvis et al. 2002).
The two scenarios predict the location and evolution of
hot dust in slightly different ways. For example, from
the former scenario, hot dust is expected to be located
at the sublimation radius because the innermost radius
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Figure 1. Examples of the SED fitting analysis for normal (a), WDD (b), and HDD (c¢) AGNs. While black circles represent
the observed photometric data, the red solid line denotes the best-fit SED models. Blue dashed and cyan dotted lines denote
AGN and host galaxy components for the best-fit model, respectively.

is set where the dust inflow driven by the cloud-cloud
collision is sublimated due to the radiation from the ac-
cretion disk. Conversely, the latter scenario predicts the
hot dust to be positioned outside the sublimation radius
because outflowing clouds must reach ~ 1000 times the
initial radius of outflowing clouds for dust condensation
(see Section 3 of Elvis et al. 2002). Therefore, obser-
vational studies to investigate the physical properties of
hot dust components will allow us to uncover the origin
of the torus, which can be accomplished by reverberation
mapping (RM; Clavel et al. 1989; Minezaki et al. 2004;
Suganuma et al. 2006; Koshida et al. 2014; Minezaki
et al. 2019) and spatially resolved near-infrared (NIR)

interferometric observation (Swain et al. 2003; GRAV-
ITY Collaboration et al. 2020a,b).

Based on the assumption that the NIR continuum
mainly originates from the innermost torus, RM pro-
vides a unique opportunity to directly measure the ra-
dius of the hot dust component, which is hardly resolved
even with high spatial images from Hubble Space Tele-
scope (Antonucci & Miller 1985). Although the inner ra-
dius of the torus measured by RM is smaller than that
observed by NIR interferometry or predicted by dust
size-luminosity relation, the hot dust can still be inter-
preted as being located in the sublimation radius (e.g.,
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Table 1. Sample Properties

Normal WDD HDD Normal+WDD WDD+HDD
1) (2) 3) (4) (5) (6)

N 550 991 547 1541 1538
z 0.27 +0.05 0.27 +0.06 0.29 + 0.06 0.27 + 0.06 0.28 +0.06
log L5100 44.16 £0.21 44.254+0.19 44.28 £0.21 44.22 +£0.20 44.26 £+ 0.20
log Mpu 7.98 £0.33 8.21 £0.33 8.25 +£0.31 8.14 +0.34 8.22 £0.32
log Agda —0.954+0.33 —1.084+0.36 —1.10£0.34 —1.04+0.35 —1.09 +0.35
log L3.6pum 44.65£0.16 44.73+0.16 44.53£0.17 44.70 £0.16 44.66 +£0.17
log Lizjm  44.40 £0.15 44.35+0.17 44.20£0.18 44.37 £0.17 44.30 £0.18
Rre 11 0.63 +0.32 0.51 £0.28 0.35+0.26 0.55 +0.29 0.45 +0.28

NOTE— Median values and median absolute deviations for each subgroup. Col. (1): Prop-
erties of the subsamples. N : the number of subsample; z : redshift; log L5100 : logarithmic
5100 A monochromatic luminosity in the unit of erg s™%; log(Mgmn) : logarithmic black hole
mass in the unit of Mg; log Agaa : Eddington ratio with bolometric luminosity inferred
from Lsi100.; log L3.6um : Infrared luminosity at 3.6 pm in the unit of erg s_l; log Li2ym :
Infrared luminosity at 12 pm in the unit of erg sfl; Rpe 11 : EW ratio of Fe II to broad HS.
Col. (2): Normal AGNs. Col. (3): WDD AGNs. Col. (4): HDD AGNs. Col. (5): Normal
and WDD AGNs. Col. (6): WDD and HDD AGNs.

Kishimoto et al. 2007; Kawaguchi & Mori 2010, 2011).
However, NIR RM and interferometric studies produce
inconsistent outcomes for the same target. The RM in-
vestigation of NGC 4151 finds that the hot dust radius
is proportional to the AGN luminosity (Koshida et al.
2009), probably attributed to a change in dust sublima-
tion radius and may be indicative of a host origin for
the dusty torus. Conversely, using NIR interferometry
data, Pott et al. (2010) demonstrated that the hot dust
radius is independent of the AGN luminosity, suggesting
an outflow origin is preferred.

Although the physical properties of hot dust have
been widely studied, the hot dust was considered a
generic feature of AGN until Jiang et al. (2010) reported
two hot-dust-deficient (HDD) quasars at z ~ 6. Sev-
eral studies have since explored the properties of HDD
quasars, but no consensus has yet been reached on the
physical origin of the hot dust deficit. For example,
the redshift evolution of HDD fraction was discovered
in some studies (e.g., Hao et al. 2010; Jun & Im 2013),
but not in others (e.g., Hao et al. 2011; Mor & Trakht-
enbrot 2011). Furthermore, various studies (Jiang et al.
2010; Mor & Netzer 2012; Jun & Im 2013) argued that
the HDD quasars tend to have lower BH mass than nor-
mal quasars, whereas other studies (e.g., Hao et al. 2010;
Mor & Trakhtenbrot 2011; Lyu et al. 2017) failed to find
such a trend. The trend for the Eddington ratio (Agaq)
is more complicated. Jiang et al. (2010) and Jun & Im
(2013) argued that Aggq of HDD quasars is higher than

that of normal quasars, but Lyu et al. (2017) reported
the contrary. Although it is unclear what causes this
discrepancy, insufficient sample sizes, varied HDD selec-
tion methods, or/and narrow dynamic ranges of physical
properties may make direct comparisons between vari-
ous studies difficult.

Based on the above motivation, we investigate the
physical properties of a large number of nearby quasar
samples in a homogeneous manner to unveil the physical
origin of the hot dust component. Section 2 describes
sample selection and SED construction using observed
data covering the optical to mid-infrared (MIR) wave-
length. SED decomposition utilizing semi-empirical
AGN templates adopted from Lyu et al. (2017) and Lyu
& Rieke (2017, 2018) and its application to SED fit for
the AGN classification based on the dust properties are
represented in Section 3. Section 4 compares the AGN
properties of normal, warm-dust-deficient (WDD), and
hot-dust-deficient AGN populations, and presents a dis-
cussion of their origins. The summary is presented in
Section 5. We adopt the following cosmological param-
eters: Hy = 100h = 67.4 km s~! Mpc™!, Q,, = 0.315,
and Q = 0.685 (Planck Collaboration et al. 2020).

2. SAMPLE AND DATA

The type 1 AGN sample is initially selected from the
14th data release of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS-
DR14) quasar catalog (Paris et al. 2018). The redshift
limit (z < 0.4) is set to reduce the effect of cosmic evo-
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Figure 2. ABIC distributions between the subgroups. In each panel, blue, green, and red points represent the sample classified
as (a) normal, (b) WDD, and (c) HDD AGNs based on the ABIC value (> 10) and reduced x? value of the best fit (< 10),

respectively. Gray points represent the rest of the sample.

lution on the torus properties. In addition, this redshift
cut is crucial to secure the NIR photometric coverage,
which is needed to model the stellar continuum (e.g.,
Son et al. 2022). As a result, 7,720 objects are selected.
To perform the SED fit, we collect the optical (ugriz),
NIR (JHK;), and MIR (W1, W2, W3, and W4) pho-
tometry from SDSS-DR14, Two Micron All Sky Sur-
vey (2MASS) All-Sky Point Source Catalog (Skrutskie
et al. 2003, 2006), and Wide-Field Infrared Survey Ex-
plorer (WISE) All-Sky Source Catalog (Wright et al.
2010, 2019), respectively. Therefore, the SED covers
the wavelength range of 0.35 — 22 yum. We employ a ra-
dius of 2 for the cross-match between the catalogs (Son
et al. 2022). Finally, 4,355 samples having IR counter-
parts both in the 2MASS and WISE catalogs are used
throughout the paper. The SDSS and 2MASS magni-
tudes are corrected for the Galactic extinction using a
dust reddening map from Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011),
based on the reddening law from Fitzpatrick (1999).
The spectral measurements from Rakshit et al. (2020)
have been adopted in this study to investigate the physi-
cal properties of AGNs. BH masses are calculated using
a virial method (Mpy o v?r/G), where the size of the
broad-line region () is inferred from the monochromatic
luminosity at 5100 A (Ls100; €., Bentz et al. 2013) and
the FWHM of Hf is used as a surrogate for v. In this
paper, we employ the BH mass estimator based on the
calibration of Ho & Kim (2015). The bolometric lumi-
nosity is converted from Ls1gp using a conversion factor
of 9.26 (Richards et al. 2006). As a proxy for the accre-
tion rate, we used Eddington ratio (Agad = Lbol/Lrad),
where Lpgq = 1.26 X 1038%—‘2“ erg s~'. Median val-
ues with median absolute deviations of various physical
properties for each group are shown in Table 1.
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Figure 3. Correlation between BH mass and stellar mass

(M.) of the host galaxy. The stellar mass is inferred from
the best-fit SED model. Black circles, blue squares, and red
diamonds represent normal, WDD, and HDD AGNs, respec-
tively. The dashed line denotes the relation of all types of
inactive galaxies adopted from Greene et al. (2020). The
shaded area represents the intrinsic scatter (~ 0.81dex) in
the Msu — M, relation of normal galaxies. The typical un-
certainties of BH mass and stellar mass are shown in the
bottom right.

3. SED FITTING FOR TORUS CLASSIFICATION
3.1. SED Templates

While the presence of the hot dust component in the
torus can be determined in a variety of ways (e.g., Jiang
et al. 2010; Hao et al. 2011; Mor & Netzer 2012; Jun
& Im 2013; Lyu et al. 2017), SED fitting, which ef-
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Figure 4. Color-color distribution of our sample AGNs.
The horizontal axis is 3.6 pm/0.51 pm luminosity ratio, and
the vertical axis is 12 pm/3.6 pm luminosity ratio. Symbols
are the same as in Figure 3. Large-filled symbols represent
the luminosity ratio of template SEDs with no extinction.
Large open symbols denote the luminosity ratios of templates
SEDs with 7 = 1 due to the polar dust. The green star rep-
resents the luminosity ratios of the QSO template adopted
from Richards et al. (2006).

fectively accounts for the contributions from the host
galaxy and/or the polar dust component, is used in
this study. The semi-empirical templates from Lyu
et al. (2017) are adopted for that purpose, in which
the Palomar-Green QSOs (Boroson & Green 1992) were
classified into three subgroups based on the existence of
hot and warm dust components in the NIR/MIR SED:
normal, WDD, and HDD AGNs. WDD AGNs are de-
fined as those that are deficient in warm dust traced by
the thermal emission ranging from ~ 3 to ~ 20 pm,
while HDD AGNs lack the thermal emission from the
additional hot dust (7" ~ 1000 — 2000 K) around 2 — 3
pm as well as the warm dust emission. More specifically,
the dust-deficient AGNs are defined as those that devi-
ate by at least 0.3 dex from the standard QSO template
adopted from Elvis et al. (1994); see Lyu et al. 2017
for more details on the classification. From this classi-
fication, Lyu et al. (2017) generated the representative
SED in each subgroup. The stellar continuum from the
host galaxy and thermal emission from the polar dust
are also included.

For the stellar continuum, the SED template from Lyu
& Rieke (2018) is initially adopted, which is modeled
with three components: the 7 Gyr old single stellar pop-

ulation from Bruzual & Charlot (2003) at < 6 pm, MIR
composite spectra generated from the Spitzer/IRS spec-
tra of nearby elliptical galaxies without the sign of star
formation at 6 —20 um and a power-law SED (f, oc v19)
above 20 pm. In addition, to account for younger stel-
lar populations commonly discovered in the AGN host
galaxies (e.g., Kim et al. 2017; Kim & Ho 2019; Zhao
et al. 2021), we employ the spectral templates from the
elliptical galaxy with 2 Gyr old stellar population, S0,
Sa, Sb, Sc, and Sd from the SWIRE template library
(Polletta et al. 2007). In total, seven templates are used
to model the host galaxy. The reddening of the AGN
continuum and reprocessed emission due to the polar
dust component is taken into account for the SED fit
(Lyu & Rieke 2018). While the polar dust was modeled
in detail in Lyu & Rieke (2018), it was assumed to follow
the power-law density profile (p(r) o< r=%%) and to be
composed of large dust grains (a > 0.04 pm). The radia-
tive transfer calculation was performed using the code
DUSTY (Ivezic & Elitzur 1997). Note that the only free
parameter is the extinction in V' band (7v). Finally,
the extinction due to the equatorial torus is also con-
sidered as some of the sample AGNs exhibit power-law
SEDs throughout the optical to MIR region, suggesting
non-negligible extinction. To account for this effect, we
adopt the extinction law from Fitzpatrick (1999).

3.2. SED fitting

The code LePHARE (Arnouts et al. 1999; Ilbert et al.
2006) is utilized for the SED fit. The redshift is fixed to
the spectroscopic one. During the fit, we utilize all pho-
tometric data from u-band to W4, where it is available.
However, for some objects, a part of NIR/MIR photome-
try is unavailable in 2MASS or WISE, where only upper
limits were given. The relative flux contribution between
the AGN SED templates from Lyu et al. (2017) and the
stellar continuum is set at 1.6 pm. We let the stellar con-
tribution at 1.6 um range from 1% to 95%. We allow the
extinction of the stellar continuum to be A, = 0, 0.25,
or 0.5 mag. The extinction of the accretion disk due
to the polar dust is forced to be 7, = 0, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75,
or 1.0 to account for the IR contribution from the polar
dust. Finally, we let the extinction due to the equatorial
torus be Ay = 0.0,0.3,0.6,0.9, or 1.2 mag. Examples of
the SED fit are displayed in Figure 1.

3.3. Classification

As described in §3, we apply the SED fit to each object
to find which template out of normal, WDD, and HDD
quasars best describe the SED and utilize Bayesian In-
formation Criterion (BIC; Schwarz 1978). The BIC is
defined as BIC = x2 +kIn N, where x? is the chi-square
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of the best-fitting model, k is the number of free pa-
rameters, and N is the number of observed data. If
the difference in BIC between the two models (ABIC)
is higher than 10, the model with a smaller BIC can be
regarded as the best model (Liddle 2007). Finally, we
only choose the objects with a reduced x? < 10 to elim-
inate the ones with poor SED fits. Figure. 2 displays
the distributions of ABIC between the subgroups.
Using the criteria of ABIC > 10, 550, 991, and 547
objects are classified as normal, WDD, and HDD AGNs,
respectively. For the remaining 2267 objects, either we
fail to construct a conclusive classification based on the
BIC value (i.e., ABIC < 10) or their reduced x? is
greater than 10 (see Appendix for examples of poor fits).
Taken at face value, it is intriguing that the WDD frac-
tion (~ 47%) is significantly higher than that from the
previous studies (e.g., ~ 14 — 17% from PG quasars in
Lyu et al. 2017). It is assumed that this is owing to
the inclusion of the polar dust in the SED fit, which
radiates the emission in the MIR. Note that Lyu et al.
(2017) used the same templates for the classification but
did not consider polar dust. As a result, the light con-
tribution from the warm dust can be naturally reduced.
To test this hypothesis, we carry out the SED fitting
analysis without the polar dust and find that the WDD
fraction dramatically decreased to ~ 17%, increasing
the normal fraction to ~ 65%. It demonstrates that the
normal and WDD AGNs can be misclassified from each
other mainly due to the degeneracy between the polar
dust and warm dust. This trend is also clearly seen in
Figure 2, where the ABIC distribution between normal
and WDD AGNs is centrally concentrated within ~ 10.
Therefore, throughout this study, we do not attempt to
distinguish them, instead focusing on the physical differ-
ence between two types (i.e., normal and WDD AGNs)

log (Mgu/Ms)

Distributions of AGN properties for each subgroup. (a) Monochromatic luminosity at 5100A. (b) BH mass. (c)

and HDD AGNs. On the other hand, the HDD fraction
of ~ 26% in our sample determined from the SED fitting
with the polar dust is in good agreement with that of
~ 15 —23% from Lyu et al. (2017). Note that the HDD
fraction based on the SED fit without the polar dust is
~ 17% in our sample. Throughout this study, we em-
ploy the classification based on the SED fitting analysis
that includes the polar dust.

4. DISCUSSIONS
4.1. Reliability of the SED Analysis

To test the reliability of the SED fitting analysis, we
estimate the stellar mass of the host galaxies from the
fitting results. The majority of SED templates for the
host galaxy used in the analysis are empirically deter-
mined. Therefore, we estimate the stellar mass based
on the mass-to-light ratio (M /L) in the H band. As the
host spectrum peaks around 1.6 ym in F},, we first com-
pute the H-band magnitude from the host SED in the
best-fit model. M /L at the H-band is inferred using the
equation in Bell et al. (2003) associated with B-R color,
which is determined by its host morphology from the
best-fit model (Fukugita et al. 1995). Note that we also
compute the stellar mass based on the SED fit without
the polar dust and find that the stellar mass of the host
galaxies agrees with that from the SED fit with the po-
lar dust within 0.02 dex. The comparison between the
BH mass and the total stellar mass of the host galaxy
reveals that the relation between two quantities of our
sample agrees well with that of normal galaxies (Greene
et al. 2020), suggesting that our SED fitting analysis is
reliable (Fig. 3). The BH mass estimate based on the
virial method is known to have a typical uncertainty of
~ 0.4 dex (e.g., Vestergaard & Peterson 2006), whereas
stellar mass inferred from the optical color can be esti-
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mated with an accuracy of ~ 0.2 dex (e.g., Bell et al.
2003).

We additionally utilize the optical and MIR color in-
formation to examine whether our classification agrees
well with the color-based selection. After some experi-
ments, we find that three subsamples can be most dis-
tinctive in the plane of 3.6 pm to 0.51 pum flux ratio and
12 pm to 3.6 pm flux ratio (Fig. 4). However, there
exist substantial overlaps among the subsamples, possi-
bly due to the light contribution from the host galaxy as
well as the effect of the polar dust. For example, as illus-
trated in Figure 4, the extinction with 7 = 1 owing to
the polar dust results in dramatic changes in the optical
and MIR color. It implies that careful treatment of both
components may be crucial for the torus classification.

4.2. Dependence on AGN Properties

We analyze the AGN properties in the subgroups to
determine the nature of the hot dust deficiency in nearby
AGNs. Specifically, we perform Kolmogorov—Smirnov
(K-S) test to examine whether HDD AGNs are distin-
guishable from normal or WDD AGNs. While numerous
physical parameters are examined, we emphasize cru-
cial physical parameters potentially responsible for the
HDD phenomena. As summarized in Table 2 and Fig-
ure 5, Ls100 and Mgy of HDD AGNs and those of nor-
mal and WDD AGNs appear not to be drawn from the
same distribution with a significance level of < 0.1%
(i.e., p—value < 0.001). In particular, HDD AGNs tend
to have a larger L5190 than normal and WDD AGNs.
However, the distributions of the other two parameters
(AEda and Mpp) are only distinguishable between nor-
mal and HDD AGNs. In contrast, such distinctions
between WDD and HDD AGNs are not apparent with
p—values > 0.05, which implies that the null hypothesis
that the two distributions are drawn from the same par-
ent population cannot be rejected. Finally, the K-S test
reveals that the distribution of Aggq for normal AGNs
and both WDD and HDD AGNs may not be drawn from
the same at a confidence level greater than 99.9%. As
described in SS3.3, the distinction between normal and
WDD AGNs is somewhat ambiguous due to the degen-
eracy between MIR emission from warm dust and polar
dust, revealing that we caution against overinterpreting
physical distinctions between normal and WDD AGNs.

4.3. What Makes Hot Dust Deficiency?

From the K-S tests, we argue that three physical pa-
rameters (Ls100, Mpu, and Aggq) might be responsible
for the hot dust deficiency. To quantify the correla-
tions, we estimate the fraction of HDD as a function

of those parameters (Fig. 6). The HDD fraction in-
creases considerably as AGN luminosity increases. A
Pearson correlation coefficient () of 0.98 with a p—value
of ~ 0.018 between the HDD fraction and AGN lumi-
nosity implies that the correlation is significant. The re-
sults are not very sensitive to the exact choice of binning.
However, its correlation with BH mass and Eddington
ratio is more complicated in that HDD fraction peaks
around Mgy ~ 10%° Mg and Aggq ~ 0.1 and slightly
decreases with increasing My and Agqq, respectively.
Concerning the dependence on Mgy and Agqq, we sus-
pect it mainly comes from the difference between nor-
mal and HDD AGNs; there is no significant difference in
Mg and Agqq distributions between WDD and HDD
AGNs (Tables 1 and 2). Nevertheless, it is interesting to
note that HDD fraction declines with Eddington ratio
at a low Eddington ratio (Agqq ~ 0.01), while it is only
weakly dependent on Eddington ratio at Agqq > 0.05.
This will be further discussed later in this section. As a
result, we conclude that Lsigo could be a primary driver
of the HDD phenomenon. To investigate this scenario
further, we divide the sample into subgroups based on
Mgpn and Agqq (Fig. 7). This experiment reveals that
the dependency on Lsigg still persists even with fixing
other parameters.

Lz100 is known as a good tracer of AGN bolometric
luminosity. Therefore, its correlation with HDD fraction
reveals that the HDD fraction increases with increasing
AGN luminosity. The dependence on the AGN luminos-
ity can be interpreted as the covering factor of the hot
dust component decreasing with increasing the AGN lu-
minosity. The anti-correlation between the IR-to-optical
flux ratio and the AGN luminosity was previously rec-
ognized (e.g., Maiolino et al. 2007; Treister et al. 2008).
To explain this trend, the receding torus model has of-
ten been invoked, in which the inner radius of the torus
grows with AGN luminosity, presumably due to the sub-
limation (e.g., Lawrence 1991; Simpson 2005; Honig &
Beckert 2007). From the MIR variability investigations
of nearby AGNs, Son et al. (2022) also argued that the
covering factor of the hot dust potentially decreases as
the AGN luminosity increases.

Alternatively, the bowl-shaped torus (Gaskell et al.
2007; Kawaguchi & Mori 2010, 2011; Goad et al. 2012),
driven by the anisotropic accretion disk emission, can
also be attributed to this dependence. In this model,
optically thick gas in the broad-line region (BLR) lies
along the bowl-shaped sublimation rim, obstructing the
accretion disk emission towards part of the torus close to
the equatorial plane. Consequently, most of the hot dust
emission comes from the top edge of the torus, and the
covering factor of hot dust is dependent on how much
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denoted a 68% confidence level determined from the Jeffreys confidence interval (Brown et al. 2001). Fractions for normal and
WDD AGNs are denoted by black circles and blue squares, respectively.
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Figure 7. HDD fraction as a function of AGN physical parameters for subgroups. We show HDD fraction vs. 5100 A

luminosity, BH mass, and Eddington ratio from left to right. The sample is divided into four subgroups based on the BH mass
(a,f), 5100 A luminosity (b,c) and Eddington ratio (d,e).

BLR gas covers the sublimation rim (i.e., the height ra-
tio of BLR gas to torus). As expected from this model,
the hot dust covering factor (~
Landt et al. 2011; Mor & Trakhtenbrot 2011) is known to

0.07 — 0.1 on average;

be substantially smaller than that of the ordinary torus
(~ 0.4 on average; e.g., Sanders et al. 1989). Previous
studies demonstrated that the height of the torus de-
pends on AGN luminosity as hiorus o L¢, where & ranges
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Table 2. K-S Test Results

Normal vs. WDD Normal vs. HDD WDD vs. HDD Normal vs. WDD+HDD Normal+WDD vs. HDD
A P A p A p A p A p
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (10) (11)
z +0.00 0.573 —0.01 0.007 —0.02 0.012 —0.00 0.157 —0.02 0.008
log Lsiop0 —0.09 < 0.001 —-0.12 < 0.001 —0.03  0.098 —0.09 < 0.001 —0.06 < 0.001
log Mgu —0.23 < 0.001 —0.27 < 0.001 —0.04 0.426 —0.24 < 0.001 —0.11 < 0.001
log Apaa  +0.13 < 0.001 +0.15 < 0.001 +0.02  0.567 +0.14 < 0.001 +0.06 0.189

NOTE— Results of two-sample K-S tests. Col. (1): Properties of the subsamples. Same as Table 1. Col. (2): Difference in the median
values for normal AGNs and WDD AGNs. A = Mporm — Mwpp, where Myorm and Mwpp are the median values for normal AGNs
and WDD AGNs, respectively. Col. (3): p-value for normal AGNs against WDD AGNs. Col. (4): Difference in the median values for
normal AGNs and HDD AGNs. Col. (5): p-value for normal AGNs against HDD AGNs. Col. (6): Difference in the median values
for WDD AGNs and HDD AGNs. Col. (7): p-value for WDD AGNs against HDD AGNs. Col. (8): Difference in the median values
for normal AGNs and WDD-+HDD AGNs. Col. (9): p-value for normal AGNs against WDD+HDD AGNs. Col. (10): Difference in
the median values for normal+WDD AGNs and HDD AGNs. Col. (11): p-value for normal+WDD AGNs against HDD AGNs.

from 0.23 to 0.4 (Cao 2005; Simpson 2005; Lusso et al.

' [\ ] HDD
2013). On the other hand, gas tends to puff up more eas- | | "~ -1 WDD
ily than dust when the gravitational potential decreases 80 N L 5 Norm |

with distance from the BH. For example, Ramolla et al.
(2018) have inferred that the height of BLR gas de-
pends on the equatorial radius (hpLr < R'%) at a given
turbulent velocity and viscosity parameter. From the
size-luminosity relation of the BLR (R oc L%%), we
can infer that the height of the BLR increases more
rapidly with L than that of the torus (hprLr oc L7
vS. hiorus < L0-23704) Therefore, the thickening of the
BLR due to the high AGN luminosity can decrease the
covering factor of the hot dust component.

A similar trend was found in Mor & Trakhtenbrot
(2011), in which they reported that the covering fac-
tor of hot dust is strongly correlated with Ly, but not
with Mgy or Agqq. However, contrary to our result, pre-
vious studies about HDD quasars have shown that the
HDD fraction is independent of AGN luminosity (e.g.,
Jiang et al. 2010; Hao et al. 2010, 2011; Mor & Trakht-
enbrot 2011; Lyu et al. 2017). This discrepancy is partly
because some previous studies were conducted with lu-
minous AGNs, which can be inadequate to identify the
luminosity dependence of HDD fraction. For example,
Jiang et al. (2010); Hao et al. (2011); Mor & Trakhten-
brot (2011) focused on the AGNs with Ly, > 10%5-5-46:5
erg !, which is ~ 10 times higher than AGN luminos-
ity of our sample. In addition, studies with AGNs over a
wide range of redshift found no evidence of dependence
on AGN luminosity, possibly due to the difficulty of dis-
entangling the luminosity dependence of HDD fraction
from cosmological effects (e.g., Hao et al. 2010, 2011).
Interestingly, nearby AGNs that cover a wide range of

log(L [OI1], wing /L [OI11], core )

Figure 8.  The ratio of [O III| luminosity of the wing
component to that of the core component for different sub-
samples. The symbols are the same as in Figure 5.

AGN luminosity exhibit an inverse correlation between
the covering factor of the hot dust component and AGN
luminosity (Mor & Netzer 2012), consistent with our
finding.

On the contrary, recent studies suggested that the cov-
ering factor of the dust can be independent of the AGN
luminosity but relatively sensitive to the Eddington ra-
tio (e.g., Stalevski et al. 2016; Buchner & Bauer 2017;
Ezhikode et al. 2017; Ricci et al. 2017). For example,
Lyu et al. (2017) argued that only the Agqq distribu-
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tion was distinguished between HDD and normal AGN
while the distributions of Lo and Mgy for HDD and
normal AGNs may be drawn from the same parent pop-
ulation. The dependence on the Eddington ratio can
be explained by the relative strength of radiation pres-
sure compared to the gravitational potential of SMBH
(e.g., Fabian et al. 2009; Wada 2015). According to Ricci
et al. (2017), the obscuring material in the circumnu-
clear region around SMBHs can be easily blown away
owing to the radiation pressure. Interestingly, the radi-
ation pressure effectively clears the obscuring material
only at Agqq = 0.03, and the hot dust in the vicinity
of the accretion disk with a smaller Aggqq than 0.03 may
persist due to the low radiation pressure (e.g., Fabian
et al. 2009; Ricci et al. 2017; Venanzi et al. 2020). This
prediction is in good agreement with our finding that
HDD fraction declines at a low Eddington ratio (Agdq
~ 0.01) and is weakly correlated with the Eddington
ratio ~ 0.01 — 0.04. On the other hand, we find the
gradual decline of HDD fraction at a high Eddington
ratio (Agaqa ~ 0.04 — 1), coincident with a critical Ed-
dington ratio (Aggqa ~ 0.3) at which the standard thin
disk (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973) is known to turn into
the slim disk (Abramowicz et al. 1988). This decline
can be explained by reduced radiation pressure on the
torus attributed to anisotropic radiation from the geo-
metrically thick inner structure of the slim disk, thereby
increasing the covering factor of the dusty torus. Sim-
ilar to our result, Zhuang et al. (2018) reported that
the torus half-opening angle first decreases and then in-
creases with increasing Agqq and argued that it could be
caused by the geometrical change of the accretion disk
with Eddington ratio.

To examine whether the outflow is responsible for
the hot-dust deficiency, we independently investigate
the presence and strength of the outflow using the
[O HIJA5007 emission line. The [O III] line is commonly
modeled with two components (e.g., Heckman et al.
1981; Nelson et al. 1996; Greene & Ho 2005). In general,
a core component of relatively narrow line width is gov-
erned by the gravitational potential of the host galaxy,
while non-gravitational motions, such as those driven by
an outflow (e.g., Crenshaw et al. 2010; Mullaney et al.
2013)), produce broader wings. From the spectral mea-
surements of (Rakshit et al. 2020), we find that frac-
tions of objects with an [O III] wing are 94.4 + 1.0%,
92.9 + 1.0%, and 92.4 £ 1.2% for normal, WDD, and
HDD AGNs, respectively, tentatively suggesting that
outflows may be marginally more common in normal
AGNSs. To estimate the relative strength of the outflow,
we compute the luminosity ratio of the wing relative
to the core (Lo 111, wing/ [0 111],core)- The medians and

their absolute deviations of log(Lom1],wing/L{o111],core)
are —0.15 + 0.33, —0.23 + 0.31, and —0.31 4+ 0.29 for
normal, WDD, and HDD AGNSs, respectively. In ad-
dition, the K-S test between normal+WDD AGNs and
HDD AGNs yields a p—value < 0.001, which again sug-
gests that the outflow in normal and WDD AGNs can
be stronger than that in HDD AGNs (Figure 8). These
findings appear to disagree with the notion that the out-
flow suppresses the hot dust component. Instead, the
outflow may enhance the formation of hot and warm
dust. This trend is consistent with the “radiation-driven
fountain model”, where the dusty torus is formed and
maintained by the outflow from the accretion disk (e.g.,
Elitzur & Shlosman 2006; Wada 2015).

The ratio (Rpe 11) of equivalent width (EW) of Fe II
measured within 4434-4684 A to that of broad Hf cor-
relates with eigenvector 1, which may be determined pri-
marily by the Eddington ratio (e.g., Boroson 2002; Shen
& Ho 2014). We find that Rpe 11 tends to be marginally
larger for normal AGNs than HDD AGNs (Tab. 1).
Therefore, its correlation with HDD fraction indirectly
reveals that the HDD fraction increases with decreas-
ing the Eddington ratio, consistent with the finding in
this study. Interestingly, a similar trend was found in
other studies: Shen & Ho (2014) reported that r—W1
color, which is an approximate indicator of the relative
strength of the hot dust emission (Fig. 4), is correlated
with RFe II-

Finally, similar to the trend for Agqq, we also find
that the HDD fraction increases with Mpy at My <
108-® M, and decreases with Mpy at Mpy > 108° M,
although the decrease in the high-mass end is statisti-
cally meaningful only at the 20 confidence. As shown
in Figure 7, even with fixing the other parameters,
this trend still remains the same, contradicting previ-
ous studies which claimed HDD AGNSs tend to have a
lower Mgy (e.g., Jiang et al. 2010; Mor & Netzer 2012;
Jun & Im 2013). This discrepancy may come from the
fact that previous studies focused on the luminous and
therefore massive AGNs than our study. The physical
origin of the declines in the HDD fraction at low and
high BH masses is unclear and may be addressed in fu-
ture studies with the enlarged sample.

4.4. Comparison of Selection Method with Previous
Studies

The dust-deficient AGNs were identified in various
ways, which may induce bias in the sample selection
between studies. Therefore, it is worthwhile to compare
our selection method with previous studies. One of the
most common approaches is to use the optical-IR color
(e.g., Hao et al. 2010; Jiang et al. 2010; Jun & Tm 2013).
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Figure 9. Distributions of the flux ratio of 2.3 ym to 0.51
pm. The symbols are the same as in Figure 5.

For example, Jun & Im (2013) employed 2.3 pm to 0.51
pm flux ratio to identify the HDD QSOs, whereas 3.4
pm flux density was instead used to trace the covering
factor of the hot dust in Jiang et al. (2010). We adopt
the selection method from Jun & Im (2013) for the com-
parison with our study.

The luminosities at 0.51 and 2.3 pm (L23 and Lo 51)
are calculated in the rest-frame, using the linear inter-
polation of the observed broadband SED. Note that no
assumption about the best-fit model is made in this
calculation. As expected, we find that HDD AGNs
had reduced Lo3/Lg51 ratios (Fig. 9). However,
its distribution partially overlaps with the other two
populations (normal and WDD AGNs). Furthermore,
log(La.3/Lo51) of HDD AGNs is significantly greater
than the criterion (—0.5) for selecting the HDD in Jun
& Im (2013). It should be noted that Jun & Im (2013)
dealt with very luminous AGNs ignoring the flux contri-
bution from the host galaxy. In contrast, the sample in
our study is substantially fainter than that in Jun & Im
(2013), indicating that our sample may suffer from the
host contribution. Therefore, careful treatment of the
host light is required for HDD selection, and the sim-
plified color-cut selection may not be reliable, especially
for low-luminosity AGNs.

5. SUMMARY

To understand the physical origin of the hot dust de-
ficiency in AGNs, we utilize the broadband spectral en-
ergy distribution of low-z AGNs at z < 0.4 selected from
the SDSS quasar catalog. We adopt the SED templates

generated from Palomar-Green quasars to classify the
sample based on the hot dust in the SED. We perform
the SED fitting analysis with careful treatments on the
stellar continuum from the host galaxy and extinction
and emission due to the polar dust. From these experi-
ments, we find the following results:

e 26% of the sample is unlikely to exhibit hot and
warm dust components (i.e., hot-dust-deficient
AGNs), while 47% of the sample is classified as
warm-dust-deficient (WDD) AGNs.

o Hot-dust-deficient (HDD) AGNs tend to have
larger Lg1gp than normal and WDD AGNs.

e HDD fraction first increases in a low Eddington
ratio and then decreases in a high Eddington ra-
tio with Eddington ratio. A similar up-and-down
trend with BH mass is also detected. However,
as this trend is statistically significant only at the
level of 20, it needs to be further tested with a
larger sample.

e Dependency on Ls1qg is consistent with the reced-
ing torus model, in which the covering factor of the
hot dust is anti-correlated with AGN luminosity,
possibly due to the sublimation of the innermost
torus. In addition, this trend can also be explained
by enlarging the height of the optically thick BLR
based on the bowl-shaped torus model.

o We investigate the physical properties of the out-
flow and find that the outflow may help to form
and maintain the hot dust component. This find-
ing is consistent with the “radiation-driven foun-
tain model”, in which the wind and outflow from
the accretion disk drive the dusty torus.

e Our results are somewhat inconsistent with previ-
ous studies based on the luminous AGNs, reveal-
ing that the sample spanning a wide range of AGN
properties is vital to minimize the selection bias.
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the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF)
grant funded by the Korean government (MSIT) (No.
2022R1A4A3031306 and 2023R1A2C1006261).



12 SON ET AL.

Facilities: IRSA

Software:  Astropy (Astropy Collaboration et al.
2013, 2018, 2022), Scipy (Virtanen et al. 2020), LeP-
HARE (Arnouts & Ilbert 2011)
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APPENDIX

A. EXAMPLES OF POOR FITS

Here, we present representative examples of poor fits with a reduced x2-value greater than 50. Note that the sample
with poor fits can be categorized into three categories. First, disagreement at the shorter wavelengths (e.g., u band) is
occasionally detected, revealing that the featureless continuum from the accretion disk is not perfectly modeled (Fig.
A1l). Second, some of the AGNs with poor fits exhibit substantial excess in the MIR, possibly due to the enhancement
of the hot dust component or the contribution from cold dust, which is not adequately modeled with the current
templates (Fig. A2). Finally, the poor fits with the largest reduced x? (> 100) are mostly driven by sources that are
undetected in 2MASS. 2MASS provides 20 upper limits for the nondetections, which results in significant disagreement
between the observations and best-fit model (Fig. A3). It suggests that the upper limits given by 2MASS may be
substantially underestimated. Note that, in the LePHARE code, model SEDs are not allowed to exceed the 30 upper
limits.
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Figure A1l. Representative examples of the poor fit clearly show the disagreement between the observed data and the model
at the short wavelength end, such as ug-bands. Symbols are the same as in Figure 1.
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Figure A2. Representative examples of poor fits, where the residuals are substantial in MIR bands. Symbols are the same as
in Figure 1.
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Figure A3. Representative examples of the poor fit due to underestimating the upper limit in NIR bands from 2MASS.

Symbols are the same as in Figure 1.
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