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ABSTRACT

We investigate the optical variability of low-redshift (0.15 < z ≤ 0.4) active galactic nuclei using the multi-epoch data from the
Zwicky Transient Facility. We find that a damped random walk model well describes the ensemble structure function in the g band.
Consistent with previous studies, more luminous active galactic nuclei tend to have a steeper structure function at a timescale less
than the break timescale and smaller variability amplitude. By comparing the structure functions in the optical with the mid-infrared
obtained from the Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer, we derive the size of the dusty torus using a toy model for the geometry of
the torus. The size of the torus positively correlates with the luminosity of the active nucleus, following a relation that agrees well
with previous studies based on reverberation mapping. This result demonstrates that the structure function method can be used as a
powerful and highly efficient tool to examine the size of the torus.

Key words. galaxies: active — galaxies: photometry — quasars: general

1. Introduction

The ultraviolet-optical continuum from unobscured active galac-
tic nuclei (AGNs) originates from the thermal emission from
the accretion disk. It is known to vary over a wide range of
timescales from days to years (e.g., Ulrich et al. 1997). While
the physical origin of the ultraviolet-optical variability is still un-
der debate, recent observational studies argue that it could be at-
tributed to thermal instability, in which the variability timescale
scales with the orbital timescale or black hole mass (e.g., Kelly
et al. 2009; Sun et al. 2020; Burke et al. 2021; Arévalo et al.
2023; Tang et al. 2023). The intrinsic variability is often modeled
with a damped random walk, in which the power spectral den-
sity (PSD) decreases with increasing frequency as a power law
(i.e., PSD ∝ ν−2) at high frequency above the break frequency
(ν ≫ νbreak) and flattens at low frequency (ν ≤ νbreak; Kelly et al.
2011). At the same time, AGNs exhibit a strong mid-infrared
(MIR) continuum emitted from dust heated in a donut-shaped
torus around the supermassive black hole and accretion disk.
MIR emission also varies in response to the ultraviolet-optical
continuum (e.g., Kozlowski et al. 2016; Son et al. 2022). The
characteristics of MIR variability are mostly determined by the
combination of the intrinsic variability in the accretion disk and
the geometry of the dusty torus, indicating that it can be used to
probe the structure of the torus (e.g., Li & Shen 2023; Son et al.
2023b).

Variability has been widely used to investigate the physical
properties of the central structures in AGNs. In particular, the
reverberation mapping (RM; Blandford & McKee 1982) tech-
nique allows us to derive the size of central components robustly.
This method has been applied primarily to estimate the size of
the broad-line region (BLR) by estimating the time lag between
the ultraviolet-optical continuum from the accretion disk and the

fluxes of various broad emission lines emitted from the dense
material in the BLR, which is ionized by the high-energy pho-
tons from the accretion disk (e.g., Peterson et al. 2004; Bentz
et al. 2009; Du et al. 2015; Shen et al. 2023; Woo et al. 2024).
Recently, the size of the accretion disk has been evaluated for
a handful of nearby AGNs (e.g., Mrk 142, NGC 4593, NGC
5548) using X-ray and ultraviolet-optical continuum reverber-
ation mapping (e.g., Fausnaugh et al. 2016; Cackett et al. 2018,
2020).

The time lag between the ultraviolet-optical continuum and
IR continuum has been used to constrain the size of the torus
(Suganuma et al. 2006; Koshida et al. 2014 for K-band, and
Lyu et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2020; Mandal et al. 2024 for
3.4 − 4.6 µm), with the aid of multi-epoch near-infrared (NIR)
data from ground-based telescopes and MIR light curves from
the Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE; Wright et al.
2010). These studies reveal that the size of the torus is positively
correlated with the AGN luminosity. Prior or parallel to these
RM works, observational studies with the MIR interferometry
also demonstrated similar results (e.g. Kishimoto et al. 2011;
Burtscher et al. 2013; GRAVITY Collaboration et al. 2020). This
size-luminosity relation is also found in the BLR reverberation
mapping studies. In addition, the size of the torus increases with
increasing rest-frame wavelength, indicating the inner part of the
torus is hotter than the outer part, consistent with the torus model
(e.g., Lyu et al. 2019). However, because the reverberation map-
ping method requires intensive observations of high cadence and
long duration for individual objects, it can only be applied to a
limited number of targets.

Alternatively, Li & Shen (2023) demonstrated that the com-
parison between the ultraviolet-optical and MIR variability can
provide statistically valuable constraints on the size of the dusty
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torus. Although this method cannot be applied to an individual
object, it permits the investigation of the average geometry of the
torus in a sample of AGNs sharing similar properties. Moreover,
unlike the reverberation mapping method, it does not require si-
multaneous, multi-epoch, multiwavelength data with a regular
cadence for a single target. Therefore, this method is suitable for
existing time-series surveys.

AGN variability is known to follow a damped random walk,
which is well described by a broken power-law PSD (e.g., Kelly
et al. 2009; Kozlowski et al. 2010; but see Mushotzky et al.
2011; Kasliwal et al. 2015). However, characterization of the
PSD requires multi-epoch data with regular and dense sampling,
as a consequence of which the PSD of ultraviolet-optical light
curves has been estimated robustly for relatively small samples
(Smith et al. 2018). An alternative, effective strategy to study
the characteristics of AGN variability utilizes the structure func-
tion (SF), which is defined as the root-mean-square of the mag-
nitudes at a given time difference ∆t. The SF is relatively free
from bias due to sparse and irregular sampling, and it reasonably
approximates a damped random walk (e.g., Hughes et al. 1992;
MacLeod et al. 2010; Kozlowski 2016). On the other hand, un-
less the multi-epoch data are well sampled with a dense cadence
and sufficiently long baseline, it is hard to fully constrain the SF
of a single object (Kozlowski 2016). To overcome this limitation,
one can utilize an ensemble SF computed by averaging the SFs
from multiple objects at a given timescale. In particular, ensem-
ble SFs have been widely used to examine how AGN variability
depends on the physical properties of AGNs (e.g., Trevese et al.
1994; Vanden Berk et al. 2004; Son et al. 2023b).

Li & Shen (2023) adopted a simple toy model for the torus,
one solely determined by the torus geometry without considering
radiative transfer, in order to compute the torus transfer function.
From a direct comparison between the ensemble SFs of the op-
tical and MIR variability, in conjunction with the torus transfer
function, Li & Shen (2023) investigated the size of the torus for
a sample of relatively luminous [log (Lbol/erg s−1) ≥ 45.3] and
distant (0.5 ≤ z ≤ 1.2) quasars selected from the multi-epoch
optical photometric data from Stripe 82 of the Sloan Digital Sky
Survey (SDSS; Abazajian et al. 2009; Annis et al. 2014) and
MIR photometry from WISE. In good agreement with previous
studies conducted with the reverberation mapping method, this
experiment showed that the size of the torus positively correlates
with the AGN luminosity (Li & Shen 2023).

In this study, we apply the methodology of Li & Shen
(2023) to examine whether the size-luminosity relation applies
to quasars of lower redshift (0.15 < z ≤ 0.4) and lower luminos-
ity [44.4 ≤ log (Lbol/erg s−1) ≤ 45.9]. In particular, the narrow
range of redshift is essential to minimize the dependence of the
torus size on rest-frame wavelength. Section 2 describes the sam-
ple selection and data. Section 3 presents the detailed method to
construct the ensemble SFs. The comparison between the opti-
cal and MIR SFs is shown in Section 4, and size-luminosity re-
lation from our method is given in Section 5. Section 6 summa-
rizes the overall results. We adopt the cosmological parameters
H0 = 100h = 67.4 km s−1 Mpc−1, Ωm = 0.315, and ΩΛ = 0.685
(Planck Collaboration et al. 2020).

2. Sample and data

For a direct comparison between the optical and MIR SFs, we
adopt the same sample of type 1 AGNs from Son et al. (2023b),
for which the MIR SF was computed using the light curves from
WISE. The parent sample was initially drawn from the Data Re-
lease 14 quasar catalog of the SDSS (Pâris et al. 2018). To mini-
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Fig. 1. Distribution of SFs divided by
√

2 and the original photometric
uncertainty (σo) of the g-band light curves of the non-variable sources.
The blue solid line denote the median value (0.90), and the dashed lines
give its median absolute deviation (0.06). If the photometric noise is
estimated robustly, the median value should be equal to 1; the median
value of 0.90 indicates that the photometric uncertainty is underesti-
mated.

mize the effect of cosmic evolution on the dust properties and
photometric uncertainties introduced by the extended features
of the host galaxy, Son et al. (2023b) imposed a redshift cut of
0.15 < z ≤ 0.4. To secure NIR and MIR data, Son et al. (2023b)
selected sources with 2MASS (Skrutskie et al. 2006) and WISE
counterparts with a matching radius of 2′′, to arrive at a sample
of 4,295 type 1 AGNs. Son et al. (2023b) demonstrated that the
NIR data are crucial to constrain properly the flux contribution
from the host galaxy (Son et al. 2022, 2023b).

To obtain the optical light curves in the g band, we cross-
match the initial sample from Son et al. (2023b) with the Zwicky
Transient Facility (ZTF) Data Release 19 using a matching ra-
dius of 2′′ (Bellm et al. 2019). We find that all the sources have
counterparts in ZTF. The average baseline and cadence of the op-
tical light curves are ∼ 1785 days and ∼ 21.7 days, respectively.
To remove any suspicious measurements, we only use the pho-
tometric data with flag=0, separation angle < 0′′.4, and limiting
g-band magnitude < 20.2. These criteria were carefully deter-
mined from visual inspection of the light curves to discard out-
liers in the photometric measurements (e.g., timescale of spikes
and dips less than a few days). To reconstruct the SF robustly, we
choose sources that have ZTF photometric data from at least 20
epochs. Finally, to only consider variable sources, we adopt the
criterion Pvar ≥ 0.95, which is the probability that the target is
genuinely variable, calculated from χ2 statistics (Sánchez-Sáez
et al. 2018; Son et al. 2023b). Pvar is estimated after the host
galaxy contribution is subtracted. Note that the selection crite-
rion of 0.95 is suitable for selecting weakly or moderately vari-
able sources: ∼ 87% of the entire sample meets this criterion.
Without this selection, SFs with large photometric uncertainties
can introduce systematic bias in the ensemble estimation. Radio-
loud AGNs may exhibit enhanced variability due to the relativis-
tic jet. We compute the radio-loudness of the sample using the
1.4GHz luminosity (L1.4GHz) from the FIRST survey and i-band
luminosity (Li), in which a K-correction is applied by assum-
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Fig. 2. Ensemble SFs derived from the mock light curves. The 10,000
light curves were generated to mimic the real multi-epoch data from
ZTF. The dashed line denotes the input SF. The red squares and blue
circles represent the square root of the mean SF2 and the mean of SF,
respectively.

ing a spectral index of −0.5 (Richards et al. 2006; Kimball &
Ivezić 2008). The radio-loud AGNs are classified with a crite-
rion of R > 1, where R is defined as L1.4GHz/Li (Baloković et al.
2012), finally excluded from further analysis. This reduces the
final sample to 3,578 objects.

The bolometric luminosity is estimated from the continuum
luminosity at 5100 Å with a bolometric correction of Lbol =
9.26 L5100 derived from the mean spectral energy distribution of
type 1 quasars (Richards et al. 2006), where L5100 is computed
from spectral fitting of the SDSS spectra (Rakshit et al. 2020).
We adopt the bolometric luminosities based on L5100 instead of
alternatives such those derived from the strength of [O iii]λ5007
(Son et al. 2023b), which is sensitive to the covering factor of
the narrow-line region, the ionization parameter, and the shape
of the ionizing continuum (e.g., Heckman et al. 2004; Shen et al.
2011; Kong & Ho 2018; Netzer 2019). While the bolometric
correction is known to be sensitive to the AGN luminosity, its
uncertainty is typically smaller than 0.1 dex in the range of the
AGN luminosity in our sample (e.g., Hopkins et al. 2007; Netzer
2019). The final sample has a median z = 0.296, Mg = −22.03
mag, log (MBH/M⊙) = 8.19, log (Lbol/erg s−1) = 45.2, and
log (Lbol/LEdd) = −1.05. We follow Son et al. (2023b) and calcu-
late the black hole mass MBH using the virial method and spectral
measurements of Rakshit et al. (2020).

3. Structure function

We quantify the optical variability with the SF, defined as the
mean difference of the magnitude in the light curve as a function
of the time lag (∆t):

SF2(∆t) =
1

N∆t,pair

N∆t,pair∑
i=1

(m(t) − m(t + ∆t))2

−σ2
e(t) − σ2

e(t + ∆t), (1)

where N∆t,pair denotes the number of pairs associated with ∆t, m
is the magnitude, and σe represents the uncertainty of the mag-
nitude in each epoch. In general, AGN light curves can be de-
scribed by a damped random walk in which the SF is propor-
tional to the time lag at ∆t < τ (SF ∝ ∆t1) and flattens at ∆t ≥ τ
(SF ∝ ∆t0), where tau is the break timescale. This can be ex-
pressed more generally as

SF = [SF2
∞(1 − e(−∆t/τ)γ )]0.5, (2)

where SF∞ is the SF at ∆t ≫ τ and γ is the power-law slope for
∆t < τ (i.e., SF ∝ ∆tγ). The damped random walk model can be
expressed with γ = 1. The uncertainty of the SF for an individual
target is computed from the square root of the standard deviation
of ∆mag ≡ (m(t) −m(t + ∆t))2 − σ2

e(t) − σ2
e(t + ∆t) at a given ∆t

(see Equation 1).

3.1. Host galaxy contribution

Although the ZTF survey provides photometry in both g and r,
we use the g-band data because it is less contaminated by the
flux from the host galaxy. Nevertheless, we estimate the flux
contribution from the host in the g band by fitting the spectral
energy distribution that spans from the optical to the MIR, con-
structed from measurements from SDSS, 2MASS, and WISE.
Following the detailed fitting method described in Son et al.
(2023a), we adopt three spectral energy distribution templates
for AGNs (hot dust-deficient, warm dust-deficient, and normal
AGNs) from Lyu et al. (2017) and seven templates for the host
galaxy from Polletta et al. (2007), which comprise an old (7 Gyr)
stellar population and galaxies of Hubble type E, S0, Sa, Sb, Sc,
and Sd. The derived host flux from the individual target is sub-
tracted from the original light curve. The average host fraction
in the g band is only ∼ 0.12, which has a minor effect on the SF
measurements.

3.2. Photometric uncertainty

The SF is known to be highly sensitive to photometric error, and
its effect is severe when estimating the slope on short timescales
(e.g. Kozlowski 2016). To check whether the photometric un-
certainties (σo) provided by the ZTF survey are reliable, we use
the ZTF light curves of non-variable sources drawn from the in-
active galaxies from the Max Planck Institute for Astrophysics
and the Johns Hopkins University (MPA–JHU) catalog (Brinch-
mann et al. 2004). From the SF calculated from the individual
object without removing the contribution from the photometric
noise, SF2(∆t) = 1

N∆t,pair

∑N∆t,pair

i=1 (m(t) − m(t + ∆t))2. We apply the
same criteria as the science data for the AGN sample to select
reliable photometric measurements. If the original photometric
error (σo) is estimated robustly, the SFs are expected to equal
√

2σo. Instead, we find SF/
√

2 ≈ 0.9σo (Figure 1), which indi-
cates that the photometric noise is underestimated. To account
for this, we adopt a final photometric error of σe = 0.9σo.

3.3. Ensemble structure function

As in the work of Son et al. (2023b) on the MIR SF of AGNs, this
study utilizes the ensemble SF, which is the average value of the
SFs for a number of objects at a given ∆t. The ensemble SFs are
useful to examine statistically the characteristics of the variabil-
ity as a function of various AGN properties, using light curves
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Table 1. Structure function parameters

Subsample SF∞ γ τ (days) SF∞ γ (fixed) τ (days)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (6) (7) (8)
All 0.37 ± 0.02 0.99 ± 0.05 326 ± 54 0.37 ± 0.02 1 314 ± 50

log Lbol ≤ 44.67 0.40 ± 0.02 0.81 ± 0.06 281 ± 83 0.36 ± 0.02 1 155 ± 36
44.67 < log Lbol ≤ 45.17 0.38 ± 0.01 0.98 ± 0.04 278 ± 42 0.38 ± 0.01 1 265 ± 38
45.17 < log Lbol ≤ 45.67 0.36 ± 0.02 1.14 ± 0.05 293 ± 44 0.40 ± 0.05 1 482 ± 190

45.67 < log Lbol 0.27 ± 0.01 1.26 ± 0.03 277 ± 22 0.35 ± 0.11 1 751 ± 658

Notes. Col. (1): Subsample, where Lbol is the AGN bolometric luminosity in units of erg s−1. Col. (2): SF amplitude at ∆t ≫ τ. Col. (3): Power-law
index at ∆t < ∆τ. Col. (4): Break in the power law. Col. (5): SF amplitude at ∆t ≫ τ with a fixed γ = 1. Col. (6): Power-law index at ∆t < ∆τ fixed
as 1. Col. (7): Break in the power law with a fixed γ = 1.
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Fig. 3. (a) Ensemble SFs of the entire sample. Open circles represent the SF for the optical data from ZTF, with the solid line denoting their fit
to a broken power law. Filled circles give the SF for the MIR data from Son et al. (2023b). (b) Ensemble SFs of the subsamples binned by the
continuum luminosity at 5100 Å. Open symbols and solid lines are the SFs and fitting results for the optical data, while the dashed lines show the
corresponding SFs for the MIR data.

with sparse and irregular cadences (e.g., Vanden Berk et al. 2004;
Bauer et al. 2009).

The reliability of the SF also depends on the cadence and
baseline of the light curves. To test this, we made 10,000 mock
light curves modeled with a damped random walk, for which
the sampling of the mock light curve is randomly taken from
the real observations of ZTF for our sample. To mimic the ZTF
light curves of our sample, we generate the input light curves
assuming that SF∞ = 0.38, τ = 350 days, γ = 1, and that the
photometric uncertainty is 0.068 mag. We then compute the en-
semble SF using two different estimators: the square root of the
mean SF2 and the mean of SF. Our simulations show that the en-
semble SF is slightly overestimated at ∆t < 15 days, as is also
seen in the observed data (Figure 2). If the photometric error is
larger than the intrinsic SF, the mean observed SF2 occasion-
ally could be smaller than zero, which should be excluded in the
calculation of the ensemble SF. This can boost the SF at small
∆t, where the intrinsic SF is smaller than the photometric noise.
Therefore, this study uses the ensemble SF at ∆t ≥ 15 days. Son
et al. (2023b) demonstrated, and the simulation in Figure 2 con-
firms, that the square root of the mean SF2 is a better tracer of
the real ensemble SF than the mean of SF. We also compute the
ensemble SFs in the same manner. Finally, the uncertainties in

the ensemble SF are estimated from bootstrap resampling of the
SFs of the individual target within the uncertainty of the indi-
vidual SF. We perform 1000 realizations of resampling, and the
final uncertainty is estimated from half of the difference between
the 16th and 84th percentiles.

4. Results

4.1. The g-band structure function

We first estimate the ensemble g-band SF of the entire sample
(Figure 3; Table 1). The break timescale τ is known to be cor-
related with black hole mass and AGN luminosity (e.g., Kelly
et al. 2009; MacLeod et al. 2010; Burke et al. 2021; Tang et al.
2023). However, the relatively short time baseline of the ZTF
survey makes it difficult to estimate τ robustly with this dataset.
Although we only use Equation (2) to investigate the qualitative
form of the SF, without attaching any specific physical meaning
to it at this stage, we nevertheless derive a power-law slope of
γ = 0.99 ± 0.05, which agrees well with the prediction from the
damp random walk model.

Dividing the sample into four luminosity bins reveals that γ
is proportional to luminosity, such that more luminous AGNs ex-
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Fig. 4. Fitting results of the MIR SFs for (a) the entire sample, (b) the least luminous sources, and (c) the most luminous sources. The solid line
is the optical SF estimated from the ZTF survey. Red points represent the MIR SF from the WISE survey, with the blue dashed line denoting the
best fit.

hibit a steeper SF over short timescales than fainter sources. The
parameter SF∞ is inversely correlated with the AGN luminosity
(Table 1). These findings are consistent with the trends reported
in previous studies, not only in terms of MIR variability (Son
et al. 2023b) but also optical variability (e.g., Vanden Berk et al.
2004; MacLeod et al. 2010; Tang et al. 2023).

4.2. Fitting with torus model

The MIR light curves can be expressed as the combination of
the intrinsic light curve from the accretion disk and the transfer
function of the dusty torus,

LMIR(t) =
∫
Ψ(τ)Lopt(t − τ)dτ, (3)

where LMIR is the MIR light curve, Ψ(τ) is the transfer func-
tion of the torus, and Lopt is the ultraviolet-optical continuum
light curve. We adopt the torus model of Li & Shen (2023), for
which the transfer function of the torus is determined solely by
its geometry, which is described by an inner radius (Rin), a half-
opening angle (θ) representing the angle between the equatorial
plane and the edge of the torus, an outer to inner radius ratio (Y),
and an inclination angle (i). A total of 50,000 clouds are gen-
erated following a power-law density distribution (p = −1 for
ρ ∝ rp) in a radial direction.

We additionally consider a damping factor (d ≡

SF∞,MIR/SF∞,opt), which is the fraction of the variability ampli-
tude between the optical and the MIR. This term is necessary be-
cause the variability amplitude of the MIR data is significantly
smaller than that of the optical data (i.e., d < 1; Neugebauer et al.
1989; Kozlowski et al. 2010, 2016). We adopt the Python codes
from Li & Shen (2023)1 but modify them by adding the damping
factor in order to fit the MIR SFs more robustly. The grid of pre-
dicted MIR SFs, generated with the input optical light curve and
the torus transfer function computed from the torus model, spans
the following range of parameters: −1.85 ≤ log(Rin/pc) ≤ −0.1,
0◦ < i < 45◦, 1.3 ≤ Y ≤ 1.5, σ = 30◦, and 0.45 ≤ d ≤ 0.8. While
the range of Rin is determined based on the results from the pre-
vious NIR and MIR RM projects (e.g., Koshida et al. 2014; Lyu
et al. 2019), that of Y is inferred from the morphology of hot dust
derived from the NIR interferometric observations (e.g., Kishi-
moto et al. 2009). We use the grid of modeled SFs to fit the
1 https://github.com/bwv1194/geometric-torus-variability

observed MIR SFs from Son et al. (2023b). Because the optical
SFs only securely cover ∆t < 1000 days, we use the same range
of ∆t to fit the MIR SFs.

The transfer function and, therefore, the shape of the MIR
SFs are mostly determined by the combination of Rin, Y , and a
power-law index for the density distribution (p; e.g., Almeyda
et al. 2020). To keep the consistency of the method with Li &
Shen (2023), we first adopt the small Y and a fixed p. The best
fit for the entire sample yields Rin = 0.18 ± 0.01 pc (Figure 4a),
which is in good agreement with the torus sizes derived from the
reverberation mapping method and interferometric observations
of nearby Seyferts [42.5 ≲ log (Lbol/erg s−1) ≲ 46.5] at ∼ 2.2 µm
(e.g., Kishimoto et al. 2011; Koshida et al. 2014).

5. The size-luminosity relation of the torus

We apply the fit for the ensemble SFs to the subsamples divided
by AGN luminosity. Fitting the faintest (Figure 4b) and brightest
(Figure 4c) AGNs clearly shows that, as expected, Rin is corre-
lated with the AGN luminosity (Table 2). We compare our results
with those obtained from reverberation mapping studies, which
investigated the size-luminosity relation of the torus using the
time lag between the optical light curves obtained from ground-
based telescopes and MIR light curves derived from WISE (e.g.,
Koshida et al. 2014; Lyu et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2020). The
MIR light curves of low-redshift (z < 0.5) Palomar-Green (PG;
Schmidt & Green 1983) quasars studied by Lyu et al. (2019) are
comparable to those of our sample. They demonstrated a strong
correlation between the size of the torus determined in the W1
band and the AGN luminosity, in the form R ∝ L0.47

AGN. While the
intrinsic scatter in the size-luminosity relation was not reported
in Lyu et al. (2019), using more distant quasars at 0.3 < z < 2
Yang et al. (2020) found a size-luminosity relation similar to that
of Lyu et al. (2019); this is illustrated with the grey area in Figure
5, which has an intrinsic scatter of 0.17 dex.

For a direct comparison with previous reverberation mapping
studies, we compute the effective radius (Reff) of the torus deter-
mined from the best-fit transfer function. This is equivalent to
the effective time delay (τeff) directly measured from the rever-
beration mapping method, which is expressed as

τeff =

∫
τΨ(τ)dτ∫
Ψ(τ)dτ

. (4)
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Table 2. Radius of the torus

Subsample log(Lbol/erg s−1) log(Rin/pc) log(Reff/pc) λrest
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
All 45.21 ± 0.20 −0.75 ± 0.01 −0.69 ± 0.01 2.63 ± 0.11

log L5100 ≤ 44.67 44.51 ± 0.11 −1.01 ± 0.06 −0.92 ± 0.06 2.75 ± 0.10
44.67 < log L5100 ≤ 45.17 45.01 ± 0.10 −0.76 ± 0.01 −0.70 ± 0.01 2.70 ± 0.11
44.67 < log L5100 ≤ 45.17 45.34 ± 0.10 −0.70 ± 0.01 −0.64 ± 0.01 2.58 ± 0.09

45.67 < log L5100 45.80 ± 0.09 −0.42 ± 0.02 −0.36 ± 0.02 2.52 ± 0.06

Notes. Col. (1): Subsample, where Lbol is the AGN bolometric luminosity in units of erg s−1. Col. (2): Median Lbol and its median absolute
deviation. Col. (3): Inner radius of the torus. Col. (4): Effective radius of the torus, measured from the effective τ. Col. (5): Effective wavelength
of the W1 filter in the rest-frame.
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Koshida et al. (K, local Seyferts)
This study (0.15<z 0.4)
Scatter (Yang et al.)

Rin

Reff

GRAVITY (K)

Fig. 5. The size-luminosity relation of the torus of type 1 AGNs. Gray
squares denote the inner radius of the torus derived from fitting the MIR
SFs with the toy model for the torus. Red circles represent the effective
size of the torus estimated from the best-fit transfer function, with the
red solid line giving their ordinary distance regression fit to the size-
luminosity relation. The uncertainties of Rin are the same as those of
Reff . The grey dashed line shows the size-luminosity relation of low-
redshift (z < 0.5) PG quasars estimated using the reverberation mapping
method (Lyu et al. 2019). The grey shaded area represents the 1σ scatter
(∼ 0.17 dex) estimated from a sample of relatively high-redshift (0.3 <
z < 2) AGNs (Yang et al. 2020). The blue dotted line is the relation of
intermediate-redshift (0.5 ≤ z ≤ 1.2) quasars in Stripe 82, based on the
direct comparison between the optical SFs and MIR (W1) SFs, similar
to this study. The cyan dashed-dotted line denotes the relation of the
local Seyferts in the K band inferred from the reverberation mapping
method. Blue stars represent the size of the torus estimated from the
K-band interferometry measurements (GRAVITY Collaboration et al.
2020)

.

The effective time delay depends on the inner radius and the ge-
ometry of the torus (e.g., the inclination angle and the ratio of the
outer and inner radius). Figure 5 shows that the size-luminosity
relation from our study is in good agreement with previous stud-
ies within the intrinsic scatter. An ordinary distance regression
for our measurements yields

log (Reff/pc) = (0.42 ± 0.06) × log (Lbol/erg s−1)
−(19.81 ± 2.59). (5)

This result demonstrates that the ensemble SF can be as effective
as the reverberation mapping method in statistically estimating
the size of the torus. Interestingly, the zero point of the size-
luminosity relation from this study is slightly larger than that
from Li & Shen (2023). The offset in the torus size ranges from
0.1 to 0.2 dex at log (L5100/erg s−1) = 44.5 − 46. This may be
attributed to the dependence of the torus size on the rest-frame
wavelength (e.g., Lyu et al. 2019). The rest-frame wavelength
(λrest ≈ 1.4−2.8 µm) of the MIR data in the sample of Li & Shen
(2023) is significantly shorter than that of our sample (λrest ≈

2.5 − 2.8 µm). The shorter wavelengths likely probe the inner
regions of the torus. In support of this interpretation, we note that
the K-band time lag from Koshida et al. (2014) (λrest ≈ 2 µm) is
marginally shorter than that inferred from the W1-based studies.
Interestingly, our estimation agrees well with the results from the
K-band interferometry measurements (GRAVITY Collaboration
et al. 2020). As our results depend on the adopted model for the
torus geometry, the discrepancy in the size-luminosity relation
among the different studies may originate from the methodology.

The studies with the MIR interferometry showed that the
MIR emitting region (8.5 − 13 µm ) is more extended than the
NIR emitting region (e.g., Kishimoto et al. 2011). To account for
this effect, we examine the dependence of Reff on the outer-to-
inner radius ratio (Y) and the radial density distribution (p). The
SF fits with a model from 1.5 ≤ Y ≤ 10 and −0.5 ≤ p ≤ −1.0
yield worse results compared to the best-fits with a smaller Y
(1.3 ≤ Y ≤ 1.5) and a fixed p = −1. In addition, the inferred Reff
becomes remarkably smaller than that from the best-fit results
with the smaller Y by up to ∼ 0.5 dex. This result is not physi-
cally meaningful as the inner radius is substantially smaller than
the sublimation radius. It reveals that the hot dust emitting the
MIR continuum at 2.5-2.8 µm is likely to locate the innermost
region of the torus and may not be extended along the radius,
which is consistent with the previous studies (e.g., Kishimoto
et al. 2009, 2011).

6. Conclusions

We derive the optical ensemble structure function of the low-
redshift and moderately luminous AGNs selected from SDSS us-
ing the g-band multi-epoch data obtained from the ZTF survey.
We find that a broken power law, similar to the damped random
walk, can well describe the ensemble SF. However, more lumi-
nous AGNs tend to have steeper slopes in the ensemble SF at
short timescale than less luminous AGNs, which may be due to
the geometric effect of the accretion disk. Consistent with previ-
ous studies, the variability amplitude also is anti-correlated with
the AGN luminosity.

Using the toy model of the torus geometry from (Li & Shen
2023), we make a comparison between the optical and MIR SFs
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to estimate the effective size of the torus. As with reverberation
mapping experiments, we find that the effective size of the torus
positively correlates with AGN luminosity. The slope of the size-
luminosity relation agrees well with that of previous studies, al-
though the zero point of the relation is marginally higher than
that derived from the analysis of K−band data for local AGNs
and W1-band data for high-redshift AGNs, which implies that
the size of the torus increases with increasing rest-frame wave-
length. These results demonstrate that comparison between the
optical and MIR SFs for a large sample can be a powerful tool
for estimating the size of the torus.
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